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QUADRATIC COVARIATION ESTIMATES IN NONSMOOTH
STOCHASTIC CALCULUS

SERGIO ANGEL ALMADA MONTER AND YURI BAKHTIN

ABSTRACT. Given a Brownian Motion W, in this paper we study the asymp-
totic behavior, as € — 0, of the quadratic covariation between f(eW) and W
in the case in which f is not smooth. Among the main features discovered is
that the speed of the decay in the case f € C'® is at least polynomial in € and
not exponential as expected. We use a recent representation as a backward-
forward It6 integral of [f(eW), W] to prove an e-dependent approximation
scheme which is of independent interest. We get the result by providing es-
timates to this approximation. The results are then adapted and applied to
generalize the results of [I], and [3] related to the Small Noise Exit from a
Domian problem for the Saddle Case.
Non-smooth Itd’s formula and Quadratic Variation and Large Deviation

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the central results of stochastic calculus is It6’s change of variables formula
for twice differentiable transformations of semimartingales. It was realized recently
that one also needs to study nonlinear maps that are not smooth enough to allow an
application of the classical It0 formula. Various approaches to less regular changes
of variables have been introduced, see [5], [6], [9], [I1], [18], and references therein.
These studies show that the key feature of the It6 formula, the quadratic covariation
term, is well-defined under much weaker assumptions than those leading to the
traditional formula. However, no nontrivial quantitative estimates of the arising
quadratic covariation processes have appeared in the literature, to the best of our
knowledge.

One area where such estimates are naturally needed is small random perturba-
tions of dynamical systems. Often, in the course of a study of a stochastic system
one has to make a simplifying change of coordinates, transforming the system lo-
cally to a simpler one. If the transformation map is C2, then one can apply the
classical It6 calculus and easily control the Ito correction term. However, there are
situations where a natural change of variables is less regular than C2, and in these
cases there is no readily available tool that could be used to control the generalized
It6 correction.

The goal of this paper is to close this gap and provide quantitative estimates on
the generalized It0 correction term under nonclassical assumptions on the transfor-
mation.

Let us now be more precise. Let W be a standard 1-dimensional Wiener process
on a complete probability space (2, %, P) and € > 0 be a constant. If g : R — R is
C?, then the classical Ito formula is (see [I7, Section I1.7])

2
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Introducing f = ¢’ € C*!, we can also rewrite the second term in the r.h.s. as
quadratic covariation between f(eW) and eW: for Q.(t) = [f(eW),eW](t), we

have .
Q:(t) = 82/ f'(eW(s))ds, t=>0.
0

In particular, for any 7 > 0, e~ sup,«7 Q<(t) — 0 in probability as e — 0. In this
paper we show that this converges holds in the case in which f is not differentiable.

The motivation for this problem relies on small random perturbation of dynam-
ical systems. Suppose that b is a vector field with a critical point at z* and let S
denote the flow generated by b:

d i _poqt 0, _
dtS:v—b(Sx), S% = x.

It is well known (see Section 2.8 of [16]) that there is a continuous change of variables
g so that locally around g(z*) the flow g(S*x) behaves like the linearized version of
S. In the small random perturbation case, this combined with the traditional Ito
formula imply (see, e.g. [3], [1]) that if g is at least C?, then the system

AX(t) = b(X.(t))dt + edW (1), X.(0) = zo,

could be analyzed by working with the linear system
~ ~ 52 ~
4.0 = (A% + S0X0)) de + o (X)W D), K.(0) = glav),

where zq is close enough to z*, A is the Jacobian of b at x*, ¢ is at least a contin-
uous matrix valued function, and £2®, is the term corresponding to the quadratic
covariation between ¢'(X.) and X.. There are well established cases for which g is
known to be O, see e.g. Hartman Theorem on Section 2.8 of [16]. In these cases,
an already known C! formulation of Ité’s formula implies a similar analogy between
the non-linear and linear systems. Hence, estimates that show that in these cases
the quadratic covariation term decays faster than the Ito term allow to reduce the
local analysis to simpler exit problem for Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes.

The analysis of the quadratic covariation [¢'(X), X] in connection with exten-
sions of 1t6’s formula for functions g ¢ C? is fundamental for nonsmooth Ito calcu-
lus, see [§], [10], [11], [A8], [19]. In [11], [A8], [I9] methods from backward stochastic
calculus were used (see also the summary [20]), while in []], [I0] a local time ap-
proach was used. The basic result that has been explained in the cited literature
from several points of view is that for T > 0,

T

t
(1) Q)= —6/0 f(eW(s))dW (s) —e ; fEW(T = 5))dW (T — s),
—t

where both integrals can be understood as It6 integrals w.r.t. appropriate filtrations.
It is well known [I7, page 389] that the integral with respect to W (T — -) in ()
is the time reversal of a semimartingale w.r.t. the natural filtration of W (T — -).
Here the time reversal (with respect to T > 0) of a process X is understood as
X(T—-t)—X(T).

In this paper we exploit this structure by constructing an approximation scheme
for Q. and using martingale techniques to show its consistency. As far as we know,
this is the first attempt to use such a scheme in small noise analysis. See [4] for a
related but different scheme for local time approximation in the case ¢ = 1.
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The text is organized as follows. In Section 2] we state our main results that
include the martingale representation for the quadratic covariation, and, in Sec-
tion 211 the results related to the application of non-smooth calculous to a par-
ticular small noise problem. In Section 3] we use the martingale representation to
propose an approximation scheme that we then use to prove the key bound that the
main results depend upon. The proofs of the main theorems are given in Section [l
In Section [ proofs of auxiliary lemmas are given.

2. MAIN RESULTS

We are going to study Q.(t) = [f(eW),eW](t) assuming that f : R - R is a
bounded and uniformly Holder or Lipschitz function, although these assumptions
on f can be relaxed. It is convenient to formulate these assumptions in terms of
modulus of continuity defined by:

oscg(0) = sup |f(s)— f(t)], &>0.
[t—s|<d

Throughout the text, we work with an arbitrary fixed number T' > 0. We will
not be explicit when including the dependency on 7" > 0 in the notation. We are
ready to state the main results of the text.

Theorem 1. Suppose oscy(d) < C6* for some o € (0,1), Cy > 0, and all suf-
ficiently small §. Then, for every 6 > 0, v € (0,a), and p € (v,a), there are
constants €5, > 0 and Cs,, > 0 such that

P {5_(1”) sup |Q(t)[ > 5} < Cspe @070 e (0,65,).
t<T

In particular, for any v € (0, ),

e~ sup |Q. (1) B0, e=o.
t<T

This result is stronger than our initial claim that e ~'Q. — 0. Moreover, if « is
close to 1, the exponent 1 + v can be chosen to be close to 2.

The method we employ to prove this theorem produces the following estimate
in the Lipschitz case where o = 1:

Theorem 2. Suppose oscy(d) < Cf6, for some constant Cy > 0 and sufficiently
small 6 > 0. Then, for every § >0, v € (0,1), and p € (v,1), there are constants
gs,u > 0 and Cs;,, > 0 such that

(I—p)

P {5(1“) sup [Q<(t)] > 5} SCsue™ € (0e5),
t<T

This theorem establishes that the rate of decay in probability is exponential in
the Lipschitz case, which is coherent with the differentiable case in which almost
sure convergence holds. For the Holder case, the method only shows a polynomial
upper bound which in principle does not imply that the convergence rate can not
be exponential.

The proof of Theorems [I] and [ will be given in Section @l An important part
of the analysis is Theorem [g] given in Section Bl and in principle one can apply that
result and its possible extensions to less regular functions f. The proof of Theorem[d]
is in turn based on a forward-backward martingale representation of the quadratic
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covariation that we explain in Section For now, we proceed to explain an
application of the above results to a small noise problem studied in [I], [2], [3], [7],
and [13].

2.1. Applications to the Small Noise Problem. In this section we consider
the small noise scape from a saddle problem that, up to our knowledge, was first
studied in [I3]. The objective of the section is to establish the role that Theorems/I]
and [2] have in the study of this problem. Let us start with the statement of the
problem.

Consider a vector field b : R? — R%, and a domain (open, bounded and convex
set) U C R such that 0 € U is the only critical point of b in the closure of U.
That is, 0 € U is the only x € U such that b(z) = 0. Further, suppose that the
vector field b is such that its Jacobian at 0, A = Db(0) has at least one eigenvalue
with positive real part, and one eigenvalue with negative real part. Under this
conditions, consider the flow S generated by b:

d

ES’% =b(Stz), S% ==,
and its small noise perturbation,

dX (t) = b(X.)dt + edW (t).

The scape from a saddle problem is the study of the asymptotic behavior of the
exit time

T(z) =inf{t >0: X.(¢t) €U}, =zel,
and the exit location X, (7-(z)). The case of interest for this problem is when the
initial condition for the diffusion X.(0) lies in the invariant stable manifold

Msz{x:Stx—>O, ast—>oo}.

The problem was first solved using a PDE approach in [I3]. In that paper, it is
shown that the exit time is asymptotically logarithmic in € and that the exit location
is concentrated on the intersection of OU and the invariant unstable manifold

8UOM“:8Uﬁ{x:Stx—>O, ast—>—oo}.

Later, [7] refined the result of the exit distribution in two dimensions, and further
refinements were made in higher dimensions in [2].

In [3] a further generalization to the exit location was obtained, using the idea
mentioned in the introduction of this paper. This result was later iterated to get
the first result for a heteroclinic network, which is a more general case than the
simple saddle case. The argument in [3] is as follows. It is well known (see Section
2.8 of [I6]) that there is a continuous change of variables h so that locally around
R(0) the flow h(S*x) behaves like the linearized version of S. For X, traditional Itd
formula imply (see, e.g. [3], [1]) that if 4 is at least C?, then X. = h(X.) satisfies

an(t) = (AXa(t) + %QS(Xa(t))> dt + EU(Xa(t))dW(t)u X&(O) = h(Xa(O))a

where z is to 0, o is at least a continuous matrix valued function, and e2®_ (X, (t))
is the quadratic covariation term between the derivative of h evaluated at X. and
X, itself. Under the assumption that h € C2, the above converges to 0 faster
than the noise and hence it has no effect on the computation of the exit location.
The limitation of this method is that the assumption h € C? is quite restrictive.
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In [I] this restriction was studied by classifying systems that don’t admit such a
transformation h in the C? class. The results of [3] were extended in [I] in the
two dimensional setting: the change of coordinates h transforms X. to a specific
polynomial drift SDE in two dimensions which is then solved. In [I] it is also shown
that this approach can not immediately be generalized to the high dimensional case.
As a consequence, in this paper, we attack the high dimensional case by following
the approach proposed in [3] but by allowing the transformation h to be not smooth.

We focus on a particular case to keep the exposition manageable. The novelty
relies in the assumption on the smoothness for the change of coordinates, which is
the main focus of the paper. The proof is a rearrangement of the main facts covered
in the body of the paper, and its presented in Section Bl The theorem is stated in
the spirit of Theorem 1 of [1J.

Theorem 3. Suppose that A has spectrum Ay, ..., A\q of real and simple eigenvalues
such that \y > ... > X\,_1 > 0> X\, > ... > \g for some integer v < d. Also, assume
that h : U — R? is a differentiable function with differentiable inverse, such that
all its partial derivatives satisfy the conditions of Theorem [l with o > 1/2 and that
h(Stx) = eAth(x) in U = (—A,A)?.

Denote OU N M™ = {q_,q+}, and assume that X.(0) = xo € M*NU. Then,
there is a family of random vectors (¢c)es0, a family of random variables (1c)e>o0,
and a number

1 ifv=2and — X\, > A\,

B _/A\_fv ifv=2and — X\, < A,
B = _i—;’ ifv>2and — A, > A — A,
_i_:’ ifv>2and — A, <A1 — Ao,

such that X.(1.) = h(Agsgny.) + 2, and the random vector

1
(%7 ¢87T€ - /\_1 IOgE)

converges in distribution as € — 0.

Remark 4. The result is not a direct consequence of the results in this paper,
since, as it will be clear at the beginning of Section[d, it requires a high dimensional
version of the quadratic variation with drift. But we will see that to get this result
the proof follows almost line by line the proof of the main results of this paper.

2.2. Forward-Backward Martingale Representation. The proof of Theorem[d
is based on a forward-backward martingale representation of the quadratic covari-
ation. The focus of this section is to explain this representation as grounds to the
full proof of Theorem [0 to be given in the next section. In order to do so, we need
some conventions on our notation that we state as definition:

Definition 5. The time reversal of a process X = (X (t))i>0 with respect to T > 0
is defined by

X(t)=X(T—-t)—-X(T), te[0,T).
Likewise, the backward of X with respect to T > 0 is defined by
X(t)=X(T—t), telo,T)
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The starting point is the representation for L. = e~1Q. implied by (). For any
T >0,
T

(2) Ls(lf):—/0 f(eW(s))dW (s) — T_tf(EW(S))dW(S)v t<[0,T].

We will find a convenient way to rewrite this expression using an enlargement of
filtration approach. Denoting the natural filtration of a process X = (X;);>0 by
FX = (F{)i>0, we note that that the integral with respect to W in (@) is an FW
martingale, while the integral with respect to W is the time reversal of the FW
semimartingale

N = [ fEew ).

Therefore, one of the terms in (2] is a martingale, while the other one has a non-
trivial drift component. The following result reveals the structure of this time
reversal.

Theorem 6. Let G = (Gt)iepo,r] be the minimum filtration such that W(T') is Go

measurable and ‘EW C Gi. Then W is a G semimartingale with Doob—Meyer
decomposition given by

3) W) =wr) - [ s+ 00,

for some Brownian Motion B with respect to G.

Moreover, if H = (H)icjo,1) s the the minimum complete filtration such that
W(T) is Ho measurable and .7:,{3 C My, then f is an H Brownian Motion, W is an
H semimartingale with the Doob-Meyer decomposition [3) and W can be written
as

t
. d
(4) W(t):W(T)(l—t/T)+(T—t)/ Tﬂ—(si’ te0,T].
0 T—
Proof. The result follows from Theorem [I7, Theorem VI.3]. O

Remark 7. In particular, since W is H adapted, for every function F : R? — R2
such that

T
E/ F(W(s))?ds < oo,
0
the process t — fr:;r_t F(W (s))dB(s) is the time reversal of a martingale.

Using Theorem [6], we can obtain a representation for L, = e~'Q,.. This is given
in the following;:

Corollary 8. Let H be as in Theorem (@). Then, the process L. = e 1Q. can be
written as

(5) Le(t) = — / F(EW (s))dW (5) —

which is the sum of a FV martingale, a time reversal of an H martingale and a
bounded variation term.

T W(s)

S

F(EW (s))dB(s) + / FEeW (s) 2 g,

T—t

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem [0l and (2] since W (¢)/t is
integrable on the interval [0,7] and f is bounded. O
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Theorem [0] is the main element we need to propose our approximation scheme,
which is the main focus of Section

3. SMALL NOISE ANALYSIS OF QUADRATIC COVARIATION.

In this section we study the quadratic covariation process L. = [f(eW), W].
Recall the representation (B]) given in Corollary B This will be one of the main
ingredients in our proof.

Throughout this section, let (n.).~o be integers such that n. oo as € — 0.
Let us define (d¢)es0 by dc = T//n., and observe that §. \, 0 as ¢ — 0. The main
result of this section is the following:

Theorem 9. Let q. = 2./6:|logd.|, and let (Ve)eso satisfy v — 0 and
|log & | oscy (¢4e)

g le

—0, —0.
Then, there are positive constants K1, Ko, K3 and €y such that

P {5_1 sup |Q: ()] > %} < ngle_Kﬂ?/OSCf(5‘15)2 + K36., €€ (0,¢0).
t<T

The idea of the proof is to start with the representation (IJ) and use Theorem
to prove an approximation to each integral by a sum of increments. The result will
follow once we combine the approximating sum for each integral into one. We will
devote the rest of this section to developing this idea.

3.1. Approximating Processes. Let P, be the partition of the interval [0,T]
given by points 0 = sg < ... < 8, = T', where s; = id,, for i =0, ..., n.. Also, define
the backward partition P. to be the partition of [0,7T] given by points 0 = ¢, <
o <tp, =T, where t; =T — 5, ;.

For an arbitrary process Y and times s,¢ € [0,T] let A, ;Y =Y (¢)—Y (s). Then,
for t € [0,T] we introduce the following notation:

(6) S.(1) = / FEW ())dW (s),

T
(7) Se(t) = L F(EW (s))dW (s),
it)
(8) Je(t) = Z f(EW(Si_l))ASi;S'L—1W7
=1
it)
(9) jﬁ(t) = Z f(EW(Si))ASmSiflm
=1

where i(t) is given by
i(t) =min{j € [0,n]NZ:s; >t}.
The idea is to approximate each element S. and SE with J. and JAE respectively, so

we can approximate L. by L. p. = JAE — J.. Note that since

f(EW(Si))ASmSiflw = _f(EW(tn57i>)Atnefi+lqt W,

ne—i
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after reordering the sum in (@), we can rewrite .J. as

ne—1

(10) Je(t) == > FEWE)) AW,

i=nc—1i(t)

which is an integral sum of the It6 integral S.. We will use Theorem [ to justify
the application of martingale techniques to prove that J. approximates S and that
J. approximates Se.
Once we have an approximation of L. by L. p., we notice that
i(t)
(11) LE,PE (t) = Z Asiqsi—l (f(EW)) Asiqsi—lw'

i=1
The differences in f in the above expression will be used to prove that L. p_(t)
converges to 0 uniformly in probability and get the result.

We start with some preliminary results. The proofs will be postponed until
Section [0] in order to keep the continuity of the paper. We state the next general
lemma.

Lemma 10. Let (M.) ., be a family of martingales such that for every e > 0,
M.(0) = 0, the quadratic variation (M) is absolutely continuous with respect to
Lebesgue measure, and (M¢) (T') < re. Then, for any § > 0,

87‘5 _52
P M.(t)] > 6 207/ (@re),
{fggl ) > }<\/7T5Qe

We give a slight generalization of Levy’s modulus of continuity lemma:

Lemma 11. For a Brownian motion B, define the modulus of continuity with
respect to partition P. by

(12) 0B = max sup |Ass . Bl

Then, there is a constant C' > 0 independent of € > 0 such that for any § > 0

C >
Pl{lp.>6) < ——e07/(2%)
{08, }_5756

€

In particular, there is a Ko > 0 such that
P {5B,€ > QE} < K25a, e > 0.
With these two results at hand we are ready to estimate L. p.

Lemma 12. There is a positive constant K such that for any 6 > 0 and € > 0,

§
P< sup [Lep ()| >0, <P {| log d|oscy(ege) > qi} + Ko..
te[0,7] AT

Of course, the probability in the r.h.s. is either 0 or 1, and the estimate is
meaningful only if the inequality in the curly brackets is violated.

Proof. Let us start with the simple inequality

(13) sup Le p, (t) < Z ’As“sz;l f(EW)’ ’Asivsile )
te[0,T] o



QUADRATIC COVARIATION ESTIMATES IN NONSMOOTH STOCHASTIC CALCULUS 9

derived from (29]). We estimate each term of the sum in the r.h.s. of (I3).
From definition (I2)) it follows that

_max |As; 51 f(eW)] < oscy(edwe).

Using this inequality and the definition of n. in (I3, we see that

sup L. p (t) < n.oscy(edw,e)ow,e
t€[0,T]

< Tow,coscr(edw,e)/ 0.
Hence for every § > 0 the inequalities
P { S[U-p : |L87PE| > 5} <P {OSCf(EéWﬁ)&W,a > 555/T, 5W,a < QE} +P {5W,a > QE}
t€[0,T
(14) <P {Oscf(ak)% > 0.0/T}+ P {ow,e > g}

hold. The second term in the r.h.s. of (I4) can be bounded using Lemma [Tl so
we focus on the first term. For this notice that

0scr(£¢:)qe /0 = 4] logde|oscr(eqe)/ge,
which implies that
P {oscs(eq:)ge > 6:6/T} <P {|logé:|oscs(ege) > q-0/(4T)}.
The result follows after combining this fact with ([4) and Lemma [I11 O

3.2. Approximation of L. by L. p.. We have shown that L. p. converges to 0.
In order to prove the convergence of L. we need to prove that L. p. approximates
L.
In order to do so define
M(t) := Se(t) = Je(t) + f(eW (si)-1)) As, ) £ W,

and

Mc(t) := Se(t) 4+ Je(t) + fF(EW (tn.—it)) Ar—t e —icy W.
Using (@), @), and i(t), we see that the process M. can be written as

e si At

M(t) =) / Ay i o fFEW)AW (s).
i=0 Si—1 At

Likewise, using (), @), (I0) and the definition of the points ¢;, we see that

. ne—1 it V(T—t) ) R
NL(t) = / Ao F(V) IV (5)
i=0 t; V(T —t)

ne—1 it V(T —1) .
(15) -3 /t Ao, fEW)AB(s) — As(t),

i—0 JtiV(T—t)

where we defined

ne—1l ;0 V(T —t) R W(S)
16 A (t) = / Agp, f(eW ds.
(16) ) ; t:V(T—t) 2 )T - s

Notice that M. is a F" martingale and ME is the time reversal of a F? semi-
martingale. This is the main fact in the proof of the following Lemma:
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Lemma 13. There are positive constants Ky, Ko, K3 and €y such that for any
0>0,

P {sup |M.(t)] > 5} < (K /8)e K07 0ses(cae) L |5 € € (0, €).
t<T

Here M, can be either M, or ]\7[5.

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Lemma [I3] The proof is
postponed until Section

Lemma 14. There are positive constants K1, Ko, K4, and €9 such that for all
0>0,

P{ sup |A:(1)] >‘5} < (K /8)eRad oses () 1 [y5. e € (0,20).
te(0,T)

Proof of Lemmall3 . Let us start with the proof for M,.. As we said before, the
process M, is a martingale with quadratic variation I'. = (M,) given by

Ne si A\t
(17) T (t) = Z/ Ay, f(EW)2ds.
i=1 Si—1 /At

In order to apply Lemma [I0, we need to find a bound on the (random) function
Ic. In this case (I2)) implies that

sup |A5;S'L—1 f(EW)| < OSCf(€5W,8)7

SE[si—1,84]
for all € > 0. Using this bound in (7)) we see that
(18) I.(T) < Toscs(edw.e)?.
Lemma [I0l implies that

P {sup |M(t)| > 5} <P {sup [Mc(t)] > 0,To(T) < Toscy (5q5)2}
t<T

t<T

+P {I‘E(T) > Toscy (Eqs)2}

. 2
(19) < 8T%67‘52/(2T05W(5%)2) +P {I‘E(T) > Toscy (sqa)z} )

™

for all € > 0 small enough. It remains to estimate the second probability in (I9).
Using (I8) it easily follows that for each € > 0,

P {FE(T) > Toscy (eqs)Q} < P {oscy (edw,) > oscy (ege)}
S P {5W,a > qg}'

Lemma [I1] and (I9) imply the desired estimate for M..
To obtain the estimate on M., we notice that (IH) and (I6]) imply

ne—1 tip1Vt

V(T — 1)+ AT —¢) Z/ Avirf EW)dA(s)

Z/ A, FEW)AB(s Z/ Bue FEW)AB(s).
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Then, it follows that

sup | M (1) — A« (1)
t<T

= sup |M(T —t) —AE(T—t)‘
t<T

ne—1
< Z + sup Z
=0

t<T

ne—1l Lt 1At R
/ Aur, f(EW)dB(s)
t

tit1 R
/t Agy, f(eW)dB(s)

i=0 Y hN

2|2

ne—1l i, At .
/ Au fEW)AB(s)
t

i=0 YNt

Using this bound to proceed in the same way as we did for M., we obtain that for
any ¢ > 0,

i {SUP M(t) - AAT)! >0 } < (K [§)em o0 oses(ea)® 4 iy
t<T
for all € > 0 small enough. Since
P {sup M(t)‘ > (5} <P {sup M(t) — Ag(t)‘ > 6/2} +P {sup|Aa(t)| > 6/2} ,
t<T t<T t<T
the result follows from Lemma [T4l O

A consequence of Lemma is the approximation of the quadratic covariation
L. =[f(eW),W] by L p,, given in the following Lemma:

Lemma 15. If (7:)es0 is such that 7. — 0 and osc¢(eqe)gey-! — 0 ase — 0, then
there are positive constants K1, Ko, K5, and €9 such that

P {sup |Le(t) — Le,p, (t)] > ”ys} < Klfy;le*K”?/oscf(Eqi)z + K20, €€(0,¢).
t<T

Proof. Let (7¢)e>0 be as in the statement of the Lemma. By the definition of M,

and M., it follows that

(20) |L€(t) - LE,Pe (t)| S |M€| + |M€| + |A5i(t))Si(t)—lf(EW)ASi(t)vsi(t)—lW|'

The result follows as a consequence of Lemmas [TT] and Indeed, since

|A5i(t)7si(t)71f(5W)A W1 < oscs(edw,e)Ow,e,

Si(t)»Si(t)—1
Lemma [I1] implies
P {| Asi(t),si(t),l f(EW)ASi(t),Si(t),1W| > ’YE} S P {OSCf(E(SW,E)(SW,E > FYE? 5W,E S qE}
+P {5w)5 > qg}
< P{oscr(eqe)ge > 7=} + Kad..
Hence, there is a £g > 0 such that
P {| Asi(n)ysm)71 f(SW)A W| > "Ya} < K255, €€ (0,50).
Using this bound and Lemma [[3]in 20]), we obtain

Si(t)sSi(t)—1

P {sup |Le(t) — Lep, (t)] > %} < Ky le  Koniloses(ea)® 4 o5 e € (0,e0).
t<T

The proof is finished. O
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4. PrROOF OF THEOREMS [I] [2] AND

Proof of Theorem[d. The result is a consequence of Lemmas [[2] and Indeed, if
(Ve)e>0 is as in the statement of the Theorem, it is immediate to see that

p { sup |04 (1) > %} -p {sup L(t) - Lp. ()] > %-/2}
t<T t<T

(21) —|—P{ sup |Le p.(t)] >’y€/2}.

t€[0,T]

The result will follow by applying Lemmas [12] and [15] to the two terms in r.h.s.

of (2I).

First, note that
oscf(eqe)
qeVe

implies that oscf(eq:)gey: "t = 4n-0. — 0, as € — 0. Hence, from Lemma [I5 we get
that for some positive constants K{, K2, K{ and €

Ne = |log é¢| -0, =0,

(22) P {sup L(t) - Len(t)] > vs/z} < Kjn e Kilosesea)® | ey,
t<T

for all € € (0,g9) . Likewise, since n. — 0 as ¢ — 0, Lemma implies that for
some positive constants €1 and K,

(23) P{ sup |Le p, (t)] > 75/2} < Kb, e€€(0,e1).
te[0,T)
The result follows by using ([22) and 23)) in (2I)). O

Proof of Theorem [l The proof is a consequence of Theorem [0l Indeed, let us find
a family (0c)e>o such that §; — 0 and

oscs(ege)

€

lim | log | =0.
e—0

Let A(d:,¢) = |logd:|oscr(ege)g . A straightforward calculation gives
A(b.,e) < Cpesle=D/2|1og 6| +D)/2,

Let p € (7,a) and take §. = 2(@=m/(=2)  Then, A(e2@—m/(0=) o) < A(e),
where A(e) is given by

A(s) = Cy,ret|log £|(O‘+1)/2,

for some constant Cy s > 0 independent of ¢ > 0. So, we can use this J. in
Theorem [@ to get that

(5€,a(1,m/(1,a))2 }

P{E_l sup |Q:(t)] > 5} < K6 texp{ —Co
t<T |log el
(24) + Koye2le—m/(-a)

for all € > 0 small enough and constants K;, K3, Cy > 0 independent of € > 0 and
0 >0.
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Theorem [ actually implies that inequality (24) remains true as long as A(e) /6 —
0, as € = 0. So, since v € (0, 1), we can substitute £7§ for ¢ in (24]) to get that

5262~ (=) +a(u—)/(1-a) }

P {a(H") sup |Q:(t)] > 5} < K107 'eVexp {—OO
t<T

(25) + Kye2(e—m)/(1-a)

[Tog "

Since o € (0,1) and g < «, we have
alp—7) <ala—7) <a-—1.
Using this fact in ([25]) we get that
P {5_(1+7) sup |Qe(t)| > 5} < Kye2la-m/(-a),
t<T
for some K3 > 0, any § > 0, and all £ > 0 small enough. The result is proved. [
Proof of Theorem[d. The proof follows the same steps as the proof of Theorem [

The first step is to to follow Theorem [ by finding a family (d;)e>o such that 6. — 0
and

lim |logé.|e = 0.
e—0

Given « € (0,1), we propose . = e " forpe (7,1). In this case, |logde|e =
e, so Theorem [0 implies that
P {51 sup |Q.(t)] > 5} < K0! exp{ K02~ 0w e “*”}
t<T

—(1—p)

+ Koe™ ¢

As in the proof of Theorem [, we can substitute d¢” instead of ¢ in the last in-
equality. We can finish the proof by extracting the leading term in the resulting
estimate. ]

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [3]
Using the results from [I8] (see also [15], and reference therein) we observe that
Y. = h(X.) satisfies
1
(26) dY = Vh(X(t)) - b(Xo(8))dt + eVR(X-(1)dW () + 5 Q- D),

with initial condition Yz(0) = h(X.(0)), and where Q. is an R%valued process with

j*® coordinate QJ given by

[
B

QL(t) [0kh (X.), XI]
k=1
d
(27) EZ [0uh? (X2),W7], j=1,...d
=1

Differentiating with respect to ¢ the identity h(S'x) = eA*h(z), we get that Vh(z)b(z) =
Ah(z), which combined with (26]) implies

(28) dY.(t) = AY:(t)dt + ¢ (o(Yo(t))dW (t) + e Q.(1)) -
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From this expression, to conclude the proof it is enough to show that the term e 1 Q,
in the last display converges uniformly (in an appropriate time range) towards zero
in probability. The proof of this fact extends the results of this paper, but it follows
the same steps (with minor modifications) as the proof of [3].

We are now going to establish what kind of convergence we need from term Q.
in (28) to finish the proof, and then state the result in a separate lemma. Using
the results of [2] that assert that 717025 converges to a constant in probability, we
can find for every v > 0, there is a large enough constant K, > 0 such that

P{m. > -K,loge} <w.

Since v is arbitrary, (21) and (28] imply that to finish the proof its enough to show
that
sup ( max [(%hk(XE),Wj}) =0
te[0,— K, loge] \J:k=1,....d
in probability as ¢ — 0. Lemma [I6] implies this result and hence finishes the proof
of this theorem.

Lemma 16. Suppose q : U — R is a function that satisfies the conditions of
Theorem [l with o > 1/2. Then, for every T' > 0 and 6 > 0 it follows that

lim P sup  [g(X.), WY(t) > 6,7. < —T'loge p = 0,
=0 te[0,—T log €]

for every 5 =1, ...,d.

Proof. The proof follow the exact same logic as the proof of Theorem [[] with slight
modifications that we will point out. We keep the same notation as in Section [31]
when appropriate. For instance, P, is a partition of the interval [0, —T loge] given
by points 0 = s9 < ... < s,, = T, = —I'loge, where s; = id,, for i = 0, ..., n..
Also, define the backward partition P. to be the partition of [0, T.] given by points
0=ty <..<tn =T, where t; =T, — 5, _;.

Let us fix j for the rest of the proof. Then, the idea is that the convergence
towards 0 of the process I1.(t) = [¢(X.), W] conditioned on the sigma algebra AZ
generated by the history of W up to time T. except for the j®® component of W, is
almost identical from the main result in Theorem [I We will show that this is the
case, and then the proof will be finished due to the tower property of conditional
expectations.

As mentioned before, [I1], [I8], [19] and [20] imply that upon fixing ¢ > 0,
conditioned on A7,

IL(t) = —Sc(t) — Sc(t),

where (in analogy with the notation used in Section B.Il) we defined

t ) . —I'loge . o
S6)= [ FX)WI(9), and S0 = [ () o)
0 —I'loge—t
Here the time reversal is taken with respect to time T, = —TI'loge.

As we did before, the proof now consists on approximating the above difference
by its respective sums and then show that the approximating sequence converges
to 0. As expected to approximate the process I1. all steps will be the analogous to
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the ones followed in Section Bl In particular, IT. will be approximated by

(t)
(29) LE,PE (t) = Z Asiqsi—l (q(XE)) ASmSile]a
=1

where i(t) is given by
i(t) =min{j € [0,n]NZ:s; >1t}.

To show that L. p. converges to 0, we follow line by line the proof of Lemma [12]
with the only difference that n. is of order —6-*loge, and that the modulus of
continuity of X, is now of the order max(ed. w,d.). Proceeding as described, we
obtain that there is a positive constant K such that for any § > 0 and € > 0,

(30)

P { sup |Le.p. (t)] > 5} <P {| 1og55|0scq(max(aq5,q§)) >
te[0,—TI'log €]

qeo

— +Ko..
—4T' loge }+ 0

By choosing d. = €2, it follows that ¢. is of the order —eloge, and max(eq., ¢2) is
of the order —e2(loge)?. Hence, in this case, from the last display, to ensure that
L. p. converges to 0, we need that g22=1 0, as ¢ — 0. That is, we need o > 1/2,
as stated in the statement of the theorem.

We are just left to show that the difference L. — L. p, converges to 0 under
the additional conditions that 6. is of order 2. In this case, the method used in
Section 3.2 to proof Lemma[IHlfollow line by line with the appropriate modifications
related to the modulus of continuity of X., and the logarithmic grow of €. We leave
the reader to fill the details. O

6. ADDITIONAL PROOFS

Proof of LemmalIll For each ¢ > 0, we use the representation of martingales as
time changed Brownian Motion [I2, Theorem 3.4.2] to see that M, = B((M,)) in
distribution in the space of continuous functions, for some Brownian Motion B (see
[12, Theorem 3.4.2]). Therefore,

P {sup |M(t)| > 5} <P {sup |B(t)] > 5} .
t<T t<re

Now the symmetry of B, reflection principle [I2 Section 2.6], and Brownian scaling
(self-similarity) imply that

P {Sup IB(t)] > 5} -P {Sup max{B(t), ~B(t)} > 5}

t<re t<re

< 2P {sup B(t) > 6}

t<r,
< 4P {B(r.) > 6}
=4P {\/rcB(1) > 4}.
The result follows by a standard Gaussian Tail estimate. (Il
Proof of Lemmal[Idl Fix § > 0 and note that
(31) P{ép.>d} < ZEP{ sup  |Ass, Bl > (5} .

=1 SE€(si—1,8:)
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We bound each of the probabilities in this sum. Since the process A; 5, , B is equal
in distribution, on the space of continuous functions, to a Brownian Motion itself
up to a time shift, we can use reflection principle [12, Theorem 2.9.25] and standard
Gaussian bounds to get

P { sup |Ass, Bl > 5} < 4P {B(é.) > 0}
&(

5i—1,8i)

<6_1 8_586_62/265
< - .
Substituting this expression in ([BI]) and using the fact that n. < 27T'/J., we see that

there is a constant C' > 0 independent of € > 0 such that for any § > 0

C
P{0p. >0} < ——=e 0 /(20
{05, > }—wg—e

€

as expected.
To prove the second part, use § = q. = 2v/—0. log d. in the last expression to get
that

C
P{s > < 21log d.
Vme = 0e) = 55 o
B Co,
-~ 2/—log?.
< K96,.
Hence the result follows. O

Proof of Lemma[T]] We start with a basic inequality

mmmmi/ B (W Nm”s

tc[0,7]

W (s)l

< 2vT 5 R

< 2 Tose () =
w

< 2VToscy(edw.e) sup M

s<T S
It implies that
(W (s)l 6
P< sup |[A:(t)] > <P<su > +P{ow.>
{te[og"]l ()] } {sgg s 20s¢;(eq:)VT {Owee > gc}

< P < sup W(s)l > 0 + K16,
s<T /S 20s¢(eq:)VT

for some constant K7 > 0 independent of 6 > 0 and € > 0. To finish the proof, we
need to study the tail probability of the random variable A = sup, ., |W(s)|//s.

In order to study the tail decay of the random variable A, note that, due to the
symmetry of Brownian Motion,

P{A>5}§2P{S3¥W\/(Zt) >5}.
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So it is sufficient to focus on the tail probabilities of the random variable N =
sup;<p (W (t)//t), which is the supremum of a Gaussian process.
Equip the interval [0, 7] with the metric p given by

p(s,t)? =E (@ _ W7<tt>>

At
:2(1— i ) s,t €[0,T).
sVt

We denote by By(t) C [0,T] the p-ball of radius § > 0 centered at ¢ € [0,7T]. Let
Hp be the minimum number of balls of radius 6 needed in order to cover [0, T].
According to [I4][Section 14, Theorem 1], if

o/2
(32) / v/ |log Hy|df < oo,
0

with o = sup,c(o.1 var(W(t)/+/t) = 1, then EN < oo. Then, it is standard to
see [14][Corollary 2, Section 14] that there is a {; > EN, such that for any ¢ > (

(33) P {|N —EN| > (} < Ce <2/,
for some universal constant C > 0.

In our situation, if the integral in ([B2]) is finite, this will be enough to finish the
proof. Indeed, assuming (33), there is an €9 > 0 such that

P ( sup W(s)] > 0 <2P¢{N > #
s<T VS 20sct(eq)VT 20sct(eq)VT

§2P{N—EN>

§
— X — EN
20sc(eq:)VT }

—1 2
0 0
<Ci|——=———-EN —Cy| —=— — EN
= (2\/Toscf(aqs) ) P ? <2\/Toscf(aqs) )

ceen] oL

oscr(eq:)?

for some constants C7, C2, C3 > 0 independent of £ and §, and all € € (0, ). Hence
we just need to show that the integral (32)) is finite.

We are going to give an estimate of Hy, 6 € (0,1/2). Suppose 0 < s <t < T,
then s € By(t) if and only if

Vs > Vi1 —6%)2).
Therefore, if s and ¢ belong to the same ball of radius 6 € (0,1/2), then
|t —s| < T

Hence, Hp < 2/62, and +/|log Hy| is integrable on the interval [0, 1/2], which implies

our claim. O
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