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COMPARISON THEOREMS
FOR THE SMALL BALL PROBABILITIES
OF GAUSSIAN PROCESSES IN WEIGHTED L,-NORMS

ALEXANDER I. NAZAROV AND RUSLAN S. PUSEV

Dedicated to Boris Mikhailovich Makarov, with great respect

ABSTRACT. We prove comparison theorems for small ball probabilities of the Green Gaussian
processes in weighted Lo-norms. We find the sharp small ball asymptotics for many classical
processes under quite general assumptions on the weight.

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of small ball behavior of a random process X in the norm || - || is to describe
the asymptotics as ¢ — 0 of the probability P{||X|| < e}. The theory of small ball behavior
for Gaussian processes in various norms is intensively developed in recent decades, see surveys
[16], [15] and the site [17].

Suppose we have a Gaussian process X (t), 0 < ¢ < 1, with zero mean and covariance function
Gx(t,s) =EX(t)X(s), t,s € [0,1]. Let ¥ be a non-negative weight function on [0, 1]. We set

xto=( 1 X2(t)w(t)dt)%

(we drop the subscript ¥ if ¢ = 1).
By the classical Karhunen—Loeve expansion, one has the equality in distribution

X3 = 3" A8
j=1

Here ¢;, j € N, are independent standard Gaussian random variables while A; > 0, j € N, are
the eigenvalues of the integral equation

AF(H) = / G(t, s)V/BODE) f(s)ds, L [0:1].

In the papers [19, 20] there was selected the concept of the Green process, i.e. Gaussian
process with covariance being the Green function for a self-adjoint differential operator. The
approach developed in these papers allows to obtain the sharp (up to a constant) asymptotics
of small deviations in Lo-norm for this class of processes. In the papers [1, 2|, using this
approach, we have calculated the sharp asymptotics of small ball probabilities for a large class
of particular processes with various weights.

In this paper we prove a comparison theorem for the small ball probabilities of the Green
Gaussian processes in the weighted Ls-norms. This theorem gives us the opportunity to obtain
the sharp small ball asymptotics for many classical processes under quite general assumptions
on the weight. For the Wiener process and some other processes this result was obtained in [4].
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Let us recall some notation. A function G(t,s) is called the Green function of a boundary
value problem for differential operator L if it satisfies the equation LG = §(t — s) in the sense
of distributions and satisfies the boundary conditions.

The space W"(0,1) is the Banach space of functions y having continuous derivatives up to
(m — 1)-th order when y(™~1) is absolutely continuous on [0, 1] and y™ € L,(0,1).

V(...) stands for the Vandermonde determinant.

2. THE CALCULATION OF THE PERTURBATION DETERMINANT

Let L be a self-adjoint differential operator of order 2n, generated by the differential expres-
sion

Lo = (=1)"0® + (pn_lv(”*l))(n_l) + ...+ pov; (1)
and boundary conditions
U,(v) =Uypv) +Un(v) =0, v=1,...,2n. (2)
Here
ke —1

Uyo(v) = a,0®)(0) + Z 090,
=0

kv—1

Ui (v) = 30® (1) + Y 709 (1),
=0

and for any v at least one of coefficients «, and ~, is not zero.

We assume that the system of boundary conditions (2) is normalized. This means that the
sum of orders of all boundary conditions s = )k, is minimal. See [3, §4]; see also [10] where
a more general class of boundary value problems is considered.

We introduce the notation

ky  2n—-1 ky 2n—1

ay = ay(P(0))2n =4, 3y =y (1) s, wy = exp(ikm/n),

=~ ~ ki ~ ki ~ ki =~ k1 ~ k1
1 1wy S arwpty 1wy Nwphy e Mwah g
91 (w) = det : 9
~ ~ K -~k ~ ok ~ ok ~ ok
Fon  Q2pwi" o Q2pw® Qonwn®" Yonw,Yy o -o. YanWor'
~ ~ k ~ k ~ k ~ k ~ k
aq arwyt S arwpty Frwnt 'Ylwn1+1 cer MWogph_q
0_1(’¢) = det :
~ ~ k ~ k ~ k ~ k ~ k
a2n Q’anlzn S 042nwn2:L1 Fonwn>" 'Y2nwnin1 cee ’ygan,ﬁ[l

Theorem 1. Let L be a self-adjoint differential operator of order 2n, generated by the differ-
ential expression (1) and boundary conditions (2). Let also p,, € W2 (0,1), m=0,...,n — 1.
Consider two eigenvalue problems

Ly = pir 2y; U/(y)=0, v=1,...,2n, (3)

where ¥y, 1y € W2(0,1). Suppose that the weight functions 11, 1y are bounded away from
zero, and

[ ot war= [ v w0 (@)

Denote by /,L](Cj), j=1,2, k € N, the eigenvalues of the problems (3), enumerated in ascending
order according to the multiplicity. Then

o (1

!

2 p—
k=1 Ml(c)




Proof. Consider the first problem in (3). Denote by ¢,(¢,(), 7 =0,...,2n — 1, solutions of the
equation Ly = (*™1)y, specified by the initial conditions <p( )( Q) =

We substitute a general solution of the equation y(t) = cogoo( Q)+ ...+ can_19an-1(t,C) to
the boundary conditions and obtain ,ug) = x3", where 71 < x5 < ... are positive roots of the
function

Ui(po) . Ui(pn-1)
F1(¢) = det : :
Uzn(po) - Uzn(p20-1)

It is easy to see ([3, §2]) that F;(() is an entire function.
It is well known (see [9], [3, §4]) that there exist solutions ¢;(¢,¢), j =0,...,2n — 1, of the

equation Ly = (*")yy such that for large |¢], [arg(¢)| < £, the following asymptotic relation
holds:

0.0 = () exp (¢ [0 (n) (14O J=0r20-1 (3

The relation (5) is uniform in ¢ € [0, 1] and one can differentiate it.
It is easy to see that for |arg(¢)| < &, |¢| — o0

U) = (0@ (0,0) + 38" (1,0) (1+0(¢™)

For large |(], the functions ¢, (¢, () are linearly independent. Therefore there exists a matrix
C(¢) = (¢jk)o<jk<2n—1 depending on ¢ such that

(@0@7 C)7 MR 902n71<t7 C))T = C(C)(&O(t C)v tty ()52n71<t7 C))T

Thus,
Ur(go) - Uzn(o)
Fy(C) = det(C(()) - det : : : (6)
Ul (9521171) cee U2n<(52n71)
By the initial conditions we have
20(0.0) o &0,
I, = C(Q) : o :
Bna0.0) e FD 0.0
By the relations (5), we obtain for |arg(¢)| < 5-, [(| = o0
20(0.0) o EEV(0,0) .
det : : = (¢ (0))2"(—5+m)><
ana(0.0) - Eon i (0.0)
1 L\ 2n—1
1 (o)) o (icn0)=)
x det | : : : (1+0(¢™) =

1@mngwﬂmﬁf o (acops)

2 (1)) V(L)1 + O ) =
= (O V(L wr, - wan ) (L4 O(C]Y).

Whence, for |arg(¢)| < 5-, [(| — oo, we have

(10"
V(L Wiy« 7w2n71)
3

det(C(¢)) = S(1+0(¢I™).



Next, following [3, §4], we obtain for |arg(¢)| < 5-, |¢| = oo

Ui(po) .. Ui(Pan—1)
det : : =
Uan(P0) - Usn(P2n-1)
— (iC)%GXp (—ZW1’19C — ’i(ﬂgﬁg — .. — iwn_lﬁC) X

X (1(v1) exp (i) + B (v1) + 0-1(¢1) exp(—iv()) (1 + O(I¢] ™))

(we recall that s = ky + ... + ko), where 0y(¢)1) is some unimportant constant.
It is easy to see ([19, Theorem 1.1]) that 6 (¢1) = —wi0_1 ().
Substituting these formulas to (6) we obtain for |arg(¢)| < 5, |¢| = o0

- (10)" 2" exp (—iw19C — 1w — . .. — iwp_19C)
Fl(C) N V(l,wl,...,w%,l) x

x (01 (1) (exp(—idC) — wi exp(idC)) + fo(¥1)) (1 + O(ICI7)).

Now we consider the second problem in (3) and define the function F5((¢) similarly to Fi(()
with ¢, instead of ¢);. Then the following relation holds:

(iC)"_Z"QJr% exp (—iw19¢ — iwe¥C — ... — iw, 19C) y
V(1,wi,...,won 1)
X (01 (¢2) (exp(—i9¢) — wi’exp(9C)) + bo(¢2)) (1 + O(I¢|7).
Whence, for [(| — oo, arg(() # %j, j € 7, we obtain

F2(C)’ . ’9—1(1/12)

Fz(C) =

F1(¢) 0-1(¢1)

Moreover, the quotient |Fy(()/Fi(¢)| is uniformly bounded on circles |(| = 7 for a proper
sequence 1y — 00.

Further, by continuity of solutions to a differential equation with respect to parameters, we
have F1(¢)/F5(() = 1 as ¢ — 0.

Applying the Jensen Theorem to Fi(¢) and F3((), we obtain

o (

1) 2 i0
H % = exp (lim i/ In 7|F2(p6,6)|d9> = ’9—1(¢2) )
k=1 M p=o0 2T Jo [F1(pet?)| 0_1(¢n)

O

Corollary 1. Let the covariance of a centered Gaussian process X (t), 0 <t < 1, be the Green
function of a self-adjoint operator L generated by the differential expression (1) and boundary
conditions (2).

Let the coefficients p,,, m = 0,...,n—1, and the weight functions 11, Vo satisfy the assump-
tions of Theorem 1. Then

1/2

P X[ <o) ’0_1@2)
O B X e <o) |01(60)

Proof. Denote by u,(:’z) the eigenvalues of the problems (3).
Using the Li comparison theorem (see [12, 14]) and Theorem 1, we obtain

o PUXI <) (Fral %_)wg)
PPNy < 0) <H @ | = |0 ()

1
2

k=1 Mk



Remark. If the assumption (4) does not hold then the probabilities P(|| X |, , < ¢) have different
logarithmic asymptotics (see [20, Theorem 7.3]).

3. SEPARATED BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Now we consider an important particular case.

Theorem 2. Let the assumptions of Corollary 1 be satisfied. Suppose also that the boundary
conditions (2) are separated in main terms, i.e. have the form

ky,—1 3\

2(0) + ) (av(0) + 7,09 (1)) =0,
=0

k,—1

+Z 0) +,,09(1)) =0,

/

Denote by sy and s sums of orders of boundary conditions at zero and one, respectively:
wo=ki+...+kn, =k +...+k,. Then

i PUX o &) (6a(0)) T (1)) THH
lim P Xl <€) (%(0)) <1/11(1)) _ ™

Proof. Under assumptions of the Theorem the matrix determining 0_;(¢) is block diagonal,
and we obtain

0-1(1)) = (=1) (1h(0))

Therefore, s o
il tovr) M v R

Many classical Gaussian processes satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2. We give several
examples.

O e T R O IRV I

t1

t
XJEI ----- Bm] (t) — (—1)ﬁ1+"'+6m / . X(S)dsdtl R
m Bl

(any index (5, equals 0 or 1).
Following [1], we introduce the notation

1
/ T\t 2n —1
n — . ) n — 2nsin —— ) D,=——.
z, = exp(im/n), ¢ <5 n sin Qn) Dnsin £

Proposition 1. Suppose that the function v € W™(0,1) is bounded away from zero and sat-

isfies the relation fol lp2<ml+1> (x)dx = 1. Then for the integrated Brownian motion the following
relation holds:

Bty (1))
POIWa 7y <€) ~ 0(0) X

X (2m +2)5 ! ( Dyt )
‘V(L 221—3617 zizflﬁgv R Zifm)‘ \% WDmJﬂ 287271—1—1 ’
where K = K(B1,...,0m) =Y. (2v+1)5,.




Proof. The boundary value problem corresponding to W,, was derived in [11], see also [20].
Namely in Theorem 2 one should set n =m + 1,

_ for B8, =
k, = mev or fi, =0, =1,...,m; ki1 =m,
m+1+4+v for g, =1,

E=2m+1-k, v=1,....m+1.

This implies s = K + & m“), 2 = w _ K
We substitute these quantities into (7) and obtain

1 ¥(1) 78 TimiD )
P < 2) ~ (400 (W <8, e o

The asymptotics of probability P(||Wy, 1o | < e) was obtained in [1, Proposition 1.5]. O
In a similar way, using [1, Propositions 1.6 and 1.8], we obtain the following relations.

Proposition 2. Let B(t) be the Brownian bridge. Then, under assumptions of Proposition 1,
the following relation holds:

P(|| BIvbnl||, < &) ~ ~ ((0)) " ~ami (w<1)>4(§1++11)7m;1 .
y (2m + 2) 2sin 5.7 1 ( Divis )
- - — exp
|V(Ziﬂ+3151’ Z?ﬂflﬁQa - milﬁm” V7D 2e2, 4

Proposition 3. Let B,,(t) = (W,,(t)|W;(1) = 0,0 < j <m) be conditional integrated Wiener
process (see [13]). Then, under assumptions of Proposition 1, the following relation holds:

P(IBmlly <€) ~ (#(0)%(1))

ool

X

X

1

m m ! 2

(2 + 2547 (T i) Dt

V1, = 2™ ) |/T D - £ o .
y A#mA4Lly - -y A1 m+1 m—+1

Let us introduce the notation

1 1

» 2n—1 R 2 2n—1 2 F

en=1_c¢€ nsin1 ., En=|¢ —nsin1 , cn:M.
2n Cn 2n [(n—3)

The following relations can be obtained using [1, Theorem 2.2|, [19, Theorem 2.2] and 5,
Theorem 3.1].

Proposition 4. Let U(t) be the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process, i.e. the centered Gaussian process
with the covariance function EU(t)U(s) = e "%l Then, under assumptions of Proposition 1,
the following relation holds:

P([UB Bl < £) ~ ((0)) "5~ amen ((1)) T 5 x

(2m+2)"2 2\/_,/51112 = &4 p(—Dm+1)

Vh P 22 22 ViDar

Proposition 5. Let S(t) = W(t+ 1) — W(t) be the Slepian process (see [21]). Then, under
assumptions of Proposition 1, the following relation holds:

~2
2€m+1

6



Proposition 6. Let M™(t) be the Matern process (see [18]), i.e. the centered Gaussian process
with the covariance function

Then, under assumptions of Proposition 1, the followz'ng relation holds:
\/2n2+n+1nn+len ’8\ n?+1 Dn
V1, zy, ..., 2271 mexp 28,2

Remark. Tt is well known that {MM(¢),0 <t < 1} faw {U(t),0 <t < 1}. It is easy to see that

the formula from Proposition 4 with m = 0 coincides with the formula from Proposition 6 with
n = 1.

|3

PAIM™ |y < ) ~ ((0)e(1))”

4. NON-SEPARATED BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

If some boundary conditions are not separated in the main terms, they can be split into pairs
of the following form (see [3, §18]):

/-1
av®(0) + b9 (1 +Z a,,;v9(0) 4 7,,09(1)) = 0,
7=0
2n—0—2 (8)
bv(Qn—Z—l)(O)+av(2n—f 1) + Z +%/] (J)(l)) = 0.
7=0

We consider the case with a unique such pair.

Theorem 3. Let the assumptions of Corollary 1 be satisfied. Suppose also that one pair of
boundary conditions has the form (8) while other ones are separated in the main terms':

ky—1 )

vE(0) + > (a0 (0) + 7,09(1)) =0,

k!, —1

v (1) + 37 (@,09(0) + 7,09 (1)) = 0,

J

Denote by sy and », the sums of orders of sepamted boundary conditions at zero and one,

respectively: s = k1 + ...+ kp1, 200 =ki +...+ k., _,. Then
xy (n—1)(2n—1) x (n—1)(2n—1)
g P £2) _ (100)) B ) B
=0 P(| Xy, <) \91(0) Pi(1)
2n—20—1 2n—20—1 %
2 (¥2(1) an 2 ( 2(0) an
Mla <¢2(0)) _'_MQZ) <¢2(1))
X 2n—20—1 2n—20—1 ) (9)
2 (1) n 2 ( %1(0) n
Mla <¢1(0)) _'_MQZ) <¢1(1))
where
k kn_1 ¢ oan—t—1 kK Ky,
Ml :V<w117 » Wi 17w1) V<w1n 7w117 y Wy 1)7
k kn—1 | 2n—f—1 ¢ Kk Ky,
MQ V(wllv y W lawln ) V(wlvwl ) y W 1)
INote that the normalization condition implies that the numbers k, and k,, v = 1,...,n — 1, differ from ¢
and 2n — ¢ — 1.

7



Proof. We have

x)  (n=1)(2n-1) x1 _ (n=1)(2n-1)
0-1(v) = (¥(0))2= e (P(1))= X
1 wh wh 0 0 0
1 win=1 whn 0 0 0
d an &nwf o anw£71 ﬁnwﬁ ﬁnwth ... ﬁnwénil o
X det Gt an+1w§n—2l—1 &nﬂwgﬁ_f_l Fp1w2n 1 7n+1w,21i_1g_1 :/n+1wg2:f_1 =
0 0 . 0 Wi W S Wi
0 0 0 w:i“l wzij;ll w;ci;:i
= ()R ()RR (i
~ ~ kn— —— k! El_
X | @A V@, o W) - V(W ) +
~ o~ k En_ —— K/ Kl _
+ Q1T V(W . wi T wit ¢ . V(wf,wll, o w T
Since
. 20+1—2n . 2n—20—1
ap = a((0))” 3, Gper = b((0))”
. 20+1—2n . 2n—20—1
Tn = b(¢(1)) dn 0 Ypy1 = a(¢(1)) any
we have

ﬂ_(nfl)@nfl) ﬂ_(nfl)(?nfl)

101 ()] = ((0))z s (p(1))7 "X

Now Corollary 1 implies (9). O

X

The following relations can be obtained from Theorem 3 using [6, Theorem 3] and [19,
Theorem 3.4].

Proposition 7. Let Y (t) be the Bogolyubouv process (see [7, 8]). Then, under assumptions of
Proposition 1, the following relation holds:

X

PUIvie ol < ) ~ (410

m(m+2)_ c
) 8(m+1)  A(m+1)

N|—=

X

i b2 (0T ot 12 (1)) T
[Tl () L=t ()

5 22 (m + )™ sinh(w/2) €m0 ( D1 )
= exp |~y ),
‘V(Zrljml—l—b R Zrljzn}i—lﬂ ﬂ-Dm“‘l 287271-1—1

where k, =v— 2v+1)5,, v=1,...,m.

Consider multiply centered-integrated Brownian bridge:

t
By(®) = Blt), Bu(t)= [ Bay()ds. 1N
0
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Proposition 8. Suppose that the function ¥ € W™+2(0,1) is bounded away from zero and
1
satisfies the relation fol Y2+ (x)dx = 1. Then the following relation holds:

m2+8m+3

(81, Bm] m?2-3 K £
PRl < e}~ (O 1) R

$(0)) T sk 2 (P(1)) T
H’”Zm+22(m) *H’” P (55

3
(2m +4)"2" 2sin 520 &2, ( Dm+2)
—~—— CXP | — )
‘V( m+27 ey zsmn—ll—Z)‘ ﬂ-Dm'i‘Q

where K = ﬁ(ﬁl, o) =20 (2v+3)B, and k, =v— (2v+3)8,, v=1,....,m

_1
2

Now we consider the case of boundary conditions periodic in the main terms. The following
theorem can be easily derived from Corollary 1.

Theorem 4. Let the assumptions of Corollary 1 be satisfied. Suppose also that the boundary
conditions (2) have the form

v—1
v¥(0) = o™ (1) + > (v (0) + 9,00 (1)) =0, v =0,...,2n— 1.
J=0
Then
. PUXly, <) (wl 0 151(1))%81
l =
o (Xl <5~ \taO)))

Jun

2

V((152(0))77, (2(0))Zrwn, - ., (15(0)) Zr w1, (a(1))Zr s -, (th2(1)) Zr e 1)
V((#1(0))2, (¢ O»Q"WIw--a(¢1<))%“Unfh(¢ﬁ<1»5%Wn7~-a<wl<))%U&nfﬁ

The following relation can be obtained from Theorem 4 using [19, Theorem 3.2].

(0)

2(0)
(0)) 1 2
(

Proposition 9. Under assumptions of Proposition 1, the following relation holds:

2m+1

P(|Bpmylly < &) ~ (0(0)(1)) "5 x

X ‘V((w(O)) 2(7n1+1) , (1(0)) ‘2(m,1+1) Zmals .- (w(o))—Q(m,l+1) zrrg+17 (¥(1)) 2(m+1) zrfsii 77777 (¥(1)) 2(m+1) 22m+1)‘

5_(31”“) Dyt
2 )"t Smil i .
X (2m + ) = exp( 5.7 )

m+1
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