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Abstract. We study the maximum of a Gaussian field on [0,1]* (d > 1) whose correlations decay loga-
rithmically with the distance. Kahane [22] introduced this model to construct mathematically the Gaussian
multiplicative chaos in the subcritical case. Duplantier, Rhodes, Sheffield and Vargas [19] [20] extended
Kahane’s construction to the critical case and established the KPZ formula at criticality. Moreover, they
made in [I9] several conjectures on the supercritical case and on the maximum of this Gaussian field. In this
paper we resolve Conjecture 12 in [I9]: we establish the convergence in law of the maximum and show that
the limit law is the Gumbel distribution convoluted by the limit of the derivative martingale.

1 Introduction

We study the maximum of a Gaussian field on [0,1]¢ (d > 1) whose correlations decay logarithmi-
cally with the distance. This model was introduced by Kahane [22] to construct mathematically the
Gaussian multiplicative chaos (GMC). This family of random fields has found many applications
in various fields of science, especially in turbulence and in mathematical finance.

A series of work of Duplantier, Rhodes, Sheffield and Vargas has generated a renewed interest on
this model. In [I9] and [20] they extend Kahane’s [22] construction of the Gaussian multiplicative
chaos to the critical case and establish the KPZ formula at criticality. Their proofs are inspired by
the latest advances in the study of the branching random walk (BRW) especially concerning the
Seneta-Heyde norming for the additive martingale. Moreover they make several conjectures on the
supercritical case and on the maximum of the log-correlated Gaussian field (see [19]).

In this paper we resolve the Conjecture 12 in [19]: we establish the convergence in law of the
maximum and show that the limit law is the Gumbel distribution convoluted by the limit of the
derivative martingale. Moreover we believe that this result could lead to the resolution of the
conjecture 11 [19] on the existence of the GMC in the supercritical case. Our proof is deeply
inspired by a powerful method of Elie Aidékon, developed in [1], to show the convergence in law of
the minimum of a real-valued branching random walk.

We treat the case of star scale invariant log-correlated fields. This is a general class of field with
no restriction on the dimension. It generalizes the notion of branching structure in a continuous



setting and may to prove the existence and the uniqueness of the lognormal x—scale invariant
random measures, see [5].

Let us mention that in the discrete setting, Z2 N [0, N]?, if we add the zero boundary condition,
the model becomes the so-called Gaussian free field (GFF), which has attracted many recent at-
tentions, see [15], [I4] and [I7]. In particular we mention [16] where they proved the convergence
in law of the maximum of GFF after a suitable normalization.

In the first sub-section we shall introduce the model of log-correlated Gaussian random field
and state the main result of the paper. In the second sub-section we set out the strategy of the
proof.

1.1 Star scale invariants kernels

We follow [19] to introduce the log-correlated Gaussian field that we will study throughout the
paper. We consider a family of centered stationary Gaussian processes (Xs(2))s>0, zere d > 1, with
covariances

t
(1.1) E[X:(0) Xy (x)] = / k(e“z)du, Vt>0,rcRL
0
The kernel function k : R¢ — R is C!, satisfying k(0) = 1 and k(z) = 0if z ¢ B(0,1) := {z : 2| < 1}
(|| == mﬁx}\xﬂ). Such fields have been studied in [5] via a white noise decomposition. We also
i€l,d

denote g(-) := 1 — k(-) and introduce for any t > 0,
(1.2) Yi(z) = X¢(z) — v2dt.
For any A C R? bounded, we are interested in

(1.3) M;(A) := sup Yi(x), t>0,
€A

the maximum of the Gaussian field on the domain A, at time ¢. Let B(R?) the Borel on R?, and
By(R?) its restriction to the bounded sets. We introduce for ¢t > 0 and v > 0, the random measures
M} (dz) and M (dzx) defined by:

2

(1.4)  M(A) = / (=Y (z))eV2a¥el@)tdt gy - A[Y(A) = / V@AW=t gy A € By (RY).

A A
Kahane in [22] proved that for any v € [0,4/2d) (called subcritical case), there exists a random
measure MJ, such that
(1.5) MJ(A) =5 M,(A), VA€ By(R?),
whereas for v > /2d (called critical and supercritical case),
(1.6) M)(A) %20, VA€ By(RY).

One motivation of (1.5 is to give a rigorous construction of a standard Gaussian multiplicative
chaos (GMC) in the subcritical case which is formally defined as (see [19]) a random measure such
that for any set A € By(R?),

(1.7) M (A) = / X FBX@) gy
A



where X is a centered log-correlated Gaussian field:
1
(1.8) E[X(z)X(y)] = log, =gl +9(z,y),

with log, (z) = max(log z,0) and ¢ a continuous bounded function on R* x R?. It is an important
problem to extend the construction for v > 4/2d. In [19] the authors are able to construct the
GMC in the critical case v = v/2d, via the following theorem:

Theorem A ([19]) For each bounded open set A C R%, the martingale (M](A))¢>0 converges al-
most surely towards a positive random variable denoted by M'(A).

Concerning the construction of the GMC in the case v > v/2d, they ([19]) conjectured
Conjectures ([19])

3y o 2
(A) tavi (5 VA M, (dz) fay cyNym, ast— oo,
Y

with ¢y a positive constant, and N 55 a known positive random measure.
Y

3 law
B sup Yi(x) + —=logt — Gy, as t — oo,
( ) Ie[o?l]d t( ) 2@ g d

where the distribution of G4 is a Gumbel distribution convoluted with M/_([0,1]%).
The authors also explained how to obtain the Conjecture (B) from Conjecture (A). Here we do
not study Conjecture (A), but we resolve directly Conjecture (B):

Theorem 1.1 There exists a constant C* € (0,00) such that, for any real z,

logt — Z> _E (efc*esz/([O,l]d)> _

(1.9) lim P <Mt([0, 119 < —

3
=00 2v/2d
Remark: In this paper we have assumed that the kernel k has compact support. This hypoth-
esis is essential for the section 3. However it would be possible to relax this hypothesis when the
long-range correlations decrease rapidly.

We believe that this result and the methods developed here, could lead to establish Conjecture
(A): Basically, when v > /2d, M, concentrates its mass only on the particles close to the maximum
M, ([0, 1]¢), where here and in the sequel, by particle in the log-correlated Gaussian field we mean
a point x € [0,1]%. We expect to establish the convergence of the random measure formed by
the particles near to the maximum, just like in the BRW case (see [1], [23], [II] and [I9] for an
explicit connection between branching random walk and this model). This direction will be explored
elsewhere.

As in the case of the branching Brownian motion, see [6], [7], [§] and [3], our work could also
lead to the “genealogy of the extremal particles” which in our context corresponds to their spatial



position. Indeed in Lemma [5.19| we use our understanding of the paths of the extremal particles to
prove that they are concentrated in clusters.

As we mentioned before, recently in [16] the authors showed the convergence in law of the
maximum of the GFF. Furthermore it is believed that there exists some universality between all
the log-correlated Gaussian fields, see [18]. For instance, it is interesting to extend our result to
some kernels k which are not invariant by translation.

1.2 Strategy of proof

Here we try to give a guiding thread for the proof of Theorem We mention that this strategy
of proof is similar to that used in [I] for the BRW and also in [16] for the GFF.

We start by introducing some notations. It will be convenient to consider a log-correlated
Gaussian field starting from an arbitrary a € R, whose the law is denoted by P,. The law of
(Ys())s>0,zere under Py is the same as the law of (a + Ys())s>0 zere under P. For any [ > 0 we
define

(1.10) (VI(2)) 0, 0ere = (Yoy1(®) = Yi(2))s20, seme-
This process is independent of (Yy())s<;, sere and has the same law as (Yy(ze'))s>0, zepre under P,

as we will see in |D Observe that for any x € R?, (Ys(z))s>0 taw (Bs — V/2ds)s>0 with (Bs) a
standard Brownian motion. For any a, b, I € RT, define
|f(x) -

Cr(l,a,b) := {f sup —f$y)|§1 min f(y) > a, and max f(y )<b}.

1 . .
2yel0,R4, [a—y|<t |z — 3 y€[0,R] y€[0,R)]

For any process (fs)s>0, t2 > t1 > 0, let

;= inf = inf and
Lfl s<ty Fss i[tlh] t1<s<t2f5’
ftl = Supfs) f[tl tg] = Ssup fS
s<t1 t1<s<t2

Similarly we also define

|f|t1 = Sup’f8| and ’f‘ tl,tg] = Ssup |fs|
s<ty

t1<s<to
As shown in [19], the typical order of M; is — 5 f log t, so it will be convenient to introduce

1

(1.11) R = ——, ap:=— 2\ﬁlogt and Iy(z) :==[as + 2z —1,a4 + 2|, z>0.

For any x, r > 0 let B(x,r) := {y,€ R |z —y| < r}. Let A be the Lebesgue measure on R¢

and for any A € B(RY), A4 := AM(AN-). Let O1, O1 be two metric space, C(O1,03) is the set of
continuous functions from O; into Os. Finally for any R > 0, p(-) € C([0, R]*,RT) , let

(1.12) Ta(p) == / p(z)eV29(@) gy
0,8

The key step of the proof of Theorem is the following proposition



Proposition 1.2 There exists a constant C* > 0 such that:
-for any R > 1, € > 0, there exist I > 0 and Ty > 0 such that:
-for any t > Ty and p(-) € Cr(l, kalogl,logt), we have:

(1.13) [P (32 € [0, R]%, Yi(z) > a; + p(x)) — C*La(p)| < €Ia(p).

Part I: Deduce Theorem from Proposition Fix z € R. Here we always assume
t > 1> R > 0. By the Markov property at time [ and the scaling property (2.5)) for Y,

P (M,([0,1]%) <ay—2) = P<Vx e[0,1)%, ¥, @) <ap— 2 — Yl(x)>

= E(P (Vx e [0,e), Y (x) <a;— 2z — p(a:)) ’p(~):Yl(-e71) )

We write [0, e']? = (UA;) U Ng,; with 4; and Npg 1, defined as in the ﬁgure (pp 7), i€ {1,..m}%
1
Clearly lim sup A(e™'NV. r1) = 0, then we choose R large enough such that

R—o0 1>1

).

where a ~ b means “the amount |a — b| can be neglected”. Moreover, x € A; and y € A; with i # j
implies |z —y| > 1 and thus the processes (Y;—;(x))s>; and (Y;—s(y))s>; are independent. Using the
invariance by translation of Y we get finally

i p()=Yi(-e”

P (M([0,1]%) < ay — 2) =~ E(HP (Vz € [0,R)%, Yiy(z) < ap — 2 — pi()) p-(‘)Yl(a'—i--el))j

with a; := (R+ 1) ((¢11 — 1), ..., (ig — 1)) (see figure |1} (pp 7). For any i let us denote P;;(Y}) :=
P (3z € [0,R]%, Yiy(z) > a; — 2z — pi(z)) . As sup Y(x) - —oo when [ goes to
pi(-)=Yi(ai+-e") z€[0,1]d

infinity and (sup,epo, gja Yi—1(z) — at)i>1 is tight (see pp 14 in [19]), we have lim limsup P ;(Y;) = 0

=00 t—o00

for any i, then

log[1—P; +(Y;
P (01 < a - ) — BRI HON)

= B(or (- R0}

Now we apply Proposition and get that

P (My(0,1%) < a; —2) =~ E<exp{—C*Z / (—Y(ai+xel)—z)emi’l“ﬁ“_l”ddﬂf})
= Jio.mpe

= B (exp {07V (—2My(UA) + M{(UA) })

where the last equality comes from a change of variables. Choosing R and [ large enough, and
applying Theorem A and (1.6, we can affirm that

M](UA;)) ~ M[([0,1]%) ~ M. ([0,1]*) and M;(U4;) < M;([0,1]%) ~ 0.



Finally we have obtained that for t > [ > R,
P(M([0,1) <a,—2) ~ B (exp {—C*emz[—le(UAi) + M;(uAi)]})
~ E (exp {—C’*eszl'([O, 1]d)}) )

Thus we get Theorem O

Before giving the main ideas to prove Proposition [I.2] let us observe that Proposition [I.2]
yields the tail distribution of M([0, R]%). Indeed by choosing p(-) = p (a constant function) we
immediately obtain that

V2dp
(1.14) lim lim °

P—00 t—00 P

P (My([0, R]*) > a; + p) = C*R".

In the case of BRW, by using the “optional lines”, a result similar to is enough to obtain
the asymptotic distribution of the maximum. For our model, it is not clear whether there exists
an analogue tool of “optional lines”, thus we need here a general statement as in Proposition [1.2
The proof of Proposition relies on a fine understanding of the path of the particles near to the
maximum (called, in the following, the extremal particles). Furthermore to establish the trajectory
of an extremal particle = at time ¢, we will also need to control the fluctuations of (Ys(y) — Ys(z))s<t

for y € B(x,e™!) see Lemmas and Proposition

Part II: Sketch of proof of Proposition [1.2 Below are the three main steps:

Step 1: In Proposition [4.4] we establish a localization of the paths of the extremal particles. We
prove that with probability close to 1, any x € [0, R]? satisfying Y;(x) > a; + p(x) — 1, 2 must also
verify that Y.(x) €I>tL’p(x) (when L large) with

(1.15) sl = {(fs)szo, fi<a fpg<atatl, fi>a+a- 1} VL, a, t>0.

See also figure 3| (pp 69).

On the set {3z € [0, R]%, Yi(2) > as + p(x)}, Mo, ge({z, Yi(x) > as + p(x) — 1}) > 0 and then

we can write

1

_ f[o,R]d Ly, (y)>astp(y)-139Y N / H{Y(y)@f*’m} dy
Aora({z, Ye(z) > ae +p(x) —=1})  — Jjorp Ao,re({@, Ye(z) > ar +p(z) — 1})

By taking the expectations we get that
(1.16) A = P (3z € [0, R)%, Yi(z) > ar + p())

~ / B [ L ent ™ Seclo R Vi) zau o)) dy
orp \ Aorp({z, Yi(e) 2 a +p(z) — 1})

Step 2: The Lemma shows that on the set {Y.(y) Ebf(y)’L}, with an overwhelming prob-
ability, for b large enough, {z € [0, R]%, Yi(z) > a; + p(z) — 1} = {& € B(y,e"™), Yi(z) >
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a; + p(z) — 1}. In other words, only the particles close enough to y are extremal. Moreover, as
p(+) € Cr(l, kqlogl,logt) is a regular function, we may replace p(z) by p(y) for any = € B(y,e*™*)

and thus (1.16)) becomes

Agrg ~ / e Ly et ®F 3oeBye=t), vitw) 2atow) dy
19 [0,R]4 )‘B(y,eb_t)({*r) }/t(m) > ar + p(y) - 1})

1 0,L

{Y.(y)ex;"", FxeB(y,e* "), Yi(x)>ar)}
1.17 - B P
1 /[O,R]d ”(y)( g (e (@, Yt(:c)zat—u)) y = Agm

Step 3: We are now able to take profit from the two previous steps, using some elementary
properties of Y. First, by the Markov property at time t, =t — b, we get that

Agm =

/[OR]d E*P(y) (1{Ytb(y)§0,y[%,tb] (y)Sat+L}(I)t,y Y%b (y) —a;— L, (Y;ﬁb (y + h) - Y;fb (y))|h|<eb—f}> dy,

with

D, (2 (g(h))|h|< i) =E (]l{ylgtb)(yKOvYb(tb)(y)>—L—1:3|h|<eb‘t:Yb(tb)(y+h)>_L+g(h)})
Y\ <e’™ - z .

Aot ({B Y (y +h) = L+ g(h)})



Then using successively the following three properties of Y: a) the invariance by translation, b)
the scaling property (2.5)); ¢) Lemma and finally the Girsanov’s transformation with density
eVt (O)J“dtb, we obtain

_ 3
A = 0. € mp(y)WEfp(y) <]1{Btb§O,B[57tb]§at+L}F (B, (y) —ar — L, (Bs — Bo)se[o,t])]> dy.

with F' a function (defined in (5.24])) which does not depend on ¢ and y any more. Finally we
conclude via a renewal theorem, see Proposition to ensure that uniformly on y € [0, R]¢,

PY)
(1.18) E o) <]l{Btb§0,B[éytb]§at+L}F [By,(y) —as — L, (Bs — Bo)se[o,t])]) ~C 2

From (L.17) and (1.18) we deduce Theorem [1.2] O

Remark: Let G be a random variable independent of M’(]0,1]?) and satisfying P (G < —z) =

o0 i e R, By combining 1' and " we get

1.19 im € P (G4 L tog ([0, 114 C
. i >p)=C"
(1.19) Jm — ( 5% ([,])_p)

We could hope that (1.19) may to identify the tail of distribution of M’(]0,1]%). As proved in
[10], in dimension one and for a particular model, we expect that P (M'([0,1]%) > p) ~ 6p~'.
p—+00

Unfortunately, (1.19)) is not sufficient to obtain such a result (see for instance [13]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present some notations and general properties
about our log-correlated Gaussian field. We prove Theorem[I.1]in Section 3 by assuming Proposition
Section 4 is devoted to the study of the tightness of M; and the localization of the path of
extremal particles. Assuming Theorem 5.6 we prove Proposition [I.2]in Section 5. Finally Theorem
[5.6]is proven in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

Here we state some elementary results and notations used through the paper. Let us start by a
definition.

Definition 2.1 For any domain D C R® and any f(-) € C(D,R), let

(2.1)
W)= s [f@- i@l wlPe = sy TOTIWL g,
y,2€D, |[z—y|<é y,2€D, |z—y|<5 |'T - y|
For any function g.(-) € C(RT x D,R), let
(2.2) wy, (6, y,t) == sup lgs(z) — gs(v)|, Vé>0,ye D, t>0.

SStv :EED, ‘$7y|§5



fe) f0)

)
and w;[?’)R]d’l/?’) (6). Similarly, when D = B(0,b) (b > 0), we denote wOY) (0) == w(BO b))(d). We

When D = [0, R]* (R > 0), we will use w ))(5 and w!!/? (0) instead of respectively w([ Rl )(6)
( 70

f0)
cite (with our notations) a Lemma due to [19] .

Lemma 2.2 ([19]) Recall that g(-) := 1 —%k(-). For any fizred u # x, the process (Yi(u))t>0 can be
decomposed as:

Yi(u) = P (u) + Z{ (u) = ¢ (u),  VE>0,

where
\ﬁfo (x —u))ds, t >0,
- Pz fo (x — u))dYs(x) is measurable with respect to the o-algebra generated by
Vi
- the process (ZF(u))t>0 is a centered Gaussian process independent of (Yi(z))t>0 with covariance
kernel:

(2.3)
E(Z (uw)Z}(v)) = /0 k(e®(u—v)) —k(e®(z — u))k(e’(x — v))] ds, Vi, t' >0, z,u,v € R

Observe that li implies (Z (2 +u))ier+, uere (faw) (Z(u))ter+ uere for any z € R Some simple

computations lead to

Lemma 2.3 (i) For any x, u, v € R® and t, t' € R, we have:

tAt
(2.4) E(PE(u)Pi(v) = /O k(e (& — u))k(e*(z — v))ds.
(ii) For any l > 0 the following equality holds:

(d)

(2'5) (Y;_H(:L') - Yi(x))seR"',xERd = (Yts(l) l‘) = (sz(xel))seR‘*‘,zeRd'

( )seR+,xeRd

(iii) For any b > 0, uniformly in u € B(0,b), limy_s ((ue™) = /2 f g(e’u)dv := ((u).
Finally we state a Proposition which will be used in the proof of Proposition

Proposition 2.4 Let b,t > 0. For almost every w € 2, (B(0,e%) 3 y + (Z(ye ) (w)) belongs to
C(B(0,e"),R). Moreover when t goes to infinity, the Gaussian process (B(0,e?) 3 y > (Z?(ye™))
converges weakly (according to the topology induced by the uniform norm in C(B(0,e%),R)) toward
the centered Gaussian process B(0,e%) >y — Z(y) defined by:

0
(2.6) E(Z(y)Z(2)) = / [k((y — 2)e”) — k(ye")k(ze")]dv,  y, z € B(0,e").

—00



Proof of Proposition[2.4l By standard results on the Gaussian processes, the regularity of the kernel
k implies the continuity of ZP(-) (see for instance [21]). Then it suffices to observe that

0

E(Z)(ye™)Z)(z7") = /_tk((y—z)ev)—k(ye”)k(ze”)dv
0

S [ By = 2)e”) — k(ye)k(ze")dv.

So the finite dimensional laws of (B(0,e?) > y — (Z?(ye™"))i>0 converge to those of B(0,e’) 3 y v
ZY. Finally it remains to show the tightness of (Z?(-))¢>0 which is routine (cf [12]) and we omit
the details. O

Convention: Throughout the paper, ¢, ¢/, ¢’ denote generic constants and may change from
paragraph to paragraph. These constants are independent of the parameters ¢, I, R, L, b, M, o...,
according to the context of the lemmas and propositions.

3 Proof of Theorem assuming Proposition

Let I, R > 0 satisfying m := (%i}) € N. For any {1,....m}? >i= (iy,...,iq), let
-a; = (R+1)((iy — 1), ..., (ig — 1)), which is a point of [0, ]¢,
- A; be a subset of [0,¢']? defined by A; := a; + [0, R]%.

As in figure |1| (pp 7), we also define Np; := [0, el]d\ which corresponds to “a buffer

U 47

zone”. Indeed for any i # j, d(A;, 4;) = inf{|z —y|, z € A;, y € A;} > 1, then N, is the minimal
area needed to make sure that the values taken by the process Y; — Y] inside each A; are independent
of its values on all other A;j for j # .

The proof of the following three lemmas are postponed at the end of this section.

Lemma 3.1 Forany z € R, € > 0, there exists Ry > 0 such that for any l, R > Ry with (‘éi%) eN,

(3.1) P (1z04(10,1]) > ™) + P (Mf(e Npy) = ™) <.

Lemma 3.2 For any € > 0 there exists lg > 0 such that for any l > I,

Yi(Z) V(Y
(3.2) P <w(1’1/3)(1e_l) > eé> —Pp ( sup [Yi(d) — v > 1) <e

Yi(.
10 syelelt jo—yi<t [T —yl'/?

1

Lemma 3.3 For anye >0, a < 33

there exists lg > 0 such that for any [ > g,

(3.3) p (va: € [0,1)¢, —10v2dl < Yi(z) < —alogl) >1—e

10



The Lemmas and are essentially contained in [19], whereas Lemma stems from [21].
Now by admitting Lemma [3-2] and 3-3] we can give the
Proof of Theorem[I.1 Let z € R. Fix e > 0. Let us choose in the following order
A) a constant R > Ry associated to z, € as in Lemma
B) a constant [y associated to € as in Lemma
C) a constant I; > [y associated to R, € as in Proposition ,
D) a constant lo > [; associated to € as in Lemma with a = kq(= —=),

E) Finally a constant [ > ls + e* such that (‘éﬁ) € N.

According to the previous lemmas the probability of

Vo) o= fuwldt P (e < e, |2 M(0, 1) + [M](e™! Ni)] < cemv?%,

(3.4) Ve € [0,1]¢, —10v2dl < Yi(x) < —kqlogl}.
is bigger than 1 — 3e. For any t > €,
P (M([0,1]%) < a¢ — 2) = P (M([0,1]*) < a; — 2, Vr,:(1))
(3.5) >E (]I{Mt(e—lUAi)gat—z}; yR,z(l)) - E (ﬂ{axee—lNR,l,Yt(x)zat—z}; yR,zU)) :

Let us bound the second term in (3.5). By the Markov property at time [ and the scaling property
(2.5) applied to the set Np;, we get that

E (1{3x€e—lNR,l,Yt(a:)Zat—z}; yR,ZU))

= B(P(IreeNay YO @) 20— 2 - X(x)>‘ Vr:()

x()=Y1(")
; yR,z(D) .

x()=Yi(7)

ol

(3.6) — E(P Gz e Nuy, Ylo) > — 2 - x(x))‘

We can find a collection (y;)jes € ([0,€!])”, #J < oo satisfying
a+2
- for any distinct ji, ..., jatr2 € J, kO1<yjk + [O’ 1]d) = (),
- The set U ( +[0,1]%) is contained in the closure Ng 1, of Ng .

Moreover for t sufficiently large, on Yg.(l), for any j € J, we have —Y(y; + 5) — 2z €
Ci(l, % logl,logt). So on Yg.(l), by the invariance by translation and Proposition (notice
that at — a;—; — 0 when ¢ goes to infinity), there exists Ty such that for any ¢ > Ty, j € J,

P (32 € y; + [0, 1% Yit(®) 2 a0 = 2 = x(®)) )2y

<(C*+1) / (=2 — Vj(we~l))eVEilee ) +2) gy
zey;+[0,1]4

Recall that —Yj(y; + ) — z € Ci(l, % log L, log t) implies —z — Yj(ze™!) > % logl > 0, Vz € [0,1]%.
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So the expectation in (3.6]) is smaller than

< [@+2)(C*+1)E / (=2 — Yi(we )oY e )42 go o)
TzENR
(3.7) < cE(/ (—z— )ﬁ(x))e\/ﬁm(‘”)“)ﬂldaﬁ;ijz(l)>.
IGE_ZNRL

Last inequality stems from the change of variables ze™! — z. We recognize the expression of the

additive martingale and the derivative martingale as in ((1.4)), therefore (3.7 is equal to
E (eV2%((—2)Mi(e™ Npa) + Mi(e ' Nr)l: Ve (1)) < e
by definition of Vg (1) in (3.4]). Finally

(3.8) E (1{Ha:€e—lNR,l,Yt(x)Zatfz}; yR,z(l)) < e

Let us go back to (3.5)). To treat the first term in (3.5)), we start as before, by applying the Markov
property at time [ and the scaling property (2.5). Then observing that for any i # j, d(A;, 4;) > 1

and using (3.5) and (3.8]), we deduce that
P (Mt([O, 1]d) < a — Z)

> E(P (Vo € Udi, V(@) < ar — 2 — x(x)) Vra(D) — e
x=vicz
:E( [[ P(vec4, Y@ <a -z x@) | ;yR,Za)) —e

For t sufficiently large, on Vg .(l) we have —Y)(aj+ = Ty 1)—z € Cr(l, % logl,logt), thus by Proposition
there exists 71 > Tp such that for any ¢t > T, i € {1,...,m}¢

P<V:c €A, Vi(x)<ar—z— X(x)) > 1-C*"(1+ 6)/A [z — X(x)]em("(‘”)“)dx

= 1—C*(1+e)eV2%(—zM(e ' 4;) + M](e 7' Ay)).
Finally we get:
P (M¢([0,1]%) < a; — 2)
> B( ] -0+ e = (e A) — 2Mi(e ! A)]; Vra() — €

ie{l,...,m}d

On Yr.(1), Vo € [0,1]%, & logl < =Yj(z), thus Vi € {1,...,m}* we clearly have

Ml(e*lAi) + |Ml’(e*lAi)| — / (=Yi(z) + 1)ex/ﬁyl(z)+dldx
e_lAi
log
< cR? 7= S €
[Fa7g
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So we deduce

fC*emZ(1+ce)[Ml’(e*lLiJAi))szl(e*lLiJAi

P (M([0,119) <a —2) > E <e . yR,Z(1)> e

On yR,z(l)7

2My(e U As) + M (e U Ay)) — M{([0,1]%)] < |2[Mi(e ™ U A5) + [M] (e I Ngy)| < ee™ V2%,

so P (M([0,1]%) < a;—2) > E (e’c*emz(H“)Mll([o’l]d)’%c* — 2¢. By combining this inequality
with Theorem A, we obtain the lower bound for Theorem |1.1, The upper bound of (1.9) can be
derived in the same way. O
3.1 Proof of Lemmas [3.7], [3.3] and [3.2]

Proof of Lemma|[3.1 By [22], observe that

Ml([oa 1]d) l—T)oo 0, a.s,

which is sufficient to treat the first probability in . To treat M| (e”!N. r,1) we use the following
fact (see [19]): For any S > 0 we can find two processes Zlﬂ(A),ZlB(A),l > 0, A € B([0,1]9)
satisfying

- almost surely there exists 3 large enough such that M](A) = ZI*B(A), VA € B([0,1]%) (see [19]
pp 22),

-VA € B([0.1), |27 (4) — Z)(4)| < AMY*((0,1]?) (see pp 22, [19)),

- for any | > 0, VA € B([0,1]%), E(Zlﬁ(A)) = BA(A) (see pp 9, [19]).

Now let € > 0. We fix 8 > 0 large enough such that P (EIA € B([0,1]%), M/(A) # Zf(A)) <,
VI > 0. We choose [y > 0 large enough such that for any [ > g,

vAeB(0.1)), P(I27(4)-Z ()= ) <P (83 (0.1 = 5) <e

Finally we fix R large enough such that for any [ > Iy, A(e™'N Ri1) < % We deduce that for any
l > lO)

IN

P <Ml’(e_lNR,l) > e> P (M,’(e—’Nm) > e, Mj(e!Np,) = Zf (elNR,l)> te

~ ~ €
< P (Zf(e*’NR,z) > € 2] (e'Nry) = Z](e”'Npy)| < Z) 2

IN

3
P (Zlﬁ(elNR,l) > 46) + 2€ < 3e,
where in the last inequality we have used the Markov inequality. O

Proof of Lemma . From Proposition 19 in [19], for all a € [0, ﬁ),

sup( sup Yi(x)+alog(t+1)) < oo, as.
>0 zef0,1)4
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Then by studying sup,cp,1ja(—Y:(x)) we get easily Lemma O

Proof of Lemma . The proof is a consequence of Fernique [2I] pp 54. Let € > 0 and [ > 0. We

consider

oi(h) = sup

(z,y)€([0,1]4)2, |z—y|<h

= sup

(z,y)€([0,1]4)2, |z—y|<h

VE((Yi(z) - Yi(y))?)

W

As z + g(z) is C! constant equal to 1 outside B(0, 1), symmetric, with g(0) = 0 and thus g’(0) = 0,
there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any A > 0, ¢;(h) < che!. We imitate the proof of Theorem
4.2.2 in [21I] and in particular use the following assertion (see pp 54 in [2I]): “Vp > 2, b >

v1+44dlogp, m > ﬁ we have,

P( sup  [¥i2) - Yilw)| > blan(h) + 2012 ) + 22+ V3) / h mlp“)dul)
,W€E[0,1]4, [z—y|<h m 1 m

(3.9)

Using ¢;(h) < che!, we get

(3.10) P ( sup |Yi(x) —
z,y€(0,1]4, |z—y|<h

We set p =2 and for any k € N, hy, := e %, my, :=

>p ( sup Yi(z) - Yi(y)| > cbke”“) < et ®
E>1 z,y€[0,1]4, |[z—y|<e—F

(3.11)

Furthermore,

Yi(Z) -V (%
P( wp DG i) 21> b
zyel0el]d, le—yl<t |z —y[3

Yi(z) - Yi(y)| > <ele—<’€+”>é)

2(k=0)
Yi(y)| > cbye! 5 ) :

< P sup
k>ltlogl  \zWE[01]4 e T <[z—y|<e—k

> P( sup Y (2) -

k>itlogl  \TYE0,1]4, [z—y|<e~F

1
Yi(y)| > cbe'[h + — +
m

0o o
< [5mp* + m®(2mh + 1)7] / ez du”
b

1
]> <A [mdp2d+m2dhd] o
mplogp

ek by := +/7dk, then we observe that

»2

k>l
< Zedk 7dk z'
k>l
Y] -Y
sup 1Yi(z) — Yi(y)]| > 1

1
zyel01] la—yl<y (efz — y])3

CO,



If [ is large enough, & > [ 4 log [ implies e3(k=0) > cby, thus by applying l’ we obtain

Yi(Z) _Yi(Y
P sup ‘ l(el) ll(el)‘ >1) < e_%dl,
zyel0eld,z—yl<t |z —y|3
from which Lemma [3.2] follows. O

4 Tightness of the maximum M

The main aim of this section is the following

Proposition 4.1 (Tightness) Recall that 14(p) is defined in . There exist c1, ca > 0 such
that for any | > 2 we can find T'(1) > 0 so that the following inequality holds

(4.1) exTa(p) < P (3 € [0, R, Yi(x) > a + p(2)) < c2Ta(p),
provided that R € [1,logl], t > T and p(-) € Cr(l, kqlogl,logt).

To obtain Proposition we need more information about the path of particles x such that
Yi(x) > a; + p(x). First we pay attention to the maximum on the trajectory after log!.

Lemma 4.2 There exists c3 > 0 such that for any 1 > 2, R > 1, p(-) € Cg(l, 10, +00),

(42) P (E|$ € [07 R]da ?[logl,oo) (.CE) > P(l’)) <cs3 /[0 R]d((logl)g + p(-f)%)e_\/ﬁp(z)d.%

Remark: This Lemma is similar to the reasoning pp 43 in [I]. However because of the “irregu-
larity” of the function p(-), here we only control the trajectories after the time log!.

Proof of Lemma[{.2. Without loss of generality we can assume that logl € N. For any k € N, k >
logl+1, z > 0, we define

(4.3) i,z = {f : T[logl,k—l) <z, ?[k—l,k} > z},
(4.4) Afy = {f : Flogii—1) S 2+ 1, Frmiy =2 - 1} :

We say that AZJ is a strong condition on the path whereas Ay ; is a weak condition on the path.
In particular, Y.(z) € Az(f) and Y.(y) ¢ Az(ly) imply that

(4.5) igr}:le(ﬂf) —p(x) = Ys(y) + p(y)| = 1.

Let us start with the following decomposition

+oo
P (32 € [0,R% YViogroo)(@) 2 p)) < Y P (ax € [0, R, Y.(z) AQSP) .
k=logl+1
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We fix £ > logl + 1, and study P (Elx €1[0,R]%, Y.(x) € Agflm)). By continuity of y — (Yi(y) —
p(Y))s<k, if Yi(x) € Agflx) (x satisfies the strong condition) there exist z € (0, R)* and r > 0 such
that @ € B(z,r) C [0, R]* and for any y € B(z,r), y € Az(ly) (y satisfies the weak condition).

Thus on the set {3z € [0, R]%, Y.(z) € AZSE)}, we can introduce r > 0 (r is random) the biggest
radius such that

- there exists z, € [0, R]¢, with B(z,r) C [0, R]4,

- there exists zy € B(zy,r) such that Y.(z;) € AZ’(ZIY),

(v)
- for any y € B(zy,r), Y.(y) € éﬁ,zy :

Roughly speaking, the (random) radius r > 0 plays a quantitative role to estimate
P (H:U €0,R%, Y(x) € Az(lz)>. Such a technique will be used several times in the sequel.
We denote by S the volume of the unit ball. On the set {3z € [0, R}, Y.(x) € Az(lx)}, by
definition of r > 0, for any ¢ > 0, (c > 0 will be determined later) we have
1

1 Srd /B(Zr;r) ]l{y(y)eézfly)}dy
= |1 + > 1 . / 1 d
= o—(k+c) e ( ) e’ ) y
{r>e2) it (= <r<si"} | Spd B(zr,r) rweal?y

Taking the expectation, we obtain that

P (Elx € [0,R)%, Y(z) € Agff>> < §—14dcdlk+e) /[0 e P (Y,(y) e Agfly)) dy

—14d_d(p+1)
(4.6) + ) 57 E (]1{rgip}/3(z r)]l{y(y)eAZflw}dy).
p>(k+c) i
Fix p >k +c. For any R > 1, on {r < e ?/4}, B(z,r) # [0, R]%. So there is z € [0, R]? with

|Z—z| <2r < & and Yi(z) ¢ Aiflz) which implies that Sg};]ﬁ(f)—p(f)—Ys(a:r)-i-/?(a:rﬂ > 1 (recall
ERS

that Y.(x,) € Azflx r)). Therefore for any y € B(z,r), by the triangular inequality we deduce that

there exists u € [0, R], [u—y| < e™P (u is either x, or Z) such that sup|Ys(u)—p(u) —Ys(y) +p(y)| >

s<k
Furthermore, we remark that

a) For any ¢ > log(8?), as p(*) € Cg(l,10,400) and e ? < 7 we deduce that  sup [p(y) —
u€B(y,e~P)

% . To summarize,

N | —

(4.7) {r<e?/4}n{y € B(z,1)} C { sE, k!Y;(y) —p(y) = Ys(u) + p(u)| =
ueB(y,e~P),s<

p(u)| < (e*p)% < £ (recall that p > logl + c).
b) For any y,u € [0, R]? such that |y — u| < e7P, as k is C! with compact support (thus
Lipschitz), according to Lemma we have

Ys(u))scr = (P (u) + ZY(u) = ¢ (u))s<k
= (PY(u) + Z¥(u) + O(e" 7)) sz
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Now, we choose ¢ > log(8?) large enough such that for any p > k + ¢ the O(ef~P) is smaller than
2—17 (we stress that such ¢ does not depend on k). Consequently by a) and b), for any p > k + ¢ the
event in the right-hand side of (4.7 is included in

{ sup [PYu)-Yi)|=27 U {  swp  [ZY(w)| =277}
u€B(y,eP),s<k ueB(y,e~P),s<k

= {wP,y(.) (eip7y7 k) > 273} U {wa() (eipa Y, k) > 273}) (w(7 E ) is defined in )
We go back to (4.6), and use the independence between (Z¥(u)),cpo,gje and Y.(y) to deduce that

there are some constants ¢, ¢ > 0 (independent of k) such that

P (3ze[0.R% Vi(z) € ALY) < C/[QRP P (Y.(y) € ALY e +

> P (wz.y(.)(e’pyyvk) > 273)} + D P (Y‘(y) € ALY wpy (o7 k) = 273) .

p>k+c p>k+c

Referring to the Appendix, by (C.1)) in Lemma we get that

> P (wgnyle Py k) 2 270) = Ze‘“"P( sup rzs<u>rz2—3>

p>k+c p>k+c lu|<e—P,s€[0,k]
< ed(k+c) Z ed(p—(k-i-c))0156—0162*6:32@*’“)
p>k+c

< celCodk — Jodk

Thus we deduce that for any k > logl + 1,

(4.8) 3 (Eiw € [0, R]%, Yi(z) € Agff)) <Wk+ @) with

(=t [ P (v e Aif}”) ay,
[0, R
2 =c Z dp/OR]d ) € Az(z ) wpy(y(e P,y k) > 273) dy.

p>k+c

The Lemma will be proved once the following two estimates are shown:

(4.9) S e ey,
k>log 141 [0,R]*

(4.10) > @< e f o+ p(o)ie VIR0,
k>log 1+1 [0,R]

For any y € [0, R]9, set Ti(y) := inf{s > k — 1, Ys(y) > p(y) — 1}, 7(y) := inf{s > k — 1, B, >
p(y) — 1} and 7(y) := inf{s > logl, Bs > p(y) — 1}.
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Proof of (4.9). Fix y € [0, R]¢. By Girsanov’s transformation we observe that:

oV2dBr () +d7k(y)

1,=
Y {Bliog1,k—1)<p()+1, 7 (y) <k}
P (V.)€ AY) = P (Viogre ) <ply) + 1, Tily) < k) =E ( hog L) <P, T4y )

< e V2)e-dkp (Bpogti-1) < p(y) + 1, mily) < k)
_ Ce—\/ﬁp(y)e_dkP (E[logl,k—l) < P(y) +1, F[k—l,k] = p(y) B 1) ’
Then
o V24p(y
(4.11) Z (1) < C/[OR]G1 i E( Z {Bliog1,k—11<p(¥)+1, Bje—1,5>p(y)— 1}>

k>logl+1 k>logl+1

To bound the expectation inside ( , observe that k < 7(y) implies sup,ciog 5 Bs < p(y) — 1
and thus ]]-{B[logl,k—l]gp(y)'i‘lvB[k—l,k]Zp(y)_l} = 0. So by the strong Markov property at time 7(y) we

obtain
E( Z Bliog 1,k—1)<p(Y)+1, Bre—1,61>p(y)— 1})
k>log l+1
<2+ E( Z H{E[logz,T(ynSp(y)}PBﬂy) (Br—1-s < p(y) + 1, By_1—s s > p(y) — 1))
k>7(y)+2
S 2 + E<E( Z ]I{E[O,k—s)§2’§[k—s,k+1—s]ZO}) ‘T(y):S> ’
k>s+2

Let us assume for an instant the following assertion: there is ¢y > 0 such that for any t > 1,
(4.12) P (B; <2, By > 0) < it ™2

Assuming (4.12)) and recalling (4.11]), we get that
Z (1)k S C/ ei 2 + 012Zk Cly <c / ei\/ﬁp(y)dya

k>logi+1 [0,R]* >1 [0,R]d
which proves (4.9)). It remains to prove (4.12)). This is a consequence of (B.2):
P (B, <2 By >0) = E(]l (< P, (B1 > o))
o
< ZP<§t§2,Bte[1—k,2—k])P(§12k—1)
k=0
oo
(4.13) < tien Y A(L+R)P(Bi| > k1) <yt s,

k=0

Proof of (4.10). Fix y € [0, R]?. The strategy is similar but we have to work on the event
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{wpy(y(e7P,y, k) > 27%}. Let us observe that
P (y e A wpy(y (7P y k) > 2’3) < Pa(y,k,p) + Pp(y,k,p),  with

Paly.kp) =P (Y(y) € ALY, w7y Tulw) 2 271

. e’u)dY, >9274).
/Tk(y) gleu)dYa(y) (Th(y),k] )

We study first PB(y7 kap)' As {Y(y) € éZ}ly } = {?[logl,k—l] (y) < p(y) +1, Tk(y) < k}a by the
Markov property at time Ty (y),

Pp(y, k,p) :ZP(Y( )EAQ(Z), sup

|u|<e—P

Pp(y, k,p) = P (Y-(y) € Aifly)) P ( sup | g(e*w)dYs(y)| i, (y),h > 2‘4>

[u|<e=P JT(y)

(4.14) < P (Y(y) € ézfly)> P < sup | .g(esu)st(yﬂk > 2—5> :

jul<e—> Jo

where we have used that sup (s(u) = O(e*P) < 277, V|u| < eP. By (C.14) in Lemma |C.2] for any
s<k

p > k + ¢, we have

(4.15) P (I ‘SuP || g(e’w)dBy > 2_5) =P(Ayp2-5) < coexp(—cr92” 02 PR,
u|<e=P JO

Therefore combining (4 and -, we get that
>y / ¥ Pp(y k,p)dy < ¢ Y / P (Y(y) € Ai(zy)> dy
[0,R]¢ [0,R]¢ ’

k>log l+1p>(k+c) k>logl+1
(4.16) < /¢ / e V2 gy
[0, R

where we have used (4.9)) in the second inequality.

V2dBr, ( y)+di(y)) we

Now we treat P4(y, k,p). By Girsanov’s transformation (with density e
have

Pa(y, k,p) = P(Y[loglk () < p(y) +1, Ti(y) <k, wpvy (e, y, Ti(y)) 2274>

< comVRR)-dkp (E[logl,k—l) <p)+1 mly) <k,

(4.17) sup | [ g(e’u)dBs|y ) > 2_4>.

lul<e=» Jo

By using in turn the Hélder inequality and then (C.14) in Lemma|C.2| (observe that { sup | [; g(e®u)dBs|y >

ful<e~P

274} = Ay ko-1), we get that the probability in (4.1 7) is smaller than

N

_ 3 :
P (Bogre—1) < p(y) + 1, i(y) < k)* P ( sup | [ g(e’u)dBsl|y > 24)

lu|<e=P JO

B B $ 1 C19 -8 2(p—
(4.18) <P (Bpogir-1) < py) + 1, Bpr-1a) 2 ply) — 1) e exp(——-2 8P,
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Furthermore using the inequality (B.2)) (as in (4.13])), we get that
P (Bpogii—1) < p(y) + 1, By > p(y) — 1)
=E PBlogl—p(y)—l (Ek—l—logl < 07 E[If—l—logl,k—logl] > _2)

E ((Blogz +p(y) + 1)]1{Blogl+p(y)+120}> - c’p(y) + (logl)% .

(4.19) ; < g
(k —logl)2 (k—logl)2

IN

c

Finally as > o p 4. ed(P=Fk) exp(—%2_862(p_k)) < ¢, gathering (]4.17[), (]4.18[) and q4.19[) we obtain
that -

3
143
p(y) + (logl)2] ' o V() g

Yy
(k —logl)2

> Z/ Py, k,p)dy < c/
[0.RJ4

k>log I+1p> (k+c) [0.R] >logi+1

(4.20) < ¢ (ogD)? 4 ply) He VB0
[0,R]¢

By combining (4.20)) with (4.16)), we deduce that

Z 2k < c/[ ]((logl)g+p(y)i)e—\/ﬁp(y)dy7
0,R)¢

k>logl+1

which completes the proof of Lemma [4.2 .

The subsequent Lemma, similar to Lemma 3.3 in [1], concerns the localization of the trajectory
after % of an extremal particle at time t.

Lemma 4.3 There exist cq4, c5 > 0 such that for any | > 2 there is T(l) > 0 so that the following
inequality holds

P (3z € [0, BI%, Viog1)(2) < ple), Vg (@) = o+ ple) + L, Yi(w) = a1 + p(x) )

PR

(4.21) < C4e_C5L/ (vlogl + p(:c))e_mp(x)da:,
[0,R]¢

provided that t > T, L >0, R > 1 and p(-) € Cgr(l, 10, +00).

Proof of Lemma . Instead of (4.21]), it is sufficient to prove that there exist ¢4, c5« > 0 such
that for any [ > 2 there is T'(l) > 0 such that for any t > T, L > 1, R > 1 and p(-) € Cr(l, 10, +00),

P (32 € [0, RI%, Vjog19 () < p(2), Vs (@) € plx) + L), () € Li(p(x)))

2

(4.22) < 04*6_05*L/ (Vlogl + p(x))e V2.
[0, R]¢
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Indeed let us assume (4.22)) and prove (4.21)). We note that the probability in (4.22)) is null when
L > —ay + 1, so we deduce that

P (3 € [0, BI%, Viogr(2) < ple), Vg (@) = @+ ple) + L, Yilw) = a1 + p(a)

—a¢+1 L
< Y S P (B0, RE Viogrg(e) < pla), Vit () € Lilp(x) + L), Yilw) € Li(p(x) +u)
L'=L+1u=1
—az+1 L'
<X 3r (3 € 10, RI%, Viogr0 (@) < p(a) +u, Vg () € Iip(a) +u+ L' —w),
=L+1u=1
Yi(a) € Lp() + u) )
—CL1+1 L/
< Z Zce_c/(L/_“)e_m“’ \/log + p(z e V2d0(@) gy
L'=L+1u=1 [0,R]
< ce_C"L/ (v/logl + p(x))e™V2¥(®)d
[0,R]¢
which yields (4.21)).
It remains to prove . Let a > 0, let us introduce (with I}(2) = [a; + 2 —2,a; + 2 +1]),
(4.23) A;’f = {f: ?[logl,%] <z, 7[%,t—a] € Ii(z+ L), Y[t—a,t] <a+z+ L, fi € I(2)},
(424) Af:c% = {f : ?[logl,%] <z+1, ?[%,t—a} € Itl(z + L)a ?[tfa,t] <a+z+L+1, fr € Itl(z)}v
(4.25) vj;f = {f: 7[10@,%] <z, f%,t,a] Sar+z+L -1, fy_qq € Li(z+ L)}

We say that Aff and Vfé: are strong conditions on the paths whereas AfaL is a weak one.
If the path of Y.(x) satisfies all the conditions in the probability of (4.22)), either Y.(z) € Atp,(f)’L

or Y.(x) € VZ Ef)’L. So Lemma is a consequence of the following assertion: There exists ¢ > 0
such that for any 1 > 2 there is T(1) > 0 so that the following inequalities hold

(4.26) (EI:U € [0, R, Yi(x) € a7& ) < (1 +L)a—%/ (Vogl + ply))eV2%W) gy,
[0,R])4
(4.27) (EI:UG 0, R%, Yi(z) € v/ ) Sc(l—{—a)e_mL/ (Viogl+ p(y) V230 gy,
[0.R]

provided that R > 1, p(-) € Cr(l,10,400), t >T, L < —a; + 1 and a € [0, §].
3L d4.26|) and d4.27|), then follows with ¢5, = v/2d/6.

In what follows we prove first (4.26)) and then (4.27)).

Proof of - As in the proof of Lemma with the same arguments, on the set {Jz €

[0,R], Y.(z) € At p } we can define r > 0 be the blggest radius such that
- there exists z, € [0, R]¢, with B(z, 1) C [0, R]4,

Indeed if we choose a = e ™2
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- there exists 2, € B(zy,r) such that Y.(z,) € Atpﬁfr)’L
- for any y € B(z,1), Yi(y) € Af(f)’L

x) L
So on {3z € [0,R]%, Y.(z) € A7}, = fB (20,1

the unit ball). Then for any ¢ > 0,

{Y )EAp(y) L}dy = 1 (with S the volume of

P (Y.(y) € AP ) dy
[0,R]¢ '

(428) + Z S_14dedpE (1{r§ep/4} {Y(y)eAp(y) L}dy>
p>t+c B(Zry )

Reproducing the reasoning in the proof of Lemma we obtain that
r<e”/4 and y € B(z,1r) = sup  [Ys(y) — p(y) — Ys(u) + p(u)| >
u€B(y,eP), s<t

= wpy(y(e P y,t) > 273 or wyvy(e P y,t) > 273,

N | =

where we have chosen:

- t > [ large enough such that Vp >t +¢, sup |p(y) — p(u)| <273,
u€B(y,e™P)

- ¢ (which does not depend on t) large enough such that for any p > t4+c, sup |[¢¥(u)] <277.
|u|§e_P7 s<t

Going back to (4.28) and using the independence between (Z¥(u))ycp0,ze and Y.(y), we deduce
that

P (3x < [0, R)", ()eAg))gcAmWPqueqﬁ”)pt

+ Z P (wz,y(‘)(e_p,y,t) > 2_3” + Z P (Y( ) € AtEj” L wpy(y(eP,y,t) > 2_3> dy.

p>ttc p>t4c
By Lemma [CT}
Z PP (wzy(,)(e*p,y,t) > 2*3> < Z %5 exp(—c16270?PH) < et
p>t+c p>t+c

which implies that

P (3 0. ()eﬁ*>)<@“/

P (Y(y) € alY") dy
[0,R]4 ’

—I-C/ Z P (Y(y) € Aﬁ(ay)’L, wpy(y(e P y,t) > 2_3> dy.
0,R]

d
p>t+c

a1 we obtain that

VI[P (B e alP) +

By Girsanov’s transformation (with density oV24Yi(y)

P (E!a: €[0,R)?, Y(z) € AZ(;E)’L> < c/

,a
[0,R]¢

,a

(4.29) > P (Bealt, sw | [ gletwyBi > 27%)|dy,
p>ttc |lu|<e=P JO
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3
2e

where we have used ¢~ V241 (W) < 13627V24() for Y.(y) € Af,%y)’L. By (B.3)), for any y € [0, R]¢,

1

3 _1
t2P (B € Aziy),L) < Clng(y) (BIOgl]l{BlongO}> (1 -+ L)a 2
1
2

(4.30) < ce(y/logl+p(y))(1+ L)a™
and by (C.18) (notice that { sup | [;g(e®u)dBsls > 273} = A, 5-3), for any u € [0, R]°,
|lu|<e—P
t%P(B € Af(ay)’L, sup | ‘g(esu)st\t > 2_3>
’ |lu|<e—P JO

< e99E o ( Biog: 1 14+ L)a~2 _ G996 2(p—1)

S C22Bip(y) | Plogt (B, >0} (14 L)a™2 exp( 9 € )
(4.31) < e(/logl+ p(y))(1+ L)afé exp(—?QiﬁeZ(pft)).

Finally using (£31), (30) and (I29) we get (4-26).

Proof of (4.27). We introduce:

z,L T T
(4.32) Vi, (m) = A : Flogr,t) < % it iagm-y) Sa+2+L— L, flt—atm—14—asm € L(z+ L)}
and the associated weak condition
(4.33)

7L Pp— . T T F
!f,a (m) = {f . f[logl,%} <z+1, f[%,tfaer—l] <at+z+L, f[t—a—i—m—l,t—a—i—m] >a;+z+ L — 2},

p(z),L

We decompose the event {3z € [0, R], Y.(z) € ¥{ "} in U {3z € [0,R]%, Y.(z) € Vt(a)L(m)}.

=1
To prove (4.27) it is sufficient to show that for any m € {1, ...,a},

(430 P (Jre 0B Yi(2) e v Hm)) < ce_mL/ (p(y) + +/Tog D)oV gy,
0.7

To begin with, we reason as in the proof of (4.26). On the set {3z € [0, R]¢, Y.(z) € ¥/ ( )L(m)},
let r be the biggest radius such that

- there exists z, € [0, R]¢, with B(z,r) C [0, R]¢,

- there exists zy € B(zy,r) such that Y. (z;) € VZElxr)’L(m)

- for any y € B(z,r), we have Y.(y) € !tp,(ay)’L(m).

Then for any ¢ > 0, we have

P (Elx € [0, R]%, Yi(z) € V0 (m )) < §l4dedtatmte) P (Y.(y) € 1f,gy>’L(m)) dy

[0,R]%)

—1,d dp
+S714 Y e E<1{r<e;} /B(w)1{y(y)evg§f%%m)}dy>'

p>t—a+m-c

Reproducing the reasoning in the proof of Lemma [4.2] we obtain that

r<e”/4 and y € B(z,r) = sup Ys(y) — p(y) — Ys(u) + p(u)| = 1/2
u€B(y,e~P), s<t—a+m

= wpy(y(e P y,t —a+m) > 273 or wyyy(e Pyt —a+m) > 273,
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where we have chosen:
-t > 1+ a— m large enough such that Vp >t —a+m+c, sup |p(y) —p(u)| <273,
u€B(y,e~P)
- ¢ (which does not depend on t — a + m) large enough such that for any p >t —a + m + c,
sup |G (u)] <277
lu|<e—P,s<t—a+m

We use the independence between (Z¥(u)),ejo,g¢ and Y.(y) to deduce that

p (33: € [0,R), Y(2) € vggw)’L(m)) < (4.35) + (4.36),  with,
(435) = C/ P (Y(y) c !fﬁty)a[/(m)) |:ed(t—a+m) + Z edp
[0, R} p>t—a+mtc

P (wz.yc)(e_p, Yyt —a+m)> 2_3> ]dy,

<P (Y.(y) € Wi ), wpny(e7P,yt —atm) 227 ) dy.

(4.36) = /[

0,R]4 p>t—a+m—+c

By Lemma
Z PP (wzy(,)(e_p,y,t —a+m)> 2—3) < Z ey eXp<_Cl62—6€2(P—(t—a+m))
p>t—a+m-c p>t—a+m+tc
(4.37) < cedltatm),
Therefore we get
(4.38) 4.35) < cedlt—atm) /[0 - P (Y(y) € !Z%)’L(m» dy.

For any y € [0, R]? set T'(y) := inf{s >t —a+m —1, Yy(y) > a; + p(y) + L — 2}.
Study of the right hand term in (4.38]) . Fix p >t —a+m+c, y € [0, R]%. Observe that

xz),L 5 54
Y(y) € ¥\ (m) = Yiegr, )W) <p@) + L Yt gpm1(y) <at+p(y) + L,
T(y) <t—a+m.

Thus by Girsanov’s transformation with density e‘/ﬁYT@)(deT(y), we have
(439) P (Y(y) € W4 (m)) < ctiemVECWLalt-etmp (e ) (m)).
According to (B.4)),

t%P (B c !Z%’%L(m)) clng(y) (Blogl]l{B1og120}>
(4.40) < e(\/logl+ p(y)).
Finally with (4.40) and (4.39)) for any y € [0, R]¢, we have

IN

A

(4.41) P (Y.(y) e 15,(5)’L(m)) < ceVARp@+L)=alt=atm) (\ flooT 4 p(y)).
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With (4.38), we immediately deduce that
(442) @3 < cf | (Viorltply)e 20 ay,
0,R]4

Study of (4.36). Fixp >t—a+m+c,y € [0,R]*. We use the independence between
(Ys(y))s<1(y) and (Ys(T(y))(y))szo to get that

p (Y.(y) € WD (m), wpw (€ P y,t —a+m) > 2*3> < (4.36) + (4.36)2,  with

1.36) =P (Yi(y) € W0 ) ) P sup | [ g€ w)dYa(w)lriaaim = 270).
[ul<e=P JT(y)

1.36); == P (Y.(y) € Y0 (), wpny (77, T(y) = 274).

a

According to Lemma and (4.41)), we have
(443) " < Ce—d(t—a—i—m)e—\/ﬁ(p(y)—s—L)( /logl + p(y))6206—0192—892(P—(t—a+m)) ‘
Concerning 2, we apply Girsanov’s transformation with density eV28Yr () (W4T (W) a4 1)

(notice that {‘ |83p | J; g(esu)st}t_a+m >27% = A, arma-1) to get that
u|<e P

4:36)2 < com VP At p (B e/ m), sw | [ glewdBi|,_,,,, = 24)

|u|<e—P JO

(4.44) < comVRRW D -AU-atm(logT + p(y) ez exp(— B2g 82 (-atm)

Combining (4.44) and (4.43) we deduce that

@.36) < ¢ Z ed(p—(t=atm) exp(—c;g2862(p(ta+m)))/ (\/logl—i—p(y))e*m(p(yHL)dy
p>t—a+m-+c [O’R]d

(4.45) <oV [ (ol e 0y

With (4.42)) and (4.45]), we get inequality (4.27), and therefore the proof of Lemmal4.3]is completed.
]

Now we will tackle the proof of Proposition 4.1} For any L, «, t > 0, we introduce

(4.46) >pt = {f i fifa fugSatat L fiza+a-1},
(4.47) ot = {fy<a+l fug<ata+ L+l fiza+a-2)
(448) ’ziL(m) = {f : ?Iogl > a, f[logl,t] < «, ?[%773] <at+a+ La ft € It(Oé + m)}

The following proposition implies Proposition [4.1
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Proposition 4.4 There exist cg, c; > 0 such that:
(i) For any l > 2 there exists T(l) > 0 so that the following inequality holds

(4.49) P (3z € [0, R], Yi(z) > ar + p(z)) < cg / (V1ogl + p(a))e™ V2@ gy,
[0,R]¢
provided that t > T, R> 1, p(-) € Cr(l,10,+00).

(ii) For any € > 0 we can find L, lo(L) > 0 such that for any | > ly, there exists T'(l) > 1 so that
the following inequality holds

(4.50) P (Elx € [0, R)?, Yi(z) > a; + p(z), Y.() ¢>;’<x>vL> < ela(p),
provided that t > T, R> 1, p(-) € Cr(l, kalogl, +00).

(iii) For any 1 > 1 there exists T'(l) > 0 so that the following inequality holds
(451) P (32 € [0, B, Yi(x) € L(p(x)) > erla(p),
provided that t > T , R € [1,logl], p(-) € Cr(l, kqlogl,logt).

Observe that(4.49)) gives the upper bound of Proposition (4.50) ensures that for L,[ large
enough, with an overwhelming probability all the extremal particles z satisfy Y.(z) €} @l pi
nally (4.51)) is the lower bound of Proposition which will be essential to prove Proposition

(see (5.34)).

Proof of Proposition[4.4 (4.49) and (4.50) can be deduced from the following two assertions:
-There exists cg« > 0 such that for any L, 1 > 1 there is T > 0 so that the following inequality

holds
(4.52) P (32 € [0. B, Vi(2) o) < cou(1+ L) /[0 » py)e~ VW) gy
provided that t > T, R > 1, p(-) € Cr(l,10,+00).
-There exists cgxx > 0 such that for any L, 1 > 1 there is T > 0 so that the following inequality

holds
(4.53)

P (3o € [0. R Y(x) € 057 (m)) < coun(1 + L)/

o —V2d(p(y)+m)
[0,R]¢ Epw) (Blogl]l{ﬁloglg}) e dy,

provided that t > T, R>1m >0, p(-) € Cr(l,10,+00).

Proof of (4.49) and (4.50) assuming (4.52)) and (4.53]). We will decompose the event
{3z € [0, R4, Yi(z) > a; + p(x)}. For any L > 0 there exist four possible cases:
i) There exists 2 € [0, R]® such that Yioe;,00)(2) > p(2). So we define:

A = {Ell‘ € [OaR]d7 7[logl,oo](x) = p(x)}7
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ii) If A is not achieved we can consider the case when 3z € [0, R]® such that ?[log 14(x) < p(z)
Yi(x) > as + p(z) and 7[%7t] () > ar + p(x) + L. So we define:

By = {3z€[0,R]%, YViogrg(®) < pla), Ve g(2) > ar + p(z) + L, Yi(z) > a; + p()},

t

27

iii) If A and By, are not achieved, we consider the case when 3z € [0, R]? such that Y g4 () < p(z),

?[%ﬂ (z) <ar+p(x) + L, Yi(z) > ay + p(z) and Vieg(x) > p(z). So we define:
0 = U @Erelo. B Yix) € 77 (m)},

m>1

iv) Finally if A, By and Cf, are not achieved, it remains the case when 3z € [0, R]* such that
Yi(z) < p(z), Y[%,t] () <ap+ p(x) + L, Yi(z) > ar + p(x). So we define:

D = {3z €[0,R]% Yi(z) > a; + p(z), Y.(z) Dtp(:v),L}.

Let ¢ > 0. Recalling , we fix L > 1 large enough such that c;e”%% < e. Then we
choose ly(L) > 1 large enough such that for any [ > [y there is T'(I) > 1 such that for any R > 1,
p(+) € Cr(l, kalogl,+00), t > T
- From Lemma [1.2]

P(4) < 03/ ((log 1) + p(y)1)e~ VW) gy
[0,R]¢
(4.54) < 6/ p(y)e—\/ﬁp(y)dy.
[0,R]¢
- From Lemma [4.3]
P(Br) = C4e_C5L/ (\/Iog + p(x))e™V?# W dy
[0,R]¢
(4.55) < e/ p(y)e_\/ﬁ/’(y)dy'
[0,R]¢
- From (53,
POy < 3P (e )
m>0
< 06**(1+L)Ze\/ﬁm/[0md E () (Bltgl]l{ﬁbgzél}) e*\/ﬁp(y)dy
le )
[0,R]¢

In the last inequality we have used p(y) > rqlogl (as p(-) € Cgr(l,kqlogl,+00)) which implies
Eyy) (BirgiLin,<11) = BU(pW) + Buog)+ 1ip, <1 o) < a(1p(y).
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Combining (4.54)), (4.55) and (4.56)) we get (4.50). To obtain (4.49) we use (4.54), (4.55) and
(4.56) with e = 1, and add from (4.52)),

P (D) < 66*(1+L)2/ ply)e™V230W) gy,
[0,R]

Thus it yields (4.49) with cg = cg«(1 + L)? + 3. O

Proof of (4.52)) and (4.53)). The studies of P (EI:C €10, R4, Y.(x) Ebtp(x)’L> and
P (EIQ: €[0,R4, Y (x) € Of(z)’L(m)) are quite redundant with that of P (Elx €[0,R%, Y(x) € Aﬁ(x)’L>

a
in Lemma Then we just mention the main steps:
A) Introduce the weak condition f € lf‘lL(m) (m, o, L >0,t>12>0) which is defined by

(457) ?logl > a— 1, ?[logl,%] <a+ ]., T[%ﬂ < at+a+L+ 1, ft = Itl(a+m),

(Recall that I}(«) := [a; + o — 2, a; + a + 1]). Then in the both cases:

B) Introduce the radius r > 0.

C) Make the common reasoning about the modulus of continuity of y — (Ys(y) — p(y))s<t

D) Decompose Y.(u) by using Lemma then precise correctly the constant c¢ to treat the
deterministic part in the modulus of continuity w.

E) Apply Lemma |C.1| to treat the probability of P (wzy(.)(e—lﬂ y,t) > 2—3).

F) Apply Girsanov’s transformation with density eV?24Yt(y)+dt,
At the end of these steps we can affirm that (as in (4.29): For any l > 1 there exists T > 0
such that for any R>1m >0, p(-) € Cr(l,10,+00), t > T,

P (3r € 0.8, Yi(2) enf) <o /

[0,R)4 o V2dp(y) 43 [P (B eEtp(y),L) N

(4.58) Z ed(p_t)P<B EEf(y)’L, sup !/O g(esu)dBS|t > 2_3)}dy,

pthrc |’M| Seip

and

N

P <3x € [0,R]%, Yi(z) € og(f)’L(m)> <ec /[0 e e VA(pw)+m)y [P (B € gffly)’L(m)) +

(4.59) Z ed(p_t)P(B € lz(ly)’L(m), sup ‘/ g(esu)st‘t > 2_3>}dy.

p>t+c lu|<e=P /O

Furthermore by (B.5), (C.20) and , C.21)), noticing that { sup | f; g(esu)st‘t > 2731 =
|u[<e=P
A, 19-3, we have

#ip (B ezf(y)’L) < epp(y)(1+ L),

tP(B ez, swp | / g(eu)dBy], 227) < emp(y)(1+ L) exp(~ G127 020 ),
0

ful<e~P
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and

IN

BP (Be " m) < e+ DBy (Biy s, <)

(B c : lusgfp\/ e*u)dBs|, > 2~ ) < o1+ L)Eyy, (Bigzﬂ{ﬁlogzsu)

X exp(—%92*6e2(p*t)).

Finally assertions (4.52)) and (4.53)) follow easily from (4.58) and (4.59) and the four previous

inequalities. -
Proof of (4.51). The proof relies on a second moment argument. We need some notations:
- Let
1 . .
(4.60) s = e ;:{ ki osesh,
t—s)r if L<s<t.

- For any = € [0, R]® let (A(z))r>1 be the partition of —z + [0, R]* defined by
(4.61) Ai(x) == [O,R]d\B(x’l), Ag(z) := B(l’,e2_k)\3(x’cl—k) n[o,R]%, Vk>2.

In order to have good bounds in our second moment argument, we will restrict to 'good’ particles.
-Let D, L >0,k € {1,...,[t]}, we say that z € [0, R]¢ is L—goody, if

D
sup |Yi(z) — Yi(y)| < ex + - and
yEAL() 2

log 13, if ke {1,..,5|logl] — 1},
(4.62) Yi(z) << p(x) — 4ep + D, if k € {5[logl],..., | 3t] — 1},

ar+p(x) + L —4ex + D, if ke {|3t], ..., [t]}.
We say that = is L—good particle (we write z L—good or simply z good if L = 0) if = is L—goody,
for any k € {1,..., [t]}. Notice that the “2” in logl§ is arbitrary and any value between 3 and 1
could be used.

- Let 8 := {e7*(i1, ..., 4q), with i; € {0, ..., [Re’]}, Vj € [1,d]} be a regular subdivision of [0, R]%.

We notice that for any [ > 0, there exists 7' > 0 such that for any ¢t > T, p(-) € Cr(l, kalogl, o),

(4.63) e pla — La(p)| < 5Tap).

fd<]=="

We also notice that there exists ¢ > 0, such that for any k € {2,..., |t]},

(4.64) O D D
y€EM, yE Ak ()

- Finally let

(4.65) hgood = #{z € By : Yi(z) e 2 good, Vk € [2, []]}.
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Now we can tackle the proof of (4.51). We fix L = 0. By Corollary there exists ¢, ¢ > 0
and D > 0 large (D from (4.62))) such that for any ¢ > 1 and p(x) € [kqlogl,logt],
(4.66)

demdp(z)e V@) < P (y.(x) exP @0 1 good, Vk € [2, [t j]) <P <Y.(:v) e>{3<x>’°) < ce~p(z)e~ V2@,

So by combining with (4.63) we get that

(167) “10(0) < B (hgood) < e(1 + 2)La(p).

We look at the second moment of hgooq. We recall that for any = € [0, B¢, #{y € B : |z —y| <
e?7!} < 242, Recall also that |z —y| > 1 implies that the process Y.(z) and Y.(y) are independent.
So we deduce that

E (M) < 2%®E(hgood) +E( > 1

z,y€B, |z—y|>e2—t

< 2%%E(hgooa) + ». P (Y.(x) e>§’(1’)’°) P (Y.(y) e>f(y)’°) +
z,y€l, [r—y|>1

(4.68) E( Z Z ]l{y.(x)@f‘x)’o, Y. (y)exP®0 ¢ goodeke[Z[tﬂ}) :

el yet, 2t <|y—x|<1

{Yi(2)ex? ™0 Y (y)ent0 2y goodk\fke[zm]})

By inequality (4.66)),
> P(Y@ e/ )P (v eof0) < e 3 pla)p(y)e V0]
z,y€dy, [z—y|=1 z,yely, lz—y|>1

< cla(p)® < cla(p),

(observe that R <logl and p(:) € Cr(l, kqlogl,c0) imply I4(p) < 1). Going back to (4.68)) we get

t—1
2
E (hQOOd) < cE (hQOOd) + E Z ]l{Y.(z)EDf(I)‘O,Y.(y)ebf(y)’o,z good,, y€AL(z)}
k=2 z,ycH:
t—1
(4.69) ‘= CE (hgood) + ¥ (4.69).
k=2

Let us study (4.69). For any 2 < k <t — 1, z € [0, R]® the process (Ys(k)(y))sgt_k,yeAk(r) is
independent of the sigma-field

Gr(z) =0 (Ys(y), s <k, y € Ap(z), Yi(z), s € RT).

By the Markov property at time k, (4.69)) is equal to

> E (11 Y @)es? @ s gooa PV [Y k(W) < p(9), Y gy g(y) < ar+p(y),
z,y€M, yE Ak (z)

Yikly) € Lp()])-
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Now by using the Girsanov’s transformation (with density e‘/ﬁYf*k(?J)J“d(t_k)7 recall also that e~ V23Yei-r(¥) <

t2e=V24(4) when Yi_1(y) € It(p(y))), we deduce that () is smaller than

_ _ —d(t— 3 .
(4.70) 3 E(]l et 2 g00d,} V24(p(y)=Y(v) g=a(t=k) 13 (4,70 yvt,k), with
z,y€B, ye Ak ()

(170t = Pyy)-o [By—k < 0, Big_y ) < @, Bk € L(0)],

when k£ < t/2 and

— — —d(t— 3
(4.71) c Z E (]l{y(x)epf(z)’07xgoodk}e V2d(p(y) Yi(y)) o—a(t k)tz) ,
x,y€Bs, yeAg ()

when ¢t — 1 > k > t/2. To treat (4.69); we distinguish four cases.

a) k <5logl. Letz,y €t withy € Ai(z), by (B.F) in Lemma [B.2) we have

ce~V24(p(y)=Yi(W)) g=d(t—k) 45 y’t’k
< e MR (p(y) — Vi(y)e VREWDIL s s

< o= d=k) o= (p(y)~Yi ()

In addition if z is goody, we can ensure that p(y) — Yi(y) > p(y) —ex — & — Yi(z) > 2 logl — 2.

Finally by combining (4.70), (4.66) and (4.64)), we deduce that

L g—m+2
@60, < c—e : 3y E(]l{y(x)

Rd

12 Ebf(m)’071‘goodk})

x,y€MBt, ye Ay (z)

< Cl%eDe—dt Z p(x)e—\/ﬁp(x)e—d(t—k) Z 1
Iz xel; y€EB, ye A ()
1
(4.72) < 'eP14(p).

2

b) 5logl <k <t/4. Letx,y € B; with y € Ai(x), by (B.5)) in Lemma to (4.70)y,¢k, (strictly
speaking, there is a ¢ instead t — k in 1) but this does not really matter because of % —k> %)
we have

o V2d(p(y)~Yi(y) g—d(t—k) 43 (4.70) 0.1

< e R (p(y) — Yk(y))e_m(p(y)_yk(y))ﬂ{p(y)—yk(y)zo}

< e dt=k) o= (p(y)=Ye(v))

In addition if 2 is good,,, we can ensure that p(y) — Yi(y) > 3er + p(y) — p(x) — D > 3ex, — (D + 1)
(recall that |z — y| < e8! implies |p(z) — p(y)| < 1 as p(-) € Cr(l, kqlogl,+00)). Finally by
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combining (4.70)), (4.66|) and (4.64)), we deduce that

469k < Ce—d(t—k‘)—3ek+D Z
T yeEEt,yGAk( )

< e BertDgdt Z (z) g—d(t—k) Z 1

z€M@, y€ML, y€ Ay (z)

B ( {V.()exy @0 zgoodk}>

(4.73)

IN

//e_3ek+DId(p).

c) t/4 < k < t/2. Let z,y € B; with y € Ag(z). In addition if x is good;, we can ensure
that p(y) — Yi(u) > 3ex + p(y) — p(z) — D > 3ep, — (D + 1) (recall that |z — y| < e~ 1 implies
lp(x) — p(y)] <1 as p(-) € Cr(l,kalogl,+00)). Finally by combining (4.71)), (4.66|) and (4.64), we
deduce that

@69), < ctdealt=k)ov2d(=3ex+D) Z
x,y€By, ye Ay (x)
43 V2d(=3ex+D) —dt Z o~ V2dp(z) y—d(t—k) Z 1
o€t yeBy, ye Ay (x)

' \/7D SekI (p)

E( (Y.(2)ep ™, :cgoodk})

IN

(4.74)

IN

d) t/2<k<t-—1. Letx,y € B with y € Ax(x). In addition if x is goody,, then we can ensure
that p(y) — Yi(y) > 3ex + p(y) — p(z) — D — ay > 3ej, — (D + 1) — a;. Finally by combining (4.71)),
(4.66|) and (4.64)), we deduce that

4.69), < ce~4(t=k) ov2d(=3er+D) Z E(]l{y()
z,y€B, ye Ak ()
< cle\/ﬁ(f&z;ﬁrl))efdt Z p(x)ef\/ﬁp(x)efd(tfk) Z 1
€@y Y€y, y€ A (2)
(4.75) < (VDo VAey(

be(m) 0 xgoodk}>

p)-

The terms with e allow us to control the Zk 5logl +1k' Indeed by combining | ,
(4.73)), (4.74) and (4.75) with ( we get:

5logl t—1

-

(4.76) (hgood) < C/Id D Z //e\/ﬁD Z ef%Sek Ia(p) < cla(p).
k=5logl+1

2

By the Paley-Zygmund inequality, we have P (hgooq > 1) > W > ¢I4q(p). We conclude
good

because of hgooq > 1 implies Iz € [0, R]?, Yi(z) > a; + p(x) — 1. O

5 Tail of distribution of the maximum M

Our aim is to prove the Proposition We recall ([1.11)) and (|1.15)).
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Proof of Proposition [1.3 Let R and € > 0. We want to estimate for p(-) € Cr(l, kalogl,logt),
P (3z € [0, R]%, Yi(x) > a; + p(z)). We introduce some notations:

(5.1) My, = sup (Yi(y) = p¥),  Oup:={y €[0, R, Yi(y) > a; + p(y) — 1},

yG[O,R]d
(5.2)
My y(z,b) = S(upb )(Yt(y) —p¥),  Otplx,b) == {y € B(z,e"™"), Yi(y) > ar + p(y) — 1},
yEB(x,ed—t
(53) a.nd Rt :: [eit/z7 R J— eit/Q]d.

For any t > 0, because of the continuity of the function x — Y;(x) — p(z), the random variables
A(O¢,p) and A(Oyp(x,b)) are strictly positive respectively on {M;, > a;} and {M; ,(z,b) > a4}
Therefore for any L > 1,

Trpeo, 21 .
P(3z €[0,R%, Yi(z) > a; +p(z)) =P (M, >a;) = E / (200} 1M p2a}
[0, R A(O1,p)

= W+ @)r+6),

with

A(Dt,p)

2), = E / ]l{weot,p,Y<x>¢>f<“’L}]l{MWz‘”}dx
b R A©ep) ’

Lireo, VM, 500}
3) = E / & 2= dx | .
3) < 0,R]“—R, A(Dt,p)

We shall show that (2),, and (3) are negligible, only (1), contributes in (1.13).

Recall (1.15)), clearly (2), <P (3:6 € O;,N[0,R)%, Y.(x) §§>f(x)’L>. Via Proposition 4.4], there
exist L and lp(L) > 0 such that for any [ > [y there exists T > 0 such that for any p(-) €
Cr(l,kqlogl,logt),

1 o).y LM, >a0}
(1)L — E (/ {x€D4,p, Y. (x)ED] } t,p>0t de ) .
Rt

(2)r < €La(p).-
Concerning (3), decomposing [0, R]*\R, in, at most, 24e(@=13 cube of volume e_d%, and by the
invariance by translation of (Y;(+))s>0, we have

(54) (3) <P (3z€[0,R\g,, x € Oy,) < 2% DIP (Eix € [0,e 5%, Yi(z) > at> .

Furthermore on the event {3z € [0, e_%]d, Yi(z) > a;}, we introduce r > 0 (r is random) the biggest
radius, in a similar way as in the proof of Lemma such that

- there exists z, € [O,e_%]d, with B(zp,r) C [0,e”2]%,

- there exists z, € B(zy,r) such that Yi(xy) > ay,
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- for any y € B(zy, 1), Yi(z) > a; — 1.
Thus on {Jz € [O,efé]d, Yi(z) > ai}, by definition of r > 0, for any ¢, ¢ > 0, (¢ > 0 will be
determined later) we have

1

1

= 1 —(t4¢) , T 1 - - - 1 _ndy.
- p;c (0 ccery | Gpa /B(zr,r) fitza @

By taking the expectation we obtain that

P (ax € [0,e2]%, Yi(z) > at) < s—l4ded<t+C>/ P (Yi(y) > a; — 1) dy

0,67 2]

(5:5) + Q. 5TaE (1{r§e4p}/B(z r)ﬂ{my)>atl}dy> |

p>ttc

Fix p > t+c. On {r < e ?/4}, B(z,r) # [0,e72]%. So there exists z € [0,e72]%, [Z — 2| <
2r < % with Y;(Z) < a; — 1 which implies that |Y;(Z) — Yt(mr)|t2 1. Thus for any y € B(z,r), by
the triangular inequality we deduce that there exists u € [0,e2]%, |u — y| < e™P (u is either xy or
%) such that sup|Ys(u) — Ys(y)| > 3. To summarize,

s<t

(5.6) {r<e?/a}n{y e Blar) | Lo %) - ) 2 %}

According to Lemma for any y,u € [0, e_%]d such that |y — u| < e™P,

(Yi(u)s<t = (PY(u)+ Z¥(u) — (¥ (u))s<
= (PY(u) + ZY(u) + O(e"P)) o<t

Now, we choose ¢ > 0 large enough such that for any p > t + ¢ the O(e!™?) is smaller than 2%

(we stress that such ¢ does not depend on k). Consequently for any p > ¢ + ¢ the event in the
right-hand side of (5.6)) is included in

{ sup PY(u)-Yi(y)|>27} U { sup  [ZY(u)| =277}
u€B(y,e~P), s<t u€B(y,e~P), s<t
= {wP.y(-) (eipvyvt) > 273} U {wZ,y(-)(eip7y7t) > 273}7 (U)(7 K ) is defined in )
We go back to (5.5), and use the independence between (Z(u)),ejo,ge and Y.(y) to deduce that
there exist some constants ¢, ¢ > 0 (independent of k) such that

(5.7) P (3r € [0.c7 3% Yi(a) > o)) < c/

(0,67 2]

P (YVi(y) 2 a;— 1) [ +

Z PP (wz?,(_)(e*pjy’t) > 273)] + Z e?P (Yt(y) >ap—1, U)P'y(,)(efp, y,t) > 273> dy.
p>t+c p>t+c
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Referring to the Appendix, by (C.1)) in Lemma we get

> P (wgy(e Py, t) 227 = Ze‘“”P( sup ZS<u>223)

lu|<e—P, s€(0,t]

p>t+c p>t+c
_ _ —62(p—t)
< ed(t+c) § :ed(p (t+c))015e c1627 e
p>t+c
< Ced(:edt — cledt.

Fix y € [0, e_%]d. By Girsanov’s transformation we observe that

(5.8) PYi(y) >a;—1)=E (1{Bt2at71}eﬂ/ﬁ3t*dt) < com o V2dar
and
B —p —3 o —v/2dB;—dt
P (Y;f(y) > ag 17 wa(.)(e 7y7t) > 2 ) = E(e t ]]-{BtZat_lv sup ‘fo g(esu)dBs t22—3})
Ju|<e—P
(5.9) < e_dte_m‘”P< sup ‘ / g(esu)st‘t > 2_3>.
lu|<e—P JO
By (C.14) in Lemma [C.2] for any p > ¢ + ¢, we have
(5.10) P <| ‘sup | / g(e’u)dB,|, > 2_3> =P(A,2-3) < coexp(—cg2 0P 0).
ul|<e=P JO

Go back to (5.7) combining (5.8), (5.9) and (5.10)), we obtain that

P (Elx € [O,e_%]d, Yi(z) > at> < ce_‘/ﬁ“t/ , 1+ Z %o exp(—c192 2P~ dy
(0.7 2]d p>t+c
< ce~V2dar,—%

Finally with (5.4) for ¢ > 0 large enough, it stems that
(3) < 296013 peV2401e=% < 1y,

Therefore we can fix L > 0, such that there exist [ > 0 and T > 0 satisfying: V¢ > T, p(:) €
Cr(l,kqlogl,logt),

(5.11) [P(M:p > ar) — (1)z| < eTa(p).

The previous inequality just express that with an overwhelming probability for any = € [0, R]4,

Yi(z) > a; + p(x) is equivalent to Y.(x) EDf(I)’L. We will take advantage of this fact to know the
spatial distribution of extremal particles.

For any t > b > 0, let us introduce:

(5.12) Ept(b,z) ={Fy € [0,R]% |y —z| > ", Vi(y) > ar + ply) — 1},
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Liny p2ay  L{my p(ab)>ar)

On Z,4(b, )", O:,) T ADe, @) therefore we obtain
(5.13) W =W)rs+ 2)rs— @)y  Vb>0,
with
l]‘ z),L 1
{Y.(z)exr ™ Ey {M¢,p(z,b)>as}
5.14 1 — B dr ) .
o e (fR A(©tp(2,b))
1 x),L ]l
(V. (2)epf ) E) HMr p2ar}
515 2 = E 1= z dr |,
(5.15) (2)rLp ([Rt Zpt(b,) O]
(5 16) (3) E / 1 IL{Y-(z)Ebf(z)vL}]l{Mt,p(x,b)Zat}d
' = Ep,i(bz x| .
h R D)

We shall show, via two lemmas, that (2)7, and (3)r,; are negligible.

Lemma 5.1 There exists cg > 0 such that for any L, t > b > 1,

B (%Y(m)egf“*ﬁ

(5.17) 2)rp+ By < Cg/ v (2)d ]l{Ep,t(blogQ,x)}> dx, with

[0, R
1
(5.18) ry(z) := sup{r > 0, wy(y(r,z,t) < 1} Nne k.
Proof of Lemma |5.1. Fix 2* € Ry and observe that
/ 1z, Ly @est ™t i pepza) . Ly @est ™t iy a) dx
B da-ty ) Oy, (z, b)) A(O1,)
<21

{3zeB(a*,tebt—1), . (z)EDtp(w)’L}]l{Ep,t(b—bg 3}

By continuity of y — (Ys(y) — p(y))s<t, if 2 € B(z*, 2e’7") such that Y.(z) be(z)’L (z satisfies

the strong condition) then there exist » > 0 and x, € B(z*,1e’~?) such that: z € B(zy,r);
B(z,,7) C B(z*,2e*7!); and for any y € B(,,r), Y.(y) eEf(y)’L (y satisfies the weak condition).

Thus on the set {3z € B(z*, 1e*™), V() be(x)’L}, there exists r. > 0 (see figure 2 pp 38)
which is the biggest radius such that:

- there exists z,, € [0, R]® with B(ay,,r.) C B(z*, 1e"71),

- there exists 2z, € B(xy,,ry) with Y.(z,) Ebtp(z”‘)’ ,

- for any y € B(xy,,14), Y.(y) EEtp(y)’L.

By definition, 51? fB( dy =1 on {3z € B(z*, "), Y.(z) Ebtp(x)’L}, so we

meore) Ly (g est® by
can affirm that

/ " Ly @)est @k M, ()20 +]1{Y<x>e>f‘”””L,Mt,pzat} o
B da-ty ) MOy ,(z,b)) A(O:,)

2
= /B(z r )]l{Y(y)ekf(”’L}]lEp,t(bflog%@*)dy

C
= /B(m r.) F]I{Y-(y)elzf(y)’L}]lEp,t(b—log2,y)dy-
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Furthermore on {y € B(zy,,rs)} there are two possible options:

- Either there exists 7y, € [0, R]? such that |z,, — Zy,| < 2r, and Y.(Zy,) gébtp@”)’L which
implies that sup,<; |Vs(Zr,) = Ys(2r,) + p(Tr.) — p(2r.)| = 1. As p(-) € Cr(l, kalogl,logt) (implying
SUP.eB(yar,) [P(Y) — p(z)| < 1) by the triangular inequality, for any y € B(zy,,r.) we have finally
wy. () (414, y,t) > %.

- Or B(ay,,r.) = B(z*, 1e*) and thus r, = $eb,

Nevertheless in the both cases we have on {y € B(zy,,rs)}

1
dr, > 14(y) := sup{r > 0, wy.()(r,y,1) < Z} Aet.

We deduce that

1 Ly @est@F My whza | v @estF My, za) d
1 Ep7t(b7m) x
B(z*,7eb7t)

)\(Dt,p(f’«"v b)) )‘(Dt,p)

1 L
q {Y(y)EEp(y>’ }
SR P e e

p(y),L
< Crwestry .
- /Bcc*,iebt) rf(y) Zo(b-log29) %Y

This inequality is true for any z* € Ry, moreover we can find N 3 m < ce®=b) and (xi)i<m a
collection of R; such thatb:
. —t
ORic U Bl %)< 0AY,
<i<m

t

42 -
(ii) for any (i1, ...,74+2) € {1,...,m} distinct, .OIB(xZ-, %

)= 0.
Ji
Finally there exists ¢ > 0 independent of L, [ or t > b > 1 such that

dx <

/1: X ]l{Y-(:c)EDf(z)’L,Mt,p(x,b)zat} ]l{Y(x)EDf(I)’L,Mt,pZat}
R, Ep,t(b,T) MOy p(x, b)) A(©4,)

]l L
c/[O R)¢ I‘?—(yt)]lapvt(b—logly)dy, a.s.

Lemma [5.1] follows easily. O
The proof of the following lemma is postponed at the end of this section:

Lemma 5.2 Let R, L be two constants fixed. For any ¢ > 0 we can find by, lop > 1 large enough
such that for any 1 > ly, b > by, AT > 0 so that the following inequality holds

1
Y. (z)exf )
(5.19) (%M:AWE<{:®d}%MW>M§%@,

provided that t > T, p(-) € Cr(l, kqlogl,logt).
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Figure 2:

B R eb—t/z R
A
B(x ,e?7t/4)
B(x,,1.)
¥
e
Er. . eb-t
.xr.
——————>
ebt/4 o
X
eb—tlz
Xy, EEP(xr,)‘L
y eEP(}’)‘L
z,, EDP(Zr,)-L
v

Remark: This lemma gives a description in “cluster” for the repartition of the extremal particles
in [0, R]%. About this question, see also [J] for a slightly different model.

Assuming this Lemma, combining (5.13) and (5.19) we can fix b(L), lo(L) > 0, such that for
any [ >l there exists T' > 0 such that V¢t > T, p(-) € Cg(l, kqlogl,logt),

(5.20) P(Myy > ar) — (1)zs] < 2¢La(p).

Therefore we can restrict our study to (1)r,. The Markov property at time t, = ¢t — b and the
invariance by translation of our model give

]1 x),L ]1
(Y. (@)eppFy~ {Mip(wb)>ar}
1 = E o
( )L,b </Rt )‘(Dt,p(l’,b))

(521) = /Rt E (1{Ytb($)ﬁp($)vY[éytb](x)ﬁat‘f'P(iv)—i—L} 5.21 Z’f) dzx,
with
 [—E) (t) oty 1 (t)
Fl — ® ( (T (0)+2 <0, Y, (0)2— L1, 3ye BOe—1), ¥, <y)+z>—L—g(y>}>
| Apoe—o ({1 Y\ () + 2@z = —L — 1 - 9gzp®)})
with 9621 (y) = Vi, (x +y) — Y (x) — (p(z +y) — p(2)),

2Ea1) = Y4, (@) —ar — p(z) — L.
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In the following we will denote
(5.22) Vo € [0, R]%, p.(.) := p(z +.) — p(x).

. . d _
According to the scaling property (Ys(tb)(y)>s§b7 JeB(0e1) @ (Ya(ye' ™)) o<, yeB(0,eb-1), thus we

can rewrite 1} l;f as

edtb E

(]l{Yb(O)SQ%(O)Z—L—l}]l{EyEB(O,l),Yb(y)Z—L—g(ye”t)}>
= Aoy ({y : Yo(y) > —L — 1 — g@ag) (ye*=)})

In addition Lemma 2.2] and the Girsanov’s transformation lead to

_ V24dY; —V24dYs, (z)— ¢ b,L
Mzs = /R . <e T @200, T gy @ ortalarey® e (5,21 ‘”’”’t> o
t

_ 3
(5.23) = TVRHEEE_ (1{BtbSO,B[

A corsnyFro (B, —a— L, esg;g)) dz,
t

&)
with

- as before B a standard Brownian motion,

- for g € C(B(0,¢"),R), z € R,

(5.24) Frp(z,9) == o~ V2G+D)R ( Ly, (0)<o, Yb<0)>—L—1}1{3yeB<0,l>,Yb(y>2—L—g<ye’7>})

A1) {y : Yo(y) > =L — 1 — g(yeb)})

- for any ¥ € Cg(B(0,¢%),R),

tp
(5.25) (’5;{’6 : B(O,eb) Sy —/ g(e* 'y)dB,s — G (ye™) + Z?b (ye™") — W(ye™).
0

For ¥ = 0 we denote (’5?1) = &, ;. In passing we take the opportunity to define for any o € [0, ],

ty
(5.26) Gipo: B(0,e") 3y — g(e® "y)dBs — (i, (ye™") + Z,?b(ye_t).

tpy—0o

Notice that Ztob(-) is a centred Gaussian process, independent of B, which have the covariances
as in (2.3). Furthermore by Proposition for any b > 0, the Gaussian process B(0,e’) 3 y
Z,?b (ye™") — G, (ye™?), converges in law to y — Z(ye™®) — ((ye™?).

Now we want to get (via a renewal theorem): for any L,b > 0, uniformly in z € Ry,

C
SatJrL}FL:b (Btb —at— L, QjZZ)) ~ ?p(w)

2

E ) (1{Btb 0,7,

itp]

We stress that C* must not depend on x or p. To obtain this result, we need yet two steps:
-Study the regularity of F7,; (Lemma [5.5)
- Use this regularity to apply a renewal theorem (Theorem [5.6|)
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Definition 5.3 A continuous function F : R x C(B(0,e?),R) — RT is "b regular” if there exist
two functions h: R — Ry and F* : C(B(0,¢e%)) — RT satisfying
(i)

(5.27) suph(z) < 400, and h(z) = O(e).

z€R Z——00

(ii) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for any § € (0,1), g € C(B(0,e’),R) with w;(()fig)(é) <1

(5.28) F*(g) < 6.
(iii) For any z € R, g € C(B(0,¢e"),R), F(z,g) < h(z)F*(g).
(iv) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for any z € R, g1, g2 € C(B(0,€"),R) with ||g1 — g2||o0 < £,
(5.29) Pz, 91) = F(2,2)| < ellgr = g2l LR () E* (01).
Definition 5.4 For any M > 0 and F a function b regular, we define
(5.30) FM(z,9) = (F(z,9) A M)1g>_ppy.-
The proof of the following two results are postponed to the next sections.
Lemma 5.5 (Control of Fr;) For any L,b> 0 the function Fy,; defined in 1s b regular.

For any v € R, let T :=inf{s > 0, B; = v}. Let (Rs)s>0 be a three dimensional Bessel process
starting from 0.

Theorem 5.6 Letb > 0 and F : R x C(B(0,¢e%),R) — R* be a function b regular. For any ¢ > 0,
there exists M, 0,1, T > 0 such that for any t > T, p(-) € Cr(l,kalogl,logt), z € [1,logt)%°,
(5.31)

3 xT T
‘ /R e VAR (]1 o0, < F (Btb +z <’-’>f,b>> dz — CM,U(F)Id(p)' < els(p).
t ,

with
OunaE)i= 2 [ [ B~y 2007 clue™)
(5.32) - /OT_WM(l — k(e *ye ))dB; — Tc_r /\0(1 — k(e*sye*b))dRS_Tﬂ)>d’ydu.

Assuming Lemma [5.5| and Theorem [5.6] we are in position to end the proof of the Theorem

Indeed combining (5.20)), (5.23)), Lemma [5.5] and Theorem [5.6| (applied with z = —a; — L and
F = Frp) we deduce that: Ve > 0 there exist L, b, M, o > 0 such that for [,T > 0 large enough we

have : for any t > T, p(-) € Cr(l, kalogl, logt),

(5.33) \P(M;, > a;) — Crro(Frp)Ta(p)| < €la(p).
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In addition by Proposition There exist c1, co > 0 and I, T > 0 large such that: for any
t>T, p(-) € Cr(l, kqlogl,logt),

(5.34) c1la(p) < P(My, > ar) < c2Ta(p).

For any n € N*, let (L, b, M, 0),, such that (5.33) is true with e = 1. Clearly C, := C,, o, (FL, p,) €
(9, 2¢2] for any n € N large enough. Let ¢ : N — N strictly increasing such that Cy,,) — C* €
[61/27 202]'

Now we fix € > 0. Let Ny > 0 such that for any n > No, [Cy(,) — C*| < e. Then we choose
N1 > Ny such that n > N implies ﬁ < e. Finally there exist (according to 1)
[(N1), T(N7) > 0 such that for any ¢t > T, p(:) € Cg(l, kqlogl,logt),

[P(Mip > ar) — C*Ta(p)] < €Ta(p)-

This completes the proof of Theorem O

In the next two subsections we shall prove Lemmas [5.2] and 5.5 then in Section 6 we will prove
Theorem

5.1 Proof of Lemma [5.2]

This important Lemma gives the cluster representation for the extremal particles. The notion of
”good particles”, defined in (4.62)) and studied in section D is essential for its proof.

Proof of Lemma . Let R, ¢, L > 0. Recall the definition of Z,;(b,x) in (5.12)), we want to show
that there exist by, Iy such that for any b > bg, [ > lp, IT > 0 so that the following inequality holds

1
Y (z >P(),L B .
W= [ B s )t e [ eV,

provided that t > T, p( ) € Cr(l, kqlogl,logt).

Let A* := B(0,e )\B (0,e)- Recall ( -, - ) and (4.62)) for the definitions of respectively
(es)s<t, , Ar(u), u is L—goody and u is L—good. By Lemma [D.1{ we choose D(L,¢€),lo(L,€) large
enough such that for any [ > Iy, 317" > 0 so that the following inequality holds

1
{Y.(z)e |>p(“” }
Bl =@ 1t dz < eI
/[O,R}d < re(z)d {z notL— good}) x < €Iq(p),

provided that t > T, p(-) € Cr(l, kqalogl,logt). So we can restrict our study to

1 (@),L
,_ {Y.(z)e=™ 7}
®Lp = /[()R]d E ( I't(fli)d ]lEp,t(b,:p)]l{xL—good}> dx.

Without loss of generality we can always assume that ¢ — b € N, so the subsets (Ax(y))1<k<t—b+1
form a partition of {u € [0, R]4, |y — u| > e*~*}, therefore

tp+1 )elzf(@,L,fogood} 1 p
Z [0,R]¢ ry(z)d {FueAg(z), Ye(u)>ar+p(u)-1} | AL
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As k is continuous with support included in B(0, 1), for any k£ < t—b+1, the process (Y;(k) (u))s<e—n

o u € Aj()
is independent of

Gp(x) =0 (Ys(u), s<k,uecAg(y), Ys(y),seRy,y e B(az,e_t))

According to the definition (5.18)), clearly ry(z) is measurable with respect to Gi(x). Then by the
Markov property at time k,

ty+1 1 oL )
®rp < Z/ E {Y.(z)er? ,acdlsL good,c}><
i1 Y [0,R] ri(x)
P (3 A Y(’f) S _

( u € k(-’L')v tflc(u) 2 at +p(u) g(u)>g(-)=Yk(-)+1> dr

tp+1
= Z ®rp (k).

k=1

We remark that for any ¢ > 0
E ]l{y(ﬂf)eb?(z)’ll} d d(t+C)E 1 dpE 1 1 d
— < x - x .
By the arguments C), D), E) and F) pp 28 used to prove (4.52)), we can affirm that
]l{Y(;B)EDP(z)’L} V24
(5.35) / E| —————— |de <c(1+ L)2/ p(z)e™ V2@ gy
[0, R]e ri(z) [0, R]¢

Using (5.35)) we will bound ®p,;(k) by distinguishing three cases:
A) If k <5logl. Asxisgoody, p(-) € Cr(l,kalogl,logt) and u € Ag(x),

D
pw)— sup Vi) =1 > —lex+ o]~ Yila) + p(w) ~ 1
vEAL ()
1

> p(u) — (logl)s — (5logl)1z — o — 1

no | I

L

D
> plu) = (logl) 2 — 5 —1> “Llogl,

once | > eP”. By using in turn the scaling property 1) and then the invariance by translation
we get that

®r.p(k)

IN

]1 L
(et 6\ s Ka
/[Oﬂ}d E < re ()3 P (Elu € Ap(x), Y, p(u) > ar + 5 log l) de

]1 L
/[o,R}d B ( re(z)d P (3” € A", Yiog(v) = ay + 7 log z) de.

IN
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By applying Proposition (with the constant function z — % logl € Ca+(1,10,+00)) we have
for some § > 0,

P (HU €A, Yip(v) 2 ar + %logl) < CG/ %bg le~ V245 logl gy,

< d P, (notice that A(A*) < 1).

v @enr@L,

Finally ®y, 5(k) < eI~ f[o,R]d E(W)d:c then, by applying (5.35)) we get that

5logl 5logl 1 p(z),L
kZ_O ®Lb (k) < ¢ z:: o ( re (2)d X

(5.36) < 1+ L2 P14(p),

which is smaller than eI4(p) for [ large enough.
B) If 5logl <k < §. As z is good, and u € Ay(z),

plw) — sup Yiw) ~1 > e+ D)~ Yilw) + plu) — 1
vEAL(x)

> —[ex + % + (=p(@) + 4ep, — D) + p(u) — 1

> 3€k — §l) — 2.
2
For the last inequality, recall that p(-) € Cg(l, kalogl,logt), |u—x| < ce™1°81if k > 5log and thus
|p(u) — p(x)| < 1. In addition with the scaling property (2.5)) then the invariance by translation we

get that

1 (@).L
@ryk) < / (e p <3u € Au(@), Y8 (u) > ay + 3ex — 2D — 2> dz
[0,R]e re(z) 2
1 (@).L
< / off IECGE= . (Elv € A", Y, 1(v) > ay+3ex — oD — 2> da.
[0,R]¢ re(z) 2

By applying Proposition then ([5.35) we get that

oLp(k) < c /

1 (@)L
E( {Y.(z)exf }> efBek+%Ddx < c’(l +L)2Id(p)e’3e’“+%D.
[0,R]?

re ()
Finally, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

1) 1)
Do @ra(k)<cer” 3T (14 LPLa(pe ™ < d(1+ L)PerPe i (p)
k=>b1logl k=>b5logl
(5.37)

IN

€La(p).

once [ is large enough.
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C)Ift—b+1>k>2% Asuzisgood, and u € Ag(x),

D
at+p(u) — sup Yp(v) =1 > —[ex+ 5] —Yi(z) +ar+plu) -1
vEAL () 2
3D
> Sek—T—L—i—p(u)—p(x)—lZ3ek—3D/2—L—2.
For the last inequality, recall that p(-) € Cgr(l, kqlogl,logt), |u — x| < ce 2 if k > t/2 and thus
|p(u) — p(x)] < 1. According to Lemma (with the constant function x — 3ey, —3D/2—-L -2 ¢
Cr(1,10,+00)) one has

p (Elu e Ap(z), YO (w) > ar + plu) — g(u)) < P(Juc A, Yy(u) > 3¢y —3D/2 — L — 2)

g(u)=Yy (u)

< cgeBer—3D/2-L-2]

Finally with in addition (5.35) we get that
®rp(k) =

dzx

]1 T p(z),L xis L—goo
/ g | _r@eet™ " v g dk}P(EIueAk(x), Y () > a4y + p(u) — g(U)>
[0, R

re(z)d g(u)=Y (u)

< cBanpn [ g loweron)
- 0,2 re(z)?
< deTBamiPREE( 4 L) / p()e VIR 4y
[0,R]¢
and thus

tp+1 1

Z ®rp (k) < Z C(l+L)26—[3ek—3p/2_1]ld(p)

k=gt k=%+1

1
< Cl(l + L)ze(%D"'L)e—bT2 Id(p)-

This yields that there exists bo(D,L) > 1, such that for any b > by, and any ¢t > 1, p(-) €
Cr(l, kqlogl,logt) we have

ty+1
(5.38) Z ®1p (k) < ela(p).
From ([5.36)), (5.37)) and (5.38)) we get Lemma O

5.2 Proof of Lemma [5.5]
Fix L,b > 1. We shall prove that F, is b regular with

(5.39) hz) = hpy(z) = e VRCEDP L (1(0) 2 02,
1
1 b
* * {3yeB(0,1), Yy (y)>—g(ye)}
5.40 F*(z) =F(g) = supE,
(5:40) B=hlo = ([Amn (v V(o) > - <yeb>—5})18>
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Proof of Lemma/[5.5 We will show that hzj and Fy satisfy (i), (ii), (iii) and (iv) of Definition [5.3|
-To check (i), observe that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

(5.41) suphrp(z) <c¢, and hpp(z) <€, if z < —(2b4+ L +1).
z€R

-Now we shall prove (ii): Let g € C(B(0,e®),R) such that w;(()fi))((s) < 1. We define A =
)\B(Ql)({y,Y},(y) > —g(yeb) — % ). On the set {Jy € B(0,1), V3(y) > g(yeb)} we introduce r
the biggest radius such that 3z, with B(:cr, r) C B(0,1); 3z € B(wr,r) with Yy(2r) > —g(2zre?);

Vy € B(ax,1), Yo(y) > —g(ye’) — 3. By (5.40),

]l - €
Fl;k(g)4 = SupEZ< {3yeB(0,1), Y, (y)>—g(y b)}>

z€R A8

bd
< 57(e"/0)° k%és (k+1)*supE, (ﬂ{ayemo,l),Yb<y>z—g(yeb>}1{(kfl)dgAg,fd}>v

with S the volume of the unit ball. Clearly, A < S(%)d implies r < %, moreover on {r < % < 0},

<1

1=1 1 (0,1) ~ _ 1.
{z,yéé?o,l)‘yb( 2)=Yo(w)|>5—w ' (0)} {z,y?é?o,l)m’(z) Yo (y)I= 7}
lo—y|<+ vyl <&
Furthermore by (3.10) (with h = % =2k, p=2,1="0band 2 = ce"’k) we have
1 1 1 b

supP.( sup [Yi(a) = Viy)| = ;) =Po( swp [Vy(w) = Vily)| = ) < ek,
z€R x,y€B(0,1) 4 z,y€B(0,1) 4

s} e

Finally Fy(g)* < S78e%4/58 + S S78(k + 1)8¢ce —areTth o glerbs—8 , which suffices to prove of
k=1+eb/§
(ii).

-Check (iii) stems easily from the definition of Fp,; in ([5.24) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

-It remains to prove (iv). Let g1, g2 two continuous functions from B(0,e’) — R such that
|91 — g2||loo = 6 < 3. Let us define (only for this proof) Vg € C(B(0,€%),R) and v € R:

M(g) := GSBH(ED(YE,(?/) +a(ye?),  Ag(y) = Aoy {y, Ya(y) = —glye’) +}).

With these two notations we have:

Liv@ozy L2y
A91 (0) A92 (0)

(5.42)  |Frp(z,01) — Frp(z,g2)| < e VREDE, (]l{yb(o)zo}

)
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By the triangular inequality observe that
Lnr(gn>1y — Lim(ga)>1 1 1
- - ]1 _
= ‘ Ay (0) ooy (55 ~ fw)

Lingyen—sa+a)y | Agi(—=0) — Ay, (9)
N Agl (0) Agl (0)A92 (0)

Lvgoz1y  Lga(g)>1y
Agl (0) A92 (O)

where we have used ||g1 — ¢2||cc = 0. Furthermore from Theorem 3.1 in [24], as Var(Y;(y)) = b
1, Yy € B(0,1), we can affirm that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any § € (0,1), g € C(B(0,¢?),R),

(5.43) su]gP (M(g) € [z — 9,z +9]) < cd.

Going back to (5.42)), we have

VHEAL) By (2 g1) — Fpo(2, 92)|

v, 0)>0, M 1-6,146 Ay (=8) — Ay (6
< B (SO ) e (i o % )
g1 g1 g2

= (A) + (B).

By applying twice the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality then (5.43]) to (A) we get that

Linr(gy)>1-6)
A3, (9)

Bl

(4)

IN

1
1 1
Poir41 (Y5(0) 2 0)2 X Eoypa ( ) X Poyr1 (M(g1) € [1-0,149])

1
: Limr(g>13 \* <1
Poir1 (Y6(0) = 0)2 X Exppii4s <_ 01.
Ag,(26)

IN

Similarly, observing that min(Ay, (0), Ag,(0)) > Ay, (3), we deduce that

1
_ {¥,(0)>0, M (g2)>1}
(B) = /3(0,1) Ez+L+1< Kgl(O)AQQ(ZO) 1{Yb(x)+g1(meb)€[6,6]}> dx

1

1 Tiar(gy>1-sy \ 1
<SPy (Y(0) 2 0)2 Eappq <{[A(g1()1)]8}> /B( P 149 (@er) Yo(2) € [=6,0])4 du
a7

)

1
1 L3yeB0,1), Vi) —g1(we?) +1} | * o1
<Poyri1 (Y5(0) 2 0)2 Eoypy14s s 0.
[Ag, (5 +0)]3

From the bound on (A) and (B) we deduce that

1 1
|Fro(z,01) = Frp(z,92)] < e V2EHD2eP 1 (V3(0) > 0)2|g1 — g2l & Fy (g1),

which proves (iv). O
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6 Proof of Theorem 5.6

For any o € [0,t], &4, : B(0,€%) Dy — ftb .8 y)dBs—Cr, (ye™ ")+ Zp (ye™"). The Theorem
is a combination of the two following lemmas

Lemma 6.1 Let b >0 and F : R x C(B(0,¢e%),R) — RT be a function b regular. For any e > 0,
there exist I, T > 0 such that for anyt > T, p(-) € Cr(l, kqlogl,logt), z < (logt)3®

‘ R e~ V2(2) g pla )[ {B1,<0, By z}( (By, +2,67;) — F(By, + 2, Qit’b)ﬂdm‘
t
(6.1) L
[0,R]¢

Recall the definition (5.30)).

Lemma 6.2 (i) Let b > 0 and F : R x C(B(0,€%),R) — RT be a function b regular. For any
€ > 0, there exist M, o, T > 0 such that for any t > T, a € [1,logt], z < (logt)3°,
3
£ FOD
(6.2) E‘E o |15, <0, B Z}( (Biy +2,G140) = F(By, +2,61)) | ) <e
(ii) Let b > 0 and F : R x C(B(0,¢e?),R) — R be a function b regular. Fiz M,o > 0. There

exists Car.o(F') > 0 such that for any € > 0, there exists T > 0 such that for anyt > T, o € [1,1og ],
z < (logt)*

ts
2 Bellm,0m

(6.3) .

a0 (Bu +2.800)| = Cuo(F)| <

Displays and may to replace 6% by ;4 in the argument of F. Then thanks to the
properties of &;;, we can prove the renewal result (6.3). Theorem is obtained by replacing «
by p(x), then integrating on [0, R]¢, the displays d .

Before to tackle the proof of Lemma we need a control on the function F* and h associated
to the b regularity of F:

Lemma 6.3 Let h and F* the two functions associated to F' a function b regular. There exists
constants ¢ > 0 (depending on F', h or F*) and T > 0 such that for any t > T, o € [1,logt], o €
[0,ty] and z < (logt)3°

(6.4) E_ [ o0y < h(Bu +2)F (@tba)} < cat™3,

Proof of Lemma . By (C.23), we can affirm that for any ¢ > b > 0 large enough, « € [1,logt],
k,j, > 1,z € [1,(logt)*] and o € [0, 4],

\ o)

6.5  E_o [11 (B0, —c2a(b)i

)=

<—z, By +z€[—(k+1),k ]}]l{ (0,1) (])>l}:| <023(1+k)

Qstb (eb) 4

N

~
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According to (5.27)), there exists ¢1(h) > 0 such that

eButz if B, +z < —ci(h),

(6.6) h(By, +2) < { ci(h) if By, +2z > —ci(h).

By continuity of y — &4 »(y),

I<1 00 (1>si}+zﬂ{w<m> GHzize®Y ()Y

&t po(-e?) §>1 &4 b0 (-eb) 4=, p o (eh)

Thanks to (5.28), for any j > 1, on {} > w®Y (.eb)(j_l)},

®t,b,0

F*(G1p0) < 5.
Combining these two inequalities with , we get that

Boo[l, 0.5, < ah(Bu + 2)F (Gu0)]

[%ﬂfb
c1(h)

[e.e]

. 10
<ci(h) Z(] +1) < Z E_o [H{Etbﬁovg[g 4<% Btb-i-ze[—(k‘f'l)v—k]}]l{w(o’l) b (j_l)Zl}}

j=1 k=0 2% B o (e) 1

oo
—k

+ 2 B []l{Bt <0,Bg 1<% Btb+ze[—(k+1>,—k]}]l{w;fv“ (,eb)(w)z}l}D'
k:cl(h) t,b,o

Finally according to (6.5 we have for any ¢ > 0 large enough, « € [1,logt], k, j, > 1,z € [1, (logt)3Y]
and o € [0, tp],

) ca g~ (j+ 1) 2, = (1+Fk)
b B+ DF @ug)| < T e 3D S

j=1 k=c1 (h)

E_o|ls o=
| B, <0.B ,

(6.7)

IN

which ends the proof of Lemma [6.3

Remark 6.4 As a by product we have also shown the following affirmation. Fiz F' a function b
regular. For any e > 0 there exists M, T > 0 such that for anyt > T, o € [1,logt], z < (logt)>®
and o € [0,tp] we have

€
. ol 0 * <%
(6:8) Boa(lm, <08, <o h(Bu +2)F (Buns) ]l{wg’;j’a(‘eb)uz)zi}) =3
and
* (0
(6.9) Boo(m, <05, < hBu +2)F (oo )L, rzsany) < 5

Indeed for as well as for , it suffices to choose M > cyi(h) large enough such that (see

[6.7)) .
= (41 ) = (1+k) 2G4+ 1+k)
¢ Z ec24(b)j [Cl(h) + Z ek :| + CZ ec24(b)j Z ek <e

j=M k=c1(h) j=1 k=M
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Proof of Lemma[6.4 For t >logl+ b, as p(-) € Cr(l, kqlogl,logt),

— _t=b
1675 = Guplle < sup  p(z+ye™") —p(z)| <e” 7.
:EERt,yGB(O,Bb)

Recalling ([5.29)), the quantity in (6.1]) is smaller than:

o—V2p(@) 3 g <_Z}Cge—%h(3tb +2)F(6,) | da.

pz) {H{Etbgo,ﬁ[%ytb]_

Rt

with A and F™* the two functions associated to the b regular function F. Now we conclude with
Lemma [6.3] applied with o = t;. O

Proof of . Let b, ¢ > 0 and F' b regular. We have to study the expectation under E_, of

( )(Btb + zZ, ®t,b,0') - F(Btb + z, Q5t,b) .

Bi, <0, By <2
{b pE

Thanks to and we can choose M large enough to restrain our study to the expectation
of

(6.10) 1 <2 FM(By, 4 2,8;4,) — F(By, +2,64)|,

©0.1) .
{w"jtba(-eb)(Ml)<4’B >—z—M1} {Btb<0 B[

with ¢ > b. Now we will choose M > M. On {w (0.1)

properties (5.27] -, and (iii) of F, we get

(eb)(J\/ljl) < 1, By, +z > —M}, by the

(6.11) F(By, +2,8:40) < h(By, +2)F*(814,) < MY := M.
Then (6.10) is equal to
(6.12) ]l{w(@ot,}b) y b)(J\/lll 1B, >z M) {Btb<0 B <—z} (Btb +z, ﬁt,b,a) —F(Btb +2z, 6t,b) A2M.

We denote [|ABy || := sup  [Sp(y) — Brpo(y)
y€B(0,eb)
deduce that (6.12) is smaller than

, by the property (5.29)) of F', for any § > 0, we

|FL,b(Btb + z, ﬁt’b’g) — FL,b(Btb + z, Qﬁt,b)] A2M
< 2MIg a6, (w25} T L{|a6, |0 <s1100Lp (Bt + 2) Fy (S1p,0(0)-

As wé?t’go(eb)(ﬁ) < 1 and By, > —z — M; we now use (6.11)) to bound (6.12) by

(6.13) Ly 2—zmylim, <2} (2M Ly a6,]w>s1) T MLy ae,|lw<s))
Now we claim the following two assertions:

-For any L, b6, My there exists T > 0 such that for anyt > T, a € [1,1ogt], z < (logt)>°
have

(6.14) P_ (Btb <0, By < —2 By +2> Ml) < e (1+ M2,
t2
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-For any L, b,5, My there exists o, T > 0 such that for anyt > T, a € [1,logt], z < (logt)3"
we have
(6.15)

P,a(||m5 lloo > 6, B, <0, By ) < —2, By, +2 > —Ml) <ec (1+M1)2exp(—%52620).

~
w\w‘ Q

So we take the expectation

To conclude we notice that the assertion (6.14)) comes from (B.7)), whereas ([6.15)) is a consequence
of (C.22). Indeed it suffices to notice that:

ty—o
(16, > 6} = { sup r/ g(c*y)dB,| > 6}
yEB(Oeb

ty—0o
= { sup / g(e®y)dBs| > 0} C Aty ty—0.0-
ly|<e™" JO o

Now we tackle the proof of (6.3)). Let us introduce some notations:
- Let (Rs)s>0 be a three dimensional Bessel process starting from 0.

(o)

- Let (Bs)s>0 be real Brownian motion and for any o > 0 we denote (Bs ' )s>0 := (Bsto—Bs)s>0-

- Let g, h be two processes, for any tg € RT the process X.(tg, g, h) is defined by

gs, if S S th
6.16 Xq(t h) = .
(6.16) Gogy={ 0 RS
- Let o > 0 for any process (gs)s<os we set
(6.17) (ZE)SSU = (go—s — 9o )s<o-
- We set $),, » the set of continuous functions F' : RxC([0, ¢],R) — R with sup F(u,g) <

u€R, geC([0,0],R))
m. For g € C1(R%,R) we denote by V,(g) the gradient of g at y € R%. At last we denote by (-, )
the inner product in R9.

Display (6.3)) is a consequence of the following Proposition which is proven in the Appendix.

Proposition 6.5 Let B be a Brownian motion and let R be a three dimensional Bessel process
starting from 0 independent of B. Let m, c > 0 be two constants. For any € > 0 there exists
T(m,o,€) >0 such that for anyt > T, 1< a, z < (logt)*® and F € Do

3

t2 _
EEa (1{Bt20,3[§7t]zz,Bt—z§m}F (Bt —z, (B 0))S§0>> -

\/7/ / (T v B, R))S<0)) dydu| < €

where T, := inf{s > 0, B = v}, v € R.

(6.18)

9
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Proof of (6.3). Fix b, M, c > 0 and F a function b regular. Let us explicit the expectation in

law

1’ As (Bs)s>0 = (—Bs)s>0 we have,
EE) = Ea|lp, com,, <ol (By+26u)]

[5.t5]=
= Eq []l{ﬁtbzo,ﬁ Zzthb—zSM}F( —[By, — 2],

1%t
2 4 )
o [ (=K y)dB — Gy (ye ™) + 20 (ye ™)) A M)

ty—0o
Moreover by integration by parts, the second argument of the function in F' can be rewritten as:
ty

Y= (1 - k(e_by)) |:Btb - Btb—U] + / [BS - Btb—UKvyes—tk : yes_t>ds — Cty (ye_t) + Z?b (ye—t)7

ty—0o
and we recall that the processes B and Z are independent. So E(6.3)) is equal to
zz,Btb—ng}q)tb(Btb -z, (Bgt_a))sga)}

with @, : R x C([0,0],R) — R* | a continuous function, bounded by M and defined by

Eq []1{5%2()@

(4.4

tp

(u,h) = E [F(_% y > (1=K "y))[he — ho] + / [hs—(ty—o) — hol(Vyes—tk.ye® ") ds

ty—0o
— Gy (ye™) + Zp (ye ™)) A M} .

Now we can apply Proposition witht <> t, >0, a ¢ a, z <> z < (logt)*°, 0 <> 0, m <+ M and
F < ®4,. Then for any € > 0 there exists 7' > 0 such that for any t > T, 1 < a < (log £)30

(6.19) []taE _ \/z/om /OUE[(%(U, (%], B.R))oco) )| < e

Moreover, we observe that for any u > 0,v < u,

B (@1, (u, X (T B, R))sso)| = B[FO (=, Z4, (ve™) = Gy ye™)
T Ao o
—/ (1 - k(e_sye_b))st - / (1 - k(e_sye_b))dRS_Tﬂ)}.
0 T _yNo

Finally as (Zy,(ye™") — G, (ye™"))yep(o,r) is independent of (B, R) and converges in law, when ¢

goes to infinity, to (Z(ye™®) — C(ye*b))yeB(oﬁb) (see ), by combining with () we deduce
that: for any e > 0 there exists 7' > 0 such that for any t > T, 1 < a < (logt)3°

1
_ _ _ (M) _
(6.20) ‘atg E-a [H{BtbSO’B[%,tb]S—Z}F (By, +2, ﬁt’b"’)] CM’”(F)‘ <6
with
2 M u
Crro(F) = \f / / E[FO(—uy — Z(ye™) - ((ye™)
T™Jo Jo
T Ao o
(6.21) - / (1— k(e *ye))dB, — / (1- k(e—sye—b))das_u)} dydU.
0 T Ao
This completes the proof of (6.3)) ]
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Appendix
A Proof of the Proposition

In the following we denote R a Bessel three process starting from z > 0 (R.(O) = R.). Our aim
here, is to prove the Proposition First let us state two results:

Proposition A.1 (pp 255 in [25]) Let R®) be a three dimensional Bessel process starting from

x>0 and 7 := inf{s > 0, Rgz) = iI;%Rz(f)}; the process (Rgz), s < 1) has the same law as (B, t <
u>

T.), where B is a Brownian motion starting from x > 0 and Ty is the hitting time by B of an

independent random point k uniformly distributed on [0,x]. Moreover conditioned on {Rsx) =y},

(z)

(R(T?S — Y)s>0 s a three dimensional Bessel process starting from 0 independent of (R’ )s<r-

Lemma A.2 Let m > 0 and A\g > 0. For any € > 0 there exists T'(m, Ao, €) > 0 such that for any
t>T,b>ti,ve[0,m], A< Ao and F € Himn
(A.1)

s (F(b—Re, (Ri)i<n) m 7 2
A (PO B oy ) <B ([ Pl @) y 2

Proof of Lemma[A.Z This is a slight extension of the local limit theorem for the three dimensional
Bessel processes. Indeed let us assume that F(u,g) = F(u). Recall that for a three dimensional

b2
< e+ ebe 2t

Bessel process starting from 0, P (R; € dz) = \/%xQ exp(—%)dm, moreover as b > m,y, we have

1 . y—m-+b 2 2
t%E(F(b—Rt)M> - \[/ Y exp(=LVF(b - z)da

Rt+’7 m-+b T+ 2t

= \/>/ _U?Q’Yexp(—(b;tuy)du
(A.2) = \/76 2t/ (1+o0(1)),

which proves ll Of course, for any A > 0, display 1} remains true for ( 9)) s>0 uniformly in
z € [0, A]. Now let us prove (A.1)) for any function F' € $,, ». According to the Markov property
at time A,

3 F(b—R¢, (Ry)i<r) > 3 (F(b —Re—x, (91)i<)) )
t2E =1 —btm =E|{2E =1 —bim .
< Rt + v {'YZRt b+ 20} R Rtf)\ + v {’YZRt—A b+ 20} (gl)lSA:(Rl)lSA

By letting ¢ going to infinity an applying (A.2)) we obtain easily Lemma (A.2]). O

We can start the proof of the Proof of Proposition . Let 79 :=t —inf{s > 0, B;_s = E[A t]}
27
and Ey = {t > Bi > ti} N {70 >t —logt}. First we show that uniformly in 1 < a, z < (logt)3",

t,

(Ag) 7E (mﬂ{3t>073 >Z,Bt—z<m}]lEtc> = 0(1), t — oo.

(4.4
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Clearly mP,, (Bt/Q > t) = o(t%s), thus to prove li it remains to study

(£.4

Zz,Bt—zgm}]l{Togt—logt}>‘ By the

<m))

Ea (m]]'{BtZO’B[é,t]ZZ’ Bf—zgm}]]-{B%St%} then Ea (1{Bt20aB
Markov property at time % then 1} we get that

3 3

t2 t2
 Ea (m]l{BtZO,B[é,t]Zz,Bz—zﬁm}]l{Bé<t21xr}> < Ea (mﬂ{BPO’Béq%}PBE_Z (B% >0, B

N+

t2 1.3
S C*Ea (m]l 1 t4 2)
(6% {EtZO,B% Stz}
(A.4) < cumt%*% = o(1).
B Q

Set 11 := inf{s > 0, B; = ﬁ[%’t]}. By the Markov property at time %, then the property of time
reversal of the Brownian motion we get that

(5.4

E, (H{BZ>O,B >z,Bt—z<m}1{ro<t—1ogt})

< Ea H{Q% 20}E (11{B2t >—m,0<z+Bg; —z<m, 11 >log t}>
3 3

rx=B}¢
3

In the second expectation, we apply the Markov property at time %, then the inequalities (D
and (B.2) and we get that

3 3
t2 t2
EEa <]1{Bt>O,B[§7t]>z, Bt—z<m}]l{7'<t—logt}> < EPa (B% > 0) :SclelgP (0 <z+B: < m) X
P (ﬁg > —m, inf{s > 0, B, = 5[0,%]} > logt)
3
i
(A5) Epac i) S0
@ t24/logt

From (|A.4) and (A.5)) on has (A.3). So we can restrict our study to

(AG) EO‘ <]]'{Bt>07B

(5.4

>z, Btfzgm}F (Bt - Z, (B‘gtia))sgo) ]lEt> .

By the Markov property at time %, the property of time reversal of (Bs),

(Bs)s< @ (—BS)SS%7 the expectation in (A.6) is equal to

and the equality

t
2

ol

(A.7) D, m0t(B

E,|1 1
{E%ZOJEB%EH}

with ®, ., 5+(x) defined by (recall that 7 := inf{s >0, Bs = B

(AS) q)z,m,a,t(x) =E <F (_B% + -z, (Ba—s - Ba)s§a> ﬂ{ﬁ +z—x>—m,7’1<logt}> .
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Using the notation (6.17)) we get that
B i

—0o
B. *F <m Bt +x -z, (BS)S<U) ]l{BL >B¢ +z—x>0, 71 <logt}

2 2

¢Z:m707t (m) = E <

N——

We recognize the h—transform of the Bessel process, therefore with 75 := inf{s > 0, R =R L} bow
have

—o

F (m —Ri+z—2z (R s)s<a> ]l{g% ZR%Jrzsz,nglogt}) :

m

(I)z,m,a,t(x) = Ej (R

t

We define 7 := inf{s > 0, Ry = R, }. Observe that

m
Q,moi(x) — Ep <RF (m - R% +x—2z,(R S)5<U> Lig

, >R +zx20,7—2:7—§logt}>‘
2

m2
(A_9) <E, ?ﬂ{g ZR%+z—x20,rz§} :

According to the Markov property at time % and Proposition the expectation in the right hand
side of (A.9) is smaller than:

m2 m3
E;, R: ]l{ﬁ Rt +z— :v>0}PRt <;IzlgRs < m) = E, gﬂ{ﬂ Rt +z—z>0}
2 2
(A.10) < ctTre T = o(t*%xe*T).

Furthermore in order to use Lemma [A:2] we disintegrate the expectation in the left and side of

(A.9) with respect of 7 and R, and apply Proposition Finally with (A.10)), it stems
(A.11)

m F( A.11 (a)» A.11 (b)) 3 a2
D2 m,o(T) = ; E TR ]1{72R%7T77m+’y+zfx20,T.Y_mglogt} dy+o(t zwe™ v),

y—m

with T, :=inf{s > 0, B, = v —m} for B a Brownian motion independent of R and

(a) = m—R%_Tvim _7_‘_1" -2,
—0
(A1) @) = (Xs(Ty—m, B,R))s<o-

So from (A.11)) we can write

3 z2
t

q>z,m,a’,t($) = /0 E(E()‘ ]l{T,Y m<logt})d7+o( S2we i )7 with

0o

E E F<b_Rt7(Xs()\ag7R))8§U>]l

T TR )
=m-v+xr—2z
g=B, \=T,_p,
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%
For any g € C(RT,R), A >0, F' (b — Ry, (X:(A,g, R))sgg) can be rewritten F) , 4 (b — Ry, (R)sg(a—/\)+)
with F) ;4 a function in $),, (s—x),. So we can apply Lemma [A.2/to E()‘ , it allows us to affirm

that

(5)

wlw
[N

2 Byt (2) = \j‘% /Om /m: E(F <u (XS (T, B, R))SSU) (C+m—n—2)

—(z+m—'y—z)2 2
I e——— z

e 23T ]l{Tw_mglogt})dUd’Y +o(l+axe 7),

Recall that for any z < (logt)3°, = > ti, T, <logt,

_ (z+ﬂ2*“/*2)2 2
2[5 —Ty] -z —

(x4+m—vy—2z)e =uze  t + o(ze

Finally we get that t2 D, m.0t(2) is equal to

22

4 _ﬁ m m 22
= ﬁ-%e t /0 / ( 7 maB R))s<0> ﬂ{Tw m<logt}) dUd’V_‘_O(l_‘_xe ¢ )

z2
(A.12) —xe / / F(u, X (I—,B R))S<)\)> dydu+o(1+ze™ 1 ).
With an easy computation, we can obtain that
4 By 4 R
—ﬁEa (1{Bt/2>0,t>Bt/2>t21xf}Bt/2e g ) = —ﬁa[Ea (e | +o(1)]
2
(A.13) = a\/>(1 + 0(1)), uniformly in o < (log#)3°
s

Going back to (A.7]), Proposition follows from a combination of (A.12)) and (A.13).

B On the one dimensional Brownian motion B

We refer to [4] and [2] for the proof of the following Lemmas.

Lemma B.1 There exists a constant c¢11 > 0 such that for any x > 1 and t > 1,

(1+$) C11
N P(B; € [x,:c—i—l])g%.

Recall the definitions of A in (4.24)), ¥ in (4.33)), > in (4.47) and ¢ in (4.57). From the Lemma
B we deduce

(B.l) P_a; (Et S 0) S C11

Lemma B.2 There exists a constant c12 > 0 such that
(i) for any b > a,z > 1 andt > 1,

(B.2) P_. (B € [=b,—a], B; <0) < c1oz(1+b—a)(1+b)t "2,
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(ii) for any a, , z,L>1,%2a—|—l—|—1 and m € [t — a,t],

(B.3) BP(Beail) < cuB. (Boglp, o)1+ La?,

(B.4) 3P (B e lf;f(m)) < cpE, (Blog 1 {Blogle}) :
(iii) for any l, z, L >1,t>1+1 and m < L,

(B.5) P (B eEf’L) < ernz(1+ L),

(B.6) P (Bedih(m) < cnB. (Bl g o) Q+L—m)

(iv) for any tp, o > 0, z € [0, (log t,)*°] and k >0,
(B.7) t2P (Etb <, E[%ib] <a-z By, +z—aec[-(k+1), —k]) < c2z(1+ k).

The proper proofs are minor adaptations of Lemma 2.2 [2] for (B.2); Lemma 2.4 in [2] for (B.5]),
and (B.7); pp 14-15 in [1] for (B.3)) and (B.4).

Remark B.3 : Fach of these assertions can be proved by using the Markov property, Brownian
time reversal and a combination of the inequalities in .

In this section our aim is to extend Lemma [B.1] and Lemma [B-2

Lemma B.4 There exists ci3 > 0 such that for anyt > 1,z >0, u € [0,t — 1] and for any event
A(u) co ((Bs-i-u - Bu)sG[O,I])

(B.3) P(B,> = Aw) < clgljf P (A(u),
(B.9) P (B c[zz2+1], A(w) < f}%P(A(u)).

Proof of Lemma . First we prove 1} If u> %, by the Markov property at time v and 1)
we get that

P (B, > 2 A(u) < P (B, > —2) P (A1) < en——P (A(u)).

Ifu< %, by the Markov property at time uw + 1 and 1’ we get that

E (ﬂ{§u+12—z}ﬂA(u)PBu+l (Et—(u‘*‘l) = _Z>)

C11
WE <(Z + Bu+1)]1{§u+lzfz,A<U>}> '

P (B, > —z, A(u))

IN

IN

Observing that B,1 < By + m<alX|Bgu)|, we deduce that
S

P (Bt > —Z, A(u)) < \}EE ((Z + Bu)]l{ﬁuZ—z}ﬂA(u)) -+ \}ZE <I£l§alx‘Bgu)‘7 A(U)>
142
s g VP (A(w)),
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where we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the second term. So (B.8]) is proved. Now
we prove . If u < %, by the Markov property at time v + 1 and 1 ,

P (Bt S [Z,Z + 1], A(U,)) < E (]lA(u)PBu+1 (Bt—u—l S [Z,Z + 1]))

C11
< P (AW),

If u> %, then t —u < % then we use the time reversal and Lemma follows. OJ
From the two previous results we can deduce:

Corollary B.5 There exists a constant c14 > 0 such that for any event A(u) € o ((Bm+u - Bu)mE[O,l])
and
(i) for any b > a,z>1 and t > 1,

(B.10) P_.(Bi€[=b—a],B; <0, A(u)) < craz(1 +b—a)(1+b)t ™2 /P(A(u)),
(ii) for any a,l, z, L > 1, % >1l+1+a, andm € [t — a,t]

(B.11) P (B € all, A(u)) < cuE, (Blogl]l{Bloglzo}) (1+ L)a~%/P(A(u)),

(B.12) P (B € 1;’5(771), A(u)) < cuE; (Blogl]]-{BlogZZO}) P(A(u)),
(iii) for any l, z, L >1,t>1+1 and m < L,

(B.13) 3P (B exit, A(u)) < cuz(l+ L)2V/P(A)),

(B.14) P (B c #7%(m), A()) < cuE. <Bltgl]1{§1tg§1}) (1+ L — m)\/P(A(w)),

(iv) for any tp, a > 0, z € [0, (logty)3°] and k > 0,
(B.15)

t2P (Eb < a, E[%m <a-z By, +z—ac|-(k+1),—kl, A(u)) < c142(1+ k)/P(A(u)).

Proof of Corollary [B-5 The result is an immediate consequence of the Remark and Lemma
Indeed we just have to reproduce the proofs for Lemma by replacing the inequalities in

by and . O
C On the fluctuations of the Gaussian processes Z and P

Recall that: - the process (Z2(y)) scR yeRd, 18 a centred Gaussian process with covariance:

B(Z00)Z0) = | R - 2) - Key)k(e’ )] ds,

- the function k is symmetric and C!, in particular ¥'(0) = 0;
- the function g := 1 — k is C!, with g(0) = ¢(0) = 0,
- the function g’ has a compact support included in B(0,1), so there exists ¢ > 0 such that

sup|g'(y)| < clyl.
yeRd
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Lemma C.1 There exist ci5, c1g > 0 such that
i) for any § >0, T, t >0,

(C.1)

P sup
lyl<e~T, s€[0,t]

1Z(y)| > 6> < 15 exp(—c1602e2 T 1),

ii) for any b > 0 there exists c17(b) > 0 such that for any § > 0, ¢, j >0,

— — c .
(C.2) P <y - 5;11')2 Vs 1IZtO(ye )= ZP (") > 5) < ﬁexp(—'ﬁn(b)(@f)-

Proof of Lemma[C1l Observe that

(C.3) P (

sup ‘Z.O
lyl<e=T

[t]
W, > a) <3P

k=0

(

Sup ‘Z )‘[k,k-&-l] z 52kt> :

lyl<e=T

For k € [0, |t]], set T, := ([k,k + 1]) x B(0,1). Recall Theorem 4.4.1 in [2I] we introduce:

Te((u,a), (v,y) =

er(h) =

By an easy computation we have

E ((Zg(xe

)= 20y T))?) =

E[Z)(z

_T)Zo(ye_T)] , and

sup  sup \/E Z9(ze=T) — Z0(ye=T))2).
|lu—v|<h|lz—y|<h

/Uu[l — k%(e®

Therefore the Taylor expansion of k leads to

(C.4)

vr(h) < C\/Eeke_T,

T ! s=T T — s —
2))ds +2 /0 g(e* T (z — y))d
/0 [k(eS_Ty) - k(eS_T:L")] ? ds.

and supy/Iy < ceb=T
T

Finally via the Theorem 4.4.1 of [2I] and (C.4)), we get that

P ( sup |Z-0(y)‘[k,k+1] =z 52k_t>

<
(C.5) <
Going back to

lyl<e=T

P (l ‘Suple.O(y)‘[k,k-H] > e’ (5) 7 [SUP\/ +/ Pp(27 )dz D
y|<e—

5 2(d 1) > —z?
Zo2d+ / e dur.
2 céeTft(%)tfk

C.3

we obtain that P (

sup ‘Z.O(y)

lyl<e=T

|t > 5) < Zce (e0e7H(E) ) < ¢ gemc100%e2(T Y

which proves inequality (C.1)). Proof of inequality (C.2) is smular, the details are omitted. Let us
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just mention that

pll) = s B (2~ Z0e)?)
z—y|<

|x81;p<h\/ / (es7Hxz —y))ds —/ [k(es—ty) — k(es—tx)]* ds

So instead of ((C.5]), we can use here (see pp 54 in [21], with h = j=!, m = 24, and p = 2)

P ( w2 - 2 2 5)
y,2€B(0,eb), |z—y|<j—1
< P ( sup 1ZP (ye™) — Z (xe™")| > C5J<Pt(j1)>
,yEB(O,eb), ‘I—y‘<‘j_1
5 02ty [T g2
(C.6) < c(b)§(2]) e “dz.
cdj

0

Now we shall estimate the fluctuations of the process P%(y), i.e for T, t >0 > 0,6 >0, j > 1
and b > 0, we will control the events:

(C.7) Arss = | sup \/ g(e’y)dBy| > 6}, and
ly|<e=T,s€[0,t]

(C.8) B, = { sup | / _ g(e"typ)dBy| > 5}
2)€B(0,eb)

ly1—y2|< -7(y1,y

Event ((C.7) appears in the proofs of Lemma Proposition inequality (6.15) and Lemma

whereas event (C.8|) appears implicitly in (6.5) and (C.23]).

We observe that for any 7, ¢ > 0,0 >0, 5 >1,b> 0 and o € [0,¢],

Lt+1] Jt+1]
(C.9) Aty C U Arys(i), ],téb = U ,0,6. (0
i=1

with for any i <t + 1, A7, (i) and Bj; 5,(i) are measurable with respect to the sigma-field
o ((BmH_Z- - Bt—i)me[o,l]) and defined by

(C.10)  Apys(i) == { sup sup | g(e’y)dBs| > 5271},
ly|<e=Tt—i<m<t—i+1 Jt—i
(C.11)  Bjysp(i) = { sup sup | [ g(e*'y1) —g(e"y2)dBs| > 52_i},

=315~ lya | el <evt—ism=t—i+1 Ji—i

The following result is the core of this section
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Lemma C.2 There exist c1s, c19 > 0 such that for any b > 0 there exists c19.(b) > 0 such that for
any 6 >0, T,t>0andiec{l,...,[t+1]}

(C.12) P (A7;5(i)) < cigexp (—01952(3)%2@*’&)),
(C.13) P (Biusn() < S exp(—eio-(0)0%(5)'5).

Recall the definitions and @ By summing over i € {1,..., |t + 1]} we deduce that there
exists cog > 0 such that for any § >0, T >t >0 and o € [0,t],

_ o C .
(C.14) P (Ar;s) < cooexp (—0195262(T t)> , P (Bj(',t,)S) < % exp (—019*(1))52]) )

Proof of Lemma . We start by (C.12). By the Ito-formula for any T, ¢, s > sq, |y| < e T

]/ g(e“_ty)dBu\ = ‘Bgsl)g(es_ty) —/ < Vg.ye' ! > Bff“)du
S1

S1

(C.15) < (s — s1 + 1)e*Hy|sup | BEV).
u<s
Then

P(Ar;5(4) < P (30 sup |y| sup et B 252i>

ly|<e=T  mel0,1]

= P | sup |Bn|>dceltei27 | < ¢igexp (—01952(E)ie2(T*t)) .
me(0,1] ?
Concerning inequality (C.13|) we use Lemme 4.1.3 pp 54 in [21I] applied to the process:
m
(C.16) Gily,m) = / g(e™y)dB,,  ye B0, me[0,1].
t—i

Indeed we first observe that for any ¢, j, 6 > 0 and i € {0, ..., [t — 1]},

Bjsp(1) C sup |Giyr,m1) = Gi(ya, ma)| > 627
[y1—y2|<5 =1, [ma—ma| <51
Then by an easy computation
o(h) = sup VE ([Gily1,m1) — Giy2,ma2)]?)
ly1—y2|<j~1, [m1—ma|<j 1
< Vhexp(—i), Vh > 0.

So applying Lemme 4.1.3 pp 54 in [21] with h = %, m = 2je’, p =2, we get

‘ 5271 - o
P (Bjisp(i)) < P( s ‘Gi(ylvml)_Gi(y27m2)‘ZC¢(j_1)[390(3 1)+c’/1 o2 2)])
Y1 — Y21 =7

Im1 —ma| <571

. . €4 C €y;.
c(b)j* exp (—<"6%(5)") < o exp (—e10.(0)*(5)'5)

IN
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It ends the proof of Lemma, 0.

Now we can state the following assertions ((C.17), (C.18]),...,(C.23))) which are continuously
used through the paper:

Combining Corollary and (C.12)) we deduce that There exists ca1 > 0 such that for any
T t>1,2>0,8>0

[t+1]

1P (Bt € la,Bl, inf B, 20, ATm) < 2 Zl P, <Bt € [a,b], inf B, >0, Aj,t,a(Z))
[t+1]
< cz(1+b—a)(1+D) Z \/618 exp c1962( Yie(T— t)>
(C.17) < enz(l+b—a)(l+D) exp(_gfs?eZ(Tft)),

Recall that A7, 5 := { sup | J5 g(e"y)dBy| > 6} (see (C.7)). Similarly we can affirm that
lyl<e=T, s€[0,1]
for some constant coo > 0 we have
(i) for any a, l, z, L>1,t > 14+ 1+aand m € [t — a,t],

€19 §2,2(T—t)

1 <9
(C.18) t2P (B € Ata , ATt(S) < cE, (Blogl]l{BlogzZO}) (1 + L)a_2e 5 0%e ’

€19 §2,2(T—1)

(Clg) tEP (B € !?:a (m>7 ATfa+m,tfa+m,5> < CQZEz (Blogl]l{Bloglzo}) e 2 ¢ ’

(ii) for any I, z, L>1,t >+ 1land m < L

2 761952 2(T—t)

(C20) 3P (B el Am) < pr(l+ L)% F :

€19 §2,2(T—t)

(C21) 3P (B 87 m), Ares) < emB (Bl g o)) (14 L—m)e” B,

(iii) for any t,, a > 0, z € [0, (log #,)3"] and k > 0,
(C.22)

P (Etb < a, E[%tb] <a-z By, +z—aec[-(k+1),—k|, ATytb,(;) < coz(1+ k)e™

€19 §52,2(T—1p)
2

Finally let us prove the inequality used in (6.5). We want bound

P (Etb < a, P[%Jb] <a-z By +z—aec[-(k+1),—k|, w£7,1?0(~eb)(] > %) With Lemma

observe that

tp
0,1 . 1 _ _ _
W WG 2l s [ st~ gleayans| = 2t
v x,yEB(O,eb), ‘xfy|<j_l tbio-
{ sup | Zoy (ye ™) = Zpy (we™")| > 273 U] sup |Ge(ye™) = Gae™)| = 274}
x,yeB(O,eb), I'r_y‘<j_1 x,yeB(O,eb), Ia?—y\<j—1
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Once j large enough the last event is never realized. Therefore, recalling the definition (C.11)), we
have

_ _ 1
P (Btb <a, B, <a—z By +z-ac[-(k+1),-k, wg G > 4>
[t+1]
<Y P (Btb <o, B, Sa—z B, +z—ae[-(k+1),-H], Bj,t72_4(i))
i=1
n n 0 —t 0 —t —4
+P (B, <0, B, < —2, By, +2z € [~(k+1),—k])P sup 129(ye™) — Z0(zet)| > 2 )

y,zGB(O,eb), ‘ny|<j_1

Using (C.2)) in Lemma Corollary and ((C.13]) we deduce that there exists ca3 such that for
any b > 0 there exists co4(b) > 0 (a constant which depends on b > 0) such that for any ¢ > 0 large

enough, a € [1,logt], k, j, > 1, z € [0, (logt)?°] and o € [0, ),

B, B 1
F (Btb <o By Sa—z Btz 1), -t vy () 2 )

’ ®t,b,a - Z
[t+1]
1+k X . 4
Sca(t?’) ( E 022\/1:) (Bj,t,2*47b(l))> 4+ e—a7(®)(274)?
2 i=1
(L+k) e
(C.23) < cogga——5—>e 20N

D The L—good particle

Here we recall the definition of the “good particles”. It is convenient to introduce

loglg ifie{1,...,5|logl| — 1},
df(p(x)) =13 p(x) —4e; + D if i € {5|logl], ..., |3t] — 1},
ar+p(x)+L—4e; + D, ifie{|it],...,[t]}

where we recall that e; = s13 if 5 < % and e; = (t — s)ﬁ when s € [%, t]. Then, according to l’
a particle u € [0, R]? is said to be L — good, if

(D.1) sup [¥i(a) ~Yi(y)] < i + 5 and Yifa) < dfole)), i€ 1, 12])
yeA;(x)

(see (4.61)) for the definition of A;(z)).

Lemma D.1 Fix L,R > 1. For any € > 0, there exists D(L,¢€),lo(L) large enough such that for
any | > ly there exists T(l, D) such that for anyt > T, p(-) € Cr(l, kqlogl,+00),

Ly epr@nr
(D2) /[()R]d E <{Y()€>t}]l{ac not L—good}) dx < eld(p)'

I‘t(l‘>d
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Proof of Lemma |2_11 Recall the definition of r¢(z) in , for any p > t, {r¢(z) < &~} implies
{wy.(y(e7P,z,t) > ; |. Using Lemma there exists ¢ > 0 (as in the proof of Lemma see b)
in pp 16), ¢ is a constant which depends only of k, chosen in order to get rid of the deterministic
part ¢F) such that for any z € [0, R]%, t >0, p >t +c and r € (0,e7P] , we have

1
{’ll)y(.)(?",(l?,t) > Z} - {U}p'Z(.)(T’, xz, t) > 2_3} U {wZ.z(-)(’r?xvt) > 2_3}'
So decomposing the value of r¢(z) in the intervals [e~(+¢) 400] and [e~P+1) e7P] with p >t + c,
for any x € [0, R]? one has

re(x)d

d
(D3) ¢ Z ¢ pE<]1{Y (z)eEf(z)’L,x not L-good} (ﬂ{wz?”(-)(efp:x’t)2273} + ]l{wPF”(-)(efpr,t)2273}> )
p=t+c

1 enP@)L
E (W]l{y(x) ot L-good}) < cedltteop <Y(m) egf(x)’L, Z not L—good) +

Then we need to :
A) decompose the event {z not L-good}. Once D large enough, for any i € [1,t], as k is

4D
Lipschitz, { sup [(F(u)] > 61; 2} =0, thus {x not L-good} is included in the union from i =1 to
u€A;(x)
|t] of
+ e+ 5
{¥i(a) > dhy(p(@)} U{ sup [PE(u) = Yilw)] > 230 { sup [ZP(u)| > “ 2},
u€A;(x) u€A; () 4

B) by using the decomposition given by A), the events in are either measurable according
to (Ys(z))s>o either to Z*(-). Therefore, similarly to or also ([4.70), we apply the Girsanov’s
transformation, with density eV2dYi(y )+dt to the two right hand terms of , recalling that
Y.(x) GEtp(x)’ implies e~ V241 (W) < ¢ 1t2e V2dp(z),

C) by using the the decomposition given by A), then the Girsanov’s transformation of B), in
the second term of the right and side of (D.3) appears naturally the following term:

. D
¢y dpP( ) eel@E sup 122w = L w0 P, t) 2 273)
u€A;(x 4
p>t+c €A ()
3 _\/2dp(x) p(x),L d(p—t) x e+ % - -3
< ct2e PP (B ey ) Z e P( sup |Z7(u)| > s wyey(e™Px,t) > 2 )
p>ttc u€A;(x)
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To control the sum, we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality then Lemma and affirm that for
any x € [0, R]%, i € [0,1],

6’@'—1-%

> e OP( sup |77(u)| >

, Wga(y(e Pz, t) > 2’3>
p>ttc u€A;(x)

4D
< 7 e e exp(—2027%2070) | P( sup |27 ()] > G )
p>tic 2 u€A;(zx) 4

D
<e | P( swp |zo()| > ©2).
u€A;(x) 4

Finally, gathering A), B) and C), it stems that for any = € [0, R]¢, the first term plus the first

part of the EpZH-c ... in the right hand side of (D.3) is smaller than

ce V2@ (L[5 + @57 + 3)57])
with

W5 =P (B exf™", B, > dhy(pla)

. i )
@4 P(B et sup | [ gletupdB,| > 12 )
ueA;(0) Jo 4

D

(i) _ plz),L 0 e+ 3
3 —P(Be> P A > 12,
(3)4 ( S ) (UESX}ZO)\ Yl = —; )

Similarly, the second part of the sum ) in the right hand side of || is smaller than

p>ttc
e VRe@E (G + @57+ 3)57])
with

LE7 =3 ed(p—t)P(B et B, > aby(p(x)), Apﬂ_g)j

p>t+c
9\ () dr-p (B exP@L 4 ' v)dB.| > e + %
(2)p" = Z e S y Apro-s sup | [ g(e"u)dBy| > 1 ,
p=>t+c u€A;(0) JO
(i,x) p(z),L 0 €+ %
()5 = 3 P(Berf™F 4,0, )P( swp |20 = 2,
p>ttc u€A;(0)

where we recall that { sup | [jg(e"u)dBy|; > 273} = A, ;9-3. We start by studying (1)(2@)' We
jul <=

distinguish five cases:

64



(i) # < 5logl. By definition dfl(p(x)) = logl%, thus by the Markov property at time ¢ then

(B.5), we have
PBifp(x) (Et—i <1, E[%fiﬂg,i] <ar+L+1, By > ar — 2))

(1+ L)
{Biz(logZﬁ}) /2
plz) +1

t5

AS E(ﬂ{Bizaogn%}

< cpE ((p(a;) +1— Bi)+]1

. 1

Then for all [ large enough, '8! (1 )( ) < clogle~(1o8D® (1 4 L)2p(f)§+1 < )
2

(ii) 5logl < i < L. By definition dL (p(w)) = p(u) — 4i12 + D, thus by the Markov property at

time ¢ > 1, then @ and (| -,

(3,x) (1 + L)2 < _ . )
W™ = o= B+ 0@ = Bisl o) it Bispan
1
(1+L)? i4
< o5 (1+p@) 7
t2 12
Then for all [ large enough (depending on L), ZZ/:?% logl(l)g’ag) < c%(l + L)? Zf/:?% log it <
et
1
(iii) £ < < L. By definition d¥(p(x)) = p(x) — 4i12 4+ D, thus by the Markov property at
time 7 > % then by applying twice 1) we get that
() o Ot E((1 ~ B, )
Wa™ =< 2 U+ @) = B+ it oty
1
14 ay)? 14
< OGS
t2 12

Then for all ¢ large enough, Z:/Qt/g( )(i’x) < c%(l + ap)? Z:/:Qt/g T < e%.
2

(iv) L <i < Z. By definition d/(p(z)) = a; + p(z) + L — 4e; + D, thus by the Markov property
at time ¢ > ; then with two times || one has

(i) 1+1)° =(q B B
(]-)A > Clzm ( +P($) +a+ L — z)+ {Bizat+p(l‘)+L—4ei+D,B[%J]Sat—‘,—L—i-p(x)}
(1+L)? o B
Gl eP (B 2 ar+ plw) + L —dei + D, Bi < pla), Bps g < ar+ L+ p(a))
—1
1 L 2 2
< e - a1+ pla)).
(t—i+1)2 t2

(1 )(fi@) < 1+P(¢U) Z T c(1+L) < P@)

Ase; = (t — 12 e have
5 ¢ ( Z) W v Z*% t—z+1)%_ t



(v) 2 < i < t. By definition d/(p(z)) = a; + p(z) + L — 4e; + D, thus by the Markov property

at time 7 > % then and ,

(1)(1’@) < ClgﬂE <(1 +p(x)+ar+L— B;)41 = >
A = (t i 1)% {B;>ai+p(x)+L—4e;+D, B[%’ilgatJrLer(m)}
C+L°  b(g e+ D. B 5
c se;P(B; > a+p(x)+ L —4e; + D, B; < p(x), By g <ag+ L+ p(x)) Lige, >0y
(t—i+1)2 2 B

1+ L)? eg’
C(t('+)1)§t§(1 + p(2))L{4e;> D}
—1

IN

Ase; = (1 — i)%7 we have Zzzﬁ(l)%x) < Lelz) Zfi*Dm M < 2% once D large enough
3

Tt2 =% (t—i+1)4 -
(D depends on L).
Finally we conclude that for any ¢ > 0, there exist Iy and D large enough such that for any
1>1p,t>el, 2 e[0,R]% p(-) € Cr(l, Kqlogl, +00)

(D.4) S < A0

i1 t

which ends the study of (1 )( i The study of (1 )(i’ *) i quite similar. Indeed it consists to reproduce

the case (i) to (v) by using (C.17), (C.20) instead of respectively (B.2)), (B.F]) it provides the

following assertion: for any € > O, there exist lp and D large enough such that for any I > Iy, t > €/,
z € [0, R]%, p(-) € Cr(l, Kqlogl, +o0)

t
(0-5) S < A T exp(~ Gt < el

i=1 12 >t

The details of the proof of (D.5|) are omitted.
Now we study (2 )(l’x) and (2)%’3:). First observe that
i D i i—j+1 (it

e+ 5 s
{ swp | [ gle'w)dBs| > =2} < [J{ sup | g(e’u)dB;| =

25+2 }

Recall that g € C!, thus by the Ito formula we can rewrite for any j € [1,i], u € A;(0),
S glesu)dBs = g(e T ) (Bi_j11—Bij)— [/ (Bs=Bij) < Vesu(g),e*u > ds. Recall also

] i—

that g is Lipschitz with g(0) = 0 and |Ves.(g)| is bounded. As u € A;(0) implies |ue’ 7+ | < ce377,
for all 7 € [1, [¢]] (for i = 1 recall that R is fixed), we deduce

i e; + 2 ) e; +
Cow | [ eerwan) > 2y ¢ (Jged sup |Buoisy - Byl 2 o2
u€A;(0) JO j=1 s€[0,1]
i D 1
16 + 5 e
C U{ sup ‘Berifj B ]| = . 4 2 (?)j}a
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. D
and for any j € {1,...,i}, { sup |Bsti—j — Bi—j| > 56’22 (%) '} is measurable with respect to
s€[0,1]

o((Bs+j — Bj)sejo,])- Then according to (B.13)

i D 1
i le,+%5 e 1
(2)%"%) < Cl4p(§)(1 + L) ZP( sup |Bsyi—j — Bij| > ' 1 2 (5)])2
12 j=1 s€[01] ¢
(D.6) < PB4 py2ee Bren,
t3

Similarly by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, then (B.13)) and (C.20) we get that

‘ 7
@57 <P(Best™, s | [ gewan> ) S w0p(B et 4,0
u€A;(0) JO p>t+c

</(2)0" 1+L2P 3 e d(p—t) o— 227 6e2(p—1)

p>t+c
(D.7) <e(1+ L)2L§”)e—0”<f+ei>.
t2
Combining (D.7)) and , we get that for any € > 0, there exist Iy and D large enough such for
any [ > lo, t > e', z € [0, R]%, p(-) € Cr(l,kqlogl, +00)

t

(D.8) S5 + 267 < P (1 4 D)2e—'® Y e < L)

3
i=1 2

i1 t

It remains to treat (3)%@). By 1) and 1' one has

5P (B egf“”) < crop(z)(1 + L2,
t%P(B SEA Ap,t,gfs) < cpop(a)(1 + L)2e~ F27007Y,
Moreover from Lemma we see that

e;+ D
P( sup |20(uw)] = “—)
uGAi(O)

i+ D
< P( s 20w > 95
Ju|<ce2—i 2

< cpsexp(—cige(e; + D) ™).

Combining these three inequalities we get that for any € > 0, there exist g and D large enough
such for any I > lg, t > ¢!, x € [0, R, p(-) € Cr(l, kalogl, +00)

1t) 1t
p()

i,z —c —ce; p(ZL‘)
(D.9) YIBRT + @E") < Sl + L% PMLERELS o
=1 2 2
Finally we deduce Lemma |D.]] m by gathering ([D.5| and (| - ([

Observe that the event {z good; Vi € [2, [t|]} does not depend of R > 1. Then as a by product
of the previous proof we have the following corollary:
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Corollary D.2 For some constants ¢, ¢ > 0, there exist D(L,€),ly large such that for any 1 > l,
AT (I, D) so that the following inequalities hold
(D.10)

demdp(z)e V@) < P (Y.(x) exP @0 good; Vi € [2, |t J]) <P (Y.(x) e>5(2)’°) < ce~dp(z)e V2@

provided that t > T, R > 1 and p(x) € [kqlogl,logt].

Proof of Corollary . By applying the Girsanov’s transformation with density eV2dYi(y)+dt
t3eV2OP (B exf™0) <P (V@) el ) <tieV2OP (B enf@?).

From (B.5)) and (2.10) pp 6 in [I] we have also for any ¢ > 1 and p(z) € [kqlogl,logt],

a4p(§) <P (B EDtp(I)’O) < ci2 p(gz)
t2 t2

Finally it stems that
(D.11) c’e*dtp(a:)e*mp(x) <P (Y(:c) ebf(x)’0> < ce*dtp(a?)e*mp(x).
It proves the upper bound. For the lower bound we just remark that
P (Y(x) Ebf(x)’o, x good, for somei € [2, LtJ])
>P (Y(x) Ebf(m)’o) -P (Y(ac) Ebf(z)’o x not good, for somei € 2, LtJ]) .

We choose D large enough such that

(D.12) P (Y(:c) ebf(x)’o, xnot good, for somei € [2, LtJ]) < ee*dtp(x)e*mp(x).
We combine (D.12)) with (D.11)) to conclude. O
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