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On zeros of Martin-L 6f random Brownian motion

KELTY ALLEN
LAURENT BIENVENU
THEODOREA. SLAMAN

We investigate the sample path properties of Martirifandom Brownian motion.

We show (1) that many classical results which are known td alwhost surely hold

for every Martin-Lof random Brownian path, (2) that the effective dimension of
zeroes of a Martin-bf random Brownian path must be at least 1/2, and conversely
that every real with effective dimension greater than 1/3nie a zero of some
Martin-Lof random Brownian path, and (3) we will demonstrate a nevofitoat

the solution to the Dirichlet problem in the plane is complga

03D32, 60365

1 Background and notation

1.1 Brownian motion

Heuristically, Brownian motion is the random continuousdtion resulting from the
limit of discrete random walks as the time interval appr@&schkero. The paths of
Brownian motion are considered typical with respedii@ner measuren a function
space, generallZ[0, 1], C[0, o), or C[I, R"] for | = [0, 1] or [0, cc) The Martin-Lof
random elements of a function space with respect to Wienesore are known as
Martin-Lof random Brownian motion. Fouéhshowed that the class of MartiréL
random Brownian motion is the same as the class of compledatens, a class
of functions defined by Asarin and PokrovskKli [and later investigated to a greater
degree by Foudh[5, 6, 7], Davie and Fouch [3], Kjos-Hanssen, Nerodel§], and
Szabados[7].

In this article, we continue the study of Martiréf.random Brownian motion. We
will demonstrate that many classical theorems which hattbat surely hold for every
Martin-Lof random Brownian path, we will prove results toward a dfassgtion of

the effective dimension of the zeroes of Martibflrandom Brownian motion, and we
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will demonstrate a new proof that the solution to the Dimtlgroblem in the plane is
computable.

We will use 2’ to denote infinite binary strings, which we will sometimesgndfy
with reals on [0, 1]. We denote the space of continuous fanstf : [0,1] — R
andf : RZ% — R by C[0, 1] and C[R="] respectively. For other cases, the space of
continuous functions from a s&t to a setY will be denoted byC(X,Y).

Standard (one dimensional) Brownian motid a real-valued stochastic process
{B{t):tel} (I =[0,1] or | = [0, 00)) where the following hold. First, for anty <

t1 < ... <tp, the incrementsz(t,) — AB(th-1), B(th—1) — B(th-2), ..., B(t2) — %(t1)

are independent random variables. Second, fot all0 andh > 0, the increments
AB(t+h)— A(t) are normally distributed with mean 0 and variamceT hird, Z4(0) = 0
almost surely, and? is almost surely continuous. These requirements induceaa me
sure on a function space called Wiener measure, and whichilv@erwote byP. The
values taken by the random variale are calledsample pathsor simplypaths

It is possible to define Brownian motion starting at any poirat time O, rather than
starting at the origin, in which case we will denote the cgpanding measure by
(in other wordsPy(% € A) = P(x+ % € A)). When we wish to emphasize that we
are talking about standard Brownian motion, we will e

We assume that the reader is familiar with algorithmic randess and Kolmogorov
complexity for binary sequences. One can consult the twid@g 21] for a good
overview of the subject. Furthermore, we assume some faityliwith Martin-Lof
randomness for computable probability spacescsSlecture notes9] and the two
papers 11, 12] by Hoyrup and Rojas are the standard references on thecsul@eir
main reference for the classical theory of Brownian motisrihe recent book by
Morters and Pere2()].

1.2 Effective aspects of Brownian motion

The construction presented here is the Franklin-Wieneesegpresentation of Brow-
nian motion as found in13].

Let Ag(t) be the linear interpolation between the pointsO)0and (11). Aj(t) is the
linear interpolation between points (0,0), (1/2,1/2), &b@). Aj;(t) (0 <] < 2 is
the function that linearly interpolates betwegn2(,0), (( + 1/2)/2',2-1/2-1), and
(i +1/2)/2',0) and is equal to O everywhere else.
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Classically, it is known that i€, {1, {&i }ienj<2i are independent random variables
following a normal distribution\V (0, 1), then the random variabl& defined by

B) = Lolo(®) + LA1D) + > &A1)
i j<2
is a standard Brownian motion on,[.

To extend Brownian motion t€€[R>], let {%n(t)}nen be independent Brownian
motions onC|[0, 1]. Then

(1) B0 =Byt-[th+ > %@

0<i<|t]
satisfies the definition of Brownian motion for the space oftocmous functions
C(RZO,R).

In order to define Martin-bf randomness for Brownian motion, one needs to make
sure that the space of continuous functi@j®, 1] endowed with distance

d(f,9) = [If —9ll
and Wiener measure (denot®d is a computable probability space.

The computability of C[0, 1],I?) was proven by Fouéhand Davie 3, 6] (see next
subsection for more details). One can take for dense setimfspihe piecewise linear
functions which interpolate between finitely many pointsaifonal coordinates, and
for p such a function and > 0 a rational number, thB-measure of

{f [ If —plloo <r}
is computable uniformly in a code fqu.

Therefore, it is possible to define Martirf.randomness for Brownian motion in the
usual way: the Martin-bf random elements ofJ[0, 1], P) are those which do not be-
long to the universal Martin-&f test("),, U». To stress the difference between Brownian
motion as a stochastic process and Martif-tandomness on the spadg[@, 1], P),

we will use the cursive letteg for the random variable taking values @{0, 1] and
distributed according t®, and use the letteB for individual elements o€[0, 1]. Re-
call that we refer to elemenB € C|[0, 1] as (sample) paths, and therefore we will only
talk aboutMartin-Lof random pathsand not Martin-16f random Brownian motion.

Note that all of the above can be adapted in a straightforwasdto the spac€[0, o),
which by the above correspondendg ¢an be identified withv copies of C[0, 1], P),
endowed with the product measupe .
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1.3 Layerwise computability

Throughout the paper, we will make extensive use of the nabiblayerwise com-
putability developed by Hoyrup and Rojakl] 12]. Layerwise computability is a form
of uniform relativisation: In computability theory, we eft say that an elememytis
computable in yif y can be computed giver as oracle. We say that an expression
F(x) iscomputable uniformly in ¥ F is a computable function on the space to which
belongs. There are many examples of this in computable siaby is computable
uniformly in x € [0,1], the integral [ f is computable uniformly inf € C[O0, 1]
(endowed with thé|.||, norm), etc.

Layerwise computability is a slightly weaker form of unifoity. First of all when we
say that an expresside(x) is layerwise computable, we only ask that it is definedxfor
Martin-Lof random on the computable probability spacé belongs to (se€lll, 12] for
the definition of computable probability space). Moreowe,only require uniformity
on each “layer" ofX, uniformly in n. A layer is a set of typel,, where K’y is the
complement ol4,, then-th level of a universal Martin-tf test overX. An interesting
aspect of layers is that they always are effectively compaan if the spac& itself
is not compact. So formally, we say th&{x) is computable layerwise in if there
exists a partial computable functidg(., .) such thatG(x,n) = F(x) for all x € KC,,.

Layerwise computability is a very powerful tool to study stmctive versions of
classical results in probability theory and measure thdas/we shall see in this
paper!). Perhaps the most important result using layeraaseputability is the so-
called ‘randomness preservation theorem’:

Theorem 1.1 ([11, 12)) Let (X,u) be a computable probability space aRda
layerwise computable function ov&r taking values in a computable metric spate
Then:

(i) The push forward measune defined overY by v(A) = u(F~1(A)) is com-
putable

(i) If x is pw-Martin-Lof random, ther(X) is v-Martin-L6f random.

(iif) For everyy € Y which isv-Martin-L6f random, there is somg-ML random
x € X such that-(x) = y.

This theorem can for example be used to prove Bk, 1] with the ||.||.c horm
and Wiener measure is a computable probability space (adeallto in the previous
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subsection). Indeed, Fouche and Davie proved that theifumdt which maps a
sequence of real&, &1, {&i }ien,j<2 to the function
B) = Lolo(t) + LA1D) + > &A1)
i j<2
is layer wise computable frorK to (C[0, 1], ||.||~), Where X is the space of se-
guences of real numbers where each coordinate is disttilageording to the normal
distribution A/(0,1) independently of the others. It is obvious tHdtis a com-

putable probability space. Thus, by the above theorem, tresare induced by on
(C[0, 1], ||-]|0), Which we know to be Wiener measure, is a computable measure

Another important result we will need in several occasiarthat one can compute the
integral of layerwise computable functions.

Theorem 1.2 ([11]) Letf be a bounded layerwise computable function defined on
some computable probability spa®, 11). Then the integral

/ (%) dyu()
xeX

is computable uniformly in an index éfand a bound for it.

2 Basic properties of Martin-L 6f random paths

We begin by showing that the main “almost sure" propertieslagsical Brownian
motion hold for Martin-L6f random paths.

2.1 Scaling theorem

The classical scaling theorem states that the B{&p— a%1B(azt) is a Wiener-measure-
preserving map fronC[0, 1] to C[0, 1] (or C[0,0) — CJ0, o0)) see for example
Lemma 1.7 in 20]. For Martin-Lof random paths, we have the following.

Proposition 2.1 Let B be a Martin-16f random path ofC[0, 1] (resp. ofC[R=?]).
Then 1B(a?t) is also a Martin-I5f random path oCC[0, 1] (resp. ofC[R=°]) when-
everB is random relative t@.

Proof The mapB(t) — a%1B(a2t) is a-computable measure preserving, therefore it
preserves Martin &f randomness relative @ by Theoreml.1relativized toa. O
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2.2 Constructive strong Markov property

The strong Markov property of Brownian motion asserts tHefong. Let T be a
stopping time, that is, a random variable in §0] which is a function of#, and
such that deciding whethdiT < t} depends only o | [0,t] (the restriction ofB
to the interval [0t]). If T(%) is almost surely finite, then the proceﬁ defined by
,@(t) = B(T(H)+t)— AB(T(A)) is a Brownian motion independent & | [0, T(ZA)].

From its classical version, we can derive a constructiveigarof the strong Markov
property which will be very useful in the sequel.

Proposition 2.2 Let T be a layerwise computable stopping time. Then the function
B(t) — B(t)

whereB(t) = B(T(B) + t) — B(T(B)) is layerwise computable and B Martin-Lof
random, therB is Martin-Lof random relative td | [0, T(B)].

Proof Consider the product spadg[0, o) x C[0, ) endowed with the product
measureN x W. Consider the map

(B1,B) (B [ [0, T(B1)) ™ B2, By)

from C[0, o) x C[0, c0) into itself, where By | [0, T(B1)]) "B is the concatenation
of B; up totimeT(B1) and then continued according B>:

Ba(t) if t < T(B1)

B1(T(B1)) + Ba(t — T(By)) if t > T(Ba1)

By the strong Markov property, this map is measure presgraimd it is layerwise
computable sincd3; — T(By1) is. Thus, if B1,By) is Martin-Lof random, the pair
<(Bl I [0, T(B1)]) "B, BT) is also Martin-Lof random, and thus, by van Lambalgen’s
theorem,B; is random relative toR, [ [0, T(B1)]) " B». SinceT is a stopping time,

(B1 [ [0, T(B1)])" B> computesT(B;) and thus computeB; | [0, T(B1)]. Therefore,
B, is Martin-Lof random relative td; | [0, T(B1)]. O

(@ 110.7@0)"B2) ) — {

2.3 Continuity properties

In his paper establishing many of the local properties oftMdr6f random Brownian
motion [7], Foucle shows every Martin-&f random Brownian motion obeys a modulus
of continuity ¢(h) such that
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. |B(t + h) — B(t)|
limsup su <1
oo ociern oy

and

2) o(h) = O (v/log(L/h) )

It is possible to extend this result with big-O notation te fharticular constant\(2)
from the classical result, and moreover, while the classesult demonstrates that
the modulus of continuity holds for “sufficiently smalli, we will demonstrate that
“sufficiently small” is layerwise computable from a Martidf random path.

Proposition 2.3 Let B be a ML random Brownian motion. Then for all< /2, for
all hg, there existh < hg such that

|B(t + h) — B(t)| > c\/hlog(1/h)

Proof For a largen (to be specified later), split the interval,[[J into chunks of
sizee " (omitting the last bit). For each € k < €, consider the event

Ac: |B((k+ 1)e™") — B(ke ™| > cve™n
(i.e., what we want, withh = e ")
Note that theAy are independent by definition of Brownian motion and by time-
translation invariance, all have the same probability. Usséstimate the probability of
Ao, which is the event]B(e™") — B(0)| > cve~"n. By scaling, it is also equal to the
probability of the eventiB(1) — B(0)| > c\/n. By the estimate given in Peres-Morters

(Lemma 12.9), we have
C\/ﬁ 2
P > e C n/2
(o) = cn+1
so0, by assumption oaq, there exists am < 1 such that for almost al

]P(AO) 2 e—al’l

Since theAy are independent,
P(no A, happensX (1 — e @M ~ g~ "

Thus forn taken large enough, this can be made arbitrarily small. blae notice
that ¢ can be supposed to be computable, which makeaN;hH‘l’ classes, hence the
event “noAx happens” corresponds ta¥ class. Thus, we have a Solovay test that any
Martin-Lof random Brownian motion should pass, and for such a Martihrandom
Brownian path, there are infinitely mamyfor which someAy happens. O
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Proposition 2.4 Let B be a ML random Brownian motion. Then for al> V2,
there ishg, such that for alh < hg and allt

|B(t + h) — B(t)| < cy/hlog(1/h)
Moreover,hy is layerwise computable iB.

The proof is the same as that oftklers and Peres Theorem 1.120]f with the
addition of keeping track of the layerwise computabilityhgf We recall the proof for
completeness.

We first look at increments over a class of intervals, whicthigsen to be sparse, but
big enough to approximate arbitrary intervals. More prgisgivenn, m € N, we let
An(m) be the collection of all intervals of the form

[(k—=1+0)27" (k+ b)2~",
forke {1,..2"}, a,be {0, 1, ..., ™11 We further define\(m) := [J,, An(M).

rm? " m

Lemma 2.5 For any fixedm andc > /2, for B(t) a Martin-Léf random Brownian
motion, there existsy € N, layerwise computable iB(t), such that for any > ng,

IB(t) — B(s)| < c\/ (t—9)log for all [s,t] € Am(n).

1
(t-9

Proof From the tail estimate for a standard normal varia¥lesee, for example2Q]
Lemma 12.9, we obtain

]P’{ sup sup
ke{l772n} a,bE{O,%,...,mTfl}

IB((k — 1+ b)27"3) — B((k + b)2~"3)| > ¢\/2-"+a Iog(2”+a)}

< 2'mP{X > c/log(2")}

oo m 1
~ ¢cy/Iog(@®) 2r

Note thatc can be taken to be computable, so for fixach € N the event

200-%),

(3)
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sup sup
ke{1,...,2n} a,be{omlv...,mT*l}

IB((k — 1+ b)27"3) — B((k + b)2~"3)| > ¢\/2-"alog(2+a)

is computable irB(t) and the right hand side &is summable, giving a Solovay test
which every Martin-16f random Brownian motio(t) will pass.

The standard proof of the equivalence of Solovay randomenragslartin-Lof random-
ness gives a uniform way of converting a Solovay St to a Martin-Lof test{¢4, } .
See, for example4]. Thus knowing & such that a Martin-tf random pattB(t) & U
gives us amg where the path no longer appears in ajyfor n > ng. Thus theng
given in the proof above is layerwise computableBin

O
Lemma2.6 Givene > 0 there existsn € N such that for every interv4s, t| C [0, 1]
there exists an intervg$ ,t'] € A(m) with [t —t'| < e(t — ) and|s— S| < et — 9).
Proof See PQ], Lemma 1.17

O

Proof of Proposition 2.4 Givenc > /2, pick 0 < ¢ < 1 small enough to ensure
thatc* == c—¢ > /2 andm € N as in Lemma2.6. Using Lemma2.5we choose
no € N large enough that, for alh > ng and all intervals §,t'] € An(m), almost
surely,

(t—s)

Now let [s,t] C [0, 1] be arbitrary, witht — s < min(2~", ¢), and pick F,t] € A(m)
with [t —t'| < e(t—s) and|s—§| < e(t — 5). Then, recallin@, there is aC such that

B(t) — B(9)| < [B(t) — B(t)| + [B(t") — B(S)| + |B(S) — B(9)|
1 1 1
< C\/lt —t| Iogm - c*\/(t’ - g)logm + C\/|s— 9| IOQW

< (4Cv/E + ¢ /(T + 25)(A — log(1— 22)))4/(t — S)log %

By making e > 0 small, the first factor on the right can be chosen arbitrarlibse
to c. This completes the proof of the theorem.

|B(t") — B(s)| < ¢ \/(t’ —9)log 1
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2.4 Computability of minimum and maximum

Since a sample paff is almost surely continuous, it almost surely reaches amaxi
and a minimum on any given interval. As it turns out, theseezwall values can be
computed layerwise iiB.

Proposition 2.7 The function
max®, x,y) = max{B(t) | t € [x,y]}

is computable uniformly irx,y and layerwise irB. The same is true for the minimum
function.

Proof To compute the maximum dB(t) on [X,y] to within &, we run the following
simple algorithm: Pickhy small enough so thaB(t) obeys a modulus of continuity
with constantc = 2 (see Propositio@.4) and so that 2/hglog(1/hg) < . Then we
know that the maximum of the valud(r1), B(r1 + hp), B(r1 + 2hp), ..., B(r2) must
be within 2,/hglog(1/hg), and therefore withire, of the maximum value oB(t) on
[x,y]. The minima are also layerwise computable by the same agum

Note that this argument does not establish the layerwisepatahility of the time(s)
at which the maximum occurs; the best we can say using thigreegt is that the
time(s) areH‘l’ in B, and the argument uses the randomness deficienByawid so is
not uniform.

O

Proposition 2.8 Local maxima and local minima of a Martinef random Brownian
motion are Martin-I6f random reals (in particular, they cannot be computaldésye

Proof Fix two rational numbers < y. It is known classically that ma#, 0, y) is
distributed according to the density function
e—az/(Zy)

\/2ry
for a > 0, andf(a) = 0 for a < O (see RO, Theorem 2.21]). By the Markov
property, max#, x,y) has the same distribution @(x) + max(#, 0,y — x), and thus
is distributed according to the density function
o2/ e—a/(26—x)

+2
V27X V2r(y — X)

fla)=2-

9@ =
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for a > 0, andf(a) = 0 for a < 0. It is known that if a computable measyteon R
admits a continuous positive density function, then itgloan elements are exactly the
Martin-Lof random reals (sed g]). Since the function

B — max@, x,y)

is layerwise computable, its image measure is computalnd, by the above has
a continuous positive density function. Moreover, by thed@nness preservation
theorem since the function

B — max@, x,y)

is layerwise computable, the image of an ML rand@&ris random for the image
measure, hence is MartindE random for the uniform measure.

O

Corollary 2.9 If a Martin-L6f randomB has a zero on some interal, b], there are
X,y € [a,b] such thaf (x) > 0 andf(y) < O.

Proof Otherwise 0 would be a local maximum or minimum, which wouwdtcadict
Proposition2.8. O

3 Zero sets of Martin-Lo6f random Brownian motion

In this section, we study the properties of the zero set
Zg={t>0:B(t) =0}

of Martin-Lof random paths. Once again, we will need some classicatsdsiyprove
our effective theorems. Most importantly, we will need thextproposition, which
gives an exact expression of the probability that a path z&sain a given interval.
Proposition 3.1 (see R2]) For anye € (0,1) anda > 0

2

Po (B(s) = 0 for somes € [a,a+ z—:]) = — arctan<\/§>
T a

which is ~ %\/g ase tends to0.

We shall also need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.2 Let[a,b] be a sub-interval ofo, o). Then for allx

Po(% has a zero ifia,b]) > Px(% has a zero iffia, b])

Proof Consider the random variablé consisting of a Brownian motion starting
at 0, and form the variableg’ defined as follows:#'(t) = x — 4(t) for t < 7 and
PB'(t) = A(t) for t > 7, wherer is the first times at which Z(s) = x— %(s). Then the
distribution of #’ is that of a Brownian motion starting at Moreover, if '(t) = 0
for somet € [a, b], then by continuity we have < t, and thus#(t) = %'(t) = 0.
This shows that

P(#' has a zero ind, b]) < P(% has a zero ind, b])

and the result follows.

3.1 The zero set oB is layerwise recursive inB

Following [28, Definition 5.1.1], we say that a closed gkis recursiveif the predicate
Cn(ab)=10

over a pair &, b) of rationals, is decidable.

Remark 3.3 Note that a recursive closed set is in particulafif class. Not all

H? classes are recursive. For example, the minimum elemenbofiaded recursive

closed set is necessarily a computable real, a propertyttatl boundecﬂ‘l’ subsets

of R have. To see this, suppose without loss of generality thatemnbers ofC are
positive. Then the minimum is lower semicomputable as

min(C) = sup{g € Q | (0,q) NC = 0}
and upper semicomputable as

min(C) = inf{ge Q| 3d € Q(d,q) NC # 0}

The main result of this subsection is that the zeroZets recursive layerwise iB.
To prove this fact, we first need to show the following progosi

Proposition 3.4 ForB Martin-L6f random, the origin is not an isolated zero.



On zeros of Martin-bf random Brownian motion 13

Proof For all k, we know from Propositior8.1 that the probability for Brownian
motion not having a zero on the interval &, 2-3¢ + 2-¥) is

1-2 arctan(?)
™

which limits to zero, computably, as — oc. Moreover, we argued above that not
having a zero in a given rational interval iﬁ event, thus this gives us a MartirbL
test (in fact, a Schnorr test), and thus a Martib-tandomB must have a zero in
infinitely many intervals of type (23, 23  2-),

O

Proposition 3.5 For B Martin-L6f random, the seZg does not contain any com-
putable real other thad.

Proof Supposex > 0 is computable. Letg, ax + 2] be a computable sequence of
rational intervals containing. The probability for# to have a zero ind, ax+2¥] is
O(2-%/2) (the multiplicative constant depending &inand by Corollary2.8, having a
zeroin By, ax+2X] for a Martin-Lof random Brownian motion is equivalent to having
a positive and a negative value cay [ax + 2], which is aZ‘l’ property. Therefore,
this induces a Martin-@f test, and thus any Martinédf randomB must have no zero
in [ay, a + 2~K] for somek. O

Theorem 3.6 ForB a Martin-Lof random pathZg is a non-empty closed set which
is recursive layerwise iB.

Proof Zg is closed becausB(t) is continuous.

Let us now prove thaEg is decidable layerwise iB. We need to see how to decide,
layerwise inB, whetherB has a zero in a rational interva, ©) with a < b. If a=0,
we know by Propositior8.4 that answer is necessarily yes, so we can assame).
The first important observation is that, in caBedoes have a zero ora, (), it must
take a positive and a negative value somewhere on the iht@taerwise, 0 would be
a local maximum or minimum, which by Propositi@®B cannot happen. Conversely,
having a positive and a negative value on the interval gueearthe existence of zero.
Since having a positive and a negative value Iﬁaevent, the predicaté N (a, b) # ()

is itself X9, uniformly in B. It remains to show that N (a,b) = 0 is X9 layerwise
in B. Note that by PropositioB.5, B cannot have a zero atnor b, so

Cn(ab) =0« max@,a b) > 0or minB,a,b) <0
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Since maxB, a,b) and minB, a,b) are layerwise computable iB, this shows that
CN(ab) =0 isax? predicate.

This theorem vyields several useful corollaries.

Corollary 3.7 The first zero oB on an intervala, b] with a < b rationals (taking
value L if there is no such zero) is computable layerwis®iand uniformly ina, b.

Proof Again, note that ifa = 0, then the first zero is 0. Now, suppase- 0. By the
Proposition3.5, B cannot have a zero atnor atb, thusZgN[a,b] = ZgN(a,b), and
one can immediately check whether the latter is empty (laigerin B) since Zg is
recursive layerwise iB. In caseZgN[a, b] # (), and we have explained in Rem&18
that the minimum of a recursive closed set can be computatb(omy in a code for
this closed set). It is easy to see ttat N [a, b] is itself recursive layerwise iB
and uniformly ina, b, thus its minimum element can be computed layerwisB and
uniformly in a, b. ]

Corollary 3.8 If F be is a finite union of rational interval®{Z4 N F # 0} is
computable uniformly in a code fdf. If U is an effectively open subset {3, 1],
thenP{Z4 NU # 0} is lower semi-computable uniformly in an index for.

Proof For a givenF, let & be the event4, NF # (]. By Theorem3.6, the
characteristic functiorig. is layerwise computable, uniformly in a code fér Thus,
by Theoreml.2

P[Zy (N F £ 0] = /B 1¢. (B) dP(B)

is computable uniformly in a code fdf. To get the lower semi-computability of
P{Zs NU # 0} whenl/ is an effectively open set, it suffices to observe that

P[ZzNU # (] = SIth]P)[Z@ N U[t] # 0]

where U[t] is the approximation ofJ at staget, which is a finite union of rational
intervals. ]

Finally, we show tha¥Zg has no isolated point faB Martin-Lof random.

Proposition 3.9 ForB Martin-Lof random,Zg has no isolated point.
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Proof Considerrq = inf{t > q : B(t) = 0}, the first zero after somg € Q. By
closure ofZg, the infimum is a minimum. Moreovery is layerwise computable iB
by Corollary3.7and is an almost surely finite stopping time. Thus by the coosve
strong Markov propertyrg is not an isolated zero from the right.

Now, consider zeros that are not of the forgn Call some such zery. To see itis not
isolated from the left, consider a sequence of rationgl$ tg. By assumption orp,
for all n there is somey, € (On, o), SOtp is not an isolated zero from the left. O

3.2 Effective version of Kahane’s Theorem

Next, we prove an effective version of the following theorefiKahane'’s, which we
will need in the next section.

Theorem 3.10 (Kahane) Let E; and E» be two (disjoint) closed subsets [, 1]
such thadim(E; x Ep) > 1/2 then:

P(B[E4] N B[Ez] # ) > 0

(where B[E] is the set{B(t) : t € E} and dim denotes Hausdorff dimension). We
shall prove the following.

Theorem 3.11 LetE; andE;, be two (disjoint)H‘l) classes such thdim(E; x Ep) >
1/2 then:

(i) There exists a Martin-6f random pattB such thaB[E;] N B[E] # ()

(i) Given a fixed Martin-Ll6f random pathB, there exists an integer such that
B[E./c] N B[Ez/c] # 0

Proof First of all, observe that item (i) of the theorem followsrfratem (ii). Indeed,
if we have a ML random patB and an integec such thatB[E; /c] N B[Ey/c] # 0,
by the scaling property%B(ct) is also Martin-Lof random and satisfies (i). Thus we
only need to prove (ii). For this we will use the classicalsien of theorem (Kahane’s)
theorem, together with Blumenthal’'s 0-1 law and some reoeslts of algorithmic
randomness. Recall that Blumenthal’s 0-1 law states thataent which only depends
on a infinitesimal time interval on the right of the origin (fieally, any event in the
o-algebra(g. oo {B(t) : 0 < t < s}) has probability either zero or one (se20[
Theorem 2.7]).
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Consider the scaling map : B — %B(4t). As we saw in Subsectiof.1, S is
computable and preserves Wiener measBren C[0,1]. Moreover, this map is
ergodic Indeed, let4 be anlP-measurable event which is invariant undgri.e we
haveB € A < 9B) € A. By induction,B € A < vVnS'(B) € A. The function
S'(B) on [0, 1] only depends on the values Bfon [0,4~"]. Therefore the event,
which is equal to Yn S'(B) € A], only depends on the germ &. By Blumenthal's
0-1 law, this ensures that has probability 0 or 1. ThuS s ergodic.

Now, consider the set
U = {B | B[E1] N B[Ez] = 0}

We claim that/ is aZ‘l’ subset of#([0,1]). This is because of a classical result in
computable analysis: the image of@ class by a computable function isl‘Ef class.
This fact is uniform: from anindex of H? classP and a computable functidnon can
effectively compute the index of trﬂ‘l’ classf[P]. By uniform relativization, there is
a computable functiony s.t. given a pairf(, P) wheref is a continuous function given
as oracle, an® is al‘[‘l’ class of indexe, ~(€) is anindex forf[P] as al‘[g’f -class. Here
we have twol'[‘l’ classes; andE,, say of respective indicesy ande,. By the above
discussionB[E1] and B[E,] have respective indices(e;) and v(ey) as H%B—classes
and since the intersection of tvﬂg classes is index-computable, there is a computable
function @ such thatB[E;] N B[E;] has indexd(e, &) as all{®-class. Since one
can computably enumerate, uniformly in the oraBlethe indices ofH%B—classes, it
follows that the set/ is %9, as wanted.

We can now apply the effective ergodic theorem prover2j8]; sincel/ has measure
less than 1 (by Kahane's theorem) and iE%\set, there are infinitely mang such
that S'(B) ¢ U (in fact, the set of sucln’s is a subset ofN of positive density), i.e.,
such thatB[E; /2"] N B[E2/2"] # 0.

4 The effective dimension of zeros

Effective Hausdorff dimension is a modification of Hauséldifnension for the com-
putability setting. Intuitively, effective Hausdorff diension describes how “com-
putably locatable" a point or set is in addition to its sizear Example, an algorith-
mically random point inR" has effective Hausdorff dimensiom because it can't
be computably located any more precisely than a small cabpitball, which has
Hausdorff dimensiom.
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There are many equivalent definitions of effective Hauddtniension, but we will use
the following definition of Mayordomd[9]. See the book by Downey and Hirschfeldt
[4], or papers by Lutz18] and Reimann3, 25] for more details.

Definition 4.1 Theeffective Hausdorff dimensiaf X € 2¥ is

cdim() := liminf w
n n
This definition can be extended to real numbers by identifgirem with their binary
representation.

In this section, we will try to characterize the effectivengéinsion of the zeroes of
Martin-Lof random paths. This can be broken down in two questions:

(1) Given a Martin-l6f randomB, what is the sefcdim(x) | x > 0 andx € Zg}?

(2) Given a realx, can we give a necessary or sufficient condition in terms ef th
effective dimension of for the existence of some Martindf random path
which has a zero at?

As to the first question, Kjos-Hanssen and Neratk} have showed that with proba-
bility 1 over B, {cdim(x) | x > 0 andx € Zg} is dense in [12 1]*. We make this

more precise by showing that for every MartigfLrandom pathB (not just almost

all paths){cdim(x) | x > 0 andx € Zg} is contained in [12, 1] and contains all the
computable reals- 1/2 of this interval.

We will answer the second question by proving that havingatiffe dimension at least
1/2 is necessary, while having effective strictly greatentia2 is sufficient (but not
having dimension 22).

4.1 The dimension spectrum ofZg
The next theorem is a direct consequence of the effectiworeof Kahane’s theorem.

Theorem 4.2 Given a Martin-L6f random pattB and computable real > 1/2, there
exists a reak in Zg of constructive dimension.

this is actually a stronger form of the theorem provertli§] [but the proof of the latter can
easily be adapted
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Proof LetB be such apath and such areal. Consider the Bernoulli measugei.e.,
measure where each bit has probabilityf being a zero, independently of all other
bits) such thap < 1/2 and—plogp— (1—p)log(1—p) = «. Since« is computable,
so isp (and henceup), because the functior — —xlogx — (1 — x)log(1 — Xx) is
computable and increasing on, l02]. Let E; = {0} and E, be the complement
of the first level of the universal Martindf test for y,, (it is a I19 class sinceyp is
computable). It is well-known that every set of positiug-measure has Hausdorff
dimension> «, and moreover that eveny, random real has constructive Hausdorff
dimensiona (see for example Reiman23]). Applying Theorem3.11, there exists
somec such thatB[E; /2°] N B[E,/2°] # (). That is, there is some € E, such that
B(2°x) = 0. Multiplying by Z just addsc zeros in the binary expansion »f thus Zx
has the same constructive dimensiorxawhich is . D

Question 1 The previous theorem could be strengthened with some additeffort
to 0'-computablen.. However, we conjecture that a stronger result is true, hathat
for every Martin-Lof randomB, it holds that

{cdim) | x > 0 andx € Zg} = [1/2,1]
We do not know how to show this and leave it as an open question.

4.2 Being a zero of an Martin-Lof random path

We now address the second of the two above questions: whagnties (in terms of
effective dimension or Kolmogorov complexity) characterthe reals that belong to
Zg for some Martin-1of randomB? To do so, we largely borrow from the work of
Kjos-Hanssen15], but with a number of necessary adaptations to Browniarianot
(the paper 15] studies a different stochastic process, namely randosedisets, a
particular type of percolation limit sets). Propositi8ri gives us a precise expression
for the probability of a Brownian motio® to have a zero in a given interval. The key
step needed to adapt Kjos-Hanssen'’s techniques is to éstineaprobability for# to
have a zero in each oivo intervals of the same length.

Proposition 4.3 Let 0 < a < b < 1 ande > 0. Suppose that the intervals
[a,a + ¢] and[b,b + £] are disjoint. Lety be the distance between them (i.e.,
0 =b—a—c¢). Let Ay be the event %(s) = 0 for somes, € [a,a+ ¢] "and A, be
“%(s) = 0 for somes, € [b,b+£]". Then

-0O(1
Po(A A Ap) < 20

Vas

where the tern©(1) is a constant independent afb, .
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Proof In this proof, we make use of the following notation: givenement.A, A'™
the unique (by assumption od) event such that — B(t +s) € A'™ if and only if
t— B(t) € A.

Now, let A; and A, be the above events, and let us write
Po (A1 A Az) = Po(A1)Po(Az | A1)

The termPy(. A1) is, by Propositior3.1, equal toO(\/g). It remains to evaluate the
term P(A, | A;1). The eventA, only depends on the values & on the interval
[b,b+ €], thus

Poldz | A = [ P ) 1@z

zeR

where f is the density function of#(a + <) conditioned by.4;. By shift invari-
ance of the Wiener measure, we observe that in this expredbie term]Pz(Ag(a*a))
is equal toP,(# hasazeroind,d + £]). This is, in turn, always bounded by
Po(# has a zero ind, 6 + <]), by Proposition3.1 Thus

Po(Az2 | A1) = / P(AT) f(2) dz
zeR

IN

/ Po(AJ® ) f(2) dz
zeR

]P;O(Ag(a-i-&))
Po(% has a zero ind, § + €])

g arctan \/E
T 1)

2 Je

T\

VARVAN

IN

IN

We have thus established the desired result.

4.2.1 Anecessary and a sufficient condition

Our next theorem gives a necessary condition for a point éodeeo of some Martin-&f
random path.

Theorem 4.4 If B is a Martin-Lo6f random path, then all members of the &gt {0}
have effective dimension at ledst2.
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Proof Suppose that for a giveB, we haveB(a) = 0 for somea such that cding) <
1/2. We will show thatB is not Martin-Lof random.

Let 1/2 < p < cdim(@). Take also some rationd such that O< b < a. By
definition of constructive dimension, for atl, there exists a prefix of a such that
K(o) < plo| — n. For all stringso such that @ > b, letl, = [0.0,0.0 + 2-1°/] and
the event

&, : [ % has a positive and a negative valud i)

The eventé, is a Ecl’ subset ofCl[0, 1], uniformly in o the probability of &, is
0O(2-121/2) by Propositior3.1 (the multiplicative constant depending bj Define

Un=J{& | K(@) < plo| —n}
By assumptionB belongs to almost all,. However, we have
PBEU) < O)-> {27172 K(o) < plo| — n}
O(1)- y 2 Kl

o™

IN

IN

Thus thelf, form a Martin-Lof test, which shows tha is not Martin-Lof random.

O

We now prove an (almost) counterpart of Theoréwh

Theorem 4.5 Letx € [0, 1] be of effective dimension strictly greater th&f2. Then
there exists a Martin-&f random pattB such thaB(x) =

The proof is much more difficult and involves the notion @fenergy. Given a
measureu on R anda > 0, thea-energyof p is the quantity

J 0

This quantity might be finite or infinite, depending on thewaabf o. We will need
the following two lemmas.

Lemma4.6 Lets > a > 0. If u is a measure satisfying such thdgp) < c-|A|° for
every intervalA (or equivalently, for every dyadic interval) and for somesiantc,
theny has finitea.-energy.
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Proof See pQ], proof of Theorem 4.32. O

Lemma 4.7 Let 5 > 1/2 and lety be a finite Borel measure db, 1] such that for
every dyadic interval , (1) < c- |I|? for some fixed constart (and thus by the
previous lemma. has finitel/2-energy). Then there exists a constant- 0 such
that the following holds: for any sét C [1/2, 1] which is a countable union of closed
dyadic intervals

Po(Zg NA#D) > - u(A)?

Proof It suffices to prove this theorem for a finite number of intésyand up to
splitting them if necessary we can assume that they all Hevesame length 2" for
somen. Letlq, ..., Ix be those intervals. Define for dlthe random variably by

X = p(l) - 22 1z e

andY = 3K, X;. We want to show thaP(Y > 0) > “A" for constantco which
does not depend oA, which immediately gives the result (sinde> 0 is equivalent
to Zg N A # (). To do so, we will use the Chebychev-Cantelli inequality

E(Y)?

E(Y?)

Let us evaluate separate(Y) andE(Y?). We have

P(Y > 0) >

k
E(Y) = > E(X)
j=1

k
- 3D (V2
=1
k
> ClZ',u(lj)
=1
> ¢y pu(A)

for some constant; # 0, the second inequality coming from Propositiai.

Let us now turn taE(Y?), which we need to bound by a constant. We have

E(Y?) = > E(XX)
1<i<k
1<j<k

To evaluate this sum, we decompose it into three parts:
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k
E(Y) =) EX) +2 > EXX)+2 > EXX)
i=1 1<i<j<k 1<i<j<k
li,lj adjacent li,lj nonadjacent

The first part is an easy computation. Foriall
EX)) = u()?-2"-P{ZzN1i # 0}
= o(ﬂ(|i)2.zn.2—(n/2))
= O(pu(li) - 2=hn. on. 2—(n/2))
= M(|i).o(2(1/2—/3)n)
= u(l)-O(2)

(for the third equality, we use the fact thafl;) < |I;|°, and for the fifth one the fact

that 8 > 1/2). Thus

k k
D EX) = u(li) - O(1) = O(2)

i=1 i=1
For the second part, we use a rough estimate: first notice that

E(XiX) = p(li) - p(ly) - 2" -P{Zz N1 # 0 A Zg 01} # 0}
and for the second part only, we will use the trivial upperrzhu
P{ZpNli#0 A Zgnlj #0} <P{Zg Nl # 0} = 0272
Combining this withu(l}) < 277", we get:
E(XX) = p(li) - OQRYZIM) = pu(1j) - O(1)

Moreover, each intervdl has at most two adjacent intervdls Thus,
k

> EG) <2y u(l) - O(1) = 0(1)

1<i<j<k i=1

li,lj adjacent
Finally, for the third part, we will use the fact that th¢2tenergy ofy is finite. Let
us, for a pair of nonadjacent intervalsl; with max(;) < min(l;), denote byq(i, j)
the length of the gap between the two, igi, j) = min(l;) — max(;). We have
4)

Yoo EXX) = D pl)-p()- 2" P{Zenli £0 A Zgnlj £ 0}

1<i<j<k 1<i<j<k
li,lj nonadjacent li,lj nonadjacent
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By Propositiord.3,
2-".0(2)
V(i ))

(note that we use the fact tht and I; are contained in [12, 1], hence min) is
bounded away from 0).

(5) P{ZzNli£0 A Zgnlj#0} =

Thus,
p(li) - u(ly)
6) Yo EXX) = Y sy oW
1<i<j<k 1<i<j<k 9u.)
li,lj nonadjacent li,lj nonadjacent

Note that, sincd; and |; are non-adjacent dyadic intervals of length"2we have
g(i,j) > 27". Therefore, for two realsg,y, if x € I; andy € |, then|y — x| < 3qg(i, j).
By this observation, we have

> u(l) 1) o). | /dﬂ(X)dﬁ%)_o(l)

1<i<j<k
li,lj nonadjacent

(the lastinequality comes from the fact that th2 denergy ofy. is finite by Lemmat..6).

We have thus established tH&¢Y?) = O(1), which completes the proof.

O

Let KM denote the ‘a priori’ Kolmogorov complexity function (sek Bection 6.3.2]).
Recall thatKM (o) = K(o) + O(log |o|), thus in particulaiK can be replaced biKM

in the definition of effective dimension. The reason we n&ddl instead ofK is the
following result of Reimanng4, Theorem 14], which we will apply in the proof of
Theoremd.5: Let z be a real such thd&&M(z | n) > Sn — O(1). Then, there exists a
measureu such thatu(A) = O(|A|®) for all intervalsA, and such that is Martin-Lof
random for the measure.

Proof of Theorem 4.5 Let z be of dimensiorv > 1/2. Let 5 be arational such that
1/2 < 8 < «. Then for almost alln, KM(z | n) > pn. By Reimann’s theorem,
let . be a measure such thatA) = O(|A|?) for all intervals A, and such that is
Martin-Lof random for the measure.

For all n, let X, be the complement of the-th level of the universal Martin-&f test
over (C[0, 1], P) and consider the set

Un = {X| VB € Kp, B(x) # 0}
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We claim thati, is %9 uniformly in n, and u(U,) = O(27"?). To see that it is
E? suppose thak € Uy, i.e., B(X) # 0 for all B € K. The setk, being compact
(see Sectiorl), the value of|B(x)| for B € Kp reaches a positive minimum. Thus
there is a rationah such thatB(x) > a for all B € K. By uniform continuity of
the members ofC, (ensured by PropositioR.3), there is a rational closed interval
containingx such that|B(t)| > a/2 forall t € | andB € K. Thusi, is the union
of intervals €;,s;) such that migB(t) : t € [s1,52]} > b for some rationab and
all B € K. Moreover, the condition “mi{B(t) : t € [s,5]} > b forall B € K"

is E‘l’, because the functioB — min{B(t) : t € [s1,S]} is layerwise computable
(thus uniformly computable o#’,), and the minimum of a computable function on
an effectively compact set is lower semi-computable unifgrin a code for that set.
This shows that4, is 2.

To evaluateu(l,), let us first observe that by definition of;,
Po(Zz NUn) < Po(% € KnandZy N Uy,) + 27 "<

Applying Lemmad4.7, it follows that () = O(2-"2), as wanted. Sinceis Martin-
Lof random with respect t@, it cannot be in all setéf,, and thus it must be the zero
of some Martin-1of random path.

4.2.2 The case of points of effective dimensiob/2

In the previous section we showed that no point of effectiveetision less than /2
can be the zero of a ML random path, and that every point of d&iea greater than
1/2 is necessarily a zero of some ML random path. This leaves tpe question
of what happens at effective dimension exactj2 1 While we do not provide a full
answer, we show that among points of effective dimensig®, some are zeros of
some ML random path, and some are not.

The next theorem, which strengthens Theorker) gives a necessary condition for a
point to be a zero of some ML random path.

Theorem 4.8 If x > 0 is a zero of some ML random path, then
Z 2—K(x[n)+n/2 < 00
n

It is interesting to notice the parallel with the so-calledhple excess lemma’ (seé [
Theorem 6.6.1]): a real is Martin-Lof random if and only ify", 27 K&W+n < oo
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Proof The proof is an adaptation of that of Theoreinl. First take a rationah
such that O< a. We shall prove the lemma for al > a, which will be enough
since a is arbitrary. For each string consider, like in Theorem.4, the interval
|, = [0.0,0.0 + 271°I] and the event

&, 1 [ has a positive and a negative valud i}

Now, consider the functioh defined onC|[0, 1] by

t(B) = Z 2 K@)Hel/2. 1. (B)

o st a<0.0

The eventé, is aE‘l) subset ofC[0, 1], uniformly in ¢. Thus the functiort is lower
semi-computable. Moreover, the probability &f is O(21°1/2) by Proposition3.1
(the multiplicative constant depending ai. Thus the integral of is bounded, and
thereforet is an integrable test (se@]]. Let now B be a Martin-Lof random path and
supposeB(x) = 0 for somex > a. Then for almost alh, a < 0.(x [ n). Moreover,
for everyn, B having a zero ifly, it must in fact have a positive and a negative value
on that interval (by PropositioR.8). Thus, by definition ot

t(B)+ O(1) > > 2 KIm+n/2
n
(the O(1) accounts for the finitely many terms such that 0.(x [ n)). But sinceB

is Martin-Lof random and is a integrable test, we haéB) < oo, which proves our
result.

This theorem shows in particular thatdfis the zero of some Martinf random path,
thenK(x [ n) — n/2 — +o0.

We now give a sufficient condition which actually is very @o® our necessary

condition.

Proposition 4.9 Let f : N — N be a function such thay_,2~'™ < oco. Let
1 be a Borel measure o[, 1] such that for every intervah of length < 27",
w(A) < 272t Theny, has finitec.-energy.

Proof For now, let us fix some. Define for alln the intervall, to be k— 2" x—
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271N [0,1] andJ, =[x+ 27",x+ 27" N[0, 1]. Then

du(y) du(y) du(y)
X—ye = Z /ye.n x—yp © Z /y@n X—ypo
> 2" ulin) + D 2" ()

Z Zanz—an—f(n) + Z Zanz—an—f(n)
n

n
2. 2—f(n)
2

< o0

IN

IN

IN

Therefore, theu-integral overx of [ £44) is itself finite, which is what we wanted.

O

Theorem 4.10 Letf : N — N be a nondecreasing computable function such that
f(n+ 1) < f(n) 4 1 for all n, and such thay_", 2~ 7™ < co. Letx be a real such that
KM(x [ n) > n/2+f(n) + O(1). Thenx is the zero of some Martinf random path.

Proof Letf be such afunction anxisuch areal. By a result of Reimar2¥] Theorem
14], there exists a measuygesuch thay(A) < 2~-"/2-F(M+OQ) for all intervals of length
< 27" such thatx is Martin-L6f random with respect tp.. By Propositiord.9, i has
finite 1/2-energy. The rest of the proof is identical to the proof oédtem4.5. O

Theorem 4.11 Let0 < o < 1 and letf : N — N be a Lipschitz function such that
f(n) = o(n). Then there existg € [0, 1] such thaK(x | n) = an+ f(n) + O(1).

Remark 4.12 This theorem was proven by J. Miller (unpublished) in thetipalar
case wheré = 0.

Proof Fix a ‘large enough’ integem, which we will implicitly define during the
construction. We will build the sequenceby blocks of lengthm. For m large
enough, the empty string has complexity less than 8loguppose we have already
constructed a prefix of x such thatK(o [ n) — an+ f(n)| < 3logmforall n < |o|
multiple of m. Pick a stringr of lengthn such that

K(r]o)>m

We then have
K(o7) > K(o) + m— 2logm— O(1)
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On the other hand
K(c0™ < K(o) + 2logm+ O(1)

For eachi < m, consider the “mixture” between™0and 7: p; = (r | i)0™'.
Since p; and pj11 differ by only one bit in position< m from the right, we have
IK(opi) — K(opi+1)] < 2logm+ O(1). By this ‘continuity’ property, there must be
somei such thatK (o pj)—an—f(n)| < 2logm+0(1) (here theD(1) constant depends
onf, but not onm). Thus, form large enough, we géK(op;) — an—f(n)| < 3logm.
Thus, if mis large enough, we can iterate this argument to build a seguesuch
that [K(x [ n) — an — f(n)| < 3logm for all n multiple of m. Sincean + f(n) is a
Lipschitz function, this is sufficient to ensufi&(x | n) — an — f(n)| = O(m). O

We can finally prove the promised theorem.

Theorem 4.13 Among reals of effective dimensiot)/2, some are zeros of some
Martin-L6f random path, and some are not.

Proof By Theorem4.11, first consider a reak such thatK(x | n) = n/2 + O(1).
This real has effective dimensiory2 and cannot be a zero of a MartirdiLrandom
path (Theoren.8).

Applying Theoremd.11again, lety be a real such th&(y [ n) = n+4logn+ O(1).
Since for everyo, KM(0) > K(o) — K(Jo]) — O(1) > K(o) — 2log|o| — O(1), it
follows thatKM(y | n) > n+ 2logn — O(1), and thusy is a zero of some Martin-f
random path (Theorerh.10). Of course,y has effective dimension/2 as well.

This section leaves open the existence of a precise chdratien of the realsx of
dimension ¥2 for which there exists a Martinédf random pattB such thaB(x) = 0.
Short of an exact characterization, it would be interedirighow whether this depends
on Kolmogorov complexity alone. By this, we mean the follog/iquestion.

Question 2 If K(x [ n) < K(y | n)+O(1) andx is a zero of some Martin-&f random
path, isy a zero of some Martin-&f random path? Same question wKiM instead
of K.
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5 Planar Brownian Motion

5.1 Brownian motion in higher dimensions

So far we have talked about Brownian motion 6f0, 1] or C[R=°], but it is also
possible to define Brownian motion in higher dimensions.

Definition 5.1 If %, ..., %4 are independent linear Brownian motions started in
X1,...,Xd, then the proces§#(t) : t > 0} given by #A(t) = (%), ..., Ba(t)) is
d-dimensional Brownian motiostarted in X, ...,Xq). The d-dimensional Brownian
motion started at the origin is also calls@ndard Brownian motianOne-dimensional
Brownian motion is also callelinear, and two-dimensional Brownian motion is also
calledplanar Brownian motion

And similarly, we have

Theorem 5.2 A function B(t) = (B(1), ..., Bq(t)) in the space of continuous functions
from [0, 00) to RY with Wiener measure is a Martinéf random path if and only if
Bi1(t), ..., B4(t) are mutually Martin-lo6f random linear Brownian motion.

Proof This follows immediately from Van Lambalgen’s theorem whistates that
given a computable probability spack, (), a pair @, B) is a Martin-Lof random
element of the product spac&,(:) x (X, r) if and only if A and B are mutually
Martin-Lof random elements ofX(; x). O

Theorem 5.3 At any timet > 0, for B(t) a planar Martin-I6f random path started
at (0,0),B is not random relative to any poifi(t), By(t)) on the path, other than the
origin.

Proof For B(t) a standard planar Brownian motion, the probability tB&) hits an
e-ball around a pointx y) # (0,0), for ¢ < [x? + y?| is equivalent to the probability
that a planar Brownian motion started at radixfs+ y?| = R hits ane-ball around zero,
by radial symmetry of the planar Brownian motion. The ragiit of d-dimensional
Brownian motion is the Bessel process of ordewhered = 2v + 2, and is well
understood. In the planar case we are concerned with theBesgess of order zero.

Let 7r . be the first hitting time of the Bessel process of order zexdesd atR, hitting
to €. Using a result of Haman and Matsumol®], we know thatP(r . < 1) is equal
to
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These functions are computable, because all the comporerdsp- cosine, square
root, exponentiation, multiplication, and division - amengputable, and the integral
of a computable function is computable. See the book by \&aitir P8] for more
details. Moreover, this integral goes to zerosagoes to zero, which is more easily
seen using a classical result of Spitzer]|

Ko(¥) =

lim log (1) Pr( <n—/m€%x
e—0 d € TRe = &= R2/2 2X
As the right hand side is a constant, alog(é) — 00, we know thatPr(rr. < 1) — 0.

Thus we have a Schnorr test relative to the poigy), so a Martin-l6f random path
B(t) will only pass through pointsx(y) such that the patB (or a code for the path)

is not random relative tox(y), before time 1. The argument is the same for any finite
time, not just time 1, so the statement of the theorem holds. D

Corollary 5.4 ForB a Martin-Lof random planar path, the graph®fhas zero area.

Proof Only Lebesgue measure zero many points derandomize angyparteal, so
any Martin-Lof random path hits only Lebesgue measure zero many points. 0O

Corollary 5.5 For any point(x,y) # (0,0), only measure zero many Brownian paths
hit (x,y) (Almost surely, Brownian motion does not hit a given point).

Proof A real derandomizes only Lebesgue measure zero many reals. O
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Corollary 5.6 At any timet > 0, for B(t) a standard planar Martindf random
Brownian motion,B does not pass through any computable point.

Proof A Martin-Lof random path is always random relative to a computablepon

5.2 Dirichlet Problem

The Dirichlet problem asks the following question: givenain (i.e., connected
open set) C R" and a functiong defined everywhere on the boundaiy of U,
is there a unique, continuous functionsuch thatu is harmonic on the interior of)
andu = ¢ on gU? The Dirichlet problem arises whenever one considers moiid
potential - for example, the problem may be thought of as fligdhe temperature of
the interior of a heat-conducting region for which the terapg&re on the boundary
is known, or alternatively, finding the electric potential the interior of a region for
which the charge on the boundary is known.

These physical interpretations of the problem make it cthat there should be a
unique solution, and indeed, many ways of finding this unigoletion are known.

One method of solving the Dirichlet problem which arisegrfran intuition of heat

diffusion in a heat-conducting substance uses the matlsahatodel of Brownian

motion [14].

Definition 5.7 Let U ¢ RY be a domain. We say that satisfies the Poincarcone
condition atx € JU if there exists a con¥ based ak with opening anglex > 0 and
h > 0 such thatv N #(x, h) ¢ U®, where #(x, h) denotes an open ball aroundof
radiush.

Theorem 5.8 (Kakutani) SupposeU c RY s a bounded domain such that every
boundary point satisfies the Poineéarone condition, and supposeis a continuous
function onoU. Let 7(0U) = inf{t > 0 : B(t) € dU}, which is an almost surely
finite stopping time. Then the functian: U — R given by

u(¥x) = Ex[¢(B(r(0V)))], for x €U,
is the unique continuous function harmonic @rwith u(x) = ¢(x) for all x € U .
By relativizing Corollary3.7, we can use the layerwise computability of the hitting

time of Martin-Lof random Brownian motion to a computable line to show that th
solution to the Dirichlet problem is computable in the placese when the boundary is
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computable and the condition on the boundary is both corbfrit®f course, we first
need to specify what we mean by that. For example, even asguhmt the boundary
is a curve —which it might not be, think for example of an opesk evith a smaller disk
inside removed — there are several notion of computablescweycan take, se@).
We will take a very general notion of computability (in theseaf curve, it is the most
general studied in26]): We assume thabU is computable in the sense that there
exists a computable sequend, e such that for alin, C,, is a finite set of squares
in the 2-dimensional grid 2'Z x 2-"Z whose union is connected, contaifld , and
every point inside this union of squares is at distance at @052 of the boundary.
To formalise the fact that the conditiop is computable, we assume that there is a
uniformly computable family ¢n)nen, Where eachy,, is a function which assigns a
real value to each squace in such a way that this value is withifn) of the values of

¢ on dU N ¢, and the values of two adjacent squares are witfiiny of each otherg
being a computable function which tends to 0 computablg.in

Theorem 5.9 (Computable Dirichlet Problem)Let U be a bounded domain whose
boundaryoU satisfies the Poincarcone condition andg a condition on the boundary.
AssumedU and¢ are computable in the sense described above. Then theogolati
the Dirichlet problem - the unique, continuous function U — R harmonic onU
such thatu(x) = ¢(X) for all x € OU - is computable.

The rest of the section will be devoted to proving this restilie plan is to prove the
theorem in two steps:

(i) First, we prove it in the particular case whet®J ‘squared’, i.e., is made of
a finite number of vertical and horizontal (i.e, parallel be tx-axis or y-axis)
segments with rational endpoints, the list being givenieify. As we will see,
in this case, we can apply the results of the previous sectmoompute the first
time a Martin-Lof random path hits the boundary.

(i) Then we extend it to all computable functionsby approximation. That is,
we approximated)U by a squared boundary with arbitrary precision and apply
Step 1.

Let us first see how to apply the results of the previous sedtoplanar Brownian
motion.

Lemma 5.10 For B(t) a Martin-Lof random planar Brownian motion started at a
computable point, seeing whas(t) hits the line parallel to either the — axis or
y — axis, if the line is computable, is layerwise decidableBit).



32 Kelty Allen, Laurent Bienvenu and Theodore A. Slaman

Proof Without loss of generality, say we are looking for the firstdiX(t) = «, for
B(t) = (X(t), Y(t)), o computableB(t) started afj = (qx, gy) € Q. This is equivalent
to looking for the first timeX'(t) = X(t) — qx, a standard 1-dimensional Brownian
motion, crossesy — a, which has exactly the same proof as Corollargabove. O

Lemma 5.11 For B(t) a Martin-Lof random planar Brownian motion started at a
computable point, the first tint&(t) passes through a vertical or horizontal line segment
with computable endpoints is layerwise computabl8(t) .

Proof To layerwise computably find the first crossing time through line segment,
we run the following algorithm. Letg = O be the first time considered. The first
crossing ofB(t) through the liney = « afterrg is layerwise computable iB, call this
time t;. If t; falls within the line segment, we are done.

Assumingt; crosses the line away from the line segment, we will call ieadce from
the line segment; > 0. In order forB(t) = (X(t), Y(t)) to hitthe line segment aftey,
X(t) must change by more than. By Propositior2.4, we can find arhy , layerwise in
X(t), such that this does not occur i t; + h1). We choose; € (t1 + hy/2,t; + hy)
to be any rational time, and then continue the algorithm bdgitfig the next crossing
time t, > t; through the liney = «.

Because the line segment has computable vertiB&3, will not cross through the
vertex of the line by Corollarp.6. This tells us that before hitting the line segment,
there is a closest valug > 0 away from the vertex of line segment such tBdt)
crosses no closer than to the vertex. As above, thig is associated with a timle
within which X(t) will not cross the line segment. As eagh> ¢, eachh, > h_ > 0,

SO we are incrementing our time steps by at ldag2 at each stage. Therefore we
are taking time steps small enough so that we do not miss 8tefossing time, but
time steps which are always bounded away from 0, so we mustweal®y find the first
crossing time oB(t) through the line segment.

O

We can now prove our theorem in the restricted case of anaikplgiven squared
boundary.

Proposition 5.12 If U is a planar region such th8l is an explicitly given squared
boundary andp is a computable function oAU, then the solution to the Dirichlet
problem is computable fdd .
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Proof By Lemmab.11the first hitting times on each line segment are computable
uniformly in starting pointx and layerwise inB, and 6U is composed of finitely
many line segments with computable endpoints, so the fitshdpitime 7g(0U) to

the boundary is layerwise computableBn uniformly in the starting point. Since

is computable ¢(75(0U)) is computable uniformly in starting point and layerwise

in B.

By Theoreml.2, the expression
u(x) = Ex[¢(B(rg(0V)))], forxe U

is computable, uniformly ix, and by Kakutani’s classical res@itg, this is the solution
to the Dirichlet problem. ]

Now, all we need to do is extend this last proposition to theegal case.

Proof of Theorem 5.9 Let u be the solution of Dirichlet's problem (we don’t know
yet it is computable, but we know it exists from the classtbabrem) for conditionp
on dU. Given a pointx € U, we first compute, for alh, an approximatiornC, of
OU which are squares of 27Z x 2-"Z. Compute the largest s€ of squares of
2-"Z x 27"Z which (a) contains the squarewhich containsx, (b) does not contain
any square irC, and (c) is 4-connected, i.e., every squar€)afshould share an edge
with another member d@,, (unless there is only one square). G4llthe interior of the
union of the squares iQ,,. Observe tha¥/,, must be contained i, since it contains
a pointinU, is connected, and is disjoint froJ (if it were not contained irJ, then
V\ U andU NV would be two non-empty open sets partitionivg contradicting its
connectedness). Observe also that each segméit,pmust be the edge of a square
¢ € Cy, so we can compute a conditiain on 0V, which is equal tap,(c) on the edge
of ¢n(c) (up to smoothing it out around corners to ensure contihuity

Claim. For every pointz € 9V, [#(2) — u(2)| < O(e(n) + 27"). Indeed, letc be the
member ofC, which hasz on its edge. Every point of is at distance at most2+2
of the boundary, so there is a squafeat distanceD(2") of ¢’ which contains some
pointZ € 9U, and the value of,(c’) is within ¢(n) of the value ofu(Z). Thus,

(@) —u@| < [¥(@ — én(©)] + [én(C) — u@)| + [u@) — u(@)|
< O(e(m) +e(n) + 02"

(for the last term, we use the fact tHat— zl = O(2~") and the fact that is harmonic,
hence Lipschitz), the constants in tllenotations not depending am, Z, z. To be
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precise, we need to add the possible error induced by theoimg around corners’,
but it itself is bounded byD(s(n) + 2~ ") since thep,-values of two adjacent segments
of 9V, are O(e(n) + 2~ ")-close to each other. Thus, applying the restricted case of
our theorem (PropositioB.12) to ¢ and V,,, we can compute the valug(x) of the
solution to Dirichlet’s problem 0@V, with condition. But since|iy) — u| = |V, — U|
is bounded byO(e(n) + 27" on dV,, this implies that|v, — u| is also bounded by
O(g(n)4+2~") on all of VV, (by the maximum principle, sinog — u is harmonic). Thus,
we have effectively obtained an approximationugk) with precisionO(2~" + &(n))
uniformly in n andx, which means thati is computable.

O
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