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APPROXIMATION CONVERGENCE IN THE INVERSE FIRST-PASSAGE
TIME PROBLEM
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The inverse first-passage time problem determines a boundary such that
the first-passage time of a Wiener process to this boundary has a given distri-
bution. An approximation which is based on the starting value of the bound-
ary to a smooth boundary by a piecewise linear boundary is given by equating
the probability of the first-passage time to a linear boundary and the incre-
ment of the distribution on each interval. We propose a modification of that
approximation which also approximates the starting value of the boundary.
First, we show that the approximation is well-defined when assuming that the
boundary is absolutely continuous. Second, we show that a subsequence of
this new approximation uniformly converges to the boundary when the length
of each interval of linear approximation goes to 0 asymptotically. The results
are obtained using Arzela-Ascoli theorem on any compact space on which
we further assume that the boundary admits uniformly dominated derivative.
As the starting value of the boundary is unknown, this makes the new ap-
proximation more suitable for applications. The results are also proved in the
first-passage time problem of a reflected Wiener process.

1. Introduction. The first-passage time (FPT) problem in statistics can at least be traced
back to the one-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov statistic for which the stochastic process is
equal to the difference between the true and empirical cumulative distribution function (cdf).
Explicit solutions of the distribution are only found for the linear boundary (see Doob (1949)
(Equation (4.2), p. 397) or Malmquist (1954) (p. 526)), the upper and lower linear boundary
(see Anderson (1960) (Theorem 5.1, p. 191)), the Daniels boundary (see Daniels (1969)),
a general boundary setup but which depends on asymptotic conditional expectations (see
Durbin (1985)), the one-sided square root boundary (see Novikov (1971)), the quadratic
boundary (see Salminen (1988)), the piecewise-linear boundary (see Wang and Potzelberger
(1997)) and the piecewise-specific boundary (Novikov, Frishling and Kordzakhia (1999))
where "specific" can refer to any of the aforementioned cases. Mehr and McFadden
(1965) consider a Gauss-Markov stochastic process. Lai (1974), Lai and Siegmund (1977),
Lai and Siegmund (1979), Gut (1974), Woodroofe (1976) and Woodroofe (1977) consider
the case when the stochastic process is a discrete-time sum of i.i.d. variables. Siegmund
(1986) develops tools to calculate FPT cdf when the stochastic process is a Wiener process
and discusses applications in sequential analysis. Matthews, Farewell and Pyke (1985) show
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that tests based on maximal score statistics involve the solution to a FPT problem of an
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. In survival analysis, Butler and Huzurbazar (1997) present a
Bayesian approach when the stochastic process is a semi-Markov process. In econometrics,
Abbring (2012) and Renault, Van der Heijden and Werker (2014) study mixed FPT where
the stochastic process is respectively a spectrally negative Levy process and the sum of a
Wiener process and a positive linear trend.

The inverse first-passage problem determines the boundary function such that the first-
passage time of a standard Wiener process to this boundary has a given distribution. Almost
50 years ago, A. Shiryaev, during a Banach center meeting in 1976, asked if one can deter-
mine a continuous boundary with exponential distribution, which is commonly referred as the
inverse Shiryaev problem. Dudley and Gutmann (1977) show the existence of a stopping time
with respect to a general stochastic process, but this stopping time is not a FPT. The existence
of lower semi-continuous solutions was established in Anulova (1981) for the FPT of a re-
flected Wiener process by compacity arguments in a discrete approximation of the boundary
and the distribution. When the distribution is non-atomic, Cheng et al. (2006) and Chen et al.
(2011) show the existence and uniqueness of the inverse first-passage problem for diffusions
by a transfer into a free boundary problem. For a general distribution, Ekstrém and Janson
(2016) show the existence and uniqueness for Wiener processes by discretizing an optimal
stopping problem. Beiglbock et al. (2018) consider a more general optimal stopping prob-
lem which yields existence and uniqueness as a by-product. Chen, Chadam and Saunders
(2022) study higher-order regularity properties of the solution of the inverse first-passage
problem. The uniqueness for reflected Wiener processes is shown by a discrete approxima-
tion argument along with stochastic ordering in Klump and Kolb (2023). The existence and
the uniqueness for Levy processes and diffusions are studied in Klump and Savov (2023).
There are other related papers. The problem was reformulated as a nonlinear Volterra inte-
gral equation in Peskir (2002a). Peskir (2002b) study the behavior in the neighborhood of 0.
Abundo (2006) consider extensions to the general diffusion process case.

As explicit solutions are only found in a few cases, the literature related to the inverse
first-passage problem relies heavily on approximation as in Zucca and Sacerdote (2009) and
Song and Zipkin (2011). Based on Wang and Potzelberger (1997), an approximation to a con-
tinuous boundary by a piecewise linear boundary is given by equating the probability of the
FPT to a linear boundary and the increment of the cdf on each interval in Zucca and Sacerdote
(2009). That approximation is based on the starting value of the boundary, which has to be
guessed in practice since it is unknown. Assuming that the FPT cdf is absolutely continuous
and the boundary is concave or convex, they prove that the error due to the approximation
does not explode but that it is dominated by the initial error. We propose a modification
of that approximation which also approximates the starting value of the boundary, which
makes it more suitable for applications. First, we show that the new approximation is well-
defined when the boundary is absolutely continuous. This is a rigorous result of Remark
3.2 in Zucca and Sacerdote (2009) which also shows that the starting value of the new ap-
proximation is well-defined. Also, we have more explicit assumptions than the cited paper
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who assumes that all regularity assumptions ensuring the existence of the objects introduced
and properties imposed are fulfilled. Second, we show that a subsequence of this new ap-
proximation uniformly converges to the boundary when the length of each interval of linear
approximation goes to 0 asymptotically. The results are obtained using Arzela-Ascoli theo-
rem on any compact space on which we assume that the boundary is absolutely continuous
with uniformly dominated derivative. The use of an asymptotic when the length of each in-
terval of linear approximation goes to 0 and the convergence result are new to the literature
on inverse FPT problem and important as they indicate that this new approximation can be
relatively safely used to approximate the unknown boundary when choosing a small length
in practice. The results are also proved in the FPT problem of a reflected Wiener process,
which are also new.

2. Setting and main results. We consider the complete stochastic basis B = (2, P, F, F),
where F is a o-field and F = (F});cr+ is a filtration. For ¢y > 0, A C RT and B C R such
that ¢y € A, we define the set of continuous functions with non-negative starting values at
time to as C; (A, B) = {h : A — B s.t. his continuous and h(ty) > 0}. We first give the
definition of the set of boundary functions. Since the approximation by a piecewise linear
boundary given in Wang and Potzelberger (1997) requires continuity of the boundary, we
restrict ourselves to the continuous boundary case.

DEFINITION 2.1. We define the set of boundary functions started at time tg > 0 as G =
C; (R, R)
to ? N

DEFINITION 2.2. We define the FPT of an F-adapted continuous process (Z;)icgr+
started at time ¢y > 0 to a boundary g € G as

(2.1) TZ =inf{t e RV s.t. Z, — Zy, > g(to +1)}.

We define an F-standard Wiener process as (W;)icr+. We will consider the two cases in the
following of this paper:

1. (Wiener process) Z; = W,
2. (reflected Wiener process) Z; = |Wy|

Since the stochastic process Z is continuous and F-adapted and the set generated by the
points above the boundary is optional, the first-hitting time TgZ is a F-stopping time by The-
orem 1.1.27 (p. 7) in Jacod and Shiryaev (2003). We define the cdf of Z as

z z
2.2) Py (t) = ]P’(Tg <t) forany ¢t > 0.

The basic assumption for the approximation by a piecewise linear boundary given in
Zucca and Sacerdote (2009) is that PgZ is absolutely continuous. Accordingly, the authors
assume that all regularity assumptions ensuring the existence of the objects introduced
and properties imposed are fulfilled. When ¢ is continuous, we know by Theorem 8.1 in
Ekstrém and Janson (2016) that PgZ is continuous. When ¢ is continuous with continuous
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derivative, we know by Lemma 3.3 in Strassen (1967) that PgZ is continuous with continuous
derivative. In fact, we can show that when g is absolutely continuous, then PgZ is absolutely
continuous.

ASSUMPTION A. We assume that ¢ is absolutely continuous on [tp,00) and that

ey . B
tggrolégt;og (t) >0if g(to) =0.

PROPOSITION 2.1.  We assume that Assumption A holds. Then, PgZ is absolutely contin-
uous on R,

Since PgZ (t) is absolutely continuous, there exists a pdf ng :RT — R* defined as

Zt)

dP,
(2.3) THOE flt(

By Proposition 2.1 along with Assumption A, there is no loss of generality in restricting

for any ¢ > 0.

ourselves to the absolute continuous cdf case.

DEFINITION 2.3. A function F : RT — [0,1] is a survival cdf if F' is nondecreasing,
absolutely continuous, i.e., with pdf f : R™ — R, defined as

(2.4) f(t) =
and satisfies F'(0) =0 and tlim F(t)=1.
—00

for any ¢ > 0,

The inverse first-passage time problem determines a boundary g € G such that
(2.5) ng(t) = f(¢t) forany t > 0.

As explicit solutions are only found in a few cases, the literature related to the inverse
first-passage problem relies heavily on approximations. Based on Wang and Pétzelberger
(1997) idea, an approximation to a continuous boundary by a piecewise linear boundary is
given in Zucca and Sacerdote (2009). More specifically, they consider a time discretization
tm = to + mA, where tg > 0 is the starting time, A > 0 is the length of each interval of
linear approximation and m € N. That approximation is based on the starting value of the
boundary, i.e., g(0). Since ¢(0) is unknown, it has to be guessed in practice. The driving
idea of their algorithmic approximation is to determine recursively the slope «,,, of the lin-
ear increment approximation on [t,,, t,,+1] by equating the probability of the FPT of W to
the approximation and the increment of the survival cdf, i.e., ftf;”“ f(s)ds. Although their
approximation works for any fixed A > 0, they do not propose any asymptotic result when
A — 0. First, we propose a modification of that approximation which also approximates the
starting value of the boundary, which makes it more suitable for applications. Second, we
consider an asymptotics where the length of each interval of linear approximation goes to 0,
ie, A— 0. Wedefine ty € E: as the final time where E: =R} Uoo and ty < ty. For any
n € N,, we consider a time discretization ¢}, = t{ +mA,, for any m € N such that t}}, <ty

tr—to) e, <o)+ 1t oo
wheret(’]‘:toandAn:(f °) “f;n} {ymee)

. We consider a discretization length in the
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order 2% so that we obtain that the time discretization is nested, i.e., for any 7}, and any [ > m
there exists a time tf,C such that ¢}, = tf,f. This is required in our proofs to prove that the limit
of a subsequence obtained by Arzela-Ascoli theorem satisfies Equation (2.5).

DEFINITION 2.4. For any n € N,, we define the subset of piecewise linear boundary
functions as

Gpr = {g € G s.t. g is linear on each interval [¢]},, ¢, 1] }

For any n € N,, we define the sequence of piecewise linear approximation of the boundary
g" € Gp recursively on m as

(2.6) ¢"(0) =ayg,

2.7) g"(u)=g"(ty,) + apq(u—tp,) forany u e (t), .t 1], meNst.t) | <ty

m)

with off € RS and o, € R for m # 0 satisfying

An
(2.8) P(T7Z, €[0,A,]) = f(s)ds,
0

(m+1)A,
(2.9) IP)(Tan € [mA,, (m+1)A,]) = / . f(s)ds forany m € Ns.t. ), <ty.

Equations (2.6)-(2.7) and Equation (2.9) correspond exactly to Equations (3.1)-(3.2) in
Zucca and Sacerdote (2009). The novelty in this paper is Equation (2.8) in which we de-
termine the approximation of the starting value of the boundary, i.e., off, by equating the
probability of the FPT of Z to a constant boundary equal to « and the increment of the
survival cdf on the first interval. The next lemma gives a more explicit form to o since the
only unknown value in Equation (2.11) is ag;. We define the probability of the FPT started at
time ¢{} to a constant boundary equal to « € R on [t},¢}] as G} : R} — R such that

(2.10) Gl(a)=1— /_O;O (1 exp (—Q(OéA—nwl)Oé)> exp;;zji)dxl'

LEMMA 2.1. For any n € N,, Equation (2.8) can be reexpressed as
An
2.11) Gn(an) — / F(s)ds = 0.
0

In the next lemma, we give a more explicit form to o} from Equation (2.9) based on the
known value of;. We define the probability of the FPT started at time ¢ from ag to a linear
boundary with trend « € R on [t},¢}] as G} : RT — R such that

ag+al,

21267 (0) = 1 _/ (1 exp (—2(048+04An —wl)ag))exp(—z_i)d:m'

o JANS TA,,

LEMMA 2.2. For anyn € N, and m =1, Equation (2.9) can be reexpressed as

A,
(2.13) Gt (al) — / f(s)ds=0.
0
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In the next lemma, we give a more explicit form to af from Equation (2.9) based on the
known values o and o). We define the probability of the FPT started at time ¢} from g™ (¢")
to a linear boundary with trend o € R on [¢7,t5] as G4 : RT — R such that

al+alA, al+(af+a)A,
(2.14) Gg(a)zl—/ / <1—exp<
—00

—00

(— o)y

n

—2(ag + (af + @) Ay, — x2) (o + A, — x1)>> exp

JANS TA,
(1 — exp ( 2(og + aif - $1)a8>) eXp(ﬂ__A%)d:md:Ez.

LEMMA 2.3. Foranyn € N, and m = 2, Equation (2.9) can be reexpressed as
2A,
Gyla)~ [ Flyds=o
0

In the lemma that follows, we give a more explicit form to %, from Equation (2.9) in the case
m > 2 based on known values (o} )k—=0,....m—1. For any m € N such that m > 2 and b1 <
tr, we define xo = 0 and the probability of the FPT started at time ¢, _; from 9”(7%—1) toa

linear boundary with trend o € R on [t "] as G : RT — R such that

m— 1’

. agtaiA,  rag+(ayt+ai)A, ag+(he, anta)A,

Gm(a):l—/ / / (1-
—0Q — 00 — 00

—2(af+ X ol + @) Ay — ) (af + D0 A, =z,
eXp( ( 0 (Zz_l ) A +1)( 0 Z_l )))

(x7n+1 Z'Tn

exp(— A 71_[
A, -

2(af + Zf+11 al Ay — zpq1) (g + Zle A, — )
exp(~ ‘ )
p(— (xk+1An1‘k)

(2.15)

dl‘ldxg e dme.

LEMMA 2.4.  For any n € Ny and any m € N such that m > 2 and t};, | <ty, Equation
(2.9) can be reexpressed as

mA,
2.16) G (o) — / F(3)ds =0.
0

With the same arguments as in the proofs of Lemmas 2.1-2.2-2.3-2.4, for any n € N, we can
define HY' as Hj : Rf — R and H], as H}' : R — R for any m € N, such that ¢}, <ty
which are defined in the same way as G}, for the reflected Wiener process. As the obtained
equations are much longer than in the Wiener process case, we do not report them. Our next
result establishes that the sequence o, is well-defined. This is a rigorous result of Remark
3.2 in Zucca and Sacerdote (2009). This also includes that af is well-defined, which is not
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treated in the cited paper. Moreover, we have more explicit assumptions than the cited paper
who assumes that all regularity assumptions ensuring the existence of the objects introduced
and properties imposed are fulfilled. The main idea of the proof is based on Equations (3.4)-
(3.5) from the cited paper.

PROPOSITION 2.2. We assume that Assumption [A] holds. For any n € N*, Equation
(2.8) defines a unique o € Ry and Equation (2.9) defines a unique o, € R for any m € N
such that t};, <ty.

We give our main result in the next theorem. This shows that a subsequence of the approx-
imation uniformly converges to the boundary when the length of each interval of linear ap-
proximation goes to 0 asymptotically. The results are obtained using Arzela-Ascoli theorem
on any compact space [to,?f], so we make the following assumption.

ASSUMPTION B. We assume that ¢y < co.

Finally, we assume that the boundary has a uniformly dominated derivative on [to,]. This
allows us to show that the «]}, are uniformly bounded, which in turn implies that the approx-
imated boundary is uniformly bounded and uniformly equicontinuous.

ASSUMPTION C. We assume that ¢/ () exists and is uniformly dominated on [to, %], i.e.

that sup |¢'(t)|< oc.
t€[to,ty]

THEOREM 2.5. We assume that Assumption [A], Assumption [B] and Assumption [C]
hold. Then, there exists a subsequence g"* of g" which converges uniformly to g on [to,t¢],

ie, sup |g™(t)—g(t)|— 0asn— .
t€lto,ty]

3. Proof that the approximation is well-defined. In this section, we prove that o}, is
well-defined. We start with the proof of Proposition 2.1, which extends the arguments from
the proof of Lemma 3.3 in Strassen (1967).

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.1. By Assumption [A], we have that g is absolutely con-
tinuous on [tg,00). Thus ¢ admits a derivative almost everywhere on [tg,0), i.e., there
exists a Lebesgue-negligible set N C [tp,00) such that g admits a derivative for any ¢ €
[to,00) — N. we define the set of linear transformation from A as N CR* such that t € N
if t +to € V. Since NV is a Lebesgue-negligible set, we have by construction that Nis a
Lebesgue-negligible set. We show now that PgW is absolutely continuous on R™. Since N
is a Lebesgue-negligible set, it is sufficient to show that PgW admits a derivative for any
t € R — N. It is then sufficient to show that P;V admits a derivative on any open inter-
val (u,v) where u € RT and v € RT satisfy u < v and (u,v) N N = &. We can show this
statement by extending the arguments from the proof of Lemma 3.3 in Strassen (1967) along
with the assumption that liminf ¢'(¢) > 0 if g(¢9) = 0 by Assumption [A]. The reflected

t—to,t>t0
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Wiener process case follows since the FPT of a reflected Wiener process to a linear boundary
is equal to the FPT of a Wiener process to a symmetric upper linear boundary and lower lin-
ear boundary when the boundary from the reflected Wiener process and the upper boundary

are equal.
O

DEFINITION 3.1. We define the transition pdf of the stochastic process Z at time ¢ con-
strained by the absorbing boundary g over [s, t| given that Z, = y as pf (t,x | s,y) such that

0
A z
(3.1) Py (t,x\s,y):awIP’(Zt<x,Tg >t|Zs=vy)

with x < g(t), t > s> 0and y < g(s) given and fixed.

In the following lemma, we give the pdf and the transition pdf for the FPT of a Wiener
process to a linear boundary. This is a consequence to Doob (1949) (Equation (4.2), p. 397),
Malmquist (1954) (p. 526) and Durbin (1971) (Lemma 1).
LEMMA 3.1. We assume that
g(t) = agt + g for any t > 0,

where tg > 0, ag € RS, a1 € R, 2o € R such that g(to) > xo. We have that the pdf is equal
to

— +ai(t —tg) — 1‘0)2
3.2 Wt tg,x :Mex _(ao .
©2) fo' (t1t0,0) 2r(t —to)? p< 2(t —to) )
The transition pdf is equal to
(z1=w0)*

~2(g(t) — 21)(g(to) — w0) \\ P i)
3.3) WV (ty, 21 | to, z0) = (1 —e SO TE
(3.3)py (t1,71 [ to, 7o) ( xp< P— )) Sty — fo)

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.1. Equation (3.2) is obtained in Doob (1949) (Equation (4.2), p.
397) or Malmquist (1954) (p. 526). Equation (3.3) follows from Durbin (1971) (Lemma
1). O

In the following lemma, we give the pdf and the transition pdf for the FPT of a Wiener
process to a continuous piecewise linear boundary. Equation (3.5) is already available in
Wang and Potzelberger (1997) and Zucca and Sacerdote (2009) (Section 2.1.3, pp. 1323-
1324)

LEMMA 3.2. We assume that
g(t) = ot + B, foranyt € [t;—1,t;]
with t; = iA + tg, where tg > 0, A > 0 and o, 5; € R satisfying c; 11 + Biv1ti = a; + Bit;

so that the boundary is continuous. We can reexpress the transition pdf as

n
(3.4 py (t1,21,- - tn, T | to, 20) = Hpgv(ti,wi | tio1,2i1),
i=1
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with (x1,Z9,...,2,) € R" and x; < g(t;) fori=1,...,n and xo < g(to) where ty < t; <
to <... <ty are given and fixed. We can reexpress the transition pdf with an explicit expres-

sion as
- ti — Xy ti_ — Xi—
(3-5)plg/v(t17$17"'7tna$n |t07$0 H 1_eXp (g( ) )(g( 1) 1))))
ey ti —ti1
exp(— (;(t _g;ll)) )
om(t; —ti1)
We can deduce that
(3.6) P(Wy, € Ch,..., Wy, € Cp, Ty >ty | Wy, = 20)

/ /pg (t1, 21, s tn, T | to, 20)d21 -
Cy

for any Borel set C; C (—o0, g(t;)] withi=1,...,n

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.2. Equation (3.4) is obtained by Definition (3.1) and follows by in-
duction with conditional probability formula. Then, Equation (3.5) can be deduced by plug-
ging Equation (3.3) into Equation (3.4). Finally, Equation (3.6) is a direct consequence of
Equation (3.5). O

In the following lemma, we give the pdf for the FPT of a reflected Wiener process to a linear
boundary. This is based on the explicit solution from Anderson (1960) (Theorem 5.1, p. 191)
for the FPT to an upper linear boundary and a lower linear boundary. This is due to the fact
that the FPT of a reflected Wiener process to a linear boundary is equal to the FPT of a
Wiener process to a symmetric upper linear boundary and lower linear boundary when the
boundary from the reflected Wiener process and the upper boundary are equal. Note that we
could deduce the transition pdf and transition pdf for the piecewise linear boundary with the
same arguments as for the proofs of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2.

LEMMA 3.3. We assume that
g(t) = ait + g for any t > 0,

where tg > 0, ag € RS, a1 € R, zg € R such that g(to) > xo. We have that the pdf is equal
to

3.7 [ (to | to,z0) =0,

2
(3.8) fW'(tlto,xo)z(t_t0)3/2¢(0‘1t+to‘_°t Z{4r+1 to — o)
=0

e—(87’(r+1)(oe0—xo))(alt—i-ao—:co)/t) - (47, + 2)(&0 - -Z'O)

e~ (4(r+1)(2r+1) (a0 —zo) (a1 (t—to)+ao—z0)/(t—t0)) } for any t > to,

where ¢ is defined as the standard Gaussian density function.
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PROOF OF LEMMA 3.3. We first consider the FPT of a Wiener process to an upper linear
boundary and a lower linear boundary. We first assume that the boundary is upper linear and
lower linear, i.e., that

g(t) = (y2 + dat,y1 + 61t),

where v; > 0, v2 < 0, 1 > d5 and not 61 = do = 0. By Anderson (1960) (Theorem 5.1, p.
191), we have that the FPT pdf is equal to

39  f(0)=0,

g
3.10) flV(t)= tg% [qﬁ(&lt%’” ) {(@r+ 13 —20y)
r=0

e~ 2r/t)(ry1 —(r+1)72) (81 t+v1— (82t+72))

—(2(r + 1)1 — 2ry9)e” CUFD/H(r+m —T’Yz)(51t+’Y1—(52t+'Yz))}

+¢(52t\;;w ) TZ:;) {(27"71 —(2r+1)y2)

e~ CUr+1)/O)((r+1)y1 =r72) (S1t+71 = (82t+72))

—(2(r + 1)1 — 2ryg)e” G/ =(r+1)72) (G147 —(92492)) }]
for any ¢ > 0. Now we assume that the boundaries are symmetric, i.e., that g = (—aqt —
ap, a1t + ap) where a; € R and D € R . From Equations (3.9)-(3.10), we can deduce that

31D V(0 =0,

2 art + «
Wy — & o220 —(8r(r+1)ao)(art+ao)/t)
(3.12) fg ()= Y o( 7 ) TEZO {(47" + 1)age

— (47 + 2)ape” A Er+)ao (O‘lt+o‘°)/t)} for any ¢ > 0.

From Equations (3.11)-(3.12) and since the FPT of a reflected Wiener to a linear boundary is
equal to the FPT of a Wiener process to a symmetric upper linear boundary and lower linear
boundary when the boundary from the reflected Wiener process and the upper boundary are
equal, we can deduce Equations (3.7)-(3.8).

O

The next lemma gives the transition pdf for a FPT of a Wiener process W at time t;,, , ;
constrained by the absorbing boundary ¢g" over [t} , ¢} ] given that W; = = x,.

LEMMA 3.4.  For anyn € Ny and any m € N such that t},, | <ty we have

—2(g"( :Ln-i—l) — Tm1) (9" (th,) — Tm) )>

DAY (Hgrs @1 | s om) = (1= exo 3
n

exp(— el

T,

(3.13)
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PROOF OF LEMMA 3.4. Equation (3.13) can be obtained directly from Equation (3.3) in
Lemma 3.1. [l

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.1. We have that
P(T) €[0,A,]) =P((T > A,))
=1-P(T, > Ay)
=1-P(Wy — W) € (—00,a5], Tox > Ay)

ag
=1- / p(% (17,1 | tg,0)dxy
—00
2
—2(af —x1)al}  exp(—x-)

A, ) 7TAn dzy

n

(3.14) :1—/%(1—exp(

—00

where we use the fact that 7, ,KO/ > 0 a.s. by Definition 2.2 along with the completeness of the
filtration F' in the first equality, elementary probability facts in the second equality, the fact
that TW C{(Win —Wy) € (—o0,ag ]} in the third equality, Equation (3.6) from Lemma 3.2
in the fourth equality and Equation (3.13) from Lemma 3.4 in the fifth equality. Finally, we
can deduce Equation (2.1) by plugging Equation (2.8) into Equation (3.14). O
PROOF OF LEMMA 2.2. We have that
C
P(T) €[0,An) =P((Ty! > An)”)
=1-P(T)" > Ay)
=1 ]P’((Wﬁlz — th) S (—OO,gn(t?)],To‘;g > An)

g™ (t7)
=1- / p?ﬁ(t?,xl | tg,0)dxy

g™ (t7) —2(a™(t") — x n(gn eXp( x? )
=1 —/ (1 —exp( (9" I)A Vg 0))) _WAA” dxy
al+atA, —2(a + a"A o —21)08 eXp( x2)
(3.15) =1- / (1 — exp( (ag 1A 1) ))) WAAH diy

where we use the fact that 7T, ;l/ > 0 a.s. by Definition 2.2 along with the completeness of the
filtration F' in the first equality, elementary probability facts in the second equality, the fact
that )% C {(Wip — Wy ) € (=00, g"(t7)]} in the third equality, Equation (3.6) from Lemma
3.2in the fourth equality, Equation (3.13) from Lemma 3.4 in the fifth equality and Equations
(2.6)-(2.7) in the sixth equality. Finally, we can deduce Equation (2.1) by plugging Equation
(2.8) into Equation (3.15). O

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.3. We have that

P(T)) € [An,2A,])) =P (T < An, Ty > 2A,)%)
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=1-P (T} <An, Th. >2A,)
=1-P (T <Ay) —P(Th. >2A,)
=1-P(0< Ty <A,) —P(Ty. >2A,)

(3.16) :1—/ " f(s)ds— P (T > 24,)
0

where we use elementary probability facts in the first and second equalities, the fact that
{Tg‘f < A,} and {Tg‘ﬁ > 2A,,} are disjoint events in the third equality, the fact that 7, ;l/ >0
a.s. by Definition 2.2 along with the completeness of the filtration F in the fourth equality,
Equation (2.8) in the fifth equality. Also, we have that

P (Ty. >2A,) =P(Wip — Wig ) € (—00, g™ (t1)], Wiy — Wyg) € (=00, g™ (5)],
Ty > 2A,)

g o) . .
:/ / pgn(tl,l’l, 2,$2|t0,0)d$1dl’2
—oo —oo

& (t3
:/ / p?ﬁ(t?,xg | t’f,wl)p?f(t?,wl | tg,0)dzdxs

/g (1) /9 ™ (ty)
(— Lzl

2(g" (1) — 2)(g" (1) —331)))‘3XP ~ A,
A, A,

—2(gn(t?)A_nxl)gn(t6L) )) eXp(_A_ln) d$1d$2

VT A,
al+alA, rajt+(al+ai)A,
(3.17) = / / (1 —exp(

—0o0 —0o0

— exp(

(1 —exp(

(- ek

—2(af + (o} +aB)A, —xg)(ag—i—a’fAn—xl)))exp .
An TA,
—2(afl + af A, — 7)ol exP(—35)

A
» " dxyd
JAVS ) TA, T,

(1 — exp(
where we use the fact that
{Th. > 20} C{(Wiy — Wiy) € (—00, g™ (t1)], Wiy — Wi ) € (—00, 9" (t5)]}

in the first equality, Equation (3.6) in the second equality, Equation (3.4) in the third equality,
Equation (3.13) from Lemma 3.4 in the fourth equality and Equations (2.6)-(2.7) in the fifth
equality. Finally, we can deduce Equation (2.15) by plugging Equation (3.17) and Equation
(2.9) into Equation (3.16). ]

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.4. We have that

P(T)" € [mAn, (m+1)A]) =P ((Ty. <mAy,, Th > (m+1)A,)°)
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=1-P (T <mA,, Tyo > (m+1)A,)
=1-P (T <mA,) =P (T > (m+1)A,)
=1-P(0< Ty <mA,) —P (T > (m+1)A,)

mA,
(3.18) = 1—/ f(s)ds =P (Tyn > (m+1)A,)
0

where we use elementary probability facts in the first and second equalities, the fact that
{Tg‘f <mA,} and {Tg‘,f > (m+1)A,} are disjoint events in the third equality, the fact that
Tgvl/ > 0 a.s. by Definition 2.2 along with the completeness of the filtration F' in the fourth
equality, Equations (2.8)-(2.9) in the fifth equality. Also, we have that

P(Ty > (m+1)A,) =P(Wyy — Wyy) € (=00, g™ (t1)], Wiy — W) € (—00, 9" (3)],- .-,
(Win ., — Wig) € (—00,9"(tm11)], Ton > (m +1)Ay,)

m+1

g (tn g (tn 9" tm+1) W
n n n
/ / / pgn(t1,$1,t2,$2,...,tm+1,$m+1

tOv )dl’ldlﬂg e dl’m+1

g (tn g (tn g t::r#l m W "
/ / / Hpg" (tk+17$k+1 |ty k)

k=0
dmldazg e dmm+1

g"(ty) g (t3) g ()
:/ / / [Ja-

k=0
—2(g™(t} 1) — Teg1) (g™ (t]) — 1)
exp( A )
(l‘k+1—1‘k)2
exp(—T
n L driday. .. dzma,
A, T1aX2 Tm+1
ag+apldn ragt(ar+ag)An SN ap A, M
= / / / [Ja-
—00 —00 —00 k=0
—2(@6‘+Zf+110z"A — Zp41)(af —I—Z Lol Ay — x)
exp( A )
exp(—end

(3.19)

dridzsy...dxy,q,
A, T1aX2 Tm+1

where we use the fact that

{Tg > (m+1)An} C {(Wyy — W) € (—00,¢"(11)], (Wey — Wig) € (=00, 9" (3)], -,

(Win = Wig) € (—00,g" (th,41)]}

in the first equality, Equation (3.6) in the second equality, Equation (3.4) in the third equality,
Equation (3.13) from Lemma 3.4 in the fourth equality and Equations (2.6)-(2.7) in the fifth
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equality. Finally, we can deduce Equation (2.16) by plugging Equation (3.19) and Equation
(2.8) into Equation (3.18). [l

The next lemma will be useful in showing the existence and unicity of agj, i.e., in the proof
of Proposition 2.2. This basically states that the probability of the FPT started at time ¢ to
a constant boundary on [t, 1], i.e., Gfj or H[, is a strictly decreasing bijection from R} to
(0,1).

LEMMA 3.5. For any n € N, we have that G} and H{} are continuous and strictly de-
creasing bijections from R to (0,1).

PROOF. From Equation (2.10), we can see that Gj is continuous, and admits a derivative
which is negative for any n € N,.. Thus we have that G} is strictly decreasing. We also have
that Gfj (o) — 1 as @ — 0 and G} (a) — 0 as o« — oo, thus G{} is continuous a bijection from
R to (0,1). We can prove the case H{ with the same arguments. U

The next lemma is the counterpart of Lemma 3.5 when considering G, and H]' for any
n € N, and any m € N, such that ¢, <ty.

LEMMA 3.6. For any n € N, and any m € N such that t}, <ty we have that G}, and
H are continuous and strictly decreasing bijections from R to (0, f;ZO f(s)ds).

PROOF. From Equations (2.12)-(2.14)-(2.15), we can see that G}, is continuous, and ad-
mits a derivative which is negative for any n € N, and any m € N, such that ¢}, <ty. Thus we
have that G7, is strictly decreasing. We also have that G]., (a) — fr:z f(s)ds as a — —o0
and G}, (o) — 0 as a — oo, thus G}, is continuous a bijection R to (0, f;z f(s)ds). We
can prove the case H" with the same arguments. O

The following lemma shows the almost everywhere positivity of f when we assume that
Assumption [A] holds.

LEMMA 3.7.  We assume that Assumption [A] holds. Then, we have that f is positive on

R almost everywhere.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.7. To prove Lemma 3.7, it is sufficient by Borel arguments to prove
that
(m+1)A,
(3.20) 0< / f(s)ds
mA,
for any n € N, and by induction on m € N such that ¢}, <t,. We start with the m = 0 case,
1.e.,

A,
(3.21) 0</ f(s)ds.
0
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We define the maximum of the absolute boundary g on [to, 7] as
g+:= sup |g(t)].
t€lto,ty]
By Assumption [A], we have that g is continuous on [tg, ], and since it is a compact space
it implies that g, < co. By Definition 2.2, we can deduce that Tf < TgZ+ a.s.. Thus, we can
deduce that

(3.22) P(TZ, €[0,A,])) <P(T7 €[0,A,)).

Since ]P’(Tg+ €[0,A,]) = G§(g+) or IP’(T?+ €[0,A,]) = Hi(g+), we obtain by Lemma
3.5 that ]P’(TgZ+ € [0,A,]) > 0. Then, we can deduce Equation (3.21) since f is equal to
the density of Tg by Equation (2.2) and Equation (2.5). The m > 0 case follows since by
Assumption [A], we have that g admits a derivative almost everywhere which implies that
]P’(TgZ € [mA,, (m+1)A,]) > 0.

0

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.2. For any n € N,, we prove Proposition 2.2 by induction
on m € N such that ¢}, <1;. We start with the m = 0 case, i.e., we show that o € R} is
well-defined. By Lemma 3.7 along with Assumption [A] we can deduce that

A,
(3.23) 0< / f(s)ds < 1.
0
From Expression (3.23) and Lemma 2.1, we can then deduce that
(3.24) 0<Gi(ag) <land 0 < Hy (o) < 1.

Finally, an application of the intermediate value theorem together with Lemma 3.5 and Ex-
pression (3.24) provides the existence and uniqueness of aff € R;. We consider now the
m > 0 case, i.e., we show that ), € R is well-defined. By Lemma 3.7 along with Assump-
tion [A] we get

(m+1)A, 400
(3.25) 0< / f(s)ds < / f(s)ds.
mA, mA,
From Expression (3.25) and Lemmas 2.2-2.3-2.4, we can deduce that
+oo +oo
(3.26) 0< G (am) < / f(s)dsand 0 < Hy; (o) < f(s)ds.
mA, mA,

To conclude, an application of the intermediate value theorem along with Lemma 3.6 and
Equation (3.26) provides the existence and uniqueness of o], € R. O

4. Proof of approximation convergence. In this section, we show that a subsequence
of the approximation uniformly converges to the boundary when the length of each interval
of linear approximation goes to 0 asymptotically. The proof goes in two steps. First, we show
that the approximation uniformly converges to some boundary g € G using Arzela-Ascoli
theorem on any compact space [to,t¢]. Second, we show that g(t) = g(t) for any t € [to, t¢].
In what follows, we give the definition of uniform boundedness and uniform equicontinuity,
and the Arzela-Ascoli theorem.
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DEFINITION 4.1. The sequence g" € G}, defined on the interval [to,ty] is uniformly
bounded if there is a constant number M > 0 such that
@.1) sup  [g"(t)] < M.
t€(to,ts],nEN
DEFINITION 4.2.  The sequence ¢" € Gp; defined on the interval [t,t] is uniformly
equicontinuous if, for every € > 0, there exists a § > 0 such that
(4.2) sup g™ (t) — g"(s)l| <e.
t,s€[to,ts],|t—s|<dneEN*
THEOREM 4.3 (Arzela-Ascoli theorem).  If the sequence g" € G}, defined on the inter-

val [to,t¢] is uniformly bounded and uniformly equicontinuous, then there exists a subse-

quence which converges uniformly to some g € G defined on the interval [to,t¢].

In the following proposition, we show that if we assume that the «], are uniformly
bounded, then the sequence ¢g" is uniformly bounded and uniformly equicontinuous.

PROPOSITION 4.1. We assume that Assumption [A] and Assumption [B] hold. If we
also assume that the o), are uniformly bounded, i.e.,

4.3) sup |an,| <K,
neN

m=0,---,27
the sequence g™ is uniformly bounded and uniformly equicontinuous, i.e., it satifies Equations
(4.1)-(4.2).

PROOF. We start with the proof of Equation (4.1). By algebraic manipulation, we can
rewrite Equations (2.6)-(2.7) as

m

44 g"(u) =af + Ap > o + oy (u—1th),u€ (th.tr ], meNsL R | <ty
=1

We obtain that for u € (¢}

m

sty 1),m € Nsuch that ¢, | <t/ that

m
19" ()] < ]+ A S ] + | (u — 12
=1
m+1
<lafl+ A > [a?|
i=1
2TL
<lapl+An) |}
=1
<log|+(ty —to) sup |of|
':??Ngn
<1+ (ty—to)) sup |of
neN

i=0,--- 2T

<(1+(tr —t))K,
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where we use the triangular inequality in the first inequality, the fact that u € (¢}t ]
in the second inequality, Assumption [B] in the third equality, the definition of A,, in the
fourth equality and Equation (4.3) in the last inequality. We have thus shown that Equation
(4.3) = Equation (4.1). We now prove Equation (4.2). We consider any arbitrarily small

€ > 0. Accordingly, we set

€

4.5 0=—.
(4.5) Ve
For any t € [to, ], we define the corresponding m;® such that ¢ € [t} ¢}, ]. From Equa-
tion (4.4), we can deduce that

my
(4.6) g () = af + A af +ap (E—th).

i=1
Thus, for any tg < s <t <ty such that
4.7 |t —s| <.
We have that

my my

ag + Ay ZO‘? + O‘Zzyﬁ-l(t - t%y) — (o +An ZO‘? + O‘Zz;ﬁﬂ(s - t%n))
i=1 i=1

9" (8) = 9" (s)] =

my
= |0 D7 ol g a(t— ting) = Qg (5~ tiy)

i=m?
<|t—s| sup [af]
neN
=0, ,2"
<K|t—s|,
<e,

where we use Equation (4.6) in the first equality, algebraic manipulation in the second equal-
ity and the first equality, Equation (4.3) in the second inequality, Equation (4.5) and Ex-
pression (4.7) in the last inequality. We have thus shown that Equation (4.3) =—> Equation
(4.2). O

In the following proposition, we show that if we assume that Assumption [A], Assumption
[B] and Assumption [C] hold, then we have that the o]}, are uniformly bounded.

PROPOSITION 4.2. We assume that Assumption [A], Assumption [B] and Assumption
[C] hold. Then, we have that the o}, are uniformly bounded, i.e., Equation (4.3) is satisfied.

PROOF. We define the bound as
(4.8) K =sup( sup [g(t)|, sup |g'(t)])-
tE(to,ts] te(to,ty]
Since we have that ¢, is finite by Assumption [B] and that g is continuous on the compact
space [t,ts] by Assumption [A], we can deduce that

sup | g(t) [< oo.
t€[tosty]
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We can also obtain by Assumption [C] that
sup |g'(t) |< .
t€ltotf]
Thus, we can deduce that K < co. Moreover, K does not depend on n or m by definition.
Then, to prove Proposition 4.2 it is sufficient to show that Equation (4.3) is satisfied with K
defined in Equation (4.8). For any n € N,, we consider a proof by induction on m € N such

that ¢}, <. We start with the case m =0, i.e., we show that oy < K. By Definition 2.2, we
can deduce that Tg < Ti a.s.. Thus, we can deduce that

P(TZ €0,A]) <P(TZ €0, A,)).

By Equations (2.2)-(2.3), the above inequality can be reexpressed as
A’Vl
]P’(TgZ+ €0,A,)) < ng(s)ds.
0

By Equation (2.5), the above inequality can be reexpressed as

A’Vl
]P’(Tf+ €[0,A,]) < f(s)ds.
0

By Equation (2.8), the above inequality can be reexpressed as
P(TZ €[0,A,]) <P(TZ, €1[0,An]).
By Equation (2.10) and Lemma 2.1, the above inequality can be reexpressed as
Go(9+) < Gg(ag),

or Hi(9+) < H(af). Since we have that G} and H_ are continuous and strictly decreasing
bijections from R} to (0,1) by Lemma 3.5, we can deduce that off < g, which implies
oy < K. We consider now the case m = 1, i.e., we show that | af |< K. We define the
maximum of the absolute boundary derivative ¢’ on [to, ] as

gy = sup |gd®)].
teto /]

For t > t, we define the linear boundary started at g(to) with trend ¢/, and —¢/, as respec-
tively g(t) = g(to) + ¢’ (t — to) and g(t) = g(to) — ¢/, (t — to). By Definition 2.2, we can
deduce that Tg < Tf < TEZ a.s.. Thus, we can deduce that

P(TZ € [0,A,)) <P(T7 € [0, An]) <P(TS € [0,A,)).

By Equations (2.2)-(2.3), the above inequalities can be reexpressed as

An
]P’(ng €0,A,]) < ng (s)ds < P(Tg €0,A,]).
0 9

By Equation (2.5), the above inequalities can be reexpressed as

A,
P(TZ €[0,An]) < / f(s)ds <P(TZ €[0,A]).
) g
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By Equation (2.9), the above inequalities can be reexpressed as
P(TZ € [0,A,]) <P(Ty. € [0, An]) <P(T] € [0,A)).
By Equation (2.12) and Lemma 2.2, the above inequalities can be reexpressed as
G1(dy) < GT(af) < GT(—d),

or H'(¢,) < H{'(a}) < HP'(—¢/,). Since we have that G and H}' are continuous and
strictly decreasing bijections from R to (0, [ Ifo f(s)ds) by Lemma 3.6, we can deduce that
| o |< ¢/, which implies | of |< K. By Equation (2.12) and Lemma 2.2, the above inequal-
ities can be reexpressed as

GT(g}) < Gi(af) < GT(—g}),

or Hi(¢".) < Hi(a}) < H'(—g'.). Since we have that G} and H}' are continuous and
strictly decreasing bijections from R to (0, [ ; OO f(s)ds) by Lemma 3.6, we can deduce that
| af |< ¢/, which implies | of |< K. We consider now the case m = 2, i.e., we show that
| a4 |< K. For t > t(, we define the boundary which is equal to g on [t{}, t}'] and linear with
trend ¢/, and —¢/, for ¢t >t} as respectively

g(t) =g(t) for any ¢ € [tg, t7]
g(t) =g(t7) + gy (t — 1) for any t > ¢}
and
g(t) = g(t) for any ¢ € [tg, t7]
g(t) = g(t7) — g/, (t — t}) for any t > 7.
By Definition 2.2, we can deduce that Tg < TgZ < TEZ a.s.. Thus, we can deduce that
P(TZ € [An,20,]) <P(TZ € [An,24,)) < IP(TQZ € [An,2A,]).

By Equations (2.2)-(2.3), the above inequalities can be reexpressed as

24,
P(TZ € [An,2A,)) g/ fZ(s)ds <P(T7 € [An,2A)).
N g

By Equation (2.5), the above inequalities can be reexpressed as

24,
P(TZ € [A,,20,)) < / F(s)ds <B(TZ € [A,,20,)).
N g

By Equation (2.9), the above inequalities can be reexpressed as
P(TZ € [An,2A,]) < P(T7. € [An,24,]) <P(Ty € [An, 2A,)).
By Equation (2.14) and Lemma 2.3, the above inequalities can be reexpressed as
G3(d) < Gy (o) < G3(—4)),

or Hy(¢") < Hy(ah) < Hy(—g',). Since we have that Gj and HY are continuous and
strictly decreasing bijections from R to (0, f;ero f(s)ds) by Lemma 3.6, we can deduce that
| oy |< ¢/, which implies | oy |[< K. The case with m > 2 follows with the same arguments.

U
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The following corollary is an application of Arzela-Ascoli theorem.

COROLLARY 4.1. We assume that Assumption [A], Assumption [B] and Assumption
[C] hold. Then, there exists a subsequence g"* of g which converges uniformly to some
g € G defined on the interval [to,t5].

PRrROOF. This is an application of Theorem 4.3 (Arzela-Ascoli theorem) along with Propo-
sition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2. U

The following lemma gives a.s. convergence of Tfﬁ L7z, <t;—4,) to 1) hZ rz<y, 4} When
h™ converges uniformly to h on [tg,ts]. For the proof of convergence, we only require the
convergence in distribution.

LEMMA 4.1. For any sequence h" € G" which converges uniformly on [to,t¢] to
some h € G satisfying Assumption A, we have that Tfnl (TZ,<t;—t,} converges a.s. 1o
Tf 1(rz<t, t,}- As a by-product, we deduce that Tgn converges in distribution to Tf on

[to.ty].

PROOF. To prove that Tfnl{T’zn <t;—t,} converges a.s. to Tfl{T}z <t;—t,}» it 1s sufficient
to show that for any arbitrarily small € > 0 there exists N, € N such that for any n € N, with
n > N, we have a.s.

4.9) Tg"l{Tz S<tp—to} — Tgl{TfStf—to} se

hT
As h™ converges uniformly to i on [to, ], we have that for any €}, > 0, there exists N, € N
such that for any n € N, with n > N, we have
(4.10) sup | A" (t) — h(t) |< ep.
t€[to,ts]
We set the value of €}, as

4.11) eh:1 sup |Zy — h(t)|.

2 T2 <u<TZ be<t —ty
First, we can see that ¢; defined in Equation (4.11) is positive. Second, we have that a.s. Z;
first hits 2™ on [TZ — €, T + €], i.e., we have shown that TZ, € [T — ¢, TZ + €| whenever
Equation (4.10) holds with €; from Equation (4.11). Thus, we have shown Equation (4.9)

with N, = N, . O

We consider a discretization length in the order 2i so that we obtain that the time discretiza-
tion is nested, i.e., for any ]}, and any [ > m there exists a time tfk such that t7 = tfk. This is
required to prove the following lemma which in turn will be used to prove that the limit of a
subsequence obtained by Arzela-Ascoli theorem satisfies Equation (2.5).

LEMMA 4.2. We assume that Assumption [A] holds. For any n € N,, any | € N, with
I >nandany m € Ns.t. t, | <ty, the approximated boundary satisfies
t7n+1

(4.12) P (TZ € [ty ty11]) :/ f(s)ds.

1258
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PROOF. Forany n € N, any [ € N, with [ > n and any m € Ns.t. £, | <t;, we have

P (TZ € [t thi]) = > P(TZ € [ththa])

ieNs.ttr <tt <l <tm |

= Z /tti+1 f(s)ds

L
ieNs.t. tn, <ti <t <t i

m+1
bt
- / f(s)ds,

t

n o 4n — U 4l ; ; ;
where we use the fact that [t], 17 1] = U,cn s tn<ti<tl, <tn [t;,t; 1] since the time dis-

cretization is nested in the first equality, and Equations (2.8)-(2.9) in the second equality. [

We provide in what follows the proof of the main result of our paper, which shows that a
subsequence of the new approximation uniformly converges to the boundary when the length
of each interval of linear approximation goes to O asymptotically. This proof is based on
application of previously obtained results and shows that g(t) = g(¢) for any ¢ € [to,t].

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.5. By Corollary 4.1 along with Assumption [A]-Assumption
[B]-Assumption [C], there exists a subsequence ¢"* of ¢" which converges uniformly to
some g € G defined on the interval [to,t¢]. We first show that the density of fgz (t) = f(t)
for any ¢ € [0, — to]. By Borel arguments, it is sufficient to show that for any p € N, and
k=0,...,27 — 1 we have

(k+1)A,
(4.13) P(TZ € [kA,, (k+1)A)) :/ f(s)ds.
kA,
We have that
P(TZ € [kAy, (k+1)A,]) = JLIQOP(lek € [kAy, (k+1)A,])
(k+1)A,
= [ s
kA,

where the first equality corresponds to the convergence in distribution of Tank to T§Z by
Lemma 4.1 along with Assumption [A], and we use Lemma 4.2 in the second equality. Thus,
we have shown Equation (4.13), which implies that fgz (t) = f(t) for any t € [0,t — to].
Since there is uniqueness of the inverse first-passage problem by the papers mentioned in the
introduction, we can deduce that g(t) = g(t) for any ¢ € [to,t]. O
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