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ON THE SPEED OF CONVERGENCE OF DISCRETE PICKANDS CONSTANTS
TO CONTINUOUS ONES

KRZYSZTOF BISEWSKI AND GRIGORI JASNOVIDOV

Abstract: In this manuscript, we address open questions raised by Dieker & Yakir (2014), who pro-
posed a novel method of estimation of (discrete) Pickands constants H% using a family of estimators
€(T), T > 0, where a € (0,2] is the Hurst parameter, and § > 0 is the step-size of the regular discretiza-
tion grid. We derive an upper bound for the discretization error HY — Hg, whose rate of convergence
agrees with Conjecture 1 of Dieker & Yakir (2014) in case o € (0,1] and agrees up to logarithmic terms
for o € (1,2). Moreover, we show that all moments of £2(T) are uniformly bounded and the bias of the

estimator decays no slower than exp{—CT*}, as T becomes large.
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1. INTRODUCTION

For any a € (0,2] let {B,(t),t € R} be a fractional Brownian motion (later on, fBm) with Hurst

parameter H = «/2, that is, B,(t) is a centered Gaussian process with covariance function given by
1% 4[] — [t — 5|

pr— 2 5

In this manuscript we consider the classical Pickands constant defined by

Cov(Bu(t), Ba(s)) t,s e R, a€(0,2].

(1) Ho := lim lIE sup eV2Ba=1" 4 ¢ (0,00), «a€(0,2].
S—00 t€[0,9)

The constant H, was first defined by Pickands [30, 31] to describe the asymptotic behavior of the
maximum of stationary Gaussian processes. Since then, Pickands constants played an important role in
the theory of Gaussian processes, appearing in various asymptotic results related to the supremum; see
monographs [32, 33]. In [21], it was recognized that discrete Pickands constant can be interpreted as an
extremal index of a Brown-Resnick process. This new realization motivated generalization of Pickands
constants beyond the realm of Gaussian processes. We refer to [12, 13] for further references, who give
an excellent account of the history of Pickands constants, their connection to the theory of max-stable
processes and most recent advances in the theory.

While being omnipresent in the asymptotic theory of stochastic processes, to this date, the value of H,, is
known only in two very special cases: o = 1 and o = 2. In these cases, the distribution of the supremum
of process By, is well-known — Bj is a standard Brownian motion, while Bs is a straight line with random,

normally distributed slope. When « ¢ {1,2}, one may attempt to estimate the numerical value of H,
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from the definition (1) using Monte-Carlo methods. However, there is a number of problems associated

with this approach:

(i) Firstly, Pickands constant H, in (1) is defined as a limit S — 0o, so one must approximate it by
choosing some (large) S. This results in bias in estimation, which we call the truncation error.
The truncation error was shown to decay faster than S~ for any p < 1, [11, Corollary 3.1].

(ii) Secondly, for every a € (0,2), the variance of the truncated estimator blows up, as S — oo, i.e.

S—o0 S te[0,5]

lim Var {l sup exp{V2B,(t) — to‘}} = 0.

This can be easily seen by considering the second moment of % exp{V/2B,(S)—S%}. This directly
affects the sampling error (standard deviation) of the Crude Monte Carlo estimator. As S — oo,
one needs more and more samples to prevent its variance from blowing up.

(iii) Finally, there are no methods available for the exact simulation of sup;cpo g exp{V2B,(t) — t*}
for a ¢ {1,2}. One must therefore resort to some method of approximation. Typically, one
would simulate fBm on a regular d-grid, i.e. on the set 0Z for 6 > 0; cf. Eq. (2) below. This

approximation leads to a bias, which we call the discretization error.

In the following, for any fixed § > 0 we define the discrete Pickands constant

(2) ’Hi := lim lE sup eV/2Ba ()t , a€(0,2],
S—00 t€[0,5]s

where for a,b € R and & > 0 [a, b]s = [a,b] N 0Z. Additionally, we set 0Z = R, so that HY = H,. In light
of the discussion in item (iii) above, the discretization error equals to Hq — HS. We should note that
the quantity H? is well-defined and H? € (0, 00) for 6 > 0. Moreover, HS — Hq, as § — 0, which means
that the discretization error diminishes, as the size of the gap of the grid goes to 0. We refer to [12] for

the proofs of these properties.
J

)

They show [22, Proposition 3], that for all § > 0, and « € (0, 2]:

In recent years, [22] proposed a new representation of H?, which does not involve the limit operation.

2B (t)—|t|*
o B = =
where for § = 0 the denominator in the fraction above is substituted by fR eV2Ba(®)-1t1*q¢. In fact, the
denominator can be substituted with 7 Zte”z eV2Ba®)=1t* for any 77, which is an integer multiple of 9,
see [12, Theorem 2]. While one would ideally estimate H,, using 2, it is unfortunately unfeasible due to
the lack of exact simulation methods of €2 (see also item (iii) above). For that reason, the authors define

the ‘truncated’ version of random variable £, namely

i (1) o S Prel; VPO

= 5Zt€[_T7T}6 e\/iBa(t)_“‘a?

where for § = 0 the denominator in the fraction above is substituted by ffT eV2Ba(t)—[t|

dt. For any
6, T € (0,00), the estimator £ (T) is a functional of a fractional Brownian motion on a finite grid and, as
such, it can be simulated exactly; see e.g. [23] for the survey of methods of simulation of fBm. The side
effect of this approach is that the new estimator induces both the truncation and discretization errors

described in items (i) and (iii) above.
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In this manuscript we rigorously show that the estimator £3(T') is well-suited for simulation. In Theo-
rem 2.1, we address the conjecture about the asymptotic behavior of the discretization error between the
continuous and discrete Pickands constant for a fixed a € (0, 2], which was stated by the inventors of the
estimator 53, namely:

[22, Conjecture 1] For all a € (0,2] it holds, that %i_)r% 0250‘;/2%2 € (0, 00).
We establish that the conjecture is true when o = 1 and it is not true when a = 2; see Theorem 2.1(iii-
iv) below, where the exact asymptotics of the discretization error are derived in these two special cases.
Furthermore, in Theorem 2.1(i), we show that limsups_, 0~%/?(Ha — HS) € (0,00) for a € (0,1) and in
Theorem 2.1(ii) we show that H,, — H?, is upper-bounded by 6%/2 up to logarithmic terms for o € (1,2)
and all 6 > 0 small enough. These results support the claim of the conjecture for all « € (0, 2).
Secondly, we consider the truncation and sampling errors induced by € (7T"). In Theorem 2.3 we derive
a uniform upper bound for the tail of £ which implies that all moments of &2 exist and are uniformly
bounded in § € [0,1] . In Theorem 2.4 we establish that for any a € (0,2) and p > 1, the difference
IE(£(T))P — E(£2)P| decays no slower than exp{—CT}, as T — oo, uniformly for all § € [0,1]. This
implies that the truncation error of the Dieker-Yakir estimator decays no slower than exp{—C7T"} and
together with Theorem 2.3 they imply that §g(T ) has a uniformly bounded sampling error, i.e.
(4) sup Var {ﬁg(T)} < 00.

(6,7)€[0,1]x[1,00)

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present our main results and discuss their

extensions and relation to other problems. All the proofs are provided in Section 3.

2. MAIN RESULTS

In the following, we give an upper bound for H,, — H for all a € (0,1) U (1,2) for small § > 0. When
a € {1,2} we provide the exact asymptotics of the discretization error, as § — 0. Below, ( is the

Euler-Riemann zeta function.

Theorem 2.1. It holds, that
(i) for all v € (0,1) there exists C > 0 such that for all § > 0 sufficiently small,

Ho — HE < C5%/2;
(ii) for all o € (1,2) there exists C > 0 such that for all § > 0 sufficiently small,

Ho — HE < C6%2|log 6|12,

M-H (1))
V5 S VT

. . HQ - HQ o 1

() =% — =57

(iii) %1_1)1%

The exact asymptotic behavior of the discretization error, as 6 — 0 could be derived for a € {1,2}
because, in these cases, the explicit formulas for Hg are known. For convenience, we collect these results
in Proposition 2.2 below. In the following, ® is the cumulative distribution function of a standard

Gaussian random variable.

Proposition 2.2. [t holds, that
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() Hi=1, and H = <5exp {2§: w}>_l for all 6 > 0;

k=1 k

. 2 1
(i) Ha = =, and HS = s (@(5/\/5) - 5) for all § > 0.

In the following two results we establish an upper bound for the complementary cdf of £ and for the
truncation error discussed in item (i) in Section 1. These two results combined imply that the sampling
error of £3(T') is uniformly bounded in (5, T) € [0,1] x [1,00), cf. Eq. (4).

Theorem 2.3. For any o € (0,2) there exist positive constants C1,Co such that
P {{g > 3:} < Cre @ log? z
for all z > 1,6 € [0,1].

Evidently, Theorem 2.3 implies that all moments of £ are finite and uniformly bounded in § € [0,1] for
any fixed o € (0, 2).

Theorem 2.4. For any o € (0,2) and p > 0 there exist postive constants C1,Co such that
B{E@myr}-s{Er} <ceer
for all (6,T) € [0,1] x [1,00).

2.1. Discussion. We believe that finding the exact asymptotics of the speed of the discretization error
Ho—HS is closely related to the behavior of fractional Brownian motion around the time of its supremum.

We motivate this by the following heuristic:

H _7_[(5 :E{SuptERe

VEBa()— 1" _ gup, 5 eVZBa(O- It
03 sy V2B Ol

~E {A(5) _ SUDtes7, G, }
SRR

~E{A®6)} - Ha,

where A(6) is the difference between the supremum on the continuous and discrete grid, i.e. A(d) :=
supyer{vV2Ba(t) — [t} —sup,esz{V2Ba(t)—[t|*}. The first approximation above is due to the mean value
theorem and the second approximation is based on the assumption that A(§) and £ are asymptotically
independent, as § — 0. Now, we believe that A(§) ~ C6%/? due to self-similarity, where C > 0 is some
constant, which would imply that H, — HS ~ CH,0%/2. This heuristic reasoning can be made rigorous
in case @ = 1, when v/2B,(t) — [t|* is a Lévy process (Brownian motion with drift). In this case, the
asymptotic behavior of functionals such as E {A(d)}, as  — 0 can be explained by the weak convergence
of trajectories around the time of supremum to the so-called Lévy process conditioned to be positive, see
[25] for more information on the topic. In fact, Theorem 2.1(iii) can be proven using the tools developed
in [5]. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, there are no such results available for a general fractional
Brownian motion. Although, it is worth mentioning that recently [2] considered a related problem of
penalizing fractional Brownian motion for being negative.

A problem related to the asymptotic behavior of H, — Hg was considered in [6, 7], who have shown that

E supyejo1) Ba(t) — Esupycp 1), Ba(t), decays like 6%/2 up to logarithmic terms. We should emphasize
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that in Theorem 2.1, case o € (0, 1) we were able to establish that the upper bound for the discretization
error decays ezactly like §%/2. In light of the discussion above, we believe that the result and the proving
methodology of Theorem 2.1(i), could be useful in further research related to the discretization error for

fractional Brownian motion.

Discretization error for asymptotic constants in the ruin theory for Gaussian processes. Although ar-
guably most celebrated, Pickands constants are not the only constants appearing in the asymptotic theory
of Gaussian processes. Depending on the setting, other constants might appear. Among others, we dis-
tiguish: Parisian Pickands constants [14, 15, 26], sojourn Pickands constants [17, 19], Piterbarg-type
constants [3, 27, 32, 33], and generalized Pickands constants [10, 20]. Just like the classical Pickands
constants, their numerical values are known typically only in case o € {1,2}. In other cases, they need
to be estimated and one encounters problems described in items (i-iii) in Section 1. In particular, possi-
bility is an approximation by discretization. We believe, that under appropriate assumptions, using the
technique from the proof of Theorem 2.1(ii), one could derive upper bounds for the discretization error,

which are exact up to logarithmic terms.

Monotonicity of Pickands constants. Based on the definition (2), it is clear that for any a € (0,2), the
sequence {HS, H20, HL ...} is decreasing for any fixed § > 0. It is therefore natural to speculate that
&+ HS is a decreasing function. The explicit formulas for #{ and H$ given in Proposition 2.2 allow us

to give the positive answer to this question in these cases. Namely,

Corollary 2.5. 7—[‘15 and ’Hg are strictly decreasing functions with respect to 6 for all 6 > 0.

3. PROOFS

In this section we give proofs. Define for a € (0,2)
Zo(t) = V2B, (t) — |t|*, teR.

Assume that all considered random processes and variables are defined on a complete general probability
space () equipped with a probability measure P. Let C,Cq,Co,... be some positive constants that may

differ from line to line.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1 case o € (0,1). The proof of Theorem 2.1 in case a € (0, 1) is based on
the following three results. In what follows, 7 is independent of {Z,(t),t € R} and follows a standard

exponential distribution.

Lemma 3.1. For all o € (0,2)

HO2 )l = 5_1]P{ sup  Zo(t) <0, sup Zu(t—3-sgu(t)) +n< 0} .
t€s7\ {0} tes7\{0}

As a side note, we remark that the representation in Lemma 3.1 yields a straightforward lower bound
Hg{/z — Hg 2 5_1]P) {Supt€(5/2)z\{0} Za(t) + n < 0} fOI' all [ RS (0, 2), 5 > 0.

Lemma 3.2. For all o € (0,1) and § > 0

HO2 —HS <6TIPL sup Zo(t)+n <0y,
tes7\{0}
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Proposition 3.3. For any a € (0,2), there exists C > 0 such that

P{ sup Zu(t)+n <0y <Cite/?
t€57\{0}

for all 6 > 0 small enough.

Proof of Theorem 2.1, o € (0,1). Using the fact that ’Hg — Ha, as § | 0, we may represent the dis-

cretization error H, — Hg, as a telescopic series, that is

o0
5 2—(k+1)§ 2-k§
%Q—HQ:E Ho, - H, °.
k=0

Combining Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.3 we find that there exists Cy > 0 such that

Mo —HY <) Co(2770)/
k=0

for all 6 small enough. This completes the proof with C = 1_2679,1/2 O

We remark that if the upper bound in Lemma 3.2 holds also for a € (1,2), then the upper bound
in Theorem 2.1(i) would hold for all a € (0,2). The remainder of this section is devoted to proving
Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and Proposition 3.3.

In what follows, for any a € (0,2), let {X,(t),t € R} be a centered, stationary Gaussian process with

Var{X,(t)} = 1, whose covariance function satisfies

(5) Cov(Xa(t),Xa(0)) =1 —[t|* + o(|t|*), t—0.

Before we give the proof of Lemma 3.1, we introduce the following result.

Lemma 3.4. The finite-dimensional distributions of {u(Xa(u=?%) —u) | Xo(0) > u,t € R} converge

weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of {Z4(t) +n,t € R}, where n is a random variable inde-

pendent of {Z4(t),t € R} following a standard exponential distribution.

The result in Lemma 3.4 is well-known; see, e.g., [1, Lemma 2|, where the convergence of finite-dimensional

distributions is established on ¢t € R;. The extension to ¢t € R is straightforward.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. The following proof is very similar in its flavor to the proof of [4, Lemma 3.2]. From
[33, Lemma 9.2.2] and the classical definition of Pickands constant it follows that for any a € (0,2) and
0>0

20 — Tim i P {Supte[O,T}(g Xo(u=2/t) > u}
o Tl—I}clx; u1—>n;o T\I/(u)

)

where W(u) is the complementary cdf (tail) of the standard normal distribution and {X,,t € R} is the

process introduced above Eq. (5). Therefore,

P {maxte[O,T]é/z Xo(u=2t) > u, max;e(o,77 X, (u=?t) < u}

6/2 o § - 1 li
o™ = Mo = Jim T T (u)

Now, notice that we can decompose the event in the numerator above into a sum of disjoint events

1
— P Xo(u=2/%) > Xo(u=2/t) <
W) {fn] (W™50) > u, 1o Xa(u 5) <u
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= > Py omax Xo(u ) < Xo(uT07), max Xo(u o) Sul Xa(u¥7) > ugp.
7€[0,T]s 2 te[0.T]s)2 t€[0,T] s

Using the stationarity of the process X, the above is equal to

> ]P’{ max X, (u"%(t —7)) < X4(0), max Xo(u 2t —7)) < ul| Xa(0) > u}

te[0,T te[0,T
(0,752 (0,775 /2 (0,775

Applying Lemma 3.4 to each element of the sum above, we find that the sum above converges to

ZTE[O,T]5/2 U(r,T), as u — oo, where
U(r,T):=P Z(t—7)<0 7 (+— <ol
(r,7T) {teﬁ%ﬁ/z ot —7) < ’te&%{ﬁﬂ Wt—7)+n< }

5/2

We have now established that Ho/~ — HS, = limy_,0 5 Zre[O,TLm U(r,T). Clearly,

U(r,00) = U(0,00) = P Zo(t) <0, Zot — % <0b.
(r.00) =U(0.00) = P{ _ mx  Zu(0) <0, max Zolt~ §-sen(0) 40 <0}

We will now show that 7—[5/ S H? is lower bounded and upper bounded by 6~'U(0, 00), which will

complete the proof. For the lower bound see that

H/? — H6>hm— Z U(r,00),

where the limit is equal to 71U(0, 00) because the sum above has [T(6/2)7!] elements, half of which is
equal to 0 and the other half is equal to U(0,00). In order to show the upper bound consider ¢ > 0. For
any 7 € (¢T, (1 — ¢)T)5/o we have

T)<U(T,e):=P Z,(t) <0, Z(t <0y.
U(ﬂ )< UTe) { (—2?5)%)5/2 ®) OtG(II;%?;T)J ()+77_0}

Furthermore, we have the following decomposition

Hfﬁ/Q—Hg:hml Y uen+ Y v+ Y U@ |,

Tooo T\ cormoni. re(8/2)2n 1o re(8/2)2n 1
where I_ :=[0,eT], Iy := (T, (1 —¢)T), I+ := [(1 — ¢),T]. The first and the last sum can be bounded
by their number of elements [e7(5/2)7!] because U(r,7) < 1. The middle sum can be bounded by
3 1(1 = 2e)T(6/2)1JU(T, ) because half of its elements are equal to 0 and the other half can be upper
bounded by U(T,¢). After passing with T — oo this gives us

HO? — HO < 4ed™t + (1 — 26)671U(0, 00)
because U(T,e) — U(0,00), as T — oo. Finally, after passing € — 0 we obtain the desired result. O

Proof of Lemma 3.2. In the light of Lemma 3.1, it suffices to show that

]P’{ sup Za(t—g'sgn(t))+n<0}§]?{ sup Za(t)+n<0}.
€87\ {0} €87\ {0}
The left-hand side of the above equals to

]P’{ sup V2B, (t — § -sgu(t)) — [t — 2 -sgn(t)|* +n < O}

€87\ {0}
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. { V2B (t - -sen(t)

sup
teom\foy |t —§ - sgn(t)[*/?

— |t — % sgn(t)|*? + 1 <0

2B, (t— 2. t
S P sup \/_ ES 2 Sgﬂ( )) _ |t|a/2 + 77/2 < ol
teszA {0} [t — 5 -sgn(t)[*/? [t]e

Now, for all t,s € 6Z \ {0} it holds that
V2B, (t — 3§ -sgn(t)) vV2Ba(s—$ 'sgn(s))> < Cov (\/EBa(t) \/§Ba(3)>

It — & -sgn(t)|/2 S - sgn(s)|/2 [tle/2 7 |s|o/2

(6) Cov <

|s —

which is shown below. Since for ¢ = s, the covariances in Eq. (6) are equal, we may use Slepian lemma
[33, Lemma 2.1.1] and obtain

2B, (t — 3 -sgn(t 2B,
P<{ sup V2 E; 2 - senl ))—]tla/2+L2<0 <P<{¢ sup \/772(15)—\15\0‘/2+L2<0
tesz\{0} [t — 5 - sgn(t)|*/? t|o/ tesz\foy [t t|o/

and the claim follows. It is left to show Eq. (6). Let ¢,s € R be fixed and let

Bo(t +0-sgn(t)) Ba(s+0- Sgn(s))>
[t + 8 -sgn(t)|*/2 |s + 6 -sgn(s)|*/2 )~

c(6;t,8) :== Cov <

We will show that 6 — ¢(d;¢, s) is a non-decreasing function, which will conclude the proof. We have

(6t 5) = [t +0-sgn(t)|* +|s+d-sgn(s)|* — |t — s+ (sgn(t) —sgn(s))|*
B 2|s + 6 - sgn(s)|*/2 - |t + § - sgn(t)|*/2 '

We consider two cases: (i) t,s > 0, and (ii) s < 0 < ¢t. Consider case (i) first. Without loss of generality

we assume that ¢ > s, then
(t4+0)* +(s+0)* = (t —s)*

c(0;t,s) =

2((s 4 0)(t + 6))2/?
It suffices to show that the first derivative of d — ¢(d;¢, s) is nonnegative. We have
%) a(l —z)(t+6)*/? /4 o
— = (-2 |
666(67 t? S) (S + 6)1+a/2 ( :I:) ( + ':U) T ) Y

where z := %g € (0,1]. The derivative above is nonnegative iff G (z, ) := (1—2)* (1 +2)+2% -1 >0
for all z € (0,1]. It is easy to see that, for any fixed z € (0, 1], @ — G1(z, @) is a non-decreasing function;
this observation combined with the fact that G(z,2) = 0 completes the proof of case (i). In case (ii) we
need to show that
(t+0)*+ (s+0)*—(t+ s+ 20)~

2((s + 6)(t +6))>/?

is a non-decreasing function of x for any s,t > 0. Without the loss of generality let 0 < s < t. Again, we

c(03t,—s) =

take the first derivative of the above and see that
d 1 —)(t + 0)*/% /4
D 5oy O+ D
95 (s + 0)1ta/2

where z := ‘;rig € (0,1]. The derivative above is non-negative iff Ga(z, ) := (1—x)(1+2)* 1 +2%—1 > 0.

Notice that Ga(x,1) = 0. We will now show that a%Gg(x,a) < 0 for all a € [0,1] and z € (0, 1], which

will conclude the proof. We have

((1 — )1+ ) o — 1)),

%Gg(x,a) =1 —2)(1+2)* og(z+1) +2%logx

< (1—xz)z* tlog(z +1) + 2%log z
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=211 — z)log(z + 1) + xlog x)
< (1 - 2)z +x(zr — 1) =0,
where in the last line we used the fact that log(1 4+ z) < x for all z > —1. O

We will now layout preliminaries necessary to prove Proposition 3.3. First, let us introduce notation,
which will be used until the end of this section. For any § > 0, A > 0 let
( p(8) =P{A(0)}, with A(0):={Z,(-9) <0,Z,(5) <0}, and
7)
q(6,\) :=P{A, N}, with  A(S,)) := {Za(=6) + X' < 0, Z(6) + A7y < 0}

For any 6 > 0 and A > 0 we define the densities of two-dimensional vectors (Z,(—9), Z,(9)) and (Z,(—9)+
A", Zo(8) + A71n) respectively, with x := (31) € R?,
P{Za(—é) € dzq, Za(5) € dl’Q}

dl’ldl’Q ’
P{Za(—6) + X7 € dzy, Zo(6) + X1y € das}

dl’ldl’Q ’

f(x;0) =
(8)
g(x;0,\) =

as well as the densities of these random vectors conditioned to take negative values on both coordinates,
that is
P{Z,(=9) € dz1, Z,(9) € daa | A(S)}

fm(x:0) = Ty :
©) ) P{Zo(=6) + A" € dat, Za(6) + A" 1n € day | A5, N)}
g (%0, A) = dzdzs ‘
Now, let ¥ be the covariance matrix of (Zo(—1), Za (1)), that is
(10) _ <(C0V(Za(—1), Za(=1))  Cov(Za(-1), Za(l))> _ < 2 2- 2&) |
Cov(Za(1), Za(~1))  Cov(Za(1), Za(1)) 220 2

By the self-similarity property of fBm, the covariance matrix X(0) of (Z4(—9), Zo(9)) equals 3(8) = §*X.
With 15 = (1) we define:

(11) a(x) =x' Y%, b(x):=x"271,y, =127y,

so that, with |X| denoting the determinant of matrix ¥ we have

1 . {_ (x 4 120%) T2(6) 71 (x + 126%) }

f(X; 5) = 27T|E|1/25a x 26
- 1 ~a(x) 4 2b(x)6* + c5**
= o[z |20 P 260 '

Lemma 3.5. For any A\ > 0 there exist Cy,C1 > 0 such that
Co6*/% < q(6,)) < C16°7°
for all 6 > 0 sufficiently small.
Proof. For the lower bound see that
g0, \) =P {\@Ba(—é) — 64 ATl < 0,V2B,(8) — 6% + A1y < 0)}

>P {\@Ba(—é) P A1y < 0,V2B,(8) + Ay < 0,071y < 5a/2}
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P {ﬁBa(—a) < —6%2 /2B, (8) < —8%/2, A"y < 5a/2}
P{\/iBa(—n >1,V2B,(1) > 1} P {A‘ln < 56*/2}

—P {\@Ba(—l) >1,v2B,(1) > 1} : (1 —exp {—w/?}) ,

which behaves like A\6®/2P {\/EBQ(— ) > 1,v/2B4(1) > 1} as 0 | 0. For the upper bound see that

v

4(6,)) P {Za(0) + A\ lp <0} =P {60‘/2\/§Ba(1) s o}

= L=z >\6_)‘Zdz<\/_5°‘/2)\ 5a/2 —z)dz
0oo vase!

a2y [ o/ v >: /2 <a/2 E]N(O,l)\)
<35 >\<\/§ /O (2)dz) = 0o/ (9024 =)

where ®(-), U(-) are the cdf and complementary cdf of the standard normal distribution, respectively.

This concludes the proof. ]

In the following lemma, we establish the formulas for f~ and ¢~ ; most notably, we show that ¢~ can be

upper bounded by f~ uniformly in J, up to a positive constant.

Lemma 3.6. For any A > 0,
(i) f(x;0) = p(6)~" f(x;0); )
(i) g (0 0) = a0 0:0) [ newp { - EEZAT R0 g,
0
(iii) there exists C > 0 depending only on A, such that for all § small enough:
g (x;0,\) < Cf(x;6), for all x < 0;

Proof. Part (i) follows directly from the definition. For part (ii), for x < 0 we have
g (x:0,\) = q(6, )t / f(x —192:0) - Ne Mdz
0

_ /°° q(o,\)t - {_ (x4 1(6% — 2)) T2~ (x + 19(0* — z))} e Mds
0

27T|E|5a 25a
[e's) -1 a % osa 5 N
= / A0\ exp _a(x) +26(x) (0% — 2) + (0 209z + 2%) + 2002 &L
0 27T|E|50‘ 25&
%) 2 B o
— 60 1) [ rewp { IR g,
0

For part (iii), we have ©7! = (2%(4 —2%))~ ! (9o, 2a_2) thus ¥ ~!15 > 0 element-wise. It then follows
that b(x) < 0 when x < 0, which yields the following upper bound

(o.] 2 . o
56 60) < a6 F0xi0) [ /\exp{—cz +2:0- 90 } =
0

Now, it is easy to see that for all § > 0 small enough

[e’¢) 2 _ « o]
/ )\exp{—cz +2;((52 )0 }dz < / /\exp{—cz2 +22(A —¢)} dz < o0,
0 0

hence, using part (i), there exists C > 0 such that

g7 (x:0, ) < C6%2q(8,\) " p(6) M (x:0).

The proof is concluded by noting that p(5) — P{Ba(—1) < 0, B4(1) < 0} > 0 and §%/2¢(6,\)~! = O(1),
due to Lemma 3.5. O
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Recall the definition of ¥ in Eq. (10). In what follows, we put, for k € Z
(k) -1 Cov(Za(k), Za(—1))
k)] Cov(Za(k), Za(1))
B 1 2 29 — 2 k* +1 — (k +sgn(k))™
S 20(4—29) \2v_2 2 k* +1— (k—sgn(k)> ]
Lemma 3.7. For k € Z\ {0},

(1) 2-2"H"t < (k) +ct(k) <1 when a € (0,1);
(i) 1 <c (k) +ct(k) < (2—2"H71 when a € (1,2);

(12)

Proof. After some algebraic transformations, from (12), we find that

2+ 20k[" — (k| = D — (|k| + D*

(k) +ct(k) = 1w , kez\{0}
Let f(z) =22% — (z — 1)* — (z + 1)®. We have for z > 1
fl@) = az® ' (2—-(1—1/2)* = 1+ 1/z)*)
_ = (a—l)---(a—n _ Z(a—1) a—n) _
= az*t|2-) (-1 z n]

= az"3(a—-1)(2-a)

1 =(a—3 2(n+1)) _o,
5+n§::1( )(2(7§+1))s )):” ]

11

We see that each of the terms of the sum above is positive, so sgn(f’(x)) = sgn(a — 1). Thus, f/(x) is

negative for a € (0,1) and positive for a € (1,2). Finally, since

2422 — (1)~ (z+1)* 2 o—1v—1
S 2 EEErTR

and ¢~ (1) + ¢ (1) = 1, the claim follows.

We are now ready to prove Proposition 3.3. In what follows, for any 6 > 0 and ¢t € R let
(13) Yo?(t) = Zoz(t) - E{Za(t) ‘ (Za(_6)7 Za(é))}

= Zy(t) — (c_(k:)Za(—é) + c+(k‘)Za(5)).
It is a well known fact that {Y.2(¢),t € R} is independent of (Z,(—6), Za(9)).

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Recall the definition of the events A(J,\) and A(J) in (7). We have

IP’{ sup Zo(t)+n < 0}

t€sZ\{0}

keZ\{—1,0,1}

_ p{ sup  YI(6k) + <c_(l<:)Za(—5) + c+(k:)Za(5)) <0, A6, 1)} ,

with Y, (¢) defined in (13). Let A\* := 1 when a € (0,1], and \* := (2 — 2°~1)~! when a € [1,2).

Due

to Lemma 3.7 we have A* > 1 and ¢~ (k) + ¢ (k) < \*, thus A(d,1) C A(5, \*) and the display above is

upper bounded by

IP’{A((S, M) <0, sup  YO(0k)+ (c_(k:)(Za(—é) + &) + (k) (Zal6) + TZ)) < 0}
keZ\{-1,0,1}
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— (5, \") -]P’{ sup  YO(0k) + (c‘(ls)(Za(—é) + 1)+ (k) (Za(0) + %)) <0 ( ne )\*)}
keZ\{~1,0,1}

= q(0, \¥) - /]P’{ sup YO (k) + (c_ (k)z1 + c+(k‘)x2> < 0}9_ (x50, \*)dx,
keZ\{—1,0,1}

with ¢~ defined in (9). Now, using Lemma 3.6(iii) we know that there exists C > 0 such that for all 6 > 0

small enough, the expression above is upper bounded by

q(6, \") - /]P’{ sup  Y2(0k) + (c_(k;)azl + c+(/<;)a:2> < O}Cf_(x; 9)dx

keZ\{—1,0,1}

= Cq(9, /\*)]P’{ sup  Y2(0k) + <c_(k‘)Za(—5) + c+(k:)Za(5)> <0 ‘ A(5)}
kEZ\{—1,0,1}

— Cq(6, A*)p(a)—lp{A(a),kez\s{gli . YO (5k) + (c_(k;)Za(—é) + c+(k:)Za(6)> < o}

= Cq(9, /\*)p(é)_lp{ sup  Z,(t) < 0} .
te67\{0}

Finally, we have P {Supte(;z\{o} Za(t) < 0} ~ 6 'H,, see [22, Proposition 4]. This completes the proof
due to Lemma 3.5 and the fact that p(§) — P{B,(—1) < 0, B,(1) < 0} > 0. O

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1, case o € (1,2). The following lemma provides a crucial bound for H,—H?..

Lemma 3.8. For sufficiently small 6 > 0 it holds, that
Ha — Hi <2E{ sup o) — sup eZe® Y.
t€[0,1] t€[0,1]5

Proof of Lemma 3.8. As follows from the proof of [16, Theorem 1], the first equation on p. 12 with
¢s :=[1/6]0, where [-] is the integer part of a real number, it holds, that

’HQ—H(‘; < cé_lE sup eZa®) _ sup eZe(®)
te(0,¢5] te(0,¢5]s

< 2E< sup eZa(t) _ sup eZe®) L < 2R sup eZa(t) _ sup eZa(®) ,
te(0,¢5] te(0,¢5]s te[0,1] te[0,1]s

which completes the proof. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.1(ii).

Proof of Theorem 2.1, a € (1,2). Note that for any y < z it holds, that e* —e¥ < (z—y)e”. Implementing

this inequality we find that, for s,t € [0,1],

oZalt) _ JZa(s)| < emax(za(t)vza(s)), Zo(t) — Zo(5)]

V2 max Ba (w
e we(0,1]

: (\/i(Ba(t) — Bu(s)) — (t* — 7).

}

Next, by Lemma 3.8 we have

Ha — Hg < 2E sup ‘eZa(t) _ eZa(S)
t,s€[0,1],]t—s|<d
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V2 max Bg(w)
< 2V2E {e welo0,1] sup |Ba(t) — Ba(s)!}

t,s€[0,1],[t—s|<8
V2 max Bg(w)
+2Eqe welol sup [tY — s 5.
t,s€(0,1],|t—s|<é

Clearly, the second term is upper-bounded by Ci§ for all § small enough. Using Hoélder inequality, the
first term can be bounded by

2v/2 max Ba 1/2 i
2\/7E { we[0,1] (w )} E ( sup (Ba(t) — Ba(S))>
t,s€|

0,1],[t—s[<5

1/2

The first expectation is finite. The random variable inside the second expectation is called the uniform

modulus of continuity. From [9, Theorem 4.2, p. 164] it follows that there exists C > 0 such that
9y 1/2
E sup  (Ba(t) — Bals)) < €5%?|1og(0)]'/2.
t,s€[0,1],]t—s|<o
This concludes the proof. O
Remark 3.9. Note that the proofs of Lemma 3.8 and Theorem 2.1 work also in case « € (0,1].

3.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1, case a € {1,2}.

Proof of Theorem 2.1, « = 1. In the following ¢, ¥ stand for the pdf and the survival function of a

standard Gaussian random variable and
[ee]
U(y/nk/2)
v(n) =nexp(2)  —5="7), >0
k=1
Before giving the proof we formulate and prove the following auxiliary lemma

Lemma 3.10. It holds, that for any n > 0
[eS) \I,( /%) \/ﬁ o0 e_%k
v'(n) = exp ZZT 1— = )
k=1 =

Proof of Lemma 3.10. To prove the lemma it is sufficient to show that for any n > 0

o ($2 1/ s "W

on k

k=1

Take a,b > 0 such that n € [a,b], f(n) = > 1 (Y(\/nk/2)/k) and fn(n) = > 11 (¥(\/nk/2)/k),n € N.

According to paragraph 3.1 p. 385 in [29] to claim the line above it is enough to show that

1) there exists 79 € [a, b] such that the sequence {f,(10)}nen converges to a finite limit,

2) f1(n),n € [a,b] converge uniformly to some function.
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The first condition holds since ¥(x) < e=™*/2 for x > 0. For the second condition we need to prove that

uniformly for all € [a,b] it holds, that 72 | fi.(n) — 0 as n — co. We have

> nm= Yy Ry o

k=n+1 o1 2V2kn homey AV RN

and the claim holds. O

< Ce G —0, n— o0

Now we are ready to continue proof of Theorem 2.1 for a = 1. By Proposition 2.2(i), we find that

A := lim Ho — Hy = lim L/U(Tl)

n—0 \/ﬁ n—0 \/ﬁ

L lasn — 0 (see, e.g., [22]) we conclude that lim, ,ov(n) = 1 and hence A =

Since H, = v(n)

lim, o U(Tz/)ﬁ_l. Implementing the L’Hopital’s rule we obtain by Lemma 3.10

o W(y/ 1) 1
\/nexp 22 ~—, n—0
Pt Vi
and hence
00 nk
2 N4 e i
A=1lm—(1—- =
n—0 W( Zﬁ; \/E>

Let x = \/n/2, thus

where Li 1 is the polylogarithm function, see, e.g., [8]. As follows from [34, Eq. (9.3)]

m 21— nie ™) = ot i(1- % =Y (12 — )
il_)Hle(l TRl )) - i1_>mOx<1 ﬁ(F(1/2)(x2) 1 2+c(1/2)+;g(1/2 R ))
_ sz 1 - 2 (-1)*
G fxﬁ()(;“ﬂ_ k! >
Thus, to prove the claim is it enough to show that
o x2k(_1)k
(14) ii]_%z C(1/2 = k)= =0.
k=1 )

By the Riemann functional equation (equation (2.3) in [24]) and observation that ((s) is strictly decreasing
for real s > 1 we have for any natural number k
ko —1/2— _ C(3/2)k!
1C(1/2 — )| < 2V k= 1/27kD(1/2 + k)C(1/2 + k) < 27FD(k + 1)¢(3/2) = (2#
Thus, for |z| < 1 we have

[e.9]

(Zcm— (<x2z‘“/2 Bl 2(3/222"“ C(3/2)z
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and (14) follows, this completes the proof of case o = 1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1, a = 2. By Proposition 2.2(ii) we have, as § — 0,
1 5 [6/V2
Hy —HS = 1z cID(i)—1 =— 1—£ e "2z
\/7_'(' (5 \/5 2 7T 6 0
1
NG

(1—?/0(W§ (1—%2>d$+0(54)> :#

and the claim follows.

3.4. Proofs of other Results.
Proof of Proposition 2.2. For (i) consult, e.g., [18, 28] and for (ii) see [13, Eq. (2.9)].
Let 0 > 0. Define measure s such that for real numbers a < b

d- a,bls}, o
15 ([a, b)) = #{[a,b]s}, 6>0
b—a, §=0.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We have for any T'> 0,z > 1 and § > 0

SupteRZa(t)
g < e =
P{Ea>x} < P{fReza(t)d,u(g >

eSUPre[-1,7) Za(t)

= P {W > x and Z,(t) achieves its maximum at ¢t € [T, T]}

Jr €?*Odps

SUPter\[-1,1] Lo (t)
+P > x and Z,(t) achieves its maximum at ¢ € R\[-T,T]

SWPre[-1,1] Za ()
< P W >z +P{3teR\[-T,T]: Z,(t) > 0}
R
eSUPte[-1,1] Za ()
S P\ T Ztay, ~ o T =T 20 >0
[_TvT)
(15) = p1(T, ) + 2pa(T).

Estimation of p2(T). By the self-similarity of fBm we have

IN

po(T) i]@ {Elt € (KT, (k + D)T] : V2Ba(t) — t° > 0}

k=1

= i]@ {Elt e,1+ %] V2B (t)(kT)*/? > (k;T)ato‘}
k=1

Z]P’{Elt €[1,2]: \/iBa(t) N (kT)a/2}
k=1

IN

and thus using Borell-TIS inequality, we find that for all 7' > 1

_ (kD) T

(16) p2(T) < ZCe 0 <(Ce 10,
k=1

15
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Estimation of p1(T,x). Observe that for T,z > 1 and § € [0, 1],

T=1  supsep rr1) Zalt) -1

k=—T© _ f——1 @k (W)
pl(T,x) < ]P{ T_1 7 (t)d >$} :P{W >$}

b Sy €7@ duis k=7 Ok (w)

Since the event {37 ' ap(w)/ S r =t br(w) > 2} implies {ag(w) /by (w) > =, for some k € [-T,T—1];},

thus
T—1 T—1 Za(t)
su e
P —Ek:_Tak(w) >z < E ]P’{ak(w) >x} <2T sup P Piclh k] >z .
b (w)

PN (%) P ke[-T,T)] f[k,k—i-l) eZe®dps

Therefore, we obtain that for z,7 > 1

su eZ“(t)
pi(T,z) <21 sup P{ pteerZH(t)d Zre
ke[-T,T] f[k,k-ﬁ-l) ese s

Next we have by the stationarity of the increments of fBm for 2,7 > 1

su eZa(t) su eZal(t)
P pte[k,k—;ﬂ(t) Sszl<p pte[k,.k—l—l] — o
Sy €%V dps pslk, k + 1]infpy g yq e
<P{3t,s €[k k+1]: Zo(t) — Zal(s) > log(%)}
log(5) — supy s k1) ([t — fsfa)}
V2

< ]P’{Elt,s € [k, k+1]: Bo(t) — Ba(s) >

_ a—1
< ]P’{Ht € [0,1] : Ba(t) > 282 = Cmax(LT )},

V2
where in the second line we used that us[k, k + 1] > 1/2 for ¢ € [0,1]. Thus, for T,z > 1
log z — Cmax(1,T%71) }

V2

and combining the statement above with (15) and (16) we have for z,7 > 1

(17) n(T,z) < 2T]P>{3te [0,1] : Ba(t) >

Za(t) ~ o 1 -C (1 a—l)
SuP¢cr € I 0g T max(1,7
P — a7 <Ce 10 4+ 2TP<dt €[0,1] : Bo(t) > .
{ fRe «Odps } - { 0.1 © V2 }

Assume that o« < 1. Then choosing 7' = x in the line above we have by Borell-TIS inequality for all x > 1

P SUDPteRr eZa(t) Szh< Cle—Cz log? T
Jr €% ® dps -

Assume that « > 1. Taking T' = C'(log x)ﬁ with sufficiently small C" > 0 we obtain for z > 1

Za(t) . . _a
P Supt%ﬂ{ € Sz < CE_C (logx)a—1 + Cle_c2 log? < C3€_C log?
Rz

and the claim follows. O

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Observe that |2P — 4P| < plz — y|(zP~! +yP~ 1) for all 2,y > 0 and p > 1, this can

be shown straightforwardly by the differentiation. Hence we have

E{emy} -{er} <e{|cmy - ¢y}

<pE{|8m -&|- (@@ + @)}
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<p(s{(@m-a) )" (=] (@mr @]
<o (e{(am-a) D) (B l@mp e @r))

= Vap (E{#})"* E {mp}) 2.
We have

supegy eZ®)  super_py, %l
fR eZa (t)d,u(; f[_Tﬂ eZa (t)d,u(s

)
B = = B1 — B2fs,

where
sup eZe ) sup eZa(t)
tedZ te[-T,Ts
—= > 0, —=
’ JeeZ*Odus =0 P

sup e
Jey o €72 P dus _te[-TTls

> 0, = > 0.
fR eZa()d s & f[—T,T] eZa)d s

After applying Holder inequality we obtain

(18) E{8%} <2E{B7} +2//E{B3} E{55}.

We have by (17) that for =, 7 > 1

log z — Cmax(1,T%1) }

P{Bs >z} < 2T]P’{Ht € [0,1] : By(t) > 7

implying that for 7" > 1
E{s5} = / P{&:xﬁ“}dx
0

h jloga — 1,71
(19) = 2T/ PU3te01]: Bu(t) > L8z Cmax@ T ) | )
’ V2

exp(5C max(1,7%~1)) ()
2T / 1dx +/ P{3t € [0,1] : B4(t) > C3logx} dx
0 exp(5C max(1,T7>—1))

IN

< CleC max(l,T‘**I)‘

Finally for a € (0,2) and 7' > 1 we have
(20) E {,8§} < CleCmax(LT&fl).

Next, we focus on properties of 5. We have for £ > 0 and sufficiently large T’

P / eZeOdpus > e T < p (T + 1) sup eZe(t) 5 =3 Tk
(KT, (k+1)T) te kT, (k+1)T]

1
= P<log(T+1) sup  Zy(t) > —éTak:a}

te[kT, (k+1)T]

Ba(t) _ 1~ $Tk> —log(T + 1)
ta/2 \/ita/2

Ba(t)

/2
P 12 > (Tk) /3},

IN

3t e kT, (k+1)T] -

= ]P’{Hte J(k+1)T7 -
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which, according to Borell-TIS inequality, is upper-bounded by ek T/19, By the lines above we obtain
that with probability at least 1 — ZkeZ\{O} e IHIPTH/19 > 1 — = T%/20 for large T

/ eZa( s < Z (AT < To/3
R\[-T.T)] keZ\{0}

Combining everything together we obtain that for sufficiently large T

(21) P {/ eZeWdps > e_Ta/?’} < e 1720,
R\[-T,T]

Next we notice that for 7' > 1

P / eZa(t)dlu(s < 6_¥ <P / eZa(t)dtua < e_% <P< sup Z,(t) < —T_
(—T,7] [0,1] te[0,1] 4

2

so by Borell-TIS inequality, the above is bounded by e~ =2 for all sufficiently large 7. This result,
in combination with (21) gives us P {,82 > e T/ 12} < e T%/21 for all sufficiently large 7. Thus, since

B2 € [0, 1] from the line above we immediately obtain that
(22) E{B3} < Cre ™",
for T'> 1. By (16) we observe, that
P{B >0} <P{3t ¢ [~T,T]: Za(t) > 0} < 2po(T) < e 1",

Next by Theorem 2.3 we have for x > 1 that

Za(t)
]P){ﬁl > ZE} < P{% > l‘} < Cle—CQIOng
RE s

and thus E {5%} < C with positive constant C that does not depend on 7. With Ap := {81 (w) > 0}, by

Holder inequality for large T" we have
E{8} =E {6 1(Qr)} < /E{BIIWVE{L(Qr)} < Cre @T"
By the line above and (20), (22) and (18) we obtain for 7" > 1
(23) E {8} < Coe 7"
Our next aim is estimation of E {k,}. We have for 7" > 1 that

{E@mp2} = [Tr{am > tae= [P {n@e )}

1
00 1 555 1Ta—1
< / ]P’{Hte[O,l]:Ba(t)>ogxp € max(l, )}daz.
0

V2

By the same arguments, as in Eq. (19), the last integral above does not exceed Cye
by Theorem 2.3 ﬁg has all finite moments uniformly bounded for all 4 > 0 we obtain that for T > 1

max C2(T*~11) and since

Co(T* 1,1
kp < Cpe™m™® 2( ).

Combining the bound above with (23) we have v2pE {?} E {x,} < e~T" for sufficiently large T and

the claim follows. O
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Proof of Corollary 2.5. Case a = 1. First we show that v(n) is an increasing function for n > 0, that is

equivalent with fact that v’(n) > 0 for n > 0. In the light of Lemma 3.10 it is sufficient to show

<1, nm>0.

We have

e w12y, L [T mz oz _ 1 _
N ST LT T

and hence H{ = 1/v(n) is decreasing for 7 > 0. Since by the classical definition H} > H] for any n > 0

we obtain the claim.

Case a = 2. We have by Proposition 2.2(ii)

2 1 V2, 1M
H5=—<c1>5ﬁ——> / e Pdr = —— [ e /Pdu,
275 (6/v2) 2 5\/277 o © !

where 7 = §/v/2. The derivative of the last integral above with respect to 7 equals

n n
0 0

and the claim follows. O
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