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RANDOM WALKS WITH SQUARE-ROOT BOUNDARIES:

THE CASE OF EXACT BOUNDARIES g(t) = c
√
t+ b− a

DENIS DENISOV, ALEXANDER SAKHANENKO, SARA TERVEER,
AND VITALI WACHTEL

Abstract. Let S(n) be a real valued random walk with i.i.d. increments

which have zero mean and finite variance. We are interested in the asymptotic
properties of the stopping time T (g) := inf{n ≥ 1 : S(n) ≤ g(n)}, where g(t) is
a boundary function. In the present paper we deal with the parametric family
of boundaries {ga,b(t) = c

√
t+ b − a, b ≥ 0, a > c

√
b}. First, assuming that

sufficiently many moments of increments of the walk are finite, we construct a
positive space-time harmonic function W (a, b). Then we show that there exist

p(c) > 0 and a constant κ(c) such that P(Tga,b > n) ∼ κ(c) W (a,b)

np(c)/2 as n → ∞.

1. Introduction, main results and discussion

Consider a one-dimensional random walk

S(0) = 0, S(n) = X1 +X2 + . . .+Xn, n ≥ 1,

where X1, X2, . . . are independent copies of a random variable X . We shall always
assume that the random variable X has zero mean and unit variance, EX = 0 and
EX2 = 1. The main purpose of this paper is to study the behaviour of {S(n)}
killed at crossing a square-root boundary. More precisely, for a function g(t) we
define the stopping time

T (g) := inf{n ≥ 1 : S(n) ≤ g(n)}.
We shall always assume that g(0) < 0 and that there exists a constant c ∈ R such
that

g(t) ∼ c
√
t as t→ ∞. (1)

A quite important role in the study of the stopping time Tg with general g satisfying
(1) is played by the following parametric family of boundary functions. For b ≥ 0

and a > c
√
b we set

ga,b(t) = c
√
t+ b− a, t ≥ 0. (2)

In this case we set

Ta,b := T (ga,b) = inf{n ≥ 1 : a+ S(n) ≤ c
√
n+ b}.

For this special family of boundaries we can interpret a as a starting position of
the walk and b as a time shift. Using this interpretation of parameters a and b we
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may define a more general family of stopping times. For every boundary function
g we set

Ta,b(g) := inf{n ≥ 1 : a+ S(n) ≤ g(n+ b)}, a > g(b).

Thus, Ta,b = Ta,b(c
√·) and, consequently, we deal with the exact boundary c

√
t

modulo temporal and spatial shifts.
First-passage problems related to stopping times T (g) and Ta,b can be seen as a

one-sided analogue of the problem with two boundaries:

T (g1, g2) := inf{n ≥ N : S(n) /∈ (g1(n), g2(n))},
where N ≥ 1, gi(t) ∼ ci

√
t with c1 ≤ 0 ≤ c2, c1 < c2. (The additional parameter

N is needed here, since the interval (g1(n), g2(n)) can be empty for small values
of n.) Apparently, the study of such two-sided first-passage problems has been
initiated by Blackwell and Freedman [1]. They have considered first time when the
absolute values of a symmetric simple random walk exceeds c

√
n and have shown

that this random time has finite expectation if and only if c < 1. Motivated by
this surprising observation Breiman [2] has investigated the tail behaviour of Tg1,g2
in the case when −g1(t) = g2(t) = c

√
t. Assuming that the third moment of X is

finite he has shown that

P(T (g1, g2) > n) ∼ αn−γ(c),

where γ(c) does not depend on the distribution of the walk. Breiman’s result was
later improved by Greenwood and Perkins [9], who have shown that if EX2 log(1+
|X |) is finite then there exist a positive number p(c1, c2) and a slowly varying
function Lg1,g2 such that

P(T (g1, g2) > n) ∼ Lg1,g2(n)

np(c1,c2)/2
as n→ ∞.

Moreover, they have proven a limit theorem for S(n) conditioned on {Tg1,g2 > n}.
The corresponding picture in the case of one-sided boundaries is not as complete

as in the two-sided case. Greenwood and Perkins [9] have shown that if EX2 log(1+
|X |) <∞ and if g(t) ∼ c

√
t with some c ≤ 0, then there exist p(c) > 0 and a slowly

varying function Lg such that

P(T (g) > n) ∼ Lg(n)

np(c)/2
. (3)

As in the two-sided case, the authors prove also a limit theorem for S(n) conditioned
on {T (g) > n}. Later it was shown in [6] that (3) remains valid without extra
moment assumption in the case c = 0. Moreover, that paper contains sufficient
and necessary conditions on boundaries g(t) under which g(t) is asymptotically
constant. The case c = 0, i.e. g(t) = o(

√
t) is probably the most studied case of

first-passage times over moving boundaries, and we refer to [6] for a rather detailed
overview of existing results.

To the best of our knowledge, there is no version of (3) in the case when (1)
holds with some c > 0. Furthermore, as far as we know, there was no progress
after [9] in studying exit times T (g) and related problems in the case c 6= 0 despite
the fact that walks with square-root boundaries play a significant role in various
statistical and learning settings; see, for example, a recent paper Harvey et al [10].

The main purpose of the present paper is to develop a technique which will
allow one to study the tail behaviour of Ta,b for boundaries ga,b(t) defined in (2)
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with negative as well as positive values of c. The case of general boundaries g(t)
satisfying (1) will be studied in the follow-up paper [4].

We shall take a route via potential theory for killed random walks and construct
appropriate harmonic functions. In the most classical case of constant boundaries
a positive harmonic function describes, on one hand, the dependence of the distri-
bution of the exit time on the initial state. On the other hand, harmonic functions
allow one to perform the corresponding Doob h-transform and to introduce the
conditioned process. In the case of square-root boundaries one expects that the
same role will be played by the so-called space-time harmonic functions. To give
reasons for that we describe next some known results for the Brownian motion.

For a Brownian motion B(t) killed at crossing ga,b such functions have been
constructed by Novikov [12]. Using these functions he obtained explicit expressions
for moments of exit times. We now define that functions, since they will play a
crucial role in our analysis of discrete time random walks. For every p ∈ R we set

ψp(x) := ex
2/4Dp(x) and Vp(x, t) := tp/2ψp

(
x√
t

)
, t > 0, (4)

where Dp(z) is the parabolic cylinder function. We also set

Vp(x, 0) = xp for x > 0. (5)

Novikov has shown that the processes Vp(a+B(t), b + t) are martingales.
Let p(c) be the minimal positive root of the mapping p 7→ ψp(c). This implies

that Vp(c)(c
√
t, t) = 0 and Vp(c)(x, t) > 0 for all x > c

√
t. Combining this with the

mentioned above martingale property of Vp(c), we conclude that

Vp(c)(a, b) = E[Vp(c)(a+B(t), b + t);T
(bm)
a,b > t], t > 0, (6)

where

T
(bm)
a,b = inf{t > 0 : a+B(t) ≤ c

√
b+ t}.

In other words, Vp(c) is a positive space-time harmonic function for B(t) killed

at T
(bm)
a,b . Equivalently, the process Vp(c)(a + B(t), b + t)1{T (bm)

a,b >t} is a positive

martingale. We note also that the space-time harmonicity is equivalent to the
’standard’ harmonicity for the two-dimensional process (B(t), t) in the sense

∂Vp(c)(x, t)

∂t
+

1

2

∂2Vp(c)(x, t)

∂x2
= 0,

Vp(c)(c
√
t, t) = 0,

see (14) below. The importance of the space-time harmonic function Vp(c) becomes
clear from the relation

P(T
(bm)
a,b > t) ∼ κ(c)

Vp(c)(a, b)

tp(c)/2
as t→ ∞, (7)

where κ(c) > 0. This relation has been shown by Uchiyama [15].
Our first result deals with space-time harmonic functions for discrete time ran-

dom walks killed at down-crossing of the boundary ga,b.

Theorem 1. Assume that E|X |2+δ <∞ for some δ > 0 and E|X |p(c) <∞, where
p(c) is the minimal positive root of p 7→ ψp(c). Then the function

W (a, b) := lim
n→∞

E[Vp(c)(a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n]
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is well-defined and satisfies

W (a, b) = E[W (a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n], n ≥ 1. (8)

Moreover, the mapping a 7→W (a, b) is monotone increasing and

W (x, t) ∼ Vp(c)(x, t) as x, t → ∞ and
x√
t
≥ c+ ε with ε > 0.

It is immediate from the definition of the stopping time Ta,b that (8) is equivalent
to

W (a, b) = E

[
W (a+ S(n), b+ n);min

k≤n

(
a+ S(k)− c

√
n+ b

)
> 0

]
.

Thus, also for the functionW , we can interpret the variable a as a spatial (starting)
point and b as a time shift for the boundary c

√
t. Equation (8) is a discrete-time

analogue of (6) and it can be viewed as a standard discrete harmonicity for 2-
dimensional process (S(n), n) killed at Ta,b.

The space-time harmonic function is intrinsically connected to the stopping time
Ta,b. We underline this connection by the following result.

Corollary 2. Under the conditions of Theorem 1,

P(Ta,b > n) ≤M
W (a, b)

np(c)/2
, n ≥ b,

with some constant M which is independent of a and b. (This constant may depend
on c and on the distribution of X1.)

To prove Theorem 1 we first construct a family of positive supermartingales
for S(n) killed at Ta,b. To this end we modify appropriately functions Vp(x, t) for
p < p(c). (To understand, why Vp with p < p(c) is a good starting point, we look
again at the Brownian motion. Recalling that Vp(a + B(t), b + t) is a martingale

and that Vp(c
√
t, t) > 0 for every p < p(c) and using the optional stopping theorem,

we infer that Vp(a + B(t), b + t)1{T (bm)
a,b > t} is a supermartingale.) Applying the

Optimal Stopping Theorem to that martingales, we derive suboptimal upper bounds
for the tail of Ta,b, see Lemma 19 below. Having that bound we construct W (a, b)
by applying the strategy from [7], where harmonic functions for multidimensional
walks in cones have been constructed.

Construction of supermartingales in the proof of Theorem 1 is lengthy but uses
only quite elementary calculations. A disadvantage of this approach is a slightly
stronger moment condition E|X |2+δ < ∞. This moment condition will be relaxed
in the follow-up paper [4].

We now state our result on the tail behaviour of the stopping time Tg.

Theorem 3. Assume that all the conditions of Theorem 1 are valid. Then, for all
fixed a, b such that a > c

√
b,

P(Ta,b > n) ∼ κ(c)
W (a, b)

np(c)/2
, (9)

where κ(c) is the same constant as in (7).

Comparing this with (3) we see that our result covers boundaries ga,b for all
possible values of c. Furthermore, we show that a slowly varying function Lg can
be replaced by a ’constant’ W (a, b). A certain weakness of our result consists in
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the moment condition E|X |2+δ, which is relevant in the case p(c) ≤ 2. Greenwood
and Perkins impose a milder assumption EX2 log(1 + |X |) <∞.

We conclude the introduction by discussing the moment assumption E|X |p(c) <
∞. We assume that c is such that p(c) > 2. The following, rather standard,
example shows that that moment condition is the minimal one for such values of c.
Assume that

P(X > t) ≥ θ0t
−β , t ≥ 1 (10)

with some θ0 > 0 and some β ∈ (2, p(c)). Clearly, E|X |p(c) is then infinite. It is
clear that

P(Ta,b > n) ≥ P(X1 > A
√
n)P

(
min
k<n

S(k) > max
k≤n

ga,b(k)−A
√
n

)

for every A > 0. It follows from (2) that

1√
n
max
k≤n

ga,b(k) → c.

Therefore, by the functional central limit theorem,

P

(
min
k<n

S(k) > max
k≤n

ga,b(k)−A
√
n

)
→ P

(
min
s≤1

B(s) > c−A

)

and the probability on the right hand side is positive for all A > c. Taking A = c+1,
we infer that there exists a constant θ1 such that

P(Ta,b > n) ≥ θ1n
−β/2.

Thus, the statement of Theorem 3 can not hold for walks satisfying (10). As we
have mentioned before, this extra moment condition is not needed in the case of
two-sided boundaries, which can be explained as follows. The second half of the
boundary prevents appearance of big jumps as it was described above. Thus, one
can think of a random walk with truncated increments.

2. Properties of the functions Vp

We start by collecting some simple but quite useful analytical properties of the
functions Vp(x, t).

The function ψp(x) = ex
2/4Dp(x) is defined for all real x and p. For p < 0 this

function admits the following integral representation

ψp(x) =
1

Γ(−p)

+∞∫

0

exp

(
−xs− s2

2

)
s−p−1ds > 0.

This implies immediately that ψp has no real roots in the case p < 0. It is also
known that ψp satisfies the following recurrence relation:

ψp(x) = xψp−1(x) + (1− p)ψp−2(x). (11)

This relation allows one to get an integral representation for ψp also in the case
p ≥ 0.

The derivative of ψp satisfies

ψ′
p(x) = pψp−1(x). (12)
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Recalling definitions (5) and (4) of functions Vp and using (12), we obtain

∂

∂x
Vp(x, t) = pVp−1(x, t). (13)

Combining (11) and (12), one gets easily the relation

∂

∂t
Vp(x, t) = −1

2

∂2

∂x2
Vp(x, t) = −1

2
p(p− 1)Vp−2(x, t). (14)

It is also known that
ψp(x) ∼ xp as x→ ∞. (15)

All properties presented above may be found in [14], see also appendices in [13] and
[15].

The following properties of Vp are proven in [3].

Lemma 4. It holds that

Vp(x, t) is increasing in x ∈ (c
√
t,∞) for all p ∈ [0, p(c)] (16)

and

Vp(c)(c
√
t, t) = 0 < Vp(c)(x, t) for all x > c

√
t. (17)

In addition, for all p ∈ R,

sup
x>z

√
t

|Vp(x, t)/xp − 1| → 0 as z → ∞. (18)

Furthermore, for each γ > 0 there exists a finite positive constant C0(γ) = C0(γ, c)
such that

C0(γ)(x − c
√
t)p(c) ≥ Vp(c)(x, t) ≥ (x− c

√
t)p(c)/C0(γ) (19)

for all x, t, c and γ satisfying conditions:

x− c
√
t > γ

√
t with t ≥ 0. (20)

Since c 7→ p(c) is monotone increasing, we can invert this mapping. The inverse
mapping will be denoted by p → c(p). It is then clear that c(p) is the largest zero
of the function ψp(z).

Lemma 5. For every p > 0 there exists a constant C = C(p) > 0 such that for
x > c(p)

√
t one has

C−1Vp−1(x, t)(x− c(p)
√
t) ≤ Vp(x, t) ≤ CVp−1(x, t)(x− c(p)

√
t). (21)

If p > 1 there exists a constant A(p) such that

1

A(p)
xp−1(x − c(p)

√
t) ≤ Vp(x, t) ≤ A(p)xp−1(x− c(p)

√
t)

for all x ≥ c(p)
√
t.

Proof. Since ψp(x) ∼ xp, x→ ∞ for all p, there exists sufficiently large A such that

(21) holds for x > A
√
t.

Consider now the case x ∈ (c(p)
√
t, A

√
t). By the mean value theorem,

Vp(x, t) = Vp(x, t)− Vp(c(p)
√
t, t)

=
∂

∂θ
Vp(θ, t)(x − c(p)

√
t) = pVp−1(θ, t)(x − c(p)

√
t)

for some θ ∈ (c(p)
√
t, x).
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By the definition of Vp−1,

Vp−1(y, t) = t(p−1)/2ψp−1(y/
√
t).

Noting that 1/C(p,A) < ψp−1(u) < C(p,A) for all u ∈ [c(p), A], we conclude
that the ratio Vp−1(y, t)/Vp−1(x, t) is bounded below and above by some positive
constants, which depend on A and p only. This completes the proof of (21).

To prove the second claim we notice that c(p−1) < c(p). This allows us to apply
(19) to the function Vp−1. This gives us the estimates

1

A1(p)
(x− c(p− 1)

√
t)p−1 ≤ Vp−1(x, t) ≤ A1(p)(x− c(p− 1)

√
t)p−1

for x > c(p)
√
t. For all x ≥ c(p)

√
t one has

x− c(p− 1)+

c(p)
x ≤ x− c(p− 1)

√
t ≤ x+

c(p− 1)−

c(p)
x,

where as usual x+ = max(x, 0) and x− = max(−x, 0). Using these estimates we
obtain

1

A2(p)
xp−1 ≤ Vp−1(x, t) ≤ A2(p)x

p−1.

Thus, the proof is complete. �

Lemma 6. For every q < 0 and every T > 0 there exists a constant A > 0 such
that

Vq(x, t) ≤ A(x+ T
√
t)q

for all x > −T
√
t.

Proof. By the definition,

Vq(x, t) = tq/2ψq

( x√
t

)

and

ψq(z) =
1

Γ(−q)

∫ ∞

0

exp
(
− zs− s2

2

)
s−q−1ds.

It is then clear that

d

dz
ψq(z) = − 1

Γ(−q)

∫ ∞

0

exp
(
− zs− s2

2

)
s−qds < 0.

Thus, ψq(z) is decreasing. Recall that ψq(z) ∼ zq as z → ∞. Therefore, there are
constants R and C0 such that

ψq(z) ≤ C0

(
1[−T,R)(z) + zq1[R,∞)(z)

)

and consequently,

Vq(x, t) ≤ C0

(
tq/21[−T

√
t,R

√
t)(x) + xq1[R

√
t,∞)(x)

)
. (22)

If x ≤ R
√
t then (x + T

√
t)q ≥ (R + T )q · tq/2. Furthermore, for t > R

√
t we

have (x + T
√
t)q ≥

(
1 + T

R

)q
xq. Combining this with (22), we get the desired

estimate. �

Lemma 7. For every p ∈ (0, 1) there exists A(p) such that

Vp(x, t) ≤ A(p)(x − c(p)
√
t)p

for all x ≥ c(p)
√
t, t > 0.
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Proof. Using (21) and the fact that Vp−1(x, t) is decreasing in x we obtain

Vp(x, t) ≤ A(p)Vp−1(c(p)
√
t, t) · (x− c(p)

√
t).

Applying Lemma 6 to Vp−1, we get

Vp(x, t) ≤ A0(p)t
(p−1)/2(x− c(p)

√
t) = A0(p)(x − c(p)

√
t)p
(x− c(p)

√
t√

t

)1−p

.

Noting that
(

x−c(p)
√
t√

t

)1−p

≤ 1 for x ∈ [c(p)
√
t, (c(p) + 1)

√
t] we complete the

proof. �

3. Constructions of supermartingales

Our constructions of supermartingales for discrete time random walks will use
functions Vp which are martingales for the Brownian motion. Set

V p(x, t) =

{
Vp(x, t), x ≥ c(p)

√
t,

0, x < c(p)
√
t.

In this section we will use an approach which is similar to the method suggested
by McConnell [11], who has constructed supermartingales and derived bounds for
exit times from cones by multidimensional walks.

We first bound the mean drift of the process V p(a+ S(n), b + n) for p > 1 and
then for p ∈ (0, 1).

Lemma 8 (p > 1). Assume that E|X |p < ∞ and E|X |2+δ < ∞ for some δ > 0.

If p > 2 then there exists a constant C such that, for all x > c(p)
√
t,

∣∣EV p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t)
∣∣ ≤ C

(
(1 + x)p−1

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)p−1

+ (1 + x)p−3

)
.

If p ∈ (1, 2] then there exists a constant C such that, for all x > c(p)
√
t,

∣∣EV p(x +X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t)
∣∣ ≤ C

(
(1 + x)p−1

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)1+δ

)
.

Proof. Both statements are obvious for x ∈ (c(p)
√
t, c(p)

√
t+ 1]. From now on we

assume that x > c(p)
√
t+ 1.

First we notice that

Vp(x+ z, t+ 1)− Vp(x, t)

= [Vp(x+ z, t+ 1)− Vp(x+ z, t)] + [Vp(x+ z, t)− Vp(x, t)] .

Applying now the Taylor formula, we get the equalities

Vp(x+ z, t+ 1)− Vp(x+ z, t)

=
∂

∂t
Vp(x+ z, t) +

1

2

∂2

∂t2
Vp(x+ z, t+ φ)

=
∂

∂t
Vp(x, t) + z

∂2

∂x∂t
Vp(x+ ψz, t) +

1

2

∂2

∂t2
Vp(x+ z, t+ φ)

for some φ, ψ ∈ (0, 1). Similarly,

Vp(x + z, t)− Vp(x, t)

= z
∂

∂x
Vp(x, t) + z2

1

2

∂2

∂x2
Vp(x, t) + z3

1

6

∂3

∂x3
Vp(x + θz, t)
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for some θ ∈ (0, 1). Using now (13) and (14), we arrive at the equality

Vp(x+ z, t+ 1)− Vp(x, t)

= zpVp−1(x, t) +
z2

2
p(p− 1)Vp−2(x, t)−

1

2
p(p− 1)Vp−2(x, t) +Rp(x, t; z), (23)

where

Rp(x, t; z) =
z3

6
p(p− 1)(p− 2)Vp−3(x+ θz, t)

− z

2
p(p− 1)(p− 2)Vp−3(x+ ψz, t)

+
1

8
p(p− 1)(p− 2)(p− 3)Vp−4(x, t+ φ), for φ, ψ, θ ∈ (0, 1).

Using the equality (23), we have

E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]

= E
[
Vp(x +X, t+ 1)− Vp(x, t); |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]

= −1

2
p(p− 1)Vp−2(x, t)P(|X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2)

+ pVp−1(x, t)E[X ; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2]

+
1

2
p(p− 1)Vp−2(x, t)E[X2; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2]

+E[Rp(x, t;X); |X | ≤ (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2].

Recall that p > 1 is equivalent to c(p) > 0. It follows from (19) that Vp−1(x, t) =

O(xp−1) and Vp−2(x, t) = O(xp−2) uniformly in x > c(p)
√
t.

To bound E[Rp(x, t;X); |X | ≤ (x−c(p)
√
t)/2], we notice that, by (19), Vp−3(x+

θz, t) = O((1+x)p−3) and Vp−4(x, t+φ) = O((1+x)p−4) for x > c(p)
√
t+ 1. These

estimates imply that

|E[Rp(x, t;X); |X | ≤ (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2]|

≤ C
(
(1 + x)p−4 + (1 + x)p−3E[|X |3; |X | ≤ (x − c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2]

)
.

Recalling that EX = 0 and EX2 = 1 and using once again (14), we infer that
∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]∣∣

≤ C
(
xp−2P(|X | > (x − c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2)

+ xp−1E[X ; |X | > (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2]

+ xp−2E[X2; |X | > (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2]

+ (1 + x)p−4 + (1 + x)p−3E[|X |3; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2]

)
. (24)

It is immediate from (14) that V p(x, t) increases in x and decreases in t. This

observation implies that V p(x + X, t + 1) ≤ V p(x, t + 1) ≤ V p(x, t) for all X <

−(x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2. This implies that
∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]∣∣

≤ E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1);X > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]

+ V p(x, t)P(|X | > (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2).
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Using Lemma 5,

∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]∣∣

≤ A(p)E
[
(x+X − c(p)

√
t) · (x+X)p−1;X > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]

+A(p)(x − c(p)
√
t)xp−1P(|X | > (x − c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2)

≤ 3 · 2p−1A(p)E
[
|X |(xp−1 + |X |p−1);X > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]

+ 2A(p)(x − c(p)
√
t)xp−1P(|X | > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2)

≤ C
(
E
[
|X |p;X > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]
+ xp−1E

[
|X |;X > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]

+ (x − c(p)
√
t)xp−1P(|X | > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2)

)
. (25)

Assume that p > 2. Due to our moment assumption E|X |p <∞,

P(|X | > (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2) ≤ C(1 + x− c(p)

√
t)−p, (26)

E[|X |; |X | > (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2] ≤ C(1 + x− c(p)

√
t)1−p, (27)

E[X2; |X | > (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2] ≤ (1 + x− c(p)

√
t)2−p, (28)

and

E[|X |p;X > (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2] ≤ C. (29)

If p ≥ 3 then E[|X |3; |X | ≤ (x − c(p)
√
t)/2] is bounded. Plugging in (26) – (29)

into (24) and (25), we thus obtain

∣∣EV p(x +X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t)
∣∣

≤
∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | ≤ (x − c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]∣∣

+
∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]∣∣

≤ C
( xp−2

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)p

+
xp−1

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)p−1

+
xp−2

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)p−2

+ (1 + x)p−4 + (1 + x)p−3 + 1+
(x− c(p)

√
t)xp−1

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)p

)

≤ C

(
(1 + x)p−1

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)p−1

+ (1 + x)p−3

)
,

which is the desired bound for p ≥ 3.
If p ∈ (2, 3) then

E[|X |3; |X | ≤ (x − c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2] ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)3−pE|X |p

≤ C(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)3−p.
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Applying this together with (26) – (29) to (24) and (25), we find for p ∈ (2, 3)
∣∣EV p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t)

∣∣

≤
∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]∣∣

+
∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]∣∣

≤ C
xp−1

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)p−1

.

This completes the proof of the first claim.
If 1 < p ≤ 2 then we assume that E|X |2+δ < ∞ for some δ > 0. In this case,

instead of (26) – (28), we have

P(|X | > (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2) ≤ C(1 + x− c(p)

√
t)−(2+δ), (30)

E[|X |r;X > (x− c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2] ≤ C(1 + x− c(p)

√
t)r−2−δ for all r ≤ 2 (31)

and

E[|X |3;X ≤ (x − c(p)
√
t+ 1)/2] ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)1−δE

[
|X |2+δ

]

≤ C(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)1−δ. (32)

Entering (30) – (32) into (24) and (25), we thus obtain for p ∈ (1, 2]
∣∣EV p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t)

∣∣

≤
∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]∣∣

+
∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t); |X | > (x− c(p)

√
t+ 1)/2

]∣∣

≤ C
(1 + x)p−1

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)1+δ

,

which is the second claim. �

Lemma 9 (p ∈ (0, 1)). Assume that E|X |2+δ < ∞ for some δ > 0. If p ∈ (0, 1)
then, as x− c(p)

√
t→ ∞,

∣∣EV p(x +X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t)
∣∣ = o

(
(1 + x− c(p)

√
t)p−2−δ

)
.

Proof. We shall use the same decomposition as in the proof of Lemma 8. Recalling
that V p(x, t) is decreasing in t and increasing in x, we obtain

E1 :=
∣∣∣E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t);X > (x−c(p)

√
t)/2

]∣∣∣

≤ E
[
V p(x+X, t);X > (x−c(p)

√
t)/2

]
+ V p(x, t)P(X > (x−c(p)

√
t)/2)

≤ 2E
[
V p(x+X, t);X > (x−c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≤ 2A(p)E
[
(x+X−c(p)

√
t)p;X > (x−c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≤ 6A(p)E
[
|X |p;X > (x−c(p)

√
t)/2

]
,

where the third inequality follows from Lemma 7. Applying now the Chebyshev
inequality, we conclude that

E1 = o
(
(1 + x− c(p)

√
t)p−2−δ

)
. (33)
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On the event X < −(x−c(p)
√
t)/2 we have, due to Lemma 7, V p(x +X, t+ 1) ≤

C(x−c(p)
√
t)p and V p(x, t) ≤ C(x−c(p)

√
t)p. Therefore,

E
[
V p(x+X, t+ 1)− V p(x, t);X < −(x−c(p)

√
t)/2

]

= o
(
(1 + x−c(p)

√
t)p−2−δ

)
. (34)

In the event |X | ≤ (x−c(p)
√
t)/2 we shall use the decomposition in (24). Combining

Lemma 6 with the Chebyshev inequality, we have

Vp−2(x, t)P(|X | > (x−c(p)
√
t)/2) ≤ C(1 + x−c(p)

√
t)p−2P(|X | > (x−c(p)

√
t)/2)

= o
(
(1 + x−c(p)

√
t)p−4−δ

)
,

Vp−1(x, t)E
[
X ; |X | > (x−c(p)

√
t)/2

]
= o

(
(1 + x−c(p)

√
t)p−2−δ

)

and

Vp−2(x, t)E
[
X2; |X | > (x−c(p)

√
t)/2

]
= o

(
(1 + x−c(p)

√
t)p−2−δ

)
.

Similarly,

E
[
Rp(x, t,X); |X | ≤ (x−c(p)

√
t)/2

]
= o

(
(1 + x−c(p)

√
t)p−2−δ

)
.

This completes the proof. �

We have bounded the absolute value of the mean drift. To construct a super-
martingale we will correct V p with a term of order xp−δ with some sufficiently small
δ. In the next lemma we estimate the drift of this term.

Lemma 10 (p > 1). Assume that E|X |p <∞ and E|X |2+δ <∞ for some δ > 0.

(i) If p > 3, then for all x > c(p)
√
t there is constant C > 0 depending only

on p and δ such that

E
[
|x+X |p−δ − xp−δ

]

≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2 − C

(
xp−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)p

+ xp−δ−3

)
.

(ii) If p ∈ (2, 3], then for all x > c(p)
√
t there is a constant C > 0 depending

only on p and δ such that

E
[
|x+X |p−δ − xp−δ

]
≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2

− C

(
xp−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)p

+ (x − c(p)
√
t)p−2δ−2

)
.

(iii) If p ∈ (1, 2], then for all x > c(p)
√
t there is a constant C > 0 depending

only on p and δ such that

E
[
|x+X |p−δ − xp−δ

]
≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2

− C

(
xp−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)2+δ

+ (x− c(p)
√
t)p−2δ−2

)
.
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Proof. We split the expectation into three parts

E
[
|x+X |p−δ − xp−δ

]

= E
[
|x+X |p−δ − xp−δ; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

+E
[
|x+X |p−δ − xp−δ;X > (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

+E
[
|x+X |p−δ − xp−δ;X < −(x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

=: A1 +A2 +A3. (35)

We find immediately that A2 ≥ 0. For A3, notice that |x +X |p ≥ 0 and thus due
to (26) (if p > 2) and (30) (if 1 < p ≤ 2), there is a constant C > 0 such that

A3 ≥ −xp−δP(X < −(x− c(p)
√
t)/2) ≥ −C xp−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)p

. (36)

Finally, for A1, notice that due to X ≥ −(x − c(p)
√
t)/2, x + X ≥ 0 so we can

remove the absolutes. By Taylor’s formula, there is a θ = θ(x,X) ∈ [0, 1] such that

A1 = E
[
|x+X |p−δ − xp−δ; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

= E
[
(p− δ)xp−δ−1 ·X +

(p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2 ·X2

+
(p− δ)(p− δ−1)(p− δ−2)

6
(x+θX)p−δ−3 ·X3; |X | ≤ (x − c(p)

√
t)/2

]
.

(37)

Consider the terms in this expression separately. Firstly, due to EX = 0 and (27)
and (31), there is a constant C > 0 such that

E
[
(p− δ)xp−δ−1 ·X ; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

= −(p− δ)xp−δ−1E
[
X ; |X | > (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≥ −C xp−δ−1

(x− c(p)
√
t)p−1

≥ −C xp−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)p

. (38)

Secondly, due to EX2 = 1 and (28), there is a constant C > 0 such that in the case
p > 2

E

[
(p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2 ·X2; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

=
(p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2

(
1−E

[
X2; |X | > (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

])

≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2 − C

xp−δ−2

(x− c(p)
√
t)p−2

≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2 − C

xp−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)p

, (39)
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while for 1 < p ≤ 2 using (31), there is a constant C > 0 such that

E

[
(p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2 ·X2; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

=
(p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2

(
1−E

[
X2; |X | > (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

])

≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2 − C

xp−δ−2

(x− c(p)
√
t)δ

≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2 − C

xp−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)2+δ

. (40)

Thirdly, we notice that if |X | ≤ (x− c(p)
√
t)/2, then for every θ ∈ [0, 1]

3

2
x ≥ 3

2
x− 1

2
c(p)

√
t ≥ x+ θX ≥ 1

2
(x + c(p)

√
t) ≥ 0.

For p > 3, the third moment of X is finite, so there is a constant C > 0 depending
only on p and δ such that

E

[
(p− δ)(p− δ − 1)(p− δ − 2)

6
(x+ θX)p−δ−3 ·X3; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≥ − (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)(p− δ − 2)

6

(
3

2
x

)p−δ−3

E
[
|X |3; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≥ −Cxp−δ−3. (41)

Combining all results (35) – (39) and (41), we obtain that for p > 3 there is a
constant C > 0 depending only on p and δ such that

E [|x+X |p − xp] ≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2 − C

(
xp−δ

(x − c(p)
√
t)p

+ xp−δ−3

)
,

If p ∈ (2, 3], then we notice that p− δ − 3 < 0. So if |X | ≤ (x − c(p)
√
t)/2, then

0 ≤ (x+ θX)p−δ−3 ≤
(
x− (x − c(p)

√
t)/2

)p−δ−3

≤ C
(
x− c(p)

√
t
)p−δ−3

and using that E|X |2+δ <∞, we obtain

E

[
(p−δ)(p−δ−1)(p−δ−2)

6
(x + θX)p−δ−3 ·X3; |X | ≤ (x − c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≥ −C
(
(x− c(p)

√
t)/2

)p−δ−3

E
[
|X |3; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≥ −C
(
x− c(p)

√
t
)p−δ−3

E

[
|X |3

((x − c(p)
√
t)/2

|X |
)1−δ

; |X | ≤ (x − c(p)
√
t)/2

]

≥ −C
(
x− c(p)

√
t
)p−2δ−2

E
[
|X |2+δ; |X | ≤ (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≥ −C
(
x− c(p)

√
t
)p−2δ−2

. (42)
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Combining all results (35) – (39) and (42), for p ∈ (2, 3] we obtain that there is a
constant C > 0 depending only on p and δ such that

E [|x+X |p − xp] ≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2

− C

(
xp−δ

(1 + x− c(p)
√
t)p

+ (x − c(p)
√
t)p−2δ−2

)
.

If p ∈ (1, 2], then we notice that p− δ− 3 < p− δ− 2 < 0. So analogous to the case
p ∈ (2, 3], there is some constant C > 0 such depending only on p and δ such that

E

[
(p−δ)(p−δ−1)(p−δ−2)

6
(x+ θX)p−δ−3 ·X3; |X | ≤ (x − c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≥ −C
(
x− c(p)

√
t
)p−2δ−2

. (43)

Combining all results (35) – (38), (40) and (43), for p ∈ (1, 2] we obtain that there
is a constant C > 0 depending only on p and δ such that

E [|x+X |p − xp] ≥ (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2

− C

(
xp−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)2+δ

+ (x− c(p)
√
t)p−2δ−2

)
,

thereby completing the proof. �

Remark 11. If t→ ∞ and x ≥ (c(p) + γ)
√
t for some γ > 0, then we have

E
[
|x+X |p−δ − xp−δ

]
=

(p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
xp−δ−2(1 + o(1)),

as the dominating term was obtained only through equalities. ⋄

By Lemma 4, we notice that if x ≥ (c(p) + γ)
√
t for some γ > 0, then

Vp(x, t)− C · xp−δ ≥ 1

A(p, γ)
xp − Cxp−δ.

For every constant C we can therefore find a constant R(C) such that for every
R ≥ R(C) one has

Vp(x+R, t)− C · |x+R|p−δ > 0 (44)

for all x ≥ (c(p) + γ)
√
t.

With this in mind, we define for k ∈ N and x ∈ R

h(x, t) :=
(
V p(x+R, t)− C · |x+R|p−δ

)+
.

Lemma 12. Let p > 1. For every γ > 0 there exist constants C and R such that
if x ≥ (c(p) + γ)

√
t then

E [h(x+X, t+ 1)− h(x, t)] ≤ 0.
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Proof. There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on p and δ such that

E
[
|x+R+X |p−δ;X < −(x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]

≤ 2p
(
(x +R)p−δP

(
|X | > (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

)
+E

[
|X |p−δ; |X | > (x− c(p)

√
t)/2

])

≤ 22p
(
(x+R)p−δ E[|X |p]

(x− c(p)
√
t)p

+
E [|X |p]

(x− c(p)
√
t)δ

)

≤ C

(
(x+R)p−δ

(x − c(p)
√
t)p

+
1

(x− c(p)
√
t)δ

)

≤ C
(x+R)p−δ

(x − c(p)
√
t)p

. (45)

Using (44) we infer that

{V p(x+R+X, t+ 1) < C|x+R+X |p−δ} ⊆ {X < −(x− c(p)
√
t)/2}

for all R ≥ R(C), so

E [h(x+X, t+ 1)− h(x, t)]

= E
[
V p(x +R+X, t+ 1)− V p(x +R, t)− C

(
|x+R+X |p−δ − |x+R|p−δ

)]

−E
[
V p(x+R+X, t+ 1)

− C|x+R+X |p−δ;V p(x +R+X, t+ 1) < C|x+R +X |p−δ
]

≤ E
[
V p(x +R+X, t+ 1)− V p(x +R, t)

]

− C ·E
[(
|x+R+X |p−δ − |x+R|p−δ

)]

+E
[
C|x+R+X |p−δ;X < −(x− c(p)

√
t)/2

]
.

Using Lemmas 8 and 10 together with (45), we find that for p > 3,

E [h(x+X, t+ 1)− h(x, t)] ≤ − (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
(x+R)p−δ−2

+ C

(
(x+R)p−3 +

(x+R)p−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)p

)
.

For p ∈ (2, 3],

E [h(x+X, t+ 1)− h(x, t)] ≤ − (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
(x+R)p−δ−2

+ C

(
(x+R)p−1

(x− c(p)
√
t)p−1

+ (x+R− c(p)
√
t)p−2δ−2

)
.

And if p ≤ 2,

E [h(x+X, t+ 1)− h(x, t)] ≤ − (p− δ)(p− δ − 1)

2
(x +R)p−δ−2

+ C

(
(x+R)p−δ

(x− c(p)
√
t)2+δ

+ (x+R− c(p)
√
t)p−2δ−2

)
.

In all three cases, the entire term is dominated by − (p−δ)(p−δ−1)
2 (x+R)p−δ−2 for

sufficiently large x (all further terms are of lower order; indeed by Remark 11, we
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obtain an asymptotic equality). Due to the negative sign, this term is non-positive,
hence

E [h(x+X, t+ 1)− h(x, t)] ≤ 0. �

Lemma 13. For every c > 0 and every 1 < p1 < p(c), there exist constants C and
R such that

Mn := h(a+ S(Ta,b ∧ n), b+ Ta,b ∧ n)

=
(
V p1(R+ a+ S(Ta,b ∧ n), b+ Ta,b ∧ n)− C · |a+R+ S(n)|p1−δ

)+

is a supermartingale.

Proof. Consider

E [Mn+1 −Mn | Fn]

= E
[
(Mn+1 −Mn)1{Ta,b≤n} | Fn

]
+E

[
(Mn+1 −Mn)1{Ta,b>n} | Fn

]
.

The first term obviously satisfies

E
[
(Mn+1 −Mn)1{Ta,b≤n} | Fn

]

= E
[
(f(a+ S(Ta,b), Ta,b + b)− f(a+ S(Ta,b), Ta,b + b)) 1Ta,b≤n | Fn

]
= 0.

For the other term, we obtain from Lemma 12 with γ = c(p)− c(p1) > 0

E
[
(Mn+1 −Mn)1{Ta,b>n} | Fn

]

= E [h(a+ S(n+ 1), n+ 1 + b)− h(a+ S(n), n+ b) | Fn] 1{Ta,b>n}

= E [h(a+ S(n) +X,n+ 1 + b)− h(a+ S(n), n+ b) | Fn] 1{Ta,b>n} ≤ 0.

This proves the claim. �

We now turn to the case p < 1. It turns out that the function h(x, t) is not
appropriate for this case and that one has to use a different type of correction for
Vp(x, t). We define

G(x, t) := V p(x+R, t+R)− C(t+R)(p−δ)/2 and g(t, x) := (G(x, t))+.

If x > (c(p) + γ)
√
t for some γ > 0 then

V p(x+R, t+R) = (t+R)p/2ψp

(
R+ x√
R+ t

)
≥ (t+R)p/2ψp(c(p) + γ)

for all sufficiently large R. Therefore, there exists R(C) such that, for every R ≥
R(C),

g(x, t) > 0 for all x ≥ (c(p) + γ)
√
t. (46)

Lemma 14. Assume that p < 1. For every γ > 0 there exist constants C and R
such that, for all t ≥ 0 and x ≥ (c(p) + γ)

√
t,

E[g(x+X, t+ 1)− g(x, t)] ≤ 0.

Proof. It follows from (46) that

E[g(x+X, t+ 1)− g(x, t)] = E
[
V p(x +R+X, t+R+ 1)− V p(x +R, t+R)

]

− C
[
(t+R+ 1)(p−δ)/2 − (t+R)(p−δ)/2

]

−E [G(x+X, t+ 1);G(x+X, t+ 1) < 0] .
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For every x > (c(p) + γ)
√
t we have by Lemma 9

∣∣E
[
V p(R + x+X,R+ t+ 1)

]
− V p(R+ x,R + t)

∣∣

≤ C1(1 +R+ x− c(p)
√
t+R)p−2−δ ≤ C2(t+R)p/2−δ/2−1.

Furthermore,
[
(R + t+ 1)(p−δ)/2 − (R + t)(p−δ)/2

]
≥ p− δ

2
(R + t+ 1)(p−δ)/2−1.

Finally, for all sufficiently large R, {G(x+X, t+1) < 0} ⊂ {X < − γ
2

√
R + t} and,

consequently,

−E [G(x+X, t+ 1);G(x+X, t+ 1) < 0]

≤ C(t+R)(p−δ)/2P(G(x +X, t+ 1) < 0)

≤ C(t+R)(p−δ)/2P(X < −γ
2

√
R+ t)

≤ C(t+R)(p−δ)/2−1−δ/2E|X |2+δ.

Combining these estimates and increasing if necessary R, we get the desired prop-
erty. �

Lemma 15. If p1 < p < 1 then there exist constants C and R such that

M̂n :=
(
Vp1(R+a+S(Ta,b∧n), R+b+Ta,b∧n)−C(R+b+Ta,b∧n)(p1−δ)/2

)+

is a supermartingale.

The proof of this lemma repeats the proof of Lemma 13 and we omit it.

4. Upper bounds for P(Ta,b > n) and for P(S(n) ∈ (x, x+ h], Ta,b > n)

4.1. Estimates for the tail of Ta,b.

Lemma 16. For every c > 0 and every 1 < p1 < p(c), there exist constants C and
R such that

E
[
V p1(R + a+ S(n), n+ b);Ta,b > n

]
≤ C(1 + ap1).

For every c < 0 and every 0 < p1 < p(c) < 1, there exist constants C and R such
that

E
[
V p1(R + a+ S(n), n+ b);Ta,b > n

]
≤ C(1+|a|p1+bp1/2)+Cn(p1−δ)/2P(Ta,b > n).

Proof. Consider first p(c) > 1 and let p1 be such that 1 < p1 < p(c). Notice that
Ta,b ∧ n is a bounded stopping time. Hence, we can apply the optional stopping
theorem to the supermartingale Mn from Lemma 13 to obtain that there is a
constant C′ such that

E [h(a+ S(n), b + n);Ta,b > n]

≤ E [h(a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n] +E [h(a+ S(Ta,b), b + Ta,b);Ta,b ≤ n]

= E [h(a+ S(Ta,b ∧ n), b+ Ta,b ∧ n)] = E [Mn]

≤ E [M0] =
(
V p1(a+R, b)− C · (a+R)p1−δ

)+

≤ (C′(a+R)p1 − C · (a+R)p1−δ) ≤ C′(a+ R)p1 . (47)
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Notice that on the event {Ta,b > n}, for some sufficiently small γ0 > 0

c(p1)
√
n+ b < (c(p)− γ0)

√
n+ b ≤ c(p)− γ0

c(p)
c(p)

√
n+ b

< (1− γ0

c(p) )(a+ S(n))

so in other words, for γ = c(p1)γ0

c(p)
1

1− γ0
c(p)

> 0

(a+ S(n)) > (c(p1) + γ)
√
n+ b

and a+ S(n)− c(p1)
√
n+ b > γ

√
n+ b. It follows from Lemma 5 that

V p1(R+a+S(n), b+n)− C(R+a+S(n))p1−δ

≥ 1

A(p1)
(R+a+S(n)− c(p1)

√
n+b) · (R+a+S(n))p1−1 − C(R+a+S(n))p1−δ

=
(R+a+S(n))p1−1

A(p1)

[
R+a+S(n)− c(p1)

√
n+b− CA(p1)(R+a+S(n))1−δ

]

≥ V p1(R+a+S(n), b+n)

A2(p1)

[
1− CA(p1)

(R+a+S(n))1−δ

R+a+S(n)− c(p1)
√
n+b

]
. (48)

Using the fact that

R+a+S(n)− c(p1)
√
n+b

= R+

(
1− c(p1)

c

)
(a+S(n)) +

c(p1)

c
(a+S(n)− c

√
n+b)

≥ (1− c(p1)
c )(R+a+S(n))

we obtain from (48)

V p1(R+a+S(n), b+n)− C(R+a+S(n))p1−δ

≥ V p1(R+a+S(n), b+n)

A2(p1)

(
1− CA(p1)

Rδ(1− c(p1)
c )

)
.

Let K := 1
A2(p1)

(
1− CA(p1)

Rδ(1− c(p1)

c )

)
, which is positive for sufficiently large R. Then

E
[
V p1(R+ a+ S(n), n+ b);Ta,b > n

]

≤ 1

K
E
[
V p1(R+ a+ S(n), n+ b)− C|R + a+ S(n)|p1−δ;Ta,b > n

]

≤ 1

K
E
[(
V p1(R + a+ S(n), n+ b)− C · |R+ a+ S(n)|p1−δ

)+
;Ta,b > n

]

=
1

K
E [h(a+ S(n), n+ b);Ta,b > n] ≤ C

K
(a+R)p1

by (47) and the claim follows.
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For 0 < p1 < p(c) < 1, we can apply optional stopping theorem to the super-

martingale M̂n from Lemma 15 to obtain

E
[
V p1(R+ a+ S(n), R+ b+ n);Ta,b > n

]

= E
[
V p1(R + a+ S(Ta,b ∧ n), R+ b+ Ta,b ∧ n);Ta,b > n

]

= E
[
M̂n;Ta,b > n

]
+ C(R+ b + n)(p1−δ)/2P(Ta,b > n)

≤ E
[
M̂n

]
+ C(R+ b + n)(p1−δ)/2P(Ta,b > n)

≤ E
[
M̂0

]
+ C(R + b+ n)(p1−δ)/2P(Ta,b > n)

≤ V p1(R + a,R+ b) + Cn(p1−δ)/2P(Ta,b > n).

Using Lemma 7, we can bound the first term V p1(R+ a,R+ b) ≤ A(p1)(R+ |a|+√
b)p1 , so the claim holds. �

Lemma 17. For x ≥ 0, z ≥ n, R ∈ R+ and p > 0 we have

P(V p(S(n) +R, z) > x, Ta,b > n) ≥ P(V p(S(n) +R, z) > x) ·P(Ta,b > n).

Proof. Since V p(x, y) is increasing in x,

{V p(a+ R+ S(n), b+ n) > x} = {S(n) > gn},

where gn is the unique solution to V p(a+R+ gn, b+ n) = x. By Lemma 24 in [5],

P(S(n) > gn, Ta,b > n) ≥ P(S(n) > gn)P(Ta,b > n).

This gives the desired estimate. �

Lemma 18. If E|X |p <∞, then

P(Ta,b > n) ≤ E
[
V p(a+R+ S(n), b + n);Ta,b > n

]

E
[
V p(a+R+ S(n), b+ n)

] .

Proof. By Lemma 17,

E
[
V p(a+R+S(n), b+n);Ta,b > n

]

=

∫ ∞

0

P
(
V p(a+R+S(n), b+n) > x, Ta,b > n

)
dx

≥ P(Ta,b > n)

∫ ∞

0

P
(
V p(a+R+S(n), b+n) > x

)
dx

= P(Ta,b > n)E
[
V p(a+R+S(n), b+n)

]
. �

Lemma 19. For every 1 < p1 < p(c), there exists a finite constant C such that for
all a, b,

P(Ta,b > n) ≤ C
1 + |a|p1

np1/2
.

If 0 < p1 < p(c) < 1 then

P(Ta,b > n) ≤ C
1 + |a|p1 + bp1/2

np1/2
.
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Proof. Assume first that p(c) > 1. We know from Lemma 16 that

E
[
V p1(a+R+S(n), b+n);Ta,b > n

]
≤ C(1 + ap1)

for all a and b. Thus, by Lemma 18, it remains to estimateE
[
V p1(a+R+S(n), b+n)

]
.

By the definition of V p1 ,

E
[
V p1(a+R+S(n), b+n)

]

≥ (b+ n)p1/2E

[
ψp1

(
a+R+S(n)√

n+ b

)
; a+ S(n) > c

√
b+ n

]
.

Applying the central limit theorem, we conclude that the expectation on the right
hand side converges to a positive constant, which depends only on p. This gives
the desired bound.

In the case p1 < p(c) < 1 we use the same estimation for the denominator in
Lemma 18. For the enumerator, we find by Lemma 16 that there are constants C1

and C2 such that

E
[
V p1(R+ a+ S(n), n+ b);Ta,b > n

]

≤ C1(1 + |a|p1 + bp1/2) + C2n
(p1−δ)/2P(Ta,b > n).

Overall, we thus obtain

P (Ta,b > n) ≤ C1
1 + |a|p1 + bp1/2

np1/2
+ C2

n(p1−δ)/2P(Ta,b > n)

np1/2
.

Rearranging gives some constant C2 such that

P(Ta,b > n) ≤
(
1− C2

nδ/2

)−1

C1
1 + |a|p1 + bp1/2

np1/2
.

For n ≥ (2C2)
2/δ we have the desired inequality with C = 2C1. This completes the

proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 20. For every 0 < p1 < p(c), there exists a constant C <∞ such that

E

[(
max
k≤Ta,b

|S(k)|
)p1

]
≤ C(1 + |a|p1 + bp1/21{p(c) < 1})

and

E(Ta,b)
p1/2 ≤ C(1 + |a|p1 + bp1/21{p(c) < 1}).

Proof. By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,

E

[(
max
k≤Ta,b

|S(k)|
)p1

]
≤ CE

[
T

p1/2
a,b

]
.

For every k ≥ 0, one has

E
[
T

p1/2
a,b

]
=
p1
2

∫ ∞

0

up1/2−1P(Ta,b > u)du

≤ kp1/2 +
p1
2

∫ ∞

k

up1/2−1P(Ta,b > u)du.
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Applying Lemma 19 with some p2 ∈ (p1, p), we get

p1
2

∫ ∞

k

up1/2−1P(Ta,b > u)du ≤ p1
2

∫ ∞

k

up1/2−1 1 + ap2

up2/2
du

=
p1
2
(1 + ap2)

∫ ∞

k

u(p1−p2)/2−1du ≤ Ĉ(1 + ap2)k(p1−p2)/2

Taking k = (1 + a)2, we get

E
[
T

p1/2
a,b

]
≤ (1 + a)p1

(
1 + Ĉ

1 + ap2

(1 + a)p2

)
≤ (1 + Ĉ)(1 + a)p1 .

This finishes the proof. �

4.2. Estimates for local probabilities.

Lemma 21. For every p1 < p(c) there exists a constant C such that

P(S(n) ∈ (x, x+ 1], Ta,b > n) ≤ C
1 + |a|p1

n(p1+1)/2
.

Proof. Set m = ⌊n
2 ⌋. It follows from the local central limit theorem that

P(S(n−m) ∈ (z, z + 1]) ≤ C1(n−m)−1/2 ≤ C2n
−1/2

uniformly in z. Using this bound we obtain

P(S(n) ∈ (x, x+ 1], Ta,b > n)

≤
∫

P(S(m) ∈ dz, Ta,b > m)P(S(n−m) ∈ (x− z, x− z + 1])

≤ C2n
−1/2P(Ta,b > m)).

Applying now Lemma 19, we get the desired inequality. �

Lemma 22. If c > 0 then for every 1 < p1 < p(c) there exists a constant C such
that, for all y ≤ √

n/2,

P(a+S(n) ∈ (c
√
b+ n+y, c

√
b+ n+y+1], Ta,b > n) ≤ C(1+y)1/2

1 + |a|p1

np1/2+3/4
. (49)

If c < 0 then for every 0 < p1 < p(c) there exists a constant C such that, for all
y ≤ √

n/2,

P(a+S(n) ∈ (c
√
b+ n+ y, c

√
b+ n+ y+1], Ta,b > n) ≤ C(1+ y)

1 + |a|p1 + bp1/2

np1/2+1
.

(50)

Proof. Set

∆(y) = (c
√
b+ n+ y, c

√
b+ n+ y + 1].

Then, by the Markov property at time n−m < n,

P(a+ S(n) ∈ ∆(y), Ta,b > n)

=

∫ ∞

c
√
b+n−m

P(a+ S(n−m) ∈ dz, Ta,b > n−m)P(z + S(m) ∈ ∆(y), Tz,b+n−m > m).



RANDOM WALKS WITH SQUARE-ROOT BOUNDARIES 23

Using the duality lemma for random walks, we get

P(z + S(m) ∈ ∆(y), Tz,b+n−m > m)

≤ P

(
z + S(m) ∈ ∆(y),min

j≤m
(z + S(j)) > min

j≤m
c
√
b+ n−m+ j

)

≤ P
(
y + 1− S(m) ∈ [z − c

√
b+ n, z + 1− c

√
b+ n),

min
j≤m

(y + 1− S(j)) > −c
√
b+ n+ min

j≤m
c
√
b+ n−m+ j

)
.

It follows from Lemma 21 that, for m ≤ n/2,

P(a+ S(n−m) ∈ (c
√
b+ n−m+ k, c

√
b+ n−m+ k + 1], Ta,b > n−m)

≤ C
1 + |a1|p1

n(p1+1)/2

uniformly in k ≥ 0. Therefore,

P(a+ S(n) ∈ ∆(y), Ta,b > n)

≤ C
1 + |a1|p1

n(p1+1)/2

∞∑

k=0

P
(
y + 1− S(m) ∈ ∆′(k),

min
j≤m

(y + 1− S(j)) > −c
√
b+ n+ min

j≤m
c
√
b + n−m+ j

)

≤ C
1 + |a1|p1

n(p1+1)/2
P

(
min
j≤m

(y + 1− S(j)) > −c
√
b+ n+min

j≤m
c
√
b+ n−m+ j

)
,

where

∆′(k) = [c
√
b+ n−m− c

√
b+ n+ k, c

√
b+ n−m− c

√
b+ n+ k + 1].

We next notice that

c
√
b+ n−min

j≤m
c
√
b+ n−m+ j = c+(

√
b+ n−

√
b+ n−m).

Therefore,

P(a+ S(n) ∈ ∆(y), Ta,b > n)

≤ C
1 + |a1|p1

n(p1+1)/2
P

(
min
j≤m

(y + 1− S(j)) > −c+(
√
b+ n−

√
b + n−m)

)
. (51)

If c > 0 (c+ = c) then we take m = ⌊(y + 1)
√
n+ 1⌋. In this case

√
b+ n−

√
b+ n−m =

m√
b+ n+

√
b + n−m

≥ (y + 1)
√
n√

n
= y + 1.

Then, using Lemma 3 from [8], we get

P(min
j≤m

(y + 1− S(j)) > −c+(
√
b+ n−

√
b+ n−m)

≤ P(min
j≤m

(−S(j)) > −(1 + c)(1 + y)) ≤ C
1 + y√
m

≤ C
(1 + y)1/2

n1/4
. (52)

Combining (51) and (52), we get (49).
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If c+ = 0, i.e. c ≤ 0, then we take m = ⌊n/2⌋. Using once again Lemma 3 from
[8], we have

P(min
j≤m

(y + 1− S(j)) > −c+(
√
b+ n−

√
b+ n−m)

≤ P(min
j≤m

(−S(j)) > −(1 + y)) ≤ C
1 + y√
m

≤ C
(1 + y)

n1/2
. (53)

Combining (51) and (53), we get (50). �

5. Construction of the harmonic function: proof of Theorem 1

Now let

f(x, y) := E
[
V p(c)(x+X, y + 1)

]
− V p(c)(x, y).

Then the sequence

Mn := V p(c)(a+ S(n), b + n)−
n−1∑

k=0

f(a+ S(k), b+ k)

is a martingale. Therefore, using optional stopping, we obtain

V p(c)(a, b) =M0 = E
[
MTa,b∧n

]
= E [Mn;Ta,b > n] +E

[
MTa,b

;Ta,b ≤ n
]

= E
[
V p(c)(a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n

]
+E

[
n−1∑

k=0

fk;Ta,b > n

]

+E
[
V p(c)(a+ S(Ta,b), b+ Ta,b);Ta,b ≤ n

]
−E



Ta,b−1∑

k=0

fk;Ta,b ≤ n


 ,

where fk := f(a + S(k), b + k). The third expectation vanishes since Vp(c)(a +
S(Ta,b), b+ Ta,b) = 0. Rearranging this, we obtain

E
[
V p(c)(a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n

]

= V p(c)(a, b)−E

[
n−1∑

k=0

fk;Ta,b > n

]
−E



Ta,b−1∑

k=0

fk;Ta,b ≤ n




= V p(c)(a, b)−E



Ta,b−1∑

k=0

fk


+E



Ta,b−1∑

k=n

fk;Ta,b > n


 . (54)

A priori, existence of the limit of the expectation on the left hand side is not clear:

Proposition 23. The limit limn→∞ E
[
Vp(c)(a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n

]
is finite.

Proof. We first notice that

E
[
Vp(c)(a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n

]
= E

[
V p(c)(a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n

]
.

It is then immediate from the representation (54) that the claim will be proven if

we show that the random variable
Ta,b−1∑
k=0

|fk| has finite expectation. Indeed, this

will imply that the second term in (54) is well-defined and that the third term will
vanish as n→ ∞.



RANDOM WALKS WITH SQUARE-ROOT BOUNDARIES 25

For p(c) ≥ 3, we notice that by Lemma 8

|f(x, y)| ≤ C(1 + x)p(c)−3 + C
(1 + x)p(c)−1

(1 + x− c
√
y)p(c)−1

for some suitable positive constant C. Therefore,

Ta,b−1∑

k=0

|fk| ≤ C

Ta,b−1∑

k=0

(a+ 1 + S(k))p(c)−3

+ C

Ta,b−1∑

k=0

(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1

. (55)

For the first sum we have

Ta,b−1∑

k=0

(a+ 1 + S(k))p(c)−3 ≤ C1


(a+ 1)p(c)−3Ta,b +

Ta,b−1∑

k=0

(S(k))p(c)−3




≤ C1

[
(a+ 1)p(c)−3 + ( max

k≤Ta,b

|S(k)|)p(c)−3

]
Ta,b

for some positive constant C1. We define S̄T := max
k≤Ta,b

|S(k)|. Taking the expecta-

tion and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

E



Ta,b−1∑

k=0

(a+ 1 + S(k))p(c)−3




≤ C1

[
(a+ 1)p(c)−3ETa,b +E

[
(S̄T )

p(c)−3Ta,b

]]

≤ C1

(
(a+ 1)p(c)−3ETa,b +E

[
(S̄T )

(p(c)−3)r
]1/r

E
[
T s
a,b

]1/s
)
,

where we choose s = p1/2 < p(c)/2 and r = p1/(p1−2) which satisfies (p(c)−3)r <
p1 provided that p(c)− 1 < p1 < p(c). Applying now Lemma 20, we conclude that

E



Ta,b−1∑

k=0

(a+ 1 + S(k))p(c)−3


 ≤ C(1 + a)p(c)−1. (56)

We now turn to expectation of the second sum in (55). We start by the following
splitting:

E



Ta,b−1∑

k=0

(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p−1




=
∞∑

k=0

E

[
(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1

;Ta,b > k

]

=

∞∑

k=0

E

[
(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1

; a+ S(k) >

(
c+

1

2

)√
k + b, Ta,b > k

]

+
∞∑

k=0

E

[
(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)−
√
k + b)p(c)−1

; a+ S(k) ≤
(
c+

1

2

)√
k + b, Ta,b > k

]
.
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We notice that if a+ S(k) > (c+ 1/2)
√
k + b, then

(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1

≤ C.

Therefore, applying Lemma 20, we obtain

∞∑

k=0

E

[
(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1

; a+ S(k) >

(
c+

1

2

)√
k + b, Ta,b > k

]

≤ C

∞∑

k=0

P(Ta,b > k) = CETa,b ≤ C(1 + a)2. (57)

We now split

E

[
(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1

; a+ S(k) ≤ (c+ 1)
√
k + b, Ta,b > k

]

≤ C
√
k + b

p(c)−1

1
2

√
k+b∑

j=1

j−p(c)+1P (a+ S(k) ∈ ∆(j), Ta,b > k) ,

where

∆(j) =
(
c
√
k + b + j − 1, c

√
k + b+ j

]
.

Using now Lemma 22, we get

1
2

√
k+b∑

j=1

j−p(c)+1P (a+ S(k) ∈ ∆(j), Ta,b > k)

≤ C(1 + a)p1

kp1/2+3/4

1
2

√
k+b∑

j=1

j−p(c)+1(1 + j)1/2. (58)

Since p(c) ≥ 3 the sum on the right hand side of (58) is bounded and, consequently,

∞∑

k=0

E

[
(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1

; a+ S(k) ≤ (c+
1

2
)
√
k + b, Ta,b > k

]

≤ C(1 + a)p(c)−1 + C(1 + a)p1

∞∑

k=1

k(p(c)−1)/2−p1/2−3/4. (59)

Therefore, for every p1 ∈ (p(c)− 1/2, p(c)) we have

∞∑

k=0

E

[
(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1

; a+ S(k) ≤ (c+
1

2
)
√
k + b, Ta,b > k

]

≤ C(1 + a)p1 . (60)

Combining (58) and (60), we finally get

E



Ta,b−1∑

k=0

(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1


 ≤ C(1 + a)p(c)1 . (61)

This finishes the proof in the case p(c) ≥ 3.
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In the case p(c) ∈ (2, 3) we have from Lemma 8

|fk| ≤ C
(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p(c)−1

.

Thus, we need to prove an analogue of (61) for p(c) ∈ (2, 3). Clearly, (57) holds for
all p(c) > 2. Furthermore, it is easy to see that if p(c) > 2.5 then the sum in (58)
is still bounded and, consequently, (60) remains valid for p(c) > 2.5. Assume now
that p(c) ≤ 2.5. In this case

1
2

√
k+b∑

j=1

j−p(c)+1(1 + j)1/2 ≤ Ck5/4−p(c)/2

and, consequently, instead of (59) we have

∞∑

k=0

E

[
(1 + a+ S(k))p(c)−1

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
k + b)p−1

; a+ S(k) ≤ (c+
1

2
)
√
k + b, Ta,b > k

]

≤ C(1 + a)p(c)−1 + C(1 + a)p1

∞∑

k=1

k(p(c)−1)/2−p1/2−3/4+5/4−p(c)/2

≤ C(1 + a)p(c)−1 + C(1 + a)p1

∞∑

k=1

k−p1/2.

Now we can infer that (61) remains valid in the case p(c) ∈ (2, 3) with p1 ∈ (2, p(c)).
The case p(c) ∈ (1, 2] is rather similar to p(c) ∈ (2, 3) and we omit its proof.
We now consider the remaining case p(c) < 1. According to Lemma 9,

|fk| ≤ C(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
b+ k)p(c)−2−δ.

Therefore,

E



Ta,b−1∑

k=0

|fk|


 ≤ E


C

Ta,b−1∑

k=0

(1 + a+ S(k)− c
√
b+ k)p(c)−2−δ




= C
∞∑

k=0

E
[
(1 + a+ S(k)− c

√
b+ k)p(c)−2−δ;Ta,b > k

]
.

Here we again split every expectation into two parts:

E
[
(1 + a+ S(k)− c

√
b+ k)p(c)−2−δ;Ta,b > k

]

= E
[
(1 + a+ S(k)− c

√
b+ k)p(c)−2−δ; a+ S(k) ≤ (c+ 1/2)

√
b+ k, Ta,b > k

]

+E
[
(1 + a+ S(k)− c

√
b+ k)p(c)−2−δ; a+ S(k) > (c+ 1/2)

√
b+ k, Ta,b > k

]
.
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The second expectation is bounded by kp(c)/2−1−δ/2P(Ta,b > k). This implies that

∞∑

k=0

E
[
(1 + a+ S(k)− c

√
b+ k)p(c)−2−δ; a+ S(k) > (c+ 1/2)

√
b+ k, Ta,b > k

]

≤ C

∞∑

k=0

kp(c)/2−1−δ/2P(Ta,b > k)

≤ C1ET
p(c)/2−δ/2
a,b ≤ C2(1 + |a|p(c)−δ + bp(c)/2−δ/2). (62)

In the last step we have used Lemma 20. For every k we also have

E
[
(1 + a+ S(k)− c

√
b + k)p(c)−2−δ; a+ S(k) ≤ (c+ 1/2)

√
b + k, Ta,b > k

]

≤

√
b+k/2∑

j=1

jp(c)−2−δP(a+ S(k) ∈ ∆(j), Ta,b > k).

Applying now (50), we have

E
[
(1 + a+ S(k)− c

√
b + k)p(c)−2−δ; a+ S(k) ≤ (c+ 1/2)

√
b + k, Ta,b > k

]

≤ C
(1 + |a|p1 + bp1/2)

kp1/2+1

√
b+k/2∑

j=1

jp(c)−1−δ ≤ C
(1 + |a|p1 + bp1/2)

kp1/2+1
kp(c)/2−δ/2.

The sequence on the right hand side is summable for any p1 ∈ (p(c)−δ, p(c)). Thus,
∞∑

k=0

E
[
(1 + a+ S(k)− c

√
b + k)p−2−δ; a+ S(k) ≤ (c+ 1/2)

√
b+ k, Ta,b > k

]

≤ C(1 + |a|p1 + bp1/2).

Combining this with (62) completes the proof of the proposition. �

As the expectation exists, we can use dominated convergence to take the limit
n→ ∞. Thus, we obtain

lim
n→∞

E
[
Vp(c)(a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n

]
= Vp(c)(a, b)−E



Ta,b−1∑

k=0

fk


 =:W (a, b)

Lemma 24. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1,

E [W (a+X, b+ 1);Ta,b > 1] =W (a, b).

Proof. Let S∗(k) := S(k+1)−X1. Clearly, S(k) and X1 are independent, and S(k)
and S∗(k) are identically distributed. Let T ∗

a,b := inf{k ≥ 0 : S∗(k)+a < c
√
k + b}.

We notice first that

{Ta,b > n+ 1}
= {a+ S(k) > c

√
k + b for all k ≤ n+ 1}

= {a+ S(1) > c
√
1 + b} ∩ {X1 + a+ (S(k)−X1) > c

√
k + b for all 2 ≤ k ≤ n+ 1}

= {Ta,b>1} ∩ {X1 + a+ S∗(k) > c
√
k + 1 + b for all k ≤ n}

= {a+ S(1) > c
√
1 + b} ∩ {T ∗

a+X1,b+1 > n}.
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Therefore, using law of total expectation to condition on the first step of the random
walk,

E
[
Vp(c)(a+ S(n+ 1), b+ n+ 1);Ta,b > n+ 1

]

= E
[
E
[
Vp(c)(a+ S(n+ 1), b+ n+ 1);Ta,b > n+ 1 |X1

]]

= E
[
E
[
Vp(c)(a+X1 + S∗(n), b+ 1 + n);T ∗

a+X1,b+1 > n |X1

]
;Ta,b > 1

]

=

∫
E
[
Vp(c)(a+ x+ S(n), b+ 1 + n);Ta+x,b+1 > n

]
P(X1 ∈ dx, Ta,b > 1)

=

∫
E
[
Vp(c)(y + S(n), b+ 1 + n);Ty,b+1 > n

]
P(a+X1 ∈ dy, Ta,b > 1)

We have seen in the proof of Lemma 23 thatE
[
Vp(c)(y + S(n), b+ 1 + n);Ty,b+1 > n

]

is bounded by C(1+ |y|p). Then, due to the finiteness of E|X |p, we may apply dom-
inated convergence theorem:

W (a, b) = lim
n→∞

E
[
Vp(c)(a+ S(n+ 1), b+ n+ 1);Ta,b > n+ 1

]

= lim
n→∞

∫
E
[
Vp(c)(y + S(n), b+ 1 + n);Ty,b+1 > n

]
P(a+X1 ∈ dy, Ta,b > 1)

=

∫
W (y, b+ 1)P(a+X1 ∈ dy, Ta,b > 1)

= E [W (a+X1, b+ 1);Ta,b > 1] . �

Lemma 25. The function W (a, b) is monotone increasing in a. Furthermore, if

b→ ∞ with a > (c(p) + γ)
√
b for some γ > 0, then

W (a, b) ∼ Vp(c)(a, b). (63)

Moreover, we can pick γb ↓ 0 sufficiently slow so that (63) still holds for a >

(c(p) + γb)
√
b .

Proof. Monotonicity of a 7→ W (a, b) is rather obvious. It is immediate from the
observation that Vp(c)(a, b) and Ta,b are increasing in a.

If a > (c(p) + γ)
√
b, then Vp(c)(a, b) ≥ C(a− c

√
b)p(c) for some suitable constant

C,C′. It suffices thus that in every case, E

[
Ta,b−1∑
k=0

|fk|
]
is of lower order.

This statement follows from the proof of Proposition 23: there we have shown

that if p(c) > 1 then E

[
Ta,b−1∑
k=0

|fk|
]
= O((1 + |a|)p1) for an appropriately chosen

p1 < p(c). And for p(c) < 1 we have proven that E

[
Ta,b−1∑
k=0

|fk|
]
= O((1 + |a|p1 +

bp1/2)) for an appropriate p1 < p(c). In both cases this term is of smaller order

than (a− c
√
b)p(c). Thus, the proof is complete. �

Proof of Corollary 2. Recalling that a 7→W (a, b) is increasing and using Lemma 17,
we obtain

P(Ta,b > n) ≤ E[W (a+ S(n), b+ n);Ta,b > n]

E[W (a+ S(n), b+ n); a+ S(n) > c
√
b+ n]

.
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Then, by the harmonicity of W ,

P(Ta,b > n) ≤ W (a, b)

E[W (a+ S(n), b+ n); a+ S(n) > c
√
b+ n]

.

Thus, it remains to derive a lower bound for the expectation in the denominator.
We know from Theorem 1 thatW (a, b) ∼ Vp(c)(a, b) as a > (c+1)

√
b and a→ ∞.

Combining this with Lemma 4, we conclude that

E[W (a+ S(n), b+ n); a+ S(n) > c
√
b+ n]

≥ A(b + n)p(c)/2P(a+ S(n) > (c+ 1)
√
b + n)

for some constant A, which does not depend on a and b. Since a > c
√
b and n ≥ b,

P(a+ S(n) > (c+ 1)
√
b+ n) ≥ P(S(n) > (c+ 1)

√
b+ n− c

√
b)

≥ P(S(n) > (|c|+ 1)
√
2n).

The desired bound follows now from the central limit theorem. �

6. Asymptotics for P(Ta,b > n): proof of Theorem 3.

For all k < n we define

Qk,n(y) := P(y + S(j) > g(k + j) for all 0 ≤ j ≤ n− k)

= P(y + S(j) > c
√
b+ k + j for all 0 ≤ j ≤ n− k),

= P(Ta+y,b+k > n− k).

Applying Corollary 2 we conclude that

Qk,n(y) ≤M
W (a+ y, b+ k)

(n− k)p(c)/2
, k ≤ n− b

2
.

Therefore, for every k ≤ n−b
2 ,

∣∣∣(n− k)p(c)/2Qk,n(y)− κW (a + y, b+ k)
∣∣∣ ≤ (M + κ)W (a + y, b+ k). (64)

Let γn be a sequence, which converges to zero sufficiently slow. Choose now a
further sequence µn such that µn → 0 and µn

γn
→ ∞. If γn → 0 sufficiently slow

then, using the functional central limit theorem, we get, uniformly in (y, k) ∈ In,
where In := {(y, k) : k ≤ (n− b)/2, a+ y − c

√
b+ k ∈ (γn

√
n, µn

√
n)},

P(Ta+y,b+k > n− k) ∼ P(T
(bm)
a+y,b+k > n− k).

Then, using Uchiyama [15],
∣∣∣∣P(Ta+y,b+k > n− k)− κ

Vp(c)(a+y,b+k)

(n− k)p(c)/2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ εn
Vp(a+ y, b+ k)

(n− k)p(c)/2
,

uniformly in (y, k) ∈ In for some εn ↓ 0. We know from Lemma 25 that

Vp(c)(a+ y, b+ k) ∼W (a+ y, b+ k)

uniformly in (y, k) ∈ In. Consequently,∣∣∣(n− k)p(c)/2Qk,n(y)− κW (a+ y, b+ k)
∣∣∣ ≤ 2ε̃nW (a+ y, b+ k) (65)

uniformly (y, k) such that k ≤ n/2 and y ∈ In.
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We conclude then∣∣∣(n− k)p(c)/2Qk,n(y)− κW (a+ y, b+ k)
∣∣∣

≤ 2ε̃nW (a+ y, b+ k) + (M + κ)W (a + y, b+ k)1{(y, k) /∈ In}. (66)

For every m < n we define

νm := inf{k ≥ 1 : S(k)− ga,b(k) >
√
m} ∧m.

By the strong Markov property at time νm,

P(Ta,b > n) =

m∑

k=1

∫

R

P(Sk ∈ dy, νm = k < Ta,b)Qk,n(y).

Applying (66), we have
∣∣∣np(c)/2P(Ta,b > n)− κE[W (a+ S(νm), b+ νm);Ta,b > νm]

∣∣∣
+ 2ε̃nE[W (a+ S(νm), b + νm);Ta,b > νm]

+ CE[W (a+ S(νm), b + νm);Ta,b > νm, (S(νm), νm) /∈ In].

Since νm is a bounded stopping time,

E[W (a+ S(νm), b + νm);Ta,b > νm] =W (a, b)

and, consequently,
∣∣∣np(c)/2P(Ta,b > n)− (κ + o(1))W (a, b)

∣∣∣
≤ CE[W (a+ S(νm), b+ νm);Ta,b > νm, (S(νm), νm) /∈ In]. (67)

We are left to show that the right-hand side converges to 0 for an appropriately
chosen sequence m = m(n).

Lemma 26. There exists a constant C such that

P(Ta,b > νm) ≤ C
W (a, b)

m
p(c)
2

, for all m ≥ b.

Proof. It is immediate from the definition of νm that

P(Ta,b > νm) = P(Ta,b > νm = m) +P(Ta,b > νm, νm < m)

≤ P(Ta,b > m) +P(Ta,b > νm, S(νm) > ga,b(νm) +
√
m). (68)

According to Corollary 2,

P(Ta,b > m) ≤M
W (a, b)

mp(c)/2
,

for some constant M.
If y > ga,b(k) +

√
m and k ≤ m then

W (a+ y, b+ k) ≥W (a+ ga,b(k), b+ k) =W (c
√
b+ k +

√
m, b+ k)

≥ CVp(c)(c
√
b+ k +

√
m) ≥ Cmp(c)/2

for some positive constant C. Using this fact and applying the Markov inequality,
we have

P(Ta,b > νm, S(νm) > ga,b(νm) +
√
m) ≤ C

E[W (a+ S(νm), b+ νm);Ta,b > νm]

mp(c)/2
.
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Since W is harmonic we further obtain that

P(Ta,b > νm, S(νm) > ga,b(νm) +
√
m) ≤ C

E[W (a, b)

mp(c)/2
.

�

Lemma 27. If Am → ∞ as m→ ∞ then

E[W (a+ S(νm), b+ νm);Ta,b > νm, S(νm) > Am

√
m] = o(1). (69)

Proof. Combining Lemma 4 and Lemma 25 we have

W (x, t) ≤ C|x|p(c) for all x > (c+ 1)
√
t.

Moreover, by the definition of νm,

|S(νm)| ≤ c
√
νm−1 + b− a+

√
m+Xνm ≤ (|c|+ 2)

√
m+Xνm

for all sufficiently large values of m. This implies that there exists m0 such that
{S(νm) > Am

√
m} ⊂

{
Xνm > Am

2

√
m
}
and W (a + S(νm), b + νm) ≤ C(Xνm)p(c)

for all n ≥ n0. Combining these estimates with the strong Markov property, we
obtain

E[W (a+ S(νm), b+ νm);Ta,b > νm, S(νm) > Am

√
m]

≤
n∑

k=1

P(Ta,b > k − 1)E[Xp(c);X > Am

√
m/2].

When p(c) > 2 then by Corollary 2 expectation E[Ta,b] is finite and (69) follows
then from the Markov inequality.

Assume now that p(c) ≤ 2. Since in this case we additionally assume that
E|X |2+δ is finite it follows that E[Xp(c);X > Am

√
m/2] = o(mp(c)/2−1−δ/2). Using

once again Corollary 2 we see that

m∑

k=1

P(Ta,b > k − 1) ≤ Cm1− p(c)
2 .

Combining these two estimates we see that (69) holds for p(c) ≤ 2 as well. �

We can now complete the proof of Theorem 3 by showing that

En := E[W (a+ S(νm), b + νm);Ta,b > νm, (S(νm), νm) /∈ In] = o(1).

We have, En ≤ En,1 + En,2, where

En,1 = E[W (a+ S(νm), b+ νm);Ta,b > νm, a+ S(νm) ≥ νn
√
n− |c|

√
b+m],

En,2 = E[W (a+ S(νm), b+ νm);Ta,b > νm, a+ S(νm)− c
√
b+ νm ≤ γn

√
n].

When µn
√
n√

m
→ ∞ the first expectation En,1 = o(1) by Lemma 27.

Since W (y, t) is increasing in y,

En,2 ≤ E[W (γn
√
n+ c

√
b+ νm, b+ νm);Ta,b > νm].

Using Lemma 25 and Vp(c)(x, t) ≤ C(x − c
√
t)p(c) we obtain

En,2 ≤ C(γn
√
n)p(c)P(Ta,b > νm).
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Applying now Lemma 26

En,2 ≤ C

(
γn

√
n√

m

)p(c)

= o(1)

for m = m(n) such that m(n)
γ2
nn

→ ∞. Thus, En → 0 if m(n) is such that m(n)
γ2
nn

→ ∞
and m(n)

µ2
nn

→ 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.
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