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RANDOM WALKS WITH SQUARE-ROOT BOUNDARIES:
THE CASE OF EXACT BOUNDARIES g(t) =cvVt+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(¢) is
a boundary function. In the present paper we deal with the parametric family
of boundaries {gq4(t) = cvVt+b—a,b > 0,a > cVb}. 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 »(c) such that P(Ty, , > n) ~ x(c) 7‘:‘;((:)’2

as n — o0.

1. INTRODUCTION, MAIN RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Consider a one-dimensional random walk
S(0)=0, Sn)=Xi+Xo+...+X,, n>1,

where X1, X5, ... 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
EX? = 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(g9) :=inf{n >1:5(n)<g(n)}

We shall always assume that g(0) < 0 and that there exists a constant ¢ € R such
that
g(t) ~ eVt ast— oo. (1)

A quite important role in the study of the stopping time T, with general g satisfying
(@D is played by the following parametric family of boundary functions. For b > 0
and a > Vb we set

Jab(t) =cvVt+b—a, t >0. (2)

In this case we set
Top :=T(gap) =inf{n >1:a+ S(n) <cvn+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

Top(g) :=inf{n>1:a+Sn) <gn+b)}, a>g).

Thus, T, = Ty p(cy/~) and, consequently, we deal with the exact boundary eVt
modulo temporal and spatial shifts.

First-passage problems related to stopping times T'(g) and T, can be seen as a
one-sided analogue of the problem with two boundaries:

T(g1,92) == inf{n > N : S(n) ¢ (g1(n), g2(n))},

where N > 1, g;(t) ~ ¢;v/t with ¢; <0 < ¢, ¢1 < ca. (The additional parameter
N is needed here, since the interval (g1(n), g2(n)) can be empty for small values
of m.) Apparently, the study of such two-sided first-passage problems has been
initiated by Blackwell and Freedman [I]. They have considered first time when the
absolute values of a symmetric simple random walk exceeds ¢y/n and have shown
that this random time has finite expectation if and only if ¢ < 1. Motivated by
this surprising observation Breiman [2] has investigated the tail behaviour of T, 4,
in the case when —g;(t) = g2(t) = cv/t. Assuming that the third moment of X is
finite he has shown that

P(T(gl792) > n) ~ anf’Y(C),

where 7(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 EX?log(1+
|X|) is finite then there exist a positive number p(c1,c2) and a slowly varying
function Lg, 4, such that

P(T(g1,92) > n) ~ np(ci,e2)/2

as n — o0.

Moreover, they have proven a limit theorem for S(n) conditioned on {1, 4, > 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 EX?log(1+

|X]) < oo and if g(t) ~ cv/t with some ¢ < 0, then there exist p(c) > 0 and a slowly

varying function L, such that

np(c)/2

P(T(g) > n) ~

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 [0] that (B]) remains valid without extra
moment assumption in the case ¢ = 0. Moreover, that paper contains sufficient
and necessary conditions on boundaries g(¢) under which g¢(¢) is asymptotically
constant. The case ¢ = 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 (@) in the case when ()
holds with some ¢ > 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 ¢ # 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 [I0].

The main purpose of the present paper is to develop a technique which will
allow one to study the tail behaviour of T, ; for boundaries g, (¢) defined in (2]
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with negative as well as positive values of ¢. The case of general boundaries g(t)
satisfying () 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 g, 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

Yp(z) == ew2/4Dp(x) and  Vj,(z,t) == tP/%4h, (%) , t>0, 4)

where D, (z) is the parabolic cylinder function. We also set
Vp(z,0) =2P for z>0. (5)

Novikov has shown that the processes V,(a + B(t),b + t) are martingales.

Let p(c) be the minimal positive root of the mapping p — ¥,(c). This implies
that Vp(e)(cv/,t) = 0 and V() (z,t) > 0 for all z > cv/t. Combining this with the
mentioned above martingale property of V), we conclude that

Vo) (a,b) = E[Vyy(a + B(),b+ ), T > 1], >0, (6)
where
T =inf{t > 0:a+ B(t) < evb+ t}.
In other words, V() is a positive space-time harmonic function for B(t) killed

at Tébgn). Equivalently, the process V,c(a + B(t),b + t)1 is a positive

(T > 1)
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

8Vp(c) (I, t) n 182‘/1,(0) (I, t) —0

ot 2 Ox? ’
Voo (e, 1) = 0,
see ([4) below. The importance of the space-time harmonic function V() becomes
clear from the relation
Vp(c) (a, b)
tp(c)/2
where s(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 ¢, .

P(Téf’gn) > t) ~ x(c) as t — oo, (7)

Theorem 1. Assume that E|X|>T0 < oo for some 6 > 0 and E|X |P(¢) < oo, where
p(c) is the minimal positive root of p — 1, (c). Then the function

W{(a,b) := nILI& E[V,o)(a+ S(n),b+n); Tap > n]
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is well-defined and satisfies
W(a,b) =E[W(a+ S(n),b+n);Tep >n], n>1. (8)
Moreover, the mapping a — W (a,b) is monotone increasing and

W(x,t) ~ Vyey(x,t)  as z,t = oo and % > c+e with e > 0.
It is immediate from the definition of the stopping time T, ; that (§) is equivalent
to

W(a,b) =E |W(a+S(n),b+ n);glgig (a+ S(k) — C\/n—-i-b) > 0} .

Thus, also for the function W, we can interpret the variable a as a spatial (starting)
point and b as a time shift for the boundary cyv/t. Equation (8) is a discrete-time
analogue of (@) and it can be viewed as a standard discrete harmonicity for 2-
dimensional process (S(n),n) killed at T, ;.

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

Corollary 2. Under the conditions of Theorem [,

W(a,b)
P(Ta7b>n)§MW7 TLZb,

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

To prove Theorem [ we first construct a family of positive supermartingales
for S(n) killed at T, 4. To this end we modify appropriately functions V,(x,t) for
p < p(c). (To understand, why V, with p < p(c) is a good starting point, we look
again at the Brownian motion. Recalling that Vj,(a + B(t),b + ¢) is a martingale
and that V,,(cv/t,t) > 0 for every p < p(c) and using the optional stopping theorem,
we infer that V,(a + B(t),b + t)l{Téf’gn) >t} is a supermartingale.) Applying the
Optimal Stopping Theorem to that martingales, we derive suboptimal upper bounds
for the tail of T, p, see Lemma [I9 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 [ is lengthy but uses
only quite elementary calculations. A disadvantage of this approach is a slightly
stronger moment condition E|X|?>T% < oo. 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 Tj.

Theorem 3. Assume that all the conditions of Theorem [l are valid. Then, for all
fized a,b such that a > cV/b,

W (a,b)

P(Tup >mn)~ %(C)W

; 9)
where 3(c) is the same constant as in ().

Comparing this with (B we see that our result covers boundaries g, for all
possible values of c¢. Furthermore, we show that a slowly varying function L, 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|?*9, which is relevant in the case p(c) < 2. Greenwood
and Perkins impose a milder assumption EX?log(1 + | X|) < oco.

We conclude the introduction by discussing the moment assumption E|X |p(c) <
oo. We assume that ¢ is such that p(¢) > 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) >0t ", t>1 (10)

with some 6y > 0 and some 3 € (2,p(c)). Clearly, E|X|P(¢) is then infinite. It is
clear that

P(T,, >n) >P(X; > Ayn)P (gcnin S(k) > I]?élxgaﬁb(k) — A\/ﬁ>
<n <n

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

1
— max gqp(k) = c.

\/ﬁ k<n
Therefore, by the functional central limit theorem,
P (llt€n<12 S(k) > %lgfg“)b(k) - A\/ﬁ) - P (ISHSIIIIB(S) >c— A)
and the probability on the right hand side is positive for all A > ¢. Taking A = c+1,
we infer that there exists a constant #; such that

P(T,p>n)> 0yn=P/2,

Thus, the statement of Theorem Bl can not hold for walks satisfying (I0). 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 V/,

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

The function v, (z) = ew2/4Dp(x) is defined for all real 2 and p. For p < 0 this
function admits the following integral representation

“+oo
Yp(x) = ﬁ / exp (—xs - %2) s7P71ds > 0.
0

This implies immediately that i, has no real roots in the case p < 0. It is also
known that 1, satisfies the following recurrence relation:

Up(2) = 2pp1(z) + (1 = p)ipp—a(). (11)

This relation allows one to get an integral representation for 1), also in the case
p=0.
The derivative of 1, satisfies

7/’;(33) = pYp—1(z). (12)
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Recalling definitions (Bl) and (@) of functions V,, and using (IZ), we obtain

0
V(1) = PV (). (13)
Combining (II]) and (2], one gets easily the relation
0 102 1
5 2@ 1) = =555 V(@) = —op(p = 1)Vp-2(2, 1), (14)
It is also known that
Yp(z) ~ 2P as z — 0. (15)

All properties presented above may be found in [I4], see also appendices in [13] and
[15].
The following properties of V,, are proven in [3].

Lemma 4. It holds that

Vp(x,t) is increasing in x € (cV/'t,00) for all p € [0,p(c)] (16)
and
V(o) (eVE, 1) =0 < Voo (2,t)  for all x> eV, (17)
In addition, for all p € R,
sup |Vp(z,t)/zP —1| -0 as z— oo. (18)
z>2/1

Furthermore, for each vy > 0 there exists a finite positive constant Co(y) = Cy(7, ¢)
such that

Co(N(@ = VO = Vi) (1) = (& — V)" /Co(v) (19)
for all x,t,c and ~ satisfying conditions:
T —cVt >Vt with t>0. (20)

Since ¢ — p(c) is monotone increasing, we can invert this mapping. The inverse
mapping will be denoted by p — ¢(p). It is then clear that ¢(p) is the largest zero
of the function ¢, (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 Wy (2, 1)(x — eV < V(1) < CVpor ()& — clp)VD). (21
If p > 1 there exists a constant A(p) such that

1
A(p)

for all x > c(p)V't.

Proof. Since 9p,(x) ~ P,z — oo for all p, there exists sufficiently large A such that

(1) holds for = > Av/t.
Consider now the case = € (¢(p)V/t, AV/t). By the mean value theorem,
Vol t) = Vp(,1) = Vp(e(p) Vi, 1)
0
= 55Vo(0,)(z — c(p)V1) = pVpa (0, )(w — c(p)VD)

for some 6 € (c(p)V/t, ).

2?7 o = e(p)VE) < V(o t) < A(p)a? ™ (z — c(p) V)
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By the definition of V,_1,
Vooi(y, 1) = P20, 4 (y/ V).
Noting that 1/C(p,A) < ¥p_1(u) < C(p,A) for all u € [c(p), A], we conclude
that the ratio V,—1(y,t)/Vp—1(z,t) is bounded below and above by some positive
constants, which depend on A and p only. This completes the proof of (21I]).

To prove the second claim we notice that ¢(p—1) < ¢(p). This allows us to apply
(@) to the function V,_;. This gives us the estimates

(& —clp = DV < Vpoa(a,t) < Ar(p)(z — clp — VP

Ai(p)

for & > ¢(p)v/t. For all z > ¢(p)+/t one has

-t -1~

x_fc(p ) :vgx—c(p—l)\/fgx—i—ic(p ) x,

c(p) c(p)
where as usual 7 = max(z,0) and = = max(—=z,0). Using these estimates we
obtain

2P <V (x,t) < Ag(p)aPL.
Az(p) = Vp 1( )— 2(p)

Thus, the proof is complete. ([

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

Vy(a,t) < Al + TVA)?
for all x > —T/t.
Proof. By the definition,

Vy(ant) = 1720, ()

<

and

Pe(2) = %_q) /000 exp ( — 25— %)sf‘klds.

It is then clear that
2

d 1 b
Ez/}q(z) = _m/o exp ( — 25— %)s‘qu < 0.

Thus, 14(z) is decreasing. Recall that 14(z) ~ 2% as z — co. Therefore, there are
constants R and Cy such that

¥g(2) < Co(11-1.r)(2) + 271 (R 00) (2))
and consequently,
Vo(z,t) < Co (tq/21[7T\/E,R\/E) () + qu[R\/E,oo)(‘r)) : (22)

If < RVt then (z + TV1)? > (R + T)9 - t9/2. Furthermore, for t > Ryt we
have (z + TV1)? > (1+ %)qa:q. Combining this with (22), we get the desired
estimate. [l

Lemma 7. For every p € (0,1) there exists A(p) such that
Vo(,1) < A(p)(x — c(p)VE)”
for all x > c(p)V't, t > 0.
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Proof. Using ([21)) and the fact that V,_1(z,t) is decreasing in « we obtain
‘/;D(Ia t) < A(p)vpfl(c(p)\/zv t) ’ (.I - C(p)\/g)

Applying Lemma [@ to V,,_1, we get
LW) o

7i .

1—

Noting that (&\/;%)\/Z) 3 < 1 for z € [¢(p)V1, (c(p) + 1)Vt] we complete the
proof. (I

Vl,t) < A (@)t * V" 2(x = cp)VD) = Aolp) (@ — )V

3. CONSTRUCTIONS OF SUPERMARTINGALES

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

1/ _ V;D(Iat)v &€ Z C(p)\/g,
Va(@, 1) = { 0, z<c(p)Vt.

In this section we will use an approach which is similar to the method suggested
by McConnell [I1], 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(a + S(n),b+ n) for p > 1 and
then for p € (0,1).

Lemma 8 (p > 1). Assume that E|X|P < oo and E|X|**° < oo for some § > 0.
If p > 2 then there exists a constant C such that, for all x > c(p)V/t,

|EVp(z+ X, t+1) = Vy(z,t)] < C((l " i:ljcgg;\/i)pl +(1+ x)p3>'

If p € (1,2] then there exists a constant C' such that, for all x > c(p)V/t,

[EVp(z+ X, t+1) = Vy(z,t)| < C((l " S_“LCJEZ\/BM).

Proof. Both statements are obvious for x € (c(p)v/t, ¢(p)vt + 1]. From now on we

assume that z > ¢(p)y/t + 1.
First we notice that

Volx +2z,t+ 1) — Vp(z,1)
= [V + 2t +1) = Vplo + 2,)] + [Vy (@ + 2,8) = Vp(a,8)].
Applying now the Taylor formula, we get the equalities
Volx+ 2,6+ 1) — Vy(z + 2,t)

3] 1 0%
= &Vp(x+zvt)+§@vp(f+zvt+¢)
3] 0? 1 02
= 5@ ) + 22 V(o + 9z, 8) + 5 os Vo(z + 2,1+ ¢)
for some ¢, € (0,1). Similarly,
Vp(z + 2,t) — Vp(z,t)
0 ,1 02 31 93
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for some 0 € (0,1). Using now (I3)) and ([[d]), we arrive at the equality

‘/ZD(I + th+ 1) - ‘/;D(‘rvt)
22 1
= Zpr—l(xvt) + Ep(p - 1)Vp—2($7 t) - Ep(p - 1)‘/;0_2(.%',15) + Rp(xv L 2)7 (23)

where
3
z
Ry(z,t; 2) = Ep(p —1)(p—2)Vp_3(x + 0z,1)

_ gp(p —1)(p—2)Vy_s(x + 1z, 1)

+ %p(p —1)(p—2)(p—3)Vp—a(z,t + ¢),for ¢,¢,0 € (0,1).

Using the equality (23), we have
E|Vy(z+X,t+1)— Vp(a:,t); | X| < (z—clp)vVi+ 1)/2]
=E [Vp(z + Xt +1) = Vp(z,8); | X] < (z — c(p)VE +1)/2]

= —2plp ~ DVpoa(a, OP(IX] < (& — clpVETT)/2)

+pVp1 (2, )E[X; | X] < (x — c(p)VE+1)/2]

1

+5p(p = DVpa(z, E[X? |X| < (z = c(p)VE+1)/2]
+E[Ry(2,1 X); [X| < (z — c(p)Vt +1)/2].

Recall that p > 1 is equivalent to ¢(p) > 0. It follows from (I9) that V,_1(z,t) =
O(xP~1) and V,_a(x,t) = O(xP~2) uniformly in z > c(p)V/t.

To bound E[R,(z,t; X); | X| < (z—c(p)v/t)/2], we notice that, by (I9), V,—3(z+
0z,t) = O((1+2)P~3) and Vp_4(z,t+¢) = O((1+x)P~*) for z > ¢(p)v/t + 1. These
estimates imply that

[E[R,(, 6 X);|X| < (z — c(p)VE+1)/2]|
<C(A+aPt+ (1 +2)P°EBX[%X] < (2 — c(p)Vi+1)/2) .
Recalling that EX = 0 and EX? = 1 and using once again ([4), we infer that
E[Vy(e+ X, t+1) = Vy(a,1); |X| < (z — c(p)Vi+1)/2]]
< C(a*P(X| > (@ — c(p)VI+1)/2)
+ 2 EXG [ X] > (2~ c(p)VE+1)/2)
+a P EX%X] > (2 - c(p)VE+1)/2]
+ (L4 af ™+ (L+ 2l BX X < (@0 - cp)VEF1)/2]). (20)
It is immediate from (I4) that V,(z,t) increases in x and decreases in . This

observation implies that V,(z + X,t + 1) < Vy(z,t + 1) < Vp(z,t) for all X <
—(x — ¢(p)v/t + 1)/2. This implies that

|E [Vp(z+ X, t+1) = Vy(x,t); | X| > (& — c(p)Vt +1)/2]]
<SE[Vp(z+X,t4+1);X > (z — clp)Vt+1)/2]
+V,(z,t)P(|X| > (z — clp)Vt +1)/2).
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Using Lemma [0l

|E[Vp(z+ X, t+1) = Vy(x,t);| X]| > (x — c(p)Vt + 1)/2]|
< AP)E (@ + X —cp)VD) - (2 + XP 5 X > (@ = cp)VIF1)/2]
+AP)(x — clp)VD)a? ' P(IX| > (z — c(p)VE+1)/2)
<32 AR (X[ + X)X > (@ e(p)VET 1)/2]
+24(p)(@ — c(p)VD)a" " P(X| > (@~ c(p)VIF1)/2)
< O(B[IXP:X > (@ - cp)Vi+1)/2] + 27 B [|IX X > (@ = c(p)Vi+1)/2]

+ (2= c(p)VDa" " P(X] > (@ — c(p)VEF1)/2)). (25)
Assume that p > 2. Due to our moment assumption E|X|? < oo,
P(IX| > (z —c(p)Vt+1)/2) < C1+x —c(p)VE) 7, (26)
E[[X[;|X|> (z — c(p)Vt +1)/2) < C(L+ 2 = c(p)V)' 77, (27)
E[X%|X| > (z — c(p)VE+1)/2) < (1 + 2 — c(p)V1)* 7, (28)
and
E[| X" X > (z —c(p)Vt+1)/2] < C. (29)

If p > 3 then E[|X|%|X| < (z — c(p)Vv/t)/2] is bounded. Plugging in (26) — (Z9)
into (24) and (23]), we thus obtain
[EVp(z+ X, t+1) = Vy(z,t)|
<E[Vp(r+ X, t+1) = Vy(z,t); | X| < (z — c(p)VE+1)/2]]
+|E [Vp(z+ X, t+ 1) = Vy(x,t); | X]| > (& — clp)Vt+1)/2]]
- ((1 T VP (Lt —cpVOr T (1t cp) VP
(x — C(p)\/f)wp_l)
(1+z—c(p)Vi)P

+ A+ + A+ P14

(1+z)P~t
=¢ (<1 e — Vi

which is the desired bound for p > 3.
If p € (2,3) then

+(1+ x)P?’) ,

E[IX%]X] < (z — c(p)VE+1)/2]
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Applying this together with 26]) — (29) to 24) and @5]), we find for p € (2,3)
|EVy(z+ X, t+1) = Vy(z,t)|
S|E[Vp(@+ X, t+1) = Vy(a,t); |X] < (@ — c(p)VE+ 1)/2]|
+|E[Vp(z+ X, t+1) = Vy(2,t); | X]| > (z — c(p)Vt + 1)/2]|
Pl
=TV T
This completes the proof of the first claim.

If 1 < p < 2 then we assume that E|X|**9 < oo for some § > 0. In this case,
instead of (26]) — (28], we have

P(IX| > (x = c(p)VI+1)/2) < C(1+x — c(p)V)~ ), (30)

E[|X|; X > (z —c(p)Vt+1)/2] C(A +x —c(p)Vt)"™27° forallr <2 (31)
and
BIXP X < (@ - c(pVET1)/2) < (0 — cp)VD' B [[X[*]
<C(1+z—clp)Vt)=°. (32)
Entering B0) — (32) into 24]) and (23], we thus obtain for p € (1, 2]
|EVy(z+ X, t+1) = Vy(z,t)|
S|E[Vy(@+ X, t+1) = Vy(a,t); |X] < (z — c(p)VE+ 1)/2]|
+|E[Vp(z+ X, t+1) = Vy(2,t); | X]| > (z — c(p)Vt + 1)/2]|
(1+a)P !
(1+2 = cp)vi)i+e
which is the second claim. (]

Lemma 9 (p € (0,1)). Assume that E|X|**° < oo for some § > 0. If p € (0,1)
then, as x — c(p)V/t — 00,

[EV,(z+ X,t+1) = V,(z,t)| = o((1 + = — c(p)Vt)P>7%).

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

By = ‘E [Vp(x FX 1) - Vp(a 1) X > <x—c<p)\/z)/zﬂ
<E [Vyla+ X0 X > (a—cp)VD)/2] + Vylw, HP(X > (3—c(p)Vi)/2)
<2E [Vp(x FX )X > (x_c(p)\/i)/z}
< 2A()E [(2+ X —cp)VI)'s X > (w—c(p)Vi)/2]
<GAW)E [|X]; X > (r—c(p)Vi)/2] |

where the third inequality follows from Lemma [l Applying now the Chebyshev
inequality, we conclude that

Ei=o0 ((1 +z - c(p)\/f)p_Q_‘;) . (33)
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On the event X < —(z—c(p)v/t)/2 we have, due to Lemmal[ll V,(z + X,t+ 1) <
C(z—c(p)Vt)P and Vp(x,t) < C(z—c(p)v/t)P. Therefore,

E [Vp(:c—i—X,t—f— 1) = Vo, t); X < —(x—c(p)\/E)/z}
=0 ((1 + a:—c(p)\/g)pfzf‘s) . (34)

In the event | X| < (z—c(p)v/t)/2 we shall use the decomposition in (24)). Combining
Lemma [6 with the Chebyshev inequality, we have

V(P (X] > (2=c(p)VD)/2) < O+ a—clp)VDP *P(IX| > (2—c(p)v)/2)
=o (@ +a—cp)Viyr ),

Vp—1(z, t)E [X; |X| > (x—c(p)\/f)/ﬂ =0 ((1 + x_c(p)\/g)p—%(s)
and
Voo (0, OF [ X% [X] > (2= c(p)VD)/2] = o (1 +2—cp)VD) 7).

Similarly,
E [Rp(:c,t,X); | X < (:v—c(p)\/f)/ﬂ =0 ((1 + x_c(p)\/g)p—z—é) '

This completes the proof. (I

We have bounded the absolute value of the mean drift. To construct a super-
martingale we will correct V', with a term of order 2P~ with some sufficiently small
0. In the next lemma we estimate the drift of this term.

Lemma 10 (p > 1). Assume that E|X|P < oo and E|X|**° < oo for some § > 0.
(i) If p > 3, then for all x > c(p)\/t there is constant C > 0 depending only
on p and & such that

E [|lz+ X0 — x”_‘s]

-6
> (p - 5)(29 —0— 1)$p—6—2 —C ( x? + xp—5—3) .
2 (z — c(p) V)P

(i) If p € (2,3], then for all x > c(p)\/t there is a constant C > 0 depending
only on p and § such that

E [|x + X|p—t5 _ xp—é] > (p — 6)(17 —0— 1) p—6—2

2 x

p—0
— _I T —c p—26—2 )
(=g + V)

(iil) If p € (1,2], then for all x > c(p)\/t there is a constant C > 0 depending
only on p and § such that

B [fr + Xp —gr=t] > @@ D) s

aP=0 JE)p—2-2
- (G + o)
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Proof. We split the expectation into three parts
E [z + X|P0 — xpf‘;]
=B [lo+ X0 — 27X < (@ - clp)VD)/2]
+E [|x +X[P0— 2P0 X > (- c(p)\/Z)/2}
+E [|x FXPO — P X < (2 — c(p)\/i)/z]
=: Ay + Az + As. (35)

We find immediately that A > 0. For As, notice that |z + X|P > 0 and thus due
to 26) (if p > 2) and @B0) (if 1 < p < 2), there is a constant C' > 0 such that
P90

(36)

Finally, for A;, notice that due to X > —(x — ¢(p)v1)/2, = + X > 0 so we can
remove the absolutes. By Taylor’s formula, there is a 8 = (x, X) € [0, 1] such that

A =E [|:c +XP0 — 2P0 X| < (z — c(p)VE)/2

_ E|:(p _ 6)$p_5_1 X 4+ (p - 6)(]? —0— 1)$p_5_2 . X2

2
L =9 56_1)(1? =972 (o px )t XX < (0 — (p)VD/2].

(37)

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

E [(p—0)a" "1 X3 |X]| < (¢ — c(p)V)/2]

= (= )" E[X31X] > (¢ - c(p)VD) /2]
$p_5_1 xp—6

BTN T R PR Ty -

Secondly, due to EX? = 1 and (28], there is a constant C' > 0 such that in the case
p>2

E (P—5)(p2_6_ L) -2 X% X[ < (@ - C(P)\/Z)/z}

(p— 5)(]92— 6 — 1)xp—5—2 (1 —E [Xz; | X| > (z— c(p)\/Z)/ﬂ)

(P=0)p—0-1) , 5> ab=02
S N EEEENAT
> (p - 5)(p - 5 - 1)117;07672 —-C Ip76

B 2 (& = c(p)VE)P’
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while for 1 < p < 2 using @), there is a constant C' > 0 such that

(p—d)p—0-1
2

E

) gr=5-2. x| x| < (2 — c(pwi)/ﬂ

=@ =D s (1 X% x| > (o V)2

2
(P=0)p=0-1) 55 @
- 2 e cwvir
(P=0)p-0-1) , 55 b~
T NPEFENGE o

Thirdly, we notice that if |X| < (z — ¢(p)v/t)/2, then for every 0 € [0, 1]

g:c > g:v — %c(p)\/z >z 40X > %(:v + c(p)V't) > 0.

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

(p—0)(p—0—-1)(p—9—-2

E 5 )(a:+0X)p’5’3-X3;|X| < (x—c(p)\/g)/2]
p—56—3
> _(p—(s)(p—(sg 1)(p—5—2) (g:r) E [|X|3,|X| < (x—C(p)\/Z)/Q}
—CzP973, (41)

Combining all results (B0) — B9) and {Il), we obtain that for p > 3 there is a
constant C' > 0 depending only on p and § such that

T P _ P (p - 6)(]? —0— 1){Ep_5_2 _ xp—é Ip_6_3
Blle+ X[ ¥ > - C<7(x—c(p)\/f)l’+ >

If p € (2, 3], then we notice that p — 3§ — 3 < 0. So if |X| < (z — ¢(p)v/t)/2, then

p—56—3

0< (z+0X)P 03 < (:v —(z - c(p)\/E)/Q)piéi3 < C(x — c(p)\/f)

and using that E|X |>*° < oo, we obtain

E [(P—‘S)(p“sgl)(p“s‘”(x L OX)P L XX < (2 — c(p)\/i)/ﬂ

> -0 (- cwVi/2) B[IXP5IX| < (- o)D)

r—epvi) [|X| (L= BIDEY™, ) < (o - etV

((
(

>—C (2 - cf \/Z)p [|X|2+5 X] < (@~ clp)VD) /2]
(x vﬁ)p 0 (42)

> -C
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Combining all results B3] — B9) and [@2), for p € (2, 3] we obtain that there is a
constant C' > 0 depending only on p and § such that

s L=p0-1) s
- 2

_c ( P9 @ c(p)\/z)p262> '
(142 — c(p)Vi)P

Ifp e ( 2] then we notice that p—§ —3 < p—3J —2 < 0. So analogous to the case
€ (2, 3], there is some constant C' > 0 such depending only on p and ¢ such that

E[p5p5 1)(p—0-2)

E[lxz + X|P — 2P

(e 4+ OX)P~5 . X% |X| < (e - c(pwi)/ﬂ

>-C (:17 - c(p)x/f)p_25_2 . (43)

Combining all results (B3] — B8], (@) and @3], for p € (1, 2] we obtain that there
is a constant C' > 0 depending only on p and ¢ such that

E[l,T—l—le—LL'p] > (p—é)(p—é— 1):6;0—6—2
- 2

b0 —26-2
-C <W + (z — c(p)Vt)? ) )

thereby completing the proof. (I

Remark 11. If t — oo and = > (¢(p) + 7)V/t for some v > 0, then we have

E[|lz+ X9 — :c”_‘;] = (p— 6)(]92_ 0~ 1)501’_5_2(1 +0o(1)),

as the dominating term was obtained only through equalities. o

By Lemma [ we notice that if 2 > (c(p) 4+ )v/t for some v > 0, then

1
Vo(x,t) — C - 2P~ o >
(1) Ap)

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

aP — CaP9,

Vo(x+ R,t) —C |z + RP°>0 (44)

for all = > (c(p) + )Vt
With this in mind, we define for £k € N and z € R

ha,t) == (Vyla + R,t) = C- o+ RP0) "

Lemma 12. Let p > 1. For every v > 0 there exist constants C and R such that
if © > (c(p) + )V then

Eh(z+ X,t+1)— h(z,t)] <O0.
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Proof. There exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on p and § such that
E “T +R+XP0X < —(x— c(p)\/f)/2}
<2 ((@+R)"P (1X] > (o - c@VD/2) +E [|XI751X] > (2 = c(p)v)/2))

ElXp]  _ E[XP] )
(z —c(p)V)P  (z—clp)Vt)

< 2% ((:v + R)P°

(x + R)P—° 1
SC(@—dMﬁV+@—dMWP)
(z + R)P~°

(x — e(p)VE)P
Using ([@4) we infer that
{Vpx+R+X,t+1) < Clz + R+ X|P7°} C{X < —(z — c(p)V1)/2}
for all R > R(C), so
E [h(z + X, t + 1) — h(z, t)]
=E[V,(z+R+X,t+1) -V, +Rt)—C(lz+ R+ X["~° — |z + RP°)]
—E[Vp(x+R+X,t+1)
—Clz+ R+ XPPV (x+ R+ X, t+1) < C|x+R+X|P—‘5]
<E[Vy(z+R+X,t+1)=Vy(z+ R,t)]
—C-E[(Jz+R+X[P° — |z + R[F?)]
+E [c|a: FRAXPGX < —(z— c(p)\/g)/Q} :
Using Lemmas [§] and [I0 together with ([@5]), we find that for p > 3,

(p—0)(p—0—1)
2

+C ((x + R)P3 +

Eh(z+ X, t+1) - h(z,t)] < — (z + R)P—-2

(x + R)P~° )
(z —c(p)Viyr)

For p € (2, 3],

p—96)p—-0-1)
2
(z+ RP!

+C<@—c@w®pl

E[h(x + Xt + 1) — h(z,1)] < — R

+@+R—dmﬂv25ﬂ.

And if p <2,
p—0)p—5-1)
2

+C (((%’——R)V& +(x+R- c(p)\/f)p_%_2> :

E[h(z + X,t+ 1) — h(z,t)] < _( (z+ R)P=9-2

N

In all three cases, the entire term is dominated by —%(x—l—]ﬂpﬂs*2 for
sufficiently large x (all further terms are of lower order; indeed by Remark [T1] we
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obtain an asymptotic equality). Due to the negative sign, this term is non-positive,
hence

E[h(z + X,t+ 1) — h(z,t)] <0. O

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

M, :=h(a+ STapAn),b+TopAn)
= (Vou(R+ 0+ S(Tup Am).b+ Tup An) —C-Jat Rt S —?) "
is a supermartingale.
Proof. Consider
E M1 — My | Fy
=E[(Mn1 = Moz, y<ny | Fo] + B [(Mo1 = Ma) iz, 50y | Fo) -
The first term obviously satisfies
E [(Mpy1 — Mu)lgg, y<n} | Fn)
=E[(f(a+ S(Tup) Tap +b) — fla+ S(Tup), Tap+ b)) 17, y<n | Fu] =0.
For the other term, we obtain from Lemma [[2] with v = ¢(p) — ¢(p1) > 0
E [(Mpy1 — Mp)lgg, ,sny | Fn)
=E[h(a+Sn+1),n+140b) —h(a+S(n),n+0b)| F,] Lz, y>n)
=E[h(a+S(n)+X,n+1+0b)—h(a+S(n),n+b)| Fullir, ,>n} < 0.
This proves the claim. ([

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

Gz, t) :=Vy(x+ R t+R)—Ct+R)P™9/2 and g¢(t,z) := (G(z,t)".
If x > (c(p) + )Vt for some v > 0 then

j%%>2@+3wwwmﬂ+w

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

ﬁ@+&ﬂﬂ%ﬁ+mmw<

g(z,t) >0 for all z > (c(p) + ) VL. (46)

Lemma 14. Assume that p < 1. For every v > 0 there exist constants C and R
such that, for allt >0 and z > (c(p) +7)Vt,

Elg(x + X,t+ 1) — g(z,t)] <O0.
Proof. Tt follows from (@) that
Ejglz+ X,t+1)—g(z,t)) =E[Vy(e+ R+ X,t+ R+1) - V,(z+ R,t + R)]
—c [(t TR+ 1002 (g R)(p*‘;)/ﬂ
—E[Gz+X,t+1);Gx+X,t+1) <0].
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For every = > (¢(p) + )Vt we have by Lemma [
E[V,(R+2+X,R+t+1)] =V, (R+a,R+1)|
<CL(14+R+z—c(p)Vt+ R)P270 < Cy(t 4+ R)P/>70/271,

Furthermore,
[(R +t+1)P0/2 _(R+ t)@*‘”/ﬂ > p%a(R +t41)Pm0/27L
Finally, for all sufficiently large R, {G(z+ X,t+1) <0} C {X < -3V R+ 1t} and,

consequently,

—E[Gxz+X,t+1);Glz+ X,t+1) <0
<Ct+RPIPP(G(x+ X, t+1) <0)
<Ot + R)P=92P(X < —%\/R—H)
< C(t + R)P=0/2-1-0/2 x |27

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

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

— +
M, = (Vpl (R+a+S(Ta,bAn),R+b+Ta,bAn)—C(R+b+Ta,bAn)<m—5>/2)
is a supermartingale.

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

4. UPPER BOUNDS FOR P(T,; > n) AND FOR P(S(n) € (x,x + h], Ty >n)
4.1. Estimates for the tail of T, .

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

E [V, (R+a+Sn),n+b);Te, >n] <C(1+a™).

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

E [V, (R+a+S(n),n+0b);Tep >n] < C(1+|a[Pr+b7/2)+CnP1 =9/ 2P(T, , > n).

Proof. Consider first p(c) > 1 and let p; be such that 1 < p; < p(c). Notice that
T,» A n is a bounded stopping time. Hence, we can apply the optional stopping
theorem to the supermartingale M,, from Lemma [[3] to obtain that there is a
constant C’ such that

E[h(a+ S(n),b+n);Tep > n]
<E[h(a+ Sn),b+n);Tep >nl+Eh(a+STap),b+Tup); Tap <nj
=E[h(a+STap An),b+Top An)] = E[M,]
<E[My] = (Vy,(a+R,b) = C- (a+Ry" )"
< (C'"(a+ R —C-(a+R)P°) < C'(a+ R)". (47)
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Notice that on the event {T,, > n}, for some sufficiently small vy > 0

c(pr)Vn+b < (c(p) —%0)Vn+b < c(pc)T_)WC(p)vn +0

< (1= p)a+Sn)

c(p)

so in other words, for v = % — >0
c(p)

(a+8(n)) > (c(pr) +7)Vn+b

and a + S(n) — c¢(p1)vn +b > vvn +b. It follows from Lemma [l that

Vo (R+a+S(n),b+n) — C(R+a+S(n))Pr—°
oy RS0l )VarTD) - (Retat S) = Clitrat S

(R+a+S(n)) ! -
Alp) [R—HH—S(TL) —c(p1)Vn+b— CA(p1)(R+a+S(n)) 6}

>

b

Vp (R+a+S(n),b+n)
- A2(p1) [1 - Al

(R+a+S(n))'~° ] ' (48)

R+a+S(n) — c¢(p1)Vn+b

Using the fact that
R+a+S(n) — c(p1)Vn+b

=R+ <1 - M) (a+S(n)) + C(Zc)l) (a+S(n) — cvVn+b)

1
C

> (1 - 220)(R+a+5(n))
we obtain from (48]

Vo (R+a+S(n),b+n) — C(R+a+S(n))Pr—°

< Vi (R+a+S(n),b+n) 1_ CA(p1)
- A2(py) RO(1— <) -

Let K := m <1 — %), which is positive for sufficiently large R. Then

E [V, (R+a+Sn),n+b);Ta, > n|
1
<-E Vo (R+a+S(n),n+b)— C|R+a+ S(n)[" =T,y > n]
1 —
< LB[(Vo(R+a+ Sm).n+5) = C- [R+a+ S@lP =) oy > 1]

_ %E h(a+ S(n),n+b): Tuy > n] < =(a+ R

= Q

by @) and the claim follows.
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For 0 < p1 < p(¢) < 1, we can apply optional stopping theorem to the super-
martingale M,, from Lemma [I5] to obtain
E [Vpl(R+a+S( ), R+b+n);Tap > nl
[V (R+a+S(TopAn),R+b+TopAn);Tap >n]

—

M, Toy > n} FCO(R+b+n)P=9/2P(T, , > n)

IN

—

|
E [Mn} +C(R+b+n)P=9/2P(T, , > n)
E [Mo} + C(R+b+n)P=92P(T, , > n)

IN

<V (R+a,R+0b)+CnP=92P(T, , > n).

Using Lemma [7} we can bound the first term V,, (R +a, R +b) < A(p1)(R + |a| +
Vb)P1, so the claim holds. O

Lemma 17. Forx >0, z > n, R € Ry and p > 0 we have
P(V,(S(n) + R,2) > 2,Tap >n) >P(V,(S(n) + R, 2) > ) - P(Tap >n).
Proof. Since V,(z,y) is increasing in x,
{Vy(a+ R+ S(n),b+n) >z} ={Sn) > gn},
where g, is the unique solution to V,(a + R+ gn,b+n) = z. By Lemma 24 in [5],
P(S(n) > gn,Tap > n) =2 P(S(n) > gn)P(Tup > n).
This gives the desired estimate. (]
Lemma 18. IfE|X|P < oo, then

E[V,(a+ R+ S(n),b+n);Tap > nl

P(T,p, >n)<
(Lo >m) E[Vy(a+ R+ S(n),b+n)]

Proof. By Lemma [I7]
E [V,(a+R+S(n),b+n); Ty > n]

= / P (Vp(a+R+5(n),b+n) > x,Tyy > n) dx
0

>P(T,p >n) /OOP (Vp(a+R+S(n),b+n) > z) dx
0
=P(Tup > n)E [V,(a+R+5(n),b+n)]. O

Lemma 19. For every 1 < p1 < p(c), there exists a finite constant C' such that for
all a,b,
1+ |alP
P(Taﬁb > n) S OW
If 0 < p1 < p(c) <1 then

1+ |afPr 4 P2 /2

P(Taﬁb > n) <C RyYE
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Proof. Assume first that p(c) > 1. We know from Lemma [T6] that
E [V, (a+R+S(n),b+n); T,y > n] < C(1+a)

for all @ and b. Thus, by Lemmal[I8| it remains to estimate E [V, (a+R+5(n),b+n)].
By the definition of V,,,,

E [V, (a+R+S5(n),b+n)]

> (b+n)P/?E [wpl (%—ifén)) ;a+S(n) >cevb+nl.
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[I8 For the enumerator, we find by Lemma [I6] that there are constants C;
and Cy such that

E [V, (R+a+Sn),n+b);Tay >n|
< O1(1+ |afPr + bP1/2) 4+ Con =9/ 2P(T, 4, > n).
Overall, we thus obtain

1+ |a[Pr + bP1/2 e nPr=0)/2P(T, , > n)

P(Ta’b > n> =G np1/2 2 np1/2

Rearranging gives some constant C5 such that

Cy ‘10 1+ |afPr + bPr/2
nd/2 1 :

P(T,, >n) < (1 - = T

For n > (203)%/% we have the desired inequality with C' = 2C;. This completes the
proof of the lemma. (I

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

B (g 1501) " | <+l 407714000 < 1)

and
E(T,,)"? < C(1+ |af" + 0" /*1{p(c) < 1}).

Proof. By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,

E [( max |S(k)|>p1] < CE [Tfﬂ .

<Tanb

For every k£ > 0, one has
E [Tg’)ﬂ - %/ w2 IP(T, > w)du
0

< kP24 p—;/ uP 27 IP(T, > u)du.
k
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Applying Lemma [T9 with some ps € (p1,p), we get

pL

2

pi/2—1 1 —+ aP?
up2/2

up1/2_1P(Ta1b > u)du < %/ u U
k

k

= Z%(1 + aP?) /Oo wP1=P2)/2=1 gy < 6(1 + am)k(prpz)/?
k

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

E

IN

~ 1+ aP? )

[Tf}/ﬂ <(1L+a)P (1 + O ) S+ C)(1+a)P.

This finishes the proof. O

4.2. Estimates for local probabilities.

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

1+ |alP

P(S(n) € (w, + 1], Tap > n) < O~y

Proof. Set m = |%]. It follows from the local central limit theorem that

P(S(n—m) € (2,2 +1]) < Ci(n—m) =2 < Cyn~ /2

uniformly in z. Using this bound we obtain

P(S(n) € (x,x+1],Typ > n)

< /P(S’(m) €dz,Typ >m)P(S(n—m) € (x—2z,2—2z+1])

< Con YEP(T, 5 > m)).

Applying now Lemma [T9 we get the desired inequality. O

Lemma 22. If ¢ > 0 then for every 1 < p1 < p(c) there exists a constant C' such
that, for all y < \/n/2,

P(a+S(n) € (cVb+n+y,evVb+nty+1],Top > n) < C(1+y)

1+ |alP?
L/ bl W
npl/2+3/4' ( 9)

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

y < \/n/2,

Pa+5S(n) € (cVb+n+y,evb+n+y+1],T,p >n) < C(l+vy)

Proof. Set

1+ |afPr 4 P2 /2
npl/2+1
(50)

Aly) = (evVb+n+y,cvb+n+y+1].

Then, by the Markov property at time n — m < n,
Pla+S(n) € Aly),Top >n)

/

oo

Vb+n—m

Pla+S(n—m)edz, Ty >n—m)P(z+ S(m) € AWY), Tsptn-m > m).
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Using the duality lemma for random walks, we get

P(z+ S(m) € AW), T ptn—m > m)

P<z—|—5’( )€ A(y),m min in(z+ S(J ))>néinc\/b+n—m+j)

js<m jsm

§P(y—|—1—S(m) €lz—evVb+n,z+1—cvVb+n),
min(y +1—5(j)) > —cvVb+ —I—mlnc\/b—l—n—m—i-j).

j<m

It follows from Lemma 1] that, for m < n/2,

Pla+Sn—m)e (cvVb+n—m+kcvb+n—m+k+1],Tep >n—m)

1 + |a1|p1
- n(P1+1)/2

uniformly in k& > 0. Therefore,
Pla+S(n) € A(y),Tap >n)

ol 5
C—im ZP(y—i—l— (m) € A'(k),
min(y + 1 —S(j)) > —evVb+ —I—mlnc\/b—l—n—m—i-j)
1+ |ag|™ .
SC%P <m1n(y+1— S(j)) > —evVb+ —i—mlnc\/b—l—n—m—l—]),

where

J_

ANE)=[cvVb+n—-—m—cvb+n+kcvb+n—m—cvb+n+k+1].
We next notice that
cvVb+ —néinc\/b—i—n—m—i—j =ct(Vb+n—Vb+n—m).
jsm
Therefore,

P(a+ S(n) € A(y),Tap > n)

I+ Jai|™ . .
< OﬁP (jng’%(y—l-l—S(])) > —c+(\/b+n—\/b+n—m)>. (51)

If ¢ >0 (¢t = ¢) then we take m = | (y 4+ 1)y/n + 1]. In this case

m (y+1)vn
Vbtn = Vbtn—m Vhb+n+vVb+n—m vn Y

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

P(jn%iﬁ(y—l—l—S(j)) >—ct(Vb+n—vVb+n—m)

1+y < (14 y)'/?

< P(min(-S(7)) > ~(L+e)(1 +1)) < O~ < O

j<m

(52)

Combining (BI)) and (B2)), we get ([9).
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If ¢t =0, ie ¢<0, then we take m = |n/2]. Using once again Lemma 3 from
[8], we have

P(jrréig(y—i—l—S(j)) >—ct(Vb+n—vVb+n—m)

. . l+y _ (0+y)
< Puin(-5()) > ~(1+) < 02 < L] (53)
Combining (BI)) and (B3], we get (&0). O

5. CONSTRUCTION OF THE HARMONIC FUNCTION: PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

Now let
f(xay) =E Wp(c)(x + X, Y+ 1)] - Vp(c)(xay)'
Then the sequence

n—1

M, = Vp(c)(a—i-S(n),b—i—n) - Zf(a—l—S(k),b-f—k)
k=0

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

Vp(c)(au b) = MO =E [MTa,b/\n} =E [Mny Ta,b > TL] +E [MTa,b;Ta,b < TL}

n—1
Z fk;Ta,b > n‘|

k=0

=E [V, la+Sn),b+n);Te,>n| +E

TGYbfl
+ E [Vp(c)(a + S(Ta,b)u b + Ta,b); Ta,b S TL} —E Z fk; Ta,b S ni,
k=0

where fi = f(a + S(k),b + k). The third expectation vanishes since Vj,c)(a +
S(Tap),b+ Tap) = 0. Rearranging this, we obtain
E [Vy(e)(a+ S(n),b+n); Tup > n]
Mm—1 Tap—1
:VP(C)(a7b)_E ka;Ta,b>n —-E Z fk;Ta,bSn
Lk=0 k=0

[To p—1 Ty p—1
=Vpo(@b) =B | > fil +E| > fuiTap>n|. (54)
k=0 k=n

A priori, existence of the limit of the expectation on the left hand side is not clear:
Proposition 23. The limit lim,_, . E [V;D(C) (a4 S(n),b+n);Tep > n} is finite.
Proof. We first notice that

E [Vyo(a+S(n),b+n);Tap >n| =E [V, (a+S(n),b+n);Tap > n].

It is then immediate from the representation (B4)) that the claim will be proven if
TGYbfl
we show that the random variable > |fx| has finite expectation. Indeed, this
k=0
will imply that the second term in (B4) is well-defined and that the third term will
vanish as n — oo.



RANDOM WALKS WITH SQUARE-ROOT BOUNDARIES 25

For p(c) > 3, we notice that by Lemma [§
(1 + z)ple)—1
(1+z—cyy)pe-1

for some suitable positive constant C. Therefore,

|f(.’II,y)| < C(l =+ x)p(c)—?, +C

abl abl

Z il <C Z (a+ 1+ S(k)~?

Tap—1

p Z (1+a+ S(k))r-1
(1+a+ S(k) — vk +bple-1"

(55)

For the first sum we have

Taybfl TGYbfl
D (a+1+SE)POP<C [(a+ 1P+ > (S(R)POP
k=0 k=0

< G (@t 0P+ (xS T

>da,b
for some positive constant C;. We define St := max |S(k)|. Taking the expecta-
>da,b

tion and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

Tap—1

E| > (a+1+4S(k)r?

k=0

< C1 [(a+ 17O BT + B (ST, |
<0 ((a+1)P<C>—3ETa,b+E [EEERT -] ;,b]”s),

where we choose s = p1/2 < p(¢)/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
Taybfl
E| Y (a+14Sk)I? <Cc+apo (56)
k=0
We now turn to expectation of the second sum in (B3]). We start by the following
splitting:

Tap—1 (1 +(L+S(/€))p(c)_1

> (1+a+ S(k) — vk + b)p-1

k=0

S (1+a+Sk)PE-1
- kZ:OE |:(1 +a+ S(k) — C\/k——i-b)iﬂ(c)—l 7Ta,b > k:|
2

(1+a+SEPOT )
{(1+a+S( T o/E et e TR > (C+ 5) \/k+baTa,b>k:|

- (1+a+ S(k))P©-1 ' )
+Y E [(1+a+S(k)—\/k—+b)p<c>1’G+S(k) < (c+§) VE+b,T,p > k} ,
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We notice that if a + S(k) > (¢ + 1/2)vk + b, then
(1+a+ S(k))Pe—1 <C
(1+a+S(k)—cVk+bpl-1 =
Therefore, applying Lemma 20, we obtain

3 (1+a+SEPO1 !
,;E [(1+a+s(k) _C\/m)p@fl’wrs(k) > (c+ 2) VE+0,T,p > k]

<CY P(Toy > k) =CET,, < C(1+a)”. (57)
k=0

We now split
[ (L+a+Sk)ret
(14+a+ S(k) — c\/k + b)P(CFl ’

1

<oV Z PP (g4 S(k) € AG), Tap > k),

a+Sk) <(c+1)VE+bTyp > k]

where
A(j) = (cx/k:+b+j - 1,cx/k+b+j} .

Using now Lemma m we get

Z FTPOMP (a4 S(k) € A®G), Tup > k)

3 VE+D
C(l+a)? . .
SW Z J —( )+1(1+J)1/2- (58)
j=1

Since p(c) > 3 the sum on the right hand side of (E8)) is bounded and, consequently,

(1+a+ S(k))re-1 1 ]
;a+S(k) < “Wk+bT,p >k
kz [1+a+5()—cx/k+b)1’(c)—1a+ ()—(C+2) * b

<CA+a)PO7t £ O(1 +a) PIZW@ D/2-p1/2-3/4, (59)
k=1

Therefore, for every p1 € (p(c) —1/2,p(c)) we have

oo

(1+a+ S(k))pe)-1 '
,;)E[<1+a+s<k>—c¢k—+b>p<c>—1’“+s(k)S(” WETETas > ]

< C(1+a)P. (60)
Combining (58)) and (€0, we finally get

Tap—1

(14 a+ Sk .
B\ Y GTussm) —e/ippo| SCa+ay (61)

k=0

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 [§

(1+a+ S(k))r-1

<C .
il < (1+a+ S(k)— vk +b)pla)—1

Thus, we need to prove an analogue of (&1l for p(c) € (2,3). Clearly, (&1) holds for
all p(c) > 2. Furthermore, it is easy to see that if p(c) > 2.5 then the sum in (G8)
is still bounded and, consequently, (60) remains valid for p(c) > 2.5. Assume now
that p(c) < 2.5. In this case

=
e
q
S

j*;D(C)Jrl(l +j)1/2 < C5/4—p(c)/2
1

<.
Il

and, consequently, instead of (B9) we have

> (I+a+Sk)re-t 1
kZ:OE [(1 Tt S = C\/myil,a—kS(lﬁ) < (c+ 2)\/k+b,Ta,b >k

<C(1+ a)p(ﬂ)—l +C(1+a)™ Z L (P(c)=1)/2—=p1/2-3/4+5/4—p(c)/2
k=1

<SCA+aP M+ C1L+a) Y kP2
k=1

Now we can infer that (1)) 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 [d]

il < CO+a+ S(k) — eVb+ kP29,

Therefore,
Ta,bfl Ta1b71
E| > Ifl| <E|C (1+a+ S(k) — cv/bo+ kP22
k=0 k=0
~CcYE [(1 ta+Sk)— Vbt R)PO20 T, > k|
k=0

Here we again split every expectation into two parts:
E [(1 ta+Sk)—eVb+RPO2 T, > k}

—E [(1 ta+Sk)— Vbt kPO 20+ S(k) < (c+1/2)Vb+ k, Tap > k}

+E [(1 ta+Sk)— Vbt RO a4+ S(k) > (c+ 1/2)Vb+ k, Tay > k] .
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The second expectation is bounded by kP(¢)/2=1=0/2P (T, ;, > k). This implies that

i E [(1 +a+Sk)—evVb+ kPO 04 8(k) > (c+1/2Vb+ k,Tup > k

k=0

<CY RPORTIEP(T, > k)
k=0

< CLETPO2702 < Cy(1 4 |afP(©) =0 4 pp(©)/2-0/2) (62)
In the last step we have used Lemma For every k we also have
E [(1+a+S(k) — Vb BP0+ S(k) < (c+ 1/2)Vh Tk, Ty > k

Vbtk/2
< Y POTP(a+ S(k) € A() Ty > k).

j=1

Applying now (B0), we have
E [(1 ta+Sk) — Vb T RPO 20+ S(k) < (c+ 1/2Vb+ F, Ty > k

VEFR/2 )
(14 [alPr +b7/2) p(c)—1—3 (14 |alP +b"72) oy a2
¢ kp1/2+1 Zl J =C kp1/2+1 k ’
=

The sequence on the right hand side is summable for any p1 € (p(c)—9,p(c)). Thus,

iE {(1 +a+Sk)—evb+ k)P 2% a+S(k) < (c+1/2Vb+ K, Top > k}

k=0
< C(1+ |aPr +01/2).

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

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

Taybfl
lim E [Vy)(a+5(n),b+n);Tup >n] =Vye(a,0) =B | Y fi| = W(a,b)
k=0

n—oo

Lemma 24. Under the assumptions of Theorem [,
EW(a+ X,b+1);Tap > 1] = W(a,b).

Proof. Let S*(k) := S(k+1)—X;. Clearly, S(k) and X; are independent, and S(k)
and S*(k) are identically distributed. Let T}, , := inf{k > 0: 5*(k) +a < cv'k + b}.
We notice first that

{Tup >n+1}

={a+S(k)>cVEk+bforall k <n+1}
={a+SA)>cV1+b}N{X;+a+(Sk)—X1)>cVk+bforall2<k<n+1}
= {Tops1} N{X14+a+ S*(k) > cvVEk+ 140 for all k < n}
={a+5S1)>cvVI+b} N {T} x, p41 > 1}
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Therefore, using law of total expectation to condition on the first step of the random
walk,

E [Vyo(a+Sn+1),b+n+1);T,p >n+1]
=E[E [Vyo(a+Sn+1),b+n+1);Tap >n+1]X]]
=E [E[Vyla+ X1+ 5" (n),b+1+n); Ty, x, p1 > 1|X1]5Tap > 1]

a

= /E [Vp(c)(a—i—x +S(n),b+1+n);Totepr1 > n} P(X, edx,Typ > 1)
— /E [Vp(c)(y+ Sn),b+14+n);Typr1 > n} Pla+ X1 €dy,Top > 1)

We have seen in the proof of LemmaR3lthat E [V, (y + S(n),b+ 1+ n); Ty 11 > 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 E Vo (a+Sn+1),b4+n+1);Tap >n+1]

= lim [ E[Vpe(y+Sn),b+1+n);Typ1>n]Pla+ Xy €dy, Ty > 1)

n—o0
= /W(y,b+ DP(a+ X1 €dy, Top > 1)
=E[W(a+ X1,b+1);Tup > 1]. 0

Lemma 25. The function W{(a,b) is monotone increasing in a. Furthermore, if
b — oo with a > (c(p) +y)Vb for some v > 0, then

W{(a,b) ~ Vpe)(a,b). (63)
Moreover, we can pick v, | 0 sufficiently slow so that (63)) still holds for a >

(c(p) +7)V0 -

Proof. Monotonicity of a — W(a,b) is rather obvious. It is immediate from the
observation that V,(a,b) and T, ; are increasing in a.
If a > (c¢(p) +7)VD, then V, (. (a,b) > C(a — cv/b)PL) for some suitable constant
Taybfl
C,C’. Tt suffices thus that in every case, E | Y |fx|| is of lower order.
k=0

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

> |kl

k=0

that if p(c) > 1 then E = O((1 + |a|)P*) for an appropriately chosen

Tap—1

> |l

k=0
e/ %)) for an appropriate p; < p(c). In both cases this term is of smaller order
than (a — ¢v/b)P(9). Thus, the proof is complete. O

p1 < p(c). And for p(c) < 1 we have proven that E =O((1 + |a|* +

Proof of Corollary[4 Recalling that a — W (a, b) is increasing and using Lemmal[IT],
we obtain
EW(a+ Sn),b+n);Tep > nj

P(Top >n) < E[W(a+S(n),b+n)a+Sn) >cvbtn]
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Then, by the harmonicity of W,
W (a,b)
E[W(a+ S(n),b+n);a+S(n) > cv/b+n]|
Thus, it remains to derive a lower bound for the expectation in the denominator.

We know from TheoremMlthat W (a,b) ~ Vy(a,b) asa > (c+1)vband a — cc.
Combining this with Lemma @] we conclude that

E[W(a+ S(n),b+n);a+ S(n) > cvb+n
> A(b+n)PO2P(a+ S(n) > (c+ 1)Vb +n)
for some constant A, which does not depend on @ and b. Since a > ¢v/b and n > b,
P(a+ S(n) > (c+ 1)Vo+n) > P(S(n) > (c+ 1)Vo+n — cVb)
> P(S(n) > (|¢| + 1)v2n).

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

P(Ta,b > n) <

6. AsymMpTOTICS FOR P (T, > n): PROOF OF THEOREM [l
For all £ < n we define
Qrn(y) =Py +S(j) > g(k+j) forall 0 < j <n —k)
=P(y+5(j) >c\/b+k+jforall 0<j<n—k),
=P(Toiyprk >n—k).
Applying Corollary 2] we conclude that

Wa+y,b+ k n—>ab
Qun(y) < MU L H:OTE) .

(n—kp@z * "=

Therefore, for every k < "T*b

(n—E)PO2Qun(y) — W (a+y,b+ k)| < (M4 x)W(a+yb+k). (64)

Let =, be a sequence, which converges to zero sufficiently slow. Choose now a
further sequence u, such that u, — 0 and f:—" — oo. If 7, — 0 sufficiently slow
then, using the functional central limit theorem, we get, uniformly in (y, k) € I,

where I, := {(y,k): k< (n—=0)/2, a+y—cvVb+k € (Ynv/1, tin/1) },

bm
P(Toyyprr >n— k) ~PI, >0 —k).

Then, using Uchiyama [15],

Vpla+y,b+k)

V(o) (aty,btk) -
ST k@7

(n — k)r(e)/2
uniformly in (y, k) € I,, for some €, ] 0. We know from Lemma 25] that
V;D(C)(a—i—y,b—i—k) ~ W(a—i—y,b—i—k)

P(Ta+y)b+k >n— k) — X

uniformly in (y, k) € I,,. Consequently,
(n — k)P 2Qpn(y) — W (a +y,b+ k)| < 25, W(a+y,b+Fk) (65)

uniformly (y, k) such that k¥ <n/2 and y € I,.
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We conclude then
(n = k)PO2Qpn(y) — 5W (a+y,b+ k)
<25, W(a+y,b+k)+ (M+x)W(a+y,b+k)1{(y, k) ¢ L.} (66)
For every m < n we define
U = 1inf{k > 1: S(k) — gap(k) > vVm} Am.
By the strong Markov property at time v,,,

P(T,p >n) = Z/ P(Sk € dy, vy =k < Tup)Qrn(y).
k=1"R

Applying (66]), we have
nPO2P(T, , > n) — 2E[W(a+ S(Wm),b+ vm); Tab > Vi)
+ 28, E[W(a+ S(m), b+ vm); Tap > V)
+ CE[W(a+ SWm), b+ m);Tap > Vi, (S(Wm), vm) ¢ Ip).
Since v, is a bounded stopping time,
EW(a+ S(Vm), b+ vim); Tup > vim] = W(a,b)

and, consequently,

nP2P(T, , > n) — (e + o(1))W (a, b)
< CEW(a+ SWm), b+ vm); Tap > Vmy (SWm), Vm) & 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 > Vm) < CM fO'l" all m > b.

pe)

m2
Proof. Tt is immediate from the definition of v, that
P(Tup > vm) =P(Tup >vm =m) + P(Tup > Vi, vm < m)
<P(Tup >m)+P(Tap > Vi, S(Wm) > Gap(Vm) +vVm).  (68)
According to Corollary 2]

W(a,b)
P(Ta)b > m) S Mw,

for some constant M.
If y > gap(k) + v/m and k < m then

W(aty.b+k) = Wa+gas(k),b+k) =W(evotk+ vm,b+k)
> OV (Vb1 E + V) > CmP(©)/?

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

P(Ta,b > Vm,S(I/m) > ga,b(Vm) + \/E) < CE[W(G+ S(Vm)7b+ Vm);Ta,b > Vm]'

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

E[W(a,b
P(Top > Vi, S(Wim) > Gap(Vm) + VM) < CW.
O
Lemma 27. If A,, — o0 as m — oo then
E[W(a -+ S(m), b+ vm)i Tap > s S(m) > Amv/i] =o(1).  (69)

Proof. Combining Lemma [ and Lemma 25 we have
W (z,t) < Clz|P©  for all z > (c+ 1)V
Moreover, by the definition of v,,,

1S(Vm)| < e/ V-1 +b—a+vVm+ X, <(+2)Vm+X,,
for all sufficiently large values of m. This implies that there exists mg such that
{S(m) > Amym} C {X,,, > 2y/m} and W(a+ S(vm), b+ vm) < C(X,,, )P
for all n > mng. Combining these estimates with the strong Markov property, we
obtain

EW(a+ SWm), b+ vm); Tap > Vi, S(m) > Amv/m]

<Y P(Tup > k- DEXPD X > Ap/m/2].
k=1
When p(c) > 2 then by Corollary [ expectation E[T, ] is finite and (63)) follows
then from the Markov inequality.
Assume now that p(c) < 2. Since in this case we additionally assume that
E|X|?*9 is finite it follows that E[X?(?); X > A,,\/m/2] = o(m?(©)/2=1=%/2)  Using
once again Corollary [2] we see that

SN P(T.y>k—1)<Cm' "
k=1
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
By i= BIW(a+ S(m),b + vm): Tap > Vs (S(m), vm) & L] = o(1).
We have, E, < E, 1 + Ey, 2, where
Epni =E[W(a+SWm),b+vm); Tab > Vmya + S(Vm) > vny/n — |c|Vb +m],
Ena=E[W(a+ SWm),b+ vm);Tap > Vm,a+ S(vm) — c\/m < Y/

When % — 00 the first expectation E,, 1 = o(1) by Lemma 27
Since W (y, t) is increasing in y,

Eno <EW(nvn+ /b4 vim, b+ vim); Tap > Vi
Using Lemma 28] and V(o (2,t) < C(z — cV/1)P() we obtain

Ena < COyavn)POP(Top > ).
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Applying now Lemma

Ena<C (@g)p@ = o(1)

for m = m(n) such that mn) s 0. Thus, E, — 0 if m(n) is such that ULCORNENS

Tan D
m(n)

and —5~ — 0. This completes the proof of Theorem [I1

Han
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