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ON THE RATE OF APPROXIMATION IN FINITE-ALPHABET
LONGEST INCREASING SUBSEQUENCE PROBLEMS

By CHRISTIAN HOUDRE! AND ZsorT TALATA?
Georgia Institute of Technology and University of Kansas

The rate of convergence of the distribution of the length of the
longest increasing subsequence, toward the maximal eigenvalue of
certain matrix ensembles, is investigated. For finite-alphabet uniform
and nonuniform i.i.d. sources, a rate of logn//n is obtained. The
uniform binary case is further explored, and an improved 1/+/n rate
obtained.

1. Introduction. In this paper, we consider the length of the longest in-
creasing subsequence of a random word of size n for general i.i.d. sequences
with alphabet of fixed size m. As n — oo, the limiting distribution of the
normalized length has direct connections to random matrix theory. If the
i.i.d. sequence is uniformly distributed, Tracy and Widom [17] proved that
the limiting distribution is that of the largest eigenvalue of the m x m trace-
less Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE); while for general i.i.d. sequences,
Its, Tracy and Widom [9, 10] showed it to be the distribution of the largest
eigenvalue of a direct sum of certain elements of GUEs.

Limiting distributions in similar problems have also been formulated as
Brownian functionals [1, 5, 6, 8]. In particular, in [8], the length of the longest
increasing subsequence is obtained as a random walk functional, and the
limiting distribution, as a Brownian functional. This direct approach allows
us to explore several questions of probabilistic and statistical nature in this
problem, such as the investigation of the rate of convergence to the limiting
distribution, which is done below.

To briefly describe the content of the paper, for general i.i.d. sequences
we derive, in Section 4, an upper bound of order logn/y/n on the rate of
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convergence, using strong approximation techniques. In the special case of
uniform binary sequences (m = 2), the rate is sharpened in Section 5 to the
order 1/y/n.

In previous and related studies, the rate of convergence of certain ran-
dom walk functionals has been investigated. For example, in queuing the-
ory, Glynn and Whitt [5] obtained a similar rate via the KMT technique. In
that problem, although the functional of an m-dimensional random walk is
similar, the random walks are mutually independent, which is not our case.
Moreover, what is meant there by rate of convergence is an almost sure up-
per bound on the deviation between the random walk and the Brownian
functional. The order of that bound is given, but its constant factor may
depend on the realization of the process. Here, the random walks are depen-
dent, and by rate of convergence, we mean an upper bound on the deviation
of the distribution functions.

Although the Skorokhod embedding of random walks usually provides a
rate of O(n~/*) [14], when the random walk is one dimensional and the
functionals are the supremum or the local score, Etienne and Vallois [3]
obtained a rate of O(y/logn/n) using embedding techniques. It is not clear
whether or not their results can be used or generalized to our problem.

To begin we introduce in the next section some notation and also sum-
marize some of the interplay between the longest increasing subsequence
problem and random matrix theory.

2. Longest increasing subsequences. Let X7, Xs,... be a sequence of
i.i.d. random variables with values in the ordered alphabet A = {a1,...,am},
where a1 < ag < -+ < ap,. Let p, =P(X1 =a,.), r=1,...,m, with ppax =
maxi<,<m pr and let also k& be the multiplicity of pmax among the probabil-
ities p, (1 <r<m).

(21) k:#{rzlgrgmaprzpmax}-

Finally, let LI, be the length of the longest increasing subsequence of X7, ...,
X, that is,

LI, =max{j: X;; < Xj, <--- <X, for some 1 <ip <ip <. <ij <n}.

Properly renormalized, LI, is known to converge to the maximal eigenvalue
of some matrix ensemble (see [9-11, 17]). In fact, in the notation of [8],

LI, — «
(2.2) i T~ MPmax g
v/ MPmax
where
1 m—1 m—1
. T T
(23)  VPmaxde =~ TE:ITJTB )+ max_ Zl o B"(t,),

<tin—1<tm=1""
t'r:tr—l,TEI*
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with 02 = pr + pry1 — (0r = pr41)?, 7 =1,2,...,m — 1 and I* = {r:p, <
Pmax, 1 <7 <m}. Above, (B(t),...,B™1(t))T is an (m — 1)-dimensional
driftless Brownian motion with covariance matrix

1 £1,2 £1,3 tee P1,m—1
P21 1 02,3 o P2,m—1
. . . . ’
1 Pm—2,m—1
Pm—11 Pm-12 "  Pm—1,m—2 1
where
_pr'i‘ﬂr,us’ ifs—r—1,
O0r0s
Prs = _Ps Tt prphs ifs=r+1,
0y0s
—MT'US, if r—s|>1,1<r,s<m-—1,
0,05
and pr =pr —pry1, L <r<m—1.
Next, let
1 m—1 m—1
2.4 H,=V2{ —— B"(1 B"(t
(24) m f{ D B+ max ) (r)},
r=1 <tmo1<1 r=1
where (BY(t),...,B™ (t))" is an (m — 1)-dimensional driftless Brownian
motion with covariance matrix
1 —1/2 O
~1/2 1 -1/2
O ~1/2 1 -1/2
~1/2 1

Comparing (2.4) and (2.3), it is immediate that if the distribution on the
alphabet A is uniform, that is, p, =1/m, r=1,...,m, then k=m, p, =0,
02 =2/m, and thus J,, = H,,, and therefore

LI, —n/m

vn/m

Actually, similar results hold true for countable alphabets (see [8]) and our
methodology also gives the rate in that case.

Let us now briefly recall the connections, originating in [1] and [6], between
random matrix theory and the Brownian functionals encountered in the
present paper.

= Hy,.



4 C. HOUDRE AND ZS. TALATA

An m x m element of the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE) is an m x m
Hermitian random matrix {Y; ;}i<ij<m with Y;; ~ N(0,1) for 1 <i <m,
Re(Y; ;) ~ N(0,1/2) and Im(Y;;) ~ N(0,1/2) for 1 <i < j<m, and Y;,,
Re(Y; ;), Im(Y; ;) are mutually independent for 1 <i < j <m.

Writing 2™ = (21, 2a,...,2,) € R™ for any m > 1, letting A(z(™) =
H1§i<j§m(xi — xj) be the Vandermonde determinant, the following facts
hold true.

First, from [17] and [8], )\gm,o) £ H,,, where )\gm,o) is the largest eigenvalue
of the m x m traceless GUE. Using the joint density of the eigenvalues of
the traceless m x m GUE [15, 17], the distribution function of H,, can be
computed directly, for all m > 2 and all s >0, as

m

(2.5) ]P’(Hm < s) = /{ 3 }67(1/2)2?21 fo(l,(m))2/\m(dx(m))7
maxz;<s

where A, is the Lebesgue measure concentrated on the hyperplane £, =
{z eR™: 3" x; =0}, and where

m—1
(2)~1 :/ e~ (1/2) 2702 $§A(l‘(m))2)\m(dx(m)) = (2)(m=1/2 H il
" i=0

Note that H,, is a.s. nonnegative, and so P(H,, <s)=0 for all s <0.
Second, for all k> 2, Ji can be represented [7, 8] as

1_k max
(2.6) Jk:Hkﬂ/#Z,

where Z is a standard normal random variable and, moreover, H; and Z
are independent, while, J; = /1T — ppaxZ.

The distribution of J; can be described [9, 10] as the largest eigenvalue
of the direct sum of d mutually independent GUESs, each of size k; x k;, 1 <
Jj <d, subject to the eigenvalue constraint » ", \/p;A; =0. The k; are the
multiplicities of the probabilities having common values, the p; are ordered
in nonincreasing order and the eigenvalues are ordered in terms of the GUEs
corresponding to the appropriate values of p;.

As shown in [10], for any k£ > 1 and all s € R, J, has distribution given by

P(Ji <s)

= Ck,pmax /
{maxz;<s}

where

-1 _ / e~ 2SIy @+ Pmas/ (= hpmax)) (S 20°] A ()2 g7 P,
Rk

e~ (U2 224 P/ (L= kpmas) (S 707 A (7(00)2 g (8)

Ckvpmax
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Below, we study the rate of approximation in (2.2) and prove (see Sec-
tion 4) that

logn

N

sup ]P)( LI, — npmax >

rzeR vV "Pmax o

where the constant C'(m, k) depends only on m and k.

z) —P(Jy > x)| <C(m,k)

3. Upper bounds on the density functions. Our first results provide up-
per bounds on the density of the functionals J; and H.

PROPOSITION 3.1. (i) Let fp, be the probability density function of Hy,.
Then, for any k=2,3,...,m,

sup fa, (z) < 3k (2me?)k/? \/E.
z€R 7T

(ii) Let fj, be the probability density function of Ji. Then, for any k=
2,3,....m—1,

k e
< mi 3% (9702 k;/2\/j
2@ m{ =) )T
and for k=1, sup,cp f7,(x) =1//27(1 — pmax)-

REMARK 3.2. The distribution function of the largest eigenvalue of the
k x k GUE can be computed directly [15], and so does the one of the k x k
traceless GUE in (2.5). Its derivative, the density function, is upper bounded
by k times the density function of the one-dimensional marginal of the dis-
tribution of the eigenvalues of the & x k& GUE. Both the joint density of
the eigenvalues of the k x k& GUE and its marginals have a determinantal
representation using Hermite polynomials [15], Section 6.2, which provides
an upper bound of order k%/¢ on the density of the largest eigenvalue of the
k x k GUE. In turn, this gives the order of the constant with the rate of
convergence logn/+/n, in the framework of [5].

For the joint and marginal density of the eigenvalues of the k x k trace-
less GUE, a determinantal representation does not seem to be available.
One can still conjecture a polynomial upper bound on the supremum of the
density of the largest eigenvalue of the k x k traceless GUE, but the au-
thors’ efforts did not lead to such a bound in part (i) of Proposition 3.1.
Indeed, the traceless condition induces dependencies between the entries of
the Gaussian random matrix making the analysis more delicate than in the
GUE case.
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ProoF. First for (ii) using (2.6), for k> 1,

Fua) = [ I (0] =i =) du
< sup i, (),
ueR

and use (i). Similarly, for k£ <m,

k
< =4 —.
ilelp ka( ™)< i‘é%f (17kpmax)/kZ(U) 27(1 — kpmax)

Now for (i), to upper bound the density of Hy, consider its cumulative
distribution function. By (2.5),

1

P(Hy <s)= (2n)F D72
></ exp(——Zx +2 Z log |z; — x|
{maxz;<s} 1<i<j<k
k—1
- Zlogi!) A (dx),
i=1
and so

P(s < Hp<s+e¢)
—(1/2)(1-2/v?) T, a2
As<maxxj<s+5} (271')(]{71)/2

xexp(——Zx +2 Z log|xz—x]|—210gz‘>)\k (dx)

1<i<j<k

3.1) =

for any v > v/2. In order to dominate the first term of the integrand in (3.1),
a bound (see [15], Appendix A.6) going back to Stieltjes, asserts that

k
%Zm? — Z log |z; — x|
i=1

1<i<j<k

k
1
> —k(k—1)(1+log2) — §Zilogi.

=1

1 =

Hence,

VQZJJ -2 Z log |z; — x;

1<i<j<k
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k
1 2
:Q(WZ:UZ— Z log\xz—x]\>
i=1 1<i<j<k
(3.2) _2(§Z<7> — Z 1 ——7>— 521
=1 1<i<j<k
1 1
> 2 <Zk<k —1)(1+1og2) — 3 2zlogz> —k(k—1)logv

k
1
= Sk —1)(1 +log2) —;uogi—k(k— 1)log v.
On the other hand,

k—1 1 k—1
Zlogz'—ZZlogJ—Z k—j)logj
i=1 j=1 7=1
(3.3)
k—1
:klog(k:—l)!—Zilogi.
i=1

Combining (3.2) and (3.3) leads to

exp( Zx +2 Z log|xl—x]|—Zlogz'>

1<i<j<k

1
(3.4) <exp (—5 (k—1)(1+1log2) + k(k —1)logv — klog(k — 1)!
k—1
+22ilogi + klogk).
i=1

Here, using Stirling’s inequality (see Feller [4], page 54)
(k—1)!>/2r(k — 1)(k — 1)~ D= (b=D)+1/02(k=1)+1)

and
k—1 k 2
k2 k 1
g ilogig/ tlogidi = —logk——+
i=1 1 44

the exponent in (3.4) can be upper bounded by

—%k;(k —1)(1+1log2) + k(k —1)logr — k(k — 1) log(k — 1)
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—k(—(l{:—l)—i-m—klogv 271'(]{3—1)) +]€1ng

B 1
E*loghk — — + =
+ og 2+2

1 1
:k2<—§(1 +log?2) +logv —log(k —1) + 1 +logk — 5)

+l<:< (14+1log2) —logv +log(k —1)

1
—-1——-+1 2r(k—1)+logk
12(k—1)+1+0g\/ 7( )+og>+

log — + log —— —kl logy/——+ <.
k:(og 2+ ng_1>—|—2k‘ogk:+kog V2€+2

And the bound

N | —

becomes

(3.4)
( iZz‘ +2 Z log|z; — J:J\—Zlogz'>

1<i<j<k

(3.5)

IN

DD

) () s o) v

dme
Thus (3.1) becomes

v K 4re\ F/?
P(s<Hy<s+e)<|—=] K" =

V2 v?
(3.6)

IN

e—(1/2)(1-2/1?) 3% a2

{s<maxz;<s+e} (277)(]671)/2

x /e

On the hyperplane £;, C R*, the function

1 —(1/2(1-2/v*) 5k, 22
(2m) (=021 — 2/v2)~1](k=1)/2

is the probability density function of the (k — 1)-dimensional normal distri-
bution with mean (0,...,0) € R*¥~! and covariance [(1—2/v?)~!]I}_1, where
I}, is the (k — 1)-dimensional identity matrix. Therefore,

e—(1/2)(1-2/v?) 35, «?

/{s<maxxj<s+5} (Qﬂ)(k—l)/g

Ak (dz)
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—(k—1)/2
-(-3)
1%
e~ (1/2)(1=2/1?) Sk a2

8 /{s<maxxj<s+8} (271-)(]{71)/2[(1 - 2/1/2)71](]671)/2
37 < (1 _ 3)(“)/2

V2

Ak(dz)

k e~ (1/2)(1-2/12) Sy a7

: ; /{5§$j§8+€} (2m)(k=1)/2[(1 — 2/p2)~1](k=1)/2

( 9 )—(k—l)/2 k 67(1/2)(172/1/2)I?
1— =

Ak (dz)

< V2 sup

V2 j=1 {s<z;<s+e} \/27'('(1 — 2/1/2)71

—k/2+41
< (12 ,
NS v?

Using (3.7), (3.6) yields
P(s<Hp<s+e¢)

k2 —k k
(NP (2N g (e /f
—\ 2 2 2 T

Choosing v > /2 such that 1 —2/v? =1/k provides
o\ k2/2 —k2/2
v =11- l < ek/?
2 k - '

P(s<Hp<s+¢)< Ek3k(27T62)k/2\/E,
7T

leading to

and the proof is complete. [

4. Rate of convergence results. Below, we study the rate of convergence
n (2.2) and show that:

THEOREM 4.1. For anyneN, meN, fork=23,....,m,

LI, - max
P(ninpa EJE) P > )
v/ Pmax

sup
zeR

(4.1)

K3k k logn
<c(m—1)| (m—1)%02 . + A )
o ( ) <( ) (\/pmax pmax(l - kpmax) )) \/ﬁ
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where ¢ >0 is an absolute constant and omax = Maxi<p<m—10,. For k=1,
(4.1) holds with the minimum replaced by (Pmax (1 — Pmax)) /2.

REMARK 4.2. For k =m, the minimum in (4.14) is m*"*t1/2 since

\/ k/(Pmax(1 — kpmax)) is then understood to be infinite. In general, the min-

Imum is kgk/\/pmaxa if Pmax = (kﬁk - k)/(kﬁkJrl) and \/k/(pmax(l - kpmax))v
if Prax < (k6k _ k‘)/(k6k+1).

In particular, (4.1) implies the following result which should be contrasted
with Theorem 4 and Theorem 6 of [2].

COROLLARY 4.3. If k is fixred and m — 0o as n — 0o in such a way that
m=o(n'/*log='/?n), then

LI, — npmax

v/ "Pmax

PROOF. This immediately follows from Theorem 4.1 since o2, <2/m
and 1/m < ppax <1/k. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1. Set L, = (LI, — npmax)/+/n, and for i =

1,...,nand r=1,...,m —1, set also
1, if X;=ay,
ZZ’: —1, if Xi:ar—f—h
0, otherwise.

Clearly, Var Z! = 62 and EZ] = 1. Set Sj =0 and
J
- 77 —
Si=y = =1,
=1

and then L, can be written (see the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [8]), as

1 m—1 S,T m—1 S'T.
. n Jr
(4.2) Ln=-— z::l roy et _max z::l ot En,

<im—1<Jm=n
Jr=jr—1,r€I*

where for the remainder term F,, we have for any ¢ > 0,

(4.3) P(|E,| >¢) <e(l+ (m—1)2%02,.).
Letting
1 m—1 m—1 j
7 - T nr( Jr
(4.4) Hy = - ; ro.B"(1) + ozggnga?fgm ; o.B <n >,

<jm-1<jm=n
Jr=jr—1,m€l*
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we have for any € >0
P(|Ly,/\/Pmax — Jx| > 2¢)

< ]P)(‘Ln - ﬁn,k‘ > Ex/pmax) + P(‘ﬁn,k - \/pmaxjk‘ > 5\/pmax)-
Using Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5 below, (4.5) can be upper bounded by

(4.5)

1

1+ (m—1)%02 £e\/MPmax ) orV/n
max max _ 1
5 €y/Pmax T €Xp 716(771—1) ; + =

(4.6)

—&°NPmax
4im —1 —— .
+4(m—1)n exp<802 (m — 1)2>

max

Now, from Proposition 3.1,

IP(Ly/v/Prmax > ) — P(Ji > z)|
<P(|Lp/\/Pmax — Ji| > 2¢) + P(x — 2e < J, <z + 2¢)

1+ (m —1)%02 €2/ MPmax | "o orV/n
A7) < max SV max 14 VR
@7 < 2 EVPmax TP\ Ty Zl T

_€2npmax

max

k e
de mi k(o 2yk/2 [E
+ smln{ 27r(1—kpmax)’k (2me*) -

With

the right-hand side of (4.7) becomes

R —
\/ﬁ § logn \/ﬁ 1_|Nr|

+ 4(m - 1)n—(32/cr[2naX§2)logn—loglogn/logn+3/2

64(m—1) . k 3k 2 k/2\/§
* 6\/pmax mln{ 277(1 - kpmax)’k (27T€ ) 7T })’

which yields the claim of the theorem. [J

logn(8(m—1)(1+(m—1)2012nax)+ 1 mzl<1 o, >

r=1
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LEMMA 4.4, For any € >0,

]P(|Ln - ﬁn,k‘ > E)

15
< (1 + (m - 1)201%1&()5

ge\r )’” ( or\/ﬁ)

+eXp< 1_‘/17“‘

r=1

where £ >0 is an absolute constant.
ProOOF. Comparing (4.2) to (4.4),

|Ln - ﬁn,k‘

m—1
r
. < — —
- <iz+ 3 (10 7)o 7

<|E, \—1—2207, max

For any 6 >0 and 0<r<m —1,

(4.9) ]P’(max 5 Br<n>‘>5>:]P’(max 157 — (')\>5ﬁ).

0<j<n \/ﬁ 0<j<n

Applying Sakhanenko’s version of the KMT inequality [12-14, 16] to the
partial sums S7, j =0,...,n, of the ii.d. random variables (Z] — ) /o,
i=1,...,n, (4.9) can be upper bounded by

(4.10) (1 +02\/ﬁ) exp(—Clé\/ﬁ).

Above, C1 = &N, and Cy = A\, where £ is an absolute constant and

Zr_ T3 ZT_ r ZT_ r 2
R e
oy o

Or
= o, sup{\: ANE(|Z] — pr|® exp{\| Z] — pir|}) < Var Z7'}.

Since |Z! — pr| <2, choosing A =1/4 gives

1 1
15(12 - e {512 - i} )
7" — 7" —
:E<(ZZT—,U7’)2| % I :U'T|exp{‘ 7 I NT|})
1 1
<E<(Zf—ur)2§e)<p{§}>

<VarZj,
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which implies that A\, > 0, /4. Next, for any A > 1/min{l — p,, 1 + p- },
Var Z] = p,(1 = pr)” + pria (14 p1)?
< Amin{|1 = gl (14w} (or (1= pr)? + pria (14 )%
<A@t = PP+ pra L+ )
<AE(1Z] — prl?)
<AE(|Z] — > exp{N ZF = el }),

which implies that A\, <o,/ min{l — p,, 1+ p,} = 0,/(1 — |ur]). Thus, the
upper bound (4.10) becomes

(4.11) (1 + 1“:“/50 exp <_

Combining (4.11) and (4.3) with (4.8),

P(|Ly — Hpp| > €)
E,| +2 5 - B
‘ ‘—i_ Zarogljaé{n <n> - €
- S (e e
1P><|E | > )+;P<Or%a<xn NG B <n>'>4%(m_1)>

ot 2 el )

and the proof is complete. [J

LEMMA 4.5.  For any € >0,

[ S —&2n
]P)(‘Hn,k_ pmaxJk‘ >E) §4(m—1)nexp<ﬁ>
Jmax( - 1)

ProoOF. Comparing (2.3) and (4.4),
|ﬁn,k - \/pmaxjk|

m—1
r
4.12 < 14+ — o, max su
(412 B < m) "o<j<n— 10<t<Il)/n

(19-+()
(i) o)

r=1

m—1
<2 E max sup
r=1

" 0<i<n—1o<i<1/m
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Here, for any § >0 and 0 <7 <m — 1,

(i)
r(te)-o()]-9

]P’(max 1B" (1) >5\/ﬁ)

0<t<1

P( max max
0<j<n—10<t<1/n

IN

n—1

Z ]P’( max

= 0<t<1/n
1

3

(4.13)

o

.

3
—

=3 2P(N(0,1)] > 5v)
=0
<An exp(—(52n/2),

where, above, we have used standard Gaussian estimates. Using (4.12) and
(4.13), we finally get

]P)(|ﬁn,k - \/pmaxjk‘ > 5)

m—1
<P|2 E o max  sup
—  0sisn—lo<i<i/n

m—1
< Z ]P’( max  sup

= \Usisn—lo<i<i/n

(i) ()
# (20 5()] i)

—€2n

max

5. Uniform binary letters. In general, we do not known whether or not
the bound in Theorem 4.1 can be sharpened to O(1/y/n). As shown below,
with a more direct proof, for binary alphabets with uniform distribution this
is possible.

Note that for binary alphabets with nonuniform distribution, that is, for
m =2 and k =1, the limiting distribution J; is a normal random variable
with zero mean and variance 1 — pyax. Although the proof of Theorem 4.1
simplifies in this special case, it still yields

IP)(LIn_npmaX > ) (I)< x )'
sup|P| ———=>x | — _
z€eR V "Pmax m

- c< 2 1 > logn
>~ g s
! pmax(l _pmax) \/ﬁ

where @ is the standard normal survival function.
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In this section, m =2 and assume P(X; = ;) =P(X; =ag)=1/2, i € N.

Let
7. = L, %f Xi=ay,
—1, if XZ‘:CMQ,

and let So=0, S, =S>F_ | Z;, k > 1. Define

. S,
Bo(t) = \[/7_;]

Zint)+1

\/ﬁ i

0<t<1.

+ (nt — [nt])

Then,

LI,—n/2  B,(1 ~
n—n/ =— ”()—i—maxBn(t),

vn 2 t€[0,1]
and (2.4) becomes
LI, —n/2 B(1)
et L e B(t
Rz TERPY

where B is a standard Brownian motion.

THEOREM 5.1.  For any n €N,

(L0025 ) o0 s e 5y )< 2

sup
zeR

~

sy

F(m,b) := P(txg% B(t) > m, B(1) < b), m,beR

and
Fo(i,g) = P( max S >i,8, <)

-~ 7

= Bu(t) > —
<tlen[3,}f1 ()_x/ﬁ

m >

By the reflection principle, for any

F(m,b) = P(tgﬁ)ﬁ B(t) >m, B(1) >m+ (m — b))

=P(B(1) > 2m — b) = ®(2m — b),
and for any ¢ >0, j <1
Folinj) =P max Sp>0,8,> i+ (i)

k=0,...,n

:p(5n>2i—j):q)”<2x/iﬁ_%>’
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where
O(2) =P(B(1) > 2), ®,(2) =P(S,/v/n>z), zeR.

As is well known (e.g., see [18]),

- - 0.7975
5.1 sup |D(z) — P, (2)| < .
(5.1) ZGR\ (2) = @n(2)] Tn
Next, the joint probability density function of (maxcjo 1) B(t), B(1)) is
0?F(m,b) _
by =02 93" (2m — b

if m >0, b <m, and zero elsewhere. For any x > 0, we thus have

P(max B(t) — B1) <x>

te[o,1] 2

2x
/ / (m,b)dbdm
2m— 290

2z
= / / 20" (2m — b) dbdm
0 2m—2zx

2 [ (@ 2m = g o dm
0

(5.2)

=-2 /O% ' (m) — &' (2x) dm = 20(0) — 20(22) + 2 - 209’ (27)

—2z2

- - 1 2 = 1
=20(0) — 28 (2x) — 4o ——e~ /2 =1 _ 28(22) — e
(0) ~2B(20) ~ 4~ (20) ~ o
Observe that S, is even if n is even, and S,, is odd if n is odd. In the
sequel, assume that n is even, in the other case the computation is similar,
and omitted. The joint probability mass function of (maxg—g ., Sk,Sy) is
then

-----

for j even, ¢ >0, j <1, and zero elsewhere.
For any = > 0, with the notation | = [z1/n], we thus have

P<max§() E() x>

te(0,1

inax Sk——<l>
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201—-2 %

= > plid)
1=0 j=2i—2[+2
jeven

= [Fu(iyi) = Foli,2i — 21) — Fp(i+ 1,4) + Fp (i + 1,23 — 21)]

Sl -2+ (22)]

wafo(2) o)

=®,(0) + @, <%> - 20, <3—%> — (20 = 2)P(S, =21);

where in the last step we used the fact that ®,, is constant on the intervals

[ﬁ, %), when 4 is a nonnegative even integer.

Let us compare (5.2) and (5.3). Since for any x >0, 2z € [3—%,%),
by (5.1),

_ - 21 = = 1.595

5.4) sup|2®(2z) — 2P, —= || =sup|2®(2z) — 2P, (22)| < .
()$ZIS() <\/ﬁ>‘ :v218|() (@)l vn
Moreover, from symmetry considerations, we know that

_ = 2 1 1 1 1

P b, —=)==+=P = ——P =0)=1-—=P =0).

048, (=) =+ 5E(5. =0+ 5 (81 =0) =1~ 3P(5,=0)
Thus,
_ - 2 1 1 n

. 1—-1® P, — =P =0)== 27",
55 1= (20 +2.(2)) = jrs -0 -5 ()
Using Stirling’s formula
(56) mnnJrl/Qefnel/(lZnJrl) <nl< \/%nnJrl/Qefnel/(lQn)’
the rightmost term in (5.5) is dominated by

1 n n'" o1/(12n)=1/(6n+1)~1/(6n+1)9—n

57 Ver \ (1/2)n(1/2)n ((1/2)n)"/2((1/2)n)"/?

Y12 s

~Vorn T n

Combining (5.4), (5.7) and Lemma 5.2 below will complete the proof. [
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LEMMA 5.2, For any n €N,

1 21

PROOF. First, consider the range x > /n/6. In this case, both terms on
the left-hand side of (5.8) vanish exponentially fast as n — co. Indeed,

4 ! e~ 2" < 4 e_‘”2<ie_”/36.

V21 V21 W27
Using \/ﬁe*”/% < \/18e718/36 < \/18/e, we have
1 4 1 12 1
(5.9) dg——e 2" < VI8
N Vare/n  Vmeyn

If £ >+/n/2+1/y/n, P(S, =2[z\/n]) =0. For /n/6 <z <+/n/2+1/y/n,
recalling the notation | = [z/n], for n/6 <1 <n/2,

P(Sn =21) = ((n +n21)/2> 27 = (n/;-i-l) 2

= (n/Q—T—n/ﬁ) 2= <2:/3> 2

Using Stirling’s formula (5.6) again, (5.10) can be upper bounded by

(5.10)

1 n n" 1/(12n)=1/(8n+1)=1/(dn+1)9—n
V2r \(2/3)n(1/3)n ((2/3)n)2n/3((1/3)n)"/3
< L 9 1 o123/aom) 91 s
= Var V20 [(2/3)3(1/3) /32 S 2/rvn
Thus,

9 1
2l — DP(S,, =2) < ————ne 18,
( JP(S, )_2\/;\/5%

Since ne~"/18 < 18/e, we have

81 1
5.11 2l —2)P(S, =2]) < ——.
(5.11) (2= DP(S, =2) < .
Hence, (5.9) and (5.11) gives the bound (5.8).
Next, consider the range 0 < z < /n/6, with the notation | = [z\/n],
0 <l<n/6. The left-hand side of (5.8) can be upper bounded by

1 2 1 2
4 —22% 4t = 2(lVn)
" T NavE

4% 1%@2(1/ Vi)' _ (21 — 2)P(S, = 21)‘.

(5.12)
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22

Since the function ze™=*" is monotone on the intervals [0,1/2) and [1/2,00),

—_

l

—_

4 —222 4 —2(1/y/n)?
* V4 271'6 LR, 27T6
< 4 (L N L)e—w/ﬁﬂ/ﬁf _ 4 L vy
T V2r\vn o n V21 /1
4 l 1 —2(1 1 2 4 l —2(1 1 2
513) <2 (L L eapvmryvmr _ AL oapyaryvm
613 < (7t ) Ve VR
PR S (VNS YN
~V2rn
4 1
<
V2 \/ﬁ
On the other hand,
I 1 2 1 2
4— =2(/v/n)* _y -2z
N/ 27re x\/ 27re
P R N <L N L) o2/ 1/
T V2rVn V2r \vn  n
4 2
5.14 <= _° 2(/vn) 1— —4l/n—2/n
(5.14) NN (1—e )
B (VNS YV AL
V2 v/n
4 l —212/71 —61/ 4 1
< 1—eSlmy - —_
SVamvat T T
Using 1 —e ¢t <t (t € R) with t =6[/n, and also te™t < 1/e (t € R) with

t = 212 /n, the right-most term in (5.14) is dominated by

(5.15)

From (5.13) and (5.15) we get the following bound for the first term in

(5.12):

(5.16)

4 1

o1 e, 41
V2 v/n

Var Vi n

(12

e\ 2w

(-9

e

4

1
_E)ﬁ
41
Var Vi

<

l
4——
NG

—_

4 1
<

20/ 2 2
~V2rvn

Vor
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To control the second term in (5.12), let us recall (see, e.g., Feller [4],
page 182) that

2 —(21 2¢8n,
(5.17) P(S, = 21) = f\/ﬁ e~ (UVm?/
where
Gag) - L L 2 1Ly e
n? 4n  360n3 n3  4n  20n3

Hence, for the second term in (5.12), we have

4ii —20/VI? _ (21 — 2)P(S,, = 21)

NONGT
(5.19) < %2—26‘2“/ VIP|L— |+ 2P(S,, = 21)
T
4 l _9 2 4 _
< o2V e 4 T e2/vm)?,
= Van it 1= \/_\/_
If I <n®®/3, (5.18) becomes

1 1 1 2 1 1

_ _ - _ <o < _
3013 4n 36003 = "= 8lL/n  4n T 20

and using |e* — 1| < max{|z|,|z + §1+|z||}’ |z| <1, (5.19) can be upper

bounded by

AU e 2 A L v 2/sivm)
V2 vn ENCRNG \/_
ST D T e
Ver2y/e3yn - \2r/n
L 4 128
7\/%\/57

using ze 2% < 1/(2y/€) with z=1/\/n.
If n%/8/3 <1 <n/6, let us consider (5.18) again and apply to (5.19) the
trivial upper bound

(5.20)

(T L S S (VD e
Var Vi Var

—2l2/n+214/n

H

4+
= n
1

(5.21)

3
mﬁg |

_92 47,3
ne 212 /n+21% /n )

\/ﬂ

Q‘
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In this range of [, it is easy to show that —% + %1 < —%nl/‘l, thus (5.21)
is itself dominated by

8 1 s 1/4
ne—3m'/4/18

6V 27 %
Using ne=3m"1/18 < (72/35¢)*, we further get the upper bounds

8 <E>L 041
6\/ 2T 35e \/ﬁ - \ 21 \/ﬁ

Since (5.20) is larger than (5.22), when 0 <x < +/n/6, (5.16) and (5.20)
give the following upper bound for (5.12):

(5.22)

1 o2y 01 oaymy
\ 27 Vn2n
I
+la—
‘ Vn/2r
4223 1
V2or Jn’

which is less than what we had obtained for > /n/6. O

4z

e 2NV _ (2] — 2)P(S, = 21)'

<
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