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Brownian motion between two random
trajectories

You Lv*
School of science of mathematics, Beijing Normal University,
Beijing 100875, P. R. China.

Abstract: Consider the first exit time of one-dimensional Brownian motion { Bs}s>0
from a random passageway. We discuss a Brownian motion with two time-dependent
random boundaries in quenched sense. Let {W}s>0 be an other one-dimensional
Brownian motion independent of {Bs}s>0 and let P(:|IV) represent the conditional
probability depending on the realization of {W}s>0. We show that

—t7 ' InP* (Vyepo ga + BWs < By < b+ BW,|W)

converges to a finite positive constant v(3)(b— a)~2 almost surely and in L (p > 1)
ifa < B =x < band Wy = 0. When 8 = 1,a + b = 2z, it is equivalent to
the random small ball probability problem in the sense of equiditribution, which
has been investigated in [4]. We also find some properties of the function ~(53).
An important moment estimation has also been obtained, which can be applied to
discuss the small deviation of random walk with random environment in time (see

[12]).
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1. Introduction

The first exit time of Brownian motion is a classic and interesting topic which has
been researched by many scholars. Let us first recall a very basic result in this field.
For a standard Brownian motion {B;};>o starting from z, it is known that

—InP*(Vs<ra < By < b) 2

li = 1.1
15450 t 2(b —a)?’ (1.1)

where a < < b. (1.1) shows that the first exit time from a bounded interval has
negative exponential tail distribution and the coefficient depends on the width of
the bounded interval.
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A lot of further work has been done on the first exit time of Brownian motion.
For the Brownian motion in high dimensional space, [9], [10] researched the first
exit time 7" from a fixed convex domain, showing that —InP(T" > t) = O(t%), where
« is a positive constant depending on the degree of dimension and the shape of
the convex field. Another extension is to consider the time-dependent boundary.
[14] studied the asymptotic behavior of P(Vo<s<¢|B:| < f(t)), where the boundaries
—f(t) and f(t) depend on t. The work [18] considered the Brownian motion with two
linear boundaries and calculated the distribution of the Brownian motion hitting the
upper boundary before hitting the lower boundary. The model of Brownian motion
with two time-dependent boundaries can be applied to many different fields such
as finance (see [15]), biophysical models (see [I6]) and statistical sequential analysis
(see [17]).

There are several profound conclusions when the boundaries not only depend on
t but also a random variable. [9], [10] and [II] all discussed the probability

P(Vo<s<t || Bs [[P< 14 ps” + W(s)),

where i > 0,7 € [0,1),p > 1. {Bs}s>0 is a d-dimensional (d > 2) standard Brownian
motion and {Ws}s>o is a one-dimensional Brownian motion which is independent
of {Bs}s>0. “ | - || 7 is the Euclidean norm. That can be viewed as the first exit
time 7" of Brownian motion {B;s}s>o from a random domain. Under some suitable

—1
conditions, they all showed that £ In P(T > t) converges to a negative constant
which depends on the random domain and on the dimension as t — +o0.

What we want to discuss is the decay rate of

Pm(vse[07t}a + W5 < By < b+ pW|W) (1.2)

as t — 400, where > 0,a < < b and {W,;};>¢ is an other standard Brownian
motion which is independent of {B;}:>0. Of course, it can also be viewed as the
first exit time from a random and time-dependent passageway. We obtain a kind

t almost surely and ¢ =

of quenched result. We prove that the decay rate is e”
(b — a)~2v(8). Moreover, the function () is strictly increasing on [0, +00), that is
to say, although the width of the random passageway is always constant “b — a”,
more violent fluctuation of the center will make the first exit time 7" much shorter.
We should notice that if 5 =1 and « = “T+b, by scaling property of the Brownian

motion, (1.2) has the same distribution as

b—a
2Vt

That is the random small ball probability which has been investigated in [4]. So we

PO(Vse[O,lﬂBs - WS| < |W)

can see the convergence (2.2) holds in probability from [4, Theorem 6.1] if 5 = 1

and z = “T+b. Motivated by the precise asymptotics of a random quantization
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problem (see [3]), [2] and [4] first investigated the random small ball probabilities
and gave many important asymptotic estimations for the Gaussian measure p on a
set centered at a random trajectory when the distribution of the random trajectory
is also p. In the proof of [4, Theorem 6.1], the observing of subadditivity also gives
us essential inspiration. Compared with [4, Theorem 6.1], our difference is that we
also consider the situation of 5 # 1. Moreover, we conclude that the convergence
(2.2) is also almost surely and uniform for the location of the starting point and
the width of the interval at the last moment. By the way, we obtain a moment
estimation (see Theorem 3.1). All of these adjustments will play key role on the
research of the small deviation for random walk with random environment in time
(see [12]), which is a main application and motivation of this paper. One can utilize
the Brownian motion between two random trajectories to approximate the random
walk with random environment in time. Furthermore, the result of [12] will be a
basic tool when we study the barrier problem of the branching random walk with
random environment in time. The latter is a work in progress.

Another important point is that our main result can also be viewed as an extension
of [13, Theoreml.1]. Mallein and Mitos consider the probability of a Brownian
motion staying above a trajectory of another independent Brownian motion. To be
more precisely, they proved

_lnP(VOSSStBs > Ws — 1|W)/lnt -, ¥V > %
almost surely and in LP (p > 1). The idea of our proof is partly inspired by [13].
However, we face new difficulties when we do the moment estimation (see Theorem
3.1) since the probability of Brownian motion with two boundaries is usually smaller
than the single boundary case.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We state the main theorem and
corollaries in section 2. An important estimation of tail distribution is obtained in
section 3. Based on this estimation, we give the proof of the main theorem and
corollaries in section 4 and section 5 respectively.

2. Main result

Throughout this paper, we assume that real numbers a,b,a’, V', ag, by meet the
following basic relationship

a<ag<by<b, a<d <b <b (2.1)

Theorem 2.1 Let B,W be two independent standard Brownian motions. Wy = 0.
Under the probability P*, By = x almost surely. Define

Yt = —In inf ]P’x(vse[07t}ﬁW8+a < Bs < ,8W8+b, BWt+a' < Bt < ,BWt—Fb/’W),

Ie[ao,bo]



X, :=—In sup Px(vse[o,t}/@Ws +a < By < W, + b’W)

zeR
Then there exists a function v : R — RT such that
X X () .
t—lggloo t t—lggloo t (b—a)? as. and in Ly (p = 1), (22)
where 7 is a conver and even function. Moreover, v(0) = %2,7(1) < 47? and

for any B € R, v(B) > M Hence ~y is strictly increasing on [0,400) and

lim ~(B) = +oc0.
|B]—=+o00

Remark 2.1 In fact, (2.2) can be strengthened to (5.2) and (5.3). Moreover, From
the property of v, we can see even though the width of the random passageway is
always“b — a” at every moment from 0 to ¢, the first exit time will be shorter when
the random passageway has more violent fluctuation of the center (i.e., when |3
becomes bigger).

In order to make writing more concise, we denote
Il = [BW + 2, BW; + 1], (2.3)
where z,y can be any constant or function.
Corollary 2.1 (Small deviation) If a € (0, %), then we have, almost surely,

o W, Wi, B
InP* (V0.4 Bs € 1, B el W) o ~(B)

S
at® bt a’te bt

liminf  inf 2.4
15450 aelagt® bote] th=2e - (- .
InP*(V,epo, Bs € [at™ + BWs, bt + SW,][W) (8)
limsup su : < - . 2.5
t—>+oop xeg tl=2a - (- a)2 25)
Remark 2.2 Obviously, the “liminf, >" in (2.4) and “limsup, <” in (2.5) can be
replaced by “lim, =”. The same replacement can also be done in (2.6) and (2.7).

Corollary 2.2 Let f(s) and g(s) be two continue functions from [0,1] to R such
that

Vs € [0,1], f(s) <g(s), f(0)<aop<by<g(0), f(1)<a <b <g(1)
We have, almost surely,
In P (vse[o,t]Bs eI\ 0, B e IK‘{?;&W)

liminf inf (1).9(3)
t—-+o00 :EE[ao,bo] t

> Crg7(B), (26)

) InP? (Voeio,q8Ws + F(2) < By < BW, + g(3)|W)
im sup sup

t—+oo z€R t

< Cf,g/y(B% (27)

where Cy 4 == — fol (9(s) — f(S))_2dS. We should notice that Cy 4 € (0,400) because
of the assumption of f(s) and g(s).
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3. The moment estimation for X,

The main tool we use to prove Theorem 2.1 is the Kingman’s subadditive ergodic
theorem. For preparation, we first give a important estimation for X; which has
been defined in Theorem 2.1.

Since 7 is an even function and the distribution of the first exit time is well-known
when 8 = 0, we will always assume § > 0 in the rest of the paper.

Theorem 3.1 For anyt > 0,p > 0,q > 1, we have
nEIJIrloo n? P(X; > (Inn)?) = 0. (3.1)
Thus for any 7 € N, we have
E(X7) < +o0. (3.2)

Proof of Theorem 3.1 Notice that X; is related to a,b,ag, by, a’,b’. Obviously,
we only need to show that (3.1) holds when ag < o’ < b < b. Recalling the basic
relationship (2.1), we will first prove (3.1) under the situation of

ap<a <b <b and min{ag —a,b— by} > max{a’ —ag,bp —b'}. (3.3)
Under this situation, we can choose a”,b”,§ such that o’ < a” <V’ < b and
0 <280 < min {b” —a”, min{ag —a,b— by} — max{a” —ag,bp — V"}}. (3.4)
We define a Markov time sequence {7, ; }nen such that

Tos = 0, Tot1,s

=inf{s > 7 W =W, [=6} n=0,12...

It is easy to see that {Tm s Jnen is an iid. random walk and 7; 5 > 0 almost surely.
We divide time [0,¢] into [0,7, ;] [T, 5,7, 5], --[Ty.4,t], Where

N :=sup{n: 7, , <t}

Then by the Markov property, we have

+o00 i—1
X1 < Y=oy Z0W) + > Lyn—yy ( > V(W) + Zz'(W)>7
i=1 k=0

where
Yk(W) = —1In xei[gof;bo} ]P)(VTIQ,&SSSTk+1,6 Bs - 5(Ws - WTk,é) S [(I, b]v
"oy _
Tht1,6 ’B(WTk+1,6 B WTk,J) € [a", V"] WV’BTk,a - x)’
Zk(W) = lnme[i;}’f:b”} ]P)(v‘rk’(;SSStBs - (/BWS - /BWT,W;) S [ala bl] ‘VV, BTk,a = ‘T)



Let

Prs = Trs — Thors k=1,2,3,...

By the definition of 7,
which is

we can get a further upper bound for Y; (W) and Z (W),

.6

Y,:=—1In inf PI(VOSSSPMFL(;BS € [a+ Bo,b— B, B € [CL” + 6, b — Bo]|W)

:L‘E[ambo] pk+1’5

Zy:=—1In inf Px(VOSSStBS S [a' + 50, b — 55]) > Zk(W)

me[a”,b”}

Note that Y} is also depend on W but Zj is a non-random constant. Hence we have

400 i—1 400 i—1
X< lveoyZo+ Y LveiyQ Ve +20) = Zo+ > _ Lin—iy > Vi (3.5)
i1 k=0 i1 k=0

Naturally, we need to estimate the upper bound of Y. Define

k(t) == inf P"(Yocs<iBs € [a+ 30,b— B8], By € [ + 55,0 — B5)), (3.6)

Z‘E[ao,bo}

01 := max{a” + 8§ — ag,bg — V" + B3}, &2 :=min{ag —a — B, b — S5 — by }.

By basic calculation, we have

k(t)> inf {]P’“"’(Bt € [a" + B8, 1" — B3)) — [1 — P* (Vo<aci By € [a — 35,b + B9] )]}

- "Ee[ao,bo}

>PYB; € [61,6, + V" —a” —2835]) —P°( sup |Bs| > 8y).
s€[0,t]

By [B4), we know d2 > d;. Therefore, we can choose an € > 0 small enough such

that M < ;—Ee and 01 + € < 8 + b —a” — 235. That means

2
0 no_or > € B (61+¢)
PO(B, € [0, 61 + V" — d’ — 235]) > \/2_7Ttexp{ T }

Recalling the Csorgo and Revesz estimation [I Lemmal], we know there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

PO( sup |B|>52)<Cexp{— % }
s€[0,t] N (2 + E)t

Then there exists a D > 0 such that for any ¢t < D,

k(t) > < eXp{—W}—CeXp{—(zf_ge)t}Zexp{—W}.(&?)
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When ¢ > D, by [84), we can choose a d3 > 0 such that o’ + 3§ 4 95 < b’ — 36 — 3.
So for t > D, we have

k(t) > inf P* (V0<5<DB S [a—l—ﬂé b— 55] Bp € [a +55+(53,b, ,8(5—53])

z€[ag,bo]

inf PE(V S_Bse (5,[)/—(5 38
" elar 55,3605 (Vo<ssi-p [a" + 5 B4)) (3.8)

Notice that inf e (g 50 P* (Vo<s<nBs € la+B8,b— 6], Bp € [’ + B5+63,H — 55— 63])

is a positive constant. Moreover,

. f ]P)SC v s _ BS E /+ 67 bl o 5
re[a’+ﬁ6i§13,b'—55_53} (Yoss<i-p la' + 3 B4))

8 72 (t — D)
> po sup |Bs| <9d3) > —expy — ———= 5. 3.9
(s 1Bl <80) 2 oo {-— 7 } (3.9)

Combining with (317)-(3.9), we conclude that there exist C1,Cy > 0 such that
—Ink(t) < Cit 'Ly<epy + Cotlyspy. (3.10)
It implies that for any k € {1,2,..., N}, we have
Yie1 < Cip 1y, <py + Capy 51y, >0} (3.11)

Choosing ¢”, ¢’ such that 1 < ¢’ < ¢’ < q. When n is large enough, by (3.3 and
(3.11) we have

—+00

P(X: > (Inn)") <Y E(lgyioty g g Liv=iy) + Bz nmn Liv=0})
i=1

—+00
<D Byt v sagamey Liv=t)
i=1

<Z (s 2> () N ) T o,y mm i) |

Notice that when (Inn)? > Caot, for any i, we have
ZC%)M > (Inn)?, N =i) <P(r,; > 0, T < t) =0.
2

Hence when n is large enough, denote ¢, := (Inn)?", it is true that

P(X; > (Inn)? <Z]P’<Z (lnn)q,,N:z’>

i=1 klp“

(nJ 1 i —+o0

Z (Z (n)”) + 3 P(N =)

i=|on]

q/
) +P(r, s <), (3.12)



where |z | is the integer part of z. Let p(t) be the probability density function of
Markov time 7, ;. Then the expression of p(t) is

_ (4nt1)%52

p(t) = \/ﬁ Z An+1)e” =

n=—oo

2
Obviously, p(t) < \/;‘%e—g—t when t is small enough. Then it is easy to see for any
c3 > 0, we have E(exp{-%-}) < +00. Moreover, according to [7, Page 30], there exists
1,6

a positive constant ¢y > 0 such that for any c5 € [0, cq], E(e“6) < +o00. Then we
can apply the Cramér theorem [5, Page 27| to i.i.d. random walk {L 4+ =4+

p2 5
—}zeN and {7, , }ien respectively. Notice that E(7, ), E(%) (0 +00),q" < ¢
1
and time ¢ is not depend on n, so when n is large enough there exist ¢y, co > 0 such
that
Lon] y mn)?’ | g .
P Z 1 > (Inn) ) < P(Zk:l Prs > 2E(i)> < e—cilmn)?’)

2 (] =5 )=

and

L(lnn)a” ].6 , —c2|(Inn)?” |
< < < < 2
P(T“n“‘ <1) < |(Inn)?” | 2 ) € ’

Combining with (3.12), we get, as n — 400,

nPP(X; > (Inn)*9) < pP(Inn)? e~ [(nn)e” | + nPe—c2 [(nn)e” | 0.
So we obtain (3.1) under situation (3.3).
Next, if (3.3) is not hold, that is to say, min{ag —a,b—bg} < max{a’ —ag,by—b'}.
Let [#] = inf{j € N: j > 2}, define m = 12l —ao ot} ] . minfoo—nboto},

min{ap—a,b—bo}

a; == min{ag +14d',a’}, b; 1= max{by —4d’,0'}, and

BN

Xii=—In inf PV __ ., @iy Bs — B(Ws—Wai) € [a,b],
’ z€las,b] €]

By = S(Warne = Wie) € [airr, bipa]|W, Bie = ).

33

By the Markov property we can see that X; < Z?;Bl Yt,i.
Notice that X;; has the same law as Y;i, where

/

Y“ —In inf IP’””(V 0 t By — W, € [a b] Bt —5Wt € [ai+1,bi+1]|W).

’ z€[a;,b;] s€(0,
As ¢ < g, we have (Inn)? > m(lnn)? ¢ when n is large enough. Consequently,
m—1
nPP(X; > (Inn)?) < n? Z P(X;; > (Inn)? = Z np]P’(Y;,Z- > (Inn)?). (3.13)
=0
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Note that for any i € [0, m—1]NN, a, b, a;, b;, a; 41, biy1 satisfy the relationship (3.3),
so we have

limonp]P’(Yii > (Inn)?) =0, iel0,m—1]NN.

n— ’

Combining with (3.13), we complete the proof of (3.1).
Note that for any j € N,

. too . +oo .
E(X]) <Y (n+ 1YPX] €nn+1)) <Y (n+ 1)/P(X] > n).

Moreover, for large enough n, according to (3.1) we have P(Yg > n) < e~ V", which
implies that (3.2) holds.
]

4. Proof of the main result

In this section, we will show how to use the Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem
[8, Theorem 9.14] to prove Theorem 2.1. To simplify the statement,we first introduce
some notations. Let to > t; > 0, analogous to the definition of (2.3), we define

IWSﬁ = [a‘i‘ﬁWs _5Wt17b+5W5 B ﬁth]'

a,b,t1

W, Wi, ,B
Denote Tt1,to (av b, a/v b/7 Z, B) = P(vhﬁsﬁtzBS € Ia,b,f’ By, € Ia’,bQ’,m

’W7 Btl = x)?

ptl,tz (CL, ba (1/, blv B) = inf rtl,tz (CL, bv (1/, bl) x, 5)7

z€la’,b/]

chtz (CL, b7 a/7 b/7 B) == lnpthtz (CL, b7 a/7 b/7 B)

Without causing confusion, sometimes py, 4,(a,b,a’, b, 8) and ¢, +,(a,b,a’, V', 3) are
abbreviated as py, 4, and g, ¢, respectively in the rest part of the paper. The follow-
ing lemma is essential for Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 4.1 Under the situation a < a’ < b < b and the relationship (2.1), there
exists a non-negative function of two variables v : (0,4+00) x R — [0, 400) such that

/ /
lim q07n(a7 b7 a 7b 7/8)

n—-+4oo n

=v(b—-a,B), as and in L. (4.1)

Proof of Lemma 4.1. We divide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. Showing that {M} has an almost surely and L' degenerate limit.

By the Markov property, we know

3 WS7 an
Po.n = Po,m 11‘}/{’ , P(Vim<s<nBs € 1 o bB,Bn el o §,|VV, By, =1x)
xzel T

a’, b

= Po,mPm,n; 0<m<n.



10

Hence we have qon < qom + ¢m,n- This is the subadditivity condition [8, (9.9)] of
the Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem.

If we denote W(s) := W;ys — W;, s € [0,1], it is easy to see the sequence {W*};cn
is 1.i.d. and the randomness of ¢y, ,, is only depend on {W,,4s — Wy, s € [0,n—m]}.
From these facts and the stationary independent increments property of Brownian
motion, we know that for any fixed k, the random sequence qo k, Gk, 2k s Gnk, (n+1)ks -
is i.i.d., and for every | € N, random sequence q; 11, q1,1+2, ---» G1,1+n, --- has the same
distribution as ¢o,1,40,2, -, q0,n, ... These mean that {gm, »}1<m<y, fulfills the con-
ditions [8 (9.7)] and [8, (9.8)] respectively. According to Theorem 3.1, we know
E(go,1) < 400, which is the integrability condition of the Kingman’s subadditive er-

—E(q;;»l) >0 > —o0. So far we have verified

godic theorem. And obviously, for each n,
all conditions of the Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem.

Besides, for every k, the sequence qo k, Gk 2k ---» Ink,(n+1)ks - 18 ergodic since it is
i.i.d., and thus we can conclude that % converges to a constant almost surely and

in L. Here we denote the limit by v(a,b,a’,V’, 3). Consequently, we have

/AN
lim QO,n(aa b,CL 7b 7/8)

n—-+4oo n

= y(a,b,d,V,B), as. and in L'

Step 2. Let a < a’ <V’ < b, showing that y(a,b,ad’, b, 3) = v(a,b,a” V", B).
Without loss of generality, we assume o’ < a” < b” < V'. Obviously,

qo,n(a, b, a//’ b//, 5) < —In infb/ T‘o,n(a, b’ a//’ b//, z, 5)

z€(a’ V]

S- In infb/] 7‘0,1(&, b’ a//’ buv €L, ﬁ) + QI,n(a7 bv (I”, bH, 5) (42)

z€la,

By step 1 and the stationary increments property of Brownian motion, we know
M — v(a,b,a”,b", 3) in probability. Moreover, applying the Kingman’s
q1,n(a,b,a” b" ,8)

subadditive ergodic theorem again, we can see P

converges to a constant
almost surely. Hence we have

Q1,n(a7 b7 a//u b//u /8)

— b,a”,b"
n—1 fy(aa , 4, 75)7 a.s

According to Theorem 3.1 and the Borel-Cantelli 0-1 law, it is easy to see that for
any function o : N — N and k € N,

—Ininf,cio p1 Toln) a4k (@, b,a’ 0, x,
lim cla’ ] Ta(ma(m +£( b =0, as. (4.3)

n—-+oo n

Hence from ([£2]) and ([£3]) we can obtain

—Ininf ¢y 1700 (a,b,a” 0", x,
lim €l ] "o, A =v(a,b,a",b",B), as. (4.4)
n—-+oo n

10
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On the other hand, we have

QO,n(aa b7 CL/, b/u /8) S —1In l[nfb ] TOJL(aa b7 CL//, b//7 €T, B)
z€la’ b

é QO,n—l(% b7 CL/, blv ﬁ) —In inf 1 rn—l,n(a7 bv (l//, bH) €z, 5)

z€la’ b
Analogous to the above discussion, we can also obtain

—Ininf, ey 70,0 (a, b,a” 0", 2, B)

li = ba' b S..
Jm - v(a,b,a’, V', B), a.s
Combining with [&4]), we have v(a,b,d’, V', 8) = vy(a,b,a”,b", 3).

If ’, b/, a”,b" can not satisfy the relationship “ a’ < a” <V’ < ¥ 7, then without
loss of generality, we assume a < a’ < a” <V <b” < b. From the above conclusion,
we have

/7((1‘7 b7 al? bl? 5) = ’7(&, b7 al,? bl’ /8) = /7((1‘7 b7 al/? bl,? 5)'
So it is reasonable to write y(a,b,d’, v, 8) as v(a, b, 8). Moreover, by the basic prop-
erty of Brownian motion, it is easy to see for any ¢ € R, we have y(a +¢,b+¢, ) =
v(a,b, B). Hence we can further denote «(a, b, 3) by v(b — a, 3). This is the end of
the proof of Lemma 4.1.
]

More information of y(c, 3) has been listed in the following proposition, which is
also a important preparation for the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proposition 4.1 The function y(c, 3) has been introduced in Lemma 4.1.
(1). For each fixed B, the function ¢ — ~(c,3) is convex on (0,+00).
(2). For each fized ¢ > 0, the function § — ~(c, 5) is even and conve.

Proof of proposition 4.1.

In this proof, we set a,b,a’,V’ satisfy the relationship 2.1 and a < a’ <0<V <
min{br, by, b}. Denote d,, 7(x) is the joint density function of (B, , B, B,7,,)
from R™ to RT. By basic calculation, we know for any n,T, function d,r is a
log-concave function, that is to say, for any A € [0,1] and z,y € R", it has the
relationship d,, 7(Ax + (1 — N)y) > dp7(2) dy 1 (y) 1.

Let g1(s),92(s), h1(s), ha(s) be real functions defined on [0, 1] such that for every
s €0,1], g1(s) < hi(s), ga(s) < ha(s). If we denote the k-th coordinate of xz,y € R™

by xk,yg, it is obvious that

Loy < Aag+ (1= yi €[Ag1 (k/n)+(1=N)gz (k /) M (k/n) +(1—N)ha (k /)]

A 1-2
> (1 cpanelgr (b/m b (/m))” (W cyn€lgalie/n) bt /m))
Denote Hp p(2) = dn1(2) v, zpelrgn (k/n)+(1-N)ga (k/m) Mo (k/m)+(1—-Nha(k/n)) s then
we have
Hy (A + (1= Ny) > (Hyy ()M Hy) 7 (y) (4.5)
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Moveover, by Theorem 3.1, we know for each m € N,
qo.m(a,b,a’ b, B) < 400, a.s.. (4.6)

(&3] and (4£6]) are the two conditions of the Prekopa-Leindler inequality [6, Theorem
7.1]. According to the Prekopa-Leindler inequality, we have

1- )\
/ Hp o (z)da > / dm / . (4.7)
If we set

BWsm +a, s€][0,1) BWem + b, s €0,1)
gi(s) =

and h;(s) :== { i=1,2.

5Wsm + a/’ s=1, 5Wsm + bla s=1,

then ([L7) means that except the zero measure set {w : qom(a,b,d’,b',8) = 400},
we always have

P<V1§k§n,keNBkm/n € Iﬁﬁf{f Abyr B € 1/ 5°[W, By = 0)
> [P(vlgkgn,keNBkm/n e I, B,y € Iy |W, By = 0)]A
x [P(vlgkgn,keNBkm/n € L mm 7 By, € IV P |W. By = 0)} =
Let n — 400, we deduce that for each m € N, almost surely we have
ro,m(a, Aby + (1 — A)bg,d’,V',0, 3) > rOm(a by,a', v, 0, B)rom(a be,a’, V', 0, ).

For any ¢ € [d/, V'], by the same way, we can prove

rom(a —c, Aby + (1 = Nbg — ¢,a’ — ¢,V —¢,0, )
Zram(a—c,bl—c,a/—c,b ¢, 0,5) X’r’om( — ¢, by —c,d — e, b —¢,0,p),

which means that

inf ]rom(a JAby + (1= N)bo,d, b, z, B)

z€la’,b

> 1[nfb] (r()\m(a, bi,a' bz, B) x rom(a by,d' V', x ﬂ))
z€la’ b ’

> 1[nfb]r8‘m(a bi,d' bz, 3) x 1[nfb}rém(a ba,a' b y,B), as.
xe a/ / N

That is to say

QO,m(aa Abl + (1 - )‘)b27 a/7 b/7 5)
S)\qo,m(ay blaalvb,7ﬁ) + (1 - )‘)QO,m(a, b27a/7b,75)' a.S.. (48)

Therefore, by Lemma 4.1 we can see the function ¢ — (¢, 8) is convex on (0, +00).

12



Brownian motion between two random trajectories 13

Now it is time to show Proposition 4.1 (2). Obviously, the function 8 — (¢, )
is even since the standard Brownian motion W is symmetric. Hence we only need
to consider § € [0,+0o0). For any 1, 82 > 0, if we set

BiWsm +a, se¢& [O, 1)
gi(s) = )
5@'Wsm +a, s= 17

iWsm + b: € 07 1 .

and h;(s) := P s€[0.1) i=1,2,
BiWsm + bla s=1,

then we can obtain Proposition 4.1 (2) by repeating the step (4.5)-(4.8) similarly.

U

Now we will prove Theorem 2.1.
Proof of Theorem 2.1. In fact, in Lemma 4.1 we have shown that under condition
a<ag<a <l <by<band the relationship (2.1), it has
— Ininf ron(a,b,a’ b, x,
lim refan bo] "0 b =v(b—a,p), as. (4.9)

n—-4o0o n

Next, we will divide the proof into four steps.

Step 1. Showing

11m — 1H SupmeR TO,’n(ay b7 a? b7 x? 5)
n—+4o00 n

=~(b—a,p), as. (4.10)
In the case of a < a’ < ag < by <V < b, we have

inf TO,n(a7 b7 alub,7x75) Epo,n(% b7 a07b07x7/8)
:EE[ao,bo]

and

inf TO,n(av b7 a/7b/7$75) inf rn,n—l—l(aa b7 a07b07x75) SpO,TL—l-l(a) bv a07b07$7ﬁ)-
x€[ag,bo] z€a’,b]

Therefore, we can deduce that if a < a’ < ag < by < V' < b, we also have
—Ininf,epaq,p0] 70,n (a5 b, a vz, 3)

lim
n—-+oo n

=v(b—a,p). as. (4.11)
Choosing an ¢ > 0 arbitrarily. Let M := [b;—ﬂa y; = min{a+ie, b}, i =0,1,2,..., M.
sup rO,n(av b7 a, bv x, B) = Sup TO,n(av b7 a, bv x, B)

z€eR z€[a,b]

< max inf  ron(a—4e,b+4e,a —2¢,b+ 2¢,2,3)
0<isM—1z€ly;,yi+1]

= Tin. 4.12
o EX Tim (4.12)

By (@II), we know that for each positive integer i € [0, M — 1], it always has
liminf,, % > v(b — a+ 8¢, ). Besides, for fixed € > 0, M is finite. Thus
we have

.. . —Insup,cp Px(vse[O,n] BWs +a < By < W, + b|W)
lim inf

n—-+oo n

>~(b—a+8e¢, ), as..

13
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Moreover, Lemma 4.1 implies that

_ 1DSUPxeR Px(vse[o,n] BWs+a < By < W, + b|W) < ’Y(b —a ,8) a.s

lim sup
n—-+o0o n

By Proposition 4.1(1), for each fixed 3, the function ¢ — (¢, 3) is convex hence it
is continue. Let € — 0, we get ([A.I0).

Step 2. Changing time axis fromn € N tot € RT.
Assuming that ¢ € (n,n + 1). Just notice that when o’ < a” <"’ <V, we have

1 1
—Insupro(a,b,a,b,z, ) < —Insuprgn,(a,b,a,b,z, ) (4.13)
t zeR n zeR

and
Ininf, e p0) 70,6 (@, b, ',V 2, B) - infera0,00) T0,n(a, b, a”, 0", 2, B)
t - n+1
infxe[a// b”] Tn7n+1(a/, b/, CL/, b/, x, ,8)
+ b
n+1

. (4.14)

Utilizing (4.3) (4.9) and (4.10), we complete the step 2. According to the above
discussion, we have shown the almost surely convergence in (2.2). (The only differ-
ence is the expression of v(f)).

Step 3. Showing the LP(p > 1) convergence in (2.2).

Because we have proved that the convergence in (2.2) is almost surely, step 3 is
—Ininf, g4 1) T0,n(a,b,a" bz, 8) }
n
a<ay<d <V <by<b Denote ri;y1 = —Ininf,caq,p0) 7ii+1(as b, a, v,z B).

Note that

equivalent to show { neN is LP uniformly integrable when

; N -1
—In lnf:ce[ao,bo} 7’()7”(@, b, a, b y Ly ,8) < Z?:O Tii+1

(4.15)

n n

Theorem 3.1 shows E(rﬁl) < +oo for any p > 1. Therefore, by the Birkhoff ergodic
theorem, we know

Z?:_O:l Tiyit1 : P
==—— 5 E(ro1), as. and in LP(p >1).
n

n—1_ .
Therefore, {W}%N is LP uniformly integrable. By (4.13), we know the

—Ininf, ¢, ro.n(a,b,a’ b x, . . . .
€lag.bg] "0n A) tnen is also LP uniformly integrable. That is

sequence { -
to say, we have proved along the discrete time axis n € N the convergence in (2.2)

is LP (p > 1). Just note the right-hand side of (4.13) and (4.14) are both converge

14



Brownian motion between two random trajectories 15

to v(b—a,B) in LP (p > 1) since (4.3) also holds in the sense of LP (p > 1). Hence
we can also change time axis from n € N to t € RT by the same way of step 2.

Step 4. Define 7(B) == v(1,8) and show (1) < 4x2, 7(0) = % and 7(8) > “UF).
Firstly, v(1) < 472 can be derived directly from [4, Corollary 4.4].
According to step 1-2 of this proof, we can see that for any x € (a,b),

li To,t (CL, bv a, b7 x, 5)
1m
t—+o0 t

=~(0b—a,B), as.

Moreover, note that for each ¢t,d > 0, if a < 0 < b, we have
P°(Vy<,By € [da+ Wy, db+BW||W) £ PO(Vyey By g2 € lat W, g2, b+BW, 2 |W),

where “X 2 Y” means that X and Y have the same distribution. That implies
v(b—a,B) = &(_#f))g. Therefore, it is reasonable to define v(f3) := (1, 8). So far we
have given the whole proof of (2.2).

The only rest thing is to show ~(5) > w We can use the method which has

also been used in the corresponding part in [4]. By the Jensen’s inequality we have
E(—In P(Vs<tBs— W, € [=1/2,1/2]|W)) > — InE(P%(Vs<¢| Bs — BW| < 1/2|W)).

Let B be a Brownian motion with parameters E(B;) = 0, E(B?) = (1+ 82)t,Vt > 0.
Then the annealed expectation

E(P°(Vo<t|Bs — BWs| < 1/2|W)) = P(Vs<;Bs € [-1/2,1/2]).

It is well known that
—InP(V; Bs <1 2 2 — InP(Vs<¢| By <1 2
o P 1_2)_w(1+/3>’ 0) = lim =2 (Vst|Bs| < 5) _ 7

t—+o00 t - 2 t——+o00 t 2

Hence we have v(5) > M Moreover, combining with Proposition 4.1 (2) which
shows that v(5) is even and convex, we know () is strictly increasing to +oc on
[0, +00) and strictly decreasing on (—o0, 0].

]

5. Proof of Corollary 2.1 and 2.2

By scaling property of Brownian motion, it is easy to see that the convergence in
(2.4) and (2.5) are in Probability. Thanks to (3.2), we can strengthen it to almost
surely.

Proof of Corollary 2.1. The proof of the upper bound (2.5) is more easier and
similar with the lower bound (2.4), so here we only prove (2.4). We choose an A > 0
arbitrarily. Denote M := [A™1t!72¢] 2z := iAt>**. Without loss of generality, we
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assume ag < a’ < b < by and choose a”,b” such that a’ < a” < b < V. It is not
hard to see

InP* (Vo By — BW, € [at®, bt®], By — BW; € [a't®, b'to]|W)

f
xe[aolwg,bota] t1-2c
1 1 M—1
> , :
> i > Vil +Un(t)). (5.1)
where
Vi(t)= inf InP(V. <5<z Bs — B(Ws = W,) € [at®,bt?],
xE[aot‘)‘7b0ta] -
Bzi+1 - ﬁ(WziJA - Wzi) € [a//ta’ b//ta”VV, Bzz' = 33),
Unp(t) = inf InP(V.,,<s<zpi Bs = BWs = W.,,) € [a't*, V'tY]|W, B,,, = z).

me[a”ta,b”ta]

Note that for each t > 0, Ups(t) 4 inf,cpqr b P*(Vs<aBs— W € [a',V']|W). Accord-

ing to Theorem 3.1, we know E(U3,(¢)) < +oo for any j € N, hence . 1121 f{lM;} =0.

We should note that for any fixed ¢ > 0, the sequence Vy(t), Vi (t), ...Var—1(t) arei.i.d..
Besides, for any fixed ¢t > 0,Vi € [0, M — 1]NN, V;(¢) has the same distribution with

Vo(l) = inf P*(VecaBs — BW, € [a,b], Ba — BW4 € [d",V"]|W).

x€lap,bo]

Now we use Borel-Cantelli 0-1 law to show that

M-1
i, S = BG(),

Let V/(t) :== V;(¢t) = E(V;i(t)) = Vi(t) —E(V,(1)). Choosing an even positive integer
(1—2a)m
2
constant C' depend on m such that

m such that > 1. According to (3.2), for any € > 0, there exists a finite

v M—11, m/2 o2
p(|ZE0 0 > o) < LiEp O < CGELA),

where C is the combinatorial number. By Borel-Cantelli 0-1 law, we can obtain

L Xitg Vilt)
Jm e = E((0)
Combining with (5.1), it implies that for any A > 0, we have

Lo WPT(Vae By — BW, € [at®,bt°), By — BW; € [a't*,b't°][ W)
w€lant® bote] t1—2a

> lIE( inf P*(Vs<aBs — BWs € [a,b], Ba — BW4 € [d"V']|W)), as..
A Ie[ao,bo} -

16



Brownian motion between two random trajectories 17

According to the L! convergence in Theorem 2.1, we get the lower bound (2.4) by
taking A — 4o00. O

At last, we give the proof of Corollary 2.2.
Proof of Corollary 2.2. Recalling the notation at the beginning of section 4. The
key step of this proof is to observe that for any u,v > 0, it always has
In Tut, (utv)t (CL, b, (1/, blv x, B) _’Y(,B)

li inf = .S. 5.2
LN T e

. In Tut (u—l—v)t(aa b7 a, ba €, ﬁ) _’Y(/B)
1 ’ = .S.. .
LU o G-ap >3

Now let us first prove (5.2) and (5.3). For any m € N, denote K := [£], 2, :=
ut + km, k € N. Choosing a”,b” such that a’ < a” < V" < V/, by Markov property
we have

—In infxe[ao,bo} Tut,(u+v)t (CL, b, (1/, blv x, B)

vt
<« Zico Orl) + o (@ ¥, 0" V", B) K
- K vt

—1In SUDPgzeR Tut,(utv)t ((1, b7 a, bv x, ﬁ) > Zli{:_ol Qk (t) K

vt K vt’
Where
Gp(t) .= —In inf (Y () a’ b x, B),
Z‘E[ao,bo]
Gy(t) := —Insupry, ., (a,b,a,b,z,[).
rzeR

Notice that for any fixed ¢ > 0, {G () }ren and {G}.(t)}xen are both i.i.d. sequence.
And for any ¢t > 0,k € [0, K — 1] NN,

4

G(t) inf To,m(a,b,a",b",x,ﬁ), Qk(t)isupr07m(a,b,a,b,x,5).
R

z€[ag,bo] T€
Using Borel-Cantelli 0-1 law, similar with the corresponding part of the proof of
Corollary 2.1, we can get (5.2) and (5.3).
Define

v = min {ao — £(0), g(0) — by, inf (o] (93(3) — f(s)) }

It is obvious that v > 0 since f(s), g(s) are both continue functions in closed interval
[0,1] and f(s) < g(s). Moreover,there exists Ay > 0, for each A > Ay, A € N, only
if [s1 — so < &, we have

max{|f(s1) — f(s2)] lg(s1) — g(s2)l} < 5.
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Denote

Q, = ilélg]P“(VSgt BW —i—f(;) < B, < W, —i—g( )\W)

Q= inf P*(Vozt f(5) < B, —6W. < g(3). o' < B = BWi < W),

Z‘E[ao,bo]
Fori=0,1,...,A — 1, define

= inf s), fia= sup s);
=i, A selit/A,(i+1)t/A] f( ) f A s€lit/A,(i+1)t/A] f( )
g. , = inf g(s), Gja:= sup g(s).
HA T selit/A,(i+1)t/A] (#) A selit/A,(i+1)t/A] (=)

By Markov property we get

A-1
Qt < H Sup 7 it (1+1)t (fiAagi,AaiiA7§i,A7x75) (54)
Z 0 IER A7 b 9
and
— — i+ 1 i+1
inf Ty G S, + v —v,x,
H +u,g(%)—u} Zt @ +1)t (fz VA Q%A f( A ) g( A ) /8)
X inf T(A-nt (fA— A9 ,(1/, b/,ﬂf,ﬂ)- (55)
relf(AF hug(Agh) ) A 1 AT HATEALA
Notice that
A-1 =z — A—1/— —_
i _Zi:O (ﬂi,A B fi,A) ? _ oy _Zizo (gi,A _L',A) ? —C
A—lg-loo A N A—lg-loo A — e

Appling (5.2) (5.3) to (5.4) (5.5) we complete the proof of Corollary 2.2.
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