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PERSISTENCE PROBABILITIES FOR STATIONARY INCREMENT
PROCESSES

FRANK AURZADA, NADINE GUILLOTIN-PLANTARD, AND FRANCOISE PENE

ABSTRACT. We study the persistence probability for processes with stationary increments. Our
results apply to a number of examples: sums of stationary correlated random variables whose
scaling limit is fractional Brownian motion; random walks in random sceneries; random processes
in Brownian scenery; and the Matheron-de Marsily model in Z? with random orientations of
the horizontal layers. Using a new approach, strongly related to the study of the range, we
obtain an upper bound of the optimal order in general and improved lower bounds (compared
to previous literature) for many specific processes.

1. INTRODUCTION

Persistence concerns the probability that a stochastic process has a long negative excursion. In
this paper, we are concerned mainly with discrete-time processes. If Z = (Z,,),>0 is a stochastic
process defined on a probability space (2, F,P), we study the rate of decay of the probability

P(Z: <a), as n — 4oo, with Z':=  max Zy
= 7"'7n
for ¢ € R. In many cases of interest, the above probability decreases polynomially, i.e. as
n=0*°() and it is the first goal to find the persistence exponent . For a recent overview on this

subject, we refer to the survey [3] and for the relevance in theoretical physics we recommend
[24, [7].

For random walks, Lévy processes, and a number of other Markov processes, persistence
probabilities are well studied. E.g. for random walks, one can obtain the persistence probabil-
ities with the help of the more general fluctuation theory. Since [28], persistence probabilities
for intrinsically non-Markovian processes such as fractional Brownian motion are investigated.
Methods based on exponential functionals have been developed to study persistence probabili-
ties in such contexts (see e.g. [11], 12} [1]). In this paper, we present a new and simple approach
adapted to the case of processes with stationary increments. Our method, based on the study
of the expectation of the number of elements in the range, provides results in non-Markovian
contexts, and does not require the existence of exponential moments.

The purpose of this paper is to analyse the persistence probability for stationary increment
discrete time processes, i.e. processes such that for any nonnegative integer k, (Z,, 11 — Zi)n>0 £

(Zn)n>0, where £ means equality in law (note that this implies that Zy = 0). Under rather
general assumptions, we prove that

P(Zr<a)=E[Z]/n as n — 400,

where ~ means up to a multiplicative term in n°®) (the multiplicative term is bounded by a
constant for the upper bound and, for the lower bound, is larger than a function that is slowly
varying at infinity). We emphasize the fact that we obtain the exact order when the increments
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are bounded and that we obtain estimates even if the increments admit no exponential moment.
Further, we stress that E[Z)] is in many cases a well-accessible quantity. All our conditions
are formulated in terms of simple quantities of the process. Stationary increments are a feature
shared by many stochastic processes that are important in theory and applications, and we shall
treat here a number of examples.

The outline of the paper is as follows. Our main general results are stated and proved in
Section [2I These general results are then applied to the following examples: Sums of stationary
sequences and fractional Brownian motion are treated in Section Bl random walks in random
scenery in Section [4 random processes in Brownian scenery in Section B and the Matheron-de
Marsily model in Section @

2. GENERAL RESULTS FOR STATIONARY INCREMENT PROCESSES

When dealing with persistence probabilities P (Z} < a), a natural question is the choice of
the level a. In most of the cases, going from a positive level to another positive level can be
simply done by multiplying Z by some positive constant. The next technical lemma allows to
pass from a negative level to a positive one and conversely, up to a change of the multiplicative
constants in the bounds. This will be crucial as we often derive upper bounds for negative levels
and lower bounds for positive levels, which have to be brought to matching.

Lemma 1. Assume that there exists a sub-o-algebra Fy of F such that, given Fy, the increments
of Z are positively associated and that their common conditional distribution is independent of
Fo. Then, for any a > 0 and m > 0 such that P(Z; < —m) > 0,

P(Z] rajm1n < —)

P < =m) B < 0) < (g o it

Note that this lemma does not allow to go from a result of the strong asymptotic form
P(Z} < —1) ~ p, to an analogous result for P(Z} < 1).

2.1. Upper bounds for the persistence probability. We start with our first central result,
which is an upper bound for negative levels for centered processes, i.e. processes with zero mean.

Theorem 2. Let (Z,)n>0 be a centered process with stationary increments. Then

Va>0 : P(Z;;g—a)gM.
an

When Z; is Z-valued, a natural upper bound is provided by the number of elements R,, in
the range of Z up to time n, which is given by R,, := #{Z1,...,Z,} (by convention, Ry = 0).
In this context, a related quantity is P(Ty > n) with Tp :=inf{n > 1 : Z, = 0} the first return
time of Z to 0. Indeed

P(Z; < —1) < B(Th > n)

and even P(Z) < —1) = P(Ty > n)/2 if the distribution of (Z,), is symmetric and if P(Z; €
{=1,0,1}) = 1. Under some general assumptions, we obtain a precise estimate for the tail
distribution of Ty of the form P(Ty > n) ~ yE[R,]/n. Moreover, in the very particular case of
a process (Z,), moving to the nearest neighbours on Z, R,, = Z} + (= 2)} + 1.

Theorem 3 (Integer valued processes). Let (Zy,)n>0 be a Z-valued process with stationary in-
crements. Then
E[Rq]

P(To > ’I’L) <
n

(1)

Further,
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o if there exists y > 1 such that liminf, ]E][ET“"]H > 1, then
lﬁgig n]]P’(To >n) > 0.

o if the sequence (E[Ry|)n>1 is reqularly varying with exponent v € (0,1), then
, n
m WP(TO >n)=7; (2)

o if P(Zy € {—1,0,1}) = 1 and if the processes (Zy)n and (—Zy)n have same distribution
and if (@) holds with v € (0,1), then

lIP>(TO >n) ~ E[Rn .

P(Z¥<-1)=
(Zn=<-1) 2 2n

(3)
2.2. Lower bounds for the persistence probability. The lower bound is much more com-

plicated to establish in the general case and will require additional assumptions.

Theorem 4. Let (Z,)n>0 be a centered process with stationary increments. Assume that there
1s an € > 0 such that

.. E[Z;Jdenj]
p=liminl —gzg > )
(i) If P(—Z1 < b) =1, then
En " p—1
li f P(Z > —.
liminf g7 P(Zn <0) 2 =

Assume from now on that (by)y is a sequence of positive numbers such that

K :=limsupnlP(—Z; > b,) < +00, (5)

n—-+o0o

and that at least one of the two following assumptions holds true:

(ii) There exists p > 1 such that

x = limsup(E[Z}]) 1 Z: tlen] — Zntlen)llp < +00. (6)
n——+0oo
(iii) The assumptions of Lemma [l hold and
E [max (0 Zr ﬂ
. len|+1,n+|en]
> 1 . 7
gl Bz "
This last condition holds true if p > 1+ limsup, ., W.
Then there is an integer d such that
b *
i 2225 <0) -0

The additional conditions in Theorem [ are merely technical regularity conditions. We stress
that they are easily checkable in terms of the following three accessible quantities: the asymptotic
behaviour of E[|Z} — Z,|P], of E[Z}] and the tail of Z;. In particular, (@) is satisfied (for any
e > 0) if the sequence (E[Z}]),, is regularly varying with positive exponent and in that case (@)
is true as soon as lim sup,, oo (E[Z2]) 12 ~ Zull, < +o00 (since E[Z3, . |/E[Z] ~ (1+2)%),

for some o > 0) and so as soon as limsup,,_, . (E[Z}]) || maxg_1, | Zk||, < co.
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Let us first prove a sufficient criterion for condition ().

Lemma 5. Assume that (n=%Z|n))t)n converges in distribution to some a-self similar process

(Ay) with stationary increments and such that E [Z}] ~ n®E [sup[o,l] A] and E [max (O, Z} )41, 1bn) ﬂ ~

n*E [maX(O,sup[a,b] A)} for every a < b and that PP (Sup[o,l] A= 0) < P(A; <0). Then there
exists an € > 0 such that () holds true.

Regarding the last assumption, we remark that one may indeed have P (sup[o,l] A= O> >0

for a self-similar process with stationary increments. Take, for example, a stable subordinator
(At)i>0 (e.g. A¢ :=inf{s > 0|B, > t} for a Brownian motion (B);) and an independent random
variable n € {£1}. Then A, := nA; is self-similar, has stationary increments, and satisfies
P(supp A =0)=P(n=—-1) =P (A <0).

We discuss now assumption ({]).

Remark 6. If E[G(max(—Z1,0))] < oo for some positive strictly increasing function G, then
the Markov inequality gives
E[G (max(=Z1,0))]

G(b)
Hence, if E[G(max(—Z1,0))] < oo with e.g. G(t) = €™, G(t) = 19, or G(t) = ™ for some

1

a > 0 then () holds with respectively b, = cglog(n), b, = con+e, or b, = co/log(n), for some
suitable cg.

Vb>0 : P(—Z; >b) =P(max(—21,0) >b) <

In particular, if Z; admits moments of every order, then ) holds with b, = n°M) . Indeed,
let us consider b, as the smallest b > 0 such that P(—Z; > b) < 1/n, then, for every v > 1,

1 1
P <—21 > 07| maX(—Zl,O)\h) — P ((max(—71,0))7 > n|| max(—Z1,0)[7) < —,
n

~ 1
due to the Markov inequality. This shows that b, < n~ | max(—Z1,0)||, for every v > 1. This
implies that lim sup,, log b, /logn < 0, i.e. b, < n°W.
Corollary 7. Let (Z,)n>0 be a centered process with stationary increments such that P(Z; >
0,1

—b) =1 for some b > 0. Assume moreover that (E[Z}]), is v-reqularly varying with v € (0,1).

Then P(Z* <0
lim inf nP(Z; <0)

>
n—+00 E[Zz] )

2.3. Proofs of the general results.

Proof of Lemma[ll. Let K > 0 be such that K'm > a, so that —(K + 1)m +a < —m. Let n be
a positive integer. Given Fy, the increments of (Z,,),>0 are positively associated, hence

P (Zyyxi1 < —m|Fo)
%)

> ]P’(V]{):L,K—i-l, (Zk—Zk,l)g—m, (Zg—ZK+1)§a

)

max
(=K+2,.n+K+1

v

K+1
_ < — — <
(kl:ll P(Zk Zkil - m’ fo)) P <Z:K+§T~I?~:)1§+K+1(ZZ ZK+1) =a
]:0> ;

> (B(Zi<-m)" P (Z:K+§na}1§+K+1(Z£ ~Zrn)sa
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since the conditional distribution of Z; — Zj_1 given Fy is the distribution of Z;. So
* K+1 *
P (Zyig < —m) 2 (B(Z1 < —m))" T P(Z; < a),

since the increments of Z are stationary. O

Proof of Theorem [2. Up to dividing Z by a, we assume that a = 1. Weset Zy; ,, 1= maxy—n, . m Z-
Since the increments of Z are stationary, we deduce that Z;, , ; ., — Zx has the same distribution
as Z and so

n
nP(Zy<—1) < Y P(Z; 44 < 1)
k=1

n
D P+ Zi i1 < Zk)
k=1

E[#&],
Zy}. Note that

n

#En < Z (Zk = Zigs1n41) < D _(Zins1 — Zisint1) < Zng1 — Znta
kEE,, k=1

<
<

with &, :={k=1,....n: 1+ 23, .,

Hence

since E[Z,,11] = 0. O

Similar to the fact stated in Theorem [2 one can obtain the following comparable formula.

Proposition 8. Let (Z,)n>0 be a centered process with stationary increments. Then

E\Z  +(=2) . 1| +a
Va >0 : IP’< in |Zg|2a>§ i1 + (2] .
=1,....,n an
Proof. By multiplying Z by a constant, one can assume w.l.o.g. that ¢« = 1. Since Z has

stationary increments,

n
P i > < i >
o® (i, 120 21) < S0 (min 20 21)

k=1
n

= Z]P’ (2—Hllink | Zn— k140 — Zn—ky1| > 1>
n

< Y PV=1, 0k | Zakirre] # [ Znkin]) -

k=1
Now, observing that the event {V¢ =1,....k : |Z,—k+1+¢] # | Zn—k+1]} means that n —k+1 is
the last visit time of |Z] to | Z,_k+1] up to time n + 1, we conclude that

wf (,min 12021) < EGHLZLo [ Zal) 1

< E Z| — i Z
< L{?%HL e kJ]
< E Lmax Z, — min . Zy + 1] .

1,...,n+1 k=1,...n+
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Proof of Theorem[3. Let us prove (Il). Note that since (Z;),; is Z-valued and has stationary
increments, considering the last visit times of Z up to time n, we have

E[Rn] = E[#{Z1,...,2Zn}]

n—1
= ZIP’(W =1,....k: Zn_trt £ Zn_ty)

k=0
n—1
= Y P(VL=1,...k:Z #0)
k=0
n—1
= P(Ty > k). (8)
k=0

Since (P(Tp > k))i is non increasing, for every 0 < x < 1 < y, we have by (8],

E[R yn| — Rn E[Rn —Rizn
L]SP(T0>H)SM; 9)
lyn] —n n— |zn]
from which we get ([I) (by taking = = 0). If liminf,, E][g[%yn"f] > 1, then
.. n A E[RLynJ] 1
1 f ——P(T; > (1 f—arre=— 1) — .
liminf g P (T >n) 2 (ﬁglifio E[R,] y—1"
Assume now that (E[R,]), is vy-regularly varying then (@) leads to
y -1 s n . n 1—27
<l f ——P(T <1 ——P(1; <
y—1 SRR, 0 S P g e = T
from which (@) is deduced by letting the variables = and y converge to one.
If P(Z; € {—1,0,1}) = 1 and if the distribution of Z = (Z,,),, is symmetric, then,
]P’(Z:; < —1) = ]P’(To >n, Z1 < 0)
= P(To >n, 41> 0)
1
= —P(T() > n)
2
and so relation (B]) directly follows from (2]).
U

One can also obtain results as in Theorem Bl even if (E[Z}]),, is not necessarily regularly
varying:

Proposition 9. Let (Z,,)n>0 be a Z-valued centered process with stationary increments. If there
exists an € > 0 such that

ER,+ien
p := liminf M

1
n—too  E[R,;] =

then

p—1 L. n . n
<liminf ——P(Ty > n) < limsup =——P(Ty > n) < 1.
e~ notoo E[R,] (To )= n_H_o(I)) E[R,] (Ty )=

Proof. 1t suffices to put y =1+ ¢ and = = 0 in (). O
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Proof of Theorem [{]. Step 1: Basic estimate. Fix € > 0 as in the assumption. Since the incre-
ments of Z are stationary and Zy = 0, we can deduce that

P(Z, <0)=P(Z; 1 nir < Zk)- (10)
Let My, :=#{k =1,...,|en] : Z; | ntlen] < Zy}. Observe that M, represents the number

of records of the reversed process (Z, len|—k — Zn+|en] )k=0,....n+|en] OCcUring during the time
interval {n,...,n + |en] — 1}. Note that
len)
len|P(Z; <0) > Y P <Z’[(1 eyt < 0)
k=1

len)

— Yp <Z,’;+1,L(1+€)nj < Zk)
k=1

= E[M,], (11)
where we used ([I0). We set Ry, 11 := inf{k = [en| +1,...,n+ [en| : Zx > Z}
with the convention Z;+ len ]+ 1nt|en) = —O° (
equal to n + |en]) and

Vi=1,...,.M,: R; = sup{k:l,...,Ri_H—l : Zk>Zl::<+1,n+L€nJ}
= Sup{kzl,...,Ri+1 —1: Z >ZRZ~+1}-

+1,n+|en| }
so that Ryy, +1 is well-defined and smaller than or

Note that R; is the i-th smallest integer k£ such that Zj is larger than all the following values

Lhaly e Zn+L€nJ' Note that Zgr, = Z;-H_SNJ and ZRMn+1 = Z>|_k8nj+17n+|_€nj' Hence
My,
;+LenJ - Z[ksnj+1,n+[snj = Zp, — ZRMle = Z(ZRi - ZRi+1)
=1
My,
< Y (Zr — Zrn1)
=1
< < sup  (Z — Zk+1)> M, (12)
k=1,...,|len|

where we used the fact that Zg,,, > Zg,;1, which comes from the definition of R;. Observe
that (I2) becomes 0 < 0 if M,, = 0. Combining (II]) and (I2]), we obtain that, for every b > 0,

en|P(Z; <0) > E[M,)]

> E[Mnl{supkzl,m,Lan(Zk*ZkJrl)Sb}]
-1 * *
> b E [(Zn+L€nJ o ZLanJ+1,n+LanJ)1{Supk:1 ,,,,, len) (Zk_Zk+1)§b}:| - (13)
Moreover
E[ fenj-i—l,n—f—\_enj] = E[Z\_Enj] + E[Zikanj+17n+|_8nj - Z\_ENJ] =0+ E[Z:;] = E[Z;;] : (14)
Step 2: Proof of (i).  P(—Z; < b) =1, due to (I3) and to (Id]), we obtain
len|P(Z < 0) > E[M,] > b~ 'E [Z;; Hen] = Z;i]
and so
. EN % p—1
i inf g P(Zn < 0) 2 =
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Step 3: Proof of (ii). Due to ([I3)), For any b > 0,

{an]P’(Z; < O) = b'E [((Z* +len] ZnJrLenJ) - (ZfenJJrl,nJrLenJ - ZnJr[EnJ))1{Supk:1,m,LgnJ (Zx—Zy41)<b}

Since Z} = Znt|en) = 0, we have

len]+1,n+|en|

IN

E| fan]+1,n+|_an] - Zn-H_EnJ]

= E[ [kanJrl,nJrLan - ZLEHJ] - E[Z:;],

E|(Zinsrmston) = Zntlen) Yowpion, o (Fe—Zesn)<th]

,,,,,

where we used the facts that E[Z, |, |] = E[Z|.,|] = 0 and that Z, ~Zep) = Z*

Therefore, using again the fact that E[Z,, ., ] = 0, we obtain
len|P(Z) < 0)

n|+1,n+|en)

> b ( {(Z* +len] Z"+L5"J)1{Supk71 ,,,,, Len) (Zk Zk+1)<b}] E[Zn])
—1 * * *
> b (E { n+len] — Zn} —E [(ZnJrLan - Zn+L€nJ)l{supkzl,m,\_snj (Zkuk+1)>b}})
q

k=1,...,len]
—1 * * * 1
= (E[ witen) = Za] =125 on) = Zasony Iy (eP(= 22 > ) 1)

with ¢ such that % + % =1. Let d > 0 and K := limsup,,_, o, nP(—=Z1 > b,). We obtain

“P(ZE < 0) > p—r(eK/d)Y -1,

b,
ti int et

which can be made positive by an appropriate choice of d, since p > 1.

Step 4: Proof of (iii). Due to (I3),

len|P(Z; < 0) > bl E |(max(0, Z; 21| - 2]

n+|en] )

=1,...,

Moreover

,,,,,

Therefore

n|P(Z; < 0)
2 bdnl (E max(0, Zy 4| on) ) Hsupyey, | on) (21— Zk+1)<bdn}:| i [max (OaZfanHLnﬂanJ) + |Z1|D
> bl | E |E[max(0, Z; +en))[FolP < sup  (Zk — Ziy1) < ban fo)
k=1,...,|en]

—E [max <0, ZfenJ+1,n+LenJ) + \le})
> by (B [Emax(0, 23, 1 IFol(1 = enP(=Z1 > ban))| = B [max (0, 20114 1ony ) + 1211
= bl (E [max(O z w] (1 - enP(—Z1 > ban)) — E [max (o 2o, nﬂmj> n \Zﬂ])
> b (B[ 20 o] (1 = enP(=20 > b)) = B [max (0, 2 11 ony ) +1201] )
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where we used the fact that the increments of Z are positively associated conditionally to Fy,
and that their common conditional distribution is independent of Fy. This leads us to
e’:‘nb\_dn |

E[max(O,Z*n " n)}
liminf ——P(Z <0) > p(1 _55) — limsup len]+1,n+|en]

n—-+o00 E[Z;‘L] n—-+o00 E[Z;;]

)

since () implies that lim,,_, 1 E[Z}] = +00. We conclude by adjusting d.
Finally, let us prove the sufficient condition. To this end we observe that

& [ (0.2 ten )| = B [ o] ~ B [min (0200 110

E [Z[kanj—f—l,n-l—LanJ - ZLenJ] -E [mln (O’ ZL£"J+1)]
E[Z;] — E [min (0, Z|cp)41)]
E [Z:L] +E [max (07 Z[anJrl)] )

IN

ININ

since E[Z|cp, ] = 0 and since Z}'

- len]+1n+len]
the fact that 27, 1 o) 2 Zlen)+1-

Z|en) has the same distribution as Z;, and using

O

Proof of Lemma[3. Observe that

lim E ZZHWJ —max (0’ ZTENJH,n—F LenJ)} _ E[supjg 14 A — max(0,supy 11 A)]

and that the strict positivity of this limit will ensure (7). In particular, if there exists an € such
that

Pl sup A<0, sup A>0]| >0, (15)
[e,14€] [0,1+¢]

then () holds true. In order to find such an &, we proceed as follows. Let p := P <sup[071 +e] A= O)
and p' := P(A; <0). We know that p < p/, so that 1 — y%p € (0,1). Choose a such that
P(supjg ) A <a) >1- ’%, ie.

/

P(sup(A€+.—A€) <a> >1-2-P

[0,1] 2

Now fix € such that P(A; < —a) = P(e*A; < —a) > pl%, so that

/

_ /
p = 1—p2p+p;p—1<P<sup(A€+.—A€)<a>+P(A€<—a)—1
[0,1]

< P (sup(AeJr. —A) < a) +P(A; < —a)—P <sup(A€+. —A) <aorA. < —a)
[0,1] [0,1]

< PlA-< —a, sup(Acp. —A) <a | <P| sup A<O0],
[0,1] [e,1+¢]
which implies (I5]) and thus (7). O

Remark 10. It follows from our proof that, in Theorem [§+Case (ii), Conditions (b)) and (G)
can be replaced by the following condition

thup(E[Z;])ilE (Z:;,—f—\_gnj - ZnJrLEnJ)l{supk:h“’LmJ (Zk7Zk+l)>bdn}i| < p - 1? (16)

n—-+o0o
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Proof of Corollary[] We apply (i) of Theorem [ with any ¢ > 0 and p := (1 + )7 and let
e —=0. O

3. SUMS OF STATIONARY SEQUENCES AND FRACTIONAL BROWNIAN MOTION

Let (X;)i>0 be a stationary centered Gaussian sequence with variance 1 and correlations
r(j) == E[XoX;] = E[X}X1] satisfying as n — +o0,
n

> rli—j) =n*Me(n), (17)
ij=1
where H € (0,1) and ¢ is a slowly varying function at infinity. We are interested in the persistence
probabilities of (Z, := > X;),~, (with the usual convention Zy := 0). We recall that the

scaling limit of (Z,),>0 is the fractional Brownian motion By with Hurst parameter H, (see
[32], [35, Theorem 4.6.1]):

_ — L
(n o) 240y) ) = (Bir()iso (18)
and that By is a real centered Gaussian process with covariance function
1
E[By(t)Br(s)] = 5 (1 + 5™ — [t — s|*1).
A sequence satisfying relation (I7]) is said to have long-range dependence if H > 1/2. We refer
to [30] for a recent overview of the field.

In this setup, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 11. Assume (X;)i>0 is a stationary centered Gaussian sequence such that (17) holds
with H € (0,1) and ¢ slowly varying. Then, for every a > 0 there is some constant ¢ > 0 such
that, for everyn > 1,

L
¢t (=H) (n) <P(Z:<0) and P(Z; < —a) < cn 1)\ /i(n). (19)

If moreover, inf,>1 Y 1 r(i — 1) = inf,>1 E[Z1Z,] > 0, then, for every b € R, there is some
constant ¢ > 0 such that

Vn>1: ¢ tp 01 e~oVioen < p(z* < b) < n ) Ji(n)ecVis™, (20)

If moreover the correlation function r is non-negative (which implies that H > 1/2) then, for
every b € R, there is some constant ¢ > 0 such that

l(n)

Vn>1: ¢ lp=-H)
- logn

<P(Z:<b) <cn U /i(n). (21)

:

Note that, for negative b, the second inequality in (I9) provides a more precise upper bound
than the one of (20) and that, for positive b, the first inequality in (I9]) provides a more precise
lower bound that the one of (20).

Proof of Theorem [l Let oy := supp—; __, [|Zkll2. We set ap = || Zyll2 = n®\/¢(n). Due to
Karamata’s characterization of slowly varying functions [I8], there exist two functions e, Ly such
that Lo(oo) := limy_ 40 Lo(t) exists in (0,400) and lim; 1 £(t) = 0 and such that

n e(t)
Vn € N*,  a, := Lo(n)nfle)t & 4,
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We first prove that o, ~ a, as n — 4oo. Since a, < o0,, it is enough to prove that
limsup,, o 2= < 1. Given g € (0, H), there exists an integer ko > 1 such that

Vit > ko, |e(t)] <ep and (1—eg)Lo(oo) < Lo(t) < (1+e9)Lo(c0).

For this choice of ky and for every n > kg, we have

Lo(k) (KN e 1+e |\ o
k=kor..m On  k=ko,..n Lo(n) \ 1 1 —€0 k=ko,..n \ T2

and so

lim sup In < limsup

n—+oo dn n——+oo

maxg=1,... ko Ok " 1+ ¢g _ 1-+eo
Unp, 17—'50 1 —-80'

This inequality being true for every g9 > 0, we conclude that limsup,,_,,  7* < 1. and so that

Op ~ Q.
Note that, setting b, := nfleli = @ there exists a ¢; > 0 such that, for every positive integer
n, a, < o, < c1b, and such that cl_lbn < a, for every n large enough so that a, > 0. Let us

denote by D,, the Dudley integral

on/2
D,, = / Vlog N(n,t)dt, (22)
0

where N(n,t) is the smallest number of closed balls in {0,...,n} of radius ¢ for the pseudo-
metric d(k,f) = aj,_y which form a covering of {0,...,n}. Note that if c¢;b, < t for some
r € {1,...,n — 1} then, for every integer k > 0, the set {k,..,k + 2r} is contained in a closed

ball of center k 4+ r and of radius o, < ¢, therefore N(n,t) < {Q"TTJ < [n/r] <n/r+1<2n/r.

Further, trivially N(n,t) < n+ 1 for any ¢t and N(n,t) =1 for t > ¢1b, > o,. Therefore, for
¥ € (0,1), for n large enough,

b /+/log(n+1) c1bp
n < / \/log(n—i-l)dt—i—/ V1og N(n,t)dt
0 br/+/log(n+1)
n Clbk
< b Y [ Vsl D)
k=no Y C10k—1

= bot+ > c1lbp —bp_1)/log(2n/(k — 1)).

k=nY
k—1 e(t)
(k—l)H(l—efk T‘“)
But, due to the form of by, b’“_bl:“‘l = kal(j,jl)H + o = O(k™Y). Let v €
(0, H). Therefore there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

1 nby
D, < b, by, — —/log(2n/(k — 1
< bbb S0 /g 1))

< bt czbn% 3" (k/n) 170 = Ofan), (23)

for n large enough (where we used again the expression of b,,). Due to [23, Corollary 2, p.181],

Yu>0 P(Z;; > u+4\/§Dn> <P(Z; > ufoy).
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Therefore,
+oo
E| sup Z7| = / ]P’( sup ]Zk]2>u)du
k=1,...,n 0 =1,...,n
o
< 32Di+/ P( sup |Zg| >\/ﬂ) du
32D2 k=1,...n
o0
< 32D,2L+/ P( sup Zk>\/ﬂ>+P( sup (—Zk)>\/ﬂ) du
32D2 k=1,....n k=1,...n
o
< 32D3+2/ P(Z;; > x)?xdm
4v2Dy,

= 32D2 +/ P (Z1 > u/o,) 4(4vV2D,, + u) du
0

o
= 32D2 40, / P (Z; > v) 4(4V2D,, + vo,) dv
0

< 32D% + C(onDy + 02) = 0(d?),

n

due to ([Z3)) and to the fact that o,, ~ a,. Thus, we have proved that || Z}||» = O(n'’\/¢(n)) and
thus the uniform integrability of (Z/(n*f\/€(n))),, which combined with (8] yields

1
an(n)1/2

Hence, Theorems 2l and [ (ii) with p = 2 (observing that Z is reversible and thus that Z* — Z,,
has the same distribution as Z) and Remark [ imply both (I9) and (2I)) (due to Lemma [I]
for (2I]) since in this case the increments of Z are positively correlated standard Gaussians and
thus are positively associated and have the same distributions). The fact that the lower bound
holds true for every n (up to changing the constant ¢) comes from the fact that P(Z) < m) is
decreasing in n and thus cannot be 0 due to the asymptotic lower bound.

E[Z] - E [ sup Bg(t)| € (0,00).

t€[0,1]

It remains to prove (20). We are now going to use Proposition 1.6 in [2]. For this purpose,
let us denote by H the reproducing kernel Hilbert space of the process (Zy), i.e. the Hilbert
space made of elements of RY, generated by {K(n,-), n € N} together with the scalar product
given by (K(n,-), K(m,-))y = K(n,m), with K(n,m) := E[Z,Z,,]. Let a > 0. Assume that
k= inf, > " (i — 1) = inf, K(1,n) > 0. Consider the function f(n) := 2aK(1,n)/k € H.
Note that f(k) > 2a, k > 1, and that

20\ 2
1910 = (. P = (32) (0L KD = QoK (L 1) = 20/

where we used K(1,1) = E[Z?] = 1 by assumption. Using the last two properties and Proposi-
tion 1.6 in [2] we can conclude that

P(Zy < —a) =P(Vk <n : Zj + f(k) < —a+ f(k))
>P(Vk <n: Zy+ f(k) <a)
> P(Z, <a) eXP(—\/2HfH;2L¢ log(1/P(Z; < a)) = [I£13,/2) -

Inserting now the lower bound given by (I9) and the value for ||f|y we obtain, for every
a>1—-H,

P(Z} < —a) > P(Z < a) exp(—a\/8ar—2logn — 2a*/K?),
for n large enough. This combined with (I9]) gives (20I). O
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A simple example in Theorem [[lis (Z,, = By (n)),. Theorem [l holds and gives
YVa>0: P <kn%aXnBH(k) < —a> < O(n~(1=M)y,
Let a > 0. When H € (%, 1), due to Lemma [I] we obtain
P < max By (k) < a> = O(n~ (=),
while for H € (0,1) we get
P <k£aanH(k) < a> =0 (n_(l_H)ec\/m> .

From these computations, we deduce an upper bound for the persistence probability of the
continuous-time fractional Brownian motion because trivially:

P| sup Bg(t)<a §P< max Bpgy(k §a>.
(tE[O,T] ( ) > k=1,...,|T] ( )
We also get a lower bound, as detailed in the next result.

Theorem 12 (Fractional Brownian motion). Let H € (1/2,1). Let By be a fractional Brownian
motion of Hurst parameter H. Then, for every a > 0, there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

701 (1og T) 20 < P < sup By(t) < a) = O(T~(1-1)),
t€[0,T]

The lower bound holds for any H € (0,1).

This result improves some results of [28] [I] when H > 1/2. We remark that the upper bound
also holds for H < 1/2 with an additional logarithmic factor (log T")>~H)/H+o(1) by [1], but we
do not improve this result here.

Proof of Theorem [12. It remains to prove the lower bound. Due to (I9), there exists a ¢ > 0
such that

P Bk <0) > e
<0)>c—ru.
< iriaxn () > =¢ Viogn

Let C > 0. Moreover,

max By (t) — max Bp(ngi1) < max Ap,
te[0,n] k=0,...,n|(Clogn)t/(2H) | 1 k=0,...,n|(Clogn)/(H) | 1
with
Ak = max (BH(S) — BH (nk+1))
se[nk,nk+1]
where ny, := T(Clog n)1/CAT] Then, using the stationarity and the self-similarity of the fractional

Brownian motion,

P A >a) <n(C1 1/<2H>IP>< Bu(tni) — B > >
<k=o,...m(cnﬁz},i)1/(2fru1 b a>—”( ogn) nax, m(tn1) — Bu(ni) > a
< n(Clogn)"/CHPp (rn[gﬁ By (t) — By(1) > a|(Clog n)l/(ZH)JH>

te|0,
<

n(Clogn)"/CHPp (tren[gmac] By (t) > a|(C'log n)l/(QH)JH>

< n(C log 77‘)1/(2H)efba2Clogn
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for some constant b > 0 (see Statement 2 in [28] for instance), where we used the reversibility
of By at the penultimate line. We choose C' = C(a) large enough so that this last quantity is

in o(n==")(logn)~ 2H) So, using the self-similarity of By, we obtain

P (e Bu(0) < o)

t€[0,n]
- (k L..n (Igi};n)l/ (2H) | Bu <L(Clogz)1/(2H)J> < 0> —o(n*(lfH)(logn)*ﬁ)
2 B (U T e B <0) ol ogny 3
- ( k=1,. (Igi};n)l/ (2m) | Bu(k) < 0> —o(n” " M(log ”)7ﬁ)
2 CH—HI n~ =) (log )21,
for every n large enough, due to (I9]). -

4. RANDOM WALKS IN RANDOM SCENERIES

Random walks in random sceneries were introduced independently by H. Kesten and F. Spitzer
[19] and by A. N. Borodin [6]. Let d be a positive integer and S = (S,,)n>0 be a random walk in
74 starting at 0, i.e., So = 0 and X,, := S,, —Sp_1,n > 1 is a sequence of i.i.d. Z%valued random
variables. Let § = (§;),eza be a field of ii.d. one-dimensional real valued random variables
independent of S. The field £ is called the random scenery. The random walk in random scenery
(RWRS) Z := (Zy)n>0 is defined by setting Zj := 0 and, for every integer n > 1, Z,, :== >""" | &g,.
We will denote by P the joint law of S and £. Limit theorems for RWRS have a long history, we
refer to [16] for a complete review. In particular, RWRS have stationary increments which are
positively associated conditionally to the random walk S.

We assume without any loss of generality that the support of the distribution of X is not
contained in a proper subgroup of Z¢ and that the closed subgroup generated by the support
of the distribution of &; is either Z or R. We consider the case when the distribution of & is
centered and square integrable. Let W = (W (x))zer be a Brownian motion of variance E[¢Z].

When S is transient, ((n_%Z[nt})tZO)nzl converges in distribution in (D([0,+00)),J1) to
(A¢ := oW (t))¢>0 for some ¢y > 0 (see [6] and [19]).

When S is recurrent (which may happen for d = 1 and d = 2 only), we assume moreover that
the distribution of Xj is in the normal domain of attraction of a stable distribution of index

€ [d,2] (if d = 2, we assume that (nfésn),pl converges in distribution to a bidimensional
gaussian random variable). -
If the walk S is recurrent and o = d, then (((nlog n)féZ[nﬂ)tZO)nzl converges in distribution
n (D([0,+0)),J1) to (A¢ := c1 W (t))i>0 for some ¢; > 0 (see [4]).
If S is recurrent and d = 1 < «, the following convergence holds in (D([0, 400)), J; ):

1
<n_ES|_ntJ)t>0 néo (Y(t))i>0 5

where Y is an a-stable Lévy process, which is assumed to be independent of W. In this case, in
[19], Kesten and Spitzer proved the following convergence in distribution in (D([0, +00)), J1),

(n—1+%Z[nt])t20 % (At = / Li(x) dW(m)) ,
n—oo R

t>0
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where (L¢(x))zer >0 is a continuous version with compact support (for every t) of the local time
of the process Y (see [26]).

Hence in any of the cases considered above, ((Z|¢)/an)i>0)n>0 converges in distribution (with
respect to the Ji-metric) to some process A, with

n'"2a if S isrecurrent and d =1, a € (1,2].
an :=<¢ +/nlogn if S isrecurrent and a =d € {1,2}. (24)
vn if S is transient.

For every y € Z¢ and every integer n > 1, we write N,(y) for the number of visits of the walk
S to site y before time n, i.e.

We also write Ry, := #{S51,...,5,} for the range of S up to time n. Note that Z can be rewritten
as follows:

Zn = Z éyNn(y)
yezd
In this context, we prove the following result valid under our general assumptions on the walk
S (in any dimension d and with a,, given by (24)).

Theorem 13 (Persistence probability for RWRS, first result).
o [f & is Gaussian, then
VmeR, Je>0, Vn>2, ¢ la,/(nylogn) <P(ZF<m)<cay/n. (25)

e Let us assume that & is bounded from below. Then,
— for all m € R, there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

Vn>1, P(Z: <m) < cap/n. (26)
— for all m > 0, there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

Vn>1, P(Z: <m)>cay/n. (27)
— for all m < 0 such that P(&; < m) > 0, there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

Vn>1, P(Z; <m)>cay/n. (28)

We first prove the following results in oder to apply our general theorems.

Proposition 14. As n tends to infinity,

VB e (1,2), E {max |Zj|5] =0(d?) and lim E[Z,) =E [ sup At] .
ji= n

=1,.., n—+0o  ap te[0,1]

Proof. Due to the convergence for the Ji-topology of ((a;thmJ)t)nzl to (Ay): as n goes to
infinity, we know that (a,,'Z}),>1 converges in distribution to Supefo,1] At as n goes to infinity
(see Section 12.3 in [35]). Let us prove that (a,;'Z}),>1 is uniformly integrable. To this end we
will use the fact that, conditionally to the walk S, the increments of (Z,,),>0 are centered and
positively associated. Due to Theorem 2.1 of [14] (applied with ® = id, g(z) = |z|?, ¢ = 1,
p = 2/p), there exists some constant ¢ > 0 such that

B8
E [‘max |Zj|/3|5] <¢E[|Z.)*5]>,
7j=1,...,n
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so, using the Holder inequality, E [man:L,,,m \Zj\ﬁ] < ¢cE []an% It remains to prove that
E[|Zn|?] = O(a%). We observe that E [|Z,|?] = E[¢]E[V,], where V,, is the number of self-
intersections up to time n of the random walk S, ie. V,, = > (Nu(z))? = >oij=11lsi=s;
Standard computations (see Lemma 2.3 in [4] for the case d = 2, which are exactly the same in
d = 1) give that

n n
EVal =Y P(Sj=0)=n+2> (n—kP(S; =0)~(an)’
ij=1 k=1

(since P(Si = 0) ~ cokfg when S is recurrent and since ), P(S;, = 0) < co when S is transient
[31]) and the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem [13. Let us prove (25). Since the increments of Z are positively associated and
identically distributed conditionally to the random walk S, due to Lemma [, it is enough to
prove the lower bound for the level 0 and the upper bound for the negative levels m (Remark
that here P(§; < m) > 0 for any m € R).
Proposition [I4] ensures that E[Z}] ~ ¢ ay, for some ¢y > 0. Therefore Theorem 2] ensures that,
for every m > 0, P(Z: < —m) = O(ayn/n).
Moreover, due to Proposition [14],

12y, — Znllg = O(an),
so the lower bound for the level m = 0 comes from Theorem [4}(ii) applied with p = 3, together
with Remark 6
Inequalities (26]), (27) and ([28]) can be proved in the same way by remarking that our assumptions
on the scenery implies that there exists some m’ > 0 such that P(§; < —m/) > 0. O

In the case of RWRS, the proof of Theorem [ can be modified in order to get better lower
bounds.

Proposition 15 (Persistence probability for RWRS, general case). Let 3/ > 1 be such that
E[max(0, —£)?'] < co. Then,

e for all m € R, there exists a ¢ > 0 such that
Vn>1, P(Z: <m) < cap/n. (29)
o for all m > 0, there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

142
vngl,xp(z;gm)zc<%) o (30)

o for allm < 0 such that P(§; < m) > 0, there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

1+
Vnzl,P(Z;;gm)Zc(an—n) v (31)

Remark 16. If £y admits moments of every order then

(an/n) TN <P (ZF <m)=O0(an/n), asn— 4oc.

Indeed writing P(Z: < m) = (an/n)’", we get that for every ' > 1,

2

limsupd, <1+ —.
n—-+oo B
By taking B = 2, the conclusion of Proposition becomes
an

IC>1, VYn>1, O (—

2 . a
n) <PB(Z; <m) <O



PERSISTENCE PROBABILITIES FOR STATIONARY INCREMENT PROCESSES 17

Proof of Proposition [I3. We just have to prove the lower bound. It is enough to prove it for
m =0 (due to Lemma/[l). Let 5 € (1,2). From Hélder’s inequality, we have

£ [(Z* +len] Z”+L€”J)1{Supk:1,m,LgnJ(Zk*Zk+1)>bdn}}
< ||Zn+ len| — n+[€nJ ||B (P < sup (Zk - Z]H—l) > bdn))
k=1,...,len|
But, setting Fy for the o-algebra generated by S,

P( sup  (Zk—Zke1) > ban|Fo) < Rien) P(=Z1 > bun)
k=1,...,|len|

< Riep Elmax(0, —&)% 0,7

Therefore

E [(Z;—Henj - Zn+L€nJ)1{Supk:1 Len) (Zk—Zk+l)>bdn}}

,,,,,

AN
< H n+tlen] — n+[€nJ HB (E[RLenJ]E[maX(O’ _50)6 ] bdnﬁ )

1
Due to Proposition 4} [|Z}, — Z[|3 = O(am). Now we choose b, = E[R|.,)]?" and d large
enough such that

@[

H il E(Z*, . — Z]
(E[RLEnJ]E[maX(O,—SO)ﬁ]bgf> ’ < lim tlen

zF ,
ntee E[Z)

lim sup(E[Z]) ‘

n—-+4o0o

and so (I6]) is satisfied, which implies, due to Remark [I0] that lim inf,, 4o %P(Z; < O> > 0.
But E[R,] ~ (- )2 Indeed there exists a ¢; > 0 such that E[R,] ~ ¢in if S is transient (|31,
p. 36]), E[R,] ~ cln/ logn if S is recurrent and o = d and E[R,,] ~ cina if S is recurrent and

+%
a>d=1 (see [21, p. 698, 703]). Hence b, = O((;- )_/) and so liminf,,_, 4 <£> g IP)(Z;; <

an
m) > 0. Since IP)(Z;; < m) is decreasing in n, we conclude that IP’(Z;; < m) > 0 for every n
and we obtain the lower bound for every n.

We are now interested in the case when the random variables £ are Z-valued. Better estimates
can be obtained for P(Ty > n) in this context. When Z; takes its values in Z, we define the
range R,, of the RWRS Z, i.e. the number of sites visited by Z before up to time n, by

Rn = #{Zl, e ,Zn}
Proposition 17. Assume that P(§; € Z) = 1. If S is recurrent, then

E E
0 < liminf M < lim sup M < 00, (32)
n—+00  Ap n—+oo  Qn
0 < liminf —~P(Ty > n) < limsup —P(Ty > n) < oo. (33)
n—+00 ap n—+oo Qn

Proof. Since R,, < maxg—1,. n 2 — ming—;__, Zr + 1, we already know from Proposition
14 that limsupn_>+ooE[Rn]/an < oo. Let us prove that liminf,, . E[R,]/a, > 0. Let
No(z) == #{k = 1,...,n : Zy = x}. Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to n =
Y oe Nau(@)Linr, (@ >0},we obtain

n’ < Z I{Nn(y)>0} Z(Nn(x))Q = R Vn,
Y T
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with V, = Y (Mu(2))? = >t j=11{z,=z; the number of self-intersections of Z up to time n

and so using Jensen’s inequality, %n”} > %E[(Vn)_l] > Z—jE[Vn]_l. Moreover, using the local

limit theorems for the RWRS proved in [10, Theorem 1] and in [9, Theorem 3],

2
EVa=n+2 Y PB(Z_;=0)~C"—, (34)
1<i<j<n On
so liminf, 4 %n”] > 47 > 0. This gives 32). Finally (33) follows from Theorem (3|
O
In the particular case where P(§y € {—1,0,1}) = 1, we obtain a precise estimate (as a
consequence of the two last items of Theorem [J)).
Theorem 18. Assume that P(§; € {—1,0,1}) =1, then
R E[R
Tn £, sup Ay — inf A; and  lim [Ro] =2E | sup Al , (35)
an te[0,1] t€[0,1] n—+oo  an te[0,1]
1
P(Z < —1) = P(Tp > n) ~ “2E | sup A, (36)
2 no e,

where v =1 — % when d =1 < a and v = 1/2 otherwise.

Proof. Since P(&; € {-1,0,1}) =1, R,, = Z} — (=Z)} + 1. We deduce from Proposition [I4]
the convergence of (E[R,]/an)n>0. The convergence in distribution of (R, /an)n>0 comes from
the convergence in distribution of (Z|,.|/an)n for the Ji-metric. The last part of Theorem [I8]
follows from (B5]) and from the last item of Theorem [l since (a,),>0 is regularly varying with
exponent v where vy =1 — % when S is recurrent and d = 1 < « and v = 1/2 otherwise, and
since Z has the same distribution as —Z. (]

Remark 19. [t is worth noticing that the techniques we used in this section can be applied to
more general RWRS, for instance to RWRS studied in [34].

5. RANDOM PROCESS IN BROWNIAN SCENERY

Let us consider generalizations of the Kesten-Spitzer process (A¢)>¢ introduced in the previ-
ous section. Let W = {W(z);z € R} be a two-sided real Brownian motion and Y = {Y (¢);¢ > 0}
be a real-valued self-similar process of index v € (0,2) with stationary increments. We assume
that there exists a continuous version {L(x);x € R, ¢ > 0} of the local time of Y. The processes
W and Y are defined on the same probability space and are assumed to be independent. We
consider the random process in Brownian scenery {As;t > 0} defined as

The process A is itself a self-similar process of index h with stationary increments, with

v
h:=1—-—.
2
Let Vi := [ L3(z) dz be the self-intersection local time of Y. Given Y, A; has centered Gaussian

distribution with variance V. The following assumption is made on the random variable V;.
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H1): There exist a real number o > 1, and positive constants C,c¢ such that for an
Yy
z >0,

P(Vl > x) < Cexp(—cx®).

In [12], examples of processes Y satisfying the above assumptions are given: stable Lévy process
with index § € (1, 2] (it satisfies (H1) with o = 6, see Lemma 2.2 in [12]), the fractional Brownian

motion with index H € (0,1) (it satisfies (H1) with a = %, see Lemma 2.3 in [12]) and the
iterated Brownian motion which satisfies assumption (H1) with o = § (see Lemma 2.4 in [12]).

Our main result of this section is the following one.

Theorem 20. Let a > 0. Assume (H1) and that there exists a cq, > 0 such that, for every
n>1,

P (Al < —2a, kg?.}.{,n(AkH —Ap) < a> > c P (kn%%.}.{,n(AkH —Ap) < a> . (37)
Then, there exists a constant ¢ > 0, such that for large enough T
¢t T_%(lnT)_ﬁ(H_é) < IP’( sup A; < a) < T 3. (38)
t€[0,T]
Note that P(supte[O,T] Ay < O> =0.

Let us notice that A satisfies ([37)) in the particular case where Y is a stable Lévy process
(see Proposition 3.1 in [20]). Before proving Theorem [20] let us state a preliminary result.
Up to enlarging the probability space, we consider a process 17, independent of W, such that,
for every T' > 0, (ﬁ)te[O,T} has the same distribution as (Y7 — Y7)co,7) (this is possible,
due to the Kolmogorov theorem, since, for every 0 < T' < T", (Yp_; — Y7)tepo,r) and (Y7r ¢ —
Yr =Yr 1) — YT—l—(T’—T))te[O,T} have the same distribution since the increments of Y are
stationary).

Lemma 21. For every T > 0, The process (Ap_; — AT)te[QT} has the same distribution as
<5t =z Li(z) dW(m))te[O 7 with L the local time of Y.

)

Moreover Vi = Jz L2(z) dz has the same distribution as V;.

Proof. Observe first that
/ f(YT—s — YT) ds = / f(Yu — YT) du
[0,¢] [T—t,T]
- F (Yo — Yr) du — / f (Y — Yo) du
(0,77 [0,T—1]
= / flx =Yp) Ly(z)dx — / flx=Yp) Ly_y(x) dzx
R R

— /f(y)LT(YT+y)dy—/f(y)LT—t(YT+y)dy
R R

= /Rf(y) (Lr(Yr +y) — Lr—«(Yr +y)) dy.
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Therefore the local time L(T) of (Yr—t—Y7)s(0,7) 18 given by LIET) () = Lp(Yp+a)— Ly (Yr+x)
and so

Ari—Ap = /R (Lro(x) — L)) dW (x)
_ / LD (@ — Yy) dW (x)
R

= / L (y) aw' (),
R

with W' (y) .= W(Yr) — W(Yr +y). But (LgT) (z), W(z))iejo,1], zer has the same distribution
as (Ly(z), W (z))icfo,1], zer- This ends the proof of the first point.
For the second point, we observe that V; := Jz Z%(x) dz has the same distribution as

/(Lg”(x))?dm - EU(Ll(y1+x)—Lo(Y1+x))2dx
R R

— / (La(y))* dy = VA
R
[

Proof of Theorem [20]. Up to multiplying W by a positive constant, we assume that a = 1. Due

to (&D),

P (k:{?f}iﬂ Ay < —1> > P <A1 < -2 kinfi__?in(AkH —Ap) < 1>

Vv
o
8
=
P>

<1). (39)

Observe first that inequalities (3.6) and (3.2) in [I2] ensure the existence of two positive constants
a and C such that

_ 20
Va > 0, P(supA>x> <2P (A >z) <20 e @ (40)
[0,1]
and
_ . 2a
Ve >0, P (sup(—A) > x) <2P(—A; >z) <2Ce @77 (41)
[0,1]
Therefore, since supjq | A > 0, we have
E[sup |A|]] = / P(sup|A| >z | do
[0,1] (0,400) [0,1]
< / P(supA >z | +P[sup(—A) >z | dzx
(0,400) [0,1] [0,1]
~ 2
< 4C exp (—&xlTa) dr < oco. (42)
(0,400)

Hence, since A is almost surely continuous (and therefore uniformly continuous) on [0, 1],
maxg—1,..n A converges almost surely to Supjo 1] A, and so, with the use of the dominated

n
convergence theorem, we conclude that

E[ max Ag] =n"E[ max Ax]~ n"E[supA]. (43)
k=1,....,n k=1,...n n [0,1]
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Therefore, the discrete-time process (Ay,)n>0 (with Ag = 0) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem
and so, due to ([39), we deduce the upper bound

P - A < —1
P( sup Ay < 1) < IP’( max Ag < 1) < (maxp—r,.. 741 8% < 71) = O(T*%)_
t€[0,T] k=1,..,|T] Ca

Moreover, ([43) ensures that () is also satisfied and the last inequality in (4] ensures that (&)
is satisfied with b, = ¢y (log n)(Ha)/ 2o for a suitable cg. By reasoning as above, we deduce that

A [*] ~ n* Efsup |A[*].

E[ max |A;?] = n*"E[ max
= h=1 0.1]

- 7"'7n 7"'7n

Therefore, [|AY — A,|l2 = O(n") and (A,,),>0 satisfies the assumptions of Item (ii) of Theorem
@ with b, = ¢y (logn)1+®)/2¢ for a suitable cg. Then,

liminfn%(logn)lgr_aap( max Ay < 0) > 0. (44)

n—+00 k=1,...n
Let us prove the lower bound in Theorem Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem we

e

set M, := |(C logn)ﬂx__hj for some C' > 0, ny := k/M,, and A := max Ay — A
Observe that

sEME,NE41] ( nk+1)'

max A; — max A < max Ap
t€[0,n) kel My F M = M 1

Then, using the stationarity and the self-similarity of A,

P ( max Ak > CL> < nMnP (max (Atn1 - Anl) > a’>
k=0,....nMp—1 t€[0,1]

< n(Clog n);;_}?IP’ <maX (A —Ay) > a(Mn)h>
t€[0,1]

< n(Clog n)%ﬂl’ <I[I(f)laﬁ{£ > a(Mn)h>

<

n(C'log n);;_}?QIP’ (&1 > a(Mn)h>

2ah
< 0 (” (log ) 2 ¢~ %0 >
< O <n (logn)%e*a‘)mog") ,
for some @y > 0 (applying (3.6) and (3.2) of [12] to the process A). We choose C' = C/(a) large
2
2

enough so that this last quantity is in o(n™
obtain

(log n)_g_}?) So, using the self-similarity of A, we

P <max Ay < a>
te0,n]

> P A <0)—o(n2( 73

> P ((Mn)‘h max Ay, < o> — o(n~ % (log )~ 2ah )
k=1,...nMp,

> P max A <0 —o(n_%(lo n)_12+_}(f)

- k=1,...nM, k= &

> (nM,)~3 (logn) ™5 — o(n~3 (logn) %),
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for some ¢ > 0 due to ([@4). We conclude by noticing that
_ _ 1+ (+a)y _ 14 A
(nMn) 2(]0gn) Sa C™ aan n 2(]0gn) 2a (1+2h) .

This ends the proof of the lower bound of (B8] since 2h = 2 — 7 and so 1;—O{o‘(l + )
(14 3) a5 =5 (14 3). O

2—y

The following result improves [11], [12].

Corollary 22 (Persistence probability for Random process in Brownian scenery). If Y is a
stable Lévy process with index o € (1,2], then there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

_ (40
1T 2 (logT) @1 <P [ sup A, <1|=0(T 2).
t€[0,T

6. THE MATHERON-DE MARSILY MODEL

Finally, we will consider particular models of random walks (M, ),>0 in random environment
on Z?. We are namely interested in the survival probability of a particle evolving on a ran-
domly oriented lattice introduced by Matheron and de Marsily in [27] (see also [5]) to model
fluid transport in a porous stratified medium. Supported by physical arguments, numerical
simulations and comparison with the fractional Brownian motion, Redner [29] and Majumdar

[25] conjectured that the survival probability asymptotically behaves as n=4. In this paper we
rigorously prove their conjecture.

Let us describe more precisely the model and the results. Let us fix p € (0,1). The (random)
environment will be given by a sequence & = (& )kez of i.i.d. centered random variables with
values in {+1} and defined on the probability space (2,7 ,P). Given &, the position M of the
particle is defined as a Z2random walk on nearest neighbours starting from 0 (i.e. P*(My =
0) = 1) and with transition probabilities

l—p

PE (Mt = (@4 &) Mo = (29)) =p, B(Myir = (0,5 + )| My = (2,9)) = — L.

At site (x,y), the particle can either get down (or get up) with probability % or move with

probability p on the y-th horizontal line according to its orientation (to the right (resp. to the

left) if &, = +1 (resp. if {, = —1)). We will write P for the annealed law, that is the integration
of the quenched distribution P¢ with respect to P.

In the sequel, this random walk will be named MdM random walk. This 2-dimensional
random walk in random environment was first studied rigorously in [8]. They proved that the
MdM random walk is transient under the annealed law P and under the quenched law P$ for
P-almost every environment £. It was also proved that it has speed zero. Actually, the MdM
random walk is closely related to RWRS. This fact was first noticed in [I5]. More precisely
its first coordinate can be viewed as a generalized RWRS; the second coordinate being a ”lazy
random walk” on Z (see Section 5 of [I0] for the details). Using this remark, a functional limit
theorem was proved in [I5] and a local limit theorem was established in [I0]. More precisely,

there exists some constant C' only depending on p such that P(Ma,, = (0,0)) ~ Cn~1. Since the
random walk M does not have the Markov property under the annealed law, we are not able to
deduce the survival probability from the previous local limit theorem. Nevertheless we will use
the fact that M has stationary increments under the annealed law). Let us define the survival
probability as the probability that the particle does not visit the y—axis (i.e. the line z = 0)
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before time n, i.e. P(Tél) > n), where
Tél) = inf{n>1 : MY =0}

is the first return time of the first coordinate M) of M to 0. Due to [I5], the first coordinate
)

, where K, :== —F— and where
(1-p)%

A©O) ig the Kesten-Spitzer process A introduced in the previous sections with Y and W two

independent standard Brownian motions. As for RWRS, the asymptotic behavior of this prob-

ability will be deduced from the range Rg)

lines visited by (My); up to time n, namely

M 612 | normalized by n% converges in distribution to KpAgo

of the first coordinate, i.e. the number of vertical

RW.=f{eeZ : Ik=1,...,n, yeZ : My=(z,y)}

Our main result for the MdM random walk is the following.

Theorem 23.

sup Ago)

lim niE[ max M,gl)} = K,E
= t€[0,1]

n——+00 k=1,...n

(45)

The sequence (Rg)/n%)nzl converges in distribution to K, (supte[O,l] Ago) — infyc(o 1) A§0)>.

Moreover
(1)
E[Ry
lim [ = ] =2K,E | sup AEO) (46)
oo pi t€[0,1]
and
o (1) 3 (0)
lim niP(Ty" >n)==-K,E | sup A . 47
n—-+00 (0 ) 2 P te[0,1] t ] ( )

Proof. Recall that RS) = max{Ml(l), ...,M,(Ll)} + min{Ml(l), ...,M,(Ll)} + 1. It has been proved
in [I5] that ((MﬁiJ /n%)t)nzl converges in distribution to (KpAgo))t in the Skorohod space
endowed with the Ji-metric. Hence (n_%(maxkzl,___,n M,gl)

distribution to K (supyepo 1] Ago) —infye(o 1) Ago)). Hence, to prove (@5) and (46), it is enough to
prove that this sequence is uniformly integrable. To this end we will prove that it is bounded in
L2

Recall that the second coordinate of the MdM random walk is a lazy random walk. Let us
denote it by (Sp)n>0. Observe that

. 1 .
—ming—1,. 5, Mg( ) )n=1 converges in

M,sl) = ngk]‘{sk:Skfl} = ZgyNn(y)a
k=1

YEZL

with Ny, (y) == #{k=1,...,n : Sp = Sk_1 = y}. Observe that N is measurable with respect
to the random walk S and that 0 < N, (y) < N,(y), where again N, (y) :== #{k =1,...,n :
Sk =y}

Conditionally to the walk S, the increments of (Mrgl))nzo are centered and positively associated.
It follows from Theorem 2.1 of [14] that

B/2

=o [ ()| <),
yez

VB e(l,2), E }6/2

B
‘max M]Q)' ‘S] < E {|M,(L1)|2|S

]:07...771
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J

(see [19, (1.2)]). This gives (@@). Finally, (47) directly follows from (48] combined with (2]) of
Theorem [3 O

B
where again V,, = Zyez(Nn(?/))z- Therefore E Umaszowm MQ)‘ } < e(E[VL])A? ~ on’t

Remark 24. In the historical model [27], the probability p is equal to 1/3, and in this partic-

ular case the survival probability is similar to kn~1 where Kk = (2%)1/41[3 [supte[oﬂ Ago) . An

open question is to compute the value of the above expectation. Numerical simulations give
E [supte[oﬂ Ago)} ~ 0.54.
Theorem 25 (Persistence probability for the MdM model).

3 P

]P’( max Mél) < —1> ~—-————I | sup Ago) n_%, as n — +00.
k=1,...,n 4 (I —p)s |tef0,1]

This result was conjectured by Redner [29] and Majumdar [25].

Proof. This comes directly from Theorem 23] and from the last item of Theorem [3l O

Remark 26 (Range in the historical MdM model). It is worth noticing that the range R, of the
MdM random walk, i.e. the number of sites visited by M before time n, R, := #{My, ..., M,}
is well understood. Using [36, Lemma 3.3.27], (R,,/n)n>1 converges P-almost surely to P[M; #
0, Vj > 1], which contradicts the result announced in [22]. (There, we consider the ergodic
dynamical system (0, u,T) given by Q = {—1,0,1}7 x {£1}2, u = (Pg,)®% @ (P, )*Z and
T((o)k, (ex)k) == ((Ak+1)k, (€k+ag)r) (see for instance [IT] for its ergodicity, p. 162). We set
J((ar)k, (ex)k) = (€01fag—0}, @0). With these choices, (Mj);>1 has the same distribution under

P as ( i:lfOTk)jzl under p.)
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