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SAMPLE PATH PROPERTIES OF REFLECTED GAUSSIAN PROCESSES

KAMIL MARCIN KOSINSKI AND PENG LIU

ABSTRACT. We consider a stationary queueing process @ x fed by a centered Gaussian process X with
stationary increments and variance function satisfying classical regularity conditions. A criterion when,
for a given function f, P(Qx(t) > f(t) i.0.) equals 0 or 1 is provided. Furthermore, an Erdés—Révész
type law of the iterated logarithm is proven for the last passage time £(¢) = sup{s:0 < s <t Qx(s) >
f(s)}. Both of these findings extend previously known results that were only available for the case when
X is a fractional Brownian motion.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let X = {X(t) : t > 0} be a centered Gaussian process with stationary increments and almost surely
continuous sample paths. Given ¢ > 0, consider a reflected (at 0) Gaussian process Qx = {Qx(t) : t > 0}
given by the following formula

(1) Qx(t) = X(t) — ct + max (QX(O), - ir[1f ](X(s) - cs)) .
se[0,t
It is well known in queueing and risk theory, e.g., [20], that the unique stationary solution of (1) has the
following representation
Qx(t) = sup (X(t) = X(s) —clt - s)).
—oo<s<t

Due to numerous application, @ x has been studied in the literature under different levels of generality,
e.g., [2, 3,11, 12, 13, 15, 16].

Let f be any positive nondecreasing function on R. Kolmogorov’s zero-one law implies that the process
Q x crosses the function f infinitely many times with probability 0 or 1. Assume that P (Qx (t) > f(¢) i.0.)
1 and define { = {&;(t) : t > 0} as the last crossing time before time ¢, that is,

Er(t) =sup{s: 0 <s <t,Qx(s) > f(s)}-
By the assumption on f it follows that
lim ¢(t) =00 and limsup(&s(t) —t) =0 as.
t—o00

t—o00
The purpose of this paper is to provide a tractable criterion to verify the zero-one law as well as to
give the asymptotic lower bound on &;(¢) — ¢. Erdds and Révész [10] investigated the lower bound in
the case when Qx is substituted by Brownian motion W and f(t) = \/2tlog, ¢t with log, t = loglogt.
Subsequently similar results are known as Erdos—Révész type law of the iterated logarithm.
In the reminder of the paper we impose the following assumptions on variance function o2 of X:
AT: limg o 02(2) /12> = A, for some A, > 0, as € (0,1). Further, o2 is positive and twice
continuously differentiable on (0, 00) with its first derivative 02 and second derivative o2 being
ultimately monotone at oc.
ATI: lim,_,or 02(t) /2% = Ay, for some Ay > 0, ag € (0,1].
Assumptions AI-AII allow us to cover models that play important role in Gaussian storage models,
including both aggregations of fractional Brownian motions and integrated stationary Gaussian processes;
see, e.g., [2, 3, 12, 16]. In further analysis we tacitly assume that the variance function o2 of X satisfies
both AT and AII. Our first contribution is the following criterion; see, e.g., [19, 23] for similar results in
the classical setting of non-reflected stationary Gaussian process.
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Theorem 1. For all positive and nondecreasing functions f on some interval [T, 00), T > 0,
P(Qx(t)> f(t) io)=0 or 1,

according as the integral
/ wg{éﬁ is finite or infinite,

where

P(u) =P ( sup Qx(t) > u) .

tel0,u]

With fn being the generalized inverse of

define function f, by

2(1—aso)
B ~v—1 B e Qoo > 1/2
@) o= (\/2 <1Ogt+ (2(1 ~ o) p) logz t>> T { EE L S VI

and a positive constant € as
~N—1
1 A V2A 1o
¢ == 1/ 5¢a =
2 (H"]aw) Bg oo ( A ) ’

where the remaining constants are defined in Section 3. Since the exact asymptotics of ¥ (u), as u grows
large, were found in [8], c.f., Lemma 1, it follows that

V(fp(u))
fp(u)

Hence, by Theorem 1, P(Qp, (t) > f,(t) i.0.) = 1 provided that p > 0, which leads to the following
conclusion after deriving the exact asymptotics of f,.

(3) = G (ulog' P u)" 11+ o(u)), as u — oc.

Corollary 1.

. Qx(t) <2Am) e
lim sup T = 5 a.s.
t—o00 (log t) 2(1-aoo) A
Our second contribution is as follows.
Theorem 2. If p > 1, then
t)—t
lminf D =8y
t—oo hy(t)

If p € (0,1], then

where
L
AT

Theorem 2 shows that for ¢ big enough, there exists an s in [t — hy(t), ] such that Qx(s) > fp(s) and
that the length of the interval h,(t) is smallest possible. Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 generalize the main
results of [7], which considered the special case when X = By is a fractional Brownian motion with any
Hurst parameter H € (0, 1); see also [6, 21] for similar results for non-reflected Gaussian processes and
Gaussian order statistics. The organization of the rest of paper is as follows. The notation and examples
of Gaussian processes X that fall under our framework are displayed in Section 2 followed by properties
of the storage process Qx in Section 3. Section 4 gives two useful tools and some auxiliary lemmas for
the proof of the main results which are presented in Section 5.
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2. NOTATION AND SPECIAL CASES

We write f(u) ~ g(u) if lim, o0 f(u)/g(u) = 1. By & we denote the generalized inverse function
to o, ¥ denotes the tail distribution function of the standard Normal random variable. Function f
is ultimately monotone if there exists a constant M > 0 such that f is monotone over (M, oc). For
a centered continuous Gaussian process with stationary increments V' = {V(t) : ¢ € R}, such that
V(0) =0,

) Cov(V(t),V(s)) = 0\2/ (t) + J%/(s; — O’%/(t _ 5)7

we introduce the generalized Pickands’ constant on a compact set £ C R? as

Hy(E) = Eexp (sup (\/QV(t) - a%/(t))) .

teFE
Let
L Hy((0,8))
Hy = Jim ———

We refer to [5] for the finiteness of Hy (E) and to [4, 9] for the fact that Hy € (0,00). Furthermore, see
[2, 3] for the analysis of other properties of Pickands’-type constants.

Special cases. Fractional Brownian motion. Let By = {By(t) : t > 0} denote fBm with Hurst index
H € (0,1] which is a centered Gaussian processes with continuous sample paths and covariance function
satisfying

ISP P e — s

Cov (Bg(t), Bu(s)) 5 , s, t>0.

Direct calculations show that

- —H-2
A= me =t A= () B ()
i(u) = A7Emu=a - fylu) = (ﬁ <1ogu+ (% p) log, U>) o

o 1 A (Vo (Ve
_ 1 1-p I 2 /2 X2 S -
hy(u) = p¢ ulog P ulogyu, ¢ = (Hp,)"/ 5 ( 1+cr* A ’

with 7% = ﬁ This coincides with [7, Theorem 1 and 2].

Short-range dependent Gaussian integrated processes. Let X (t) = fot Y (s)ds where Y is a centered sta-
tionary Gaussian process with unit variance and correlation function r(t) = Cov(Y (s +t),Y (s)),s >
0,t > 0. We say that X possesses short-range dependence property if:

S1: r is a continuous function on [0, 00) such that, lim;_, tr(t) = 0;

S2: r is decreasing over [0, 00) and fooo r(t)dt = é for some 0 < G < o0;

S3: fooo s2|r(s)|ds < oc.
The above assumptions go line by line the same as the assumptions in [3] except a little modification.
S1-S3 cover wide range of stationary Gaussian processes such as the process with correlation function

r(t)=e " ae(0,2].

In particular if 7(t) = e”I!l, X is the so-called Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. Apparently, if S1-S3 are

satisfied, then
t s
o?(t) = 2/ / r(v)dvds
o Jo

2
o?(t) ~t*, ast — 0, 02(t)~5t, as t — oo.

satisfies AI-AII. Note that

[3, Proposition 6.1] shows that

m?(u) = 2Gu + 2G*G1 + o(1), as u — oo,
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with G = fooo tr(t) dt. This indicates that m(u) can be replaced by m(u) = v2Gu + 2G?G4 in Lemma 1
and Theorem 2. Under this replacement, we have that
. 2

SN 1
m(u) = 5 = GG1, f(t) = & (logt + (1 - p)log, 1) — GG

and

-2
20t (7(2))
A3/2\/BG ’

hy(u) = p€  ulog' P ulogyu, € =
with 71,9 = %X(?(%)t),A =2c'/2 and B = 152

3. PROPERTIES OF THE STORAGE PROCESS

Before we present our auxiliary results, we need to introduce some notation and state some properties
of the supremum of the process Qx as derived in [13, 18]. We begin with the relation

(5) P( sup Qx(t) >u | =P sup  Zy(s,7) >m(u) |, forany T >0,
t€(0,T 5€(0,T/u]
7>0
where X x
Zy(s,7) = (ulr +5)) = (us)m(u)
u(l+er)
Note that Z,(s,7) is a Gaussian field, stationary in s, but not in 7. The variance o2(7) of Z,(s,7)

equals (u?ﬁ%)))?m%“) and o0,(7) has a single maximum point at 7(u) for w sufficiently large with

limy, 00 7(u) = 7%, where
(6739

6 r o Goo
(6) ’ (1 — axo)
Taylor’s formula shows that, for each v > 0 sufficiently large,
. 1.
ou(7) = ou(T(w)) + Gul(r()(r = 7(w) + 55u(E) (T — 7(w))*
with & € (7,7(u)). Noting that oy, (7(u)) = 1, for u sufficiently large, ¢, (7(u)) = 0 and for lim,,_,oc 6, = 0

1 B
lim sup —0,(&) — —| =0,
u—oo |[7—7(u)|<8y 2 ( ) 24
we have
. 1 —0y(7)
(7) lim sup ————1|=0
U—+00 T#T(w),|T—7(u)| <y %(T - T(u))2

with limy, . §, = 0, where

« e 1 « Bl
8 A= > B=|—2— o
(8) (c(l—aoo)> 1— o’ <c(1—aoo)> @

Tw,u’ (Sv T, S/a T/)

—0?(lus —u's' +ur —u'7'|) + 0 (|us — u's’ + ut|) + 0?(lus — u's’ — u'7'|) — o2 (Jus — u's'|)
- 20 (ut)o(u'7") '
Denote by
ru(s, 7,8, 7)) = ryu(s, 1,8, 7).
Then Lemma 5.4 in [8] gives that with d,, > 0 and lim, o 6, = 0
1—ry(s, 7,8, 7")

o2 (uls—s'+7—7'])+02(uls—s']) -
202 (ut*)

(9) lim sup

U0 (s, 1) A (s T T =T (W) |7 =7 (w)] | s =8| <

1| =0.

Now assume that
1!
1
(10) uTrUT >

|lus — u's’|
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and without loss of generality, us > u’s’. Then Taylor’s formula gives that

—02(|lus — u's’ + vy — va|Juru'7’

Tu,u’(svTv S/aT/> = 5

20 (ur)o(u'T")
with v1 € (0,u7),v2 € (0,4'7"). Noting that by (10)
lus —u's" + vy — v > ur +u'T,

in light of [1, Theorem 1.7.2] and by AI-AII we have

lus — w's’ + vy — va|202(Jus — u's’ + vy — vo)

— 2000 (2000 — 1), as "7 — 0.
o [ pra— Qoo (2000 — 1), as ur,u'7" — 00

Hence
— 21
Vutu't
(11) Tuu (8,7,8,7) ~ =0 (20006 — 1) — , as ut,u'T’ — oo,
us —u's’ + vy — vg

where A =1 — ay, > 0. This implies that for any 0 < € < % if

ut +u'7’
then, for ur and u7’ both sufficiently large,
—— 2\
(12) [Fuur (8,7, 8, 7)) < (1 — 2¢)2(@=—D %

Next we focus on the case when u ~ v/, |s — ¢'| < M and |7 — 79, |7" — 7| < 6(u,w’) with 7* defined
in (6) and limy, u/—00 6(u,u’) = 0. In light of AT and AII, noting that o2 is bounded over any compact
interval, using uniform convergence theorem in [1] we have that, for u ~ v/,

I o%(lus —u's' +ur|) + o (Jus — u's’ — u'7’|)
im sup
u,u’ =00 |s—s'|<M,|T—7*|,|7"—7*| <6 (u,u’) 02(“’)
—|S — 4 +T*|2aoo _ |S —_¢ - T*|2a°°’ =0,
lim sup 0'2(|’U,S*u’5/+u7' 72u’7/|)+0'2(|u5*u’5/|) *2|S*S/|2a°° :0,
u,u’ =00 |s—s'|<M,|T—7*|,|7"—7*| <8 (u,u’) o (u)
!
lim sup 70(1“20(1” ) — |T* 2= | = 0.
u,u’ =00 |s—s'|<M,|T—7*|,|7"—7*| <5 (u,u’) o (U’)
Hence for v ~ v’
(13) lim sup [Ty (s,7,8,7) —g(s —s")| =0,

WU 00 |5 g/ | <M |7 —7* | | 7/ =7 % | <8(u,u)

with
g(t) _ |t + 7_*|2aoo + |t o 7_*|2aoo o 2|t|2aoo
2(7_*)2(100 :

Note that g(0) =1 and for any 0 < § < 1, there exists 0 < ¢5 < 1/2 such that

(14) inf g(t) >0, supg(t) <1-—cs.
[t|<es [t|>6

The proof of (14) is postponed to Appendix. Following (13) and (14) , we have that with u ~ «/, for u
sufficiently large,

15 inf Tuw (8, 7,8,7) >6/2,
(15) ms<esr e iy ) >/
(16) sup Tuw (8,7,8,7) <1—cs5/2 < 1.

5=/ >8,[r 7| |r 7+ | <6(uw)
5



3.1. Asymptotics. Let 7%(u) = (logm(u))/m(u) and J(u) = {7 : |7 — 7(u)| < 7%(u)}. Due to the
following lemma, while analyzing tail asymptotics of the supremum of Z,,, we can restrict the considered
domain of (s,7) to a strip J(u).

Lemma 1 ([8], Lemma 5.6 and Theorem 3.3). There exists a positive constant C' such that for any
v, T >0,

uY

b 2
(17) P ((517)6[ sup Zy(s,T) > m(u)) <CT W(m(u))exp (Z log (m(u))) ,

0,T]x (J(u))e m(u)
where b = B/(2A). Furthermore, for any T > 0 such that, there exist ¢ € (0,3) and H' € (—v/2,0),

such that u?" < T < exp(em?2(u)) for u sufficiently large,

2 [2AT e Y G(mw)(1+ o
" g <(s,r)efgb1,lﬂl3]w(u>zu<8’7) >m(u>> = Y 75 C%Tm(U)\I/( (@)1 +o(1)),

where

(=) o sy

B, (1) Qoo > 1/2 T+cr*

. >~ . NN —2
Mo ()= FEXECHE aw=1/2 . Go=q (F(E=T)) " aw=12.
Ba, (t) oo < 1/2 VB A (r*)2000
VAo(14er)

—2/0(0
) Qoo < 1/2
with vy defined in (2) and T* given by (6).

3.2. Discretization. For a fixed 7,0 > 0 and some u > 0, let us define a discretization of the set
[0,7] x J(u) as follows

wett, 0srsn ol o =020 aw -7 (RE))

Tn =7(u) +nq(u), 0<|n[< N, N=I[r"(u)/q(u)], Ein(u)=[s;s041] X[m0, Tnsa]-
Along the similar lines as in [13, Lemma 6] we get the following lemma.
Lemma 2. There exist positive constants Ky, Ko,ug > 0, such that, for any 0§ = 6(u) > 0 with

limy, 00 O(u) =0, u > ug and n € (0, min(ag, aoo))

on uY 0—2H

P| max Z,(s;,7m) <m(u) — ——, sup Z,(s,7) >m(u) | < K;

O=i<L m(u)’ sefo.1] m(u)
0<[n] <N et

with H € (0, min(ag, @ee) — 7).

Proof. Conditioning on Z,(s;, 7,) = m(u) — #nu), we have for u sufficiently large

P <Zu(sl,7n) <m(u) — o , sup Zy(s,7) > m(u))

m(u) (s,7)EE; n(u)

_ /°° I = ( sup  Zu(s,7) > m(u)| Zu(sy, ) = mlu) — —2 ) dy
on V2mm(u)oy (1) (s,7)EE1, 5 (u) m(u)
< Le_ ZZL;((:;) /OO 2P < sup Zu(s,7) —m(u) > 0|Zy(s1, ) = m(u) — Y ) dy.
V2rm(u) on (5,7)E By n (u) m(u)
Moreover,
Zu(8,7) — m(u)| Zy(s1, ) = m(u) — m%u) 4 Y. (s, 7) + h(u,y),

holds for (s,7) € Ej(u), where

B9) = rals, 1,7 240 () = ) < .

Oy (Tn)
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Taylor’s formula gives that

m(u)h(u,y) = —m>(w)(1 — r4(s,7, 81, 7)) — m>(w)ry(s, T, 51, Tn) <1 - ;T:((:n))> —ru(s, T, 81, Tn) Uu(T))y
ou(7T)

G (7) (T — 1) + (1/2)5u (v) (1 — 70)? y
ou(tn)”

ou(Th)
with v € (7, 7). Using the fact that 6, (7(u)) = 0 and sup,¢ j(,) [Gu(7)] < 28 for u sufficiently large, by
Taylor’s formula, we have

< —m®(u)ry(s, 7, 51, 70) = Tu(8, 7, 51, Tn)

mQ(u)|dU(7)(Tn -7)| = mQ(u)|(du(T) — ou(T(u)))(Tn — 7)]

(W)l — 716 (v1)(7(u) — 7)]

with vy € (7,7(u)). Note that by AI-AII

m(u)A(u) 2— o — 1/ Qo >1/2

logm(u) ~ Qu”logu, with vy = { 20001 _ Qoo < 1/2
o0 oo

ao
Since vy < 0 for all as € (0, 1], then

m?(u)|6y (7) (1 — 7)| = 0(0), u — oo.

I 0)(r 7 < K
Due to the fact that y > 07 with 0 < n < 1, we have

h(u,y) < —y(1+o(1)).

Consequently, for u sufficiently large

P <( )sup Zy(s,7) —m(u) > 0| Zy(s1, ) = m(u) — J )

€ B (u) m(u)
Yu y'n
<P sup muieliEasTmtar) Y (1+o(1))
(sm)ef0.]? ou(Tn +4q7) SUP-¢(0,1) Ou(Tn +47)

Yu y 'n
<P sup  m(u) (st + g5, 7 + 47) >4
(s,7)€[0,1]? Uu(Tn + qT) 2

By (9) for u large enough

m2(u) Var Yu(sl + 4S8, Tn + qT) _ Yu(sl + qsl’ n + qTI)
Oy (Tn + qT) Oy (Tn + qT’)
< 8m*(u)(1 — ru(si + qs, 7o + g7, 51+ ¢, 70 + q7'))

o?(uq(u)ls — s'|) + o*(ug(u)|s + 7 — 8" — 7'|)

< 16m?(u) 20 (")
a2(A(u)l|s — s'|) + o2 (A(u)d|s + 1 — s — 7'])
=t P(Aw)
W | _ 20 h(A)f]s +7—s" —1'|) 2 g 2
= K< MA@ * h(AW) 6" |s + | >
MA@RLs — ) BA@ILS + 7= = PN o o | o
=H < h(A(u)) R(A(w)) ) 07" (|s = "I + | 2y, s, s 77 € [0,1],

where h(t) = % and 1’ € (n, min(ap, @ )). Then it follows from AT and AII that A(t) > 0,t >0is a
regularly varying function at both 0 and co with indices 2(ag —n') > 0 and 2(a — ') > 0 respectively;
see [1] for the definition and properties of regularly varying functions. Next we focus on the boundedness
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of sup, yeo1] %‘W. If limy— 00 A(u) = 00, noting that h is bounded over any compact interval,

then uniform convergence theorem in [1] gives that

. h(A(w)f|s — §']) o
lim  sup |———A———Y — (f|s—§'|)2@="")| =0,
u—00 s,s€[0,1] h(A(U))

implying that there exists K; > 0 such that for u large enough

h(A(u)f]s — s'|)
sup —————= < Kj.
s,8’€0,1] h(A(U)) '

For the case lim, o0 A(u) = 0, uniform convergence theorem in [1] can similarly show that the above
argument holds. For lim,_, . A(u) € (0,00), it is obvious that

lim  sup A(A(u)f]s—s'|) =0, lim h(A(u)) € (0,00).

U— 00 S,S'E[O,l] U— 00

h(A(w)8]s+1—5"—7])
h(A(u))

Thus the boundedness of sup, ¢ 1] %ﬂf)—)s/‘) also holds. The boundedness of sup, o/ - -r¢(0,1]
can be given similarly. Thus we have that

m?(u) Var (Y“(Sl +48, T +q1)  Yul(si+gs's 1 + QT')>

ou(Tn + q7) ou(Tn + q7')
< KO (s — /27 + |7 =27, s,8, 7,7 €[0,1],

with 7' € (n, min(ag, @ )). Similarly

Yu(si+qs, 7, +q7)
Oy (Tn + (JT)

sup m?(u) Var <

) < K6*"
s,7€[0,1]

Hence in light of Piterbarg inequality ([17, Theorem 8.1] or [8, Lemma 5.1]), we have for u sufficiently
large

Yu »'n
P sup i) (s1+qs, o +q7) Y
(s,7)€[0,1]2 Uu(Tn + qT) 2

/ Y. , Tn o
P sup 07" m(u) (50 + g3, 7w + 47) > Yo
(s,7)€[0,1]? Uu(Tn + qT) 2

/
_(we—m)?
K

< Kl(ygfn’y/n’fle

Consequently,

gn
——,  sup  Zu(s,7) > m(u)
m(u) (S,T)GEl,n(u)

P <Zu(sl,7'n) < m(u) —
<

K ~ m2(w) 0 , , (wo—1" 2
716 202 (Tn) e2y(y97” )2/77 *%*?dy
%

n

K TRV n’ / ¥2
e 20%(mn) @7 V0" 2/ ek gy
gn—n’

ﬁ

2mm(u)

2 /
K __mZ(w) 02(n—n")
716 202 (tn) @~ Ka

V27m(u)

IN



Using the above inequality and (7), we have that

on
P max  Z,(s;, ) < m(u) — —, sup Zy(s,7) > m(u)

<I<L
SSEE m(u)” (s,7)€(0,7]x.J (u)

< Z P <Zu(sl,7'n) <m(u) — 9—?7, sup Zu(8,7) > m(u))

0<I<L,|n|<N m(w) (s,r)e By, (u)
K, m? (u) 92(n—n")

< 767263(7—")6_ Ko
- Z V2mm(u)

0<ISL,|n|<N

<L K 792“;{7*"’) Z 7m2<u><1+32<nq)2/<4A))
<L—e¢ 2 e
V2rm(u) <N

2 ’
U m? (u) _e2—n’)
<K [—— ) ee"27p2 7
—1<mmmw>e ‘
v 2(n—n')
¢ \I/(m(u))e_e K2

<K

This completes the proof. ]
Finally, by following the same arguments as in [8, Theorems 3.3] with the supremum functional

substituted by its discrete counterpart, the maximum, we state the following result. Note that the
asymptotic result below is a discrete version of (18) in Lemma 1.

Lemma 3. For any T,0 > 0, as u — oo,
2A Y
P| max Zu(si, ) >mlu) | = (M) )%/ ?WC%OTU—‘I’(m(U))(l +0o(1)),

0<I<L m(u)
0<n[<N

where Hgaw = limg_ 00 S~ Eexp (SuPteezm[o,S] (V20 (t) — Var(na.. (t))))

By the monotone convergence theorem, it follows that ’Hzaw — Hpy,. as 0 — 0, since H,_ __ is a
positive, finite constant and 7, has almost surely continuous sample paths. Consequently, when the
discretization parameter 6 decreases to zero so that the number of discretization points grows to infinity,
we recover (18).

4. AUXILIARY LEMMAS

We begin with some auxiliary lemmas that are later needed in the proofs. The first lemma is [14,
Theorem 4.2.1].

Lemma 4 (Berman’s inequality). Suppose &1,...,&, are standard normal variables with covariance ma-
triz A* = (A} ;) and 1y, ..., 0, similarly with covariance matriz A° = (A ;). Let p; j = max(|A] ;],[A7;])
and let uy, ..., u, be real numbers. Then,

Pl (& <u} | —P ﬁ{njguj}

j=1

IN

1 n . u? + u?
E : i ij i, -
2m 1<i<j<n 2(1+ pij)
The following lemma is a general form of the Borel-Cantelli lemma; cf. [22].

Lemma 5 (Borel-Cantelli lemma). Consider a sequence of event {E}3° . If

k=0

then P (E,, i.0.) =0. Whereas, if

ZIP’(Ek) =00 and liminf Zlgkjtgn ( k2 +) _
k=0 n— o0 (Zk:1 P(Ek))
9



then P (E,, i.0.) = 1.

Lemma 6. For any € € (0,1), there exist positive constants K and p depending only on €, ap, oo and
p such that

IP< sup @x(t) < 1) exp [ —(1—¢) /T LIP’ sup  Qx(t) > fp(u) ) du | + KS™°,
s<t<T fp(t) S+£,(5) Fo(W) " \tef0,fp(w)]

for any T — f,(S) > S > K, with f,(T)/fp(S) < C and C being some universal positive constant.

Proof. Let € € (0,1) be some positive constant. For the remainder of the proof let K and p be two
positive constants depending only on €, ag, @ and p that may differ from line to line. For any £ > 0

put so =S, yo = fp(s0), to = so + Yo, xo = fp(to) and

Sk =th—1+exp—1, Y= [fp(sk), th=sk+yr, T&= fp(ts),
I = (s te], I = I _ Gt (T =2
Tk Tk
From this construction, it is easy to see that the intervals Iy are disjoint. Furthermore, 6(Ij, Ix41) =
exg, and 1 — e < yi/xp < 1, for any k > 0 and sufficiently large S. Note that, for any k& > 0,
[Tx] > fp(S), therefore if T'(S,¢) is the smallest number of intervals {Ij} needed to cover [S,T], then
T(S,e) < [(T—95)/(fp(S)(1+¢))]. Moreover, since f,(T)/f,(S) is bounded by the constant C > 0 not
depending on S and ¢, it follows that, xx/x; < C for any 0 <t < k < T(S,¢).
Now let us introduce a discretization of the set Iy x .J(x) as in Section 3.2. That is, for some § = %,
define grid points

Ski =58k +lqe, 0<I<Ly, Lpy=[1-¢)/ax), ar=10 ;
Thm = T(xk) + g, 0<|n| < Np, Np=[1"(zx)/qx)

Since f, is an increasing function, it easily follows that,

Q (t) T(S,e) T(S,e)
P sup 222 <1| <P ﬂ {sup Qx(t) < xk} <P ﬂ sup  Zg, (s,7) < m(zk)
S<t<T fp(t) k—o \t€lk ko | s€Ik/zn
TEJ (2k)
T(S,e)
< <
<P| oA Zay ($k.0, Thn) < m(xk)
k=0 0<[n| <Ny
T(S,e)
H P omax Zy, (Sks Thon) < m(ay) | + Z Crp = P1 + P,
k=0 0<[n| <Ny 0<t<k<T(S,e)

where the last inequality follows from Berman’s inequality with

Chor = Z Z |7y 2 (Skyls Thyns Stps Teom) | exp < %(mQ(xk)“‘mQ(mt)) )
0<I<Ly, |n|<Ny \/1 72, 2, (815 Thons St.ps Ttym) Lot 7oy (Skt, Thons St.ps Teom)|
0<p<Ly |m|<N;

Estimation of Py:

Since for any u the process Z,, is stationary in the first variable, from Lemma 3 we have that, as
S — oo (noting that 6 = S) —0)

P ingx Zyy (Sk,ts Teon) > m(xg) | ~P ( sup Ly (8,7) > m(mk)>
%_Sl\aLgka (s,7)EIL X J(x1)

10



uniformly with respect to 0 < k < T(S,¢). Hence for any ¢ € (0, 1), sufficiently large S and small 6,

T(S:e)
P <exp |- Z P R Zo (Skty Thon) > m(zk)
k=0 0<[n|< N

c T(S,e)
<exp|—(1- g) Z P ( sup Zyy(s,7) > m(:ck)>
(

s,7)El X J(xg)

s€l}
7>0

=exp | —(1--) P

sup Qx(t) > fp(tr)
110,25 £, (1)

T(S,e)
€
P <exp|-—-(1- Z) Z P (sup Zy (8,7) > m(xy)

T(S,e) fp(sk)
<exp | —(1-3) P sup  Qx(t) > folty) | 2=
t€[0,£p(t1)] fo(tk)

T 1
<exp|—(1- P u w) | du .
<e p< (1—¢) /S+fp<5> A0 <t€[§1f£>(u)] Qx(t) > fu( )) )

Estimation of Ps:
Forany 0 <t <k <T(S,e),0<1< Lk, 0<p<L; we have

TrSk1 — TtStp = (Sk + Trlqr) — (8¢ + 24pqy)

k-1 k—1
= Z(yz +ex;) + wplgr — xepge > Z(yz +exi) =yt
i=t i=t
k—1
= Yi-
1=t+1

Recall that A = 1 — as. Hence we can find sg > 2 such that for S sufficiently large, k& —t > 2sy,
0<1<Lgk,0<p< Ly n| <N and |m| < Ny

TkThn + TeTem < xk(Tk]il‘f' Tt,m) <1/3,
| Tk Sk, — TeS¢,p] > i Vi

which applied to (12) indicates that for k — ¢ > s and S sufficiently large,

*
Tk, sup |T1k7It (Sk,l, Tk,ns St,p; Tt,m)|
0<I<Lj,0<p<Ly
[n|<Ng,|m|<Ny
2
_ VETETEnTtTt,m
< g2imas) sup T k-1
0<ISLy,0<p<Le| D i1 Yi
[n|<Ng,|m|<N¢
A A
< 32(17a00) LkTk,n TtTt,m
B 0<i<Lo08p<L SEL il ISy
SIS L, ,USPpSs Lt i— 7 i— 7
|n| <N fm|<N, T =
* A
Tt _
(19) SK‘f SK(k/’_t)/\Sz-
Zi:t—i—l Yi

For 1 < k—1t < sq, it follows that xy ~ x4, 7,y — 7" and 7y, — 7" as S — oo, and sp; — 8¢, > €x/x) >
€/2 for S sufficiently large. Therefore, by (16) there exists a positive constant ¢ € (0, 1) depending only
11



on ¢ such that for S sufficiently large
*
(20) sup Tk,t = sup sup |T:nk,:nt (Sk,lka,n; St,vat,m)| S C < 1.
1<k—t<so 1<k—1<so 0<I<Ly,0<p<L,
[n| <Nk, |m|<Ne

Finally, note that; c.f., (2),

2(176)56]c 2 ol
Np < L < 2% < K27 < K(logty,) T-as)
ES L S OA(z) = Ty = (log tx) )
szk 1Ogtkp72(1177“10)
oxp (-1 _ Qo) T

so that

m?(zk) + mQ(:ct)>

LkLtNthTZ,t eXp < 2(1 T )
k.t

4
Py < —
’ V1= ¢ ogt<gT(S,a)
<K >t > ()

0<k—t<so k—t>sg
0<t<k<T(S,e) O0<t<k<T(S,e)

(S0 () T s oo - Mnter))

k—t>so
0<t<k<T(S,e)

k=0 k—t>so
0<t<k<T(S,e)

8

5 1
<KD kmE4+ Y kR -7
k=[] [S]<t<k<oo
S KS™P,

where the last inequality follows from basic algebra. (I

Let S > 0 be any fixed number, ag = S, yo = fp(ao) and by = ag + yo. For i > 0, define

(21) a; =bi—1, vyi= fpla), bi=a;+vy, M ="(a;b], M = y—l = (@i, bi].
From this construction, it is easy to see that the intervals M; are disjoint, Uz‘:oMj = (S,b;], and | M;]| = 1.
Now let us introduce a discretization of the set M; x J(y;) as in Section 3.2. That is, for § = %, define
grid points

Ay
(22) sig=a; +1g, 0<I<L; Li=[1/q], ¢=20 (y)7

Yi
Tin = T(Yi) +ngi, 0<|n[ <N, N;=[7"(vi)/ail-

With the above notation, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 7. For any ¢ € (0,1), there exists positive constants K and p depending only on €, a, oo and
p such that, with 6; = (m(y;))~*%, where & = min(ay, ),

(T=5)/f5(S)] 02
(s, ) < I N A
P ﬂ Og}%}il Zyl (Sz,lsz,n) = m(yz) m(yz)
=0 0<[n|<N;
1 T
> —exp 7(1+€)/ P sup  Qx(t) > fp(u) | du | — KS7°,
4 s Jo(w) \tefo,s,(w)
S>K,

for any T — f,(S) > with f,(T)/ f,(S) < C and C being some universal positive constant.

12



Proof. Put
n(y;) = m(y; ——0? = -
() = i)~ s, T= (7 = S)/F(S)]

Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 6 we find that Berman’s inequality implies

I &
07
PLO Y pmas Zusinmin) Smy) - s
i=0 | 0<[n|<N;
I &
91'2 . / /
max Zy, (siﬁl,ﬁﬁn)gm(yi)—m(y') — Z D; ;=P + P,
v 0<i<j<I

2 HP 0<I<L;

=0 0<In]<N;
where
Z Z Tyuyj Si,ly Ti,ny Sj,py Tjm ))+ exp ( l( 7 2(91) + Th2(yj)) )
T 0<i<L: [n|<N; \/1 72 " (Si,l, Tiyns Sj.ps Tjom) L+ [Ty, (Si0s Tigns Sips Tim)| )
0<p<L [m|<N;,
with
fyi Yj (51}17 Timn; Sj,ps ijm) = Tyiy; (Si,l, Tin; Sj,ps Tjﬁm)'

Estimation of P :
By Lemma 1 the correction term 9;/ 2 /m(y;) does not change the order of asymptotics of the tail of
Z,,. Furthermore, the tail asymptotics of the supremum on the strip (s,7) € M; x J(y;) are of the same

Yi
order if 7 > 0. Hence, for every ¢ > 0

I
1 N
P> 1P|~ ZIP’ jmax Zy, (80, Tin) > m(yi)
=0 0<In]<N;
1 ! 5
>—exp|—Y P| sup Z,(s,7)>m(y;) — ——
4 ; s, Y m(y:)
TeJ(yi)
1 I
> —exp | —(1 +€)ZIP’ sup Zy,(s,7) > m(y;)
4 =0 SEI\;[i
720

1 I
—exp | —(14+¢ P su x(t pla;
p< (1+e) E (te[o,fplzai)]Q () > fo( )))

=0
>1 —(1+ i Qx(t) > fpu) | d

> —exp €) sup X u u |,

4 s fp(u €10, £, (w)] g

provided that S is sufficiently large along the same lines as the estimation of P; in Lemma 6

Estimation of Pj:
Clearly, for j > i+ 2, and any 0 <[ < L;, 0 <p < L;; c.f. (21),

j—1
YiSip — Visit = a; + y;pq; — (ai +vilai) > Y Yk
k=i+1

Hence there exists so > 2 such that for j —i > s, 0 <1< L;, 0 <p < Lj, [n| <N;, |m| <N, and S

Wl =

sufficiently large
YiTim + YiTin S Yj (Tj m T Ti n) S
[YjSip — Yisil S Yk
13




Analogously as the derivation of (19), by (12) for j —i > so and S sufficiently large

»M»

i = sup Py (8005 Tims S50 Tim)| < K (k=)™
0<I<L;,0<p<L;
[n|<Ni|m|<N;

where A = 1 — . For 1 < j—1 < sg, it follows that y; ~ y;, 7i, = 7 and 7, — 7" as S — o0, and
Sig — Sjp = Yit1/y; > & for 2 < j —i < 59 and S sufficiently large. Therefore, by (16) there exists a
positive constant (; € (0, 1) depending only on ¢ such that for S sufficiently large

(23) sup  ri; = sup sup 7ys,y; (810 Tiyns 85,5 Tiom) | < C1.

2<j—i<so 2<j—i<s0 0<I<L; 0<p<L;
In|<Ni,|m| <N,

Moreover, by (15) there exist positive constants § € (0,1) and ¢5 € (0,3), M < 1, such that, for
sufficiently large S,

N |

inf Ty, (8,78, 7)) >
lyi —yjl<cs,|T—7*|, |7/ —7*|<M

Hence for sufficiently large S and 0 <1 < L;, 0 <p < L,, [n| < N;, Im| < N;

(24) (s, (Sits Tims Sy Tim)) T =0, i j=i4+1, |si— 85, <cs.

By (16) there exits (2 € (0, 1) such that for S sufficiently large and 0 <1 < L;, 0 < p < L;, |n|] < N,
Im| < N;

(25) |Pyey; (805 Tigns Sj,ps Tim)| < Coy i G =441, [si1— 8jpl > cs.

Let ¢ = max((y,¢2). Therefore, by (20)—(25) we obtain

, 5 (02 (yi) + ()
Re ¥ %3 e (IR

0<i<I—1 0<I<L; |n|<N;
1<j—i<sg 0<p<Lj; |m|<N;

5 (2 (y:) + M2 (y;))
D VD D S et
0<i<I—2 0<I<L; |n|<N; L+77;
i+s0<j<I 0<p<L; |m|<N;

Completely similar to the estimation of P, in the proof of Lemma 6, we can arrive that there exist
positive constants K and p such that, for sufficiently large S,

P, < KS™°.
O

The next lemma is a straightforward modification of [23, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 4.1], see also [19,
Lemma 1.4].

Lemma 8. It is enough to proof Theorem 1 for any nondecreasing function f such that,

(26) i (Viegt) < f(t) < fa (/3logt) ,

for allt > T, and T large enough.

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Proof of Theorem 1. Note that the case .#; < oo is straightforward and does not need any additional
knowledge on the process ) x apart from the property of stationarity. Indeed, consider the sequence of
intervals M; as in Lemma 7. Then, for any € > 0 and sufficiently large T,

Z P(sup‘QX( ) > f(ag ) Z IP’( [sup Qx(t) > f(bk)> < S < o0,

k=[T]+1 €M €[0,£(bx)]

and the Borel-Cantelli lemma completes this part of the proof since f is an increasing function.
14



Now let f be an increasing function such that .#; = oo. With the same notation as in Lemma 6 with
f instead of f,, we find that, for any S,e,0 > 0,

P(Qx(s) > £ 10) 2 P ({5 Qx> 10} o)

tely
>P max Ly (Sk,laTk,n) > m(xy) p i.0.
0<I<Ly
0<|n|< Ny
Let
E, = max Ly, (Sk.i, T < m(zx
k 0<I<Ly mk( ks k,n) = ( k)
0<|n|< Ny,

For sufficiently large S and sufficiently small 8; c.f., estimation of P, we get
o0 . fo'e) 1
(21) S PED= -9 [ b sw o Qul) > fw)) du=cx,
paars s+r(s) F(w) \tepo,f(w)
Note that
L—P(Ef io)= lim k]__[ P(E) + lim (]P’ <;D Ek> ~ k]__[ P(Ek)> .
The first limit is zero as a consequence of (27), and the second limit will be zero because of the asymptotic

independence of the events Ej. Indeed, there exist positive constants K and p, depending only on
Qp, Qo €, A, such that for any n > m,

P(ﬁ Ek>— ﬁ]P’(Ek)

k=m k=m

Amn:

)

<SK(S+m)”",

by the same calculations as in the estimate of P, in Lemma 6 after realizing that, by Lemma 8, we might
restrict ourselves to the case when (26) holds. Therefore P (E¢ i.0.) = 1, which finishes the proof. (]

Proof of Theorem 2:
Let &, = &y, for short.

Step 1. Let p > 1, then, for every € € (0, 1),

R
hgg.}f W Z *(1 + 28) a.s.

Proof. Let {T}, : k > 1} be a sequence such that T — oo, as k — oco. Put Sp = Ty, — (1 + 2¢)h, (Tk).
Since hy(t) = O(tlog' P tlog, t), then, for p > 1, Sy ~ T}, as k — 0o, and from Lemma 6 it follows that

P(ép(}zk()Tk)Tk_ <—-(1+ 26)2) =P (&(Tk) < Sk) =P <Sks<1;ETk ?“j(fﬁt)) < 1)

<exp|—(1 —5)/ —P sup  Qx(t) > fp(u) | du | +2KT, ".
Sitfyp(s) fo(t) \tefo,f,(w)

Moreover, as k — 0o,

/ L s Qx()> o) | du
St fo(sn) Fo(t) - \tefo, f, ()

(28) ~ (14 25)hp(Tk)LIP’ sup  Qx(t) > fp(Tk) | = (14 2¢)plogy Tk.
fo(Tk) \teto.1, (1))

Now take T} = exp(k'/?). Then,

SOP (6, (Th) < S) < 2K S k1D < oo
k=1 1
15



Hence by the Borel-Cantelli lemma,

. &p(Th) — Ty
— > — S..
(29) hkrgggf (T 2 (14+2¢) as

Since () is a non-decreasing random function of ¢, for every Ty, <t < Ty, we have

Ep(t) —t < &(Te) =T Trpr — Tk

hp(t) = hp(Th) hp(Tk)

For p > 1 elementary calculus implies

lim 2Tk

k—o00 hp(Tk) ’
so that

t) — Ty) — T,
lim inf % > liminf M Sy
t—o00 hp( ) k—o00 hp(Tk)
which finishes the proof of this step. O
Step 2. Let p > 1, then, for every e € (0,1),
t)—1
hminfM <—(1-¢) as.
t— 00 » t)

Proof. As in the proof of the lower bound, put
Ty = exp(kH/P) 5 =Ty — (1 — e)hy(Th), k> 1.
Let

Bk{gp(mssk}{ sup QX(“<1}.

Sk <t<Tj fp(t)
It suffices to show P (B,, i.0.) = 1, that is

(30) im P < fj Bk> =1.

k=m
Let
GIOC:Ska yg:fp(ag)a bg:alg"’ylgﬂ
k k k k k k k “rk Mk k 7k
a’ _bz 1 yi:fp(a’i)’ bi:ai+yi’ Mz (a’z’bz] Mi :_kz_(z’bz]

Yi
Define Jj, to be the biggest number such that bﬁwl < Ty and bﬁk > Tj,. Note that Ji, < [(Tx—Sk)/fp(Sk)].
Since f, is an increasing function,

T Qx(t) T Ji
Bk:)ﬂ{sup X() <1}Dﬂ{sup@x(t)<yf}=ﬂ suka(ST)<m(yz)

rear fp(t i—0 \teMk i=0 | seM?
>0

Analogously to (22), define a discretization of the set M¥ x J(y¥) as follows

A —4/a
sbo—abrigt, 0<i<Ll, IS —(1/gfl, g =02 gk gyl
, yE
= 1(y) +ngf, 0 <|n| < NF, Nik:[T*(yf)/qi]-
Recall that & = min(ag, ) and let
Jk k&
9.)2
Ay = max 7 TE Y < m(yF) — (6;
k ﬂ OSZSLI? f( il zn) = (yz) m(yzk)

0<|n|<NE
Observe that
]P’(U Ak> g]P(U Bk> + ) P(ANB).
k=m k=m
16



Furthermore,

) oo Jy k&
9.)2
P(A,NB;) < P max Z ,an<mf—(z , sup Zyr(s, 1) > m(yF
S PnBD< Y 3P| e Zplohoh) <mh) — o s 2400 2 mh)
B T 0<|n|<N* >0
Shs (0)% k
< P max  Z(s il Tin sm i y , Su Z’?SaT >myz
k;ﬂ; oo, (sh ) < m(y)) - ) Seﬂ% k(s,7) = m(yy)
0<|n|<NF Te€J(yF)
oo Jg
(31) + Z Z]P’ sup  Zy(s,7) = m(yF)
k—=m i=0 SEI\/Ik
T¢I (yr)

By Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, for sufficiently large m and some K7, Ko > 0, the first sum is bounded from
above by

oo Ji

yz —(m(yF))3 /K,
ZZKl (m(y¥))e (m(y;))"/ K

k=m =0

oo Ji ‘
< Z ZK1P ( sup ny (S,T) > m(yf)) e*(m(yf))d/fﬁ

J—— (s,7)€[0,1] xR

oo Ji
—(lo, a’.c‘/2
< ZZKJ@( sup Qx(t)>fp(a?)>e (log ag)*/*/ K

m =0 tE[O fp(ak)]
< K/ $ihpz)) e~ 08P (0)/Kz 4 < oo,
Note that by (17), for sufficiently 1arge m, the term in (31) is bounded from above by
o0 Jk
b 1 2
m(yy)) exp <—1og m(yy > < K/ o (x))e%(ilog”)) dx < oo.
k=m i= O x)

Therefore

lim Y P(AxNB})=0

m—o0
and
P (kU Bk) 2 Jim P (kU Ak) -

To finish the proof of (30), we only need to show that
(32) P (A, i.0.) = 1.
Similarly to (28), we have

Ty 1
P sup  Qx(t) > fp(uw) | du ~ (1 —¢)plogy Ty
E RN A

Now from Lemma 7 it follows that
1 _ 1 4
P(Ag) > 1 exp (—(1 — 52)p10g2 Tk) —KS. "> gk_(l_g ),

for every k sufficiently large. Hence,
(33) D P (Ag) = o0
k=1

Applying Berman’s inequality, we get for ¢ < k

(34) P(ApAy) <P (Ap)P(Ar) + Qryes
17



where,

sk ok gt t
Que= >, > 2 T e
kit =
_ E kot t
0<i<Jk 0<ISLE |n|<NF \/1 r (s7 ,l’Ti,n’Sjyp’Tj,m)

07t o< <Lf |m|<N?

woxp [ (m(yl) — (m(yF) =) + (m(y}) — (m(yt))~>)?
201+ [rye e (851 7R 88 o 7)) :

00 "i,n 2 g,pr T gm

Foranyoging,OSngt,0§l§Lf,0§p§L§,andt<k,

yk y] jp_a —i—yzlqz (a +y]pq])>sk—Tt>Sk—Tk 1>2(Tk—Tk 1),
where the last inequality holds for k large enough since it is easy to see that
Si+1 — T
Skl ok 1, ask— oo.
Trr1 — Tk
Thus, sufficiently large k and every 0 < ¢t < k, and a generic constant K > 0, similarly to (19) we have,
kot Ao min(1,\)
Ogszungk |Ty,’f,y ( Si o T S4p> _]m)| <K(Tk7Tk 1) / < T
0<5<J¢

0<I<LY,0<p<Li
[n|<NF,|m|<N}

Therefore, for some generic constant K not depending on k£ and ¢ which may vary between lines, for
every t < k sufficiently large,

Qui <K S LFLINENY(T, — T 1) M2 exp (_(m( vh)? i( <J>>2>

A
0<i< Ty ( _6)
0<j<Jy

1 1
“N2(7k Tt \2 k1nositasy—P k) 1125 [t 1nosicasy—P  t) ti
< K(Ty, — Th—1) /(LJkLJt) E (ai log=@—oe) P g 16 (aflog2a=as) P af 16
0<i<Jg
0<j<J;
A 2
8

_8
< K(Th = Treo1) ™2 (log Th) ¥ (Tx) 3 (T3) 3
< KT, M3 < K exp(—Ak(1H/7)8),
with v > 0 a fixed constant. Hence we have,

(35) Z Q. < 0.

0<t<k<oo
Now (32) follows from (33)-(35) and the general form of the Borel-Cantelli lemma. O

Step 3. If p € (0, 1], then, for every e € (0, i),

(36) lim int 28 & (/1)

it = > —(142¢) as.

and

o GO
(37) hgr_l}ggf O —(1—-¢) as.,
Proof. Put

T, = exp(k:), Sy = T exp (*(1 + 2€)hp(Tk)/Tk) .
Proceeding the same as in the proof of (29), one can obtain that

. og (§(Tk)/Tk)
T 2

On the other hand it is clear that

—(1+42¢) as.

liminf —————= 1og( (/1) _ = liminf W
ANV NG
18



since
lim inf 71(% (L) Tiv11) =
k—o0 hp(Tk)/Tk
This proves (36).
Let
Ty = exp (W) . Sk =Thexp(—(1—&)hy(Th)/Tk) .

Noting that

Syt — Ty
2Lk 1 ask o 0,
Sk+1
along the same line as in the proof of (30), we also have
o og (& (Tk)/Tk)
liminf ——2—2— %20 < (1 —¢)  a.s.,
k— 00 hp(Tk)/Tk - ( )

which proves (37). O

6. APPENDIX

Proof of (14). Let g1(t) = g(v*t). Then it suffices to prove the claim in (14) for
1+ ¢ 4 |1 — t[2@e — 2t]2@
BPLEL L Lt Uiy

Note that g1(t) = g1(—t),t > 0, it is sufficient to prove the argument for ¢ > 0. We distinguish three
scenarios: 0 < ao < 1/2, oo =1/2 and 1/2 < aso < 1.
We first focus on oo = 1/2. If oo = 1/2, then

1—t 0<t<1
gl(t):{ 0 t>1

which implies that (14) holds for g1 (t).
Next we consider 0 < ao < 1/2. For 0 < ¢t < 1, the first derivative of g1
B1(t) = aso ((L+1)2* =71 — (1 —t)?*=t —2¢2="1) < 0.

Moreover, for ¢t > 1, by the convexity of t2¥e~!

gl(t) = Qo ((1 + t)QO‘“_l + (t o 1)2a°0—1 o 2t2a°°_1) S 0.

Additionally, direct calculation shows that lim;_, g1(¢) = 0. This means that for 0 < as < 1/2, g1(t) is
strictly decreasing over (0,1) and increasing over (1, 00) with g1(0) = 1, g1(1) < 0 and lim;_,« g1(¢) = 0.
This implies that for any 0 < 6 < 1,

sup g1 (t) < 1.
t>5

Thus (14) holds for g1 with 0 < as < 1/2.
Finally, we focus on 1/2 < as < 1. For 0 < t < 1, using the fact that s> =2 is strictly decreasing over
(0,00), we have

J1(0) = e (1 + 8221 — (1 — pam 1 _ gganc)
< oo ((1 + t)2a°°_1 _ (1 _ t)2aoo_1 - (2t)2a°°_1)

1+t 2t
= oo (20000 — 1) (/ §2o2(g — / 52a°°_2ds) <0.
1t 0

For t > 1, by the convexity of ¢2¥=~1,

G1(t) = ae (L + )% 4 (= 1)2*="1 —2¢%71) < 0.
Additionally, direct calculation shows that lim;_, g1(t) = 0. Thus we have that ¢, (¢) is strictly decreas-
ing over (0,00) with ¢1(0) = 1 and lim;_,~ g1(¢) = 0. Clearly, for any 0 < ¢ < 1,

supg1(t) < 1,
t>0

implying that (14) holds for 1/2 < as, < 1. This completes the proofs.
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