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EXCURSIONS OF STATIONARY GAUSSIAN PROCESSES
ABOVE HIGH MOVING BARRIERS!

By SiMEON M. BERMAN
New York University

Let X(¢) be a real stationary Gaussian process with covariance function
r(t); and let f(#), t = 0, be a nonnegative continuous function which van-
ishes only at ¢+ = 0. Under certain conditions on r(f) and f{¢), we find, for
fixed T > 0 and for 4 — oo (i) the asymptotic form of the probability that
X(t) exceeds u + f(¢) for some ¢ € [0, T}; and (ii) the conditional limiting
distribution of the time spent by X(¢) above u + f(¢), 0 < ¢ < T, given that
the time is positive.

0. Statement of the main result. Let X(7), t = 0, be a stationary Gaussian

process with mean 0, variance 1, continuous covariance .function r(f), and
continuous sample functions on every finite interval. For T > 0, let 1 — r() be
strictly positive on (0, T'], and regularly varying with exponent « for ¢ | 0:
1 — r(xt)
I — r(x)
for some @, 0 < @ < 2. Let f{7) be a continuous function on [0, T], strictly posi-
tive on (0, T'], and regularly varying at + = 0, and vanishing with exponent B,
B = a2, fort | 0:

=ta, fg(),

(0.1) lim, ,

(0.2) lim, o L& = 42, 120.
)

Let I, be the indicator of the event A4; then

(0.3) §r = V5 Iixr—sr>u1 48

represents the time spent by X(s) above the curve u + f{(s) on the interval [0, T].
For u > 0, let v be the largest solution of the equation

0.4) w[l —r(ljv)]=1,
and w the largest solution of
0.5) uf(1/w) =

under the conditions on r and f, these solutions exist for all sufficiently large
positive u. Put '

(0.6) G(u) = (2m)~te~
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366 SIMEON M. BERMAN

The main results are: If

0.7 — lim, , J()
(0.7) P lmuo(l ~ )
exists and is finite, then there exists a bounded concave non-decreasing function
F(x), x = 0, such that
(0.8) lim, ., P{maxp,, 1 (X(1) — f(1)) > u} _ F'(0),
(v/w)p(u)/u

and such that

(0.9) lim,_, P >x} _ F(%)
T Plvg, >0 F(0)

F is given explicitly in terms of @, 8 and p. (See (6.11) and (6.12).)

1. Discussion of the results. This is a continuation of the author’s work on
the amount of time spent by a stationary Gaussian process above a high level
[11, [2], [3], and by a Gaussian process with stationary increments [4]. The
present study is different from the others: the high level barrier u is replaced by
a moving barrier in the form of a function u + f(f), where u is large and f is
fixed. Previous work on the crossing of a moving barrier has been done by
Leadbetter [10], [11], Leadbetter and Cryer [12], Chover [5], and Fieger [8].
The only asymptotic result on the high moving barrier is a bound for the prob-
ability of crossing a linear barrier in the case of a stationary process with a finite
second spectral moment, obtained by Miroshin [13].

One of the features of this work is the use of a simple but very general integral
equation for the distribution of the occupation time of an arbitrary stochastic
process. While integral equations have been useful in studying occupation times
of Markov processes, or results are obtained for non-Markovian processes. The
integral equation method replaces the method of moments used in the previous
work: all the earlier results can be obtained by the method used here. One of
the important lemmas in [2] has an error so that this paper also serves to correct
that result.

In addition to the more powerful method used here, the conditions on the
covariance function are more general than those in [2]; they are comparable to
those in [15]. .

The condition given on f is that it have a unique minimum at ¢ = 0, where it
has the value 0. The theorem holds also in a modified form for any function f
with a unique minimum at some point in the interval from 0 to 7, and with a
minimum value not necessarily equal to 0. This modification is indicated in
Section 9.

Our result on the moving barrier is not a generalization of the previous one
for the fixed barrier, but is different: The moving barrier is likely to be crossed
just at the low point of the barrier, but the fixed barrier can be crossed at any
point. The two limiting distributions of the time spent above the barrier are
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different. Finally we remark that the case 0 < 8 < @/2 and other extensions
have been considered by the author, and will appear in a future publication.

2. An integral equation for the excursion distribution of an arbitrafy stochastic
process.

LemMA 2.1. Let X(t), 0 < t < T, be a measurable, separable stochastic process
with Borel sample functions; let b(t), 0 < t < T, be a fixed Borel function; and put

2.1) €= §ilix>si0 98 s 0<:<T.
Then for 0 < A < B:
2.2) §2P{6, > x}dx = \J P{A < &, < B, X(t) > b(t)} dt .
Proor. Let G(x) be a bounded, measurable function; then

E(§; G(X(s)) ds}™ = §5 -+ §0 E{G(X(s)) - - - G(X(sn))} sy - - - s,y
By the symmetry of the integrand, the latter integral may be written as

m 5 E{G(X(s,)) §im - - - §im G(X(s1) - -+ G(X($p-n))} sy - - - dSy s
which is identical with
m §§ E{G(X(1))(§; G(X(s)) ds)™~"} dt .

Now replace X(r) by X(t) — b(t), and let G(x) be the indicator function of the
positive real axis; then the relations displayed above imply that

(2.3) EE,™ = m 7 E(Liyh>p07§)™ 0 dE mz=2.

Now we get another expression for E£,™ by simple integration by parts:

EE,™ = m (¢ x™'P{&, > x}dx, mz=1;
hence, by substitution in (2.3), we obtain
(2.4) §o x"P{§, > x}dx = (¢ E(Ii 55070 dt mz=1.

The left-hand side of (2.4) is the mth moment of a bounded monotone function

on the positive axis whose derivative is

P{é, > x}, for 0<x<T

0, elsewhere.
The right-hand side of (2.4) is the mth moment of the distribution of /455, &,
mixed over ¢ with respect to the uniform Lebesgue measure on 0, T. It follows
from the uniqueness of the moment sequences that the distributions coincide on
the positive axis:

(2'5) Sf P{ST > x} dx = Sg P{A < I[X(t)>b(t>]§t é B} dt ’ 0 < A < B.

This is equivalent to (2.2) because the indicator assumes only the values 0 and
1. The proof is complete.
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When X is stationary the integrand on the rlght -hand side of (2.2) may be
transformed by means of the equation

(2.6)  P{A< & < B, X() > b))
= P{4 < {§ Iix>s00-01d5 = B, X(0) > b(t)}
The proof is as follows: The left-hand side of (2.6) is, by definition,

PlA < §olxwssends = B, X(1) > b(0)} -

Since the process is invariant under time shifts and time reversals, we may re-
place the time index s in the process by r — s, and then change the variable of
integration from s to  — s; this yields the right-hand side of (2.6).

3. Functions of regular variation. We recall some of the properties of functions
of regular variation. Let g(¢), t = 0, be a continuous function of regular vari-
ation with exponent a (that is, g = 1 — r in (0.1)). By Karamata’s theorem [9]
there exist functions a(y) and ¢(y) = 0 such that

lim, ,¢(x) = ¢, 0 < ¢ < )
lim, a(x) = a,

and such that for all sufficiently small r—for example, 0 < r < 1—the function
9(?) has the form

_ _ (1 a(y)
(3.1) g(t)_c(t)exp< gt__y._dy>.

From this representation we deduce an important estimate:
LemMMA 3.1. For every h, 0 < h < a, there exists T > O such that
(3.2) 3t exp{—hllog 1|} < g(x1)/g(x) < 2t exp{hllog ¢|}
forall x and t such that 0 < xt < T,0< x < T.
Proor. Pick T so small that
F<cnje) <2, ax) — ol <h,

for the indicated values of x and ¢; then write the integrand in the exponent in
(3.1) as
a(y) —« + i .
y Y
We deduce several more properties of such functions.

LEMMA 3.2. The convergence of g(xt)/g(x) to t* is uniform on every closed bounded
interval.

Proof. This is known for intervals bounded away from 0 [15]; here we extend
it to intervals [0, T]. Without loss of generality suppose that 0 < T < 1. For
every ¢ > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that g(xt)/g(x) < ¢/2 (apply (3.2) with b =
aj2) and t* < ¢f2, forall 0 <r<d,and all 0 < xr < T,0 < x < T. Hence,



EXCURSIONS OF GAUSSIAN PROCESSES 369

for such x and ¢ we have |g(xt)/g(x) — t%| < e. Since ¢ is arbitrary, the uniformity
of the convergence for all 0 < ¢ < T now follows from the known result about
the uniform convergence for the interval [4, T].

Now we consider the relation between the variations of 1 — r(r) and f{r), and
the relative order of v and w, which are defined by equations (0.4) and (0.5).
Since 1 — r and f tend to O at the origin, v and w tend to oo as u does.

LeMMA 3.3. Let p be the limit in (0.7); then
(3.3) lim,_, (wv) =p"t =gq.
In particular, if 8 > a2, this holds with p = q = 0.
Proor. By the definitions of p, v and w, we have
F([v) ~ p(1 — r(1[v))} = pf(1/w) .
From this relation and the representation (3.1) for f, it follows that
lim,_, log (w/v) = (1/B)logp, if p>0,
= —co, if p=0.
LeMMA 3.4. For every h > 0:
lim,_, (v*~*/u?) = lim,_., (Wf="ju) = 0.

Proor. This is a direct consequence of the definitions of ¥ and w and of the
representation (3.1).

4. A weak convergence theorem and an inequality for the distribution of the maxi-
mum. In this section we present certain preliminary results on Gaussian pro-
cesses which will be used in the proofs of our main theorems. Let X(), t > 0, be
a stationary Gaussian process satisfying the conditions leading to and including
(0.1). For u > 0 and arbitrary z form the process

4.1) X, (1) = u[X(¢[v) — u] — W[r(t/v) — 1] — zr(t/v),

conditioned by X, (0) = 0. (The finite dimensional distributions of the con-
ditioned process are obtained from those of the original process (4.1) by replacing
the joint Gaussian distributions by the cpnditional Gaussian distributions, given
X,(0).) This process naturally arises in the analysis of the excursions of X above
u [2]. By elementary computations, we find the conditional first and second
order moments:

(4.2) E{X,(1)] X.(0) = 0} = 0,
Var {Xu(t) - Xu(s) | Xu(O) = 0}

= 2u2|:1 — r<t ; s>] — wr(sfv) — r(t/v)]*.

Let U(t), t = 0, be a Gaussian process with stationary increments and with the
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specific moment functions
E(U@m) =0,  EUQ) =0, EUE@ — Us) =2t — s,
where a is the exponent of variation of 1 — r.

LEMMA 4.1. Let J be a closed finite subinterval of the nonnegative t-axis. Then
the process X, (1), t € J, conditioned by X, (0) = 0, converges for u — oo weakly over
C(J) to the process U(t), te J.

Proof. The proof of the convergence in distribution of the conditioned pro-
cess is exactly the same as in [2]. There the weak compactness of the family of
distributions was proved under the additional assumption that 1 — r(r) ~ g(2)*,
where g(¢) is slowly varying and increasing. The proof of weak compactness
under our more general assumption (0.1) is the same as the earlier one except
for one point: we need a suitable bound on the conditional variance in (4.2).
Such a bound is furnished by Lemma 3.1:

Var {X,(1) — X,(5)| X,(0) = 0} < 2”2[1 B r<t B s)]

)
0

< 4|t — s|*exp{h|log |t — s}, O<h<a.

Now the higher central moments of a normally distributed random variable are
multiples of powers of the standard deviation; hence,

E{(X,(1) — Xu(5)™ | Xu(0) = 0}
< K, |t — s|mexp{mh|log |t — s||}, .s,ted,m=1.

Weak compactness of the family of measures now follows by the well-known
moment criterion [14]; we take m so large that m(a — k) > 1.
Several other forms of Lemma 4.1 follow from it:

COROLLARY 4.1. The process u[ X(t/v)—u], t € J, conditioned by u[ X(0) —u] = z,
converges weakly to U(t) — t* + z. Similarly the conditioned process u[ X(1[v) — u] —
uf(t/w) converges weakly to U(t) — t* — t* + z.

ProoF. Write u[X(¢/v) — u] as X, (1) + w’[r(t/v) — 1] + zr(t/v). The condition
u[X(0) — u] = z is equivalent to X,(0) =0. Now wfr(t/v) — 1] — —* and
uf(t/w) — t* uniformly on J (Lemma 3.2), and zr(1/v) — z uniformly on J. It
follows from the linearity of weak convergence over C that the conditioned
processes X, (1) + w’[r(t/v) — 1] + zr(t/v) and X, (1) + w’[r(t[v) — 1] + zr(t/v) —
uf(t/w) converge weakly to the indicated limiting processes.

Lemma 4.1 and its corollary are used to estimate the distribution of the time
spent above a high barrier and the probability that the process crosses the barrier.
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The latter probability is small if u is large; however the conditional probability
given X(0) = u 4 z/u has a limit for fixed z. We express the unconditional
probability as the integral of the conditional probability, apply Lemma 4.1, and
then pass to the limit.

As a preliminary to the proof of the following theorem, we recall the symbol
é(u) in (0.6), and note the simple identity

(4.3) P(u + zju) = P(u)e~ e,

THEOREM 4.1. For given z, let P, be the measure on the function space C(J)
induced by the Gaussian process U(t) + z,t e J. Let V(f), fe C(J), be a functional
which is continuous at all points of C(J) except for those in a set of P,-measure 0,
forall —oco < z < co. Then for —co < ¢ < d < oo

. 1
(4.4) lim,_,,, P{V(u[X(t[v) — u]) < x, ¢ < u[X(0) — u] < d}
P(u)/u
= ¢ P{V(U(t) — t* 4 z) < x}e~* dz,
for all x in the continuity set of the latter function. If ¢ = —oo then the relation

(4.4) holds if
P{V(u[X(t[v) — u]) £ x|u[X(0) — u] = z}e~*

is uniformly (in u) dominated over the negative axis by an integrable function of z.

Proor. Write the joint probability on the left-hand side of (4.4) as the integral
of the conditional probability given u[ X(0) — u] = z, and then divide by ¢(u)/u:

§EP{V(u[X(t]v) — u]) < x| X(0) = u + z/u}p(u + z/u) dzJu
P(u)/u
Apply (4.3) and let ¥ — oo; then, by Corollary 4.1 and dominated convergence,

the expression above converges to the limit in (4.4).
We shall use Theorem 4.1 for the particular functionals

max; f  and V(f) = Salisy>a1 95 for fixed x.

The first of these is continuous in the uniform topology, but the second is not;
however, in our applications the points of discontinuity of ¥ will form a set of
measure 0:

LEmMMA 4.2. Let Y(t), t € J, be a Gaussian process with continuous sample func-
tions and such that the set
{t: Var Y(¢1) = 0,1 J}

is of Lebesgue measure 0. Then the points of discontinuity of V(f), f e C(J), form
a set of measure O under the probability measure induced by the process Y.

Proor. It follows from the hypothesis that the measure on the line
m(A) = {5 P{Y(t) e A}dt, A = Lebesgue measurable set,

is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure. For arbitrary ¢ > 0,
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let G(y) be a continuous distribution function such that
G(y)=0, for y<x
=1, for y=x+4¢;
and let H(y) be a continuous distribution function such that
H(y) =0, for y<x—e¢
=1, for y=x;
then
§, GU) dr < V() < §, H(f() dr fed.

The extreme members of this inequality are continuous functionals on C(J);
furthermore,

E|y, HOY() dr — §, GY(D) di| < §, P{|Y(r) — x| < e} d .

By the absolute continuity of the measure m(A), the latter integral tends to 0
with e. Donsker’s criterion [6] now implies that } is continuous almost every-
where.

Now we derive a bound on the probability that X(0) is below a certain level,
but the maximum on an interval to the right of the origin is above another
level. It is based on Fernique’s inequality [7]. This inequality states that if Y(r),
teJ, is a Gaussian process with mean 0, and if the second moment of Y(r) is
bounded on J, and if there is a continuous, monotonically non-decreasing func-
tion ¢ such that E(Y(r) — Y(s))* < ¢*(|t — 5|), and §{° ¢(e~*") dx < oo, then there
exist positive constants K, L, and M such that

4.5) Plmax, Y > u} < K§3, ¢(x) dx, for u>=M.
By the well-known inequality for the tail of the normal distribution,
(4.6) §o d(x)dx < d(u)fu, for u >0,

it follows that the right-hand side of the inequality (4.5) is at most

4.7) Ko(u/L) for u> M.
u/L

It follows from the form of the moments in (4.2) and from the estimates of the

variance in the proof of Lemma 4.1 that the conditioned process X, () satisfies

Fernique’s inequality. Now we prove a more special form of the inequality for

the process X, (7).

LEMMA 4.3. Given an arbitrary closed bounded interval J on the nonnegative axis,
there exist positive numbers K, L, and M such that for all sufficiently large u, the
following inequality holds for all x and y satisfying x > y + M, x = M:

(4.8) P{max, .y X(t/v) > u + x/u, X(0) < u + y/u}
= K(p)fu)e™ 4§y $(2) d2) -
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ProoF. Write the joint probability in (4.8) as the integral of the conditional
probability, and use the notation of (4.1):

4.9) §. P{max, . [X, () 4+ w’[r(t/v) — 1] + zr(t/v)] > x
| X,(0) = 0)g(u + 2/u) dzju.
Let u (and v) be so large that
(4.10) P <1, for telJ;
then, by (4.3), the expression (4.9) is not more than

2x — z
2

@11 20 ¢ p {maxJ X,(0) > X,(0) = o} et dz
Uu

+ %ﬂ §8 P{maxy {X,(r) 4 zr(1/v)} > x| X,(0) = O}e~* dz .

By changing the variable of integration in the first term in (4.11) from z to
z — 2x, we see that it is dominated by

PH) g2 §=_ P{maxy X,(1) > —4z| X.(0) = O)e~* dz .
Uu

Now apply the inequality (4.5) to the conditioned process X, for large negative
z; then, by the estimate (4.7), the integral above is finite. This accounts for the
first part of the right-hand side of (4.8).

The second term in (4.11) has the same sign as y. If y is negative, it may be
discarded, and the inequality (4.8) certainly holds. If y is positive, then the
second term in (4.11) is at most equal to

fi_”)_ Pl{max; X, () > x — y| X,(0) = 0},

which, by (4.5) and (4.7), yields the second part of the bound (4.8).

5. Preliminary estimate of the probability of crossing the barrier. In this section
we establish the order of magnitude of the probability that X(f) exceeds the
barrier u + f(f) for some 0 < ¢ < T and large u:

THEOREM 5.1. For any T > O:

lim sup, .. P{maxq,, , [X(7) — f(1)] > u} < oo,
(v/w)p(u)/u
(Later we show that the ratio above actually approaches a limit.)

The proof is accomplished in a series of lemmas. The main idea of the proof
is that if X crosses the barrier u + f at some point in the interval, then the
crossing is likely to take place near the beginning of the interval, where the
movable part of the barrier, the function f{(r), has not yet grown too large. The
probability of crossing over this small interval is then estimated by means of
the limit result of Theorem 4.1, with ¥ as the maximum functional.
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First we show that the maximum over a fixed interval is asymptotically
equivalent to the maximum over a fixed subinterval of arbitrarily small length.

LemMma 5.1. Foranyd, 0 <d < T:

lim, _ FimaXy,r [X() — D] >u} _ .
’ (v/w)g(u)/u
Proor. Since f(f) = 0 only for r = 0, f is bounded away from 0 on [d, T];
hence, it suffices to prove that for every interval J and every ¢ > 0,

P{max; X(1) > u +¢}
(v/w)p(u)/u
The interval J is divisible into approximately v intervals of equal length; hence,

by Boole’s inequality and the stationarity of the process X, the ratio displayed
above is not more than

lim

% —00

wP{max, .y X(t/v) > u + ¢}
P(u)/u

For arbitrary M > 1, write this as
.1y PPmArL X(o) > u e X(O) > u + (Mlogw)i)
$(u)u
wP{max,., X(t/v) > u + ¢, X(0) < u + (M log w)ju}
P(u)/u

+

The first term in (5.1) is at most

wP{X(0) > u + (M log w)/u}
$(u)/u ’
which, by (4.6) and (4.3), is at most w'~", which tends to 0 as u — oo.
By Lemma 3.4, ue — M log w — oo with u; thus by Lemma 4.3, the second
term in (5.1) is dominated by

Kw(e—2eu + Sc(x;ts—M log w)/L ¢(Z) dZ) - 0 *

In the next lemma we show that maximum of X — f over an interval of fixed
length is asymptotically equivalent to the maximum over an initial segment of
the interval of length of order 1/w. As part of the proof we need this estimate:
If X has a standard normal distribution, then, for every M > 1 and every posi-
tive integer k:

(5:2) T PLX >+ (M1og jjuy = P 3, o

This follows from (4.6) and (4.3).
LEmMMA 5.2. Forevery T > 0:

lim,_,, lim sup P{maxp,,,r1 (X(1) — f(#)) > u} _ 0.
o b (v w)p(u)]u
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Proor. By virtue of Lemma 5.1, we may assume that T is arbitrarily small
—for example, so small that (by Lemma 3.1)

(5.3) Ftw)|f(1w) = 1 exp{—hllog 1]}, for 0<1<T,0<t<wT,

where 0 < & < 8. Cut the interval [D/w, T] into approximately Tw — D inter-
vals of length 1/w. By Boole’s inequality and the stationarity of X we have

P{max; ., (X(1) — f(1)) > u}
S Xipsicrs P{Maxp, ) X(1) > 4 + ming; ;.0 f1/W)} -
By (5.3) and (0.5) the sum above is at most
(5-4) Lpsicrw P{MaXp ) X(1) > u + jP74[2u} .
In estimating (5.4) there are two cases to consider: p > 0 and p = 0 in (0.7).
Case p > 0. Let &; be the event

maxpo,,) X() > u + =" [2u

and Z; the event
X(0) = u+ (Mlog j)u.

From the elementary inequality
;P& = 5 P& 0 D) + 5,1 = P(Zy) s
and the estimate (5.2), it follows that the sum (5.4) is at most

(5-3)  Zpsicrw P{mMaXg,y, X(1) > u + j*7*/2u, X(0) =< u + (M log j)/u}
+ ($W)/u) Ziznj™ -

Divide each term in (5.5) by (v/w)¢(u)/u, and let u — co. By Lemma 3.3 w is
of the same order as v; we may apply Lemma 4.3 to the probabilities in (5.5)
with x = }j?~* and y = Mlog j. Then the first sum in (5.5), after division by
(v/w)d(u)/u, is at most

K3z {e_jﬁ_h + §Ge-h_a 10g 5yyar $(2) d2}

which tends to 0 as D — co. Upon division by (v/w)¢(u)/u, the second term in
(5.5) converges to

9 2isp ]
which tends to 0 as D — co.

Case p = 0. By Lemma 3.3, v/w tends to co. For large u, the interval from
0to 1/w may be broken up into approximately v/w intervals of equal length 1/v.
By Boole’s inequality and the stationarity of X, the sum (5.4) is dominated by

(v/w) X psi<ro P{maxy ) X(2) > u + jF=4/2u} .

When divided by (v/w)¢(u)/u it becomes the same as the sum considered above
in the case p > 0; the proof is completed as in that case.
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Finally we estimate the tail of the distribution of max X — f over an interval
of length of order 1/w:

LEMMA 5.3. For every D > 0:

lim sup, _,., P{maxio, /w1 (X(1) — f(2)) > u} < oo
(v/w)p(u)/u
PrROOF. Case p > 0. By Lemma 3.3 we may replace w by v; thus it suffices
to show that

P{max, 5 (X(1/v) — f(1/v)) > u}

$(u)fu
is bounded for u — co. Worite this as
1 p{maxg, ,, (W[ X(t/) — u] — uf(t/v)) > 0, — o0 < u[X(0) — u] < oo} ;
d(u)ju

then the latter converges to
§ 2. P{maxg, 5, [U(r) — 1 — (¢1)" + y] > Ole~ dy.
This follows from Theorem 4.1 and from the reasoning used in the proof of

Corollary 4.1; the hypothesis of the theorem for the case ¢ = — oo is fulfilled
by virtue of Fernique’s inequality (4.5) and the estimate (4.7).

Case p = 0. As in the proof of Lemma 5.2 we break the interval [0, D/w]
into approximately Dv/w subintervals of length 1/v; then, by Boole’s inequality
and the stationarity of X, we obtain

(5.6)  P{maxq p. [X(1) — f(1)] > u}
= Dosi<pow P{MaX,cpo1) X(2/V) > # 4 min, g 40 f1/0)} -

Let N be an arbitrary fixed positive integer. If u is sufficiently large, then
Dv/w exceeds some multiple of N. Suppose for simplicity, that it is equal to a
multiple of N; then the sum in (5.6) is at most

Dv/|w

N Tisesy P(Max,c o 13 X(8/v) > u + miny (g1 p/w k0w f(E/W)} -

Divide this by (v/w)¢é(u)/u, and let u — co: By Theorem 4.1 and the uniform
convergence of uf(t/w) to ¢ (Lemma 3.2), the expression above converges to

N o a (k - l)D ? -y
(57)  (DIN) T §7 P {max, o [U0) — 1 4y > | E=22 flevay.
(The same argument holds for all large Dv/w—even when it is not a multiple of
N.) The average (5.7) is a Riemann sum which approximates the integral
§0 §=. P{max, o, U(s) — s* + y > t}evdydt.

The latter integral is finite; this follows by application of Fernique’s inequality
(4.5) to the process U.
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Theorem 5.1 is a direct consequence of Lemmas 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3: By Boole’s
inequality the tail of the distribution of the maximum over [0, 7] is dominated
by those over the three subintervals [0, D/w], [D/w, d], and [d, T], }espectively.

6. A limit theorem for £,. Now we study the asymptotic form of the distri-
bution of the random variable v¢, for # — oo, where £, is defined by (0.3) as
the time spent by the process above the barrier u + f(r). We apply Lemma 2.1
with b(f) = u + f{t); then, by a change of variable of integration, we get

§% P{vé, > x}dx = v §] P{A < v§, < B, X(t) > u + f(£)} dt.
Divide both members by (v/w)@(u)/u:
6 g P{vér > x}dx o P{A < v, < B, X(t) > u + f(1)} dt
6.1) (5121~ 170 — () .
(v/w)p(u)/u P(u)/u
We let # — oo on both sides of this equation. The right-hand side will be shown

to converge to F(B) — F(A), where F is bounded and monotonic. Then we pass
to the limit under the integral sign on the left-hand side of (6.1) to obtain

§2 lim, ., P08 > X} g mopy R4y
(v/w)g(u)/u
From this we shall conclude that the limit of the integrand exists and is equal to
F'(x) almost everywhere.
First we transform the right-hand side of (6.1). By the relation (2.6) the
probability in the integrand is equal to

P{A < 0 §i Ty ysussi-o,xo>us s 45 < B}

Insert this in the integrand on the right-hand side of (6.1), change the variable
of integration from s to vs, and then the other variable of integration from ¢ to
wt; then the right-hand side of (6.1) becomes

(62) sg‘w P{A < S{t)v/w I[X(s/v)>u+f(t/w—a/v),X(0)>u+f(t/v)] ds é B} dt .
P(u)/u
Our task is to show that the expression (6.2) converges for u — co.
We need the following simple estimate of the double tail of the bivariate nor-
mal distribution:

LEMMA 6.1. Let X and Y have a joint normal distribution, and let ¢ be an arbitrary
positive number. Then for every x = 0 and every y,

PLX > x, ¥ > y} < exp{—cx 4 §¢* Var (X| Y)}E[e" Ty, )
Proo¥. If X is a normally distributed random variable, then (cf. [2])
P{X > x} < exp{—cx + cEX + }¢* Var (X)}, for x=0.

Write P{X > x, Y > y} as
E{liy, P{X > x|Y}},
and apply the inequality to the conditional probability that X > x.
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Our plan in estimating (6.2) is to pass to the limit under the sign of integration;
so now we show that the integrand is uniformly dominated by an integrable
function.

LEMMA 6.2. There exist positive numbers a, b, and ¢ such that the integrand in
(6.2) is uniformly in large t dominated by c - exp(— bt*) for all sufficiently large u.

ProoF. By the Chebyshev inequality and the nonnegativity of f, the integrand
is at most

tv/w
E{§5" Iixa/oy>u, x>t st/ 45} 5

A¢(u)/"

which, by Fubini’s theorem, is

(6.3)

A¢( i 5o/ Plu[ X(s/v) — u] > 0, u[ X(0) — u] > uf(t/w)}ds.

Now apply Lemma 6.1, with 0 < ¢ < 1, x = 0, and y = uf(t/w), and note that
by (4.2)
E{u[X(s[v) — u]|u[X(0) — u] = 2} = w[r(s/v) — 1] + zr(s/v) ,
Var {u[ X(s/v) — u]|u[X(0) — u] = z} = w[1 — r¥(s/v)];
then (6.3) is at most

1
Ag(u)/u

tv/w exp{éczu“’[l — rz(s/v)]}

X S/ eXpler?[r(s/v) — 1] + czr(s/v)}p(u + z[u)dz ds .
By the relation (4.3), the nonnegativity of zand of 1 — r, and the nonnegativity
of r(1/w) for large w, the expression displayed above is at most

1

m wiw exp{—c(l — c)u?[1 — r(s/v)] — (1 — c)uf(t/w)} ds .

By Lemma 3.1 this is uniformly dominated, for all sufficiently large u by

1 —hllo o ap—hllogs
(6.4) mexp{—%(l — c)tfe~tlostl (o exp{—Lc(1 — c)sehlossl} ds .
The first exponential factor is at most exp( (1 — ¢)*~*) for t+ = 1; and the
integral converges.
By Lemma 6.2 we may take the limit under the integral sign in (6.2); there-

fore, it suffices to determine the limit of
(6.5) P4 Y, £ B}
p(u)/u

where
— (tv/
Yt - SO'] v I[X(s/v)>u+f(t/w—8/v),X(0)>u+f(t/w)] dS *

If tv/w remains bounded, as in the case p > 0, then we can find the limit of
(6.5) by means of the weak convergence theorems of Section 4; however, this is
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not directly possible when v/w — oo, as when p = 0. For this reason we intro-
duce a convergence factor in the integral Y, which puts the welght of the integral
on a bounded set (cf. [3]). For arbitrary 2 > 0, define

Yt,] = Sct'v/w e_hI[X(s/v)>u+f(t/w—s/v),X(0)>u+f(t/w)] ds *
We shall show that if 2 is small then Y, ; may be substituted for Y, in (6.5) with
only a small alteration of the limit:
LEMMA 6.3. The ratio
E\Y, — Y, ;|
P(u)/u

tends to O with 2 uniformly in t = 0 and all sufficiently large u.

(6.6)

Proor. By the definitions of Y, and Y, ;, the ratio (6.6) is equal to

o (1= €7) t s w
b/ PO P{X(S/v)>u+f<7 7>,X(0)>u_|_f(t/ )}ds,

which is dominated by

oo =€) prxisv)y > u, X(0) > u + f(tjw)} ds .
P(u)/u
This is proportional to the expression (6.3), except for a factor 1 — e=* in the
integrand. By the same reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, the latter inte-
gral is at most equal to 4 times the expression (6.4), with the alteration of the
integral by a factor 1 — e~*. The integral tends to 0 monotonically with 2; and
the convergence can be shown to be uniform in ¢t > 0.

LEMMA 6.4. For arbitrary 2 > 0, the ratio
PlA<LY,; < B}

€ H)

converges to

(6.8) §o8 P{A < S e Ly _sat_qnb>_yn 45 < Ble v dy for p >0,
and to

(6.9) e §e P{A < ¢ e iy _sas_jyds < Blevdy,  for p=0.

ProoF. By the definition of Y, ,, the ratio (6.7) is equal to

1
6.10
©19 S

¢ -2
P{A < (fv e it xs/m1—ul=afitjo—sm>0] 45 = B,

u[X(0) — u] > uf(t/w)} .

Case p > 0. By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3,

(= 2o
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uniformly in s-values satisfying 0 < s < tv/w, and

uf(t/w) — t#;
therefore, by Theorem 4.1 (with ¢ = #* and d = o) the expressiori (6.10) con-
verges to (6.8).

Case p = 0. By Lemma 3.3 the upper limit of integration, tv/w, in the excur-
sion integral in (6.10) tends to co. For arbitrary R > 0, express the integral as
the sum of an integral over the domain [0, R], and an integral over [R, rv/w].
The second integral is at most e~?#/2; hence, for large R, it hardly affects the
limit of (6.10). The first integral, over the domain [0, R], behaves in the same
way as the integral in the case p > 0, except that

t s
uf ([ — — — .
(=)
We find the limit of (6.10) with R in place of rv/w:
§o2 P{A < §§ e "Iy _sasp>_nds < Ble v dy .

Then we let R — oo, and change the variable of integration from y to y — #,

to get (6.9).
For x > 0, define F(x) as
(6'11) §o % P{O < Sctb/q Tiysy—sa—(t—g01B> -y ds < x}e~vdydt,
for p >0 (and B = a/2),
and as
(6.12) e dr. {7 PO < §7 Tiyey—sas_p ds < x}e v dy, for p=0.

LEMMA 6.5. The integral (6.2) converges to F(B) — F(A).

Proor. According to the remarks following Lemma 6.2, it suffices to evaluate
the limit of (6.5) and then integrate over t. By Lemma 6.3 we may first find the
corresponding limit for Y, ,, and then let 2 — 0. According to Lemma 6.4, we
get this limit by setting 2 = 0 in (6.8) and (6.9), and then obtain F(B) — F(A4)
by integration over ¢.

Here is the main result of this section:

THEOREM 6.1. Let F'(x) be the derivative of the monotone function F(x), defined
by (6.11) and (6.12); F' is defined almost everywhere. Then

m, ., 2> iy
(v/w)p(u)/u
for almost all x > 0.
Proor. By (6.1) and Lemma 6.5:

. s P[vér > X} _
6.13 lim, . (& P82 > %} gy — F(B) — F(4),
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forall 0 < 4 < B. The integrand in (6.13) is uniformly (in #) bounded in x on
[4, o), for every 4 > 0. To prove this, note that the integrand cannot but
increase when x is replaced by A4, and then apply Chebyshev’s inequality: the
integrand is at most

WEE o o PIXGW) > u S}
Ag(u)/u P(u)/u
X(s/w) has the standard normal distribution; hence, by (4.6) and (4.3), the inte-
gral above is dominated by

§o* exp(—uf(s/w)) ds .
This converges to {7 exp(—s") ds; the proof is based on the inequality in Lemma
3.1 and the fact that f{7) is bounded away from O when ¢ is.
We have just shown that the integrand in (6.13) is uniformly bounded. It is
also monotonically non-increasing. Therefore, it has a weak limit W(x) over
some sequence of u-values. It follows from (6.13) by bounded convergence that

(6.14) {2 W(x) dx = F(B) — F(A);

hence, W(x) = F'(x) for almost all x > 0. F’ appears as the unique weak limit
of the integrand in (6.13); therefore, the integrand necessarily converges over
every sequence of u-values to the same limit W(x).

As the indefinite integral of a non-increasing function, F(x) is necessarily
concave.

7. Properties of the function F.
LeMMA 7.1. F is of positive variation on the positive axis.
Proor. It follows from the definition of F(x) that
(7.1) F(0+)=10; .
hence, it suffices to prove that F(co) > 0.
Case p > 0. Here F(c0) is equal to
(7.2) §5 §53 PUSY Tiprsa—ii—quis—y ds > O dy dr .

We shall show that this is positive by assuming the contrary and deducing a
contradiction. If the integral (7.2) is equal to 0, then so is the integrand, almost

everywhere:
P{Sél" I[U(c)—a“—(t—qs)ﬁ>—y] dS > 0} = 0

for almost all y and ¢ such that 0 < ## < y < oo. This implies that
P{max, .,y U(s) — s* — (t — gs)f < —y} =1
for all such y and #; in particular, letting y — oo, we find that
P{max, i 0 U(s) — s — (t — g5)f = —o0} = 1.

But this cannot be true because U(0) = 0, almost surely.



382 SIMEON M. BERMAN

Case p = 0. Here F(oco0) is
§5 e dt - §7 P(§3 Iipw—sas—y ds > Ole™" dy ;
the proof of positivity is the same as in the previous case.

Next we show that F has a positive (finite or infinite) right-handed derivative
at the origin; later, it will be shown to be finite.

LeEMMA 7.2. The limit
F'(0) = lim, , F(h)/h

exists and is greater than Q.

Proor. By (6.14):
F()[h = (1/h) §& W(x) dx .
Since W(x) is non-increasing, the limit F’(0) of the expression above exists for
h — 0, and satisfies F'(0) = W(x), for all x > 0. If F'(0) = 0, then W(x) =0
for all x > 0, and so, by (6.14), F(x) = 0 for all x > 0. But this would contra-
dict the fact that F has positive variation.

8. An exact asymptotic formula for the probability of crossing the barrier. The
convergence in Theorem 6.1 holds for almost all x > 0. We want to extend
this to hold at x = 0:

(v[w)g(u)/u
Since the sample functions of the process are continuous, the probability in the
numerator above is P{maxi, ,, X(#) — f(f) > u}. Then the limit relation above
would imply
P{maxq, oy X(1) — f(t) > u} ~ F(O)(v/w)p(u)u u— oo,

Theorem 5.1 would then imply that F’(0) < co. These results are established in
the following theorem:

THEOREM 8.1

. P{maxgy, ., X(t) — f(t) > u} _ o,
8.1 lim [0,7] = F'(0 o .
¢ - (vlm)eG) o<
Proor. First we show that
(8.2) F(0) < liminf, ., P{max, ,, X(r) — f(1) > u}
B ‘ (v/w)g(u)/u

If X(f) — f(¢) spends positive time above u, then its maximum certainly exceeds
u: for any x > 0,

P{vé, > x} < P{maxg, 5 X(1) — f(1) > u}.
Average this inequality over x from 4 > 0 to B, and then divide by (v/w)¢(u)/u:

U (o P0Er > X}y P{maXip X() — f(7) > u}
B — A" (vwp@fu (v/w)g(u)/u
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Pass to the limit and apply (6.13):

F(B) — F(A) _ \im inf  PAMaXg,ry X(0) — f(1) > u}
B—4 o (v/w)g(u)/u
Let A — 0 and then B — 0; this proves (8.2). From this and Theorem 5.1 we
also infer that F’(0) < oo.

Now we establish the reverse inequality corresponding to (8.2), with lim sup
in place of lim inf. The proof of this part is much more complicated. The main
idea is the converse of that used in the first part: if the process spends very little
time above the barrier, then the process is hardly likely to go too far over the
barrier. For arbitrary x > 0, we decompose the event {max, ,; X(f) — f(t) > u}
into its intersections with {v&, > x} and v, < x}, and then apply the argument
following (8.2):

P{max, y X(1) — f(1) > u}
= P{v€,; > x} + P{max, »; X(1) — f(1) > u, v§, < x} .

Average this relation over [4, B], and note that the second term on the right-
hand side is non-decreasing in x:

P{maxq, ») X(r) — f(r) > u}

< 5 1 y {2 P{vE, > x}dx + P{max, ., X(t) — f(t) > u, v, < B}.

Divide both sides of this inequality by (v/w)@(u)/u, and let u — oo:
P{max, y X(1) — (1) > u}
(v[w)d(u)]u
< FB) = FA) | i sy PUmaXp) X() — f() >, 06, < B)
- B4 ‘ (v/w)g(u)/u
Then let A — 0 and then B — O:
P{max,, ,, X(1) — f(r) > u}
(v/w)g(u)/u

< F'(0) + lim,_, limsup, .,

lim sup, ..,

(8.3) lim sup, _,.,

P{max[O,T] X(t) _f(t) > u, ’UET = B} .
, (v/w)p()/u
Then (8.1) will follow from (8.2) and (8.3) as soon as we prove

P{max,, ) X(1) — f(t) > u, v&, < B} _
(v/w)p(u)/u
According to Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 we may replace the interval [0, T] in (8.4)
by an interval [0, T/w], where T is large but fixed. Therefore, it suffices to re-
place the ratio in (8.4) by

(8.5) P{maxq, /.1 X(1) — f(t) > u, v&,,, < B}
’ (v/w)(u)/u ‘

(8.4) lim,_,lim sup, ..,
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We shall show that this converges to 0 if we take the limit over u — oo and
then B — 0.

Case p = 0. By Lemma 3.3, we may replace w by gv in (8.5); the ratio may
be written as

(8.6) P{max, ¢, z/q1 X(1/V) — f(1[9) > #, §77* Lixyor-riarmr>1 95 < B}
(1/g9)p(u)/u

Now condition by X(0) = u + z/u. The conditioned process u[X(#/v) — u] —
uf(t/v) converges weakly to U(f) — t* — (qt)? + z (Corollary 4.1). It follows
that the conditional joint distribution of the two functionals in (8.6), the maxi-
mum functional and the occupation time functional, converges to the joint
distribution under the limiting process, indeed, the maximum functional is con-
tinuous in the uniform topology, and the occupation time functional is continu-
ous almost everywhere under the limiting probability measure (Lemma 4.2). It
follows, as in Theorem 4.1, that the ratio (8.6) converges to

(8.7) g2 P{max, g/ U(1) — 1 — (91" > —2,
Sg‘/q I[U(s)—s“—(qx)ﬂ>—z] dS é B}e—z dZ .

(The special hypothesis of the theorem for the case ¢ = — oo is fulfilled by virtue
of Fernique’s inequality (4.5) and the estimates (4.6) and (4.7); the reasoning is
similar to that for the case p > 0 in the proof of Lemma 5.3.)

Now let B — 0 in the integral (8.7): it tends to 0; indeed, the limit of the
probability in the integrand is the probability that U(r) — r* — (g7)? exceeds —z
at some point on [0, 7/q] but spends no time above —z; and the latter probability
is equal to 0 because the sample function is continuous.

Case p = 0. We estimate (8.5) by the method of proof of Lemma 5.3: as in

that proof, the ratio (8.5) is dominated by
1 .
(i Zrsi<rere PIMaXects jon X([V) > e 4 it 100 f0[0),

j+1
S; I[X(n/v)>u+maxts[j,j.;.l]f(t/v)]ds é B} .

By stationarity, this is equal to
1 .
W 2iosi<row P{MaXog, o X(2/V) > u + min, ;5. f(2/V),
S(l) I[X(a/v)>u+max tels,7+11f(¢/0)] ds é B} 5

the latter converges to

§0 V2w P{max, o1y U(s) — 5 + ¥ > 1%, §5 Ly _sayy>i01 45 < Ble v dy dt .

As in the case p > 0, this integral converges to 0 with B. This completes the
proof of the theorem.

Combining Theorems 6.1 and 8.1, we obtain the following form of the theorem
on the time spent above the moving barrier:
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THEOREM 8.2. For every T > 0, and almost every x > 0:
i P >3} _ F(x)
T PE, >0 F(0)
In other words, 1 — F'(x)[F'(0) is the limit of the conditional distribution function of
v€ ., given that it is positive.

Proor. The denominator on the left-hand side is equivalent to P{max, ,, X(¢) —
f(t) > u}. Divide the numerator and denominator by (v/w)¢(u)/u, and let u — oco;
and then apply Theorems 6.1 and 8.1.

9. Extensions and applications. As stated in Section 1, the essence of the con-
dition on the function f is that it have a unique minimum ¢, on the interval
[0, T], and that f be of regular variation at ¢,

lim,_, St 4 1) — f(t) _ 4

X

If ¢, is in the interior of the interval then the same limit theorems hold except
that the process U(s) — s* — (sq)* over s = 0 is extended to U(s) — |s|* — |sq|
over —oo < s < oo. This is a generalization of the two-sided excursion limit
theorem considered in [3], Section 2.

This result can be applied to finding the limiting distribution of max, ,; Y(s),
for t — oo, where Y is a Gaussian process with a stationary covariance function,
but a periodic mean value function. Such a process is of the form X(s) — f(s),
where X is a stationary Gaussian process with mean 0 and f is a periodic func-
tion. Suppose that f has period 1/T, a unique minimum value ¢, on the funda-
mental interval [0, T'], and is of regular variation at #,. For simplicity, suppose
also that f{#)) = 0. For u > 0, the probability that max, ,; Y < # is the prob-
ability that the stationary process X does not overshoot the moving barrier
u + f(t). For large t > 0, max, ,, X(s) — f(s) can be expressed as the maximum
of approximately ¢/T partial maxima of the process over subintervals of equal
length 7. As in [2], it can be shown that in the calculation of the limiting
distribution of the maximum for ¢ — oo, the partial maxima may be assumed
to be mutually independent random variables. It follows that the limiting
distribution of the maximum over [0, ¢] is equivalent to that of the maximum
of a sequence of independent random vriables with the common distribution
function

G(x) = P{maxg, 1y X(s) — f(s) = x} .
The normalizing coefficients for the limiting distribution are obtained from the
formula of Theorem 8.1 for the tail of G. The limiting distribution function is
the usual double exponential, exp(—e~*).

10. Correction and extension of previous results. In [2] we obtained the con-
ditional limiting distribution of v¢, given £, > 0, where

§r = SoTI[X(a»u] ds;
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this is the time spent above the level barrier u. Using the integral-equation
method of the present work, we can get the same results as in [2]; furthermore,
the condition stated here for 1 — r is weaker than the one imposed jn [2], where
it was required that 1 — r(t) ~ g(f)t*, t — 0, where g(¢) is slowly varying and
increasing. More important than the relaxation of the condition on r is the
correction of an error in the proof of the main result in [2]. There is a slip in
the statement of Lemma 2.2: the exponent a/2 in formula (2.16) should be
replaced by 2/a. This does not disturb the proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3
when 1 < a < 2; however, when 0 < a < 1, the conclusion about the finiteness
of the moment generating function is in doubt. (When a = 1, the moment
generating function has a positive radius of convergence; this is demonstrated
in [3].) This error invalidates the method of moments used in [2]; however, the
results about the existence of the limiting distribution are still correct, but the
distribution has to be described without reference to moments. By the method
used in this paper we can prove that

lim,_,,, Plocy > x}
Tvg(u)/u

exists for x > 0, and is equal almost everywhere to (d/dx)F,(x), where
Fo(x) = & P{§¢ Iy —sas—yy 45 < x}e™¥ dy .
The proof of the existence and finiteness and positivity of

lim P{max, »; X(s) > u}
b Tve(u)/u
is practically the same as in [2] because the moments are not directly involved.
Combining the two limit relations above we get the same result as in Theorem
8.2 for the level barrier u.

In [4] we extended the results of [2] on the limiting distribution of ¢, to a
process with stationary Gaussian increments. Let X(f) be such a process, with
mean 0 and with X(0) = 0 almost surely; and define Y(r) = X(¢)/(EX*))}, ¢t > 0.
Let B be a closed bounded subinterval of the positive axis, bounded away from
0. Under certain conditions on EX?(¢) it is shown that the tail of the distribution
of max, Y is of the same form as in the stationary case, namely,

P{max, Y > u} ~ constant vé(u)fu , for u— oo

It is then shown that the conditional limiting distribution of the time spent above
u by Y(t) is a scale mixture of the distribution F, defined above:

d x
— F (=) dH
Plo§pliyisnds > x} Sde < s > (s)

lim, =
Py SBI[Y(s)>u]dS> 0} i 1F<i)
?dx s

_dH(s) ’

z

where H(s) is a distribution function on B. The given proof is based on the
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method of moments; therefore, it is valid only for 1 < @ < 2 because of the
error. However, the proof can be modified and corrected by the method of the
present paper. Start with the relation (6.1), with f = 0 and w = 1. Then, asin
Lemma 6.3 we introduce the convergence factor e~* in the excursion integral;
then the integral becomes a bounded random variable, and the method of mo-
ments may be applied to it. The conclusion about the limiting distribution is
then obtained by letting 2 — 0, as justified by Lemma 6.3.

Note added in proof. The referee suggested this better proof of (2.2): Simply
take expectations on both sides of the identity

B —_— T
¥ ][$T>z] dx = 3 I[A<Et§B,X(t)>b(t)] dr.

Professor Roy Davies showed me how to verify this, but only after the paper
was sent for publication.
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