arXiv:2402.03217v2 [math.PR] 8 Jul 2024

PROBABILITY OF ENTERING AN ORTHANT BY CORRELATED FRACTIONAL BROWNIAN MOTION WITH DRIFT: EXACT ASYMPTOTICS

KRZYSZTOF DȨBICKI, LANPENG JI, AND SVYATOSLAV NOVIKOV

Abstract: For {B_H (t) = (B_{H,1}(t), . . . , B_{H,d}(t))^⊤, t ≥ 0}, where {B_{H,i}(t), t ≥ 0}, 1 ≤ i ≤ d are mutually independent fractional Brownian motions, we obtain the exact asymptotics of P(∃t ≥ 0 : AB_H (t) − μt > νu), u → ∞, where A is a non-singular d × d matrix and μ = (μ_1, . . . , μ_d)^⊤ ∈ R^d , ν = (ν_1, . . . , ν_d)^⊤ ∈ R^d are such that there exists some 1 ≤ i ≤ d such that μ_i > 0, ν_i > 0.

Key Words: multi-dimensional fractional Brownian motion; extremes; exact asymptotics; large deviations; quadratic programming problem; dimension reduction.

AMS Classification: Primary 60G15; secondary 60G70

1. Introduction

Consider a vector-valued Gaussian process {X(t), t ≥ 0}, where X(t) = AB_H (t) with A ∈ R^{d×d} a non-singular matrix and {B_H (t) = (B_{H,1}(t), . . . , B_{H,d}(t))^⊤, t ≥ 0} with {B_{H,i}(t), t ≥ 0}, 1 ≤ i ≤ d (d ∈ N) being mutually independent fractional Brownian motions (fBms), i.e., centered Gaussian processes with stationary increments, continuous sample paths and variance functions Var(B_{H,i}(t)) = t^{2H} , H ∈ (0, 1).

We focus on the exact asymptotic behavior of the probability that a drifted correlated fractional Brownian motion X enters orthant O_u = {(x_1, . . . , x_d)^⊤ : x_i > ν_iu, i = 1, . . . , d} over an infinite-time horizon, i.e., P (u) := P (∃t ≥ 0 : X(t) − μt ∈ O_u) = P (∃_{t≥0}∀_{i=1,...,d}X_i(t) − μ_it > ν_iu) , (1) as u → ∞ for μ = (μ_1, . . . , μ_d)^⊤ ∈ R^d and ν = (ν_1, . . . , ν_d)^⊤ ∈ R^d .

We are interested in the case that the above probability is a rare event, that is, P (u) → 0 as u → ∞, for which we shall assume that there exists some 1 ≤ i ≤ d such that μ_i > 0, ν_i > 0.

The probability P (u) defined in (1) is of interest both for theory-oriented studies and for applied-mathematics problems. One of important motivations to analyze (1) stems from ruin theory, where P (u) describes simultaneous ruin probability in infinite-time horizon of d dependent business lines whose risk processes R_i(t), t ≥ 0 are modeled by R_i(t) = ν_iu + μ_it − X_i(t), where ν_iu represents the initial capital, μ_i is the net profit rate and X_i(t) is the net loss up to time t; we refer to [14] for the formal justification of the use of fractional Brownian motion to model the risk process. In the 1-dimensional case, d = 1, the exact asymptotics for P (u) was derived in the seminal paper by Hüsler & Piterbarg [10]; see also [3, 11, 7] for extensions to other classes of stochastic processes with stationary increments. In the multidimensional case, the exact asymptotics of P (u) as u → ∞ is known only for the special Brownian model, i.e., when H = 1/2; see [4]. The strategy of the proof there, although in its roots based on the double sum technique developed in the 1-dimensional setting for extremes of Gaussian processes (see, e.g. [16, 15, 17]), needed new ideas that in several key steps of the argumentation significantly differ from methods used in the 1-dimensional case. In

Date: September 1, 2024. 1

particular, one of the difficulties is the lack of Slepian-type inequalities that could be applied in the multidimensional setting, which was overcome in [4] by the heavy use of the independence of increments property of Brownian motion. In this contribution, we aim to complement the findings of [4] by tackling the fBm problem (1) for H ≠ 1/2. Interestingly, in contrary to the Brownian case, the full analysis of all the cases needs to consider two separate scenarios described by the local behaviour of the function

ζ(t) = (ζ_1(t), . . . , ζ_d(t))^⊤ := (ν + μt)/t^H , t > 0

in the neighbourhood of the unique point t_0 that minimizes function

g(t) := 1 t^{2H} inf v≥ν+μt v^⊤(AA^⊤)^{−1}v (2)

over t ≥ 0, where the point t_0u has a natural interpretation as the most probable time for the process {X(t)−μt, t ≥ 0} to enter orthant O_u; see also Section 2. Let I ⊂ {1, ..., d} be the set of coordinates that contribute to the asymptotics of P (u), as u → ∞; see Section 2 for the details about how to specify I.

In the first scenario, when H < 1/2, or H > 1/2 and ζ^′_i (t_0) = 0 for all i ∈ I, the local steepness of the correlation function of X_i is higher than the local steepness of ζ_i(t) in the neighbourhood of the point t_0. This case can be solved by an adaptation of the technique developed in [5] for extremes of centered vector-valued Gaussian processes over a finite time horizon.

The complementary case, H > 1/2 but ζ^′_i (t_0) ≠ 0 for some i ∈ I, is different from the previous one since for those coordinates i ∈ I for which ζ^′_i (t_0) ≠ 0 the local steepness of the correlation function of X_i is lower than the local steepness of ζ_i(t) in the neighbourhood of the point t_0. This scenario needs a novel approach which leads also to a different asymptotics of P (u) as u → ∞.

The results derived in this contribution go in line with recent findings on the tail asymptotics of extremes of vectorvalued Gaussian processes, where most of the available literature deals with centered marginal processes or over a compact parameter space [5, 1, 12, 13, 2].

Notation. We shall use some standard notation which is common when dealing with (column) vectors. All the operations on vectors are meant componentwise, for instance, for any given x = (x_1, . . . , x_d)^⊤ ∈ R^d and y = (y_1, . . . , y_d)^⊤ ∈ R^d , we write x > y if and only if x_i > y_i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d, write 1/x = (1/x_1, · · · , 1/x_d)^⊤ if x_i ≠ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ d, and write xy = (x_1y_1, . . . , x_dy_d)^⊤ and ax = (ax_1, . . . , ax_d)^⊤, a ∈ R. Further, we set 0 := (0, . . . , 0)^⊤ and 1 := (1, . . . , 1)^⊤ whose dimension will be clear from the context. Moreover, denote |x| as the L_1-norm of x = (x_1, . . . , x_d)^⊤ ∈ R^d .

If I ⊂ {1, . . . , d}, then for a vector a ∈ R^d we denote by a_I = (a_i, i ∈ I) a sub-block vector of a. Similarly, if further J ⊂ {1, . . . , d}, for a matrix M = (m_{ij} )_{i,j∈{1,...,d}} ∈ R^{d×d} we denote by M_{IJ} = (m_{ij} )_{i∈I,j∈J} the sub-block matrix of M determined by I and J. Further, write M^{−1}_{II} = (M_{II} )^{−1} for the inverse matrix of M_{II} whenever it exists. Denote by |I| the number of elements in the index set I and by |M| the determinant of a square matrix M. For two positive functions f, h and some u_0 ∈ [−∞, ∞], write f(u) = h(u)(1+o(1)) or h(u) ∼ f(u) if lim_{u→u0} f(u)/h(u) = 1, write f(u) = o(h(u)) if lim_{u→u0} f(u)/h(u) = 0. Moreover, for an event E we denote I_{(E)} as the indicator function of E.

Organization of the paper. Some preliminary results related with properties and the role of function g defined in (2) are presented in Section 2. The main result of this contribution, which is Theorem 3.1, is given in Section 3, followed by an illustrative example. In Section 4, we give the proof of the main result. All other technical proofs are relegated to Appendix.

2. Preliminary results It is known that the approximation of the probability P (u) depends on the solution of a related quadratic optimization problem. In particular, in the light of [6, Theorem 1], the logarithmic asymptotics can be derived and takes the following form − ln P (u) ∼ ^g 2 u^{2(1−H)}, with ^g = inf_{t≥0} g(t), (3) where g(t) = 1 t^{2H} inf v≥ν+μt v^⊤Σ^{−1}v, Σ = AA^⊤. (4) The properties of function g, in particular, the existence of its minimizer and expansions in the neighbourhood of this point (when exists) are crucial to the exact asymptotic analysis. In order to introduce some further notation and for further reference, we present a lemma on the quadratic optimization problem stated in [8] (see also [9]).

Lemma 2.1. Let Σ ∈ R^{d×d} , d ≥ 2 be a positive definite matrix. If b ∈ R^d \ (−∞, 0]^d, then the quadratic programming problem P_Σ(b) : minimize x^⊤Σ^{−1}x under the linear constraint x ≥ b has a unique solution ~b and there exists a unique non-empty index set I ⊆ {1, . . . , d} such that ~b_I = b_I ≠ 0_I , ~b_{I c} = Σ_{I cI} Σ^{−1}_{II} b_I ≥ b_{I c} , Σ^{−1}_{II} b_I > 0_I , (5) min_{x≥b} x^⊤Σ^{−1}x = ~b^⊤Σ^{−1}~b = b^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} b_I > 0, (6) where I^c = {1, . . . , d} \ I. Moreover, denoting w = Σ^{−1}~b we have w_I = Σ^{−1}_{II} b_I > 0_I , w_I c = 0_I c . (7) The next lemma includes some properties of the function g and its relative g_I (t) =^1_{t2H} (ν + μt)^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} (ν + μt)_I with I the index set as in Lemma 2.1. We defer its proof to Appendix.

Lemma 2.2. Function g ∈ C^1(0, ∞) and achieves its unique minimum at

t_0 = √ 4(ν^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I )^2(1 − 2H)^2 + 16H(1 − H)ν^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} ν_I μ^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I − 2(1 − 2H)ν^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I 4μ^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I (1 − H) > 0 (8) with g(t_0) = inf_{t>0} 1 t^{2H} inf v≥ν+μt v^⊤Σ^{−1}v = 1 t^{2H}_0 b^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} b_I = g_I (t_0), (9) where b = b(t_0), with b(t) = ν + μt, and I = I(t_0) being the index set corresponding to the solution of P_Σ(b). Moreover,

g_I (t_0 + t) = g_I (t_0) + g^{′′}_I (t_0) 2 t^2(1 + o(1)), t → 0,

(10) where g^{′′}_I (t_0) = 1 t^{2H+1} 0 ( 4μ^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I (1 − H)t_0 + 2(1 − 2H)ν^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I ) > 0. Remark 2.3. Note that t_0 given in (8) is actually an equation of t_0 because I = I(t_0) is a set function of t_0. Here, for any fixed t > 0, I(t) ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , d} is the index set of the solution to the quadratic programming problem P_Σ(b(t)), see Lemma 2.1. We remark that, for specific problems, both the index set I and t_0 can be identified explicitly; see Example 3.3 in Section 3 or the examples presented in [4].

Hereafter we shall use the notation b = b(t_0) = ν + μt_0, and I = I(t_0) for the essential index set of the quadratic programming problem P_Σ(b). Furthermore, let ~b be the unique solution of P_Σ(b). If I^c = {1, . . . , d} \ I ≠ ∅, we define the weakly essential index and the unessential index sets by

K = {j ∈ I^c : ~b_j = Σ_{jI} Σ^{−1}_{II} b_I = b_j }, and J = {j ∈ I^c : ~b_j = Σ_{jI} Σ^{−1}_{II} b_I > b_j },

(11)

respectively.

3. Main Result

In this section we present the main result of this contribution. Recall that through the whole paper we assume that there exists some 1 ≤ i ≤ d such that μ_i > 0, ν_i > 0. Denote W_I (t) = DB_{H,I} (t), with D a matrix such that DD^⊤ = Σ_{II} . We define a generalized Pickands constant as

H_I = lim_{T →∞} 1 T H_I (T ) ∈ (0, ∞), where

H_I (T ) = ∫ R^{|I|} e 1 t2H0 w ⊤ I x_I P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}W_I (t) − 1 2t^{2H}_0 b_I t^{2H} > x_I ) dx_I , with b = ν + μt_0 and w_I = Σ^{−1}_{II} b_I . We remark that H_I is well-defined, finite and positive, since it is a multiple of the multidimensional Pickands constant H_{2H,V} defined in (2.5) of [5] with V = ( 2t^{4H}_0 )_{−1} diag(w_I )Σ_{II} diag(w_I ).

For K defined in (11), let

C_K := 1 √_{(2πt2H0 )|I| |ΣII |} ∫ R e^{− 14 g′′I (t0)y2} · P ( Y_K < t^{−H}_0 ( μ_K − Σ_{KI} Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I ) y ) dy, K ≠ ∅, √_{4π} g^{′′}_I (t_0)(2πt^{2H}_0 )^{|I|}|Σ_{II} | , K = ∅.

(12)

where Y_K^d∼ N ( 0_K , Σ_{KK} − Σ_{KI} Σ^{−1}_{II} Σ_{IK} ) . Following Section 2, the logarithmic asymptotics of P (u) as u → ∞ depends on t_0, the minimizer of function g defined in (4). As stated in the following theorem, the exact asymptotics of P (u) splits on two scenarios. In order to catch an intuition behind this division, for a while let us consider the 1-dimensional problem P (∃_{t≥0}B_{H,i}(t) − μ_it > ν_iu) , assuming μ_i, ν_i > 0. By self-similarity of B_{H,i} we get P (∃_{t≥0}B_{H,i}(t) − μ_it > ν_iu) = P ( ∃_{t≥0} B_{H,i}(t) ν_iu + μ_it > 1 ) = P ( ∃_{t≥0} B_{H,i}(t) ν_i + μ_it > u^{1−H} )

and thus, following the same lines of reasoning as in Section 2 but for 1-dimensional setting, the logarithmic asymptotics of the above is determined by t_{0,i}, the unique minimizer of ζ_i(t) =^{νi +μit}_{tH} , t > 0, that is the point that satisfies ζ_i^′(t_{0,i}) = 0 or equivalently Hν_i = (1 − H)t_{0,i}μ_i. (13)

This leads to two cases, where the play between the value of the optimizing point t_0 and the optimizers t_{0,i} of ζ_i(t) for i ∈ I is crucial:

⋄ H < 1/2, or H > 1/2 and ζ^′_i (t_0) = 0 for all i ∈ I. Then the local steepness of the correlation function of X_i is higher than the local steepness of ζ_i(t) in the neighbourhood of the point t_0.

⋄ H > 1/2 but ζ^′_i (t_0) ≠ 0 for some i ∈ I. For the coordinates i ∈ I for which ζ^′_i (t_0) ≠ 0 the local steepness of the correlation function of X_i is lower than the local steepness of ζ_i(t) in the neighbourhood of the point t_0. The following theorem constitutes the main finding of this contribution. Let us recall notation x_− = max(0, −x), x ∈ R. Theorem 3.1. (i). If H < 1/2, or H > 1/2 and Hν_I = (1 − H)t_0μ_I , then P (u) ∼ H_I C_K u^{−|I|(1−H)+1/H+H−2} e^{− gI (t0 )2 u2(1−H)} , u → ∞.

(ii). If H > 1/2 but Hν_I ≠ (1 − H)t_0μ_I , then P (u) ∼ t^{2H(|I|−1)} 0∏ i∈I w_i C_K ( ∑ i∈I ( w_iμ_i − H t_0 w_ib_i ) − ) u^{−|I|(1−H)+1−H} e^{− gI (t0 )2 u2(1−H)} , u → ∞, where ∑ i∈I ( w_iμ_i − H t_0 w_ib_i ) − > 0. Remark 3.2. We remark on the role of the index set J played in the asymptotics when it is non-empty. It is concluded from [4] that the index set J and the corresponding components do not play any role in the exact asymptotics of P (u) for H = 1/2. It follows from Theorem 3.1 that the same observation applies also for H ≠ 1/2.

We conclude this section with an illustrative example, where we will see how the index sets I, K, J and the optimal point t_0 are derived and how the different cases may appear. Our purpose of this example is not to be as general as possible, but to be restrictive so that it includes an interesting scenario.

Example 3.3. We consider a 4-dimensional Gaussian process with independent (positive or negative) drifted fBm components. Precisely, let

d = 4, Σ = Id, ν_i > 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, μ_1, μ_2 > 0, μ_3, μ_4 < 0. We also assume that

∞ =: t^′_3 > t^′_2 := ν_3 |μ_3| > ν_4 |μ_4| =: t^′_1 > t^′_0 := 0.

(14)

Denote I_1 = {1, 2, 3, 4}, I_2 = {1, 2, 3}, I_3 = {1, 2}, I^c_j = {1, 2, 3, 4} \ I_j , j = 1, 2, 3.

It can be seen that ν_{Ij} + tμ_{Ij} > 0_{Ij} , ν_I c_j + tμ_I c_j ≤ 0_I c_j , t ∈ [t^′_{j−1}, t^′_j ) and thus, by Lemma 2.1, I(t) = I_j , t ∈ [t^′_{j−1}, t^′_j ), j = 1, 2, 3. Further, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that the optimal point t_0 is equal to the t^{(k)}_0 defined as (8) with I_k, such that (see (9)) g_{Ik} (t^{(k)}_0 ) = min_{j=1,2,3} g_{Ij} (t^{(j)}_0 ).

For illustration purpose, we shall assume that we have chosen the model parameters such that k = 3. Thus, the essential index set is given by I = I_3 = {1, 2} and

t_0 = t^{(3)}_0 = √ 4( ∑ i∈I ν_iμ_i)^2(1 − 2H)^2 + 16H(1 − H) ∑ i∈I ν^2_i ∑ i∈I μ^2_i − 2(1 − 2H) ∑ i∈I ν_iμ_i 4 ∑ i∈I μ^2_i (1 − H) ∈ [t^′_2, ∞). We further assume that the model parameters were chosen such that t_0 = t^′_2. In such a case, we have I = {1, 2}, K = {3}, J = {4}. Next, let us discuss different cases distinguished according to Hν_I = (1 − H)t_0μ_I being valid or not. Following the notation introduced at the beginning of this section, Hν_I = (1 − H)t_0μ_I means that t_0 = t_{0,1} = t_{0,2} (see (13)) and ζ^′_1(t_0) = ζ^′_2(t_0) = 0. In contrast, Hν_I ≠ (1 − H)t_0μ_I means that t_0 falls between t_{0,1} and t_{0,2}, and one of ζ^′_1(t_0) and ζ^′_2(t_0) is positive while the other is negative. Consequently, we obtain the exact asymptotics for P (∃_{t≥0}∀_{i=1,...,4}B_{H,i}(t) − μ_it > ν_iu) , u → ∞, by applying Theorem 3.1, where C_K = 1 2πt^{2H}_0 ∫ R e^{− 14 g′′I (t0)y2} Φ ( μ_3 t^H_0 y ) dy, with Φ(·) denoting the standard normal distribution function. □

4. Proof of Theorem 3.1 First note that by self-similarity of the fBms, P (u) = P (∃_{t≥0}X(t) − μt > νu) = P ( ∃_{t≥0}X(t) > (ν + μt)u^{1−H} ) . Hereafter, for simplicity we denote v = u^{1−H} . Furthermore, denote Δ_v = [t_0 − ln(v)/v, t_0 + ln(v)/v], ~Δ_v = [0, ∞) \ [t_0 − ln(v)/v, t_0 + ln(v)/v].

It follows that p(v) ≤ P (u) ≤ Π(v) + p(v), (15) where p(v) = P (∃_{t∈Δv} X(t) > (ν + μt)v) , Π(v) = P ( ∃_{t∈ ~Δv} X(t) > (ν + μt)v ) . The proof consists of two steps. In Step 1, we obtain the asymptotics of p(v), v → ∞. In Step 2, we derive a suitable upper bound for Π(v) for all large enough v, which confirms asymptotic negligibility of Π(v) with respect to p(v) as v → ∞. The proof is then completed by combining these results. Without loss of generality, we shall only consider the most involved case where K ≠ ∅. Before delving into all the details, for any M ∈ (0, ∞] we introduce C_{K,M} = 1 √ (2πt^{2H}_0 )^{|I|} |Σ_{II} | ∫_M −M e^{− 14 g′′I (t0 )y2} · P ( Y_K < t^{−H}_0 ( μ_K − Σ_{KI} Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I ) y ) dy. (16)

We note that C_K , given in (12) is actually equal to C_{K,∞}.

Step 1: Analysis of p(v). The idea is to split the interval Δ_v into smaller intervals. It turns out that we need to distinguish two different cases (i) and (ii) as stated in Theorem 3.1, for case (i) we shall use intervals of the classical Pickands length, but for case (ii) we need to use intervals of a length that is shorter than the Pickands length. These two cases will be discussed seperately below.

Case (i): H < 1/2, or H > 1/2 and Hν_I = (1 − H)t_0μ_I . Denote, for any fixed T > 0 and v > 0 △_{j;v} = △_{j;v}(T ) = [t_0 + jT v^{−1/H} , t_0 + (j + 1)T v^{−1/H} ], −N_v − 1 ≤ j ≤ N_v , where N_v = ⌊T^{−1} ln(v)v^{1/H−1}⌋ (we denote by ⌊·⌋ the floor function). Also denote N_{v,M} = ⌊T^{−1}Mv^{1/H−1}⌋ for any M > 0. By applying the Bonferroni’s inequality, we have p_1(v) ≥ p(v) ≥ p_{2,M} (v) − π_M (v), (17) where p_1(v) = N_v∑

j=−N_v −1 p_{j;v} , p_{2,M} (v) = N_{v,M}∑

j=−N_{v,M} p_{j;v}, π_M (v) = ∑ −N_{v,M} ≤j<l≤N_{v,M} p_{j,l;v}, with p_{j;v} = P ( ∃_{t∈Δj;v} X(t) > (α + μt)v ) and p_{j,l;v} = P ( ∃_{t∈△j;v} X(t) > (α + μt)v, ∃_{t∈△l;v} X(t) > (α + μt)v ) . (18) Next, we shall deal with the single-sum p_1(v), p_{2,M} (v) and the double-sum π_M (v), respectively. For the asymptotics of the single-sum terms, we shall use the following uniform version of a generalized Pickands lemma. The proof of Lemma 4.1 is displayed in Appendix.

Lemma 4.1. Fix T > 0. We have, as v → ∞, P ( ∃_{t∈[t0+τ v}−1/H_{,t0+(τ +T )v}−1/H_]X(t) > (ν + μt)v ) ∼ v^{−|I|}H_I (T ) 1 √ (2πt^{2H}_0 )^{|I|} |Σ_{II} | e^{− v22 gI (t0 +τ v−1/H )} ×P ( Y_K < −t^{−H}_0 ( μ_K − Σ_{KI} Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I ) (τv^{1−1/H} ) ) , holds uniformly in τ such that |τ| ≤ T (N_v + 1), where K is the weakly essential index set defined in (11) and Y_K is given in (12).

With Lemma 4.1, it is straightforward to check that, as v → ∞, p_{2,M} (v) ∼ v^{−|I|+1/H−1} H_I (T ) T C_{K,M} e^{− v22 gI (t0 )}, (19)

where C_{K,M} is given in (16). Indeed, by Lemma 4.1 and (10), we derive that, as v → ∞, p_{2,M} (v) ∼ v^{−|I|+1/H−1} H_I (T ) T 1 √ (2πt^{2H}_0 )^{|I|} |Σ_{II} | e^{− v22 gI (t0)}

× N_{v,M}∑

j=−N_{v,M} (T v^{1−1/H} )e^{− g} ′′ I (t0 )(jT v 1−1/H )2 4

×P ( Y_K < −t^{−H}_0 ( μ_K − Σ_{KI} Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I ) (jT v^{1−1/H} ) )

Thus, the claim in (19) follows by letting v → ∞ and an application of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. Similarly, we have, as v → ∞, p_1(v) ∼ v^{−|I|+1/H−1} H_I (T ) T C_K e^{− v22 gI (t0)}, (20)

where C_K is given in (12).

Next, we consider the term π_M (v), where it is sufficient to assume T to be a large number in the sequel. We shall derive a suitable asymptotic upper bound for it, for which we need the following lemma. Denote

p(τ_1, τ_2; v) = P ( ∃ t ∈ [t_0 + τ_1v^{−1/H} , t_0 + (τ_1 + 1)v^{−1/H} ] s ∈ [t_0 + τ_2v^{−1/H} , t_0 + (τ_2 + 1)v^{−1/H} ] : X(t) > (ν + μt)v, X(s) > (ν + μs)v ) . Lemma 4.2. For any fixed M > 0, there exist C_M , v_M > 0 such that, for all v ≥ v_M ,

p(τ_1, τ_2; v) ≤ C_M exp ( −C^{−1}_M (τ_2 − τ_1)^{2H} ) v^{−|I|}e^{− v} 2 g I (t0 ) 2 . holds uniformly in τ_1, τ_2 such that −Mv^{1/H−1} ≤ τ_1 + 1 ≤ τ_2 ≤ Mv^{1/H−1}.

The proof of Lemma 4.2 is displayed in Appendix.

Recall the defination of p_{j,l;v} in (18). We shall partition the interval Δ_{j;v} into segments of the form [(j + 1)T − k − 1, (j + 1)T − k], 0 ≤ k ≤ ⌊T ⌋ and the interval Δ_{l;v} into segments of the form [lT + m, lT + m + 1], 0 ≤ m ≤ ⌊T ⌋. By doing so, we have p_{j,l;v} ≤ ∑ 0≤k,m≤⌊T ⌋ p((j + 1)T − k − 1, lT + m; v). Applying Lemma 4.2 to the above, we have, for all large enough v, p_{j,l;v} ≤ ∑ 0≤k,m≤T^{1/3}−1 C_M exp ( −C^{−1}_M |(l − j − 1)T + m + k + 1|^{2H} ) v^{−|I|}e^{− v} 2 g I (t0 ) 2

+ ∑ k,m≥0 T^{1/3}−1≤max(k,m)≤⌊T ⌋ C_M exp ( −C^{−1}_M |(l − j − 1)T + m + k + 1|^{2H} ) v^{−|I|}e^{− v} 2 g I (t0 ) 2

≤ T^{2/3}C_M exp ( −C^{−1}_M ((l − j − 1)T )^{2H} ) v^{−|I|}e^{− v} 2 g I (t0 ) 2

+T^2C_M exp ( −C^{−1}_M ((l − j − 1)T + T^{1/3})^{2H} ) v^{−|I|}e^{− v} 2 g I (t0 ) 2 , uniformly for all j, l such that −N_{v,M} ≤ j < l ≤ N_{v,M} . Thus, for all large enough v, π_M (v) ≤ ∑ −N_{v,M} ≤j<l≤N_{v,M} p_{j,l;v}

≤ 2N_{v,M} T^{2/3}C_M ∑ l≥0 exp ( −C^{−1}_M ((lT )^{2H} ) v^{−|I|}e^{− v2gI (t0 )2} (21)

+2N_{v,M} T^2C_M ∑ l≥0 exp ( −C^{−1}_M (lT + T^{1/3})^{2H} ) v^{−|I|}e^{− v} 2 g I (t0 ) 2 . Since for all x ≥ 0 and T ≥ 1 we have exp ( −C^{−1}_M (lT + x)^{2H} ) ≤ exp ( −C^{−1}_M (l + x)^{2H} ) ≤ ∫_{x+l} x+l−1 exp ( −C^{−1}_M t^{2H} ) dt, therefore ∑ l≥0 exp ( −C^{−1}_M (lT + x)^{2H} ) ≤ exp ( −C^{−1}_M x^{2H} ) + ∫_∞ x exp ( −C^{−1}_M t^{2H} ) dt ≤ ~C_M exp ( − ~C^{−1}_M x^H ) ,

where ~C_M > 0 is a constant independent of x. Combining this with (21), we obtain

lim sup T →∞ lim_{v→∞} π_M (v) v^{−|I|+1/H−1}e^{− v2 gI (t0 )}2 = 0.

(22)

Applying (19), (20) and (22) to (17), we obtain

H_I C_{K,M} ≤ lim inf_{T →∞} lim_{u→∞} p(v) v^{−|I|+1/H−1}e^{− v2 gI (t0 )}2 (23)

≤ lim sup T →∞ lim_{u→∞} p(v) v^{−|I|+1/H−1}e^{− v2 gI (t0 )}2 ≤ H_I C_K . Now, letting M → ∞ in the above, we have p(v) ∼ v^{−|I|+1/H−1}H_I C_K e^{− v22 gI (t0 )}, v → ∞. (24)

Case (ii): H > 1/2 and Hν_I ≠ (1 − H)t_0μ_I . In this case, we shall consider intervals of length that is shorter than the one used in Case (i). Precisely, we define, for any fixed integer T > 0 and v > 0 ^Δ_{j;v} = ^Δ_{j;v} (T ) = [t_0 + jT v^{−2}, t_0 + (j + 1)T v^{−2}], − ^N_v − 1 ≤ j ≤ ^N_v,

where ^N_v = ⌊T^{−1} ln(v)v⌋. Also denote ^N_{v,M} = ⌊T^{−1}Mv⌋. By Bonferroni’s inequality we have ^p_1(v) ≥ p(v) ≥ ^p_{2,M} (v) − ^π_M (v), (25)

where

^p_1(v) = ^N_v∑

j=− ^N_v −1 ^p_{j;v} , ^p_{2,M} (v) = ^N_{v,M}∑

j=− ^N_{v,M} ^p_{j;v}, ^π_M (v) = ∑ − ^N_{v,M} ≤j<l≤ ^N_{v,M} ^p_{j,l;v}, with ^p_{j;v} = P ( ∃_{t∈ ^Δj;v} X(t) > (α + μt)v ) and ^p_{j,l;v} = P ( ∃_{t∈ ^Δj;v} X(t) > (α + μt)v, ∃_{t∈ ^Δl;v} X(t) > (α + μt)v ) . Similarly as in Case (i), we shall deal with the single-sum ^p_1(v), ^p_{2,M} (v) and the double-sum ^π_M (v), respectively. For the asymptotics of the single-sum terms, we shall use the following uniform version of a generalized Pickands lemma evaluated on a shorter interval. The proof of Lemma 4.3 is deferred to Appendix.

Lemma 4.3. Fix T > 0. We have, as v → ∞, P ( ∃_{t∈[t0+τ v}−2_{,t0+(τ +T )v}−2_]X(t) > (ν + μt)v )

∼ v^{−|I|} t^{2H|I|} 0∏ i∈I w_i ( 1 + T t^{2H}_0 ∑ i∈I ( w_iμ_i − H t_0 w_ib_i ) − ) e^{− v22 gI (t0 +τ v−2)} ×P ( Y_K < −t^{−H}_0 ( μ_K − Σ_{KI} Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I ) (τv^{−1}) ) / √ (2πt^{2H}_0 )^{|I|}/ √ |Σ_{II} |, holds uniformly in τ such that |τ| < T ( ^N_v + 1).

With Lemma 4.3 given above, it follows by the same lines of reasoning as in Case (i) that ^p_{2,M} (v) ∼ v^{−|I|+1} t^{2H|I|} 0 C_{K,M} T ∏ i∈I w_i ( 1 + T t^{2H}_0 ∑ i∈I ( w_iμ_i − H t_0 w_ib_i ) − ) e^{− v22 gI (t0)},

^p_1(v) ∼ v^{−|I|+1} t^{2H|I|} 0 C_K T ∏ i∈I w_i ( 1 + T t^{2H}_0 ∑ i∈I ( w_iμ_i − H t_0 w_ib_i ) − ) e^{− v22 gI (t0)} (26)

hold, as v → ∞.

Next, in order to derive a suitable upper bound for the double-sum term ^π_M (u), we need an analogue of Lemma 4.2. It is worth noting that Lemma 4.4 below looks similar to Lemma 4.2, but the approach used to prove it is quite different, which is displayed in Appendix. Denote

^p(τ_1, τ_2; v) = P ( ∃ t ∈ [t_0 + τ_1v^{−2}, t_0 + (τ_1 + 1)v^{−2}] s ∈ [t_0 + τ_2v^{−2}, t_0 + (τ_2 + 1)v^{−2}] : X(t) > (ν + μt)v, X(s) > (ν + μs)v ) . Lemma 4.4. For any fixed M > 0, there exist C_M , v_M > 0 such that, for all v ≥ v_M ,

^p(τ_1, τ_2; v) ≤ C_M exp ( −C^{−1}_M (τ_2 − τ_1) ) v^{−|I|}e^{− v} 2 g I (t0 ) 2 holds uniformly in τ_1, τ_2 such that −Mv ≤ τ_1 + 1 ≤ τ_2 ≤ Mv.

Similarly to (22), we have from the above lemma that

lim sup T →∞ lim_{v→∞} ^π_M (v) v^{−|I|+1}e^{− v2 gI (t0 )}2 = 0.

(27)

Consequently, we conclude from (25)-(27) that p(v) ∼ v^{−|I|+1} t^{2H(|I|−1)} 0 C_K ∏ i∈I w_i ( ∑ i∈I ( w_iμ_i − H t_0 w_ib_i ) − ) e^{− v22 gI (t0)}, v → ∞. (28)

Step 2: Analysis of Π(v). In order to obtain a sharp upper bound for Π(v), we can adapt the same arguments as in Lemma 4.1 of [4], which gives that, for sufficiently large v it holds that

Π(v) = P ( ∃_{t∈ ~Δv} X(t) > (ν + μt)v )

≤ C_0 exp ( − v^2 2 g_I (t_0) − min(g^{′′}(t_0+), g^{′′}(t_0−)) C_1

(ln(v))^2 ) , (29)

where C_0, C_1 > 0 are some constants and g^{′′}(t_0±) are the one-side second derivatives of g(t), with g^{′′}(t_0±) > 0 that can be confirmed as in the proof of Lemma 2.2. It is noted that generally g^{′′}(t_0+) ≠ g^{′′}(t_0−); see Remark 5.7 of [4] for such an example.

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 3.1, we note that by combining (29) with (24) or (28) we get that Π(v) = o(p(v)), as v → ∞. The above, together with (15) (recalling that v = u^{1−H} ) completes the proof. □

5. Appendix: Additional proofs

Proof of Lemma 2.2. The proof follows by the use of similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 2.2 in [4]. For completeness we present the main steps of argumentation and only highlight the key differences. First, note that h(t) = inf_{v≥ν+μt} v^⊤Σ^{−1}v ∈ C^1(0, ∞) has been proved in [4], thus g ∈ C^1(0, ∞) is established. Next, denote I(t) ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , d} to be the index set of the solution to the quadratic programming problem P_Σ(b(t)) for any fixed t > 0. It follows from Lemma A.4 of [4] that I(t), t > 0 is an almost piecewise constant set function. Namely, I(t) = ∑ j I_j I_{(t∈Uj)}, where U_j ’s are of the following form (a, b), [a, b), (a, b], [a, b], {a}, (b, ∞), [b, ∞), where 0 < a < b < ∞ and I_j ⊆ {1, . . . , d}. Therefore,

g(t) = g_{Ij} (t) = μ^⊤_{Ij} Σ^{−1}_{Ij Ij} μ_{Ij} t^2 + 2ν^⊤_{Ij} Σ^{−1}_{Ij Ij} μ_{Ij} t + ν^⊤_{Ij} Σ^{−1}_{Ij Ij} ν_{Ij} t^{2H} , t ∈ U^o_j , where U^o_j is the inner set of U_j . Furthermore, for any fixed I_j , the first derivative of g_{Ij} ,

g^′_{Ij} (t) = 2μ^⊤_{Ij} Σ^{−1}_{Ij Ij} μ_{Ij} (1 − H)t^2 + 2(1 − 2H)ν^⊤_{Ij} Σ^{−1}_{Ij Ij} μ_{Ij} t − 2Hν^⊤_{Ij} Σ^{−1}_{Ij Ij} ν_{Ij} t^{2H+1} . is negative on the left of the positive root of g^′_{Ij} (t) = 0 and then becomes positive on the right of this root. This means that the function g_{Ij} (t), t > 0 is decreasing to the left of some point and then becomes increasing. Next, we have g(t) → ∞ as t → ∞ or t → 0. From these and the fact that g ∈ C^1(0, ∞), and using the same arguments as in Lemma 2.2 of [4] we can conclude that the minimizer of the function g(t), t > 0 is given by t_0 ∈ U_j for some j, which must be of the form (8) and satisfies (9). Moreover, elementary calculations show that (10) is valid, where g^{′′}_I (t_0) > 0 follows from the fact that 2Hg^′_I (t) + tg^{′′}_I (t) > 0 for any non-empty set I ⊂ {1, . . . , d} and t > 0. The proof is complete. □ Proof of Lemma 4.1. It follows that P ( ∃_{t∈[t0+τ v}−1/H_{,t0+(τ +T )v}−1/H_]X(t) > (ν + μt)v ) = P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}X(t_0 + τv^{−1/H} + tv^{−1/H} ) > (ν + μ(t_0 + τv^{−1/H} + tv^{−1/H} ))v )

= P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}X_{v,τ} (t) > bv + τμv^{1−1/H} + tμv^{1−1/H} ) , where X_{v,τ} (t) = X(t_0 + τv^{−1/H} + tv^{−1/H} ). We shall follow some ideas in the proof of Lemma 4.7 in [5]. Let ~b be the optimal solution of the optimization problem P_Σ(b). We have P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}X_{v,τ} (t) > bv + τμv^{1−1/H} + tμv^{1−1/H} )

= P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}X_{v,τ} (t) − ~bv > (b − ~b)v + τμv^{1−1/H} + tμv^{1−1/H} ) . Define Z_{v,τ} (t) := v(X_{v,τ} (t) − ~bv − τμv^{1−1/H} − tμv^{1−1/H} ) + x, where v has all components equal to v for the indices in I, and 1 for the indices in I^c = K ∪ J. It then follows that P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}X_{v,τ} (t) − ~bv > (b − ~b)v + τμv^{1−1/H} + tμv^{1−1/H} )

= v^{−|I|} ∫ R^d P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}Z_{v,τ} (t) > (b − ~b)vv + x | Z_{v,τ} (0) = 0 ) φ_{Σv,τ} (~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} − x/v)dx, with Σ_{v,τ} := E ( X_{v,τ} (0)X_{v,τ} (0)^⊤ ) = (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H} Σ.

Further, denote χ_{v,τ} (t) := (Z_{v,τ} (t) | Z_{v,τ} (0) = 0) and r_{v,τ} (t, s) := 1 2 ( (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} + tv^{−1/H} )^{2H} + (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} + sv^{−1/H} )^{2H} − |t − s|^{2H} v^{−2} ) . We derive that E ( χ_{v,τ} (t) ) = v ( E ( X_{v,τ} (t) | X_{v,τ} (0) = ~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} − x/v ) − ~bv − τμv^{1−1/H} − tμv^{1−1/H} ) + x = v ( r_{v,τ} (t, 0)r_{v,τ} (0, 0)^{−1}(~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} − x/v) − ~bv − τμv^{1−1/H} − tμv^{1−1/H} ) + x = ( 1 − r_{v,τ} (t, 0)r_{v,τ} (0, 0)^{−1} ) x + v ( (r_{v,τ} (t, 0)r_{v,τ} (0, 0)^{−1} − 1)(~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} ) − tμv^{1−1/H} ) . Next, it follows that

r_{v,τ} (t, 0)r_{v,τ} (0, 0)^{−1} − 1 =

(t_0 + τv^{−1/H} + tv^{−1/H} )^{2H} − (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H} 2(t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H} − t^{2H} v^{−2} 2(t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H} , and (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} + tv^{−1/H} )^{2H} − (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H} = 2H(t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H−1}tv^{−1/H} + H(2H − 1)(t_0 + τ^′v^{−1/H} )^{2H−2}(tv^{−1/H} )^2,

with some τ^′ ∈ [τ, τ + t]. Some elementary calculations yield that, as v → ∞, E ( χ_{v,τ} (t) ) → ( −^1_{2t2H0} b_I t^{2H} 0_I c ) (30)

holds uniformly for τ such that |τ| ≤ T (N_v + 1), where when H > 1/2, the condition Hν_I = (1 − H)t_0μ_I was used. Now, we analyze the covariance function of χ_{v,τ} (t), t ≥ 0 E ( [χ_{v,τ} (t) − E ( χ_{v,τ} (t) ) ][χ_{v,τ} (s) − E ( χ_{v,τ} (s) ) ]^⊤ ) = diag(v) ( r_{v,τ} (t, s) − r_{v,τ} (t, 0)r_{v,τ} (0, s) r_{v,τ} (0, 0) ) Σ diag(v).

Note that r_{v,τ} (t, s)r_{v,τ} (0, 0) − r_{v,τ} (t, 0)r_{v,τ} (0, s) = (r_{v,τ} (t, s) − r_{v,τ} (t, 0))r_{v,τ} (0, 0) + r_{v,τ} (t, 0)(r_{v,τ} (0, 0) − r_{v,τ} (0, s)) = 1 2 ( (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} + sv^{−1/H} )^{2H} − (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H} ) (r_{v,τ} (0, 0) − r_{v,τ} (t, 0)) + 1 2 ( t^{2H} r_{v,τ} (0, 0) + s^{2H} r_{v,τ} (t, 0) − |t − s|^{2H} r_{v,τ} (0, 0) ) v^{−2}. Thus, similarly to the calculations for the mean, we obtain that, as v → ∞, E ( [χ_{v,τ} (t) − E ( χ_{v,τ} (t) ) ][χ_{v,τ} (s) − E ( χ_{v,τ} (s) ) ]^⊤ ) → ( K(t, s)Σ_{II} 0_{II} c 0_I c_I 0_I c_I c )

holds uniformly for τ such that |τ| ≤ T (N_v + 1), where K(t, s) =^1_2 (t^{2H} + s^{2H} − |t − s|^{2H} ). Next, we show that the process {χ_{v,τ} (t), t ∈ [0, T ]} is tight for all τ such that |τ| ≤ T (N_v + 1) and large enough v. To this end, it is sufficient to show the tightness of the conditional process {vX_{v,τ} (t) | Z_{v,τ} (0) = 0, t ∈ [0, T ]}. Let us note that for any jointly Gaussian distributed random vectors U and Y , it is known that Var (U |Y = y) ≤ Var (U ) , (31)

where Var (V ) := E ( (V − E (V ))^⊤(V − E (V )) ) is the sum of variances of the random (column) vector V . Hence, for all t, s ∈ [0, T ], Var (vX_{v,τ} (t) − vX_{v,τ} (s) | Z_{v,τ} (0) = 0) ≤ Var (vX_{v,τ} (t) − vX_{v,τ} (s)) ≤ C|t − s|^{2H} holds uniformly for all τ such that |τ| ≤ T (N_v + 1) and large enough v, where C > 0 is a constant. Thus, {χ_{v,τ} (t), t ∈ [0, T ]} is tight.

Therefore, following similar arguments as in [5] we conclude that, as v → ∞, P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}Z_{v,τ} (t) > (b − ~b)vv + x | Z_{v,τ} (0) = 0 ) → P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}W_I (t) − 1 2t^{2H}_0 b_I t^{2H} > x_I ) · I_{(xK <0K )} uniformly for all τ such that |τ| ≤ T (N_v + 1), where W_I (t) = DB_{H,I} (t) with DD^⊤ = Σ_{II} . Next, we have φ_{Σv,τ} (~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} − x/v) = 1 √ (2π)^d |Σ_{v,τ} | × exp ( − 1 2(t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H} (~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} − x/v)^⊤Σ^{−1}(~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} − x/v) )

= φ_{Σv,τ} (~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} ) exp ( 1 (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H} (x/v)^⊤Σ^{−1}(~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} ) − 1 2(t_0 + τv^{−1/H} )^{2H} (x/v)^⊤Σ^{−1}(x/v) ) . Since w = Σ^{−1}~b and (by (7)) w_I = (Σ_{II} )^{−1}b_I > 0 and w_I c = 0_I c , the above exponent is asymptotically equal to, as v → ∞, 1 t^{2H}_0 w^⊤_I x_I + 1 t^{2H}_0 x^⊤_I c (Σ^{−1}μ)_I c (τv^{1−1/H} ) − 1 2t^{2H}_0 x^⊤_I c (Σ^{−1})_I c_I c x_I c

uniformly for τ such that |τ| ≤ T (N_v + 1). Next, we shall rewrite φ_{Σv,τ} (~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} ). Note that for any y ∈ R^d , we have

(~b + y)^⊤Σ^{−1}(~b + y) = b^⊤_I (Σ_{II} )^{−1}b_I + 2b^⊤_I (Σ_{II} )^{−1}y_I + y^⊤Σ^{−1}y

= (~b + y)^⊤_I (Σ_{II} )^{−1}(~b + y)_I − y^⊤_I (Σ_{II} )^{−1}y_I + y^⊤Σ^{−1}y.

Therefore, as v → ∞, φ_{Σv,τ} (~bv + τμv^{1−1/H} ) ∼ 1 √ (2π)^d |Σ_{v,τ} | exp ( − v^2 2 g_I (t_0 + τv^{−1/H} ) )

× exp ( − (τv^{1−1/H} )^2 2t^{2H}_0 ( μ^⊤Σ^{−1}μ − μ^⊤_I (Σ_{II} )^{−1}μ_I ))

uniformly for τ such that |τ| ≤ T (N_v + 1). Putting everything together and using the dominated convergence theorem as in [5] (we omit the standard details), we obtain, as v → ∞, P ( ∃_{t∈[t0 +τ v}−1/H_{,t0 +(τ +T )v}−1/H_]X(t) > (ν + μt)v )

∼ v^{−|I|} H_I (T ) √ (2πt^{2H}_0 )^d |Σ| e^{− v22 gI (t0 +τ v−1/H )} × exp ( − (τv^{1−1/H} )^2 2t^{2H}_0 ( μ^⊤Σ^{−1}μ − μ^⊤_I (Σ_{II} )^{−1}μ_I ) )

× ∫ R^{|Ic|} e 1 t2H0 x ⊤ Ic (Σ^{−1} μ)_Ic (τ v^{1−1/H} )−^1_{2t2H0} x^⊤_Ic (Σ^{−1})_Ic_Ic x_Ic I_{(xK <0K )}dx_I c (32)

uniformly for τ such that |τ| ≤ T (N_v + 1). Furthermore, using the Schur complement of invertible block matrix and some elementary calculations, it can be derived that

μ^⊤Σ^{−1}μ − μ^⊤_I (Σ_{II} )^{−1}μ_I = (Σ^{−1}μ)^⊤_I c [(Σ^{−1})_I c_I c ]^{−1}(Σ^{−1}μ)_I c .

Therefore, − (τv^{1−1/H} )^2 2t^{2H}_0 ( μ^⊤Σ^{−1}μ − μ^⊤_I (Σ_{II} )^{−1}μ_I ) + 1 t^{2H}_0 x^⊤_I c (Σ^{−1}μ)_I c (τv^{1−1/H} ) − 1 2t^{2H}_0 x^⊤_I c (Σ^{−1})_I c_I c x_I c = − 1 2t^{2H}_0

[x_I c − (τv^{1−1/H} )[(Σ^{−1})_I c_I c ]^{−1}(Σ^{−1}μ)_I c ]^⊤(Σ^{−1})_I c_I c [x_I c − (τv^{1−1/H} )[(Σ^{−1})_I c_I c ]^{−1}(Σ^{−1}μ)_I c ].

Hence exp ( − (τv^{1−1/H} )^2 2t^{2H}_0 ( μ^⊤Σ^{−1}μ − μ^⊤_I (Σ_{II} )^{−1}μ_I ) ) × ∫ R^{|Ic|} e 1 t2H0 x ⊤ Ic (Σ^{−1} μ)_Ic (τ v^{1−1/H} )−^1_{2t2H0} x^⊤_Ic (Σ^{−1} )_Ic_Ic x_Ic I_{(xK <0K )}dx_I c = ∫ R^{|Ic |} e^− 1 2t2H0 [xI c −(τ v^{1−1/H} )[(Σ^{−1} )_Ic_Ic ]^{−1} (Σ^{−1}μ)_Ic ]^⊤(Σ^{−1} )_Ic_Ic [x_Ic −(τ v^{1−1/H} )[(Σ^{−1} )_Ic_Ic ]^{−1}(Σ^{−1}μ)_Ic ] I_{(xK <0K )}dx_I c = ∫ R^{|Ic |} e^− 1 2t2H0 x ⊤ Ic (Σ^{−1})_Ic_Ic x_Ic I_{(xK <−(τ v}1−1/H_{)[[(Σ}−1_{)IcIc ]}−1_{(Σ}−1_{μ)Ic ]K )}dx_I c . On the other hand, we have, from the Schur complement formula,

[(Σ^{−1})_I c_I c ]^{−1} = Σ_I c_I c − Σ_I c_I Σ^{−1}_{II} Σ_{II} c ,

(Σ^{−1})_I c_I = −(Σ^{−1})_I c_I c Σ_I c_I Σ^{−1}_{II} .

This implies that ∫ R^{|Ic |} e^− 1 2t2H0 x ⊤ Ic (Σ^{−1})_Ic_Ic x_Ic I_{(xK <−(τ v}1−1/H_{)[[(Σ}−1_{)IcIc ]}−1_{(Σ}−1_{μ)Ic ]K )}dx_I c

= √ (2πt^{2H}_0 )^{|I c|} |(Σ^{−1})_I c_I c | P ( Z_K < −(τv^{1−1/H} )t^{−H}_0 ( μ_I c − Σ_I c_I Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I ) K , Z_I c_{\K} < ∞_I c_{\K} )

= √ (2πt^{2H}_0 )^{|I c|} |(Σ^{−1})_I c_I c | P ( Y_K < −(τv^{1−1/H} )t^{−H}_0 ( μ_K − Σ_{KI} Σ^{−1}_{II} μ_I )) , (33)

where Z_I c^d∼ N ( 0_I c , Σ_I c_I c − Σ_I c_I Σ^{−1}_{II} Σ_{II} c ) , Z_K^d∼ Y_K^d∼ N ( 0_K , Σ_{KK} − Σ_{KI} Σ^{−1}_{II} Σ_{IK} ) . Consequently, the required result is obtained by noting that |Σ||(Σ^{−1})_I c_I c | = |Σ_{II} | (which follows from the Schur complement formula). □ Proof of Lemma 4.2: Hereafter the exact values of the constants C_M , v_M , C_{M,ϵ} and v_{M,ϵ} are not important and can be changed from line to line, where ϵ > 0 is a small enough constant which may also change from line to line. Moreover, all the inequalities hold uniformly in τ_1, τ_2 ∈ [−Mv^{1/H−1} − 1, Mv^{1/H−1}] such that τ_2 − τ_1 ≥ 1 for large enough v, and the constants do not depend on τ_1, τ_2.

Without loss of generality, we shall assume that I = {1, . . . , d}, since otherwise, an upper bound for p(τ_1, τ_2; v) with only I components can be used. For convenience of notation we sometimes also keep index I though it can be omitted or replaced by {1, . . . , d}. Denote ~X_v(t, s) := 1 2 (X_v (t) + X_v(s)), with X_v (t) :=

X(t_0 + tv^{−1/H} ) (t_0 + tv^{−1/H} )^H and b_v (t_1, t_2) := 1 2 ( ζ(t_0 + t_1v^{−1/H} ) + ζ(t_0 + t_2v^{−1/H} ) ) , with ζ(t) := μ + νt t^H . It follows that

p(τ_1, τ_2; v) ≤ P ( ∃t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] : ~X_v(t_1, t_2) > vb_v (t_1, t_2) ) . (34)

Next, let r_v (t, s) := E ( B_{H,1}(t_0 + tv^{−1/H} ) (t_0 + tv^{−1/H} )^H

B_{H,1}(t_0 + sv^{−1/H} ) (t_0 + sv^{−1/H} )^H ) = (t_0 + tv^{−1/H} )^{2H} + (t_0 + sv^{−1/H} )^{2H} − |t − s|^{2H} v^{−2} 2(t_0 + tv^{−1/H} )^H (t_0 + sv^{−1/H} )^H . We have, for t_1, s_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2, s_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1],

~R_v (t_1, t_2, s_1, s_2) := E ( ~X_v (t_1, t_2)~X^⊤_v (s_1, s_2) )

= 1 4 (R_v(t_1, s_1) + R_v(t_1, s_2) + R_v(t_2, s_1) + R_v (t_2, s_2))

= ~r_v (t_1, t_2, s_1, s_2)Σ, where R_v(t, s) := E ( X_v (t)X^⊤_v (s) ) = r_v (t, s)Σ, ~r_v(t_1, t_2, s_1, s_2) := 1 4 (r_v (t_1, s_1) + r_v (t_1, s_2) + r_v (t_2, s_1) + r_v(t_2, s_2)) .

Moreover, we denote

~Σ_v(t_1, t_2) := ~R(t_1, t_2, t_1, t_2), ~w_v (τ_1, τ_2) := ~Σ^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2)b_v(τ_1, τ_2).

By conditioning on ~X_v(τ_1, τ_2) = vb_v(τ_1, τ_2) + x/v and using the law of total probability, we obtain, continuing (34),

p(τ_1, τ_2; v) ≤ v^{−|I|} ∫ R^{|I|} φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} ( vb_v(τ_1, τ_2) − x v ) P (∃t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] : χ_v (t_1, t_2) > x) dx ≤ v^{−|I|}φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} (vb_v(τ_1, τ_2)) ∫ R^{|I|} e^{( ~wv (τ1,τ2))⊤x}P (∃t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] : χ_v (t_1, t_2) > x) dx,

(35)

where χ_v(t_1, t_2) := v ( ~X_v (t_1, t_2) − vb_v(t_1, t_2) ) + x | | (v (~X_v(τ_1, τ_2) − vb_v(τ_1, τ_2)) + x = 0) ,

and in the last inequality we used the inequality φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} ( vb_v(τ_1, τ_2) − x v ) ≤ φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} (vb_v(τ_1, τ_2)) · e^{( ~wv (τ1,τ2))⊤x}. In the following, we shall derive suitable bounds for the integral and the term φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} (vb_v (τ_1, τ_2)) in (35), respectively. We start with the integral term, for which we shall apply [12, Lemma 8].

First, note that for any small ϵ > 0 there exists C_{M,ϵ} > 0 and v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ} and all t_1, s_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1] and t_2, s_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] it holds that

v^2 | | |~r^v (t^1, t^2, s^1, s^2) − ( 1 − (τ_2 − τ_1)^{2H} v^{−2}

4t^{2H}_0 )| | | ≤ C^{M,ϵ} + ϵ(τ^2 − τ^1)^{2H} .

(36)

Indeed, by the Taylor’s formula and the inequalities |a^{2H} −b^{2H} | ≤ |a−b|^{2H} for a, b > 0, H ∈ (0, 1/2) and |a^{2H} −b^{2H} | ≤ 2H max(a, b)^{2H−1}|a − b| ≤ 2H(ϵ max(a, b)^{2H} + ϵ^{−2H+1}|a − b|^{2H} ) for a, b > 0, H ∈ (1/2, 1), we derive that

v^2 | | | |r^v (t^i, s^j ) − ( 1 − |τ_i − τ_j |^{2H} v^{−2} 2t^{2H}_0 )| | | ≤ C^{M,ϵ}(|t^i − s^j |^2v^{2−2/H} ) + | | | | |t_i − s_j |^{2H} 2|t_0 + t_iv^{−1/H} |^H |t_0 + s_iv^{−1/H} |^H − |τ_i − τ_j |^{2H} 2t^{2H}_0 | | | | ≤ C_{M,ϵ}(1 + | ||t_i − s_j |^{2H} − |τ_i − τ_j |^{2H} | |) + ϵ|τ_i − τ_j |^{2H} ≤ C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ|τ_i − τ_j |^{2H} (37)

holds for any i, j ∈ {1, 2}. Thus, by summing the inequalities (37) over 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2, we establish (36). Next, from (36) it directly follows that there exists C_{M,ϵ} > 0 and v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ} and all t_1, s_1, ~t_1, ~s_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1] and t_2, s_2, ~t_2, ~s_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1],

v^2 | |~r_v (t_1, t_2, s_1, s_2) − ~r_v (~t_1, ~t_2, ~s_1, ~s_2) | | ≤ C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ(τ_2 − τ_1)^{2H} .

(38)

Additionally, there exists C_M > 0 and v_M > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_M and all t, s ∈ [τ_k, τ_k + 1] with k ∈ {1, 2}, v^2(1 − r_v (t, s)) ≤ C_M |t − s|^{2H} . (39)

Note that, as v → ∞, ~w_v(τ_1, τ_2) → w/t^H_0 > 0. Thus,

~w_v(τ_1, τ_2) ≤ 2 t^H_0 w =: w (40)

holds for all large v.

In order to get a proper upper bound for the integral term in (35), we shall apply [12, Lemma 8], for which we check

the following three conditions (recall that F ⊆ I = {1, . . . , d} is defined such that x_F > 0 and x_{I\F} < 0 in the integral

in (35)):

sup_{F ⊆I} sup t,s∈[0,1] w^⊤_F E ( χ_{v,F} (τ_1 + t, τ_2 + s) ) ≤ C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ(τ_2 − τ_1)^{2H} + ϵ d∑ j=1 |x_j | , (41)

sup_{F ⊆I} sup t,s∈[0,1] Var ( w^⊤_F χ_{v,F} (τ_1 + t, τ_2 + s) ) ≤ C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ(τ_2 − τ_1)^{2H} ,

(42)

and, for any F ⊆ I and t_1, s_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2, s_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] Var ( w^⊤_F χ_{v,F} (t_1, t_2) − w^⊤_F χ_{v,F} (s_1, s_2) ) ≤ C_M ( (|t_1 − s_1|^{2H} + |t_2 − s_2|^{2H} ) (43)

hold for all large enough v.

Inequality (41). Note that by Lagrange’s mean value theorem there exist C_M > 0, v_M > 0 such that for v ≥ v_M and

t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1] and t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] it holds that, if H < 1/2, then

v^2 | | | |b^v (t^1, t^2) − b^v (τ^1, τ^2) | | | | ≤ v^{2−1/H} sup s∈[τ_1,τ_1+1]∪[τ_2,τ_2+1] | | | |ζ^′I (t^0 + sv^{−1/H} ) | | | | ≤ C^M , and, if H > 1/2 and Hν_I = (1 − H)t_0μ_I (i.e., ζ^′_I (t_0) = 0), then, by Taylor’s formula with Lagrange’s remainder,

v^2 | | |b^v (t^1, t^2) − b^v (τ^1, τ^2) | | | ≤ v^2 | | |b^v(t^1, t^2) − ζI (t^0) | | | + v^2 | | |b^v(τ^1, τ^2) − ζI (t^0) | | | ≤ v^{2−2/H} (|τ_1| + |τ_2| + 2)^2 sup |s|≤max(|τ_1|,|τ_2|)+1 |ζ^{′′}_I (t_0 + sv^{−1/H} )| ≤ C_M . Hence, for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ}, v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ} and all t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1],

|E (χ_v (t_1, t_2))| = | | ( −v^2b_v(t_1, t_2) + x ) − ~R_v(t_1, t_2, τ_1, τ_2)~Σ^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2) ( −v^2b_v(τ_1, τ_2) + x )| | ≤ v^2 | | | ( ~Σ_v(τ_1, τ_2) − ~R_v (t_1, t_2, τ_1, τ_2) ) ~Σ^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2)b_v(τ_1, τ_2) | | | + CM,ϵ + ϵ |x| ≤ C_{M,ϵ}v^2 |(~r_v (τ_1, τ_2, τ_1, τ_2) − ~r_v(t_1, t_2, τ_1, τ_2))| + C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ |x|

≤ C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ((τ_2 − τ_1)^{2H} + |x|),

where the second inequality follows by the fact that lim_{v→∞} ~r^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2, τ_1, τ_2)b_v(τ_1, τ_2) = b/t^H_0 and the third (last)

inequality follows by using (38). This yields (41).

Inequality (42). Note that, for any t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1],

Var(w^⊤_F χ_{v,F} (t_1, t_2)) = w^⊤_F Σ_{F F} w_F · K_v(t_1, t_2, t_1, t_2),

where K_v(t_1, t_2, s_1, s_2) := v^2 ( ~r_v (t_1, t_2, s_1, s_2) − ~r_v (t_1, t_2, τ_1, τ_2)~r^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2, τ_1, τ_2)~r_v (τ_1, τ_2, s_1, s_2) ) . It follows from (38)

that, for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ}, v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ} and all t_1, s_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2, s_2 ∈

[τ_2, τ_2 + 1],

|K_v(t_1, t_2, s_1, s_2)| ≤ C_{M,ϵ}v^2 | | | |~r^v (t^1, t^2, s^1, s^2)~r^v (τ^1, τ^2, τ^1, τ^2) − ~r^v (t^1, t^2, τ^1, τ^2)~r^v (τ^1, τ^2, s^1, s^2) | | | | ≤ C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ|τ_1 − τ_2|^{2H} . This implies (42).

Inequality (43). We have, using (31), that for t_1, s_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2, s_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1], Var ( w^⊤_F χ_{v,F} (t_1, t_2) − w^⊤_F χ_{v,F} (s_1, s_2) ) ≤ v^2Var ( w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (t_1, t_2) − w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (s_1, s_2) ) . Furthermore, there exist C_M > 0, v_M > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_M and all t_1, s_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2, s_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1],

v^2Var ( w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (t_1, t_2) − w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (s_1, s_2) )

≤ v^2 2 Var ( w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (t_1) − w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (s_1) ) + v^2 2 Var ( w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (t_2) − w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (s_2) ) ≤ C_M (|t_1 − s_1|^{2H} + |t_2 − s_2|^{2H} ),

(44)

where the last inequality follows from (39). Thus, (43) is established.

Consequently, an application of [12, Lemma 8] yields that, for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ}, v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that, for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ}, ∫ R^{|I|} e^{( ~wv (τ1,τ2))⊤ x}P (∃t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] : χ_v(t_1, t_2) > x) dx ≤ e^{CM,ϵ+ϵ(τ2−τ1)2H} .

(45)

It remains to estimate φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} (vb_v(τ_1, τ_2)). By Taylor’s formula with Lagrange’s remainder we derive that there exist C_M , v_M > 0 such that, for all v ≥ v_M ,

v^2 | | |b^v (τ^1, τ^2) − ζI ( t_0 + τ_1 + τ_2 2 v^{−1/H} )| | | ≤ v^{2−2/H} |τ^1 − τ^2|^2 sup_{s∈[τ1,τ2]} |ζ^{′′}I (t^0 + sv^{−1/H} )| ≤ C^M .

Hence, there exists C > 0 such that for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ}, C_M , v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that, for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ},

φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} (vb_v(τ_1, τ_2)) ≤ C_{M,ϵ} exp ( − v^2 2 b^⊤_v (τ_1, τ_2)~Σ^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2)b_v(τ_1, τ_2) )

= C_{M,ϵ} exp ( − v^2 2 ~r^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2, τ_1, τ_2)b^⊤_v (τ_1, τ_2)Σ^{−1}_{II} b_v (τ_1, τ_2) )

≤ C_{M,ϵ} exp ( − v^2 2 ~r^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2, τ_1, τ_2)g_I ( t_0 + τ_1 + τ_2 2 v^{−1/H} ))

≤ C_{M,ϵ} exp ( − ( v^2 2 + ( 1 4t^{2H}_0 − ϵ ) (τ_2 − τ_1)^{2H} ) g_I ( t_0 + τ_1 + τ_2 2 v^{−1/H} ))

≤ C_{M,ϵ} exp ( − v^2 2 g_I (t_0) − C_M (τ_2 − τ_1)^{2H} ) , where the penultimate inequality follows from (36). This, together with (35) and (45), establishes the claim of Lemma 4.2. □ Proof of Lemma 4.3: The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 4.1, and thus we shall only present the main differences and some key calculations. We define

X_{v,τ} (t) := X(t_0 + τv^{−2} + tv^{−2}), Σ_{v,τ} = E ( X_{v,τ} (0)X_{v,τ} (0)^⊤ ) = (t_0 + τv^{−2})^{2H} Σ, Z_{v,τ} (t) := v ( X_{v,τ} (t) − ~bv − τμv^{−1} − tμv^{−1} ) + x, r_{v,τ} (t, s) := 1 2 ( (t_0 + τv^{−2} + tv^{−2})^{2H} + (t_0 + τv^{−2} + sv^{−2})^{2H} − |t − s|^{2H} v^{−4H} ) . Then P ( ∃_{t∈[t0+τ v}−2_{,t0 +(τ +T )v}−2_]X(t) > (ν + μt)v ) = v^{−|I|} ∫ R^d P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}Z_{v,τ} (t) > (b − ~b)vv + x | Z_{v,τ} (0) = 0 ) φ_{Σv,τ} (~bv + τμv^{−1} − x/v)dx. Define

χ_{v,τ} (t) := (Z_{v,τ} (t) | Z_{v,τ} (0) = 0).

Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we derive that E ( χ_{v,τ} (t) ) = ( 1 − r_{v,τ} (t, 0)r_{v,τ} (0, 0)^{−1} ) x + v ( (r_{v,τ} (t, 0)r_{v,τ} (0, 0)^{−1} − 1)(~bv + τμv^{−1}) − tμv^{−1} ) . Next, it follows that

r_{v,τ} (t, 0)r_{v,τ} (0, 0)^{−1} − 1 =

(t_0 + τv^{−2} + tv^{−2})^{2H} − (t_0 + τv^{−2})^{2H} 2(t_0 + τv^{−2})^{2H} − t^{2H} v^{−4H} 2(t_0 + τv^{−2})^{2H} , and (t_0 + τv^{−2} + tv^{−2})^{2H} − (t_0 + τv^{−2})^{2H} = 2H(t_0 + τv^{−2})^{2H−1}tv^{−2} + H(2H − 1)(t_0 + τ^′v^{−2})^{2H−2}(tv^{−2})^2,

with some τ^′ ∈ [τ, τ + t]. Some elementary calculations yield that, as v → ∞, E ( χ_{v,τ} (t) ) → (_H t_0 bI − μI ) t 0_I c

holds uniformly for τ such that |τ| ≤ T ( ^N_v + 1). Similarly to the calculations for the mean, we obtain that, as v → ∞, E ( [χ_{v,τ} (t) − E ( χ_{v,τ} (t) ) ][χ_{v,τ} (s) − E ( χ_{v,τ} (s) ) ]^⊤ ) → 0 holds uniformly for τ such that |τ| ≤ T ( ^N_v + 1). Thus, as v → ∞, P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}Z_{v,τ} (t) > (b − ~b)vv + x | Z_{v,τ} (0) = 0 ) → P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]} ( H t_0 b_I − μ_I ) t > x_I ) · I_{(xK <0K )}. Proceeding similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.1, we can obtain P ( ∃_{t∈[t0+τ v}−2_{,t0+(τ +T )v}−2_]X(t) > (ν + μt)v )

∼ v^{−|I|} ~H_I (T ) √ (2πt^{2H}_0 )^d |Σ| e^{− v22 gI (t0 +τ v−2)} × ∫ R^{|Ic|} e^− 1 2t2H0 x ⊤ Ic (Σ^{−1} )_Ic_Ic x_Ic

I_{(xK <−(τ v}−1_{)[[(Σ}−1_{)Ic Ic ]}−1_{(Σ}−1_{μ)Ic ]K )}dx_I c ,

where

~H_I (T ) = ∫ R^{|I|} e 1 t2H0 w ⊤ I x_I P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}x_I < − ( μ_I − H t_0 b_I ) t ) dx_I , = t^{2H|I|} 0∏ i∈I w_i ∫ R^{|I|} e^{1⊤I xI} P ( ∃_{t∈[0,T ]}x_I < − 1 t^{2H}_0 diag(w_I ) ( μ_I − H t_0 b_I ) t ) dx_I . Furthermore, since w_I > 0_I and

1^⊤_I diag(w_I ) ( μ_I − H t_0 b_I ) = b^⊤_I Σ^{−1}_{II} ( b^′_I (t_0) − H t_0 b_I ) = t^{2H}_0 2 g^′_I (t_0) = 0,

we obtain, by [5, Lemma 5.3], ~H_I (T ) = t^{2H|I|0}∏ i∈I w_i ( 1 + T t^{2H}_0 ∑ i∈I ( w_iμ_i − H t_0 w_ib_i ) − ) ,

with ∑ i∈I ( w_iμ_i −^H_{t0} w_ib_i ) − > 0. This combined with (33) completes the proof. □ Proof of Lemma 4.4: The proof proceeds analogously to the proof of Lemma 4.2, however, some important changes should be applied. Hereafter the exact values of the constants ϵ, C_M , v_M , C_{M,ϵ} and v_{M,ϵ} are not important and can be changed from line to line. Moreover, all the inequalities hold uniformly in τ_1, τ_2 ∈ [−Mv − 1, Mv] such that τ_2 − τ_1 ≥ 1 and the constants do not depend on τ_1, τ_2.

Without loss of generality, we shall assume I = {1, . . . , d}. Let V ⊂ I be a non-empty set to be chosen later (V will not depend on τ_1, τ_2). Denote

~X_v (t_1, t_2) := ( X_{v,V} (t_1) X_{v,I\V} (t_2) ) , X_v(t) :=

X(t_0 + tv^{−2}) (t_0 + tv^{−2})^H , ~R_v (t_1, t_2, s_1, s_2) := E ( ~X_v (t_1, t_2)~X^⊤_v (s_1, s_2) ) , ~Σ_v (t_1, t_2) := ~R_v(t_1, t_2, t_1, t_2), r_v (t, s) := E ( B_{H,1}(t_0 + tv^{−2}) (t_0 + tv^{−2})^H

B_{H,1}(t_0 + sv^{−2}) (t_0 + sv^{−2})^H ) = (t_0 + tv^{−2})^{2H} + (t_0 + sv^{−2})^{2H} − |t − s|^{2H} v^{−4H} 2(t_0 + tv^{−2})^H (t_0 + sv^{−2})^H .

It follows that, for any t ∈ [τ_k, τ_k + 1] and s ∈ [τ_l, τ_l + 1], k, l ∈ {1, 2},

0 ≤ 1 − r_v (t, s) = ( (t_0 + tv^{−2})^H − (t_0 + sv^{−2})^H

)_2 + (|t − s|v^{−2})^{2H} 2(t_0 + tv^{−2})^H (t_0 + sv^{−2})^H . By Taylor’s formula and the fact that H > 1/2, we have that, for any small ϵ > 0 there exists v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ} and all t ∈ [τ_k, τ_k + 1], s ∈ [τ_l, τ_l + 1], k, l ∈ {1, 2}, v^2 (1 − r_v (t, s)) ≤ ϵ |t − s| (46)

≤ ϵ + ϵ(τ_2 − τ_1).

(47)

Further, denote

b_v (t_1, t_2) := ( ζ_V (t_0 + t_1v^{−2}) ζ_{I\V} (t_0 + t_2v^{−2}) ) with ζ(t) := ν + μt t^H , and χ_v(t_1, t_2) := v ( ~X_v(t_1, t_2) − vb_v(t_1, t_2) ) + x | | ( v ( ~X_v(τ_1, τ_2) − vb_v(τ_1, τ_2) ) + x = 0 ) , ~w_v (τ_1, τ_2) = ~Σ^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2)b_v(τ_1, τ_2).

By the law of total probability, we obtain

^p(τ_1, τ_2; v) ≤ P ( ∃t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] : ~X_v (t_1, t_2) > vb_v(t_1, t_2) )

≤ v^{−|I|}φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} (vb_v(τ_1, τ_2)) ∫ R^{|I|} e^{( ~wv (τ1,τ2))⊤x}P (∃t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] : χ_v(t_1, t_2) > x) dx.

(48)

Note that, similarly to (40), ~w_v (τ_1, τ_2) ≤ w holds for all large v.

In order to find a tight upper bound for the integral in (48), similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.2, we shall verify conditions of [12, Lemma 8] as stated in (41)-(43) with H replaced by 1/2.

Inequality (41). Recall that F ⊆ I = {1, . . . , d} is defined such that x_F > 0 and x_{I\F} < 0 in the integral. There exist C_M > 0, v_M > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_M and all t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1] and t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1],

v^2 | | |b^v(t^1, t^2) − b^v(τ^1, τ^2) | | | ≤ sup

s∈[τ_1,τ_1+1]∪[τ_2,τ_2+1] | | |ζ^′I (t^0 + sv^{−2}) | | | ≤ C^M , and therefore, by (47), for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ} > 0 and v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ} and all t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1], | | |E (χ_v (t_1, t_2)) | | | = | | |(−v^2b_v (t_1, t_2) + x) − ~R_v (t_1, t_2, τ_1, τ_2)~Σ^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2) (−v^2b_v(τ_1, τ_2) + x) | | | ≤ v^2 | | | ( ~Σ_v(τ_1, τ_2) − ~R_v (t_1, t_2, τ_1, τ_2) ) ~Σ^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2)b_v(τ_1, τ_2) | | | + C^{M,ϵ} + ϵ |x| ≤ C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ((τ_2 − τ_1) + |x|),

where in the last inequality we use (here ||A|| = max_{i,j} |a_{ij} | for a matrix A, and (47) is applied)

v^2 ~Σv(τ1, τ2) − ~Rv (t1, t2, τ1, τ2) = v^2(r_v (τ_1, τ_1) − r_v (t_1, τ_1))Σ_{V,V} v^2(r_v (τ_1, τ_2) − r_v (t_1, τ_2))Σ_{V,I\V} v^2(r_v (τ_2, τ_1) − r_v (t_2, τ_1))Σ_{I\V,V} v^2(r_v (τ_2, τ_2) − r_v (t_2, τ_2))Σ_{I\V,I\V}

≤ C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ(τ_2 − τ_1).

Thus, we conclude that for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ} > 0 and v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for v ≥ v_{M,ϵ}, inequality (41) with H = 1/2 holds.

Inequality (42). For any t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1] and t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1], we have, for the covariance matrix of χ_v (t_1, t_2), that

Cov(χ_v(t_1, t_2))) = v^2 ( ~R_v (t_1, t_2, t_1, t_2) − ~R_v (t_1, t_2, τ_1, τ_2)~Σ^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2) ~R_v (τ_1, τ_2, t_1, t_2) ) .

Using (47) and some calculations, we can show that, for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ} > 0 and v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ} and all t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1], ||Cov(χ_v(t_1, t_2)))|| ≤ C_{M,ϵ} + ϵ(τ_2 − τ_1).

Thus, for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ} > 0 and v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for v ≥ v_{M,ϵ} inequality (42) with H = 1/2 holds.

Inequality (43). We have, using (31), that, for any F ⊆ I, Var ( w^⊤_F χ_{v,F} (t_1, t_2) − w^⊤_F χ_{v,F} (s_1, s_2) ) ≤ v^2Var ( w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (t_1, t_2) − w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (s_1, s_2) ) . (49)

Further, it follows that there exist C_M > 0, v_M > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_M and all t_1, s_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1+1], t_2, s_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2+1],

v^2Var ( w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (t_1, t_2) − w^⊤_F ~X_{v,F} (s_1, s_2) ) ≤ 2v^2Var ( w^⊤_{F ∩V} X_{v,F ∩V} (t_1) − w^⊤_{F ∩V} X_{v,F ∩V} (s_1) ) +2v^2Var ( w^⊤_{F ∩(I\V )}X_{v,F ∩(I\V )}(t_2) − w^⊤_{F ∩(I\V )}X_{v,F ∩(I\V )}(s_2) ) ≤ C_M (|t_1 − s_1| + |t_2 − s_2|),

(50)

where the last inequality follows by an application of (46). The above confirms that inequality (43) with H = 1/2 is satisfied.

To sum up, we have checked that the conditions of [12, Lemma 8] are satisfied, and therefore, for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ}, v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ}, ∫ R^{|I|} e^{( ~wv (τ1,τ2))⊤x}P (∃t_1 ∈ [τ_1, τ_1 + 1], t_2 ∈ [τ_2, τ_2 + 1] : χ_v(t_1, t_2) > x) dx ≤ e^{CM,ϵ+ϵ(τ2−τ1)}.

(51)

It remains to estimate φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} (vb_v(τ_1, τ_2)). By (47), we have, for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C_{M,ϵ}, v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that, for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ},

φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)} (vb_v(τ_1, τ_2)) ≤ C_{M,ϵ} exp ( − 1 2 v^2b^⊤_v (τ_1, τ_2)~Σ^{−1}_v (τ_1, τ_2)b_v (τ_1, τ_2) )

≤ C_{M,ϵ} exp ( − 1 2 v^2b^⊤_v (τ_1, τ_2)Σ^{−1}b_v(τ_1, τ_2) + ϵ(τ_2 − τ_1) ) . (52)

On the other hand, we have by Lagrange’s mean value theorem that, for some x ∈ [τ_1, τ_2],

b^⊤_v (τ_1, τ_2)Σ^{−1}b_v(τ_1, τ_2) = b^⊤_v (τ_1, τ_1)Σ^{−1}b_v(τ_1, τ_1) + 2v^{−2}(τ_2 − τ_1)b^⊤_v (τ_1, x)Σ^{−1} ( 0_V ζ^′_{I\V} (t_0 + xv^{−2}) ) . Therefore, for any small ϵ > 0, there exists v_{M,ϵ} such that, for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ}

v^2 | | | | b^⊤_v (τ_1, τ_2)Σ^{−1}b_v (τ_1, τ_2) − g_I (t_0 + τ_1v^{−2}) − 2v^{−2}(τ_2 − τ_1)ζ_I (t_0)^⊤Σ^{−1}_{II} ( 0_V ζ^′_{I\V} (t_0) )| | | | ≤ ϵ(τ_2 − τ_1).

(53)

Now take V = {i ∈ I : ζ^′_i(t_0) ≤ 0}. Since ζ^′_I (t_0) ≠ 0_I (due to Hν_I ≠ (1 − H)t_0μ_I ), Σ^{−1}_{II} ζ_I (t_0) > 0_I and 2ζ_I (t_0)^⊤Σ^{−1}_{II} ζ^′_I (t_0) = g^′_I (t_0) = 0, we know that both V and I\V are non-empty. Hence, using once again that Σ^{−1}_{II} ζ_I (t_0) > 0_I , we obtain

ζ_I (t_0)^⊤Σ^{−1}_{II} ( 0_V ζ^′_{I\V} (t_0) ) > 0. (54)

Therefore, combining (52)-(54) we have that, for any small ϵ > 0 there exist C, C_{M,ϵ}, v_{M,ϵ} > 0 such that for all v ≥ v_{M,ϵ}, φ_{~Σv (τ1,τ2)}(vb_v(τ_1, τ_2)) ≤ C_{M,ϵ} exp ( − v^2 2 g_I (t_0 + τ_1v^{−2}) − C(τ_2 − τ_1) )

≤ C_{M,ϵ} exp ( − v^2 2 g_I (t_0) − C(τ_2 − τ_1) ) .

This, combined with (48) and (51), establishes the claim of the lemma. □

Declarations Acknowledgement: We are thankful to the reviewer for his/her comments, which have helped to improve the presentation of the manuscript.

Authors’ contributions. L.J. and S.N. wrote the main manuscript text based on several discussions among all authors and K.D. prepared the Introduction. All authors reviewed and revised the manuscript. Funding. Financial support from the Swiss National Science Foundation Grant 200021-196888 is kindly acknowledged. K. Dȩbicki was partially supported by NCN Grant No 2018/31/B/ST1/00370 (2019-2024). Data availability. Data sharing not applicable to this article as no data sets were generated or analysed during the current study.

Ethical approval. Not applicable.

Conflict of interest. The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest to this work.

References

[1] K. Bisewski, K. Dȩbicki, and N. Kriukov. Simultaneous ruin probability for multivariate Gaussian risk model. Stochastic Process.

Appl., 160:386–408, 2023.

[2] D. Cheng and Y. Xiao. The expected Euler characteristic approximation to excursion probabilities of Gaussian vector fields. arXiv 2301.06634, 2023.

[3] K. Dȩbicki. Ruin probability for Gaussian integrated processes. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 98(1):151–174, 2002. [4] K. Dȩbicki, E. Hashorva, L. Ji, and T. Rolski. Extremal behavior of hitting a cone by correlated Brownian motion with drift. Stochastic Process. Appl., 128(12):4171–4206, 2018.

[5] K. Dȩbicki, E. Hashorva, and L. Wang. Extremes of vector-valued Gaussian processes. Stochastic Process. Appl., 130(9):5802–5837, 2020.

[6] K. D ‘ ebicki, K. M. Kosiński, M. Mandjes, and T. Rolski. Extremes of multidimensional Gaussian processes. Stochastic Process. Appl., 120(12):2289–2301, 2010.

[7] A. B. Dieker. Extremes of Gaussian processes over an infinite horizon. Stochastic Process. Appl., 115(2):207–248, 2005. [8] E. Hashorva. Asymptotics and bounds for multivariate Gaussian tails. J. Theoret. Probab., 18(1):79–97, 2005. [9] E. Hashorva and J. Hüsler. On asymptotics of multivariate integrals with applications to records. Stochastic Models, 18(1):41–69, 2002.

[10] J. Hüsler and V. I. Piterbarg. Extremes of a certain class of Gaussian processes. Stochastic Process. Appl., 83(2):257–271, 1999. [11] J. Hüsler and V. I. Piterbarg. On the ruin probability for physical fractional Brownian motion. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 113(2):315–332, 2004.

[12] P. Ievlev. Extremes of locally-homogenous vector-valued Gaussian processes. Extremes, 27:219–245, 2024. [13] P. Ievlev and N. Kriukov. Extremes of vector-valued locally additive Gaussian fields with application to double crossing probabilities.

Manuscript; arXiv:2401.05527v1, 2024.

[14] Z. Michna. Self-similar processes in collective risk theory. Journal of Applied Mathematics and Stochastic Analysis, 11(4):429–448, 1998.

[15] J. Pickands, III. Maxima of stationary Gaussian processes. Z. Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und Verw. Gebiete, 7:190–223, 1967. [16] J. Pickands, III. Upcrossing probabilities for stationary Gaussian processes. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 145:51–73, 1969. [17] V. I. Piterbarg. Asymptotic methods in the theory of Gaussian processes and fields, volume 148 of Translations of Mathematical Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996. Translated from the Russian by V.V. Piterbarg, revised by the author.

Krzysztof Dȩbicki, Mathematical Institute, University of Wrocław, pl. Grunwaldzki 2/4, 50-384 Wrocław, Poland Email address: Krzysztof.Debicki@math.uni.wroc.pl

Lanpeng Ji, School of Mathematics, University of Leeds, Woodhouse Lane, Leeds LS2 9JT, United Kingdom Email address: l.ji@leeds.ac.uk (This is the corresponding author.)

Svyatoslav Novikov, Department of Actuarial Science, University of Lausanne, UNIL-Dorigny, 1015 Lausanne, Switzerland Email address: Svyatoslav.Novikov@unil.ch