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1. Introduction. Let X={x(t); 0=<t=<1} be a real stationary Gaussian process
defined on a probability space (2, &, P). As is well known, a stationary Gaussian
process is uniquely determined by its mean value m=FE(x(¢)) and covariance
function p(h)=E((x(¢+h)—m)(x(t)—m)). Without loss of generality, we may
assume that m=0 and p(0)=1. Then we have o%(h)=2(1—p(h)), where (k)
denotes E((x(z+h)—x(2))?), and accordingly all the information about X is
contained in o2,

Ju. K. Beljaev [1] has shown that for stationary Gaussian processes X the
following alternatives take place: either all sample functions are continuous, or all
sample functions are unbounded in every interval of finite length (0-1 law). In the
continuous case, he has further generalized G. A. Hunt’s results [5] concerning
Holder continuity of sample functions. Before stating his result, we shall define the
upper and lower classes for X. If there exists a positive number § such that
O<|[t—s|<d (0=21,5<1) implies |[f(2)—f(s)|<g(|t—s5]), then it is said that f
satisfies Lipschitz’s condition relative to g.

DEeFINITION 1. Let X={x(z); 0=7=<1} be a stationary Gaussian process. Then a
monotone nondecreasing continuous function ¢ defined on [a, ) with a>0 is
called a function belonging to the upper class (with respect to the uniform con-
tinuity of X), if almost all sample functions x(¢, w) satisfy Lipschitz’s condition
relative to g(h)=o(h)p(h~1), i.e. for almost all w there exists a 8(w)>0 such that
0<]t—s]| < 8(w) implies

|x(t, @)= x(s, )] = a(t—s)p(1/|t—5]).

A monotone nondecreasing continuous function ¢ is called a function belonging
to the lower class (with respect to the uniform continuity of X), if almost all sample
functions x(f, w) do not satisfy Lipschitz’s condition relative to g(h)=a(h)e(h~2),
i.e. for almost all w there exists a sequence {¢,(w); n=1, 2, 3,...}<[0, 1] such that

lx(t2n)—x(t2n—1)| > O'(lt2n_t2n—1|)‘P(1/|t2n"_l‘Zn—ll), n ; 1,

and |f5,—1t9y 1| = 0 as n— o0,
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302 T. SIRAO AND H. WATANABE [February

The collection of functions belonging to the upper class is denoted by #* and
the one for the lower class is denoted by £“(*).

Using these notations, Beljaev’s result is stated as follows: Let X be a continuous
stationary Gaussian process with 0-mean and assume that there exist positive
constants 8, C, < C,, and « (0 <« <2) such that for any 4 € (0, 6)

Cih*||log h| = o*(h) < Cih*/|log A,

and further o®(h) is concave in (0, 8). Then the function @(2)=c{o(z ~1)t%/2}~1
belongs to #* or #* according as ¢>(2C,)Y/225+ 12242 1)~ or ¢ < (2C,)*'2. As
is easily seen, we have unfortunately

1/2

a+
QCH= 20— > QC)™,  0<e<2,0<C <G

On the other hand, the final form about the Hélder continuity of Wiener process
is known which states: A monotone nondecreasing and continuous function ¢
defined on [a, o) belongs to #* or #* according as

) f " @ty exp [—3g¥(1)] dt < © or = oo,

a

(cf. Chung-Erdos-Sirao [3]). So we can see that

(1) = {2log t+51ogy, t+2logg t+ - - +210gn_1) t+(2+¢) loge, 1}/,

tze’  (n—1 times)

belongs to #* or £* according as ¢>0 or £<0, where log, ¢ denotes the k-fold
iterated logarithm, i.e.

logy, t = log log- - -log ¢.
(k times)

Our main purpose in this paper is to give a criterion like (1), under certain con-
ditions on o2, which decide if ¢ belongs to Z* (£*) or not(®).

The authors wish to express their hearty thanks to Professor K. It for his
valuable suggestions.

2. Results. Throughout this paper, X={x(t); 0<t<1} is a real, continuous
and stationary Gaussian process with zero mean, defined on the probability space
(Q, 4, P). We denote the correlation function of X by p and assume p(0)=1,
and accordingly o2(h)=2(1— p(h)).

(%) The superscript u expresses “ with respect to the uniform continuity™.
(®) #* and Z* denote the collection of upper functions and lower functions defined for
Wiener process, respectively.
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1970] STATIONARY GAUSSIAN PROCESSES 303
Let g be a positive continuous function defined on (0, 1). For a = 0, define £(a) by

x(1, w)—x(s, w)

& ={;1' [ 0S5 11,0< |- <h]<}
(@) w; lim sup 2i=sD s, lt—s| a

Then we have

THEOREM 1. If a(h)/g(h) tends to zero with h, then it follows that for any a>0,
P(&(@)=0or 1.

From this theorem, we can easily see the following

COROLLARY 1.1. If o(h)/g(h) tends to zero with h, then for any a=0

P(limsup [x(t) X(), ;025,22 1,0< 1—5| £ h] = a) =1 or 0.
n10 g(lt—s))’

RemMARK 1. The above corollary suggests that under Beljaev’s assumption
mentioned in §1, there exists a constant C, between C, and C, such that ¢(z)=
c{t*%a(t ~1)} -1 belongs to #* or £* according as ¢> C, or ¢< C,.

Now we consider the following condition (A):

(A.1) For suitably chosen constants «, 8, Cs;, C, and 8 such that O<a<?2,
—o0<B<o, 0<Cy<C,<0o0 and 0< 8 <1, it holds that for any 4 € (0, 8)

Csh*/|log h* = o®(h) = C.h*/|log h|*(°),

(A.2) o*(h) is concave or convex in (0, 8), where & is a constant mentioned in
(A.1).

REMARK 2. The condition (A.1) is a slight generalization of the corresponding
one in Beljaev’s case, because B is arbitrary in our case.

REMARK 3. For the existence of processes satisfying the condition (A), we have
the following sufficient condition.

A sufficient condition: Let f be the spectral density function of correlation function
p. If f satisfies the following two conditions, then X satisfies the condition (A).

(i) There exist positive constants C;, Cy and K such that

Cs = f(x)x**(log x)f = Cy, x = K,

where 0<a<2, —00<f <00,

(i) g(x)=x3f(x) is two times differentiable in x, and for some O<e<1 either
one of the following (a) or (b) holds.

(a) x®%¢"(x) is bounded from below, and lim inf,_, ., x3~%¢"(x)>0.

(b) x®-¢g"(x) is bounded from above, and lim sup,_, , x3~¢g"(x) <O0.

The proof of this statement will be given in §7. It is also shown that, the cases
(a) and (b) correspond to the convexity and concavity of o2, respectively.

(®) If a separable stationary Gaussian process X satisfy the condition (A.1), then x(¢, w)
is continuous in ¢ with probability 1 (cf. [4]).
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304 T. SIRAO AND H. WATANABE [February

Now let f be a spectral density such that
f(x) = c/(x**}(log x¥), x 2K,

where ¢>0, K21, O0<a<2 and —co<f<oo. If f'(x) and f"(x) are bounded on
{0, K], then the corresponding process X satisfies the condition (A), and ¢2(h) is
convex or concave in a small interval (0, 8) according as 1 <a<2 (or a=1, >0)
or 0<a<1 (or =1, <0). In fact, we have for g(x)=x2f(x)

1, B 1 Qae—1DB BB+1)
c8 (x) = W{a(a_l)+ logx ' (logx)2)

Then we can see for 0<e<2—a

lim inf x3~¢g"(x) = o0, l<a<2 or a=1 and B>0

and
lim sup x®~¢g"(x) = —oo0, O<a<l or a=1, B<DO,
X =
which show the convexity and concavity of o2 respectively. In the case =1, =0,
o2 is still concave if other conditions hold. But if we replace constant ¢ by a positive

and bounded function, then there may happen both cases.
Now we state:

THEOREM 2. Let ¢ be a positive, continuous and nondecreasing function defined on
[a, 00) with a> 0. If the process satisfies the condition (A) and it holds that

) f ” @41 exp [~ 397(1)] dt < oo,

a

then the function ¢ belongs to U*.
Under the same assumption on X as in Theorem 2, we have
COROLLARY 2.1. For any >0,
{2log t+(4/a+1) loge, t+21ogg, t+ - - - +210gn -1, t+(2+¢) loge, 1342 € U~

COROLLARY 2.2,

. x(t)—x(s) < < < < ) —_
. = = — = I = = 1
P(ll{n sup (t ){2“ |I | |}1/2’ 0 S, t 1, 0 < lt Sl h 1

THEOREM 3. Let ¢ be a positive, continuous and nondecreasing function defined on
[a, c0) with a> 0. If the process X satisfies the condition (A.1) and o2 is concave in a
small interval (0, 8), and further

3) f " gty exp [~ 3g¥()] dt = oo,

a

then the function ¢ belongs to £*.
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1970] STATIONARY GAUSSIAN PROCESSES 305
Under the same assumption on X as in Theorem 3, it follows
COROLLARY 3.1. For any ¢=0,
{2log t+(4/a+1) logg t+2loga, t+ - - - +2 108y -1yt +(2—¢&) loge, 1112 € L~
Combining Corollary 2.1 and 3.1, we have

COROLLARY 3.2. Under the same assumption on X as in Theorem 3, it holds that

. x(1) — x(s) ) < _g| < ] - ) -
P(lhlII; sup [a(t—s){2|log = I}1,2,0 £S5t 1L,0< t—s| =h|=1)=1

REMARK 4. As was stated already, our main purpose is to prove Theorems 2 and
3. But we remark here that the condition (A) excludes all the cases for «=0 which
contains the critical case whether all sample functions are continuous or not (cf.
X. Fernique [4]).

Next, we shall state the corresponding results concerning the local continuity
of X.

DErINITION 2. Let ¢ be a function defined on [a, o0) with a> 0. If, for almost all
w, there exists a positive 8(w) such that 0<h < &(w) implies |x(h, w)—x(0, w)|
< o(h)yy(1/h), then ¢ is called a function belonging to the upper class with respect to
the local continuity of X. If, for almost all w, there does not exist any positive §
with the above stated property, then # is called a function belonging to the lower
class with respect to the local continuity of X.

The collections of functions belonging to the upper and lower classes with respect
to the local continuity of X are denoted by % and .%, respectively.

REMARK 5. Let ¢ be a number between 0 and 1. If ¢ belongs to %, then for almost
all w there exists (¢, w)>0 such that

[X(t+h, w)—x(t, w)| < o), O < h < 8(t, w),

because X is stationary. We may also consider that the above inequality holds for
any h (#0) between — 8(¢, w) and 8(¢, w), because Y={y(t, w)=x(1 —1, w); 05t <1}
is stochastically equivalent to X. ‘

Using the notations % and %, we have

THEOREM 4. Let ¢ be a positive, continuous nondecreasing function on [a, c0) with
a>0, X be a process satisfying the condition (A.1), and o(h) be monotone non-
decreasing for small h>0. If

@ [ w0 exp (- dr < o0,

then  belongs to %.
VCOROLLARY 4.1. Under the same assumption on X as in Theorem 4,
{2log) t+(2/a+1) loge, t+2 logy, t+ - -+ +2 108 1) t+(2+¢) loge, t 12
belongs to % if ¢>0.
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306 T. SIRAO AND H. WATANABE [February

THEOREM 5. Let s be a positive, continuous and nondecreasing function defined on
[a, ©) with a>0. If X satisfies the condition (A.1) and o? is concave in a small
interval (0, 8), and further

®) [T 30w exp =401 dt = o,
then i belongs to %,
COROLLARY 5.1. Under the same assumption on X as in Theorem 5,
{2loge) t+(2/a+1) loga, t+2 logy, t+ - - +2 108y -1y 1+ (2 —¢) log,, 132
belongs to £ if 2 0.
Combining Corollary 4.1 with the above one, we have

COROLLARY 5.2. Under the same assumption on X as in Theorem 5, it holds that

) x(h)— x(0) _ _
P ("Tfé‘p B2 logey, (L/WP2 ‘) =1L

Let us return to the uniform continuity of X.

THEOREM 6. Let O0<a<2, —c0o<f<0o0, C,>0, and suppose that
a?(h) £ C,h%/|log h|*.

If 62 is concave or convex in a small interval (0, 8) according as 0<a<1 (or a=1,
B=0) or 1<a<?2 (or a=1, 8>0), then for any >0 there exists an hy(w), with
probability 1, such that 0 < |t —s| < ho(w) implies

— _|t_—£|“_ v < <
Ix(t, w)—x(s, w)] = {(2+€)C4 Mog [i=s[ P~/ ° 05t 1,

The above result is an improvement of the first half of Theorem 7 in Beljaev [1].
Now let F be the spectral function of X, i.e.

©6) p(H) = f ® exp [ihx] dF(x) = 2 f " cos hx dF(x)(™).

Then we have

COROLLARY 6.1. Let X be a process satisfying
f x®|log x|# dF(x) < 0, O0<a<2, -0 <f<o0.
0
If o? is concave or convex in a small interval (0, 8) according as 0<a<1 (or =1,

(?) Fis a nondecreasing function of symmetric variation with F(co)— F(—o)=1.
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B=0) or 1<a<2 (or «a=1, B>0), then for any e>0 there exists an ho(w), with
probability 1, such that

Ix(t, w)—X(S, w)| =< e{ |t—s|“

1/2
—_ < < —
Tog =] lﬁ_l} , 05t 1,0< |t—s| < hofw).

This corresponds to Theorem 4 in G. A. Hunt [5].

3. Proof of Theorem 1. Since p(t—s) is continuous in (¢, s) € [0, 1]1x [0, 1], we
have by Mercer’s theorem

p(t—s) = 2 Xlzw(t)%(S),

where A, ¢, (n=1, 2, 3,...) are the eigenvalues and orthonormal eigenfunctions
of the integral equation

#(0) = A [ ple—s)ols) ds,

and A, >0 because p is positive definite. We remark that

len(t+h) —@a(1)] =

M f (p(t+h—5)— p(t—35))puls) ds

A

Y] An{f: lo(t+h—5)~p(t—s)|? ds}llz

{ [} 1B+ By stopxtone s}
Ao(h).

A

Now let {y,;n=1,2,3,...} be a sequence of mutually independent standard
Gaussian random variables. Then, for any ¢ € [0, 1], the series

§,0) = 3 o ahon®)

converges in the square mean (cf. M. Loéve [6, p. 478]), and by the three series
theorem, converges with probability 1. So the Gaussian system Y={y(r); 0=r<1}
where r denotes rational number is equivalent to the system X'={x(r); 0sr=1}.
Next we consider the events 6'(a) and &"(a; j) defined by

oy _ o x(r)—x(r’) , . ]
g(a)_{w’hr'?lsoup[g(lr_rll)9o§r’r §110<|r rléh éa ’

e 3\ RH < 1 <pn(r)—<p,,(r') . < "<
é'(a;j) = {w,hr}{l*soup LZ; v g(r=r'] 0= rr 21,

0<|r—r| £ h] < a}a

i=123,...,
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308 T. SIRAO AND H. WATANABE [February

where r and r’ denote rational numbers. Since X and g are continuous, the
equivalence of X’ and Y implies

P(&(a)) = P(¢"(a)) = P("(a; 1)).
Moreover (7) and the assumption on o(h)/g(h) tells
E'a; 1) =8"a;j), j=12,3,....

Therefore, using the fact that §”(a; j) is a tail event, i.e. £"(a; j) depends only on
¥, With n2j, we can see by Kolmogorov’s 0-1 law P(&"(a; 1))=0 or 1, and
accordingly P(€(a))=0or 1. Q.E.D.

4. Proof of Theorem 2. We proceed along the line of T. Sirao [7], but the proof
is somewhat complicated. So we divide it into several lemmas.

LeMMA 1. Theorems 2 and 3 are true if they hold under the assumption that for
t>e*va(®)

® {21og 1} < o(t) = {21o0g 1+ (7]e) logeay 1}12(%).

Proof. Cf. T. Sirao [7, Lemma 1]. (The proof given there does not need any
change for the present case.)

By Lemma 1, we may assume in the following proofs of Theorems 2 and 3 that
(8) holds for any t=a and accordingly ¢(¢) tends to infinity with z. Moreover
Theorems 2 and 3 treat the Holder continuity of stationary processes. So it is enough
to consider the behavior of x(¢) in the time interval [0, 8]. (Divide [0, 1] into
2([1/8]4+ 1)(*°) subintervals of [k8, (k+1)8], [(k+1/2)8, (k+3/2)8], k=0, 1,2,...,
[1/8]+1, and consider a pair of (¢, s) such that |t —s| < 8/2, if necessary.) Therefore,
despite the unnaturalness of assuming (A.1) in (0, 1), we may assume that the
condition (A), especially (A.2), holds in (0, 1) if we regard [0, 8] as [0, 1] for the
convenience of description. Further we may regard by the same reason that o2
is monotone nondecreasing in (0, 1).

Now we define the event E(p; k, I) by
9 E(p; k, 1) = {w; x((k+1)/2°, 0)—x(k|2", w) Z o(l]2°)p(2°|])},
©) 0k=2, 021=2ply, p=1,2,3,....

Then we have

LemMA 2. For any c € (0, 1), we have

[plia]

i i Z P(E(p; k,1)) <0 or =

p=1k=11=[cpt®)+1

(®) av b=max (a, b) and a A b=min (a, b).

(®) The coefficient 7 on the second term has no special meaning except that the integral (2)
for right hand side is finite.

(29) [x] denotes the greatest integer which does not exceed x.
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according as
f p(0)**~Texp [—3¢%(F)]dt < 0 or = 0,

Proof. By the monotonicity of ¢, we may assume without loss of generality that
a is sufficiently large so that ¢(¢)>1 and accordingly ¢(¢) exp [—¢%(¢)/2] is non-
increasing in = a. Then for (p, I) with 2°/I= a, we have

0 5y & L4

10) < PGS K, D) = g |

© exp [—x2/2] dx
Y

2P/
11 2o
< G o771 P [—39%(27/D)].

We can further see by the monotonicity of ¢ that

s o -3 (7))

q><2+°/1> exp [~ 3¢°Q2?/D)]

IIA

(11)

s ;(%/2—) exp [—1*(p~ 2], [epHe] = 1 < [P,

So if p, and Cj are so large that
1 1 ~t
~1/ayp — 1l/a?p, > _ s
o(pg Ve2P0) A (pgY*2%0) > a and Cy = P {1 20 le)”‘"}

then it follows from (10), (11) and (8) that

o 27 [pll/e]

> > 2> PEp;kD)

p=pg k=1 I={[cpl/®l+1

1 ki opplie .

S G 2 o) O [~ 192 )]
P=p0

(12) o

2° 2p-1 1
é C ey a} 2/ e ex —1g2(p-lep
5 p;o Y (p—1Y P o(p- 11527 p [—1¢(p )]

< G [ gty exp [~ 3970 .

Similarly we can see the existence of Cg such that

o0 2r [plie]

2 2 2 PEp;kD)

p=p9 k=1 l=[cplia)+1
(-0 & _ op .
> _ 2 1 1/anp
= 2(271.)1/2 pzpo (p(c—lp——llaZp) exp [ %‘P (C p 2 )]
(13) X op+1 Jox4
Co S (st e ple o~ 2ye 1 exp [~ 4y~ He2)]

r=p0

v

v

Ce f ()Y exp [~ 3g(0)] dt.
c=1pgti®2re
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Now (12) and (13) prove Lemma 2. Q.E.D.
According to Lemma 2, we can see in the present case

(14) i S [’f‘] P(E(p; k, D)) < co.

p=1k=11=[plle/2]

This means by Borel-Cantelli’s lemma that for almost all w there exists po(w) such
that p > po(w) implies

x((k+1)2°, w)—x(k[2?, w) < o(l2)p(2°[1), O = k = 2%, [3p"°] = I = [p*°].

It is our purpose to show that the above inequality holds for any pair (s, t) with
0<|t—s|<1/27 To show this, we consider the following events F(g; m, n) for
fixed (p, k, ). Let ¢ be a large number which makes e° an integer and satisfies
inequalities

2
@y exp [~ erppan] < Creos,

(15) qz2,

Co(e4[2)%@~1 > 2C;
where C; and Cjy are positive constants to be defined later. Now let us set b, =k /27,
by=(k+1)/2?, h,=exp [—qgc]/2? and
Flg;m,n) = {w; x(by—mh,, w)—x(b; +nhy, w)
20°3 1
2 o(bg—b,—(m+ ”)hq){‘P +_c Z Fﬁ}}’
P i=o
0 < m,n < exp [gc],

where ¢ denotes ¢(27//)=@(1/(by— b,)). Further set
Se=1{m;0=mzexplgch}, Fo= \J Flg;m,n),

and denote the smallest integer p’ satisfying (16) by p,
(16) ¢+l > ple. plog2 = 2log p|e.

The following lemma plays an essential role, and we need several lemmas to
prove it.

LEMMA 3. Under the assumption of Theorem 2, there exists an absolute constant(*!)
C, such that for p=p,

(17 P(F) = CoP(E(p; k, 1)), g2 1

Proof. We consider a fixed triple (p, k, /) with relation of p=p,. Denoting the

(**) An absolute constant means a constant independent of (p, k, /) and q.
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1970] STATIONARY GAUSSIAN PROCESSES 311
complementary event of F by F’, we have
P(F) = P(Fy-)+P(Fg-y N F)
18 ’
1% SPE+ Y PENFGmn), ¢22

m, neSy

Let us denote the second term in the right-hand side of (18) by P, and estimate it.
We denote the interval (b;+nh,, by—mhy) by I(q; m, n). Next, for each pair
(m, n) of m, n € S,, we choose two elements m,, n, of S,_; in such a way that

(19) [mhy,—muhy 1|, |mhg—nyhy_y| S by,
and, if p is convex in (0, 8), I(g; m, n)<I(q—1; m,, n,) and, if p is concave in (0, 8),
Ig;mm—Ig—1;my,m) # @, IHg—1;my,m)—Ig;mn) + @.

Then we have

Py = > P(F;.,N F(g;m,n)
m, neSq
(20 )
£ > P(F(g—1;my,n) N F(g;m,n)).
m, neSy

To estimate the right-hand side of (20), we use the following lemmas.

LeEMMA 4. (i) If the correlation function p is convex in (0, 1), then it holds that for
any pair of nonoverlapping intervals (a, b), (¢, d)<(0, 1)

(21 E((x(b)—x(a))(x(d) —x(c))) £ O,
and for (¢, d)y<(a, b)<(0, 1)
22) o (d—a)+e*(b—c) 2 o*(b—a)+o*(d—-c).

(ii) If the correlation function p is concave in (0, 1), then it holds that for any pair
of nonoverlapping intervals (a, b), (c, d)<(0, 1)

(23) E((x(b) — x(@))(x(d) —x(c))) 2 O,
and for any pair of overlapping intervals (a, b), (¢, d)<(0, 1)
(24) o¥(d—a)+o%(b—c) = o¥(b—a)+o*(d—c).

Proof. We prove only (i) because (ii) can be proved similarly, Let 0Sas<b=c¢
£d=1. Then we have

E((x(B) — x(@))(x(d) — x(c))) = {p(d—b)— p(d—a)} —{p(c—b)— p(c—a)}.

Since (d—b)—(d—a)=(c—b)—(c—a) and p is convex in (0, 1), the right-hand side
of the above equality is nonpositive. So we have (21).
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{o¥(d—a)+o*(b—c)}—{e*(b—a)+c*(d—c)}
— 2{p(b—a)+ pld— )} —2{pld—a) + p(b— )}
=0,
because d—c=(d—a)A(b—c)Sb—aand (b—a)+(d—c)=(d—a)+(b—c). Q.E.D
LeMMA 5. Let (U, V) be a two dimensional Gaussian random variable with

E(U)=E(V)=0 and E(U¥)=E(V?)=1. Then, for a pair (a, b) with 0<a<b, the
Sunction p(a, b; p)=P(U<a, V> b) is monotone decreasing in p=E(UV).

Proof. See Lemma 2 in T. Sirao [7].
Let us set, for any m,ne S, and m,, n; € S,_; which are chosen by the way
stated already, a=b, +nh,, b=by;—mh,, c=b; +nh,_, and d=b,—m;h,_;.

LEMMA 6. Let p be the correlation coefficient between x(b)— x(a) and x(d)— x(c).
Then there exists a positive constant C, such that

(25) p 2 1-Cio(1/p) exp [—(g— 1)ca/2].
Proof. We can see from (22) and (24) that
o*(d—a)+a*(b—c) = o*(b—a)+e*(d—c).
Hence we have
E((x(b) ~ ¥@)(x(d) = ¥(c))) = Hod—a)+0%b—¢)—*(d—b) —*(c—a)}
2 }{o*(b—a)+0%(d—~ )~ o*(d— b)~*(c—a)}.
So it follows from the monotonicity of ¢2 that

1 6*(d—b)+0%(c—a)
2 o(b—a)o(d—c)

1 _ 02(h0+ 1) .
0%(by— by — 2h, exp [gc])

1\

1—

v

Now put

r plog2—log(I-2)°

M = sup {(1—2)"‘ exp [(g—1)ee/2]| plog2+(q—T)c

;p =>"- pl, q ; 2,
BpY ] £ 1= [pY¥],c 2 2
Evidently, by (16), M is finite. Then we have by (A.1)

plog2—log (I—-2)
plog2+(g—1)c

8

C, ! ’
= 1—63 {(1_2) exp [(g— l)c]}

Cs M
l—a’ > exp [—(g— Dce/2].

(1

So, putting C;o=C,M/C;, we have (25). Q.E.D.
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Now let us go back to the estimation of P,. Let Y and Z be mutually independent
Gaussian random variables with E(Y)=E(Z)=0 and E(Y?2?)=E(Z*)=1. Then,
using the notations in Lemma 6, we have

P(F(g—1; my, ny)’ O F(g; m, n))
- P(x(b)—x(a) > a(b—a)(tp+% 120 2-«1),
(26) Xd)—x(c) < o(d—c) (¢+% > 2-at))

q=2
= P(Y = (p+— 2 27 (1- 2)1/22+pY<<p+%‘ > 2-‘")-
’ i=0

Put p,=1—C,, exp [—(g—1)ce/2)/p, and we can see from (25), (26) and Lemma 5
that

P(F(g—1; my, ny)’ O F(q; m, n))
q-1 q-2
< P(Yg ¢+2—c > 27, (1—p%)1/22<(1—p0)(lp+'2—c > 2-&*)
P i=o P {=o
2¢
— pg = 9 -ata- 1))
Po ?

(Y 2 <p+— Z 2- ai) (z < (1—p})-12

foonlpe 2 reon2om)
= P, (say).

Now we have by Lemma 1

¢ = (27/]) < {2plog 2+ 7 log log p/e} /2.

Hence there exist absolute constants ¢, Cg and C; such that they satisfy (15) and
the following two inequalities

2cq—2
(A=) 1 =p) o3 > 2°9) 5 Gy < e
i=0

2
(1—p8)~*2po 7;6 2 Cy;exp [e{g—1)c].
So we can see by (15) and (10)
P, < P(Y 2 @)P(Z < Cg— Cq(e4/2)xe~D)

ZP(Y z 9P (Z > %7_ (ec't /z)a(q—n)
(27) < P( Y= )(l) 1/21 (ecl4/2) —a(@=-1) exp | — C_'zf (ecl4/2)2a(q -1)
= = P\2, C; 3

< e=3P(E(p; k, I)).
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Then it follows from (27) that

P(F(g—1;my, n) N F(g,m,n)) < e 3P(E(p; k, 1)), mneS,qz2,
and accordingly
(28) P, £ e “P(E(p; k, 1)).
Since

P(F) £ D P(F(1;m,n) = e<P(E(p; k, 1)),

m, nesSy

we get from (18) and (28)
PE) S (4 5, e PEGI D), g 22
i=2

which proves Lemma 3. Q.E.D.
Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 2. Set

Gk, = U () F,

n=1gqg=n

and

—_— 2 0
H(p; k, 1) = {w, sup-x—(zT);(;) > ¢(2p/1)+¢(2:/1) ‘Zo 2_a,}’

where s and ¢ runs over the intervals [k2~?,(k+1)2-?] and [(k+71—1)277,(k+1)2"7]
respectively. Then it follows from the continuity of X and Lemma 3 that
P(H(p; k, 1)) £ P(G(p; k, 1))
< lim inf P(F)

q- o0
< GoP(E(p; k, 1))
Therefore we have by Lemma 2
© 2p [plie)
(29) > > >  PH@p:kD) < .
p=p; k=0 l=[pt/¢j2]+1
According to Borel-Cantelli’s lemma, (29) shows that for almost all w there exists
Pp2(w) such that
w¢H(p; k1) forp 2 pyw), O0=ks=2°, [Ip] <!=[p*]

Now, for any pair (s, t) satisfying 0<s<¢=<1 and 0<z—s5< py(w)*[2" P2,
choose p, k and / such that

(p+ 1= pYe k k+1  k+1-1 k+1
Tl SITS<T R RS <ty SIS
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Then it holds that p,(w)<p, 05k <2” and p*'¢/2<I<pY*. Accordingly the fact
that w ¢ H(p; k, I) implies

x(t, w)—x(s, w) < o(t— S){‘P(zp/l)‘*' @& £ Z }

IA

C —ai
o= N U= Nt s 5 27}

Then, taking into consideration the symmetry of a Gaussian process, we can see
that ¢ +2¢'/p belongs to #*, where ¢'=c¢ 32, 1/2%. Since this result is obtained
from the assumption of convergence of (2), the same result also should hold for
¢(t)=@(t)—3c'[p(t), because ¢ is nondecreasing, continuous on [a, o) and further
the integral (2) for ¢ is finite. Moreover ¢(¢)+ 2¢’/¢(¢) < (2) for large ¢, as is easily
seen. Hence ¢ should belong to *. Q.E.D.

5. Proof of Theorem 3. We shall use the same notations as in §4.
According to Lemma 2, the divergence of integral (3) implies

© or [plia]

(30) Z > > PE@p;kD) =

p=1 k=0 I=[plia/3)
By the definition of £*, the function ¢ belongs to £ if E(p; k, 1) occurs “infinitely
often” for almost all w. To prove this is the case, we apply the Chung-Erdos
lemma(!2).

In the sequel, we often denote E(p; k, I) by E,, where the subscript n is given in
the following way. Let E,=E(p; k, 1) and E,,=E(p’; k', I’). Then n stands before
m if and only if either one of the following hold: (i) p<p’, (ii) p=p’ and I’ <],
(iii) p=p’, I=1" and k<k’'. Hence n<m implies I’/2* <[j2°, where (p, ) and
(»’, I') correspond to E, and E, respectively.

Now, by the Chung-Erdos lemma and (30), it suffices to prove the following
Lemma 7 and Lemma 8,

LEMMA 7. For every pair of (n, h) with n2 h, there exist c(h)>0 and H(n, h)>n
such that for any m= H(n, h)

€2y P(En|Ey O Epvy 0+ -0 Ey) 2 o(B)P(E,)(*).

LEMMA 8. There exist two absolute constants K, and K, with the following
property: to each E; there corresponds a set of events {E,;i=1,2,3,...,s}<
{E,;n=1,2,3,...} such that

32) > P(E,NE,) < K.P(E),

(*?) See [2].
(*%) P(E/F) denotes the conditional probability of E under the condition F.,
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and that for all Ex#E, (i=1, 2,3, ..., s) provided k> j
(33) P(E; N Ey) £ KoP(E)P(Ey).

Before we prove Lemma 7, we shall state a remark and Lemma 9. For each
E,=E(p; k, 1), we define U,=U(p; k, I) by

Un = Up; k, 1) = x((k+D)[27) — x(k[27),

where U(p; k, ) is used when we want to emphasize that U, corresponds to
E(p; k, 1). Then we have for every n

(34) lim p(Uy, Un) =0,

where p(U, V) denotes the correlation coefficient between U and V. In fact, (34)
is proved in the following way. Let U,=x(b)— x(a) and U, =x(d)— x(c). Since we
may regard o? as a monotone and concave function as was remarked already, it
holds by (21)

o%(d—c)
P(Un Un) £ 25— g3t —0)
- :’;g_;g —0 asm-— o0,

because d— ¢ tends to 0 as m — 0.

LEMMA 9. Let {X,, Xz, ..., Xy, Yp;m=1,2,3,...} be a sequence of standard
Gaussian random variables, and assume that p,=max {|p;,n|; 0Li<k}—0 as
m — oo, where p; , denotes E(X,Y,). Then, for any sequence of Borel sets B,—
pn©, p&) provided 0<c<1 and for any bounded Borel sets A, (i=1,2,...,k), it
holds

P(Y,eB,/XieAd,i=12,...,k)P(Y,eB,)—~1 asm— 0.

Proof. See Lemma 4 in T. Sirao [7].
Now we shall prove Lemma 7.
Proof of Lemma 7. Let us set for U,=U(p; k, /) and ¢>0

Fo(c) = {w; 9(2°/1) £ U,[o(l]27) < 9(2°[1)+c},
Ec) = {w; Up+c = O}

Then we have by (10)

PO 2 gz o o8 [ bl = () e - exp [ o]

$P(E,)(1—2e7%n),

i\

where ¢, denotes (27//). So, for a given pair (n, h), we can take ¢ >0 such that

(33) P(Fu(c)) 2 $P(En), m 2 n,
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and

P() (& 0 E©) 2 #2(

Then it holds that

PEJE.NE,,.,N---NE})
36) =PE.NENE, N -NE)PE,NE,,.,Nn---NE))

2 $P(F©] () (B 0 E(o).
On the other hand, if we put
Xi=Upys, Ay = [—c, 9(27[1)], i=0,1,2,...,n—h,

and

Yo =Un  Bp=I[p2/[l,), p(2°=[l)+c], m=n+1,n+2,...,

then, applying Lemma 9, we have for large m

P(Fu@/ () (i 0 E@) > $P(EA()).
Therefore (35) and (36) show that there exists an H(n, ) > n such that
P(En/Ep N Epyy N---0NEy) 2 P(EL)12,  mz H(n, h),

which proves Lemma 9 for C(h)=1/12. Q.E.D.
The proof of Lemma 8 is complicated and we need some lemmas for it.

LemMmA 10. Let (U, V) be a two dimensional Gaussian random variable with
E({U)=E(V)=0 and E(U>)=E(V?)=1. Then for any a, b>0, there exist positive
constants K and d such that (i)

(37 P(U > a,V > a) £ Kexp [—-d(1—p?a?|P(U > a),
where p denotes p(U, V), and (i) if p<1/ab, then
(38) P(U > a,V > by £ KP(U > a)P(V > b).

Proof. See Lemmas 3 and 4 of Chung-Erdés-Sirao [3].
Now, fur each E;=E(p; k, 1), let E, be the collection of E,=E(p’; k’, I") such
that n>j and

(39) p(U;, Un) 2 {p(2°[Dp(27'[I)} 1.
Then we have

LemMA 11. For each E;=E(p; k, 1), E; is a finite set. More precisely, there exists
an absolute constant Cy, such that for E,=E(p'; k', ') e E;

(40) P < p+Cylogp.
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Proof. Let us set a=k/2%, b=(k+1)/2®, c=k'[2” and d=(k'+1'){27". Since p
is convex, we can see from Lemma 4 that p(U;, U,) <20 if the intervals (a, b) and
(¢, d) are disjoint. So each E, € E; should satisfy either one of the following:

(«y aScsbsd,

(B) asc=d=sh,

(y) cSasdsh.

In the case (), using (21) again, we have

E((x(5)— x(a))(x(d)— x(c))) £ o*(b—c).
Hence the monotonicity of ¢2 implies

o?(b—c) < a(d—c)

P(Us Un) = o(b—a)a(d—c) = o(b—a)

Similar computation in the cases (8) and (y) shows that in all cases («), (8), (v), we
have

@1) Uy Up) S o(d—0)o(b—a), E,cE,
Combining this with (39), we have

{p(2? Do)} £ o(l'[27)[a(l[27).

Therefore we can see from (8) and (A.1) that there exists an absolute constant
L >0 such that

'[py~* 1\
200" ) > ) L (F)

or

1y 283 . 1 _ _
p+2alog2]°gp <p+2alog2{(zﬁ 1) log p—log L},

which implies the existence of C,, satisfying (40). Q.E.D.
Next, let us put
E,={E;i=12,...,5}
E; = E(p; k, 1),  E; = E(ps; ki 1),
a=ki2?, b=(k+D2?, a=Kkf2n, b = (k+1)2",
p=¢(1/(b-a), o =el/(b—a)).

Then it holds that b;—a,<b—a, p<¢, i=1,2,..., s, because j;>j.
Now it follows from Lemma 10, (i) that

42)

P(Ej N Ej') § P(Uj g a(b—-a)(p, Uj‘ g U(bg_a()(P)

43) < Kexp [—d(1—pd)p®]1P(E)),
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where p; denotes p(U;, U,,). Hence, for the estimation of the left-hand side of (32),
it suffices to do

121 exp [—d(1 — pP)¢?].

To do this, we divide the above summation into two parts denoted by > and
>@ as follows:

@) > exp [—d(1—pD)e?] = > exp [—d(1—pP)g?]+ 2 exp [~ d(1- D)%),
t=1

where > expresses the summation over all i’s such that

45) : p Z (L—p~ 22,

and Y@ expresses the summation of remainder.

LeMMA 12. There exists an absolute constant Cy, such that

(46) 2.2 exp [-d(1-pPg"] < Cua.
Proof. It suffices to prove the boundedness of >® for large p. So we may assume
that

plog2—(1/e)logp > p/2.

Since we have for all i considered in >® 1— pZ>p~1/2, it follows from (8) that

C1)) (1—-pd)p* > p~*?{plog 2—(1/e) log p} > $p*.
Then Lemma 4, (i) shows
(48) (a, b) N (ay, by) # 2(1Y).

Now let #(p’) be the number of i which is considered in > and satisfies the
relation p;=p’. Using (48) and Lemma 11, #(p’) is estimated as follows.

#) < b—a)2" ()"
< (pp))e2 -
< pPu*¥%(14Cyy log p[p)t'e.
Combine this with (40) and (47), and we can see the existence of an absolute

constant C;, such that

> exp [—d(1—pR)g?] < p°u*3%(1 4+ C;, log plp)t/*Cy, log p exp [— dp'?]

< Cia. Q.E.D.
LEMMA 13. There exists an absolute constant C,; such that
(49) 2% exp [—d(1-pP)g?] S Cys.

(**) g expresses the empty set.
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Proof. The proof is divided into several steps.

Using the notations given in (42), we first note that there exist three cases:

(¢) a<a,<bsb,

B) aga; b, L),

(y) a,a=<b=bh.

1°. There exists an absolute constant C,, such that for all p;’s considered in >

(50) pEp Ep+Ci

In fact, as was shown in (41) already, p;=p(U;, U;,) satisfies p; < a(b,—a;)/o(b—a).
And accordingly we can see by (45) and (A.1) that for large p

C, (3\* P\ 78
_p-1l2 < 2 3 -(y-pa (£
Lpit 5 gt < 22 (5) 2 ()

Then Lemma 11 shows the existence of C,5 such that
l_p-—ll2 < C152—(p,—p)a’

which implies (50).
2°. In the case («), there exists an absolute constant C;4 such that

(51) pi £ 1—Ciglki—k2777)%p.

To prove this, we first remark that (41) and (45) imply

. O'(b—ai) . U'(bi ai)
o) A ke
Then we have
(52) lim 2= _ jp 2@=a) _

po® o(b—a) = pl—»co O'(b ai)
because we have by Lemma 4, (i)
E((x(B) — x(@))(x() — x(a:)))
a(b—a)s(b;—a;)

(53) _ o*(b—a)+o%(b—a)—o*(a,—a)
- 20(b— a)o(b,—ay)

IA

Pt

and p; =1 as p — c0. Moreover we can see from (50) that for any ¢>0 there
exists p(e) such that

log (a,—a)

D 1= 105 =a)

<l+e, p2Zple),

_ | pilog 2—log (k;—k27:~%)
- plog2—log!

because ;> a in the case ().
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Now, if we remark that for large p
o¥(a;—a)—{o(b—a)—o(b—a)}?
o*(a,—a)—{(c*(@—a)+o*(b—a))'*— a(b—a)}*(*°)
o%(a,—a)—o*(b—a){(1 + o*(a,— a)/o*(b—a;))*'2 —1}2
o¥a;—a)2,  (by (52)),
it follows from (53), (54), and (A.1) that for large p

v v

v

- 20(b—a)o(b—ay) +{o(b—a)—o(b—a)}*— o%(a;—a)

pr = 26(b—a)o(b;—a;)
< 1_1 o%(a;—a)
=71 9%b—a)
1 C
< I—Z(1+e)“5‘é(a,—a)“(b—a)“’

lIA

1_%. (147" %z' (k,— k2ri—P)a] —eQ =, =)
= 1—1 (1+¢&)~ '8 G (k— 2kPi—P)ep =12~ @ =),
4 C.

Then (50) implies (51).
3°. In the case (y), we have similarly as in 2°

(35) pi = 1= Cial(k+1)2777 — (ki + 1)} [p,

where C,; is an absolute constant.
4°, In the case (B), we have by Lemma 4, (i) p; =< p(x(b) — x(a;), x(b;)) — x(a;)).
So, if we put k27:~P=k; in (55), it follows from (55) that

(56) pr £ 1=Cp(I22-P—L)*/p.

5°. Let us divide the summation >® into three parts as follows:

Z(l) — Z(a)+Z(B)+Z(7)’

where XY@, >® and > denote the summations over all i’s corresponding to the

cases («), (B), (y) respectively. Then we can see from (8), (51), (55) and (56) that
there exists an absolute constant d; >0 such that

d(1—p?)? = di(k;—27~?k)*, for the case («),
(57) = dy(127-?— )%, for the case (B),
2 di((k+ D277 —(k;+1))*, for the case (y).

(*®) o2 is concave.
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Next, for fixed p’ (Zp) and k', we consider the numbers #(p’, k’; ) of i which
corresponds to the case («) and satisfies the relations p;=p’ and k;=k’. Then we
have #(p’, k'; ) <k’ — k27 -2,

Further, for given p’, I’, I/, let us set

#(p’, I’; B)=the number of i which corresponds to the case (y) and satisfies the
conditions p,=p’ and ;=/".

#(p', b’ ; y)=the number of i which corresponds to the case (y) and satisfies the
conditions p,=p’ and k,+/=H'.

Then it holds that #(p’, I’; B)SI27 ~»—1', #(p', b ; Y) S(k+ )27 -7 —}'.

Now we have by (50) and (57)

> P exp [—d(1- p?)g?]

p+Cig {(k+ nor'-p

A

(k' — k27 ~?) exp [—dy(k' — 2k? ~?)%]

p=p \k=gavr'-»

120" -7

+ > (27—l exp [—dy (127 P 1))

=0

b (D2 =) exp [—d1«k+l)2v'-p—h')a1}

h*'=K2r° =P
< 3Cis D kexp [—dik?]
k=0

< 0,

which proves (49). Q.E.D.

Now we shall prove Lemma 8.

Proof -of Lemma 8. For any E,, let us take E; (the collection of E, satisfying
(39)) as the set {E,,; i=1,2,..., s} in Lemma 8. Since (39) and Lemma 10 imply
(33), it suffices to prove the validity of (32).

According to (43), we have

D P(E;NE,) < KD exp [—d(1—pP)p*|P(E)).
i=1 i=1
Then we get from (44), Lemmas 12 and 13
2. P(E; N E;) < K(C13+Cig)P(E).
i=1

This shows that (32) holds for K, =K(C,,+ C;3).
Thus we have completed the proof of Theorem 3. Q.E.D.

6. Proof of Theorem 4. The proof of Theorem 4 proceeds parallel with the
one of Theorem 2.

LEMMA 14. Theorems 4 and 5 hold if they do under the following condition:
(58) {2logg, 312 < P(t) £ {3 log, 133, tzeVa
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The proof is analogous to the one of Lemma 6 in T. Sirao [7], and we omit it.
In the following discussion, we shall always assume (58). Let us define E(p; k) by

E(p; k) = {w; x(k[27)— x(0) 2 o(k/2"}(27/[k)},
p=123..,k=1273..2
Then we have the following one corresponding to Lemma 2.
LemMA 15. For any c€(0, 1),
o [(log p)lie]
2. 2 PE®p;K)
p=1 k=[c(og p)1ie]

converges or diverges according as

[7 07 ew -3 a
a
converges or diverges.
Proof. By the similar way as in the proof of Lemma 2, we can see that there
exist p, and p, such that
© (log p)1/a}

P(E(p; k))

p=po k=I[clogp)l/o]+1

5 2t (ogp)
= (21r)1/2 Z {(log P (log (p— 1))1/«} 29

' Wp)—”“) exXp [— ‘}¢2(2"(log P) - lla)]

4 27(log p) lia
= (2172)1/2 Z f ( (log p) {#(27(log p) ~Leyy2ie-1

2° ~1aog (p-1n "%

-exp [~ $#(@*(log p) =] dr
o |, 1O exp [~ 1@

and similarly

These two inequalities prove the lemma. Q.E.D.
According to Lemma 15, it holds that under the assumption (4)

[(og p)tie]

P K)) 2 5 [ 3 40 exp [=42(0)] .

p1 k= [clog p)}/e)

© [(tog p)tie]

(59) > 2> PEPp;K) <.

p=1 k=[(ogp)1/4/3)

Now, for a given pair of (p, k), we set

b=k27, h, = 2-?exp [—qc], ¥ = Y(1/b), q=12173,...
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where ¢ is a large number which makes e° an integer and satisfies the following
inequalities where absolute constants C,;g and C;4 will be chosen later.

1/2 2 a(g—~1)c
(60) (?zr) o [_% (ﬁ) ] e 422
18

Cig(e%/2)*9~D > 2C,.
Then the set S, and the events F(q; m), F(q) are defined by S,={m; 0=m=e*},
qz1,
2¢ <
Fig;m) = {w; x(b—mhy)—x(0) > a(b—mh,,){¢u+$ Z 2“’”}},
i=0
gz1l,mesS,
and Fy=Unes, F(g; m).

LEMMA 16. There exists an absolute constant Cy, such that

P(q@l Fq)' < CoP(E(p; k).

Proof. For any me S,, ¢=2, we choose m, € S,_; such that [mh,—mh,_,|
Zhy_;. And we set U,=x(b—mhy)—x(0), V,,=x(b—mh,_;)—x(0). Then we
have by Schwartz’s inequality and (A.1),

_ o*(b—mhy)+*(b—mih,_,)— o*(mhy—myhy_y)
P(Uns Vi) = 3B — ko (b—Trhy 1)

> 1_1 o*(mhy—myhy 1)
2 1= = mh)o(b—mih, D)

Moreover we can see, by the same way as in the proof of Lemma 6, that there
exists an absolute constant M such that
1 (g—De

(U, le) Z l—Mm exXp [— 3 a] = po (say).

Now put

1\

q—=2
Cis = sup {(1—pg)~1/2(1—po)(¢+% > 2““);1) 2eMVegq
i=0

z},
and choose C,g which satisfies (60) and the following

C

(1—p3) H2pg— 2 Cigexp [falg—1)c], pze¥ qz2

<y

(Evidently we can choose such triple (¢, Cig, Cy0) if we take sufficiently large c.)
Then we have by the procedure as was used in Lemma 6

P(F(g—1;m) N Fg; m)) < e™*“P(E(p; k)),
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and accordingly

P(F) S P(Fy-1)+ >, P(F;-1 0 Flg; m))
(61) meSq
S P(F-1)+e “P(E(p; k), g2 2
Since P(F,)=e°P(E(p; k)), (61) proves the lemma. Q.E.D.
Next, let H(p; k) be the collection of w such that there exists ¢ satisfying (k — 1)/2°
£t<k/2? and

x(t, @)= x(0, w) 2 o(r){¢(2p/k)+2c(¢(2p/k))-1 i 2}

Then we can see by Lemma 16 and the continuity of X
P(H(p; k)) < lim inf P(F,) £ C30P(E(p; k)),
g o

and accordingly

© [(log p)lia]
P(H(p; k)) < o,

p=po k=I[(log p)1/%/3]

where po=[eM v e]+ 1. Now the procedure used in the proof of Theorem 2 implies
Theorem 4. Q.E.D.

7. Proof of Theorem 5. We have by Lemma 15

© [dog p)lie]
P(E(p; k)) = o,
P=pg k=[2(0og p)1/%/3]
where p, denotes a sufficiently large integer so that for p=p,, we can do all the
computations in the sequel which are available for large p(1€).

As in §4, we denote E(p; k) by E,, where the subscript n is given as follows:
If E,=E(p; k) and E,=E(p’; k'), then n<m if and only if either one of the
following holds:

@ p<p,

(ii) p=p’ and k' <k.

So n<m implies k'[27" < k[2°.
Now it suffices to show that Lemmas 7 and 8 hold for our sequence

{Ejij=1,23,..%

For E,=E(p; k) and E,=E(p'; k'), put b=k[2?, b'=k'[2", U,=x(b)—x(0),
Upn=x(b")—x(0).
Then we have by (34) lim,,, , p(U,, Un)=0, or more precisely

(62) p(Un, Un) = o(b')/a(b)

(*®) This assumption does not take any loss of generality.
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as was obtained in §3. Therefore the proof of Lemma 7 is valid for the present
case if we replace there ¢ and //2*? by ¢ and k/27 respectively, i.e. Lemma 7 holds
for our sequence {E;; j=1,2,3,...}.

Next, we shall consider Lemma 8. For each E;= E(p; k), let E; be the collection
of events E,=E(p’; k") such that n>j and

(63) p(Us, Un) 2 {27 [k3p(27 (K'Y}
Then we have

LemMA 17. For each E,=E(p; k), E; is a finite set. More precisely, there exists
an absolute constant Cy, such that for E,=E(p’; k') € E;

P’ < p+Cy loglogp.
Proof. Since we have for E, € E;
(@@} = p(Up, Un) £ o(b')/o(b)

where b=k/[2? and b'=k’[27, it follows by (A.1) that there exists an absolute
constant L >0 such that

1 (logp’)“(_p_)“ S L
20-»x \logp/ \p'] ~ logplogp’
which proves Lemma 17. Q.E.D.
Now let

E,={E,;i=12,...,8}, E; = E(p; k), E;,, = E(p;; k),
b=k2°, by=k/2", =4(1/b), and p; = p(U;, U,).
According to Lemma 10, the validity of Lemma 8 for our sequence
{E;;j=1,2,3,...}

is obtained from the boundedness of

64) 2 exp [—d(1 — )],

where d denotes an absolute positive constant. To show the boundedness of the
above series, we divide it into two parts as follows:

(65) Z exp [—d(1—p?)?] = D exp [—d(1— p?)?]+ > > exp [—d(1 - pP)?],

where > expresses the summation over all i’s such that p,=(1—(log p)~1)~2
and >® does the summation of remainder. Then we have

LEMMA 18. There exists an absolute constant C,, such that

> @ exp [—d(1— p?)?] < Cpa.
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Proof. Since it follows from the definition of > that for any i considered in
>3 1—p¢>(log p)~ V2, we have by Lemma 14

(1—p?) = (log p)'*log p = (log p)*'2.

On the other hand, the cardinal number of collection of k' satisfying k'/27
<k/2? for previously given p’ does not exceed 27 ~?(log p)!/*. Moreover we can
see by Lemma 17

27" ~*(log p)*'* < (log p)°ar* /e,
Then we have

> exp [—d(1— pP)?] = (log p)°a:* 1= exp [—d(log p)*/?],
which proves Lemma 18. Q.E.D.

LEMMA 19. There exists an absolute constant C,g such that
2.7 exp [—d(1-pPY?] < Cos.

Proof. 1°. For any i considered in >, it holds by (62) and (A.1) that

2 8
_ 12 < 2<© (5 < G (p'-p)a.IOg_p (ﬂ)
1—(log p) = pi = o2(b) = 2 C, 2 Iogp’ \p') -

So we can see that there exists an absolute constant Cys > 0 such that
(66) PEp <p+Cas.

2°. Considering the special case of (8) in the proof of Lemma 13, where a=a,=0
and b, <b, we can see from (56) that for a properly chosen absolute constant
Cos pi = 1—Cos((b—b;)/b)* because the term (/2?~?—])*/p in (56) comes from
o?(b—by)/e*(b—a) and now a=0. Therefore we have by (A.1)

pi S 1—Cos(k27 -7 —Kk')*[log p
or

(67) 1—pf > Cy5(k2” ~?—k')*[log p.
3°. We have by (66), (67) and Lemma 14

- 2 Pexp [—d(1-pP?] = X exp [—dCos(k2” - —K')]

= Cae D exp [—dCysk®] < o,
k=1

which proves Lemma 19, Q.E.D.
Now we can get from (65), Lemmas 18 and 19 the boundedness of series in (64),
as was to be proved. Q.E.D.

8. Proof of Theorem 6 and Corollary 6.1. At first we shall prove the following
lemma which was stated in §2 as a sufficient condition to make X a process satisfying
the condition (A).
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LEMMA 20. Let f be the spectral density function of stationary Gaussian process X.
If f satisfies the following conditions, then X satisfies the condition (A).
(i) There exist positive constants Cz, C, and K such that

(68) Cs S f)x**Ylogx) £ Csy, x Z K,
where 0 <a <2, —c0<f <00,

(ii) g(x)=x%f(x) is two times differentiable in x, and for some 0< e< 1, either one
of the following (a) or (b) holds.

(@) x®~¢g"(x) is bounded from below, and lim inf, ., ,, x®~°g"(x)>0.

(b) x®~¢g"(x) is bounded from above, and lim sup,_. , x3~°g"(x) <O0.

Proof. For the process X with a spectral density f satisfying (68) and p(0)=1,
we have

o¥(h) = 2(1— p(h)) = 4 f ® sin® (hx/2)f(x) dx

—4 f " sin? (hx/2)f(x) dx+4 f " sin® (hx/2)f(x) dx

= LW +LE)  (say).
Then we have

(69) lim I,(h)A = f * ¥f(x) dx/4

0
and

) G f ® sin® (hx/2)f3(x) dx < L(h) < C, f ® sin® (hx/2)f,(x) dx,

where fi(x)=x"“*DY(log x)~ 8. Taking a computation on the integral in (70), we
have

f ® sin? (hx/2)f,(x) dx = h*(log 1/k)~* f ® sin? (x/2)x -+ V|1 (log x/log k)| ~* dx,

and accordingly

an Gk, £ ,{i“(} I(h)[h(log 1/h)~% = C,K;,

where K;=[g sin? (x/2)x =@+ dx,
Now (69) and (71) implies (A.1).
Next, we shall prove the convexity of ¢2 if (a) and (ii) hold. Let A>0 and
consider the quantity
AP0? = o%(hy +2h) + o2(h,) —20%(h, + h).
Then we have

APo? = 4 f " {sin? ((hy + 2h)x/2) +sin® (hyx[2)— 2 sin? ((hy +R)x/2}f(x) dx

™ m.z
=4 [ O e (i) 3 ) 2w (i)
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Putting f(h; x)=(x/h)f(x[h), g(x)=xf(x), we get
82f 2\ s
s = (3 45 () G () = oo,
So it follows from (72) that
APo? — 4 f “ X~ sin® (x/2)APf(h,; x) dx

_ ©sin? (x/2) h%x A X )
—4L p (h1+0h)3g(h1+6h dx, 0< 6 <2

Then by (a) and Fatou’s lemma

Jim inf 882+ 2h)°

h,h1—0 4h?

> f " x~@=9 sin® (x/2) lim inf (e/(hy + 6R))°~°¢"(x/(xy + 6B)) dx > O,
V] h,h1—0

which proves the convexity of ¢2 in a small interval (0, ).

If (b) holds, then we can prove the concavity of ¢? in a similar way. Q.E.D.

Using Lemma 20, we can prove Theorem 6 as follows.

Proof of Theorem 6. According to the preceding lemma, there exists a stationary
Gaussian process Y={y(¢); 0=<¢=<1} with 0-mean which is independent of X and
satisfies the condition (A) for a given pair («, B) with 0<a <2, —o0o<B<o0(}?).
For an arbitrary &' >0, let us consider a stationary Gaussian process

={z(1);0 2t £ 1}
defined by
z(t) = (1+&2)~Y2{x+£'y(t)}, 0<t=1.

Then we have E(z(1))=0, pz(0)=E(Z(t)2)=l and for small >0 and a properly
chosen constant Coq>0

ha (C4 + 8’2C26)ha
— < g2 <L X TE O T8
Coo Toghp = ") = (Tre)log hP

where

a3(h) = E((z(t+h)—z(1))?).

Since the concavity or convexity of o2 is obtained from those of o2 and oZ, where
a2(h)= E((y(t+ h)— y(1))?), the process Z satisfies the condition (A). Then it follows
from Corollary 3.2 that for an arbitrary ¢” >0 and for almost all o there exists an

(1) See Remark 3 in §2.
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ho(w) such that 0 < h < hy(w) implies
sup {|z(t+h, w)~z(t, w)];0 S t £ 1—h} < o (M{(2+¢") log (1/h)}'/?

1+¢2C36/Cy )| 2f (2+2)Cah" \ V2
= 146 } {(log (l/h))B—l}
and
. h)— t)|-0<t<1_h}<{(2+ nC _ht_'_}uz.
sup {|y(t+m)—y(®)|;0 st = R L

So we have for A< hy(w)
sup {|x(¢+h)—x(t)|;0 £t £ 1—h}
S (1+HY2sup {|z(t+h)—2(2)];0 =t < 1-h}
(73) +e sup{|y(t+h)—y()|;0 £t < 1-h}

g{ W} {1+ £2Ca/C) 12 + &} + )2,

For any >0, if we take ¢ and ¢” such that
{(142Ca6/Ca) 2+ 122+ &) < (2+2),

then (73) proves Theorem 6. Q.E.D.
As an application of Theorem 6, we can prove Corollary 6.1.
Proof of Corollary 6.1. According to Theorem 6, it suffices to show that the

relation
(74) fo ® xeflog (1+ %) dF(x) < oo
implies
(75) o*(h) = o(h*/(log (1/h))")(**).

To show this we first consider the function
g(h; x) = Log /R (l/h)) (1—cos hx).

Let & (< 1) be a positive number such that x~¢|log x|? is monotone decreasing in
x € (0, 8) and x2-¢|log x|# is monotone increasing in x € (0, 8). Then, for 0 <A<,
it follows that for x=1/h

g(h, x) = 2h~%|log h]? £ 2x*(log x)?,
and for <x<1/h

B L2.2
g(h;x)gg@g%llh_zx_

< x%|log x|%/2.

= h*~¢|log h|x?[2

(3®) f(x)=o0(g(x)) expresses lim,., f(x)/g(x)=0.
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So we have g(h; x) = 2x“|log x|%, § <x<c0.
Now (74) shows that x*|log x|? is integrable with respect to the measure dF.

So we have

lim @99]%@1’)—)3 = lim 2 f ® e(h; %) dF(x) = 0,

h-0

as was to be proved. Q.E.D.
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