arXiv:2303.13210v1 [math.PR] 23 Mar 2023

The Escape Rate of Favorite Edges of Simple Random Walk

Chen-Xu Hao

School of Mathematics, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, China

Abstract Consider a simple symmetric random walk on the integer lattice Z. Let E(n) denote a favorite edge of the random walk at time n. In this paper, we study the escape rate of E(n), and show that almost surely lim inf_{n→∞}^{|E(n)|√}_{n·(log n)−γ} equals 0 if γ ≤ 1, and is infinity otherwise. We also obtain a law of the iterated logarithm for E(n). Keywords: Random walk, favorite edge, favorite site, local time.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020) 60J10, 60J55.

1 Introduction and main results

Let (S_n)_{n∈N} be a simple symmetric random walk on the integer lattice Z with S_0 = 0. A point x in Z is called a favorite site (or most visited site) at time n if ξ(x, n) = sup_{y∈Z} ξ(y, n), where ξ(y, n) = #{0 ≤ k ≤ n : S_k = y}. Hereafter, #A denotes the cardinal of the set A. Denote by K(n) the set of all favorite sites at time n. We call (K(n)) the favorite site process of (S_n).

Since the random walk (S_n) is symmetric, it seems that P (0 ∈ K(n) infinitely often) = 1. On the contrary, the true answer is “0”. Actually, Bass and Griffin [3] proved that the favorite site process (K(n)) is transient, and for any element K(n) in K(n), it holds that

Theorem A. If γ > 11,

lim inf n→∞ |K(n)| n^12 (log n)^{−γ} = ∞ a.s., (1.1) and if γ < 1,

lim inf n→∞ |K(n)| n^12 (log n)^{−γ}

= 0 a.s. (1.2)

A natural question arise since that time:

Does there exist a constant γ_0 such that (1.1) holds if γ > γ_0 and (1.2) holds if γ < γ_0? One can consider the corresponding problem for Brownian motion. Let (η(x, t)) be the jointly continuous local times of a Brownian motion and let V_t(ω) be the set of values of x where the function x → η(x, t)(ω) takes its maximum. We call V_t the set of favorite sites (or most visited sites) of Brownian motion at time t. Bass and Griffin [3] proved that for any element V (t) in V_t, if γ > 11,

lim inf t→∞ |V (t)| t^12 (log t)^{−γ} = ∞ a.s., (1.3) and if γ < 1,

lim inf t→∞ |V (t)| t^12 (log t)^{−γ}

= 0 a.s. (1.4)

As to (1.2) and (1.4), Lifshits and Shi [21] showed that they hold when γ = 1. Bass et al. [2] proved among other things that (1.3) holds if γ > 9. Marcus and Rosen [23] proved that (1.3) is true if γ > 3. Bass [1] proved that (1.3) holds for any γ > 1 and thus (1.1) holds for any γ > 1 by the invariance principle, i.e. the constant γ_0 in the above question is 1.

As to the upper limits of K(n), Erdős and Révész [10] and Bass and Griffin [3] proved the next theorem independently,

Theorem B.

lim sup n→∞ K(n) √ 2n log log n

= 1 a.s. (1.5)

The goal of this paper is to extend Theorems A and B to favorite edges of simple symmetric random walk. Edge x (between sites x − 1 and x) is called a favorite edge at time n, if L(x, n) = sup_{y∈Z} L(y, n), where L(y, n) := # { 1 ≤ j ≤ n : S_n + S_{n−1} + 1 2 = y }

= # {1 ≤ j ≤ n : S_{j−1} = y − 1, S_j = y} + # {1 ≤ j ≤ n : S_{j−1} = y, S_j = y − 1} . Denote by E(n) the set of all the favorite edges at time n.

Tóth and Werner [28] proved that with probability 1, there are at most finitely many n such that #E(n) ≥ 4. Tóth [27] showed that with probability 1, there are at most finitely many n such that #K(n) ≥ 4. Ding and Shen [7] proved that three favorite sites occurs infinitely often almost surely. Motivated by [7] and [28], we showed in Hao et al. [13] that three favorite edges occurs infinitely often almost surely.

Now we can state the main results of this paper. Let E(n) be any element of E(n).

Theorem 1.1. If γ > 1, then

lim inf n→+∞ |E(n)| n^12 (log n)^{−γ} = ∞ a.s., (1.6) and if γ ≤ 1, then

lim inf n→+∞ |E(n)| n^12 (log n)^{−γ}

= 0 a.s. (1.7)

Theorem 1.2.

lim sup n→+∞ |E(n)| (2n log log n)^12

= 1 a.s. (1.8)

As to the favorite site of one-dimensional simple random walk, there are many more references. We refer to [24] and [26] and the references therein. In addition, there are a lot of papers focusing on favorite sites of other processes, such as [4, 8, 9, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 22].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We will make some preliminaries in Section 2 and present the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 in Section 3.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we make some preliminaries for the proofs in next section.

2.1 One-side local time

Let (W (t))_{t≥0} be a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion (Wiener process). Recall that the local time process (η(x, t))_{t≥0,x∈R} of (W (t))_{t≥0} is defined by η(x, t) = lim_{ε↓0} 1 2ε ∫_t 0 1_{(x−ε,x+ε)}(W (s))ds = lim_{ε↓0} 1 ε ∫_t 0 1_{[x,x+ε)}(W (s))ds. (2.1)

It characterizes the amount of time the Brownian motion spends till t “near” the site x.

For brevity, write W̄ (t) = sup 0≤s≤t W (s). Following [13], we know there exists a jointly continuous version of the one-side local time of (W (t))_{t≥0}, denote by (η_R(x, t))_{t≥0,x∈R}, whose definition is as follows:

η_R(x, t) := lim_{ε↓0} 1 2ε ∫_t 0 1_{[x,x+ε)} ( W (s) ) ds. (2.2)

Denote η^∗_R(t) := max_{x∈R} η^∗_R(x, t); ξ^∗_D(n) := sup_{x∈Z} ξ_D(x, n).

Let us recall some results about one-side local times. Fact 2.1 is a one-side invariance principle. Fact 2.1. ([13, Theorems 2.1]) On a rich enough probability space (Ω, F, P ), one can define a Wiener process (W (t))_{t≥0} and a one-dimensional simple symmetric random walk (S_k)_{k∈N} with S_0 = 0, such that for any ε > 0, as n → ∞, we have sup_{x∈Z} |ξ_D(x, n) − η_R(x, n)| = o(n^{14 +ε}) a.s. Fact 2.2 concerns the increments of the one-side local time of Wiener process with respect to the space variable.

Fact 2.2. ([13, Lemma 2.7]) For ε > 0, as t goes to infinity, sup_{k∈Z} sup t≤n,x∈[k.k+1] |η_R(x, t) − η_R(k, t)| = o(n^{14 +ε}) a.s.

Fact 2.3 is a well-known LIL (See for example [25, pp 35 and 39] or [6, (3.5)]). Fact 2.3. For any ε > 0 and large enough n, we have √ n (log n)^{1+ε} ≤ S̄_n ≤ √ 2n log log n a.s.

Fact 2.4 is the main result of [17]. Fact 2.4. lim sup n→∞ ξ^∗(n) √ 2n log log n = 1 a.s., where ξ^∗(n) := sup_{x∈Z} ξ(x, n), x ∈ Z.

2.2 Inverse local time

The inverse local time of Wiener process at 0 is defined by T_r := inf{t : η(0, t) > r}, (2.3) where r ≥ 0. The following result shows that T_r is about r^2. Fact 2.5. ([23, Lemma 11.1.4]) For any ε > 0 and all sufficiently large r, r^{2(1−ε)} < T_r < r^2(log r)^{2+ε} a.s.

2.3 Two Lemmas

By the definition (2.2) and [3, Theorem 4.2], we get next Lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let γ(t) = ( at log log t

)^12 , φ(t) = (t log log t)^12 , s_k = exp(k^p), where t ≥ 0, k ∈ Z^+, p > 1 and a is large enough number, for its exact value, see the proof of [3, Theorem 4.2]. For any ε > 0, α < 1 and ζ is a large enough number. Then we have P ( η^∗_R(s_{k+1}) ≥ ζ 4 γ(s_{k+1}), sup x≤ √ 2α(1−ε)φ(s_{k+1}) η_R(x, s_{k+1}) ≤ ζ 6 γ(s_{k+1}) i.o. ) = 1.

By the definition (2.2) and [1, Theorem 5.1], we obtain next Lemma. Lemma 2.7. Let γ > 1. There exists ρ > 0 such that for all t sufficiently large,

η^∗_R(t) > I_R( √ t (log t)^γ , t) + c √ t (log t)^ρ a.s. with I_R(h, n) = sup_{|x|≤h} η_R(x, n).

3 Proofs

In this section, we will give the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In fact, we need only to prove the corresponding results (Propositions 3.2 and 3.3 below) for favorite downcrossing sites by using Fact 2.3 and the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.1. ([14, Proposition 2.4]) If x ∈ E(n), then x − 1 ∈ K_D(n), where K_D(n) is the set of all favorite downcrossing sites at time n.

A site x is called a favorite (or most visited) downcrossing site of the random walk at time n if ξ_D(x, n) = max_{y∈Z} ξ_D(y, n), where n ≥ 0, x ∈ Z and ξ_D(x, n) := #{0 < k ≤ n : S_k = x, S_{k−1} = x + 1}. In [14], we showed that with probability one, there are no more than three favorite downcrossing sites eventually and three favorite downcrossing sites occurs infinitely often. Let K_D(n) be any element of K_D(n).

Proposition 3.2. If γ > 1, then

lim inf n→+∞ |K_D(n)| n^12 (log n)^{−γ} = ∞ a.s., (3.1) and if γ ≤ 1, then

lim inf n→+∞ |K_D(n)| n^12 (log n)^{−γ}

= 0 a.s. (3.2)

Proposition 3.3. lim sup n→+∞ |K_D(n)| (2n log log n)^12 = 1 a.s.

3.1 Proof of Proposition 3.2

By using Fact 2.1, Fact 2.2 and Lemma 2.7 and following the method in [1, 3, 13], we can prove (3.1). For the details, we refer to [12].

We divide the proof of (3.2) into two parts which are “γ = 1” and “γ < 1”. On one hand, we prove the case γ < 1. By [3, Theorem 3.7] and Borel-Cantelli Lemma, if β ∈ (γ, 1), we can choose δ <^1_2 and p > 1 to satisfy pβ < 2δ, then infinitely often with probability one, J_R(h_{n+1}, T_{rn+1} ) < (1 − 2n^{−δ}) · I_R(h_{n+1}, T_{rn+1} ) (3.3) where T_r is inverse local time defined in (2.3) and r_n = exp(n^p), h(r) = r(log r)^{−β}, h_n = h(r_n) J_R(K, t) = sup_{|x|>K} η_R(x, t), I_R(K, t) = sup_{0≤x≤K} η_R(x, t). Then if j ≤ T_{rn+1} ≤ j + 1. By Fact 2.1 and (3.3), with probability 1, sup 0≤x≤h_{n+1} ξ_D(x, j + 1) ≥ sup_{|x|≥hn+1} ξ_D(k, j) + 2n^{−δ}I_R(h_{n+1}, T_{rn+1} ) − o(j^{14 +ε}).

By [3] (or [11]), for ε to be sufficiently small, we have j^{14 +ε} = o(2n^{−δ}I_R(h_{n+1}, T_{rn+1} )) a.s.

Thus for infinitely many j, sup 0≤x≤h_{n+1} ξ_D(x, j + 1) ≥ sup_{|x|≥hn+1} ξ_D(x, j) + ζ(j) a.s. (3.4) where ζ(j) → ∞ a.s. It means that with probability one, the distance between the favorite downcrossing site and the origin must be larger than h_{n+1} at time j. Finally by Fact 2.4, we obtain the result of the case “γ < 1”.

On the other hand, we only treated the case “γ = 1”, which is lim inf n→+∞ K_D(n) n^12 (log n)^{−1} = 0 a.s. Similarly as [21], chosen λ > 0 and define r_k = k^{5k}, a_k = λ log r_k , s_k = r_k − r_{k−1}, T^{(k)}_r = T_{r+rk−1} − T_{rk−1} .

By Fact 2.1 and the result of second inequality of [21] in page 148 , we see that there exist infinitely many k such that max |x|≤a_k √ T^{(k)}_{sk} ξ_D(x, [T_{rk} ]) > max |y|>a_k √ T^{(k)}_{sk} ξ_D(y, [T_{rk} ]) + √ a_ks_k 2 − sup_{y∈R} η_R(y, T_{rk−1} ) − T^{14 +ε}r_k a.s. and sup_{y∈R} η_R(y, T_{rk−1} ) + T^{14 +ε}r_k = o( √ a_ks_k) a.s. Then, for infinitely many k, max |x|≤a_k √ T^{(k)}_{sk} ξ_D(x, [T_{rk} ]) > max |y|>a_k √ T^{(k)}_{sk} ξ_D(y, [T_{rk} ]) a.s. It means that with probability 1, the distance between favorite downcrossing sites and the origin is larger than a_k √ T^{(k)}s_k at time T_{rk} for infinitely many k. Then by fact 2.5, we complete the proof of case “γ = 1”.

3.2 Proof of Proposition 3.3

By Lemma 2.6 and Fact 2.1, we have P ( ξ^∗_D(s_{k+1}) ≥ ζ 4 γ(s_{k+1}) − o(s_{k+1})^{14 +ε}, sup x≤ √ 2α(1−ε)φ(s_{k+1}) ξ_D(x, s_{k+1}) ≤ ζ 6 γ(s_{k+1}) + o(s_{k+1})^{14 +ε} i.o. ) = 1,

with the definition of γ, φ and s_k in Lemma 2.6. Then by the Fact 2.1, P ( ξ^∗_D(s_{k+1}) ≥ 11ζ 48 γ(s_{k+1}), sup x≤ √ 2α(1−ε)φ(s_{k+1}) ξ_D(x, s_{k+1}) ≤ 9ζ 48 γ(s_{k+1}) i.o. ) = 1.

This yields that there exists infinite k, such that

K_D(s_{k+1}) ≥ √ 2α(1 − ε)φ(s_{k+1}) a.s. That is

lim sup n→∞ K_D(n) √ n log n log n ≥ √ 2α(1 − ε) a.s. Since ε > 0 and α < 1 were arbitrary, then by Fact 2.3, we have

lim sup n→∞ K_D(n) √ 2n log n log n = 1 a.s. The proof is complete.

Acknowledgments This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation

of China (Grant No. 12171335)

References

[1] Bass, R. F. (2023). The rate of escape of the most visited sites of Brownian motion. arXiv:

13.2040v4.

[2] Bass, R. F., Eisenbaum, N. and Shi, Z. (2000). The most visited sites of symmetric stable processes. Probab. Theory Related Fields 116 391-404.

[3] Bass, R. F. and Griffin, P. S. (1985). The most visited site of Brownian motion and simple random walk. Z. Wahrsch. Verw. Gebiete 70 417-436.

[4] Chen, D., de Raphélis, L. and Hu, Y. (2018). Favorite sites of randomly biased walks on a supercritical Galton-Watson tree. Stochastic Process. Appl. 128 1525-1557.

[5] Csáki, E., Révész, P. and Shi, Z. (2000). Favourite sites, favourite values and jump sizes for random walk and Brownian motion. Bernoulli 6 951-975.

[6] Csáki, E. and Shi, Z. (1998). Large favourite sites of simple random walk and the Wiener process. Electron. J. Probab. 3 14, 31pp.

[7] Ding, J. and Shen, J. (2018). Three favorite sites occurs infinitely often for one-dimensional simple random walk. Ann. Probab. 46 2545-2561.

[8] Eisenbaum, N. (1997). On the most visited sites by a symmetric stable process. Probab.

Theory Related Fields 107 527-535.

[9] Eisenbaum, N. and Khoshnevisan, D. (2002). On the most visited sites of symmtric Markov processes. Stochastic Process. Appl. 101 241-256.

[10] Erdős, P. and Révész, P. (1984). On the favourite points of a random walk. In Mathematical Structure–Computational Mathematics–Mathematical Modelling 2 152-157.

[11] Fristedt, B. (1974). Sample functions of stochastic process with stationary independent increments. In: Advances in probability and related topics. vol 3. New York: Marcel Dekker.

[12] Hao, C. X. (2023). Favorite edges of one-dimensional simple random walk and related problems. PhD dissertation, Sichuan University.

[13] Hao, C. X., Hu, Z. C., Ma, T. and Song, R. M. (2023). Three favorite edges occurs infinitely often for one-dimensional simple random walk. arXiv: 2111.00688v3.

[14] Hao, C. X., Hu, Z. C., Ma, T. and Song, R. M. (2023). Favorite Downcrossing Sites of One-Dimensional Simple Random Walk. Accepted by J Sichuan Univ: Nat Sci Ed.

[15] Hu, Y. and Shi, Z. (2000). The problem of the most visited site in random environment.

Probab. Theory Related Fields 116 273-302.

[16] Hu, Y. and Shi, Z. (2015). The most visited sites of biased random walks on trees. Electron.

J. Probab. 20 62, 14pp.

[17] Kesten, H. (1965). An interated logarithm law for the local time. Duke Math. J. 32 447-456.

[18] Khoshnevisan, D. and Lewis, T. M. (1995). The favorite point of a Poisson process. Stochastic Process. Appl. 57 19-38.

[19] Leuridan, C. (1997). Le point d’un fermé le plus visité par le mouvement brownien. Ann.

Probab. 25 953-996.

[20] Li, B., Xiao, Y. and Yang, X. (2019). On the favorite points of symmetric Lévy processes.

J. Theoret. Probab. 32 1943-1972.

[21] Lifshits, M. A. and Shi, Z. (2004). The escape rate of favorite sites of simple random walk and Brownian motion. Ann. Probab. 32 129-152.

[22] Marcus, M. B. (2001). The most visited sites of certain Lévy processes. J. Theoret. Probab.

14 867-885.

[23] Marcus, M. B. and Rosen, J. (2006). Markov Processes, Gaussian Processes, and Local Times. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2006.

[24] Révész, P. (1981). Local time and invariance. in: Analytical Methods in Probability Theory, Proceedings, Oberwolfach, Germany 1980, Lecture Notes in Math. 861 128-145. Springer, Berlin.

[25] Révész, P. (2013). Random Walk in Random and Non-Random Environment. Third Edtion, World Scientific, Singapore.

[26] Shi, Z. and Tóth, B. (2000). Favourite sites of simple random walk. Period. Math. Hungar.

41 237-249.

[27] Tóth, B. (2001). No more than three favorite sites for simple random walk. Ann. Probab.

29 484-503.

[28] Tóth, B. and Werner, W. (1997). Tied favourite edges for simple random walk. Combin.

Probab. Comput. 6 359-369.