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ABSTRACT. We consider a broad class of continuous martin-
gales whose local modulus of continuity is in some sense determin-
istic. We show that such martingales have Gaussian probability
tails, provided we appropriately normalize them by their quadratic
variation. As other applications of our methods, we provide en-
ergy inequalities and prove a new sufficient condition for the joint
continuity of continuous additive functionals of Brownian motion
indexed by their Revuz measures.

§1. Introduction. Suppose (M;;0 <t < 00) is a continuous martingale (including the terminal
point at infinity to make the notation simpler) which has a finite moment generating function.
That is, for all ( € R!,

(1.0) Pexp((My) < 0.

We assume that My = 0 and that the underlying filtration, (S"t;O <t< oo), satisfies the usual
hypotheses. We refer the reader to REVUZ AND YOR [RY] for the theory of continuous martingales.
The motivation behind this work is the following result, essentially due to MCKEAN [McK] (see
also FREEDMAN [Fr]):

(1.1) Theorem. If (1.0) holds, for any «, 3, > 0,

IP’(MOO > (a+ B<M>oo))\) < exp (— 2002).

One can effectively drop the assumption (1.0) but we are not concerned with such refinements
here.

The main result of this paper states that if (M;) has a locally deterministic modulus of conti-
nuity in a sense which will be described shortly (cf. (1.2) below), the above Gaussian bound is the
correct one up to a constant. Other related results appear in BARLOW, JACKA AND YOR [BJY]
and DEMBO [De]. There is a relationship between Theorem (1.4) below and the main result of [De].
Indeed, DEMBO is interested in the large—time behavior of ¢ — M;: when the large-time behavior
of t — (M), is in some sense deterministic, a moderate deviations principle holds. Here, we are
interested in fixed—time results which are (at least from a technical stand point) related to the local
behavior of t +— M; in a somewhat similar way.

Our key assumption is one about the local modulus of continuity of M: there exists an adapted
continuous local martingale (Dt; 0<t< oo), such that with probability one, Dy = 0 and for all
s,t >0,

(1.2) (D [t,t+ 8]) < P((Mygs — My)* | F2) <T([tt + 8)),
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where for any a € R', A — p(a; A) and A — 7i(A) are finite and positive, nonrandom, atomless
measures on R_lk. Moreover, for any Borel A C R, a — p(a; A) is convex. It is possible to show
that the fundamental martingales studied in [McK] satisfy (1.2). Let x and @ denote the total mass
of 11(0;-) and T, respectively. More precisely, B

(1.3) B
=T

The main result of this paper is the following:

(1.4) Theorem. Suppose (1.0) and (1.2) hold. Fix some p € (0,1). Then for any choice of
C < (1 —p)u/(E — pp), there exists Ao > 0 such that for all X > X,

exp (— 410°%) > P(Moo > (1+ (pﬁ)_l(M>oo))\> > Cexp(—Ag)\2>,

where A; £ 2(pﬁ)_1 and Ay = 2(?&)_2ﬁ-

The ideas employed in the proofs are reminiscent of the change of measure method of CRAMER
[Cr] and the energy inequalities of MEYER [Me].

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we describe some preliminary estimates.
In particular, we prove in Proposition (2.5) that (1.2) implies that M € H*°(P) and we provide
an explicit estimate for the H* norm of M. In Section 3, we use the estimates of Section 2 in
order to demonstrate Theorem (1.4). The next two sections are devoted to other consequences of
(1.2). In the fourth section, we provide energy inequalities and results on the smoothness of the
sample functions of ¢ — M;. The inequalities developed in Section 4 are in turn used in Section 5 to
give estimates for the smoothness of continuous additive functionals of multidimensional Brownian
motion viewed as functions of their Revuz measures. This extends and compliments some of
the work of BAss AND KHOSHNEVISAN [BK]. In this connection, see also MARCUS AND ROSEN
[MR1,MR2].

Let us mention some examples.

(1.5) Example. Suppose (M); = «(t) is a deterministic, bounded and increasing process. Then
(1.2) holds with fi(A) = p(x; A) = [, a(ds), for any . In this case, Theorem (1.4) implies that for
all C,p € (0,1), there exists Ag > 0 such that for all 0 < \g < A,

2)2 1 2)2
In particular,
- 1
(1.6) /\11_)1210)\ InP(My > A) = 5a(o0)’

On the other hand, by Lévy’s representation theorem (cf. REVUZ AND YOR [RY]), there exists a
Brownian motion B such that M; = B, ). Thus (1.6) agrees with well-known results about B.

(1.7) Example. Suppose M; = fg f(Bs)dBs, where B is a Brownian motion. We are interested in
obtaining Gaussian estimates for IP’(Ml > (a+ (M >1))\). Suppose that there exist 0 < ag < aq
such that for all z € R', ap < f?(x) < ;. Then (1.2) holds with u(a; A) = ag - Leb(A) and
7i(A) = ay - Leb(A), where Leb denotes one-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Applying the proof
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of (1.4), we obtain the following: for all p € (0,1) and all C < (1 — p)ag /(1 — pay), there exists
Ag > 0 such that for all 0 < Ay < A,

exp (— 2(pag) ' A?) > P(M;y > (1 + (pao)”H(M)1)A) > Cexp (— 2(pag) 21 A?).

(1.8) Example. Let B be one-dimensional Brownian motion and define 7 £ inf (s > 0 : |B,| = 1).

Let M; £ Bia,; in particular, (M); =t A 7. Note that (1.0) holds while it is not hard to see that
(1.2) does not. On the other hand, (1.1) need not be sharp for M. Indeed,

P(|Mac| > (o + B(M)eo)X) = B(r < 57 (0" — ),

which is zero unless a < A~!. Suppose next, that « = 0 and 3 = 1 (say). By the reflection
principle, the probability in question becomes,

P(|Moo| > (M)oA) = P(r < A71) < exp (— A/2).

Here, f(A\) < g(\) means that limy_,o, In f(A\)/Ing(\) = 1. Thus, the correct decay rate of the
probability is different from the Gaussian bounds of (1.1). (Of course, (1.1) still holds but is
non-informative when « = 0.)

(1.9) Example. In this example, we will show how the decay rate of the deviation probabilities
in question can be altered in some cases by changing the value of 5 in (1.1). Let B be a one—
dimensional Brownian motion and define o to be the first s € (0,1), such that B; = 1. If such an s
does not exist, let 0 = 2. Define M; = B, and observe that (M); =t Ao. (Note that (1.0) holds
in this case.) We will look at two different cases where the behaviors of the deviation probabilities
in question are very different from each other and from (1.1).

CASE (1) In this case, we consider the parameters: =0, « = 1 and consider A > 1 large. Then

P(|Mc| 2 A) = P(1B,s| > 2)
(U =2,By < —)\)

CASE (11) In this case, we consider the choices: =1, « =0 and A > 1 large. Then,

P(|M| > (M)ooA) =P(o < A71) + P(|Bz| > 2\, 0 = 2)
£1+1L

Note that I < exp ( — A/2) while I < P(|Bs| > 2)) < exp ( — 2A?). Thus,
P(|Moo| > (M)oc)) < exp (= A/2),

which is a very different rate than that provided by Case (i) or the Gaussian rates which one may
expect. Note that (1.2) fails here too.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT. [ wish to thank Pat Fitzsimmons and Zoran Vondracek for enlightening
discussions. Many thanks are due to an anonymous referee for suggestions which have lead to a
much improved presentation.
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§2. Estimates. For any a € R, define &' £ exp (aM; — a®>(M);/2) be the exponential local

martingale and define Cramér measures, Q¢ A = IP’(S?; A), for all A € F, and all t > 0. In other
words, Q" are probability measures whose Radon-Nykodym derivative (with respect to IP) is given

by
dQ*

=&
aF |, 7 a.s

Let us begin with some preliminary observations which we shall take for granted thoughout
the rest of the paper. By (1.0) and properties of submartingales,

sup Pexp(C|Mi]) = Pexp(¢|Muc]) < 2P cosh(C M) < oo,
t

for all ¢ € RL. This, in turn, implies that sup, P|M;|? < oo for all ¢,p > 0. By Doob’s inequality,
Psup, |M;|P < oo and by the BURKHOLDER—-DAVIS-GUNDY inequality (cf. REVUZ AND YOR [RY]),
(M)oo € LP(P) for all p > 0. Also note that &' < exp(alM;) and as argued above, sup, £ and
(£%) o are both in LP(P) for all @ € R! and ¢,p > 0. In particular, note that (5}“;0 <t< oo) is
an LP(P)-bounded martingale for all p > 0. In the language of KazAMAKI [Ka], both M and £°
are in HP for all p > 0. We shall see later that (1.2) implies that M € H°; see Proposition (2.5)
below.

Throughout this section, {t;,;1 < j < m,} denotes a finite partition of [0,¢] whose mesh size
goes to 0 as n — oo. More precisely, 0 =1 , <ton < - - <tm, ,n <tm,n=1with

lim max |tiz1, —tin =0.
A 22X e = Ll

(2.1) Lemma. If (1.0) and (1.2) are in force, for all 0 < s,t < oo,

(M [t,t 4 5]) < P((M)pgs — (M) | Fo) < T([t, T+ 5])-

Proof. By polarization,
P((M)es — (M) | Fi) = P((Myys — My)? | F1).

The lemma follows from (1.2). &

(2.2) Lemma. If (1.0) and (1.2) are in force, for all 0 <t < oo and a € R, p1(0;[0,]) < Q* (M), <
zi([0,1]).

Proof. We begin with the proof of the lower bound. Integration by parts for stochastic integrals
implies that

Q (M), = P(£](M):)
t
_p / £ed(M),
0
m, —1
= 11—>m P gtaj’n (<M>tj+1,n - <M>tj,")
m, —1
- nli_)rgloP Z ggj,nP(<M>tj+1,n B <M>t.7'vn ‘ r‘ftjv")
j=1
m, —1

(2:3) > lim P & (D 5 [tinstjrinl)s

n—oo -
Jj=1
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by (2.1). Now fix 1 < j < m, — 1 and define N, £ ,u(D [tinstit1, n]), s > 0. Due to the
convexity assumption on a — u(a;-), (NS; s > O) is a local semi— martlngale. Suppose first that

D, p' (55 [tjmytiv1,n]) and p”’ (55 [t n,tj41,n]) are all bounded, where p’ and p” are the derivatives in
the first variable. We then obtain the following upon integration by parts:

(2.4) P(E8N,) = u(0: [tjms 1] +p/ £9dN,.

By the I[t6—Wang formula and the assumed convexity,
t t
IP’/ ELANg = 12}?/ 1" (Dg; [6j,n, bj41,n])d(D)s > 0.
0 0

By (2.4), (EaNt) u(O [t), n,t3+17n]). Plugging this inequality in (2.3), we obtain

In general, D or the derivatives of ;4 may not be bounded. The above can then be proved by
localization. This proves the lower bound. To prove the upper bound, we again integrate by parts
to see that

Q" (M), =P /0 ged(M),

mp—1

= nh—>H;o]P) ga (<M>tj+1,n - <M>tj,n)
=1

My —1

= nll_)H;O]P) Z g&,nP(<M>tj+1’" - <M>tj,n | gjtj,n)
j=1

myp—1

< lim P Z ga ﬁ [t],nat]—Fl TL])

=7([0,t])-
This proves the upper bound and hence the lemma. &

Somewhat surprisingly, (1.2) implies the boundedness of the quadratic variation process ((M >t)
as the following result shows.

(2.5) Proposition. If (1.0) and (1.2) hold, for all a € R, M € H>(Q*). More precisely, for all
acR,

Q* (<M>t < 7([0,¢t]), for all 0 <t < oo) -1

Proof. Recall that ¢ — (M), is increasing and continuous. Moreover, ¢t — ([0, ¢]) is increasing
and right continuous. Therefore, it suffices to show that for each ¢t > 0 and a € R', Q* ((M <
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E([0,t])) = 1. Integrating by parts,

Q' (M); = P(&7(M)7)
— a k—1
—kIP’/O EXM )T d(M)s

my—1

= k‘nll_)n;loﬂb gtann<M>2]fj,_n1(<M>tj+l,n - <M>tj,n)
j=1

my—1

=k lim P Y & (M)IP((M)

n—oo

ti+i,n <M>tj,n | ?tj,n)
Jj=1
myp—1

1 k—1—
= knh—{%op g’g.li,n<M>tj,n 'U’([tj,mtj—&-l,n])
j=1

My —1

=k lim D QM) ([ ty10)

—@A@%Mﬁ*mmy

By Lemma (2.2) and induction, we see that for all k£ > 1,

t
@%M%Skﬁ(mMQ»“ﬁw$=cmumV.
Therefore, for all € > 0,
Q" ((M), = (L +e)m([0,1])) < (1 +¢)7".
Letting k£ — o0, the result follows. &

Next, we prove an elementary probability bound for random variables.

(2.6) Lemma. Let X be a positive random variable on a probability space (T,Q,Q). Suppose
there exist 0 < L < R < oo such that QX > L while QX < R) = 1. Then for any p € (0,1),

QLp< X <R)>——

Proof. Note that

QX = Q(X;Lp < X < R) +Q(X; X < Lp)
<RQ(Lp < X <R) + Lp(1 - Q(Lp < X < R))
= (R— Lp)Q(Lp < X < R) + Lp.

Since QX > L, solve for Q(Lp <X < R) to finish. %

Recalling (1.3), define X £ (M), L £ yand R 2 7i. The following is then a direct consequence

of Lemmas (2.2) and (2.6) and Proposition (2.5):

6
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(2.7) Lemma. If (1.0) and (1.2) are in force, for all a € R' and all p € (0,1),
o I —pp
@ (pu < (M) <7) 2 ——=.

fi —pp

§3. The Proof of Theorem (1.4). The upper bound is a consequence of Theorem (1.1) upon
letting « £ 1 and 3 £ (pH)_l. We proceed with the proof of the lower bound. Note that for any

B,A>0and p> 1,
P(Mso > (14 B{M)oc)A) = P(Mo — BA(M ) € [A, pA])
> exp (— 20p\) (2% Mo — 12(M)os € [260%,20p0%]),

where ]\Z £ 28\M, is also a martingale. Let N, = ]\Z—(M}t By Girsonov, N is a Q*** —martingale
with (N); = (M), = 438%X2(M);. Hence,

P(Moo > (1+ ﬁ(M)oo))\) > exp ( — 28pA%) Q2 (Noo +12(N)o € 2602, 25,0)\2]).
Suppose we could prove the following: for all € > 0,
(3.1) Jim. QP (|Nwo| > N%e) = 0.
Then by Slutsky’s theorem,

lim in exp(prQ)IP(Moo > (14 ﬂ(M>oo))\> > lim inf @2 (120" (N)ow € [26, 2ﬂp])
= liminf @ (26%(M)o, € [25,28])

> inf Q" (Mo € [371,p571]).

The above holds for any p > 1 and 8 > 0. Consider 8 £ (pp)~* and p £ Ti(pu) . Together with

Lemma (2.7), this choice of § and p proves the theorem provided we establish (3.1). It is this which
we shall do next. As remarked earlier, N; is a centered Q*** -martingale. Hence,

Q*ANZ = Q*PM(N)oo
= 462 N2Q*PM (M) o
< 48°N7,

by Proposition (2.5). By Chebychev’s inequality,

22—
Q2ﬁ)\(|NOO| > )\25) < 4ﬂ H

which goes to 0 as A\ — oo. This proves (3.1) and hence the theorem. %
§4. Energy inequalities and the modulus of continuity. In this section we discuss some of

the implications of condition (1.2). Let us begin with the following energy inequality which is more
or less contained in BAss [Bal], MEYER [Me| and Kazamakr [Kal.

7
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(4.1) Proposition. Suppose (1.0) and (1.2) hold (say with u = 0). Then for all even k > 2, and
all t,s > 0, N
P(Myy o — M)" < 275281 (a([t, t + 5)) /.
The other inequality in which we are interested is a considerably sharper version of the above
energy type inequality:

(4.2) Proposition. Suppose (1.0) and (1.2) hold. Suppose there exist an € > 0 and an increasing

function 0 : RY — R} such that 6(0+) = 0 and for all intervals I C RY with length |I| <
() <6(|I]). Then for all t,s > 0 and all even integers k > 2

P(Myy s — M,;)" < (k’;;)!rm (6(s))"">.

It is not hard to see that the constant in (4.2) is the best possible

As consequences of the above results, we mention (without proofs) two results about the
modulus of continuity of M;. Proofs can be put together using Lévy’s method for Brownian
motion. See REVUZ AND YOR [RY].

(4.3) Corollary. Fix some T > 0 and define for all t > 0

(1>

ha(9)

sup (s : m([t, t + s]) < 9),
Hr(6) = sup

u (szfggu([r r+s]) <6).

lI>

Assume (1.0) and (1.2) hold and that lims o+ Hy(d) = 0. Then with probability one

My s — M,
limsup sup [ Mis i

R S D @) -

and

M, M,
limsup sup [Miss — My

< V2.
50 0S5 VHr () In (1/Hr(5))

(4.4) Corollary. Fix some T > 0 and assume the domination condition of Proposition (4.2). With
probability one,

M s M
limsup sup [M: d = \/i
50+ 0<s<6 \/9(5) Inln (1/g(8))
and M, M
fmsup sup |Myys — My <22,
§—0+t 0<s<d

0528 Jg(0) In (1/9(0))
where g(9) = sup (s : 0(s) < 4).

The Proof of Proposition (4.1). Apply Ito’s formula to Ny £ M, ,

— M; to see that for all
even integers k > 0, N — @ IN NF=2d(N), is a mean zero martingale. Taking expectations

Sn
E k /-c k—2
P(Myypy — M,)" = ( n1£%op§ : My, — M) ((M>t+sj+l,n — M)y, n),

8
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where (s;,;1 < j <5,) is a partition of [0, s] whose mesh size goes to 0 as n — oco. By (1.2) and
conditioning,

k_ k(k—1) [° k—2_
]P)(Mt—i-s - Mt) S % / P(Mt+7= - Mt) Mt(d’f‘),
0
where 11, (A) £ T(t + A). Let Fj,(r) £ P(My, — Mt)k. We have proven the following:

Ao < 2 [ R s

@ Oiug Fy—o(r)([t, t + s)).

IN

Properties of submartingales dictate that sup, <, I, —2(r) = Fx_2(s). Therefore,

k(k—1)

Fk(S) S 9

Fi—a(s)n([t,t + s]).

The result follows from induction. O

The Proof of Proposition (4.2). As in the proof of Proposition (4.1), let FJ,(t) = P(MH_S—Mt)k.
From the latter proof, it follows that

Fk(s)g _1/Fk2r
_“ //&4 du)6 dr)
- G 2/0 (e ) Fio—a (w)0(du)
S RN /0 /0 ) Fi—o(r)0(dr)0(du)
| / 0))0(du) Fy—(r)0(dr)
k' _

" (k-6)! 2!/ (0(s) —0(r )) Fi_g(r)0(dr).

(The second and the fourth lines follow from induction on k.) By induction, we see that for any
integer p < k/2,

k! p 1 s p—1
(4.5) Fi(s) < = 2p)!2 »-1) /0 (0(s) — 0(uw))" " Fr_op(u)d(du),

since for all s > r > 0 and all positive integers ¢,

(4.6) /S (0(8) - H(U))qe(du) =(1+ q)_l(é?(s) - 0(7“))1+q.

Letting p £ k/2 in (4.5) and applying (4.6) with ¢ £ % — 1, we obtain the result. &

§5. Continuous Additive Functionals of Brownian Motion. Let (Z;) denote a d dimensional
Brownian motion with d > 2. To expedite the presentation, we only consider d > 3. To consider
planar Brownian motion, our methods should be applied to the process Z appropriately killed.

9
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Let g be the Green’s function for Z given by g(x,y) £ c(d)|z — y|*>~¢, for all z,y € R?. The
value of ¢(d) is (27)~%2T'(—1 + d/2) but is of no consequence to us. Let p be a positive Radon
measure on R? and suppose

(5.1) sup [ |o— y*u(dy) < .
rERI

We define the p—potential,

(@)= [ alautin)

This is an excessive function and has a Riesz representation (cf. BAsS [Bal] or SHARPE [Sh]). We
shall use the probababilistic form of it which is nowadays known as BROSAMLER’s formula, first
discovered in [Br]; see BAss [Ba2] for a different proof. BROSAMLER’s formula states that almost
surely for all ¢ > 0,

(5.2) 0u(Z0) = 9u(Z0) + / Vo (Z.) - dZ, + LI,

where (L}') is a continuous additive functional with Revuz measure p. The latter means that (L)
is a continuous additive functional which is determined by its potential P*LE = g, (z), for all
r € R%; cf. SHARPE [Sh]. In this section, we use another consequence of (1.2) (namely Proposition
(2.5)), to give a condition which will insure that (L}';t € [0,1], 1 € 9M) is jointly continuous, where
M is an appropriate collection of Revuz measures. Our contribution complements those of BAss
AND KHOSHNEVISAN [BK]| and MARCUS AND ROSEN [MR1,MR2].

In order to state and prove the main result of this section, we need some further notation. Let
i, © =1,2 be positive Radon measures both satisfying the following with p replaced by p;:

(5.3) sup / |z =y p(dy) < oo
zeR4d JR4

It is not difficult to see that the following is then well-defined:

(5.4) a(HlaHZ) £ HVQM - vgl—LQHOO'

We offer the following result:

(5.5) Theorem. Suppose M is a collection of positive Radon measures such that for all u € 9,
lgulle < o0 and (5.3) holds. Let Hgy 5(e) denote the minimal number of 0-balls of radius €

required to cover M. If
/ \/In Hop 5(e)de < 00,
0+

there exists an almost surely jointly continuous modification of (Lf ;6> 0,0 € 93?) with respect to
the pseudo—distance given by 91 (u,v) £ ||, — gvleo + (1, v/).

Our proof also implies the following estimate:

(5.6) Corollary. In the set—up of Theorem (5.5), for any t > 0, we have some 6y = do(t) > 0 such
that for all § € (0, ),

6
P sup sup |L¢— LY <|lgy — gulloo + 5" / \/In Hoy 5(e)de.
0<s<t p,vemM 0

O(u,v)<6

10



STOCHASTIC PROCESSES AND THEIR APPLICATIONS 65, 17-30 (1996)

Some remarks are in order.

(5.7) Remark. By the celebrated lemma of FROSTMAN (cf. KAHANE [K], for example), (5.3)
implies that u is very smooth. Indeed, the carrying dimension of y can be no less than d —1. When
the carrying dimension of u is smaller than d — 1, the situation seems to be different. See [BK] and
[MR2] for some results.

(5.8) Remark. The estimates used in the proof of Theorem (5.5) involve metric entropy; see
DUDLEY [Du]. In doing so, one assumes that the space is more or less homogeneous in the pseudo—
metric J(-,-). A refinement can be obtained by assuming the existence of a majorizing measure.
Indeed, the metric entropy integral condition of Theorem (5.5) can be reduced to assuming the
existence of a probability measure m on 91, such that

1
sup / In———— de < o0,
pEM o+\/ m(Ba ()

where By (u, €) is the 0-ball of radius € about p and 901 is topologized by the weak-* topology. See
FERNIQUE [Fe] for details.

(5.9) Remark. Suppose there exists some K > 0, such that for any u € 9, supp u C [-K, K]<.
Then (5.3) always implies ||gul/cc < 00. Alternatively, one can consider Brownian motion killed
when it leaves [ K, K]%.

(5.10) Remark. If (Z;) is a symmetric transient Markov process with Green’s function g, we suspect
that under a suitable re-interpretation of (5.3), the analogue of (5.4) still holds with |Vg,, — Vg,,|?
replaced by I'(9u, — 9us»> 9 — Guo), Where I' is the trace of the opérateur carré du champ defined

I'(f,9) = A(fg) — fA(g) — gA(f), where A is the generator of Z and f,g € ©(A). However, the
correct statement and hence the proof eludes us.

(5.11) Remark. Suppose MM is a collection of measures all of whom are absolutely continuous with

respect to Lebesgue measure on R? and satisfy (5.3). Abusing notation somewhat, we write for
we M, u(dr) = p(x)de. Then for p,v € M,

Ap,v) = S;lﬂg 1V (9, — 9v)|(a)
V [la= o (uty) - vi)dy]
(d—2)c sup/|a— 1= () — v(y)ldy

acRd

= ¢(d) sup
aERd

IN

2 0(u,v).

Hence, the statement of Theorem (5.5) remains true if we replace & by 02(i,v) = ||g, — vl +

5(u, v), everywhere. The point is that while it is somewhat weaker, J is a more manageable norm
than_ay

Proof of Theorem (5.5). For any p € 9t define the martingale,

t
N;‘é/ Vgu(Zs) - dZs.
0

Note that (N#); < t||Vg,|loc, which is bounded on compact t-sets. By FREEDMAN [Fr], (1.0) holds
for N}'. Next, let u,v € 9, fix T > 0 and define My = N} . — N¥, . Then, (1.0) holds for M and

(t+s)AT

P((Mie =202 | 5) =B( [ 9,20 = Va2 Rar | 5)

11
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sAT
< Pzt/ \V9.(Z,) — Vg, (Z,.)|?dr
0
2
< s sup |Vgu(a) - vf]u(a)‘
acRd

£ ([t t+ s]),

where 7i(A) is the Lebesgue measure of A times sup, Vg, — Vg,|?(a). In other words, (1.2) holds
with = 0 and 7 as given above. By Proposition (2.5), almost surely, (M); < u([0,t]) = t0%(u, v)
for all t > 0. Applying Proposition (4.2) with 8(s) = s9*(u, v0?(u,v), Theorem (1.1) can be used
to show that for all o, >0 and all 0 <t < T,

1@(|N;‘ — NY| > (a+tB02(u, V))A) < 2exp(—2a8)2).

Picking o £ t'/20(p,v)/2 and g £ (2t1/28(u,u))_1, it follows from the above and the usual
maximal extension of Theorem (1.1) that,

P( sup |NF—NY|>t/20(p,v)A) < 2e™> /2,
0<s<T

To finish, use (5.2) together with the metric entropy method of DUDLEY [Dul]. O
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