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COLLISION OF EIGENVALUES FOR MATRIX-VALUED PROCESSES

ARTURO JARAMILLO AND DAVID NUALART

ABSTRACT. We examine the probability that at least two eigenvalues of an Hermitian
matrix-valued Gaussian process, collide. In particular, we determine sharp conditions under
which such probability is zero. As an application, we show that the eigenvalues of a real
symmetric matrix-valued fractional Brownian motion of Hurst parameter H, collide when
H < 1/2 and don’t collide when H > %, while those of a complex Hermitian fractional
Brownian motion collide when H < % and don’t collide when H > % Our approach is
based on the relation between hitting probabilities for Gaussian processes with the capacity
and Hausdorff dimension of measurable sets.

1. INTRODUCTION

For r € N fixed, consider a centered Gaussian random field £ = {£(¢);t € R, }, defined in
a probability space (2, F,P), with covariance function given by

E[¢(s)E(t)] = R(s,1),

for some non-negative definite function R : (R’.)*> — R. Let {& ;, 74,7 € N}, be a family
of independent copies of £&. For f € {1,2} and d € N, with d > 2 fixed, consider the
matrix-valued process X# = {ij(t);t e R, 1 <4,j <d}, defined by

5 &i,j(t) + ilqp=0ymi ; (1) if i<
X;5(t) = (]l{6=1}\/.§ + Lig=2})&ii(t) + il p=aymisi(t) %f Z: Ij (1.1)
§ij(t) — iL{p=2ymi;(t) if j <.

In accordance to the type of symmetry of X?(t), we will refer to X' and X? as the Gaussian
orthogonal ensemble process (GOE) and Gaussian unitary ensemble process (GUE), respec-
tively. Let A® be a fixed Hermitian deterministic matrix, such that A” has real entries in
the case f = 1, and complex entries in the case § = 2.

Consider the set of the ordered eigenvalues A?(t) > --- > A2(t) of
YA(t) := A% + XP(1). (1.2)
The purpose of this paper is to determine necessary and sufficient conditions under which,
with probability one, we have A} (t) > --- > \j(t) for all # belonging to a suitable rectangle
of R
The matrix-valued process Y was first studied by Dyson for 3 = r = 1, in the case where
¢ is a standard Brownian. In particular, he proved that the processes A, ..., \} satisfy a
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system of stochastic differential equations with non-smooth diffusion coefficients, as well as
the non-collision property

P [A(t) = Aj(t) for some ¢>0and 1 <i<j<n]=0. (1.3)

For a more recent treatment of these results, see [1I, Section 4.3].

Afterwards, Nualart and Pérez-Abreu used Young’s theory of integration, to prove that in
the case where f =r =1 and £ is a Gaussian process with Holder continuous parths larger
than %, relation (3] holds. This result can be applied to the case where X! is a fractional
Brownian matrix with Hurst parameter - < H < 1. Namely, when & = {£(¢);t > 0} is

2
centered Gaussian processes with covariance

Ris,t) = %(tﬂf b2 gPH). (1.4)
In this manuscript we prove, among other things, that the results presented in [9] are sharp,
in the sense that for H < 1/2, the eigenvalues A{, ..., \} collide with positive probability,
and with probability one if A' = 0. We also give an alternative proof of the results obtained
by Nualart and Pérez-Abreu in [9]. In the Brownian motion case H = 1, the method we
apply reduces to the one presented in Section 4.9 of the book [8] by Mckean. On the other
hand, we obtain the surprising results that for the fractional Hermitian matrix X2, the
eigenvalues A%, ..., A2 do not collide when H > é and collide with positive probability (or
with probability one if A? = 0), when H < % The case H = % cannot be handled with the
techniques used in this paper and remains an open problem.

When (s, t) is of the form (I4]) and 8 = 1, the non-collision property is of great interest,

since it is a necessary condition for characterizing (Af,...,A}) as the unique solution of
a Young integral equation (in the case where H > %), or as an Ito stochastic differential
equation (in the case H = %). We refer the reader to [I] and [10] for a proof of such
characterizations.

The goal of this manuscript is to investigate the probability of collision of the eigenvalues
)xf . )\g , for £ belonging to a class of processes that includes the complex Hermitian and
real symmmetric fractional Brownian motion of Hurst parameter H % The proofs of our
main results are based on estimations of hitting probabilities for Gaussian processes, as well
as some geometric properties of the set of degenerate matrices. This approach is different
from the methodology used in [9] and [I], where the process (Af, ..., A}) is studied by means
of stochastic integral techniques.

2. MAIN RESULTS

As mentioned before, the ideas presented in this manuscript rely heavily on the the hitting
probability estimations presented in [2]. In order to apply such results, we will assume that
the there exists a multiparameter index (Hy, ..., H,) € (0,1)", and an interval

T

I'=a,b] == []la;,0;) c R, (2.1)

J=1
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with @ = (a1,...,a,),b = (b1,...,b.) € R, satisfying a; < b; for 1 < i < r, such that the
following technical conditions hold:

(H1) There exist strictly positive and finite constants cg 1, c22 and ¢y 3 such that E [¢(£)?] >
coq forall t € I and

a2 Y Is; =41 SE[(E(s) = £(1))*] <oz »_|s; —
j=1 Jj=1
for s,t € I of the form s = (sq,...,s,) and t = (t1,...,t,).
(H2) There exists a constant ¢y 4 > 0 such that for all s = (sq,...,s,),t = (t1,...,t,) € I,
Var [£(t) | €(s)] = caa Y |s; — £,
j=1
where Var [£(t) | £(s)] denotes the conditional variance of £(t) given &(s).

The collection of random fields satisfying conditions (H1) and (H2) includes, among
others, the fractional Brownian sheet and the solutions to the stochastic heat equation driven
by space-time white noise. Our main results are Theorem [2.1] and Corollary below. The
proofs will be presented in Section [Gl.

Theorem 2.1. Define Q :=>."_ —. Then, for 8 = 1,2, we have the following results:

j=1 T, -
(i) fQ<B+1,
P [Af(t) — Xo(t) for some tel and1<i<j< n} ~0. (2.2)
i) IfQ > B +1,
P [Af(t) — X3(t) for some tel and1<i<j< n} > 0. (2.3)

In the case where £ is a one-parameter fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter
H € (0,1), we prove a generalization of Theorem 2] where in addition to characterizing the
eigenvalue collision property in terms of H, for H # %, we provide conditions under which
such collision occurs instantly (see equation (Z.€]) below).

Corollary 2.2. If £ = {£(t);t > 0} is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter
0< H <1 and I = [a,b], where 0 < a < b. we have the following results:

(i) If g <H <1,

P _)\f(t) = )\f(t) for some t€l and 1 <1i,j < n] = 0. (2.4)

.. 1
(11) ]f() < H < m,

P -Aiﬁ(t) = )xf(t) for some te€l and1<1,j< 7] > 0. (2.5)
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Moreover, if either A® =0 or the spectrum of A® has cardinality d — 1, then
P[Af(t):)\f(t) for some t>0and1<i,57<n|=1. (2.6)

Remark 2.3. Combining Corollary[2.2 with [1], Section 4.3], we conclude that the condition
H > % is necessary and sufficient for the non-collision property of real symmetric fractional
Brownian matrices. On the other hand, the critical value for the collision property for the
fractional GUE is H = % Nevertheless, our proof of Corollary[2.2 is not valid for the critical
value H = ﬁ Thus, if B =2 and H = %, the mon-collision property for \3,... A2 is still
an open problem.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 3 contains the results from hitting
probabilities for Gaussian fields that we will use throughout the paper. In Section 4, we
describe some geometric properties of the set of degenerate Hermitian matrices of dimension
d; namely, the Hermitian matrices with at least one repeated eigenvalue. Finally, in Section
5 we prove Theorem and Corollary

3. HITTING PROBABILITIES

In this section we present some results on hitting probabilities for Gaussian fields and
their relation to the capacity and Hausdorff dimension of Borel sets. We will closely follow
the work by Biermé, Lacaux and Xiao presented in [2], and we refer the interested reader to
[2 12, [13] for a detailed treatment of the theory of hitting probabilities.

For n € N, let W = {(Wi(t),...,W,(t));t € R} be an n-dimensional Gaussian field,
whose entries are independent copies of £. In the sequel, for every ¢ > 0 and any Borel set
F C R™, H,(F) will denote the g-dimensional Hausdorff measure of F and C, (F') will denote
the Bessel-Riesz capacity of order o of F', defined by

cur)i=(ant, [ [ aulle =~ sutasiutan)) 1)

where P(F) is the family of probability measures supported in F' and the function f, : R, —
R, is defined by

ro¢ if a >0,
fa(r) =23 log (-&) ifa=0, (3.2)
1 if < 0.

Define as well the Hausdorff dimension dimg (F"), by
dimy(F) :=inf{g > 0 | H,(F) = 0}.

We refer the reader to [3, 4] for basic properties of the Hausdorff measure and capacity
of Borel sets. The following results, presented in [2, Theorem 2.1], will be used to prove
Theorem 2.1

Theorem 3.1 (Biermé, Lacaux and Xiao). Consider an interval I of the form 21). If
F C R™ is a Borel set, then there exist constants ¢, co > 0, such that

1Crq(F) <P W HF)NT #0] < cxHpq(F),
where Q = 37, H%
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As a consequence, we have the following result.
Corollary 3.2. Let F' C R" be a Borel set. Then

(1) If dimy(F) < n — Q, the set W=X(F) NI is empty with probability one.
(2) If dimg(F) > n — Q, the set W=Y(F) NI is non-empty with positive probability.

4. GEOMETRIC PROPERTIES OF DEGENERATE HERMITIAN MATRICES

Let S(d) and H(d) denote the set of real symmetric matrices and complex Hermitian
matrices, respectively. Define
[ dd+1)/2 if g=1
na(d) = { d? it g=2.
In the sequel, we will identify a given element 2 € R™(@ with the unique & = {Zi;}1<ij<d €
S(d) satistying z; ; = T1i(142d—i)-drj> for 1 <@ < j < d. Ina similar way, we can identify an
element 2 € R™@ with the unique & € H(d) given by
P { T1i(142d—i)—d ifi=j
m T1i(142d—i)—d+j T Wny(d)+Li(2d—i—1)—d+j if i <.
We will denote by ®;(x) the i-th largest eigenvalue of Z. Notice that since (®1(x),... P4(x))

are the ordered roots of the characteristic polynomial of Z, it follows that ®;(x) is continuous
over z for every 1 < i < d. Define the sets H¢ and Sgeg by

deg
He = {r € RO | &;(z) = B;(x), for some 1 <i < j<d}, (4.1)
Sffeg = {2 € R"@D | &;(z) = ®;(x), forsome 1 <i<j<d}. (4.2)

After identifying the random matrix Y?(¢) defined in (L2)) as a random vector with values
in R we have that

{Ai(t) = Ai(t) forsome t€Tand1<i<j<n}={Y'(t)eSy, forsome tel}
and
{\3(t) = )\?(t) for some t€land 1 <i<j<n}={Y%t) e ”ngg for some t € I}.

Thus, in order to prove Theorem 2.1} it suffices to study the hitting probability of Y1(¢) to
Sjeg and Y2(¢) to Hfileg. To this end, we will give a description of some geometric properties of
Sjeg and ’ngg and determine their Hausdorff dimension. The main results of this section are
Propositions [4.5] 4.6, 4.7 and 4.8 which, roughly speaking, state that there exist measurable

sets S¢, 8% R™(@ and HE  HE  c R™(@) satisfying

in’ Sout in? ! Fout
d d d d d d
Sin €S8y C S and Hin C Hiaeg C Houts

out

as well as the following properties:

(1) 8¢ and HE, are manifolds of dimensions n;(d) — 2 and ny(d) — 3, respectively.
(2) 8¢, is the image of a smooth function defined in an open subset of R™(@~2 with
values in R™@ and H¢, is the image of a smooth function defined in an open subset

of R™2@=3 with values in R"2(d),
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(3) For all z € 8¢ satisfying Sp(z) = d — 1, there exists € > 0 such that S, N B.(z) =

deg
Sffeg N B:(zx). Similarly, for all x € ’ngg satisfying Sp(z) = d — 1, there exists € > 0
such that M, N Be(z) = H,, N B.(x).

It is worth mentioning that the sets Sjeg and ’Hfileg can be described as the zeros of a mul-
tivariate polynomial (see Appendix A.4 in [I] for a proof of this fact) and their dimension
is well known in random matrix theory (see for instance [5]). However, for the purposes of
our application, we are not only interested in the description of Sffeg and ’Hfileg as the set
of zeros of a given polynomial, since these type of geometric objects may have corners and
self-intersections. Instead, we want to describe a large class of points around which Sjeg and
Hj,, are differentiable manifolds, as this property is vital for the proof of (Z6)) in Corollary
2.2l For this reason, in the rest of the section we provide a self-contained description of the

differentiability properties of 83, and Hg,,.

We will require the following terminology from differential geometry. In the sequel, for
every n € N, x € R” and ¢ > 0, we will denote by Bs(z) the open ball of radius ¢ and center
z. In addition, we will say that an R"-valued function, defined over an open subset of R™
with m € N is smooth, if it is infinitely differentiable.

Definition 4.1. Let m,n € N be such that m < n. A set M C R" is a smooth submanifold
of R™, with dimension m, if for every xo € M, there exists € > 0, an open neighborhood of
zero U C R™ and a smooth mapping

F:U—- M,
satisfying F(0) = o, as well as the following properties:

- F is a homeomorphism from U to M N B.(x).
- For every p € U, the derwative of F' at p, denoted by DF,, is an injective mapping.

If such mapping F exists, we call it a local chart for M covering xq.

If M is a smooth submanifold of R", we define its tangent plane at a given point x € M,
denoted by T'M,, as the set of vectors of the form o/(0), where a : (—=1,1) — M is a smooth
curve satisfying «(0) = .

Let M and N be smooth manifolds. We say that f : M — N is smooth if for every
x € M and all charts F and G, covering x and f(x) respectively, the function Gt o fo F
is smooth. In this case, we can define the derivative of f at a given point x € M, as the
function Df, : TM, — TNy, that maps every vector v € T'M, of the form v = o/(0), to

the vector D f,(v) := £ f(a(t))]e=o-

Let f : M — N be a smooth mapping between manifolds M, N C R". We say that a
point y € N is a regular value for f, if for all z € f~'{y}, the derivative Df, : TM, — TN,
is surjective. The following result allows us to identify the level curves of a smooth function,
as smooth manifolds. Its proof can be found, for instance, in [11, Theorem 9.9].

Theorem 4.2 (Preimage theorem). Consider a smooth mapping f : M — N, where M
and N are smooth submanifolds of R™ of dimensions my; and my respectively, with my <
my < n. Ify € N is a reqular value for f, then f~{y} is a smooth submanifold of R™ of
dimension my; — my.
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Along the paper we will denote by || - || the Euclidean norm on R and by (-,-) the
corresponding inner product. We will use the same notation for the norm and inner product
in CV.

For d,h € N, let R¥" denote the set of real matrices of dimensions d x h and let I; be
the identity element of R¥?. For every integer 0 < i < d, we define the sets

O(d;i) == {A e R™ED A*A =1, ), (4.3)
where A* is the transpose of A. In the case where i = 0, the set O(d; 1) is the orthogonal

group of dimension d, which will be denoted simply by O(d) := O(d;0). Using the preimage

theorem, we can show that O(d;i) is a submanifold of R¥(@=%) = R¥4=9)  of dimension
d(d—1)—i(i—1)

5 This result can be proved in the following manner: consider the mapping
f R 5 S(d — i), defined by
F(X) = XX — I
Then, for every A € f~1{0}, the derivative of f at A, denoted by D f,, satisfies
DfsB = A*B+ B*A, for every B € R¥*(@=9), (4.4)
In particular, for every C' € S(d — i), the matrix B := %AC’ satisfies DfsB = C, so that

D4 is surjective for every A € f~1{0}. Consequently, zero is a regular value for f, and by
the preimage theorem, O(d;i) = f~'{0} is a smooth submanifold of R¥*(?=) of dimension

dim (R4 — dim(S(d — 7)) = A=D0=D,

Similarly, for d, h € N we denote by C?*" the set of complex matrices of dimensions d x h,
and define

U(d;i) = {A e C™UD . A*A =1, .}, (4.5)

where A* denotes the conjugate of the transpose of A. Proceeding as before, we can show that
U(d;7) is a smooth submanifold of C#*(4=7) = R2d(4=0) of dimension d?> — 2. In particular,
the unitary group U(d) := U(d;0) has dimension d?.

In the sequel, for every A € C*" we will denote by A, ; the j-th column of A, where
1 < 7 < h. Next we will show the following technical result.

Lemma 4.1. For every R € U(d;2), there exists v > 0, such that the set
V= {A€eU(d:2)NBy(R): (A, Ruy) = | (Auj, Rey) | for 1<j<d—2},  (46)
is a (d* — d — 2)-dimensional submanifold of U(d;2) N B,(R).

Proof. Consider the manifold
T2 = {(, ..., e%2) c C*2%: 0, € [-7/2,7/2)}.

We will prove that if v > 0 is sufficiently small, the point 1 := (1,...,1) is a regular value
for the smooth function f : U(d;2) N B,(R) — T¢2, defined by

FA) = (A R THAL R o | (Auame, Buama) |7 (Aame, Reaa). (47

Notice that U(d;2) is a (d* — 4)-dimensional manifold. This implies, by Theorem £.2] that
the set VI = f~1{1} is a (d® — d — 2)-dimensional manifold. To check that I is a regular
value for f, notice that the tangent plane to T?2 at I, consists of the the set of vectors



8 ARTURO JARAMILLO AND DAVID NUALART

n € C%2 of the form n = (in,...,ing_s), for n; € R. For such 7, there exists § > 0, such
that the mapping A : (=4,9) — V,f, given by

Ai,j (t) = €i77thi7j,

is a curve inside of U(d;2) N B, (R), satisfying DfR(%f(A(t))‘tzo) = 1. This proves that 1
is indeed a regular value of f. O

The next lemma is a refinement of the well-known continuity property for the eigenpro-
jections of real symmetric matrices. In the sequel, D(d) will denote the set of diagonal real
matrices of dimension d. In addition, for every A € C%9, the set Sp(A) will denote the
spectrum of A and for A € Sp(A), Ef will denote the eigenspace associated to A. For every
wh,...w" € C with h € N, we will denote by [w!, ..., w"] the element of C™*" whose j-th
column is equal to w’ for all 1 < j < h.

Lemma 4.3. Let A be a d x d real symmetric matriz, with |Sp(A)| = d — 1, such that
A= PDP*,

for some P € O(d) and D € D(d). Then, for every e > 0 there exists 6 > 0, such that for
all B € 8¢ satisfying

€g

max |Az,] - Bz,]| < (S, (48)

1<i,j<d

there exists a spectral decomposition of the form B = QAQ*, where Q € O(d) and A € D(d)
satisfy

123%2[ |Qi7j — Pi7j| <€ (49)
and

max |l)272 — AZ,Z| < E. (410)

1<i<d

Proof. The existence of a matrix A satisfying (4.I0]) follows from the continuity of ®, so it
suffices to prove (4.9]). The idea for proving this relation is the following: first we express the
eigenprojections of the degenerate symmetric matrices lying within a small neighborhood U
around A, as matrix-valued Cauchy integrals. This representation allows us to prove that
the mapping that sends an element B € U, to the eigenprojection of B over its i-th largest
eigenvalue, is continuous with respect to the entries of B. Finally, we will choose a set of
eigenvectors for B by applying the (continuous) eigenprojections of B to the eigenvectors of
A. The matrix @), with columns given by the renormalization of such eigenvectors will then

satisfy (4.9).

The detailed proof is as follows. Define \; := D, ; for 1 < i < d, and assume without loss
of generality that \; < --- < Ag_y = Ag. Using the fact that |[Sp(A)| =d — 1, we get

)\1 < )\2 << )\d_g < )\d—l = )\d- (4.11)
For i =1,...,d, let C}y C C\Sp(A) be any smooth closed curve around )\; and denote by

T/, the closure of the interior of Ci. Assume that C%! = C4 and that the diameter of CY is
sufficiently small, so that Z}, ... ,If‘_l are disjoint. For 6 > 0, define the set

Vs:={B ¢ Sjeg | lgejpédMi,j — B, | < 6}.
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Using (&II), as well as the continuity of ®q,...,®; and the fact that V5 C Sgeg, we can
easily show that there exists 0 > 0, such that for all B € Vj,
Py(B) < Py(B) <+ < Pygs(B) < Py-1(B) = Pu(B), (4.12)
and
®,(B) €Ty forall B€V; and 1<i<d. (4.13)
For such ¢, define the mapping % : Vs — S(d), by
, 1
K'\(B) == 5 (€1, — B)lde. (4.14)
1 Cf4

The matrix x%(B) is the projection over the sum of the eigenspaces associated to eigenvalues
of B inside of Z) (see [6, page 200, Theorem 6]). Thus, using (£I12), [EI3) and the fact

that Z),...,Z% " are disjoint, we conclude that ,(B) is the projection over Egi( By, for all
1< <d.
From (4I4), it follows that the mapping B + r’(B), defined on Vj, is a continuous
function of the entries of B. Let v', ..., v? denote the columns of P and define
. I (B)vi
j “;1(7)” (4.15)
154 (B)v/ |
for1<j<d-1and
d.__ H%(B)Ud . <K§1(B>Ud7 Hiiéx_l(B)Ud_1> d_l(B)Ud_l (4 16)
- _ A . .
IKAB) (w4 (B)o [l (B)vt= |12

Since s, (B) is the projection over Egi(B), forall 1 < j < dand B € V;, we can easily check

that w', ..., w? are orthonormal eigenvectors for B. Thus, using the continuity of ’fix and

the fact that k% (A)v? =7 for all 1 < j < d, we deduce that there exists ¢’ > 0, such that
for all B € Vy, the vectors w!, ..., w? given by (#I5) and ([#I6]), form an orthonormal base
of eigenvectors for B satisfying

max v} —w]| <e,

1<i,j<d
where
v =l,...,v), and w! = (w],...w)).
Thus, the matrix Q = [w?, ..., w? satisfies B = QAQ* and (£9), as required. O

The next result is the complex version of Lemma [£.3] where the sets S(d) and O(d) are
replaced by H(d) and U(d), respectively.

Lemma 4.4. Let A be a d x d complex Hermitian matriz, with |Sp(A)| = d — 1, such that
A= PDP*
for some P € U(d) and D € D(d). Then, for every € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that for

all B € ’ngg satisfying

max |4, — B; ;| <6
mas 1A, — Byl <0,
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there exist a spectral decomposition of the form B = QAQ*, where Q € U(d) and A € D(d)
satisfy the relations

max [|Q;; — Pij| <e and max |D;; — A, ;] <e.
1<i,j<d 1<i<d
Proof. Tt follows from arguments similar to those used in the proof of Lemma [4.3] O

Define the function A : R — D(d), that maps the vector 3 = (81, ..., B4-1) € RL, to
the matrix A(f) = {A;;(5);1 <4,j < d}, given by

[ 6B i 1<i<d—2
Ais(B) '—{ 6o Bay if i=d_1,.d (4.17)

In the next proposition, we bound from above the set S¢

deg®
Proposition 4.5. There exists a compactly supported smooth function II : REF-1 R4,
such that the mapping I : R¥7-1 x R S(d), defined by
F(a, ) := (@) A(B)(@)", (4.18)
for a € R and B € R satisfies
Sy C Sty ={z e R"@ : 4 € Im(F)}. (4.19)

d(d—1
@1

Proof. For € > 0, define the interval J. := (—¢,¢)

to proving that there exist L € N and smooth functions II*,... II* : R
supported in .J., such that the mappings F' : J. x R¥t — §(d), defined by

F'(a, f) = I () A(B)TT (), (4.20)

for 1 <1< L, ac J.and € R¥, satisfy

First we reduce the problem,
d(d—1)
-1, Rdxd

L
Sty C{z e RMW 1 3 e | JIm(F')}. (4.21)
=1
To show this reduction, notice that if (£.21]) holds, then any smooth function II, supported
in Js.p, satisfying
dd—1) _4

I(x) := '(x — 3l¢,0,...,0)) if 2¢€B.(3le0,...,00CcR =
is such that the mapping (£I8) satisfies (ZI9).

Therefore, it suffices to find II', ... II*. The heuristics for constructing such functions is
the following: every matrix X € S, can be expressed in the form
X = PDP*,

with D € D(d) and P € O(d). Since X is degenerate, we have some flexibility for choosing
P, due to the fact that if X has eigenvalues pq, ..., g, and pp = ppe1, then the eigenspaces
E,‘fj, with p1; # pp,, completely determine Effh This allows us to construct P by describing

only the eigenvectors associated to Effj, with p1; # pp. We can show that these spaces can be

locally embedded into the set O(d;2), which has dimension @ — 1. Then we extend such



COLLISION OF EIGENVALUES FOR MATRIX-VALUED PROCESSES 11

local embeddings to compactly supported R?*?-valued functions, and apply a compactness
argument to obtain the existence of II', ... II%.

The detailed construction is as follows. For each matrix R € O(d;2), we have that
R*R = I; 5, and thus, the columns of R are orthonormal. As a consequence, by completing
{R.1,...,Req_2} to an orthonormal basis of R?, we can choose an element P € O(d), such
that P.; = R,; for all 1 < j < d— 2. Since O(d;2) is a smooth manifold of dimension
@ — 1, we have that if v > 0 is sufficiently small, the set O(d;2) N B,(R) can be
parametrized with a chart ¢, defined on J., for some ¢ > 0. Namely, the mapping

v :J. = 0O(d;2) N B,(R)

is a diffeomorphism satisfying ¢(0) = R. Denote by ¢, ; the j-th column vector of .
By construction, every matrix S € O(d;2) of the form S = ¢(«), with a € J., satisfies
| P.j — Sijl| <7 foralll<j<d-—2,and thus, for v sufficiently small,

d—2
| Pra—1 — Z (Sij> Pea—1) Sijll — 1
=1
d—2 d—2 1
= [1Pea—1 = > (Sujs Pea—t) Sujll = | Peder = Y (Pajy Poa—y) Pujll| < 3
j=1 j=1

P.g1— Z;.l;f (ps,5(), Py j) s 5() || is bounded away from zero for all
a € J., and hence, the mapping o — ¥ (a), with

Pog1 = 3571 (0-5(@), Pear) 9. 5()
‘ Pig1— Zjﬁ (@uj(@), Pia—1) ps H

is smooth. Proceeding similarly, we can show that for v sufficiently small, the mapping
a — Po(a), with

Yi(a) = (4.22)

Pya— (1(a), Pug) ¥1(e) = Y027 (00(0), Prg) @1 4(at)
Pya— (1(a), Poa) 1 (e) = Y027 (pu (@), Pug) @4 j(0)]|

dd=n)

Yola) = (4.23)

is smooth as well. Let IT: R~z
that for all a € J; 2,

— R%4 be any smooth function, supported in J., such

pojla) if1<j<d-2
IL(a) = ¢ ¢i(a) ifj=d—1 (4.24)
Vo) ifj=d.
By construction, II has the property that

Vl’i% = {[H*,l(a)a sy H*,d—2(a)] IS J€/2} = (p(Js/2)> (425)

is an open subset of O(d;2) containing R. Therefore, since O(d;2) is compact and the
collection of sets {Vif : R € O(d;2)} is an open cover for O(d;2), we deduce that there
exist L € N and smooth R%*“-valued functions II', ... II' of the form (24, supported in
intervals of the form J;,, with ¢, > 0, such that the sets

Vi=A{[I (a),... . T y_o(a)] : & € oo},
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satisfy

Oo(d;2)=V,U---uUVp. (4.26)
In the sequel, we will assume without loss of the generality that there exists € > 0, such that
g=cforalll=1,..., L.

By construction, the functions II',...,IIY are smooth and compactly supported, so it
suffices to show that

Sty C |J {z R & e Im(F")},

1<I<L

where F,...FL are defined by ([@20). To this end, take z € Sy, and let Q € O(d) and
A € D(d) be such that 2 = QAQ*. By permuting the diagonal of A and the columns of
@ if necessary, we can assume that Ay 41 = Agq. Applying [A26) to [Qs1, ..., Quai2] €
O(d;2), we deduce that there exist 1 < [ < L and a € J., such that [Q.1,...,Qud—2] =

[Hi,l(a>v cee Hi,d—z(a)]-
Let A = A(B) for 3 € R4, To finish the proof, it suffices to show that # = II'(a)A(B)II! () *.
By construction,

{Hi,l(a)7 R} Hi,d(a)} a‘nd {Q*,lv ey Q*,d}
are orthonormal bases of R? satisfying
{I5 1(a), - TL g p(@)} = {Quns -, Quaa}-

Thus, span{IT. ;_, (a), Hivd(a)} = span{Q, 41, Q+q}. In particular, span{IL. ; ,(a),II, ;(a)}
is contained in the eigenspace associated to Ay 14 1, which implies that IIL ; | («), L ,(c)
are orthonormal eigenvectors of Z with eigenvalue A;_14_1. From here we conclude that
{IL ; (a), ..., I 4(c)} is a basis of eigenvectors for #, hence implying that

& =I'(a)A(B)IT' ()",
as required. O

In the next proposition, we bound from above the set ’Hﬁeg.

Proposition 4.6. There exists a compactly supported smooth function I[: R¥—4-2 Caxd,
such that the mapping F : RT=972 = 3(d), defined by

F(a,B) = I(a)A(B)II(a)", (4.27)
for a € RT”=42 gnd B € R™, satisfies
He, C {z € R : ¢ € Im(F)}. (4.28)

Proof. For € > 0, set j; = (—¢, 5)d2_d_2. Similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.5 it suffices
to show that Ehere exist M € N and smooth CdXd—vilueq functions II', with 1 < [ < M,
supported in .J., with ¢ > 0, such that the mappings F" : J. x R¢"! — H(d), defined by

Fl(a,8) =T'(a)A(B)TT ()", (4.29)
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satisfy

M
My CHE, = {z € R™D & €| JIm(F)}. (4.30)
=1

For each R € U(d;2), choose a unitary matrix P € U(d), such that P,; = R;; for all
1<i<dand 1< j<d-2. Using the fact that the set V¥, defined by (@8], is a smooth
manifold of dimension d? — d — 2 for v sufficiently small, it follows that there exist €,y > 0,

and a smooth diffeomorphism ¢ : j — VR, such that ©(0) = R. Moreover, as in the proof

of Proposition L5 if v is sufficiently small, the mappings 1/11 and 1/12 defined as in ([£22)
and (L.23) (when ¢ is replaced by @), are smooth. Let IT : R—d-2 5 COxd e any smooth
function, supported in Jd such that for all a € J /2,

gpj(a) if1<;j<d-2

IL(a) =9 ¢i(a) ifj=d-1 (4.31)
o) ifj=d.
Define the function ¢* : U(d; 2)NB,(R) — U(d;2) by (F(A) = {(fi(A);1<i<d and 1<

j <d—2}, where
F(A) == (A, Rey) (A, Ruy) Ay,
and the set

Vl{é = {[ﬁ*71(04), .. .,ﬁ*7d_2(06)] NOAS j;} = Qg(j;)’

for 0 < 0 < e. By the continuity of the inner product in C%, there exists 0 < &’ < £/2, such
that

CH(B(T) € BJe).
By construction, I1(0) = P and fo , is an open subset of U(d;2) containing R, such that

¢H(VaL) C VAL

Therefore, since U(d;2) is compact and the collection {VR : R € U(d;2)} is an open cover

for U(d;2), we deduce that there exist M € N, ¢/, ¢q,.. €M,€M > 0 and smooth C?*4-

valued functions ﬁl HM , supported in intervals of the form Jal, with ] < g;/2, such
that the sets

Vie={[I,(0), . Ly ()] s 0 € Ty},
satisfy
Ud;2) =V, U---UVy, (4.32)
and the matrices R; := [ﬁfhl(O), LI a—2(0)]; with 1 <1 < M, satisfy
(Ve £ ,) - VRJ. (4.33)
72

In the sequel, we will assume without loss of the generality that there exist e, > 0, such
that e, =cand ey =¢'foralll=1,..., M.



14 ARTURO JARAMILLO AND DAVID NUALART

By construction, the functions ﬁl, e ,ﬁM are smooth and supported in j;, so it suffices

to show relation ([@30). To this end, take z € HY,, and let A € D(d), Q € U(d) be such that

&= QAQ". (4.34)
As in the proof of Proposition .5 we can assume that Ag_q -1 = Ay g and thus there exists
B € R such that A = A(B). Let B € C¥4=2 be given by B;; = Q;;, for 1 < i < d
and 1 < j < d— 2. By ([@32), there exists 1 < Iy < M, such that B € II"(J.)). Define
P :=T1I"(0) and R € C™(@=2) py R,j =P foralll <i<dand1l < j <d-—2. Notice
that the decomposition (£34]) still holds if the columns of @) are multiplied by any complex
number of unit length. Moreover, by ([@33), (#(B) belongs to Vfﬁo e, » and thus, since the

N

columns of [Q 1, . . ., Qa2 are scalar multiples of ((B), by replacing the first d—2 columns
of Q by those of the matrix (#(B) in relation (434, we can assume that

[Q*Jv T Q*,d—2] = [ﬁio,l(a)v T ﬁio,d—2(a)]v
for some a € je/g. To finish the proof, it suffices to show that & = II°(a)A(8)II*(a)*. By

construction,

{Qua =T¥ (), s Quams = 1y (), T2,y (@), T2 ()}
and

{Qua,- .., Qua}

are orthonormal basis of C¢, and thus, span{ﬁi‘fd_l(a),ﬁi‘)’d(a)} = span{ Qs -1, Qxa}. In
particular, Span{ﬁi‘)’d_l(a), ﬁiﬂd(a)} is contained in the eigenspace associated to A1 41 =
Ag.4, which implies that ﬁio a1(a), ﬁi‘) 4(@) are orthonormal eigenvectors of & with eigenvalue
Ag—1.4-1(B). From here we conclude that

{ﬁi‘)’l(a)7 ce ﬁio,d(a)}a
forms a base of eigenvectors for z, hence implying that
i = (@) A(A)(a)",

as required. The proof is now complete. 0

The following result gives sufficient conditions for points zy € Syeq4 to have a neighborhood
diffeomorphic to R™(4=2,

Proposition 4.7. Let zo € S, be such that |Sp(io)| = d —1. Then there exists v > 0 such

that S©._N B, (xg) is an (ni(d) — 2)-dimensional manifold.
deg Y

Proof. The ideas of the proof are similar to those used in Proposition [4.5] but in this case,
the compactness argument that leads to (4.26), is replaced by a localization argument for
the matrix of eigenvectors of z.

Let P € O(d) and D € D(d) be such that
To = PDP*.

Since [Sp(#)] = d — 1, only one of the eigenvalues Dy 1,...,Dgq of &g is repeated. We
will assume without loss of generality that Dy_14-1 = Dgq4. Define J;, for ¢ > 0, by
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J. = (—5,5)d(d51)_1, and let R € O(d;2) be the matrix R ={R; ;1 <i<d, 1<j<d-2},
with R;; = P, forall 1 <i <dand 1< j <d—2. Since O(d;2) is a manifold of dimension

did-1) _ 1, there exists v > 0 and a smooth diffeomorphism

2
v:J. = 0(d;2)N B,(R),

with ¢(0) = R. Denote by ¢, ; the j-th column vector of ¢. Proceeding as in the proof of
Proposition [L.5] we can show that if v is sufficiently small, the functions v and 15 defined

in (£22) and (A23) are smooth. Define IT : J. — O(d) by
o ila) f1<j<d—-2
I j(a) = ¢ ¢r(a) ifj=d—-1
’wg(a) lfj = d,

and F: J. x R — &4

€9

by
Fla, 8) = TI()A(B)TI(a)"
In order to show that S¢

cg (1 B+(0) is an (n1(d) — 2)-dimensional manifold, we will prove
that there exist open subsets U C J. and V C 8., N B,(Zo), such that the mapping

UxREL 5 v

4.35

() > Fla.p) (439)
is a diffeomorphism. To this end, define
1

r:=— min —v|. 4.36

2 p,vesp(do) = (4.36)

w#EV

Notice that by Lemma .3 there exists 0 > 0 satisfying that for all x € Sgeg N Bs(Zg), there
exist @ € O(d) and A € D(d), such that & = QAQ*,

Q € O(d) N B,a(P), (437)
and
A € D(d) N B,(D). (4.38)
By (£37), there exists a € J. such that p(a) = [Qs1, ..., Qwa—2]. As a consequence, since
{ILa(), ..., IL 4(a)} and {Qur, ..., Qua}
are orthonormal bases of R? satisfying
{IL1(a), ..., Ihas(a)} = {Qu1,- -, Qui-a},

we have that span{Il. s_i(«), . 4(@)} = span{Q. 4-1, Q«a}. On the other hand, by (£33),
we have that Ay < -+ < Ay_1 41 = Agg, and thus, we conclude that II, 4 (), I, 4(c)
are eigenvectors of & with eigenvalue Ay_; 4_1, hence implying that

{IL1(@), ..., I 4(a)}

is a basis of eigenvectors for  and

& = () A(A)I(a)",



16 ARTURO JARAMILLO AND DAVID NUALART

From here it follows that if U ¢ R™@~2 and V C Sf,, are given by V := Bjs(io) and
U := F~1(V), the mapping (4.37) is onto. Therefore, in order to show that the mapping F
defined in (4.35)) is a diffeomorphism, it suffices to show that the following conditions hold:

(i) The restriction of F' to U is injective,
(ii) The function F~! is continuous over V,
(iii) D,F is injective for every p € J. x R4™1,
Notice that condition (iii) implies that F' is locally injective, which gives condition (i) for
§ > 0 sufficiently small. Hence, it suffices to show that F'~! is continuous and D, F is injective
for every p € J. x R?™1. We split the proof of these claims into the following two steps:

Step 1. First we show that F~! is continuous. Consider a sequence {4, }n,>1 C Sgeg N Bs (o)
such that lim, y, = y for some y € 8§, N Bs(i). Consider the elements (an, B,), (o, 8) €
J. x R1 defined by (o, 8,) = F~(y,) and (a, 3) := F~1(y), that satisfy
Yn = () A(Bn)11(cn)

and

y = (a)A(B)I(a). (4.39)
Our aim is to show that lim, «,, = « and lim,, 5, = 5. Condition lim,, 5, = [ follows from
the continuity of ®4,...,®;. To show that

lim o, = «, (4.40)

we proceed as follows. By construction, for all n € N, II(ay,) € O(d) N B, /2(P), and
thus ¢(a,) € O(d;2) N B,2(R). As a consequence, the sequence {a;},>1 is contained in

the compact set K = ¢~ '(O(d;2) N B,2(R)). Therefore, it suffices to show that every
convergent subsequence {y,, }n>1 C {an, n>1, satisfies lim, oy, = .

By taking limit as n — oo in the relation y,,, = (v, )A(Bm, )T, )*, we get
y = H(lim oy, )A(B) I (lim oy, ) (4.41)
Assume that A(S) = (1, ..., pa) for some py, ..., g such that pg1 = pg. Since K C J.,
then lim,, v, belongs to the domain of II. Moreover, by (4.41]), we have that
I, ;(lim e, ) € Ej  forall 1<j<d-2 (4.42)
On the other hand, since A(5) € B,(D), we have that pq > pg > -+ > pg_1, and conse-

quently, Ezj is one-dimensional for 1 < j < d — 2. Therefore, using (4.42) as well as the fact
that |IL, ;(lim, ayy, )| = 1 for all 1 < j < d, it follows that

H*J»(lirrln Q) € {IL j(a), =1L, ;(a) }, (4.43)

for all 1 < j < d — 2. Since the image of Il ; is contained in B% (IL, j(c)), we conclude that
I, ;(lim,, ay,,,) = I, (), which implies that ¢(lim, a,,, ) = ¢(c). Therefore, using the fact
that ¢ is a diffeomorphism, we conclude that lim,, v, = «, as required.

Step 2. Next we prove that DF), is injective for all p € J.. Consider an element (a,b) €
R“Z"-1 x R! satisfying DF}s,(a,b) = 0. Then, for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, the curve
M : (—¢e,e) = Sgey N Bs(g) given by M(t) := F(ta,tb), satisfies M(0) = 2o and M(0) =
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DF;,(a,b) = 0. Denote by v!(t),...,v%(t) the columns of II(ta) and define p;(t) := A, ;(tb).
Then, we have

M(t)o'(t) = p(t)v'(t). (4.44)
By taking derivative with respect to ¢ in (A44]), we get
M(E)H(t) + M0 (t) = fu ()0 (t) 4+ ()0 (t), forall 1 <i <d,
which, by the condition M (0) = 0, implies that
M(0)*(0) = f1;(0)v*(0) + 15(0)2*(0), for all 1 <i < d. (4.45)

By taking the inner product with v7(0) in ([£435]), for j # i, we get

(v7(0),(0)) (1(0) — pi(0)) = 0.
In particular, since pg_1 = pg is the only repeated eigenvalue for z,, we deduce that for
1 <4, <d—1 satisfying i # 7,

(17(0),"(0)) = 0. (4.46)
On the other hand, the condition ||v*(¢)||* = 1 implies that
(0(0),0(0)) =0, (4.47)

which by (£46]) leads to v*(0) = 0 for all 1 <7 < d — 1. Since the last two columns of II
are smooth functions of the first d — 2 (see equations ([A.22)) and ([£23)), from the equations
0'(0) = --- = 0¥71(0) = 0, we conclude that £1I(ta)|,_, = 0. On the other hand, since II is

a local chart for the manifold O(d; 2) around II(0), the derivative I1(0) is injective, and thus
the equation 7 H ta) ‘t o, = 0 implies that a = 0.

Finally we prove that b = 0. By definition, M( ) = H(at)A(Bt)II(at)*, and hence

. d . d
M(t) = (En(at))/\(ﬁt) (at)* + H(at) A(BOIL(at)* + H(at)A(ﬁt)(%H(at)).
Since a = 0, by evaluating the previous identlty at t =0, we get
0 =TI(0)(A(0)3)TI(0)",

which implies that b = 0. From here we conclude that the only solution to DF,(a,b) =0 is
(a,b) = 0. This finishes the proof of the injectivity for DF,,. The proof is now complete. [

The next result gives a sufficient condition for points zy € Hgey to have a neighborhood
diffeomorphic to R™2(@—3
Proposition 4. 8 Let kg € Haey be such that |Sp(2o)| = d — 1. Then, there exists v > 0,
such that H,, N B, (x0) is an (ny(d) — 3)-dimensional manifold.
Proof. Let P € H(d) and D € D(d) be such that

to = PDP*.

Since |Sp(#)] = d — 1, only one of the eigenvalues D y,...,Dgq of &g is repeated. We

will assume without loss of generality that Dg_q4-1 = Ddd Define ja, for € > 0, by

J. = (—£,6)”%2 and let R € U(d;2) be the matrix R = {R; ;1 <i<d, 1<j<d-2},
with R; ; = P; for all 1 <i<dand 1< j <d—2. Using the fact that for v > 0 sufficiently
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small the set VY given by (0] is a manifold, we deduce that there exist ¢,7 > 0 and a
diffeomorphism

7:J. > VL,
such that ©(0) = R. As in the proof of Proposition .7 we can construct a smooth function

I1: J. — U(d) with entries II; ;, such that IT; ;(a) = @i () for all « € J. and 1 < i < d and
1<j<d-—2.

Define F : J. x R&—1 — Hi., by

F(a, B) == (a)A(B)TI(a)".
By Lemma B4, there exists § > 0 such that for all x € Hg,, N Bs(&o), there exist Q € U(d)
and A € D(d), satisfying
T =QAQ", (4.48)
as well as
QeU(d)NB,p(P) and A€ D(d)NB.(A),

where r is given by (4306). Notice that relation (4.48) still holds if we multiply the j-th
column of @, for 1 < j < d —2, by (P, ;, R.;)/|(Psj, Rsj)|, so we can assume without
loss of generality that [Q.1,...,Qwa—2] € fo. In particular, there exists o € :7; such that
o) = [Qun, ..., Qua—2]. Then, by proceeding as in the proof of Proposition .7, we can
show that

& = T()A(B)IL(a)"
for some 3 € R4, As a consequence, if we define V := Bj(#y) and U := F~'(V), then the
mapping

UxRI -V
(a, B) — F(a, B)

is onto. As in the proof of Proposition [4.7] provided that we show the conditions

(4.49)

(ii) F~' is continuous over U

(i) DF, is injective for every J.,
then the mapping (£49) is a diffeomorphism. The proof of the continuity of F-1 follows
ideas similar to those from the GOE case. The only argument that needs to be modified

is the proof of ([@40), since equation (4.43)) is not necessarily true when 5 = 2. To fix this
problem, we replace equation (EL43]) by

ﬁ*J(lim O,y ) = nﬁ*7,~(a), for 1<i<d-—2,
which holds for some n € C with || = 1. Then, by using the fact that [IL, ;(a), ..., L 4_o()]

belongs to VI, we conclude that IT(limy, ay,,) = II(«), which in turn implies that o (lim, oy, ) =
(). Then, since ¢ is a diffeomorphism we conclude that lim,, v, = «, as required.
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The proof of the injectivity of DF}, , for p € :7;, follows the same arguments as in the GOE
case, with the exception that identity (M) must be replaced by

Re({0"(t),v'(t))) = 0. (4.50)

Then, since (v'(t),v"(0)) = | (v'(t),v*(0)) |, we conclude that (v'(t),v%(0))ca is real. This
relation can be combined with (£50), in order to get (£4T). The rest of the proof is analogous
to Proposition 4.7 O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS
This section is devoted to the proofs of Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2

Proof of Theorem[21. The cases § =1 and 5 = 2 can be handled similarly, so it suffices to
prove the result for § = 1. First suppose that () < 2. By Proposition [£.5] there exists an
infinitely differentiable mapping F' : R™(®~2 — §(d), such that Sj,, — A' C Im(F). As a
consequence,
P [A(t) = Ai(t) for some t€land1<i<j<d]
P X' (t) € Sjeg — A" for some t € I]
P [X'(t) € Im(F) for some ¢ € I].

Since the smooth mapping F' is defined over R”l( ~2 it follows that the set Im(F) has
Hausdorff dimension at most n;(d) — 2. Thus, since @ < 2, by Corollary B.2]

P [X'(t) € Im(F) for some t € I] =0.
Therefore, by (5.1]) we get that
P [A(t) = Aj(t) for some t €l and1<i<j<n|=0,

(5.1)

as required. To prove (Z3) in the case Q > 2, choose any zy € S§,, satisfying [Sp(&o)| = d—1.
By Lemma [T there exists § > 0, such that SJ,, N Bs(xo) is an ny(d)-dimensional manifold.
In particular, the Hausdorff dimension of Sffeg is at least ny(d) —2. The Hausdorff dimension

of the shifted manifold SJ,, — A? is also larger than or equal to ni(d) — 2. Relation (23)
then follows by Corollary 3.2 This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.1l U

Proof of Corollary[2.2. The cases § = 1 and f = 2 can be handled similarly, so we will
assume without loss of generality that § = 1. Suppose that the process ¢ is a one dimensional
fractional Brownian motion of Hurst parameter 0 < H < 1, with H # % It H> %, relation
(24) follows from equation (22)) in Theorem 21 Moreover, if H < 1, then relation (2.5)
follows from equation (2.3]). Therefore, it suffices to show relation (2.6]) in the case where
H < 5 and A' € 8, satisfies either [Sp(A')] = d —1 or A' = 0. The proof of this fact
will be done in two steps: first we prove that the probability of instant collision is strictly
positive, and then we prove that such probability is one.

Step 1. Our first goal is to prove that there exists ' > 0 such that for any 0 < T < 1,
P\ (1) = )\]1-(15) for some t € (0,7] and 1 <i < j <n]>d > 0. (5.2)
We will split the proof of (5.2)) into the cases A' = 0 and |[Sp(A')| =d — 1.
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(i) Suppose |Sp(A')| = d—1. Then A has exactly one repeated eigenvalue. We will assume
without loss of generality that @4 ;(A') = ®4(A'). Fix T < 1. By the self-similarity of
X(t), we can write

P [A(t) = Ai(t) for some ¢ € (0,T] and 1 <i < j < n]
=P [X'(t) € (Sgeg — A") for some t € (0,7 and 1 < i< j<n
=P [X'(s) € T_H(Sjeg — A") for some s € (0,1 and 1 < i< j <n (5.3)
>P[X'(s) € T_H(Sjeg — A") for some s € (1/2,1]and 1 <i<j <n].
By Theorem BTl there exists ¢; > 0, such that

P[X(s) € T_H(Sfileg — A") for some s € (1/2,1] and 1 <i < j < n]
> 1y (T (Sieg = AN). (5:4)

H

Let G: (—1,1)®=2 — 84 — A! be a parametrization of the manifold S, — A' around

zero. Consider the probability measure m.(dx) := (25)2_n1(d)]l[_a’a]nl(d)72(l’)dl’ and let v.(dz)
be the pullback measure of m. under the map = — ¢ 'G(x). Define f, by [B2). Since

vru (dz) is a probability measure with support in T-#(Sg, — A'), we have

Covir (T(S, — A1) </T . (Hu_UH)VTH(du)uTH(dU))—l

1
H
(A

Z ((QTH)2(2_n1(d)) / fnl(d)_

1
(_TH’TH)2(n1(d)72) H

«r—an%x>—-cwyﬂwdxdy)_

-1
— 92(mi(d)-2) </( R fm(d)_%(T_HHG(TH:B) — G(THy)H)dxdy) .
’ (5.5)

By the mean value theorem, there exists 7 € (0,1), depending on T', such that the vector
v(1) == 7(1 — x) + Ty satisfies

T=HG(T" ) - G(T"y)) = T_HdiTG(TH(T(l — )+ 1Y) = DGyrlr —y]. (5.6)

Consider the mapping (w,v) +— || DG,[w]||, defined over the compact set K = {(w,v) :
|w|| =1, and v € [-TH TH]M@=2} By the smoothness of (G, this mapping has a
minimizer (wp,7p). Moreover, since DG, is injective for v near zero, we have that § :=
| DGy [wo]|| > 0. Using this observation as well as relation (5.6]), we get that

T=G(T"2) = G(T"y)|| = llo = yllIIDG o [z =y~ (@ = )
> Olly — |-

Therefore, by (5.5), it follows that if n,(d) > 1

R

Cnl (d)—

1
H

-1
<rﬂ@@—m»zeaww%%(/ |m—m%%@mw).
(_171)

2(ny (d)—2)
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The integral in the right-hand side is finite due to the condition % > 2, and thus, there
exists a constant ¢’ > 0, such that

Coviay 1 (TH(SE, — AD) > 8 > 0. (5.7)

By following a similar approach we can show that (57) also holds for the case ny(d) = #,

while in the case n;(d) < 4, identity (5.7)) follows from the fact that f, = 1 for all a > 0.
Combining (5.3), (5.4) and (5T), we conclude that there exists ¢’ > 0 such that for all

€ (0,1), (52) holds.

(7i) Next we show that relation (5.2 holds as well in the case A = 0, if &' > 0 is sufficiently
small. Notice that if A = 0, by the self-similarity of £ and the homogenity of the function
(®y,...,Py), we have
P\ (1) = )\}(t) for some t € (0,7] and 1 <i < j < n]
=P [®;(X"(t)) = ©;(X'(t)) for some ¢ € (0,7] and 1 <i < j<nj

P [®;(T"X'(t)) = ®;(T"X"(t)) for some t € (0,1] and 1 <i < j < n]
P [\ (t) = Aj(t) for some ¢ e (0,1] and 1 <i < j < n]
P [A(t) = Ai(t) for some ¢ € [1/2,1]and 1 <i<j<n].

Relation (5.2)) for A = 0 then follows from Theorem 2.1]

Step 2. By taking T"— 0 in the left hand side of (5.2]), we get

P ﬂ{)\l t) = Ai(t) forsome t€ (0,7]and 1 <i<j<n}| >4 >0. (5.8)
T€(0,1)
Finally, for i < j, we write §; ; as a Volterra process of the form &; ;(¢) fo Ky (s, t)dW; (1),

where the {W; ;(¢);t > 0} are independent standard Brownian motions and
t
Ky(s,t) = cp ((t/s)H‘%(t — )2 — (H - 1/2)3%—H/ w5 (u — s)H—%du),

where ¢y = (2H)"2(1 — 2H) fo ~2H :H=5 dx. We can easily check that

ﬂ I\ (@) = )\;(t) for some t € (0,7) and 1 <i < j<n}
0

belongs to the germ o-algebra Fo; = (\,500{Wi;(u);0 < u < 5,0 <i < j < d}. Thus,
combining (5.8)) with Blumenthal’s zero-one law, we conclude that

P ﬂ {A(t) = )\Jl-(t) for some t € (0,7]and 1 <i<j<n}| =1
T€(0,1)

The proof is now complete. 0
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