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Abstract

We study the meeting level between squared Bessel (BESQ) flow lines of differ-
ent dimensions, and show that it gives rise to a jump Markov process. We apply
these results to the skew Brownian flow introduced by Burdzy and Chen [7] and
Burdzy and Kaspi [8]. It allows us to extend the results of [7] and of Gloter and
Martinez [11] describing the local time flow of skew Brownian motions. Finally,
we compute the Hausdorff dimension of exceptional times revealed by Burdzy and
Kaspi [8] when skew Brownian flow lines bifurcate.

Classification. 60J65, 60J55, 60H10.
Keywords. Skew Brownian motion, local time, stochastic flow, squared Bessel

process.

1 Introduction

Given a white noise W on R+ × R and some positive number δ, we consider the
strong solution (Sr,x(a), x ≥ r) of the SDE

Sr,x(a) = a+

∫ x

r

W([0,Sr,s(a)], ds) + δ(x− r), x ≥ r. (1.1)

For each (a, r) ∈ R+ ×R, the distribution of (Sr,x(a), x ≥ r) is a squared Bessel process
(BESQδ

a) of dimension δ starting from a, see Section 2.1. Following Dawson and Li [10],
we can also view it as some flow line emanating from the point (a, r). A certain version
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of the collection of processes (Sr,x(a), x ≥ r)(a,r)∈R+×R is called BESQδ flow in [2, Sec-
tion 3]. The idea of a flow whose marginals are BESQ processes trace back to Pitman
and Yor [24]. These flows naturally appear in the context of continuous-state branch-
ing processes, see Bertoin and Le Gall [5], Lambert [19] and of generalized Ray–Knight
theorems, see Carmona, Petit and Yor [9] and Aı̈dékon, Hu and Shi [1]. In [2], they
were used to deduce disintegration theorems of a perturbed reflecting Brownian motion
stopped at a random time given its occupation field. In the present paper, we will prove
that BESQ flows are connected to the skew Brownian flow introduced in Burdzy and
Chen [7] and Burdzy and Kaspi [8].

The first part of the paper is devoted to the study of the interaction between flow
lines of different drifts driven by the same white noise W . We distinguish three different
situations. In all cases, S is the BESQδ flow defined in (1.1). The drifts δ, δ̂, δ′ are
positive numbers.

Let Y = (Yx, x ≥ 0) denote the BESQδ̂ flow line driven by W starting from (0, 0).

Suppose that δ̂ < δ + 2. Then any flow line Sr,·(0) emanating from (0, r) with r ≥ 0

meets Y . This is due to the fact that Sr,x(0)− Yx for x ≥ r is a BESQδ̂−δ process, hence

hits 0 a.s. if δ̂ − δ < 2. Call U(r) the meeting level of Y and Sr,·(0), i.e.

U(r) := inf{x ≥ r : Sr,x(0) = Yx}.

See Figure 1 (a). For a, b > 0, we let B(a, b) denote the beta(a, b) distribution, i.e. the
distribution on [0, 1] with density 1

B(a,b)
xa−1(1− x)b−1. For simplicity, we consider in the

introduction the right-continuous versions of the processes. The following proposition
shows that U is a Markov process. We then define the law of U given U(0) = z as the
law of this Markov process with starting position z.

Theorem 1.1. The process (U(r) − r, r ≥ 0) is a homogeneous Feller process starting

from 0. For any r > 0, U(r)
r

has distribution B(2−δ̂+δ
2

, δ̂
2
). Conditionally on U(0) = z > 0,

the process U stays constant then jumps at time x where x
z
has distribution B(1, δ

2
).

Conditionally on x = x, z−x
U(x)−x

∼ B(2−δ̂+δ
2

, 1).

The second situation involves the same flow line Y , but we look now at the meeting
level between Y and Sr,·(0) when r ≤ 0. Therefore we require δ < δ̂ + 2 while we set
again, but now for r ≤ 0,

U(r) := inf{x ≥ 0 : Sr,x(0) = Yx}.

This case is also pictured in Figure 1 (a). For future reference, we artificially introduce
a parameter δ′, which is simply equal to δ in the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.2. The process (U(−r) + r, r ≥ 0) is a homogeneous Feller process starting

from 0. For any r > 0, r
U(−r)+r

has distribution B(2−δ+δ̂
2

, δ
′

2
). Conditionally on U(0) =

z > 0, the process U(−r) stays constant then jumps at time x where z
z+x

has distribution

B( δ′
2
, 1). Conditionally on x = x, z+x

U(−x)+x
∼ B(2−δ+δ̂

2
, 1).

The third case is slightly different. We suppose that the flow line Y ∗ is solution of
(1.1) starting from (0, 0), but with (−W∗, δ̂) instead of (W , δ), where W∗ is the image
of W by the map (a, r) 7→ (a,−r). In the terminology of [2], Y ∗ is a dual flow line. The
meeting level between Y ∗ and flow lines of S is defined as, for r ≥ 0,

V (−r) := inf{x ∈ [−r, 0] : S−r,x(0) = Y ∗
−x}.

See Figure 1 (b). We suppose that δ̂ + δ > 2 (otherwise the meeting only takes place
when Y ∗ = 0).

Theorem 1.3. The process (V (−r) + r, r ≥ 0) is a homogeneous Feller process starting

from 0. For any r > 0, V (−r)+r
r

has distribution B( δ̂
2
, δ
2
). Conditionally on V (0) = z > 0,

the process V stays constant then jumps at time x where z
z+x

has distribution B( δ
2
, 1).

Conditionally on x = x, V (−x)+x
x+z

∼ B( δ̂+δ
2
, 1).

V (−r)

−r

0

U(r)

U(−r)

−r

0

(a) (b)

r

Figure 1: The black line represents Y /Y ∗ in picture (a)/(b), both starting from (0, 0).
The blue lines in both pictures represent the BESQδ flow S. In picture (b), the black
line goes down and the blue line goes up.

These theorems characterize the distribution of the processes via their entrance law
and jump distributions. One could also express their transition probabilities in terms of
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the semigroup of BESQ processes with varying dimensions, or identify their Lamperti
transform (since these processes inherit the 1-self similarity of the BESQ flow). The
process (U(r) − r, r ≥ 0) of Theorem 1.1, resp. (V (−r) + r, r ≥ 0) of Theorem 1.3,

returns to 0 when the flow line Y , resp. Y ∗, returns to 0, i.e. when its drift δ̂ belongs
to (0, 2). The proofs rely on a decomposition theorem for BESQ flows along some flow
line in Section 3, which is a generalization of the additivity property of BESQ processes
[23, 24]. Along the way, the concept of ⊕/⊖-flow line will prove useful in order to obtain
some analog of the Markov property for BESQ flows.

The second part of the paper is concerned with a seemingly unrelated topic, the
skew Brownian flow introduced in [7, 8]. Let B = (Bt, t ≥ 0) be a standard Brownian
motion, β ∈ (−1, 1) and r ∈ R. We consider the strong solution Xr of the SDE

Xr
t = Lr

t −Bt, t ≥ 0 (1.2)

where
Lr
t := r + βℓrt (1.3)

and ℓrt is the symmetric local time of Xr at position 0:

ℓrt = lim
ε→0

1

2ε

∫ t

0

1{|Xr
u|<ε} du, t ≥ 0. (1.4)

The process Xr behaves as the Brownian motion −B when it is nonzero, but has an
asymmetry at 0 when β ̸= 0. In distribution, X0 is a concatenation of Brownian excur-
sions whose signs are chosen positive with probability p = 1+β

2
and negative otherwise.

In particular |X0| is always distributed as a reflecting Brownian motion. The extreme
cases β ∈ {−1, 1} correspond to reflecting Brownian motions while equation (1.2) does
not have a solution when |β| > 1, see Harrison and Shepp [15]. Skew Brownian motions
were introduced by Itô and McKean [17] and further studied by Walsh [28]. We refer
to Lejay [22] for a review on this topic. The collection of solutions (Xr)r∈R driven by
the same Brownian motion B is a coalescing flow [4, 7]: for any r, r′, the solutions Xr

and Xr′ meet in a finite time and stay equal afterwards. We refer to [3, 20, 27] and the
references therein for other examples of coalescence in stochastic flows.

The following theorem gives the connection with the first part of the paper. We
restrict to β ∈ (0, 1) for convenience. Let (L(t, x))t≥0,x∈R be a bicontinuous version of
the local time of B and W be the white noise on R+ × R defined through

W(g) =

∫ ∞

0

g(L(t, Bt), Bt)dBt (1.5)
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for any g ∈ L2(R+ × R). Equation (1.5) appears in [1] where it is observed that W is
indeed a white noise as a result of the occupation times formula. For any r ∈ R, we set

τ rx := inf{t ≥ 0 : Lr
t > x}, x ≥ r. (1.6)

In the following theorem, a BESQ(δ1 |0 δ2) flow line (Sr,x(a), x ≥ r) behaves as a BESQ
flow line with drift δ1 when x ≤ 0 (hence necessarily r ≤ x ≤ 0) and with drift δ2 when
x ≥ 0.

Theorem 1.4. Let β ∈ (0, 1) and δ := 1−β
β
. Fix r ∈ R. The process (L(τ rx , x), x ≥ r) is

the flow line starting at the point (0, r) of the BESQ(2 + δ |0 δ) flow driven by W.

Thanks to Theorem 1.4, we can rephrase questions on skew Brownian motions in the
framework of BESQ flows. Fix β ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1) and β̂ ∈ (0, 1). Let as before Xr

be the skew Brownian motion associated to the parameter β while (X̂, L̂) is defined by

(1.2) and (1.3) with (β̂, 0) in place of (β, r). Following [7, 11], consider for r ∈ R the r.v.

T (r) := inf{t ≥ 0 : Xr
t = X̂t} ∈ [0,∞]. (1.7)

The time T (r) is finite if and only if the skew Brownian motions X̂ and Xr hit each
other.

Theorem 1.5. Set δ = 1−|β|
|β| and δ̂ = 1−β0

β0
.

(i) Suppose that β ∈ (0, 1) and δ̂ < δ + 2. The process (L̂T (r), r ≥ 0) is distributed as
the process (U(r), r ≥ 0) of Theorem 1.1.

(ii) Suppose that β ∈ (0, 1) and δ < δ̂ + 2. The process (L̂T (−r), r ≥ 0) is distributed as
the process (U(−r), r ≥ 0) of Theorem 1.2 with δ′ = 2 + δ there.

(iii) Suppose that β ∈ (−1, 0). The process (L̂T (r), r ≥ 0) is distributed as the process
(−V (−r), r ≥ 0) of Theorem 1.3 with 2 + δ in place of δ there.

The marginals of these processes were computed in [11, Theorem 3, Corollary 2,

Theorem 4]. In each case, the assumptions on (δ, δ̂) are necessary and sufficient conditions
to have T (r) < ∞. As observed in [7], the next result is an analog of the second Ray–
Knight theorem for the skew Brownian flow. Fix β ∈ (0, 1) and let (Xr, Lr) be given by
(1.2) and (1.3). For z > 0, let τ 0z be as in (1.6). Statement (i) of the following theorem
was already proved in [7, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 1.6. Let z > 0 and β ∈ (0, 1). Set δ = 1−β
β
.
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(i) [7, Theorem 1.2] The process (Lr
τ0z
, r ≥ 0) is distributed as (U(r), r ≥ 0) of Theorem

1.1 with δ̂ = 0, conditioned on U(0) = z.

(ii) The process (L−r
τ0z
, r ≥ 0) is distributed as (V (−r), r ≥ 0) of Theorem 1.3 with

(2 + δ, 0) in place of (δ, δ̂), conditioned on V (0) = z.

The method of proof is different from [7, 11]. We deduce our results as consequences
of the theorems in the first part of the paper, once the connection with the BESQ flow is
established. Note that we could as well fix starting points (0, 0) and (0, r) in the BESQ
flow and make the dimension δ vary. This setting would be related to the meeting of
skew Brownian motions with varying parameters β, which is the topic of [12]. It would
lead for example to a solution of Open Problem 1.8 of [7]. This problem was given a
near to complete answer in [12], the entrance law being left open in that work. We omit
to present such results for sake of brevity.

We finish the presentation with a brief and informal discussion on bifurcation events,
and refer to Sections 2.4 and 6 for the rigorous definitions. Even if the solution of the
SDE (1.1) is unique a.s., there exist exceptional points (a, r) where BESQδ flow lines
bifurcate at their starting point. These points are the so-called ancestors in continuous-
state branching processes [5, Section 2.2]. We show in Section 2.4 that such points have
Hausdorff dimension 3

2
(i.e. it is the dimension of the graph of the standard Brownian

motion [26]). More interestingly, when δ1 < δ2 < δ1 + 2, there are points which are
common bifurcation points for the flows with drifts δ1 and δ2 where the flow lines of
drift δ1 and δ2 are interlaced, see Figure 2 in Section 2.4. These points have Hausdorff
dimension min(2 − d, 3−d

2
) where d := δ2 − δ1. Such bifurcation events have a natural

interpretation for the skew Brownian flow, in the case we not only allow the starting
point to vary, but also the starting time. These bifurcation points correspond to the so-
called ordinary/semi-flat bifurcation times studied by Burdzy and Kaspi [8] (we omit the
proof of this statement for concision). By a time-reversal argument, we show in Section
6 that ordinary/semi-flat bifurcation times have Hausdorff dimension respectively 1

2
and

2−δ
4

where δ = 1−|β|
|β| (there is no semi-flat bifurcation time when |β| ≤ 1

3
). This last result

does not use the link with the BESQ flow.

Related works In [23], Pitman and Winkel interpret (1.2) as a decomposition of the
Brownian motion B into two parts, depending on whether B is above or below Lx.
They show that these two processes are time-changes of perturbed reflecting Brownian
motions (PRBM). In view of the link between BESQ flows and PRBM [1], it is natural
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to reinterpret this picture as a decomposition of R+ ×R along a BESQδ flow line driven
by the white noise W given by (1.5). It was the starting point of this project.

The connection between BESQ flows and skew Brownian motions is reminiscent of
a connection between flow lines of the planar Gaussian free field and a(nother) flow of
skew Brownian motions [14, 6], which appears in the setting of the γ-Liouville quantum
gravity. We can view our paper as an analog when γ → 0.

Structure of the paper Section 2 introduces BESQ flows. Section 3 contains the
decomposition theorem which is at the heart of the proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 in
Section 4. In Section 5, we prove the connection between BESQ flows and skew Brownian
motions of Theorem 1.4 (Section 5.1), and prove Theorems 1.5 and 1.6. The computation
of the Hausdorff dimension of bifurcation times is the topic of Section 6.

Acknowledgements We are grateful to Quan Shi for introducing us to the paper [23],
and for helpful discussions. We thank Xin Sun for pointing out the analogy with [14, 6].
We thank Miguel Martinez for useful explanations on the paper [12] and Wenjie Sun for
drawing our attention to the issue of bifurcation events. E.A. was supported by NSFC
grant QXH1411004.

2 BESQ flows

2.1 BESQ processes

Let δ ≥ 0. The squared Bessel process of dimension δ started at a ≥ 0, denoted by
BESQδ

a, is the unique solution of

Sx = a+ 2

∫ x

0

√
|Sr| dBr + δx, x ≥ 0, (2.1)

where B is a standard Brownian motion. The BESQδ process hits zero at a positive time
if and only if δ < 2. It is absorbed at 0 when δ = 0 and is reflecting at 0 when δ ∈ (0, 2).
When δ < 0, we will take for definition of the BESQδ

a process the unique solution of

Sx = a+ 2

∫ x

0

√
|Sr| dBr + δmin(x, T0), x ≥ 0, (2.2)

where T0 := inf{x ≥ 0 : Sx = 0}, so that the process is absorbed when hitting 0, which
happens in a finite time a.s. We refer to [25, Chapter XI] for background on BESQ
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processes. When discussing BESQ processes with varying dimensions, the following
definition will come in handy. Let F = (Fx, x ∈ R) be a right-continuous filtration.

Definition 2.1. An F-predictable process δ : R → R is called a drift function if there
exists a deterministic vector (δi)1≤i≤n ∈ Rn and F-stopping times −∞ = t̃1 < t̃2 < . . . <
t̃n+1 = ∞ such that δ = δi on Ai := (t̃i, t̃i+1).

If δ′ is another drift function and r1 is an F-stopping time, we write δ |r1 δ′ for the
drift function δ(x)1(−∞,r1)(x) + δ′(x)1[r1,∞)(x).

We then write BESQa(δ) for the distribution of the continuous process starting from
a which is distributed as a BESQδi process on each Ai.

2.2 Martingale measures

In the setting of [29, Chapter 2], let W be a white noise on R+ ×R with respect to
some right-continuous filtration F = (Fx, x ∈ R). If f is a bounded predictable process,
one can define [29, Theorem 2.5] the orthogonal martingale measure f · W as, for any
Borel set A ⊂ R+ with finite Lebesgue measure, and any x ≤ y,

(f · W)x,y(A) :=

∫
A×[x,y]

f(ℓ, r)W(dℓ, dr).

In that case, the stochastic integral with respect to f · W can be expressed as∫
R+×[x,y]

h(ℓ, r)(f · W)(dℓ, dr) =

∫
R+×[x,y]

h(ℓ, r)f(ℓ, r)W(dℓ, dr) (2.3)

for any predictable process h such that E[
∫
R+×[x,y]

h2(ℓ, r)f 2(ℓ, r)dℓdr] < ∞.

For any nonnegative predictable process (Sr, r ∈ R), we also let θSW be the mar-
tingale measure on R+ × R

(θSW)x,y(A) :=

∫
R+×[x,y]

1A(ℓ− Sr)W(dℓ, dr).

By computation of quadratic variations, we observe that θSW is still a white noise on
R+×R with respect to F . For any predictable h such that E[

∫
R+×[x,y]

h2(ℓ, r)dℓdr] < ∞,

we have the representation∫
R+×[x,y]

h(ℓ, r)θSW(dℓ, dr) =

∫
R+×[x,y]

1[Sr,∞)(ℓ)h(ℓ− Sr, r)W(dℓ, dr). (2.4)

This can be proved by standard arguments, using the density of simple functions.
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2.3 Basic facts about BESQ flows

Stochastic flows related to branching processes form a well-established topic [5, 10,
19, 24]. A particular case is the BESQ flow introduced in [24] in relation to the Brownian
motion. We will use the following definition which slightly differs from [2, Definition 3.3
& Definition 3.4], but defines the same object1.

Definition 2.2. Let δ ∈ R. We call BESQδ flow driven by W a collection S of contin-
uous processes (Sr,x(a), x ≥ r)r∈R,a≥0 such that:

(1) for each (a, r) ∈ R+ × R, the process (Sr,x(a), x ≥ r) is almost surely the strong
solution of the following SDE

Sr,x(a) = a+ 2

∫ x

r

W([0,Sr,s(a)], ds) + δ(x− r), x ≥ r (2.5)

and which, in the case δ < 0, is absorbed when hitting 0.

(2) Almost surely,

(i) for all r ∈ R and a ≥ 0, Sr,r(a) = a,

(ii) for all r ≤ x, a 7→ Sr,x(a) is càdlàg,

(iii) (Perfect flow property) for any r ≤ x ≤ y and a ≥ 0, Sr,y(a) = Sx,y ◦ Sr,x(a).

We call killed BESQδ flow driven by W the flow obtained from the BESQδ flow by
absorbing at 0 the flow line Sr,·(a) at time inf{x > r : Sr,x(a) = 0}.

We call general BESQδ flow a BESQδ flow or a killed BESQδ flow.

When δ /∈ (0, 2) there is no difference between the BESQδ and the killed BESQδ flow.
We will sometimes call the BESQδ flow a non-killed BESQδ flow to distinguish it with
its killed version. When S is the killed BESQδ flow with δ ∈ (0, 2), there are times when
Sr,x(0) > 0 for some x > r until it comes back to 0 where it gets absorbed. It happens
when the non-killed BESQδ flow line emanating from (0, r) starts by an excursion away
from 0. It implies that S does not satisfy the perfect flow property, see Proposition 2.3
(i) for the analog. When δ ≤ 0, flow lines are absorbed at 0 and no flow lines can exit
a = 0. When δ ≥ 2, flow lines do not hit 0, except at their starting point if they start
from a = 0.

Recall the notation of Section 2.1. The flow line Sr,·(a) of a BESQδ flow is a BESQδ
a

process. Equation (2.5) implies the following statements, that will be referred throughout

1The regularity condition (iii) in [2] was weaker than the perfect flow property. Our definition is then
a consequence of [2, Proposition 3.9]. In the case δ ∈ (0, 2) and S is killed, we use [2, Proposition A.1].
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the paper as property (P). Let a′ ≥ a ≥ 0 and S, S ′ be resp. a BESQδ flow and a BESQδ′

flow driven by W .

(P1) If δ′ ≥ δ ≥ 0, the process S ′
r,·(a

′) − Sr,·(a) is a BESQδ′−δ
a′−a process independent of

Sr,·(a).

(P2) If δ ≥ 0 and δ′ < δ the process max(S ′
r,·(a

′) − Sr,·(a), 0) is a BESQδ′−δ
a′−a process

independent of Sr,·(a).

(P3) When δ < 0, the flow line Sr,·(a) is absorbed at 0 at some time φ(a, r). Condition-
ally on φ(a, r) = t, if δ′ ≥ δ, S ′

r,·(a
′)−Sr,·(a) is a BESQa′−a(δ

′− δ |t δ′) independent
of Sr,·(a).

(P4) If δ′ < δ < 0, conditionally on φ(a, r) = t, max(S ′
r,·(a

′)−Sr,·(a), 0) is a BESQa′−a(δ
′−

δ |t δ′) independent of Sr,·(a).

It is a form of the well-known additivity property for BESQ processes, see [23, 24].

The general BESQδ flow is determined by W in the sense that if S and S ′ are both
driven by W , then a.s., Sr,x(a) = S ′

r,x(a) for all r ≤ x and a ≥ 0, see (2.6) below. In
our setting, the following result can be deduced from the perfect flow property and the
construction of the killed BESQδ flow.

Proposition 2.3. ([2, Proposition 3.9 & A.5]) Let S be a general BESQδ flow. Then
almost surely:

(i) ((Almost) perfect flow property) For every r ≤ x ≤ y and a ≥ 0 with Sr,x(a) > 0,
Sr,y(a) = Sx,y ◦ Sr,x(a).

(ii) (Coalescence) If r, r′ < x, 0 ≤ a, a′ and Sr,x(a) = Sr′,x(a
′), then Sr,y(a) = Sr′,y(a

′)
for all y ≥ x. If S is a BESQδ flow, it also holds when max(r, r′) = x.

When the flow S is killed (and δ ∈ (0, 2)), the reason we need to avoid the case
max(r, r′) = x is the existence of these exceptional times r such that Sr,x(0) > 0 for
x > r close enough to r. For a > 0 and r ≤ x, let Sr,x(a−) := lima′↑a Sr,x(a

′).

Proposition 2.4. Let S be a general BESQδ flow. The following statements hold almost
surely.

(i) For any r < x and a ≥ 0, Sr,x(a
′) = Sr,x(a) for all a′ > a close enough to a.

(ii) For any r < x and a > 0, Sr,x(a
′) = Sr,x(a−) for any 0 ≤ a′ < a close enough to a.
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Proof. Almost surely, for any r < x and any bounded interval I, the set {Sr,x(a) : a ∈ I}
is finite. One can see this property for example from the embedding of the BESQ flow
in the PRBM [2, Proposition 3.6]. Hence (i) and (ii) follow from Definition 2.2 (ii).

If D = {(an, rn)}n≥1 is a countable dense (possibly random) subset of R+ ×R, then
for every a ≥ 0 and x ≥ r, [2, Proposition 3.7]

Sr,x(a) = inf
(an,rn)∈D: rn≤r,Srn,r(an)>a

Srn,x(an). (2.6)

The set on which the infimum is taken is not empty. Indeed, following the reasoning of
step (i) in the proof of [2, Proposition 2.6], a.s., for any 0 ≤ a < a′ and r ∈ R, one can
find (an, rn) ∈ D arbitrarily close to (a, r) such that

rn < r and Srn,r(an) ∈ (a, a′). (2.7)

Then (2.6) is a consequence of Proposition 2.3 (ii) and Proposition 2.4 (i). In the same
spirit, we present the following property of BESQ flows, called instantaneously coalescing
property.

Proposition 2.5. Let S be a general BESQδ flow for δ ∈ R. Then with probability 1,
for every (a, r) ∈ R+ × R and ε > 0, there exist some (an, rn) ∈ D arbitrarily close to
(a, r) such that Sr,x(a) = Srn,x(an) for all x ≥ r + ε.

Proof. By Proposition 2.4 (i), for (a, r) ∈ R+ × R and ε > 0, one can find a′ > a such
that Sr,r+ε(a

′) = Sr,r+ε(a). By (2.7), there exists (an, rn) ∈ D such that rn ≤ r and
Srn,r(an) ∈ (a, a′). Hence Sr,x(a) = Srn,x(an) = Sr,x(a

′) for all x ≥ r+ε by the coalescent
property in Proposition 2.3 (ii).

We finally state the following comparison principle.

Proposition 2.6. Suppose δ ≤ δ′ and let S and S ′ be respectively a BESQδ flow and a
BESQδ′ flow driven by the same white noise W. Then almost surely, S ≤ S ′, i.e. for all
a, a′ ≥ 0 and all r ≤ x, we have the implications: if Sr,x(a) ≤ a′, resp. a ≤ S ′

r,x(a
′), then

Sr,y(a) ≤ S ′
x,y(a

′), resp. Sx,y(a) ≤ S ′
r,y(a

′), for all y ≥ x.

Proof. For fixed (a, r) ∈ R+ × R, property (P1) if δ ≥ 0 or (P3) if δ < 0 implies that
(S ′

r,r+s(a)−Sr,r+s(a), s ≥ 0) is a non-negative process a.s., hence Sr,y(a) ≤ S ′
r,y(a) for all

y ≥ r. It holds simultaneously for all (an, rn) in a deterministic countable set D dense
in R+ × R. Suppose that Sr,x(a) ≤ a′. Let y > x. By Proposition 2.4 (i) with (x, y, a′)
in place of (r, x, a), one can find b > a′ such that S ′

x,y(a
′) = S ′

x,y(b). Let (an, rn) ∈ D
such that both Srn,x(an) and S ′

rn,x(an) are in I = (Sr,x(a), b). To find such (an, rn),
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we choose (ap, rp) such that rp < x and Srp,x(ap) ∈ I by (2.7), then (aq, rq) such that
rq ∈ (rp, x) and S ′

rq ,x(aq) ∈ (Srp,x(ap), b) by the same equation. Any point (an, rn) such
that rn ∈ (rp, x) and Srp,rn(ap) < an < S ′

rq ,rn(aq) would fit by the coalescence property
in Proposition 2.3 (ii). Then, Sr,y(a) ≤ Srn,y(an) by the coalescence property, which is
smaller than S ′

rn,y(an) by what we already proved, which is itself smaller than S ′
x,y(b) by

another use of the coalescence property. We proved Sr,y(a) ≤ S ′
x,y(a

′) indeed. A similar
reasoning yields the case a ≤ S ′

r,x(a
′).

2.4 Bifurcation events

Let δ ∈ R and S be a general BESQδ flow driven by W . Recall that for a > 0 and
r ≤ x, we write Sr,x(a−) := lima′↑a Sr,x(a

′).

Definition 2.7. We call a point (a, r) ∈ (0,∞) × R a bifurcation point if Sr,x(a) >
Sr,x(a−) for some x > r.

We could as well look at possible bifurcation points on the line a = 0, but we omit
their discussion for sake of brevity. Notice that the bifurcation between Sr,·(a−) and
Sr·(a) may happen only at the beginning by Proposition 2.3 (ii) and Proposition 2.4
(ii). Proposition 2.9 characterizes bifurcation points in terms of the dual flow S∗ of the
following proposition.

Proposition 2.8. [2, Proposition 2.7] Define the dual flow S∗ by, for r ≤ x and b ≥ 0,

S∗
r,x(b) := inf{a ≥ 0 : S−x,−r(a) > b}. (2.8)

Then S∗ is a general BESQ2−δ flow driven by the white noise −W∗, where W∗ is the
image of W under the map (a, r) 7→ (a,−r). In the case δ ∈ (0, 2), S∗ is killed if S is
not killed, and it is not killed if S is killed.

The fact that S∗ is driven by −W∗ is for example a consequence of the embedding of
S and S∗ in the PRBM [2, Proposition 3.6] and of [1, Theorem 5.1]. We will call the
flow lines of S forward flow lines, by opposition to the dual flow lines which are the flow
lines of S∗. In the next proposition, we say that a bifurcation point (a, r) ∈ (0,∞)× R
is an ancestor of (b, x) if Sr,x(a−) ≤ b < Sr,x(a), see [5] for this notion in the setting of
CSBPs.

Proposition 2.9. Almost surely, for any a > 0, b ≥ 0 and r < x,

(a, r) is an ancestor of (b, x) ⇔ a = S∗
−x,−r(b). (2.9)
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Proof. It is a consequence of the definition of S∗ and Proposition 2.4.

The following proposition shows that forward and dual flow lines do not cross, a
standard property for stochastic flows.

Proposition 2.10. Let S be a general BESQδ flow and S∗ be its dual. The following
statements hold almost surely.

(i) For any r < x, b ≥ 0 and a ≥ S∗
−x,−r(b), Sr,x(a) > b and

Sr,y(a) ≥ S∗
−x,−y(b), y ∈ [r, x]. (2.10)

Moreover Sr,y(a) > S∗
−x,−y(b) if y ∈ (r, x) and Sr,y(a) > 0.

(ii) For any r < x, b ≥ 0 such that a := S∗
−x,−r(b) > 0 and 0 ≤ a′ < a,

Sr,y(a
′) ≤ S∗

−x,−y(b), y ∈ [r, x].

Moreover Sr,y(a
′) < S∗

−x,−y(b) if y ∈ (r, x) and S∗
−x,−y(b) > 0.

Proof. From the definition of the dual flow in (2.8), we have Sr,x(a
′) > b for any a′ >

S∗
−x,−r(b). By Proposition 2.4 (ii), it implies Sr,x(a) > b also at a = S∗

−x,−r(b). Let
y ∈ (r, x). Let c := S∗

−x,−y(b). If c = 0, (2.10) is clear. Otherwise, by the perfect
flow property of Proposition 2.3 (i) applied to S∗, S∗

−x,−r(b) = S∗
−y,−r(c). Hence if

a ≥ S∗
−x,−r(b) = S∗

−y,−r(c), then Sr,y(a) > c by what we just proved with (y, c) in place
of (x, b). It implies (i). If a′ < S∗

−x,−r(b), then Sr,x(a
′) ≤ b by definition of S∗. Statement

(ii) is then a consequence of (i), reversing the roles of S and S∗.

As a corollary, we deduce that forward flow lines cannot hit bifurcation points in
(0,∞)× R, except possibly at their starting point.

Corollary 2.11. Let S be a general BESQδ flow. Almost surely, for any a ≥ 0 and
r < y such that Sr,y(a) > 0, the point (Sr,y(a), y) is not a bifurcation point.

Proof. By Proposition 2.9, it is enough to show that a.s., one cannot find a, b ≥ 0 and r <
y < x such that Sr,y(a) = S∗

−x,−y(b) > 0. Let a, b ≥ 0 and r < y < x. If a ≥ S∗
−x,−r(b),

we apply Proposition 2.10 (i) to see that if Sr,y(a) > 0, then Sr,y(a) > S∗
−x,−y(b). If

a < S∗
−x,−r(b) and S∗

−x,−y(b) > 0, we use Proposition 2.10 (ii).

Theorem 2.12. The set of bifurcation points has Hausdorff dimension 3
2
almost surely.
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Proof. Let D be a deterministic countable set of points dense in (0,∞) × R. Any bi-
furcation point should be an ancestor of a point in D. By Proposition 2.9 (i), it yields
that bifurcation points are exactly the points with a > 0 which lie on the dual flow
lines emanating from a point in D (except its starting point). Because D is countable,
it remains to compute the Hausdorff dimension of the graph of a single dual flow line.
According to Proposition 2.8, a dual flow line is a (possibly killed) BESQ2−δ process,
whose graph has dimension 3

2
by equation (B.1).

We close this section by studying points which are common bifurcation points for
two different flows. We consider two BESQ flows S1 and S2 of dimensions δ1 < δ2.

Theorem 2.13. The set of points (a, r) ∈ (0,∞) × R such that S1
r,x(a) > S2

r,x(a−) for
some x > r is nonempty if and only if d := δ2 − δ1 ∈ (0, 2). In that case, its Hausdorff
dimension is min(2− d, 3−d

2
) a.s.

Remark 2.14. Such points are necessarily bifurcation points for both S1 and S2. Indeed
the comparison principle in Proposition 2.6 shows that S2

r,x(a) ≥ S1
r,x(a) and S2

r,x(a−) ≥
S1
r,x(a−) for all r ≤ x and a > 0. Hence S1

r,x(a) > S2
r,x(a−) implies S1

r,x(a−) ≤
S2
r,x(a−) < S1

r,x(a) ≤ S2
r,x(a). See Figure 2.

(a, r)

S1
r,x(a)S1

r,x(a−) S2
r,x(a)S2

r,x(a−)

Figure 2: Schematic representation of the bifurcation point. The black lines represent
the flow S1 and the blue lines represent the flow S2. Here, S1

r,x(a) > S2
r,x(a−) for some

x > r, where S1 and S2 are two BESQ flows of dimensions δ1 < δ2.

Proof of Theorem 2.13. Let D be a deterministic countable set dense in (0,∞)×R. Any
such bifurcation point (a, r) must be an ancestor of a point (b, x) ∈ D simultaneously
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for S1 and S2. Conversely, if it is an ancestor of (b, x), then S1
r,x(a−) ≤ b < S1

r,x(a) and
S2
r,x(a−) ≤ b < S2

r,x(a) so that S2
r,x(a−) < S1

r,x(a). Hence we can fix (b, x) and consider
the bifurcation points (a, r) for S1 and S2 which are ancestors of (b, x). Recall by
Proposition 2.8 that the dual flows S1,∗ and S2,∗ are killed BESQ flows with dimensions
2− δ1 and 2− δ2 respectively. By Proposition 2.9, the ancestors of (b, x) are the points
which belong to both dual lines S1,∗

−x,·(b) and S2,∗
−x,·(b) (except its starting point) until

S2,∗
−x,·(b) hits 0 (if 2− δ2 < 2, after which time the dual line stays at 0). By property (P1)

if 2− δ2 ≥ 0 or (P3) if 2− δ2 < 0 of Section 2.3, S1,∗
−x,·(b)− S2,∗

−x,·(b) is up to this time a

BESQd
0 process. In particular it goes back to 0 a.s. if and only if d < 2. In that case,

the Hausdorff dimension of the set of ancestors of (b, x) is min(2− d, 3−d
2
) by Corollary

B.1.

2.5 BESQ flows with varying parameters

We will deal with BESQ flows, where we allow the parameter δ to take different
values. It motivates the following definition. Recall the notion of a drift function and
the notation of Definition 2.1.

Definition 2.15. Let W be a white noise with respect to some filtration F . Let δ be
a drift function with respect to F . We call a collection of continuous processes S =
(Sr,x(a), x ≥ r)r∈R,a≥0 a BESQ(δ) flow driven by W if

(1) The restriction of S to each Ai is a BESQδi flow driven by W.
(2) The regularity conditions of Definition 2.2 hold.
If E is a (possibly random) Borel set, we call BESQ(δ) flow killed on E the flow

obtained from the BESQ(δ) flow by absorbing the flow line Sr,·(a) at 0 at time inf{x ∈
E ∩ (r,∞) : Sr,x(a) = 0}.

If E = R, we will simply say that S is a killed BESQ(δ) flow. We call general
BESQ(δ) flow a BESQ(δ) flow or a killed BESQ(δ) flow.

Notice that a flow line of a BESQ(δ) flow is the strong solution of (remember that
a BESQδ flow line is absorbed at 0 when δ < 0)

dxSr,x(a) = 2W([0,Sr,x(a)], dx) +

{
δ(x)dx if δ(x) ≥ 0,

δ(x)1{Sr,x(a)>0}dx if δ(x) < 0.
(2.11)

If δ ∈ R, we identify δ and the constant function δ ≡ δ, so that a BESQ(δ) flow is
simply a BESQδ flow. The following lemma shows that one can construct the BESQ(δ)
flow by gluing BESQδ flows.

15



Lemma 2.16. Let S be a (non-killed) BESQ(δ) flow. The restriction of S to the closure
of each Ai gives a BESQδi flow, call it S i. Let x > r and a ≥ 0. Let i ≤ j such that
inf Ai ≤ r < supAi, and inf Aj < x ≤ supAj. We can define by induction ti := r,
ai := a, and for j ≥ k > i, ak := Sk−1

tk−1,tk
(ak−1), tk := inf Ak. Almost surely for all r ≤ x

and a ≥ 0, Sr,x(a) = Sj
tj ,x(aj).

Proof. We only show that S i is indeed a BESQδi flow driven by W . The rest follows
from the perfect flow property. So far we know that the restriction of S to Ai = (t̃i, t̃i+1)
is a BESQδi flow driven by W by definition. Let T i be the BESQδi flow driven by
W . We have T i = S i on Ai. Let us show that is is also the case on the closure of
Ai = (t̃i, t̃i+1). If inf Ai = t̃i > −∞ and 0 ≤ a < a′, St̃i,x

(a) ≤ T i
t̃i,x

(a′) for x > t̃i small

enough by continuity, which implies that St̃i,x
(a) ≤ T i

t̃i,x
(a′) for all t̃i ≤ x < t̃i+1 by the

perfect flow property. By right-continuity, it implies that St̃i,x
(a) ≤ T i

t̃i,x
(a). We also

have St̃i,x
(a) ≥ T i

t̃i,x
(a) by symmetry. So St̃i,x

(a) = T i
t̃i,x

(a) for t̃i ≤ r ≤ x < t̃i+1. We

then extend the flow to x = t̃i+1 if t̃i+1 < ∞ by continuity.

Conversely, such a gluing produces a BESQ(δ) flow since the regularity conditions
of Definition 2.2 still hold after gluing. We now discuss duality for BESQ(δ) flows. The
analog of Proposition 2.8 reads as follows.

Proposition 2.17. Let δ be a deterministic drift function and δ
∗
(x) := δ(−x). If S is

a BESQ(δ) flow, resp. killed BESQ(δ) flow, driven by W, then its dual (2.8) is a killed
BESQ(2− δ

∗
) flow, resp. a BESQ(2− δ

∗
) flow, driven by −W∗.

Proof. Let S be a BESQ(δ) flow. By Lemma 2.16, S is obtained by the gluing of the
BESQδi flows S i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. On each Ai, the dual of S i is a killed BESQ2−δi flow
S∗,i driven by −W∗. Let b ≥ 0, r < x, Y be the killed BESQ(2 − δ

∗
) flow driven

by −W∗ and a := Y−x,−r(b). We want to show that a = S∗
−x,−r(b). Let (ak)i≤k≤j,

r = ti < ti+1 < · · · < tj < x as defined in Lemma 2.16 and let tj+1 := x. Suppose
first that Y−x,·(b) does not touch 0 on (−x,−r). By the perfect flow property, it is
the composition of flow lines of S∗,k, i ≤ k ≤ j, so that a = S∗,i

−ti+1,−ti(bi+1) where

bj+1 = x, bk = S∗,k
−tk+1,−tk

(bk+1) = Y−x,−tk(b), i < k ≤ j. By Proposition 2.10 (i) applied
to Ai, ai+1 = Sti,ti+1

(a) > bi+1. By induction, Stk,tk+1
(ak) > bk+1, i ≤ k ≤ j. By

composition, St,x(a) > b. Similarly, let a′ < a. Using now Proposition 2.10 (ii), we
have Sti,ti+1

(a′) ≤ bi+1. The independence of the flows Sk and Proposition 2.5 rules out
the equality. Hence Sti,ti+1

(a′) < bi+1 and we can proceed by induction to show that
St,x(a

′) ≤ b. It yields that S∗
−x,−r(b) = a by definition of S∗. We deal now with the

case where Y−x,· touched 0 on (−x,−r), in particular a = 0. Let r′ > r be the sup of
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s ∈ (r, tj) such that Y−x,−s(b) = 0. If r′ < tj, we have Sr′,x(0) > b from what we already
proved, and since Sr,x(a) ≥ Sr′,x(0) (by the perfect flow property for example), we get
S∗
−x,−r(b) = 0 = a indeed. If r′ = tj, we have Stj ,x(0) > b by reasoning on the BESQδj

flow Sj, hence S∗
−x,−r(b) = 0 = a in this case as well. We proved that Y is the dual flow

of S. If a := Y−x,−r(b), then Sr,x(a) > b and Sr,x(a
′) ≤ b for all a′ < a.

Finally, we show that the dual of Y is S, which would end the proof. Fix c ≥ 0,
r < x and let b := Sr,x(c). If we set a := Y−x,−r(b), we proved that Sr,x(a) > b, hence
a > c, i.e. Y∗

r,x(c) ≤ b. We prove the reverse inequality. We can suppose that b > 0.
We want to show that for all b′ < b, Y−x,−r(b

′) ≤ c. Take b′ < b. We can suppose that
Y−x,−r(b

′) > 0. For a′ < Y−x,−r(b
′), we have Sr,x(a

′) ≤ b′ < b. It yields that a′ < c hence
Y−x,−r(b

′) ≤ c indeed by taking the limit in a′. We proved Y∗
r,x(c) = b = Sr,x(c) which is

what we wanted to show.

Proposition 2.3 still holds for the general BESQ(δ) flow S as a consequence of
the perfect flow property when S is non-killed and by construction when S is killed.
Proposition 2.4 also remains true. Indeed, in the notation of Lemma 2.16, for each
r ∈ R, one can find r′ > r such (r, r′) is contained in some Ai. We can then apply
Proposition 2.4 to Ai when x ≤ r′, then the coalescence property of Proposition 2.3
when x ≥ r′. Similarly, equation (2.7) is valid by restriction to each Ai. It implies (2.6)
and Proposition 2.5. The comparison principle in Proposition 2.6 still holds for some
BESQ(δ) and BESQ(δ′) flows with δ ≤ δ′, by following the same proof. The proofs of
Proposition 2.9 and 2.10 still hold without change. Finally, Corollary 2.11 is still true.
Indeed, let r < y and a ≥ 0 such that Sr,y(a) > 0. If inf Ai < y < supAi for some
i, then we can apply Corollary 2.11 to the BESQδi flow to show that (Sr,y(a), y) is not
a bifurcation point. If y = inf Ai for some i, one take (an, rn) in some deterministic
countable set D such that Srn,y(an) = Sr,y(a) by Proposition 2.5, and by independence
of S i−1 and S i, argue that a.s., (Srn,y(an), y) cannot be a bifurcation point.

From now on, we will freely apply Propositions 2.3, 2.4, 2.5, 2.9, 2.10, Corollary
2.11, equations (2.6) and (2.7) to general BESQ(δ) flows, and Proposition 2.6
to BESQ(δ) flows.

The following lemma characterizes a BESQ(δ) killed on some set E.

Lemma 2.18. Let E be some Borel set of R and S = (Sr,x(a), x ≥ r)(a,r)∈R+×R be
a collection of continuous processes. For (a, r) ∈ R+ × R, we let φ(a, r) := inf{x ∈
E ∩ (r,∞) : Sr,x(a) = 0}. We suppose that
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(1) for each fixed (a, r), the process (Sr,x(a), x ≥ r) is the strong solution of (2.11) up
to time φ(a, r).

(2) Almost surely,

(i) for all r ∈ R and a ≥ 0, Sr,r(a) = a,

(ii) for all a ≥ 0 and r ≤ x < φ(a, r), the map a′ 7→ Sr,x(a
′) is càdlàg at a,

(iii) for any a ≥ 0 and r ≤ x ≤ y < φ(a, r), y < φ(Sr,x(a), x) and Sr,y(a) =
Sx,y ◦ Sr,x(a),

(iv) for all r ≥ 0, a ≥ 0 and x ≥ φ(a, r), Sr,x(a) = 0.

Then S is a BESQ(δ) flow killed on E driven by W.

Proof. Note that φ(a, r) ≤ φ(a′, r) if a ≤ a′. Otherwise, the flow line Sr,·(a
′) would have

met Sr,·(a) at a time when both are still positive, at which time we necessarily have
coalescence by (iii). Similarly, φ(a, r) = φ(Sr,x(a), x) for any x < φ(a, r) by (iii). Let

S̃ be the non-killed BESQ(δ) flow driven by W . Let D be a deterministic countable
set of points (an, rn) dense in R+ × R. By pathwise uniqueness, one has a.s., for any

(an, rn) ∈ D, Srn,x(an) = S̃rn,x(an) for all x ∈ [rn, φ(an, rn)]. Let (a, r) ∈ R+ × R. By
(2.7) (applied to the killed BESQ(δ) flow, say), one can find (an, rn) such that rn ≤ r,

minr′∈[rn,r] S̃rn,r′(an) > 0 and bn := S̃rn,r(an) > a is arbitrarily close to a. Since bn =
Srn,r(an), (iii) implies Sr,x(bn) = Srn,x(an) if x < φ(a, r) where we use that φ(a, r) ≤
φ(bn, r) = φ(an, rn). Recall that Srn,x(an) = S̃rn,x(an) by pathwise uniqueness. Using

(ii) and Proposition 2.4 (i) for S̃, we deduce that Sr,x(a) = S̃r,x(a) for all x < φ(a, r).
Finally, the flow lines are absorbed at 0 at time φ(a, r) by (iv). It completes the proof.

3 Decomposition of BESQ flows along a flow line

For a deterministic constant r0 ∈ R, we let S = (Sx, x ≥ r0) be some continuous,
non-negative, F -predictable process. We introduce the martingale measures W−

S and
W+

S defined by

W−
S (dℓ, dx) := W(dℓ, dx), ℓ ≤ Sx, x ≥ r0, (3.1)

W+
S (dℓ, dx) := W(Sx + dℓ, dx), ℓ ≥ 0, x ∈ R. (3.2)

To be more precise, we extend S to R by setting Sx = 0 when x < r0 and we define W−
S

and W+
S as the martingale measures f−

S · W and θSW of Section 2.2 where f−
S (ℓ, x) :=
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1[0,Sx](ℓ, x). We already observed in Section 2.2 that W+
S defines a white noise with

respect to F .

Following Definition 2.1, let δ and δ
′
be two drift functions, and let r1 be an F -

stopping time. Let W−
S and W+

S be defined via (3.1) and (3.2) with the white noise W
and (Sx, x ≥ r0) being the BESQ(δ) flow line driven by W starting at (0, r0). Finally,
we let S be the BESQ(δ |r1 δ′) flow driven by W and set Yx := Sr0,x(0) for x ≥ r0.

Definition 3.1. We say that Y is a ⊖-flow line, resp. a ⊕-flow line, if the stopping
time r1 is a stopping time with respect to the natural filtration of W−

S , resp. W+
S .

The following two propositions will be used in Section 4 to study the interaction
between flow lines in a BESQ flow.

Proposition 3.2. Let Z ≥ 0 be a random variable independent of W and r0 ∈ R a
constant. In the setting of Definition 2.15, let δ be a deterministic drift function and let
(Sx, x ≥ r0) be the BESQ(δ) flow line driven by W starting at (Z, r0). Define W−

S and
W+

S via (3.1) and (3.2). Then W−
S and W+

S are independent. In particular, W+
S is a

white noise independent of S and therefore of S0 = Z.

Proof. Let W1 and W2 be two independent white noises and Z ′ d
= Z independent of

(W1,W2). Define the process S ′ as the BESQ(δ) flow line driven by W1 starting at
(Z ′, r0). Let W−

1 be as in (3.1) with (W , S) replaced with (W1, S
′). Then define the

white noise W ′ as, for every deterministic g ∈ L2(R+ × R),

W ′(g) :=

∫
R+×R

g(ℓ, r)W−
1 (dℓ, dr) +

∫
R+×R

g(ℓ+ S ′
r, r)W2(dℓ, dr). (3.3)

By density of simple functions, one can extend (3.3) to predictable processes (with ap-
propriate integrability conditions). Consider W ′−

S′ and W ′+
S′ in the notation (3.1) and

(3.2). By (2.3) applied to W ′ and f(ℓ, r) = 1[0,S′
r](ℓ), for any suitable test function h,∫

R+×R
h(ℓ, r)W ′−

S′ ( dℓ, dr) =

∫
R+×R

h(ℓ, r)1[0,S′
r](ℓ)W

′( dℓ, dr)

=

∫
R+×R

h(ℓ, r)1[0,S′
r](ℓ)W

−
1 ( dℓ, dr)

=

∫
R+×R

h(ℓ, r)W−
1 ( dℓ, dr)
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where the second equality is (3.3) and the third one comes from (2.3) applied to W1 and
f(ℓ, r) = 1[0,S′

r](ℓ). Hence, W ′−
S′ = W−

1 . Similarly, by (2.4) applied to θS′ and W ′, then
(3.3), for any suitable test function h,∫

R+×R
h(ℓ, r)W ′+

S′ ( dℓ, dr) =

∫
R+×R

1[S′
r,∞)(ℓ)h(ℓ− S ′

r, r)W ′( dℓ, dr)

=

∫
R+×R

h(ℓ, r)W2( dℓ, dr).

We used that the integral with respect toW−
1 vanishes in (3.3) by (2.3). ThusW ′+

S′ = W2.
We proved

(W−
1 ,W2) = (W ′−

S′ ,W ′+
S′ ). (3.4)

In view of (2.3) applied to W1 and f(ℓ, r) = h(ℓ, r) = 1[0,S′
r](ℓ),∫ y

r0

W−
1 ([0, S

′
r], dr) =

∫ y

r0

W1([0, S
′
r], dr)

hence the process S ′ is also driven by W−
1 . Observe that∫ y

r0

W−
1 ([0, S

′
r], dr) =

∫ y

r0

W−
1 (R+, dr)

hence S ′ is measurable with respect to W−
1 . Applying (3.3) to g(ℓ, r) := 1[0,Sr](ℓ), we

conclude that S ′ is the BESQ(δ) flow line driven by W ′ starting at (Z ′, r0). It proves that
(W ′, S ′) has the same distribution as (W , S), and from (3.4) we deduce that (W−

1 ,W2) is
distributed as (W−

S ,W
+
S ). The independence betweenW−

S andW+
S is then a consequence

of the independence between W1 and W2. Since S is driven by W−
S for the same reason

S ′ is driven by W−
1 , it follows that W+

S is independent of S.

Proposition 3.3. In the setting of Definition 2.15, let δ0, δ1, δ2 be deterministic drift
functions such that δ0(x) > 0 on R. Let r0 ∈ R be a constant and r1 ≥ r0 be an F-
stopping time. We write Y = (Yx, x ≥ r0) for the BESQ(δ0 |r1 δ1) flow line starting at
(0, r0) and we let S be the BESQ(δ2) flow, both driven by W. Let W−

Y and W+
Y defined as

in (3.1) and (3.2) from (W , Y ) in place of (W , S). We extend Y to R by setting Yx = 0
when x < r0. Consider the collection of processes

S+
r,x(a) := Sr,x(a+ Yr)− Yx, a ≥ 0, t(Y ) > x ≥ r,

S−
r,x(a) := Sr,x(a), a ≤ Yr, t(Y ) > x ≥ r ≥ r0
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where t(Y ) := inf{x ≥ r1 : Yx = 0 and δ1(x) < 0}. We impose that

S+
r,x(a) = 0 if x ≥ φ+(a, r), S−

r,x(a) = Yx if x ≥ φ−(a, r), (3.5)

where, for any a and r,

φ+(a, r) := inf{y > r : Sr,y(a+ Yr) ≤ Yy and δ2(y) ≤ (δ0 |r1 δ1)(y)}, (3.6)

φ−(a, r) := inf{y > r : Sr,y(a) ≥ Yy and δ2(y) ≥ (δ0 |r1 δ1)(y)}.

See Figure 3. Then

(i) S+ is a BESQ(δ2 |r0 δ2 − δ0 |r1 δ2 − δ1) flow driven by the white noise W+
Y killed on

{δ2 ≤ (δ0 |r1 δ1)} and restricted to (−∞, t(Y )).

(ii) The noise W driving the SDEs of Y and S− can be replaced with W−
Y . In particular,

Y and S− are measurable with respect to W−
Y and r1.

(iii) If Y is a ⊖-flow line, then W+
Y is a white noise on R+ × R independent of W−

Y .

(iv) Let b ∈ R and δ′ := (δ0 |b δ1). If Y is a ⊕-flow line, then conditionally on r1 = b, W−
Y

is independent of W+
Y and has the law of W− associated by (3.1) to the BESQ(δ′)

flow line starting at (0, r0).

Y

W−
Y

r0

r1

W+
Y

Figure 3: The black line represents a BESQ(δ0 |r1 δ1) flow line Y = (Yx, x ≥ r0). The
blue lines represent the BESQ(δ2) flow S, both driven by W . The shaded gray area
represents W−

Y , while the white area indicates W+
Y .
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Proof. (i) Recall that Y is a BESQ(δ0 |r1 δ1) flow line starting at (0, r0) and δ0 > 0.
Observe that for all x ∈ (r1, t(Y )), if δ1(x) < 0, then Yx > 0. By (2.11), we have
for any x ∈ (r0, t(Y )),

dYx = 2W([0, Yx], dx) + (δ0 |r1 δ1)(x)dx.

Since Yr = 0 when r ≤ r0, we can write for any x < t(Y )

dYx = 2W([0, Yx], dx) + (0 |r0 δ0 |r1 δ1)(x)dx.

By Proposition 2.6, a.s. for all r ≤ x ≤ φ+(a, r) and a ≥ 0, Sr,x(a + Yr) ≥ Yx.
Otherwise, let x ∈ [r, φ+(a, r)) such that Sr,x(a+Yr) = Yx and Sr,y(a+Yr) < Yy for
y > x close enough to x. Since x < φ+(a, r), δ2(y) > (δ0 |r1 δ1)(y). By the perfect
flow property of S and of the BESQ(δ0 |r1 δ1) flow S ′, we have Sx,y(Yx) < S ′

x,y(Yx),
which contradicts the comparison principle at the point (Yx, x) between S and S ′.
Let r ≤ x < φ+(a, r) such that δ2(x) < 0. If x ≤ r1, then Sr,x(a + Yr) > Yx ≥ 0
by definition (3.6) and the fact that δ0 > 0. If x > r1 and δ1(x) ≥ 0, then
Sr,x(a + Yr) > Yx ≥ 0 for the similar reason. If x ∈ (r1, t(Y )) and δ1(x) < 0, then
Yx > 0 by definition of t(Y ), hence Sr,x(a + Yr) ≥ Yx > 0. We proved that a.s.
for any r ≤ x < min(t(Y ), φ+(a, r)) such that δ2(x) < 0, Sr,x(a + Yr) > 0 and by
(2.11),

dxSr,x(a+ Yr) = 2W([0,Sr,x(a+ Yr)], dx) + δ2(x)dx.

We deduce that for any r ≤ x < min(t(Y ), φ+(a, r)),

dx S+
r,x(a) = dx (Sr,x(a+ Yr)− Yx)

= 2W([Yx,Sr,x(a+ Yr)], dx) + (δ2 |r0 δ2 − δ0 |r1 δ2 − δ1)(x)dx

= 2W+
Y ([0,S

+
r,x(a)], dx) + (δ2 |r0 δ2 − δ0 |r1 δ2 − δ1)(x)dx

by (2.4). By construction, S+
r,·(a) is absorbed at 0 if it touches 0 on {δ2 ≤ (δ0 |r1 δ1)},

i.e. at time φ+(a, r). Therefore, up to the regularity conditions of Lemma 2.18, S+

is a BESQ(δ2 |r0 δ2−δ0 |r1 δ1) flow on (−∞, t(Y )) driven by the white noise W+
Y and

killed on {δ2 ≤ (δ0 |r1 δ1)}. We check that S+ satisfies the regularity conditions of
Lemma 2.18. Statement (i) says that S+

r,r(a) = a which is true. Let r < x < t(Y )
and a′ ≥ a ≥ 0 such that x < φ+(a, r). Then S+

r,x(a) = Sr,x(a + Yr) − Yx and
S+
r,x(a

′) = Sr,x(a
′ + Yr) − Yx. We deduce the càdlàg property (ii). Moreover, if

r ≤ x ≤ y < min(φ+(a, r), t(Y )), then by the perfect flow property of S, y <
φ+(Sr,x(a + Yr), x) and S+

r,y(a) = Sr,y(a + Yr) − Yy = Sx,y ◦ Sr,x(a + Yr) − Yy =
S+
x,y(Sr,x(a + Yr) − Yx) = S+

x,y ◦ S+
r,x(a). That proves the perfect flow property

(iii). Together with the absorption at time φ+(a, r), it yields that the regularity
conditions of Lemma 2.18 are satisfied.
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(ii) By the same reasoning as above, the comparison principle (Proposition 2.6) implies
S−
r,x(a) ≤ Yx for all r0 ≤ r ≤ x < t(Y ) and a ≤ Yr. Indeed, if it is not the

case, we find r ∈ [r0, t(Y )), a ≤ Yr and x ∈ [r, φ−(a, r)) such that Sr,x(a) = Yx

and Sr,y(a) > Yy for y > x close enough to x. Then, by the definition of φ−,
δ2(y) < (δ0 |r1 δ1)(y) which is in contradiction with Sx,y(Yx) > S ′

x,y(Yx). Statement
(ii) is then a consequence of (2.3) with f(ℓ, r) = 1[0,Yr](ℓ) and h(ℓ, r) = 1[x,y](r) (in
the case of Y ) or h(ℓ, r) = 1[x,y](r)1[0,S−

x,r(a)]
(ℓ) (in the case of S−).

(iii) Recall the definition of a ⊖-flow line in Definition 3.1. We let S be the BESQ(δ0)
flow line starting at (0, r0) and defineW−

S andW+
S via (3.1) and (3.2). We introduce

the following martingale measures (A ⊂ R+ is an arbitrary Borel set with finite
Lebesgue measure and y ≥ x ≥ 0).

• W1 is W−
Y restricted to (−∞, r1]. Equivalently, W1 is W−

S restricted to
(−∞, r1].

• W2(A× [−y,−x]) := W+
S (A× [r1 − y, r1 − x]) = W+

Y (A× [r1 − y, r1 − x]).

• W3(A× [x, y]) := W−
Y (A× [r1 + x, r1 + y]).

• W4(A× [x, y]) := W+
Y (A× [r1 + x, r1 + y]).

W3

r0

r1

W1

W2

W4

Figure 4: The regions shaded in colors from darkest to lightest represent the areas of
W1, W2, W3, and W4, respectively.

See Figure 4. We observe that W+
Y is measurable with respect to (W2,W4, r1) while

W−
Y is measurable with respect to (W1,W3). We will prove that:
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(a) W2 is a white noise independent of (r1,W1).

(b) Conditionally on W1, the martingale measures W2 and W3 are independent.

(c) W4 is a white noise independent of (r1,W1,W2,W3).

It will imply that (W2,W4) is a pair of independent white noises, independent of
(r1,W1,W3) hence of W−

Y . Since W+
Y is obtained by concatenating W2 and W4 at

level r1, it is still a white noise independent of W−
Y . It remains to prove (a), (b)

and (c).

Statement (a) is a consequence of Proposition 3.2 and the fact that r1 is measurable
with respect to W−

S , hence is independent of W+
S .

We introduce the martingale measure W̃ defined via W̃(A× [x, y]) = W(A× [r1 +

x, r1 + y]), and let Ỹr := Yr1+r for 0 ≤ r < t(Y ) − r1. Then W̃ is a white noise

independent of (W1,W2) and Ỹ is a BESQ(δ1) flow line driven by W̃ starting from

(Yr1 , 0). Moreover, W3 is equal to W̃−
Ỹ

in the notation (3.1), hence is measurable

with respect to (W̃ , Yr1). Since Yr1 is measurable with respect to W1 (by (ii)), we
deduce statement (b).

Finally, statement (c) is a consequence of Proposition 3.2 applied to (W̃ , Ỹ ) in place
of (W , S) and the fact that r1 is a stopping time with respect to F . It shows that,
conditionally on (W1,W2), W4 is a white noise independent of W3.

(iv) We keep the notation of the proof of (iii). We need to prove that conditionally on
r1 = b, the pair (W1,W3) is independent of (W2,W4), that W1 has the law of W−

S

restricted to (−∞, b], and conditioning further on W1 and Yr1 = y0, the martingale

measure W3 has the law of W−
Ŷ

where Ŷ is the BESQ(δ1) flow line starting at

(y0, 0). Recall that Yr1 is measurable with respect to W1 by (ii). Therefore it is
enough to prove that conditionally on r1 = b:

(a’) W1 is independent of W2 and has the law of W−
S restricted to (−∞, b].

(b’) Conditionally on Yr1 = y0, W3 is independent of (W1,W2) and has the law of
W−

Ŷ
.

(c’) W4 is a white noise independent of (W1,W2,W3).

We have already seen that statement (c’) is a consequence of Proposition 3.2, so
let us prove (a’) and (b’). Statement (a’) comes from Proposition 3.2 applied to
(W , S), and the fact that r1 is measurable with respect toW+

S , hence is independent

of W−
S . Finally, we recall that we can write W3 as W̃−

Ỹ
where Ỹ is the BESQ(δ1)
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flow line starting at (Yr1 , 0) driven by W̃ , that W̃ is independent of (W1,W2) and
that Yr1 is measurable with respect to W1. It yields (b’).

4 Meeting of flow lines

This section studies the interaction between flow lines of different parameters. Recall
from the introduction that B(a, b) denotes the beta(a, b) distribution. Theorems 1.1, 1.2,
1.3 are particular cases of Theorems 4.3, 4.6, 4.8 respectively.

4.1 Meeting of a forward flow line from the left

Fix z ≥ 0, δ > 0 and δ̂ < δ + 2. Let S be the BESQδ flow and Y 0 = (Y 0
x )x≥0 be the

BESQ(δ |z δ̂) flow line starting at (0, 0) both driven by W . For r ≥ 0, let

U(r) := inf{x ≥ max(r, z) : Sr,x(0) = Y 0
x }. (4.1)

See Figure 5. We observe that (U(r), r ≥ 0) is non-decreasing. It is also left-continuous

as can be seen for example from Proposition 2.4 (i) and equation (2.7). If δ̂ ≤ 0, since
Y 0 is absorbed when hitting 0 after z, U(r) = r for all r greater than this hitting time.

In the general case, using property (P) of Section 2.3 and that δ̂ − δ < 2, we see that
U(r) < ∞ a.s. Moreover, U(r) is a stopping time for the natural filtration of W . For
r ≥ 0, we define the process Y r by

Y r
x :=

{
Sr,x(0) if x ∈ [r, U(r)],

Y 0
x if x > U(r).

(4.2)

The following proposition shows that it is a ⊕-flow line in the terminology of Section 3.

Proposition 4.1. For every fixed r ≥ 0, Y r is a ⊕-flow line.

Proof. We adopt the framework of Section 3 with r0 = r, Sx = Sr,x(0), Yx = Y r
x ,

r1 = U(r). We need to show that U(r) is a stopping time with respect to the filtration

of W+
S defined in (3.2). Let S̃ be the BESQ(δ |z δ̂) flow driven by W . By Proposition

3.3 (i) applied to (S, S̃, δ, δ |z δ̂) in place of (Y,S, δ0 |r1δ1, δ2) there, the process S̃+
0,x(0) :=

S̃0,x(0)− Sx = Y 0
x − Sr,x(0) is driven by W+

S . In particular, U(r) = inf{x ≥ max(r, z) :

S̃+
0,x(0) = 0} is a stopping time with respect to W+

S .
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z

0

r1

U(r1)

r2

U(r2)

Figure 5: The blue lines represent the BESQδ flow lines starting from different points
(0, ri), i = 1, 2. The black line represents Y 0, the BESQ(δ |z δ̂) flow line starting from
(0, 0). The levels U(ri), i = 1, 2, are the meeting levels as defined in (4.1).

Observe that Y r ≥ Y y if r ≤ y. Consider W+
Y r in the notation (3.2), and let

W +
r := σ(W+

Y r). It defines a filtration.

Proposition 4.2. The process (U(r))r≥0 is adapted to the filtration W +.

Proof. Fix r ≥ 0. Let as above S̃ be the BESQ(δ |z δ̂) flow driven by W . Proposition

3.3 (i) applied to (Y r, S̃, r, U(r), δ, δ̂, δ |z δ̂) in place of (Y,S, r0, r1, δ0, δ1, δ2) implies that,

in similar notation to the proposition, S̃+ is driven by W+
Y r up to t(Y ) and killed on

{δ |z δ̂ ≤ δ |U(r) δ̂}. Notice that if S̃+
0,x(0) = 0 for some x < z, then S̃+

0,z(0) = 0 and

that U(r) = inf{x ≥ max(r, z) : S̃+
0,x(0) = 0}. Hence for any y ≥ max(r, z), the event

{U(r) > y} is the event that the flow line driven by W+
Y r starting from (0, 0) has not

touched 0 on the interval [0, y]. It is therefore measurable with respect to W+
Y r (it is even

a stopping time).

Let P z be the distribution of (U(r)− r)r≥0.

Theorem 4.3. (i) Suppose z = 0 and δ̂ > 0. For all r > 0, r
U(r)

has distribution

B(2−δ̂+δ
2

, δ̂
2
).

(ii) The family (P z, z ≥ 0) defines a time-homogeneous Feller process. For each z ≥ 0,
the process (U(r)− r)r≥0 is a time-homogeneous (W +

r )r≥0-adapted Feller process
starting from z.

26



(iii) Suppose z > 0 and write x := inf{r ≥ 0 : U(r) > z}, U := limr↓x U(r). We have
x
z
∼ B(1, δ

2
) and conditionally on {x = x}, z−x

U−x
∼ B(2−δ̂+δ

2
, 1).

Proof. (i) Let r > 0. By property (P) of Section 2.3, the process{
Y 0
x if x ∈ [0, r],

max(Y 0
x − Sr,x(0), 0) if x > r

is a BESQ0(δ̂ |r δ̂−δ) process. The result follows from Lemma A.1 by taking δ1 = δ̂

and δ2 = δ̂ − δ.

(ii) Let r > 0. We first show the Markov property of (U(r)− r)r≥0. LetW
−
Y r be defined

via (3.1). By Proposition 3.3 (ii) (applied to Y = Y r and S the BESQδ flow driven
by W), the process (U(y), y ≥ r) is measurable with respect to U(r) and W−

Y r :

U(y) = inf{x ≥ max(y, U(r)) : S−
y,x(0) = Y r

x }

where we used the notation S− of the proposition. Since Y r is a ⊕-flow line by
Proposition 4.1, Proposition 3.3 (iv) implies that conditionally on U(r) = r + z′,
W−

Y r is independent of W+
Y r and has the law of W− associated by (3.1) to the

BESQ(δ |r+z′ δ̂) flow line, denoted as Y , driven by W starting at (0, r). We deduce
that conditionally on W+

Y r and U(r) = r + z′, the r.v. U(y) is distributed as

inf{x ≥ max(y, r + z′) : Sy,x(0) = Yx}

where S is the BESQδ flow driven by W (by another use of Proposition 3.3 (ii)).
It completes the proof of the Markov property and we can also verify the time-
homogeneity.

We show now that it is a Feller process. Notice that U(r) ≥ U(0) since r 7→
U(r) is non-decreasing. On the other hand, observe that Y 0

x ≤ S̃0,x(0) where S̃
is a BESQmax(δ,δ̂) flow driven by W by the comparison principle. It yields that
U(r) ≤ max(U(0), Ũ(r)) where Ũ(r) := inf{x ≥ r : Sr,x(0) = S̃0,x(0)}. The

distribution of r/Ũ(r) is given by (i), with max(δ, δ̂) in place of δ̂. The inequality

|U(r)− r − U(0)| ≤ Ũ(r) yields the Feller property.

(iii) Let z ≥ y > x ≥ 0 and u ≥ z. Notice that a.s. for any r ∈ (0, z), {Sr,z(0) = Y 0
z } =

{x ≥ r}. Moreover

P z(x ∈ [x, y), U > u) ≤ P(Sx,z(0) = Y 0
z , Sy,u(0) < Y 0

u ).
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On the other hand, we have

P z(x ∈ [x, y), U > u)

≥ P z(x ∈ [x, y), U > u, U only has one jump in [x, y))

≥ P(Sx,z(0) = Y 0
z , Sy,u(0) < Y 0

u )− P z(x ≥ x, U jumps at least twice in [x, y)).

We first prove that

lim
y↓x

1

y − x
P z(x ≥ x, U jumps at least twice in [x, y)) = 0. (4.3)

Observe that, by Lemma A.1 and property (P) of Section 2.3,

P z(x ≥ x) = P(Sx,z(0) = Y 0
z ) = P(Tx < z) =

(
1− x

z

) δ
2
, (4.4)

where Tx is the hitting time of 0 by a BESQ(δ |x 0) process. Let x2 > x be the second
jump time of U . Since z → P z(x ∈ [0, ε)) is decreasing, the strong Markov property
at time x implies that for every z > 0, P z(x, x2 ∈ [0, ε)) ≤ P z(x ∈ [0, ε))P z−ε(x ∈
[0, ε)) ≤ Cε2 for ε ∈ [0, z

2
] by (4.4). By the Markov property at time x, using that

U(x) = z a.s. on the event {x ≥ x},

P z(x ≥ x, U jumps at least twice in [x, y)) ≤ C(y − x)2

if y − x ∈ [0, z−x
2
]. It proves (4.3). Notice that (4.4) already gives the distribution

of x. Let us find the conditional distribution of U. We deduce from (4.3) that

1

dx
P z(x ∈ dx, U > u) = lim

y↓x

1

y − x
P z(x ∈ [x, y), U > u)

= lim
y↓x

1

y − x
P(Sx,z(0) = Y 0

z , Sy,u(0) < Y 0
u ).

By property (P) of Section 2.3, we have

P(Sx,z(0) = Y 0
z , Sy,u(0) < Y 0

u ) = P(Tx < z)P(Ty−x,z−x > u− x)

with Tx as before and Ta,b the hitting time of 0 after time b by a BESQ0(δ |a 0 |b δ̂−δ)
process. By Lemma A.2 (i),

lim
y↓x

1

y − x
P(Ty−x,z−x > u− x) =

δ

2(z − x)

(
z − x

u− x

) 2+δ+δ̂
2

.
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Hence by (4.4), we get

1

dx
P z(x ∈ dx, U > u) =

δ

2z

(
z − x

u− x

) 2+δ+δ̂
2 (

1− x

z

) δ
2
−1

.

It gives the joint distribution of (x,U).

4.2 Meeting of a forward flow line from the right

Fix z ≥ 0, δ′ > 0, δ ∈ R and δ̂ > max(δ − 2, 0). Let S be the BESQ(δ′ |0 δ) flow

driven by W , and Y 0 be the BESQ(δ |z δ̂) flow line driven by W starting at (0, 0). We
use the definition of U in (4.1) on R−, i.e. for r ≥ 0, we let

U(−r) := inf{x ≥ z : S−r,x(0) = Y 0
x }. (4.5)

See Figure 6. For r ≥ 0, U(−r) is finite a.s. by property (P) of Section 2.3 and δ− δ̂ < 2.
Using the analog of the notation (4.2), i.e.

Y −r
x :=

{
S−r,x(0) if x ∈ [−r, U(−r)],

Y 0
x if x > U(−r),

the process Y −r is the BESQ(δ′ |0 δ |U(−r) δ̂) flow line starting at (0,−r). The following
proposition is the analog of Proposition 4.1.

Proposition 4.4. For every fixed r ≥ 0, Y −r is a ⊖-flow line.

Proof. We apply the setting of Section 3 with r0 = −r, Sx = S−r,x(0), Yx = Y −r
x ,

r1 = U(−r) and we need to show that U(−r) is a stopping time with respect to the

filtration of W−
S defined in (3.1). Let S̃ be the BESQ(δ |z δ̂) flow driven by W . By

Proposition 3.3 (ii) applied to (S, S̃, δ′ |0 δ, δ |z δ̂) in place of (Y,S, δ0 |r1δ1, δ2) there, the
processes S̃−

0,·(0) in the notation of the proposition and Sx = S−r,x(0) are driven by W−
S .

Notice that S̃−
0,x(0) = S̃0,x(0) = Y 0

x for x ≤ U(−r). It entails that U(−r) = inf{x ≥ z :

Sx = S̃−
0,x(0)} is a stopping time with respect to W−

S .

Since Y −r ≤ Y −y if r ≤ y, we can define a filtration via W −
r := σ(W−

Y −r) in the
notation (3.1).

Proposition 4.5. The process (U(−r))r≥0 is adapted to the filtration W −.
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−r1

−r2

0

z
U(−r1)

U(−r2)

Figure 6: The blue lines represent the BESQ(δ′ |0 δ) flow lines starting from different

points (0,−ri), i = 1, 2. The black line represents Y 0, the BESQ(δ |z δ̂) flow line starting
from (0, 0). The levels U(−ri), i = 1, 2, are the meeting levels as defined in (4.5).

Proof. Fix r ≥ 0. Let as above S̃ be the BESQ(δ |z δ̂) flow driven by W . Proposition 3.3

(ii) applied to (Y −r, S̃,−r, U(−r), δ′ |0 δ, δ̂, δ |z δ̂) in place of (Y,S, r0, r1, δ0, δ1, δ2) implies

that, in the notation of the proposition, S̃− is driven by W−
Y −r as well as Y −r. We observe

that U(−r) = inf{x ≥ z : S̃−
0,x(0) = Y −r

x } and if S̃−
0,x(0) = Y −r

x for some x < z, then

S̃−
0,z(0) = Y −r

z by (3.5). Hence for any y ≥ z, the event {U(−r) > y} is the event that
the flow line driven by W−

Y −r starting from (0, 0) has not hit Y −r on the interval [0, y]. It
is therefore a stopping time with respect to W−

Y −r , hence is also measurable with respect
to it.

The following theorem is the analog of Theorem 4.3. Denote by Qz the law of the
process (U(−r) + r)r≥0. Notice that this process is right-continuous.

Theorem 4.6. (i) Suppose z = 0. For r > 0, r
U(−r)+r

has distribution B(2−δ+δ̂
2

, δ
′

2
).

(ii) The family (Qz, z ≥ 0) defines a time-homogeneous Feller process. For each z ≥ 0,
the process (U(−r) + r)r≥0 is a time-homogeneous (W −

r )r≥0-adapted Feller process
starting from z.

(iii) Suppose z > 0 and write x := inf{r ≥ 0 : U(−r) > z}, U := U(−x). We have
z

z+x
∼ B( δ′

2
, 1) and conditionally on {x = x}, z+x

U+x
∼ B(2−δ+δ̂

2
, 1).
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Proof. (i) Let r > 0. By the property (P) of Section 2.3, the process{
S−r,−r+x(0) if x ∈ [0, r],
max(S−r,−r+x(0)− Y 0

−r+x, 0) if x > r

is a BESQ0(δ
′ |r δ− δ̂). Therefore U(−r)+ r is the hitting time of 0 after time r by

a BESQ0(δ
′ |r δ− δ̂) process. The result follows from Lemma A.1 by taking δ1 = δ′

and δ2 = δ − δ̂.

(ii) The proof follows the same approach of Theorem 4.3 (ii). For r > 0 and any y ≥ r,
we can rewrite the expression for U(−y):

U(−y) = inf{x ≥ U(−r) : S+
−y,x(0) = 0}, (4.6)

where S+ is defined in Proposition 3.3 (applied to Y = Y −r and S the BESQ(δ′ |0 δ)
flow driven by W). Let W+

Y −r be defined via (3.2), then by Proposition 3.3 (i), S+

is a BESQ(δ′ |−r 0 |U(−r) δ − δ̂) flow driven by W+
Y −r killed on [−r, U(−r)] (and

on [U(−r),+∞) if δ ≤ δ̂). Proposition 4.4 and Proposition 3.3 (iii) establish that
W−

Y −r and W+
Y −r are independent. Since U(−r) is measurable with respect to W−

Y −r

by Proposition 4.5, conditionally on U(−r) = −r + z′, S+ is independent of W−
Y −r

and is distributed as a BESQ(δ′ |−r 0 |−r+z′ δ − δ̂) flow killed on [−r,−r + z′]. We
deduce the Markov property and we can check the time-homogeneity from (4.6).

We prove now that it is a Feller process as in the proof of Theorem 4.3. We have

U(−r) ≥ U(0) by definition and since Y 0
x ≥ S̃0,x(0) where S̃ is a BESQmin(δ,δ̂) flow

driven by W , we see that U(−r) ≤ max(U(0), Ũ(−r)) where Ũ(−r) := inf{x ≥
0 : S−r,x(0) = S̃0,x(0)}. The inequality |U(−r) + r−U(0)| ≤ Ũ(−r) + r yields the
Feller property.

(iii) The proof follows the lines of Theorem 4.3 (iii) so we feel free to skip the details.
Let 0 ≤ x < y and u ≥ z. We have

Qz(x ∈ (x, y], U > u) = P(S−x,z(0) = Y 0
z , S−y,u(0) > Y 0

u ) +O((y − x)2).

The property (P) of Section 2.3 implies that

P(S−x,z(0) = Y 0
z , S−y,u(0) > Y 0

u ) = P(Tx ≤ z + x)P(Ty−x,x+z > u+ x),

where Tx is the hitting time of 0 after time x by a BESQ0(δ
′ |x 0) process and Ta,b is

the hitting time of 0 after time b by a BESQ−a(δ
′ |0 0 |b δ − δ̂) process. By Lemma

31



A.2 (ii),

lim
y↓x

1

y − x
P(Ty−x,x+z > u+ x) =

δ′

2(x+ z)

(
x+ z

x+ u

) 2+δ̂−δ
2

and from Lemma A.1,

P(x ∈ dx, U ≥ u) =
δ′

2(x+ z)

(
x+ z

x+ u

) 2+δ̂−δ
2

(
z

x+ z

) δ′
2

.

The proof is complete.

4.3 Meeting of a forward and a dual line

Let z ≥ 0, δ > 0, δ̂ > 2 − δ. Let S be a BESQ(δ |0 0) flow driven by W and Y ∗ be

the flow line starting from (0,−z) of the BESQ(δ + δ̂ |0 δ̂) flow driven by −W∗. We let,
for r ≥ 0,

V (−r) := inf{x ∈ [−r, z] : S−r,x(0) = Y ∗
−x}. (4.7)

See Figure 7. The quantity V (−r) is finite since S−r,−r(0) = 0 ≤ Y ∗
r and S−r,z(0) ≥ 0 =

Y ∗
−z. Write Wr,− for the martingale measure W−

S of (3.1) with Sx = S−r,x(0). We define
the filtration

W ∗
r := σ(Wr,−), r ≥ 0. (4.8)

We first prove that the process (V (−r), r ≥ 0) is adapted to this filtration. Let Ŝ be

the killed BESQ(2 − δ̂ |0 2 − δ − δ̂) flow driven by W . By Proposition 2.17, its dual Ŝ∗

is a non-killed BESQ(δ + δ̂ |0 δ̂) flow driven by −W∗. In particular, by definition of Y ∗,

Y ∗
x = Ŝ∗

−z,x(0).

Proposition 4.7. (i) Almost surely, for any r ≥ 0: for any x ∈ [V (−r), z)

Ŝx,z ◦ S−r,x(0) > 0. (4.9)

while for any x ∈ [−r, V (−r)),

Ŝx,z ◦ S−r,x(0) = 0. (4.10)

In particular, with the convention that inf ∅ = +∞, (see Figure 8)

V (−r) = inf{x ∈ [−r, z) : Ŝx,z ◦ S−r,x(0) > 0} ∧ z. (4.11)

(ii) For any r ≥ 0, V (−r) is measurable with respect to W ∗
r .
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V (−r1) =

V (−r2)
0

−r1

−r2

z

Figure 7: The blue lines represent the BESQ(δ |0 0) flow lines starting from different

points (0,−ri), i = 1, 2, driven by W . The black line represents Y ∗, the BESQ(δ+ δ̂ |0 δ̂)
flow line starting from (0,−z) driven by −W∗. The levels V (−ri), i = 1, 2, are the
meeting levels as defined in (4.7).

Proof. By Proposition 2.6, Ŝ ≤ S since 2− δ̂ < δ. For any x ∈ [−r, z), Proposition 2.10

(i) applied to Ŝ, a = Y ∗
−x and b = 0 implies that Ŝx,z(Y

∗
−x) > 0 and Ŝx,y(Y

∗
−x) ≥ Y ∗

−y for
all y ∈ [x, z). Suppose that V (−r) < z. By the perfect flow property of S, for x = V (−r)
and y ∈ [V (−r), z),

S−r,y(0) = Sx,y ◦ S−r,x(0) = Sx,y(Y
∗
−x) ≥ Ŝx,y(Y

∗
−x) ≥ Y ∗

−y.

Hence, for any y ∈ [V (−r), z), Ŝy,z ◦ S−r,y(0) ≥ Ŝy,z(Y
∗
−y) > 0 which yields (4.9). On

the other hand, for any x ∈ [−r, V (−r)), S−r,x(0) < Y ∗
−x hence by Proposition 2.10 (ii)

applied to Ŝ, a′ = S−r,x(0) and b = 0, Ŝx,z ◦ S−r,x(0) = 0. It proves (4.10) then (4.11).

We now use Proposition 3.3 (ii) with (Ŝ,S−r,·(0)) in place of (S, Y ). Since 2 − δ̂ < δ,
φ−(a,−r) = ∞ in the notation of the proposition and we can also check that t(Y ) = ∞,
noting that δ0 |r1 δ1 = δ |0 0. We conclude with Proposition 3.3 (ii).

The following theorem characterizes the distribution of the process (V (−r), r ≥ 0).
Observe that the process is right-continuous. We denote by P ∗

z the law of the process
(V (−r) + r, r ≥ 0).

Theorem 4.8. (i) Suppose z = 0 and δ̂ > 0. For any r > 0, V (−r)+r
r

has distribution

B( δ̂
2
, δ
2
).

(ii) The family (P z
∗ , z ≥ 0) defines a time-homogeneous Feller process. For any z ≥ 0,

the process (V (−r) + r, r ≥ 0) is a homogeneous (W ∗
r )r≥0-adapted Feller process

starting from z.
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V (−r)

0

−r

z

Figure 8: The blue line represents a BESQ(δ |0 0) flow line starting from (0,−r). The

black line represents Y ∗, the BESQ(δ + δ̂ |0 δ̂) flow line starting from (0,−z) driven by

−W∗. The brown lines represent Ŝ, the killed BESQ(2 − δ̂ |0 2 − δ − δ̂) flow driven by
W . This image illustrates (4.11).

(iii) Suppose z > 0 and write x := inf{r ≥ 0 : V (−r) < z}. We have z
x+z

∼ B( δ
2
, 1)

and conditionally on {x = x}, V (−x)+x
x+z

∼ B( δ+δ̂
2
, 1).

Proof. (i) Let Ŝ denote as before the killed BESQ(2 − δ̂ |0 2 − δ − δ̂) flow, driven by
W . By equations (4.9) and (4.10), for any x ∈ [−r, 0),

P(V (−r) ≤ x) = P(Ŝx,0 ◦ S−r,x(0) > 0).

The result follows from Lemma A.1 with δ1 = δ and δ2 = 2− δ̂.

(ii) Let y > r > 0. Necessarily, V (−y) ≤ V (−r). Let ar := S−r,V (−r)(0). We claim
that

V (−y) = inf{x ∈ [−y, V (−r)) : Ŝx,V (−r) ◦ S−y,x(0) > ar} ∧ V (−r). (4.12)

Let us prove it. Suppose x < V (−y). By (4.10) with y instead of r, Ŝx,z◦S−y,x(0) =

0. Either Ŝx,V (−r) ◦ S−y,x(0) = 0, or, by Proposition 2.3 (i), Ŝx,V (−r) ◦ S−y,x(0) > 0

(in particular V (−r) < z) and ŜV (−r),z ◦ Ŝx,V (−r) ◦ S−y,x(0) = 0. In the second
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case, by Proposition 2.10 (i) applied to Ŝ between levels V (−r) and z, a ≥ ar =

Y ∗
−V (−r) and b = 0, we necessarily have Ŝx,V (−r) ◦ S−y,x(0) < ar. We deduce that

V (−y) is smaller than the RHS of (4.12). We prove the reverse inequality. We
can suppose that V (−y) < V (−r) otherwise the inequality is clear. Let ay =
S−y,V (−y)(0) = Y ∗

−V (−y). By (4.9) with y instead of r and V (−y) instead of x,

ŜV (−y),z(a
y) > 0. In particular, since Ŝ is killed, ŜV (−y),V (−r)(a

y) > 0. By another

use of Proposition 2.10 (i), ŜV (−y),V (−r)(a
y) > ar. We get (4.12). Let S̃ be the non-

killed version of Ŝ. Observe that for any x ∈ [−y, V (−r)), Ŝx,V (−r) ◦ S−y,x(0) > ar

if and only if S̃x,V (−r) ◦ S−y,x(0) > ar. One direction comes from Ŝ ≤ S̃. For the

other direction, if S̃x,V (−r) ◦ S−y,x(0) > ar, then S̃x,c ◦ S−y,x(0) > S−r,c(0) for any

c ∈ (x, V (−r)). Otherwise, S̃x,c ◦ S−y,x(0) = S−r,c(0) for some c ∈ (x, V (−r)), and

S̃x,V (−r)◦S−y,x(0) = S̃c,V (−r)◦S−r,c(0) ≤ ar since S̃ ≤ S by the comparison principle
of Proposition 2.6. Hence (4.12) also reads

V (−y) = inf{x ∈ [−y, V (−r)) : S̃x,V (−r) ◦ S−y,x(0) > ar} ∧ V (−r). (4.13)

We want to apply Proposition 3.3 with S−r,·(0) in place of Y . We have in the
notation of the proposition S+

−y,x(0) = S−y,x(0)−S−r,x(0), where we set S−r,x(0) = 0

when x < −r. With natural notation (using S̃ instead of S in Proposition 3.3), we
deduce that for any x ≤ r′ ≤ φ̃+

(
S+
−y,x(0), x

)
,

S̃+
x,r′ ◦ S

+
−y,x(0) = S̃x,r′ ◦ S−y,x(0)− S−r,r′(0).

From our choice of parameters, φ̃+

(
S+
−y,x(0), x

)
= inf{c > x : S̃x,c ◦ S−y,x(0) ≤

S−r,c(0)}. We recall that by the comparison principle, S̃x,c ◦ S−y,x(0) ≤ S−r,c(0) for
all c ≥ φ̃+

(
S+
−y,x(0), x

)
. Substituting r′ for V (−r), we deduce that we can rewrite

V (−y) as

V (−y) = inf{x ∈ [−y, V (−r)) : S̃+
x,V (−r) ◦ S

+
−y,x(0) > 0} ∧ V (−r).

By Proposition 4.7, V (−r) is measurable with respect to W ∗
r . The Markov property

is then a consequence of Proposition 3.3 (i) and (iii), applied to S and S̃. We
can check the time-homogeneity from the expression of V (−y) in the last display.
Finally, we prove the Feller property. By scaling, the distribution of V (−r) under
P z
∗ is that of zV (−r/z) under P 1

∗ . Hence P z
∗ (V (−r) ̸= z) = P 1

∗ (V (−r/z) ̸= 1) ≤
P 1
∗ (V (−

√
r) ̸= 1) if z ≥

√
r while V (−r) ∈ [−r,

√
r] under P z

∗ when z ≤
√
r. We

deduce the Feller property.
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(iii) By (4.11), P z
∗ (x > r) = P(S−r,z(0) = 0). Then, by Lemma A.1,

P z
∗ (x > r) = P(Tr < z + r) =

(
1− r

z + r

) δ
2

, (4.14)

where Tr is the hitting time of 0 after time r by a BESQ(δ |r 0) process. It gives the
distribution of x. Let r > x ≥ 0 and y ∈ [−x, z). By equations (4.10) and (4.9),

P z
∗ (x ∈ (x, r], V (−x) ≤ y) ≤ P z

∗ (V (−x) = z, V (−r) ≤ y)

≤ P(S−x,z(0) = 0, Ŝy,z ◦ S−r,y(0) > 0). (4.15)

By property (P) of Section 2.3,

P(S−x,z(0) = 0, Ŝy,z ◦ S−r,y(0) > 0) = P(Tx < x+ z)P(Tr−x,y+x > x+ z)

= P(x > x)P(Tr−x,y+x > x+ z)

where, as before, Tx is the hitting time of 0 after time x by a BESQ0(δ |x 0) process
and Ta,b is the hitting time of 0 after time b by a BESQ−a(δ |0 0 |b 2− δ− δ̂) process.
By Lemma A.2 (ii),

lim
r↓x

1

r − x
P(Tr−x,y+x > x+ z) =

δ

2(y + x)

(
x+ y

x+ z

) δ+δ̂
2

.

Together with (4.14), we get

lim
r↓x

1

r − x
P(S−x,z(0) = 0, Ŝy,z ◦ S−r,y(0) > 0) =

δ

2z

(
z

x+ z

) δ
2
−1(

x+ y

x+ z

) δ+δ̂
2

−1

.

(4.16)

Going back to (4.15), it yields that,

lim sup
ε↓0

lim sup
r↓x

1

r − x
P z
∗ (x ∈ (x, r], V (−x) ≤ −x+ ε) = 0.

By the strong Markov property at time x, and since z′ → P z′
∗ (x ≤ r − x) is non-

increasing in z′,

P z
∗ (x > x, jumps at least twice in (x, r])
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≤ P z
∗ (x ∈ (x, r], V (−x) ≤ −x+ ε) + P z

∗ (x ∈ (x, r])P ε
∗ (x ≤ r − x).

The second term is O((r − x)2) by (4.14). Therefore, making r ↓ x then ε ↓ 0,

lim
r↓x

1

r − x
P z
∗ (x > x, jumps at least twice in (x, r]) = 0.

On the other hand,

P(S−x,z(0) = 0, Ŝy,z ◦ S−r,y(0) > 0)

≤ P z
∗ (x ∈ (x, r], V (−x) ≤ y) + P z

∗ (x > x, jumps at least twice in [x, r]).

We conclude from (4.15) and (4.16) that

P (x ∈ dx, V (−x) ≤ y) =
δ

2z

(
z

x+ z

) δ
2
−1(

x+ y

x+ z

) δ+δ̂
2

−1

dx.

The proof of the theorem is complete.

5 Application to the skew Brownian motion

In this section we apply the results of Section 4 to the skew Brownian flow. Let B
be a Brownian motion, β ∈ (−1, 0)∪ (0, 1) and r ∈ R. Recall from the introduction that
Xr denotes the strong solution of the SDE (1.2) with Lr satisfying (1.3), and L(t, x) is
the bicontinuous version of the local time of B at time t and position x.

5.1 Embedding in a BESQ flow

This section aims at embedding the collection (Xr)r∈R in a BESQ flow driven by the
white noise W defined in (1.5). In [1], W is shown to be related to Ray–Knight theorems
for the Brownian motion. Specifically, let τB,r

a := inf{t ≥ 0 : L(t, r) > a} be the inverse
local time of B. Then (L(τB,r

a , x), x ≥ r)(a,r)∈R+×R is a BESQ(2 |0 0) flow driven by W .
Its dual (L(τB,−r

a ,−x), x ≥ r)(a,r)∈R+×R is a BESQ(2 |0 0) flow driven by −W∗, where
W∗ is the image of W by the map (a, x) 7→ (a,−x). See [2, Proposition 3.6].

We go back to the study of the skew Brownian flow. We first treat the case β ∈ (0, 1),
then deduce the case β ∈ (−1, 0) by symmetry.
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Recall from (1.6) that for any r ∈ R

τ rx := inf{t ≥ 0 : Lr
t > x}, x ≥ r.

The following lemma collects some properties on the local times of X. Since |X| is a
reflecting Brownian motion, we can apply standard results of the theory of local times
of the Brownian motion, see [25, Chapter VI].

Lemma 5.1. Let r ∈ R. Almost surely: for all x ≥ r and t ≥ 0,

(i) Lr
t ≤ x for all t ∈ [0, τ rx), L

r
t = x for t = τ rx and Lr

t > x for all t > τ rx ;

(ii) Xr
τrx

= 0 and Bτrx = x;

(iii) L(t, x) > L(τ rx , x) for x < Lr
t and L(t, x) ≤ L(τ rx , x) for x ≥ Lr

t . In particular,
Lr
t = sup{x > r : L(t, x) > L(τ rx , x)} ∨ r where sup ∅ = −∞ by convention;

(iv) L(t, x) > L(τ rx , x) if and only if t > τ rx ; if L(t, x) < L(τ rx , x), then Lr
t < x.

Proof. (i) It is a consequence of the definition of τ rx and the continuity of Lr.

(ii) By [25, Chapter VI, Proposition 1.3], dtL
r
t is almost surely carried by the zeros of

Xr
t . It implies that τ rx must be a zero of X. Since Xr

t = Lr
t −Bt, we conclude that

Bτrx = x.

(iii) x < Lr
t implies t > τ rx by (i), and hence L(t, x) ≥ L(τ rx , x). Let us show that

L(t, x) > L(τ rx , x). For s ≥ 0, let A+
s :=

∫ s

0
1(0,+∞)(X

r
u)du, α+ be the right-

continuous inverse of A+ and B+
u := Bα+

u
. Set s = τ rx and notice that s is a point

of increase of A+. By [23, Lemma 2.3], −B+ d
= |B| − µL(·, 0) with µ = 2β

1+β
< 1,

hence has no monotone points a.s. Thus one can find u > A+
s arbitrarily close to

A+
s such that B+

u = B+

A+
s
, i.e. Bα+

u
= Bs = x. Since α+

u ↓ s as u ↓ A+
s , it implies

that s is a point of increase of L(·, x), hence L(t, x) > L(τ rx , x). Finally, if x ≥ Lr
t ,

then t ≤ τ rx hence L(t, x) ≤ L(τ rx , x).

(iv) The first statement can be derived from (i) and (iii). For the second one, L(t, x) <
L(τ rx , x) implies t < τ rx . By (i), we have Lr

t ≤ x. If Lr
t = x, then Lr

u = x for any
u ∈ [t, τ rx ]. Therefore, Xr

u ̸= 0 for all u ∈ (t, τ rx), which means B is making an
excursion away from x. This contradicts L(t, x) < L(τ rx , x).
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Recall that W was defined in (1.5) and that the BESQ(δ |a δ′) driven by W was
defined in Definition 2.15. We prove Theorem 1.4 stated in the introduction. Let β ∈
(0, 1), δ := 1−β

β
and r ∈ R. We show that the process (L(τ rx , x), x ≥ r) is the flow line

starting at the point (0, r) of the BESQ(2 + δ |0 δ) flow driven by W .

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By definition of the BESQ(2 + δ |0 δ) flow, we need to show that
the process (L(τ rx , x), x ≥ r) satisfies

L(τ rx , x) = 2

∫ x

r

W([0,L(τ ry , y)], dy) + δ(x− r) + 2(r− − x−), x ≥ r

where z− := max(−z, 0). We write for any z ∈ R, z+ = max(z, 0). By Tanaka’s formula
[25, Chapter VI, Theorem 1.2], we have for t ≥ 0 and x ≥ r,

(x−Bt)
+ = x+ −

∫ t

0

1{Bu<x}dBu +
1

2
L(t, x)

and

(Xr
t )

+ = (Xr
0)

+ +

∫ t

0

1{Xr
u>0}dX

r
u +

1

2
ϕr(t, 0)

= r+ −
∫ t

0

1{Xr
u>0}dBu +

1

2
ϕr(t, 0)

where ϕr(t, z) denotes the local time of Xr at time t and position z, taken continuous in
t and right-continuous in z. By [28], equation (8), ϕr(t, 0) = (1 + β)ℓrt in the notation
(1.4). By Lemma 5.1 (ii), for all x ≥ r, Xr

t = 0 and Bt = x at time t = τ rx . Recall (1.3).
Using the two equations above for such a t, we get

L(τ rx , x) = 2(r+ − x+) + 2

∫ τrx

0

(1{Bu<x} − 1{Xr
u>0})dBu +

1 + β

β
(x− r).

Since 1+β
β

− 2 = δ, it remains to show that∫ τrx

0

(1{Bu<x} − 1{Xr
u>0})dBu =

∫ x

r

W([0,L(τ ry , y)], dy). (5.1)

Having Xr
u > 0 and u ≤ τ rx implies by Lemma 5.1 (i) that Bu = Lr

u −Xr
u ≤ x−Xr

u < x.
Hence, for u ∈ [0, τ rx ],

1{Bu<x} − 1{Xr
u>0} = 1{Bu<x,Xr

u≤0}.
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Notice that if Xr
u < 0, then Bu > Lr

u by definition of Xr hence u < τ rBu
by Lemma 5.1 (i)

and Bu > r by definition of Lr. As long as u is not the start or the end of an excursion
of B, it also implies that L(u,Bu) < L(τ rBu

, Bu). Conversely, if L(u,Bu) < L(τ rBu
, Bu),

then u < τ rBu
hence Xr

u = Lr
u − Bu ≤ 0 by another use of Lemma 5.1 (i). So we proved

that as long as u is not associated to some excursion of B and Xr
u ̸= 0,

1{Bu<x} − 1{Xr
u>0} = 1{L(u,Bu)<L(τrBu

,Bu), r<Bu<x}.

This equation is therefore true almost surely for Lebesgue-a.e. u. Equation (5.1) is then
a consequence of the definition of W in equation (1.5) and Proposition 3.2 of [1].

Corollary 5.2. Let β ∈ (0, 1) and δ := 1−β
β
. Let S be the BESQ(δ + 2 |0 δ) flow driven

by W. Fix r ∈ R. Then Lr
t = sup{x > r : L(t, x) > Sr,x(0)} ∨ r.

Proof. It is a consequence of Theorem 1.4 and Lemma 5.1 (iii).

We deal with the case β ∈ (−1, 0) by symmetry. In this case, we define for any
r ∈ R

τ rx := inf{t ≥ 0 : Lr
t < x}, x ≤ r. (5.2)

Recall that W∗ denotes the image of W by the map (a, x) 7→ (a,−x).

Proposition 5.3. Let β ∈ (−1, 0), δ := 1−|β|
|β| and r ∈ R. The process (L(τ−r

−x ,−x), x ≥
r) is the flow line starting at (0, r) of the BESQ(δ + 2 |0 δ) flow S∗ driven by −W∗.
Moreover, for any r ∈ R, a.s., Lr

t = inf{x < r : L(t, x) > S∗
−r,−x(0)} ∧ r with the

convention that inf ∅ = ∞.

Proof. We notice that for any g ∈ L2(R+ × R) with compact support,

W∗(g) =

∫
R+×R

g(ℓ,−x)W(dℓ, dx) =

∫ +∞

0

g(L(t, Bt),−Bt)dBt.

Therefore −W∗ admits the representation (1.5) when replacing B with −B. The result
is then a consequence of Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 5.2 applied to −B.
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5.2 Meeting of skew Brownian motions

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.5. Recall that Xr and X̂ are
the solutions of (1.2), associated to the parameter β ∈ (−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1) and the fixed

parameter β̂ ∈ (0, 1) respectively and starting from r and 0. We defined L̂t := X̂t + Bt,

as in (1.3). Let Y be the flow line starting at (0, 0) of the BESQδ̂ flow driven by W , with

δ̂ := 1−β̂

β̂
. Finally, for x ≥ 0, τ̂x := inf{t ≥ 0 : L̂t > x} is the inverse local time at 0 of

X̂. Recall from the introduction that T (r) is the first meeting time of the processes Xr

and X̂ as defined in (1.7). Theorem 1.5 (i)-(ii) and (iii) are consequences of Propositions
5.4 and 5.5 respectively.

We first treat the case β ∈ (0, 1). Write S for the BESQ(2 + δ |0 δ) flow driven by

W , with δ := 1−β
β
. We let L̂T (r) := ∞ if T (r) = ∞ and as usual inf ∅ = ∞ by convention.

Proposition 5.4. Let β ∈ (0, 1). For any r ∈ R, a.s.,

L̂T (r) = inf{x ≥ max(r, 0) : Sr,x(0) = Yx}. (5.3)

In particular, Theorem 1.5 (i)-(ii) hold by Theorems 4.3 and 4.6.

Proof. Let U denote the RHS of (5.3). Suppose that Xr
t = X̂t for some t ≥ 0. By (1.2),

we would have Lr
t = L̂t. By Corollary 5.2 or Lemma 5.1 (iii), we have for any s ≥ 0,

L(s, Lr
s) = Sr,Lr

s
(0) and L(s, L̂s) = YL̂s

. It implies that Sr,L̂t
(0) = YL̂t

, therefore L̂t ≥ U .

Applying it to t = T (r) in case it is finite, we get L̂T (r) ≥ U . Suppose now that U < ∞.
Then Sr,U(0) = YU , hence using Theorem 1.4, L(τ rU , U) = L(τ̂U , U). Lemma 5.1 (iv)

implies that τ rU = τ̂U and at this time Xr and X̂ are both at position 0 by Lemma 5.1

(ii). In particular, T (r) ≤ τ̂U hence L̂T (r) ≤ U by Lemma 5.1 (i).

We treat the case β ∈ (−1, 0). From (1.2), observe that T (r) = inf{t ≥ 0 : Lr
t =

L̂t} = inf{t ≥ 0 : β̂ ℓ̂t − βℓrt = r} where ℓ̂ is the symmetrized local time at 0 of X̂. It is
then finite a.s. if r ≥ 0 and infinite a.s. if r < 0. Recall from (5.2) that when β < 0,

τ rx := inf{t ≥ 0 : Lr
t < x}, x ≤ r.

Let S be the killed BESQ(2− δ |0 − δ) flow driven by W and S∗ be its dual flow. Note
that S∗ is a non-killed BESQ(2 + δ |0 δ) flow driven by −W∗ by Proposition 2.17.
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Proposition 5.5. Let β ∈ (−1, 0) and δ = 1−|β|
|β| . For any r ≥ 0, a.s.

L̂T (r) = − inf{x ∈ [−r, 0] : S∗
−r,x(0) = Y−x}. (5.4)

As a result, Theorem 1.5 (iii) holds (take (S∗, Y, 0) in place of (S, Y ∗, z) in Section 4.3).

Proof. Fix r > 0. By Proposition 5.3, (L(τ rx , x), x ≤ r) is the flow line S∗
−r,−x(0). For

s ≥ 0, L(s, Lr
s) = S∗

−r,−Lr
s
(0) and L(s, L̂s) = YL̂s

by Proposition 5.3 and Corollary 5.2
respectively. Then (1.2) implies that S∗

−r,−L̂t
(0) = YL̂t

when t = T (r). If we show

that S∗
−r,−x(0) = Yx for a unique x ∈ [0, r], then (5.4) is proved. Let Y be the BESQδ̂

flow driven by W and Y∗ be the dual flow of Y , i.e. a killed BESQ2−δ̂ flow. Observe
that Yx = Y0,x(0) and 2 − δ̂ < 2 + δ. By the comparison principle in Proposition 2.6,
S∗ ≥ Y∗ below level 0. By Proposition 2.10 (i) applied to Y∗ in place of S between level
−x < 0 and 0, Y∗

−x,0(Yx) > 0. By Proposition 2.10 (ii) applied to Y in place of S with
b = Yx and a′ = 0 < a = Y∗

−x,0(Yx), we have for x′ ∈ (0, x), Yx′ < Y∗
−x,−x′(Yx) except if

Y∗
−x,−x′(Yx) = 0. Since S∗ is a BESQ2+δ flow below 0, S∗

−x,−x′(a) > 0 for all x′ ∈ [0, x)
and a ≥ 0. We deduce from S∗ ≥ Y∗ that S∗

−x,−x′(Yx) > Yx′ for all x′ ∈ (0, x). Hence if
S∗
−r,−x(0) = Yx for some x ∈ (0, r], then S∗

−r,−x′(0) = S∗
−x,−x′(Yx) > Yx′ for all x′ ∈ (0, x),

where we used the perfect flow property of S∗. It finishes the proof of the claim.

5.3 Ray-Knight theorems

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.6 (i) and (ii) which are conse-
quences of Proposition 5.6 and 5.7 respectively. Recall the SDE (1.2) and the notation
(1.6). Fix β ∈ (0, 1) and let δ = 1−β

β
. As in the last section, we make use of the embed-

ding of the skew Brownian flow in a BESQ flow. For z ≥ 0, let Y be the BESQ(δ |z 0) flow
line starting from (0, 0) driven by the white noise W defined in (1.5). By the Ray–Knight
theorem recalled at the beginning of Section 5.1 and Theorem 1.4, we have a.s.

Y = (L(τ 0min(z,x), x), x ≥ 0).

In the following proposition, S denotes the BESQ(2+δ |0 δ) flow driven by W . It recovers
the distribution of (Lr

τ0z
, r ≥ 0) computed in [7, Theorem 1.2].

Proposition 5.6. For any r ≥ 0, a.s.

Lr
τ0z

= inf{x ≥ max(r, z) : Sr,x(0) = Yx}. (5.5)

As a result, Theorem 1.6 (i) holds (take (S, Y, z) in place of (S, Y 0, z) in Section 4.1).
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Proof. Recall that the skew Brownian flow is coalescent, hence Xr ≥ X0 if r ≥ 0 and by
(1.2) Lr ≥ L0. It implies that τ 0x ≥ τ rx , hence by Lemma 5.1 (i), Lr

τ0x
≥ x for any x ≥ 0.

By Theorem 1.4, Sr,x(0) = L(τ rx , x). Setting x = Lr
τ0z
, we have τ rx ≥ τ 0z . Necessarily

x ≥ max(r, z) and Sr,x(0) ≥ L(τ 0z , x) = Yx. Lemma 5.1 (iv) says that L(t, x) < L(τ rx , x)
implies Lr

t < x. Applying it to t = τ 0z , we deduce that L(τ 0z , x) ≥ L(τ rx , x), i.e. Yx ≥
Sr,x(0). We proved that Sr,x(0) = Yx.

Conversely, let x ≥ max(r, z) such that Sr,x(0) = Yx and let us show that x ≥ Lr
τ0z
.

We have by assumption L(τ rx , x) = L(τ 0z , x). Lemma 5.1 (iii) shows that L(t, x) >
L(τ rx , x) if x < Lr

t . We apply it to t = τ 0z to complete the proof.

The next proposition gives the distribution of the process (L−r
τ0z
, r ≥ 0). We keep

the notation S for the BESQ(2+δ |0 δ) flow driven by W . Let Ŝ be the BESQ(2 |0 0) flow
driven by W . For any x ≥ r and b ≥ 0, we let, with the convention S0,y(0) = Ŝ0,y = 0 if
y < 0,

S+
r,x(b) := Sr,x(b+ S0,r)− S0,x(0),

Ŝ+
r,x(b) := max(Ŝr,x(b+ S0,r(0))− S0,x(0), 0).

It is in agreement with the notation of Proposition 3.3. Indeed notice that Ŝr,x(b +

S0,r(0)) ≤ S0,x(0) for x ≥ inf{y > r : Ŝr,y(b + S0,r(0)) ≤ S0,y(0)} by the comparison

principle in Proposition 2.6 and the perfect flow property of S and Ŝ. By Proposition
3.3, S+ and Ŝ+ are respectively a BESQ(2+δ |0 0) flow and a BESQ(2 |0 −δ) flow driven
by the same white noise.

Proposition 5.7. For any r ≥ 0, a.s.

L−r
τ0z

= inf{x ∈ [−r, z) : Ŝ+
x,z ◦ S+

−r,x(0) > 0} ∧ z. (5.6)

As a result, (L−r
τ0z
, r ≥ 0) is distributed as the process (V (−r), r ≥ 0) of Section 4.3 with

(2 + δ, 0) in place of (δ, δ̂) and Theorem 1.6 (ii) holds.

Proof. By definition of S+ and Ŝ+, we can rewrite (5.6) as

L−r
τ0z

= inf{x ∈ [−r, z) : Ŝx,z ◦ S−r,x(0) > S0,z(0)} ∧ z. (5.7)

Let us prove it. By Theorem 1.4, S−r,x(0) = L(τ−r
x , x), and by the discussion at the

beginning of Section 5.1, Ŝx,z(b) = L(τB,x
b , z). Let x = L−r

τ0z
and suppose that x < z. Let
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b = S−r,x(0) = L(τ−r
x , x). Hence τB,x

b ≥ τ−r
x ≥ τ 0z by Lemma 5.1 (i). Since Bτ0z

= z > x

by Lemma 5.1 (ii), τB,x
b > τ 0z . By the first statement of Lemma 5.1 (iv), it implies that

L(τB,x
b , z) > L(τ 0z , z), hence Ŝx,z ◦ S−r,x(0) > S0,z(0). It proves that L−r

τ0z
is greater than

the RHS of (5.7). Let us prove the reverse inequality. Since X−r ≤ X0, it implies that
L−r ≤ L0, hence τ 0x ≤ τ−r

x for any x ≥ 0. Thus L−r
τ0z

≤ z by Lemma 5.1 (i). Suppose then

that there exists x ∈ [−r, z) such that Ŝx,z ◦ S−r,x(0) > S0,z(0). We want to show that

x ≥ L−r
τ0z
. We write again b = S−r,x(0) = L(τ−r

x , x). Then Ŝx,z ◦ S−r,x(0) = L(τB,x
b , z) >

S0,z(0) = L(τ 0z , z). In particular, τB,x
b > τ 0z , hence L(τ 0z , x) ≤ b = L(τ−r

x , x). We conclude

with Lemma 5.1 (iii). Use (4.11) with (Ŝ+,S+, z) in place of (Ŝ,S, z) to recognize the

process (V (−r), r ≥ 0) in (5.6). Recall indeed that we can replace in (4.11) Ŝ by its
non-killed version, see (4.13) with (r, 0) in place of (y, r).

6 Bifurcation in the skew Brownian flow

Fix β ∈ (0, 1). In [8], Burdzy and Kaspi generalize the skew Brownian flow to
various starting times. Let Xs,r be the solution of (1.2) when replacing the Brownian
motion B by (Bt −Bs, t ≥ s), i.e.

Xs,r
t = r − (Bt −Bs) + βℓs,rt , t ≥ s (6.1)

where ℓs,rt is the local time of Xs,r at position 0:

ℓs,rt =

{
lim
ε→0

1
2ε

∫ t

s
1{|Xs,r

u |<ε} du, t ≥ s,

0, 0 < t < s.

The processes Xs,r can be simultaneously defined for all s, r rationals. To extend the
construction of the flow to all (s, r), Burdzy and Kaspi define

Xs,r−
t = sup

u,y∈Q, u<s, Xu,y
s <r

Xu,y
t ,

Xs,r+
t = inf

u,y∈Q, u<s, Xu,y
s >r

Xu,y
t .

We refer to [8] for the properties of the flows (Xs,r−)s,r and (Xs,r+)s,r. Almost surely,
for all s, r rationals, Xs,r− = Xs,r+ = Xs,r. Nevertheless, there are exceptional times
s, called bifurcation times, such that Xs,0−

t < Xs,0+
t for all t > s close enough to s, [8,

Theorem 1.3 (ii)]. A bifurcation time s is called semi-flat if furthermore Xs,0−
t < 0 for

all t > s close enough to s. By [8, Theorem 1.4], semi-flat bifurcation times exist when
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β ∈ (1
3
, 1) and do not exist when β ∈ (0, 1

3
). We will show that at the critical value

β = 1
3
, semi-flat bifurcations time do not exist either. Burdzy and Kaspi predict that

semi-flat bifurcation times are atypical, and add: “One can probably formalize the claim
by computing the Hausdorff dimensions of ordinary and semi-flat bifurcation times for
various values of β”, [8]. This is the goal of this section. As noted by Burdzy and Kaspi,
the exponent 1

3
already appears in [7, Corollary 1.5], where it is shown that for β > 1

3
,

there exist times when L0
s = − inf [0,s] B: “It would be interesting to find a direct link

between that result and Theorem 1.4 above, for example, via a time reversal argument”,
[8]. We show that this intuition is correct, and give proofs of the Hausdorff dimensions
via time-reversal arguments which connect [7, Corollary 1.5] and semi-flat bifurcation
times, see Proposition 6.4. To this end, we introduce for t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R, the backward
skew Brownian motion X̌ t,x which is driven by the time-reversed Brownian motion at
time t, i.e. the solution of

X̌ t,x
s = x+ (Bt −Bs)− βℓ̌t,xs , 0 ≤ s ≤ t (6.2)

where ℓ̌t,xs is the symmetric local time of X̌ t,x at position 0 in [s, t].

Proposition 6.1. With probability 1, for all quadruples (s, r, t, x) ∈ Q4 with t > s ≥ 0:
(i) if r < X̌ t,x

s , then Xs,r
u ≤ X̌ t,x

u for all u ∈ [s, t], while if r > X̌ t,x
s , then Xs,r

u ≥ X̌ t,x
u

for all u ∈ [s, t];
(ii) if x < Xs,r

t , then X̌ t,x
u ≤ Xs,r

u for all u ∈ [s, t], while if x > Xs,r
t , then X̌ t,x

u ≥ Xs,r
u

for all u ∈ [s, t].

Proof. Following [7, Theorem 1.6], we first introduce the approximation of the solutions
to the SDE (6.1). Let f be a nonnegative smooth and symmetric function on R, com-
pactly supported on [−1

2
, 1
2
] with

∫
R f(x)dx = 1. Denote 1

2
log((1+ β)/(1− β)) by γ and

let fn(x) = nγf(nx) for x ∈ R and n ≥ 1. By [7, Theorem 1.6], for any r ∈ R and s ≥ 0,
the solution, call it Φn

s,·(r), of

Φn
s,t(r) = r − (Bt −Bs) +

∫ t

s

fn ◦ Φn
s,u(r)du, t ≥ s

converges in probability to Xs,r in the space of continuous functions equipped with the
topology of uniform convergence on compact intervals. By [18, Theorem 4.5.1], they
define a Brownian flow, see [18, Chapter 4]. The maps r 7→ Φn

s,t(r) are homeomorphisms
of the real line. Let Φn

t,s := (Φn
s,t)

−1 denote the inverse maps. By [18, Theorem 4.2.10],
the inverse maps also define a Brownian flow, called backward flow, solution of

Φn
t,s(r) = r + (Bt −Bs)−

∫ t

s

fn ◦ Φn
t,u(r)du, s ∈ [0, t].
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Since we consider homeomorphims, if r < Φn
t,s(x), resp. r > Φn

t,s(x), then Φn
s,u(r) <

Φn
t,u(x), resp. Φn

s,t(r) > Φn
t,u(x) for u ∈ [s, t]. By another use of [7, Theorem 1.6],

(Φn
t,s(x), s ∈ [0, t]) converges in probability to (X̌ t,x

s , s ∈ [0, t]) as n → ∞. We deduce
statement (i) of the proposition. The proof of (ii) follows similar lines.

Proposition 6.2. Almost surely, the set of bifurcation times is {s : ∃t ∈ Q+ with t >
s and X̌ t,0

s = 0}.

Proof. Assume s is a bifurcation time. Then there exists t > s rational such that
Xs,0−

t < 0 < Xs,0+
t . Otherwise the signs of Xs,0− and Xs,0+ should be the same on a

neighborhood of s, which entails that they are simply equal to Bs −Bt hence are equal.
For any rationals s′, r such that s′ < s and Xs′,r

s < 0, we have Xs′,r
t ≤ Xs,0−

t < 0. By
Proposition 6.1 (ii), it implies that X̌ t,0

u ≥ Xs′,r
u for any u ∈ [s′, t], hence for u = s. By

definition of Xs,0−
s , we find that X̌ t,0

s ≥ Xs,0−
s = 0, the last equality by [8, Proposition

1.1]. A similar reasoning for Xs,0+ yields X̌ t,0
s ≤ 0, hence X̌ t,0

s = 0.
Suppose now that there exists t ∈ Q+ such that t > s and X̌ t,0

s = 0. Let rationals
s′, r such that s′ < s and Xs′,r

s > 0. By Proposition 6.1 (i), one must have X̌ t,0
s′ ≤ r.

The probability that X̌ t,0
s′ ∈ Q is 0 hence X̌ t,0

s′ < r. By another use of Proposition 6.1
(i), it holds that Xs′,r

u ≥ X̌ t,0
u , for all u ∈ [s′, t], hence for u = t. By the definition of

Xs,0+, Xs,0+
t ≥ X̌ t,0

t = 0. We cannot have Xs,0+
t = 0. In fact, by [8, Lemma 2.7], for

any s ≥ 0, if the local time of Xs,0+ at 0 is positive at some time t′ ∈ (s, t), then there

exist u, r′ ∈ Q such that Xs,0+
t = Xu,r′

t , and the probability that Xu,r′ for some rationals
u, r′ hits 0 at a rational time is zero. If the local time of Xs,0+ at 0 is still 0 at time t,
then Xs,0+

u = Bs − Bu for all u ∈ (s, t) by [8, Proposition 1.1] and (6.1). It implies B is
making an excursion in (s, t), and the probability that B ends an excursion at a rational
time is 0. A similar argument applies to Xs,0−

t . We deduce that Xs,0−
t < 0 < Xs,0+

t

hence s is a bifurcation time.

Theorem 6.3. The set of ordinary bifurcation times has Hausdorff dimension 1
2
almost

surely.

Proof. The zero sets of the Brownian motion and of the skew Brownian motion are
identical in law. We obtain the result by Proposition 6.2 and the fact that the Hausdorff
dimension of the zero set of the Brownian motion is almost surely 1

2
.

Proposition 6.4. The set of semi-flat bifurcation times is a.s. {s : ∃t ∈ Q+, t >
s such that X̌ t,0

s = 0, Bs = infs≤u≤t Bu}.

Proof. Suppose first that s is a semi-flat bifurcation time. Since Xs,0− < 0 on a neighbor-
hood of s, Xs,0− is Bs−Bt and B is making an excursion above Bs on some interval [s, s′].
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Take t ∈ (s, s′) rational such that X̌ t,0
s = 0 by Proposition 6.2 since s is a bifurcation

time (such time t can be chosen arbitrarily close to s). We have Bs = infs≤u≤t Bu indeed.
We now suppose that there exists t rational such that X̌ t,0

s = 0 and Bs = infs≤u≤t Bu

for some s < t. Then s is a bifurcation point by Proposition 6.2. Moreover, for every
(u, y) ∈ Q+ × Q with Xu,y

s < 0, Xu,y
v = Xu,y

s − (Bv − Bs) for every s < v < t by (6.1).
It implies Xs,0−

v = Xs,0−
s − (Bv − Bs) = −(Bv − Bs) < 0 for s < v < t by definition of

Xs,0− and [8, Proposition 1.1]. Hence s is a semi-flat bifurcation time.

The phase transition at β = 1
3
in the following proposition was shown in [7, Corollary

1.5] and recovered via BESQ processes in [23, Section 4].

Proposition 6.5. Let X0 be the solution to (1.2) with r = 0. Fix t ≥ 0 and let
I := {s ∈ (0, t) : L0

s = Bs = sup0≤u≤s Bu}. If β ≤ 1
3
, then I = ∅ a.s. If β > 1

3
, it is not

empty and its Hausdorff dimension is 3β−1
4β

a.s.

Proof. Recall the definition of the inverse τ 0 in (1.6). Note that τ 0 is a 1
2
-stable sub-

ordinator. By Theorem 1.4 or [23, Theorem 1.3], the process (L(τ 0x , x))x≥0 is a squared
Bessel process of dimension δ = 1−β

β
starting at 0, therefore can hit 0 at x > 0 if and

only if δ < 2, i.e. β > 1
3
.

For every s ∈ I, L(s, Bs) = 0 becauseB reaches its maximum at s. Also L(τ 0Bs
, Bs) =

0, otherwise it would imply L0
s < Bs by the second statement of Lemma 5.1 (iv) applied

to r = 0 and x = Bs, which would contradict s ∈ I. Therefore L(τ 0x , x) = 0 with
x = Bs > 0. It already implies that I is empty a.s. if β ≤ 1

3
. Moreover, s ∈ {τ 0x−, τ 0x}

with x = Bs since L0
s = Bs. Hence

I ⊂ {τ 0x−, τ 0x , : 0 < x ≤ L0
t , L(τ 0x , x) = 0}.

Conversely, if L(τ 0x , x) = 0 for some 0 < x ≤ L0
t , then we have Bτ0x

= x by Lemma 5.1
(ii) and Bs ≤ x for all s ≤ τ 0x . Therefore τ 0x ∈ I (recall that t is fixed so τ 0x < t a.s.)
hence

{τ 0x : 0 < x ≤ L0
t , L(τ 0x , x) = 0} ⊂ I.

Notice that the set of x such that τ 0x− < τ 0x is countable. Hence I has the same Hausdorff
dimension as the set on the left-hand side. The set of zeros of the process (L(τ 0x , x), x ≥ 0)
has Hausdorff dimension 2−δ

2
. The result follows from [16, Theorem 4.1], which gives the

dimension of the range of a Borel set under a 1
2
-stable subordinator.

Recall that β ∈ (0, 1).
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Theorem 6.6. Semi-flat bifurcation times exist if and only if β > 1
3
. In this case, the

set of semi-flat bifurcation times has Hausdorff dimension 3β−1
4β

almost surely.

Proof. By Proposition 6.4, it suffices to deal with the set

I := {s < t : X̌ t,0
s = 0, Bs = inf

s≤u≤t
Bu}

for fixed t and compute its Hausdorff dimension if it is not empty. Set B̌t
s := Bt−Bs for

s ∈ [0, t]. The set I can be rewritten as

{s < t : X̌ t,0
s = 0, B̌s = sup

s≤u≤t
B̌u}.

We apply Proposition 6.5.

Remark 6.7. The bifurcation times are related to the bifurcation points studied in Sec-
tion 2.4. Let S denote the BESQ(2 + δ |0 δ) flow driven by W given in (1.5). Recall
from Section 5.1 that the skew Brownian motion Xr is associated with the S-flow line
starting from (0, r). A similar description holds for Xs,r using the flow line starting
from the point (L(s, Bs + r), Bs + r). From this point of view, if s is a bifurcation
time, then (L(s, Bs), Bs) is a bifurcation point. If it is a semi-flat bifurcation time,
then (L(s, Bs), Bs) is a bifurcation point as in Theorem 2.13 with S2 = S and S1 the
BESQ(2 |0 0) flow there. Theorems 6.3 and 6.6 give the Hausdorff dimension of the times
when the curve (L(s, Bs), Bs) visits these points. Finally, the backward skew Brownian
motion X̌ is obtained when replacing the flow S with its dual.

A Hitting time of BESQ processes

Lemma A.1. Let (Sx, x ≥ 0) be a BESQ(δ1 |r δ2) process starting at 0 with δ1 > 0,
δ2 < 2 and r > 0. Let T := inf{x ≥ r : Sx = 0}. Then r

T
has the beta distribution

B(2−δ2
2

, δ1
2
). In particular, the distribution of r

T
does not depend on r.

Proof. The hitting time of 0 by a BESQδ
a process is distributed as a

2X
where X ∼ Γ(2−δ

2
),

see [25, Exercise 1.23, Chapter XI] or [13, Equation (15)]. The r.v. Sr is distributed
as 2rY where Y ∼ Γ( δ1

2
), see [25, Corollary 1.4, Chapter XI]. We deduce that r

T
is

distributed as X
X+Y

where X ∼ Γ(2−δ2
2

) and Y ∼ Γ( δ1
2
) are taken independent and we

thus obtain the result.

Lemma A.2. Let δ1 > 0, δ2 < 2, and a, b be positive real numbers. Suppose either
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(i) (Sx, x ≥ 0) is a BESQ(δ1 |a 0 |b δ2) process starting at 0, or

(ii) (Sx, x ≥ −a) is a BESQ(δ1 |0 0 |b δ2) process starting at 0.

In both cases, let Ta,b := inf{y ≥ b : Sx = 0}. The conditional distribution of Ta,b given
{Sb > 0} converges as a → 0 to the distribution of b

A
, where A has the beta distribution

B(2−δ2
2

, 1).

Proof. Applying Lemma A.1, we compute that

P(Sb > 0) ∼ aδ1
2b

as a → 0. (A.1)

We first prove that, conditional on Sb > 0, Sb converges in distribution to an exponential
random variable Y with rate parameter 1/b as a → 0. This result follows from the semi-
group of BESQδ [25, Corollary 1.4, Chapter XI] and the analyticity and boundedness of
the Bessel function [21, Section 5.7], which allows us to apply the dominated convergence
theorem. By Markov property,

P(Ta,b > x | Sb > 0) = E[PSb
(T > x− b) | Sb > 0],

where T is the hitting time of 0 by a BESQδ2
a process under Pa. Since T is distributed as

a
2X

under Pa where X ∼ Γ(2−δ2
2

), Ta,b given {Sb > 0} converges in distribution as a → 0
to Y+2bX

2X
, and we obtain the result.

B Dimension of the graph of a BESQ flow line

If (Xt, t ≥ 0) is a Brownian motion and E ⊆ R+ is a Borel set, then its graph under
X defined as

Gr X(E) = {(t,Xt) : t ∈ E}
has dimension

dimGr X(E) = min

(
2 dimE, dimE +

1

2

)
a.s. (B.1)

The case E = R+ is the graph of the Brownian motion, which has Hausdorff dimen-
sion 3

2
[26]. The general case can be deduced from [30, Theorem 2.1 & Theorem 2.3].

Since the law of a Bessel process is locally mutually absolutely continuous with respect
to the law of the Brownian motion when it is away from 0, equation (B.1) still holds for
the BESδ process when δ > 0, and therefore also for the BESQδ process since the map
(t, x) 7→ (t, x2) is a diffeomorphism from R+ × (ε,+∞) to R+ × (ε2,+∞) for all ε > 0.
When δ ≤ 0, X is absorbed at 0, so we need to replace E with E ∩ [0, T ] in both sides
of (B.1), where T is the absorption time of X.
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Corollary B.1. Let (a, r) ∈ (0,∞) × R and S1, S2 be resp. a BESQδ1 flow and a
BESQδ2 flow driven by W. Set d := δ2 − δ1. We suppose that d ∈ (0, 2). Define
T := inf{x ≥ r : S1

r,x(a) = 0} and

B := {(b, x) : S1
r,x(a) = S2

r,x(a) = b, x ≤ T}.

Then B has Hausdorff dimension min(2− d, 3−d
2
).

Proof. By property (P1) or (P3), conditionally on T , x 7→ S2
r,x(a)−S1

r,x(a) is a squared
Bessel process with dimension d before time T , starting at position 0 and independent
of S1

r,·(a). The set B can now be viewed as the graph of the zero set of S2
r,·(a) − S1

r,·(a)

under S1
r,·(a) before time T . This zero set has Hausdorff dimension 2−d

2
> 0. The result

then follows from equation (B.1).
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