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Abstract

Chen [Ann. Appl. Probabl1 (2001), 1242-1262] derived exact convergence rates intaatdimit
theorem and a local limit theorem for a supercritical bramgiWiener process. We extend Chen’s results
to a branching random walk under weaker moment conditioms.the branching Wiener process, our
results sharpen Chen'’s by relaxing the second moment éomdised by Chen to a moment condition of
the formEX (In* X)*** < co. In the rate functions that we find for a branching random watkfigure
out some new terms which didn’t appear in Chen’s work. Thalteare established in the more general
framework, i.e. for a branching random walk with a randomiremment in time. The lack of the second
moment condition for the offspring distribution and thetftwat the exponential moment does not exist
necessarily for the displacements make the proof delitaa]ifficulty is overcome by a careful analysis
of martingale convergence using a truncating argument.ahlagysis is significantly more awkward due
to the appearance of the random environment.
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1 Introduction

The theory of branching random walk has been studied by mathoes. It plays an important role, and
is closely related to many problems arising in a variety gfleg probability setting, including branching
processes, multiplicative cascades, infinite particléesys, Quicksort algorithms and random fractals (see
e.g. [29/30]). For recent developments of the subject, ey and Shil[22], Shi[36], HU [21], Attia
and Barrall[4] and the references therein.

In the classical branching random walk, the point processdexed by the particles, formulated by
the number of its children and their displacements, haveeal fconstant distribution for all particles In
reality this distributions may vary from generation to gextion according to a random environment, just
as in the case of a branching process in random environmeeodirced in|[2| 3|, 37]. In other words, the
distributions themselves may be realizations of a sto@hpsbcess, rather than being fixed. This property
makes the model be closer to the reality compared to theicéhdsanching random walk. In this paper,
we shall consider such a model, callebranching random walk with a random environment in time

Different kinds of branching random walks in random enviramts have been introduced and studied in
the literature. Baillon, Clément, Greven and den Hollarjfg18] considered the case where the offspring
distribution of a particle situated atc Z¢ depends on a random environment indexed by the location
while the moving mechanism is controlled by a fixed deterstiniaw. Comets and Popav |12, 13] studied
the case where both the offspring distributions and the ngplaws depend on a random environment
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indexed by the location. In the model studied.in [9,/14| 23,388, the offspring distribution of a particle of
generatiom situated at € Z%(d > 1) depends on a random space-time environment indexdd-y.)},
while each particle performs a simple symmetric random walk-dimensional integer lattic&(d > 1).
The model that we study in this paper is different from thosationed above. It should also be mentioned
that recently another different kind of branching randontk&an time inhomogeneous environments has
been considered extensively, see e.g. Fang and Zeitoul {#16]), Zeitouni (2012/[41]) and Bovier and
Hartung(2014,[10]). The readers may refer to these astiztal references therein for more information.

Denote byZ, (-) the counting measure which counts the number of particlegenératiom situated
in a given set. For the classical branching random walk, araelimit theorem onZ,(-), first conjec-
tured by Harris (1963. [20]), was shown by Asmussen and Kefl876, [L| 25]), and then extended to
a general case by Klebaner (1982,/[26]) and Biggins (1999, flér a branching Wiener process, Révész
(1994,[34]) studied the convergence rates in the centrdt theorems and conjectured the exact conver-
gence rates, which were confirmed by Chen (2001,[11]). Kaiia (2012/[40]) gave an alternative proof
of Chen’s results under slightly stronger hypothesis. &&y Rosen and Shi (2005,[35]) obtained a large
time asymptotic expansion in the local limit theorem forraraing Wiener processes, generalizing Chen'’s
result.

The first objective of our present paper is to extend Chesltgto the branching random walk under
weaker moment conditions. In our results about the exaatergence rate in the central limit theorem and
the local limit theorem, the rate functions that we find imlgisome new terms which didn'tappear in Chen’s
paper [11]. In Chen’'s work, the second moment condition wsessiiged for the offspring distribution.
Although the setting we consider now is much more generauinresults the second moment condition
will be relaxed to a moment condition of the foffX (In* X)!+* < oo . It has been well known that in
branching random walks, such a relaxation is quite delicAtether interesting aspect is that we do not
assume the existence of exponential moments for the moawmgnthich holds automatically in the case of
the branching Wiener process. The lack of the second monoafitton (resp. the exponential moment
condition) for the offspring distribution (resp. the mogitaw) makes the proof delicate. The difficulty
will be overcome via a careful analysis of the convergens®aie associated martingales using truncating
arguments.

The second objective of our paper is to extend the resultsstdbtanching random walk with a random
environment in time. This model first appeared in Biggins Kggrianou (2004,1[8, Section 6]), where a
criterion was given for the non-degeneration of the limithef natural martingale; see also Kuhlbusch (2004,
[27]) for the equivalent form of the criterion on weighteghbching processes in random environment. For
Z,(+) and related quantities on this model, Liu (2007,[31]) syedkseveral limit theorems, including large
deviations theorems and a law of large numbers on the rigttparticle. In|[17], Gao, Liu and Wang
showed a central limit theorem on the counting meagiye) with appropriate norming. Here we study
the convergence rate in the central limit theorem and a lawitl theorem forZ,,(-). Compared with the
classical branching random walk, the approach is signifigamore difficult due to the appearance of the
random environment.

The article is organized as follows. In Sectidn 2, we givegomus description of the model and
introduce the basic assumptions and notation, then we flakenaur main results as Theorelns|2.3 2.4,
In Section 8, we introduce some notation and recall a theanenie Edgeworth expansions for sums of
independent random variables used in our proofs. We givprthe's of the main theorems in Sectldn 5 and
[6, respectively. Whilst Sectidi 4 will be devoted to the gsaaf the reminders.

2 Description of the model and the main results

2.1 Description of the model

We describe the model as follows ([17, 31 random environment in timg = (&,,) is formulated as

a sequence of random variables independent and identiglybuted with values in some measurable
spacg©, F). Each realization of,, corresponds to two probability distributions: the offsgyrdistribution
p(&n) = (po(&n),p1(&n),---)onN = {0, 1,-- -}, and the moving distributio&(¢,,) onRR. Without loss of
generality, we can takg, as coordinate functions defined on the product spéce F®) equipped with
the product law- of some probability law, on (O, F), which is invariant and ergodic under the usual shift
transformatior® onON: (&g, &1, -+ ) = (&1, &2, +).

When the environmergt = (&,,) is given, the process can be described as follows. It begitimia0



with one initial particleg of generatior() located atSy = 0 € R; at timel, it is replaced byN = Ny
new particleszi = i(1 < ¢ < N) of generatiorl, located atS; = Ly;(1 <i < N),whereN, Ly, Lo, - -
are mutually independend has the lawp(&y), and eachl; has the lawG(&p). In general, each particle
u = uy...u, Of generatiom is replaced at time. + 1 by V,, new particlesui(1 < i < N,,) of generation
n + 1, with displacementg ,,; (1 < ¢ < N,,), so that the-th child u: is located at

whereN,, L1, L2, - - - are mutually independeny,, has the law(&,,), and eachl.,,; has the same law
G(&,). By definition, given the environmegt the random variabled’, andL,,, indexed by all the finite
sequences of positive integers, are independent of each other.

For each realizatiog € O of the environment sequence, (&, G, P¢) be the probability space under
which the process is defined (when the environngeist fixed to the given realization). The probability
P, is usually calledquenched law The total probability space can be formulated as the priosip@ce
(ON x T, &N ® G,P), whereP = E(§: ® P¢) with &, the Dirac measure gtandE the expectation with
respect to the random varialgeso that for all measurable and positiyeefined orO" x I, we have

/ o, y)dP(z,y) = E / 9(E,9)dPe (y).
ONxI r

The total probabilityP is usually callecannealed law The quenched las; may be considered to be the
conditional probability of® given&. The expectation with respectowill still be denoted byE; there will
be no confusion for reason of consistence. The expectaiibrrespect tdP, will be denoted byE,.

Let T be the genealogical tree wifiV,, } as defining elements. By definition, we have: gaf T; (b)
ut € T impliesu € T; (c) if u € T, thenui € Tifandonly if1 <i < N,,. Let

T,={ueT:|u=n}
be the set of particles of generationwhere|u| denotes the length of the sequencand represents the
number of generation to whiclhbelongs.

2.2 Main results
Let Z, () be the counting measure of particles of generatiofor B C R,
Zn(B) =Y 15(S.).
ueT,

Then{Z,(R)} constitutes a branching process in a random environmeaig(ge [2/ B, 37]). Fon > 0,
let N,, (resp.L,) be a random variable with distributigrié,,) (resp.G(&,.)) under the lawPe, and define

mn:m(§n) :Egﬁn, Hn =mo---Mnp-1, HQ =1.

It is well known that the normalized sequence

1

constitutes a martingale with respect to the filtratiof, ) defined by
Fo=10,Q}, F,=0(( Ny :|u| <n), forn>1.

Throughout the paper, we shall always assume the follonamglitions:

1 -~ ~\ 1A
Elnmo >0 and E {—No(hﬁ NO) ] < o0, 2.1)
mo
where the value of > 0 is to be specified in the hypothesis of the theorems. Undeetibenditions,
the underlying branching proce§&,, (R)} is supercritical Z,,(R) — oo with positive probability, and the
limit
W =limW,

3



verifiesEWW = 1 andW > 0 almost surely (a.s.) on the explosion evéat, — oo} (cf. e.g. [3.38]).
Forn > 0, define

by =E¢Ly, o) =E¢(Ln —1,)", forv>2;
n—1 n—1
1
b, = Zlk’ 551”) = ZJ,(CV), forv >2, s, = (522))2.
k=0 k=0
We will need the following conditions on the motion of pakeis:

IP(limsup’Egeitio‘ < 1) >0 and E(|ZO|") < o0, (2.2)

[t] =00

where the value ofy > 1 is to be specified in the hypothesis of the theorems. The fysotiesis means
that Cramér’s condition about the characteristic functdL, holds with positive probability.
Let {NV:,} and{N, ,} be two sequences of random variables, defined respectiyely b

1 2 1 2
Nin =g > (Su—ty) and Ny, =siW, — T > (Su—tn)*.

™ ueT, " ueT,
We shall prove that they are martingales with respect to tiatfon (2,,) defined by
20 =4{0,9}, Dn=0(& Ny, Lyi 11> 1,|ul <n), forn>1.

More precisely,we have the following propositions.
Proposition 2.1. AssumeZ.T) andIE(ln* mo)1+A < oo for some\ > 1, andE(|E0|n) < oo for some
n > 2. Then the sequendéN, ,,, Z,,)} is a martingale and converges a.s.:

Vi = lim N;, exists a.s. irR.

n—oo

Proposition 2.2. AssumeZ.d)andE (In~ mo)lJFA < oo for somei > 2, andIE(|Eo|”) < oo for some
n > 4. Then the sequend¢N- ., Z,,)} is a martingale and converges a.s.:

Vo := lim Ny, exists a.s. irR.
n— o0
Our main results are the following two theorems. The firsbthen concerns the exact convergence rate
in the central limit theorem about the counting meastifewhile the second one is a local limit theorem.
We shall use the notation

Zp(t) = Zn((—00, 1)), ¢(t):\/%e—t2/2, @(t):/_ o(z)dz, teR.

Theorem 2.3. Assumd2.T)for some\ > 8, (2.2)for somen > 12 andEmg‘S < oo for somed > 0. Then
forall t € R,

ﬁ[nizn(en + snt) — @(t)W} U0 P as, (2.3)
where
oy = - OV (Eo?) (L= ) s) W

(Eag))1/2 6(Eay))3/2

Theorem 2.4. AssumdZ.T¥or some\ > 16, (2.2)for somey > 16 andEmy° < oo for somey > 0. Then
for any bounded measurable sétC R with Lebesgue measufd| > 0,

n \/27ran7len(A+€n)fW/ e % dg 27 u(A)  as, (2.4)
A




where
|A| c(A4)

8(Ec?)?

u(a) = 12

2Eo

. 1
withz 4 = W/ zdz and
A

5(Ec?)?

(A) =W E(0" —3(01)?) +4 (Bo@®)(Vi — TAW) — S B
90

Remark2.5. For a branching Wiener process, Theorémb 2.3 add 2.4 impiteeerems 3.1 and 3.2 of Chen
(2001,[11]) by relaxing the second moment condition use€hgn to the moment condition of the form
EX (In™ X)** < oo (cf. (2)). For a branching random walk with a constant ad@m environment, the
second terms iV (-) andu(-) are new: they did not appear in Chen’s results [11] for a HiamcWiener

process; the reason is that in the case of a Brownian motierm,a)varég) = 064) — 3(0&2))2 =0.

Remark2.6. As will be seen in the proof, if we assume an exponential mdroendition for the motion
law, then the moment condition on the underlying branchiegimanism can be weakened: in that case, we
only need to assume that> 3/2 in Theoreni2.B and > 4 in Theoreni2.4. In particular, for a branching
Wiener process, Theorem 2.3 (resp. Theokem 2.4 ) is valichwiBd) holds for some. > 3/2 (resp.
A>4).

Remark2.7. When the Cramér conditioﬁ(limsup‘tbm |Eeeitlo| < 1) > 0 fails, the situation is

different. Actually, while revising our manuscript we firttbt a lattice version (about a branching random
walk onZ in a constant environment, for which the preceding conditils) of Theoremg 213 and 2.4 has
been established very recentlyin/[19].

For simplicity and without loss of generality, hereafter always assume tha; = 0 (otherwise, we
only need to replacé,; by L,; — [,,) and hencé,, = 0. In the following, we will write K¢ for a constant
depending on the environment, whose value may vary frons liodines.

3 Notation and Preliminary results

In this section, we introduce some notation and importanbh@s which will be used in the sequel.

3.1 Notation
In addition to ther—fields.#,, and%,,, the followingo-fields will also be used:
Jo=1{0,Q}, A = (&, Nu,Lui sk <n,i>1,|ul <n)forn>1
For conditional probabilities and expectations, we write:
Pen() =Pe([Zn), Een() =Ec([Zn); Pu() =P(|0), Eal() = E([In);
Pez,() =Pc(|7n), Eez,() =Ee(-|Fn).

As usual, we selN* = {1,2,3,-- -} and denote by
U=Jm)"
n=0

the set of all finite sequences, whéhg")® = {@} contains the null sequence

For allu € U, let T(u) be the shifted tree of" at u with defining elementd N, }: we have 1)
@ € T(u), 2)vi € T(u) = v € T(u) and 3) ifv € T(u), thenvi € T(u) if and only if 1 < i < Ny,
DefineT,,(u) = {v € T(u) : |v| = n}. ThenT = T(&) andT,, = T,,(2).

For every integem > 0, let H,, be the Chebyshev-Hermite polynomial of degre€[33]):

(_1)k$m—2k

k\(m — 2k)12F° (1)



The first few Chebyshev-Hermite polynomials relevant tones a

Ho(z) =1,

Hy(z) = =,

Ho(z) = 2% — 1,

Hs(x) = 2® — 32,

Hy(z) = 2 — 62° + 3,

Hs(z) = ° — 102% + 15z

Hg(z) = 2% — 152* + 452% — 15

Hy(z) = 2" — 212° + 1052° — 105z,

Hg(x) = 2% — 282% 4 2102* — 42022 + 105.

Itis known that ([33]) : for every integen > 0

dm+1
D (1) = T (@) = (1) 6 () Hin ().

3.2 Two preliminary lemmas
We first give an elementary lemma which will be often used icti®a(4.

Lemma3.1. (a) Forx,y >0,

Int(z+y)<1l+InTz+nTy, In(1+2)<1+In"a. (3.2)

(b) Foreach\ > 0, there exists a constarif, > 0, such that

(In" )1 < Ky, 2 >0, (3.3)

(c) For each) > 0, the function
(In(e* + z))1** is concave forz > 0. (3.4)

Proof. Part (a) holds sincea™ (2 + y) < In" (2max{z,y}) <1+In" z +In" 3. Parts (b) and (c) can be
verified easily. O

We next present the Edgeworth expansion for sums of indegpgmandom variables, that we shall need
in Sectiong b and 6 to prove the main theorems. Let us reeathtrorem used in this paper obtained by Bai
and Zhao(1986! [5]), that generalizing the case for i.irtdl@n variables (cf.[33, P.159, Theorem 1]).

Let {X,} be independent random variables, s atisfying for gaghl

EX; = 0,E|X;|* < oo with some integek > 3. (3.5)

We write B2 = >°7_; EX and only consider the nontrivial cagk, > 0. Let,; be thev-order cumulant
of X; for eachj > 1. Write

)\V,n :n(yiz)/2B;UZ’YUja V:374"' ak;
j=1

Fem
n — ! -1 1/+2sq)(1/+25) m+2n
Qualr) = Y2 (-1) Hk' e
v Ko
Hy o . m+2,n
E)SEAEY ) (=)
where the summatiol, "is carried out over all nonnegative integer solutiohs . . ., k, ) of the equations:

k1+...+kl,:5 and k1+2k2+---+yk,,:l/.



Forl < j <nandx € R, define
Fu@) =P(B, 'YX, <w), u(t) = B,
j=1
_ (x) _ (x) _
Yoj = Xilix,i<Bays Zng = Xilgxgi<attlehy: Wy = Xi1(x;0> B, (42D}
The Edgeworth expansion theorem can be stated as follows.

Lemma 3.2([5]). Letn > 1 and X4,---,X,, be a sequence of independent random variables satisfying
(@8)and B,, > 0. Then for the integek > 3,

k—2 n
[Fnr) = (@) = 3 Qua)n ™| < 0(%){(1 )T B Y EIWL

j=1

1 ko1 N (@) |k+1 —k—1_ k(k+1)/2 1 - ‘ BN
(L lal) T B ST EIZS I+ (4 ) T2 (sup =S oy (0] + 52 )

n
j=1 [t126n " 55

1 = , .
whered,, = EB?Z(Z E|Y,;|*)~%, C(k) > 0is a constant depending only @n
j=1

4 Convergence of the martingale§(Ny ., Z,)} and {(Ns,., Z,,) }

Now we can proceed to prove the convergence of the two matésglefined in Sectidd 2.

4.1 Convergence of the martingal€ (N, ,,, )}

The fact that{(V1,,, Z,,) } is a martingale can be easily shown: it suffices to notice that

Ny
E&,an,n-ﬁ-l = E&,n( ! Z Su) = ! E&,n( Z Z(Su +Luz))

It €T 11 i1 wET, i=1
1 Ju
o 3 o S0 1)
1
= mnSu = Nl,n-

We shall prove the convergence of the martingale by showiagthe series

Z I, convergesa.s., withl,, = Ni 11 — Nip. (4.1)

n=1

To this end, we first establish a lemma. FoP 1 and|u| = n, set

N Ly
IR E AT w2
Mul Zm\ul

i=1

and Iet)A(n be a generic random variable &f,, i.e. )A(n has the same distribution withi,, (for |u| = n).
Recall thatV,, has the same distribution @§,, |u| = n.
We proceed the proof by proving the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Under the conditions of Propositién 2.1, we have

pu

mn

Ee| X, |(In* [ X)) < Ken ((hm)l+A + Ee—2(In* N,)"** 4 (In~ mn)1+)‘> , (4.3)

whereK is a constant.



Proof. Foru € T,,,

)

n mn

Zz Ly;
|x¢|S|sa|(1+~——) !

Int | X,| <2+ In"[S,| +In(1 + Ny/my,) +1In" | —

N 1+X
_)\(anr |Xu|)1+/\ < 21+)\ + (1n+ |Su|)1+/\ + (hl (1 + _U) ) + (IHJF
m

n

Hence we get that
8

47X (It X)) <Y T
=1
with
N, N,
I =28, (1 * _u) T2 = [Sul(n TS (1 " _u) ’
My, m

n

N, N\ O\ N,
Jg|su|(1+—><1n<1+—)> , J4|Su|<1+—>< +
My, s mnp

9l+X Ny (1n+|Su|)1+A Ny
= Lui7 = Lui7 = 1 ui7
R R ¥ )>
1| 1 D IEDY
= — Ly Ly .
e G )
Since

1 & ~ ~
3 il |a — q —
nh_)n;@ - E_l Ee|L;|? =E|L1]9 <00, ¢=1,2,
there exists a constafif; < oo depending only og such that fom > 1 and|u| = n,

Ee|Ln| < Ken, Ee|Su| < EelL;| < Ken, EelSul® =Y Ee|Ly|* < Ken. (4.4)
J=1 Jj=1
By the definition of the model$,,, N,, and L,,; are mutually independent und@¢. On the basis of the

above estimates, we have the following inequalities, wiérés a constant depending gnwhose value
may be different from lines to lines: for > 1 and|u| = n,

Ny
Eng = 21+)\E5|SU|E€ (1 + - ) < Kgn;

|ul

Eela < KaEe(|Sul? +[Sul) < Ken  (by B3);

Nu Nu 1+A
E€J3 SEflsuHEf (1+ ) (hl (1+—) )
M| o

B
< Ken (Kg + Eg—(hﬁ Nn)lJr)‘ + (111_ mn) H/\) :
m,

(o) ()
(1422 ) (e +TZ|LM| )]

=1

E§J4 < E§|Su| Eg

< (Ken)E¢

(by Jensen’s inequality und&g (-| N,,) using the concavity ofln(e* + x))1+*)



Z]EHLMI)) -

‘“|Z 1

= ez (1) (1 (s

< Ken | K, 1nn1+>‘+E —N In™ N, A +2(In" m, 1A
13 13 M)

< Ken(lnn)'™ 4 KenEe— N, (In* &)™
mny

+ Kgn(lnf mn)H_)\;
E§J5 21+)\E§|L | < Kgn
Ny

> Lu ZLM
=1

< (In(e* + Be|Su])) T Ee| L] < (In(Ken)) " Ken < Ken(In n)1+)‘;
N.
1 Ny (1A .
EeJ7 < Ee [m_n ;_1(1[125|Lui|)(1n (1+ m_n)) 1 (by the independence betweah andL,;)

1
EeJs = Ee(Int |S, ) T Ee

< Eg(ln(e 4+ |S |

u

< KenEe [ ! N,3* (1 + (In" N )M 4 (In~ mn)lﬂ)]

)1+A.

)

< Ken + KEnEg—Nn(ln"_ Nn)lJr)\ + Kgn(ln_ My,
My,
Ny 1+
(1n+ ’Z Lyi|+In~ mn) ]
14+
<(1n ’ZLM) + (In"m )1+A>]

ut

1
EeJs < Ee lm—

1 ]\7“

<KA—EE]ZLM +2\(In" m)m—E \ZLM (by @3)
1 2l 2 A 1421 2l
< K/\—Eg ZE§|LM| +2 ( mn) m—EgZEg L
i=1 =1

< Ken+ Ken(In™ my,) A

Hence we get that for > 1 and|u| = n,

~

Ny
Ee| X, |(InT | X, )T < Ken ((hm)l+A + Ee—

n

(1n+ Nn) T (In~ mn)lJ”\) . (45)

This gives[(4.B).
o

Proof of Propositioi ZJ1 We have already seen thgtV, ., Z,,)} is a martingale. We now prove its con-
vergence by showing the a.s. convergencg of,, (cf. (4.1)). Notice that

1
In = Nl,n+1 _Nl,n = H_n ; Xu

We shall use a truncating argument to prove the convergéete.

1
X; = Xu]‘{\Xu|§H\u\} andI,’l = H_ Z X{L

™ weT,

The following decomposition will play an important role:

an:Z 1) +Z (I, — Ee.z,10) +ZEg%In- (4.6)

n=0 n=0 n=0



We shall prove that each of the three series on the right higledcenverges a.s. To this end, let us first
prove that

oo

1 e + 1% \1+X
2 WEanl(ln |Xa)' " <o as. 4.7)
Sincelim,, o, InII,,/n = Elnmg > 0 a.s., for a given constaft< ¢; < EInm, and forn large enough,
In Hn > 517L,

so that, by Lemma4l1,

~

N,
~(In* N, D 4 (InT my, )T

n

1
(In1L,,) >

Ke 1

Bel Sl (n® 1800 < 25

[(hﬁ n)t 4 Eg

Observe that foh > 1,
< 1 N, .
E _E_"1+Nn1+)\ In~ n1+A
E:M[fmm )"+ (I ma)

— 1
Z Y {E— (In" No)"** + E(In~ m )H/\] < 00,

which implies that
Z i}\ [ —(In* N,)"* + (In~ mn)lJr)‘] < oo as.

Therefore[(4.7) holds.
For the first serie§ " ° (I, — I;) in (4.8), we observe that

Ee|l, — I,,| = — Z Xulyx,|>m,.}

n ueTy,

1
B {H— > ]Ef,%,(lXull{xupnn})}

n ueTy,

IN

= Ee(|Xnl1
- 1
= (InI,)™>

(1%>1.)

E£|Xn|(ln+ |Xn|)1+)\-

From this and[(4]7),

<> Eell — 1| < 0,
n=0

whenced_>° (I, — I})) converges a.s.
For the third serie " E¢ #, I, asE¢ #, I,, = 0, we have

Ee Y [Ee 7Dl = Be Y Bz, (In — I;)| < > Ee|l, — I| < oo,
n=0 n=0 n=0

so thaty_°  E¢ 7, I convergesa.s. It remains to prove that the second series

Z(I,’l — E¢ #,1)) converges a.s. (4.8)
n=0

By the a.s. convergence of &3 bounded martingale (see e.g./[15, P. 251, Ex. 4.9]), we oméyrio show
the convergence of the seri®3 - E¢ (I, — E¢,#,1},)*. Notice

2
1 1
Ee(I}, — Ee,7,1,,)* = Eg (H— (X - Ea%&i)) = B¢ (m > Ees (Xy - EE-,?TLX;)2>

" weT, u€T,,

10



1 ~
2 2
B¢z, X, = Ee (X 1{\)?n,|gnn})

1

Tz
 weT
g ()?21 - 1, ¢ + X2, 1, )
I, S\ RIS IR <e ) T ARSI} IR >e )
e™ 1 X200, (InIL,) (N

< — 4+ —FE:— —
M, TSR, (I [, ) -0+

—1-X

( because:(In x) is increasing for: > ¢?*)
et 1
=, (In1I,,) T+
Therefore by[(4]7), we see that = E¢(I], — E¢ #, 1)) < oo a.s.. This implies(4]8).
Combining the above results, we see that the sérds converges a.s., so thay ,, converges a.s. to

Ee| Xn|(In™ [ X)),

oo

Vi = Z(Nl.,nJrl = Niy) + N

n=1

4.2 Convergence of the martingalg (N, Z,,)}

To see tha{(Na,,, Z5,)} is a martingale, it suffices to notice that (remind that weehassumed,, = 0)

1
EenNopyr = Een(siyiWai1) —Een (H " > Sﬁ)
" UETy 41
1 Ju
_ 2 N2
= 52 W, — T u%; Egm(;(su + Lui) )
1 Ju
2 2 2
= W, — E¢ S 25.Ly; + L,
Sn-i—l HnJrl u; £, (Z_Zl( u + + uz))
1 S
_ 2 2 . 2
1 1

u€eT, u€T,

As in the case of (N1, %)}, we will prove the convergence of the martingdleVz ., Z,)} by
showing that

Z(NQ,RH — N,,,) converges a.s.,

n=1
following the same lines as before. For> 1 and|u| = n, we will still use the notatiorX,, and,,, but
this time they are defined by:

Ny

N, 1 2
X, =(S2-s2)(1 - = —§ <2>—L2.——Su§ Luyi 4.9
( u Sn)( mn) + mn 7(:1(0-71 ’U.l) mn i:1 ) ( )
1
In = N2,n+1 - N2,n - H_ g Xu (410)

n ueT,

Instead of LemmB&4l1, we have:

Lemma 4.2. For n > 1 and|u| = n, let X,, be a random variable with the common distributionof
defined by{{419), under the laf. If the conditions of Propositidn 2.2 holds, then

o~

. - N, - _
Ee| X, |(InT | X, )T < Ken? {Egm—(hﬁ N 4 (In7 my,) T+ 1. (4.11)

11



Proof. Observe that fofu| = n,

Ny

L S (0 - 12))
M "

i=1

N,

[Xu <lsp = Sal(1+ =)+ )|+ ISl

)

Z%
1
m Z(Ug) *Liz‘)

=1

N,
In*|X,| <2+In"|s SQ|+ln(1+—)+1 +

+1In* +1In" [ S,

2

Ny
672 (In* [ X)) < 259 4+ (In* [s2 — S2)1A o+ (in(1 + )1

n

N, 1+ N 14\
1 = 2 =

+ L @2 _ 72 +| 4 , + 1+
+@7m;m %O +@7%;%> + (0 [Su]) 1.

Therefore .

6_)\|Xu|(lnJr |XU|)1+>\ < ZKz
=1
with

N, N, 1+
Ky = |s2 — S2|(1 + - —) [QIJF)‘ + (111(1 + m—)) + <ln+

+ <ln+

Ko =197~ S0+ 2% (n* |52 - SE)H 4 (1 [,1)'2),

n

1
K= |- So(of?) — 12| [+ (' Jsd = 82 + ([,
Mp
=1
N.
1 = N, .\ 1+A
Ky = — (0P —L%,) (ln(l + m—)) ;
) N, ) N, 14X . N, 14X
1t (2 72 +| + (2 _ 72
KS - M i:1(0-n Luz) <ln M ZZlLuz ) + (hl M, lzzl(an Luz) ) )
N.
2 u
Ko = |— >  Lui||Sul [QHA + (In* |52 = S2)M A + (In* |5u|)1+k}’
mn .
1=1
N.
2 Ny 1A
K; =|— Lyi| |Sul{ In(1 + —) ,
Mn 3= Mn
5 Nu 5 N 14X LM 14X
i=1 i= i=1

Itis clear that[(4.4) remains valid here; similarly, we get
Eelo?) — L] = Belo?) — L3]* < Ken

(recall thatL,, is a random variable with the same distribution/as for any |u| = nandi > 1). By the
definition of the modelS,, N, and L,; are mutually independent undt. On the basis of the above
estimates, we have the following inequalities: fof= n

N 1+
N, Ny 12 e
2 2 u 1+ Nu A= (2 _ 12
EcKy < BelS: + s2[Eg(1+ 1) [2 +(ma+=4) <1n (2 + — E,l Eelo; Lml)>

n

12



N, 142
+ <ln (eA + mi ZE§|LM-|)> ] (by Jensen’s inequality und& (-|V,,))
" i=1

1+ 1+

< Ken [Kg + Eg%(hﬁ Nu) + (hrf mn) + (lnn)l"‘)‘ :

EeKo < 2(Ee|S,|?Te + |50 2T°) < Ken?;
N,
n
Beka < Be (- 3 Belof® — £2) (277 + (n(e? + Bels? — S2)™ + (n(e? + BelS.) )
mp <
i=1

< Ken(Inn)t

N, 1A
EeKy < Ken + KgnIEE—(ln(l +2m)
my,
N. 1A Nu 1+
EKs < (0 — 12)) ’ [(ln | ZLW ) (e - ))
=1 =1
2(In~ mp) 41
N,
1 2422
1 @ _
gK,\mnEngl( (ln }ZLU)
Ny 2
1
K\Ee— Y (0 —L2)| + Ken((In™ my)' ™ +1)  (by @3) andab < o® + 1)
mn .
=1

ui

} + Ken((In™ my,) ™ 1)

N
<@ Ka milEE [> B0l - 12)7] + m—Eg [Z Ee|L
" i=1
)

< Kgn((ln_ mp) P+ 1);
N,
2 u
EeKs <@ Eg(m— ZE5|LM|>E5 (AUl (1+ (10 [8,) 4 + (1 52)1 ) |
=1

<@ KenFe [|Sul> + |Su] + 52)| < Ken®s

N,
Ny y1+x 2 Qe

EcKy < Ee ((111(1 + —)) =3 E§|Lm-|> Ee|S,|
=1

my,
Nu 1+A _
< Ken? {Ef—(hﬁ Nu) + (In mn)l""\} :
my,
E¢Ks < Ken?((In~ m,,)'™ + 1) (similar reason as in the estimation f8¢Ks5).

Combining the above estimates, we get that
. N N, N 1A
Ee| X, |(In* | X ) < Ken? (Eg—(anr Nn) + (In™ mp) T+ 1) (4.12)
My

This ends the proof of Lemnia$4.2. O

Proof of Propositioi 22 The proof is almost the same as that of Proposfiioh 2.1: Wais# the decom-
position [4.6), but withl,, and X, defined by[(4.10) and{4.9), and Lemmmal4.2 instead of Lemniaad.1
prove that the serieEff:O(NMH — N3 ,,) converges a.s., yielding th&iV, ,,} converges a.s. to

oo

Vo = Z(NQ,n-H — Nay) + Naji.

n=1

13



5 Proof of TheoremZ.3

5.1 A key decomposition
Foru € (N*)k(k > 0) andn > 1, write for B C R,

Zn(u,B)= > 15(Suy — Su)-

vET, (u)

It can be easily seen that the law4f (u, B) underP, is the same as that ¢f,,(B) underFy:.. Define

Wy (u, B) = Z,(u, B)/IL,,(0%¢), W, (u,t) = W, (u, (—o0, 1)),
Wo(B) = Z,(B)/U,, Wy(t) = Wa((—00,1]).

By definition, we havdl,, (0%¢) = my - - mpyn_1, Zn(B) = Z,(2, B), Wo(B) = W,(2,B), W,, =
W, (R). The following decomposition will play a key role in our appcch: fork < n,

u€eTy,

Remark that by our definition, far € Ty,

Zn,k(u, B - Su) = Z ]'B(Suvl"'vn—k)

V1V K €Tk (u)

represents number of the descendants aff timen situated inB.
2

For eachn, we choose an integés, < n as follows. Let3 be a real number such thaiax { £, %} <

B < 1 and setk,, = [n”], the integral part ofi”. Then on the basis of (3.1), the following decomposition
will hold:

0,' Z,(spt) — ()W = A,, + B,, + C,, (5.2)
where
1
Ay = =— > W, (u, 50t — Su) = Be g, Wani, (1, 50t — Su)]
Hkn uETkn
1
By = - > B, Wik, (1, 50t — Su) — O(#)],
ki u€Ty
kTI,
Cn = (Wi, —W)B().

Here we remind that the random variabiés . (u, s,t — S,,) are independent of each other under the
conditional probabilityPe ;. .

5.2 Proof of Theorem 2.8

First, observe that the conditidbm,® < oo implies thatE (In~ mo)” < oo forall k > 0. So the
hypotheses of Propositions 2.1 4nd| 2.2 are satisfied unéeotiditions of Theorefin 2.3.
By virtue of the decompositiof (3.2), we shall divide thegfrimto three lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Under the hypothesis of Theorém]2.3,
ViA, == 0a.s. (5.3)
Lemma 5.2. Under the hypothesis of Theorém]2.3,
n—00 1 _3 1
VnB, 12 61E053> (Eol?)~3 (1 = 2)p(t)W — (Eol?) 2 () Vi a.s. (5.4)
Lemma 5.3. Under the hypothesis of Theorém]2.3,

VnC, === 0 as. (5.5)

14



Now we go to prove the lemmas subsequently.

Proof of Lemm&35I1For ease of notation, we define faf| = %,

Xn,u = n—kny (U7 Snt - Su) - Ef,kanfkn (’LL, Snt - Su)7 Xn,u = Xn,u1{|Xn7u\<Hkn}a

_ 1 _
A, = T > X

n u€Ty,,

Then we see thdfX,, ,,| < W,,_x, (u) + 1.
To prove Lemmasl1, we will use the extended Borel-Cantelfnima. We can obtain the required result
once we prove thate > 0,

> P, (VA > 2e) < o (5.6)
n=1
Notice that
13
Py (|4,] > 2—
o (An] > 2—2)
_ —_ — g — g
< Pr, (An # An) + Pr, (|An — B¢k, Anl > ﬁ) + P, (B¢ &, An| > %)-

We will proceed the proofin 3 steps.
Step 1 We first prove that

D Pr, (An # Ay) < 0. (5.7)

n=1
To this end, define
W* = sup W,

and we need the following result :
Lemma 5.4. ([28, Th. 1.2]) Assum@_T)for some\ > 0 and]Emg5 < oo for some > 0. Then
E(W* + 1)(In(W* + 1))* < c0. (5.8)
We observe that

Py, (An # Zn) < Z Py, (Xn,u # Ynu) = Z ]P)kn(|Xn,u| > Hkn)

u€Ty,, u€Ty,,
< 3 P (Wae, () +1 > 10y,
uETkn

— Wy, {rnP(Wn_kn +1> rn)]

=1,

< Wi, {E((ankn + 1)1{Wn,kn+12rn}):|

rn=Il,,

< Wi, {E((W* + 1)1{W*+1zrn})} -
Tn= kn

< WH(InTly, ) E(W* +1)(In(W* + 1))

< KeWn ™ ME(W* 4 1) (In(W* 4+ 1))*,

where the last inequality holds since

1
—InIl,, —» Elnmg > 0 a.s., (5.9)
n

andk, ~ n®. By the choice ofs and Lemm&a5l4, we obtain (5.7).
Step 2 We next prove thate > 0,

g

\/ﬁ) < 0. (5.10)

> Pr, ([An — Be g, Anl >

n=1

15



Take a constarit € (1, e®1"™0), Observe thatu € Ty, ,n > 1,

Bk, X2, = 2P, (| Xpu| > )do = 2/ 2Py, ([ Xnullix, <0, ) > z)dx
0 0
< 2/ Pr, ([Wop, () + 1] > 2)dz = 2/ TP W, + 1| > 2)da
0 0
g,
< 2/ 2ZP(W* 4+ 1 > z)dx
0
.,
< 2/ (In2) *EW* + 1)(In(W* 4+ 1)) dz + 9

bhn Iy,

(1nz)4dx+/

bkn

< 2E(W* 4 1)(In(W* 4 1))* (/ (In z))‘dz> +9
< 2E(W* 4 1)(In(W* 4 1)) (bF» + (IT;,, — b*)(ky, Inb) ™) + 9.

Then we have that

> — — €
Z]PknGAn — B¢, An| > —=)

n=1 \/ﬁ
Z Peg (A, —Ee g An| > —)
= ﬁk n f,kn n \/ﬁ
< E*QZnEkn II; ° Z Ef,knyi,u 22” I Z E. X
n=1 u€Ty,, u€Ty,,
— nW,
< ey T [PE(W + 1) (In(W + D)5 + (i, — 0 (ky Inb) ™) + 9]
n=1 kn
-2 * * * A - n kn > Y _9 * > n
26 W E(W™* + 1)(In(W* + 1) )(;H—nb +;n(k:n1nb) )+9g W ;ﬁ

By (5.9) and\8 > 2, the three series in the last expression above converge andkypothesis and hence

(5.1Q) is proved.
Step 3.0bserve

NG vn 1 -
< YR, |Fep Ayl = Y—FE; |— Ee o Xnu
< BBk, = B | UEXTE €k X,

Vn 1
= ?Ekn i Z (*Eﬁﬁannqul{lxn,u\ZHkn})’

" u€Ty,
< Z Eg,, ( (W) + Dlw, . (w+1>114, )
kn uETkn
nW,
= M {E(Wn—kn + 1)1{Wn7kn+127"n}:|
£ rn=Il,,

W+ N
< S VR[EW 4+ Dl s,

g ’I‘n:Hkn

wr Vn A
< —— EW*"+1)1 41
S LBV DA )
< KKEn%*WE(W* +1) InN(W* +1).
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Then by [5.9) andjs > 2, it follows that

> - 5
ZP""" <|E£,knAn| > —> < oQ.
n=1 \/ﬁ

Combining Steps 1-3, we obtain (5.6). Hence the lemma isqutov O

Proof of Lemm&35l]2 For ease of notation, set

B3 _ B3
2 n kn
Dut) = =£)6(t).  mn = grm—yam
Observe that
IBn = IBnl + IBnQ + IBn3 + IBn4; (511)
where

1 Spt— S Spt— S,
]B’n,l = — E&kan_kn (u, Snt — Su) — @(#) — K/l,nDl (#) ;
M, uezqr: ( (s7 — 3,012 (s5 —sz,)'/?
1 Spt — S,
B,y = — @<#> —®(t) |;
2 (2
1 Spt — Sy
IBn = nyey D —————— | — Dq(¢ ;
o 3 ((Gm) o)

' u€Ty,,

IBn4 = H17HD1 (t)Wkn .

Then the lemma will be proved once we show that

VnB, =22 0; (5.12)

VB 222 _(Bo(P) 2 6(t)Vi; (5.13)

VB =2 0; (5.14)
n oo 1 —_2

VB, T CEag” (Boy”) " Dy(t)W. (5.15)

We will prove these results subsequently.
We first provel(5.1R). The proof will mainly be based on thédfi@ing result about asymptotic expansion
of the distribution of the sum of independent random vagabl

Proposition 5.5. Under the hypothesis of Theoréml2.3, for &.e.

—
en = nt/? sup 2720.

zeR

n—1 Ek
k=kn v
]P)E <W S IE) — (I)(ZE) — K,l_’nDl(ZE)

Proof. Let X;, = 0for0 < k <k, —1landX, = Zk for k,, < k < n — 1. Then the random variables
{X}} are independent und@;. Denote byvy(-) the characteristic function aX: vy (t) := Ege®Xx,
Using the Markov inequality and LemrhaB.2, we obtain theofeihg result:

sup

n—1 Ek
k=kn < ac) — ®(x) — k1,0 D1(2)
xER

po( 2t
(257

n—1 n—1
~ 1 1
<KeQ (sn—st,) 70 > EelLj[* +n® | sup — (kn + > |Uj(t)|) +5-
[t >7 1 s n

Jj=kn

By our conditions on the environment, we know that

n—1
Tim n(s) —s7,)7> > EelLil* = E|Lo|*/(Eag”)”. (5.16)
j=kn

17



By (2.2), L,, satisfies
]P’(limsup lun (1)] < 1) > 0.

|t] =00

So there exists a constant < 1 depending o1, such that

sup |v,(t)] <e¢, and P(ec, <1)>0.
[t|>T

ThenEcy < 1. By the Birkhoff ergodic theorem, we have

sup (l "21 |vj(t)|) < lnilcj — Ec¢p < 1.
[t|>T nj:kn n et
Then forn large enough,
1 — 1\ o
|fi%ﬁ(kn+J; |Uj(t)|) + 5 =o(n™™), ¥Ym>0.

From [5.16) and(5.17), we get the conclusion of the projosit
From Propositiof 515, it is easy to see that
n—oo

Vn|Bui| < Wy, e, —— 0.

Hence[[(5.1IR) is proved.
We next prove[(5.13). Observe that

B2 = By + Brao + Bras + Bpog + Bios,

. 1 nt_Su nt_Su
Wi B =g 2 [‘P(W) o0 =000 3

" wET, n = Sk,
Bpo2 = HL"JTLUEZT,% [‘b(ﬁ) = ®(t) | 1(su/>kn>
Bpas = fn%n UEZ% (% - t) (L1550}
Bpos = W(Sn —(s2 — Sin)1/2)Wkn¢(t)t7
Bjas = m(ﬁ(tﬂvl,kn-

n

By Taylor’s formula and the choice @f andk,,, we get

2 ) 00 -0

€, =/ sup
ly|<kn n n
St —y 2
|y|§kn (Sn - Sk; )

n

Thus
|vVnBpa1| < Wi, &, —2 0.

We continue to prove that

n—00

ViBpos T2 0, y/nBpaz 2% 0.

This will follow from the facts:

1 n o0 1 n o0
H— Z |Su|1{|5u|>kn};>0 a.s; \/EH— Z 1{5u|>kn};0a.s.

™ ueTy,, " ueTy,,

18
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(5.17)

t)] l{lsulgkn}’

(5.18)

(5.19)

(5.20)



In order to provel(5.20), we firstly observe that

Z HL DA R

kn u€Tg,,

S DEENININS e R NI IS DETALED oY

n=1 n=1 n=1 7=0 n=1

Z\/_ Z L1015, 1>kn}
n u€Tk,,

00 oo oo kn—1 oo
=S VIRl Ly < VR TEIS [T <Y Vaks PN EBILT =Y nbka TR

n=1 n=1 n=1 7=0 n=1

The assumptions ofi, k,, andn ensure that the series in the right hand side of the abovexpessions
converge. Hence

Z Z|S|1{\S\>k}<oo Z\/_—Zl{\s\>k}<oo a.s.,

kn u€Ty,, " u€Ty,

which deduc€e[(5.20), and consequenily, (b.19) is proved.
By the Birkhoff ergodic theorem, we have

2
lim 22 = Eo(?, (5.21)

n—,oo M

whence by the choice gf < 1/4 and the conditions on the environment,

\/ﬁ Sin n— o0
VnBpos = 2 Sk V172 5 4 (52 = Si NE Wi, &(t)t —— 0. (5.22)

Due to Proposition 211 and{5J21), we conclude that
ViBpas 22 —(Eo(P)"2¢(t)Vh a.s. (5.23)

From [5.18),[(5.19)[(5.22) and (5]23), we derive (5.13).
Now we turn to the proof of(5.14).
According to the hypothesis of Theorém]2.3, it follows frdme Birkhoff ergodic theorem that

1
lm ki, = 6(1@062))*3/21@05)3). (5.24)

n—oo

—_— Di| ———— | — D1(t
a3 (G5 o)
St — S
Dl(#)—Dl(ﬂ
7 =27

2 1

o D Wisuskag H g Dl
" w€Ty,, " u€Ty,

The first term in the last expression above tends to 0 a.s[CB@)5and the second one tends to 0 a.s.

because the martinga{éV,,} converges and

Snt — vy
Di| =+ | —D:i(t)
((sg - Sgn)m)

Combining the above results, we obtdin (5.14).
It remains to prove(5.15), which is immediate frdm (5.24J éme factiv,, —— W.
So Lemma&k.R has been proved. O

Notice that

1415, 1<kn}-

sup 1720 0.

ly|<kn

19



Proof of Lemm&%5]3This lemma follows from the following result given in [24].
Proposition 5.6( [24] ). Assume the conditio®.1). Then
W -w, = o(nf/\) a.s.

By the choice of3 andk,,, we see that

1

V(W —Wy,) = o(nz ) 2224,

Now Theoreni 213 follows from the decompositién {5.2) and bead 5.1 -£53.

6 Proof of Theorem(Z.4

We will follow the similar procedure as in the proof of Theori2.3.

We remind that\, 7 > 16 in the current setting. Hereafter we will choasex{ 3, %} < B < Yandlet
k. = [n?] (the integral part of.”).

By (5.J), we have

V2rs, I Z, (A W/ exp{— }dac =Ain+ Ao+ Azp, (6.1)
with Al,n = SnH 1 Z ( u A-S,)— E&,kan—kn(uyA_Su));
u€Ty,,
22
Ao = I} Z ( wsnEe ko, Wi—k,, (u,A—Su)—/eXp{——Q}dac);
uETk A 2577,
22
Az = (Wi, —W)/ eXP{—Q—Q}dw-
A Sn

On basis of this decomposition, we shall divide the proofleédreni 2.4 into the following lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. Under the hypothesis of Theoréml2.4, a.s.
n—oo

nAy , —— 0. (6.2)
Lemma 6.2. Under the hypothesis of Theoréml2.4, a.s.

77/ oo — 1 — —
nhgp 222 (BolP) (2 V2+zAV1)|A|+§IEa(()3)(Eo(2)) 2(V17zAW)|A|
1
+ 5 (Bog?) PE(og” — 3(oy”))W 4| - (Eoé”) 3(Eog”)? WAl (6.3)

Lemma 6.3. Under the hypothesis of Theoréml|2.4, a.s.

n—oo

nA3,n > 0. (64)
Now we go to prove the lemmas subsequently.

Proof of Lemm&®&]1The proof of LemmaG&l1 follows the same procedure as that wirhd 5.1 with minor
changes in scaling. We omit the details. O

Proof of Lemma&]2We start the proof by introducing some notation: set

1 1
Fin =2 (55— 53,) 7250 = s7), kam = (55— 5, ) (s — 5P,
6 n 79 n
1 SEAD (2))2
— 2 2 —2 4 2
K3.n *ﬂ(sn — Skn) Zk (O'j - 3(O'j ) )
J=Fkn

20



Define forz € R,

Dy(x) = = Ha(2)$(x), Da(x) = —Hs(x)¢(x), Ds(x) = —Ha(x)¢(x),

8513) s Z?}:l ®) _ 105353
Ry(z) =— 125()6(571 —_ k2 ))9/2 s(z)o(z) — : kﬁg(;% Si )5],/2 o )H4($)¢($)
5513) _ 5(3) (2)
)R (0 )

144(5% sy )72
whereH,,, are Chebyshev-Hermite polynomials definedinl(3.1). We ogxise), ,, into 7 terms:
Aoy =Ao 1 + Ao o + Aoz + Ao pa + Ao s + Ao e + Ao nr, (6.5)

where

r— S,
Ay = V2mspII Y [Ef,kan—kn (u, A= S.) —/A (¢(m)
n k

u€Ty,, n
St () Rﬁ’(@%x—;%lﬂ)) & —dsf%nw?] ’

A27n2:H;ﬂluesz 1{\Su|§kn}/A [Wexp{—%}—exp{—% ]dﬂm
Ao 3 = (S\/ﬁlﬁ nS{}QH_l ue%; Lfisu)<kn }/AD (ﬁ)d%
Ag s = (f’iz nSSQH_l ue%; L4is, 1<k, }/AD <(s $S§731/2>d$7
A27n5(8n\/2_ﬂ-’i$81n/2 _1u€Z']1'k L{iSul<kn }/AD <ﬁ>d%
Ao = 2 n\/%sn)uzn 1uesz L4is, 1<k, }/AR; (#)d%
s = G 2 </A( (7= (@)

2

Su st \12
+ Z :‘iu,nD:, (W) — (1 — 52 ) ¢($/Sn))d$> 1{‘Su‘>kn}'
v=1 n

n

The lemma will follow once we prove that a.s.

nhgn1 50, (6.6)
nhg py 222 (]Ea((f))‘l(%vg +74V1)|A], (6.7)
W 725 SEo (Eof?) 2 (Vi — TaW) A, (6.8)
nlg a2 — 2 (Bol?)  (Eol?) WA, (6.9
nha s 205 L(Ea()2E(0f" — 3(o)2)W Al (6.10)
nAg ne —— 0, (6.11)
nhg nr —— 0. (6.12)

The proof of [6.6) is based on the following result on the gstatic expansion of the distribution of the
sum of independent random variables:
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Proposition 6.4. Under the hypothesis of Theoréml2.4, for &.e.

Ly,
k=ky, E
P (W : $> s =1 o)~ Bl 7

Proof. Let X, = 0for0 < k <k, —1landX; = Ek for k, < k < n — 1. Then the random variables
{X}} are independent undék. By Markov’s inequality and Lemnia3.2 we obtain the follogiresult:

n—1 E 3
Fe (ﬁ = x) — () - ; Ko Dy () — R ()

€En =" 3/2 sup
zeR

sup
zeR
1 1
<K¢} (s2—si,) ZE5|L| +nts sup — kr, —l—z:|vJ t3,
[t|>T 1
By our conditions on the environment, we know that
. 6 T 16 (2)\3
lim n?(sp — si,) Z Ee|Li|® = E|Lo|®/ (Ea{?)?. (6.13)
The required proposition concludes frdm (8.13) dnd (5.17). O

Using Proposition 614, we deduce that

n—00

|nA2,n1| S V 27T5nn7%Wkn€n — 0

and [6.6) is proved.
Next we turn to the proof of (617). Using Taylor's expansiowl ¢he boundedness of the skttogether
with the choice of5 andk,,, we get that

Sn (z —y)* x? 1 .
CEEREE exp{—m} — exp{—— = W(Sk" —y? + 2zy + o(1)),

uniformly for all |y| < k,, andz € A asn — oo. By the same arguments as in the proofof (5.20), we can
show that fom > 16, with 3, k,, chosen above,

nH;ﬂl Z 1{|Su\>kn} 27,0 and H;nl Z 531{|Su|>kn} 270 as. (6.14)
u€Ty,, u€Ty,,

Therefore as tends to infinity, we have a.s.

1 —1 2 2
N2 p2 = nmoAIHkn Z (sk, = Suw)L{IsuI<kn}

u€Ty,,
+2/$d$H Z Su 1{|S |<kn }+0( ))
A uETk
n
= N Al +2|AlzaN 1
2wz — ) 2 A 2ATAN L, o)

= (2E0) " (Ve +2T4VA)| Al + o(1),

which proves[(6l17).
To prove [6.8), we observe that

_ R1,nSn -1 (.Z‘ - Su)3 3(.17 - Su) _2525552)2)
Yoo = g et 2 sz |, (( PG osae)

u€Ty,, n
= Ao 31 + Ao nza + Ao n3s + Ao 34,

n
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with

K1.nS 1 (x—S,)?°> ~ e

_ non — U 252 —53 ) .

Aonz1 = (s2 — 52 )1/2Hkn § : 1{|Su|§kn}/ € b da;
n kn u€Ty, A

A . K1,nSn H_l 1 3(1' - Su) 1 72((: 5222) da:
2,n32 = W kn Z {1Sul<kn} N (5721_5%")1/2 —e€ X

’IJ,ETk
_ R1 nsn 71 .
Az pn3z = — (2 = S 1/2 Z / 1/2dx
Sn ue’]I‘k
K1 nSn 3(1' — Su)
Agnzs = 7 ) 51l Z (s |>kn }/ 7z
(s2 —s2 )V " (s2 —s3 )1/

Itis clear that

n"ﬁl,nsn 3 n—o00
n|Aa n3i| < m /A(|x| + k) daW;,, —— 0 a.s,
n<en 3 n o0 —
n|Ag n32| < %/ (|| 4 kn)3daWry, 272 0 a.s. (1—e %<z, forz > 0),
(Sn - Skn) A 2
n(S%g) - 5](:;)) n _
Mhanss = i A, ~Tali,)

n—00 1

LN IEJ(3) (Eoo)~2(Vi — ZaW)|A] ass,

3TLI€11nSn _ -
7’L|A2,n34| < 7(52 78% )(/A |$|d1‘Hkn1 Z 1{\Su|>kn} + |A|Hkn1 Z |SU|1{|Su|>kn}

uGTkn ue’]l‘k.n

27, 0 a.s.( by (5.20),

whence[(&.B) follows.
By the Birkhoff ergodic theorem, we see that

lim —_2nSn (IE083))2 . NK3nSe E(O’é3) 7 3(0(()2))2)

, lim =
nvoo (s3 =83 )2 7(Ee(P)3’ noeo (sf - 83 )12 24(Eo$?)2

n n

Elementary calculus shows that, uniformly fof < &

. T —y v (z —y)? n—c0
for>1 S A — — d 0a.s.
=" /A<< Y )1/2> eXP( 2<s,%—sin>> v xS

(z — 9)2 n— 00
and /Aexp( 352 = Sin) dx 1a.s.
Combining (6.1%)[{6.15)(6.16) arld (6117), we ded{ice)(@@ [6.10).
By the Birkhoff ergodic theorem and the definition®f,, () and¢(z), we see that

1
| = (n3/2

sup |R;, (x
z€R

whence[(&.11) follows.

Finally becauséAs ,,7| is bounded by, - H,;nl D uety 1{|8u>k,) (6.14) implies[(6.IP).
So the required resulf(8.3) follows from (6.6)=(8.12).

Proof of Lemm&G6]3By Propositio 5.6 , under our assumption, we have
W -w, = o(nf/\) a.s.
By the choice off andk,,, we see that

n—o0

n2 (W — Wy, ) = o(n2 =) 22,
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