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CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR A DRIVEN PARTICLE IN A
RANDOM MEDIUM WITH MASS AGGREGATION
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Abstract

We establish central limit theorems for the position and velocity of the charged particle
in the mechanical particle model introduced in [1].
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1 Introduction

We revisit the 1d mechanical particle model introduced in [1], where we have a charged particle
initially standing at the origin, subjected to an electric field, in an environment of initially
standing neutral particles of unit mass. Each neutral particle has randomly either an elastic
nature or an inelastic nature. With the first kind of neutral particle, the charged particle collides
in a totally elastic fashion. And the collisions of the charged particle with the second kind of
neutral particle is totally inelastic. The neutral particles do not interact amongst themselves.
Both kinds of neutral particles are initially randomly placed in space.

In [1], a law of large numbers was proved for the instantaneous velocity of the charged parti-
cle. In this article, we derive central limit theorems for both the position and the instantaneous
velocity of that particle, in a sense completing the result of |1]; see Final Remarks of [1].

Our approch is similar to that of [1], namely, we first prove CLT’s for the corresponding
objects of a modified process, where there are no recollisions. The results for the original process
are established by showing that the differences between the actual and modified quantities are
negligible in the relevant scales.
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2 The Model and Results

We consider a system of infinitely many point like particles in the non-negative real semi-axis
[0,00). At time O the system is static, every particle has velocity 0. There is a distinguished
particle of mass 2 initially at the origin; we will call it the tracer particle (t.p.) (referred to
before as the charged particle). The remaining particles (referred to before as neutral particles)
have mass 1[] Let {&}ien denote a family of i.i.d. positive random variables, with an absolutely
continuous distribution, and finite mean E&; = p < oo, representing the initial interparticle
distances. In this way, S; = & + - + &; denotes the position of the i-th particle initially in
front of the t.p. at time 0. Moreover, given a parameter p € (0, 1], and a family {7;},en of
i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables with success probability p, we say that the i-th particle is
sticky if n; = 1 and is elastic if n; = 0. We assume {¢; };en and {n; }ien to be independent of one
another.

A constant positive force F' is turned on at time 0, and kept on. It acts solely on the
tracer particle, producing in it an accelerated motion to the right. Collisions will thus take
place in the system; we assume they occur only when involving the t.p., and suppose that
all other particles do not interact among themselves. If at an instant ¢ > 0, the t.p. collides
with a sticky particle, then this is a perfectly inelastic collision, meaning that, upon collision,
momentum is conserved and the energy of the two particle system is minimum, which in turn
means that the t.p. incorporates the sticky particle, along with its mass, and the new velocity
of the t.p. becomes (immediately after time )

M,
= V,
M, +1 "

V(th) (2.1)
where V; and M; are respectively the velocity and mass of t.p. at time ¢. However, if the
t.p. collides with an elastic particle which is moving at velocity v at the time of the collision,
say t, then we have a perfectly elastic collision, where energy and momentum are preserved,
and in this case, immediately after time ¢, the t.p. and the elastic particle velocities become,
respectively,

M, —1 9

) = v, d

V) = ittt
, oM, M, —1

v =

M1 M1 (22)
where V, and M; are as above.

Fort > 0, let V; and @); denote the velocity and position of the t.p. at time ¢, respectively. As
argued in 1], the stochastic process (V;, Q)s>0 is well defined — see the discussion at the end of
Section 2 of [1]; in particular there a.s. are no multiple collisions or infinitely many recollisions
in finite time intervals —, and is determined by {&;,n; ; i € N}. Therefore we consider the
product sample space Q2 = {(0, 00) x {0, 1}}N, and the usual product Borel o-algebra, and the
product probability measure P := [];5[Pe, ® P,,], where for i > 1, P, and P,, denote the

!The distinction of the initial mass of the t.p. with respect to the other particles, absent in [1], is for
convenience only; any positive initial mass for the t.p. would not change our results, but values 1 or below
would require unimportant complications in our arguments.



probability measures of & and 7;. We will make repeatedly make use of the notation

& =& — W, i =1 —p.

From [1], we know that P-almost surely, the velocity of the t.p. converges to a(n explicit)
limit. More precisely, we have the following result.

Theorem 1. The stochastic process (Vi, Q¢)i>0 s such that

Fp

- P— a.s.

lim V, =
t—o0
From now on we denote the limit velocity 1/ F /(2 — p) by VL. The purpose of this paper is

to show that the velocity V; and position ); of the tracer particle satisfy central limit theorems.
Our main results are as follows (where "==-" denotes convergence in distribution).

Theorem 2. Let Var(§,) = 0? < co. Then, ast — oo,

Q—tVy

2
7 Ny,

where o4 > 0.

Theorem 3. Let Var(§)) = 0% < oo. Then, ast — oo,
\/g(‘/t - VL) = N(Oa 012))7

where o, > 0.

3 Central Limit Theorems in a Modified Process

As mentioned in the Introduction, we first prove central limit theorem analogues of Theorems
and 3 for a modified process in which, when an elastic particle collides with the t.p., the elastic
particle is annihilated and disappears from the system, and the velocity of the t.p. changes
according to the formula (2.2]), while collisions between the t.p. and sticky particles remain as
in the original model. We denote the modified stochastic process by (V (t), Q(t)):0, where V (t)
and Q(t) are respectively the velocity and position of the t.p. in the modified system at time t.

In the modified model, for ¢ > 1, the t.p. collides with the i-th particle only in the initial
position of the latter particle, given by S;; let us denote the instant when that collision occurs
by t;, i.e., Q(t;) = S;. In this way, we can compute the i—th collision incoming and outgoing
velocities V (;) and V (}), respectively, as follows. First note that, according the formulas (Z1])
and (2.2)), we have the following relations

(a) V() = v2<fr_1>+%;
w v = v |G



where M(t;) =2+ -1 n;.
Iterating this relations, we get for i = 1,2,..., that

ey _ o | 2FG M(tk>+<m—1>>2
V3(tS) = = < — : 3.1
&) ]2231 M(tj)kl;[j M(ty) +1 (3.1)
In [1], it is proved that, almost surely,

t—o00

Let us at this point set some notation. Given two random sequences { X, },en and {Y;, }nen,
we write X,, = O(Y,,) if there almost surely exists C' > 0, which may be a (proper) random
variabe, but does not depend on n, such that |X,| < CY, for every n € N. And we say
X, = o(Y,) if X,,/Y,, almost surely converges to 0 as n — co. For simplicity, along the rest of
the paper we denote M (f;) by M;. Notice that M; = 2 and M; = 2+ Yo mp, i > 2.

To obtain the central limit theorems for the modified process, we start with an estimate for
the random term

M D))
=—H Mt (e =) ) oo iandieN, (3.2)
Jk] M, +1

Given ¢ > 0, for each m € N we define the event

i

Ape= {Xivj € ((1 — 5)p7, (1+ 5)—) . V(i,7) such that m < j < z} : (3.3)

where ¢ :=2(2—p)/p.

Lemma 3.1. Let X;; be as in (B.2), and A, as in (33), where € > 0 is otherwise arbitrary.
Then we have that
lim P(A,.) =1

m—ro0

Proof. We first Taylor-expand the logarithm to write

E Myt (g — 1) : ( 2—%)
TeT VR 2 2% log (1 —
,g( M, + 1 P Z::Og Mo+ 1

- el eg [ o (S (3 ) bes

Given § > 0, m € N, let B, = {M; € (1 —8)pj, (1 +6)pj), Vj > m}. It follows from the Law
of Large Numbers that P(B%) — 1 a.s. as m — oo. In B, we have

s 2_77k> il (2 ’/]k) 4 s 1
L < N 3.5
,;<Mk+1 kz::l M+ 1 p2(1—5)2k§m/{:2 > (3:5)




Note also that

‘ 1 ‘ 1 1 il 1
,;MkJrl_Z:;(MkH pk> [ZE_/jde o

k

i

1
—dzx. .
. T (3.6)

Clearly the second term at the right-hand side of (B.6]) goes to 0 as j and 7 goes to infinity.
Let now C,, = {\M] +1—jp| < 5%3, V5 > m} . It follows from Law of the Iterated Logarithm
that lim,, ,o P(Cp,) = 1. In B%, N C,, we have

s 1 1 ! 1 1 1 | My, + 1 — kp|
R < - ||+
o <Mk+1 pk‘)’ - Z <Mk+1 pk‘)’ p(1 - Z k2

k m
L +i L . (3.7)
- Mk—l—l pk k‘4/3 '
We also write . - . . . o
Mk _ Mk
_ e 3.8
,;Mkﬂ 2{”’“(]\@“ pkﬂ 2k (38)

We may apply Kolmogorov’s Two-series Theorem to obtain that Y32, 7x/k converges a.s., and
proceeding as in the estimation leading to (3.7]), we may conclude that the first term in the
right-hand side of (B.8) is also convergent in the event B2, N C,,.

To conclude, due to (34), (35), (36), (37) and [B.8)), taking 6 > 0 sufficient small and m
sufficient large, we have that, in the event B N C,,,

kli[. <%>2 € (1+e)exp {—C /jz %dm} : (3.9)

Recalling now the definition of X;; and A,,. in (3:2) and (B3]), respectively, we have that
(B39) implies that BS, N C,, C A, and the result follows. O

We now turn our attention to S, — t,V}, for which we will prove a central limit theorem,
as a step to establish Theorem [2, as follows.

Proposition 3.1. Let Var(§) = 0% < oo. Then, as n — oo,

Sn - EnvL

T — N(0,562), (3.10)

q

where 64 > 0.

The proof of this result consists of a number of steps which take most of this section.

From elementary physics relations, the time taken for the t.p. to go from S;_; to .S; is given

v -vEry) % (VE) -VE) 2
F/M; 26,F/M; V) + VL)




Thus, we may write

V) + V(E,) - 2vL>]
i=1 L V() + V()
o (VER) )] L (V) - V)
S X Veva | A (o)) e
Note that _ _
Vit) —V(E) _ 25 . (3.12)
V) +VEL) M (V) + V()

Since V/(t;) + V/(t,) converges to the constant 2V, the Law of Large Numbers and (3.12)

imply that
N (t:) — V(. , )) (" §2>
= =0 U 3.13
Sl (Farve) o (&S 1)
Let Sy =0and S, = 3% €2, k > 1. Assuming E£? < oo, we have that
1 &2 1“5,-—5-_1 1 =S S*n
SN N2 e =o(1). 3.14
ngz \/ﬁ; i Z z+1 n3/2 o1) (3.14)
Noticing that V (t;) = V(£ ) + 2F¢; (V(EZ) + V(fj_l)) /M;, we find that
V(ti) -V _ V(L) -V n V() -V V() - VL}
V(t:) + V(t) 2VL V(t:) + V(ty) 2VL
Vi) -v,  (VED -V (2ve-2V@E)  ar
— + - . (3.15)
2V, 2V, (V(&:) + V(L)) 2V M;

n &i ‘_/( 2——1)_VL
2 2v<(ti>:v<t:1>) B
z &(vw‘-/g—v) (z[ & (7 VL”)W(;Sj). (3.16)

Proceeding in an analogous way, we obtain that

&(VE) - Vi) &-(V(fr_m—v,-f)
Z Vi 2V}

i=1

(znj[ (Vi VL)D. (3.17)

i=1 i=1

To simplify notation, for each i € N, we henceforth denote V (;) simply by V;. The following
lemma will be useful now; we postpone its proof till the end of this section.
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Lemma 3.2. Let Var(¢;) = 0% < oo and let ¢ > 0. The velocities {Vi}ien are such that
Vi — Vi = o(1/i'%7¢). In particular,

%g [5@' (‘_/z‘—1 - VL)Q} =o(1).

By (BII) to (3I7) and Lemma B2 in order to establish Proposition Bl it is enough to
show that as n — oo

Z& — VE) = N(0,52), (3.18)

for some &, > 0; we then of course have 6, = G,/(2V7). For that, the strategy we will follow
is to expand the expression on the left of (B.I8) into several terms, one of which depends only
on the interparticle distances {&;}ien, another one depending only on the stickiness indicator
random variables {1 }ren; for each of those terms we can apply Lindeberg-Feller’s Central Limit
Theorem; upon showing that the remaining terms are negligible, the result follows.

Recalling that ¢ = 2(2 —p)/p, B1) and ([B.2)), we start with

il [£2+1 VL2>] =

i j(—l
%Z fz’+1jz::1 <€sz',j - —)

- pi¢

L2 o5 [&H (_. S <%><_1 _ /01 x<—1dx)] . (3.19)

7j=1

The term on the left of expression within parentheses in the second term on the right hand side
of (319)) is a Riemann sum for the term to its right; we conclude that the full expression within
parenthesis on the right hand side of (3:I9)) is an O(1/i), and we may thus conclude that the
second term on the right-hand side of (819) is an o(1), and proceed by dropping that term and
focusing on the first term, which we write as follows.

2F j<—1> B
\/ﬁ; 514—1]21(5] i . ]—

Hopic

A
€Z+1]21 (5] g pi )

2F §o 1
S ol (BT

21]1

2F

=V, + W,. (3.20)

Now writing
i -1
> (6% —nd) - ey (-2
j=1 p
V,, given in (3:20) becomes

2OF B i jC—l
Vo= 7 ; iv1 Z (iji,j - Mp7>] =

2F i O | - i 1
\/— Z Z €Z+1§JXZJ + ;; Z [€i+1 Z (Xi,j(w) - j—)
i=1 j=1

i=1j=1 plc

= Vi + Van (3.21)




We will show in Lemmas and 3.7 below that Vi, and V5, are negligible.
Analogously, W,, given in (3.20) becomes

:_uii@x._,,ﬁ):
n \/— — j<N g pZC
2F
f“ZZ@Xw

i=175=1

F/J,2 n 1 j(—l
RN

= Wl,n + Wg,n, (322)
and Wi, is further broken down into

2F,u

Wl,n = ZZ&J i,J

Zl_]l

2F,u j = 2F,u g1
- Byl My g (x- L)
i=1j=1 i=1j=1

= Wg,n + W4,n. (323)

One may readily verify the conditions of Lindeberg-Feller’s CLT to obtain

Lemma 3.3. Let Var(§;) = 0? < 0o. For1 < j<n, setaj, = j""! PO Z% Then, asn — oo,

2Fu
W3,n \/—Zajngj :>N( )
h w = Ltho
where o " o
In Lemma [3.§ below we show that W, is negligible.
Let us now focus on W,,,. To alleviate notation, for each 1 < 5 <14, set

i Mk+(77k—1)>2 i 2 — Nk
Yi; =log <— =2) log (1 — ) , (3.24)
e (5 2

M +1

thus X;; = €*% /M;, and therefore,

i=1j5=1 pZC
2F 2 I & 1 1Y) ¢ 2Fu> L& 1 1 i<
S8 RS )
vn S L\M; o pj i vn oo L\M; pj i
okl (%)
— 62']___ :Zn+Z7n+Z,n 325
NG ;Fl o i< 1, 2 3 ( )

Lemma 3.4. 75, as defined in (3.29), is an o(1).
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Proof. Note that, as defined in (3.24)) and (3:25]),

2F 12

22| = Z;le K pj) <er . §>H

2F,u2"i[j< 1 1| i ]
< | — = ||V + ¢ [ =dx||. 3.26
\/ﬁ;;ﬂ%— pill"™ i (3:26)
For each 7 > j > 1, we define .
Rij=Yi;+¢ [ aldw. (3.27)
J

It follows from (3.26)) that

I K Ty¢1 1
Zogl =0 | =D |5 |— — —||Ri,l| | - 2
| 2,7l| O(\/ﬁ221]:1 [ZC ]\4‘7 p]||R17]|]) (3 8)

As we see in ([B4) and [324), R;; can be written as
(- L 2-p L L2\’
R, = /:zldx—Q + 2 + O ( ) =
7 Cj Z-Mk“‘l Z-Mk“—l (Z_: M, +1

l/ dx_ Z( M+1>+ Z[Mﬁl p(l{;—ni)—i-?)]—l—
o (S i o

k=j

One readily checks by elementary deterministic estimation that for all ¢ > 57 > 1, |R | can
be bounded above by 1/j.

Let now 0 < 6 < 1/4 be fixed. The Law of Large Numbers and the Law of the Iterated
Logarithm, there a.s. exists jo € N such that |RZ(2 |, |R | and |R | are bounded above by
1/5Y27% for every i > j > jo.

To study |R§74;-)|, we apply Hoeffding’s Inequality to obtain, for every ¢ > j > 1,

P( 1/12 5)§exp{ /(1262 _i)_’_?)))} (3.30)

We next apply a variation of Lévy’s Maximal Inequality, namely Proposition 1.1.2 in [2], com-

i

Mk
D ey e

k=j




bined with ([B.30), to get that

P | max
127

! Mk
>
kz:;p(k:—l)+3

3 . 3
172 5) = Jlim P (}?ﬂ}% 172 5)
< li P > 1
- 3711—)11(;10]1’2%}% Z — ]_ +3 1/2 0

1-2 1
< 3exp {—2/ (j 5];:; CCEE 3)2) }(.3.31)

Since the latter term is summable, we conclude that almost surely exists jo € N such that
|R(4 | < 3/41/%79 for every i > j > jo. Collecting all the bounds, we find that a.s.

Nk
kz;p(k:—l)+3

|Rij| < |RM|+---+|RP)| < 3/ (3.32)

for every ¢ > j sufficiently large. Recalling that M; = 2 + Z{;ll 7;, we have, as consequence
of the Law of the Iterated Logarithm and the Law of Large Numbers, that |1/M; —1/(pj)| =
0(1/53/%79) and the result follows from (3.28). O

It follows from (B.31]) that R;; is uniformly bounded in 7, j by a proper random variable.
We may thus write

- L] B

i=1j=1 1=1j=1
2F 112 ' 2F ' N
= = Z}Z‘i ( I~ 2;21—1%2 ) = 24+ Zsp (3.33)
7 7 ? J

Since, almost surely, for every ¢ > j sufficiently large, we have the bound |R | + |R | <
1/7%/3, it follows that
2F,u

ZZ[ — (B + R )120(1).

7,1]1

Considering only the term RE? of R;; in (3.29), its contribution to 73, in (B.33) is

P (e ) 5o

' ¢
ZZ ka AZ) i ] +o(l)=~Z1,,+o(1), (3.34)

i=1 k=1

where Z ,, is defined in (3.25). We may remark at this point that combining (3.34) and (3.25])
drops Z; , out of the overall computation.

2F 12
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Let us now estimate the contribution of R to Z3,, in (8.33), recalling that M, = 24Kty

and setting M, = — 21:1 :

4F/i JC ! Z Mk Mk
21]1 Mk"—l p(k—1)+3
4FM LT T Mj,—1 AF 2 ' ! e My—1
; +
1[# S TS| S aE k| ,§<p<k—1>+3>2

= Zsu+ Zom. (3.35)

sy [‘7( 5 <p<2k_ﬂ_4f>_i3 (=53]

i=17=1
Let us fix 0 < o < 1/2; the Law of the Iterated Logarithm and the Law of Large Numbers
give us that
T Mj,—1 1 1 /1
‘p(k—1)+3<Mk+1 p(/{:—l)+3>‘_0<k2‘°‘)'

Since 0 < a < 1/2, it follows that Zs,, = o(1).
We will study the asymptotic behavior of Zs n in Lemma

We now estimate the contribution of R to Z3,, in (3.33):

4Fu2nzl Clzlnk
2 n i—1 1.¢-1
L sz.—ﬁlmLo(l) =: Zyn+o(1). (3.36)

By a routine verification of the conditions of the Lindeberg-Feller CLT we get the following

result.
Lemma 3.5. Asn — oo

4F,u2 n i— 1k’< 1
n :>./\[
& Cpf;,; e 0.02),

where o, = 4F,u2,/%.

Let us now estimate Z3,, in ([833). From (332) it readily follows that

pvn i3 ) ¢
and thus Zs,, = o(1).
So far we have argued that
7 Z (6 (V2= VR = (Wan + Zuw) + (Vi + Vo + Wi + Zs.0) +0(1)
=1
(3.37)

= G,+ H,+o0(1),

11



where W3 ., Wy, Zyn, Vin, Vo and Zs, are defined, respectively, in (3.23), (3.36]), (3:21)) and
(335). By the independence of Ws,, and Z,,, we have by Lemmas and that G,, =
N(0,52), where 57 = o2, + 2. To establish (3I8), it is then enough to show that H, = o(1),
which we do in the following lemmas, one for each of the constituents of H,,.

Lemma 3.6. Assume Var(&;) = 0? < oo. Then Vi, = o(1).

Proof. First fix 6 > 0. Given ¢ > 0, Lemma [31] states that exists m € N such that
P(A;,.) < e/2. Recall the definition of X;; in (8.2), and that {X;;, i > j > 1} and {&, }nen
are independent.

> 5)

(5

It follows from definition of A,,. in (B3] that X; 14, . < (1+¢)[5¢/(pi¢)] for all i > j > m.
Using this and by Markov’s Inequality, we get that the first term on the right of ([B38) is
bounded above by

(3.38)

wlm

> 6) <P (| NG ZZ&H&XulAm

i=1j=1

\/— Z Z €Z+l§] 2%

i=1j=1

ZZEg (X21 ) (1"‘52 4ii 2(2
52 z—l—l Am 252 =

i=17=1 =1

= o(1).

Since 0 > 0 and £ > 0 are arbitrary, the combination of this inequality and (3.38) yields the
result. O

Lemma 3.7. Assume Var(¢;) = 0% < co. Then Vo, = o(1).

Proof. Arguing similarly as in the proof of Lemma [3.6] given § > 0 and € > 0, we have that m
large enough

P(%g{@ﬂi( ;:)] >5) <
&+1Z< j;_1> 1Am5] >5) +

p ( 3
and since |X; j(w) — j<71/(pi®)|1a,.. < (571 /(pi¢) for all i > j > m, we get that the first
term on the right of (3:39)) is bounded above by

IE(&H)zE(jZ; <Xi’j(w) ];Z:)l )2]

0.2 n -1
< L E

S

(3.39)

N ™

1 n
5o

i=1

7

>

J=1

X jC
m’(w) - pT

as soon as n is large enough, and the result follows upon substitution in ([3:39), since 6 and ¢
are arbitrary. O
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Lemma 3.8. Assume Var(¢;) = 0% < co. Then Wy, = o(1).

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma [3.7] O
Lemma 3.9. Assume Var(¢;) = 0% < co. Then Zs, = o(1).

Proof. Changing the order of summation, we find that Z5,, equals constant times

1 & -
— > Lyl Mp—1,
k=1

where Ly, = 1?12 Z;‘?Zl jc_l) ( A Z%), which is bounded above by constant times % uniformly
in 7 and n. Now by Markov:

const "1 const 1 &L 1
Z— ~-> =

k:M’“—52 k

P (|Zsn| > 0) <
k=1 n5

— o(1), (3.40)

and we are done. O
We still owe a proof for Lemma 3.2l

Proof of Lemma[32. Since V2 —VE = (V; = V)(Vi+ V) and almost surely V; converges to V,
to prove the first claim is enough to show that (V.2 — V?2) = 0(1/i'/?7¢). We write

: 2Fu (v .
2F ) [€Xi4) - —/ at!
=1 pJo

VE-Vp

i j(—l
s o2
j=1

pi¢

QT[]

The second term on the right-hand side of this equation is an O(1/i). We break down the
first term as follows

i et

-1 i ¢
2FZ£J +2FZ£J< w—]pT>+2FMZ<Xi,j—]—.>. (3.41)
j=1

pic

Setting Sy = 0 and Sy, := X | &, k € N, we write the first term on the right of (341)) as

£ [6 -5 - £ (- S & ey

pzf ot pic pic pi

where the last equality follows by the Law of the Iterated Logarithm.
Analogously, we write the second term on the right of (3:41]) as

S[gj(Xi,j ”HMZ{ (‘7“) —j€?1>1+§i<xi,i—%>. (3.42)

ot pi pi¢

Recalling (3.2]), one readily checks that that |X;; — X; ;1| = O (| X, 1]/(M; +1)). Given
e > 0, by Lemma B we a.s. find an m € N such that |X; ;41| < (14 ¢)(j + 1)¢71/(pi®) for
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every i > 7 > m. Therefore, again by the Law of Large Numbers and the Law of the Iterated
Logarithm, the three terms on (B.42)) are o(1/i'/%27¢).
To deal with the third and last term on the right of (341]), we may proceed similarly as in

the analysis of Wy, above — recall (8:22), (3:25)), (327) and (3:33). We write

J J
Xi'__. == -\ ;7 T
;l ! p#] ;LC <Mj pj
1

[ (-3 e o]+ Sl (o] 0o

Mj b

In the proof of Lemma 3.4, we have shown that almost surely, for ¢ > j sufficiently large,
|R; ;| < 1/7%27¢ and we also argued that (1/M; — 1/(pj)) = o(1/5%/>7¢). Using this estimates,
we readly get that each of the terms on the right hand side of (3.43) is an o(1/i'/27¢), for
0 < € < 1/4, and thus, so is the left hand side of (8:43), and we are done with the first claim
of the lemma.

To argue the last claim of the lemma, note that

%i[&(wl—wﬂ = < ZZI 26)
B ()

where the last equality holds by the hypothesis that & has finite second moment and the Two
Series Theorem, and we are done. O

Proceeding analogously as in the proof of Proposition [B.1], similarly breaking down the
relevant quantities, we may also obtain a central limit theorem for the velocity of the t.p. on
the modified process (at collision times), namely

Proposition 3.2. Let Var(§,) = 0? < co. Then, as n — oo,
Vi (Vi = Vi) = N(0,62),

where &, > 0.

4 Central Limit Theorem for the Original Process

In this section, we prove our main results.

4.1 Proof of Theorem

For each, i € N, let ¢; be the instant when the t.p. collides for the first time with the initial
i—th particle in the line; more precisely, t; is such that Q(¢;) = S;. It is enough to show a CLT
along (t;), and for that it suffices to establish a version of Proposition Bl with barred quantities
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replaced by respective unbarred quantities, which ammounts to replacing t, by ¢, in (BI0),
namely showing that (S, —t,V.)/v/n = N(0,57). Theorem Plreadily follows with ol = %62.
We use Proposition 3.1l and a comparison between ¢; and ¢; to conclude our proof. Due to

Proposition [3.1] it is enough to argue that

'n _ (1), (4.1)

Let s1, s9,... be the instants when the t.p. recollides with a moving elastic particle, whose
velocities will be, respectively, denoted by vy, vs, . ... As follows from the remarks in the Intro-
duction on the fact that the dynamics is a.s. well defined — see paragraph right below (2.2I)
— these sequences are well defined, and sq, so, . .. has no limit points. We also recall that, for
each [ € N, V(s;) and V(s]") denote the velocities of the t.p. immediately before and at the
[-th recollision, respectively.

For each 7 € N we define

AG) =Y [Vs)=VsH)] and ()= > [V(s)-wul.  (42)

s1€[tj-1,t5] s1€[tj—1,t5]

As follows from what has been pointed out in the above paragraph, these sums are a.s. well
defined and consist of finitely many terms.

Let v : [0, 00) — R denote the function that associates the position x to the velocity of the
t.p. at z, that is, v(z) = V(Q'(z)). We analogously define v : [0,00) — R for the modified
process. We have that

A LI z = o(n'/?
/0 <vx @(93)) d (%),
d

()
and due to convergence of v(z) and v(x), it is enough to argue that

/OSJ (1_)2(1') - 1)2(;1;')) dr = 0(711/2).

Torricelli’s equation, (Z1)), (Z2) and (£2), give us that, for each i € N, at position z €
[Si—la Sz)a

+ Y (VA - VAsD) . (43)

51€[Si—1,x)

AT (—M’“ + (e = ”)2

i1

~2 2

vi(r) —v(z) = )
= Py Mg +1

Therefore, we have the following upper bound

/OS# (172(I) — 1)2(33)) dz < Z &S (A(j) ﬁ <%>2)

+ Z EAG).  (4.4)



Turning back to (2.2), we have that,

M(s;) -1, 2 ) _ 2(V(sj) —vy)

Vi(sj) = V(s) = Vi(s;) — (M(Sj> V() + M(s) +17 M(s;) + 1

And therefore, again by the fact that V(-) is convergent, recalling (£.2]), we have that

A(j) =0<A;j(‘i)1>;

moreover, recalling (3.2), we have that

8 et (a1 (552 )

i=1 k=j
O (
By Lemma B.1],

i[méé(j)xm}=i[6<j>§@+lxi,j]= (Z{ 4125’*1])-

i=j

+ zn:gu-lA(i +1) =

=1

M=

o,

Ly Gndlit 1)) . (45)

= 1+ 1

Since E€? < oo, Borel-Cantelli lemma readily implies that for every € > 0, P(§,41 > ey/n i.0.) =
0. Thus,

and also i
2 &d(i+ 1) -
SHITVP T A 1)
S oy H)
By Lemma [ we are done, since € > 0 is arbitrary.

Lemma 4.1. Let 6(j) as defined in ([E2]). Almost surely,

ié(j) < 00. (4.6)

Proof. This result is already contained more or less explicitly in [1], in the argument to prove
Theorem [l — see discussion on page 803 of [1]. For completeness and simplicity, circularity
notwithstanding, we present an argument relying on Theorem [l directly.

There a.s. exists a time T such that there are no recollisions with standing particles met
by the t.p. after Ty. This is because at large times, the velocity of the t.p. is close enough to
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Vy, and its mass close enough to infinity, so that new collisions with standing elastic particles
will give them velocity roughly 2V}, and thus they will be thence unreachable by the t.p. This
means that we have only finitely many particles that recollide with the t.p.

We may also conclude by an elementary reasoning using Theorem [I] that if a particle collides
infinitely often with the t.p., then its velocity may never exceed V. Let uq, uo,... denote the
recollision times with such a particle, and v(uq),v(ug), ..., its velocity at such times, respec-
tively. As we can deduce from (2.2)), v(u;41) > V(u;); thus,

i[v(“z —v(w)] < Z v(uig1) — v(w)] < Vi, (4.7)

and (4.0) follows. O

4.2 Proof of Theorem [3

By Proposition 3.2, and the convergences of both V, and V,,, and after similar considerations
as at the beginning of Subsection 1], we find that it is enough to prove that

Vi (V2 =V2) = o(1) (4.8)

(so that in the end we get that Theorem [ holds with o} = #-67).
Recalling (4.3]), we have that
1 i-1 2
‘ My + (e — 1)
A e TR T 2
@1l < My + 1

‘/2_‘/2:1—)2(Sn)_2}2(571):%2::1 Il + A(n).

Proceeding similarly as in the proof of Theorem [2, we find that
77 d(n+1)
VZ-VZ) = :
V(=) = (\FZ b |+
By Lemma 1], given € > 0, there almost surely exists j, € N such that >

VS 0] < ek S+ T

J>jo

d(j) < €/2. Thus,

Jj2Jjo

for n sufficiently large. Lemma [.1] implies that d(n) = o(1). Since € > 0 is arbitrary, (L8]
follows.
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