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A SHARP ASYMPTOTICS OF THE PARTITION FUNCTION FOR THE
COLLAPSED INTERACTING PARTIALLY DIRECTED SELF-AVOIDING
WALK

ALEXANDRE LEGRAND AND NICOLAS PETRELIS

ABSTRACT. In the present paper, we investigate the collapsed phase of the interacting
partially-directed self-avoiding walk (IPDSAW) that was introduced in Zwanzig and Lau-
ritzen (1968). We provide sharp asymptotics of the partition function inside the collapsed
phase, proving rigorously a conjecture formulated in Guttmann (2015) and Owczarek et
al. (1993). As a by-product of our result, we obtain that, inside the collapsed phase, a
typical IPDSAW trajectory is made of a unique macroscopic bead, consisting of a con-
catenation of long vertical stretches of alternating signs, outside which only finitely many
monomers are lying.

NOTATIONS

Let (ar)r<1 and (br)r<1 be two sequences of positive numbers. We will write

ap bL if lim aL/bL = 1.
L—o0 L—o0
We will also write (const.) to denote generic positive constant whose value may change

from line to line.

1. INTRODUCTION

Identifying the behavior of the partition function of a lattice polymer model is in general a
challenging question that sparked interest in both the physical and mathematical literature.
In a recent survey [7], some polymer models are reviewed that have in common that their
partition functions is of the form

QL ~ Butpi’L? (1.1)

L—oo

where B, i, 1,0, g are real constants depending on the coupling parameters of the model.
Among these model, the Interacting Partially Directed Self-Avoiding Walk (referred to
under the acronym IPDSAW) which accounts for an homopolymer dipped in a poor (i.e.,
repulsive) solvent is conjectured to satisfy (1.1) inside its collapsed phase. To be more
specific, based on numerics displayed in [7] and in [9] (with simulations up to size L = 6000),
the values of o and g are conjectured to be 1/2 and —3/4. In an earlier paper [4, Theorem
2.1], analytic expressions where displayed for p and p; while o was proven to be 1/2. In
the present paper, we give a full proof of (1.1) for the IPDSAW in its collapsed phase, in
particular we prove that g = —3/4 and give an analytic expression of B.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 60K35; Secondary 82B41.

Key words and phrases. Polymer collapse, large deviations, random walk representation, local limit
theorem.

Acknowledgements. The authors thanks the Centre Henri Lebesgue ANR-11-LABX-0020-01 for creating
an attractive mathematical environment.



ASYMPTOTICS OF THE PARTITION FUNCTION OF THE COLLAPSED IPDSAW 2

FIGURE 1. Representation of an IPDSAW trajectory with length L = 48 and
horizontal extension N = 17. Its self-touchings are shown in red.

1.1. Model. The IPDSAW was initially introduced in [12]. The spatial configurations of
the polymer are modeled by the trajectories of a self-avoiding random walk on Z? that only
takes unitary steps upwards, downwards and to the right (see Fig. 1). To take into account
the monomer-solvent interactions, one considers that, when dipped in a poor solvent, the
monomers try to exclude the solvent and therefore attract one another. For this reason, any
non-consecutive vertices of the walk though adjacent on the lattice are called self-touchings
(see Fig. 1) and the interactions between monomers are taken into account by assigning an
energetic reward 8 > 0 to the polymer for each self-touching.

It is convenient to represent the configurations of the model as families of oriented vertical
stretches separated by horizontal steps. To be more specific, for a polymer made of L € N
monomers, the set of allowed path is Qf, := Ujf(,zl Ly, where Ly 1, consists of all families
made of N vertical stretches that have a total length L — N, that is

ng = {0= ()X, €2V SN [l + N = L}, (1.2)

With this representation, the modulus of a given stretch corresponds to the number of
monomers constituting this stretch (and the sign gives the direction upwards or downwards).
For convenience, we require every configuration to end with an horizontal step, and we note
that any two consecutive vertical stretches are separated by a step placed horizontally. The
latter explains why 25:1 |€,] must equal L — N in order for £ = (¢;)¥, to be associated
with a polymer made of L monomers (see Fig. 1).

As mentioned above, the attraction between monomers is taken into account in the
Hamiltonian associated with each path ¢ € Qp, by rewarding energetically those pairs of
consecutive stretches with opposite directions, i.e.,

Hypg(ly,...,¢n)=p Zf;f (bn, A lns1), (1.3)

where

~ z| A if zy <0,
{H |yl y (1.4)

TNy =
y 0 otherwise.

One can already note that large Hamiltonians will be assigned to trajectories made of few
but long vertical stretches with alternating signs. Such paths will be referred to as collapsed
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configurations. With the Hamiltonian in hand we can define the polymer measure as

eHL,ﬁ(Z)

Prp(t) = , ey, (1.5)

AN

where Z, g is the partition function of the model, i.e.,

L
Zrp=_ Y, efsl) (1.6)

N=1¢eLln,

2. MAIN RESULTS

The IPDSAW undergoes a collapse transition at some . > 0 (see [9] or [8, Theorem 1.3])
dividing [0, 00) into an extended phase £ := [0, ;) and a collapsed phase C := [f., c0). Note
that, when the monomer-monomer attraction is switched off (8 = 0), a typical configura-
tion (sampled from Pr, g) has an horizontal extension O(L) since, roughly speaking, every
step has a positive probability (bounded from below) to be horizontal. In the extended
phase, the interaction intensity S is not yet strong enough to bring this typical horizontal
extension from O(L) to o(L). Inside the collapsed phase, in turn, the interaction intensity
is large enough to change dramatically the geometric features of a typical trajectory, which
roughly looks like a compact ball with an horizontal extension o(L). The asymptotics of
(Z18)L>1 are displayed and proven in [4, Theorem 2.1 (1) and (2)] for the extended phase
and at criticality (8 = (.). Inside the collapsed phase, although the exponential terms
of the partition function growth rate were identified via upper and lower bounds (see [4,
Theorem 2.1 (iii)|), a full proof of such asymptotics was missing. We close this gap with
Theorem 2.1 below, by identifying the polynomial prefactor. This improvement relies on
a sharp local limit theorem displayed in Proposition 4.5 for some random walk in a large
deviation regime (more precisely it is constrained to be positive, cover a large area and end
in 0).

Let us settle some notations that are required to state Theorem 2.1. For 8 > 0 we let
Ps be the following discrete Laplace probability law on Z:

B

|k —B/2

e 2 _B 1+e

Ps(-=k) = - 7 Cﬁ;zze 2|klzm7 (2.1)
G kEZ

and we denote by £(h) the logarithmic moment generating function of Z a random variable
of law Pg, i.e.,

L(h) :=logEg[e"?],  he(-5,0). (2.2)

Moreover, f3. is the unique positive solution to the equation z—g =1 (see |8, Theorem 1.3|).

We define below the escape probability of a certain class of drifted random walks and we
display the exponential decay rate of the probability that some random walk trajectories
enclose an atypically large area.

Tilting and excape probability. For |h| < §/2 we let P, be the probability law on Z defined
by perturbing Pg as
dPy,

_ hk—L(h) 7. 2.
P, (k)=e ke (2.3)
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For h € (0,/2), we consider a random walk X := (X;);en such that Xo = 0 and whose

increments (X; — X;_1)ien are i.i.d. with law Py, (i.e., with a positive drift). We denote by
x(h) the probability that X never returns to the lower half plan, that is

e2h — 1

/i(h) = Ph(Xl >0, Vie N) = m,

(2.4)
where the second identity will be proven in Lemma 5.13.

Rate function for the area of a positive excursion. We let G : (—f, ) — R be defined as

1
G(h) ::/0 L(h(3 —x))dz, for he(=5,7). (2.5)

We will prove in Lemma 5.3 that G’ is a C! diffeomorphism from (-4, 3) to R and we let
q € R — h? be its inverse function. Considering X := (X;);en a random walk starting from
the origin, whose increments (X; — X;_1);en are 1.i.d. with law Pg, we denote by An(X)
(or Ax when there is no risk of confusion) the algebraic area enclosed by X up to time N,
ie.,
AN(X) =X1+---4+ Xp. (2.6)
We will prove in Proposition 4.5 below that, for ¢ € [0,00) N %, the exponential decay
rate of the event {Ay = ¢N?, Xy =0,X; > 0,1 <i< N — 1} is given by J: (0,00) — R
taking value

¥(q) = qh? = G(h7), for g€ (0,00). (2.7)
At this stage, we define a positive constant that depends on # and ¢ > 0 as
1 hay\2
Chq = — w(1)7, (2.8)
B.a 27r19(h‘1)% (2)

where ¥ : h € (—5/2,8/2) — R takes value

9(h) = /01 Lz — 1)] do /01 (e — 1]de — [/01 oLz - Vde| . (29)

Theorem 2.1. For any 8 > B, one has

Ks  814+G(ap)VT
Ls Y TaAC : (2.10)
with
Gl — e =2
G(x) .—xloge—ﬁ—fcw(w ), x>0, (2.11)
and N
ag = argmax{G(x): z €]0, co[}, (2.12)
and
2v/2m C,B 02 ewl(a/?)
Kg = B (2.13)

[(1 + e_ﬂ)earccosh(e_5/2 cosh(B)) _— 66/2(1 - 6_6)]2 a2

2 é’//(aﬁ”l/Q :
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Theorem 2.1 is proven in Section 4. The proof will require to decompose a trajectory
into a succession of beads that are sub-trajectories made of non-zero vertical stretches of
alternating signs. Inside the collapsed phase, an issue raised by physicists was to understand
whether a typical trajectory contains a unique macroscopic bead or not. Thus, for every
¢ € Qp, we let Ny be its horizontal extension (i.e., £ € Ly, 1) and also [I;max(£)] be the length
of its largest bead, i.e.,

[Imax(€)] :=max { Y7 1+ [6]: 1 <u<v< Ny, liliy1 <0 Vu<i<ov—1}. (2.14)

With [2, Thm. C] it is known that a typical trajectory indeed contains a unique macroscopic
bead, and that at most (log L)* monomers lay outside this large bead. We improve this
result with the following theorem, by showing that only finitely many monomers are to be
found outside the unique macroscopic bead.

Theorem 2.2. For any 3 > f.,

lim liminf Py, g(|Imax(¢)| = L — k) = 1. (2.15)

k—oo L—oo

QOutline of the paper. With Section 3 below, we introduce some mathematical tools of par-
ticular importance for the rest of the paper. Thus, in Section 3.1 we define rigorously the set
containing the single-bead trajectories. Such beads allow us to decompose any paths in Qf,
into sub-trajectories that are not interacting with each other. Under the polymer measure,
the cumulated lengths of those beads form a renewal process which will be of key importance
throughout the paper. Section 3.2 is dedicated to the random walk representation of the
model, that was introduced initially in [8] and provides a probabilistic expression for every
partition function introduced in the paper. In Section 4 we prove Theorem 2.1 subject to
Proposition 4.1 which gives sharp asymptotics for those partition functions associated with
single bead trajectories. Proposition 4.1 is proven afterwards subject to Proposition 4.5,
which is the main feature of this paper since it strongly improves previous estimates (such
as |2, Prop. 2.4-2.5]) by providing an equivalent to the probability that a random walk
X = (Xz)f\i o of law Py describes a positive excursion, ends up at 0 and encloses an area
gN? for ¢ > 0. The proof of Proposition 4.5 is divided into 4 steps, displayed in Section
5 after we introduce a tilted law for the random walk X in such a way that the event
{AN(X) = q¢N?, Xy = 0} becomes typical. Note that Steps 3 and 4 from Section 5 require
local limit estimates which are displayed in Appendix A, and Proposition 5.4 is proven in
Appendix B. Finally, Theorem 2.2 is proven in Section 6 by using mostly the asymptotics
provided by Theorem 2.1.

3. PREPARATIONS

3.1. One bead trajectories and renewal structure. Let L € N and denote by €27 the
subset of )7 gathering those single-bead trajectories, i.e., trajectories made of non-zero

vertical stretches that alternate orientations. Thus, we set {27 = Ux/j 1L, with

N
Liy = {(ei)iN:1 €zZN: 3 |l =L—N, filis <0 V1<i< N}. (3.1)
=1
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We also denote by Z; 3 the partition function restricted to those trajectories in Q7 i.e.,

L/2
Zpg=>_ > 0 (3.2)
N=1(eLy |

In order to decompose a general trajectory into single-bead subpaths, we need to deal with
the zero-length vertical stretches. This has to be done in such a way that the decomposition
gives rise to a true renewal structure, namely that the realization of a single-bead trajectory
has no influence on the value of the partition function associated with the next bead. To
that aim, we will integrate the zero-length stretches at the beginning of beads and for that
we define Q° the set of extended beads as

Q°=J 97 (3.3)
L>2

where ﬁf is the subset of €2, gathering those trajectories which may or may not start with
a sequence of zero-length stretches and form subsequently a unique bead, i.e.,

L—2
So Ao,k
Q= J 9 (3.4)
k=0
with
000 = {eng;£1>0} (3.5)
Ot ={eeu: N> kb= =6,=0,(6)5 " €0p ) ke{l . L2}

We recall (3.2) and (3.4) and the partition function restricted to those trajectories in ﬁz

becomes:

R L—2 1

Zipi= ) {2 k=0 ZL5 + Likem Zf—k:,ﬁ]- (3.6)

k=0

Note that, in the definition of ﬁz’ Oin (3.5) the sign of ¢; is prescribed because if an extended
bead does not start with a zero-length stretch, then the sign of its first stretch must be
the same as that of the last stretch of the preceding bead;hence the factor % in (3.6) (see
Fig. 2). Of course this latter restriction does not apply to the very first extended bead of

a trajectory and this is why we define
L—2
ZPg= Y Zf 1z (3.7)
k=0
For convenience, we define 27 the subset of {17, containing those trajectories ending with
a non-zero stretch, i.e.,
QE = {KGQL: eNé%O}. (3.8)
At this stage we can decompose a given trajectory ¢ € Q7 into extended beads by cutting

the trajectory at times (Tj)?(:% defined as 79 = 0 and for j € N such that 7;,_1 < N,

Tj=max {s > 7j_1: (li)i=14r,_, € Q° or (=li)iz14r;_, € ﬁo} (3.9)
Then n(£) is the number of beads composing ¢ and satisfies 7,,(;) = Ny, thus

(=08 with Bji=(lr_yi1,....0r), (3.10)
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FIGURE 2. Decomposition of an IPDSAW trajectory into beads. The first bead
of the decomposition may start with a stretch with any sign, whereas 2nd, 4th and
5th beads start with non-zero stretches with constrained signs, and the 3rd bead
starts with two zero-length stretches. Notice that the last vertical stretch of this
trajectory is non-zero, so it lies in Z .

where ® denotes the concatenation. We also set Xy = 0 and for j € {1,...,n,}, we denote
by X;—X;_1 the number of steps (or monomers) that the j-th bead is made of (also referred
to as total length of the bead), that is,

./fj—%jfl:7']'—ijl+|f-rj71+1|+"'+’€-,—j|, je{l, ..., ng}. (3.11)
The set X := {0,%1,...,%X,,} contains the cumulated lengths of the beads forming ¢, in
particular X,, = L.

Remark 3.1. Note that a trajectory £ € Q0 \ f may also be decomposed into extended
beads as in (3.9-3.11). The only difference is that the very last bead is followed by a
sequence of zero-length vertical stretches, i.e., X,, = L —k for some k € {1,..., L} and the
last k vertical stretches in ¢ have zero-length.

By using this bead-decomposition we can rewrite Z; 3 the partition function restricted
to §1f as
L)2

Zchﬁ - Z Z Zf,ﬁ(”(é) =rX—-Xi1=1%,V1<i < r)
r=1t 4+t =L

L/2 r
= > Zisll Z; > (3.12)
r=1t1 4 ttr=L =2

where for D C Qf, we denote by Zf 5(D) the partition function restricted to D (see Fig. 2).

3.2. Probabilistic representation. The aim of this section is to give a probabilistic ex-
pression of the partition function Z; 5 and to use it subsequently to provide closed expres-

~ —

sion of the generating functions associated with (ZLOﬁ)LZQ and with (ZE’B)LZQ.

We recall the definition of Pg in (2.1) and for x € Z we denote by Pg, the law of a
random walk X := (Xj;);>0 starting from x (i.e., X9 = x) and such that (X;1; — X;)i>o is
an i.i.d. sequence of random variables with law Pg. In the case = 0, we will omit the
z-dependance of Pg, when there is no risk of confusion. We also recall from (2.6) that
Ap defines the algebraic area enclosed in-between a random walk trajectory and the z-axis
after IV steps.
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Recall (3.1) and (3.2), and let us now briefly remind the transformation that allows us to
give a probabilistic representation of Z 5 (we refer to [3| for a review on the recent progress
made on IPDSAW by using probabilistic tools). First, note that for x,y € Z one can write
v Ay =2%(lz|+ |yl — |z +y|). By using the latter equality to compute the Hamiltonian
(recall (1.3)), we may rewrite (3.2) as

L/2 N

N
Zrp= Z Z €xp (/BZMN’_%ZMR"‘&H-ID
n=1 n=0

N=1 (eLy,

lo=tn11=0
L/2 N exp (—§|€ + L1
I ca\ N 5 1tn n+1
=cse™ > (3)" > 11 - : (3.13)
N=1 teLy,, n=0 g
80:£N+1:0

Henceforth, for convenience, we will assume that any ¢ € L5 ; satisfies £y = {11 = 0. At

this stage, we denote by Bj(, the set of those N-step integer-valued random walk trajectories,
starting and ending at 0 and remaining positive in-between, i.e.,

Bl = {(z) g € ZN: Xo=Xy=0,X;>0 YO<i<N}. (3.14)
It remains to notice that the application
Ty :{l€ Ly t1>0} = {(z) N} € By, Av(z)=L— N}
()isg" = (=1 (3.15)
is a one-to-one correspondence, and that for £ € L ; the increments of Ty(f) are in
modulus equal to (|£;—1 + €)X, Therefore, set s := c5/e” and (3.13) becomes

L/2
Zpge Pt =2¢5 Y T Py(X € Bf,,, An(X) =L~ N) (3.16)
N=1

where the factor 2 in the r.h.s. in (3.16) is required to take into account those £ € L, |
satisfying ¢ < 0.

With the next Lemma, we provide an expression of the generating functions >, <, A]f 3 2L

and ZL22 ZLO,,B 2l at z = e7P. This is needed to determine Kg in Theorem 2.1.
Lemma 3.2. For g > 0,
2P

0(B) =) Zige ™ ="
L>2

52 (B) == Z ZLOB e AL = 6’8025 T8 (3.17)
L>2

with rg := Eg [1{X1>0} Lix,—0} (T'3)?] where p :=inf{i > 1: X; < 0}. Moreover,
{ +00 if B < B,
rg =

1—e B — e—g—i-arccosh(e—ﬂ/Q cosh(ﬂ)) Zfﬁ > 50 ‘ (318)
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Proof. We recall (3.16) and we start by computing

D Zigeh=2c5 Y T3 Y Pa(X € By, Av(X) =L~ N)

L>2 N>1 L>2N
20y YTV Pa(X € BY,))
N>1
=2¢ 1. (3.19)

Then, we use (3.6) to write

L—2
. ! . .
Y Zige =3 [2 Lik=0y ZL, + Likeny ZL—k,B}
L>2 L>2 k=0

1 o o0
I g S
L>2 k=1 t=2
1 e P _ o
= (5 1) ez (3.20)
L>2

and it remains to combine (3.19) and (3.20) to obtain the second equality in (3.17). Using
(3.7), the very same computation allows us to obtain the first equality in (3.17).

Let us now compute Eg[(I'3)?], which will yield a formula for rg. Indeed, the fact that
the increments of X follow a discrete Laplace law entails that (p, X1,..., X,-1) and X, are
independent, and moreover that —X, follows a geometric law on N U {0} with parameter
1 — e P/2. Thereby,

Es[(Ts)’] = Eg|lx,503(Tp)’] +TsPa(X1 < 0)

 P(—X,=0) e \cg 2 %

rg+e P

which will conclude the proof.
It is a straightforward application of [1, (4.5)] that there exists ¢ > 0 depending on

only such that
c

Ps(p=1) ~ 55 as t—00. (3.22)
Recall that 8 — I'g is decreasing on (0, 00); in particular when 8 < f., one has I'g > 1, so
(3.21) and (3.22) imply rg = +o00.
When 5 > ., notice that (e_CX"‘HOg(Fﬂ)”)nZO is a martingale under Py if and only if
L(—¢) = —log(I'g). Recalling I'g < 1 and that £ is decreasing, not bounded on (—£3/2,0],
there is a unique (g € [0, 3/2) satisfying this equality, given by

(g = arccosh((1 —T'g) cosh(B/2) +I'g) = aurccosh((fﬁ/2 cosh(f)). (3.23)
Thanks to a stopping time argument (we do not write the details here), we finally obtain
-1 1 — eS8=B/2
—(pX
Es[(T)"] = Bale ™) = S5

which concludes the proof by recollecting (3.21) and (3.23). O
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To end this section we state and prove the following corollary that will be needed in the
proof of Theorem 2.1 (see Section 4) below.

Corollary 3.3. For any 8 > ., we have d2(8) < 1.

Proof. We observe that § — d2(3) is decreasing simply because for every L > 2 and every
¢ € Qp the quantity 8 — Hp, g(¢)— 3L is non-increasing and even decreasing if Hy, g(¢) < L
(recall (1.3)). Therefore, the corollary will be proven once we show d2(3.) = 1. Recall that
s, = 1, which ensures that e%/2 is a solution to X3 — X2 — X — 1 = 0 and that (g, = 0
n (3.23). This implies both

Tﬁc — 1 _ 6_66 _ 6_66/2 — 6_3/86/2,

7:8c
52(Be) = e Pe/? <1+e> =1,

and

1—ePe
which concludes the proof. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

In this section we provide a sharp estimate for the partition function of single-bead tra-
jectories in Proposition 4.1, with which we prove Theorem 2.1. The proof of Proposition 4.1
is displayed afterwards subject to Proposition 4.5 and Lemma 4.7.

Proposition 4.1. For > [, there exists K5 > 0 such that

K7
B BL+G(ag)VL

Corollary 4.2. For 8 > (., there exist IA(ﬁ >0 and Kz > 0 such that

> KB ﬁL-i—g(a VL Kﬁ
g)VL BLHG(ag)VL
Zip 5 1500 13/1€ and Zip Lo L3/4 (42)
We observe that (4.1) is a substantial improvement of |2, Prop. 4.2], where the polynomial
factors were % with £ > 1 in the lower bound, and ﬁ in the upper bound. Moreover

Corollary 4.2 is a straightforward consequence of Proposition 4.1. Indeed, let us define for
convenience

1 ~
h(n) := Wegw)ﬁ, neN. (4.3)

Recollecting (3.6), we write
-7 € go -skE o
L) T 2Ry et kzz © (@) R

and similarly for (3.7). Noticing that h(L) ~ h(L — k) as L — oo for any k € N, (4.1) and
dominated convergence imply that (4.2) holds true with

(4.4)
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Proof of Theorem 2.1 subject to Proposition 4.1. Recall the definitions of 6;(8) and d2(3)
n (3.17), and define two probability laws ¢; and g2 on N by

a1 (t) == 6(8) " ZSg e Pt t>2 (4.5)
@(t) = 0(8) " Z5e M t>2. (4.6)

For » € N, we denote by ¢5* the convolution product of r times g2 and by ¢ * ¢5* the
convolution product between ¢; and ¢4 *. This allows us to rewrite (3.12) under the form

—c — c 0 ﬁ r—
Zfg=ePrzf = 51( ) [q s gl }(L). (4.7)
Recalling (4.3), Corollary 4.2 implies that
Kp
n) ~ wugh(n), with wu
ql( )n—>oo B ( ) 8- 51(6)
K

~ h(n), ith =

g2(n) o VB (n), wi vp 52(8)

At this stage, Theorem 2.1 will be a straightforward consequence of Claims 4.3 and 4.4

below. Those claims are proven in [6, Corollary 4.13 and Theorem 4.14] in the case where

q1 = q2. However, (4.8) guarantees that the proof in [6] can easily be adapted to our case
since g1 and g2 enjoy the same asymptotic behavior (up to a constant).

(4.8)

Claim 4.3. For f >0 and r € NU {0} it holds that q1 * ¢5*(n) ~n—oo (ug + 1 v3) h(n).
Claim 4.4. For 8> 0 and € > 0 there exists no(e) € N and C(e) > 0 such that
g1xqy (n) <C(e)(14+¢)" h(n), n>mno(e),re NU{0} (4.9)

It remains to use the dominated convergence Theorem to conclude from Claims 4.3
and 4.4 that for § < 1

T * T 0 62
TL]l_}Hgoh—Zé [ql*QQ - ] —u525 -1-511527“5 —1u65 (11)55)2 (4.10)

r>1 r>1

Combining (4.7) with (4.10) at § = d2(8) (recall that d2(/5) < 1 by Corollary 3.3) we obtain
that

i L 7= LC K551(5)2.
L—oo h(L) ™" 1—=262(8) (1 —62(8))
To complete the proof of Theorem 2.1, it remains to take into account trajectories that
end with some zero-length stretches. To that aim, we recall (3.8) and we partition €2, into
subsets whose trajectories are ending with a prescribed number of zero-length stretches,
ie.,

(4.11)

Qp = Uiz O{EGQL N >k, (62" € QF 4, Iny—i1 = Inp—pia = - ZKNZZO}-
(4.12)

By using this decomposition, we obtain that

L
Zrp=Zrge ™ =Y ez 4, (4.13)
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and then, using (4.11) and dominated convergence we conclude that
1 1 K K561(8)
K = 1 72 =
O e @) P T 1B [1—52(3) + (1—52(5))2]’

which completes the proof of Theorem 2.1, by combining (4.14) with (4.4) and (3.17), and
by writing

(4.14)

Ks = Kﬂo e B [(1 + 676) 6aurccosh(e—ﬁ/2 cosh(8)) _ 65/2(1 _ 6*5)] -2 ’ (4.15)
where K5 is computed below in (4.36). O

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let us now prove Proposition 4.1 subject to Proposition 4.5 and
Lemma 4.7 below. The proof of Proposition 4.5 is postponed to section 5, whereas Lemma 4.7
was already stated and proven in [2, Lemma 4.4] so we will not repeat the proof in the
present paper.

For > 0 and ¢ > 0 recall the definitions of J(q) and Cg, from (2.7) and (2.8).

Proposition 4.5. Let [q1,q2] C (0,00) and N € N. We have that for N € N such that
gN? e N,
C T
Ps(Vygne) = st ¢ V(1 +o(1)), (4.16)
uniformly in q € [q1, q2], with

Vor ={X: X, =0, 4, =k X; >0,0<i<n}, (nk)e(Ng?2 (4.17)

Remark 4.6. For the proof of Proposition 4.5 (see Section 5), we took inspiration from
[10] where a slightly different problem is considered. To be more specific, the authors
consider a random walk (Y;);>o with a negative drift and a light tail such that the moment
generating function o(t) := F(e!1) satisfies that there exists a A > 0 such that ¢(\) = 1,
¢ () < 0o and ¢ (\) < oo. For such a walk, they provide the assymptotics of the joint law
of 7:=inf{i > 1: Y; <0} and of A;_; as the latter becomes large. When applied in our
framework, [10, Theorem 1 and 2| prove that for p > 0 and g > p/2 there exist C1,Cs > 0
such that
Ps(Xy < pN,Ax = qN? X; > pi, 0 <i < N) N %e*@N.

The case p = 0, which is the object of Proposition 4.5 is not covered by [10] though, which
is why we provide a complete proof in Section 5.

Lemma 4.7. Let 8 > B., there exists (a1, az) € (0,00)? such that

i Z3 g([a1,a2]V'L)

L—oo ZZ’E 5

=1. (4.18)

We start the proof of Proposition 4.1 by recalling (3.16) and the equality lf—i = ¢?, which
allow us to write for L € N,
1+L/2
Zp g =2cse’ 77 5 =270 N D3N Py(Vvp-n1) .- (4.19)
N=2
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Lemma 4.7 guarantees us that it suffices to consider

azV'L
Qug:= Y. TB Ps(Vnr-ni1) (4.20)
N=a1V'L

= Z F(ﬁ)z\/z PB [Vxﬁ7 CIL(x)(z\/Z)2:|’

acE[ahaQ]ﬁ%
with ¢z (x) := L=2yLtl \We note that o € [a1,ag] yields that for L large enough, ¢ (x) €

2L
[ZTILQ, a%] so that we can apply Proposition 4.5 for every = € [aj,as] N % in the r.h.s. of
2 1

(4.20) and obtain

T CB.41(@) oV o T(8)~Blas ()] (4.21)

Qup , ~ 2 L

L—oo N
xe[al,az}ﬂﬁ

By definition (see (2.7)) 1 is C2 on (0,00) and therefore, uniformly in z € [ay, as] we get
Hana) = o) = (@) 2= + 0() (4.22)
such that (4.21) becomes

1 Cs4.(2)
QL’B L::oo f Z €

VLG(x
E eVL9@), (4.23)

ze[a1,a2}ﬁ%

with z € (0,00) — G(z) := zlog'(8) — z¥(2~2) a function already used in [2, (1.27)],
which is C?, negative, has negative second derivative (and therefore is strictly concave on
(0,00)), and reaches its unique maximum at ag € [a1, az].

At this stage we pick R > 0 and we set T, := [ag — L17R/47aﬁ + %] N %, and

- Coo (me? @
Qry = > 6“(;2 VLG (4.24)
2€TR,L
_ C o/ (72) .
R— . B,qr () VLG
Qup = Z 22 eVEoe),

;tE[ahag]\TR,Lﬂ%

We recall (2.8) and we note that for 5 > 0, the function ¢ € (0,00) — Cjs,4 is continuous

since z € (0,8/2) — k(x) is continuous (see Lemma 5.13) as well as ¢ — h? (see (5.6) and
(5.7)). Moreover qr,(x) converges to a% uniformly in « € Tg 1, and therefore
B

Ll;n;o Coq(@) = C’Bﬂgz uniformly in z € Tr 1, (4.25)

so that we can rewrite
=2
C. _, e¥'ag™) g _
AR+ G VIG(ag+2) 4
bl ~ -2
QL”B L—oo a2 Z € ( 6)
n=—RL/4

where we have changed the summation indices for computational convenience. Note that,
in the argument of G in (4.26), we should have considered |agv/L|)/v/L rather than ag
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which may not belong to N/v/L. However, G being C! on [a1, as] the equivalence in (4.26)
remains true. Since ag is a maximum of G that is C? we can write the following expansion

of 5,

~ n -1 ~7/ n2 O n3 4
and use it in the last term in (4.26) to write
RL1/4 L1/4 .
Z fg(a,;+ 7 (ag)f Z 659"(aﬁ)(ﬁ)2
L—o00
RIL1/4 RIL/4
~ L4 e Gap)VL / g“(aﬁ) 2 dx (4.28)
L—o0

where we have used a Riemann sum to obtain the last equality in (4.28) since G” (ag) is
negative. It remains to combine (4.26) with (4.28) to obtain

C T/J(a)

-2 € ~
Ry 0 Lie aﬁf/ 9" @) 5 . (4.29)

Lp L— a%

Let us now consider Qf’ﬁ_. To that aim, we bound it from above as

Q5 Mg, Sy Vi, (4.30)
:ve[ahaz}\TR,Lﬂ%
with
Tl
Coape’
Ma 7 = 9L 4.31
gL = max 2 (4.31)

The continuity on (0, 00) of both ¢ — Cg, and {/;’ and the fact that, for L large enough,
qr(z) € [1/(2d3),2/a3] for z € [a1, az], guarantees us that there exists a M > 0 such that
Mg 1, < M for every L > 1

Recalling that G is C2, strictly concave and reaches its maximum at ag there exists ¢ > 0
such that G(z) < ('j(%) —c(z — ag)? for x € [a1, az] and therefore the sum in the r.h.s. in
(4.30) can be bounded above as

o0
S I oSV S G )
956[@17(12]\7'R,Lﬂﬁ n=RL1/4
—CCC2

The function z +— e being non increasing on [0,00), a standard comparison between
sum and integral yields that for L large enough and every R > 2,

n

| e L L
T4 Z e L/t < / e ‘" dx. (4.33)
n=RLY4 Rl

It remains to use (4.30-4.33) to conclude that for L large enough and R > 2,

Qi <2 M LVAGaVE - e e dy. (4.34)
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;! z? ~
We recall that [; e“ (@)% dz = 1/ —27/G"(ag). Then, we combine (4.23) with (4.24),
(4.29) and (4.34) to claim that

o
Var C, s e?'(0) _
8.0 1 &

Qus v~ N/,ﬁ /2 3/4 TesIVL, (4.35)
as |G (as)]

and it suffices to recall (4.19) to complete the proof of Proposition 4.1 with
o ¢/ (az?)
5 27 Cﬁva§2 e¥ s

a% ‘g~//<a5)‘1/2

K§=2e (4.36)

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.5

Proposition 4.5 is a substantial improvement of [2, Prop. 2.5|, since this latter proposition
only allowed us to bound from below the quantity P(V,, 4,2) with a polynomial factor 1/nY
(y > 2) instead of 1/n? in the present Lemma. Let us first recall some results on the
large deviation principle satisfied by the sequence of random vectors (%An_l, Xn)n>1. We
then provide an outline of the proof of Proposition 4.5, which is divided into 4 steps,

corresponding to Sections 5.1, 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4 respectively.

Change of measure. Let X := (X;);cny be a random walk starting from the origin and
whose increments are iid with law Py (recall (2.1)). For |h| < 8/2, recall the definitions of

L(h) and Py, in (2.2), and (2.3). Recall also the definition of Ax(X) in (2.6).
Large deviations estimates for the random vector A,, := (lAn,l(X ), Xn) are displayed

n

in [5]. Typically, one is interested in the probability of events as
{#Aw = (¢,p)} with (g¢,p) € R" xR,

which requires to introduce tilted probability laws of the form

dP,,.n
dPg

where h := (ho, h1) € Dg, with
Dgn = {(ho,h1) € R?*; |h1| < B/2, |(1 — 2)ho + ha| < B/2}.

For (q,p) € R* x R, the fact that V[1L,, ] is a C! diffeomorphism from Dg, to R? (see 2,
Lemma 5.4]), allows us to choose h := h,(q,p) in (5.1) with h,(q,p) the unique solution
(in k) of the equation

(X) = et tn=Lanlh) with Ly (k) :=log Egg[ef"n]. (5.1)

1 1
Enn| 0| = V[=L4,|(B) = (a.p). (5.2)
Under Py, p,,, (4,0 the event {%An = (q,p)} becomes typical and can be sharply estimated.

In the present context though we only consider events where the random walk returns
to the origin after n steps, i.e., {%An = (q,0)}. Moreover, for straightforward symmetry
reasons (stated e.g. in [2, Remark 5.5|) we have
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where hf is the unique solution in & of the equation G/, (h) = ¢, with

Gul(h) = ~La, [ —5(1= D) for he (- 25, 24)
- 13 cfsa - 5] 53)
i=1

It is proven below in Lemma 5.2 that h — G/ (h) is a C! diffeomorphism from (—:—ﬂ, :—_ﬁl)
to R which justifies the existence and uniqueness of h. As a consequence, instead of those

tilted probability laws in (5.1), we will rather use the probability laws P,, ;, that depend on

the sole parameter h € (—:—fl, :—fl), ie.,
dPy, p, _ Wnn(An_1,Xn) : . a h( 1)
FM)(X) =€ 9 Wlth wn,h(a,l’) = h E 5 ]. E X ngn<h) , z,a c Z

(5.4)
We note that, under P, 5, the increments (X; — X;_1)!" ; are independent and X; — X;_1
follows the law P with parameter %(1 - %) (recall (2.3)).
It remains to define the continuous counterpart of L.

Dy = {(ho,m) € R?; || < B/2, |ho +ha| < 5/2}, (5.5)
and for every h = (ho, h1) € Dg,

1
La(h) = /0 (ko + h1)da. (5.6)

As stated in [2, Lemma 5.3|, VLA (h) that can be written as
vc/\(h’) = (aho‘cAvah1‘C1\)(h)

1 1 (5.7)
= (/ xL (zho + hl)dx,/ L' (zho + hl)da:>,
0 0
is a C! diffeomorphism from Dg to R?. Thus, for (¢,p) € R? we let ﬁ(q,p) be the unique
solution in h € Dg of the equation VL (h) = (q,p). As mentioned above for the discrete
case, since we will only consider the case p = 0, the fact that £’ is an odd function combined
with (5.7) ensures us that

h(q,0) = (ﬁ",—%>, geR (5.8)

where h is the unique solution in & of the equation G'(h) = ¢, with

G(h) == La(h,—2) for he (-5,

1
_ /0 L(h(} - 2))da. (5.9)

With Lemma 5.3 below, we prove that h +— G’(h) is a C! diffeomorphism from (-8, 3) to

R. This justifies the existence and uniqueness of h9.

Outline of the proof of Proposition 4.5 With Step 1 below, we bound from above the
difference between the finite size exponential decay rate of Pg(V, 4,2) and its limit as n
tends to oo. In Step 2, we divide Pg(Vy 4n2) into a main term My, and an error term
En4. The main term is obtained by adding to the definition of Vj ,y2 some constraints
concerning the possible values taken by X,,,Aqy, XN—ay and Ay_q,—1 for an ad-hoc
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sequence (ay)y>1 satisfying both ay = o(N) and lim, ,, any = co. The Ey, term is
bounded above in Step 3, while in Step 4 we provide a sharp estimate of My ,, and we
conclude the proof in Step 4 by computing the pre-factors in the estimate of Pg(Vy 4n2).

5.1. Step 1. The aim of this step is to prove the following Proposition, which is a strong
improvement of |2, Proposition 2.3] since we bound from above the gap between discrete
quantities and their continuous counterparts by n~2 instead of n~!'. As mentioned in
Remark 4.6 above, our proof is close in spirit to that of [10, Theorem 2], in particular for

Proposition 5.4 below. Recall the definition of ¢ from (2.7).

Proposition 5.1. For [q1,q2] C (0,00), there exists a C > 0 and an nyg € N such that for
every n > ng and q € [q1,q2] N %
—Unng (an”,0) = 9(a)| < (5.10)
and o
| =B < . (5.11)

Proof. We recall (5.3) and (5.9) where the definitions of G,, and G are displayed respectively.
Let us start with two lemmas stating that G/, and G’ are C'-diffeomorphisms.

Lemma 5.2. For everyn > 2, the application G, is C*°, strictly convez, even and satisfies
G/ (h) = 400 as h S n”—_ﬁl Moreover, there exists R > 0 such that (G,)"(h) > R for every

n>2andh € (—g—_ﬁ, 7;1—_61) As a consequence, (Gy)' is an increasing C' diffeomorphism

from (=28 1By 4o R and (G,)'(0) = 0.

n—1’ n—1

Lemma 5.3. The application G is C*, strictly convez, even and satisfies G'(h) — 400 as
h 2 B. Moreover, there exists an R > 0 such that (G)"(h) > R for h € (=5,0). As a
consequence, (G) is an increasing C' diffeomorphism from (=3, 8) to R and (G)'(0) = 0.

Proof. Lemma 5.2 being a discrete counterpart of Lemma 5.3, we will only prove the latter
here. One easily observes (recall (2.2)) that £ is C*, strictly convex, even and that £” is
bounded below by a positive constant uniformly on (—£3/2, 5/2). With the help of (5.9) we
state that G enjoys the very same properties on (—03, 3) so that it simply remains to prove
that limy,_,5- G'(h) = oco. To that aim, we compute
1/2 1 [1/2
G'(h) =2 / Wl hydu> S [ £ () du
0 1/4
1
> (LB - £(3)
and it suffices to observe that lim;_, 5- £(h/2) = co to complete the proof of the lemma. [

Let us resume the proof of Proposition 5.1 by recalling that hi is the unique solution in
h of (Gn)' (h) = q and that h? is the unique solution in h of G'(h) = q. At this stage, we
state a key result which substantially improves |2, Lemma 5.1|. Its proof is postponed to
Appendix B.

Proposition 5.4. For every K € (0,3), there exist a Cx > 0 and a ng € N such that for
j €101}

sup  |GV(h) = GD(h)| < =5, Vn>nk. (5.12)
hel-B+K,8—K] n
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With the help of Lemma 5.3 we can state the following corollary of Proposition 5.4.
Corollary 5.5. For every M > 0, there exists a K > 0 such that G (8 — K) > 2M and

/

G (K) < 5575 and there exists an ng € N such that G(B—K)>M and G, (K) < + for
every n > ng.

Remark 5.6. A straightforward consequence of Corollary (5.5) is that for [¢g1, g2] C (0, 00)
there exists a K > 0 and an ng € N such that for every ¢ € [q1, ¢2] and every n > ng we

have hd, hi € [K, 3 — K].

We now have all the required tools in hand to prove Proposition 5.1. By using Lemma
5.3, Proposition 5.4 and Remark 5.6, we can state that there exist K >0, C' > 0 and R > 0
such that for n large enough and ¢ € [q1, q2] N N/n? we have hf,, hd € [K, 8 — K], so

h
g~ ) < | / G/ (2) d| = 1 |6/(h8) ~ G| (5.13)
hi,
C
Rn?
where we have used that ¢ = G'(h?) = G/, (k%) for the second equality in (5.13). The proof

of (5.11) is therefore completed.
It remains to prove (5.10). To that aim we write

e q — Gn(hi) — hq + G(h?)| < Upq + g2|hd — B9, (5.14)

where Uy, 4 := |G, (b)) — G(h%)|. Proposition 5.4 also tells us that there exists a C' > 0 such
that for n large enough and for every = € [K, 8 — K] we have |G, (z) — G(x)| < C/n%. Thus,
since G is C! and recalling Remark 5.6 we can write

Unyg < |Gn(h2) — G(h)] + |G(h%) — G(hY)]

S%—f—supﬂg/(x)\,xe K, B — K]}|hg — 7). (5.15)

= £ 16(h8) ~ G4(h1)| <

At this stage, (5.10) is obtained by combining (5.14) with (5.11) and (5.15). This completes
the proof of Proposition (5.1).
(I

5.2. Step 2. We recall (4.17) and (5.4) and we set ay := (log N)2. We define the two
boxes

Cn = [Enpg, (Xay) = (an)?*, By g (Xay) + (an)™*] (5.16)
Dy = [Eyps, (Aay) = (an) " By pa (Aay) + (an) /]

and rewrite Pg(Vy on2) = My, + En,q where

Mg = Pg[Vy gz 0 {Xay € Cx, Ay € Dy} 1 {Xn—ay € Cn, Ay = Ax—ay-1 € Dy}].
(5.17)

From now on, My 4 will be referred to as the main term and Ey 4 as the error term. The
proof of Proposition 4.5 is a straightforward consequence of Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8 displayed
below, which will be proven in Steps 3 and 4, respectively.

Let us start with the following Lemma, which allows us to control the error therm uni-
formly in ¢ belonging to any compact set of (0, 00).
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Lemma 5.7. For [q1,q2] C (0,00), there exists ¢ : N — R such that limy_e(N) = 0
and for every N € N and q € [g1,¢2] N ﬁ

e(N) _n3g
Eng < ](VQ)e Nvla), (5.18)

With the next Lemma, we estimate the main therm uniformly in ¢ belonging to any
compact set of (0,00). Recall (2.4) and (2.9) for the definitions of x and .

Lemma 5.8. For > 0 and [q1, 2] C (0,00),

~ o (9(h
My = r(%)" (éﬂzf)z

where o(1) is a function that converges to 0 as N — oo uniformly in q € [q1,q2] N ﬁ

N

e~V (1 1 (1)) (5.19)

5.3. Step 3: proof of Lemma 5.7. Before starting the proof, let us make a quick remark
about the time-reversibility of the random walk X of law P, 5.

Remark 5.9 (Time-reversal property). Recall the definition of P, from (2.3). For h €
(—=B/2,5/2), one can easily check that if Z is a random variable of law P_; then —Z
has law Pj. Moreover, as explained below (5.4), if the n-step random walk X := (X
has law P, 5, then its increments (X; — X;_1)}"; are independent and for i € {1,...,n
the law of X; — X;_1 is P with parameter %(1 — 21—;1) A first consequence is that X is
time-reversible, i.e.,

(X0 = (Xnos — Xa)o. (5.20)

n _
=0 L;w
A second consequence is that, under Py, 5, the random walk (X;)", is an inhomogeneous
Markov chain which, for j € {1,..., N — 1}, y € Z and O C Z" 7! satisfies that

Pon((Xjr)il € 0, Xa=0] X;=y) = Pun((Xnj-d)i{ ' €O, Xu—j=1y).
(5.21)
Note finally that the case h = 0 corresponds to the random walk X with i.i.d. increments
of law Ppg.

A straightforward application of (5.20) with n = N and h = 0 allows us to bound the
error term from above as
Eng <2Pg(Vygn2 N {Xay € Cn}) +2P3(Vygnvz N {Aay € Dn}). (5.22)
Using (5.4) we obtain that for B = {X,, ¢ Cn} or B={A4., ¢ Dn}

(gN2,0)

Pg (VN,qN2 N B) < e_wN’hg\’ PN,h'}\, (VquNz N B). (5.23)

Note that, the first inequality in Proposition 5.1 allows us to replace ¢y j1 (gN?,0) with
NzZ(q) in the exponential of the r.h.s. in (5.23), at the cost of an at most constant factor.
Therefore, the proof of Lemma 5.7 is completed by the following Claim.

Claim 5.10. For [q1,q2] C (0,00), there exists ¢ : N — RT such that limy_yooe(N) = 0
and for every N € N and q € [g1,¢2] N ﬁ

e(N
P, (Voo 0 {Xay # )+ Povsg Va0 {Aay £ D31 < ) (520
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Proof. Let us prove that (5.24) holds true for Ry = Py 1 (Vygn2 N {Xay ¢ Cn}) and

for SNyq = PN,h‘JZV (VN,qN2 N {AaN ¢ DN})

We set {X|jp >0} :={X; >0,j <i<k}for j <keN Wedevelop Ry, depending
on the values y and z taken by X,, and A,, respectively. Then we use Markov property
at time ay, combined with the time reversal property (5.21) with n = N, h =h%, j = an

and
N—j—1

0= {a: e NV-i-1. Z z; = qN? —z},
on the time interval [ay, N] to obtain -
Ryg= Y, > Pypi (Xay =¥, Aay =2, X[10y] > 0) (5.25)
yeN\Cn 2€N
X Pyt (Xpn-ay) > 0, XN-ay = Y, AN—ay—1 = ¢N* = 2).
Let Ry, = Ruq(lyl < Nfax, |zl < N*/ay), B, = Rua(lyl > NJay) and R, i~

Rn4(]2| > N?/ay), where Ry 4(A) denotes the sum from (5.25) restricted to terms satis-
fying the condition A; so that

Rng < Ry, + Ry, + R, - (5.26)
Let us prove the upper bound (5.24) for all three terms in the r.h.s.; starting with lev, .

Lemma 5.11. For [q1,q2] C (0,00), there exists a C > 0 such that for every N > 1 and
q € [q1,42] N = and (y,2) € Z* with |y| < N/ay, |2| < N*/an,

C
Pyt (XN-ay = 4, AN—ay-1 = gN* = 2) < ek (5.27)
We prove this Lemma afterwards. Plugging this in the development (5.25) and dropping
the condition X|j 4,1 > 0, we obtain

C
R}V,q = WPN,h‘}V(XaN ¢ Cn). (5.28)
Recalling (5.4), a straightforward computation gives us that
an
Val“N,h?V (Xaw) = Zﬁ"(@(l — 2351))7 (5.29)
i=1

so that, by using Tchebychev inequality we obtain

PN,hle(XaN ¢Cn) = PN,hgV (|XaN - EN,hLIIV(XaN” > (GN)3/4)
1
< 3—/2VarN7h§1V (XCLN)
an
1
sup
a]\{z z€[0,1]
Cq
<
VanN
for some uniform C7 > 0, where the last inequality is a consequence of Remark 5.6 and
the observation that £ is C* on (—f/2,/2). It remains to combine (5.28) and (5.30) to
complete the proof for RJI\L ¢

IN

&1 =)

(5.30)
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Regarding RJQ\Lq let (U;)i>1 be the increments of the process X ; recalling (5.4) and
applying a Chernov inequality for some A > 0 small, we have

Z PN,h?\r (Xay =¥, Aoy = 2 X1an] > 0)
y>N/an
< Pype (Xay > N/an)

< B o (30, S (- 2 e (- 2]
=1

AN
< e—)\N/aNecaN < Ce 2aN,

(5.31)

for some ¢ > 0,C > 0, which can be taken uniformly in g € [q1, ¢2]. The same upper bound
holds for the sum over y < N/ay, hence

R]2\77q < Z PN,h‘}V (AN—ay-1= qN2 —z)

2€7L
X Z PN,h‘]]\,(XaN =y, Aoy = ZaX[l,aN] > 0)
ly|>N/an
_AN
< 2Ce 2N (5.32)

The last term R?V,q can be handled similarly, by noticing that A,, > N?/ay implies
X; > NQ/(I?V for some 1 < i < ap, thereby

Z PN,h‘]I\,(XaN =y, Aoy = ZvX[l,aN} > 0)

2>N2/an
an _ ANZ
< P(Auy > N?/ay) < ZP(Xi>N2/a?V) < Caye *%,
=1

where we reproduced (5.31). Similarly to (5.32), we obtain an upper bound on R}O’V’ o and
recollecting (5.26) with (5.28), (5.30) and (5.32), this finally proves (5.24) for Ry q.

Let us now consider Sy 4, which we develop similarly to (5.25). Notice that the term
Snq(y ¢ Cn) is already bounded from above by Ry 4, and that Sy 4(|z| > N?/ax) follows
the same upper bound as R?V, q (we do not replicate the proof), thus we only have to prove

(5.24) for SJlV,q = Sn4(y € Cn,|2| < N?%/ay) to complete the proof of Claim 5.10. Recalling
Lemma 5.11, we have

C
Sng < WPN,hgfv(AaN ¢ Dn). (5.33)

Similarly to (5.29), a direct computation gives
anN

Vary pg, (Aay) = Z(GN +1-— i)zﬁ”<%(1 _ 2%1))’
i—1
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and using Tchebychev inequality, we obtain

1
Py (Aay € DN) < =75 Vary g, (Aay)
an
1
S 17/2 sup ﬁll (h(]]v(% — LU)) ‘
apy  =€[0,1]

< G
Van

for some uniform C7 > 0, where the last inequality is a consequence of Remark 5.6 and the
observation that £ is C* on (—£/2,5/2). Combining this with (5.33), this concludes the
proof of the Claim. 0

Proof of Lemma 5.11. To lighten upcoming formulae in this proof, we will write Ny :=
N —an. Recall (5.4), and that Pg, denotes the law of the random walk starting from
y € Z with increments distributed as Pz. Summing over possible values for (Xy, Ay—_1)
and using Markov property, we write

Pyt (Xn, =y, ANy -1 = gN? - 2)

= Y Puyu(Xn, =9, An 1 =¢N? =2, Xy = u, Ay 1 = 0)

(u)ez?

= Z ewN,hl]I\;(Uyu)PI&O(XNI = y7AN1_1 — qN2 o Z,XN —u, AN_l _ U)
(u)€Z?

— wN,hq (v,u) B _ 9

= > e MNP (XN, =y, Ay = gN? - 2)
(uv)€z?

X Pgy(Xoy =u, Agy—1 =0 — gN? + 2 — Y)

=Pypg, (Xwm =y An1 = gN* —z,) Y exp (”%v,h‘;v (v,u) =Yy, ng, (gN? = 2, y))
(u,v)EZ?

X Pgy(Xay =, Agy—1 = v — qN? + 2z —y)). (5.34)

A straightforward consequence of Proposition A.1 and Remark A.3 from Appendix A is
that the first factor is uniformly controlled by % for some uniform C' > 0, so it remains to
prove that the second factor is uniformly bounded. It can be written as

Eso0 [GXP (¢N,h‘}v (Agy—1+aN?* — 2+ yan, Xy +y) — %Z)Nl,h‘}vl (gN? -z, y))] ,
and can be estimated with Proposition 5.1. Furthermore, we claim that for all ¢ € R,

L(h1/2) — qh? — G(h?) = 0. (5.35)
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Indeed,

~ ~ 1 ~ ~
c(hj2) — G(R) = — /O £t — ) dy + £(hy2)

1,1 B
= / / hAL (W9 (u — 3))dudy
0 Jy
~ 1 o~
= hq/ ul'(h9(u—1))du
0

= h'G'(h7) = hiq,
where we have used that £ is even to obtain the second line and that A9 is solution in & of
G'(h) = q (recall Step 1) to obtain the last line.

We deduce from (5.34), Proposition 5.1 and (5.35) (we do not write the details here) that
there exists C7 > 0 such that for n € N, h €] — 8, 8] and |y| < N/an, |2| < N?/ay,

PN,h‘]I\,(XN1 =Y, AN1*1 = qN2 - Z)

exp <2hqAa]f§ L. ﬁX < ;))] . (5.36)

Let us now focus on that last factor, which we part into two terms. On the one hand, notice

Ci _ L(h9/2
<W anL(h /)E@0

that
Agv1 ha 2
Ego |exp <2hq ]]\Vf - *X < N)) 1{AaN1§N}]
ha 2
<e 2h4 Egso |exp < > —Xun <1 — N))]
P o2 Fan C(F
< 2h4 _ < 2hq+aN[,(hq/2) .
< e exp <aN£( 5 (1 N))) <e , (5.37)

where we used that £ is symmetric, and non-decreasing on [0, +00). On the other hand,
the event A,,—1 > N implies that U; > N/a?v for some 1 < i < ay — 1, where (U;)i>1
denotes the increments of the process X. So

Agu_1 h4 2
Ego |exp <2hq a]]\vf — 5 Xay <1 - N)) 1{AaN1>N}]
any—1 any—1
o ( 2ay—i)+1
< Z Es o 1{Ui>N/a,§v}eXp< Z Uj hq(i(aNNz) - %))
i=1 j=1
ay—1 = (2(an—i)+1 1 efgk Fo(20an—k)+1 1
< 30 |[Lecte(estag)) o 3 e (et )
i=1 | j#i k>N/a?% “p
BN BN
< Clay —1)ef1lan=2 ¢ 20y < Cye *an | (5.38)

for some C,Cy,Cy > 0 uniform in ¢ € [q1,¢2]. Plugging (5.37) and (5.38) in (5.36), this
concludes the proof of Lemma 5.11. U
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5.4. Step 4: proof of lemma 5.8. In the following, we set T = (z1,22) and a = (a1, az).
We define also

Hy = {(Z,a) € C¥ x D%} (5.39)
We use Markov property at time ay and N — ay and we apply time-reversibility on the
part of the walk between time N —ax and N (i.e., (5.20) with n = ay and h = 0) to obtain

MN,Q = Z RN(ZL'l,al)TN(.f,a) RN(Z‘Q,QQ), (5.40)
(z,a)EHN
with
RN(J},CL) = Pﬁ(X[LCLN} > O,XaN = x,AaN = a) (5.41)

and, after setting No = N — 2ay,
TN(.f,(_I) = Pﬁ(XN2 = X9—1o1, AN2_1 = qNQ—al—aQ—xl(Ng—l), X[(),NQ} > —1‘1) (5.42)

We begin with Ry (x1,a1) and Ry(z2,a2). For conciseness, we set h := ﬁq/2. Then, we
an—1

recall (2.3) and we perform a change of measure by tilting every increment (X;11 —X;);%,
with Py, that is for (z,a) € {(x1,a1), (z2,a2)}
Ry(z,a) := e hatanL(h) f’h(Xi >0,Vi <an,Xay =, A0y =a). (5.43)

For the second term T (Z,a) we apply the tilting introduced in (5.4) and we obtain

nd

TN(E’, d) _ Gg[a—: e—h‘JIVQ(qN —N¢121—a2 —x1 (1—]\%2)) e—i—%(l—l\%)(mg—xﬂ—kl\b GN, (h?VQ) (544)

with
2—a1—a
G]%,a‘c,a = PNg,h‘}\,2 |:AN2 = (qN Ni; 2 — 1 (1 — Niz)’ XTo — xl)’X[O,Ng] > —:131] . (5.45)
Recollecting (5.40), (5.43), (5.44) and (5.45), we obtain
Myg= > ePNa@TB®Py (X, >0, X0y = 21, Aay = 1) G, (5.46)
(Z,a)EHN
Pyp(X1an] > 0, Xoy = 72, Aayy = a2)
with
o 2—a1—a
Bi (@) := NoGn,(h%,) + 2an L(h) — b, P—=p=oz (5.47)

q

BJQV’q(:Z‘) = (21 + x2) [hgz(l — N%) - h] .

Henceforth, we drop the a and z dependency of BJIV, ,(a) and B?V,q(a’:) for conciseness. We
consider first B]2V7 ¢ We recall that h = e /2, thus

~  pe
BJQV,q: 1’1—5$2 <h?\f2 — B ]\1;’22>, (5.48)
which allows us to write the upper bound
‘.%’1’ + ’xg‘ ~ hd
B o < (In%, = el + 52) - (5.49)

We recall (2.3) and observe that z — E,(X1) is non decreasing. Thus, it suffices to apply
Remark 5.6 to conclude that there exist a K > 0 and a Np € N such that, for N > Ny and
q € [q1,q2) N % the inequality EN,h?\, (Xay) < an Eg_k)/2(X1) holds true. Therefore, by
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recalling the definition of Cx in (5.16) we can assert that every (w1,z2) € (Cn)? satisfies
|z1| 4+ |z2| < (const.)ay. It remains to use (5.11) to conclude that provided Ny € N is large
enough, for every ¢ € [q1,¢2] N % and N > Ny

c B
‘BJQV,q| < (const.) ay (7(]\]2)2 + E)
< (const.) %, (5.50)

and therefore, B]2\,’ , converges to 0 as N — oo uniformly in ¢ € [q1, g2].

Now, we consider BJIV, 4~ We recall the definition of Dy in (5.16) and similarly to what
we did above, we can assert that provided Ny is chosen large enough, for N > Ny and
q € [q1,q2] N % we have that every (ai1,a2) € (Dy)? satisfies |a1] + |az| < (const.)a?;.
Moreover,

gN? —a; —ay (an)?
R qN+2an+0(—N ) (5.51)
and therefore B]lvvq = Bn(q) + O(%) with
By(q) = N2 Gy (h%,,) + 2an L(h7/2) — hl, a(N + 2ay). (5.52)
Our aim is to show that
By(q) = NG(hY) — Nh + o(1) (5.53)

and for that we rewrite
Bu(g) = N2 |G (hY,) = W, a] +2an [£(1/2) — 204,
= N2 |G(hT) — 17 g+ O(ixpe) | +2an | £(R/2) = 207 g + O () |
= N[G(h?) — 17 q] + 2an[L(R1/2) — B g — G(AD)] + O(3;)

which, by (5.10) and (5.11), is true uniformly in N > Ny and ¢ € [q1, ¢2] N %, provided Ny
is chosen large enough. Recalling (5.35), this completes the proof of (5.53).

We recall that to lighten notations we sometimes use h = ha /2. At this stage, we deduce
from (5.46), (5.50) and (5.53) that

My, = (1 + o(1)) ¥ (90-h%) S Pu(Xjay) > 0 Xay = @1, Aay —a1)  (5.54)
(z,a)eEHN

GK,@@ f)h(X[l,aN] > O,XQN = l‘Q,AaN = (12).

We will complete the present step subject to Lemma 5.12 below. This Lemma will be
proven in Appendix A.

Lemma 5.12. For 5 > 0,
(9(7r)) *

G;{[’f’& = oIN?

(1+0(1)) (5.55)

where o(1) is a function that converges to 0 as N — oo uniformly in q € [q1, 2] N % and
(Z,a) € Hy.



ASYMPTOTICS OF THE PARTITION FUNCTION OF THE COLLAPSED IPDSAW 26

By applying Lemma (5.12), we may rewrite (5.54) as

=

MN,q = (1 —+ 0(1)) M eN(g(ﬁq)_quq) —

M .
27 N2 N.a (5.56)
with
My, = > P(Xpian] > 0, Xay = 21, Aoy = a1) Pr(Xpiap) > 0, Xay = 22, Aay = a2)
(z,a)eH N

= [Pr(X{1.ay] > 0, Xay € Cn, Aay € D)%, (5.57)

from which we deduce that
|(Myg)""* = Pr(X(1.ay) > 0)] < Pr(Xay & Cn) +Ph(Aay ¢ Dn). (5.58)

_ Remark 5.6 guarantees us again that there exist a K > 0 and a No € N such that
ht e K, — K] for q € [q1,¢2] and that h¥; € [K, 3 — K] for N > Ny and ¢ € [g1,¢2] N
Since {Xoy ¢ Cn} = {|Xan — EN,hﬁv(XaN” > (an)?*} we set a, = E,(X1) so that
Eh(XaN) =anag (with h = h?/2) and we compute

an
lanag — Eype (Xay)| = ‘ZEh(Xl) —-E N
i=1 NN

33
< Z max E”(x)! (‘ELTh?\" +5GWN>

K K
llxe 27ﬁ2 ]

o) - ()|

< (const.) <N2 + (e ]]:]/,)2> (5.59)

As a consequence {X,, ¢ Cn} C {|Xay — anag| > 3(an)?/*} and by using Tchebychev
inequality we conclude that
Py(|Xay — avagl = 3(an)**) < (const.) 7 Varg, ,(X1)

< (const.) ﬁ, (5.60)

where we have used that £ is g2 and that £” (z) = Var, (X)) for every € (—3/2,3/2). This
finally proves that limy_,oo Pp(Xay ¢ Cn) = 0 and the same type of argument also gives
that limy 0o Pr(Aqy ¢ Dn) = 0. Both convergences hold true uniformly in g € [¢1, ¢2].

We come back to (5.58) and we can write that
My = (P(Xf1.ay > 0))*(L+0(1)) (5.61)

where o(1) is uniform in ¢ € [g1, ¢2]N % We recall that, by definition, x(h) = f)h(X[l,oo] >
0) (see (2.4)). At this stage, we need to prove the convergence of f’h(X[l,aN] > 0) towards

k(h) uniformly in A in any compact subset of (0, 3/2). This is the object of the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.13. For 3 > 0, the function x € (0, 3/2) — k(x) is continuous and for [z1,x2] €
(0,5/2) )
P (Vi > 0) = £(x) + o(1), (5.62)
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where o(1) is a function of x and k that converges to 0 as k — oo uniformly in x € [z1, z2].
Moreover, for >0 and x € [0,3/2), one has

2r_1

Proof. We pick z € [x1,z9], kK > 1 and we set ¢ := z1/2, then
0 <Py (Xpu > 0) - w( Z P,(V;<0)< Y e (E)£l=e (5.64)
Jj=k+1 Jj=k+1

were we have used a Markov exponential inequality to obtain the last inequality. The fact
that £ is convex and non decreasing on [0, 3/2) allows us to claim that for every = € [z, x2]
we have L(z) — L(x —e) > 7 := L' (x1 — €)e = L(F})% > 0 and therefore

0 <Py (Xpy > 0) — sz Z e, (5.65)

j=k+1
At this stage, (5.62) is a straightforward consequence of (5.65). The continuity of 2 — x(x)
n (0,3/2) is a consequence of the fact that x +— P (X 4 > 0) is continuous on (0, 3/2)
for every k € N and of (5.62) which guarantees us that the latter sequence of functions

converges uniformly to x — k(z) on every compact subset of (0, 3/2).
Let us now prove (5.63). Pick x € [0, 5/2) and define p = inf{i > 1, X; < 0}, hence

1—k(z) = lsm(p < o0) = Eg [eIXF’*E(x)’Jl{p@O}] = Ep [efo’*c(x)p] ,
where we used (2.3) and that p < co Pg-a.s.. As claimed in the proof of Lemma 3.2, p and
X, are independent, and —X, follows a geometric law on NU{0} with parameter 1—e~%/2.

Moreover, (e*Xn=£(#)n), ~, is a martingale under Py (recall that £ is symmetric), and it
is uniformly integrable when stopped at time p; thus a stopping time argument yields that
EB [efﬁ(ac)p] — Eﬁ [eszp] -1 :

(we do not write the details here). Thereby,

- — et—B/2

. o X X —1 o 1 €I
L= r(z) = Py(p <o0) = Bge"|Bgle "] = —— =75,

which finally yields (5.63).
O

We recall that h = h4 /2. Lemma 5.3 guarantees us that for every ¢ € [q1,¢2] we have
h? € [h®, k%] C (0, 3). Therefore, by using (5.56) combined with (5.61) and by applying
R h%2

Lemma 5.13 with [z, x9] = [7, T] we complete the proof of Lemma 5.8.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2

We recall (3.8-3.11) and Remark 3.1. For A C Qf, we will denote by Z, 3(A) the partition
function restricted to those trajectories in A, i.e.,

Z1,5(4) = Y7 e

leA

For L € N, the function k — Pp g(|Imax(¢)] > L — k) is non decreasing. Therefore,
proving (2.15) with Py, g(|Imax(¢)| > L — 3k) will be sufficient. Pick ¢ € Qp, and let
Jr =max{j > 0: X; < k}. Note that, if £ € Qf, has no bead starting in {k,..., L—k} and
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if the last bead of ¢ starting before k begins with at most & — 1 horizontal steps, then the
longest sequence of non-zero vertical stretches of alternating signs in £ has a total length at
least L — 3k, i.e.,

AN Bk C {|Imax(0)| > L — 3k}. (6.1)
with
App={eQr: Xn{k,....L -k} =0} (6.2)
Brg:={teQr: 3je{l,... k}: Lr, 1; # 0}
Since k + P g(|Imax(¢)] > L — 3k) is non decreasing and since (6.1) yields

{’Imax(f)‘ > L — Sk}c C (ALJg)C U (AL,k N (BL7k)C)7

Theorem 2.2 will be proven once we show that for every € > 0 there exists a k. € N and a
L. € N such that on one hand L. > 3k. and on the other hand, for L > L,

PL75((AL7;€E)C) <e and PL,B(AL,kE N (BL’]CE)C) <e. (63)
For simplicity we will write a = —Gi (ag). A straightforward consequence of Theorem 2.1
and Corollary 4.2 is that there exists 0 < C7 < Cz < oo such that for every L € N,
C1 pL-avL C2 pL-avL
L3/4 @ <Z 5§ZL’B—L3/4 @ (64)

Thus for k, L € N such that L > 3k we can write

L—k L—k
1
Prs((ALk)°) ZPLﬂ jEX) = Z Zig Zr—jp(l1 > 0)
j=k ’ﬁj =k
S — Z 38 ZL-j,8
Zrp ot
: 1 :
< (const.) e aVL 13/4 A ——
5 i
L—k
1,3/4 : :
< (const.) S — N
S
o2 ovi =1 avi
S(const)z 71 © 7<(const)z YRR (6.5)
=k’ =k’

where in the second line we have used (6.4) and in the last line we have used the convex
inequality: VL — L —j < %\/5 for 0 < j < L/2. Since the r.h.s. in (6.5) does not depend

on L and vanishes as k — oo, the leftmost inequality in (6.3) is proven.

Let us now deal with the second inequality in (6.3). For L > 3k, we partition the set
Ap kN (Brk)¢ by recording r (respectively s), the rightmost (resp. leftmost) point in X
that is smaller than k (resp. larger than L — k). Moreover, the fact that £ € (Bp, ;)¢ implies
that the bead which covers the interval {k,..., L — k} begins with k zero-length vertical
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stretches. Thus,

k—1 L
Zrp(Ape N (Brp)) =Y Y Zus({xn{r,...,s} ={rs}} N (BLr))

r=0 s=L—k+1
k—1 L
=N 25570, 4= =, =0) Zp_5(61 > 0)
r=0s=L—k+1
k-1 L
<2 Z ,5 s r—k,B ZL sﬁ(gl > O) (66)
=0 s=L—k+1
2 2 (XN (s — ) — (s — 1))
where the third line in (6.6) is obtained by observing that Z sl =+ =1{,=0) < 2Z°
for j > k+2. The factor 2 in the r.h.s. of the latter 1nequahty comes from the fact that there
is no constraint on the sign of the (k + 1)-th stretch of £ € QJO satisfying £; = --- =0, = 0.

The r.h.s. in the fourth line of (6.6) is obviously bounded above by 2Z;,_j g and therefore,
ZLvB(AL,k N (BL,k)C) < 2 ZL*/C,IB

Prs(ALkn (Brg)©) = Zrs S (6.7)
It remains to use (6.4) so that (6.7) becomes
L3/4 B B —
Py 5(AL LN (BL k) ) (COHSt )me ﬁke a(vVI=k—VL)
< (const.)e PRy L=k=VIL), (6.8)

For ¢ > 0 we pick k. € N such that (const.)™#% < £/2. Moreover, a straightforward
computation gives us that lim;_eo /L — k. — V'L = 0. This completes the proof of the
rightmost inequality in (6.3) and ends the proof of Theorem 2.2.

APPENDIX A. LOCAL LIMIT ESTIMATES, PROOF OF LEMMA 5.12

We will prove Lemma 5.12 subject to Proposition A.1 and Lemma A.2 that are stated
below and which were proven in [3, Section 6]. To that aim, we recall (5.5-5.8) and we set

B(h) = Hess Lo(h), h €D, (A1)
and
(Det(B(h))) "2

fn(z) = o

exp (— 3(B(h)'z,7)), 7eR%. (A.2)

Proposition A.1. [3, Proposition 6.1] For [q1, 2] C (0,00), we have

2 _ y
sup sup ‘HP hq(An_1—n q-f-y,Xn—z)—fﬁ 0(3/2,7 ’ 0.
q€[q1,q2}ﬂn% y,2€L " (¢,0) \n ,HOO)

Lemma A.2. [3, Lemma 6.2] For [g1,q2] C (0,00), there exist three positive constants
C’,C1, X such that for N large enough, the following bound holds true

EN:hg\] [eiAXj] < Cl eiclja fO’f' .7 < N and q € [QI7QQ] N ﬁ2
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We recall (5.45) and we relax the constraint {X[g y,) > —21} in G, ; to define G,
ie.,

’:2‘76”
_ N2 _qq—
Glea = PNQJZ?V2 [AN2 = (e N2 — z1(1 - N%), X9 — 931)} (A.3)

Remark 5.6 guarantees us that there exist a K > 0 and a Ny € N such that %, € [K, - K]
for N > Ny and ¢ € [q1,¢2] N %.
enough, q € [q1,q2] N % and x; € Cny we have

Therefore, there exists a ¢; > 0 such that for NV large

21> By e (Xay) — (an)* > an Eg(xl) — (an)** > cran . (A.4)
As a consequence, we can write
GJ({T,E@ 2 GJq\f,iz,a 2 @qu,a - Gj%,g‘c (A-5)
with
No—1
G§@=:Z;PNM&JXN22$2—$LXES—QGNY (A.6)
1=

Until the end of the present section, every function o(1) converges to 0 as N — oo
uniformly in ¢ € [q1,¢2] N % and (z,a) € Hy (we will omit to repeat this uniformity to
lighten notations). Thanks to (A.5), the proof of Lemma 5.12 will be complete once we
show that

~ 1
_ ¥(h1)) 2
N? G]%,f,a = ( 2ﬂ_) +0o(1), (A.7)
and that
N?G ;= o(1). (A.8)

Let us start with (A.7) by stating a remark about the Hessian matrices B (see (A.1)).

Remark A.3. From (2.2) we deduce easily that £L”(h) > 0 for h € (—3/2,3/2). As a con-
sequence, we can rule out the equality case when applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
to (2.9). Therefore,

9(h9) = Det(B(h(g,0))) >0, g¢eR. (A.9)

Since L is convex on D, (A.9) is sufficient to assert that B(h(g,0)) is a symmetric positive-
definite matrix for every ¢ € R. Thus, the eigenvalues of B(ﬁ(q,())) are positive and
continuous in ¢ € R. This yields that, for [q1, ga] C (0, 00), the eigenvalues of B(h(q,0)) are
bounded above and below by positive constants that are uniform in ¢ € [¢1, g2]. Therefore,

there exists a compact subset K C (0, 00) such that 9(h9) € K for every q € [q1, ¢2]. From
(A.2), the latter implies that fﬁ(q 0) is bounded from above on R? | uniformly in ¢ € [q1, ¢2].

We resume the proof of (A.7). By definition of No = N — 2ay we easily show that
N? G]%,i,d = (N2)2 GK{@@ (1+0(1)). (A.10)

L and

Thus, we apply Proposition A.1 with n = Ny, y = ¢(N? — (N2)?) — a1 — as — 1 N]{,;
z = x9 — r1, and we obtain that

(N2 Glioa = Frtao) ((Nj)w \/LN?) +o(1). (A.11)
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In Section 5.4, to derive (5.50) and (5.51), we have proven that there exists a C' > 0 (uniform
in q € [q1,¢q]) such that (z,a) € Hy implies |z1| + |22 < Cay and |a1| + |az| < Cd¥.
Moreover, provided C is chosen large enough we also have N2 —(N5)? < C N ay. Therefore,
provided C' is chosen large enough,

9] <N and 12 < N for (z,a) € Hn, q € [q1, q2]. (A.12)

(N2)3/2 = /N VN2 T VN’

By remark A.3, we know that the eigenvalues of B(E(q, 0))~! are bounded above uniformly
in ¢ € [q1, 2], so that (A.12) allows us to write

wp - swp|f ) = Fra0)(0.0)] — 0. (A.13)
q€la1,q2] (Z,a)eHN h(q,0 ((N2)3/2 f) h(q,0) N

At this stage, we complete the proof of (A.7) by observing that fﬁ(q 0) (0,0) = ﬂ(ﬁq)*l/2 %

and by combining (A.10), (A.11) and (A.13) with the fact that fﬁ(q 0) I bounded from
above on R?, uniformly in ¢ € [q1, ¢a].

It remains to prove (A.8). We apply (5.20) with n = Np and h = hY, to claim that for
1€ {1,...,N2—1},
1:']\[2?]11]1\/2 (XN2 = T2 — :El,Xi < —claN) (A14)
=P, ng, (g = 21 — 22, Xy < —Cray + a1 — 22).
Since |z1 — x| < 2(aN)3/4 we have that, for N large enough, —ciay + 21 — 22 < —cian/2.
Therefore, by using (A.14) with i € {£2,..., No — 1} we obtain that

PNQ,h'}\,Q ()(N2 = X9 — 3317Xi S —claN) S PNg,h?V2 (XNQ—i S —%GN). (A15)

Coming back to (A.6) and using (A.15) for ¢ > N3/2 we can bound @J‘{,f from above as

N2 /2 No—1
Gj%,f < Z PNQ,h;ZV2 (Xn, =22 — 21, X; < —cran) + Z PNQ,h;zVZ (Xn—i < —%an)
i=1 Na/2
N2/2 N2/2 Acian
-\ ] —
<2 Z PNQJL;IVZ (Xz < —%GN) <2 Z EN27h;1V2 (e X) e 2 (A.16)
i=1 i=1
)\cl (logN 2 0
<2e Zc’ ~O = 0(1) 1, (A.17)

where we have used a Chernov inequality to obtain the second inequality in the second line,
and Lemma A.2 for the last line. This completes the proof of Lemma (5.12).
APPENDIX B. FUNCTIONAL ESTIMATES, PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.4
Let us start with the case j = 0. We recall (5.3) and we set
fun(@) =LA+ x) —h ) (B.1)

and therefore NGy (h) = Zfil Inw(i). We apply the Euler-Maclaurin summation formula
(see e.g. [11, Theorem 0.7] ) and since fy p is C? we obtain that

NG, (h) =A(N,h)+ B(N,h) (B.2)
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with

A(N,h) = ho()+ho /ho (B.3)
and

/ F1(@) (Bs(0) = Byl — |2))) d. (B.4)

where By is seconde Bernoulli polynomial.
We start by considering A(N, h). Recalling the definition of £ in (2.2) and the fact that
P is symmetric, we claim that £ is even and therefore

N+ fNp(N) (b h
2 = (5 35) (B:5)
We recall the definition of G in (5.9) and a straightforward computation gives
1-1/2N
/ foa)do =N [ Lty =) dy (B.6)
1/2N

1/2N
= NG(h) — 21\7/O L(h(3—2))dz

where we have used the change of variable y = z/N to get the first equality and the parity of
L combined with the change of variable z = 1 —y to obtain the second equality. Obviously,
for N large enough and for every h € [-5 + K, f — K| we have that both g and %(1 - %)
belong to Ry = [ — ﬁ + %,g — &]. Since £ is C! we set O = max{|L'(z)|,z € Rk}
and for N large enough

ho b h . |hl 1
‘£<§_W> £<2)‘ Cron =PCk sy (B2
and
1/2N 1/2N 1
(2N/ - 2)dz - £(3)] < 2N/ Cic Ih] 22 < BCl o (B.8)

Combining (B.5-B.8) we claim that, for N large enough
|A(N,h) = NG(h)| < BCk , Vhe[-B+K,B-K]|. (B.9)

It remains to consider B(N, h) (recall (B.4)). To that aim, we compute the second derivative
of fy, and obtain

W) = b+ L) —hE], ze[1,N]. (B.10)

It turns out that for # € [1, N] we have |2(1+ &) —h&| < @ Thus, h € [-f+ K, — K]
yields 2(1+4 &) —h% € Ri and since £ is C? we set C := max{|L"(z)|,z € Rk} and we
obtain |f% , (z)] < C),%/N?. As a consequence, we can use (B.4) to write

2
|B(N,h)| < c;’(ﬁf max{|Ba(u)|,u € [0,1]}. (B.11)

At this stage, it remains to combine (B.2), (B.9) and (B.11) to complete the proof of
Proposition 5.4 in the case j = 0.
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The proof for the case j = 1 being very close in spirit to that for j = 0, we will give less
details in this case. We can repeat (B.1-B.4) with NG} (h) instead of NGy (h) and after
redefining fx 5 as

fun(@) = (30 +%) - %) L0+ %) —h %] (B.12)

Using that £’ is odd, introducing the function g5 (u) := (3 — u)E’[h(f —u)] and computing
G’ from (5.9), we obtain that in this case

1- 1/2N
A(N, h) N/ —y) L' —y)ldy+ 31— %) LG - 5]

1/2N
1/2N
= NG'(h) + g(5% —ZN/ : (B.13)
Taking the derivative of g we obtain ¢'(u) = —E’[h(% u)] — h(3 — u)L"[h(5 — u)] so that
sup sup | (u)] < Ck + BCk (B.14)
u€l[0,1/2N] he[-f+K,8—K]
Therefore,
1/2N 1/2N
o) =28 [ atwyau| < Jatgk) —a(0)]+2N [ lgfu) = g(0)]du
1
< (Ck +ACK)~ (B.15)

It remains to consider B(N, h) for which we need to compute f} ,, i.e., for x € [1, N],

fin@) =201+ ) —r]+ B A+ L) - )b+ &) - hE].  (B.16)
Thus, after defining CY/ := max{|L"(z)|,z € Rk} and by mimicking the former proof we
obtain |fx,(z)| < (2 C}’(ﬁ + B2CH)/N? for x € [1,N]. This is sufficient to claim (from
(B.4)) that

|B(N,h)| < (2CKk B+ B C’”)— max{| By (u)|,u € [0,1]}. (B.17)

We combine (B.13), (B.15) and (B.17) and it completes the proof of Proposition 5.4 in the
case j = 1.
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