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Scaling Limits of Line Models in Degenerate Environment

Jean-Dominique Deuschel* Henri Elad Altman'

Abstract

We consider a 2-dimensional model of random walk in random environment known as
line model. The environment is described by two independent families of i.i.d. random
variables dictating rates of jumps in vertical, respectively horizontal directions, and whose
values are constant along vertical, respect. horizontal lines. When jump rates are heavy-
tailed in one of the directions, we prove that the random walk becomes superdiffusive in
that direction, with an explicit scaling limit written as a two-dimensional Brownian motion
time-changed (in one of the components) by a Kesten-Spitzer process as introduced in [19].
In the case of a fully degenerate environment, a sufficient condition for non-explosion is
provided, and conjectures on the associated scaling limit are formulated.

1 Introduction

1.1 Outline of the article

This paper deals with a time-continuous random walk (X (¢))¢>0 on Z? in the random
environment w. The walk to nearest neighbors is generated by

Lf(@)= Y wlz,z+e)(flz+e) — fl2),

e:le|=1
with symmetric conductances
0<w(z,y) =w(y,z) < oco.

The law P of the environment is assumed to be stationary and ergodic with respect to
the shift {6,} on Z2. For fixed environment w, we denote by Py the quenched law of the
walk with Py(X(0) = 0) = 1. We are concerned with the question whether, for P a.e.
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w, under P§, no explosion occurs and, whether the quenched invariance principle (QIP)
holds, that is the diffusively rescaled walk

XDy =1712X(Tt), >0

converges in law as T' — oo to a non degenerate Brownian motion

In the past few years, considerable progress has been made in weakening the assump-
tions on environments ensuring a QIP for the associated random walk. Thus, in [4], QIP
is obtained for random conductance model on Z%, d > 2, for environments that are de-
generate (i.e. non elliptic) but are ergodic, and satisfy appropriate moment conditions.
The more recent work [11] showed that, when d = 2, only 1st moment condition for w
and 1/w, namely

Elw(z,y)] < oo, E[l/w(z,y)] <oo

is sufficient for a QIP to hold. It should be noted, that in case of i.i.d. conductances
defined on Z%, with d > 2, no such moment condition is required for the QIP, cf. [2],
however for general ergodic P the moment condition is relevant for both non explosion
and QIP. Generalizations of the results of [4] to environments that are non-symmetric
have been obtained in the recent article [16].

In contrast to the aforementioned works, this paper explores environments for which
we do not observe a QIP. More specifically, we consider a random conductance model on
72, with conductances that are constant along horizontal and vertical lines, and given by

w(z,x+e1) =w(x,z—e1) = H(xz)(w) >0,
V(z1)(w) >0,

w(z,z +e3) = w(z,z — e3)

where e; = (1,0) and e2 = (0, 1), and where (H (k))rez and (V (k))gez are two independent
families of i.i.d. positive random variables. Of course this implies the ergodicity of P, which
is however not directional ergodic.

Let us denote by X (t) = (X1(t), X2(t)), t > 0, the random walk with rates as above.
Constant conductances along lines imply that both components X; and Xs have no drift.
As a consequence, introducing for all R > 0 the stopping time

TR :=1inf{t > 0: | X(¢)| + | X2(t)| > R},
then the stopped processes
X;R(t) = X;(t N TR), 1=1,2

are martingales with predictable quadratic variation

t/\TR

< XTR > (t) = 247 (Xy)(t A 7R) :/ (s))ds,
0
t/\’TR

< XT" > () = 24Y (X,)(t A7) = / (s)) ds,
0

2



(< X{R, X% > (t) = 0). The additive functionals above can be interpreted as random
walks in random scenery, although here the random walk is dependent of the ambient
scenery.

Regarding the jump rates, we assume that the laws of { H(z2), zo € Z} and {V (x1), 21 €
Z} are ii.d. with tails given, as L — oo, by

P(H(0) > L) = cy L~ (H2M) - PV (0) > L) = ¢y L~2(1HeM)

for some exponents a; > 0 and some constants cg, cyy > 0. In the statement of our scaling
limit results in section 4 we will in fact define the random variables H(x2), 22 € Z, in
terms of an underlying stable process, see Assumption 4.1.

In case a1, > 1, we have E[H(z2)] < oo and E[V(z1)] < oo, then no explosion
occurs and the QIP holds.

In this paper we assume either

a; <1land ag <1, so that E[H (z2)] = 00, E[V(z1)] = oo, (case 1)
or
a; <1and ag > 1, so that E[H (z2)] = 0o, E[V(z1)] < o0, (case 2).

The case 0 where V' (z1) = const was the object of 2 joint papers [14] and [15], where
heat kernel estimates were derived.

In neither cases 1,2 it is a priori clear whether non explosion occurs. Also the random
walk might travel very far along lines with very large conductances, thus we expect a
super diffusive behaviour, i.e. a singular scaling.

In order to identify the correct scaling let us suppose that, as above X (t) = (X1 (t), Xa(t)).
We assume that X; and X2 do not explode in finite time, so they are local martingales
with quadratic variation 24% and 2AY, where

H o ! \% - !
A (#) ._/0 OH(Xo(s))ds, AY(t) ._/0 oW (Xi(s))ds,  t>0. (1.1)

Moreover assume that for some ~; > 1/2
XD (@) = (T~ X (Tt), T~ X5 (Tt)), (1.2)
converges in law, as 7' — oo, to some limiting process Z(t) = (Z1(t), Z2(t)). Then with
61=1—7y+72/a1, do=1—m+m/az,

we can heuristically apply Kesten-Spitzer’s scaling limit results of [19] for random walks
in random scenery (originally written for discrete time 1/7; stable random walks). We
expect that, as T — oo,

(T~ AH(Tt), T2 AY (Tt))



converges to a couple of monotone increasing self similar processes (A1 (t), A2(t))¢>0. Com-
puting the corresponding quadratic variations

(< XTI > @), < x{D > (1)) = 202 AH(Tt), T-22 AY (T)),

in view of the above convergence, we get the following equality

2 1
2’Y1=51=1—72+l7 27225221—71+l.
a1 Qa2
This is a simple 2-d linear equation: set
]_/Oél -1 1/0[2 —1
=—V0 =—V0
€1 5 ) €2 5
then, provided
€1-€ <1,
(needed in order to get ; > 0), we have
14+ 6 1+ e
m 2(1—61'62) - / 72 2(1—61'62) - /

It should be noted that the processes X; and X5 are dependent, thus the additive func-
tionals of (1.1) above do not fall within the scope of [19], in particular we cannot expect
convergence of the local times of X; and Xo ! Thus the above derivation of the scaling
exponents y; and 9 is non-rigorous, however it turns out to provide a good guess for
conditions of non-explosion of our random walk.

Thus, our first result, Proposition 3.1, shows that the condition

€1 €3 < 1

implies that for P a.e. w, under P}, no explosion occurs. Since

: . 1
lim ~ > lim — = o0,

€1-eaTl er-eatl 1 — €1€2

we expect that when €1 - €2 > 1 explosion occurs.
Moreover with ~;" > 4; > 1/2 and

XTH(t) = (T70 X\ (Tt), T2 Xo(Tt)),
we show that for P a.e. w, for all T' > 0, we have the convergence

lim sup \XiT"’_(t)| =0,
e—0 0<t<T

in FPy-probability, see Proposition 3.4 below.



In case 2 we can be more precise: in that case since e = 0, no explosion occurs for all
a1 > 0, and with

_ L Yo =1/2
71_2 201 2 ) V2 = )

then P a.s., as € — 0, the law of
XD (1) = (T~MXL(T), T~V Xy (T1), t>0

under Py converges to
(By o A™(By), By)

where B; are independent Brownian motions and

AR (By)(t) = / LBP2(t, 2)dH(z),
R

where (H(x))zer is a two-sided stable subordinator of index «; and, for all (¢,z) € Ry xR,

LB (t,x) is the local time of By, up to time ¢, at the point z. See Theorem 4.3 below.

Processes such as A™(By) appear in the work of Kesten and Spitzer [19] to describe the

scaling limits of the models of random walk in random scenery considered therein.

Since in case 2, E[V (z1)] < oo, the convergence of XéT) (t) = T~Y/2X5(Tt) to By(t)
follows from a martingale scaling limit theorem, however the proof of the convergence of
the local times, based on an appropriate time change argument, is not immediate. In case
1 we expect that XT) converges in law, for the Skorohod topology, to a process (Z1,Z2)
of the form

(Z1(1), Zo(t)) = (B1 o A™(Za)(t), By o AV(Z1)(t),  ¢20, (1.3)

where

(A™(Zo) (1), AV (Z1) (1)) == ( /R L7t ) H(dx), /

L% (t, x) V(daz)) , (1.4)
R

where L% (t,z) are the occupation densities of Z;,i € {1,2}, and (H(%))zer, (V(T))zer
are independent, double-sided stable subordinators of respective indices o, g, that are
independent of B, By. Formally, such a process would correspond to a solution of the

system of singular SDEs
Z1(t) = /0 JH(Za(5)) AW (s)
Zo(t) = /0 V(21 (5)) dWa(s)

where Wy, Wy are two independent brownian motions. These SDEs are very singular,
as ‘H and V are only distributions, thus the very existence of such a process (77, Z3) is



highly non-trivial. The corresponding Dirichlet form on L?(R2, dx) is associated with the
bilinear form

E(u,v) = / Oy u () Oy v(x)dH (29)d21 + Opyti(2)Opyv()dV (21 )d2, u,v € CLH(R?),
R2

cf. [12], [18]. We also fall short of proving tightness of the rescaled process (1.2), as
our result for the convergence of (1.1) (see Proposition 3.4) based on quenched moment
estimates is too rough to set vf = ~; in the scaling.

Besides the line model random walk considered above, we also consider in this work
the associated constant speed random walk (X (£))¢>0 generated by

Lof()= > dlx,z+e)(flz+e)— f(x)),

e:le|=1
where
H(x2) V(z1)
H(wz) +V(a:1)’ H(.’Eg) +V(l‘1)7
which corresponds to a simple time change of the original walk X, namely we can construct
X as X(t) = X o JAV(X)~1(t), where

W(z,z+e) = W(z,zteg) =

JEV(X)7L(t) =inf{s > 0: JEV(X)(s) > t}, t>0,

is the inverse of the increasing function JHV(X)(s) := [AT(X3) + AY (X1)](s), s > 0.
In case 2, the random walk is trapped along the vertical direction and X sub-diffusively
rescaled converges to a FIN diffusion as considered in [17] and [6], whereas in the horizontal

direction X rescales diffusively. More precisely with v, = %(zil + %), (so that we have
/() < 1/2), set

XD(t) = (T2 Xa(t/e), T~V Xy (T))

then for P a.e. w, under Py, (XD (t))g0 converges in law to (Bj(t), By o A*(By) (1)
where B;,i = 1,2, are independent Brownian motions and

AM(By)7L(t) = inf{s > 0 : A™(By)(s) > t},

is the inverse of the process A (By)(s) = [ LP*(s,z)dH(x), s > 0, and where (H(2))zecr
is again a two-sided stable subordinator of index a;, see Theorem 4.11 below.

As for the variable-speed random walk, the scaling limit of (X (t))t>0 in case 1 remains
open but assuming as above that X(T)(t) = (T~MX(Tt), T2 X,(Tt)), converges to
(Z1(t), Za(t)) of the form (1.3), then if a1 < ag < 1, i.e. 1 < 72, we expect that

x () (t) = (T_I/ZXl(Tt),T_W/(%)XQ(Tt)),

converges to (By(t), By o (AY(Zy) o A™(Z3)7(t))), where AY(Z;) and A™(Zy) are as in
(1.4) and
AM(Z9)(t) = inf{s > 0: A™(Zy)(s) > t},  t>0.
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1.2 Outline of the article

In section 2 we first introduce the line model in detail and prove a few basic properties
thereof. Section 3 provides a non-explosion criterion (Proposition 3.1) which we believe
to be optimal. Then Section 4 proves, in the semi-degenerate case where oy < 1 but
ag > 1, i.e. in case 2, scaling limit results for the line model (Theorem 4.3) as well as for
the constant-speed variant thereof (Theorem 4.11). Section 5 is an appendix containing
a few definitions and technical results needed in our proofs.

1.3 Notations

Throughout the article, for all € Z?2, we shall denote by |z| := |x1| + |72| the 1-norm
of z. We will denote by C := C([0, 00)) the space of continuous, real-valued functions on
[0, +00), which we shall equip with the topology of uniform convergence on finite intervals.
We shall denote by D = D([0,00)) the space of cadlag functions on [0,+0c0), equipped
with the Skorohod topology, see Section 16 of [10] for the definition.
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cussions with Nicolas Perkowski. We would like to thank Zhen-Qing Chen for valuable
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Dirichlet Postdoctoral Fellow in Mathematics at Freie Universitdt Berlin, with funding
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Figure 1: Trajectory of line model for a; = 0.6, as = 0.9, after 100 jumps



2 The model

Let (Z%,E?) be the infinite 2-dimensional Euclidean lattice, where E? denotes the set of
edges between any two neigboring points of Z?:

E2 = {(z,y), 2,y € Z?s.t. ||z — y|| = 1}.
The set of environments on this graph is given by
Q:={w:E* >R} (2.1)

endowed with the cylindrical o-algebra F. We consider two independent families of i.i.d.
positive random variables (H(k))rez and (V(k))rez. We define a random environment w
by setting, for any point z = (z1,z2) € Z2,

(x,z —e1) = H(x2)(w) > 0,
(x,z —e3) =V (r1)(w) >0,

w(z,x+e)=w
w(z,z+e) =w
where e; = (1,0) and eg = (0,1). If |z — y| # 1, we set w(z,y) := 0. Observe that

Yo,y €27, w(z,y) = w(y,2). (22)

We denote by P the probability law thus induced on (2, F). For all w € €, we then
introduce a continuous-time random walk (X (¢));>0 on Z? with generator

Lf(x)= ) wlaate)(fle+e)— flx),

e:le|=1

and denote by Py’ the law of this walk started from 0. In particular, due to (2.2), £¥ is
symmetric with respect to the counting measure. This is thus an instance of a random
conductance model. Finally we denote by P := [P(dw)P§ the annealed probability
measure.

From now on and and until Section 4.1 included, we make the following assumption
regarding the environment:

Assumption 2.1. We assume:

1. Hypothesis (H1): there exists ¢ > 0 such that H(z) > ¢ and V(x) > ¢ for all
x € 2.

2. Hypothesis (H2): there exist exponents oy, an > 0 and constants cg,cy > 0 such
that, when L — oo,

P(H(z2) > L) = cyg L= 0H°MW) - P(V(21) > L) = ¢y L2 +0(),



2.1 Ergodicity of the environment

The following property will be useful:

Lemma 2.2. The environment s stationary and ergodic.

Proof. The sequences V (z1), 1 € Z, and H(x3), x2 € Z, are both i.i.d., hence in partic-
ular stationary. Since they are also mutually independent, the stationarity of the envi-
ronment follows. The proof of ergodicity is standard, noting that for any two functions
f,g € L?*(Q) that are local, i.e. that depend only on values of configurations on edges in
some finite set K, we have

E[fTi(er+e2)9] = ELfTElg],
as soon as k > 2diam(K). Here, for k > 1 we define 7, 1¢,)9 € L*() by

(Tk(61+eg)g)(w) = g(Tk(el+€2)w)7 w e Q

See e.g. the reasoning in the 2nd step of [3, Thm 5.4] for more details.
O

We introduce the process known as the environment seen from the walker. Let € be,
as in (2.1), the set of environments, and define, for all w € €2, the process

w(t) == Tx,w, t>0, (2.3)
where, for all w € Q and v € Z?, T,w denotes the environment w shifted by wu:
Ve € B2, (Tyw)e := We—u.

Under the annealed law P = [P(dw) Py, this defines a Markov process on €, with re-
versible measure P. By ergodicity of the environment, this process is furthermore ergodic,
see e.g. [25, Corollary 2.1.25].

2.2 Martingale property of the random walk

Another property that plays a key role in this model is the martingale property of the
random walk. We introduce the additive functionals

¢ ¢
AR (X)(t) = / H(X2(s)) ds, AY (X))(t) := / V(X1(s)) ds.
0 0
Let (F:)e>0 denote the natural filtration:
Fi:=o0({Xs, s <t}), t>0,

and, for all R > 0, let 7 := inf{t > 0 : || X (¢)|| > R}. Note that 7 is a stopping time
with respect to (F;)e>0.



Lemma 2.3. For allw € ), for all R > 0, the stopped processes
XTE(t) == X;(t NTR), i=1,2

are martingales for the quenched probability measure Py with predictable quadratic vari-
ations

< XTR > (1) = 247 (X2)(t ATR), < X3% > (1) =245 (X1)(tATR), >0,

Proof. To see these claims, let pg : Z? — R be the bounded function given by ¢g(z) :=
1{jz<r} 1, € Z*. By Dynkin’s formula (see e.g. Theorem 3.32 in [21]), we have

or(X(1)) - or(0) - /0 C4op(X(s)) ds = M,

where (M;)i>0 is a cadlag martingale. By the optional stopping theorem, and using the
fact that or(Xy) = Xi1(¢) for all t < 7 and LYpr(X;) = 0 for all t < 7R, we get

X;R(t) :Mt/\TR7 tZO,

which is a martingale. The same holds for X5 similarly. Regarding the expression for the
quadratic variation, applying Dynkin’s formula with the function ¥r(z) = 1f||<pr} (x1)2,
then stopping at 7r and using the fact that pr(X;) = Xi(t)? for all t < 75 and
LY r(X:) = 2H(X4(t)) for all t < T, we get that

Gt nmy? -2 " H(Xs(5)) ds

is a martingale, yielding the expression of (X%, X{%). The expression for (X;%, XJ%) is
obtained similarly. O

3 Non-explosion

Before studying the long-time behaviour of the random walk X defined in Section 2,
we need to ensure that this random walk does not blow up in finite time for almost all
environments. For this purpose, as in the introduction we denote

1/1
&= 3 (—1) AO, =12 (3.1)

Qg

Proposition 3.1. Assume e1e9 < 1. Then, for almost all environments w, the random
walk X is conservative, i.e., for every t < oo we have

Py (the number of jumps of X in [0,1] is finite) = 1.
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Remark 3.2. In the framework of random conductance models, a standard tool for
obtaining non-explosion is provided by considering the chemical distance d,, defined as

dy(z,y) = irvlf { Z 1A w(z, zi+1)_1/2},

where the infimum is taken over all finite paths v = (2o,..., ) connecting two points x
and y of Z2. According to [7, Lemma 2.5], it suffices to prove

D e ®l0m) < oo (3.2)

zeZ?

for almost all w. With this criterion, by getting a lower bound on d,, along the lines of [5,
Lemma 1.12], one can obtain non-explosion provided ajag > %. This sufficient condition
is however strictly more restrictive than €169 < 1. Actually, a time-change as done in the
proof below seems necessary to obtain the latter criterion.

To prove Proposition 3.1, we will first introduce an auxiliary process, which is a time-
change of the process (X (¢))¢>0. To do so let us henceforth introduce a7 , o two positive
constants such that o] < aj and a; < as. In consistency with (3.1) we correspondingly
define

1/ 1
ef =3 <_—1> MO, i=1,2. (3.3)

Q;

We consider the random walk (X ):>0 with generator

L7 f(@) = Y W te) (flate) - f(z),
e:le|=1
where
w(w,y)

Yo,y € 72, w*(z,y) = - -
H ()™ V(1)

Y

that is, for all z € Z2
Wiz, ter) = H(w)' ™™ V(z)™ %,  w*(z,zEer) = H(wg)™™ V(zy)' ™,

and w*(z,y) =0 if |z — y| # 1.
We will prove the following lemma

Lemma 3.3. Assume €162 < 1. Then, for almost all environments w, the random walk
X* is conservative, i.e., for every t < oo we have

P¥(the number of jumps of X™* in [0,t] is finite) = 1.

The Proposition 3.1 then follows from the above Lemma. Indeed note (see e.g. exercice
2.32 in [21]) that X™* may be constructed using X via the time-change

X; =Xy, (3.4)

11



where A; := fg H(X5(5))*1 V(X1(s))% ds and A~! denotes the right-continuous inverse
of A. Now, by Hypothesis (H2) in Assumptions 2.1, for all 29 € Z, as u — 400
N _ar
P(H(z2)" >u) =P(H(z2) >u*1 ) =u °1 (1+o0(1)).
Since a1 > aj , we deduce that E[H (x2)* ] < co. Similarly, for all z1 € Z, E[V (z1)%2 ] <
co. Hence - - - -
E[H (z2)* V(X1)% ] =E[H(z2)* |E[V (21)*? ] < oc. (3.5)

This ensures that the time-change defined by (3.4) is admissible. Hence, if X* is conser-
vative, then X will be as well. We are thus left with proving Lemma 3.3.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We henceforth fix an environment w € 2. We will actually prove
the stronger statement that, for all ¢ > 0, X;(¢) and X;(¢) have finite moments. Let
R > 0, and consider

TR :=inf{t > 0: | X7 ()| + | X5(t)] > R}.

which is a stopping time for the canonical filtration F; := o({X*(s) : s < t}). Henceforth
we will mostly write 7 instead of 7 to alleviate notations. For all p > 1, we set

hy(t) := Eg [XT(EAT)], wpt) := Eg [X5(EAT)].
First case: Assume first that e < 1 and g5 < 1. We will show that, for all T" > 0,
VEe [0,T],  ho(t) < CW)(T+T") and wy(t) < Cw)(T + T42),

where
1+ 5?

+

A= —7T—
1—¢e

>1, i=1,2 (3.6)

and where henceforth C'(w) denotes a positive constant depending on w but independent
of t and of the trajectory X* of the random walk, and whose values may change from line
to line. The process

tAT _ _
My == (X{(tAT))? ~ H(X5(s))'™ V(X{(s)) 7% ds
0
is a martingale bounded - thanks to the stopping time 7 - by

R? 4+t x max H(x1)'™ V(zg) 2 < 0.
lzl<R

In addition My = 0. As a consequence

tAT

E§[(X{(tAT))’] = By { H(X3(s)'701 V(X[ (s)) 2 ds]

0

< ¥ Uot H(X3(s A7)0 V(X3 (s A 7))02 ds] .
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To bound the integrand in the right-hand side above we use the bound (H1) in Assumption
(2.1), as well as the bound

1
Vk € N, |m|zi)]§H(x) < C(w) (1 —|—k”‘1> ,

(see Lemma 5.4 in the Appendix), which yield

lfal

ES[(X5(tAT))?] < Cw) BY t—l—/o X5(sAT) 1 ds

< C(w) <t+/0t Eg;[X;(sm)%TD ds

with €] as in (3.3). Since by assumption 1 < 1, recalling the definition (3.1), we see that

5f < 1 provided o] is sufficiently close to «y. Using Jensen’s inequality, we therefore

have N + n
E§[X3(s A7) ] < BFIX5(s AT)’JT = (v2(t))7

Thus, we get

hatt) = BSICXG (A7) < Cl) (14 [ (ea(o)) as).

In a similar we obtain the symmetric bound

t
va(t) < O(w) (t + / (ha(s))%2 ds> .
0
We thereby get the system of inequalities

ha(t) < C(w) (t + [t wals))eT ds
v9(t) < C(w) (t + fg(hg(s))s?+ ds

Since £, g5 < 1, we get that ha(t),v2(t) < oo for all t > 0. More specifically, by the first
point in Lemma 5.5 below (see subsection 5.3 in the Appendix) with hg = v9 = T, we
obtain

()4 4 T
(w) (T + TAI) ,

Vte [0,T],  EY[X;(tAT)?] =het) <C
<C

(note that A; > 1), and likewise

vte[0,T),  EY[X3(tAT)Y =ua(t) < Clw) (T +T42) .
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Note that these bounds are uniform in the cut-off parameter R defining the stopping time
7, which readily ensures non-explosion in [0, 7. Sending R — oo, we also get by Fatou’s
lemma the bounds

Vi€ 0,T], EF[X{t)<Cw)(T+T) and EF[X;(t)% <COw) (T +T4),
(3.7)
which yield the claim.
Second case: Assume now that eo < 1 and ¢ € (1, é) Set p := E% > 2. For all

2
R > 0, applying Dynkin’s formula to the process pr(X:), where 9g(x) := 1<y [|7|l",
and noting that, for all z € Z? with ||z|| < R we have

L pp(x) = H(z2)™ V(21)' ™2 (Jwa + 1P + |z — 1P — 2|za(s)|P)

then setting again 7 = 7p we obtain that the process

[ X5 (tAT)|P— ; CH(X3(5)° VXE(9)7% (X3(5) + 1P + |X3() — 1 = 20X3(s)P) ds

is a bounded martingale. Taking expectations as above, we obtain
EF[IXa@nr)l] <
tAT

Eg { ; H(X35())™ V(X7 () ™% (IX3(s) + 1 + | X5(s) — 1| — 2|X5(s)|”) ds | .

Now, using the bound (H1) in Assumption (2.1), as well as the bound

1
Vk e N, ‘H1|E<L)I§V($) < C(w) <1 +ka2> ,

see equation (A.1) in [5], we get
Vs € [0,T], H(X3(s))1 V(Xi(s)! ™ < C(w)|X{(s)*7 .
Further using the inequality
2+ 1P =2z’ + |z — 1|P < e (JzP2+ 1), x € Z,

with a constant ¢ depending only on p, we obtain
t
BSIPGOF) < Cw) [ B [1X1( A 0P (X35 Ar)P~2 4+ 1}] ds
0

< C(w) (t + /Ot EY [|Xf(s A T2 | X3 (s A T)\p—ﬂ d5> .

We now use Holder’s inequality with the pair of conjugate exponents (g, q’) given by
1 1 —2

f:zs;, —/:L:l—sg
q q p
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(note that ¢,¢' > 1 since e5 € (0,1)). This allows to bound the integrand in the last
integral above by

+ +

w * 6+ w * f€+ £ —€
B[ X7 (s AT)PI2 EF[IX3 (s AT)IPT' %2 = ha(s)"2 up(s)' 2.

Thus we get

wy(t) < C(w) <t+ / ha(s) Ty (5)1-5% ds> . (3.8)

0
On the other hand, reasoning as in the First Case above, we get

halt) < ) (14 [ B0 07T as).

where the last integrand is bounded, by Jensen’s inequality, by

+
2 + o+

EF[X5(s AT)PI P = wp(s)1 %2,
so that

ha(t) < C(w) (t + /0 t vp(s)F1 e ds> . (3.9)

Combining (3.8) and (3.9) we deduce, by the second point of Lemma 5.5 applied with
ho = vop =T, that for all ¢t € [0,T],

E§[X;(tAT)?] = ho(t) < C(w) (T+T™)  and  EF[X3(tAT)] = va(t) < Cw) (T +T72),

with By = ?—f. Again, these bounds are uniform in the cut-off parameter R defining the
2

stopping time 7, which ensures non-explosion in [0, 7], and sending R — oo, we also get
by Fatou’s lemma

vte[0,T],  EJIX{®t)?] <Cw)(T+T") and EF[X;(t)? <C(w)(T+T5),

which yield the claim.
Last case: If ¢y < 1 and &9 € (1

case, we get non explosion and

1

’E)’ then reasoning similarly as in the previous

vi>0,  EF[(XT(1)? + (X3(1)P] < oo
where p := % O
€1
As a by-product of the non-explosion results obtained above, one is able to control

the long-time behaviour of the random walk. We assume that the non-explosion criterion
189 < 1 is satisfied.
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Proposition 3.4. Define the rescaled random walk (X7 (t))i>0 as follows:

Xty =742 x,(Tt), i=1,2

with a;,1 = 1,2, two positive constants such that a; > 11:;;2’ 1 =1,2. Then, for P a.e.
weQ, forallt >0, andi=1,2,

sup XZ-(T)(S) — 0
0<s<t T—o0

in By -probability.

Remark 3.5. This Proposition shows that % are upper bounds for the correct
scaling exponent for X;, ¢ = 1,2. In the special case where a; > 1 or as > 1, then we
actually have a scaling limit as shown in the next section. For instance for ar; < 1 and
ag > 1, the correct scaling exponents are g = % + ﬁ and 1/2, respectively. Note that in
this regime €1 = %(1 — 0%1) and 9 = 0, so these scaling exponents are consistent with the
above proposition. In the other regimes, we also expect the correct scaling exponents to

be
1+5i

2(1 — 6162)7

but our methods fall short of proving tightness with these exponents.

i=1,2,

Proof. First note that, the proof of Lemma 3.3 has shown that (X (t))¢>0, for ¢ = 1,2,
are L? martingales with respect to the canonical filtration 7 1= o({X*(s) : s < t}).
Let us now assume for instance that 1 < 1 and €2 < 1 (the other cases are similar).
The processes (X[ (t)):>0 being cadlag martingales, by Doob’s inequality, and using the

bounds (3.7), we get, for all ¢t > 0,

()

Ey [ sup Xi*(s)z] <2F [ X7 (1)?] < O(w)(t + ), i€ {1,2},

0<s<t
. 14et + +
for A;, i =1,2, of the form A; = .—'= where £/ > 1 and &5 > &3 (see (3.6)). Moreover,
Te1 2

choosing aj sufficiently close to ¢;, we can further ensure that a; > A;. After rescaling,
we obtain

2
EY <sup TC”/2|X;"(T5)\) < C(w)(TY %t + tAT4i—a) e {1,2}.

0<s<t

Since a; > A; > 1, setting

XDy =72 x3(TE), i=1,2,
then as T — oo, we obtain that XZ.* () converges to 0 in probability, in D([0,c0)). Now,
we can write

xT = x5 4D

i i ’
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where
1 1 Tt

AM (1) = FATE) = H(Xo(s)*1 V(X1(s))% ds, ¢ >0.
0
By (3.5) and the ergodicity of the environment seen from the particle, for P a.e. w, for all
t>0,
AD (1) — o, (3.10)
T—o00

P¢ a.s., where ¢ := E[H(0)* | E[V(0)?2 ] < co. Indeed, recalling the notation of (2.3), we
can write
1 [Tt - -
AD) = 2 [ 90,00 (o)) 0,20 ds,
0
and, since
Elw(0,e1)™ w(0,e2)*2] = E[H(0)* | E[V(0)2] = c,
the claimed convergence holds by Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem applied to the process
(w(t))i>0. Since the processes AT) are non-decreasing, by Dini’s theorem we deduce
that AT v I a.s. in C([0,00)), where I(t) := ct, t > 0. By Lemma 5.8, we deduce
— 00

that XD = x*1) 5 A(T) converges in probability to 0 as T' — oo, for i = 1, 2. O

7 (2

4 Scaling limit results when max(aq, as) > 1

In this section we assume that max(aq,as) > 1. We will prove scaling limit results for
the properly rescaled random walk. We start with the easy case where aj,a2 > 1 and
then tackle the interesting case where min(ay, ag) < 1.

4.1 Case a1 > 1, ay > 1.

In this case we have E[H(z)] := cg < oo and E[V(z)] := ¢y < oo. Invariance principle
hence follows by standard results, see [11]. In our specific framework, it can be derived
along the following lines. Reasoning as for the proof of the convergence (3.10) above, by
ergodicity of the environment seen from the walker, for all t > 0 we get, P almost-surely,
1 Tt 1 Tt
— H(X ds — t — X — cy t.
|G as = et g [ V@) e
Now, setting X(T)(t) := T—V2(X(Tt), X2(Tt)), t > 0, we therefore have, for all t > 0,
the P almost-sure convergence
(T) 5 (T) (T)
(X7, X701 o 2cyt, (X5, X5 ) () v 2cyt.

Since moreover (X {T) , XéT)>(t) =0 for all T > 0, we deduce by standard arguments that,

for P a.e. w, (XT)(t));>0 converges under P¢, in distribution, for the Skorohod topology,
to a 2-dimensional Brownian motion (/5(t)):>o with diffusion matrix

_(2cy O
E_< 0 26\/>'
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4.2 Case where either a1 <1 or ay < 1.

Now we work in the semi-degenerate case where either vy < 1 or ag < 1. Let us assume
for instance oy < 1 and ag > 1.

4.2.1 The result

In this case we also have E[V (z)] := ¢y < 0o, whence, reasoning as before,

(T) (1)
(X5 7, X5 ) (1) T:>>o2cvt’ a.s.

Hence, (XéT) (t))t>0 converges P-a.s., in distribution, to a 1-dimensional Brownian mo-
tion (B1(t))e>0 with diffusion coefficient /2. However now E[H (x)] = oo, thus a similar

convergence fails to hold for (X 1(T) (t))t>0. We actually have a superdiffusive behavior of
the fast component X7, with a non-Gaussian scaling limit. In order to obtain a quenched
formulation, we will make the following assumption.

Assumption 4.1. We assume:

1. The variables V(x), © € Z are i.i.d, with finite mean, and there exists ¢ > 0 such
that V(z) > ¢ for all x € Z.

2. There is an underlying double-sided stable subordinator (H(x))zer of index oy, in-
dependent of (V(x))zez, such that the random variables H(x) are given by

Vo eZ, H(z)=H(+1)—H). (4.1)

For all T' > 0, we define

HD (z) .= T (7—[ (x\;%l) ~H (%)) . zel (4.2)

Note that (H)(x)),cz has the same distribution as the original collection (H(z)).cz,
thanks to the scaling property of H. In the sequel it will be convenient to use the
H™)(z) rather than the H(z) in the definition of the rescaled process X(*) so as to
get a quenched result. Namely, for all T > 0, we define X7 the random walk started
from 0 in the environment defined by the variables H(")(z) and V(x), and then set

XD @) = (xT @), x{7(#)), where

1
ve>0, X)) = 7 X1 (1), Xt =

1

TXQT (Tt). (4.3)

Hereéz%(l—i—a%).

Remark 4.2. Redefining the variables H(x) as (4.2) for each value of T" allows to obtain
quenched result. However this does not change the law of the environment, so without this
modification all the scaling limit results stated below would remain true, but in annealed
- rather than quenched - sense.
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Theorem 4.3. For P-a.c. realisation of the environment, there holds the convergence in
law, in the space C([0,00)),

(1 " H<T><X2<s>>ds) — (A(1) (4.4)
T6 0 >0 T—o0 t20° )

where (A(t))i>0 is the Kesten-Spitzer process, defined as

+o0
A(t):A”(BQ)(t):/ LB2(t, x)dH(z), t>0, (4.5)

—0o0

where (LP2(t, x))zeRr,+>0 5 the local time process of By, where By is a Brownian motion
in R started from 0 and with diffusion coefficient \/2. In addition, for P-a.e. realisation
of the environment, we have the convergence in law, in D([0,00)),

(T) )
(X)) ., 7= BUAW). Ba(0))zp (4.6)
where (A(t))¢>0 is as in (4.5), and By is a Brownian motion started from 0, with diffusion
coefficient /2, and independent from Bs.

Remark 4.4. We believe the second point of Assumption 4.1 may be relaxed to just

assuming P(H(xz2) > L) = ey L1 (+0) “at the expanse of re-defining the variables
—00

H™)(x) accordingly: in this more general case, as in [6] (see Section 4 therein), we can
define G : [0,00) — [0, 00) such that, for all a > 0

P(H(1) > G(a)) = P(H(0) > a).

Such a function G is well-defined since Z(1) has a continuous distribution. Additionally,
it is nondecreasing and right continuous, and we denote by G~! its right-continuous
generalized inverse. For all T' > 0 we could then define

- (v (u(55) (). e

With this properly rescaled environment, the above scaling limit theorem is believed to
remain true. However, in order to simplify the proofs, we shall stick here to the, already
non trivial, case of H(z) given as in (4.1).

In the remainder of this section we prove the above theorem, first in the easier case

where the random variables V (z) are deterministic, second in the general case.

4.2.2 Case where V is constant

Let us assume in a first step that V' is a deterministic constant, e.g. V(z) = 1 for all
x € Z. Thus the environment is given by
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(x,z —e1) = H(x2)(w) > 0,

(x,z —eg) =1,

w(x,z+e)=w
w(x,z+e2) =w

In this case, X (t) = (X;(t), X2(t)) can be represented as (S1(A(t)), Sa2(t)), where S(t) =
(S1(t), S?(t)) is a 2-dimensional random walk jumping to each neighboring site at rate 1,
and

Al) = /OtH(SQ(r))dr, £ 0.

Note that S2(t), t > 0, is independent of the random variables H(x), z € Z, so (A(t))¢>0 is
a continuous-time random walk in random scenery whose scaling limit is given by a Kesten-
Spitzer process like (4.5), as proven in [19]. Hence the following lemma is a consequence
of the results of [19] (with the slight difference that in that article the random walk is in
discrete time), however we shall provide a different proof which more easily generalises to
the case where the random variables V' (z), x € Z, are no longer constant.

Lemma 4.5. For P a.e. realisation of the environment, we have the convergence in law

in C([0,00)) -

— HD (X A
(75 ) #OCDE) = B@en
where (A(t))i>0 is as in (4.5).

Proof. Since (S(t))t>0 is a simple random walk with quadratic variations

(S1,S1)¢ = (S2, 52)r = 2t,

by Donsker’s theorem we have the convergence in law, in D([0, c0)),

SO(¢) = \/ITS(Tt) = B() (4.7)

where (B(t));>0 is a two-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusion coefficient v/2. In
addition, we have convergence at the level of the local times thanks to Lemma 5.6 (see
subsection 5.4 of the Appendix). Namely, setting

1 Tt
E?(l’) = \/T/O 1{52(7"):LT93J} dr, t>0, zeR,
as well as ¢7 the version of these local times obtained by linear interpolation in space
&7 (z) = ((\/fﬂ - ﬁx) (x) + (\/fx - L\/ij) MTx+1), >0, zeR,

then, jointly with the convergence (4.7), we have the convergence in law in C([0, 00) xR, R),
for the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets,

d
(0 (2))zert>0 T%; (LP2(t, 2)) ser 150
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where LP2(t,z) are the local times of Bs, see Lemma 5.6 below. On the other hand,
setting

1
z€T—1/27

then, recalling (4.2), for all T' > 0 we can re-express urp as
1
zeT—1/27 T

Thus, almost-surely, the sequence of measures (u7)r~o converges vaguely, as T' — 00, to
the Stieltjes measure H(dx) of the stable subordinator H defining the environment. Given
a large number M > 0, let us now consider the map

. {CM(R+ xR) x M(R) — C(Ry)
) = (t [ [t 2) pd))
where
Cuy(Ry xR):={f e C(Ry xR):Vt>0,supp(f(t,-) cC[-M —1,M + 1]}

is the space of continuous functions on R, x R that are compactly supported in space in
the interval [-M — 1, M + 1]. We equip Cp(Ry x R) and C(R4) with the topology of
uniform convergence on compact subsets (of R} x R and R, respectively). Then the map
® is continuous. Therefore, taking a cut-off function ¢y € C(R) such that ¢y (z) = 0 if
|| > M 41 and ¢p(x) = 1if |x] < M, we have the quenched convergence in distribution

| on @il @) i) = [ oL@ Hido).

Further note that ¢/ (z) = (7 (z) for all # € T~/2Z, hence for all z in the support of yr,
so we also have

/ orr (@) () o () = / o () L2 (2) H(d).
R

Now
Tt
7 | ATy = [ @) ) .
— [ eu@f @ ur(do) + [ 0 o) @) urda),
R R
while
/ LB (t, ) H(dz)
(4.9)
:/ 2V LB (8, 2) H(dz) +/R(1 = ot (@) LB (1, 2) H(da).
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We know that the first term in the right-hand side of (4.8) converges in distribution, as
T — oo, to the first term in the right-hand side of (4.9), for the topology of uniform
convergence on compact sets on C(R). In addition, defining €(M) in a similar way as
£(A) is defined in equation (2.17) of [19]:

e(M):=sup P < sup |SD)(r)] > M) ,
T>1  \0<r<t

and reasoning as in the aformentioned article, we see that (M) M—> 0. We deduce that
—00

for any fixed ¢ > 0, and any € > 0 we have, for M large enough,

v >1, IP(sup |S(T)(T)\>M> <e€/2 and P(sup ]B(r)|>M> <€/2.
0<r<t 0<r<t

Since 1 — ¢ vanishes on [—M, M], the second terms in the right-hand sides of (4.8) and
(4.9) therefore vanish simultaneously with probability at least 1 —e. Since € was arbitrary,
this shows that these terms tend to 0 in probability as M — oo, uniformly in 7. As a
consequence, we finally obtain the convergence in law (A™)(t));>0 = (A(t))e>0 for the

topology of uniform convergence of compact sets on C(R ), where

AT () = %A(Tt), A(t) = / LBt 2) H(dz),  t>0.
R

O

From the above lemma we deduce the requested convergence. Indeed, setting as in

(4.3),
1
XD @) .=1-92xT(11), X (t) = —=Xo(Tt), >0,
0 I
note that in our case XJ = X, = S5 does not depend on the rescaled environment), we
2
have

XDy =87 0 ANy, xD (1) = s ),

where, for all M > 0, Si(M) (t) :== ﬁSi(Mt), 1 = 1,2. Now, for P-a.e. realisation of the

environment we have the joint convergence in law

(A ST — (A, By)

T—o00

. . 9
=— B in D. Since, moreover, SE )
T—00

)

S
in C' x D , as well as the convergence in law SET

is independent of (A(T), éT)), these two convergences happen jointly. Using Lemma 5.9
we deduce the convergence in law

(x", x{"y — (BioA, By),

T—o00

in D?, as requested.
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4.2.3 General case

In the case where V(z), x € Z, are no longer deterministic, the above proof no longer
works. One difficulty is to obtain the convergence in law of the local times of (X2(t))i>0
(when diffusively rescaled), to those of a Brownian motion: this is non-trivial as (X2 (t))¢>0
is no longer a simple random walk. Another difficulty appearing is the interdependence
of the two components of the walk, X; and X5, which no longer allows to represent them
using a two-dimensional simple random walk. To circumvent these obstacles, we will rely
on appropriate time changes.

4.2.4 A time change

We introduce a new generator. For all f : Z? — R and y = (y1,y2) € Z2, we define

=

_ H(y2) _ e
LY f(y) = (yl)(f(y+61) 2f(y) + f(y — e1)) (4.10)

+ (fy+e2) =2f(y) + fy —e2)),
and let Y (t) = (Y1(t), Ya(t)), t > 0, denote the random walk generated by £Y. Note that

(see e.g. exercice 2.32 in [21]), (Y (¢))¢>0 may be constructed from our original random
walk (X (¢)):>0 via the time change

<

Y(t) = X(A7N(1), A(t) = /OtV(Xl(s)), t>0. (4.11)

We also denote by Y7 the process with generator as in (4.10) but with the random vari-
ables H replaced by HT) as defined in (4.2). The advantage of considering (Y (t))¢>o, is
that, for all T > 0, the vertical component (Y3 (t))s>0 is now a simple random walk inde-
pendent of the environment. In particular, convergence holds for its diffusively rescaled
local times thanks to Lemma 5.6 (see Appendix).

Now, for all T' > 0, the first component YlT(t) has quadratic variation

HT
v v, / A ()0 s,

Let us introduce processes DV'T and DT defined by

1 Tt H(T)(YT(S)) - 1 Tt
DV () = 75 st, DT (¢) '_T‘5/0 HD (Y (s)ds,  t>0.
(4.12)
We have
TN 5Y,T
(0 = [ 7T (@) du” @)
where
T(d:c):; H(NTxz)d, = (24— —H(x) ) b,
H \/Tl/m xeg\:ﬁz x€§/22< < \/T> >
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Note that ¢¥-7 being the local times process of a (rescaled) simple random walk, its law

under the annealed measure is independent of H, whence, reasoning as in the proof of

Lemma 4.5, we obtain the quenched convergence in law, in C, (DT (¢));>0 = (A(t))t>0,
>0~ >

where (A(t)):>0 is the Kesten-Spitzer process defined in (4.5). We therefrom deduce that
(DV'T(t))>0 = (A(t))e>0 also, thanks to the following lemma:
—00

Lemma 4.6. For all fixed t > 0, we have the almost-sure convergence

Tt H (Y] (s))
VT f = 2 W (s
D™ (t) _ Jo "VETE) o1 (4.13)

DHO [ HO(Y (3)) ds T

Proof. We have

Tt HD (YL (s))
DVTw) o vty 9 E(Tt)
D) [FPHDOY](s)ds [PV (7)) du’

(T)
where E(u) := fou % dr and we performed the change of variable s = 7,, with

7y = inf{v > 0: E(v) > u}.

Now, the process (Y{!(7y), Y4 (74)), u > 0, has generator given, for all f : Z? — R and
y = (y1,92) € Z*, by

LY fly) = (fly+er) = 2f(y) + fly —e))

VD (1 en) — 2(y) + Fly — e2)).

T HD) ()

Note that, for all fixed w € , under PY, (Y{f (74))u>0 has the law of a simple random
walk. In particular, the process (Y{! (7,))u>0 is independent of the environment. We thus
obtain

DV (t) E(Tt)

DT(t) — [ETO v (S(u)) du’

where (S(u))y>0 is a simple random walk independent of (V(z))zez. Since the V(z) are
i.i.d. random variables, by an application of the ergodic theorem, we have P(dw) x Pg’-a.s.,

M
% /0 V(S(u))du — E[V(0)] = 1
Therefore, a.s., vy
DV (t) E(Tt)
DT(t) foE(Tt) V(S(u)) du jyane !

as claimed. 0
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As a consequence,

Corollary 4.7. (DV'T(t))i>0 converges in law in C, as T — oo, to the Kesten-Spitzer
process (A(t))e>0-

Proof. This follows from the convergence in law (D7 (t));>0 = (A(t))s>0, together with
>0 = >
the following two facts:

(i) The family of processes D', T > 1, is tight in C since, for all t,s > 0 with s < ¢
vr Vv, T 1 1 T (T) (T _} T T
D/~ —D < —— H Y d D - D
DY = DY < o [ HONT )i = (D7) - D (),

where ¢ is as in (2.1), so, in view of the tightness criterion of [10, Theorem 7.3], the
claimed tightness is implied by the tightness of DT, T > 1,

(ii) By Lemma 4.6 and Slutsky’s Lemma, the finite-dimensional marginals of DV"7(t)
have the same limit in law as those of DT

O

Thus, recalling that Yl(T)(t) = T§/2 Y (Tt), t > 0, we see that (Yl(T)(t))tZO is a
martingale with quadratic variation

Tt ;g (T) (yT (g

which converges in law, when 7" — 00, to (A())s>0. An important fact in the sequel will
be the fact that the martingale property is preserved when we take a limit in law. This
will be guaranteed by the following lemma:

Lemma 4.8. For allt > 0 and a.e. trajectory of (H(x))zer, we have

sup E¢'[(DT(1))*] < oo,

T>1
in particular, the family of random variables (YL (t)®)r>1 is uniformly integrable with
respect to F§ .

Proof. The uniform integrability claim follows from the estimate. Indeed, by the BDG
inequality
E§[Y]' ()] < CE§[(Y{", Y")}] = 4CE§ (DY (1))?],

uniformly over T' > 1, where C > 0 is the BDG constant for p = 4. In turn, by the first
condition of Assumption 4.1, we have DV'T(t) < 1DT(t), whence the claimed estimate
will yield supp~, E§[Y{' (t)*] < oo, thereby providing uniform integrability of (Y{! (¢)2)7>1.
There remains to prove the uniform estimate on E§[(D”(t))?]. To alleviate notations, let
us assume that ¢ = 1, the proof for other values of ¢ is similar. Note that

mmwzééﬁ%wﬁww%mﬂm.
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Since a/T(x) = (T(z) for all x € Z//T, and since T (x) = 0 unless /T|z| < max(o 77 | Yal,
we can rewrite the above as

Y, T Y, T T T

Taking expectations and applying Cauchy-Schwarz shows that E{[(DT(1))?] is bounded
by

/ / ES[T (@)Y BR[0T (y) Y4 P(max [Ya| > |2]) P(max |Ya| > |y]) du” () du” (y).
R JR [0,17] [0,T

But, by (5.10) (see Subsection 5.4 of the Appendix), Ef [£¥’T($)4] < ¢(2) where ¢(2) > 0
is a constant. In addition, fixing k£ € N sufficiently large (in a way that will be specified
later), there exists ¢ > 0 depending only on k such that, for all x € R such that |z| > 1,

P(%%m > VT|z|) < ¢|z|2. (4.14)

Indeed, since Y3 is a simple random walk, we can represent it as Ya(t) = Sy,, for (Sk)ken
a discrete-time simple random walk, and (N¢);>0 a standard Poisson process independent
of Y2. Now, by equation (12.11) in [20], we have, for all n > 1, and A > 0,

| > < e
P(orélgagxn IS;| > A/n) < eX

Hence,
o
Pl 7312 VTIe) = 3 (N = o 19,12 bl /)

o0
<Y P(Np = n)n¥la| 7 = T FE[NE] 2],
n=0

2

By the bound of [1], we have E[NX] < ¢, T*, where ¢, = e'T (note that 7" > 1). The
claimed bound (4.14) follows. Thus we get

2
ES[(DT(W)) < © ( Janta dmx)) ,

for some constant C' depending only on k. Note that, for any m > ail, by Theorem 13 of

[8] with ®(X\) = A{ and h(t) =™, we have H(x) | ‘: o(z™) almost-surely. Hence let us
T|—00
choose k such that 2k > a% As T — oo, [p(1 A |z[~?%) dur(z) converges to

2k/ﬂ%1{|x21}m|—2’“—1 H(x) d, (4.15)
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indeed this follows easily upon writing

[ Aol ) dur(e) = (A RT Y22 (R + DT 2) = HT )
R k€EZ

and performing a discrete summation by parts. Since 2k > ail, the integral in (4.15) is
finite, and hence supy~; E§[(DT(1))?] < oc. O

4.2.5 Martingale convergence using a Girsanov argument

We can prove the following scaling limit result for the time-changed random walk (Y ())¢>o.

Proposition 4.9. When T — oo, the process (Y1) (t))i>0 converges in law, in D([0, 00), R)?,

to the process (Vi(t), Va(t))t>0, where
Vi(t) = Bi(A(t), a(t) = Ba(t),  t>0, (4.16)

where By and By are two independent Brownian motions with diffusion coefficient v/2 and

A(t) = [z LP2(t,z) H(dz), t > 0.

Proof. Note that although the processes YI(T) and YQ(T) are defined with different scaling
exponents, they are adapted to the same filtration

o{Y (Ts), s < t}, t>0.

They are actually martingales for the above filtration, their respective quadratic variations
are given by

v =200, D=0 =0 120,

where we recall that (DT ());>0 converges in law, as T — oo, to the Kesten-Spitzer process

(A(t))e>0. Note further that YQ(T) = %H(Tt) where Y5 is a simple random walk, while

we can write Yl(T) (t) = SlT6 o DT where

1

3
S? (t) = T5/2

Sl (Tét)ﬂ t> O)
where S7 is a one-dimensional simple random walk. By Donsker’s theorem (YQ(T))T>0
and (SlTé)T>0 both converge in law, in D(]0,00)), to the law of a Brownian motion; in

particular, these sequences are both tight in D([0,00)). By Corollary 5.11, (Yl(T))T>0 is

therefore tight as well. So the sequence of processes (Yl(T),YZ(T)) is tight in D([0,00))2.
Let us denote by Y(t) := (V1(t),a(t)), t > 0, a sub-sequential limit thereof, whose law

we set out to determine. By the above, for all T' > 0, the processes

O, v\, P02 -20T1), YO uv @), and v(t) -2
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are martingales with respect to the filtration
Fl = a{V7(s), s <t}, t>0.

Thanks to the uniform integrability ensured by Lemma 4.8, sending T" — oo, we deduce
that

Vi), Wolt), M()* —2A(), Vi(t)Va(t), and Ia(t) — 2t

are martingales with respect to the filtration
Fi:=0{Y(s), s < t}, t>0.

Thus (V;)e>0 is a continuous martingale with respect to the filtration (F;):>o with quadratic
variations given by

<y17y1>t:2At7 <y2)y2>t:2t7 <y1)y2>t207 tZO

Moreover, by the convergence result of the previous section, A is expressed in terms of )Js
as A(t) = [p L¥(t,z) H(dz). Now, for all s > 0, A™!(s) is an (F;);>0 stopping time. By
the optional stopping theorem (see Theorem (3.2) of Chapter II in [24]), we deduce that,
for all n > 1 finite and r < s,

EFVi(ATH(s) An)|Facin] = V(AT () An),  i=1,2,

that is
EZ1Zi(s N A(n))|Gr] = Zi(r A A(n)), 1=1,2.

where Z(s) := Y(A7(s)), s > 0, and where we introduced the filtration G, := FA-1(u)s
u > 0. Since A(n) —7 oo as. (by Lemma 5.3), we deduce that (Z(s))s>0 is a (Gy)u>0

local martingale, with quadratic variations given by
<Zl,Zl>S :28, <ZQ,ZQ>5 ZQA_I(S), <21,ZQ>5 =0 S Z 0.

In particular, Zi(s) = Bi(s), where By is a (Gs)s>0 Brownian motion with diffusion
coefficient v/2. Let us now characterize the joint law of (21, Z5). Let a € L?(Ry) and let
® be a continuous, bounded function on C([0,00))%. By Girsanov’s theorem

o [exp ( /0 = asd31(5)> B(2,, A)] — exp (; /0 = agds> B9 [0(25, A)]

where % = exp (f0+°° asdBi(s) — 3 0+°° a?ds). Now recall that

Gi

VSEO, <B1,ZQ>S:<Zl,ZQ>5:0.

Hence under PY, (Z2(s))i>0 is still a (Gs)s>0 local martingale, with quadratic variation

given by 2A~!(s). Therefore, by another application of the optional stopping theorem

as above, and using the fact that A=}(n) — oo (see Lemma 5.3) , we deduce that the
n—oo

28



process Zo(A(t)) = Ma(t) is a continuous local martingale under Py with respect to the
filtration (F%)¢>0, and with quadratic variation (Vs, Va): = 2t. By Lévy’s characterization
theorem, under Py, we still have Yy (t) = Ba(t) where By is an (F;)i>0 Brownian motion
with diffusion coefficient v/2, so that the joint law of the processes A(t) = [, LY () H(dx)
and of Z5(t) = Va(AL(t)), t > 0, remains unchanged. We therefore get

B [exp ( /0 o anBl(s)> (2, A)] — exp (; /0 o agds> B9 [®(25,A))].

This shows that B; is a Brownian motion independent of (23, A), in particular, Bj is
independent of Z5 o A = ). We thus deduce that

Vi(t) = V2Bi(A(t), W(t)=V2By(t), t>0,

where B; and Bj are two independent Brownian motions with diffusion coefficient v/2
and A(t) = [p LP2(t, z) H(dz), t > 0. The uniqueness of the limit, and thereby the claim,
is proved. O

4.2.6 Conclusion for the original model

Recall that the process (Y (t))i>0 is related to the original line model (X (¢)):>0 via the
relation (4.11). Thanks to Proposition 4.9, we can finally complete the proof of Theorem
4.3.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. From the relation (4.11), we have, for all ¢t > 0,

' _ [ H(Ya(r)
/0 H(X2(s))ds —/0 V) dr.

Here we performed the change of variable r = A(s) to obtain the right-hand side. It
therefrom follows that
1 [Tt

75 [ H(Xa(s))ds = DV o A (1),
0

where DV'T' was defined in (4.12), and where, for all t > 0, AT)(¢) := LA(Tt). Now

we have proven above that D¥'T = A in C. In addition we have the convergence of

processes oo
) 1 Tt
AV (t) = T, V(Xi(s))ds e t

a.s. in C. Indeed, since E[V(0)] = 1, by the ergodicity of the environment seen from the
particle, we have, for all fixed ¢ > 0, the almost-sure convergence

AD () — ¢,

T—o00
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whence, reasoning as in the proof of Proposition 3.4, the claimed convergence follows.
Hence, by Slutsky’s lemma, we have the convergence in distribution

(DVT, AT = (A1)

T—o0

in C x C, where I denotes the identity process I(t) = t, t > 0. By Lemma 5.9, we
deduce that DV'T o AT) — A in C, which yields (4.4). We now prove the convergence

T—o0
statement (4.6). We have
(M) — L (1) () () — L (1)
00 = 5 (TA00), X370 = 22v (TADe), ez,
that is XD (t) = Y1) o AT)(¢), t > 0. But, by Proposition 4.9, we have Y(T) — ) in

T—00

D, where ) is given by (4.16). By another application of Slutsky’s lemma, we obtain the
convergence in distribution

(y(T)’A(T)) — (Y, 1)

T—00

in D x C, where I(t) =t, ¢t > 0. Since )Y admits continuous paths, by Lemma 5.9, the
claim (4.6) follows. O

Remark 4.10. As a by-product of the above proofs we actually have the convergence in
law in D x D x C
(xD x$D DTy — (Byo A, By, A). (4.17)

T—o0

where By, By, A are as in the statement of Theorem 4.3. This enhanced convergence will
be useful in the next section.

4.2.7 Scaling limit of the Constant Speed Random Walk

Let us consider now the Constant Speed Random Walk (X (t))¢>0, whose generator is
given by
H{(xs)
V(z1) + H(x2)
V(1)
V(z1) + H(x2)

LYf(z) = (f(z+e1) = 2f(x) + (f(z —e1))

(f(z +e2) —2f(x) + f(z — e2))

A~

where H(k), V(k), k € Z satisfy Assumption 4.1. Note that (X (¢)):>0 can be represented

using (X (t))¢>0 via a time-change, namely, X (t) @ X (J7(t)), where

J7Ht) = inf{r > 0: J(u) > t}, J(r) = /OT(V(Xl(s)) + H(X2(s))) ds. (4.18)

We also define for all T > 0 the process X7, just replacing the variables H(z2) in the
generator above by H(T)(zy) (recall definition (4.2)). Recalling that § := : (1 + a%), we
will prove the following result:

30



Theorem 4.11. For T > 0, let X (t) := ()A(fT)(t),XéT)(t)), t >0, where
b
VT

Then, for P-a.e. w, as T — oo, the process (X(T)(t))tzo converges in distribution, in
D x D, to X(t) = (Xl(t),Xg(t))tzo, where

Xi(t) = By(t), Xot) = Ba(A7(1)), t>0, (4.19)

where By and By are two independent Brownian motions with diffusion coefficient /2,
Alt) = [p LP2(2)H(dx), t > 0, and (A7'(t))>0 denotes the inverse of (A(t))>o (note
that, by Lemma 5.3, the paths of (A(t))e>0 are strictly increasing).

Remark 4.12. The process Bo(A~(t)), t > 0, is the FIN process considered in [17].
Proof. We have

X = XN, XD =T s X (1), 120

(™ @D (1) J(Tl/é)_l’ (4.20)
where, recalling definition (4.18), we define for all M > 0
1 Mt
100 = 55 [ VOT @)+ BT ) ds =0

and JM ™" is the inverse of JM) given by
- 1
JODTH ) = Y0, t>0.
() =370, otz
Now note that
M M 1 M T
JM () = DM (¢) + W/o V(XT(s))ds, t>0

where DM (t) was defined in (4.12). By (4.4), DM = A in D; moreover, since § > 1,
—00
there holds the convergence of processes, in C,

1 Mt
W/o V(Xi(s))ds — 0 a.s.

M—o0

By (4.17) and by Slutsky’s Lemma, we deduce the convergence in law in D x D x C
(X§T1/6)7X§T1/5)7I(Tl/é)) — (BioA, By, A).
T—o00

By the analytical Lemma 5.7, and the fact that, a.s., the process (A(t));>0 is strictly
increasing, we obtain in turn the convergence in law

/6 /5 —1
(Xle ),XéTl )7I(T1/6) ) — (Bl OA,BQ,A_I),
T—o00
again in the space D x D x C. Finally, by (4.20) and using the remark following Lemma
5.9, we obtain the convergence in law in D x D

XD — (BioA)o A7 Byo A™Y),
T—o00

which yields the claimed result. O
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5 Appendix

5.1 Definitions, and useful properties of stable processes

We recall the following definitions which can be found, e.g., in Section 1 of [9].

Definition 5.1. A subordinator (Z;):>0 is a right-continous, non-decreasing process, with
stationary, independent increments. For such a process there exists ® : Ry — R, called
the Laplace exponent of Z, such that

VA >0, Vt>0, Ele 2] = =10,

Definition 5.2. Let a € (0,1). A stable subordinator (Z;):>o of index « is a subordinator

with Laplace exponent
D(N) = A7, A>0.

We call double-sided stable subordinator of index « the process (Z(x))zer where

Z(z) = Z(x), x>0
Z_(—x), x <0

where Z, and Z_ are two independent stable subordinators of index «.

Finally we state a useful fact about Kesten-Spitzer processes. Let a € (0,1), and
(Z(z))zer be a double-sided subordinator of index «, let (B(t)):>0 be a Brownian motion
independent of Z, and consider the Kesten-Spitzer process (A(t)):>0 given by

A(t) = /LB(t,:v)’H(dx), £>0. (5.1)

Lemma 5.3. Almost-surely, (A(t))i>o is strictly increasing on Ry, A(t) o o0 and
= —00

A71(s) — 0.
S5—00

Proof. Since, for all z € R, t = LP(t, x) is non-decreasing, ¢ —+ A(t) is non-decreasing. To
prove that it is a.s. strictly increasing, it suffices to show that, for all s < ¢, A(s) < A(t)
a.s.: indeed this will imply that, a.s., (A(¢))¢>0 is strictly increasing on Q4, which, by
density of the latter in R, will yield the claim. Since the increments of (A(t)):>0 are
stationary (see [19]), and by scale-invariance of this process, it suffices in turn to show
that A(1) > 0 a.s. By scale-invariance this is equivalent to checking that A() o oo

a.s. Indeed, we have

P(A(l) = 0) = lim ]E[e_)‘A(l)} = lim E[G_A()\l/é)]’

A—400 A—400

where § = % (1 + é) is the Kesten-Spitzer scaling exponent. But since the local times
of the Brownian motion B satisfy LB (¢, z) S, Too as. for all z € R, the monotone
—+o0
convergence theorem applied to the integral expression (5.1) yields A(t) b +00 a.s.
—00

This yields at once the first two statements of the claim. The last statement follows
immediately from the definition of A™! as the inverse of a strictly increasing function on
Ry. O
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5.2 A wuseful estimate for maxima of heavy-tailed random
variables

We recall the following result which follows from estimates in [5], see equation (A.1)
therein.

Lemma 5.4. Let o € (0,1) and Zy, k € Z, be a collection of i.i.d. random variables
defined on the same probability space (Q, F,P) with tail behavior P(Z), > t) = t—o+o() g
t — oo, where a > 0. Let a~ € (0,«). Then, for P-a.e. w, there exists C'(w) > 0, such
that, for all k > 1,
1
Z; < (C 1+ ko).
_max, Zi < Cw)(1+ k")
Proof. By equation (A.1) in [5], where we arbitrarily choose § = 0.5, for P-a.e. w, there
exists Ly = Lo(w) such that, for all £ > Ly,
) < 1,5 1/06'
_max Z; < (k(logk)™?)
But the right-hand side is bounded for k sufficiently large by 1 + k;a%, and the claim
follows. O

5.3 Estimates on solutions of a system of coupled non-linear
differential inequalities

Here we state and prove Lemma 5.5 which was used in the proof of Lemma 3.3 to bound
moments of the time-changed random walk

1+aj
+.+
1—e]" g5

Lemma 5.5. Let A; :=

two continuous functions.

i =1,2. Let C hg,vg > 0, and let h,v : Ry — Ry be

1. If h and v satisfy the system of differential inequalities

h(t) < Clho + A1 [Lv(s)*T ds)

v(t) < C(vg + Ag f(f h(s)%: ds), (5:2)

vt € 10,77, {

then, for all t € [0,T],
h(t) < [(Cho) YA 1, w(t) < [(Cup) /™2 + Ot)e.
2. If h and v satisfy the system of differential inequalities
h(t) < Clho + Ay [ v(s)=' ds)
vt € [0, T, A, pt + 1ot
v(t) < C(vo + 2 o h(s)e2 v(s)' 2 ds),
2
then, for all t € [0,T],
h(t) < [(Cho) M +C™,  w(t) < [(Cvo)/ P2 + C1)2,

where By = E’;‘—i.
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Proof. We start by proving the first assertion. Let C* > C, and let
() = [(CTh) M + CHM, (1) = [(CTug) 2+ CFe)™, t>0.
Note that = and y solve the system

2(t) = C*(ho + Ay f (y(s))T ds)
ve e (0.7, {y(t) = CF(vo + Az [l (x(s))%2 ds).
Let further
I'={te]0,T]:Vse[0,t], h(s) <z(s) and wv(s)<uy(s)}.

By continuity of h, v,z and y, I is an open interval. Furthermore we have 0 € I. Let us
assume by contradiction that sup I < T, and let us denote by ¢ this supremum. Then, by
continuity of h, v,z and y, we either have h(t) = z(t) or v(t) = y(t), let us assume WLOG
that h(t) = x(t). We necessarily have ¢t > 0, but by assumption

(o) < Clh + 41 | (o(s))"T ds).

Since, by definition of ¢, we have v(s) < y(s) for all s < ¢, we obtain

t t
() < Clho + Av [ (y(s))T ds) < CF (ko + A1 [ (wls))T ) = a0
0 0
so h(t) < x(t) which is a contradiction. Hence sup I = T', whence we deduce that
VE e [0,T], h(t) < [(Ctho)/A +CT™ and wv(s) < [(CTug) /42 + CTH]42,

which, since C* > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily close to C, yields the first claim. For the
second statement, we proceed in exactly the same way as for the first one, noting now
that, for all € > 0, the functions

z(t) = [(CTho) A + CHO ™M, y(t) = [(CHog) /B2 + CH)P2, >0,

with By = 5‘;‘—1, will solve the system

2(t) = C*(ho + A1 [Ly(s)°T2 ds)

Vit € [O,T], {y(t) _ C+(U0 + By fgIL‘(S)E;y(S)l_E; dS)
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5.4 Convergence of local times of a continuous-time simple

random walk

The following result is classical and proven in various contexts, see e.g. Proposition 1 in
[23] for a very strong convergence result in the case of a discrete time random walk, as well
as Theorem 1.3 of [13] valid in a more general context. In order to use such a convergence

result in the formulation tailored to our specific needs, we will give a self-contained proof
below, which will also provide moment estimates that will be useful to us.

Lemma 5.6. Let (£(t))i>0 be a one-dimensional, simple random walk with generator given
by
Lf(z)=flx+1)—=2f(x)+ f(z—1), x €7, (5.6)

forall f:Z — R. Let, for all T > 0,

1 Tt
&7 —
67 (x) = ﬁ/o l{f(s)zL\/ij} ds, t>0, zeR,

and let (E?(w))xeR7t20 be the continuous version, obtained by a linear interpolation in
space

&7 (2) = (NM - ﬁx) 7 (@) + (ﬁm - L\/fo) 6Tz +1), t>0, zeR,

where | x| designates the integer part of x, and [x] := |z] + 1. Then, we have the joint
convergences in law

<\%g(n)>t20:>(3t)t20 in D

for the Skorohod topology and
(" (@)reriz0 = (LP(t,2))zerizo  in C([0,00) X R)

for the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets. Here (Bi)i>o is a Brownian
motion started from 0 with diffusion coefficient /2 and (LB(t,2))zeri>0 is its family of
local times.

Proof. We start by proving tightness of the linearly interpolated local times ZtT(x), (t,z) €
[0,00) x R, in C([0,00) x R). We will actually show that for all p > 1, and all M > 0
there exists C' > 0 such that

E§[16F (x) = & ()] < Cla —ylP, (5.7)

and
E(|10f (x) — L ()] < C |t — s]?, (5.8)

for all t,s € [0, M] and z,y € R. Since £ () is the piecewise linear interpolation of £7(-),
by a standard argument, equation (5.7) will follow upon proving

E§(I6) (z) = Gf )] < Cle —ylP,  te[0,M], z,ye[-M M]N \/ITZ- (5.9)
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To prove (5.9), we use a discrete Tanaka formula. Namely, for all k& € Z, we apply
Dynkin’s formula with the function fi : z — %|z — k| (see e.g. Proposition B.1 in [22]) :
noting that Lfi(r) = 1y (x), while the carré du champ operator I' applied to fj yields
U (fx, fx)(x) =1/2 for all x € Z, we get

1 1 t
§|€(t) — k[ = §|7<3| +/0 Lge(s)=rrds + My, (1), t>0,

where My, is a martingale with quadratic variation

t
<Mfk’ Mfk> 9 <t
Therefore, if z € ﬁZ, we get
Tt JF /7
I(z) - \F/ ) =vTa}ds = ()5 (Tt) JY’ — | :L'|> \FMf‘F (Tt),

whence, applying the triangle inequality and the inequality (a + b)P < 2P(aP 4 bP), we get
E§[f (x)] < 2P ( )

1 1 . .
Note that (ﬁg(Tt)>tZO and (ﬁMfﬁz (Tt))tzo are both martingales with ¢.v. bounded

by %T t = t, so, by the BDG inequality, both expectations above are bounded by P, up
to a constant depending only on p. Therefore we obtain the following bound which is
uniform in x € ﬁZ:

2p 2p

t)

1
w

‘\FT

E§[(6} (2))*] < e(p) 17, (5.10)

where ¢(p) > 0 depends only on p. Let now k,j € Z with k < j and consider the test
function fi;j := fr — fj. Then Lfyj(x) = (L) (x) — 1g;(2)) and

2 it k<ax<j

U(frj, fej)(@) =<1 if r=korxz=j
0 otherwise,

so in particular I'(fy j, fr,j)(z) < 21gp<z<;y- Hence,

1 1 t
5 Ue) =kl = let) —jl} = 2(\k|—!j!)+/0 (Lge(o)=k} — Lie(s)=jy) ds+My, (1),  t>0,

where (Mjy, .(t))t>0 is a martingale with q.v. (My, ., My, )¢ < 2f0t Lik<e(s)<j) ds. We

deduce that, for all z,y € %Z with = < y,

0T (@)~ (y) = 2% {(le(t) = VTa| = WTa]) = (J&(Tt) = VTy| — WTyl) -MT (1)
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1

where the martingale M7 (t) := fofx

(tT) t >0, has q.v.

1 Tt 9 Tt
(MT, M), = = /0 LU Ta vy T vy () ds < /0 L Toz(e)<vTy) 35

that is
(MT, M7y,

2, i)
r<z<y

1
ZGV?Z

%\“

Thus, using the triangle inequality and the inequality (a + b)P < 2P(aP + bP), we get

BT @ - TP <2l + 5] (= X 70) |}

$<z<y

zeyLZ

Note that the sum in the second term of the right-hand side has vT|y — x| + 1 terms.
Since ¢ < y and z,y € %Z, in particular 1 < v/T|y — z|. Therefore, using Jensen’s
inequality as well as the estimate (5.10) with p replaced by p/2, we deduce that

ES VY (@) = & ()] < Co) {2 =y + 02y — al? }, (5.11)

where C'(p) > 0 depends only on p, and the claimed inequality (5.9) follows. O

5.5 A few topological facts

We recall the following fact, the proof of which is standard.

Lemma 5.7. Let (pn)n>0 a sequence of continuous strictly increasing functions from
[0,00) onto [0,00). We assume that on(t) — @(t), uniformly over compact intervals,
n—oo

where ¢ is a continuous, strictly increasing function. Then, we have the convergence

ot (u) — o7 )

locally uniformly over u € [0, 00).

For the next lemma, inspired by [10], we denote by Dy the set of non-decreasing cadlag
functions from [0, c0) onto [0, c0). We recall the following fact, proven in page 151 of [10].

Lemma 5.8. Let U : D x Dy — D the composition map
U(z,p):=zop,  (z,9) €D xDo.
Then V¥ is continuous at every pair (z,) € D x Do such that x € C.

As a result follows the following fact
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Lemma 5.9. Let (X(T), go(T))T>0 be a family of random variables with values in D x Dy,
and converging in law to some limit (X,p) in D x Dy, as T — oo. We assume X has
continuous paths a.s. Then the random variable XT) o (1) converges in law to X o ¢ as
T — oo, for the Sokorohod topology on D.

Remark 5.10. We can generalize the above statement to two-dimensional processes.
More precisely, by Lemma 5.8 we see that the map ¥®? : (D x Dg)? — D x D defined by

U2 (21, 01), (21, 92)) = (21 0 1,22 0 p3), ((z1,¢1), (z2,02)) € (D x Dy)?

is continuous at every (z1, 1), (22, p2) such that x1,z9 € C. Hence if
T (T ™ (T
(M. o). (x50, o)), T >0,

is a family of random variables with values in (D x Dg)?, and converging in law to
some limit ((X1, 1), (X2,¢2)) in (D x Dg)?, as T — oo, and X; and X, both have
continuous paths a.s., then the random variable (X§T) o gogT),XéT) o gpéT)) converges in

law to (X1 091, Xo0¢2) as T — 0o, on D x D (where D is equipped with the Sokorohod
topology).

From the above lemma, using the subsequential characterization of tightness, we at
once obtain the following result:

Corollary 5.11. Let (X(T), cp(T))T>0 be a family of random variables with values in D X
Dy. We assume that the sequence of random variables (X(T))T>0 is tight in D, that
(@) psq is tight in Dy, and that each subsequential limit of (XT))psq has continuous
paths a.s. Then the sequence of random variables (X(T))T>0 is tight in D.
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