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QUENCHED LARGE DEVIATIONS FOR
RANDOM WALK IN A RANDOM ENVIRONMENT

ATILLA YILMAZ

ABSTRACT. We take the point of view of a particle performing random walk with bounded jumps on Z¢ in
a stationary and ergodic random environment. We prove the quenched large deviation principle (LDP) for
the pair empirical measure of the environment Markov chain. By an appropriate contraction, we deduce the
quenched LDP for the mean velocity of the particle and obtain a variational formula for the corresponding
rate function. We propose an Ansatz for the minimizer of this formula. When d = 1, we verify this Ansatz
and generalize the nearest-neighbor result of Comets, Gantert and Zeitouni to walks with bounded jumps.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The model. The random motion of a particle on Z? can be modelled by a discrete time Markov
chain. Write 7(z,x + 2) for the transition probability from x to z + z for each z,z € Z? and refer to
wy = (m(x,x + 2)),cze as the environment at x. If the environment w := (wy),eze is sampled from a
probability space (Q,B,P), then the particle is said to perform random walk in a random environment
(RWRE). Here, B is the Borel o-algebra.

For each z € Z%, define the shift T, on by (T>w), = wy+- and assume that P is stationary and ergodic
under (TZ)zeZd- Plus, assume that the jumps are bounded by a constant B, i.e., for any z = (21,...,24) € Z4,
7(0,2) = 0 P-a.s. unless 0 < |21]| + - - - + |z4| < B. Denote the set of allowed jumps of the walk by

R:z{(zl,...,zd)EZd: 0< |21|+"'+|2d| SB}
When B = 1, the walk is said to be nearest-neighbor and the set of allowed jumps is
U::{(zl,...,zd)eZd; lza| 4 - + |za| = 1}

For any = € Z% and w € , the Markov chain with transition probabilities given by w induces what is
called the “quenched” probability measure P on the space of paths starting at . The semi-direct product
P, :=P x PY is referred to as the “averaged” measure. Expectations under P, P¢ and P, are denoted by
E, EY and E,, respectively.

Because of the extra layer of randomness in the model, the standard questions of recurrence vs. transience,
the law of large numbers (LLN), the central limit theorem (CLT) and the large deviation principle (LDP) —
which have well known answers for classical random walk — become hard. However, it is possible by taking
the “point of view of the particle” to treat the two layers of randomness as one: If we denote the random
path of the particle by X := (X,,)n>0, then (Tx, w)n>0 is a Markov chain (referred to as the “environment
Markov chain”) on Q with transition kernel T given by

7(w,w') = Z 7(0, z).
zT,w=w’
This is a standard approach in the study of random media. (See, for example, [4], [§], [I0], [II] or [12].)
Instead of viewing the environment Markov chain as an auxiliary construction, one can introduce it first
and then deduce the particle dynamics from it.

Definition 1. A function # : Q x R — R is said to be an “environment kernel” if
(i) 7 (-, z) is B-measurable for each z € R, and (i) Y, .p 7(-,2) = 1, P-a.s.
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It can be viewed as a transition kernel on ) via the following identification:

T(w,w') == Z 7i(w, 2).

2T, w=w’

Given € 7%, w € Q and any environment kernel 7, the “quenched” probability measure PF on the
space of particle paths (X,)n>0 starting at x in environment w is defined by setting P+ (X, = z) = 1 and

Pf’w (Xn-i-l =y+z |Xn =y)= ﬁ(Tywvz)

for alln >0, y € Z¢ and z € R. The semi-direct product PF := P x P™% is referred to as the “averaged”

measure, and expectations under PF and PF are denoted by ET* and E¥, respectively.

See [20] or [22] for a more detailed description of RWRE, examples and a survey of the literature. In this
work, we focus on the quenched large deviation properties of this model.

1.2. Previous results. Greven and den Hollander [7] prove the quenched LDP for the mean velocity of a
particle performing nearest-neighbor random walk on Z in a product environment (i.e., when P is a product
measure) and show that the rate function is convex but typically has parts consisting of line segments. Their
proof makes use of an auxiliary branching process formed by the excursions of the walk. Using a completely
different technique, Comets, Gantert and Zeitouni [3] extend the results of [7] to stationary and ergodic
environments. Their argument involves first proving a quenched LDP for the passage times of the walk by
an application of the Gartner—Ellis theorem and then inverting this to get the desired LDP for the mean
velocity.

For d > 2, the first result on quenched large deviations is given by Zerner [23]. He uses a subadditivity
argument again for certain passage times to get the quenched LDP in the case of product environments. He
assumes that the environment is “nestling”, i.e., the convex hull of the support of the law of > __» 7(0,2)z
contains the origin. By a more direct use of the subadditive ergodic theorem, Varadhan [21] drops the
nestling assumption and generalizes Zerner’s result to stationary and ergodic environments.

The drawback of using subadditivity arguments is that one does not obtain a formula for the rate function.
Rosenbluth [16] takes the point of view of the particle and gives an alternative proof of the quenched LDP
for the mean velocity in the case of stationary and ergodic environments. He provides a variational formula
for the rate function. His approach is parallel to the work of Kosygina, Rezakhanlou and Varadhan [9] on
diffusions in random environments.

1.3. Our results. For any measurable space (Y, F), write M1(Y,F) (or simply M;(Y) whenever no confu-
sion occurs) for the space of probability measures on (Y, F). Consider random walk X = (X,,)n>0 on Z% in
a stationary and ergodic random environment, and focus on

n—1
1
Vn,x = E ;; 0: ]ITkakaH*Xk

which is a random element of M1 (2 x R). The map (w, z) — (w, T,w) imbeds M; (2 x R) into M1(2 x ),
and we therefore refer to v, x as the pair empirical measure of the environment Markov chain. For any
p € Mi(2 x R), define the probability measures (u)! and (u)? on Q by

A (@) = 3 dufw, 2) and d()Aw) = 3 dulT-w, 2)
z€R ZER

which are the marginals of ;4 when p is seen as an element of M7 (2 x Q). With this notation, set

dp(w, 2)
d(p)* (w)

Our first result is the following theorem whose proof constitutes Section

MS(QxR) = {,u eEM(QxR): () =(p?<P, > 0 P-a.s. for each z € U} .

Theorem 1. If there exists an o > 0 such that

1.1 log 7(0, 2)[4T* dP < oo
(1.1) |log
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for each z € R, then P-a.s. (P¥ (v, x € *))n>1 satisfy the LDP with the good rate function J**, the double
Fenchel-Legendre transform of 3 : M1(Q x R) — R given by

dup(w,z .
(12) j(ﬂ) — fQ ZZGR du(w, Z) ].Og W lfﬂ’ € Mffs(Q x R)7
%) otherwise.

Remark 1. J is convex, but it may not be lower semicontinuous. Therefore, I** is not a-priori equal to J.

See Appendiz A for a detailed explanation.

We start Section [l by deducing the quenched LDP for the mean velocity of the particle by an application
of the contraction principle. For any p € M;(2 x R), set

(1.3) &u ::/Zdu(w,z)z.
zER
For any ¢ € RY, define
(1.4) Ae i ={p e Mi(AxR): &, =¢}
The corollary below follows immediately from Theorem [Tl and reproduces the central result of [16].

Corollary 1. If there exists a > 0 such that ({I1) holds for each z € R, then (P¥(Z2 € -)),>1 satisfy the
LDP for P-a.e. w. The good rate function I is given by

(1.5) 1) = :gﬁgﬁ**(u)
(1.6) = #igﬁgﬁ(u)

where J and A¢ are defined in (L2) and (1.7)), respectively. I is convex.

One would like to get a more explicit expression for the rate function I. This is not an easy task in
general. M;(Q2 x R) is compact (when equipped with the weak topology), A¢ is closed, and J** is lower
semicontinuous. Therefore, the infimum in (A is attained. However, due to the possible lack of lower
semicontinuity of J, the infimum in (L6 may not be attained.

Definition 2. A measurable function F':  x R — R is said to be in class K if it satisfies the following
conditions:

Moment: For each z € R, F(-,2) € Uyoo L7 (P).
Mean zero: For each z € R, E[F(-,2)] = 0.
Closed loop: ForP-a.e. w and any finite sequence ()5, in 72 such that x41 —xr € R and xg = x,,

n—1

Z F(Ty,w,xk41 — zx) = 0.
k=0

The following lemma provides an Ansatz and states that whenever an element of A fits this Ansatz, it is
the unique minimizer of (I@). Its proof concludes Section Bl

Lemma 1. For any & € RY, if there exists a pg € Ag N M1<<S(Q X R) such that
dpre (w, z) = d(pg) ! (w)m(0, z)eH2 HFCe2tr
for some 0 € RY, F € K and r € R, then g is the unique minimizer of (1.0).

In Sections [ and Bl we show that the recipe given in Lemma [Tl works when d = 1. We make the following
assumptions:

(A1) There exists an a > 0 such that [ |log7(0,2)|'T™*dP < oo for each z € R.
(A2) There exists a 6 > 0 such that P(7(0,£1) > d§) = 1. This is called “uniform ellipticity”.

For every y € Z,
(1.7) Ty =1inf{k >0: Xy >y} and 7, :=inf{k>0:X; <y}

denote the right and left passage times of the walk. The following lemma is central to our argument.
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Lemma 2. Suppose d = 1. Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2), the limits
1 - 1 -
Ar):= lim —logEY[e"™, 7, < o] and A(r):= lim —log EY [e" " 7, < oo
n—oo n n—oo N
exist for P-a.e. w. The functions r — \(r) and r — X(r) are
(i) deterministic,
(ii) finite precisely on (—oo,r.] for some r. € [0,00), and
(iii) strictly convex and differentiable on (—oo,r.).
The constants ) - - )
&= (N(rem)) and & =— (N(re—))
satisfy —B < £, <0< €, < B.
For every ¢ € (=B, &) U (&, B), we construct a j¢ that fits the Ansatz given in Lemma[Il Substituting
it in (2), we get an explicit expression for (L6]).
Theorem 2. Suppose d = 1. Under the assumptions (A1) and (A2),
sup,ep{r —EA(r)} i £ >0,
(1.8) I(§) = § super{r +EA(1)} #E <0,
Te ng =0
with . given in Lemmal2d The function § — I(§) is
(i) affine linear on [&,0] and [0, &,
(ii) strictly convex on (—B,¢&.) and (&, B), and
(iii) differentiable on (—B,0) and (0, B).

Section M focuses on nearest-neighbor walks under assumption (Al). In that case, the proof of Lemma [2]
is straightforward since

A(r) =E(log B¢ [e"™, 11 <oo]) and A(r)=E (logEY [¢"7",7_1 < o0]).
Naturally, Theorem [2 is identical to the quenched LDP result of [3].

The general case of walks with bounded jumps is studied in Section [}l where the proofs are more technical.
Theorem [2] generalizes the quenched LDP result of [3], but there is a qualitative difference:

Proposition 1. Suppose d = 1. For nearest-neighbor walks, 1(£) = I(—¢) + € - (A(0) — X(0)) if &€ € [~1,0).
Such a symmetry is generally absent for walks with bounded jumps.

2. LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE FOR THE PAIR EMPIRICAL MEASURE

As mentioned in Subsection [[2] Rosenbluth [I6] takes the point of view of a particle performing RWRE
and proves the quenched LDP for the mean velocity. In this section, we generalize his argument and

prove Theorem [[I The strategy is to show the existence of the logarithmic moment generating function
A Cp(Q2 x R) — R given by

A(f)

1
lim —log EY {e"<-f’”"*x>}

n—,oo M

n—1
1
= lim —logE¥ lexp (Z F(Tx,w, Xpp1 — Xk)ﬂ

n—oo N
k=0
where (', denotes the space of bounded continuous functions.

Theorem 3. Suppose there exists an « > 0 such that (I1]) holds for each z € R. Then, the following are
true:

Lower bound: For P-a.e. w,

n—1
exp (Z f(Tx,w, X1 — Xk))]

k=0

1
liminf —log B
n

n—oo

o dp(w, 2) .
> sup )/Z dp(w, 2) (f(wvz) log d(,u)l(w)ﬂ'((),z)) :I(f).

peMS, (xR 2ER
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Upper bound: For P-a.e. w,

1
lim sup — log B

n—oo N

exp (Z f(Tx,w, X1 — Xk))]

k=0
< ;rgc ess s%plog;ﬁ((),z)ef(”*z)*F(“’*z) = A(f).
Equivalence of the bounds: For every € > 0, there exists an F, € K such that
ess sup log Z 7(0, z)ef @A FFw2) < P(f) e
zER

Thus, A(f) < T(f). This clearly implies the existence of the logarithmic moment generating function.

Subsection 211 is devoted to the proof of Theorem [Bl After that, proving Theorem [ is easy: the LDP
lower bound is obtained by a change of measure argument, and the LDP upper bound is a standard result
since M1 (€2 x R) is compact. Details are given in Subsection

In our proofs, we will make frequent use of

Lemma 3 (Kozlov [10]). If an environment kernel 7t satisfies 7(-,z) > 0 P-a.s. for each z € U, and if there
exists a T-invariant probability measure Q < P, then the following hold:
(a) The measures P and Q are in fact mutually absolutely continuous.
(b) The environment Markov chain with transition kernel & and initial distribution Q is stationary and
ergodic.
(¢) Q is the unique #r-invariant probability measure on Q that is absolutely continuous relative to P.
(d) The following LLN is satisfied:

PF (nlgi;o% :/Zﬁ(w,z)z d@) =1.

zER

2.1. Logarithmic moment generating function.

2.1.1. Lower bound. This is a standard change of measure argument. For any environment kernel 7 as in
Definition [I]

n—1
Eg |exp (Z f(Tx,w, X1 — Xk)>‘|
k=0
n—1 dpv
= EJ*" |exp f(Txw, Xir1 — Xi) 2
k=0 dp,”
n—1
N ﬁ'(TX w XkJrl — Xk)
= Efw Txow, X1 — Xg) — 1 T :
o exp <kz_0 f( X W, Akt1 k) 0og W(Xkan-l-l)

If #(+,2) > 0 P-a.s. for each z € U, and if there exists a ¢ € L' (PP) such that ¢dP is an invariant probability
measure for the kernel 7, i.e., if
$w) =Y (T .w)i(T-.w, )
zER
for P-a.e. w, then it follows from Lemma [3] that ¢ dP is in fact an ergodic invariant measure for 7. By
Jensen’s inequality,

1
lim inf — log £

n—oo N

exp <Z f(Txw, Xip1 — Xk))]

k=0
o w |l o 7(Tx,w, Xpr1 — Xk)
2 liminf B | — 2 f(Tx,w, X1 — Xi) — log ~(Xr, Xpo1)
(2.1) — [ 3 w2 (1602~ 10w T2 ograp = Hy ).

ZER
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Therefore,
n—1
hnnyoréfﬁ log E¥ |exp <,;)f Tx,w, Xkt1 — X@)]
7w, 2)
(2.2) > sup/ w, z) ( ,2) —log >¢(w)dIP’
(7,¢) Z;Z 7T(0, Z)

where the supremum is taken over the set of all (7, ¢) pairs where 7 (-, z) > 0 P-a.s. for each z € U and ¢ dP
is a w-invariant probability measure. Note that there is a one-to-one correspondence between this set and
M, (Q x R). Hence, ([Z2) is the desired lower bound.

Before proceeding with the upper bound, let us put ([2.2)) in a form that will turn out to be more convenient
for showing the equivalence of the bounds. We start by giving a lemma.

Lemma 4. For every f € Cp,(2 x R), Hy (defined in (21])) has the following concavity property: For each
t € (0,1) and any two pairs (71, ¢1) and (72, p2) where ¢; AP is T;-invariant (for i =1,2), define

to1
to1 + (1 —t)p2
Then, ¢3dP is ws3-invariant and

(2.3) Hy(7ts, ¢3) > tHy(7t1, 01) + (1 — t) Hy (2, P2).

Proof. For any t € (0,1), it follows from the definitions and the assumptions in the statement of the lemma
that P-a.s.

v = . 3 =1tdr1+ (1 —t)pa and 73 =71+ (1 —7)7o.

Z G3(T—w)7r3(T-,w, 2) Z o3 (T T )i (T-w, z) + Z G3(T—w)(1 — Y(T—,w)) 72 (T w, 2)
2€ER 2€ER zER
=t (T w)i (Tow,2) + (1= 1) Y ¢o(T-.w)ia(T-.w, 2)
2€ER 2€R

= th1(w) + (1 = t)pa(w) = ¢3(w).

In words, ¢3 dP is ws-invariant. Finally,

¢ (73, ¢3) = / Z 7z (w, 2 ( ,2) — log ﬁ;((;’j))) ¢3(w)dP

zER

> /v(w) Z;afrl(w, 2) <f(w, z) — log 7;1(%?’;))) ¢3(w)dP
+ @) T ales) (100 o 22 ) g oae
zER ’
71 (w, 2)
/;ﬂ'lwz ( ,2) — log ;(O,z)>¢1(w)dp
(1—t /Zm w, 2) (f ,2) — log ﬁ;ég;?)@(w)dﬂp
zER ’
= tHy(f1,¢1) + (1 — t)Hy (72, $2)
where the second line is obtained by applying Jensen’s inequality to the integrand. O

Going back to the argument, let 71 (w, z) := 1/(2d) for each z € U and ¢1(w) := 1 for P-a.e. w. An
easy computation gives H(71,¢1) > —oo. Take any pair (g, ¢2) such that ¢odP is #e-invariant and
Hy(7t2, ¢2) > —o0. For any ¢ € (0, 1), define (73, ¢3) as in Lemma [l and see that 73(w, z) > 0 P-a.s. for each
z € U. Recalling ([Z3), note that Hy (73, ¢3) > (1 — t)H (72, $2) + O(t). Since one can take t arbitrarily
small, the value of ([2.2]) does not change if the supremum there is taken over the set of all (7, ¢) pairs where
¢ dP is a w-invariant probability measure, dropping the positivity condition on 7. Finally, decouple & and
¢, and express the lower bound I'(f) as

sup sup in w, 2) ,z) —lo (w, 2) w) — w
(2.0 ot [ 37 62) (£n2) —ton O+ o) 7))
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where the suprema are over all probability densities and all environment kernels, and the infimum is over

all bounded measurable functions. This is due to the observation that if ¢ dP is not #-invariant, then there
exists a bounded measurable function & : 2 — R that satisfies

| 0.2 (h(w) — hiZ) ol £ 0,

zER

and taking scalar multiples of i shows that the infimum in [24) is —oo.

2.1.2. Upper bound. Fix f € Cp(2 X R). For any F € K, define

K(F) := esssuplog Z (0, z)ef(“”z)JrF(“’z).

zZER
Then, P-a.s.
(2.5) B [ef(Txn,lw.,Xnan71)+F(TXn,1w,Xnfxnfl) Xn—ljl
= 31Xty Xy + 2)e! Tonmae ) H T ye)
zER
< K,

Taking conditional expectations and iterating (Z3]), one sees that P-a.s.

By

n—1
exp (Z F(Tx, w, Xpp1 — Xp) + F(Tx,w, X1 — X@)] < M),
k=0

At this point, for any € > 0, use Lemma [ (stated below) to write

Ew

o

n—1
exp <—CE — ne+ Z f(Tx,w, Xiy1 — X@)] < oK (F)

k=0

where ¢, = ¢.(w) is some constant. Arrange the terms to obtain

1
—log EY
n

n—1
exp <Z f(Tka,XkJrl — X]J)] S K(F) + €+ %

k=0
Let n — o0, € — 0, and take infimum over F' € K. This is the desired upper bound.

Lemma 5. For every F € K, € > 0 and P-a.e. w, there exists cc = c.(w) > 0 such that for any sequence
(xk)i_g with £, =0 and x4 — xx € R,

n—1

Z F(Tyw, Tpi1 — k)
k=0

< ce + ne

foralln > 1.

Remark 2. Lemma [d is proved in Chapter 2 of [16]. See Appendiz B for a sketch of the proof. In his
definition of class IC, Rosenbluth takes F': Q2 x U — R. But, such functions uniquely extend to 2 x R by the
closed loop condition in Definition[d, and Lemmald remains to be valid without any extra work.
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2.1.3. Equivalence of the bounds. Consider a sequence (&), of finite o-algebras such that B = o (U, &)
and &, C T,Ek41 for all z € R. Then, recall (Z4) and see that I'(f) can be bounded below by

(2.6) sgpst;p irﬁf/ Z #(w, 2) (f(w,z) —log 7(w, 2) 4 h(w) - h(Tzw)) $dP

et (0, 2)
(2.7) =supinf sup/ Z #(w, 2) (f(w,z) —log f(w,2) + h(w) — h(Tzw)) ¢ dP
6 hox ) H (0, 2)
(2.8) =supinf sup/ Z [v(w, 2) — log 7t (w, 2)] 7 (w, 2)p AP
¢ ho& zER
(2.9) =supinf [ sup <Z[v(w,z) - logfr(w,z)]fr(w,z)> odP
o M ww) \ier
(2.10) = sup inf / log Y e’@=) ) ¢ dP
¢ N ZER
(2.11) :infsup/ log Y e’@=) ) ¢ dP
hoe zER
2.12 =infesssuplo V(@)
(212) nf ess sup gz;a

Explanation: In (24]), the first supremum is taken over Eg-measurable probability densities, the second
supremum is over &g-measurable environment kernels and the infimum is over bounded B-measurable func-
tions. For each ¢, the second supremum in (Z.8]) is over a compact set, the integral is concave and continuous
in # and affine (hence convex) in h. Thus, one can apply the minimax theorem of Ky Fan [6] and obtain
@). The integral in (ZT) can be evaluated in two steps by first taking a conditional expectation with
respect to &;. This gives (Z8) where

v(w,z) :=Ellogn(0,2) + f(w, z) + h(w) — A(Tw) | ] -

The integrand in (Z8)]) is a local function of 7 (w, -), therefore the supremum can be taken inside the integral
to obtain (2X9]). Apply the method of Lagrange multipliers and see that the supremum in ([29) is attained
at

ev(w,z)
Soer e @
Plugging this back in (29)) gives (ZI0). The integral in (ZI0) is convex in h, and affine (hence concave) and
continuous in ¢. Plus, the supremum is taken over a compact set. Thus, one can again apply the minimax
theorem of Ky Fan [6] and arrive at (2.11) which is clearly equal to (2Z12)).
Let us proceed with the proof. (Z12) implies that Ve > 0 and k > 1, there exists an hy . that satisfies

(2.13) log Z expE [log (0, 2) + f(w,2) + hge(w) — hipe(Tow) [EL] < T(f) + €
ZER

#(w,z) =

for P-a.e. w. Therefore,

(2.14) E [hi,e(W) = b, (Tow) [Ex] < E[—log (0, 2) [Ek] + || flloo + T(f) + €
for each z € R. Define Fj, . : 2 x R = R by Fj, (w, 2) := E [hg,c(w) — hg,o(Tow) |Ex—1]. Then,
(2.15) Fre(w,2) SE[-logm(0,2) [Ek—1] + [ flle + T(f) + €

holds P-a.s. for each z € R. Also, note that
—E [hk,e (W) = hp,e (Tow) |T-2Ek] = —E [hp,e(T-w) — hie(w) |Ek] (Ty+)
= E [h,e(w) = hi,e(T-ow) |E ] (T%)
< E[-logm(0,=2) [Ek ] (T2) + [[flloc + T(f) + €
=E[-logn(z,0) [T_:&] + || flle + T'(f) + €
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where the inequality follows from (ZI4]). Since &1 C T-.&k, taking conditional expectation with respect
to k1 gives

—Fie(w, 2) SE[=logm(z,0) [Ex—1] + [[fllo + T(f) +€
Recall (ZT5) and deduce that
| Fre(w; 2)] <E[—logm(0,2) |€x—1] + E[—logm(2,0) [Ex—1] + [ flleo + T(f) + €

This implies by (1)) that (Fj.c(+,2)),, is uniformly bounded in L4"*(P) for each z € R. Passing to a
subsequence if necessary, Fj (-, 2) converges weakly to a limit F.(-,2) € L¥t*(P).
For j > 1 and any sequence (x;)! in Z% such that Tiv1 —x; € R and 29 = z,,

n—1
E (Z Fe(Twiw, Ti41 — ,Ti) (%)

i=0
= ZE( lim Fy (Ty,w, Tit1 — x;)

k—o0

gj>
n—1

=Y lim E(Fc(To,w,zig1 — 2:)| &)
— k—oo

n—1

= klggoE (E [hk,e( ) — P, (T Tip1—z; W )|gk71} (Tmiw)‘ gj)
1=0
n—1

= lim E (E [Ag,e(To,w) = be(To, ) [T-0,Ek-1]| &)

k—o0
)

i=0
n—1
holds P-a.s., where ([2.16) follows from the fact that £ C T_,,E—1 whenever k is large enough. Therefore,
anl F(T,,w,z;iy1 — ;) = 0 for P-a.e. w, and F, : Q@ X R — R satisfies the closed loop condition given

n—1
lim E (Z (W (Twyw) — hpge(Tiy )

k—o0 ‘
=0

(216) - Z klig)lo E (hk,e( z; W ) h'k E zz+1 ‘ 8 )
i=0
=0

in Definition We already know that it satisfies the moment condition, and it is also clearly mean zero.
Hence, F. € K.

Since E [log (0, 2) + f(w, 2) |Ex—1] is an L% (P)-bounded martingale, it converges to log (0, 2) + f(-, 2)
in L9+(PP). Therefore,

Lic(,2) :=E[logm(0,2) + f(w, 2) |Ek—1] + Fre(, 2)

converges weakly in LIT%(P) to log7(0,2) + f(-,2) + F.(-,2). By Mazur’s theorem (see [17]), there exist
Ly QxR — Rfor k> 1such that £ (-, 2) converges strongly in L+2(P) to logm(0, 2) + f(-, 2) + Fe(-, 2)
for each z € R and £}, , is a convex combination of {L1 ., La,..., Lk} Passing to a further subsequence,
Ly (-, z) converges ]P’—a s.tologm(0,2)+ f(-, )+ Fe(+, z). Take conditional expectation of both sides of ([ZI3])
with respect to £_1 and use Jensen’s inequality to write

logZexp log7(0,2) + f(w,2) |Ek—1] + Fre(-,2)) <T(f) +e
zZER

Again by Jensen’s inequality, log >~ % exp (EQM(-, z)) < T'(f) 4+ €. Taking k — oo gives

log Z 7(0, z)ef @A HFw2) < p(f) 4 e
zER

for P-a.e. w. Theorem [Blis proved.
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2.2. Large deviation principle. Putting together (2] and Theorem [B one sees that

A= sup /ZdHW( “"g%>

peMS (2xR) Y cR

= sup {(fim) = 3(w)}

peEMS, (2XR)

= sup  {(fiw) —TI(w}

HEMl(QXR)

=J°(/),
the Fenchel-Legendre transform of J. Therefore, 7** = A*.
Since M7 (§2 x R) is compact,

lim sup — logP (Vnx € C) < —inf A*(u) = — inf T (u)

n—oo N pnecC pecC
for P-a.e. w and any closed subset C' of M1(§2 x R). (See Theorem 4.5.3 of [5].)

To conclude the proof of Theorem [Il one needs to obtain the LDP lower bound. Note that, for any open
subset G of M1(Q2 x R), inf,eq T**(v) = infrecI(v). (See [I4], page 104.) Therefore, it suffices to show
that, for any p € M;S(Q x R), any open set O containing x and P-a.e. w,

1
(2.17) liminf — log P (v, x € O) > =3 (p).
n—,oo N

Take the pair

) du d(w)!
(7T, ¢) = 1° " I
()t dP
corresponding to a given u € M 1<<S (2 x R). Then, ¢ € L'(P), ¢dP is a #-invariant probability measure, and
#(-,z) > 0 P-a.s. for each z € U. With this notation, (ZI7)) becomes

1
lim inf — log P¥ (vp.x € O) > /Z #(w, 2 log 2 )¢( )dP.
nee n zER )
Recall Definition [l and introduce a new measure R**“ by setting
X I .
AR} = ——X€0__ gpre,
P, (Vn,X S O)
Then,
. 1 W dPgJ
hnn_1>1£f - log P¥ (v, x € O) = hﬁr_l,géf - log E] []Iun,er dPﬁ’”}

dpP¥ ~
=liminf — <log P5 (v x € 0) + log/ dP;deRg*”)

n—oo n

dPﬂ' W
>liminf — (log P* (v, x € 0) — /log dR™ “’>

n—oco M dPy
1 - 1 N dPﬂ' ,w
=liminf —  log P;"*(vy, 0)———F* 1, 1
lnn_l)lolé n (Og o (V X € ) Pg’w(l/nx c O) o |: n,x €0 108 de :|>

where the third line uses Jensen’s inequality. It follows from Lemma [3 that lim,, ., PF* (v, x € O) = 1.
Therefore,

1 dpPrv
lim inf — 1og P¥ (v, x € O) > —limsup —E™% []I,,n’xeo log —=2 }

n—oo N nooo M dPy
/ Z #(w, 2) log (W, Z>¢( )dP
02 7(0,2)

again by Lemma [3] and the L'-ergodic theorem. Theorem [lis proved. Finally, note that the convexity of J
follows from an argument similar to the proof of Lemma [

Remark 3. J** is a good rate function since My(Q X R) is compact.
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3. CONTRACTION PRINCIPLE AND THE ANSATZ FOR THE MINIMIZER
Proof of Corollary [l Recall (I3) and observe that

n—1
1 X'n, - XO
b = [ 3 dmxtnz)e = 037 (s = X0 = 2

Therefore, as noted in Subsection [[3] Corollary [ follows from Theorem [Il by the contraction principle (see
[5]), and the rate function is given by (LH).

In order to justify (L), let us define J : R* — RT by J(&) = inf,ca, I(1). We would like to show that
J = I. Since J and J** are convex, I and J are convex functions on R?%. Therefore, it suffices to show that
J* = I*. For any n € R%, define f,, € Cy(Q x R) by f,(w,2) := (z,n). Recalling ([L3J),

") = sup{(n,&) — inf 37 (u)}
13 HEAg

sup sup {(n, &) — I (1)}
§ meEAg

sup  {(fy, ) =T ()}

MeMl(QXR)

j***(fn) = A(fn)'
Similarly, J*(n) = 3*(f,) = A(f,). We are done. O

Proof of Lemmal[ll. The rate function given by formula (L6 is

B . dp(w, z)
) M= ey o 2 D8 Ty

Fix a &€ = (&1,...,&) € R? with & + -+ + €] < B. (Otherwise, the set A¢ is empty.) If there exists a
pe € A N M, (Q x R) such that

dpie(, %) = A(pe) (@) (0, 2)e @ HF @)
for some 6 € R%, F € K and r € R, then for any v € A¢ N M (2 x R),

dv(w, 2)
dv(w, 2) log ————~2"7——
/ZR 40 (@) (0,2)
/ Zd )o dv(w, 2)e (0,2)+F(w,z)+r
v(w, 2)

gd( V(W) (0, 2)el0:2) +F(w.2)+r

zER

oo (0214 Fln o) 5 11 10 90002) ) ()
/ZRO‘ (1094 Pl or s GRS

dv(w, z) d Nw
= (0,¢) +r+/ > dv(w, 2) H/ﬂZd”(w’Z)logd(zE)l(w)) d(:fgg()w(zg

zZER ZER

Under the Markov kernel ( Toir With invariant measure (v)t, P-as.

n—1

1
nh_)rrgog ZF (Tx,w, Xp+1 — Xk) / Zdl/ (w,z)F(w, 2)

zER
by Lemma B and the ergodic theorem. But, the same limit is 0 by Lemma Bl Therefore,

dl/(w z) d(pe)' (w)
(3.2) J(v) =(0,¢) +T+/ dv(w, 2)1

2 vl o8 g e 2)

By an application of Jensen’s inequality, it is easy to see that the integral on the RHS of (8.2) is nonnegative.
Moreover, this integral is zero if and only if d?;’) = % holds (v)!-a.s. and hence P-a.s. by Lemma [l
Since (ug)! is the unique invariant measure of ( )1 that is absolutely continuous relative to P (again by

Lemma [3]), p¢ is the unique minimizer of (3.1J). O
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4. NEAREST-NEIGHBOR WALKS ON Z

In this section, we carry out the recipe given in Lemma [Il and prove Theorem [2] in the case of nearest-
neighbor random walk on Z in a stationary and ergodic environment. As mentioned in Subsection [[3] we
assume that the following holds:

ere exists an > 0 such that og (0, < 0.
(A1) Th i 0 h th f|1 g (0, £1)|HedP

Proof of Lemma[2 for nearest-neighbor walks on Z. Define {(r,w) := E¥ [e"™, 11 < oo] for any r € R. Then,
1 1 n—1
_ : _ w TTn — s _ w TTk4+1
A(r) = nlgx;o - log EY [e"™, 1), < 0] nlgrolo - log <k||0 EY [e S Thal < oo])

n—1

= nlir{:o % Z log ¢(r, Tpw) = E[log ¢(r, -)]
k=0

by the ergodic theorem, where the limits hold for P-a.e. w. If {(r,w) is finite, then
C(Tv w) = 7T(0, 1)67“ + 7T(0, _1)eT<(T7 Tflw)C(Ta w)a
(4.1) 1=7(0,1)e"¢(r,w) ™ + 7(0, =1)e"¢(r, T_1w).

Since 7(0, —1) > 0 holds P-a.s., the set {w: {(r,w) < oo} is T-invariant, and its P-probability is 0 or 1. The
function r — {(r,w) is strictly increasing. There exists an r. > 0 such that P (w: ((r,w) < c0) =1if r < r.
and P(w: ((r,w) =o00) =1if r > r.. When r < r,

E‘(;) [eTTlarl < OO] Z E:;) [eTTlek = _kaXQk = 07T1 < OO]

—k+1 -1
= | ] nGi—1) [ #Gi+1) | BS [, 1 < 0]
i=0 j=—

for any k > 1. Cancelling the E¥ [e"™, 71 < oo] term on both sides and taking logarithms give

—k+1 —1
2rk + Z logm(i,i — 1)+ Z logm(j,5 +1) <O0.
i=0 j=—k

Divide both sides by k, let k¥ — 0o, and see that 2r < —E[log 7(0, —1)] —E[log 7(0, 1)] by the ergodic theorem.
This, in combination with (A1), implies that r. < oco.
By @), 1 > 7(0,—1)e"¢(r, T-1w) and log {(r, T_1w) < —logm(0,—1) — r. Thus,

(4.2) A(r) = Eflog C(r, )] < /|10g7r(0, )P =1 <

for r < r., and also for r = r. by the monotone convergence theorem.
It is easy to see that r — A(r) = E[log ((r,-)] is analytic on (—o0,7.). Assumption (Al) ensures that the
walk under P¥ is not deterministic, therefore

E [tfe™™, 7 < o0 (Efj [T, 1 < oo])j

)\I/ _ ]E
(r) B e, 71 < o0 B e, 7y < o0

is strictly positive by Jensen’s inequality. Hence, r — A(r) is strictly convex on (—oo,r.). Recall that
& := N(r.—)~!. Use again the fact that the walk under P¥ is not deterministic, and write

&1 = N(re=) 2 N(0-) =E(Bg[n|m < o)) > 1.

We have proved half of Lemma 2] namely the statements involving r — A(r). Simply replace 7, by 7—, to
prove the other half of the lemma. -
What remains to be shown is that the same r. works for A(-) and A(-). This is proved in Appendix C. O

Let us start the construction. Note that

Ev rT1
lim X(r) = lim E( o (e’ <°O]>
r——00 r——00

Evemm, 1 < o0
The map r — N (r) is strictly increasing and, therefore, it is a bijection from (—oo,r.) to (1,£,1). In other
words, for any £ € (&, 1), there is a unique r = r(§) < 7. such that £=1 = N (r).
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Taking r = (), recall ({)) and define an environment kernel 7, (in the sense of Definition [I]) by
(4.3) fip(w, 1) := w(0,1)e"¢(r,w)™t and  7,.(w, —1) := (0, —1)e"C(r, T_1w).

For every = € Z, in order to simplify the notation, P~ ET« P*r and ET are denoted by Pr*, E»%, Pr
and E7, respectively. For P-a.e. w and any finite sequence (x)}_, in Z such that x4 —2r € U and 2, =1,
it is easy to see that

(4.4) P (X =21,...,Xp=2,) ="C(r,w) 'PY(Xy = 21, ..., Xpy = T).
Lemma 6. P/ (1 < o0) =1.
Proof. For P-a.e. w,
PI¥(1 < 00) = E¢[e"((r,w) ™, 1 < oo] = ((r,w) P EY[e" ™, 1 < o0 = 1

where the first equality follows from (@]). O
Lemma 7. E"[r] = ¢! < o0.
Proof. For any s € R and P-a.e. w, recall ([{4]) and observe that

Er¥[e’™] = EP%[e’™, 1 < oo] = E¢[eU" )7 (r,w) ™1, 7 < o0

=(¢(r+ s,w)C(r,w) "t

Therefore, E (log EN“[e™]) = A(r + s) — A(r) < oo by (#2) whenever r + s < 7¢, and

d
Eyn] = +

W[ ST1T) — \/ _ ¢—1
5| E(og Eg¥[e’™]) = X(r) = ¢ O

s=0

Since (-, 1) > 0 holds P-a.s., there exists a ¢, € L(P) such that ¢, dP is a #,-invariant probability
measure. (See, for example, [I].) The pair (7, ¢,) corresponds to a pe € M;S,(Q x U) with dpue(w, £1) =
7r(w, £1)¢r (w)dP(w). By Lemma [B] the LLN for the mean velocity of the particle holds under PJ. The
limiting velocity is

/ D (W, 2)2 ¢ (w)dP = &

zeU
with the notation in (L3). Therefore, {,! = Ej[r1] = =" by Lemmal[ll In other words, ug € Ag.
Define F. : Q x {—1,1} — R by setting

Fr(w,—1):=log((r,T-1w) — A(r) and F(w,1):=—log(r,w)+ A(r).
Then, recall (3] and see that
(4.5) dpg(w, 2) = #r (W, 2)br (W) AP (w) = d(pe) " (W) (0, 2)e~ A2

for z € {—1,1}. In order to conclude that p fits the Ansatz given in Lemmal[ll F,. € K needs to be shown.
F, clearly satisfies the mean zero and the closed loop conditions in Definition 2 For z € {—1,1},

7(0, z)e A @FT — 7 (1 2) <1
gives Fy(w, z) < |log (0, 2)| + zA(r) — r. Use the fact that —F,(w, z) = F.(T,w, —z) to write
[Fr(w, 2)| < [logm(0, 1)] + [log 7 (1, 0)] + [A(r)] — 7

The moment condition on F.(-, z) follows from (Al).
So far, we have obtained a p¢ that fits the Ansatz given in Lemma [Il when £ € (§,1). An analogous
construction works for £ € (—1,&.).

Proof of Theorem[2 for nearest-neighbor walks on Z. For any & € (&,1), the measure pge given in (L3 is
the unique minimizer of (LG) by Lemma [l Therefore, I(§) = T(ue) = (&) — EX(r(§)) by B2). Since
N(r(€)) = €71, it is clear that

1(¢) = sup {r—&A(r)} = 622& {re7! = A} =ex ().

In the proof of Lemma [2 for nearest-neighbor walks on Z, we saw that r — A(r) is strictly convex and
analytic on (—oo,r.). By convex duality, £ — I(£) is strictly convex and analytic on (&.,1).
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If &, = 0, then we have identified I(-) on (0,1). Let us now suppose & > 0. Note that

d
I'(€) = dg[ r(§) = EA(r(&)] = r'(§) = A(r(§)) — EXN (r(§))r' (&) = =A(r(8))-
Therefore, I(&.) — &I (§.+) = 7. This implies by convexity that I(0) > r.. On the other hand,
E¢e"™, 1 < o0] = ierkPg’(ﬁ =k) < ierkpg’( Z r=10)kto(k) « oo
k=

for any r < I(0). Hence, r. = I(0). The equality I(&.) — &1’ (&.+) = I(0) forces I(-) to be affine linear on
[0,&.] with a slope of I'(£.+). In particular, & — I(£) is differentiable on (0,1).
Still supposing & > 0, fix £ € (0,&:]. Then, < (r — €X(r)) > 0 for every r < r.. Therefore,
sup {r — EA(r)} = re = EA(re) = I1(0) + £I'(Ec+) = I(S).

reR
In short, I(£) = sup,cr {r — EX(r)} for every £ € (0, 1).
Let us no longer suppose &, > 0. At £ =1,

sup{r — A(r)} =supE[r —log EY [, 71 <o0]] = lim E [— log EY [er(nfl),ﬁ < oo”
reR reR r——00

=E[-logPY (11 =1)] =E[-logn(0,1)] = — lim 1 log PY (X,, =n) =I(1).
n—oo N

It is easy to check that I(£) = sup,cp {r — EA(r)} = oo when £ > 1. This concludes the proof of Theorem [2]
for £ > 0. The arguments regarding £ < 0 are similar. ]

5. WALKS WITH BOUNDED JUMPS ON Z

Recall the statement of Lemmal[2l We start this section by constructing a new (tilted) environment kernel
r, for every r < r.. We then prove that r — A(r) exists and that it is differentiable on (—oo,r.). At that
point, we note that if there exists a ¢, € L*(P) such that ¢, dP is a #,-invariant probability measure, then
pe € M1(Q x R) with dug(w, 2) = 7 (w, 2) ¢ (w)dP(w) fits the Ansatz given in Lemma [ for £ = (X (r))~L.
We proceed by constructing such a ¢,.. Finally, we prove Lemma 2] Theorem [2] and Proposition [I1

Remark 4. Some of the notation (e.g., ((r,w), T, 7r, ¢ and F,.) introduced in Section[] is reintroduced in
Section[d in a slightly different way. This is done in order to emphasize the fact that the arguments in these
two sections are parallel. Note that this practice does not cause any confusion since Sections [ and[d can be
read independently of each other.

Many of the arguments in this section use the following lemma.

Lemma 8. Given m € Z and € > 0, suppose there exist two functions L : ((—oo,m)NZ) x R — [0,1] and
v:Z — R such that L(y,£1) > €, > cp L(y,2) = 1 and v(y) = > cr L(y, 2)v(y + 2) for any y < m. The
function L defines a Markov chain and, for any x < m, induces a probability measure Q5 on paths starting
at . EQ denotes expectation under Q.

If Qu(tm, < 00) =1 and ' < x, then

m—x

(5.1) lu(z) —v(@)| < (1—-€?) 7 021215)3 [v(m + 2) —v(m + 2')].

Proof. Fix ¢’ < x <m. For any k> 0 with x + (k+ 1)B < m,
v(x/):Eg [v THkB ZQI/ TeinB :x—|—kB+z) v(x + kB + 2).
There exists an x € Z such that x + kB < x < x + (k + 1)B and v(zx) < v(a’). The collection of s
constitute a set S := {;vk 0< k<P~ 1}. Let 75 :=inf {k > 0: X} € S}. Observe that
() = B2 [v(Xrsnr, )] = B [v(Xry) 75 < 00] + BZ [v(X~,,) , 75 = o]

< Qu(1s < c0)v(z') + Qg (s = 00) sup v(m+ z)
0<z<B

= 0(e!) + Qulrs = o0) (s v(m+2) ~ola) )

0<z<B
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On the other hand, v(2') = E2 [v (X,,)] > info<.cp v(m + 2’). Therefore,

x

o(@) = v(&') < Qulrs = 50) sup_ [o(m+2) = v(m+)].

m—ax

It is easy to see that Q,(rg = 00) < (1—€P) . This proves half of (EI). The other half is proved
similarly. O

5.1. Construction of a new environment kernel 7,. Recall our assumptions:

(A1) There exists an o > 0 such that [ |logm(0,2)|'T*dP < oo for each z € R.
(A2) There exists a § > 0 such that P(x(0,£1) > §) = 1.

Let ((r,w) := E¥ [e"™, 171 < o0] for any r € R. If ((r,w) < oo, then
((ryw) =Y m(0,2)e"EY [e"™, 71 < 00] > m(0, —1)e" E¥, [e'™, 7 < o0
zER
> de" (B¥y "™, 11 < 00, Xr, > 1]+ E¥ [e"™, 7 < 00, X, = 0))
=de" (E¥ [, 70 < 00, X7, > 1]+ E¥, [€"7°, 7, < 00, X, = 0] E¢ [e"™, 71 < o0])
> min(1, {(r,w))de" ((r, T_1w).
Therefore, {w : ((r,w) < oo} is T-invariant, and its P-probability is 0 or 1. The function r — ((r,w) is strictly

increasing. There exists an r. > 0 such that P (w : {(r,w) <oo) =1if r <r. and P(w: {(r,w) = 00) = 1 if
r >r.. When r <r,

EY e, m <oo] > EY [, X = —1,Xy = 0,71 < o0] > (6" E [e"™, 7 < o).

This shows that de” <1 and r. < —logd < co. For r < r, and n > 2,

B

Ey "™, 1, < o0] = Z Ey[e, 1 <00, X, = 2] EY [e"™, 7, < o0
z=1
B

= Z E¥ "™, 1 <00, X, =2 E** [e"™= 7,_, < 00].

z=1

By induction, P (w : E¥ [e"", T, < 00] < 00) = 1.

From now on, consider r < r.. For z < n, note that

= Z m(x,x + 2)e

zZER

LS [€T Ty < o0
Ev [e"™, 1), < 0]

[e"™ 7, < 00

E
Up (W, ) 1= %

cg|Rg

[erTn, 7, < 00

w(z,z + z)e"up p(w, x + 2).

I3
m
A

P Up (W, T+ 2)

(5.2) 1 Uy (0:7)

=: Z T (T, 2 + 2)

ZER

m(x,z + 2)e

&

zE

defines a new (random) transition kernel 7, ,(z,z + z) for £ < n. It is clear that the jumps under 7, ,, are
bounded by B. If x < y < n, then

Ep "™, m <ool > Ef [ X1 =y —1,..., X, » =T, <oo] > (0e")! TE [, T, < 0]

Similarly, E [e"™, 7, < oo] > (de")Y T Ey [e"™, 7, < oc]. Therefore,

(5:3) (Bervs! < Lrnl) o (gery-tyai

Up (W, )
Putting (5.2)) and (B3] together, we obtain the following ellipticity bound:
(5.4) P (7 p(z, 2 £1) > (6€")?) =1 for every z <n — 1.
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Lemma 9. If0 < x < n+ B, then (6e")* B~ <, ,(w,z)EY [e"™, 7, < 00] < (67)"4HE=D for P-a.e. w.

Proof. Suppose 0 < x < n — B. Observe that

B-1
E¥[e"™, 1, < o0 1
-1 _ [} v In _ W [ 7T o
Upp(w, )" = Bl < oo Brjom.mn < o] zgo E¢e"™ 1, < 00, X;, =+ 2]
B-1

E¢, . €™, 7, < o0
E¢ e, 1, < o]

E? e 1y < 00, X, =1+ 2]

[swRNY
I
Lo

Uy (W, T + 2)

(5.5) Uy (@01 7)

E¢ e, 1y < 00, X, =1x+ 2]

I
Il
=]

It follows immediately from (B3] that
(5.6) (6e") BV <y (w, ) EY [T, 7, < 00] < (Je7) B,
Next, suppose n — B < x < n. Note that (53] still holds. If z + z < n, then

(5.7) (ger)(B-1) < Yrn( 2 ¥ 2)

< T —(B—l)
U, (W, T) (de")

again by (53). On the other hand, if z + z > n, then

Upn(w, o +2) B [e", 7 < o] 1

Upn(w, )  E¥[er™ 1, <oo]  E%[e"™, T, <oo|

(5.8)

However, for any m > n + B,

m2(B-1) £ (§oT (B—l)unm(wan) < 1 < (5eT —(B—l)uﬂm(w?n) < (§e7)—2(B—1)
(5.9) (de") < (0e") G (@0:7) ~ Bo [ < o0] = (0e") 7%)7”(%:6) < (de") .

In (B9Q)), the inner inequalities follow from (5.6]) after an appropriate change of variables, and the outer
inequalities hold by (53). Use (&3] in combination with (&.7), (B:8)) and (E3) to deduce that

(5.10) (827 < i (w, @) B [0, 7 < 0] < (807) 2B,
If 2 = n, there is nothing to prove. Finally, suppose n <z <n + B. It is easy to see that

E¥ e, 1, < 0] 1
511) tUpp(w,2)EY [, 7, < 00] = =2 = By [ T < oo
(6.11) upp(w,z)ES [€"7, Ty < 00 B9 [0, Tn < 00]  Ur.o(w,n)E% [0, Ty < o) [ 7 < 00)

Reversing the roles of z and n in both (59) and (GI0) gives upper and lower bounds for the terms on the
RHS of (&I1)). This implies the desired result. O

In order to indicate the w-dependence of 7, ,,, the probability measure it induces on paths starting at any
x < n is denoted by Q2“.

Lemma 10. For every x < n and P-a.e. w, Q¥ (7, < c0) = 1.
Proof. For any path (z;)o< <k With o, =z, z; <n and z;11 —x; € R, it follows from (5.2)) that

QU (X1 = a1,...,Xp = ax) = P*(X1 = 21,..., X = xk)e’“kw.
U ()

Also, note that P¥ (X, > n|7, < co) = 1. Therefore,

e Urin (@, X7,) By, [T m < o]

Uy, (W, T)

QY (1, < 00) = E¥[e ,Tn < 00] = E¢[e"™ ,Th <oo]=1. O

E¥ e, 1, < 0]
Lemma 11. For every x,z € Z and P-a.e. w, u,(w,x) := limy,_yo0 Ur n(w, ) exists and

up (W, + 2)

(5.12) (6" < up(Tpw, 2) = RO

< (6em) 72,
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Proof. Given = € Z, take any ni,ns € N such that x < ny < no. For every y € Z with ny <y < n1 + B,
Lemma [@ implies that

(5er)8(B—1) < ur,n2(w7y) < (5er)—8(B—1)'
T U (W) T

Since @y, is defined in (B:2) via a Doob h-transform, it is not surprising that

Uy (W, T 4 2) Up py (W, T+ 2)

Upny (W, ) Up oy (W, + 2)

Upny (W, T+ 2)

Up,n, (W, T+ 2)

Z ey (T, + 2) = Z m(x,x + 2)e

zER zZER
= Z m(x,z + z)er—ur’n2 W,z +2)
2ER U‘T;ﬂl (w7 JJ)
_ Urng (w, )
U‘T;ﬂl (w7 JJ) '

Therefore, Lemma [§ implies that

Up,ny (W, T)
U‘T;ﬂl (w7 JJ)

Ur,ny (W, T) _ Urng (w,0)
Uy (W, ) Up gy (W, 0)

_1'_

' < e(rym Il (en) THETY

1/B
where ¢(r) := (1 - ((5eT)2B> < 1. Substitute y = 0 in (53) and conclude that

U‘T;ﬂz (wv ‘T)

|ur,n2 (w,z) — Up,n,y (w,z)| = Up,ny (w, z) Uy (@0, 7)
T,n1 bl

- 1’ < crym=lel (ger) 8B D 7l

In particular, (u,n(w,)),., is a Cauchy sequence. Therefore, u,(w, ) := lim, o0 Urn(w, ) exists.
For every z,z € Z and P-a.e. w,

T ) T,M ) E;} z eTTn7 n <0 ETzw T7717m7 n—=x <
(paz) @zt o teelwotz) o B e J Z i : [ ]
Uy (w, ) n—oo Uy, (W, x) n—oo EY [e"r T, < o] n—ooFy e @M m—= 1, . < o0
= u, (Thw, 2).
Finally, note that the inequalities in (B12]) follow from (G.3]). O
Definition 3. For every z € R and P-a.e. w, let
(5.14) fir(w, 2) == 7(0, z)e"uy (w, 2).

It follows immediately from (B.2) that #, : @ x R — [0,1] is an environment kernel in the sense of
Definition [l For every x € Z, in order to simplify the notation, Pi~* Efr« P& and E7r are denoted by
Pre B¢ Pl oand E7, respectively.

Lemma 12. For every z € R and P-a.e. w,

(5.15) Ar(w, 2) > (5N emm(0, 2).

In particular, 7, satisfies the following ellipticity condition:

(5.16) i (o.) e (w, £1) > (5&)2) — 1

Proof. (512)) and (&14)) imply (BI5) which gives (BI0) since (A2) holds. O

Lemma 13. For everyn > 1, PI'(1, < o) = 1.
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Proof. Recall the proof of Lemma [0l For every n > 1 and P-a.e. w,
Py (1, < o0) = EY [eTT"uT(w Xr,)sTn < o]

= ZE“’ ' Xe, =04 2,7, < 00]ur(w,n + 2)

B-1

- "}E)noo Z E "™, Xr, =n+ 2,7 < 00| trm(w,n + 2)
z=0

= "}E)noo EY [e"™ Uy (w, Xr,), Tn < 0]

E¥ [e”ﬂE}"{T [, T < 00], Ty < oo}

= 1'
360 EY [erm, 7 < 0]
m—o0 EY [e"Tm T, < o0

Lemma 14. For every m > 1 and P-a.e. w,
m/!
(re —m)m
Proof. 1t follows from (5.3) and (5.6 that EY [e", 7y < oo] < (de")™ P for P-a.e. w. By the monotone
convergence theorem, this bound holds for r = r. as well. Note that
EM* [e(”_””} =K [e(TC_T)Tl,ﬁ < oo] =E7 "M up(w, Xr), 71 < o0
< EY [em(6e") P, 1 < oo < (6e") P (5e™) P < (de) 2P,
Here, Lemma [I3] and (&12]) imply the first equality and the first inequality, respectively. For every m > 1
and a € RT, e =31 2= > ‘% Therefore,

n=0 n!

(5.17) Ege[m"] <

(6e") 728 =: H,,(r).

(re =)™ "” By ["] < By o0 < (3e) 728, D
m!
Lemma 15. For P-a.e. w,
1 W T,W _ T,W —_
nl;rgonE [tn] = LEmOOP (X;, =0)E] [7‘1]} =:g(r).

o5\ /B
Proof. Let ¢(r) := (1 — (de") ) < 1. For every n > 1 and P-a.e. w,

Ey® 1]

k3

I
M:

E™% [ — 7i_4] ZEW Ti = Ticty Xry_, =0 — 1]

=> P (Xr_, =i—1)E [r]

(5.18) < Zn:

lim Py (X, , =i—1)+ c(r)i_l) E ]

Tr—r—00

i PET (X, = 0) o)) BT )

Tr—r—00
=1
Hi(r) T; T;
< Tydi—1W — Tyli—1W
< 0D L3 i T (K 01 B

where (BI8) and the existence of lim, oo Py (X;,_, =i — 1) follow from Lemma[8l Therefore,

1
limsup —E> [1,] <E [ lim Pr¢ (X, =0)E* [7‘1]}
n

n—oo Tr—r—00

by the ergodic theorem. The proof of the other direction is similar. O
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5.2. Differentiability of r — A(r). For every r < r., n > 1 and P-a.e. w, let
An(r,w) :=log EY [, 7, < x0].

Lemma 16. For every r < r. and P-a.e. w,

A(r) := lim l/\n(r,w) = —E[logu,(-,1)].

n—o00 M

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma@that (de")*(B~1) < u,(w,n)EY [e"™, 7, < oo] < (de")~*B~Y for every n > 1.
Therefore,

n—00

1 1
lim (— log uy(w,n) + —log EZ [e"™, Ty, < oo]) =0.
n n

However, by (&.13)),

n—1

ur(w,n)zl_[urwl+1 HuTToJl

=0

Hence, it follows from the ergodic theorem that

n—1
.1 w T B .1 1
nl;ngo - log BZ [e"™, 7, < 00] = —nlgngo - log uy(w,n) = —nILH;O - ZO logu,(Tyw,1) = —E[logu,(-,1)]. O

In this subsection, we prove that r — A\(r) is differentiable on (—oo,r.). For that purpose, we first obtain
certain bounds on A}, (r,w) and A (r,w). These bounds are given in the next two lemmas which involve the
function

-—_— - —_ p— /_ ] —
G(w) .—1S1Zr}f§B7r( 1-2", 1)0§1?£B7T( 1,2).

For every n > 1, 0 < z < B and P-a.e. w, note that

P (Xe, =n+2) 2P (X, =n—-1,X,, =n+2z)
> inf A (Tho1_ww,2) fp(Thoqw, 2z + 1)

1<2'<B

(6e")2Be?r 1<1r}f<B7r(n— 1-2\n—1mn—1,n+2)

(6e")2B e G(T,w)

(5.19)

v

Y

where ([B.19) follows from (G.IHI).

Lemma 17. For everyr <r., n > 1 and P-a.e. w,

(5.20) (N (r,w) = Eg¥ [ma]| <

is satisfied with

1/B

(6er)_236_2TH1(7°)C(7°)1_B, Hi(r) as in (5.17), and c(r) := (1 B (5er)2B) <t

1—¢(r)

Proof. For every r < r., n > 1 and P-a.e. w,

Wl(T) =

7,W -1 _ _
A (rw) = ES [mae™™, T < o9 — Eo [Tnur (w, X7) } — Zszol By o, Xo, =0+ 2luy (W,n + 2) 1'
! Bolemm<od g fu w,xn)71 ] B B (K = ur (wnt )

Therefore,

(5.21) inf E“"[TMXT =n+z] <N, (rw)< sup E}¥[1,| X, =n+2z2].
0<z< 0<z<B
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If1<i<nandO0<z< B, then

ETW[ — Ti— 17XT :7’L+Z ZETW Ti — Ti— 17XT'

n K2
z'=0

=i+2, X, =n+2z]

_ZETW Ti = Tie1, Xr, = 0+ 2| P[5 (X7, = 0+ 2)

k3 n

(5.22) < Z Ere(r — 11, Xy, =i+ 2] (POW (X, =n+2)+ C(T)nf(wz’))
z'=0
(5.23) < Ep¥ [ — 7] (Por’w (X, =n+2)+ c(r)nf(iJr(B*l)))

where ([£.22]) follows from Lemma 8 Recall Lemma [T4] and see that

Eg’w[Tn|XTn:n+Z]:ZET“’[ — Ti_ 1|X-,— —7’L+Z]
i=1

P¥ (X, =n+ z) +c(r)rHEBE-1)
< Erw — o n
Z e < P (X, =t 2)

n

Py (XTn n+z) ZC

=1
(5er)— e—2r n
G(T,w)

:E;",w [Tn]+ —(i+(B— 1))Erw[ T — T 1]

< B fra) + (ry P BT ]
j=1

< o) + S0 5 o

j=1
(5er)—236—2rH1 (T)C(’I")l B
(1 =¢(r)G(Thw)
W1 (’I“)
G(Thw)’

.

< E;¥ [Tn] +

= Eg¥ 1] +

This bound, in combination with (521]), implies that

1%
Ao (r,w) — BN [1,] < 0;158 El | X, =n+2z]— EN¥[m] < e }SZ)

The proof of the other direction is similar.

Lemma 18. For every r < r., n > 1 and P-a.e. w,

(5.24) M) < ( (JY(VT(J)) i (B £ 20,0

is satisfied with

Walr) i= (57) 2Per (H () +° (HI(’””QC(’”)Q(BI))
2(r) == ; - ,

Hi(r) and Hy(r) as in (5.17), and Wi(r) as in Lemma[I7
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Proof. For every r < r., n > 1 and P-a.e. w,

—1
EY [Tﬁe”",m < oo] By [Tzur (w, Xr,) ]

X (r,w) = — (X (r,w)* = (N, (r,w))”
Eglerm, m < o] 5 [y (@, X,,) |
B—1 r.w 2 —1
= E ’ 7XT = + T ) +
= Zz—g_l o [ X, =t 2] ur wim Z_)l — (X (r,w))”
Yoo PV (Xr, =04 2) up (w,n + 2)
(5.25) < sup Ep¢ (0| X, =n+2z] - (X, (r,w))”.

0<z<B
If 1 <i<j<n, then
By [(ri = mic1)(15 — Tj-1)]

= Ep* [(ri = mica)(m = 7j-1), Xry L, = — 1]
=FE" [Ti —Tii1, Xey, =j — 1} E;_wl [75]

(5.26) < By [ = 7ica] (P2 (Xs,y = G = 1)+ e(n)U D7 HEZD) ) g [
< Eplm —mioal By [ry — 7] 4 (Hi(r)? o(r) VD= 0HB=D)

where ([5.26]) follows from ([G.23]).
If 0 < z < B, then

Egﬁw [(Tl - Tifl)('rj - ijl), XTn =n+ Z]
< By [(r = 1) (75 — )] (P (X, = 2) + efr)"=UF(E-1)
< (B5 Irs = maa) Ep Iy = 1] + (Ha(r) e(r) U™ D=0 E-D ) prov (X, —n 4 2)
+ (Hi(r))? (1 + c(r)(j*)*(”(B*l))) o(r)n=GH(B=D)
Therefore,

Ey [T ‘ X;, =n+z|

n n j—1
= ZEZ;’W {(Tz —7'1'71)2 ‘XTn = n—l—z:| —|—QZZEZ’W [(7’1 —7'1'71> (Tj _ijl) |X,,.n :n+z]
=1

J=1 i=1
nHy(r) n Il
2
< 92 BT T ENY [ — i
—Pg;w(XTn:n-i-Z)_'_ ;; o [T T 1] o [TJ Tj 1]
j—1

c(r)n_(j"l‘(B_l))
PyY (X, =n+2)

n

[C(T)(j—l)—(iﬂB—l)) n (1+ C(T)<j—1>—<i+<B—1>>)]

+ (Ep¥ [ra))”

SPoT’W(XTnzn—i—z)
2(H1(7~))2 n-c(r)~ B0 p.cr) (B0 p.e(r)"2B-D
P s e

_ (W 2 n 6 (H, (T))Q C(T)—2(B—1)
= (Eo [Tn]) + Por,w (Xrn —n+t Z) <H2(T’) =+ . C(T) >

n - (§er)—2Bg—2r (r 2 o(p)—2(B-1)
< (B ) 4 " 0) 6 (Ha(r))” e(r) )

G(Tyw) <H2(T) + 1—e¢(r)

= (Bp“ [r])* +n (%) '
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Recall the bounds in (5:20) and (525), and conclude that
Xi(rw) < sup Ep? ()] Xr, =nt 2] = (X, (r.w))”
0<z<B

2 [ | X = mt 2] = (B [ma))? + (B (1)) = (N (rw))?)

+ B [ma] + A (r )] [EGY [7n] = X (r,w)]

N
S
A/~
5
=

= (CZV;%Q # (20 s )
“(ama) (e ) -

Lemma 19. r — \(r) is differentiable on (—oo, 1) with

V)= glr) = | Jim_PE (X, = 0) B [n]]

Tr—r—00

Proof. Assumption (A1) implies that P (w : G(w) > 0) = 1. Therefore, P (w : G(w) > €) > 3 for some € > 0.
For P-a.e. w, there exists a sequence (ng)r>1 = (ng(w))r>1 of integers such that G(T),,w) > e. (This follows
from the ergodic theorem.) For every r < r., k > 1 and P-a.e. w,

Ao (rw)— EXY ]| < Wi(r)
’ Nk o k

=Gt <0

by (&20). Thus,

1 1
lim —)\;lk (r,w)= lim —E" [, ] =g(r) =E [ lim P (X, =0)E™ [7'1]}

k—o00 N k—o0 N T——00

where the last two equalities follow from Lemma
Given any r < r¢, pick 1,72 € R such that r1 < r < ry < r.. For P-a.e. w, note that

1 1
sup —\;,, (s,w) < sup (Hl(s) + —6_1W1(S)) < 0.

ri<s<rgp Mk r1<s<ry Nk
k>1 k>1
Therefore, the bounded convergence theorem implies that

A(r) = A(r1) = lim x (A, (1yw) — Ay (r1,w)) = lim ' i/\;“C(s,w)ds = /T g(s)ds.

k—o0 N k—oo J. Nk

It is easy to see that g(-) is Lipschitz continuous at r since

1
sup —A, (s,w) <00

ry<s<ry N
k>1
by (524). The desired result follows from the fundamental theorem of calculus. O

5.3. Verification of the Ansatz.

Lemma 20. For every r < r,
Pr ( lim % = X(r)) = 1.

n—o0 M

Proof. For every r < r., s <r.—r and P-a.e. w,

1 1
lim —log E“ [e®™] = lim —log E¥ [e(TJrS)T"uT (w, X7)) T < oo}

n—oo N n—oo N

1 1
= lim —log E¥ {e(TJFS)T",Tn < oo] + lim —logu, (w,n)

n—oo N n—,oo M

=Ar+s) = A(r)
where the last equality follows from Lemma
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For every € > 0, a standard application of Chebyshev’s inequality shows that

1 n . 1
lim sup — log P)"* (T— = XN(r) > e) < limsup — log E}** [e*™] — s (N (r) + €)
n

n—oo N n—oo N

=ANr+s)—Ar)—sN(r)+¢€) <0

when s > 0 is small enough. Similarly,

1 n . 1 n
lim sup — log P)>% (T— - XN(r) < —e) <0 and limsup—logP. ( n_ N(r)| > e) <0.
n—oo N n n—soo N n
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies the desired result. g

Lemma 21. F, : Q x R — R, defined by Fy(w, 2) :=logu,(w, z) + zA(r) for each z € R, is in class K.
Proof. For each z € R and P-a.e. w,
|Fr(w, 2)| < [logur(w, 2)| + [2A(r)] < B (=log (9e”) + [A(r)]) < oo

Therefore, F,. satisfies the moment condition of Definition 2l The closed loop condition follows immediately
from (B12). Finally, if 1 < z < B, then

E [log u(w,2)] =E llog <H up(Tiw, 1))] = EE [log u,.(Tyw, 1)] = —2A(r).
i=0 i=0

(The case —B < z < —1 is similar.) Hence, F,. satisfies the mean zero condition as well. O

It follows easily from Lemma 20 that the LLN for the mean velocity of the particle holds with limiting
velocity (X (r))~!. If there exists a ¢, € L'(P) such that ¢, dP is a #,-invariant probability measure, then
pe € Mi(Q2 x R) with

(5.27) dpe (w, 2) = Fp(w, 2) b (w)dP(w) = 7(0, 2)e AN FTE(2FT g () dP(w)

fits the Ansatz given in Lemmal[ll for £ = (X' (r))~!. The existence of such a ¢, is a corollary of the following
general result which completes our construction.

Theorem 4. Suppose d = 1. If an environment kernel & : Q x R — R satisfies P(w: #i(w,+1) >¢€) =1
for some € > 0, and if EX[r1] < oo, then the following hold:

(a) d(w) :=limy oo BT Y pe o Ix,—0] > € eaists for P-a.e. w.

(b) ¢ € L'(P).

(c) Qe M1(2), defined by dQ(w) := (I/H(bHLl(]P)) d(w)dP(w), is T-invariant.

Remark 5. Brémont [2] also shows the existence of a #-invariant probability measure Q < P in the case
of ballistic random walk with bounded jumps on Z. However, his argument is not elementary, assumes a
stronger ellipticity condition, and does not provide a formula for the density. Rassoul-Agha [13] takes an
approach similar to ours, but resorts to Cesaro means and weak limits instead of showing the almost sure
convergence in part (a) of Theorem[{} and assumes that the so-called Kalikow condition holds. For the related
model of “random walk on a strip”, Roitershtein [15] shows the existence of the ergodic invariant measure.
It is easy to see that the natural analog of our formula works in that setting.

Proof of Theorem[jl Consider the hitting time V, := inf{k > 0: X, = 0}. For every x € Z and w € Q, let
Y(w, x) := PT*(V, < 00). If x # 0, then

Y(w,x) = Z T(Tyw, 2)(w, x + 2).

zER
The function ¢(w, z) := ET* [Y 7 Tx,—o] clearly satisfies ¢(w,z) = ¢(w,0)t)(w, x). Hence,
6w) = lim_ow,a) = 0(w,0)_lm_1(w.a)

exists for P-a.e. w by Lemma [8l The ellipticity condition implies that P (w cp(w) > €8 ) = 1. This proves
part (a) of the theorem.
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Let us now show that ¢ € L!(P). For every n > 1 and P-a.e. w,

n—1 n—1 00 n—1 0
SECRED SRRE L) DU N B S ) ot
=0 =0 k=0 =0 k=0

lim EF“[#{k>0: 0< Xy <n—1}

< lm EJ%[m — 1)+ lim E]*[#{k>7,: X <n—1}
Tr—r—00 Tr—r—00

= lim E}¥[r, — 7]+ lm EIT[#{k>7,: X < —1}]
T——00 T——00

(5.28) < lim EM¥[r, — 7]+ sup ETT [#{k>0: X;, < —1}].
T—H—0 0<z<B

Here, # denotes the number of elements of a set. If 0 < z < B, then

EX“[#{k > 0: X < =1} = ED?[#{k > 0: X) < —1},71 < 0]

—1

Z Pl (721 <00, X7, =2) Ej’w [#{k=>0: Xj < -1}
z'=—B

-1 . N .

S PR (e < oo X, =) (B[] + ED [k 2 7 X < 1))
z/=—B

—1
< Y PP (7 <00, Xr, =7) <E§,’” [To] + | BE:,’,“’ [#{k>0: X} < —1}]>
2/=—RB <z <

< PP (7 < o0) ( sup Ej,’w [To] + sup ET¥ [#{k>0: Xi < —1}]) )
—B<z/<—1 0<z"<B °

Therefore,

sup BT [#{k>0: X < —1}] <
0<z<B

sup  E5Y[r,] = D(w).

—B<z'<—1

Supg<.<p P71 (71 < 00)
1 —supg<,.p P17 (71 < 00)
Since P (w : D(w) < 00) = 1, there exists a C' < oo such that P(w: D(w) < C) > 3. For P-a.e. w, there

exists a sequence (n;);>1 = (n;j(w));>1 of integers such that D(T,,w) < C. (This follows from the ergodic
theorem.) By (528) and the ergodic theorem,

’Ilj—l

1 N R
||¢||L1(IP’) :j]irgon_j Z ¢(T1W) S lim — lim E‘z [Tnj —To]

j—00 N T—>—00
i=0 J J
’Ilj—l ’ﬂj—l

1 N N .
= lim — lim Z E;r,w [Ti+1 — Ti] S lim — Z Eg’Tiw [Tl] = Eg [Tl] < 00.
=0

j—o0 n; x——oo “ j—o0 n; e

This proves part (b) of the theorem.
For every x # 0 and P-a.e. w, note that

Z ]Iszfz

B [fj Ix,—o | #(T_sw,2) = > Ei #(T-ow, 2)
zZER k=0 zZER k=0
:E;r,w Z]ka+1:0 :E:’w ZHXk_O] .

k=0 k=0

Let + — —o0 and conclude that
> HTw)F (T, 2) = $(w).
zER
This proves part (c) of the theorem. |
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5.4. Explicit formula for the rate function.

Proof of Lemmal2. For every r < re, n > B + 1 and P-a.e. w,

(8e") B [ 71 < 00] < pn(w, DES [, 71 < o] < (de7)7F 7Y

where the first and the second inequalities follow from (B3] and (B.6)), respectively. Thus,
P (w CEZ e < oo] < (5er)_B> =1

for r < r¢, and also for r = r, by the monotone convergence theorem. Lemma [[0 and (512)) are clearly valid
for r <r., and

1
A(r) == 1Lm - log B¢ [e"™, 7, < o] = —E [logu,(-,1)] < —log (de") < oo.
Suppose r > 1.. Then, E¥ [e"™, 1y < 00| = oo for P-a.e. w. For every n > B,

B
Ey [e"™, 1 < oo] = ZE‘: [, 1 <00, Xy =2 EY [, T < 9]
1

z

ES e, 1 <00, X, =z](6e")" 7

o

M ®

n
I
a

Y

E

© €

[, T < o] (56’”)”71 = 0.

Therefore, A(r) := lim, o0 + log E¥ [¢"™, 7, < 00] = co. This proves that 7 — A(r) is (i) deterministic, and
(ii) finite precisely on (—oo,7.]. Note that 0 < r. < —logd < cc.

The function r — A(r) is differentiable on (—o0,r.) by Lemma Suppose there exist r; < r. and
re < 1 such that X' (r1) = X (r2). Then, for r = rq, the measure p¢ (defined in (5.27)) fits the Ansatz given
in Lemma [l for & = (N (r1))~!. The same is true for r = ry. However, such a p¢ is unique by Lemma [l
Therefore, P (w : up, (w, 1) = tpy (w, 1)) =1, A(r1) = A(r2) and 71 = r2. This proves that r — A(r) is strictly
convex on (—o0o, 7).

For any r < r., Lemma 20 says that PJ (limp_oo 2 = X (r)) = 1. The function r — X(r) is strictly
increasing and the jumps of the walk under P! are bounded by B. Therefore, {1 = N (r.—) > X (r) > B~L.
We have proved half of Lemma [2] namely the statements involving r — A(r). As usual, we leave the proof
of the other half to the reader.

What remains to be shown is that the same 7. works for A(-) and A(-). This is proved in Appendix C. [

Proof of Theorem[2 For every r < r.,

: 1 W [T . 1 W [ TT.

(5.29) A(r) = nh_)n;o - log EZ [e"™ B Thp < 00] > nlgrolo - log EZ [e"™®, X )41 = nDB
. 1 rr—|T w -

(5.30) > lim — log (e 7P (X = nB)) = B~ (r — I(B)).

In (B29), X,,41 is used instead of X,, in order to avoid problems when P is not ergodic under Tg (e.g. when
the environment is B-periodic.) The function r — A(r) is strictly convex and differentiable on (—oo,r.) by
Lemma 2l Since X (r) > B~!, (5.30) implies that lim, , ., N (r) = B~ 1.

For every £ € (&, B), there exists a unique r = 7(§) € (—o0,r.) such that £~1 = N (r). Lemma [ implies
that the measure ¢ (given in (5.27)) is the unique minimizer of (LLG]). Therefore,

I(€) = T(pe) = r(§) — EA(r ()
by B2). Since X (r(£)) = £71, it is clear that
1(§) = Sup {r—8exr)} = §sup {reh =)} = (€.

By convex duality, £ — I() is strictly convex and differentiable on (&, B).
If &, = 0, then we have identified I(-) on (0, B). Let us now suppose &, > 0. Note that

I'€) = d%[?‘(&) —EA(r(&))] = 1'(&) = A(r(€)) — EXN(r(€))r' (&) = —A(r(£))-
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Therefore, I(&.) — &I (§c+) = 7. This implies by convexity that I(0) > r.. On the other hand,

E¢e™™ 1 < o0] = ZeTkP(‘;’(Tl =k) < ZeTkPg’(l <X, <B)< Ze(rfl(o))k“(k) < o0
k=1 k=1 k=1
for any r < I(0). Hence, r. = I(0). The equality I(§.) — &I’ (§.+) = I(0) forces I(-) to be affine linear on
[0,&.] with a slope of I'(é.+). In particular, & — I(€) is differentiable on (0, B).
Still supposing & > 0, fix £ € (0,&]. Then, < (r — €A(r)) > 0 for every r < r.. Therefore,

Sup {’I“ - 5)‘(T)} =Tc— gA(Tc) = I(O) + §Il(§c+) = I(g)

reR

In short, I(£) = sup,cr {r — EX(r)} for every £ € (0, B).
Let us no longer suppose &, > 0. At £ = B,

I(B) = lim 1(§) = lim [r(€) = €Ar(©)] = Him {’”_

§—B—
< TEIPOO [r— BA(r)] < Slelg {r — BA(r)} < I(B).

]

Here, the last inequality follows from (5.30). It is easy to check that I(£) = sup,cr {r — EA(r)} = oo when
& > B. This concludes the proof of Theorem 2l for £ > 0. The arguments regarding £ < 0 are similar. g

Proof of Proposition [ Suppose that the walk is nearest-neighbor. For every w € , let p(w) := 7:5?(’)3)
For every r < 7, recall that the function u, : Q x Z — R satisfies

(5.31) ur(w, ) =7(z,z — 1)e"up(w,z — 1) + w(z,x + 1)e"u,(w, z + 1)

and that A(r) = —E [log u,(+,1)]. Replacing (7,)n>1 by (T—n)n>1 in the whole construction, one can similarly

obtain a function %, : Q x Z — R* such that
(5.32) r(w,x) =7(z,z — 1) "ty (w,z — 1) + w(z,x + 1)e" b, (w, z + 1)
and \(r) = E[log @, (-, 1)]. Introduce

U= (

and the Wronskian W,.(w, z) := det (U, (w, z)). By (&31) and (E32),

Uy (w,x) = ( T_T(l + p(Tww)) ap(Tww) > Up(w,z —1)

and W, (w, x) = p(Tyw)W, (w, z — 1). However, it follows from (G.12)) that

up(w,z +1) Up(w,z+1) >
up(w, x) Uy (w,x)

Wi (w, z) = ur(w, z + 1)ty (w, ) — up(w, 2)p(w, 2 + 1) = up(w, 2)d, (w, 2) W, (Trw, 0).
Therefore, at x = 1,
p(le)Wr(wv 0) = Wr(wv 1) = ur(wv 1)’&7«((&1, 1)Wr(lea 0)7
log p(Thw) + log Wy (w, 0) = log uy (w, 1) + log iy (w, 1) + log Wy (T1w, 0).

Take E-expectation to deduce that E [log p(-)] = A(r) — A(r). In particular, () — A(r) = A(0) — X(0).
Hence, for every £ € [—1,0),

1(§) = sup {r+exm)} = sup {r—(=OAr)} +& Ellogp()] = I(=§) + & - Eflog p(-)] -

In order to prove that such a symmetry is generally absent for walks with bounded jumps, let us provide
a counterexample. Consider classical random walk on Z. Let p(z) := P,(X; = z) for every z € Z. Suppose
p(—=2) =1/7, p(—1) = 3/7, p(1) = 1/7 and p(2) = 2/7. For r < 0, it is easy to see that e~*(") and e ") are
the two positive roots o, and Z, of the polynomial 2% 4+ 2% — Te "2 + 3z + 1. By plugging in various values
for r, one can check that A(r) — A(r) = log(z,-Z,) is not independent of r. O
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APPENDIX A

Proposition 2. For nearest-neighbor random walk on Z in a uniformly elliptic product environment, the
function T : M1 (2 x R) — RT, given by (L2), is not lower semicontinuous. Hence, J # J**.

Proof. Define a, := E[p] /2 where p(w) := 7(0,—1)/m(0,1) for every w € Q. Given any sequence (a,)n>1

that is strictly increasing to aoo, introduce a sequence (7, )n>1 of environment kernels by setting
anm(0,—1)

anm(0,=1) + ay '7(0,1)

a; tm(0,1)
anm(0, —1) + ay '7(0,1)

fin(w, —1) := and n(w, 1) :=
for 1 <n < .

When 1 <n < 00, p(w) = 7ip(w, —1)/7n(w, 1) satisfies E[p,] = a2E[p] = a2 /a2, < 1. It follows from [1§]
that the LLN holds under the environment kernel #,,, and the limiting velocity is positive. By [I], there exists
a Trp-invariant probability measure Q,, < P. Let us define p, € M1(Q2 x U) by dpn, (w, 2) := dQp (w)y, (w, 2).
Then, p, € M;S,(Q x U).

The case n = oo is different since poo(w) = foo(w, —1)/Too(w, 1) satisfies E[pos] = 1. By Jensen’s
inequality, E[log poo] < log E[ps] = 0. Therefore, the walk under the environment kernel 7, is transient to
the right, but the limiting velocity is zero. (See [18].)

M1(Q) is weakly compact. There exists a subsequence (Qy,)k>1 of (Q),>1 that converges to some
Qoo € M1(92). Define oo € M1(Q2 % U) by dpteo(w, 2) := dQoo(w)Too (w, 2). Clearly, iy, converges weakly to
foo- AlSO, (o)t = (H0o)? = Quo, i-€., Qoo is Too-invariant. However, since the walk under the environment
kernel 7o is transient but not ballistic, Q is not absolutely continuous relative to P. (See [2].) Therefore,
froo & MiS,(Q2 x U). By (L2), I(ptoo) = 0. On the other hand, it is easy to see that

i W) = [ 3 el 2)log 222 ag o)

k— o0 s (0, Z)
which is finite by the uniform ellipticity assumption. This proves that J is not lower semicontinuous. ]

Remark 6. In the case of random walk on Z¢ in an elliptic periodic environment, 0 has finitely many
elements. Therefore, M1(2 X R) is finite-dimensional. FEllipticity ensures that J is finite on M;(Q2 x R).
Note that a convex function on a finite-dimensional space is continuous whenever it is finite. Hence, J is
continuous on M1(2 x R).

APPENDIX B

Sketch of the proof of Lemmald. For every F' € K,y € 7% and w € Q, let f(w,y) := 5;01 F(Ty,w,Yit1 —Y:)
where (y;)7_, is any sequence in 7% with y, = 0, y; =y and y;41 —y; € R. The closed loop condition (given
in Definition 2]) ensures that f : Q x Z¢ — R is well defined. Extend f to Q x R? via interpolation. For every
n > 1, define g,, : R — R by g, (t) := f(w,nt)/n.

The crucial step is to show that (g,)n,>1 is equicontinuous and hence compact. This is accomplished
by estimating the modulus of continuity of g, from the moment condition in Definition [ via a theorem of
Garsia, Rodemich and Rumsey (given in [I9].) Once equicontinuity is established, the mean zero condition
and the ergodic theorem are used to prove that (g, )n>1 converges uniformly to zero on bounded sets. This
immediately implies the desired result. See Chapter 2 of [16] for the complete proof. |

APPENDIX C

Proposition 3. Suppose that d = 1. For every r € R, P(w: E¥[e"™, 71 < o0] < o0) = 1 if and only if
P(w: EY[e"™1,7_1 < 00| < 00) = 1.

Proof. f P (w: E¥[e"™, 11 < 00] < 00) = 1, then there exists a u, : Q x Z — RT that satisfies u,(w,0) = 1
and

ur(w,x) = Z m(z,x + 2)e"u,(w, z + 2)
ZER
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for every z € Z and P-a.e. w. Therefore, u,(w, X, )e"™ is a martingale under P¥. By the stopping time
theorem,

1 = ur(w7 O) = E;J |:ur (W, X'F—l/\Tm) er("ifl/\Tm):|
> B ur (0, Xr,) 71,71 < 7]

> i

> 7Bg£<OuT(w,z)E;’ [eril,i—_l < Tm]

for every x > 1. Taking x — oo shows that E¥[e"™-!,7_; < oo] < oo. The proof of the other direction is
similar. 0
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