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Abstract

We prove a central limit theorem for the momentum distribution of a particle under-
going an unbiased spatially periodic random forcing at exponentially distributed times
without friction. The start is a linear Boltzmann equation for the phase space density,
where the average energy of the particle grows linearly in time. Rescaling time, the mo-
mentum converges to a Brownian motion, and the position is its time-integral showing
superdiffusive scaling with time /2. The analysis has two parts: (1) to show that the
particle spends most of its time at high energy, where the spatial environment is practi-
cally invisible; (2) to treat the low energy incursions where the motion is dominated by
the deterministic force, with potential drift but where symmetry arguments cancel the
ballistic behavior.

1 Introduction

Recent times show a renewed great interest in obtaining diffusive behavior from microscopically
defined dynamics. The motivation is much older, to derive, as Fourier, Navier or Boltzmann first
did in their ways and times, irreversible and dissipative behavior starting from the reversible
microscopic laws. The limiting behavior is often associated to a conserved quantity like energy
in classical mechanics and the challenge is then to express the (energy) current in terms of
gradients of the (energy) density itself. Obviously, for the sharpness of the limit, some scaling
must be done, combined with typicality arguments on the level of the initial or boundary con-
ditions. For example, more recently the search for a rigorous derivation of Fourier’s law of heat
conduction was relaunched in [2] and many attempts and models have been taken up after that.
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More modestly one starts half-way with an effective description on the level of single-particle
dynamics. The one-particle phase space density then really refers to a cloud of weakly interact-
ing particles brought in contact with some environment, and the conserved quantity is simply
the number of particles. In the present paper we study the diffusive scaling limit of a massive
particle in a one-dimensional periodic potential to which we add random forcing. The latter is
not derived from first principles, but has various physical motivations. Heuristically, the forc-
ing corresponds to the random collisions with an effectively infinite temperature granular bath.
The granular structure is in the discrete kicks the particle undergoes at random exponentially
distributed times. Depending on its present position, the distribution of the momentum kicks
differs. Together with the potential that specifies the spatial inhomogeneity and makes the
problem nontrivial.

The spatial heterogeneity brings us to a second motivation of the present work: the study
of active particles where flights of ballistic motion are interrupted by spatially depending re-
orientations, or the statistical characterization of particle trajectories in active heterogeneous
fluids, see e.g. [15]. Our present work adds a rigorous result establishing under what conditions
diffusive behavior for the momentum and superdiffusive behavior for the position get realized.

Finally, the present contribution fits in the long tradition of proofs of the central limit
theorem (invariance principle, and its modifications) for additive functionals, position as the
integral of the momenta and momenta as the integral of the forces. Much of all that for stud-
ies of interacting particle systems started from the pioneering work in [I2]. In the spirit of
the present work the papers [4, [5] added very important symmetry considerations, making it
possible to apply the work to strongly dependent variables. The fact that these arguments
avoided the use of mixing assumptions or strong enough decay of time-correlations appears like
an important lesson for today’s pursuit of diffusive behavior mentioned at the very beginning
of this introduction. Indeed, one often emphasizes that strong enough chaoticity assumptions
are needed in the mathematical control of the transition from the microscopic reversible laws
to macroscopic irreversible behavior. One then refers for example to the problem of obtaining
regular transport properties via well-controlled Green-Kubo expressions where some temporal
decay certainly seems necessary. These Green-Kubo relations are however needed only for very
special observables, and not for all possible even microscopically defined quantities. It is there-
fore very welcome if symmetry considerations can help to establish diffusive behavior for certain
classes of functionals that share symmetry properties with the relevant observables of statistical
mechanics. The present paper is not starting from the microscopic classical mechanical world,
but it does deal with the problem of exploiting symmetry to cancel ballistic behavior.

Other more recent work on the central limit theorem that shares important ambitions with the
present study includes [10] 9, [IL [6]. For the study of fluctuations in Markov processes with an
overview of central limit results, we refer to the recent book [13].

The next section introduces the model, the results and the main strategy of the proof. The
momentum variable is not autonomous since it is coupled to the position of the particle. Its
changes come from two sources, the momentum jumps by the external Poisson noise and the
acceleration due to the presence of the potential. That is translated in the structure of the
argument. The idea is to obtain a martingale central limit theorem for the momentum jumps
while the effect of the potential should vanish in the long time limit. Section [3]establishes that,
most of the time, the particle’s energy grows linearly with time. That is sufficient to show in



Section M that the absolute value of the momentum process converges in distribution to the
absolute value of a Brownian motion. Next, in Section [, follow the estimates characterizing
the motion at high energy, where the (bounded) potential has very little effect. The low energy
motion is discussed under section [l There the drift due to the potential gets controlled by
symmetry arguments. The combination of high and low energy estimates yields the main result
of Section [7l

2 Main result

2.1 Informal description

Consider a one-dimensional classical particle whose position and momentum (X, K;) evolve
deterministically with Hamiltonian H(z, k) = 3k* + V(z) for some bounded periodic potential
0 < V(x) <V except at Poisson times at which the particle may receive a momentum kick from
the environment. That is, independent of its current momentum k& and at the rate j,(v) when
its current position is x the particle receives a momentum jump v. On the level of the phase
space densities, the dynamics we consider is then governed by the linear Boltzmann equation

Che k)= kDt k) + ) Dby + / v ju(v) (P, k —v) — P, k) (2.1)

for the phase space probability density P,(x, k) € L*(R?) for the particle at each time ¢ > 0. The
rates j, have the same periodicity as the potential V. It is however probabilistically simpler
to imagine a universal Poisson clock having rate R > 0, such that when the alarm rings, a
(biased) coin is tossed to decide whether or not a momentum kick will occur. The probability
of the coin and the distribution of the momentum jump v are respectively 0 < k(a) < 1 and
P.(v), where a = X;mod1 is the position (modulo the period 1 of the potential V') at the
Poisson time ¢. We assume that the momentum jumps are symmetric P,(—v) = P,(v) and
that there is a uniform lower bound for the coin probabilities 0 < v < k(a). Then, in (2.1]),
Ju(v) = R k(x)Py(v).

Our main result is to show, under certain technical conditions, that the normalized vari-
ables (t_%Xst,t_%Kst), s > 0 approach the process (fos dr B,., B;) in distribution where By is
Brownian motion whose diffusion constant ¢ depends on the spatial average of the periodic
noise o = fol da [ dvja(v)v*.

There is clearly no energy relaxation in (2.1J), since, no matter where you start, the time-
derivative of the expected energy satisfies

_ ;lt/ d:rdk(k + V(@) P k) — %/

R

ol

dt i dx dk (/Rdv ju(v) v?) Pi(z, k) (2.2)

and thus the mean energy grows linearly as

E[Eo] T, /dvja(v) v* <E[E] <E[E] ‘e sup /dvja(v) v?.
R

2 a€l0,1] R a€l0, 1]

Moreover, as we will show, by time ¢ not only the average but also the typical energy is
of order ¢. Since the potential V (z) is bounded, the absolute value of the momentum is then
|k| o t2. Asa consequence of having high momentum, the particle will pass through one period
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of the potential (periodic cell) much faster than the time scale of the Poisson clock governing the
noise. The particle then effectively “feels” a spatial average of the noise in which the averaged
distribution of a jump P(v) and the averaged Poisson rate are R

o) = IN d? k(a) P (v)
J, dar(a)

Moreover, at very high momentum, the force field by the potential can only displace the mo-
mentum by relatively negligible values. The effective dynamics at high energy is thus

on,
ox

1
and 7%272/ da k(a)
0

d
Pz k) = —k

p (z,k) + ﬁ/Rdv P) (P,(x,k —v) — Pi(z,k)) (2.3)

This dynamics is translation invariant and so the momentum process has now become a Markov
process. Showing that (t_%XSt, t_%Kst) converges to ( fos dr B,, By) is then straightforward.

Another way of expressing this result on the level of single-time marginals is to consider the
rescaled density 2 P;(t32 x,t/2 k) at time ¢. Its limit ¢ 1 oo is Gaussian Py (7, k),

To
and o = fol dx [ dv j,(v) v®. The coupling between position z and momentum k results from
the correlation between the Brownian motion (for the momentum) and its time-integral (for
the position).

2.2 Strategy of proof

The process (X;, K;) is Markovian over the set of right-continuous paths (having left limits)
from ¢ € R* to R?, bounded over finite time intervals. Since the position variable is an integral
of the momentum, the proof that (t_%Xst, t_%Kst) converges to (fos dr B,., B;) for a Brownian
motion By is implied by showing that the momentum component converges to a Brownian
motion. The momentum process can be written as

st dV
Kst = K() + Mst ‘l— d?“ _(XT) (24)
0 dz

where M, is the martingale of jumps, M; = Zi v over the jump times 0 < s < ¢ in the Poisson
process at rate R and v, is the actual momentum kick. On the other hand, fg dr %(Xr) is the
net drift due to the conservative force up to time t¢.

The analysis splits into two semi-independent parts corresponding to the two last terms in
[24). First we show that the momentum jump part =2 M, converges to a Brownian motion.
That requires establishing a martingale central limit theorem. Because of the inhomogeneity
in the momentum jumps we need to prove that there is asymptotic regularity in the variances
of the momentum jumps (quadratic variation process). That is realized because the particle
spends most of its time at high energy where translation invariance is recovered. We call that
the high energy analysis.

Secondly, for the low energy analysis we show that the drift process t2 OSt dr %(XT) makes a
vanishing contribution for large times; in other words the variance of the time integral of the
drift converges to zero. Indeed note again that the final process, obtained after scaling, does
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not depend on the potential V. The superdiffusion of the position makes the position process
almost deterministic and the random kicks become rare compared to the fast movement of the
particle. Mathematically, in section 6 we use that periods of low energy are well separated by
times of high energy. There is therefore some independence between the low energy incursions.
Moreover symmetry arguments constrain the gained momentum in each such incursion to have
zero expectation.

2.3 Main theorem

Our main mathematical result is a central limit theorem for the momentum process. We give
here the precise statement.

Assumptions List 2.1.

I There exists 0 < 1y such that for all a € [0, 1], ry <[5 dv jo(v) v*.
II. There is p > 0 such that for all a € [0, 1], [ dvPy(v)v* < p.
I jo(v) = ja(—v)
IV. V > V(z) >0 is bounded and has a bounded derivative.

The fist three assumptions are on the rate of momentum jumps. They should be symmet-
ric, allow spreading but still have a fourth momentum. For the Hamiltonian part, both the
potential and the force is bounded. The assumptions of List 2.1] are designed to be the minimal
assumptions for Section Bl and most results from later sections require both List 2] and some
of the assumptions from List 2.2

Assumptions List 2.2.
i. There ezists C and n > 0 such that for all a € [0, 1] and v,w € R with |v| — |w| > 0

Pa(w) < CeM=ldp, (1),

ii. There exists a p such that for all a € [0, 1],

sup [(Pa(v))_l(l + o))~ sup ‘dPa

veR |lw—v|<1 dv

w)|] < n.

iii. There exists a reflection R on the torus such that V(R(x)) = V(z) and jra)(v) = ja(v) for
a€l0,1] andv € R.

Condition (7) implies that the Laplace transform of P, is finite in a neighborhood around
zero and thus that the fourth moment as in (II) and all other moments are finite.
In later sections, 71, 79, v will be defined as

ry = inf /d’Uja(U)UZ, re = Sup /d’Uja(U)UZ, v= inf K,
R R

a€l0,1] a€l0,1] a€l0,1]



Since j,(v) = RkaPa(v), the condition (I) and (II) with Jensen’s inequality imply that 0 <
mRp~2 <. Also by (II) and Jensen’s inequality, o < Rp? < oo.

(III) and (iii) are the symmetries that we assume for the dynamics. (III) says that for
every point a € [0, 1] in the periodic cell, the rate of kicks by a momentum v occurs with the
same rate as kicks by a momentum —v. (iv) specifies that in addition to the periodicity of the
dynamics, there is also a spatial reflection symmetry. The combination of these symmetries
forms a “momentum time-reversal symmetry” which is used in Section [6.21

(4) is a technical assumption so that the values of the derivative |- (w)} for w in a neigh-
borhood around v cannot be to large compared to the value P,(v). The constraint becomes
more flexible at large |v|, where the ratio is allowed to increase as |v|. This condition effectively
forbids densities with tails that vanish faster than a Gaussian density G(v) in which

@)

W&M.

The support of P,(v) for each a cannot be finite for instance. Avoiding this decay of P(v) as
|v] — oo is not essential to the analysis, but generalizing the condition (4i) (for instance by
replacing (1 4 |v]) by (1 + |v])™) requires making other conditions more complicated.

Theorem 2.3 (Main result). Assume List[2.1, List[2.3, and that the initial joint phase space
distribution Py(z, k) € L'(R?) has finite second moments. In the limit t — oo, (t72 Xy, t 2 Ky,)
converges in distribution to (fos dr B,., B,) where By is Brownian motion with diffusion constant

o= fol da [5 dv jo(v) v?.

3 A martingale central limit theorem

In this section, we prove that the typical energy for the particle is on the order of t. That
implies a regularity in the momentum process, at least concerning its absolute value and for
the quadratic variation of the momentum jumps. The net result is a martingale central limit
theorem for the martingale part in (Z4]). Note that we always assume the natural filtration F;
specifying the Markov process up to time t.

Theorem 3.1. Assume List (21 and (i)-(11) of List[2.2 and that the initial joint distribution
Py(z, k) has finite second moments. Then 73 M, converges in distribution to a Brownian
motion By with diffusion constant o.

The proof follows in Section[7l It will be built on the lemma’s below and in the next section.

The following lemma relies on a martingale central limit theorem [7] and on having some
bounds for the time-change of that central limit theorem. The result applies to more general
class of martingales, but we develop it here to the martingale process

N
M = Z wnS(Kt;)>
n=1

where t, are the Poisson time for the underlying Poisson clock N; with rate R, S(K,-) is the
left limit up to time ¢ for the sign of the momentum, and w, = M, — Mt;. Note that w, is
zero if at the Poisson time %, there is no momentum jump, and it is equal to the momentum
jump if it does happen.



Lemma 3.2. For T.” f dr x(|t"2M.,| > €), there exists a C > 0 such that for all e, § > 0

%
liminf Pr[T® >1—-4] > 1 - 25,

The same result remains true with |t=2 M/,| replaced by t=2 M/, — infocycs t2 M,

Proof. We start from the lower bound:
1 1
PrT® <1-06]=1- Pr[/ drx (72| ML <€) > 5}
0
L[ IE e I
>1-— 5IE[ dsx(t72M,,| <e)] =1-— 5 dsPr[[t72M],| <€] (3.1)
0 0
Define BY = t‘ﬁM’ &> Where 7, is the hitting time

:inf{SZO %(M/>st Zu}u

1

and (M), is the predictable quadratic variation of M’ up to time ¢. In our situation, (M’); has

the form
M't—/dr/dvjxr

By the martingale central limit theorem, BY converges to a Brownian motion in the uniform
metric. The Lindberg condition is guaranteed by the boundedness of the fourth moment of
single momentum jumps in (IT) of List 2.1 and the fact that the jump times occur according to
a Poisson clock (having rate R).

We also have t72 M/, = Bg), where R, = ;1(M’), since 7, and R, are inverses of one
another. By (II) of List 2] and the discussion followmg it, [ dvj.(v)v? ranges between the
values 0 < 1 < 1y for a € [0, 1]. It follows that,

r r
u—lgTugu and 8§R5§8—2. (3.2)
T2 r1

By (B2), R has the range s < Ry < :—fs, and thus

r2

1 1
/ dsx(|t_%MS't| < e) :/ dsx(|B | < e) < / ' dux(|§ff)| < e).
0 0

0
Taking the expectation of the right-hand side and using the fact that BY approaches a
Brownian motion, we have that

r2 o 22
e 2'r1 s

E[ [ duy(IBY| < :/dP BY| < ¢ —>/d/d
[/0 ux(\u|_e)} i ur[\ |e U xm

1
By a change of variables, the right side is bounded by a constant multiple of e 'r3. With (3.1))
this proves the result.




To generalize the result to HY =30 L —infoca<s tzM ., we make the same time-change
7, to define a process Z, = Hg) Since BYY = t_%M;u converges to a Brownian motion, it will
follow that 2. converges to the absolute value of a Brownian motion. Indeed, the function
f o L([0, 1]) — L*([0, 1]) defined by f(x,) = x5 + supy<,<, — 7, (read the supremum as an
essential supremum) satisfies || f(xs) — f(¥s)]loo < 2||Ts — Ys|loo- Thus the convergence of BY
to a Brownian motion B, implies that f (Bq(f)) converges in distribution to f(B,). However,
by the basic result for Brownian motion [I1], f(B,) is equal in distribution to |B,|. Thus we
can apply the same reasoning as above to get the result.
]

The lemma below will be used in the proof of Lemma B.4l Its proof follows from basic
calculus but requires consideration of several cases.

Lemma 3.3. For V = sup, V(x) < 0o, there exists a ¢ > 0 such that

2

27w S(k) — [(%\k+w|2+V)% - (%|k—w|2+v)ﬂ

< 2w21|w>J+cJ[(%|k‘—l—w|2 +V)7 + (%Uc — w4+ V) - 2(%1{2 +v)*] 33)
forallk,w eR,0<V <V, and J > V2.

Proof. When V' = 0, we use the identity

[S(E)w — 3 (1 4wl — 1k~ wl)| = 5 (& + ] + [k~ w| — 2J#]).

N —

Hence, for ¢ = 2,

1

1225 (k)w — 272 (|k + w| — [k — w|)|* < 20%x(jw| > J) + %‘](U{; +w| + [k —w| —2[k]), (3.4)

since }S(k‘)w — (k4 w| = [k —w|)| < |wl.
When V' # 0, we define

Mw, k) = 2wS(k) — (Jk+wP+1)% + (Jk—w*+1)?
N(w,k) = (k+wP+1)7 + (k—w+1)? —2(k +1)?

We can divide the inequality (33) by V, and let 272V "2k — k, 272V 2w — v, and J V"2 — J
so that the inequality we must show is

| M (w, k)]* < 401y + ¢ J N(w, k) (3.5)

for some c¢. For |w| > J the inequality is trivial, since the M(w,k) is smaller than 2 |w|.
Hence we can take J = |w| V 1. If we show that there is such a ¢ such that (B.5) holds for
(w, k) € R*— D for the compact domain D = ([—L, —L~YU[L™!, L]) x [-L, L] for some L > 1,
then, since M (w, k) is bounded inside D and N(w, k) is bounded away from zero inside of D,
it follows that there exits a ¢ verifying (3.5]) for all (w, k) C R?. The proof that there exits such
a ¢ for all (w, k) € R?* — D for some L > 1 is partitioned into the following main cases
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—_

e < 1,

2. |w| > 1 and [k| > |w|+ |w]|?,
3. Jw| > 1 and |k + w| < |w|z or [k —w| < |wl,
4. |w| > 1 and |k| < |wlz.

We go through each case and we show that |M(w, k)|? is smaller than some constant multiple
of (|lw| vV 1) N(w, k).

Case (1): The origin can only be between k — w and k + w when |k| < |w| < 1, in which case

mnmmﬁguﬁ<mﬁ=4gw+wﬁ+%@—wf—kﬂz4mey

NI

When the origin is not between k — w and k + w then by Taylor’s formula for (|k + w|* + 1)
up to first order and using that k + a has the same sign as k for |a| < |w],

wda|k+a| — (|k+a\2—|—1)§'

M(w. )= (k) [ : (3.6)
—w (|k + a|2 + 1) 2
Using Taylor’s formula to second order,
|w] _
N(w, k) = / do — 1= 1al _ (3.7)
_ 2

ol (Jk+al?+1)

for all w and k. From these formulas we can take upper and lower bounds for | M (w, k)|* and
N(w, k) respectively:

R I I (L I eV S W (L I
M, B < fu (i~ Tl 11 e (P
N(w, k) > uwl? 1

3
(([k] + Jw])? + 1)
where we have used the monotonicity of the functions involved, and the second inequality for
|M (w, k)|? includes the inequality
lla] — (a® +1)2| <1Aa|™ (3.8)

For large |k|, |M(w,k)|* has order |k|~* and N(w, k) has order |k|~2. Thus we can find a
constant ¢ so that (35) holds for all (w, k) with |w| < L™! for some L > 1.

Case (2): When |k| > |w| + |w|2, then we can apply (3:6), (3.7), and the same estimates as
above to show that the asymptotics for | M (w, k)|* has lower order than |v| N (v, k).

Case (3): It is convenient to follow the pattern in ([B.4]) and write M(w, k) as M = My + My,
where

M(w, k) = 2vs(k)+ |k +w|—|k—w|
My(w k) = (Jk+w+1)7 — [k+w| — (Ik —w] +1)7 + |k —wl.
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Notice that M;(w, k) will only be non-zero when |k| < |w|, and that it can be written as
My(w, k) = 28(k)S(w) (|w| — |k])x(Jw| > |k]). Applying the inequality |z + y|* < 222 + 2y*
|M(w, k)]* <2 M (w, k) +2 M2(w, k). (3.9)

We start by bounding M, since it will be used for the M, term. For |w| > 1 we claim that
(lw] = [E])x(Jw| = [k]) < N(w, k), (3.10)
which implies a bound for M, since
2
M = 4(fw] = [k])"x(Jw] > [k]) < 4fw|(jw] = [k)x(jw] = [k]) < 4Jw]Ma(w, k).
The expression (|w|— |k])x(Jw| > |k[) has its maximum at k = 0 and decreases linearly to zero
at |k| = |w|. At k=0, (Jw| — |k])x(Jw] > |k]) = |w| < 2|w| =~ N(0,k). However, N(w,k)
decreases at a slightly less than linear rate and N(w,w) ~ 1.

For the M2(w, k) term, we will finally use the case condition that either |k + w| < |w|z or
|k —w| < |w|2. Without loss of generality, let it be that |k — w| < |w|2. Then |k +w| > 1 and

so by B8) | (|k + w|* + 1)% — |k +w|| ~ |k+w|™" ~ [w|™". Thus
1 1 2
«m+wﬁ+n2—%+wh{%—wﬁ+ﬂ?+%—wo
= [(Jk—wP+1)2 — [k —w|]* + O(lw[™"), (3.11)
which is O(1). On the other hand,
W N(w, k) ~ |w] [(Ik —wl* + 1) + |k +w| — k[ + O(|lw| )] = O(|w]?),

since (|k —w|? 4+ 1)z = O(Jw|2). Thus |w| N(w, k) has higher order than (3IT).

Case (4): Notice that

N

/wmk+a—5%+nﬂm+aP+U

M2(w,k) = T
—w (Jk+al?+1)2

1
where we have expanded the term (|k: +w|? + 1) 2 appearing in M, to first order as in case (1)
and we have written |k + w| — |k — w| = [ da S(k + a). Now,

‘/ k+a—S %+ﬂﬂ%+aP+U%
(Jk + a2 +1)*

[NIE

k+a—Sk+a)(|k+al>+1)
(M+aP+U%

2(jul = k) + | [ dax(h-+al 2 fu])
|w]

2(jul = k) +2 [ dalal™* = 2(ju] - K] + Oful #). (312)

w2
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where in the first inequality we have used that the integrand on the left is bounded by 1 over
the interval a € [k — 2|w|, k + 2|w|]. The second inequality follows since |k + a|~> bounds the

integrand, and f| lw“l da |a|~? is the smallest that [ dala|™ can be for a domain S with diameter
wl 2

2|w| and which is bounded away from the origin by |w|2. Finally, since |w| — |k| < |w| and

by B.10)
‘/ k+a— %+ﬂﬂ%+aP+U5

< [2(lw| = [k]) + O(jw|~2)|* < 5|w|N(w, k).
m+aP+U

For k such that |w| — |k| &~ 0, O(|w|~2) may become the larger term, but it is still smaller than
N(w, k) which will be ~ 1 when |k| is near |w|.
]
1
We now apply Lemma to obtain a similar inequality with |M!| replaced by EZ. Our
analysis is based on the fact that £? = ( K? +V(Xt)) : is a submartingale. The submartingale

1
property of E? follows since f(k) = (5k2 + V) is a convex function. Since the jumps occurs

1 1
with symmetric probabilities P,(v) = P,(—v), we can write B — E§ = M; + A; in terms of a
martingale part M; and a stochastically increasing part A; as

Ne

1 1 L 2
Mi=52 |G+ wnl? + V(X,,))? = (51K, = wal? +V(X,,))?) (3:13)
1 Nt 1 1 1 1
Av=3 ; (G + w4 VX)) + (51K, = wal? + V(X))
1 1
_%jK¢E+vu@»ﬂ,(am)
where t,,,w, forn =1,..., N; are the Poisson times and their corresponding momentum jumps

(when they occur), respectively. The processes M, A, form a Doob-Meyer decomposition for

E; : EOZ, however A; is not a predictable process so the decomposition is not in the unique
sense.

Lemma 3.4 (Energy Lemma). Assume List[21l. Define T(g/ = f ds x(|t~ 2E .| > €). There

exists a constant C such that
1
2
limint Pr[T) >1-6] > 1 -2,

t—o00 & Tl 6

Proof. Define the martingale M and the increasing process A, as

M, = an ) and A} = sup —M],

0<s<t

where S(K;-) is the left limit up to time ¢ for the sign of the momentum. Also define G as
the difference GV = \2t~2 E,, — t=2M!, — t2 A’,. In general, we have that

Pr[T® > 14, sup G < (V2 -1)e] < Pr[T)) >1-4], (3.15)

0<s<1

11



where T\") is defined as in Lemma [E2 for the process ¢~ M ! 4+t72Al,. We will prove below that

Pr [ supp<,<; G > (V2 —1)e] = O(t~3). In that case, by applying the inclusion-exclusion
principle to the left side of (3:15]), then (315]) can be written

Pr[T® > 14§ + 0@t~ 1) < Pr[T), > 1-4].

We can then apply Lemma to the left-side to complete the proof.

Now we work towards establishing Pr [ supg<, GY > (V2 —1)e] = O(t‘i). Consider the
martingale M/ — M,. The square of the jumps of Mt’ — M, can be bounded by the jumps of A,
plus an extra term through the inequality from Lemma 3.3}

2

VawSH) — [+ uf + V@) — Gk —wf + V()]

1
2
<20 ypsg + ¢ J [(%U{: + wl|? + V(I))% + (%U{: —w|? + V(g:))% — 2(%/&2 + V(:)s))%} (3.16)

for all J > 1, k, w, x € R. Define the process Q, = SV w?x(jw,| > t1).

n=1

By ([BI0), the quadratic variation process [M’ — M]; has the bound
[M' — M), < ctiA, +2Q,.

This will allow us to bound E[(M] — M;)?] = E[[M’ — MJ;]. By the fact that A, is the
1 1

increasing part of the Doob-Meyer decomposition for E? — EZ and Jensen’s inequality we have

E[A] = E[E} — B3] < (B[E])} < (B[Eo) + 2 'rst)¥ ~ 27305 11,
Also we have
N X 1 1
E[Q] =E[ > w?x(jwa| > t7)] <EN]pt™2 = Rpt?,
n=1

where we have used that the fourth moments of the jumps are bounded as E[wi] < p, since
Ewi x(lwal > t9)] < 172 Efwy x(jwa| > t1)] <t72p.
Thus, using the above and Doob’s maximal inequality

E[ sup t'|M}, — My|*] <4t7'E[(M; — M,)?] =4E[[M' — M],]

0<s<1

<4t SE[A] + 87'E[Q)] <4c27hr t7H + 8RptE = O(t7F). (3.17)

Next we show that 72 A, is typically bounded from below by t_%A;t in the sense

E[ sup |[(t72A), —t73AW) 1 2a,|)] = O(7T).
0<s<1
1
We can write ﬁt_%Eﬁt as
1 1
V2UTEEL =t M, + VA IER + 173 My — T M, + 172 A, (3.18)
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where since the left side is positive for all a, we must have
1
—tIM, (T E M, < 0) < (V2UTTEE 4173 My — M/, + 13 A,,) x(tF M, < 0).
Taking the supremum in a up to s < 1 of both sides,

1
t3AL = sup —t"3M., < sup |[V2UTTEF 4t EMy — ¢ 2 M| 4172 Ay,
0<a<s 0<a<s
where we have used that M{ = 0 for the left side and that A, is increasing for the right side.
1

Subtracting ¢~z A, and taking E[supgc,<1 | - ]2 of both sides
1
IE[ sup }(t_%A’st — t_%Ast)lA’st>Ast 2} 2

0<s<1

< VB +E[ sup £ My — M,[E = 0(t4). (3.19)

0<s<1
Observe that G1” < 0 implies
Ay — AL, < V2EZ —0A (M — M. (3.20)
Finally, by the triangle inequality, (3.17), (3.19), and (3.20)

1
E[ sup |GV %1 2
[0§s21| TMo0)
<t_%\/§E%+E[ -1 ;2 3 —1 /123
= 0 sup ¢ |Agy — Ayl 1G(t)<0} +E[ sup 17 [Mg — M| }
0<s<1 . 0<s<1
1 1 1
< t_%\/ﬁEOZ +E[ sup 2 A, — A{st}21A;t>Ast} *+2E[ sup ¢ My — M,J*]%. (3.21)
0<s<1 0<s<1

The right-side is O(t%), and via Chebyshev’s inequality Pr [ supp<,<i |th)| > (V2 —1)e] =
O(t 1), which is the bound that was claimed.
U

In the following lemma, we set Ly = M., + A., where M/, and Al, are defined as in the
proof of Lemma [3.4l The Doob-Meyer decompositions in the lemma are not unique, since the
increasing parts are not constrained to be predictable.

Lemma 3.5. Consider the submartingales E; and L3.

1. E; admits a Doob-Meyer decomposition as a sum of martingale and increasing parts

Nt 1 Ni
M, = Z w,K,-  and Ay = Ey+ 3 Z w?
n=1 n=1

2. L? admits a Doob-Meyer decomposition as a sum of martingale and increasing parts M; =
Ni 1 Ni -
Yol ay and Ay =) B, respectively, where

oy, = anLtnﬂ fOT |Ltn—1|2|wn|’
1
= 5SS (L, + ] for |Lu,_| < wl,
ﬁn = UJ?L fOT ‘Ltn71‘2|wn|v
1
Bn = w3+§(\wn|—Ltn71)2 for|Ly, | < fwyl.
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3. In the limit t — oo,

E[ sup t_l‘QASt —flstH = O(t_i).
0<s<1
Proof.
Part (1): E; can be rewritten as

Ny
1
Ey=Ey+ ) w,K,- + §w§, (3.22)

n=1

which follows by an inductive expansion using the conservation of energy between momentum
jumps:

1 1 1
B, = §(Kt5 +wn)* + V(X)) = 9 t2; + V(X2 ) + wa K- + 5103
1 1

§Kt2n4 +V(Xy, )+ w, K- + iwi

The middle term on the right of (8.22) is a martingale by the symmetry of the jump rates (111)
of List 21t E[w, | F,.] = 0.

Part (2): To find an expression for L;, we apply an inductive argument as with £, except
that the analysis breaks into two cases. Expanding L7 when |L;, ,| > |w,| is the easy case
since L7 = L} | +2v,S(K,-) +w}. Again w,S(K,-) is the martingale contribution, since
E[w?| F-] =0.

Expanding L7 in the case that |L;, | < |wy|, then Ly, = 5(14+S(K,-)S(wy)) (L, +|wnl),
and
L2

tn—1

2
L; —

1 1
= §S(Kt;)s(wn)([’tn—1 + |wn])? + w) + §(|wn| — Ly, )%

The first term on the right has mean zero since E[S(w,) }.7-};, lwa|] = 0.

Part (3): By Part (1) and Part (2),

Nst

1, _ _ 1

t 1(Ast —2A4) = =2t "By 4+t E §(|wn| - Ltn71)2X(|wn| > L, )
n=1

Since |w,| < J, the sum above is bounded by

Nst
D (wal = Lo, X1 Ly | < o)
n=1
Nst Nst 1
<t  (Jwnl = Loy IX( Lty | < Jwl) + D lwaPx(Jwn] > 7). (3.23)
n=1 n=1

By the estimates in Lemma [3.4]

Nst Nt
E[su 1N, 2y (w,, >t%]:E[t—1 w, |2 (|w, >t%]:0t—%.
Sup ;I X (Jwn| > t7) ;\ “x(Jw,] > t7) (t72)
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The first term on the right-side is closely related to A, since A/ can be written

Ny
S0 =5 = A = 3~ i (i < ol S )S(0n) = 1),
5857 n=1 n=1

since increases in A} occur Ly, | < |w,| and the jump w, has sign such that S(K,-)S(w,) =
—1. In fact, the conditional expectation of a single term from the sum with respect to the
information up to time ¢ and the size |w,| of the nth jump is

E[(Jwa| = Lo, )X (|Lt,a] < |wal, S(E)S(wn) = =1) | Fi, [wal]

1
= g (wal = Lo, )x(| Lo, | < wal),
since w, = —|w,| and w,, = |w,| have equal probability. Thus,
3 M 3 3
E[t5 Y (lwnl — Lo )x(1 L] < Jwal)] =t TE[A4)] = 7B [M; + A]]
n=1
=E[25 1B — 1G] <234 TE[E?] + O(t %)
1
3

< 2:TIR[E]? 4+ O(t™) < 22471 (E[Ey) + ;thﬁ +O(t5) = 0(t™%), (3.24)

where the second equality is because M/ is a mean zero martingale, the third equality is from the

1
definition of G\, and the first inequality uses the result E[supgco< |G§t)|21 G(‘t)<0] 2 = O(t‘%)
from the proof of Lemma [3.41
U

4 The absolute value of the momentum

The following tlheorem takes us as far possible towards obtaining a central limit theorem for the
momentum ¢~z K, without making an assumption about a reflection symmetry in the periodic
potential and in the jump probabilities.

Theorem 4.1. Assume List 21 and (i)-(ii) of List ZA In the limit t — oo, t72|Ky|
converges in distribution to the absolute value of a Brownian motion with diffusion constant
0= [ dvP(v)v?

The above theorem is not enough to guarantee that t 2K, converges to a Brownian motion.
To see this, consider a random walk X,, on Z which jumps to the right and the left with equal
probability at every lattice site except at the origin where it jumps to 1 with probability %
and to —1 otherwise. In this case, |X,| has the same distribution as a simple random walk
and thus n"2|X 1sn)| converges in distribution to the absolute value of a Brownian motion |B|.
However, removing the absolute values, then n2X 1sn] Will have a drift determined by the

process 3 in=z ZrtfnlJ X(X, = 0). Since a simple random walk X, spends on the order of ne
steps at the origin, the drlft will be non-vanishing.

The proof of Theorem [A.1] follows in Section [7] and is based on the Lemma below. The
latter extends the analysis in the proof of Lemma [3.4] to show that t_%KSt is close to being
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the solution of a stochastic equation, reminiscent of the fact for a Brownian motion B, that
IB,| = B/, + supy,<, —B, for another Brownian motion B, = [’ S(B,)dB,. This is related to
Levy’s theory of Brown local time [I1].

For some bounded right-continuous adapted process F;, we denote

Nst

/ FopdM® =2 an F,-, (4.1)

0 n=1

where v,, are the momentum jumps. Thus the martingale M] used in the proof of Lemma [B.4]
can be written ¢~z M!, = Jy S(K) dMD.

Lemma 4.2. Assume List 2. Then the momentum process Kg, s € [0,1], satisfies the
stochastic equation

72| Kyl = / S(K,;)dM®Y + sup — / S(K,)dM® + €W (4.2)
0 0

0<a<s
(t) () |2
where the error £ has B[ supg<,<, ‘55 } | = 0 for large t.

1
Proof. The error Ss(t) is close to error th) = \/515_%E2 —+=3M', —t=3 A’ which arose in the
st st st
proof of Lemma [3.4], since they differ only by the replacement of the momentum t=2 | Kg| with
1 1 _
V2t2 B2 and ‘\/ﬁt‘%Eﬁt — ¢z |Kq|| < t~2V. In the proof of Lemma B4 it was shown that

1

B[ sup [GO 1,0 ] = O(77). 4.3
[Ogsgl GY 150 ) = O(77) (4.3)
We now work on showing that t‘lE[supogsgl }Gg) ‘21G(t)>0j| tends to zero also.

By Part (3) of Lemma 3.5 the normalized difference in the increasing parts Ay, and Aj; for
the Doob-Meyer decompositions of L2, and E; respectively, tends to zero as

E[ sup t7!|2A4, — Ay|] = O™ 1). (4.4)

0<s<1

We will make use of the error GY being the difference between two positive submartingales
having a vanishing difference between the increasing parts of their Doob-Meyer decompositions:
1
HO =247 By — 7\ M, + AL =2t By — (V2t 2 E2 — G2
= GO HEL - GY) =TV + TV,

where T is a martingale and 'Y = 124, — Ay) is O(t71) by (@A4).

1
Note that 22 t_%Eﬁt — GV s positive, so GY determines the sign of HY. By the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality

D=

t'E[ sup [HP|1
0<s<1

< (E[ sup ‘th)‘21th)<0D (E[ sup ‘Q%t_%Ei —th)m)%. (4.5)

)
Hs <0] 0<s<1 0<s<1
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The first factor on the right is O(¢~%) by (@3). Bounding the second factor on the right comes
through the triangle inequality and the use of Doob’s maximal inequality for the two positive

1
submartingales My, + Ay and E2:

(B[ sup |25 5% — GO[])? < 4Vt 3E[E,]? + 4 3E[|M!, + A, JP]? <12},  (4.6)

s
0<s<1

1 1
where 22t 2 E2 — G = 23172 B2+t 2 M/, +t 2 A,,. The last inequality follows by the forms
for the increasing parts of the Doob-Meyer decompositions for for t7'|M], + A,|? and t7'E,
from Lemma which are both bounded by t7}[M]s . The right side of (4.3)) vanishes as

O(t_S) and thus the values of +'H do not typically go far in the negative direction. Since

HY is a martingale with mean 2t=1Ey — 0, it would be expected that ¢t~ H"

far in the positive direction.
We will argue below that lim,_, E[ supg<,<; |H |1
proof since

can also not go

H(t)>0:| — 0. This would complete the

t_lE[ sup }th)}2103t>0] < t_lE[ sup Hs(t)l

(t) }a
0<s<1 0<s<1 Hs7>0

1
which clearly follows since Q%t_%Eﬁt — G s larger in absolute value than GY when GV
positive.
By the optional sampling theorem,

E[Y®] =E[HY —TW] =0 (4.7)

for any adapted stopping time 7. Given some a > 0, let 7 € [0, 1] be the first time that 2
reaches above a and put 7 = 1 if that event does not occur. By (£1),

E[I"] =aPr[ sup HY > q] —I—E[Hl(t)x( sup HY < a)],

0<s<1 0<s<1
which implies that
sup aPr [ sup HY > a] < ‘E[Ft” +E[ sup IHY 1

a€R+ 0<s<1 0<s<1

= O(t™1). (4.8)

H(“<0]

Set Y} = Supg< < 7" and oy = (Sup,eg+ aPrY; > a])% If E[Y;?] < y? for all ¢, then

for any m > a; > 0
2

IE[Yt]:/ daPrYt>a: / / / daPrYt>a]
0
Yy

1
<o+ — daaPr[Yt>a / daa Pr[Y; > a| <oy +ma; +
oy m om’

H{Y>0

The second inequality above uses that a? is the supremum of a Pr[Y; > a] for the first integral
and the relation %E[Yﬂ = fooo daa Pr [Y} > a] for the second. We can pick m large to make
the last term on the right-side small, and then pick ¢ large enough so that with ([&8]) o (1 +m)
is small.

To finish the argument we just need to show that E[Yﬂ can be uniformly bounded in ¢.

1 1
Since GV is the difference of 2%t‘%E§t and t2 Ly, and 22t 2 F2 — G\ is their sum,

l\?\b—‘

E[v7]} < 4E[ sup £2E2)} + 2] sup L[ )"

0<s<1 0<s<1
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To obtain a value y, the terms on the right can be bounded by standard calculations using
the Doob-Meyer decompositions for E, and |L,|* from Lemma and using Doob’s maximal
inequality.

U

5 Estimates at high energy

In this section, we provide estimates that are useful for understanding the dynamics when the
particle has high energy, which by Lemma [3.4] is the majority of time. The estimates are based
on the idea that the particle will feel a spatially averaged noise and that the momentum is too
high to be shifted through the action of the force generated by the potential.

The following elementary bound is used many times in this section and later sections. It
follows from the conservation of energy and the quadratic formula. It basically says that if
the initial momentum ko has |ko| > Vz = SUDge(0,1] V(z)z, then the future momenta k,, as
determined by the Hamiltonian evolution, will stay close to k.

Lemma 5.1. Let (x4, k) evolve according to the Hamiltonian H(x, k) = $k* + V(x), for
positive potential bounded by V. If the initial momentum has |ko|> > 4V, then the displacements
m momentum k; — ko and k, — kg have bounds

2V 4V

|k5t — k0| < — and |k5t — k5| <
| ol

orallt, s € R.
| Kol f

Proof. Since |ko|? > 4V, the momentum k, will not change signs at any time. By the conser-
vation of energy

1 R
glko+ (he = ho)|" = 5kG = =V () + V(o).

Using the quadratic formula and that k;, kg have the same sign,

1 1 2V(:L‘0)—2V(:Ct) 1
ke — kol = [Iko| — (k3 +2V (o) — 2V (22))?| < \5/ da (k2 +a) "}
0

1
Since (1k3+a) * < V2|ko|™ < 2|ko|™* for a < 1 k3. By the triangle inequality, we can bound
the difference |k; — k.

]

As before P(v) = fol da " P, (v) where & = fol da r(a). By our assumptions info<,<; £(a) =
v > 0.

Lemma 5.2. Assume List[21 and (i)-(ii) of List[22. Starting from the point (x, k) with [k|* >
V, let rp 1) € L'([0, 1]) and 7, 1) € L*([0, 1]) be the probability density for the torus position
of the particle at the first Poisson time and at the time of the first momentum jump respectively.
Let Py 1y € L' (R) be the density for the first momentum jump. Let T(y k), € L*([0, 1]) be the
density of time that a deterministic trajectory starting from (x, k) and evolving according to
the Hamiltonian H(x,k) = k* + V(z) spends at a torus point over a time interval [0,t]. We
have the following bounds

1. Supae[O,l] }r(w,k)(a) — 1} S % + O(#%
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~ K 1/72
2. SWueio, ) | T (@) ey — 1| < = + O(5p),

3. SUp,eg ‘% 1‘ < 2R 7 y O(#)

4 suPgepo, 1) | Tiw iy (a@) — 1] < 3.
Proof.
Part (1):
Let (xs, ks) € R? be the position and momentum for a particle beginning at (z, k) and

evolving over a time period s for Hamiltonian H (z, k) = 1k* 4+ V/(z). Notice that 7, x)(a) can
be written as

)= 3 Kol R

where s = r(a), r2(a),- - - are the periodic sequence of times for which z; mod(1) = a, and
Ko (a) = s(k)(H(x, k) — V(a))% is their momentum at the point. These times will exist for
every a € [0, 1] as long as H(z, k) > V.

If 4V < k2, then |k, — k| < 2V|k|~! by Lemma E1l Thus for large momentum |k| > (V)z,
ks is nearly constant and the hit times r,(a) will be close to the sequence of times s = s,(a)
at which = + skmod(1) = a for a time period at least on the order of tz. The period 7
such that r,(a) — r,_1(a) = 7 should thus be close to |—]1€‘ When |k| is large enough so that

ks — k| <2V |k|7' < L]k, then clearly T < Ik\ and

1 1 /T / 1 /T / 6V
T——| < — dsk — dsk ds|ks — k| + ds ks — < —=. (5.1
LTI <ty o ke M) < g O

The difference between the first crossing-times |ri(a) — s1(a)| of the point a can be similarly
bounded.
Using the triangle inequality

7@y (@) — 1| < |r@m(a) |k| ZR@‘R"” a

1 o0
—an(a . —R sn(a i —Rsn(a) _
+\|k|ZR WZR \+\|k|;7ze 1]

QR 1
< W + O(|kl2) (5.2)

where the last inequality follows by further computation using the inequalities above. For
instance, we can bound the first term on the right as

k
(:c,k) (a)

“Rri(a) L 1 RT 2V

e Gjr1—eRr = 2

‘T(m,k) |k:| ZRe R rn(a) ‘ < ‘1 _
Part (2):
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We will bound sup,¢( 1 }f(%k )R(a 1| by invoking Part (1). This will involve breaking
down an expression for 7, x)(a). Since there are a random number of Poisson times before the
time of the first momentum jump, the expression will have a series of integrals whose nth term
corresponds to a momentum jump occurs at the (n 4+ 1)th Poisson time.

Tz k) (a) = K(a) Z/R+ dsy . ..ds, R" e ®5M) |1 = B(@sm) |r( (s ks (@), (5:3)

and S(m) =$1+ -+ Sp.
Let |k| > 4V2 so that with two applications of Lemma [5.1] Sup, >0 [k — ks| < [k[7'2V. In
particular, for any time S(n), we can apply Part (1) to the difference |1, ks (@) — 1] to get

- /2: _ n — n n
(@ ogy =3 [ v, RSO I 1= ()|
n=0
2R 1 n _—RS(n) Tn
< O * Op Z/R+ o Ao R [ ()

[e.9]

< (i - ogp) oo =00 ool 69

—R5() defines

where the second inequality follows since |1—k(zg(m))| < 1—v for all m and R™e
a probability measure on (R™)™.

If f(Rﬂn dsy -+ ds,R" e” 5™ H’,;Lzl}l — Iﬁ(l’s(m))} were replaced by (1 — &)™ in the left-side
of (5.4)), then identity > 7 (1 — )" = k= would make the difference zero.

Using a telescoping sum and the definition of 7, x)(a),

}/IW dsy---ds,R"e RS(")H" 1‘1—/@1'5 ‘— —

< (1—’@“%/ sy dspyR™ e RNV = ws)|
(R)mfl

m=0
1
X /0 da ‘1 o H(CL)‘ ‘T(xs(m—l)vkS(m—l))(a> - 1‘

Again by Part (1), since R™ 'e *5(m=1) ig a probability measure on (R*)™~!, and by the
bounds 1 — k(a), 1 — & < 1 — v, we can estimate the right-side above by

n(1 — y)"(% + 0(#)).

Putting everything together
K QR 1
sup [ (@) —— — 1| < (T2 + 0()) o (n+ DA -v)"
2 e (@ =11 (7 + 0Gp)) 2
and the sum of the series is 2.

Part (3):
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Now we study the probability density P, x)(v) for the next momentum jump. We can write
the density for the next momentum jump as

Prao(v) = /0 da F o (@) Pa(v), (5.5)

We then have a bound using

eyl 1 1 = K k(a
vek ’(p’TjS) 1l ssw 5 /0 dafen (@) s = 1;%7:@(@)
. K 1 1 z - ~ - )
< A \m,k)(a)w —1 P B /0 da Pa(v)w = s }r(z,k)(a)w 1], (5.6)

where in the last equality we have used the definition of P(v). Applying Part (2) then we get
the bound.

Part (4): The density T, )+ can be written

Tak)i(a) = g ry(a, t)km(a)

where Kk 1)(a) is defined as in Part (1), and ng)(a,t) is the number of times the particle

passes over the torus point a over a time period ¢ when starting from (z, k). The result follows

by bounding the errors for k(, x)(a) ~ k and |k|~'n 1 (a,t) ~ t which is similar to Part (1).
U

The following lemma bounds the contribution of the cumulative drift over periods of high-
energy. Define 7(¢) to be the time of the next to last momentum jump and put it equal to zero
if two jumps have not occurred.

Lemma 5.3. Assume List[21. In the limit t — oo, for 0 < 8 < %,

r 1
E[ sup t_H%/O ds %(XS)X(\KT@)\ > tﬁ)m 0.

0<r<t

Proof. 1t is convenient to split the total integral into a sum of integrals over the periods between
Poisson times (at which there may be a momentum jump breaking the conservation of energy)
which include only the even and odd terms respectively. Let tq,...,¢tx. be the Poisson times
up to a time r.

LN‘;J t
r dV 2n41 dV
ds — (X, K. %) ~ K > P / ds — (X
/0 Sd:c( )X(‘ ()|> ) n§:1:X(| ton1| = ) de( )

ton

L%J tan+2
1%
K, | >1° ds —(X,), (5.7
# 2 nlIR 2 #) [ s o, 6)

where on the right side, we have neglected the integral from t2t% | tor, which will be small,

and we define t_; = 0. We will focus on the sum with interval starting at even numbered
times [ton, tons1]. First, we will show that the terms in the sum can be replaced by the same
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expressions conditioned on the information up to time ¢,_;. These conditional expectations
can be uniformly bounded by an argument following at the end of the proof. The strategy
is to invoke Lemma [3.4] to guarantee that most of the terms in the sum have | Ky, ,| on the
order of ¢2 rather than just | Ky, | > t?. This lowers the bounds available for the conditional
expectations of those terms.

The following is a martingale

|14 )

1 tant1 dV tant1 dVv
_ —48 — -
o= Dol 5) ([ s 0 B[ [ as k)

ton

i ]) (5.8)
However, the second moment for a single term from the sum is bounded by
ton+1 ton+1 dv 2
> = 5 ’ i _ -
B[y (#1250 | [ as o) < [ as o |7 ][]

ton+1
< E ‘/ ds—

av 1
+2R72 sup | (@) Pr[| Ko, < 58| K, 2 ], (59)
0<s<1 dx 2

2 _
(X,) ‘|Kt2n71| > tﬂ < 16V 28

where we have considered separate bounds for the event that |Ky, | > 1t or |Ky, | < t°.
When |K,,| > 3t°, then we can apply Lemma 511 to bound the drift by 4V¢~?, and when
|Ky,,| < 3t7 then we use that the forces |4 (a)| are bounded and that the difference between
two Poisson times has an exponential distribution with second moment 2R 2. Finally, since
the force can only change the momentum by at most Ve < itﬁ over any time interval, only a
large momentum jump can send |Ky,, | below 1¢°. However, since the fourth moments of P, (w)
are less than p,

1 1 0 44
Pr [ Kus,| < 5|1 Kis| 2 #7] < Pr [Jwn] > 287 ||K ] 2 #7] < sup / dwPa(w) < =L,
2 4 acf0,1] J 148 t4

where the last inequality is Chebyshev’s and thus the right side is O(t=*) which make the

right term on the left side of (5.9) negligible compared to the left term.
Consider again the variance of a single term in (5.8). By Doob’s maximal inequality

E[ sup |V,]°] <4E[[Vi["] < (16V% > + 0(t~"))EIN;] = 16V*Re! > + O (¢ =),
0<r<t
Thus we can focus on bounding the expressions ‘E[ ftw"“ ds dV (X,) ‘ ]:tznfl} } when |K,, | >

t?. The end result of the analysis below will be to show that there is a constant ¢ such that for
all sufficiently large t% > 1

bt gy
‘E[X(|Ktzn71| > t7) / dSE Xo) | Figns]

ton

<ct (5.10)

Applying the above inequality (also with t replaced by et%),

LAQQJ tont1 dv
Z ‘E ‘Kth 1| > tﬁ) / dS % S) ‘ ‘Ft2n71:| S CM,EE_zt_l +c (-/\/;f - A/;‘,,e) t_2
n=1 ton
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where N, . is the number of terms with |Ky,, || > €ts up to time r. By the triangle inequality

Ht‘””z 20 [ as oo 7] [T

ton

[NIES

< 23R U 4t R[N — N — (1) ]%+ct—1E[\%(t)\2] . (5.11)

where it was used that MV, < M, EHMF}% < 2%1573, and v.(t) is defined as

RZt — to)x(|Ke, | < et2).

The difference N, — N, — 7.(r) is a martingale since ¢, — t,_; are exponentially distributed
with mean R~!. The variance of the martingale satisfies

N
E[JN: = Noe = 2% ® ] = E[ D [R(tn —tar) = 12 x(| Ky, | < et7)] <EN].
n=1
Thus the middle term on the right-side of (GIT) is O(t2~2%). ~.(t) is less than the amount of
1
time r € [0, t] the particle spends with t=2E? < e. In other terms, () <1 - TE(R/ where

TE(R/ is defined as in Lemma34. Thus by Lemma B3.4] Pr [t717.(t) > 6] < C%g. Since ¢t~ 1y, (t)
is bounded by 1,

1

<OPr [t (t) < 6] +Pr [t (t) > 6] <6+ C::—;%
1

(SIS

E[|t ()]

Thus we can pick 0 to make the first term small and then pick € to make the second term small.
We now turn to showing (5.10).
By the Markov property

tant1 dV
‘E[X(|Kt2nf1| Z tﬁ) / ds % 8) ‘E2n71:| ‘
ton
ton41 dV
g/d:cdk:Pw(x, k) x (|k| > tﬁ)\ﬂ«:[/ ds%(Xs)‘(XmH, Kipoy) = (z, k)] (5.12)
ton

where P, (z, k) is the distribution (X, ,, Ky, ,) conditioned on w € F;, _,.
Assuming that |Ky,, .| > t? and K;,, > 317,

‘ /tznﬂ ds —(Xs) — V(Xt2n+1) — V(Xy,,)
Kt2n71
tont1 A 1 tantr g/ 1
< ds —(X;) — ds— (X, VX —ViX
< /th ° d:);'( ) Ky, /mn Sd:L'( ) }KtQ Ktz } } i) o)
< 2t 25‘/ sup ‘ ‘(t2n+1 t2n) + 2t_26‘_/‘Kt2n - Kt2n71 |7 (5‘13)
0<z<1
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where we have used the identity f: ds2(X,) Ky = V(X;) — V(X,). The only thing random in
the final bound is the difference ¢,,,1 — t,,, which is an exponential random variable with mean
R~! and the difference |Ky,, — Ky,,_,| which has variance less than 72. Thus

tenir Y
’E[X(|Kt2n71| Z tﬁ) / ds %(Xs)

ton

P

1

_ dv _r2
<Ot 42t RV sup |— ()| + 2t %V 2
e oglilg)l } dx ( )} Rz

V(Xt2n+1 ) - V(Xt2n>
Kt2n71

+/dxdkPw(x, k) x (k| > tﬁ)‘E[ ‘(mel, K )= (z, k)]

. (5.14)

where w € Fy,1 and O(t~*") corresponds the unlikely event that Pr [K,,, < 3¢°] which we
have treated above following (5.9)).

Adding and subtracting the spatial average of the potential, fol daV(a) =V in the expec-
tation above,

’E[V(Xt2n+l) - V(thn)
Ktznﬂ

| (X, Ko )|

1
< W(/ dz dk P(X%,l,K%,l)(% k) }E[V(thnﬂ) -V ‘ (Xty,5 Kty,) = (, k)”
ton—1 R2

+EV (X)) = V] Xy Kiw)]])s (5.15)

where Prx, k) is the probability density for (Xi,,, Ky, ) given (Xi,, ,, Ky, ).
Finally, we can work with quantities that allow more explicit expressions

[e'e] 1
E[V(Xt2n> ‘ (th717 Ktn71>:| = / dtRe_RtV(xt) = / da T(xo,k:())(a) V(a),
0 0

where x; is the position at time ¢ for the particle evolving according to the dynamics from the
initial point (zg, ko) = (X4, ,, Kt ), and r; ) € L'([0,1]) is defined as in Lemma [5.21

1
‘E[V(an) ‘ (thfm Ktnﬂ)} - V} < % / da ‘r(mo,ko)(a) - 1"
0

By Part (1) of Lemma 5.2 when |K;, | > t°, then |rq, )(a) — 1| < 4Rt + O(t%). A
similar analysis bounds the term |E[V(Xy,.,,) — V| (Xy,, Ki,) = (z, k)]|. Thus with the
factor of |K;, ,|~' on the right side of (EIH), then (BIH) is O(t~2), which completes the
proof.

U

6 Bounding the momentum drift

In general, we have that K; = Ko+ M; + f(f dr %(XT). In this section, we develop tools for
controlling the cumulative drift fOSt dr %(XT). The end result, under the assumption of the

symmetry (i) of 2.2] is that
v [P dV
sup t_2/ ds —(X5)
0

E|
0<s<l1 dz

} 0. (6.1)
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Thus on the scale ¢z of a central limit theorem for K, the drift term vanishes.

By the Lemma [3.4] the particle spends most of the time at “high energy” (in Lemma [3.4]
this meant o t), where the contribution to the total drift over any given finite time interval is
small. However, the particle is also making occasional shorter incursions to “low energy” where
the contribution may be larger over a finite interval. In this section, “low energy” roughly
means below 1. In order to bound (610)), the analysis is split into parts treating the drift at
high and low energies respectively.

From this section onwards, we contract the position degree of freedom to a single periodic
cell z € [0,1]. This clearly does not affect the statistics for the drift process (G.I). Thus
the dynamics satisfies the same linear Boltzmann equation (Z1]) as before but with periodic
boundary conditions; the derivatives in position at the boundaries of the interval are symmetric.

We now define what we mean by low energy incursions. They are limited by starting and
ending times. Define the hitting time 6y = min{s € [0,¢] | |K,| > ti}. For j > 1 define the
sequences of hitting times o, 0;:

o; = min{s € [0,00), My — My~ # 0| s > 0, 1, |K,| < t1}, (6.2)
6, = min{s €[0,00)|s > 0y, |K,| > 2t1}, (6.3)

Notice that 6y is defined differently than 6; for j > 1. We refer to [0}, 6;] as the time period of
the jth incursion.

In the lemma below, we give a bound on the expected number of incursions Ny (o) over
a time interval [0, ot], and show that the time periods of incursions 6; — o; have finite first
moments. The time periods between incursions o;;; — 6; can be shown to be almost surely
finite. This follows from an argument using Lévy’s zero-one law and Theorem 2.3 but showing
0j4+1 — 6, to be finite is not required to prove Theorem [2.3] In any case, bounds on o, — 6,
are intrinsically less important to us, since the challenge is to get estimates for the low-energy
part of the walk.

Lemma 6.1. Assumel21 and (i) of List[Z2
1. Given o, < oo, the difference 0; — o; has expectation O(t2).

2. Let o > 0. For large enough t, the expectation for the number of incursions in the interval
0, ot] is bounded as

=

1 1
E[Ny (ot)] < o>r3t
Proof.
Part (1):
Let us set construct the stopping time 67 = (0; — ;) AT for some bound 7 > 1 and set
O'j =0.

E[o7] < ZE[(M)o, ] = ZE[[M]s,].

where the equality follows since [M]; — (M), is a martingale, and the inequality is a consequence

of r; < %(M}t <.
Lemma B3 states that 271 SN w2 = 271[M], differs from E, — E, by a martingale, and

by the Optional Sampling Theorem the expectation of the martingale part is zero at time 6+
SO
E[[M]o,] = 2E|Ep, — Ey).
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Let D be the size of the over-jump of the boundary —2t1 or 2t1 when 67 < T, and V be
the max of the potential.

E[Ey, — Ey] < E[‘%(zti + D)* + V}HT <T]+ (2t% +V)Pr[6r=T] < 27 + O(1) < 32

By Lemma [B.4] there are universal bounds determined by C and 7 on all the moments of D,
E[Dz] < p2(C, m). Using that |z + y|*> <22% +2¢? Pr [9 > 7'] <1, and that V < t1

[N

El6r] < 2(613 + O(1)) = O(13).

r1

Finally, by taking the limit 7~ — oo, we get a bound for the second moment of 6; — o;:

).

[NIE

E[6; — 0] = limsupE[fr] < -2 (6¢2 + O(1)) = O(t

T—o0 (&1

Part (2):
By Part (1) each incursion ends. Thus for each count of Ny (ot) there is a distinct up-crossing
in which | K| begins below t1 and ends up above 2¢1. However, for large values of momentum
1

1 1
%\Ks\ ~ E¢, and we bound Ny by the number of up-crossings Ugt(2_1ti, 217, E,(w)) that E2

1
makes between 2711 and 2¢1. Since EZ2 is a submartingale, we can apply the submartingale
up-crossing inequality [3] to obtain

E[Ny (ot)] < E[U, (271, 2t1; Ey(w))] <

The basic idea for our analysis is the following:

e For large t, there is an asymptotic independence between the events during a single
incursion and all events up to the end of a previous incursion;

e Events during the incursion, which occur far enough after the starting time of the incursion
are independent of the initial state of the incursion.

It is convenient in many places to have an effective bound on the size of the momentum
jumps that are likely to occur in the interval [0, ¢]. We thus consider the statistics for our model
conditioned on the event

{Jvn] < tao for all n such that ¢, < t},

where a jump greater than ¢t is considered to be large. The lemma below shows that the
probability that there is a jump above t10 over the interval [0,t] decays super-polynomially,
and that for dealing with the drift over up to time ¢, we can neglect the possibility of large
jumps. The choice of % involves constraints from Proposition [B.6l
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Lemma 6.2. Assume (i) of List[2.2, then the probability of a momentum jump v, with |v,| >
t1 over the interval [0,t] is O(te™ 2tm) formn as in (i) of List[22. Moreover, the difference in

the quantity
A 3
EH sup t‘?/ ds—v( Xs) } ,
0

0<s<1 dx
for the dynamics conditioned not to make jumps greater than t1 and the unconditioned dynam-
1
t2 e—gtzﬁj)

ics is O(

Proof. Assumption (i) of List implies that the Laplace transforms for single momentum
jumps are uniformly bounded by C(1 — e~779)~!. Using Chebyshev’s inequality we can bound
the probability that any jump is greater than t10. On the other hand, the integral of the drift
can be at most ¢ sup,¢o ) |2 (a)].

O

We refer to Appendix[Blfor a discussion of boundary crossing distributions and the definition
of the boundary crossing density ¢, : [0,1] x R — R*. If H is a random variable, then
Pr[H = y|, for dummy variable y € R, refers to the distributional measure of H or its probability
density if it exists. For a signed measure p on R, then [|pu||; = |u|(R), where |u| is the absolute
value of the measure. Most of the random variables in this article (e.g. energy and momentum
jumps) have well-defined densities.

The following lemma states that incursions beginning at points (X,,, K,,) for s1K,, €
[ti — tﬁ,t%] for fixed s; = =+ all have approximately the same probabilities for ending the
incursion in the positive or negative direction.

Lemma 6.3. Assume List[21 and (i)-(ii) of List[2.2. Consider the dynamics conditioned not
to have jumps greater than tw. Let s1,8y € {+,—}, and (z,s:k) € [0,1] x [t7 — t70,t7] There
are constants ps, s, (t) such that ast — oo
Pr[s; Ky, > 0| (X,,, s1K,,) = (z,k)]
sup
(z,k) Ps1,s2 (t)

—1’—>O

Proof. Fix s; = s5 = +. Define (b(“ ! qbff) to be the boundary crossing distributions above
and below the set S = [t1 — ta0, t1 + t%] starting from (a, t1 — v).
Using the Markov property and that H is a function of the process after the time 7,

PI[ng >0 } (XCT]‘? KUj) = (a, t% - U)}
= / dq dp (cb(“ g, p) Pr [Ko, > 0| (X,, K,) = (g, t1 + 12 +p)]
[0,1] xR+
+ ¢i?;v)(q’ p> Pr [Kej >0 ‘ (XT7 KT) = (q7 ti - t% _p)] ||1 (64)
Thus for (a, v), (a', ') € [0,1] x [0, 7],
sup [PE[H =y (X, K0) = (o 14— 0)] — Pr[H =y (X, K = a1 = )]l

! !
a,a’,v,v

< sup [0 =6+ sup (ol — ol (6.5)

a,a’,v,v a,a’, v, v’
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By Proposition [B.7), qb%f) and (bf;tv) converge uniformly to ¢., in L'. Thus the diameter D(t)

of the set of possible values for Pr [Ky, > 0 } (X, K,) = (a, t1 — v)] as a function of (a,v)
shrinks to zero as t — oo. Let us define

11
p+ 1+ (t) =Pr [Ky, > 0| (X,,, Ko,) = (x, k)] + D + -

for any choice of (z, k) where ¢! is merely to ensure that p, . (¢) is non-zero, and the square

_1 1
root is introduced so that D, D, * = D/ — 0. Then we will have the conclusion of the lemma.
O

6.1 Bounding the drift over an incursion

In this section, we define incursions to have end times ¢; which are different but related to the
end times to 6;. Define the sequence of times ;:

g =min{s € [0,¢], M, — My~ #0|s > oy, inf K[> ta}. (6.6)

The ¢;’s are not hitting times since information up to time 6; is required to determine them.
However, for the time-reversed dynamics the g; are well-defined hitting times and are defined
to be symmetric with the o;’s. This will be important in the next section. All of the results in
this section apply when g; is replaced by 6;.

Define the random variables

We consider the Y,’s to contain the low energy contribution to the cumulative drift. Yet, during
some portion of the interval [0}, ¢;], the particle is likely to spend some time with momentum
above 1, and thus have overlap with the quantity in Lemma (.3 with g = i. Let Ny (t) be the
number of Y; terms up to time ¢. It is convenient to split the Y;’s into four classes. For m > 1,
s1,82 € {+, -},

1 S dV
YSl,Sz(m) = t_ZX(SlKUj > 0, Sgng > O) / dr d—(Xr),
where j and m are related through
j=min{n >0|m = ZX(SlK"i >0) }. (6.7)

i=1

Ys,.s,(m) is equal to the drift for the mth incursion that begins with momentum having sign
s1 provided that the incursion ends with sign s,. Naturally, if there is no mth incursion with
sign sp, then we set Yy, s,(m) = 0. For s € {£}, we also define Ns(r) to be the number
Ny(r) = 32200 x(sKy, > 0).

Define the constant

1 ©dV
() =t dadv ¢(a,v)E ds 2 (X)) y (2K , .
S NI CUL A AT = SNCUS R
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where ¢ is defined analogously to the ¢;’s as the last time that there is a momentum jump inside
(—t1,t1) before exiting the larger interval (—2¢1, 2¢1):
< = min{s € [0,6), M, — M- #0]| inf |K,|> t7},
s<r<
6 = min{s € [0,00) ||K,| > 2¢1}.

In fact, ¢, s,(t) will be asymptotically close to t_%E( A )[f(f ds 2£(X,) x(s2Kg > 0)] for
a,sit4—s1v

any fixed (a,v) € [0,1] x RT as t — oo so the density ¢(a,v) appearing in the definition of
Cs, s, 1S NOt important (except as a matter of convenience).

The main purpose of the following proposition is to establish Part (3) which says that
the sum of the Y, s,(m)’s can be replaced by the number Ny, (st) multiplied by the constant

Cs1,5 (1)-
Proposition 6.4. Assume List[21 and (i)-(ii) of [2.2.
1. For large enough t, then for all j and w € F,,

E[Y2|F, ] <5.

2. Let cs, 5,(t) be defined as in (6.8) and j and m be related by [6.7). Ast — oo, we have
the L*(Q2) convergence

(NI

2
EH E[}/SLSQ(m)“F@jfl] - 651752(15)} ] — 0.
3. Ast — oo, there is L*(€) convergence
Ns, (st)
t_%E[ sup ’ Z Y5, s,(m) — N, (st) Cmm(@” — 0.
0<s<1 me—1
Proof.
Part (1):

By Lemma [6.2, we can take the jumps to be bounded by t%, although we will not employ
this till the end of the proof. Set o = 05, ¢ = ¢;, and 6 = ;. By the triangle inequality,

B[Y7|F,]? < tE[(M- = Mo)*|F,]2 + T E[(Ke- — K,)*| ]2

The times o and < are defined such that |K,|, |K.-| < ti. Thus E[(K- — K, )% F,)z < 21,
As in the proof of Part (1) of Lemma define the stopping time 67+ = 6 AT and the
capped time ¢ = ¢ A T.
By Doob’s maximal inequality and ¢ < 07,

E[|M,; - Mo ['\F]F <E[ sup |M, - M, |7 ]

o<r<0r

[NIES

< 2E[|My, — M, ['|F,)* = 2E[[M]o, — [M],|F,]*, (6.9)
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where [M]; is the quadratic variation and of the martingale M; up to time ¢, and the last
equality follows from the optional sampling theorem. By Lemma [3.5] A; in the increasing part
in a Doob-Meyer decomposition for FE,

24, — 24, = [M], — [M]..

Applying the above for the time interval from ¢ up to stopping time 67, the right-hand side
of ([69), is bounded by

QE[AGT - -AJ|~F0] = QE[EGT - EU|~FJ] S 4t% + 0(1)

where the equality is another use of the optional sampling theorem. The inequality comes from
the proof of Part (1) of Lemma [6.11
Part (2):

Let us take sq, ss = +. By Lemma [6.2] we can take jumps to be bounded by ¢, By the
Markov property and by the definition of Y, . (m),

1 fc AV
B[V, (m)lFo,.] = Eqv, [t [ ds (X x(Ke > 0]
0

:/ Cdd dv' gy (d, VE 4t
[0,1]x[0,¢70] (o', t2 =)

I,

[%%mmmpm]mm

where ¢;(a, v) is the joint distribution of (X,,, —K,, + t1) given (X,
subscript (a, v) to the symbol ¢, to indicate the ending point (Xj,

j—17
the last previous incursion.
We have that

Jp K6j71)~ We attach a
Ko, ,) = (a,t1 — v) of

E[’c+7+(m) —E[Y} +(m) ‘]:93'71} 2]

I AT
< 1 -
< s B[ / ds g (Xo)

2
(a,v)
KG >0 ] E[ a,v) = ¥oo ]
x( ) b, a,0) — ¢ Hl}(xejfl,t%—Kej,l)

S 25 T sup ||¢t7 (a,v) — ¢00H17 (611)
(a,v)€[0,1] xR+

where the first inequality follows from the definition of ¢, . and (6.I0) to which we apply
Jensen’s inequality over the measure determined by }gbt, (a,0) (@', V") =0 (a’,v")| da’ dv' and finally
Holder’s inequality to pull the supremum outside the integral. The second inequality follows
since E(Lk)ﬂt‘i INGE %(Xs)‘z] is smaller than 25r, for (z,k) € [0,1] x [0,¢] by the same
argument as in Part (1).

Finally by Proposition B8, ¢ (4, ) converges to ¢o, in L' uniformly for (a, v) € [0,1]x[0, 2¢3]
(which includes [0,1] x [0, ¢%]) as ¢ — oo.

Part (3):
Again we invoke Lemma [6.2] to work with the process conditioned to have jumps bounded

by t10. Let Fo,_, be the o-algebra of all information known up to the end of the last incursion
6,_1, and j and m are related by (G.17). For a random process X, 0 < s < 1, define || X;||,.
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1
forp>1 as E[SUPogsg |X8|p} ». By the triangle inequality and by Jensen’s inequality for the
first term on the right

Ns, (st) N, (st)
> (Voosa(m) = cam®)]| < (Yar () = E[Yay oy (m)| 7o, )
1,00 =1 2,00
| Ns, (st)
+ E 51,82 ()| Fo,_,] — Ns, (5t) Cs, 5, (1) (6.12)
i=1 1,00

Since the information of previous incursions is contained in Fo, 1 the sum of the differences
Yo, 5.(m) — E[Ys, s,(m)|Fp,_,] up to m = Ny is a martingale. By Doob’s inequality and
Lemma [A]]

2] %

Nsl (St Nsl (St

E:(nﬁz )~ EYay ()| Fs, ) [)}jy;% )~ E[Ye, s, (m)] F, )

2,00

1

1
< B[N, (s1)]* SupE[|Va, wa(m) — E[Ya, uy(m)]Fo, ][ |m < Ny ()]
1l 3 19
<rgts sup E[Dfsl,sz(m)}z‘faj] *<5rits (6.13)
m,we]-}j

where the last inequality uses Part (1), and the third inequality uses Part (2) of Lemma [6.1]
and the following

EDYSLSZ(m) B E[YSLSZ(m”‘Fﬁjfl]F‘m < Nsl(St)}%

< sup E[}}gl,s2(m)—1@[§fsl,s2( ) Fo,_, }‘f%] < sup E[\}fshSQ(m)\Z’f%F. (6.14)

m,we]:gj m,wefaj

Now we can work on the second term on the right of (612). By the triangle inequality and
conditioning that m < Ng, (st) for the terms in the sum as above,

N, (st)
EHE;EMWWM%J—MﬁWwNﬂ
Ns, (st)
< E[ Z_ E[‘E[Y'sl,sz(m”‘/—_bjfl] - 051752(15)”7"1 < NSl(St)H

However, we will split the terms in the sum on the right-side into the two groups m €
[Ng, (st —ot) 4+ 1, N, (st)] and m € [0, Ng, (st — ot)] for some 0 < o < 1 and in particular p < s.
For m € [Ng, (st — ot) + 1, Ng, (st)]

Ns, (st)

E[ 3 E[}E[Ysm(m)|f9ﬂ]—csl,SQ(t)\)mSNS1<st>H

m=Ns, (st—ot)+1

< 2E[Ng, (st) — Ny, (st — ot)] sup E[|Ys, s (m)||Fs,] <5 Q%Q%t%,

weF, oj
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where the first inequality follows since E[Y5, s,(m)|Fy,_,] and cs, s, (t) are convex combinations
of values E[|Ys, s, (m)] ‘]—"Jj] for different w € F,,. The second inequality employs Part (1) and
then Part (2) of Lemma 6. for an interval of length ot.

For the sum of the terms with m € [0, N, (st — ot)], we need to better understand the
expressions

EUE[}@LSQ (M) Fo, ] = Car.s (t)}‘m < Nsl(st)], (6.15)

and, in particular, how the information m < Ng, (st) will change the expectation. If m <
N, (st), then it will already be known at time 6;_; < (s — o)t, that m —1 < Ny, (st). However,
it was shown in the beginning of the proof of Corollary [B.9] that the probability of a jump
into the region [—t%,t%] (which is the beginning of an incursion) after starting in any point
(z, k) with |k| € [2¢t7,4¢1] occurs with probability approaching one for ¢ — co. Since, we have
assumed jumps bounded by ¢, the point (Xo,_,, Ko,_,) will have |Ky, | < [2t7,2t% + to).
Thus knowing m < Ng, (st) will add little is known at time ¢;. With this consideration, we can
give a crude upper bound for the expression (6.I5]) by doubling the unconditioned value of the
expectation of |Y;, s,(m)|Fy, ] — cs;,s,(t)]:

E[[B[Ya, 00 (m)|Foy ] = o (8)] [ Noy () = Noy (6-1) > 0]

< 2B [E[Yer 00 () oy ] = Corsa(1)]](6:16)

where the inequality is due to the event Ng, (st) — N, (6,-1) > 0 having probability close to one
by Corollary B.9. Finally,

N51 (St—gt)

E[t_% E[‘E[}gl,s2(m>|f9j—l] —651,52(15)‘“

m=1

< 2t_%E[Nsl(st — ot)] sngEUE[Kl,sz (m)[Fo, 1] — ¢s1,s (t)ﬂv

which goes to zero by Part (2) of this proposition and by Part (2) of Lemma [6.11

6.2 The torus reflection symmetry

Now we move on to results which are specific to having a reflection symmetry on the torus such
that the potential V(z) and jump densities j,(v) satisfy

V(z) = V(R(z)) and ja(v) = jr@)(v).

A consequence of this symmetry along with the symmetric jump rates j,(v) = j.(—v) between
positive and negative momenta is that a specific phase space trajectory (zs, ks), s € [0,1]
from (xg, ko) to (z, k) will occur with the same density as a trajectory (R(zs), —ks) from
(R(zo), —ko) to (R(z¢), —k¢). This combines with the time reversal symmetry of the model to
yield a “time reversal in momentum”.
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Original trajectory Torus reflection
(zsa ks) (R(xs)a _ks)
Time reversal symmetry Time rev. with torus reflection
(o5, —Kis) (R(z—s), ki—s)

The significance of the symmetries for the study of the drift is that 2%(z) = —4X(R(xy)).
Thus for the trajectories (xs, ks) and (R(z¢—s), ki—s) over the interval [0, ],

/Ot i %(Is) _ /Ot ds%(R(xt_s))-

This will provide a basis for showing that there is no systematic bias for the contributions of
the incursions.

Lemma 6.5. Assume List[2.1 and List[2.3. For the momentum-capped dynamics % -1

tends to zero.

Proof. By the torus reflection symmetry of the dynamics, the probability density of going from
1 1

(a,t1—v) to (@', —2t1 —v') from the initial time to time 6 is the same as the probability density

of going from (R(a), —tT + v) to (R(d’), 2t7 4+ /). Thus

Prooa (Ko <0 =Pr, . [Ke>0].
By the triangle inequality,
}p+,—(t) 1 p+-(t) p+-(1) ‘ ‘ p+,-(1) _ 1‘ (6.17)
p—+(t) Pt Pro gy, Ko > 0] Pro 1, [Ko<0]
By Proposition [6.3]
’Pr(a,t}i—v) [Ke < 0] 1 ‘Pr(a, —t%—l—v) [Ke > 0] _ 1‘ —.0
P+,— ’ P—+ ’
for all (a,v) € [0,1] x [0, ¢w]. Thus (BI7) goes to zero.
U

The following lemma constructs a specific joint distribution ¢j(a, v; ', v') for the first
entrance coordinates (a, v) and last exit coordinates (a’, v’) for the set S = {(z, k) € [0, 1] x
R ||k| < ti} for trajectories conditioned to begin with s;Ky > ¢ and to end with syKp > 4.
The symmetry (G.I8) will play a key role in the proof of Proposition [6.7

Lemma 6.6 (Equilibrium first-entrance/last-exit distribution). Assume List[21 and List[2.2.
Consider the dynamics conditioned to have jumps capped by ti. For large enough t, there exists
a unique joint density ¢} (a, v; a’, v') with support in ([0, 1] x [0, t%])* such that the marginals

Grao) = [ ddd Gl v ) and () = [ dadvgila, vid, o)
’ [0,1] xR+ ’ [0,1] xR+
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satisfy the relations
oi(d, o) = / dado g, (a, v)Pr 4 [(Xe sa o) = (ds £ — o) |52 K > 0]
7 [0,1] xR+ ’ (a, 5184 —s10)

Ori(d, V) = /M dadvdpfa )P L [(Xes K = (@)t =) |2 K> 0]
, 1] X

(a,s1t1 —s1v)

where Prgf)k) refers to the law of the time-reversed dynamics starting from the point (x, k) €
[0, 1] x R.

Moreover, ¢f has the symmetry
¢i(a, v; d', V') = @i (R(a’), v'; R(a), v). (6.18)

Proof. Set s; = sy = +. We pick a number in (1,2), say, % In the event that K, > 0, define
¢’ to be the last time the particle has a jump with momentum < %t% before it continues on to
reach 22 (at time 6),

3 .
¢ =inf{s €0, 0], M, — M, # o\ in£9|Kr| > §t1}. (6.19)
s<r<

Clearly ¢’ > <.
Consider the two maps W Wf: L1([0,1] x RT)
3 1 1
F 1 : 1
U (p)(a,v) = /da'dy’w(a,v) Pr(a ) (X, Ko) = (d, §t4 — ) | K¢ > 0, og}iaKr < ti]

UR(p)(a, v) = / dd' dv' p(a, v) Pr'™

(a7 %tZ —’l))

N

31 . 1
[(Xo K) = (a/’ §t4 - U/) ‘ K. >0, 0;}29 K, < t4},
where Prgf)k
point (z, k).
UF and W send probability densities to probability densities, and for large enough t,
we claim that ¥, UF are contractive on differences of densities. Consider the hitting time
1 1
T =inf{s € [0,0], My — M- # 0| K, ¢ S} for the set S = {(z, k) € [0,1] xR ||k —3t1| < tz}.
Since 7 < ¢’, by the Markov property,

) refers to the statistics for the time-reversed Markov dynamics starting from the

Va0 = [ dddvld, o)
[0,1] xR+
a’ v 3 1 1 a’, v’ 3 1 1
x / dedk (Y (x, k — St — ) + " (@, —k + t1 — 1))
[0,1] xR+ ' 2 ’ 2
31 . 1
X Pr(Lk) [(Xgl, Kgf) = (CL, §t4 — U) ‘Kg > 0, 0;1;129 K, < t4] (620)

w%a;’ ") and wia;’v,) are the boundary crossing densities for the set S for paths starting from

(a, %t% —v) and conditioned to reach below t1 before going above ti, Using (6.20)), for two
probability densities ¢1, @a,

105 (01 — a)ll1 < ller — el
X sup (™ — i+ 16l = ). (6.21)

1
a,a’€[0,1],v v’ €[0, 30|
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However, by Proposition [B.8 we have that
sip Y — ol —> 0 and 60 = 2ol — 0
p Tt 92 oo||1 all sup L 1t 2¢OO 1 — U
aE[O,l],vv’E[O,tﬁ} a€[0,1],v€[0,t40]

Thus for large enough ¢ there exists a constant 0 < A < 1 such that

19" (p1 = w2) s < Aller — @21,

for any two probability densities ¢y, ¢ € L'([0,1] x RT). For large enough ¢, the constant
A > 0 can be made arbitrarily small. By symmetry, the same proof holds for ¥F,

For t large enough for the strict contractive property above, we can now construct special
densities by defining the limits

7l = lim (WAUF)"(P) and «ff = lim (WFUH)"(P),
n—oo n—o0

where the limit is independent of the probability density P. We have constructed equilib-
rium states in which we can do computations using the Markov property for both the original

dynamics and the time-reversed dynamics.
We thus define the first entrance distribution

o5 ,(a, v) = / da' dv' 7F'(d, V")
’ 0,1 xR+

(] 4 . 1
Pr 1 [(X,, K;) = (d, t3 v)‘Kg>OOg}£6Kr<t4}, (6.22)

(a,tT—v)
and finally ¢;(a, v; d/, v') as the product

di(a, v5d, V) = 9% (a, 0)Pr 4 [(Xe, Ko = (d, t1 ') | K, > 0].

The first relation in the statement of the lemma, which determines ¢7. ,(a, v) with ¢% ,(a, v)
using the forward dynamics, follows immediately from the definition of ¢; . In the above
formula, ¢7,(a’, v') is determined as the last exit time of S = {(z, k) € [0,1] x R||k| < ti},
However, starting from the points (g, %t% — p) with distribution 7{*(¢, p) in the time-reversed
dynamics, then ¢} ,(a, v) is the first entrance distribution for set S. The second relation then
follows from the Markov property for the time-reversed dynamics

(a,t4 —v)

OF4(a, v) = /da', dv'¢y ,(a’, V') pr (X, K) = (d, ti— ) | K. >0,]. (6.23)

0

Proposition 6.7 (Antisymmetry of constants). Assume List[21 and List[2.2. The constants
cr 4(t), e— _(t), e, —(t) + c— 4+(t) tend to zero for large times.

Proof. Let us fix s; = sy = +. By Lemma [6.2] we can take the dynamics conditioned to make
jumps capped by $10.
Define the functional A : L*([0,1] x RT) — R,

L [CdV
Alp) = / . dadvp(a,v)E 4 [t / ds —(X,) x (K, > 0)]. (6.24)
0,1]x[0,t70] ) 0 dx

(a,t1—v
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By our comments above ¢y &~ A(¢), and when ¢ = ¢% , then

~
N

AoF,) = Pr[Ky > 0] /dadvda' dv' ¢ (a, v; d, V) R 1= [t_

1
(a,t%—v

/Og ds %(XS)}, (6.25)

where Egz,’k]‘;,) is the expectation conditioned on the trajectories that begin at (x, k) and have
a last exit (2/, k') at the time .
Note the anti-symmetry

;L1 ’ ¢ 1
E<a,t4—v>[t—§/ as W (x,)] = —EE@-t-0) -
0

(a,t1 —v) (R(a), % —v)

I,

/0 " ds %(Xs)}, (6.26)

which is due to the “time-reversal in momentum” mentioned at the beginning of the section
in which for every trajectory (x, k;) on the interval [0, ¢], there is a backwards trajectory with
a torus-reflected position (R(x;_s), ki—s) which occurs in the forward dynamics with the same
“probability” as a fraction of the trajectories that begin at (zo, ko) and (x;, k;) respectively.
Even though the final time ¢ is not deterministic, the two trajectories are still weighted equally
in the expectations (€.20]). This follows since ¢ is a hitting time for the time-reversed Markov
process (for when the momentum first jumps below ¢1). Due to (6.26) and the symmetry (6.I8)
of ¢ (a, v; d, V'), it follows that (€25 is zero.

We now focus on showing that due to a dynamical loss of memory of the initial conditions
over the time interval [0, 0] , the values of A(p) for any ¢ with support in [0,1] x [0, t10] are
close. In particular, A(p) for ¢ = G = doox(|v| < t10) or ¢ = ¢, are close, which would
prove the result.

Define 7 to be the exit time for the set S = {(z, k) € [0,1] x R| |k — ti| < t=0}. Thus for a
probability density ¢,

N

/OTM ds Z—Z(Xs) X (K, > 0)]

A(gp):/ dadvp(a, v)E 1 [t
[0,1] xR+ (a, ¢ —0)

T /dx dk (67 (, k — £ —13) 4 o7 (x, =k + i — tzl—o))

=

g /OU ds ﬂ(Xs) x(K; >0)]. (6.27)

dx

where ¢f, = [ dqdp¢(q, p) gb%p ) and an analogous definition for o7 -
We argue that the first term on the right-side of ([6.27)) tends to zero for large t. Since the
momentum is greater than %t% up to time 7, then by Lemma [5.1]
4V

1 TNO dv
}E(a,t%_v) [t /0 ds %(XS)H = t—%E

where N, is the number of momentum jumps up to time 7. In the proof of Proposition [B.6,
. 1 . . .
it was shown that E¢ ) [N] = O(tw). Thus the drift up to time 7 A o vanishes for large ¢

vanishes as O(t™ ).

[N-],

1
a,td—v
(a, )

Thus
}A(Cb) - A(Cb*ﬁt)‘ < O(t_%) + (||¢f,t|go:¢_>oo - ¢$,t|90=¢j~:,t||l + ||¢f,t|<p:<;—$oo - ¢f,t|90:¢§.—7t||1)
7 dVv
x sup Eg k) Ht_% / ds d—(Xs) X (K. >0)|].
(z,k) 0 T
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However, by Proposition B.7 ¢%,, ¢] , — ¢uo, since by definition ¢, is a convex combination
of gb(qp for (a,p) with p € [0, ta0].

¢T,t|¢:¢w, O lo=ps s Bf lo=pur and @7 |o=gs., tend to ¢oo in L. Moreover, by the same
argument as for Part (1) of Proposition [6.4]

sup |E(, k)[‘t_% /(7 dsﬂ s)FX(Kg > O)} : < 5.
(z,k) ’ 0 dm N

We then have that ‘A(qf)) - A(¢}7t(a, v))‘ converges to zero for ¢ — oo which proves the result.

That shows the c; | case. The other cases for c_ _, and c; _ + c_ | are similar.
0
Theorem 6.8. Assume List[2.1] and List[2.3. In the limit t — oo,
A%
E[ sup |3 / dr - (X,) } 0. (6.28)
0<s<1 0 dx

Proof. Our basic idea is to break the integral 2 OSt dr %(Xr) into parts where corresponding
to where |K,| is high and low energy respectively. The low energy parts are controlled by our

study of the random variables Y,, = f " dr dV( X,) and the high energy parts will be controlled
by Lemma [5.3
t_%/Stdrd—V( )—t—%/eodrd—v(x)+t-%/8tdrd—v( (K] > 1)
0 dz B 0 do " 0 dg XA
Ny(st) <
1 " dVv 1
i3 Y, — dr — (X)) x (| K (r 13
3 v [ G > )
. Onyeo gy
— X(El(]) 18t € [O’j,(j]) / dr %(Xr) (629)
st

where 7(r) the next to last jump time before time r as in Lemma [5.3] and the last term
corresponds removing an overlap due to a last incomplete incursion which begins before
For the first term on the right side of (6.29), an argument analogous to Part (1) of Propo-
sition [6.4] gives the bound,
0o
Bl [ ar G xf)

and thus that term is negligible. In this case, the end time ~ is a hitting time, which makes
the argument easier. The last term has the same bound. By Lemma [5.3]

D=
N

< 5t (6.30)

v NEE
E[ sup \t‘2/0 dr (X x| K| > t9)[]?

0<s<1 dz
converges to zero. The same argument as in the proof of Lemma shows that

Ny St 1

- 3 Z/ d’r‘— (|KT(T|>t4) 2]2—>0,
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since it includes even less terms.
. 1 st)— . .
We are left with the sequence ¢~ ZT]:ZI( D=1y, which we can write as

Ny (st)

»Jk|>—'

t)
Y_|_ + + Y+ ( ) + t_% Y_,_(m> + Y_7+(m).
m=1 m=1
By Part (4) of Proposition 6.4 these sums can be approximated by ¢~ N, (st) cs, s, ():

Nsl (st)

Z Var,oa () = 175 Ny (st) e, (8)| | — 0.

[ sup
0<s<1

For the sequences with s; = s, ='s

E[ sup [t71N, o(st) oo, (1)|] = E[[t7TNs o(t) s s(1)|] < 72 |s,(2)],
0<s<1
where the inequality uses Part (2) of Lemma By Proposition [6.7], ¢ s(t) converges to zero.

The cases of (s1,82) = (+, —) and (s1,82) = (—, +) must be treated together. We will take a

step backward and approximate ¢~ Ny, (st) Csy, s, (1) with 1 (s, (1)) - ,Zlvill(sw Csy,s0 () X (82K, >

0). By the triangle inequality

Ns,; (st)
B[ sup [t75(ps50(1) " D cormalt) X520 > 0) = 7EN (58) €5,,5,(1)]
=5= n=1
) Ns,; (st)
<t Py ( }Csl ()| E[ Os<1;1<31 | Z (s2K,, > 0) — Pr[sy K, > 0]]]
) _1 Ns, (st)
F 11 (psy (1)) csl,sz(t)E[Oiugl\ > Prs: K > 0] — ps,u(t)]]. (6.31)

n=1

The sum Znsl (e2) X(s2K,, > 0)—Pr[sy K, > 0] is a martingale, so by Doob’s maximal inequality
and by Lemma [A 1]

N, (st) 1 s () 9 L
j : : : 2
E[Oiggl } n=1 X(S2K§j ~ 0) Pr[S2K§j - 0 } :| < 2E H n=1 S2K ~ 0 Pr[S2K§j > 0]} :|

[NIE

< sup E[(x(s:K., > 0) — Pr[s, K, > 0])°]5 < Nay (s)]* B[N, (1)]?

J

2K, > 0] < N, (st)] — Prlsy K, > 0]} rot®, (6.32)

where the last inequality follows since Ng,(t) < Ny(t) and from Part (2) of Proposition
and by an explicit calculation for the expectation of the indicator in the variance-type formula.
Since the factor of t~7 in (B31) over-powers the factor ¢%, the only worry is (Ps1 .52 (15))_1 going
to zero. Since the event j < Nj, (st) is adapted to the information known up to time o,

(Pove (1)~ 5D | Prfsf > 0] < Ny (s1)] = Prs; K, > 0]
J

Pris; K, > 0|F,,]  Pr[s; K, > 0]
Ps1,s2 (t> Ps1,s2 (t)

< swp |
j,we]-}j

}. (6.33)
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By adding and subtracting 1 in the expression on the right-side, then by two applications of
Lemma [6.3] which is permitted by our assumption on the boundedness of the jumps, shows
that the above goes to zero. For the application of Lemma [6.3] note that by the definitions
6; and ¢; that sa K, > 0 is equivalent to s Kp, > 0. Also note that Pr[s2K<j > 0] is a convex

combination of the probabilities Pr[s, K, > 0[(X,,, K,;)]. Due to the decay of t~s, we had

only needed this term to be bounded, but we apply these principles again below.
For the second term in (6.31)),

Ns, (st)

Pri|s, K. >0
t‘iE[ sup Z M—lu St_%sup‘—
0<s<1 | 4 Psy,s2 (1) i Psy,s2 (1)

=

We apply Part (2) of Lemma 6.1 to show that ¢~7 E[Ny] < r2 is bounded and Lemma B3 to
show that the ratio of probabilities converges to one.
Now we just need to bound

Ny (st) N_(st)
cr () x(K, < 0) + 77 (p_4(8)" e () x(K, > 0). (6.34)

-1

>J>I>—'

—

Using Lemma and the same techniques above, we can replace p_ . (t) by p; _(t). More

critically, since the number of up-crossings from below —2 t1 to above 2¢1 can differ by at most
1 1

one from the number of down-crossings from above 2t to below —2t1,

Ny (st) N_(st)
(p () E[ sup 17 37 e (O x(Ky <0)+7F DT e () x(Ky > 0)]
S8 n=1 n=1

Pr[K, <0] Pr[K, >0
<
@% pr— (D) pr (D)

As above E[Ny (t)] = O(t7), and by Lemmas 6.7 and 6.3

) (EFlew () + e OIE[Ny (0] + (1) Aer, 1 ()

 (F (K, >0] Pr[K,>0]
v (= )<t

Finally, |c4, —(t) + c— 4+(t)] converges to zero by Lemma [6.7, which finishes the proof.

7 Proof of main results

Proof of Theorem [3l. Denote the initial distribution Py(z,k) as p. We wish to apply the
martingale central limit theorem. The Lindberg condition follows easily, since jumps occur at
Poisson rate R and have finite fourth moments by (II) of List 211 Weak convergence with
respect to the uniform metric then follows by convergence in probability of the predictable
quadratic variation t=*(M),; to os for every s. Without loosing generality, we take s = 1 and
show B, [[t71(M), — o|] — 0.

Define 55(25 to be the event that fol ds X(t_%\Kst| > €) > 1— 0. The same statement as

1
in Lemma B4 holds for t~2 B, replaced by t72|K,,|, since E2 ~ 272|K,| when |K,| > 1.
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Thus for some C, Pr[SE(g] >1-C \i—?g for large enough t. It will be convenient to observe
that R [ ds X(t_% |K,| <€) is close to the number n,, of Poisson times t,, such that [K,_ | <
et up to time r < ¢. This is a law of large numbers following from the difference n, . —

R [J ds x(t2|K,| < €) being a martingale with

1 ) )
E, [(t"'ny. — 72/ ds x (£ K| < ))*]F < 4R, (7.1)
0

Using conditional expectations and the triangle inequality over a telescoping sum determined
by the Poisson times t,,, m = 1,--- | N;, we get the first inequality below.

M 1
E,| { t)t ] <E. (5D Bt i [[ (M = (M, = 0brss — t)[]]
m=0
) . L M
< 227y (1 — PI"[SS(%])E +E, [X(Se(tg)g Z Ex,, . K., H<M>tm+1 — (M), — o(tme1 — tm)m
m=0

(7.2)

The second inequality follows by using the brute upperbound for the complement of the event

56751

N,

Nt
1
; Z E(Xtvatm) H <M>tm+1 - <M>tm - U(tm-l—l - tm)H < 7’2%; (7-3)
m=0

which holds since (M), always increases at rates ranging between r; and o and thus
E(Xepn ko) (M)t = (M), = 0(tmir = t)|] < [ra— o] V] —o| R7H<mR™L (7.4)

To bound t‘lR_lrgE[(l — X(Se(tg))./\/;}, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain
2:1R(1 — Pr[S\)])2.

In the event 55(2, by the discussion in the second paragraph of this proof, we expect that
a fraction of at least (1 — ) of the times ¢, have [K,_| > etz. For large ¢, it will be easy
to see that the terms corresponding to momentum jumps K;, — K,- = v, with |v,| > %et%
will be negligible, and we can assume |K; | > %et%. Using that the differences ¢, — t,, are
exponentially distributed with expectation R, then for (z, k) = (X,,, Ky,), |k| > 2 etz

Ep. [ (M)t 01— (M, ~0 (b1 —t)]] = / dr Re~ "7

/01 da (Tizk),-(a)—7) /Rdvja(v) v2‘

< 7’2|k|_1/ drRre T < 2rR e 2, (7.5)
0

where 7y = sUpg<,<; fp A jo(v) v* and T(, r),» € L'([0, 1]) is as defined in Lemma 5.2l which has
been applied to get the second inequality.
Our recipe for bounding (7.2)) is the following:

1. Pick ¢ so that rd < 1,
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2. Pick € so that 7"2(0@—)% <1,

€
re 0

3. Pick t so that 7’26_1t_% < 1.
VT2

By the observations in the second paragraph of this proof, 1 — Pr [S e(tg} <C 5 and hence
the first term on the right side of ((T.2)) is small.

Let n, be the number of Poisson times with |K,-| > 27Letz and |K,,| < 27'etz up to time
t, and n” be the number of times with |K;, | > 27 et2

Applying the bounds (7.5) and (7.4]) depending on whether or not |K;, | > 2-let2, then we

get the first inequality below:

Nt
Eu [X(Se(fb % Z E(Xtm,Ktm) H<M>tm+1 - <M>tm - U(tm+1 - tm)‘ﬂ

m=0

<E, [X(Sg(fg)((nat +n)R gt 0 27“273_16_115_%)] <rd+ 0 7)< 1. (7.6)

Now we look at the expectation of the terms n.,, n., and n! to reach the second inequality.
Since n” is smaller than the total number of Poisson times N;, E [ ”] < Rt, which makes its
contribution in (Z.6) O(¢~2). The number n;; is smaller than Z Lox(va] > 27 Letz), so for
the distribution P,(v) of a momentum jump conditioned to occur at a torus point a € [0, 1],
we can write

t'EunL,] <tT'E,| ZX o] > 27 etz)} < 2t7'E,[N;] sup /:O CdvPy(v) = O(t™).

n=1 0<a<1 —1e¢t2

The decay for the above expression follows by Chebyshev’s inequality and by the uniformly
bounded second moments for P,, a € [0,1]. To bound the t‘lngt, we will finally be able to use
the definition of the event S s in the second inequality below

1
E,[x(S“)t 'nes] < RE,[x(S) / ds x(t72| Kyl < €)] + 0(t72) < RS+ O(t72).
0

Finally, the first inequality follows from (Z.I]).

U
Proof of Theorem[4.1 By Lemma [4.2] t=3 | K| obeys the equation
72Ky = / S(K,)dM" + sup — / S(K,)dM®Y + W
0<a<s
Nst
= wy, S )+t > sup — wy, S gt) 7.7
j{: 0<sgl gz: ( )

where the error £” vanishes in the norm E [ supg<.<i ‘Es(t) |]. The martingale M, = ZQ/ " w, S(K-)
has the same quadratic variation as the martingale of momentum jumps M,..



Thus the predictable quadratic variations (M), and (M') are also equal.

However, by the proof of Theorem [B.1], Euﬂt_l(M)st — O’SH — 0 for s € [0, 1], and thus
M) converges to a Brownian motion. By the same argument as at the end of the proof of
Lemma [3.2] we have that ¢tz | K| converges to the absolute value of a Brownian motion. O

Proof of Main Result. 1t is sufficient to prove that 2Ky, converges to a Brownian motion,
since by a change of integration variable

st s
t‘%Xst:t‘%(X0+/ drKr):t_%X0+/ drt=3 Ky,
0 0

Hence (t_%XSt, t_%KSt) converges in distribution to (fos dr B,, By) if t_%Kst converges to Bi.
Recall that K; = Ky + M, + fot ds %(Xs). By Lemma [6.8] the first moment of
S dV
sup ‘t_% / dr —(Xr)}
0

0<s<t dx

_1 . . . o
converges to zero. By Theorem B.I], t~2M,; converges to a Brownian motion with diffusion
_i . .
constant o. Hence t72 K converges to a Brownian motion.
O
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A A martingale lemma

Below we formalize a simple lemma for a martingale M; which makes jumps at discrete times.
For a basic introduction to martingale theory, see [3].

Lemma A.1. Let M; = ZnN:tl X, be a right-continuous martingale adapted to a filtration
Fi, and making jumps X,(w), w € Fy,, at discrete times according to some random counter Ny
where t, = inf{s € RT|N, = n}. Assume also that E[N;] < oo for everyt and that E[X?] < oo

for every n. Then
E[M;] <E[N;] supE[X72|n < N

where E[X2|n < Ny] is defined as zero for n such that Pr[n < N(t)] = 0.

Proof. By orthogonality of martingale increments

E[M?] = E[i){ﬂ - E[ixgx(n < Nt)] - iPr[n < NJE[X2|n < N}

< (D) _Prln < NyJ) supE[X]|n < Ny < E[N,] sup E[X72|n < NyJ,
n=1 n n
where the inequality is Holder’s.
O
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B Boundary crossing distributions

Consider symmetric independent and identically distributed random variables X7, Xs, ... with
mean zero and density

Construct the random walk Y,, = > | X,,. We will refer to this as the so called “averaged
random walk” Let L > 0. Our interest in this section is to understand the probability density

mr(a, b) = ZPr[Yn —L=a,X,=bY,<Lforr<n], a, b<R". (B.1)
n=1
In the present appendix we use the notation Pr[-] for the induced density by the random walk,
in its obvious meaning for continuous densities. To be clear, 7 describes the distribution of
jumps in excess over point L for the random walk Y,, on the first time that it passes over that
L.

For L = 0, we write D (v, w) = m—o(v, w) which is in fact the “successive record increment”
distribution. Indeed, define R, = supg<,,<, Ym, the record in the positive direction for the
random walk up to time n, and let 7, be the time of the mth record. Then, the increments
R, — R, _, areiid. random variables with density D(a) = [;°dbD(a, b). We use this fact
in the proof of the following proposition. In particular

E[RTm—RTmJ:/O /0 dadba D(a, b).

The topic of “record distributions” has a much wider scope and has a long history in extreme
value statistics, see e.g. [8] for some pioneering contribution.

Lemma B.1. Assume (I1I) of List[21 and (i)-(ii) of List[Z.2
1. The Laplace transform ¢(q) of D(v) satisfies

C
v(q) < 1_ -1

forq > —n.
2. D(v) is bounded and continuous.
3. The following is a probability density on Rt x R

(0, w) = [% dz D(z, w)
Mool W) = 7o Ood:)sdya:D:B,y’
o Jo

which is positive for all v < w.
Proof. Part (1) follows, since D(v) inherits the property () of List 2.2 O

Proposition B.2. Assume (1II) of List(21 and (i)-(ii) of List[2.2 Let the random walk Y,,
7 (v, w), and D(v, w) be defined as above.
In the limit of large L, we have the L'(RT x R™) convergence

[ dzD(x, w)
LV, W) — Moo (v, W) = I Jo dedy x D(x, y)

Moreover, the difference between mo, and 7y, converges exponentially and monotonically.
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Corollary B.3. Let Y, be a random walk as above. For L > 0 and d € R with |d| < %L define
S =(-d—-L,L) CR, and let m (v, w), 7 (v, w) be the probability densities on RT x R*
defined as

moo(v, w) = ZPr[Xn =w,Y,—L=0v,Y,€S8 for0<m< n] ly, ~o- (B.2)
n=1

(v, w) = ZPr[— X, =w, Y, +L+d=-v,Y, €S form< n} ly,«o (B.3)
n=1

In the limit L — oo, we have L*(R* x RT) convergence
Tt =7 Pt oo Tyt =7 Pl Moo
Moreover, the convergence is uniform for |d| < 1 L.

Proof. In general, we have the identity

7TL(U, ’UJ) = WT,L(Ua U)) —|—/ dadbm(a, b) 7T2L+d+b(va U)), (B4)
Rt xR+

where 71, (v, w) is the boundary increment distribution from (B.2). As L — oo, mp(v, w), marsars(v, w)

converge exponentially in L'(RT x RT) to 7 (v, w) by Proposition By the triangle in-

equality and rearranging (B.4)),

|70 L — Too |1 < / dadbr(a, b) || Toprare — mrlt < 2py sup |7 — Tool|1,
R+ xR+ L'>L

where where pr =[5, o dvdwmy (v, w) and py = [, gy dvdwT (v, w). Since |d| < 1L,
Py !'is bounded away from zero and the convergence holds.
The uniformity of the convergence over |d| < %L is implied by the monotonicity of the

convergence from Proposition [B.2
U

Next we extend Proposition [B.2l and Corollary [B.3] to results about our dynamics in high
momentum situations. We prove an analogue of Corollary [B.3] and then prove the analogue of
Proposition [B.2 as a corollary. Since there is also a position variable moving on the torus, the
crossing distributions are joint distributions on [0, 1] x R*. We consider the so called “averaged
random walk”

1
- k(a
P(v) = / daQPa(v),
0 R
where k = fol da k(a), and its boundary crossing distribution 7., (v, w) obtained from the
previous Proposition B1 gives rise to another density

boola, v) = /[R+ dw T (v, W) r(a) Pa(w)

fol dz k() Py(w)

Intuitively, ¢ (a, v) is an idealized joint distribution for the position on the torus and the
over-jump for the particle upon crossing the border of some domain S C [0, 1] x RT. ¢o.(a, v)
provides a good approximation for such a distribution at high energy where the momentum
behaves nearly as the averaged random walk.

The following lemma is similar to Part (1) of Lemma (B.T]).

(B.5)
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Lemma B.4. Assume (i) of List[2.3. Let S C R be an open interval with boundaries Ly < Lo
not both unbounded. If the particle begins at some point (z, k) with k € S, then define

m(v) = ZPr [Ki, =Ly =v>0, K;, €5 for 0 <m < n]lg,,>s,

n=1

m(v) = ZPr[Ktn — L =-v<0,K,;, €8 for 0<m <n|lg, <s.
n=1

There exists a universal upper bound J such that for all Ly, Ly and (z, k)

fR+ dv my(v) v° fR+ dvmy(v) v’
Jordvmi(v) 7 [y dum(v)

when [, dvmy(v), [ dvm(v) # 0. More generally, the Laplace transforms ¢+, ¢, have

<J

C
e1(9), vu(q) < P forq> —n.
Let P(vy,- -+ ,v,) be the joint probability distribution for the increments v; = K, — K;,_,
where ¢; is the time of the jth momentum jump.

Lemma B.5. Let us make assumptions (i)-(ii) from List[23. Fiz B, > 0. Let the dynamics
begin at a point (x,k) and vi,...,v, € [=2t7, 28] be such that [k + > 1" v,| > t? for all
0<m<n. Then

L P
P(vr)-- P(v,)

=B
’

where ¢ = 8V .

Proof. We start with the one-jump case. The only difference between Lemmal[B.5land Lemmal[5.2]
is that here the increment v is the sum of the first momentum kick and the drift up to the time
of the kick.

Let (z,,ks) be on the trajectory determined by the Hamiltonian H(z, k) = 2k* 4+ V()
starting from (z, k) € [0,1] x R. For fixed starting point (x, k), As = ks — k = A(zy) is
function of x,. For the one-jump case, we can use the density 7, € L'([0,1]) from the proof
of Lemma [5.2] to write

P(v) = /0 da 7y 1y (a) Pa(v — Aa))

1 d K(a)

Define the density P'(v) = [ da = P,(v — A(a)). Following the same line of reasoning

0
as (5.6]) in Lemma [5.2]

el < | e ben( - SRR o)
r o ! 1 a@ v—A(a)) = sup |r a L
Soiligl‘r(:v,k)(a)ﬂ(a) 1‘P'(v)/0 da——=Pa(v = Aa)) ae[ol?l}‘ (k) ( )H(a) |

Since, |k| > $t?, then by Part (2) of Lemma 5.2]

5 K -2 -8 —28
sup |Tam(a)—— — 1| <v 4Rt + O(t )
aE[O,l]‘ ( )( )m(a) ‘ ( )
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Moreover,

}P:(U)
P(v)

< /Oda“(a)}P(v—A(a))— (v)\

( K

= /Oda |‘/

AV (1 +Jo)t? fi(a) 6 _
<t o) /0 da - Po(v) = p4V(1+ [v))t? (B.6)

(@),

AVt=8. In partic-
(1 + [v])Pa(v).

For the second inequality we have used Lemma 5.1l to get supy<,<; |A(a)|
ular, [A(a)| < 1 allows us to use (ii) of List 22 to bound |F= (v + s A(a))|
Since 1+ |v| <14 2¢7 < 4¢7 for large enough ¢, we have

<
| by

/
sup \Pi(“) — 1] <16Vpt"’

veR P(U
763 1 <ot 15 + o - v s amanti s oy

FARV TP + O(t2F) < 20Vut"™F = ctF (B.7)

where the last inequality is for ¢ large enough and ¢ = 20V .
To extend to arbitrary n

P(vl,..., vl,..., P(vi, ..., Ume1)
’P(vl). ‘ Z ’ ) " P(v1)...P(uyt) (B:8)

Moreover, we can write the summand as

m—1

P(v1,...,0m) P(vi,...,v.)
_1‘ H
P

‘P(vl,...,vm_l)P(vm) 1 P(ur, ... v1) P(vy)
The ratio’s appearing in the above expression can be written in terms of an expectation:

P(’Ul,... ) .
P(v1, ..., Umet) P(om) [ P(vy)

Px K Um
( tm—1> t'mfl)( )’ = Ktr71 =, fo_‘[‘ r<m (Bg)
where P(x, — k, () is the one jump distribution starting from (z,k) = (X4, ,, K, )
The right side of is thus an average of the one-jump case over different starting points
(x,k) = (Xy,_,, Ky,_,) and thus we can apply the n = 1 case.
We thus conclude

~P(vl, . ,~Un)
P(vy)...P(vy,)

—1 <ent? P A+t ) < ent? P et

O

For notational convenience, we will take the initial point (x, k) to have positive momentum
k > 0 for the propositions and lemmas below.
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Proposition B.6. Assume (i)-(ii) from List [2.2.  Let (X, K5) evolve from an initial point
(z, k) with k> t°. Define S={yeR|k—t"—d <y <k+17} for 0 <y <1 and|d| < it
and the densities

(v, w) = ZPr[Ktn - Ky, =w, Ky, —k—t"=v2>0, K;, € S¥Y(m <n)|lg, >5

n=1

(v, w) = ZPI[K}% - Ky, =w, Ky, —k+t"+d=—-v<0, K;, € SV(m <n)|lg, <s

n=1
In the limit t — oo, there is L' (RT x R™) convergence
Tt — 7 Pt ooy, Tyt —7 Pl Too,

where py and p, are the exit probabilities for the averaged random walk, and the convergence is
uniform for all |d| < 3t7.

Proof. Define the sets

Sn(p, w):{(vl,...,vn)ER”|vn:w,p:k+Zvr¢S, k+ZvTESf0rm<n}.

r=1 r=1

and define S’ (p, w) so that S/ (p, w) = S,(p, w) N {|vy,| < 2t7 for m < n} when n < [t37] and
S! (p, w) = 0 when n > [t37].
Then 4 +(v, w), 7 +(v, w) satisfy

mep—k—t7, w)+m (k-1 —d—p, w):Z/S( )dvl---dvnP(vl,...,vn) (B.10)
n=1"7*~nP,W

where P(vy, -+ ,v,) are the joint densities from Lemma [B.5l The sum of 74 ; and 7, ; forms a
probability measure, since, by an analogous argument as in the proof of Lemma [6.1], the exit
time for S is almost surely finite (and has expectation oc t2%). We will argue that the right
side is close in L'(RT x R™) as a function of (p, w) to the same expression with P(v1,...,v,)
replaced by P(vy) - -- P(uvy):

7O —k—t", w)+ 7k —t" —d—p, w) = dvy - - - dv, P(vy) - - P(vy,).
T7t \L7t )
n=1

n(p,w

This expression corresponds to the averaged random walk. We can then apply Lemma [B.3| for
an ordinary random walk to get the convergence of 713%?1)‘/ and ﬂi?i to p4mo and py .

By definition of S, (p, w), S, (p, w), K + >0 vy > 2t? for all 0 < m < n. First, notice
that by Lemma [B.5

P(Ub e avn)

P(vr)-- P(v,)

Z/ v - dvy, P(vy) -+ Plvy)

n=1 S’I,’L(p7w)

[t37]
<> dvy - -+ dv, P(vy) -+ P(og) ent? P (B.11)

n=1 7 Sn(p,w)
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The L'(RT x RT) norm of the right-side of (B.I1)) (by integrating over p, w) is bounded by
E[q (No A t37) et (N‘)“M)” where Ny is the number of steps that a random walk with

jumps having density ¢, 1p(v)l|v|§ﬂ, for normalization constant ¢;, takes to leave S starting
from k. The right-side of (B.1I) vanishes as

E[q (Ng A t37) et (NOMM)} }

q=c t’Y*B )

dy—B Letf=B B
g=ct1—P <ct e ~ct .

Now we need to show that not much probability was lost by replacing S,(p, w) with
S (p, w). Since both m ; + 7, and ﬂ%?i + ﬂi?i are probability measures, it is enough to
show that the probability of the event {|v,,| > 2t” for some m < N or N > 37} is small for
the random walk. First, note that the expected number of steps N to leave S for the averaged
random walk will be smaller than the expected number of the steps Ny for the capped random
walk.

Pr[N > t%7] < Pr[Ny > t*7] and E[N] < E[Ny).
This follows since the first jump of size greater than 2t” will immediately leave S, and the
corresponding capped trajectory may have to continue on for more steps before leaving S.
Now we argue that E[Ng] = O(#*7). Let us set k = 0. Define the stopping time Nyr =
No A T. Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma [6.1] then

No, 1
E[Nos] = CE[ Y 0] = CE[(vr+ - +vwyp) ] < CTHBE +d)? < 16717,

n=1
where the expectations are with respect to the statistics for the capped random walk, and
(=¢! i< @V P(v)v2

In the second equality, we used that vy + --- + vy, is either inside [~#7 — d,¢”] when
T < Ny or has jumped out this interval with a jump smaller than 2¢”. The bound on the right
is independent of T, so
E[NO} = lim SUPE[N07T:| <16¢7 1.

T—o0

By Chebyshev’s inequality
Pr[Ny > t7] <t E[Np] <16¢"t7 — 0,

since ( converges to o for large t.
We still need to show that Pr [|v,| > 2t7 for some n < N| is small.

Pr [Jv,| > 2t7 for some n < N| < E[N] Pr[|v,| > 2t7].

By our remarks above E[N } < IE[NO] = O(t?). Using Chebyshev’s inequality, and the bound
on the fourth moment of a single momentum jump by p,

16t Pr [[v,] > t*7] < E[v,] < p.
Putting the above inequalities together
Pr [|v,| > 2t7, for some n < N| < E[No] Pr [[v,| > 2t7] < p¢~' 727

Hence the event that the last jump v,

We have shown that 74 4, T ; converge to 7o in L*(RT x RY) at ¢ — co. The convergence
of w4, and 744 to oo ¢ is uniform over |d| < 3¢7 by the uniformity in Lemma and by the
uniformity in the bounds above.

0
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Proposition B.7. Assume (i)-(ii) from List [2.2 Let (X, K,) evolve from an initial point
(v,k) with k > t°. Define S ={y e R|k—t" —d<y<k+t} for0 <~ < iﬁ, and the
densities

or,e(a, v) = ZPr[th =a, K, — k=1 =v2>0, K, €5 for0<m <n|lg, >s,
Sri(a,v) = > PriX,, =a K, —k+t"+d=—0v<0, for K, € S0<m<n]lg, <.

In the limit t — oo, there is L'([0,1] x RT) convergence

¢T,t — by ¢m(aa 'U)a ¢¢,t — y20 ¢Oo(aa U)?

where py and p, are probabilities that the averaged random walk exits above or below S respec-
tively.
Moreover, the convergence is uniform for |d| < 5t7.

Proof. Define the joint density @4 ;(a, v, w) for the position @, increment v for the over-jump
of the boundary of S, and the size of the jump w which exits above S:

D4 4(a, v, w) ZPrth— a, =w, Ky, —k—t"=v >0, K, € Sfor 0 <m < n]lg, -s.

The definition for ®| ;(a, v, w) is analogous. Let primed densities be normalized (e.g. @} , =
Py '®, , and T = ;. 17+ 1, where py, is the probability of leaving S from the top). We will
show that @/ , converges in L' to

O (a,v,w) = T (v, W) (B.12)

Since ¢} ,(a,v) = Jg+ dw @4 4 (a, v, w), and py; converges to the probability that the random
walk exits in the up direction by Proposition [B.6l this would prove the result. In particular,
since |d] < %t“* neither of the probabilities po. (T, 1) or ps({,t) will be close to zero. Also by the
proof of [B.6], the probability that the final momentum increment w = K;,, — Ky, _, is greater
than 2t7, where ty is the time of the last momentum jump leaving S and ty_; is the time
of previous momentum jump, decays as O(t~27). This is true also for the random walk case.
| Poox(w > 2t7)||y and ||[P4 ¢x(w > 2¢7)||; thus vanish for large ¢.

Define ||g||'" = ||lg x(w < 2¢7, v < w)l[;. We placed the constraint v < w in the indicator so
that by Part (3) of Lemma mL ! (v,w) is strictly positive and, in particular, we can divide
by it. mf (v, w) is also strictly positive for v < w < 2t7, since there is a non-zero density for
jumping from £ to k+¢” — w + v in one jump and then to k +t” + v on a second jump.

We now focus on showing that ||®o, — 4 t||1 tends to zero.

@’T’t(a, v, W)

7%71&(1)’ 2 = E[Pr [XtN = q ‘ K, = P+t + v, Ky, — Ky, = w, XtN*lH’ (B.13)
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since 7} (v, w) = fol da ® (a, v, w). We may write the conditional probability density in the
expectation above as

PriX,, =a|Ky =t +1t"+v, K, — Ky | =w, Xpy |
B P. (w — A(a)) f(XtN,l,KtN,l)(a)

(B.14)
P(XtNA Ky 1) (w)

A(a) is a drift term which was defined in Lemma [B.5l P, )(w) are defined as in the proof
of Lemma [B.5 as the difference in momentum (sum of one momentum jump plus some drift)
between a starting time with state (z,k) and next time jump time. 7 x)(a) a defined as in
Lemma as the distribution for the position of the particle at the next momentum jump.
Analogously to Hg||§t) define the semi-norm Hg||g;? = |lg x(Jlw] <27, v < W)|n0-

Putting together (B.13)-(B.17),

Py oo R P(w)

—1g§3<E[ sup  |Fex, a —1H
H?T%,t (I)oo || - w22tE,a X Nﬁl’KtN*l)( )H(CL) P(XtN71vKtN71)(w)

P(w)

f(XthvaNa)(a)— B 1H ‘

< sup [Fa,y(a) ]E[ K

R

— 1|+ E|su
y>th,a, x /i(a) ‘ P(XtN717KtN71)(f(U) :| [ ap a)
< (LHARy 7 4 O(7) (2e777) + 4Ry 77+ O() = 0(6),

where in the strict inequality we have used Part (2) Lemma [5.2] and Lemma [B.5}

P
K) — 1‘ < 8Rv~347P, sup ‘M

wERT P(U))

1
Sup |71y (@) — 1 < 206777, for [k] 2 517

0<a<1 li(a

(where we doubled the constant factor in front of the higher order term to get ride of the lower),
and we used that |% — 1| < 2b for b in a small neighborhood around one.

By adding and subtracting by @ tﬂ,ﬁ, and the triangle inequality
) ’7'I'T7 t

o - | (Pre _ P v v
t )t ) b
7TT7t ﬂ-T?oO 1 7TT7t 1
(t) )
/ @/ @/
T?t T7 T7t
S ||7T,7oo||1 7_‘_/ 7T/ = + ||7T1,*7t 7T1,* oo”l 7T/
T7t T7OO T7t
o] [e¢)

|73 o ll1 = 1 and so with the analysis above the left term on the second line tends to zero. For

® ®
is bounded by ’

[e.e]

3¢
7r’T .

P
Too

the right term, ||7} , — 7} |l1 vanishes by Proposition [B.6 and ’

plus a small number by the analysis above.
O

Proposition[B.8|states the same results as in Proposition[B.7lwhen there is some conditioning
on the future of the particle’s trajectories. For a particle starting with momentum in (¢°, 2t%),
let 04, 0, and 7 be the first times the the particle has a momentum landing above 2t°, below
—2t# and below t° respectively. By the same argument as in Lemma 6.1 6; A 6 has finite
expectation.
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Proposition B.8. Assume (i)-(ii) from List[23. Consider the dynamics conditioned to have
momentum jumps bounded by t=. Let (X,, K,) evolve from an initial point (z, k) with %tﬁ—t% <
k<3t Let S={yeR|k—t" <y <k+1} for 0 <~ < 35

The boundary crossing densities 1y ¢, 1 ¢ for trajectories that are conditioned so that T <
0+ < 0y, have L*([0,1] x R") convergence

1 1
Py — §¢oo> Py — B Doo-

The convergence is uniform for the allowed range of k. The same statements hold for 4 4,
Y, ¢ for trajectories which are conditioned so that 0, < 0.

Proof. Define the joint density ®+ :(a, v, w) for the position a, increment v for the over-jump
of the boundary of S, and the size of the jump w which exits above S:

Q4 4(a, v, w) = ZPr[th =a, K, =w, Ky, —k—t"=v >0, K;, € S for 0 <m < n]lg, >s.

n=1

The definition for @) ;(a, v, w) is analogous. Let primed densities be normalized (e.g. @} , =
Py '®, ; and T = D;, 7+ 1, where p;; is the probability of leaving S from the top). We will
show that @/ , converges in L' to

b (a,v,w) = moo (v, W) (B.15)

Since ¢} ,(a,v) = Jg+ dw @4 4(a, v, w), and py ; converges to the probability that the random
walk exits in the up direction by Proposition [B.6l this would prove the result. In particular,
since |d] < %t“* neither of the probabilities po. (T, 1) or ps({,t) will be close to zero. Also by the
proof of [B.G] the probability that the final momentum increment w = Ky, — Ky, _, is greater
than 2t7, where ty is the time of the last momentum jump leaving S and ty_; is the time
of previous momentum jump, decays as O(t=27). This is true also for the random walk case.
| Poox(w > 2t7)||; and ||P4 ¢x(w > 2t7)||; thus vanish for large ¢.

Define ||g]|§t = |lg x(w < 2t7, v < w)|l;. We placed the constraint v < w in the indicator so
that by Part (3) of Lemma mL (v, w) is strictly positive and, in particular, we can divide
by it. m (v, w) is also strictly positive for v < w < 2t7, since there is a non-zero density for
jumping from k to k +t” — w + v in one jump and then to k 4+ ¢7 + v on a second jump.

We now focus on showing that ||®., — <I>T,t||§t) tends to zero.

@’T,t(a, v, W)

™ (v, w)

- E[Pr [Xiy = a| Ky =7+ + 0, Kiy — Ki, = w, XtN%H, (B.16)

since 7} , (v, w) fo da @’ (a, v, w). We may write the conditional probability density in the
expectation above as

PriX,, =a|Ky =t +t"+v, Ky — Ky, =w, X4y, |

Po(w —A(a)) 7(x, . a
P(Xthvith)(w)
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A(a) is a drift term which was defined in Lemma [B.5l P, x)(w) are defined as in the proof
of Lemma [B.5 as the difference in momentum (sum of one momentum jump plus some drift)
between a starting time with state (z,k) and next time jump time. 7 x)(a) a defined as in
Lemma as the distribution for the position of the particle at the next momentum jump.
Analogously to ||g||§t) define the semi-norm ||g||g2 =g x(|lw| <27, v < W)||s0-

Putting together (B.13)-(B.17),

) R P(w)

-1
’I"(XthvitN,ﬂ(a) /{(CL) P(XthpKtN—l)(w)

. x
St Moo () [
1 < E| su
l T Poo I < w22t1’3,a

: & P(w) i R
< ool ®l| o=y =1+ Bl iy ot 1]
< (1+ ARV 7P + O(t‘w)) (2015“/—5) FARY 2P 4 O(t%) = (1),

where in the strict inequality we have used Part (2) Lemma [5.2] and Lemma [B.5}

P 1
K) — 1} < 8Rv~ 4P, sup }(pki)(iﬂ) — 1‘ < 2ct77P for |k| > 5155

sup ‘f(x,k)(a) up, (w)

0<a<1 /@(a

(where we doubled the constant factor in front of the higher order term to get ride of the lower),
and we used that |% — 1| < 2b for b in a small neighborhood around one.

/

By adding and subtracting by @’ t:@""’, and the triangle inequality
b T;t

2 P SN L Y
195 — P4 olli” < </ - )WT,oo += (WT,t_WT,OO>
Tt Moo . T, ¢ .
/ / @®) P (t)
T?t T7 T7t
< ol |5 — == + 17 — T sl || 5=
o Moo || o Tt {] oo

|73 o ll1 = 1 and so with the analysis above the left term on the second line tends to zero. For
@ (®)
:I:T Ll is bounded by
Tt 00

. |

o)
Too

the right term, ||z} , —m} |li vanishes by Proposition and ’

plus a small number by the analysis above.
O

In the next corollary, like Proposition [B.2], there is only one boundary. However, we place
an optional time constraint ot, o € (0,00] here on the amount of time the particle is allowed

to have before reaching the boundary.

Corollary B.9. Assume (i)-(ii) from List[Z2. Let (X5, K;) evolve according to the dynamics
from some initial point (z, k) for 2t° < k < 4P, i <pB< % Define the density

o(a, v) = ZPr[th =a,t' — K, =v>0, K, >t° for0<m <n,t, < ot].
n=1

In the limit t — oo,

oi(a, v) = Puo(a, v).

The convergence is uniform over all starting points (z, k).
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Proof. First, we will argue that the probability p; = [|¢;||1 that the particle jumps below ¢° in
the interval [0, ot] approaches one as t — oo for p € R*.

:Pr[ inf ¢~ 2K >t5_’}

<r<pt

"odv
> Pr [tﬁ_%+t_%k+ sup ‘t_% / ds —(X,)| < sup —t72 M, |, (B.18)

0<r<pt dx 0<r<pt
since K, =k + M, + for ds Z—Z(XS). By Chebyshev’s inequality and that k < 4t°.
"odV
Pr [tﬁ—% Ltk 4 sup } - / ds —(X )} > e]
0<r<pt dx

< e_QIE[5tB_% + sup
0<r<ot

"odV
: / ds Z—(X,) } (B.19)
The right-side converges to zero by Lemma [5.3 and thus the probability that the supremum
of the drift is greater than any finite €; tends to zero.
By B1), t 2 M., s € [0,1] converges to a Brownian motion B,. Since the supremum over
an interval [0, 1] is a uniformly continuous functional on elements L*[0, 1], Supg< <y —t 2 My
converges in distribution to supy<,<; —Bs. In the large ¢ limit, o

Pr[ sup —t72 My, > 2¢] — Pr[sup —B; > 2¢].
0<s<pt 0<s<e

Thus we can pick € so that Pr[supg.,.; =B, > 2¢] is close to one, and then pick ¢ so that both
Prlsupge,<,; —t 2 My > 2€] is close to Pr[supg<,, —B, > 2¢] and (B19) is close to zero. By
the inclusion exclusion principle

"od
pt > 1—2Pr[ sup —t~ 2M5t>26]/\Pr[t5_5+t ik + sup }_2/ds—v( )}>e],

0<s<ot 0<r<pt dx

and so p; can be made arbitrarily close to 1.
Now we continue with showing L' convergence of ¢; to ¢oo. Since (1 —||¢¢||) is negligible, it
is sufficient to show ¢ — (1 — [|¢|)deo. Let v < £3. We construct a sequence of hitting times

o; = min{s €[0,00)|s>0;_1, K, <t’ +17},
0, = min{s €[0,00)|s>0;, K, >t"+27},

where we set 6y = 0. Let N’ be the number of ¢;’s in the interval [0, ot] before the first time
ty that Ky, jumps below t°. The process will usually have its first jump below ¢? from a point
with momentum in the interval [t°, ¥ + 1¢7]. In other words, Pr [| Ky, _,| > t7] is small. If, as
defined in Lemma[B.4] 7| (v) is the distribution for the over-jump for the lower boundary of the
set S = [tP + 17, 00) starting from some point in S, then by Lemma B4 [, dvm (v)v? < J.
By Chebyshev’s inequality

J

Z 2

1 1
Pr[|Koy | > ° + 267] g/ dv, (w)x(o] > <) <
2 - 2
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The above comments allow us to write the following

oo (Xo.,Ko.)

1 ¢ J J
— — e j— ﬁ Y ‘L’ti Y Y
" E{;X(N Ji oy =1 Zzt)p(ng,ng)] <Pr[|Ky | >0] < T,

Xois Koj) . . _— . . . .
where qﬁi P ) is the lower boundary crossing distribution as in Proposition [B.7 starting from

Xoi Ko, : s o
the point (X,,, K,,), and [ dadv gbi,t I J)(a, v) = p(Xo,, Ko;) is the probability of exiting
the domain [t?, t# + 2t7) at the lower boundary. The difference d between the distance to the
upper and lower boundaries 2t and 7 4 t*7 respectively is d = 2(t# + ¢ — K,,).

00 1 (b(Xaijoj)
— . B bt
E[ZX(N—]vKoj—t Zitw)m]—ptﬂ'm
=1 05> oj .
0 ¢ia%y) ia%y)
<SPV =] s |t a | < s || R
; [ ] y—tﬂz%t’Y,a p(CL, y) y—tBZ%t’Y,a p(CL, y) 1

By Proposition pla, y), y >t° + %t“’ converge uniformly to the the probabilities p; for the
averaged random walk to exit in down direction. p; are bounded away from zero, since the
ratio of the distance to the lower boundary to the upper boundary is less than or equal to 3.
Moreover, by Proposition [B.9] Qﬁf;y) converges uniformly to p|Too.

U
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