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Abstract

We discuss the long term behaviour of trap models on the integers with asymptoti-
cally vanishing drift, providing scaling limit theorems and ageing results. Depending
on the tail behaviour of the traps and the strength of the drift, we identify three
different regimes, one of which features a previously unobserved limit process.

1 Introduction

Trap models are a particularly simple class of stochastic processes in random environment,
which have recently attracted a lot of attention. To describe the setup of most trap models,
suppose a graph with finite degree is given. To each of the vertices v of the graph we
associate an independent random variable 7, chosen according to a suitable class of heavy-
tailed distributions. Given this random environment, the trap model is a continuous-time
nearest neighbour random walk on the graph such that the exponential holding time at
a vertex v has a mean proportional to 7,. Therefore vertices v with large values 7, act
as traps in which the random walk spends a larger amount of time than in vertices with
small values of v. Different trap models arise by varying the underlying graph and the
drift of the random walk.

The main purpose of trap models is to serve as a phenomenological model describing how
a physical system out of equilibrium moves in an energy landscape. Here vertices with
large trap values represent energetically favourable states in which the system tends to
remain for longer. Most results on trap models are about the phenomenon of ageing,
which means that in such a system the time spans during which the system does not
change its state are increasing as the system gets older. Trap models offer a simple
explanation for ageing: Roughly speaking, the older the system, the more space it has
explored, and therefore the deeper the trap it is stuck in. Let us also mention here some
interesting papers exhibiting the ageing phenomenon in some other models, for example for
spherical spin glasses (Ben Arous et al. (2001)), the random energy model with Glauber
dynamics (Ben Arous et al. (2003)) and the parabolic Anderson model with heavy tailed
potential (Morters et al) (2009)).
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Trap models were introduced into the physics literature by [Bouchaud (1992) and interest
in the mathematical community was created through the pioneering work of [Fontes et al.
(2002) and Ben Arous et al. (2006). An excellent survey over the mathematical literature
on trap models is provided in the lecture notes of Ben Arous and Cerngi (2006).

Understanding the ageing phenomenon is closely linked to scaling limit theorems for the
trap models. For driftless trap models on the lattice Z¢ it was shown that, on suitable
path spaces,

e if d = 1 the rescaled trap model converges to a singular diffusion without drift,
which is often called the Fontes-Isopi-Newman diffusion, see [Fontes et al) (2002);

e if d > 2 the rescaled trap model converges to the fractional-kinetics process, which is
a self-similar non-Markovian process, obtained as the time change of a d-dimensional
Brownian motion by the inverse of an independent stable subordinator, see Ben Arous and Cerny:
(2007).

More recently, Barlow and Cerny (2009) identified the fractional-kinetics process as the
scaling limit for a class of random walks with unbounded conductances and for the so-
called non-symmetric trap models on Z¢, d > 3, which have a drift depending locally on
the trap environment.

In the present paper we focus on trap models on Z with a drift, which does not depend
on the trap environment, addressing a question posed in Ben Arous and Cerny (2006). In
our first main result, Theorem 2.1, we look at the scaling limits of trap models with an
asymptotically vanishing drift, and identify three regimes:

e In a regime where the drift vanishes slowly, the rescaled trap model converges to the
inverse of a stable subordinator. Zindy (2009), using a different method of proof,
identified the same process as the scaling limit for trap models with constant drift.

e In a regime where the drift vanishes quickly the rescaled trap model converges to a
Fontes-Isopi-Newman diffusion, the same process as in the driftless case.

e In a critical intermediate regime the rescaled trap model converges to a singular
diffusion with drift, which we call the Fontes-Isopi-Newman diffusion with drift.
This process has not been identified as limit process in any other case before.

Our second main result, stated as Theorems and 2.4] refer to the ageing behaviour in
trap models on Z with vanishing drift. To this end we study the asymptotics of the depth
of the trap in which the particle is at any given time, or, in other words, the environment
from the point of view of the particle. This allows us to identify an ageing exponent
0 <~ <1 such that the probability

IP’{Xt =Xy sforall 0 <s < t'y} as t T oo,

(averaged over the trap environment) converges to a value strictly between zero and one.
Again there is a qualitatively different behaviour between the case of slowly vanishing
drift on the one hand, and rapidly vanishing and critical drift on the other. Only in the



case of constant drift do we have an ageing exponent v = 1, all regimes with vanishing
drift (as ¢t 1 o0) lead to sublinear ageing, i.e. exponents v < 1. This is in marked contrast
to the behaviour of the two-point function P{X; = X, } for which we expect a nontrivial
limit when v = 1 in all cases, a fact which is rigorously established in the driftless case
in [Fontes et al! (2002) and in the case of fixed drift in [Zindy (2009).

In the following section we give the precise formulation of our main results. We then
proceed to prove our scaling limit theorems in the three regimes in Sections [Bl 4 and [5]
and the two regimes of ageing results in Section [6l and [7l

2 Statement of the main results

Fix 0 < a < 1 and let (7,: z € Z) be an independent family of random variables with

liTm x* P{r, >z} =1. (1)

Given this trap environment and jump probabilities p,q € [0,1], ¢ = 1 — p, we define the
Markov chain on Z with transition rates

-1 -1
Qii+1 =PT; Qiji—1=47; .

This is called the (symmetric) trap model with drift. We are mostly concerned with limit
theorems for these processes in the case of vanishing drift. We therefore suppose that
pw>0,8>0and X™ = (XV:t>0)is defined by X, = Xy;, where X = (X;: t > 0)
is a trap model with jump probabilities
1 7 1 W
™ — 2(q _) <N):1_<N>:_<1__>.
P=3 ( Tne) 4 A
(We take p < 1if f =0.). We define the following limiting processes:

o Inverse stable subordinator.
For 0 < a0 < 1 the stable subordinator is the increasing Lévy process (Suby: ¢ > 0)
with
E[e "] =exp{ —tI'(1 —a)A\"}.

Its right-continuous inverse (Sub,': s > 0) defined by
Sub;! = inf{t > 0: Sub; > s}
is the inverse stable subordinator with index a.

o Fontes Isopi Newman diffusion with drift p.
Suppose (B(t): t > 0) is a Brownian motion with drift g and (¢(t,z): t > 0,z € R)
its local times. Let p be an independent stable measure with index 0 < a < 1,
defined as the random measure whose cumulative distribution function is a two-
sided stable subordinator with the same index. Define an increasing function

o(t) = / (t,2) p(dz),
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and its inverse
Y(s) = inf{t > 0: ¢(t) > s}.
Then (Finf: s > 0) given by
Finl' = B(y(s))

is a Fontes Isopi Newman diffusion with drift p.

We always denote by “==" convergence in distribution, averaging over the trap environ-
ment.

Theorem 2.1 (Scaling limits). We have the following limit laws, where “—" denotes
convergence in distribution on the Skorokhod space D[0,1] of right-continuous functions
with left-hand limits.

(a) If0 < B < 55 and > 0 then

X0 pe -1
b~ .
NGB TAta) "

(b) If p = == and p > 0 then

a+1

X
N = Fin*.
(c) If B> ;55 or p=0 then
X
NS — Fin".
a+1

The scaling limit in regime (c) has been identified by Fontes et al. (2002) in the case of the
trap model without drift (x = 0); the inverse stable subordinator has been observed, using
methods different from ours, as a scaling limit in trap models with constant drift (5 = 0)
by [Zindy (2009). Monthus (2004) has some interesting results for the asymptotics « | 0.
The diffusion with drift, which we observe in the critical regime, represents a previously
unobserved scaling behaviour.

Theorem 2.2 (Ageing in the presence of slowly vanishing drift). If 0 < g < 45 and

w > 0, then there exist nonnegative nondegenerate random variables & such that
Ty (V)
X
Nlt—ﬁ — gt .

Define a function c(t) € (0,1) by c(t) = E[exp{—s—lt}]. Then we have

jlviTm P{X;™ = XY} forall 0<s< N7} =c(t).

Remark 2.3. Note that the ageing exponent defined in the introduction equals vy = 1—(
in this case. The limit variable & describes the traps from the point of view of the particle.

We define two independent series of nonnegative i.i.d. random variables Uy, Us,, ... and
S1,Ss, ... such that



e S; is the product of two independent random variables, a Pareto variable with
index a and an exponential variable with mean 1/y;

e U; is a random variable with (for some constant ¢ depending only on «/)

«

P{Ui>x}~cu— as x T 00,
xOC

and the law of & can be described as

o) 1
P{§t>v}:ZP{]z:U—I—S +U; <—<ZU+S)} for v > 0.
7j=1 =1

Here, loosely speaking, the variables S; represent periods in which the walker is in deep
traps, while the U; represent the travel times between these traps.

We also have results in the rapidly vanishing and critical drift regimes.

Theorem 2.4 (Ageing in the presence of rapidly vanishing drift). If 3 > -2, then there
exist nonnegative nondegenerate random variables (; such that

Define a function k(t) € (0,1) by k(t) = E[exp{—c—lt |. Then we have

lim n P{XPY = X5 forall0< s < N7} = k(t).

Remark 2.5. In this regime the ageing exponents equals v = a+r1 We observe a joint
convergence of the rescaled process and the rescaled trap environment interpreted as a
random measure,

(N—%HXWLN—%H oo 5N,ﬁz) — (Fin’, p),
2EL

where § = p if § =

given as

-4, and 6 = 0 otherwise. The limiting random variable ¢; is then

¢ = p(Fin).
Remark 2.6. In both of our ageing results, unless 8 = 0, the time typically spent by the

process in the current state is a sublinear function of time. This kind of phenomenon is
sometimes called sub-ageing and is exhibited by an ageing exponent v < 1.



3 Proof of Theorem [2.1](a)

The basic idea of the proof to show that the process X is mostly increasing and
therefore essentially invertible. The convergence of one-dimensional marginals will then
be proved for the inverse process using Laplace transforms. This will be extended to
finite-dimensional marginals using asymptotic independence properties, and finally to
Skorokhod space by verification of a continuity criterion.

The first lemma ensures that X®) is mostly increasing. We denote by T}, the first time
where the process X hits level x > 0. We can write

T, = Z?’]nTSnl{ r§1<anXSj < x},
n=0 -

where (S,,: n > 0) is the random walk embedded in the process X and (1,: n > 0) an
independent family of independent standard exponential random variables.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a constant C such that, for x large enough,

IP’{ sup (sup XV — X{M) > x} < Ct* N® exp { —u%},

v<t uv

for allt > 0.

Proof. 1t is clear that

{sup (sup XV — XV > x}

v<t uv

QU{T]-<Nt; ngj—xforsomev>Tj}.
=0

Furthermore,
{T] < Nt; X, < j — x for some v > Tj} C {T] < Nt; I,?;?‘Sl(fj) < —:.17},

where (8{: k = 1,2,...) is the random walk embedded in (X, — j: v > Tj), which is
independent of (X,: v <T}). Consequently,

o)z o) x{a <o} S <)
P{ilg)(ili}s)(u X, )_:c <P II?ZI?Sk_ T ;P T; < Nt

For the first term,

) B g™ z 1—uN‘B z T
P{Iz?znfs’fg_x}_<ﬁ) —<1+/~LN‘B) SeXp{_Nm}- (2)



We next note that
ZIP{T <Nt} < ZIP’{ ka < Nt}.
7=0

Noting that the tail of Tono is regularly varying with index a and using the renewal
theorem for this class of random variables, see e.g. [Erickson (1970), we see that the sum
on the right is bounded by C(Nt)®. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

A direct consequence of Lemma [3.T] is the following limit in probability.

Lemma 3.2. If0 < § < %5 then

P { ‘N‘O‘(l‘ﬁ) (sup XM Xt“\”) > 5} —0.
v<t
The lemma implies that
;Xf(Nj
{Na(tl—ﬁ) Z a} ~ P{TGNQ(I—[}) S Nt} (3)
For integers z < z, we denote
6(:) = L {8, = 2. maxs; <o} and £°(2) = 318, = 3} (4)

Rearranging the family (n,: n > 0), according to the position of the random walks, as
(Mu(2):n=1,...,0%(2); z < x) we obtain

22) (2)
T, —ZTZ Z M (
z<x n=1

In the following lemmas the expectations [E are with respect to the full probability space,
while the expectation E refers to the traps (7,: z < x), and the expectation E to the
exponentials (7,: n > 0).

Lemma 3.3. For any § € (0,a), any y = y(N) and
z =(N) < min{N"",y(N)}

we have, for all A > 0,

N)(z)
SRS )
= Eexp{ —I(1- a)])\\]a (1+0(1)) Z (f(”(z))a} +0(1) as N 1 o0.

z<x



Proof. Taking first expectation with respect to all 7;(z), we have

z(y)(z)

clon {52 3w} - [T+ 5
:exp{ Zﬁ(y) log 1+ )}?)}

It follows from (2)) that P{¢®(—NP*%) > 0} = o(1) for any ¢ > 0. Furthermore, we can
choose € > 0 such that

P{ a7 Nl—f} < (x4 NP) Pl > N'°} = o(1).

€[-NB+eg]
Therefore,
A\ LW (2)
cfoo{-Tr 3 5 nio)
z<a n=1
:E[exp —ZE (z)log (1 + N )} A} +o(1),
z<x
where

A= { max 7, < Nl—e} N {ew>(—Nﬁ+€) - o}.

2€[—NB+te g

Next we note that log (1 + 2%) = 2%=(1 4+ O(N~%)) on the event {7, < N'~¢}. Hence

z(y)(z)

Blew{ -3 nF 3 me)]
z<x n=1
:E[exp{—%leO ;Tﬁ(y) } } o(1).
By the Markov property, for k& > 1,
B(E(0) = k) = (20 - (2 - M) = Lo (1 By )

Using this one can easily obtain the bound
P{(z) > N'7°} < exp{ — uN'777=}.
This implies that

IP{ max | (9(2) > Nl—a} (z + NP P{e=(2) > N'=°} = o(1).

E[-NB+e z]
Recall from () in conjunction with XIII (5.22) of [Feller (1971) that

Ee = = ¢ TU=A" (1 4 5(A*)) = exp {-T(1 — a) \*(1 +0(1))}, A ]0.
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Hence, on the event {¢®(z) < N'=¢}

E exp { — %Tzﬁ(”(z)} = exp { -1 - a)%)iz))a(l + 0(1))}.

Consequently,
g(y)(z)
[exp{ ZTZ Z M ( )} B}
z<x n=1
A a
= exp{ —I(1— )4 (1 +o(1 >>§ (£9(2))"} + (1),
where B = AN {max,c_ys+e 4 £V (2) < N'7°}. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < 8 < ;%5 and suppose i [0,00) — [0,00) is increasing and satisfies

P
/ ¢4(y)6_“y dy < oc.
0

Then we have the following limit in distribution (averaged over the trap environment):

. 1 — @)y fom@b(y)ﬂe_uydya if 8> 0,
e 2O s - ew, g0

CL‘/Nﬁﬁoo Z2=—00
Proof. We give the proof for the case § > 0 only, as the case g = 0 differs only in one
minor point. For every z < 0 we have the inequalities

(z) g(c0 )

By () < B (“F2) < P{min S, < 2}E (s 0

Applying (2)), we obtain, for z > 0,

By (“5&) < exp {ps JEu (F2).

Therefore,

EZ (EQ)) < ONPRy (20, (6)

Z=—00

. From (B]) we conclude, using here that 5 > 0, that

m By ( E(m) / W (@) et da, (7)

N—)oo

for 0 < r < 4. Furthermore, by (), the random variable £©(0) has a geometric distribu-
tion and

sup By (S49) < oo, 8)

N>1



Combining (@) and (&), we conclude that (with a constant C' not depending on z)
E Z E) < oN
It follows from this bound and the condition #N~# — oo that

1 z(w)

Z=—00

For every z > 0 we define
o, =min{k >1: S =z} and A, := {5y >0 for all k > 0,}.

Then

E[y(“02) v (5552)]

= B[ () o (5); 4] + B[ () w(F): A
=. E1 + EQ.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

By < P2 (ADEY? [ (L®) 2 (L)]
< PRy ()] B 1 ()
S P1/2(AZ)E1/2 [w4( 5 ))} )

Noting that P(A¢) = P{miny>; S < —z} and applying ([2), we get

Ey < exp { — pgis JEV2 [t (£,

Since () (0) = ¢*(0) on the event A,, using the Markov property,

B = E[w(Z(Z)(O ) (g(z)(z >7Az}
= B[ () Bl (“ ) min s, >
< E[y() B[ (Tm®))]
< E[()]E[ ()],

Combining (I2) and ([I3) gives

Cov(qb(ﬂ;;[(go))’w(e(j\;gz))) < exp{ . r“2j\zfﬁ }E1/2 [w4(z(j\;1(30))]
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Therefore,

z—1 z—1 z—1 z—1

Var [ u ()] = o verlp (] #2303 Conlu (), ()
z=0 z=0 z=0 y=2+1
z—1 z—1
< 2E[y*( Z(OO)(O +2Z Z exp { — pixE E? [¢4(£(1) )]
z=0 y=z+1

< zE/? [v* (Z(OO)(O )]+ :L’El/z Z(Z)(O Z exp { — pgns }
< CaNPEV? [y (“540)].

. From this bound and Chebyshev’s inequality we get

P{|S o) - w5 >

Applying (@) and (&), we have
(z)(z g( ) CN?
—-E ‘ > :
2 Z i Z i crp< g

We now estimate the expectation E S 7"} 4(¢®(z)/N?). On the one hand,

o) < GBI

g2g?

Ey(“2) < Ev (") = Ev(52).

On the other hand,

Ey(G) = Bé () 2 E[o ()i Au-]
= B (%) —E[v ()i Ar]
> E¢(f(°;é0)) . P1/2(AC )E1/2 [¢2(Z(°°>(0 )}

Consequently,

‘Ezw z@) _ 4K ¢(£( )(0) ’<E1/2 [0 £(°°) leﬂ/z A°).
Applying (2)) and (), we conclude that

hmsupEl/z w2 é(°°>(0 ZP1/2 (A9)

N— o0
x/Nﬁaoo

(o0)
< AT < e > p(orie) =0

11
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Using also (), we infer that

r—1

. 1 22) (5 . g(oo) o
fm B 6(58) = i B = [ oe . a3)
z/NB o0 z=0
Combining (I0), (I4)) and (I5)) finishes the proof of the lemma. O

We now start with the proof of Theorem 2.T](a), first considering one-dimensional marginals.
Using Lemma B3 for = y = aN°*0~#) we have

Eexp { — 4 Luvain } = Eexp { = D(1 = )i (1 +01))) (558"}

z<x
We therefore conclude from Lemma 3.4 taking ¢ (x) = z?,
]1[1%11 Eexp { — % Tyno-» } —exp{ —aX*T (l—a)/ uo‘ue_”udu}.
0 0
Finally, note that
/ u® pe M du =T(14 a)u™®.
0
Hence,
hm Eexp { — % Ty yaa- 5)/1"(1—1—0:)} = exp { —a X I(1— a)} (16)

as required, in the light of (3]), to complete the convergence of one-dimensional marginals.

Next, we show convergence of finite-dimensional distributions. It is easy to see that, for

all 0 < x <y,
y—1 g(y)(z) W) (2)

T,—-T,= ZTZZHJ —|—ZTZ Z nj(2).

z<z  j=0@)(z)+1

Using Lemma 3.3 and inequality (@) we see that

(W) ( =)
Eexp{—%ZTz z(:) n;i(z )} Eexp{——ZTz Z() )}
z<x §=£=)(2)+1 z<0 j=1
- By { - TG 5 (25

— 1, as N 71 oo,
for every A > 0 (recall § < a/(a + 1)). Therefore,

g(y)(z)
lim — Z Ts Z nj(z) =0 in probability.

N—oco N
z<z j=0@)(2)+1

12



Since T, and YY1 7. ZZ( @) n;(z) are independent, we therefore conclude that 7;,/N and
(T, —T)/N are asymptotlcally independent.

Now fix 0 < t; < --- <t and 0 < a1 < --- < a,. By the argument above one can
easily show that T,,, /N, (T,,,—T4,)/N, ..., (Ts,—Ta,_,)/N are asymptotically independent.
Noting also that, for any 0 < a < b,

1
N(TbNa(l—ﬁ) - TaNa(l—B)) — (Subb - Suba,)

we obtain the convergence of the finite-dimensional distributions,

1 1
(NTalNa(l—B), e NTakNa(l—ﬁ)> — (Subal, RN Subak).
Finally, to prove the tightness of X in the Skorokhod space D[0, 1], we first note that
the convergence of one-dimensional distributions and Lemma [3.Ilimply that, for any 6 > 0
and € > 0, for some constant ¢ = ¢(«, p),

hm IP’{ sup }X(N) X(()N)} > 5} = IP’{Sub6 < 05}.

N—oo t<§

Then, since the increments of X are homogeneous in time,

limsupIP’{ max sup X5, — X > 8} < (146 ") P{Sub. < cd}.
N—00 0<Z<5 1 <
Let

!/ _ 3 —

Wf0) =, anf s [f(s) = f(2)]
ti—tj—1>9 ti_1<s,t<t;

denote the standard continuity modulus in the Skorokhod space D[0,1]. It is easy to see
that

W(f,0) <2 max sup|f(id +t) — f(id)].

0<i<s—1 )

Therefore,
lim sup P{w’(X(N), 5) > a} <1+ 5‘1)P{Sub€/2 < cé}.

N—oo

Noting that all negative moments of Sub are finite, we conclude that

lim limsupIP’{w'(X(N),5) > 5} = 0.

=0 Nooo

This, according to Theorem 13.2 in Billingsley (1999), ensures the convergence in the path
space DI0, 1].

13



4 Proof of Theorem [2.11(b)

The idea is to represent the processes X ™) as time and scale change of a Brownian motion
(B(t): t > 0) with drift . A result of [Stond (1963) allows us to infer convergence of XV
from convergence of the parameters in this representation.

We now recall the results of [Stone (1963) showing how to represent random walks as time
and scale-changed Brownian motions. Let

V= E W;0y,
i€z

be an atomic measure called the speed measure with atoms {y;: i € Z} indexed in increas-
ing order. Let S be a strictly increasing function on this set of atoms, which is called the
scale function. Let (£(t,x): = € R,t > 0) be the local time field of the Brownian motion.
Define

ol S)(t) = (1) = / (t, S(x)) v(de)

and

Yy, S](t) :=(t) :=inf{s > 0: ¢(s) > t}.
We define the process (Y[v, S|(t): t > 0) by
Y, S)(t) ==Y (t) =S (B(¥(t)).

Lemma 4.1. Define u: R — R as

1_672/,1‘1 .

—— >0
u<x>={ A

x if p=0.

Then (Y (t): t > 0) is a nearest-neighbour random walk on {y;: i € Z}. The waiting time
in the state y; is exponentially distributed with mean

(w(S(Yit1)) — u(S (i) (w(S(ys)) — ul(S(yi-1)))
u(S(Yiv1)) — w(S(Yi-1))

and after leaving state y; the process jumps to state y;_1 and y; 11 with respective probabil-

e u(S(yn) ~ u(S(w) ) u(S() ~ u(Sly)
()~ 1) " WS — u(S )

Proof. For the case of a driftless Brownian motion this construction is carried out in
Section 3 of Stone (1963), see also Proposition 3.6 in Ben Arous and Cerny (2006). In
order to extend this to the case of a Brownian motion with drift, one has to compute the
exit probabilities, see Formula 3.0.4, Page 309 in Borodin and Salminen (1996), and the
expected local time at the origin, see Formula 3.3.1 on Page 310 in [Borodin and Salminen
(1996), of a Brownian motion with drift 4, which is started at the origin and killed upon
leaving the interval (—a,b), for a,b > 0. O

2'LUZ'
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Let

and define the speed measure

SN

1 Z
1 7_7; 5ih(N)
i EL

N a+1 ;

and the identity as scale function. By Lemma [4.1] the corresponding process (Y™ (¢): ¢t >
0) is a nearest-neighbour random walk on h"Z which moves to the left with probability

o —2uh()
1—e¢ )

2™ _ —2up™) 4
Furthermore, the waiting time in ¢h" is exponentially distributed with mean

11 (2 —1)(1— e 2h™Y)

27'2‘ -
N 2u et — et

= TiN_lu

(recalling 8 = a/(a + 1)). Hence, we have shown that the distributions of h®™ X" and
Y®™(t) are equal. Noting that

B ~ N7 as N = oo,

one can easily verify that v — p vaguely in distribution. At this point, one can not
yet apply Stone’s Theorem since it refers to deterministic speed measures. However, the
above convergence can be made almost sure on a suitably defined probability space, see
Section 3.2.3 in [Ben Arous and Cernyt (2006). By Theorem 1 in Stone (1963), we then
obtain

NTIX® L g X® Ly[,m jd] = X

where X is a diffusion with speed measure p. This is a Fontes-Isopi-Newman diffusion
with drift p, completing the proof of the part (b).

5 Proof of Theorem [2.7](c)

Here we represent X ™) as a time-scale change of the driftless Brownian motion. The proof
repeats mainly the corresponding proof in [Fontes et all (2002) and [Ben Arous and Cerny
(2006). We explain the needed changes only. Define

1 — o-nMNTHe
SN () = N~ar :
o)
where s
4™ = log 1+ uN
1—uN--8



Furthermore, define the speed measure

. ™)
v = 1 Z T; 53/1"
Ne+t 5z
where y; = N™o+14 and
) p
c = — 1.
2uN-—F

By Lemma Z1] the process Y [v™, S™] is a random walk on N~ a+1Z with transition
probabilities

and

S™M(yir1) = S™ (i) _ e S™(yi) = SV (i) e
S (yip1) — ™ (yi—1) S (yig1) — S (yi1)

and the waiting time at y; is exponentially distributed with mean

L7 (S (i) = S™ () (SY () = SV (ir)) _ 7

N+ S (Yir1) — SN (yi-1) N

Consequently, N~ aitx®™ £ Y™, S™M]. Since f > %5 and pu™ ~ N77 we have

S™M(z) — x uniformly on compact subsets of R. Moreover, v™¥) — p vaguely in distribu-
tion, so that the result follows from Theorem 1 in Stone (1963).

6 Proof of Theorem

The main task here is to study limits of

P{TX(N) > le_ﬁ} for v > 0.

Our strategy is to look at the deep traps z € Z defined by 7., > vN'7% and at the
‘travelling intervals’ defined as the times which the process X spends travelling from one
deep trap to the next one to its right. We show that during the intermediate intervals,
which seperate the travelling intervals, the process spends most of its time in a deep trap.
The length of travelling intervals and intermediate intervals are both of order N and we
determine the asymptotic distribution of their lengths, which enables us to find the limit
above. The further statements in Theorem follow easily from this.

Define the sequence of deep traps (with xy = 0), as

xj =min{z > z;_1: 7, > UNI_B} for 7 > 1.
The following lemma reveals the typical distance of two successive traps.
Lemma 6.1. For any u > 0 and 7 > 0, we have

lim P{:L'j+1 —xj > uNO‘(l_B)} = "W/,

N—oo

16



Proof. Using the tail behaviour of the random variables 7, given by (), we have for any

>0, . - 1+ o(1)yay”
{Ij+1—3€jZT}—<1_<W> ) ’

from which the result follows by Euler’s formula. O

Next, we investigate the time spent in a deep trap before the next deep trap is hit for the
first time.
Lemma 6.2. For all 7 >0,
£ (ay)
—NB =&,

where £ is exponentially distributed with mean 1/p if 5> 0, and geometrically distributed
with mean 1/ if 5= 0.

Proof. Recall (II]) and let
Apy={Sk>aforallk >o0,} for z <y.

Keeping x1, zs, . .. fixed by conditioning on the trap environment, we have

() L) | ()
NF 2 TNF 2 TNE e

Observe that (9 (z;) is geometrically distributed with success parameter 1/ N?. Therefore

()
NP

= &,

where ¢ is exponentially distributed with parameter p. It therefore suffices to show that

£ (x;)
lac
NB TjHTj41

converges weakly to zero. As the first factor converges, it further suffices to show that
P(AS ) converges to zero. By (2) we have

T5,Tj41

]P)(A;j,fﬂj+1> < EeXp{ _ W}

Averaging over the trap environment and using Lemma together with the fact that
a(l — B) > 8, we see that the right hand side converges to zero. O

Lemma 6.3. For 7 as in (Il), we have asy T oo and \/y | 0,

Ele 1<yl =14y (1-T(1 —a)" - / e dz) +o(A+ 1)),
1

17



Proof. We have P{T <y} =1—y"*+ o(y~“), and hence

1

14y -y,
Pl <) +y " +o(y™?)

Moreover, using integration by parts,
A > A
Ele v >y| = / e v' P{r € dz}
y
= e P{r >y} — 2/ P{r > x}e_%x dx
y
= e "P{r >y} — A/ P{r > yz}e ™ dz.
1
As, for all z > 1,

P
{r>yzp o
P{T >y}

we obtain, by dominated convergence,

floo P{r > yz}e **dz . /°° I
P{7T >y} 1

Therefore

E[e_gT;T >yl =P{r >y} [e_)‘ - A /100 e My dz] (14 0(1))

— 5 (1 + o(1)) / N o g
1

A
Recalling that Fe v™ =1 —T'(1 — a)(g)o‘ + o(A*y~®) and summarising,
A
Ele v |1 <y]
B 1
- P{r <y}

=14y (1 T - )\ — / e e dz) +o((A+ 1)%y™).
1

A A
<Ee_§T — E[e v 7> y])

This completes the proof. O

We now define quantities, which will be shown to converge in distribution to the families
Uy, Us, ... and Sy, S, ... described in Remark 2.3l Fix j > 1 and let SV = (S§Y: n =
0,...,¢") be the embedded random walk started from the first hitting of x;_; and stopped
upon hitting x;, such that S’ = x;_; and S8}, = ;. Let ¢;(x) be the local time in x of

¢
the embedded random walk and let

O=n1 <ng < -+ <Ny, < (¥

18



with m = ¢;(x;_1) be the complete list of visits to z;_; by SY. Define

and

where (n;(z): i € N,z € Z) is a family of independent standard exponential variables,
independent of everything else. Observe that, roughly speaking, U ](-N) /N is the time the

process X ™) requires to travel from z;_; to x; and S;IZ)I/N the time spent in the trap z;_;
before the first hit of z;.

It is important to note that U(N) is independent of U™, ..., U;f)l and of S{V, ..., S](-N),
and also S5 is independent of SPY, LS.

For 1 <1 </;(x;j—;) — 1 we define

ni+1— 1

(N) E
(J)nn n ?

n=n;+1

such that Q(N)/N is the time spent by X in the I-th excursion from z;_; to z;_; before
reaching x;. Further define the set

li(@j—1)-1

i i—1
R;'N) - U <T~"/’j71 an (ajj—l) + Z Qél\lf)’ Taja an Li— 1 + Z Q(N))
=1 =1

i=1

The set + R}N) is the (random) set of times which X spends in excursions from z;_;
(either to the left or to the right) which return to x;_;. We first show that the time spent
in these excursions is negligible.

Lemma 6.4. Let R} = [R{|. Then

(N)

(a) #’:\»0 as N 1 oo;
(b) for everyt > 0, we have ]{]i%loIP’{Nt e Ry} =0.

Proof. If (b) holds, then ER™ = fONIP’{t € R{"}dt = o(N), hence (a) is an immediate
consequence of (b).

It remains to show (b). By Lemma the distance between z;_o and x;_; is of or-
der N8 Then, using (), we conclude that the probability that X hits xj_o after
hitting x;_; converges to zero as N — oo. Consequently,

P{t e R\ } =P({t € R{} N A;) + o(1),
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where A; = {X™ > x;_, for all t > U,, ,}. It follows from the definition of Qﬁ), that,
conditioned on (7,: z € Z%),

Li(xj_1)—1 k k+1
]P)({t € R;,N)} N A]) =K P({ Z U, + ij,lnk—i-l(xj—l) < Nt < Z Dz} N Aj),
k=0 i=1 i=1

where
_ (N)
Di - ijflni(xj—l) + gy

Let B](-f\;) denote the event that the corresponding excursion does not hit neither z;_5 nor
x;. Furthermore, denote

QY = Qi 1ge0 and Vi=mo mi(xy) + QLY.

Then (dropping the subindex k — 1 when it is convenient)

k+1

P({t € R™M} N A)) ZP{ZVJFT% 1 (251 <Nt<ZV}

0 k

) ZP{ Z e (Nt oyl (2i-1) = ;ﬁf)ﬂa Nt — Tdfjflnk‘-i-l(xj—l))}
k=0 i=1

= E[H(Nt — ij7177(1'j—1)) — H(Nt — T (:EJ 1) Q(N))}

+ ]P){Nt - ijfln(l’j—l) - Q;N) <0< Nt - ij7177(l’j—1)}>

where H (z) denotes the renewal function corresponding to the sequence (V;: i =10,1,...).
This renewal function satisfies the inequality

}<1+ i )§2 Y zy>0. (17

Taj_s 21

H(z+vy)— H(x) Smin{l,

Tj—1

(We postpone the derivation of this inequality to the end of the proof.) Using this bound
we get

P({te RV) 1 A) < 2B[E] 4 B{na,) e (520 =)

sz71 sz71

Noting that

we have
~(N)

P({t € R\} N A;) < 3E[ 2

o]

Recalling also that 7., , > vN 1-8we arrive finally at the bound

P({t € R{}NA;) < EQ{™.
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Going back to the unconditioned probability, we have, uniformly in ¢,

P{te R\V} < EQV™ + o(1).

vN1-8
It follows from (I)) that E[r,| 7, < vN'7F] < CN(=a)(1=5)  Then,
EQ! < CNU=U-AE[L — 1; L < ),

where L is the length of an excursion of the embedded random walk.
As P{L =k} =0, if k is odd, and, with p = p™, (see e.g. II1.9 in [Feller (1968))

1 /27—2\ |, ;
P{L:k}:8—j<j_1)p](1—p),

if k = 27 is even, we obtain

>

k=1 j=1

j—1

(2? B 2)19]'(1 —p)’

< (2?)<p<1— P) =B~ (0)] = 3

J
Note that 2p — 1 = /5. Thus, E[L — 1; L < oo < CN?. Hence, we have
E@;N) < CNﬁ—l—(l—a)(l—ﬁ) _ O(Nl_ﬁ),

Therefore, it remains to prove (7).
Let 6, denote the first time when the random walk Y|V leaves the interval (—oo,z),
that is,

0, := min{n > 1:21/;- >z}
1

Then, for every y > 0,

{ZV<:£+y} / {ZVGdu}P{Vl (z —u,z4+y—u)} <ysup f(z),

z>0

where f is the density of Vj. This function is the convolution of densities of 7., ,n and
Q;N). Then sup,. f(2) does not exceed the maximal value of the density of 7, 7, which
is equal to 1/7,, ,. Consequently,

Oz
P{;mgxw}gmin{LTzl}. (18)
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Using the Markov property, we obtain

H(x+y)—H($)=E[1{iW§$+y}<1+il{ Z Visz+y- ZV})]

:E[l{imngty}H(x%—y—i%ﬂ
)P{im§x+y}.

We now note that from the definition of V; follows the inequality

<1—|—Z {Zm<y7’x 1}<1—i— Y

T
= Tj—1

Combining this with (I8)), we arrive at (7). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 6.5. For N T oo,

(™)

- S;,
vN:>

where S; is the product of two independent random wvariables, a Pareto variable with
index o, and an exponential variable with mean 1/p.

Proof. First note that, for y > v and = € 7Z,

1-8 1-8 @
%&P{Tx>yN ‘7‘ > oN } <y> .

Therefore we have, for all j € N,

. 1-81 B)a >
]{flTr?o P{r,, >yN'"} (y H{y > v}. (19)
We write .
o = aw) (5 iy 3 i)
oN vN1-8 N# Civ1(z;) i

i=1
and observe convergence of all three factors on the right hand side.

Indeed, the first factor converges in distribution to a Pareto law, by (I9), and the second
factor to an exponential law with mean 1/, by Lemma Moreover, the second factor
is independent of the first. To understand the third factor, recall from the discussion
of the second factor that ¢;(x;) converges to infinity in probability. Thus, by the
weak law of large numbers, the third factor converges to one in probability. Hence, the
product S;N) JuN converges to the product of an independent Pareto and exponential
law. O
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Lemma 6.6. For N T oo,

(V)
j
= U,
vN 77
where U; is a random variable with
MO[
P{U; >z} ~ c— as x T 00,
xOé
for some ¢ > 0 depending only on «.
Proof. Recall that
¢@—1
U= > 7 TsW) ni(S7)
i=ng+1
Conditional on z;_y, x; the random variables 7,, *+ = z;,_1 + 1,...,2; — 1, are still

independent with 7, conditioned to satisfy 7, < vN'=#
We first consider the case § > 0. Writing Laplace transforms

(N)
:r:j—l 4;(z)
~ IEE[ H Eexp{ - &7, Zm(m)}}
x:xj,1+1 =1
zj—1
[ T B0+ n <o
r=z;-1+1
zj—1
=E H E[exp{ — ﬁﬁ“@j(m) (1+ O(N_B))} ’Tx < le_B},
SCZZ‘J',1+1

where in the last step we have used that, on the event {7, < vN1=#},
(142%) 9% —exp { - g. () log (1+ 27)}
=exp{ — 27.0(z) (1+O(N~ B))}
By Lemma [6.3] we have
Elexp{— A&7.0;(z) (14 O( N=F) )} ‘Tx < le_B}

1+o0(1) ¢A( )

:1+N0c1 B

for

Ua(y) = (1 =T(1 — )\ — /1 e M2

By Lemma [3.4] and (I0)) we have

zj—1
1
Tj—Tj—1

:>/w,\ pe M dy.

T=Tj—1
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Altogether,

(N)

N1Too

= lim Eexp{ ?Nfd };)/ Ua(y) pe " dy (14 o(1 ))}

N1Too

= / e " exp u/ Ua(y) pe dy} du
0 0
00 0 [e'9) 1
= ( / P = a)A%y® pe™ dy + / / e Ly dz e dy>
0 o J1
am (A< - dz -1
- (Sina” (Z) + a/l za“(l—i-z%)) ’

The limit is continuous at A = 0 and hence, by Bochner’s theorem, see e.g. Theorem 5.22
in [Kallenberg (2002), it is the Laplace transform of some random variable U;. Theorem 4
in XIIL5 of [Feller (1971) implies the statement about the tail behaviour.

Assume now that § = 0. Set 6;(z) = Zf (f) n;(x). Then

U™

Eexp{ )\’ }

:EE[ H E[exp{ — ﬁﬂvﬁj(x)} | 7. < UNH,

Using Lemma once again, we get

1+ o1
Blesp{ ~ &m0, |7 <on]] = 1+ LW (9,0,
Repeating the arguments of Lemma [B.4] one can easily see that
zj—1
xj—ij,l Z Ux (05(x)) = Ea(0),
T=Tj1

where 6 = Zfz)(o) 7;(0). Since £°(0) is geometrically distributed, 6 is exponentially
distributed with mean 1/p. Thus,

B (6 /w ) e dy.

This means that the remaining part of the proof coincides with that for the case g > 0. [

Recall that R} = |R{"|. Then

-1

1 N N N N
N( (UM + S + R™) + U; )>
1

k:,

7
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is the total time X takes to hit z;. For the lower bound in Theorem we use
Lemmas [6.4], 6.5 and 6.6, and get, for any M > 0,

P {TXt(N)/leﬁ > U}

j—1

M
>3 (w0 )
j=1

1=1

J
<NES YU S R} PN e RY))

i=1

M 1
HZP{]Z:U—I—S +U; < — <ZU+S)} as N T oo,
i=1

and we get the required lower bound by letting M 1 oo.
For the upper bound, we have, for any M > 0,

P {TX(N)/leﬁ > U}

J—1 J
Z {Z UM+ SM + RM) 4+ UM < Nt < Z (U™ + S +R§N>)}

: =1

M
IP’{ Z(Ui(zv) _I_S;N) +R§N)) _I_U]%)rl < Nt}
i=1

|
M=
S
™
Q:
+
03
+
Q,‘
/\
IIM%
Q:
+
03
—

and, as M T oo the additional term on the right converges to zero, because U; + S;
are independent, nonnegative random variables. This completes the proof of the first
statement in Theorem 2.2

For the second statement we evaluate the probability of the process X staying put
conditional on the environment as

Nl_ﬁ}.

TXt(N)

P{XM =X"Mforal 0<s <N ?|(r,z€ 2%, X"} = exp{ —

As the right hand side is a continuous and bounded function of 7 () /N1~ B we obtain
from the first statement that

lim Eexp{ Nl_ﬁ} = Eexp{—1/&},

N—oo Xt(N)

which is the second statement of Theorem 2.2
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7 Proof of Theorem 2.4

We follow the framework of [Fontes et all (2002) and start with a discussion of the notion
of convergence of atomic measures in the point process sense, which is crucial for this

argument. Let
v = Z wiN)éygw), v= Z W;0y,
icZ i€z
be atomic measures. If, for every open set G C R x (0, c0) whose closure in R x (0, c0) is
compact with p(0G) = 0, we have, for all sufficiently large NN,

#{ (" w™) € G} = #{(ys, wi) € G}
we say that v™ — v in the point process sense.

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that v'™) — v in the point process sense and the scale functions
SWN converge uniformly on compact intervals to the identity then, for any t > 0,

VMY Y, SO0 = v({Y[r,id](#)})  forN — oc.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1 in [Fontes et all (2002), the law of Y[v™ S™](t) converges to
the law of Y[r,id|(t) weakly as well as in the point process sense. Given an open set
G C R x (0,00) as above, let zy,...,2; be the positions of the atoms in G. Then, by
Condition 1 in [Fontes et all (2002), there exists Ny such that for all N > N the values

o™ ... ™ are the positions of the atoms of v™ in G, and

lim z™ = 2; and lim v ({z{"}) = v({x;}) forallie {1,...,1}.
N—o00 N—o00

Using the convergence of the distributions we further have

lim P{Y ™, S™M|(t) =2} =P{Y[v,id](t) = 2;} forallie {1,...,1}.

N—oo

Observe now that, because Y[v™ S™M](t) converges in law, the sequence is uniformly
tight, more precisely for each € > 0 there exists an open ball B C R with

sup P{Y '™, S™|(t) ¢ B} < ¢.

N>1

Now given 0 < u < v we let G = B x (u,v) and assume that u, v are not weights of atoms
of v. With the notation from above we have

lim P{o™ ({Y ™, S™)(6)}) € (u,0), Y™, S¥)(t) € B}

N—oo

= lim » P{YP™, SM)(1) = oV} = Y P{Y[vid|(t) = 2:}

— P{u({Y[r,id)(1)}) € (u,v), Y[rid)(t) € B},

which completes the proof as € > 0 was arbitrary. O
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By a classical stable limit theorem, see Proposition 3.1 in [Fontes et al! (2002), there exists
a coupling of the measures ™) in the proof of Theorem 2.1 (b) and (c) such that, almost
surely, v™) converges to p in the point process sense. Obviously, S®™ converges to the
identity uniformly on compact sets, and hence Lemma [7.T] shows that

T (N)

lim ' = lim o™ {Y[r™, SM](#)}) = p(Y[p,id])(t) = p(Fin®)  in law.

N—o0o Nat1 N—o0

The ageing result follows by the same argument as in Theorem 2.2.

Acknowledgements: The second author was supported by an Advanced Research Fel-
lowship of the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (EPSRC). The work
was started when the first and the third author visited the Department of Mathematical
Sciences, University of Bath, continued when the second author visited the Technische
Universitat Miinchen, and it was completed when the second and third author visited the
Isaac Newton Institute at Cambridge. All this support is gratefully acknowledged.

References

M. Barlow, and J. Cerny (2009). Convergence to fractional kinetics for random walks
associated with unbounded conductances. Probab. Theory and Relat. Fields (to appear).

G. Ben Arous, A. Bovier, and V. Gayrard (2003). Glauber dynamics of the random energy
model. II. Aging below the critical temperature. Comm. Math. Phys. 236, 1-54.

G. Ben Arous, and J. Cerny (2006). Dynamics of trap models. In Ecole d’Eté de Physique
des Houches LXXXIII, “Mathematical Statistical Physics”, pp. 331-394. Amsterdam:
North-Holland.

C. Ben Arous, and J. Cerny (2007). Scaling limits for trap models on Z¢. Ann. Probab. 35,
2356-2384.

G. Ben Arous, J. Cerny and T. Mountford (2006). Aging in two-dimensional Bouchaud’s
model. Probab. Theory and Relat. Fields 134, 1-43.

G. Ben Arous, A. Dembo and A. Guionnet (2001). Aging of spherical spin glasses. Probab.
Theory and Relat. Fields 120, 1-67.

P. Billingsley (1999). Convergence of probability measures (Second ed.). Wiley Series in
Probability and Statistics: Probability and Statistics. New York: John Wiley & Sons
Inc. A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

A. N. Borodin, and P. Salminen Handbook of Brownian Motion — Facts and Formulae,
Birkhauser Verlag, Basel-Boston-Berlin, 1996.

J.-P. Bouchaud (1992). Weak ergodicity breaking and aging in disordered systems. J.
Phys. I (France) 2, 1705-1713.

27



K. B. Erickson (1970). Strong renewal theorems with infinite mean. Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 151, 263-291.

W. Feller (1968). An introduction to probability theory and its applications 1. New York:
John Wiley & Sons Inc.

W. Feller (1971). An introduction to probability theory and its applications II. New York:
John Wiley & Sons Inc.

L. R. G. Fontes, M. Isopi, and C. M. Newman (2002). Random walks with strongly
inhomogeneous rates and singular diffusions: convergence, localization and aging in

one dimension. Ann. Probab. 30(2), 579-604.
O. Kallenberg (2002). Foundations of modern probability. New York: Springer Verlag.

C. Monthus (2004). Nonlinear response of the trap model in the aging regime: exact
results in the strong disorder limit. Phys. Rev. E 69, 026103.

P. Mérters, M. Ortgiese, and N.A. Sidorova (2009). Ageing in the parabolic Anderson
model. Preprint arXiw:0910.56135.

C. Stone (1963). Limit theorems for random walks, birth and death processes, and diffu-
sion processes. [llinois J. Math. 7, 638-660.

O. Zindy (2009). Scaling limit and aging for directed trap models. Markov Processes and
Related Fields 15, 31-50.

Nina Gantert

Institut fiir Mathematische Statistik
Universitat Miunster

Einsteinstr. 62

D-48149 Miinster, Germany
gantert@math.uni-muenster.de

Peter Morters

Department of Mathematical Sciences
University of Bath

Claverton Down

Bath BA2 7AY, United Kingdom
maspm@bath.ac.uk

Vitali Wachtel

Mathematisches Institut der Universitat Miinchen
Theresienstr. 39

D-80333 Miinchen, Germany

Vitali.Wachtel@mathematik.uni-muenchen.de

28


http://arxiv.org/abs/0910.5613

	1 Introduction
	2 Statement of the main results
	3 Proof of Theorem 2.1(a)
	4 Proof of Theorem 2.1(b)
	5 Proof of Theorem 2.1(c)
	6 Proof of Theorem 2.2
	7 Proof of Theorem 2.4

