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Branching random walks in random environment
and super-Brownian motion in random
environment

Makoto Nakashima *

Abstract

We focus on the existence and characterization of the limit for a certain
critical branching random walks in time-space random environment in one
dimension which was introduced in [I]. Each particle performs simple
random walk on Z and branching mechanism depends on the time-space
site. The weak limit of this measure valued processes is characterized as a
solution of the non-trivial martingale problem and called super-Brownian
motions in random environment in [16]. Moreover, we will show the weak
uniqueness of the solutions with some initial condition.
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We denote by (§2, F, P) a probability space. Let N = {0,1,2,---}, N* =
{1,2,3,---}, and Z = {0, +1,+2,--- }.

1 Introduction

Super-Brownian motion(SBM) is a measure valued process which was intro-
duced by Dawson and Watanabe independently[3] 27] and is obtained as the
limit of (asymptotically) critical branching Brownian motions (or branching ran-
dom walks). There are many books for introduction of super-Brownian motion
[4. 8] and dealing with several aspects of it [6l [7, 12 23]. Also, super-Brownian
motion appears in physics and population genetics.

An example of the construction is the following, where we always treat Eu-
clidean space as the space, R? in this paper.

We assume that at time 0, there are N particles in Z? as the 0-th generation
particle. Each of N particles chooses independently of each others a nearest
neighbor site uniformly, moves there at time 1, and then each particle indepen-
dently of each others either dies or split into two particles with probability 1/2
(1st generation). The newly produced particles in n-th generation perform in
the same manner, that is each of them chooses independently of each others
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a nearest neighbor site uniformly, moves there at time n + 1, and then each
particle independently of each others either dies or split into 2 particles with
probability 1/2.

Let Xt(N)(-) be the measure-valued Markov processes defined by

i {partides in BV/N at [tN |-th generation at time tN }

XM (B) = ¥ ,

where B € B(R?) are Borel sets in R and BN = {z = yv/N fory € B}.
Then, under some conditions, they converge as N — oo to a measure-valued
processes, super-Brownian motion. In particular, the limit X;(¢) is character-
ized as the unique solution of the martingale problem:

t

For all ¢ € D(A),
20) 1= X:(6) = Xo(6) = | 52X, (A0)ds

is an F;X-continuous square-integrable martingale

Zo(¢) =0 and (Z(4)), = / Xo(¢)ds,

where v(¢) = [ ¢dv for any measure v.

It is a well-known fact that one-dimensional super-Brownian motion is re-
lated to stochastic heat equation([I1}24]). When d = 1, super-Brownian motion
Xt (dx) is almost surely absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure
and its density u(t, x) satisfies the following stochastic heat equation:

%u = %Au + \/EW(t,x),
where W(t, x) is space-time white noise. On the other hand, for d > 2, X;(-) is
almost singular with respect to Lebesgue measure.([5] 13} 211 22])

In this paper, we consider super-Brownian motion in random environment,
which are introduced in [I6]. Mytnik showed the existence and uniqueness
of the scaling limit X, () for a certain critical branching diffusion in random
environment with some conditions. It is characterized as the unique solution of
the martingale problem:

For all ¢ € D(A),
t
1
24(6) 1= Xi(6) - Xo() ~ [ 3X.(20)ds
0
is an F; -continuous square-integrable martingale and

@@= [ Xu@yis+ [ [ gamota)ot) X, (dn)X. (s,
(1.2)

where ¢(-,-) is bounded continuous function in a certain class. In this paper,
we construct a super-Brownian motion in random environment as a limit point
of scaled branching random walks in random environment, which is a solution
of ([L2) for the case where g(z,y) is replaced by 0,,. The definition of such
martingale problem is formal. The rigorous definition will be given later.



2 Branching random walks in random environ-
ment

Before giving the system of the branching random walks in random environment,
we introduce Ulam-Harris tree T for labeling the particles. We set Tj, = (N*)"*
for k > 1. Then, Ulam-Harris tree T is defined by 7 = U Ty.

k>0
We will give a name to each particle by using elements of 7.

i) When there are M particles at the 0-th generation, we label them as
1,2,--- M eTy.

ii) If the n-th generation particle x = (zg,- - ,x,) € T, gives birth to kx par-
ticles, then we name them as (zq, -+ ,@n, 1), -, (o, s Tn, kx) € Trt1-

Thus, every particle in the branching systems has its own name in 7. We
define |x| by its generation, that is if x is an element of T}, then |x| = k. For
convenience, we denote by |x Ay| the generation of the closest common ancestor
of x and y. If x and y have no common ancestor, then we define [x Ay| = —oc.
Also, we denote by y/x the last digit of y when y is a child of x, that is

ce %= (20, xn) €T,
¥/x = {ky, U (oo mky) €Ty, fOT sSOME n €N,

00 otherwise.

3

Now, we give the definition of branching random walks in random environ-
ment. In our case, particle move on Z and the process evolves by the following
rule:

i) The initial particles locate at site {z; € 2Z :i=1,--- , Mn}.
ii) Each particle located at site z at time n chooses a nearest neighbor site

independently of each others with probability % and moves there at time

n+ 1. Simultaneously, it is replaced by k-children with probability q,s]\;)(k:)
independently of each others,

where {{qg]\g(kz)}k i (n,x) e N x Z} are the offspring distributions assigned
=0

to each time-space site (n,x) which are i.i.d.in (n,z). We denote by B and
by B,S{VQ the total number of particles at time n and the local number of particles
at site x at time n. Also, we denote by mﬁ’” ) the p-th moment of offsprings
for offspring distribution {q,(f\g)(k)}, that is

m{P = k() (k).
k=0

This model is called branching random walks in random environment (BR-
WRE) whose properties as measure valued processes is for “supercritical” case
are studied well [9] [10]. Also, the continuous counterpart, branching Brownian
motions in random environment is introduced by Shiozawa[25, 26]. We know
that the normalized random measure weakly converges to Gaussian measure



in probability in one phase, whereas the localization has occurred in the other
phase.

In this paper, we focus on the scaled measure valued processes Xt(N) associ-
ated to this branching random walks:

1 X
N
XM = N,Zéri/N%’

i—
and
(N
BtN)

v 13 1 | KN |
Xt _Nzéziu)/wé’ for ¢ =g~y foreach K> 0,

7=

where x;(t) is the position of the i-th particle at tN-th generation. We remark
that if we identify Bfﬁ?z as the measure Béx’)mém, then Xt(N) is represented as

(V) _ (V) _ 1 | KN
X N%Btl\fm N% fOI‘t—N,"',T.

Let Mp(R) be the set of the finite Borel measures on R. For convenience, we
extend this model to the c4ddldg paths in Mp(R) by

1
ZBmz o/N fort§t<z+ﬁ,
zEZ

where we define t for ¢ and N by some positive number % for ¢ € N satisfying

+ <t < L. Then, Xt(N) € Mp(R) for each t € [0, K]. Let ¢ € By(R), where
By(R) is the set of the bounded Borel measurable functions on R. We denote
the product of v € Mp(R) and ¢ € By(R) by v(¢), that is

_ /R (x)v(dx

To describe the main theorem, we give the following assumption on the
environment:
Assumption A

-5 [Shd] -1 g [l 1] = >0

sup F [mé,o’ )} < 00, hm N2E {( (N b 1)2} = 52,
N>1

sup N2 E [(mg\é ) 1)4} < 00.

N>1

Example: The simplest example satisfying Assumption A is the case where

.z 2 ani T 2 " Nt
{&(n,x) : (n,x) € N x Z} such that P({(n,z) =1) = P({(n,z) = —1) =1

for i.i.d.random variables



Before giving our main theorem, we introduce a set of functions on R, rapidly
decreasing continuous functions:

Crap(R) = {g € Cy(R) : |g], = sup e?®lg(z) < oo, for all p > 0} .

Theorem 2.1. We suppose that XéN)(~) = Xo(-) in Mp(R) and Assumption
A. Then, the sequence of measure valued processes {X.(N) N e N} converges

to a continuous measure valued process X. € C([0,00), Mp(R)). Moreover, for
any t > 0, any limit point X;(dx) is almost surely absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure and its density u(t,x) is a solution of the following
martingale problem:

For all ¢ € D(A),

/¢ t:udx—/qb Xodx——//Aqﬁ u(t, z)dzds

is an JF;X -continuous square-integrable martingale and

90— [ 46 s 2t )

(2.1)

In particular, if Xo has a density u € C, (R), then the solutions to (Z1) is the
unique.

Remark: We found from Assumption A that the fluctuation of the envi-
ronment is mainly given by (mSZ\Q ) 1) and scaling factor is N - (It appears
clearly in the Example beyond Assumption A.) This scaling factor is different
from N*%, the one in [I6]. When the scaling factor is N*%, the limit is the
usual super-Brownian motion (L.T]).

We roughly discuss how the scaling factor in our model is determined. For
simplicity, we consider the model for the case where the environment is the one
given in Example.

We scale the space by N 2. T hen, the summation of the fluctuation of the

k
first moment of offsprings in the segment {k} x [z, ] is Z M
z€[xN1/2 yN1/2] N

1
Since it is the summation of i.i.d. random variables of %, the central limit

theorem holds and it weakly converges to a Gaussian random variable with
distribution N (0, W) Similar argument holds for random variables other
than Bernoulli random variables.

Remark: The martingale problem (Z1]) is the rigorous and general defini-
tion of the martingale problem when g(z,y) is replaced by 0,—, in (I2)). Also,
the theorem implies the existence of the solution to the stochastic heat equation

0 .

U= —Au + Vyu + 282u2W, (2.2)
and lim;_, o u(t, z)de = Xo(dx), where W is time-space white noise. In [15],
the existence of solutions for general SPDE containing (Z2) when the initial
measure Xo(dx) has a continuous density with rapidly decreasing at infinity.



Also, Theorem 2] states that the uniqueness in law of solutions to (Z2I).
There are a lot of papers on uniqueness of the stochastic heat equation %u =
TAu+ |u[YW. Tt is known that weak uniqueness holds for 1 <y <1in[l7 and
pathwise uniqueness holds for % < v <1 in [I8]. However, pathwise uniqueness
fails when solutions are allowed to take negative values for v < 2 in [14].

Especially, we should remark that in the proof of Theorem 2.1l we will show
that the weak uniqueness for the limit points of {X ()} but it will not imply
the weak uniqueness for the solutions to the martingale problem 2I)). It is
because we will use some estimate arising from {X )}

3 Proof of Theorem [2.1]

In this section, we will give a proof of Theorem 21l The proof is divided into
three steps:

i) Tightness.
ii) Identification of the limit point process.
iii) Weak uniqueness of the limit points.

In this section, we consider the following setting for simplicity.

Assumption B: The number of initial particles is NV and all of them locates
1 1
) = 5 - B ) = Ly D
' 2 7 ' 2 2Nz
for i.i.d. random variables {{(n, z) : (n,z) € N x Z} such that P({(n,z) =1) =
P(€(n,x) = —1) = L.

To consider the general model, it is almost enough to replace Be(n.z) by

1
N1
m%{\gl) — 1. We sometimes need to consider {{q%ﬁ)(k:)}kzo : (n,z) € NxZ}.

Especially, v appears in the same situation as the construction of the usual
super-Brownian motion, so the reader will not to have any difficulties.

at the origin at time 0. Also, g

Before staring the proof, we will look at the Xt(N)(gb). Since Xt(N) are con-
stant in t € [t + %), it is enough to see the difference between XE(N) and

(V)
XH%’

XM @) - XM = £ 3 (¢( ?VN;) v —¢(N“V))

x~t

where x ~ t means that the particle x is the tN-th generation, Y7 is the
position of the particle x at time tN for x ~ ¢, V* is the number of children of
x and for simplicity, we omit N. We remark that Y3, = Y\ 41 for y which
is a child of x.



Also, we divide this summation into four parts:

(LHS)

-+ e () (vx_l_w>

x~t

.

o (1N, V1)

§: <tNH) N

x~t
N+1 _ 5
+%§(¢(Yﬁ§1)—¢(2§)—¢( )+¢(2 ) -2 (5 ))
1o Cir) e (i) -2 ()
Nx~§ 2

Y+l Yiv-1) Vi
+$z"5( >+¢<2N; )-20(%)

x~t

Thus, we have that for 0 <t <t <t+ +

ZZ Yin PE(sN, Vi)
(bN) N+1 X _ _ sN
M ¢( Nz )(V ! Ni )

s<t X~S
AN CAR)
N3 Ni

MEN (6 NZZ < 7

s<t x~vs

b<
22*

w0 FEE (5 ()

s<t x~s

and AN : B,(R) — By(R) is the following operator;

ar) 7o (

AN () = dl

o1) ~2000)

2
N
Actually, we have that

/ XM (AN g) dsZZNAN¢<

s<t x~s

)



Also, we remark that Mz(b’N) (9), ML(G’N) (¢), and ML(S’N) (¢) are fi(g)—martingales,

where }“,SN) is the o-algebra
o (V’“‘,Yk’“‘_‘_l,é(kz,x) x| <n—-1,k<n-1lz¢€ Z) ,
where féN) = {0,Q}. Indeed, since Y;¥, | are independent of V* and {(n, x),

E [ (8) - M8V (6)| FR]
| YEN | BN 1AL
- > E{qﬁ(]\;%)‘ft(N)l}E VE—1- -

x~§—%

(N)
tN -1

I

E [Mf’m(aﬁ) - Mﬁ’g)(@‘ fé(fzvvzl}

Ly E[¢(Y?7V) ) }E g (N — 1Y) |
N ) N tN—1 N tN-1

IS

and
E (M () - MV (o) FRL, | =0,

almost surely.

Moreover, the decomposition ([B.1) is very useful since the martingales Mé(i’N) (0)
i = b, e, s are orthogonal to each others. Indeed, we have that

E[(am"V (@) (am{=M ()| FNL]

1 Y 15
N 2 (E ¢(E)¢<N%>

(N)
]:ngl
x,x’~§—%

<Vx_1_6s(ﬁN—1,1@’7V1>> e ]ﬁ&(tN—LY?z‘vD

x F|FE

1 — 1
N1 N1 N1

N

where Q%N) = f,(,N) Vo(€(n,z) : * € Z) almost surely. Also, we can ob-
tain by the similar argument that £ [(AML(b’N)((b)) (AML(S’N)(gb)) ‘ ‘7'—;(1]\\7[11} =

E [ (AML(S,N)(@) (AML(S’N) (¢)) ‘ ]-‘E(]J\\{ZJ = 0 almost surely.

:0,

3.1 Tightness

In this subsection, we will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. The sequence { XM} is tight in D([0,00), Mp(R)), and each
limit process is continuous.



To prove it, we will use the following theorem which reduces the problem to
the tightness of real-valued process [23] Theorem II.4. 1].

Theorem 3.2. Assume that E is a Polish space. Let Dy be a separating
class of Cy(E) containing 1. A sequence of cddlig Mp(E)-valued processes
{X(N) : N € N} is C-relatively compact in D (]0,00), Mp(E)) if and only if

(i) for every e, T >0, there is a compact set Kp . in E such that

sup P <supX( ) (KTa) > €> <g,
N t<T

(i) and for all ¢ € Do, {XN)(¢) : N € N} is C-relatively compact in D ([0, 00),R).

Assumption: We choose CZ(R) as Dy, where CZ(R) is the set of bounded
continuous function on R with bounded derivatives of order 1 and 2.

Hereafter, we will check the conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem for our
case. In the beginning, we give the proof of (ii) by using the following lemmas:

Lemma 3.3. For ¢ € CZ(R), sup ‘Mt(S’N) (qﬁ)‘ 50 as N — oo for all K > 0.
t<K

Lemma 3.4. (See [23, Lemma II 4.5].) Let (ML(N),.T?]) be discrete time
martingales with MéN) =0.
2|
Let (M(N)>L = Z E [(Ms(fl)/N — MéN)) ‘}';V], and we extend MY and
0<s<t
(MM t0 [0, 00) as right continuous step functions.

(i) If {{(MWN)). . N € N} is C-relatively compact in D([0,00),R) and

sup

‘M M) —MEN)‘SO as N = o0 for all K >0, (3.2)
0<t<K B

t+1/N

then MY is C-relatively compact in D(]0,0),R).
If, in addition,

2
{(Mt(N)) + (M(N)>L N e N} is uniformly integrable for all t,

then M) & M in D([0,00),R) implies M is a continuous L?-martingale and
(M‘(Nk),<M(N’f)).) (M., (M).) in D([0,00),R).

Lemma 3.5. For any ¢ € CZ(R), the sequence Ct(N) (¢) = /thN) (AN¢) ds
is C-relatively compact in D([0,00), R). ’

When we can verify the conditions of Lemma[3.4] for MmN (¢), and MmN (),
the sequence {X.(N)(qﬁ) :N € N} is C-relatively compact in D(]0,00),R). More-
over, if we check the condition of (i) in Theorem B.2] then the tightness of
{X M. NeN } follows immediately.



Before starting the proof of the above lemmas, we prepare the following

lemma. It tells us the mean of the measure XL(N)
of the scaled simple random walk.

is the same as the distribution

Lemma 3.6. We define historical process by
1
N
N = < ZaYWN € Mp (D([0,00),R)),
Xt N1/2

where Y =YY for 0 < s < |xAy|+1, that is Y is the position of the
| sN |-generation’s ancestor of x.
If ¢ : D(]0,00),R) = Rxq is Borel, then for anyt >0

E [H§N>(w)} = By [w <Y(J\A[—“N>} : (3.3)

where Y. is the trajectory of simple random walk on Z. In particular, for all

¢ S B+(R)a

Y,
(N) _ tN
E[x (9)] = By P (N% )] . (3.4)
Moreover, for all x, K > 0, we have that
Py (sup Xt(N)(l) > x) <zl (3.5)
t<K

To prove this lemma, we introduce the notation. For z(-),y(-) € D([0,00),R)
such that y(0) = 0,

x(t) if0<t<t,
x(s)+ylt—s) ift>s.

(x/s/y)(t) = {

Then, (z/s/y)(-) € D([0,0),R).

Proof. ([B3]) follows from the Markov property. Indeed, we have

_ ~
BlEMW)] = F |+ w( “’?N>

¢ N2 N

1 Yo x| ()

-E |~ ;zp( o B v FAL]
x~i—y

:EEZliZzp(

where Z;(-) is a random function independent of Y%, such that Z;(s) = 0 for
0<s<1 P(Z(s) =1fors > 1) = P(Z(s) = —1for > 1) = 1. Iterating

10



this,

E 7™ ()]

oo o (O3 -2/2) fix /)

=F \Ez 7, N

N

XNL—%

iy [o ()]

where Z is independent copy of Z; and Y'(+) is the trajectory of simple random
walk. Also, (33)) follows from the fact that XE(N)(l) is an fi(]i,v)-martingale and

from the L' inequality for non-negative submartingales and from (3.4]).
(I

Proof of Lemmal3.3. We know XéN)((b) = ¢(0). Also, we have that for any
K >0

e - e < [

< sup C(O) XM (Dt — s (3.6)
us<K -

XN (AN9)| du

We can use the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem by ([B.3]) and ([B.6]) so that {C‘(N)(qb) :N € N}

are C-relatively compact sequences in D ([0, 00), R). O

Y Yo 2 .
(¢ (m) - (E)) ] First, we

Ys’“ﬁvﬂ) <Y’“§v) 1 N <Y’“§v)
—1 - —1 - A —1
¢< Nz ¢ N2 N ¢ N2

Proof of Lemma 33 Let hy(y) = EY

remark that

11



are orthogonal for x # x’ ~ s. Since M,” (& N)((,b) is a martingale, we have that

5| (mi )]
_ % SE [(AMSM(@)Q]

s<K
_ B E sN+1 - Y;;V f—AN x : ]_-(N)
N2 Z Z ¢ N% ¢ % sN
s<K X~VS

| /\

2y p|iy <hN (5 N) + allavol?

s<K X~S

K
[ (xh) + 482N X () ds]
0
K 2
oo [ (o(52) -+ (3)

— 0,
where we have used Lemma and the fact that supy [|AV¢|le < oo for
¢ € C}(R) and {XE(N)(l) : 0 <t < K} is martingale with respect to ]-'t(g) in
the last line. O

<2F

K N 12 v(N)
+ 2 s AN X5 (1)

Next, we will check the conditions in LemmaBdlfor > (¢) and M) (@),
that is,

(1) {<M(b’N)(¢)>V + <M(6’N)(q§)>' :N € N} is C-relatively compact in D([0, o0), R).

(b N b,N e,N e,N P
sup ’MH )= MM () + MO () — M} )(¢)‘—>OaSN—>oo
0<t<K N - N
for all K > 0.

@ { (V@) + (V@) + (00

is uniformly integrable for all ¢.

t

+ <M(G’N)(¢)>t Ne N}

As we verified that M©®N)(¢) and M(©N)(¢) are orthogonal, we have that

(MO @)+ M (@) = (M) + (V)

Moreover, since under fixed environment {£(n,z) : (n,x) € N x Z}, V* and

12



V¥ are independent for x # y, we have that

(MOV9)),

- ZE [(M(b N(g) - Mi(b’N)(qb))2 féﬂ

pme (| (o 2 e
b

- %;XL(N) (¢%) (1 — f;) (1 +O(N—%))

- (1+(9 / XM (42)ds

and

(M),

=S n | (Mo - i) |77

SNl (tN+1)¢<@f>‘f$>

s<t x,x~1

S
——
/~
—
—+
9
C’/

- N?Z > ¢(Y§V) {Yﬁvjva -

s<t x,x~1

:1+(9 N~—3) 5222¢<

s<t xz€Z

S

3

t 2 (BéN?m)Q
(ro(v2))s [ So() Carka

where [O(N~2)| < C,N~2 for a constant Cy that depends only on ¢.
Therefore, we have that

<M(b,N)(¢)>L + <M(e,N)(¢)>L _ <M(b,N)(¢)>§ _ <M(e,N)(¢,)>§
<. ({ar00m), + (), - (o), ()
—C (<X(N)(1)>t - <X(N)(1)>S) : (3.7)

where we remark that {X(N)( ):0< L} is a martingale with respect to ]-1(]]\\,[).

We will prove C-relative compactness of [BX1) by showing the following
lemma.

13



Lemma 3.7. For any K >0
2
sup E [(XI((N)(I)) ] < 0.,
N K

and for any e > 0,

li P XM —(xWM =0.
tim s P (s ((¥00) = (xM(0) ) >

Proof. We remark that for each IV, B,(lN) is a martingale with respect to the

filtration 7y .
Let B,(f’N) be the total number of particles at time n which are the descen-
dants from i-th initial particle. Then, we remark that for i # j

o (el oli] = 2 2 (B | 2 26 | ]
32 )u{z‘qKNj:nl_;@Z}

Nz

)

== Eyly2 <1 +

where H is the o-algebra generated by {£(n,z) : (n,x) € N x Z}, and Y! and
Y2 are independent simple random walks on Z starting from the origin.
On the other hand,

[KN|—1

N2 32 t{k<i<|KN|:Y!'=Y?}
E[(BE}%JV)J) :| :1+ Z CEyly2 (1+N%) :Yk1:Yk2 +c
k=1

1 )

32 t{i<|KN]Y=v?}
)

< |KN|Eyiy2 (1 +

where c =1 — # <1 [28, Lemma 2.3]. Thus, we have that
2

32 )ﬁ{iSLKNJrYf—Yf}

Nz

E [(X}j”(nf] < % (N(N —1) + N|KN|) Eyy- (1 +

1
2

52 ﬁ{ig \_KNJ:YJ:Yf}
< C(K)Ey1y: <1 + )

is bounded (Lemma [£]]), we com-

32 t{i<IKN Y =Y7}
)

Since Eyly2 (1 —+

plete the proof.
Now, we turn to the proof of the latter part of the statement. Let § > 0. It
follows from the above argument that

(x™)) — (x™())

t s

) )
/t X5N>(1)+5227<BL“NJ’1) du.

TEZ

[N

14



We know that ﬁN)(l)du‘ < (supuSK X&N)(l)) |t — s| and Lemma [0l im-
plies that this term converges in probability to 0 as |t — s| — 0 uniformly in
0<s<t< K. So, it is enough to show that for any ¢ > 0

BW) )
ulN |,x
lim sup P | sup / Z L J du>¢e| =0.
=0 N>1 0<s<K vez

We consider the segments I} = [2kd,2(k + 1)8] for 0 < k < |£]. Then, we
have by Corollary 3] that

2(k+1)6N 2(k+16N)

1 2 2
=wE| X X X (BN.) (B)
s=2k6N t=2k0N xz,y€Z
2

| (k0N N\ 1
N
S 1 DD E[(BWVJ ) ] . (3.8)
$s=2kON xz€Z

Corollary implies that

4
(N) 4774
E [(BLSM ) ] < (sV1)AIN*Eyryaysy ; o

o\ #H{1<i<sN: Y=Y, a,b€{1,2,3,4}}
(1 + L > Yion =2, ]

(3.9)

752

TN

<1

55(0,0>>4

1
1

where we have used that for N large enough, F (1 +

Holder’s inequality and Lemma ] imply that

o\ 68{1<i<sN:Y;'=Y}
(133)

2
(B:QI) < (8\/ 1)4N4Ey1y2 : YLlij = YL2SNJ =ux| Py (YLlsNJ = x)

1
2

4 a4 3
MPYI (YLlNJ _ 1,) .
(sNV1)2 ’

<

Thus, local limit theorem implies that

k+1)8
o 2(k+1)6N

K\/l 1
B < ~ Z Z %(sN\/l)iP}n (YLlsNJ :z)

s=2koN zez (SN V1

s (\/2(k:+ 10N — \/2k5N)2.

Thus, we obtained that

2
S

Bz N® - e2(V/2(k + 1) + V2k)?

15



Since for each 0 < s < K, there is some k such that [s,s + 6] C I9 U I,fﬂ, we
have that

2
s+o (Bff?w z) i CK*5
sup P | su ~—————du>e| <2
Nzri O<SEK\/5 gz N2 i ef(V2(k+1) + V2k)?
CK*log &
<272 28T L 0asd—0.
5

O
Also, we prove the following lemmas to check the conditions (1)-(3).

Lemma 3.8. For ¢ € CZ(R),

lim B | Y [AMN (¢) + AMEY (9))H| =0 for all K > 0.

N—o00
t<K

Lemma 3.9. For ¢ € CZ(R),

4
sup E | sup Mt(b’N)(qb) + Mt(e’N) (qﬁ)’ 1 < 0 for all K > 0,
N |k T -
and
2
(b,N) (e,N)
E {(<M (6) + M (¢>)>K) } < for all K > 0.

If we prove these lemmas, then we can verify the condition of Theorem
(i)
Proof of the C-relatively compactness of {X.(N)(qﬁ) : N € N}. When we look at
the process {X.(N)(gb)}, it is divided into some processes, X(SN)(QS), M.(b’N)(ng),
M (g), MP(g), and CN(9).

We know that A7) (¢) and XéN) (¢) converges to constant by Assumptions

and Lemma B3l C-relative compactness of c™) (¢) has been proved in Lemma
5.0l
Arzela-Ascoli’s theorem and LemmaB.Zlimply that {<M(b’N) (p) + M(e’N)(q§)> :N € N}

is C-relatively compact in D ([0, 00),R). Also, (8:2) follows from Lemma B.§].
The uniform integrability of { (Méb’N)(qﬁ) + Mé(e’N) (qﬁ)) ’ + <M(b’N)(¢) + M(G’N)(¢)>t}
has been shown by Lemma 3. and Lemma 3.9 Thus, we have checked all condi- B
tions in Lemma[dlso that {M.(b’N)(qb) + MM (), <M(b*N)(q§) +MEM (¢)> }
is C-relatively compact in D([0, 00), R). .

Thus, {X‘(N)(qb)} is C-relatively compact in D([0,00),R) for each ¢ €

CZ(R).
O

16



To prove Lemma B8, we will use the following proposition (see [2]).

Proposition 3.10. Let ¢ : R>g — R is continuous, increasing, ¢(0) = 0 and
#(2N) < cod(A) for all X > 0. (M, Fy) is a martingale, M), = supy<,, |Mg|,

n

(M), = ZE [(Mk*Mkflf‘]:kfl} + E[Mg], and d, = maxi<p<n | My —
=1

My—1]. Then, there exists c = c(eo) such that

Blo (M) < B [0 ((0))?) + 6 (d;)]

Proof of Lemmal38 Tt is enough to show that

4
lim £ |3 ‘AMS*N>(¢)‘ + ’AvaM @ | =0 for all K > 0.

4
N —o00 ’
t<K

Conditional on gt(]]\\[[), AME(b’N)(gb) is a sum of mean 0 independent random vari-

x N, YE )
ables; W(b,x,N) — iqﬁ (}/;«N+l) VE_1_ /85 (— tN

N Ve 7 . Applying Propo-

sition B.10] into Z W N e have

x~t

N2

i o 2
E sup Z W(b,xk,N) gé(]]v\f) <ec Z <Cl(¢> (1 — O(N 1/2))> + (

. p(N)
i<BN k=1 i<BA

Thus,

P S an o] < o (PORETRET ow B0 KN

N4
t<K

— 0.

Next, we will prove that

4
‘ —0 forall K> 0.

lim £ |y ‘AMée*m((b)
t<K

N —oc0

It is clear that for ¢ € CZ(R)

N) )2 N\ 2
Biv) (i)
N5

E UAME(QN)(‘;S)F] <CE| > 2(

z,YyeZ

Then, it follows from Corollary 3] and the similar argument in the proof of

17




Lemma [B.7] that
N) 2 N)\?
e [l (o1
N5

Ctvi1)!
%Ey1y2ysy4

IN

732 HISI<EN:Y =Y!,a,b€{1,2,3,4}} |
1+ B ,}/LN:YLN::”
3 ' YL%V:Y;N:y

C(tv1)?
S % H Eyly2y3y4

a,be{1,2,3,4}
a#b

. 3 b
3 Yin=Yin=y

1
. va_ b =
<1 + 762)6ﬂ{1<1<tN'Yi - . YLIN_Y;N_E] |

< %Pyl (viv =) Pr (i =) (P (i =) A P (¥iy =),
Thus, we have that
EUAMF”N@F}SwaKVD4Z:N¢N

<K T

— 0,

as N — oo.

Proof of Lemmal39. We apply Proposition into martingale Mé(b’N)(ng) +
Mée’N)(¢). Then, we have that

E

<K N T

sup (Mt(b’N)(qﬁ) + e (qg))ﬂ <c() (E |:(<M(b,N)(1)>K + <M(e,N)(1)>K)2:|

+3 <‘AM£(b’N)(1)‘4 + ‘AML(G’N)(l)r)
t<K

The second term in the right hand side goes to 0 as N — oo by Lemma
The first term is bounded above by

N N (V) )2 (N) \?

or |y [P0 (BiN.) (8),)
2 3 3

s t<K N z,y€ET N> N>

Since XV (1) is a martingale, £ [X§N>(1)X£N>(1)} -E [X§N>(1)X§<N>(1)} for
s <t. Thus,
xMx™NM ) 2
s t 2 (N)
BlY =5t gKl?KXK(U)}
5,t<K

is bounded in N for all K by Lemma 3.7
Also, we know that from the proof of Lemma [3.7] that

Z E Z (Bé%)zf (BL(JZ\\TI,)y)Q < CK* (\/H)Q .

Nb® N
5,t<K z,y€Z

18



In the end of this subsection, we complete the proof of the tightness by
checking the condition (i) in Theorem The proof follows the one in [23]
pl55]

Check for (i) in Theorem[ZZA Lete,T > 0and n(e) > 0 (n will be chosen later).
Y.
Let Ko C D([0,000),R) be a compact set such that sup P <N_]Y € K§> <. Let
N 2
Kr ={ys,ys— : t <T,y € Ko}. Then, Kr is compact in R. Clearly,

Y;
sup P (llt € K7 for some t < T) <.
N Nz

Let

RgN) = Ht(N) (y : y(s) € Kf for some s < t)

1 YN
= — Su 1 c —§ .
NXZNtﬁSIZ KT(N%)

First, we will claim that REN) is an fé(zj\\,[)—submartingale. Clearly, R™) is con-
stant on [£,£ + = ). So, it is enough to show that

E[RY, - RV FP] 20 as. (3.10)
T O
We have
! Yiv &
R(N) _R(N):_ 1e S Vx_ 1 e S
R =2 e L (7 ) VT s (5
1 YN
> — *_ guplge [ =2
> L0 D ()

The conditional expectation of the last term with respect to ]-'t(j\\,[) is equal to
0. Thus, I0) is proved. Now we apply L!-inequality for submartingale into
R™) 5o that

P (Sup XM (K8) > 5) <p <Sup RN > 5)
s<T t<T

< e 'ERY)

1 Y;N c
<e P NLEKT,forsomeng <eg
2

by taking n(e) = 2. O

3.2 Identification of the limit point process

From the lemmas in section Bl we know that for ¢ € CZ(R), each term of

2M(0) = X (0) - 0(0) - /0 X (AY g)ds, (8.11)

19



and
(2M(9)) = (M"V(9))

are C-relatively compact in D([0, 00),R) and we found by from Lemma [34] that
the limit points satisfy

+ <M<6,N>(¢>>£ + (MM ()

t t t

2(6) = Xil¢) = 0(0) = [ 3X.(80)ds

and
(2(8)), = / Xo(@)ds + M (9),

where M () is a limit point of ML(G’N)(QS). Therefore, we need to identify

M (9).
First, we give an approximation of Xt(N) by some measure valued processes
which have densities. For (t,y) € Rsq x R, we define uV)(¢,7) by

N
u(N)(ty):& fort<t<t+iandy€ rolrtl x € 7.
’ 2V N "~ ° N Nz Nz )’

Actually, integrating (™) (t,y) over hv_l ”J”VH) for each = € Z, they coincide
)

B

with tj\}’ . Thus, we can regard u(N)(¢,5) as an approximation of X S

Also, (M(* N)(q§)> can be rewritten as

2
<M(e,N) / Zqﬁ ( ) B? (BEiVNJ z) ds
TEL

N3
t
—252(1+ O(N~})) / / 0 )y,
Yy

Therefore, we can conjecture that the limit point Mt(e)((,b) is
t
28 [ [t pPisdy (3.12)
0 JyeR
if u¥) = 4 for some u(s,y) in some sense. In the following, we will check that

BI2) is true.

We denote by Xt(N) new measure-valued processes associated to u(V )(~, ),

that is for ¢ € CZ(R),
(™) (g) = / o(@)u™ (1, 2)dx
R

Then, it is clear that for CZ(R) and for any K > 0

limsup £ {sup ‘Xt(N)(ng) - Xt(N)(ng)H = 0.

N —o00 t<K

20



Thus, {X.(N) :N € N} is C-relative compact in D([0,00), Mp(R)) and there

are subsequences which weakly converges to X., where X. is the one given in

BID.

We will prove the following lemmas:

Lemma 3.11. Let X. be a limit point of the sequence {X.(N) : N € N}. Then,
the measure valued process {X;(-) : 0 <t < oo} is almost surely absolutely con-
tinuous for all t > 0, that is there exists an adapted Borel-measurable-function-
valued process {u; : t > 0} such that

Xi(dz) = ui(z)dx, for allt >0, P-a.s.

Define a sequences of measure valued processes { MFN)(dz) N e N} by

t 2
M (dx) = 267 MN(s,2)) duds.
. (dx) =28 /0 (u (s x)) xds

Lemma 3.12. For any € > 0 and for any T > 0, there exists a compact set
K&T C R such that

sup P (sup ™) ((KE’T)C) > 5) <e.
N +<T

By using Lemma .11 and Lemma [312] we can can identify the limit point
process as follows:

Identification of the limit point processes. We will verify that if X.(N’“)(d:c) =
u(-, x)dx as Ny — oo, then

1) () = (2/32 /O tu(s,x)%ls) da. (3.13)

Actually, { (MgN) ()) re0.00) :N € N} are C-relatively compact in D ([0, 00), M r(R))

if the conditions in Theorem 3.2 are satisfied. However, we have already checked
them in the proof of the tightness of {X.(N) : N € N} and Lemma Thus,
for any ¢ € CZ(R),

ugNk) (¢) = pt (¢) for subsequences Nj — cc.

Also, we may consider this convergence is almost surely by Skorohod represen-
tation theorem, that is

lim ™ (9) = ju(9), as. (3.14)

k—o0

Let Gn(B,m) be the distributions of u¥)(¢,z) for B € B(R>¢ x R) and
m € [0,00), that is

Gn(B,m) = H(t,:c) e B:uM(t,z) < m}‘ ,
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where | - | represents Lebesgue measure on R>q x R. Especially,

2

N (0. x Rom) = —#{(n.2) :n. < {0+ [IN]},2 € Z, Byp <2mVN |
2

Then, the convergence of uEN)(~) in (BI4) is equivalent to the convergence of

the distributions G (-, -).

Let ,u,EM’N)(-) be the truncated measure of MgN)(-) for M > 0, that is

t 2
M) (g :(22 M (s,2) A M d)d.
M) () B/O(u (s.2) A M) ds ) do

Then, it is clear that for any bounded function C7 | (R)

/ /¢ <N> )/\M)Qd:cds
=2 /O /]R /0 M¢(m)m2GN(dsdxdm)

t 00
+ 2/ / / l{u(N)(s,m)>M}¢(Z'>M2GN(de.dem)
0o JRJIJM

The last term converges to 0 in probability as N — oo and then M — oo.
Indeed, we have that

0< /0 t /R /MOO 1{u™ (s,2) > MYe(z)M?G n (dsdzdm)

(5:7)

Bn,m

< Ot {(na)in < {0, [tN]},@ € Z, Bpo 2 2MVN |,

and the last term converges to 0 in probability by Lemma[3.9l Also, as N — oo
M

/ / / ¢(x)m?*G , (dsdxdm) converges almost surely to

/// d(@)m”G(dsdrdm) //¢ Ju(s, z)*L{u(t,z) < M }dzds,

where G( ,+,+) is the distribution of wu(¢,2). Thus, we have that for any ¢ €
C; . (R)

/ / o= Vdeds = lim  lim / / / ¢(a)m? G, (dsdwdm)

< lim lim / / oz <Nk> )/\M) dzds

M —o00 Ni—o0

S /’Lt(gb)a a.s.
Also, we know that for bounded function ¢ € Cli +(R), for any ¢ > 0 and for

any € >0
) < u(N)(s, z))2 - (U(N)(s, ) A M)2> dwds| > 5)

Ym2 G (dsdzdm) ‘ )

lim sup P (

M—oo N

< lim supP<
M—o0 N

=0,
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by Lemma 39 Thus, for any bounded function ¢ € C7 , (R)

(@) = lim 252/ /¢ (N’“) (t x))Qdacds

Ny —00
<2p° / / o(x dxds in probability.
This is true for ¢ € CZ(R). Thus, we have proved (ZI13). O

Proof of Lemmal[ZI2 First, we remark that Mée’N)(qb) is an fz(zj\\,[)—martingale
even if ¢(z) = 1k (z) for Borel measurable set K. Then,

BW)

(e K°> Z > (Prive) ‘SN””) = 25%(1 + O(N ™ %))y (K°)

s<t 2EKeNE

is an increasing process. Thus, we have that

P (suput(Kc) > 5) <P (3sup <M(G’N)(KC)> > €
t<T t<T t

571062\/f <sup Py (Y§N S KCN§)>

s<T

by taking K¢ as a compact set in R such that CﬂQ\/Esup§<T Py (Y§N € KCN%) <
e2, where we used Lemma E.Tl in the third inequality. O

In the rest of this section, we will prove Lemma 3111
For ¢ € Cp?([0,00) x R, R), we define

Zw(t’ ?%V)

N )

X (W) = (3.15)

x~t
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NEERS B¢ (tN, vz
= N2 Vv -l-— 7
x~t N N
1 Yx+ X
o (t+ & 225 ge (N, V)
+x¥t N Ni
20 (t+ 4,20 ) — o (t+ 4, 2 ) — g (41N, 220
+Z N2 N2 2
2N

=AM (U ) + AMSY (W )
+AMY (G4 ) + ACE) (Vg4 1)-

For i = b,e,s, M (’L/Jt) which are the sums of AM (’L/Jt) up to t are
martingales with respect to .7:“]\,\]) as well as M N)(qﬁ) are.

We take 1) as the shift of \/— exp (—z—j);

vt = e (- ;f)2) |

Then, we have that for e,¢’ >0 and t >n >0

B| (% ) - X““W))]
<;E{(AM (Ve wf+5/_§))2: (Mb)
+;E{( AMES) (WFrey = )| (Me)
+2F {( MEN (4o~ U ))2: (M)
+E (NAO@ (Vs — Vo) (©
+ i 0= v, 0’ (Initial term)

24



T T C .
Clearly, for fixed € > 0, sup,, [t (y) — V7 ._4(y)| < JS}E). So (Error terml) is

bounded above by
/ 2
(Xt(N) (M>> ] 0, as N — oc.

E
N

Also,

(il ferm) < (e —€)? ((t+e) A (t+€) 77,

where we have used [23, Lemma IIT 4.5 (a)], that is for 0 < 6 < p,

4 _
[Eee@) = oE @I < (2872) (05)" "+ @i @)"™)  (3.16)
forall z,y € R, t >0, and € > 0.

Lemma 3.13. Fore,e’ >0 andt>n >0,

lim F Z ACQ(N) (wﬁsfé - wf+€/,§) =0.

N —o0
s<t

Proof.

AC (9.

|n
~

Y R =) +ONTH)
Bt N2 ds
1 Y= (t+¢e—3,9) 1
- 2 N~z
I e
X~S N%
Since 6w1(t;§_s’y) + 621/’1%';82_5’3’) = 0, the last equation is bounded above by
(N)
Xs (1
2t (v, < oo,
= 2 H

Thus,

v . (X))
B (| S ACY 4oy~ viioms) | | S EB|(Clen) + O ) sup | 2552

— 0 as N — oo.
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Indeed, for each N, X Q(N)(l) is a martingale so that by L2-maximum inequality
and by Lemma [3.7,

supE .
s<t

sup (X(N)(l))ﬂ < 4s1]tpE [<X(N)(1)>J < 00.

Thus, we have by Fatou’s lemma that

B [(Xu(w?) - X,(w2))’]
< (e=&)(t+ene) P Xo(1)" + liminf (D) + (L) + (L) -
—00
Hereafter, we will see the right hand side .

Lemma 3.14. Suppose e >¢' > 0,t>n >0, and 0 < § < % Then, for any
zeR

liminf (M) < Cs(e — ) (t +£')7°

N —o00

Proof. By Lemma B.6] we have that for ¢ > ¢ > 0, for t > 1 > 0, and for
0<d6<3

(MD)

(-

2
z Y, T Xi_
(wt-i-a—ﬁ (1\;]%\]) o 7/}t+a/—§ (1\;;))
< By N ,

s<

M\»—A

) ZZ (w”f s (L) ~ Yirer—s (ﬁ))QB(N)

s<t z€Z

Nh—‘

I+

and it follows from (FI6) that

L c—¢ § ; Y§N 2—6 N Y§N 2-65
<[ & (7<t+gf—s>%> <<“/’f+f-s (31)) + (e (59)) )]d

Thus, we have from invariance principle that

lim inf (NE)
|/ ( : f;i BE )5 (e )"+ Wy @)"") W)y
<(e—e) /O<t+a—s>—%<2_5>—% <<t+5_s)671 (2_—6)

t+e+(1-19)s

W=

)ds
#e=e) [ =¥ ooyt <<t+s'—s>571 (%” "

t
< Cs(e—€)(t+e) e / (t+e —s)720ds < Cy(e — ) (t+ )2 (t+e)2 7,
0
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where we have used the fact that [, ¢Z(y)f(y)dy = ¢, (x) in the second
inequality.

O
Lemma 3.15. For allz € R, e >¢&' >0, and t > n > 0, we have
li Ms) = 0.
Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Lemma [B.5] O

Lemma 3.16. Supposee >¢" > 0,t>n >0, and 0 < § < % Then, for any
zeR

hmmf @13) < C(6)B2(tV1)2(t+ )2 0 (e — ')’

Proof. By Lemma 2] we have that

(Me)
(s ()~ vieoms (55)) (B
< B°E g;;% N . N3
< 2 S v 1 x 4 T o ’ —
PE SRR (e (57) ~ e (5)) PO =2
s<t z€Z

2
< 052 tv1) / Z (wﬁrg_s (ﬁ) — Ve (ﬁ)) P (Y§N = z) ds,
ZGZ

where we have used Lemma 1] in the third inequality. Let 0 < r’ < ¢. Then,
we obtain by the similar argument in the proof of Lemma B.I4] that

lim inf (MEI)

N—o0

<cevi? ([ 20t 0) - vt ) B0y

v sup, (Vs (u) = VFa W)
T /0 7 ds)

<oaviy [ [ (%)6( (Vea )™+ W) ") 2ty

0’ t+e —s
" e—¢ 0
Y e
. ) 0 \(t+¢& —s)2
t+e’ | |
7(6*6/)6/ sTE(t+e —5)" 2 %s

_; (t+e — )T + (t+e—s)=
+C(0)3(tVv1)*(e —¢€) (=R ds

l\?h—‘

((t+575) 2 (e —s) gé)ds

C5)F (V1) (e — &) (t+s 3= (;% 5) (t+5)2(t+s—n)5).
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Since i/ > 0 is arbitrary, we have that

liminf (Md) < C(8)2(t Vv 1)%(t + &) 270 (e — ).

Ny —o0

Thus, we have that

lim sup FE [(Xt(i/}g) — X,(¥%))?*| =0, for any 5 > 0.

£,e' =0 zeR t>n

By Skorohod representation theorem, we may assume that X (M) and X are
defined on a common probability space and X(Nx) — X in D(]0, 00), M r(R))
a.s.. Then, from the above arguments, we have that

Xe(UF) = Xo(Wiye) + Me(vy._.) (3.17)

for a certain continuous L*bounded martingale M; (¥f,._.), where the martin-
gale property of M, (1/1@87,) is obtained by the same argument as the proof of
Lemma Bl Also, we take L2-limit in ([BI7) as € — 0 and choose &, — 0 so
that for any ¢t and z € R,

lim X, (¢ ) = Xo(¥f) + My(yf_.) as. and in L (3.18)

n—roo

We define u(t, ) = lim., o X;(¥Z ) for all t > 0, x € R. Standard differential
theory shows that for each ¢ > 0 with probability 1,

Xi(dz) = u(t, z)de + X[ (dx),

where X} is a random measure such that X7 (dz) L dx. Also, BI8) implies
that

E [/Ru(t,x)dx} = /}RXO(wf)dac =1=FE[X,(1)].
Thus, E [X;7(1)] =0 and
Xi(dx) = u(t, z)dx, a.s.for all ¢t > 0.

Therefore, we complete the proof of Lemma B.11] and also of the existence
of Theorem 211

3.3 Weak uniqueness of the limit point process

In the end of this section, we will prove the weak uniqueness of the limit point
process X.

The main idea is to prove the existence of the “dual process” {Y; : t > 0},
which is G} (R)-valued process independent of X satisfying

E[exp (—(X¢, ¢))] = E lexp (—(Xo, Y2))] (3.19)

for each ¢ € C(R), where ( = [p o(x)v(dz) for v € Mp(R) and ¢ € Cy(R).
The reader should be careful not to confuse the notation of quadratic variation
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of martingale. Also, we will identify v € LY (R) as a finite measure on R by
v(z)dz.

Then, it is clear that the closure of Cf, ,(R) under convergence with bounded
pointwisely is the set of nonnegative bounded measurable functions. Thus, it is

enough to show FI9) for all ¢ € C/f, (R) from Lemma II.5.9 in [23].
In our case, the dual process is a solution to the martingale problem:

For all ¢ € D(A),
Z() = (Yo ¥) = (Yo, 0) = § [ (Y2, 0)ds — [ (s, 5A0) ds
is an F} -continuous square integrable martingale and

(Z(y))e =282 [[ (Y2, 4?)ds.

(3.20)

A solution to such martingale problem is a solution of the nonlinear stochas-
tic heat equation:

0 1 vy 9 2
5 Y1 (@) = SAY(2) — SYi(a)® + V2BY ()W (t, z). (3.21)

The existence of the nonnegative solution of (32I)) for the case where Y, €
C;t. (R) has been proved in [20].

rap

We will see that solutions to ([B.21)) satisfies (3.19)).

Proof of the uniqueness. Let X be a solution to the martingale problem ob-
tained as a limit point of X(N) and also, we denote by X;(x) its density. Let Y
be a solution to the martingale problem ([320) constructed on the same proba-
bility space as {X, X"} and independent of them.

We denote by v the convolution of v € Mp(R) and p.(z) = \/21? exp (—g)

for ¢ > 0 and € R. Then, it is clear that Y* € C}  (R). We have by Tto’s
lemma that for fixed u € [0, ]

exp (= (X, Y;7))

- /Ot exp (— (Xs, 7)) (<X %AY5> — % <Xs, (Yj)2> - B <X3, (YJ)2>) ds
is an F;*-martingale and
exp (= (Xu, Y1)

-/ exp (= (X0, YE)) (X 5avs ) - Jexer2) - ((x27.2) ) as
is an ff-martingale. We define for 0 < s,t <T < ocand € > 0

g(t’S’E) =E [eXp(— <XtaYsE>)] :
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Then, we have that by Fubini’s theorem

T
/ (g(S,O,E) 79(05556))d‘9
0
T

= / (g(T - 85855) —g(O,S,E) - g(SaT_ SaE) +g(8,0,€))d8

0

T T—s 7y - 5
_ £ s 2\¢ €
| [ ewe ey {3 (x. (07 - 097))
+82 (X2 ¥2) = (X, (v2))) b duds)

We will show that the right hand side converges to 0 as e — 0. Then, g(s,0,e) —
g(s,0,0) and ¢(0,s,e) — ¢g(0,s,0) as € — 0. Also, since g(s,0,0) and ¢(0, s,0)

are continuous at s = T, differentiating both sides of the above equation at
s=T, we get g(T,0,0) = g(0,T,0). Since exp (—(X,, YE)) <1, it is enough to

show that
/OT /OT“ B [<Xu (V) - 2 >} dsdu 5 0
/oT /OT_U E [<X“’ (V) —v? >} dsdu — 0
T T—u ) 2 2
/O /0 E|:<‘(X5) 7Xu 7Ys >} dsdu — 0
e 2 £\2 2
/0 /0 E[<Xu’ (Y$) =Y >} dsdu — 0, as € — 0.

Now, we will show them. It is clear that

T T—u
[ s vl s

o Jo
T T—u

:/ / <EX[XU],EY H(Y;)2 —y? Ddsdu

o Jo

T T—u 1/2 T u 1/2

_ / <EX[Xu], (/ Ey [(Y; - Ysﬂ du> (/ By [(Y; + Ysﬂ du> >ds.

0 0 0

From the proof of Proposition 3.7 in [20], we have that

By [(¥i(2) - Ya(@)’]
< /REY {(Ys(w +y) - Ys(w))ﬂ Pe(y)dy

< C(%ﬂ,T)/RE

(/R (ps(z +y+2) —ps(z + 2)) YO(ZMZ)Q

i ( / S [ st +y 2 = pista +z>>Y3<z>dzdu)2
n /0 /R (Ps—u(® + Y+ 2) — Ps—u(z + 2))° Yf(Z)dsz} pe(y)dy.
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Then, it follows from Hoélder’s inequality that

[ (it

g/OT_“ ([ vt —pta+2)?a [ 1310z as

< C(Yo)lyl,
(//pwx+y+z> Perli +2)Y, <>dzdr)2]d

Gl frss)
X (/OS /]R (Ps—r(@ +y + 2) — por(z + 2))° dzdr) ds

< C(Yo, Ty,

/OT u /0 ) /R (s—r(@ +y + 2) — por(z + 2))° B [Y2(2)] dzduds
s /OT“ </OS /R (Ps—r(x + Y+ 2) = ps—r(@ + 2)) dzdr> v
x (/O /R (Ps—r(@ +y+2) = por(z +2))° E [Y2(2)] dzdu> v ds

T—u s 3/8
< C/ ly*/? (/ / (ps_r(:c Fy+ 233 4 per(z+ z)8/3) dzdr)
0 o Jr
1/8
(/ / E dzdr) ds

< C(Yo, )|y

Thus, we have that

T—u 1/2
</ By |(v7 - Y,)’] d“) < C(Yo, T) (V" + [ /)1/2.
0

Also, we have by the same argument that

By [(Y{(2) + Ys(@))?] < C(Yo,T).

Therefore, we can show that

sl

Also, the similar argument implies that

T pT—u
Ll
o Jo

SRS

>} dsdu — 0.

Xu, |(¥2)" = ¥2|)] dsdu— 0
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and

(YE)Y? —v2 >} dsdu — 0,

A

as ¢ — 0, where we have used from that

/OTE (X2 1)]ds < tm B (XM (1)) | <oc.

N —o00

We will complete the proof by showing that

/OT/OT_UEM(Xz)?Xz

This is true when the case X, has a rapidly decreasing continuous density.
We have by Fatou’s lemma that for any u > 0

T—u 5
E ’ X5)? - x?2
e (e
T—u
< / E [/ | X: + Xu|2Yf(z)dz] ds
0 R
T—u 1/2
X </ E U |X3Xu|2yf(z>dz] ds)
0 R
_— s 1/2
< lim inf / E [/ ‘Xj +XE Yf(x)d:c] ds
e’ —0 0 R

T ) 1/2
« lim inf < / E { / ‘Xj _xe Ys2(x)d:c} ds> .
e’—=0 0 R

Also, it follows from the construction of X that by Fubini’s theorem and Fatou’s
lemma

T—u ,
/ E[/ ]X5+X5
0 R

= /OTuE URIXu(ps(erJ+psf(w+~))l2Y3($)d$} ds

,Y52>} dsdu — 0, as € — 0.

¥2)]ds
1/2

2
Yf(z)dz] ds
T—u 2
< / / liminf F { XM (pe(x+-) + per(z + ))‘ Yf(z)] dxds
0 R N—oo

T—u 2
< / / liminf £ [ XM Dute(@ 4 ) + puser (@ + ))‘ Yf(m)} dzds (3.22)
0 R

N —oco

T—u rru
+ / / lim inf '7E / XﬁN) ((pu—r-l—a(x + ) + pu—r-i—&’(‘r + ))2) Yf(l‘)d?‘:| dxds
0 R N—oo LJo

(3.23)
T—u u
+ /0 /Rl}\rfriglof 26%F [/0 /]R (u(N)(r, z))2 (Pu—rte(® + 2) + pu—rte (z + 2))° Yf(m)dzdr} dxds.
(3.24)
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We will estimate each term.

N—o00

_ / o / liminf £ { N(Puse(® +) + puger(z + -))\21@(@} daxds
0 R
T—u
< / / timinf B [XEV D)X (Gure @+ ) + purer (@ +)7) Y2()| dods
- T [ X)X (el +) + pserle + ) B[V2(0)] ) dads
0 R
T—u
- [ xnmx, < | Gurela )+ pug a4 B V(0] d:c) ds
< /T Xo(1)Xo <(/ (Pute(@+ ) + puser (z + ) dw) B (/ E V()] dm) 1/4> "
< C(T, Xo,Y0) ((u +6)78 4 (u+ s’)*f’/s) .

It follows by the similar argument to the proof of Lemma [314] that

T—u u
/ / Y2 hm me {/ XﬁN) ((pu,wrs(x + )+ Pu—ryer (. + ))2) dr] dxds

0

<5 /0 o /R <E [V ()] /0 /R Pr(y) (Pu—rte(@ + ) + pu—rrer (z +y)?) dydr) dads

< C(T, Xo, Yo).

Also, it follows from the similar argument to the proof of Lemma that

N—o00

(T, B, Xo) /T_“ / E[Y2(2)] /u/ %pr(z) (Pu—rte(® + 2)* + Pu—rte (x + 2)?) dzdrdzds
oTiu R 0o Jr
< C(T,p, Xo)/o /]R ((u +e) V2 (ut 5’)71/2) E[Y}(%)] dads

C(T, 6%, X0, Yo) ((u+ )72 + (&) 7112).
Thus, we have that

- ) 1/2
(hminf / E[ / ’X5+X5’ Yf(z)dz] ds>
e’=0 Jo R

1/2
< (T, X0, Yo, 7, 8) (1402 4u™5) 77

— 22 /0 o /R E[Y2(x)] liminf E [ /O ' /]R (U(N)(r, z))2 (Pucrte (T + 2) + Purier (z + 2))° dzdr} dxds

T—u , 2
Also, the similar argument does hold for the term / E [/ ‘Xﬁ —X:| Y2 (x)dx} ds.
0 R
Actually, we have from Lemma BT and Lemma B.T6 and by (BI6]) that for any
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o=

/ [/‘X ~x [ v2e )d]ds

<[ o [ int B |56 el 49 = a4 )| V200 | dads

/T U/RhmmeE [/ XN ((pu-rse(@ + ) = pu—prer (z+))?) Yf(m)dr} dxds

N—o00
T—u
+/ / lim inf 26° 5 [ / / (“(N) (1,2)) Gucrielt +2) = Pu_rier (:c+z))2Y3(z)dzdr] dads
0 0
< C(T, 6, Xo, Yo)le —&'|° ((u + &) TO/829/8 (4 E/)—5/8—296/8)

+ C(Ta’% 6; XO; YO)|5 - 5/|5(U + E)_6
C(T, 8,6, Xo,Yo)le — &'’ (w +&)7/>7° 4 (u+ &) 71/>72.

Therefore, by taking 0 < 0 < % small enough, we can obtain that

/OT/OT_UEM(Xz)?Xz |

Thus, we have completed the proof.

}/52>:| dsdu < C(T,ﬂ,')/, 57 X07 Y0)€5/2'

4 Proof of some facts
This section is devoted to the proof of some lemmas used in section
Lemma 4.1. For any 8 > 0 and K > 0, we have that

32 1{1<i<|K Ny} =Y2}
)

SupEyly2 (1 —+ < o0,
N

where Y, Y2 are independent simple random walks on Z. Also,

Yiken) =% YN =Y

32 t{1<i<|K Ny} =Y?}
Eyly2 (1 + >

c
~ K:N:
Proof. First, we remark that

ﬁ2

1
2

S P (V=Y =y, for 1< <k)

ieDF(|KN|) xeZk

S Y A (Y, =y, for 1 <i<k)’,

0 i€eDk(|KN]) xeZk

(Pyl (YEKNJ :x) A Py (YEKNJ = y)) .

t{1<i<|KN] Y =Y} |KN| e
) :Ey1yz H (1+E1{Yk1 :YIE})

Eyly2 (1 +
k=1

2k

ISy

M T0e

sy
[\
Ea
—~~
t.[;
—_
~—

Eod

Il
=
[SIE
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where Dk(LKNJ) is the set defined by
{1 znleN’“ 1<i; <- <ik§n},

and the summation for £ > | KN | is equal to 0. By the local limit theorem

Z ZPY(YQJZJC]‘, forlgjgk;)Q

i€EDk(|KN|)xeZ*

Yi—iy_, = x5 — x5
I |

ieD*(|KN|) xeZk j=1

<C*
iED’“(%(NJ)JHl Vi

Thus, we have that

@<y e > I—— (42)

i
IEDF(|KN])J=1\/ § — T

Since \/;7—5 is decreasing in ¢ € (s,00), it follows that

NkH\/_i / \/7

and

<252ka > / / ; dt

k M
i€ DR (KN ) =

0o k
< Zﬂ?kck/ H
0<ty <<t <K ;4 1
ﬂ?kck 7TK
= Z 7)

k
Since T" <§ + 1) is increase faster than a* for any a > 1, the summation is

finite for any S.
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Also, the similar argument does hold so that

32 t{1<i<|KN]Y}=Y?} ) ,
(1+ ) Yikn =Y kN =Y

0 no(k—1 ‘
- Z - Z Z <PY(Y” =, for 1<j<k=1Y| v |=2)
o [ x Py (Y, =x;, for 1<j<k—1,Y xn|=y)

k=1 Nz i€eDF—1(|KN|—1) xeZk—1 ( 7

B2k Py (Yi.=a;, for 1<j<k—1,Y| cn|=
Z Z < Y( ij=wj, for 1<j<k—1, LKNJ*CE)

£ x Py (Yi =, for 1<j<k—1Y| g n|=Y)

N2 pee (KN | —1) xezh-1 (v,

. LS 2Ckﬂ2(kfl) k—1 Py< [KN| 7:L')/\Py< KN fy)
S 2 11 [KN] —i
k=1 i€eDF-1(|KN]—-1) \j=1 k—1
= chgptt Py (View =) APy (Vhow) =)
= Z Nz Nk-1 Z H B
k=1 ieDk-1(|KN|-1)j—1 \/ % — N \/K
(4. 3)
By the integration by parts, we have that
; ik];l
= 1 tho1 — 252
/1- , dty—1 = |2——x + positive term
k1;2 1/tk71 — 7I’CTi2\/I{*tk,1 Kitkfl 'Lk];2
Ik—1 _ Ik—2
>0 N - N
K — %

Also, we know that

] ik—1
ng 1 N
/ ()
15 lk—2
ieDk— I(LKNJ 1) \J=1 tjfﬁﬂ N
S /
0<t1< - <tp_1<K

k k—1

T2 K 2

S RIT ()

dtp—1

1
\/ k-1 — MTQ\/K —tp—1

(x/f — ;- 1) \/Kitk—ldt

H:j|

Thus, we have that

@3)
i (YfKNJ = z) NPy (YLlKNJ = y) o ok g2(k-1) b5t

(KN r)

k=1
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Since the summation is finite for any g € R, the statement holds.
O

The next lemma gives us an upper bound of p-th moment of B,, for branching
random walks in random environment.
Lemma 4.2. If E[m,(,pzc] =K <oo forpeN and E [m%lzp} =1, then

E [Bz] S C(paK)npilEyl...Yp E

(e

and

p

1B

=1

E

1)\? ﬁ{lgign:Yia:Yib,ayébG{l,---,p}}
(o))

<C(p, K)n* 'Eyi.y» | E

;Y;':xiforlgigp].

Before starting a proof, we give another representation of B,. Let {V;X,
x € T, (n,x) € N x Z%} be N-valued random variables with P (V*, = k|w) =
n,z(k). Let {XX, :x € T,(n,xz) € N x Z%} be iid.random variables with
P(X%, =€) = 5 for e = +ej, j = 1,--+ ,d where ¢; are unit vector on Z<.
V5, denotes the number of offsprings of x if x locates at = at time n and X7
denotes the step of x if it locates at = at time n.

We consider the event {particle y exists and locates at site y at time |x| = n}
and its indicator function

, T

By, = 1{particle y exists and locates at site y at time |x| =n}.
Then, it is clear that

BE =0 = 1 ifx:(.)andx:l,
’ ’ 0 otherwise,

Bz,y = Z B’r};—l,ml {X'r’f—l,m =Yy—-, ngl,x > y/x > 1}
T,%

n—1
= Z Z H VXY = yirr — i, Vi, 2 Vit [y > 1},

0—y 1=y i=0
and
n—1
Bny = Z Z Z H X7 =wivr — i, Vi, 2 Vi /yi > 1}
y O0—=yl—=y i=0

We introduce new Markov chain Y = (Y,Y) on Z? x T which are determined
by

Yo=0,Yo=1¢T,.

1 .
_ — 5 Lqk if ly—z|=1,y/x < o0,
o (i) = (BTt o=

Y= .
n 0 otherwise,
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where q(k) = Elgn,.(k)]. Let A%Y = 1{X¥, =y—x,V*>y/x}. Then, we

n,z,y
have the following representation of B, ,

n—1 Y, Yiq1
0Y,Yigr
Bn,y:EYY Héyn:y ,
. E AYi1Yi+1
=0 0.Yi,Yig
and also
y7,yd
14 n—1 p i it
=YY i .
E HBn,zi = Fyi..v» H E pa— : Yn =q; for 1 <i< P
Y7, Y
i=1 i=0 PoRElA Y
Hgfl |: ZﬂyiJinJJrl
J yi
P Y5 7Yi+1

n—1 o R
=1y Y

E[BY = Eyi.y» |[[ E

- I, yit+! ’
1=0 Hl?fl E|A P T
J= iY77V

where Y = (Y, Y?) are independent copies of Y = (Y, Y).

Proof of Lemma[{.3 We remark the following facts:

!
4T,y T,y

i) Ify # o, then A7 A®Y = 0 almost surely. Especially, for {Yi c1=0,-- ,n}
and {Y{, 1=0,--- ,n}, if there exists an ¢ such that Y{ = Y{, and
Yi]-',-l 7& Yij-.;D then

no1 P Y0¥
=LY Y —0
VIR Ch ’
i=0 LD SRV s
=1 { i%]wyiﬂj

almost surely.

i) fy/x=Fk,y'/x=4{, and k < ¢, then A} ARV = A%V almost surely.

i,z,y e,y 0,7y

iii) If {x7 : j = 1,---,p} are different from each other and y7/x’ = k;, then
BT A5 ] = (0 Sams -+ Sty B [Ty i (59)].

Thus, the possible cases are the followings:

b YN

j=1 i’)/ij7yij . X . .
+1 J 0 I . _

— Y/ =2/YV) =x) forj=1,---p

PoE A

J=1 [RENE

i+1

E |Eyi.yr

1 27 are different from each others,
=<(E [ y mY } if x7 are different from each others,

J=1"",yJ
(4),

where (A) is the other case described as below.

38



We divide the set {1,---,p} into the disjoint union such that

1. ,p} = ]_[ Iy, (4.4)

k=71

where I, = {j € {1,---,p} : x¥ = x*} and ji,---jj, is the set of index of
equivalence class Iy. For y/ /xJ = k;, we set K;, = min{k; : j € I,,}. Then, we
have that

p LYY
j:l Y] Y] . . . . .
E | Evi. y» Y Vi 1{Yg+1 —yiforj=1,-- ,p} Y/ = o, Y
A 7.’ i+1
J 1 [ i,/ Yjﬂ}
Jp
=E ] D ¢t (®)
=51 \k>K,
By the above argument, we find that Y, --- , Y evolves according the following
steps:
i) First, the set process {S(m) : m = 0,---,n} starts from the set (9 =
{1,---,p} until time i(Y), and then it splits into some sets 71 ...  T(LED)
(i(V) is the last time when Y7 coincide and TOD o TED) are the equiv-

alent class defined in (4] for Y/, 1)

ii) When the set process S(m) = {11V ... ,I(&W))}, it jumps to the new

sets {I(+LD) ... ,I(”Lk(ul))} where each T¢*T17) is a partition of some
set of T ... TEK) at some time i1, (Y(j) J € I“ *) for each s =
1,--- k@ commdes until time ¢“*1 and Y’ den 41 =+ Yz<f+1)+1 for some

j, 7' € I(e k) for some k).
iii) If S(m) = {{1},---,{p}}, then S(m) = S(m’) for m' > m.

First, we remark that the combination of i(!) ... ®=1) (it may stops for
less steps) are at most nP-th order. Also,

YY

P i1
Jj=1 y] Y] i ) . )
E Eyl...Ypﬁs L — 1 {Z(l) = ’L} Y;] = ,CC],Y‘Z? =x’ fOI‘j = 1’ ce
P E AY17Y1+1
e R R e
< Cp)K,
and
D Y Y1+1

J=10Y7 Y

E |Eyi..yrs

B[ a¥n
J 1 IAERT]

i+1

ke kex
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=x/ forj=1,---

D

H E |: ’i{J ol =gt :| H E ﬁ{] zj=xk}/P <E [( ) ]l{mj:mk, for some j;ék}

— l{i“)#i, for€:1,~~~,p} Yij:zj,Yg:xj forj=1,---

)



i(.l) Z‘(?) i(.S) i(fl)

Figure 1: When p = 5, 19 = {1,2,3,4,5}. In this figure, ("D = {1,3 4},
102 = {2 5} 12D = {14}, 122 = {3}, and [*?) = {2,5}.

where /C be the set of index for equivalence class { jral = xk}
Thus, we have that

E [BF] < Cp, K)n® "V Eys..ys | B [(my o)7L =¥ oriti/eliomai} )

The latter part of Lemma can be proved by the same argument.

Corollary 4.3. Under the same assumption in Lemma [[.2,

q Py )
287,

j=1i=1
k<n:Y U=y for

< C(p, K)n(ELl Pj—Q)E(Yj’i) B [(mo’o)E?:l :Dj:| ﬁ{(jl,il)#(jQ,iZ)E{(j,i)ljzl,“‘ ,qyi=1,- ,p;}} . Y,Ej’i) =z,

)

where B,S{BE is the number of particles from initial particle j at site x at time n.

Proof. IfweregardiV) = —1and S(0) = {{1,--- ,p1},---, {Zg;i P+l 300 Pt
then S(m) stops at {{1},---, {3 9_, p;}} at most >°7_, p; — ¢ jumps. O
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