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LARGE DEVIATION ESTIMATES FOR BRANCHING RANDOM WALKS

DARIUSZ BURACZEWSKI, MARIUSZ MASLANKA

ABSTRACT. We consider the branching random walk drifting to —oo and we investigate large
deviations-type estimates for the first passage time. We prove the corresponding law of large
numbers and the central limit theorem.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Branching random walk. We consider a discrete-time one-dimensional branching ran-
dom walk. An initial particle is located at the origin. At time 1 it gives birth to N new particles,
and then dies. Each of the particles is positioned randomly on the real line according to the
distribution of the point process £. Next, at time 2 all the individuals produce independently
their own children and die. All the particles in the second generation are located according to
the same point process, with respect to the positions of their parents. This procedure perpet-
uates itself. The resulting system is called a branching random walk. It can be represented as
an infinite tree 7 = (J;5011,2, - N}* where o = () denotes the initial ancestor and word v of
length n corresponds to individuals in the nth generation. With every node v one can associate
a real random variable X, representing its displacement according to the parent. Then, the
position of v is given by S,, the sum of all weights on the path from o to . The collection of
positions {5, },e7 forms the branching random walk.
In this paper we are interested in behavior of
M,, = max S,
lyl=n

the maximal position of the branching random walk after n steps. (Usually one considers the
minimal position, however it is sufficient to replace the point process £, by —L.) Its properties
are coded in the Laplace transform of the point process £

W(s) = E[g; esXv].

The starting point of our considerations is the law of large numbers proved in a sequence of
papers by Hammersley [13], Kingman [17] and Biggins [6],
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for p* = infyso 28 s(s). Precise large deviations were proved by Rouault [20]. Last years, in

a number of papers, the problem of fluctuations, i.e. behavior of M,, — np*, was considered.
Addario-Berry, Reed [1] and Hu, Shi [I5] exhibited a logarithmic correction and next Aidékon
[4] proved that the normalized fluctuations converge in law to some random shift of a Gumbel
variable. We refer the reader to a recent book by Shi [21] for an overview of the related results.

In this paper we consider the case when the branching random walk drifts to —oo, i.e. p* <0
and ¥(s) < 1 for some s > 0. Some of the trajectories can still exceed a large level u and apart
from knowing the probability of large deviations, we point out the moment when it arises. More
precisely we consider the first passage time

(1.1) Ty = inf{M,, > u}.

Then, conditioning on the event {7, < oo} we prove limit theorems related to 7,: the law of
large numbers, the central limit theorem and large deviations. All these results are formulated

as Theorems [[.4] and [[.5]

1.2. Main results. Let 7 = [J;20{1,2,..., N}¥ be an infinite tree, where {1,2,..., N}° = {&}.
For v = (i1,...,i,) € T we denote the length of v by |y| = n, by i we denote the vertex
(11,12, ..., in, 1) and we put v|p = (i1,..., 1) for k < |y|. Thus, every node v € T has N children
of the form ~i. With tree 7 we associate an i.i.d sequence { X, },c7 with the law of some generic
random variable X. We assume that the distribution of X is non-lattice, i.e. it is not supported
on any of the sets aZ + b, a > 0. For any v = (i1, ...,i,) € T define

Sy =Xy + Xiryig) T+ Xirsi,in) = Xqpy -+ X,

‘TL’
then S, denotes the position of the particle represented by -.

In this paper we are interested in behavior of M;,, = max},—, Sy, i.e. maximal position of
the branching random walk after n steps. Its properties are determined by the moment and
cumulant generating functions

P(s) =E

N
ZeSXi] = NE [e*'] =: NA(s),
i=1

U(s) =log(s), A(s) = log A(s).

We define two parameters

Qoo = sup{a: ¥(a) < oo}, poo = sup {¥'(a)}.

a<Ooo

Our rate function is just the convex conjugate (the Fenchel-Legendre transform) of ¥ and is
defined by

U*(x) = ilellg{sx —U(s)}, zeR.

Its various properties can be found in Dembo, Zeitouni [12]. We will often use that given o < oo
and p = ¥'(«)

(1.2) T (p) = pa — W(a).
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We assume that p* < 0 and we study behavior of the first passage time 7, defined in (1.1)). It
is known (see Jelenkovic, Olvera-Cravioto [16]) that if ¢)(ag) = 1 for some ap € (0, @), then

(1.3) Pty < co] =P[sup S, > u| ~ cye "
yeT

Here we obtain limit theorems for 7, conditioned on {7, < co}.

Theorem 1.4 (Law of large numbers and Central limit theorem). If ¢(ag) = 1 for some
ap € (0, aso) and the distribution of X is non-lattice, then

p 1

Ty <00 —» —
Po

Tu

and
—u/po

UOP() i Vu
where pg = ¥ (), o9 = ‘I’”(QO)H

Tu < 00 —55 N(0,1),

Theorem 1.5 (Large deviations). Assume that the distribution of X is non-lattice, p € (0, poo)
and let v satisfies ¥'(a) = p.

If () > 1 (in particular p > po), then
T 1 Crip(a)=®W v,

1. Pl « 2|~ 2222
(16) [u = p} N

for ©(u) =u/p—[u/p].
If Y(a) < 1 (in particular p < po if po is well defined), then

Tw _ 17 Cop() @ v,
1. Pl—> | ~—2+~£ .
(17) [u ~ ] Vu ©
Moreover
0 _ v
(1.8) P|:Tu = {u ] ~ CW(\(? P
U

The above results generalize classical estimates for random walks (von Bahr [22], Lalley [1§],
Hoglund [14], see also Buraczewski, Maslanka [11]). Similar results were proved recently for
analogous first passage times in the context of random difference equation (see [7, [8]) and
branching process in random environment (see Afanasyev [2, 3] and Buraczewski, Dyszewski

[10)).
2. AUXILIARY DEFINITIONS AND RESULTS

2.1. Some further deﬁnitions Here we collect some additional definitions that Will be needed
in the proof. If vy = ijil..il L €T and 7o = i7i3..12 , €T then we write y1y2 = ifid..il 2%@% i2
for the element of T obtalned by juxtaposition. In particular v = (v = . We write 4/ < 'y

if 4" is a proper prefix of v, i.e. v/ = (i1, ..,4x) for some k < n. For two vertices v; and 2 we

IThe symbol = (resp. i>) denotes convergence in probability (resp. in ditribution).
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denote by 79 = v1 A 72 the longest common subsequence of v; and 2, i.e. the maximal vy such
that both 79 < 1 and vy < 2. Moreover, we write 7/ < v if 7/ <~ or 7/ = 7.

We will consider different subsets of the tree and maximums over these subsets, namely we
define

Ty =1{1: Wl=n},

n
T’y,n = U Tw,k = {’7'7/ 1 0< |7/| < ’I’L}
k=1

Thus T, is the set of progeny of v in generation |y| +n and T, consists of all descendants of
~ up to time |y| 4+ n. If v = o we omit the vertex in the subscript and just write

T, = on = {’Y, : ”YI| = n},
that is T}, is exactly the nth generation. Moreover we define

M, = max S,,,
n<|y|

M4 = max S5, for any A C T,
YEA

M,, = max Sy = max M.
[v|<n k<n

To simplify our notation we consider a generic random walk S = X; + - - - + X, where X; are
i.i.d. copies of X. Then for any v € T},, S, and S,, have the same law. Define M,, = max;<r<p Si
and 7, = inf{k : S > u}. We define also S} =S, —Sj—i = Xp_iy1 + - + X,,.

2.2. Large deviations for classical random walks. The proofs of our results strongly base
on large deviation estimates of the usual random walk. We recall here Petrov’s Theorem [19].
Similar result was proved independently by Bahadur and Rao [5], but since we need uniform
estimates we follow here [I9]. We state here slightly more general version that will be needed in
subsequent sections.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that the law of X is non-lattice. Choose p such that EX < p < pso, let a
be the parameter satisfying V'(«) = p and let o = "’ (a). Then
1

oo/ 2mn

« . . _ (= jin+nen)?
P[Sntj, > np+en)] ~ e~V (0) = (nin) gy (@)in g omen =502,

as n — oo uniformly with respect to

Vnlen| <6, =0 and |j,| < by/nlogn.

Proof. First let us recall Theorem 2 in [19] saying that

1 n(A(a)fa(ers )*i(lﬂ8 |))
P[Sn > n(p+en)] ~ ——=¢ e

aoy/2m™n

! . 2% (Lt eal)
_ e—n\lf (p)N—ne—asnne— 22 En
aoy/2mn
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as n — oo, uniformly for |e,| < 8, — 0. Replacing in the formula above (n,e,) by (n +

:_ Pin nep

. Pin ney
PiSp+i > =P|S,+; > —
[ n+jn n(P + €n)] n+jn (TL + ]n) (,0 "+ ]n + nr ]n>:|

) we obtain

o , , _ (=pintnen)?
N 1 o= (143U (0) = (n+in) g—(—pintnen) g~ 2o¥ s
aoy/2m(n + jn)
—pintnen 2
W) N i) ) anen e T
aoy2mn
. X . X M _(—Pjn+nen)2
The last line follows from the fact, that in the considered region e 27°(n+in) ¢ 2070 con-
verges uniformly to 1 as n tends to oo. O

2.3. Large deviations for first passage times for random walks. The following Lemma
was proved in [14] and [11]

Lemma 2.2. If the distribution of X is non-lattice, EX < 0 and p = ¥'(«) > 0 for some p,
then X
c(p)efll/ (p)n

VnN™
Proof. We follow here the notation in [I1] where the results were formulated in terms of the

function A (see Theorem 2.3 in [11]). However, since ¥'(a) = A’'(a) and ¥(a) = log N + A(a),
we have

P[?np = 7’L] = P[Mn,I g ’I’Lp’Sn > np] ~

A, e v
- ce— MNP N (@) ce— P e W (a) P o —nlog ce— ¥ (p)n

Vi Vi VAN

However, for our purpose a uniform version of this result is needed.
Lemma 2.3. If the distribution of X is non-lattice, EX < 0 and p = ¥'(«) > 0 for some p, «,
then
C(p)e—aan e—\II*(p)n
V/nN™
uniformly as n — oo for any sequence a, such that —K logn < a, < Klogn for some constant

K.
If p = po and o = «p, then

(2.4) P[?np-‘ran = n] ~

2.2
_ : c(po) g — o
(2.5) PTpnpo =1+ Jn) ~ W e~V (po)ng 203

uniformly as n — oo for any sequence jy such that |j,| < by/nlogn for some constant b.

We omit the proof since it is very close to the arguments presented in [I1]. Only a few places
require some minor corrections. Below in the proof we use similar techniques and we will explain
in details the role of uniformity.
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3. UNIFORM LARGE DEVIATIONS FOR Ty,

The aim of this section is to prove a stronger version of (|1.8) with perturbed parameters.
In the next section we will use this result to deduce Theorems and To simplify our
presentation we state both results separately.

Proposition 3.1. For any p € (0, poo) and « such that V'(a) = p,
e—0an =" (p)n
vn

uniformly as n — oo for any sequence a, such that —Klogn < a, < Klogn for some large
constant K.
If p = po and o = «, then

(3.2) IP[TanFan = n] = IPWn_l <np+ap, My >np+ an] ~ C(p)

2.2

C(po) €_a0np0€_ ggé?z
NG

(3.3) P[Tnpy =14 jn] = P[Myuij, -1 < npo, My, >npo| ~

uniformly as n — oo for any |jn| < byv/nlogn.

3.1. Lower and upper estimates.

Lemma 3.4. There are constants c1,cy > 0 such that
(3.5) c1 < \/ﬁeo‘a”eq’*(”)”P [Tnp+an = n] < e

uniformly as n — oo for any a, such that —K logn < a, < Klogn for some large constant K.
Moreover, if p = pg and o = «q, then for cg,cqy >0

pgj%

(3.6) c3 < \/ﬁeaop(’"e%g”]}”[mpo =n+jn] <

uniformly as n — oo for any |jn| < by/nlogn.

Proof. We prove here only the second part of the Lemma, i.e. (3.6). The first part (3.5 can be
proved exactly in the same way with obvious changes.

STEP 1. UPPER ESTIMATES. For v € T}, ;, define
C’Y = {M’Y‘n-&-]’n—l < npo, S’Y > nIOO}

to be the event that the path from o to v exceeds npg for the first time exactly at v. Then

{tpo=n+in}c | C

YE€Tn+jp,
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and Lemma [2.3] implies immediately

P[Tnpo = 1+ jn] < IP’[ U CV] < Y PG
’yeTn‘i’jn ’YET""‘J'TL
‘T ) | - P%j%
c n+jn Cefa()pone 202

S —F——— [

¢ pgj%
— T 5,2
— e aopone 20'0n ,

NLD

which gives the upper bound ([3.6)).

STEP 2. LOWER ESTIMATES. Unfortunately, to obtain the lower bound the way we need to
pass is quite long and tedious. The idea is quite simple and bases on arguments presented in
[9]. We choose a sparse subset U of T4, , prove that the corresponding trajectories are almost
independent and we apply Lemma For a large constant L (its value will be specified below)
we define

U={y€Tutj,: v=nrjo—r (1., )}
——
L times

This is the set of elements of T}, ;,, whose last L indices are 1’s. Note that |U| = N"tin—L,
Then our aim is to prove that if we choose large L and restrict our attention to elements of the
set U, for some positive constants d;

2.2

d _ PoIn

3 ‘efozopone 20(2)n
J/nNL

Since L is fixed, the constant d3/N¥, although very small, is strictly positive. Thus, U'yEU cy
is not a subset of {7,,, = n + j,} nevertheless one can efficiently compare probabilities of both
sets. First, we need to modify further the set C. The details are as follows.

For v € U denote

P[Tnpo = 1+ jn) > le[ U CV} >dy > P[C] >
YeU ~yeU

W,={y¢€ Tijm—z L1 and 7/ is not an ancestor of ~}.

Thus W, is the set of all elements of T, jn_p,L—1 €xcept those lying on the path between
Ylntjn—r and . We define

Cy=CyN{X, <0 forall v € W,}.
Observe
{Tnl?o =n +]n} 2 ( U C’Y) N {MTan—l < npo} ) U (6’7 N {MTn+jn_l < TL,O(]})
yeU yeU

Our proof consists of two steps. First we prove that (see step 2A below)

2
~ 61(L) _ fpoé”
(3.7) IP’[ U 07] > e~ 0PONg 2050
yeU \/ﬁ
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for e1(L) = cpr, N~F and next (see step 2B below)

2.2
=~ L __ PoIn
(3.8) P[( U C'y) n{Mr,., , > npg}} < 521( ) . e—aopon, 2%
yeU \/ﬁ

Then combining (3.7)) and (3.8) we obtain
P[Tnpo =14 jn] = IPK e > Nn{Mrz,., , < npo}:|

yeU
= ]P’[ U 57} —P[( U (j}) n{Mz,,, > npo}}
yeU yeU
2.2
51(L) ‘ 7p0;n

2\/ﬁ efaopone 2(707L
STEP 2A. PROOF OF (3.7). We observe that by the inclusion-exclusion formula
(3.9) p[ U @] SSRGS B(E NG,
veU yeU vy €EUNFEY
Since S, and X for o/ € W, are independent
B(Cy) = pLP(Cy),
for
pL=P|X, <0forally € WV} =P[X; < 0]™! > 0.

We prove that the sum of intersections in is of smaller order. For this purpose we group
all v/ € U depending on the level of the first common ancestor with . Given k < n+j, — L+1
there are N™"tin=L=F vertices v/ € U such that |y A 7/| = k. Therefore, applying the Markov
inequality (with some 3 such that () < 1), we have

Z P(é'ymé'y’) =pL Z P(éwﬁcv’)

vy €Uy v W’GUW&W’
n+jn— _
<pL Z Z [07 N {S’Y|k < npo and Sy > npy for some 7' € U with |y A+/| = k}]
~eU =
n+jn—L—1
<pL Y. Z NI L=kp[C 1P (S, 14, -k > 0]
yeU =
n+jn—L—1
<pp Y P[CNTE Y g(p)ntinTh
yeU k=0

<prCAB)" Y P[C]

yeU
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Therefore by Lemma for large L such that e;, = CprA\(B)F < 1/2,

P[U@} > (1-en) SP[G)

yeU yeU
2.2
_ PoIn
pL’U| e 0pon 20¢n

~ 2\/nNntin

_ PoIn
51(L) . e 0poT 200271

\/ﬁ 9

which proves (3.7)).

STEP 2B. PROOF OF (3.8). Pick any apmin < S < ap. Define n; = /\’\(6) = ¢(B) < 1 and
no = me¥@=A) Take § such that 1y < 1. We define

(3.10) VoL =185, <npo—3d(n+jn—k) forall k <n+j, — L}

for v € U and estimate

p[(UG) 0 {dns > nm}| < N RIE, 0 i,y > )]

(3.11) veU

< N7l (P [57 nVycl+ ]P[67 NVyr N {Mr,,, . > n,oo}]).
In the next steps we estimate separately the probabilities above.

STEP 2B;. We prove that for any L > 0

2.2
Py
Cle-Ql —n

7040p0’n€ 2037’1
~
/nN"

(3.12) P[C,NVEL] =pP[CyNVEL] <

for some k1 < 1 and C > 0.
We write

P[Cy NV L] <P[Snij, > u, Sk > npo — d(n + jn — k) for some k < n + j, — L]

n+jn—L
< Z P [Sn+jn > npog, Sk > npg — (5(77, + Jn — k)]
k=1
n+]n
Z ZIP [k +Sion > npo,m < Sk = npo + 8(n + jn — K) <m + 1]
n+]n

Z ZIP’Sk>np075(n+jn k) +m|P [SZiink>6(n+jnfk)f(m+l)]

n+jn—
Z ZIP’ Sk > npo —d(n+jn— k) +m|P[Sptj—k > 0(n+jn— k) — (m+1)].



Fix K > 0 such that n

2
flogn < nller for d = £°
both of them independently.

D

k=1

m=0

n+jn—Klogn

<Y

Cle—Qopon ntjn

—Klogn
z : n+jn—k
= Nnt+in 2 =
k=1

e—qopon _ r3in
202n
=0\ —F—=—— € 0 .
\/ﬁNn+]"

n+jn—L

k=n+j,—K logn+1m=0
n+jn—L
1
<C >

nNk
k=n+jn—Klogn+1 m<n1/4\/>

(&

n+jn—L 1
— 1)
+C E E e~ opon Qo
. NF
k=n+j,—Klogn+1m>nl/4
Cle—Qopon njn—L
<

_rbi
208n
> (e
Nntin 2

k=n+j,—K logn+1

faoponea06(n+jn —k) e om

5.
20§

)\(ao)kefaoponeaoé(n+jnfk))\(B)n+jnfkef,85(
k=1

%
n+jn—k) Z efaomeﬁ(m+l)

m=0

Cle—opon

Klogn
Nn+in "2

e

_ (po(k—n)+8(ntijn—k)—m)?

2
200n
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We divide the sum into two terms and study
Case 1: We first consider indices £ < n + j, — K logn. By the Markov inequality
n+jn—Klogn oo

D P[Sk > npo— 8(n+ ju—k) + m|P[Spyj, > 6(n+ jn—k) — (m +1)]

Case 2: Consider n+j, — K logn < k < n+j, — L. By Lemma[2.I]and the Markov inequality
(o)

> > PS> pno — (n+ jn —k) + m] P [Snij,—k > S(nt jn —k) — (m+ 1)]

6755(n+]’n71€)e,@m)\(ﬁ)nJrjnfk

(n+jn—k)e—a0m . e—B(S(n—i—jn—k) eﬁm/\(ﬁ)n—&—jn—k‘

T el Am gy —<ao—5>m>
€ + e
\/ﬁ m<nt/4 m>nl/4
0332
Ce™oront 6_22? 1/4 Cnk - pg%”
< W . 775’ (\F + e_(ao—ﬁ)n ) < INS—H e~Q0PON ;2080
" n n n
This proves (3.12)).
STEP 2Bs. Now we are going to prove
2.2
~ C I{L _ PQIn
. L Toyi—1 > NPOJ| S —F/— € e 29
3.13 P C’Y N V’Y, N M +in—1 < f]])\?/nf] —aopon, 20%n
n n
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We have
P[é ﬂnyLﬂ{M i >npo}] <IP’[670V%LO{5’7/>npo for some |y A 7| <n+jn—L}]
n+]n
<pL Z ZP [c,n{C i<u—6(ntjn—iy and Sy > pon for some |y'| =k and "y/\ ('y\i)'ﬂ =i}
=0 k=1
n+jn—
<pr Y, ZN’“P P[Sk > 8(n + jn — 1)]
i=0 k=1
< pL]P) Z Z¢ k —B5 n+]n—7,)
=0 k=1
< CpLP[C) Z e—Bo(n+jn—1i)
i=0

< Cpp(e ) P(C,].

STEP 2B3. Estimates (3.11)), (3.12) and (3.13]) imply that for some k3 < 1

2.2
Cprk —20m
[ U C A {MTn+]n—1 > nPO} NZ}/L\/E e~ Qopon 2020
yeU

2.2
Cﬁggl (L) e—aopone_ ggéﬁ

vn

and choosing large L such that Ck < 1/2 we conclude (3.8) and complete proof of the Lemma.

g

3.2. Proof of Proposition The proof of the asymptotic behavior relies again on the
block decomposition. We focus here on the proof of (3.3). Fix large L and consider the family
of N™tin=L disjoint sets T, for v € T}, 4j,—r. Given such a «y define

7L - {M np()aMT ,L—1 np07MT L > nPO}

={ max S, <npy, max S, <npo, rr/llax Sy > mnpo}
=L

(3.14)
A A =

This is the event that on the path from o to v and in the subtree T, ;1 the value npg is not
exceeded, but Sy > npg for some v € T, C Ty yj,. The set T, , consists of N L elements and
the corresponding paths from the root are dependent. The following Lemma is the main step of
the proof.

Lemma 3.15. There exists Lo such that for any fivzed L > Lo and any v € T4 j,—1.

2.2

PoIn

cC, — 5.2

P(By 1) ~ ——————F¢ %0P0Me 27n
(By.r) N

as n — oo uniformly for |j,| < by/nlogn, where Cp, = E[(eO‘ML - eo‘MLfl)J
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Proof. Observe first that for fixed v € T}, ;,—1, we have

P[Mr. ,_, <npo,Mr, , > npo)
=P [My > npo, My, | <npo, M, , > npo)
+ P [M, <npo, My, ,_, < npo, Mz, , > npo]
=P [M7 > npo, Mr., ,_, <npo, Mr, ; > npo] +P[B,1].

STEP 1. Notice that

Cla, B)" -2t

—@opon gn

SN in—L ’

(3.16) P [M»y > npo, MT%L > ’I’Lpo] <

where § = ¢ () < 1 provided 5 < «p. Indeed, by Lemma 3.3 in [11] (appropriately modified),
for some fixed || = L we have

k> TPo; THAX Syyr > npo]

P [M'y > npo, M, , > npo] =P [Kﬁa}i(L S,

< NP [ max S, > npo,Swé > npg]

2.2
L _ PQIn
_ o) —appon, 202n
= —¢€ e 0,
N

which proves (|3.16]).

STEP 2. Thus, in order to prove the Proposition, it is sufficient to show that for some large
fixed L

2,2

cCy — o

- ogin
P [MT’Y,Lfl < ”PO,MT%L > npo} ~ We aopon g, 203

We write

[ E——

1
IP’[quw.r1 < npo, MT%L > npo] =P {5’7 < npg — n4,Mq1~%L71 < npo, MT%L > npg
1 1
(3.17) + ]P’[npo —ni1 <8y <npo, Mr, ,_, <npo, Mt ;, > npo, |I7151|21XL Sy = ni]

1 1
—HP’[npo —ni1 <S8y <npo, M, ,_, <npo, Mz, , > npo, Hllla)i Sy < nl]

|y

We prove that the first two terms are negligible and one needs to consider the asymptotic
behavior of the third one.
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To estimate the first summand fix § > « and observe that by Markov’s inequality with
functions e®® and €% for fixed |y/| = L we have

P[S, < npy — ni , Mt , > npo]

NLZIP’[ (m+1) <Spij,— L—(npo—ni)g—m,Snﬂn>npo}

m=0

< NLZIP’{Snﬂ-n_L >np0—ni —(m—l—l)]]P’[SL > pi +m]

m=0
(3.18) < NL Z )\(ao)n-l—jn—Le—aoponeaoni eao(m—l—l)/\(B)Le—,@n% e—ﬁm
m=0
_ efaoponNLfnfjne(aofﬁ)n?lI)\(Ozo)fLA(ﬁ)L Z eao(m+1)€fﬁm
m2=0
( 1 7#%%31
=0 _ efaopone QUOn .
\/ﬁNnJrjnfL >
The same argument proves
1 1 1 _ — s
(319) [S > npg —n4, |}'yr/l|:)25ryl > n4] = 0(\/W€ Ozopone 29% )

Finally we write

}P’[npo _ni < Sy <mnpo, Mr., ,_, < npo, Mr, ; > npo, ‘3}'1)2 Sy < nﬂ
(3.20)
— /0<y<x<n211 Plnpo — 2 < Spyj,—1 < npo —y| P L /I\I?LX , S, € dy, ﬁn\fix S, € dm} .
Now we apply Lemma

2.2
. __PoIn
P[Spijn_1 = npo — y] ~ C(po)e 0Pon N~(ntin=L)gaoye 205n,

Analogously
, T H
P [Snijo—1 = npo — x| ~ Cpg)e 20rom N~ (nHin=Eleaore 2agn,

Back to (3.20) we end up with

P[npo —ni < Sy < npo, Sy + R r|naLx S, < npo, |m|ax Sy~ > mpo, ‘mlax Sy < nﬂ
"I<L-1 v Y

2.2
~ C(po) efaoponei ;]géTZLE (eOlML _ 601ML_1)
\/ﬁNnJrjnfL + ’
Note that by the moment assumptions the expectation above is finite, hence we conclude the
Lemma. ]
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Proof of Proposition - formula (3.3). We apply Lemma and proceed similarly as in the
proof of Lemma i.e. we divide all the elements of 7,1, into disjoint sets and use strongly

that
{Tnpo =n +]n} C U B’Y,La
V€T n+jn—L

for B, 1 defined in (3.14)).

We will prove that for any € > 0 there is a constant C, depending on the parameter L, that
will be specified below, and such that

2.2
PoIn
Cr — e <liminf P[7,,, = n + jn] - \/ﬁeaopm”eg"g"
n—oo
(3.21) a2
< limsup Plry, = 1+ jiu] - V1e®0P0"e295" < Cp + €.
n—oo

Then, passing with € to 0 and applying Lemma [3.4] we obtain

2.2
PoIn
lim P[Tnpo =N+ jn)- \/ﬁeaoponewgn =C,
n—oo
for some C' € (0, 00).
Our proof consists of two steps. First we prove that
c _Ain
(3.22) ‘P{ U B%L] - Y PByu)|< Fe—aopone 202n
n

V€Tt jn—L V€T n4jn—L

which in view of Lemma [3.15] entails

PoIn
. . 2
o2 <lmint B ) By e
V€T n+jn—1
-2
n

p%]
< lim sup}P’[ U B%L} - \/ne®oromeein < Of + g/2.

oo V€Tt jn—1
Next we show
(323) ]P)|: U B%L N {THPO =n-+ ]n}:| < me_aopone 204n .
767h+jn—1
Thus, (3.22) and (3.23) imply (3.21) and the main result.
STEP 1. PROOF OF (3.22)). By the inclusion-exclusion formula
P[ U B%L] - Z P[B%L] S Z P [B%L N B’yCL] :
767%+7n*L 767h+jn*L 7(W€7%+jn*Lf7¢7l
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Choose [ such that ¥(f) < 1, then the Markov inequality entails

n+]n -
§ P[B,NBy ] = § § § P (B, N By 1]
VY € ngjn—LAFEY 'YeTn+]n L k=0 {y€Tptj,—r: |7 AY|=k}

ntjn—L—

< Z Z Z IF’[B%L N {S'y’lk < npg and MTW/,L > npg}]

'YETTH»]n L k=0 {7,€Tn+jnfL:|'7/\’7,|:k}

n“r]n
< D> Z N”*j"_L_kNLIP[B%L]IP’[Snﬂ-n,k>O]
V€Tt jn—L

n+jn_L_1

< Y PBl- > @)tk
YETntjy—L k=0
< C¢(/3)L ’ Z P[B%L]

’YETn‘FjTL_L

which proves (|3.22]).

STEP 2. PROOF OF ({3.23)). We proceed as in the proof of Lemma Recall the definition of
V,.1 given in (3.10)). Then for some v € Tj, 4,1,

P|: U B'y,L N {Tnpo =n+ ]n}:| = ]P)|: U B’y,L N {Mn-i-jn—l > nPO}]

76T"+jn*L 7€T7L+jn7L

= Nn+j"7LP[B%L N {Mn-f—jn—l > np()}:|

< Nntin—L (]P)[B%L N V'yC,L] + P[B%L N V%L N {Mn-f—jn—l > npo}]).

Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma (see the proof of (3.12)) in step 2B;) one can prove

(3.24) P[B, LNV ] < CiP[B, L]

and (see the proof of (3.13]) in step 2Bj)

(3.25) P[B,, N VoL N {Mpij,—1 > u}] < CkiP[B, 1].

Combining (3.24]) with (3.25]) we obtain (3.23]). O

4. PROOFS OF THEOREMS [[.4] AND

4.1. Law of large numbers for 7,. The law of large numbers follows essentially from the
following Lemma

Lemma 4.1. Assume that ¥(ag + €) < oo for some € > 0. Let ny = n, — by/nylogn, and
ng = Ny + by/ny logny, for ny = u/py. Then for any 6 > 0 one can choose large b > 0 such that

(4.2) Pl < n1] < Ce @04y ~0
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and
(4.3) P[ry > ng] < Ce®0Uy =0

Proof. Taking ~ some fixed elements of T;,, and applying the Taylor expansion

2
U(ow + €) + pe + %M@

for s € [ap, ap + €], we obtain

ol v
P[My>ul <) P[SE>ul < Z Mag + €)Fe(@ote)
1 k=1

3

(e)N~Mp(ag + )l (ot

C
C’(E)N*|’Y|e|’Y|(€PO+C€2)e*(a0+€)u_

NCOINT

log 1y,

u

Therefore choosing € = we have

Plr, < n1) < NMP[M, > u]

e (epo-ce?) 6—(a0 +e)u

(nu—bvny logny)(epo +052)67(a0+5)u

Q

2 _bepo) log Ny o —0U

NN NN N
o

Q Q Q Q

for appropriate large b.
The proof of (4.3)) is similar, but instead of M, one has to consider {5, > u for some k > na}
for some infinite path ~. g

Proof of Theorem - LLN. The result is a direct consequence of even stronger result, namely
using ([1.3)) and Lemma we see that for any ¢ > 0 and large u

Tu
PH = o
u

> ¢ Tu < u(po — €)|7u < 00] + Py > u(po + €)|Tu < 0]

n<oo| <

P
< P[Tu < nllTu < oo] -i-IF’[Tu > ng‘Tu < oo}
<Cu™?

4.2. Central limit theorem for 7.
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Proof of Theorem[1.]] - CLT. Fix y € R and choose b as in Lemma (4.1). Let n = u/pg. Then
applying Lemma 4.1

IP’[ Tu = U/po < y} ~P[n —by/nlogn < T, <+ oopy vyl

00053/2\/a h
= Z ]P’[Tpon =n —1—j]

—by/nlog n<j<aop0_1\/ﬁy
SN2
_Po (i
~ Cle—c0pon § : 1 e 20(2)(\/ﬁ)
n
—by/nlog n<j<a'0pgl\/ﬁy

Observe that the last expression is just the Riemann sum, thus
90Y 5\ 2
]P)[Tu—u/po < y] ~ Ce_aopon/ " e_%(?o ) ds = C'e” " ®(y).
~3/2
oopy N u -

4.3. Large deviations of 7,.

Lemma 4.4. If p > pg, then

— 1 (),
(4.5) ]P’[Mnu,plognu > u] = P[My, > u for some k < n, — Dlogn,| =0 —=e » .

B

for appropriately large constant D.
If p < po, then

1 ¥
(4.6) P[M}, > u for some k > n, + Dlogn,] = o<fe o u>
u

Proof. We prove only the first part of the Lemma i.e. (4.5)), the second one requires similar
arguments. By the Markov inequality for € > 0 we have

ny—D logng ny—D logny
P[Mnu—Dlognu > u] < Z P[My > u] < Z Z P[S, > u]
k=1 k=1 yETY,
ny—D logng ny—Dlogn,
< Y NPSi>ul< Y. Nia+te)le et
k=1 k=1

ny—D logng
< Z 6\11(04+£)kk6—(o¢+€)u.
k=1

Now we expand ¥ into a Taylor series

V(a+¢e)=V(x)+ pec+ 622\11//(5)
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for some s € [ + a + €] and choose € = 1//u. Then

PWn Dlogny > 'LL} < nue(‘ll(a)ererch)(nufDlognu)ef(aJrs)u

¥ (p)
< Cle—u . nt—D\II(a) _ O(\lfe_ pP u)
u

for appropriately large D. O
Proof of Theorem[1.5. First we prove (1.8)). Take ©(u) = n, — [n,]. Then by Proposition

P1y = [nu]] = P[T|n,)prow)p = [1u]]
Ce—0W)p ¥ (p)|nu]

~

[nulp
Cip(a)™ W v,

~N — P

Ja

Now, Lemma [£.4] and Proposition [3.]] entail
Plry, < ny| ~ P[nu — Dlogn, <1, < nu]

DlOgnu
= Y Plr=[n) -]
j=0
DlOgnu
= D Pliuu-por©wrip = nul = ]
j=0
Dlogn., =T () () =)
N Z C(p)e—a((a(u)-ﬁ-])l?e—'
pr p([nu] = 7)
Clopple) O i, PN
e r o
Vu =0

Y()C(p) o) 1 ¥y
~ ———Y(a) " —=e
o) -1
which proves (1.6). Analogous arguments can be used to prove ((1.7)). We omit details 0
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