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Abstract

Random Walks in Cooling Random Environments (RWCRE) is a model of random
walks in dynamic random environments where the entire environment is resampled along
a fixed sequence of times, called the “cooling sequence”, and is kept fixed in between those
times. This model interpolates between that of a homogenous random walk, where the
environment is reset at every step, and Random Walks in (static) Random Environments
(RWRE), where the environment is never resampled. In this work we focus on the limit-
ing distributions of one-dimensional RWCRE in the regime where the fluctuations of the
corresponding (static) RWRE is given by a s-stable random variable with s € (1,2). In
this regime, due to the two extreme cases (resampling every step and never resampling,
respectively), a crossover from Gaussian to stable limits for sufficiently regular cooling
sequence was previously conjectured. Our first result answers affirmatively this conjecture
by making clear critical exponent, norming sequences and limiting laws associated with
the crossover which demonstrates a change from Gaussian to s-stable limits, passing at
criticality through a certain generalized tempered stable distribution. We then explore
the resulting RWCRE scaling limits for general cooling sequences. On the one hand, we
offer sets of operative sufficient conditions that guarantee asymptotic emergence of either
Gaussian, s-stable or generalized tempered distributions from a certain class. On the other
hand, we give explicit examples and describe how to construct irregular cooling sequences
for which the corresponding limit law is characterized by mixtures of the three above men-
tioned laws. To obtain these results, we need and derive a number of refined asymptotic
results for the static RWRE with s € (1,2) which may be of independent interest.
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1 Context and overview.

Perturbation of a frozen media through resetting. RWRE (Random Walks in Random
Environments) is a well-known model, of central relevance within the theory of disordered
systems, for particles moving in media with impurities. It consists of a Markov chain with
random transition kernels determined by an underlying field of variables, referred to as random
environment, which is sampled at time zero from a given law and stays “frozen” during the

evolution of the Random Walk (RW).

Rigorous studies on RWRE can be traced back to the 1970s [27] and along the years the
model has been widely investigated on d-dimensional integer lattices. This setup poses many
challenges and still several questions remain open when d > 2, see [31]. Unlike the higher
dimensional setup, for d = 1, RWRE is reversible and, by the analysis of the associated hitting
times and the so-called potential, a fairly complete picture of its limiting properties has been
obtained along the years.

Depending on the choice of the law of the environment, strong spatial local effects lead to
substantial qualitative differences with respect to a standard homogeneous RW. Indeed, due to
the spatial inhomogeneities, trapping and slow-down phenomena can give rise to a variety of
rich behaviors such as suballistic transience [27], non-Gaussian limiting distributions [20, 26],
sub-exponential large deviation probabilities [10l 17], aging [13] 31], etc.

In the recent [6], the authors introduce a model, referred to as RWCRE (Random Walks
in Cooling Random Environments), which can be thought of as a perturbation of RWRE,
obtained by resampling the environment in an independent fashion over a prescribed sequence
of times. This sequence is described by a function, which is referred to as cooling map.
RWCRE is thus an example of RW in dynamic random environments in which depending on
the choice of the cooling map, one can flexibly “tune” the intensity of space-time correlations.
In particular, RWCRE interpolates between RWRE, corresponding to no resetting, and a
homogeneous RW after averaging over the random field, which corresponds to resetting the
environment at every time unit.

The overall goal is to see what sort of limiting behavior can emerge for different cooling
maps. In this respect, it is worth mentioning that the study of RW models in dynamic random
environments has witnessed various interesting progresses over the past decade. Yet, unlike
in the RWCRE, in most of this literature where the medium changes over time, limiting
results are obtained for models with good mixing properties leading to behaviors such as the
ones observed for a standard homogeneous RW, see e.g. [2, [19] and references therein for a
recent account. For RWCRE one can not only recover some of the non-Gaussian limiting
distributions of the RWRE model, but also obtain some new limiting distributions that were
not obtained either in the homogeneous RW or RWRE models [4].

State of the art of RWCRE. The study of RWCRE in one-dimension has been pursued
in a sequence of recent works [0, 3, [4] [5, 0] in various regimes which we next briefly describe.

A general recurrence criterion is still open, although for diverging cooling sequences, as
shown in [4], it can be related to the classical (non-local) recurrence criterion in [27] for RWRE.

For the law of large numbers for the RW displacement, Thm 1.10 in [3] and the various
general statements in [5], show that the limit speed is deterministic and can be characterized
in full generality [5, Section 3]. In particular, its value coincides with the RWRE speed for
cooling maps that diverge in a Cesaro sense.



For large deviations of the empirical speed, if increments between consecutive resettings
diverge, it is shown in [3] that the (quenched) asymptotic costs for deviations are exactly as
in RWRE, regardless of the speed of divergence of the resettings. Which is to say, somewhat
surprisingly in light of the fluctuation results, that large deviation rate functions for the
empirical speed of RWRE are left unchanged under a wide class of perturbation induced by
the cooling map.

When we consider fluctuations and scaling limits, the picture is much more delicate and
heavily depends on the law of the corresponding RWRE that one is perturbing. Let us briefly
recall that for transient RWRE, there is a certain parameter s > 0 associated to the law of
the environment (see (2.5 below), which captures essentially four different classes of possible
scaling limits:

1. Recurrent: Non-Gaussian limiting distribution with strongly sub-diffusive scaling (log n)2.
Limit distribution is a non-trivial functional of Brownian motion [26, 21].

2. Transient, s € (0,1): Limiting distribution with no centering and sub-linear scaling
n®. Limit distribution is a transformation of an s-stable law [20].

3. Transient, s € [1,2): Limiting distributions are s-stable with superdiffusive scaling
nl/%; linear centering when s > 1 [20].

4. Transient, s > 2: Gaussian limiting distribution; diffusive scaling when s > 2 [20].

So far, fluctuations results for RWCRE have been obtained only when the underlying
environment is in classes 1. and 4. (for s > 2).

Cooling in the Sinai regime. A recurrent RWRE is sometimes referred to as a Sinai walk
due to Sinai’s derivation of the limiting distribution for this case [26], and the corresponding
limiting distribution is called the Sinai-Kesten law due to Kesten’s derivation of the density
[21]. As shown first in [6] for some regular cooling maps, and then in great generality in [4],
convergence in distribution depends on the regularity and speed of the chosen cooling map.
Sub-sequential limits can be characterized in general and may lead to mixtures of Gaussian
and Sinai-Kesten laws [4, Thm. 2]. Fluctuations are controlled by the total variance of the
RWCRE and are essentially always sub-diffusive, and the limiting distribution is Gaussian only
for cooling maps in which increments between resetting do not grow more than exponentially,
see [4 Cor. 1].

In this regime, the recent [30] investigates convergence of the full RWCRE process for
polynomially and exponentially growing cooling increments leading, respectively, to a time-
scaled Brownian motion [30, Thm. 1] and to a (degenerate) random constant distributed as
a standard Gaussian [30, Thm. 2].

Cooling in the CLT regime, s > 2. The other well-understood and actually the easiest
regime, corresponds to s > 2 in the class 4. mentioned above. In this case, the limits are
Gaussian for any cooling map and if the increments between resettings diverge then the
scaling is of the form ¢\/n [4, Thm. 3, Cor. 2].



New results at glance: fluctuations in the stable regime s € (1,2) What happens
when s € (0,2) (i.e. classes 2. and 3. above) is still open, and in this paper we investigate
fluctuations for s € (1,2). In this case, refered to as the stable regime, RWRE is transient and
ballistic, with stable limit laws after scaling by n'/*. Here, unlike the Sinai regime or the CLT
regime, the variance no longer determines the scaling for the RWCRE and hence the analysis
depends on the regularity assumptions on the cooling map. Our main results are summarized
as follows.

The first result, Theorem [B.J] describes the scaling limit of RWCRE when the cooling
map has polynomially growing increments. In this case, the system presents three possible
limiting scenarios. The critical scenario occurs when the exponent of polynomial growth
equals 1/(s — 1), and in this case the fluctuations are of the order n'/* and the limiting
distribution is neither Gaussian nor stable but instead a type of distribution which we call
generalized tempered s-stable. In the supercritical regime, fluctuations stay of order n'/* but
the limiting law coincides with the stable one for static RWRE. On the other hand, in the
subcritical case the limiting distribution is Gaussian and the fluctuations are scaled by n?,
where 8 € (1/2,1/s) depends explicitly on the exponent of the polynomial growth of the
cooling increments. Such a crossover from Gaussian to stable limits for polynomial cooling
was conjectured in [6] on the basis of the fluctuations of the RWRE hitting times. Thus,
Theorem B not only settles affirmatively this conjecture but also identifies the precise order
of fluctuations, the critical exponent where this crossover occurs, and the limiting distribution
at criticality.

We then explore limit distributions for general but sufficiently regular cooling sequences.
In particular, we give operative conditions on the cooling sequence to obtain Gaussian (Theo-
rem [3.2]), stable or generalized tempered stable (Theorem [3.3)) limit distributions. Statements
in Theorem [3.1] for polynomial cooling maps are in fact special case of these general theo-
rems. Then by constructing an “interweaving” of multiple polynomial cooling maps we show
in Theorem that one can construct cooling maps for which the limiting distribution can
be an arbitrary linear combination of Gaussian, s-stable, and a member of a broad class of
generalized tempered stable random variables.

The proofs of these results make use of a variety of standard techniques such as Lindeberg
conditions and the characterization of stable laws via Poisson point processes. Yet their
implementation is non-trivial and require a number of precise estimates for RWRE which we
derive specifically for the proofs. Among these technical RWRE estimates are some moment
asymptotics and bounds for RWRE in the stable regime that may be of independent interest,
see Theorem

Structure of the paper. The next section is devoted to model definitions, notation and
basic results. In particular, the classical RWRE is introduced in Section 2] along with the
main assumptions and asymptotic results in the stable regime which represents our point of
departure. RWCRE is then defined in Section Our main results mentioned above are
collected and discussed in Section [3l

We then start all the proofs. Those about RWRE are presented in Section [ together with
a number of other large deviation estimates which will be instrumental for the analysis of
the cooling model. Proofs of the RWCRE scaling limits for regular cooling maps are given
in Sections [ and [6] in which we prove, respectively, emergence of Gaussian, and of stable
or generalized tempered stable distributions. In Section [0 we treat the non-regular maps
which lead to mixture of different limiting laws, and in Section 8 we give examples of some



highly irregular cooling maps which demonstrate both how the techniques of this paper can
be extended to obtain subsequential limiting distributions not contained in our main results
and also how the techniques of this paper can be applied to obtain limiting distributions even
when the cooling maps do not satisfy the regularity conditions of our main results.

We conclude with three appendices: Appendix [Al devoted to facts about stable laws,
Appendix [B] that recalls the construction of regeneration times for RWRE and some related
results, and Appendix [(] which contains simple technical lemmas used in the proofs.

2 Setting and Background

2.1 RWRE: stable regime s € (1,2)

Throughout the paper we use the notation Ng = NU {0} with N = {1,2,...}. The classical
one-dimensional (static) RWRE model is defined as follows. Let w = (wg)zez be an ii.d.

sequence with law
p=a”, (2.1)

for some probability distribution v on (0,1). We write (-) to denote the expectation w.r.t. a.

Definition 2.1 (RWRE).
Let w be an (i.i.d.) environment sampled from p. We call Random Walk in Random Enuvi-
ronment the Markov chain Z = (Z,)nen, with state space Z and transition probabilities

Wy ife=1,

Pw(Zn+1:x+e|Zn:x):{1_w ife=—1
xT - 9

n € Np. (2.2)
We denote by P¥(-) the quenched law of the Markov chain identified by the transitions in (2.2))
starting from x € Z, and by

PEO = [ P n(de) (2.3
(0,1)%
the corresponding annealed law.

One-dimensional RWRE is by now well understood, both under the quenched and the
annealed law. It exhibits very different limiting behaviors (asymptotic speed, scaling limits
and large deviations) depending on the choice of p (or « in the present i.i.d. setting captured
by (21))). For a general overview, we refer the reader to the lecture notes by Zeitouni [31].
Here we collect some basic facts and definitions that will be needed throughout the paper.
We will focus on the annealed stable regime as introduced below and first studied by Kesten,
Kozlov and Spitzer [20].

Let us start with some assumptions on p (or «). A crucial quantity to characterize the
asymptotic properties of RWRE is the ratio of the transition probabilities to the left and to
the right at the origin (or any other vertex due to the i.i.d. assumption (Z1I)) pp = %. For
the remainder of the paper, we assume that

(log po) <0, (2.4)

which, as shown in [27], guarantees right transience. In what follows we restrict ourselves
to the regime where
ds € (1,2) such that  (p§) = 1. (2.5)



This condition characterizes what we call stable regime, and as captured in the next propo-
sition, guarantees ballisticity of the walk (see (2.8))). We further assume that

log po is non lattice, (2.6)

this is a technical assumption required in [20] to characterize emergence of limiting stable
laws, see Eq. (2.9) below. Finally we require the following ellipticity condition

(piT) < 0o, for some € > 0, (2.7)
which is needed for the tail estimate in (2.11)). We will consider p’s that satisfy all the above
conditions, which we summarize in the following definition.

Definition 2.2 (s-canonical y for the stable regime).

We say that p is s-canonical if it satisfies conditions (2.1), (24), 2.35) (2.6) and 2.7).

The next proposition represents our point of departure. In this statement, and in the
sequel, we denote convergence in distribution of an arbitrary sequence of random variables
(Y,)nen to a random variable Y, as n — oo by Y,, = Y,.

Proposition 2.3 (RWRE: speed, limit law and deviations for s € (1,2)).
Let p be any s-canonical law with s € (1,2) and consider the RWRE process Z with environ-
ment sampled from g. Then:

e (LLN) under the annealed law (and under the quenched too), Z is almost surely right-
transient and admits deterministic limiting speed:

1 — (po)
14 (po)

e (Fluctuations) under the annealed law P}, there exists b > 0, such that

Z,
Pl ( lim — = UM> =1, with v, = > 0. (2.8)

n—oo n

Zp —vun
nl/s
where Ss is the stable (mean zero totally skewed to the left) random variable with
characteristic function

wuSs1 __ _ s i S_ﬂ—
E [e"™] —exp[ blul <1+Z\ul tan(2)>], u € R. (2.10)

e (Moderate slow-down deviations) there exists a constant Ky > 0 such that

== S, asn — 0o, (2.9)

P (Z, — —t
lim sup | 20Zn = = ) k| =0, (2.11)
n— 00 tefn (nv“ - t)t
where I, := [n!/*(logn)3, nv, — logn).

The LLN in (2.8)) was proved in [27] and in particular it does not need assumptions
Z3), (Z6) and Z1) in Def The stable law convergence in (29) was proved in [20] under
a slight weaker assumption than the one in (Z7). The latter is in fact only needed to show
the limit in (ZII)) which was proved in [8]. We remark that the constants b in (210) and K
in (2.I1)) are related b

b= Kov,I'(1 — s)cos(5), (2.12)

where I'(1 — 5) = F(12:ss) _ ﬁ fOOO e—til=s gt

1t follows from the proof of @) in [§] that Ko can be expressed in terms of another constant Cs which
appears in a tail asymptotic result in [8] Lemma 3.2]. This same tail asymptotic result is also given in [20]
Lemma 6], and it follows from this that one can derive a formula for b in (2I0) in terms of C5 also.



2.2 RWCRE: Cooling

The cooling random environment is the space-time random environment built by partitioning
Np into a sequence of intervals, and assigning independently to each interval an environment
sampled from p. Formally, let (T} )ren be an increment sequence such that Ty, € N, we will refer
to this sequence as cooling increment sequence. We denote further by 7(k) := 2?21 T;
the k-th cooling time, i.e. the time at which a new environment is freshly sampled from pu.
We will refer to 7 as the cooling map.

Definition 2.4 (Random Walks in Cooling Random Environments (RWCRE)).
Consider a cooling increment sequence (Ty)ren and a distribution p on environments. For a
firedn € N set

In
by +1:=inf{l: 7(£) > n}, and T, :=n— ZTk' (2.13)
k=1

Let @ = {w® sy = {(wék))mez}kzl be an i.i.d. sequence of environments with w®) ~ p.
We define the RWCRE sequence X = (Xp,)nen, in the sequence of environments @ and with
cooling map T by

A
Xo =Y 28 + 25 nen, (2.14)
k=1

where for k > 1, 7% = (Z,Sk)) N is distributed as a RWRE process with underlying
nelNg

environment w®) = (wg([;k))gcez, and the sequence of random walks {Z.(k)}kzl are independent.

This process corresponds to a discrete-time RW evolving in a random environment with law
w which is resampled in an independent fashion along the sequence of times 7(k) determined
by the cooling map. We notice that for T} = oo this model reduces to RWRE, while for T, = 1
it reduces to a homogeneous RW (under the annealed measure) with local drift E[Z;]. The
name cooling comes from the fact that when dealing with maps for which the increments Ty,
eventually diverges, the environment will be resampled less and less, and hence, depending
on the growth of T}, the corresponding motion will resemble the random walk in the static
or “frozen” random environment. Notice that as defined in (2I3]), ¢, + 1 denotes the index
of the increment in which n belongs to, and that £,, counts the total number of resettings up
until time n.

We will analyze the model under the annealed law that starts from the origin. Formally
this refers to the path measure obtained by the average with respect to u of the quenched
path measure, say P57, associated to the kernel P*7(X, 11 = 2+ 1| X,, = z). In what
follows, to lighten the notation, we will simply denote by

PO i= i PR = [ P70 du @), (2.15)

such an annealed measure and, in each statement, we will specify that we consider RWCRE
associated to a given s-canonical law p and a given cooling map 7. As a slight abuse of
notation when discussing just a single RWRE process (Z,)n,>0 we will also use P for the
annealed measure instead of P* since as noted above a RWRE can be seen as a RWCRE with
T1 = OQ.



2.3 Relevant Distributions

In the next section we state our results about the limit behavior of RWCRE for perturbations
of RWRE in the stable regime. As we will see, depending on the choice of the cooling map, we
will encounter the following type of limit laws, or possibly mixtures of them. These correspond
to:

e the Standard Gaussian, denoted by N;

e the (mean-zero totally skewed to the left) Stable defined by its characteristic function in
Eq. (210), and denoted by Sg;

e a third special type of random variable W) defined below and referred to as (mean-zero
totally skewed to the left) generalized tempered s-stable laws.

Definition 2.5 (Generalized mean-zero left-skewed tempered s-stable laws).
For s € (1,2), a random wvariable Wy, is said to have a generalized mean-zero left-skewed
tempered s-stable law, if it has characteristic function

B[] = exp { / U 1 )\ (2) dx} , (2.16)

—0o0

where the function \(z) is of the form \(x) = c|lz|~*"La(z) for some ¢ > 0 and some non-
decreasing, continuous function a on (—oo,0] with a(0) =1 and lim,_, _~ a(z) = 0.

Remark 2.6 (Relation of the three laws). We note that the family of random variables
W, interpolates between the standard Gaussian A and the s-stable Ss, in the sense that they
belong to the closure, with respect to weak convergence, of the vector space of generalized
tempered s-stable laws. Indeed, for any ¢,r > 0 let

Aer(z) = clo| 510 +2/r)y, x <0. (2.17)

Then W), converges in distribution as 7 — oo to the random variable Ss with characteristic
function as in (2I0) with b = —cI'(—s) cos(%). On the other hand, as » — 0T the random
variables 7”3_1W>\w converge in distribution to a centered Gaussian. One can check these
claims by taking limits of the corresponding characteristic functions.

We use the term generalized in Definition because left-skewed tempered s-stable laws
are the special case when \(x) = c|z|~*1e for some § > 0. Tempered stable distributions
and the corresponding Lévy processes (also called Lévy flights [23] and the CGMY model [9])
have been the subject of interest recently in financial modeling [I1],[14], but we are not aware of
any other results where tempered stable laws arise naturally as the limit of a discrete process
as is the case with our results below.

3 Results

Our first theorem shows the mentioned crossover, from normal to stable limit, passing through
an intermediate critical generalized tempered stable law, as one changes the polynomial cooling
rate in (B.1]) below.



Theorem 3.1 (Trichotomy: phase transition for polynomial cooling).
Let X be a RWCRE associated to a given s-canonical law p, as in Def.[2.2, and consider a
cooling map T with (eventual) polynomial growth, that is, such that

i Lk
Koo AKS

1, for some A,a € (0,00). (3.1)
Then, the following three limiting scenarios are possible:

e (Normal) For a < -1,

" Bnf 2
B N (3.2)

(3—s)+1 9 2K, 375A2;+i( +1)a(377j{+1

= 2075 o oY, a a a
where = S5t and B? i= =gt sty
° (Critical) For a = ﬁ’

Xn = EX] s

nl/S c,T

1/s  o_
where A, is defined as in (ZI7) with ¢ = Kov,s and r = v, (ﬁ) A
e (Stable) Fora > -1,
X, — E[X,)]

s = S;. (3.4)

The three statements in Theorem [B.1] are special cases of the following two more general
theorems which give sufficient conditions for respectively, normal, and a class of generalized
tempered stable laws as in Def. which includes S; and W,_, from Theorem B.Il See
Remark for their relations.

Theorem 3.2 (Sufficient conditions for pure Gaussian limits).
Let X be a RWCRE associated to an s-canonical law p, as in Def.[2.3. If the cooling map T
is such that

lim sup T 75 = 0, (3.5)
" oksn (303 o(Tk)B79))
then X _Eix
Xn — E[Xy] — N. (3.6)
Var(X,,)

The statement above is proven in Section [l by checking the classical Lindeberg’s con-
ditions. We notice in particular that the norming sequence in (B.6]) is determined by the
standard deviation and in particular its asymptotic behavior varies as the growth of the cool-
ing increment sequence varies. This variation of the scaling as a function of the cooling growth
can be appreciated in ([B.2]). On the other hand, as stated in Theorem B.1] if the polynomial
increments start to grow too much, it is a signature of exiting the Gaussian world and in
particular we see that for the emergence of both non-Gaussian laws in ([3.3]) and (3.4), the
corresponding norming sequences are not a function of the power in the polynomial cooling
growth and are given by n'/® rather than the standard deviation. In the next theorem we
offer sufficient regularity conditions on the cooling map which guarantee emergence of a sub-
class of the generalized stable distributions in Def. (Z3]), which in particular include the two

10



limiting random variables in (3.3]) and (3:4]). This regularity of the cooling map is expressed
in terms of the existence of a limit, see (3.7]), which captures the asymptotic stability for the
empirical distribution of the increments that are large, meaning that they have non-negligible
contribution on the scale (n'/*) of the global running time to the power 1/s.

Theorem 3.3 (Sufficient conditions for generalized s-Stable limits).
Let X be a RWCRE associated to an s-canonical law w, as in Def. 224 Assume that the
following limit exists

P Tel s
lim 2zt kT{(:f;w(n)l/ - g(x), for all x € (0,00), (3.7)

with g being a continuous function on [0,00) with g(0) = 0 and g(oco0) := lim, o g(z) € [0, 1].

1/s 1/s

(S1) Ifsup, > T?;IZW <oo, and limp e py T(I;QCTHTKW =0 for allm < oo, then
X, — E[X,,
B s, (38)
nl/s
(S2) If limy o0 "en TeGBTT ey,
Xn — E[Xn] Ss if g(OO) =0,
1/s 1/s . (39)
n W, + (1= 9(20))/*8s if g(o0) € (0,1],

where W, is the random variable with characteristic function as in Def. (Z3) with
Ag i (—00,0) = [0,00) given by

&0 -1
Ag(—t) = Kot_s/ <% - ) gldz), >0, (3.10)
t/UH t X

and Ss has characteristic function [2I0) and is independent of Wy, .

Remark 3.4 (Regularity of the cooling & g function). The g function characterizes the
density of increments at scale T(n)l/s, and if the cooling map is reqular enough to satisfy ([B.1)
for some continuous g with g(0) = 0, the above theorem suggests that a generalized tempered
stable or a pure stable component should be expected in the limit. The extra conditions (S1) or
(S2) are in particular sufficient to guarantee convergence to these types of laws. Theorem [3.3
says nothing about possible Gaussian components for which increments are on scales smaller
than T(n)l/s. Moreover the Poisson point process approach used in the proof of Theorem [3.3
is not well suited for proving Gaussian limits. We further remark that while it is tempting to
conjecture that if B1) holds with g(x) = 1 then the limit is Gaussian this is not true as can
be seen by Exampled in Section[8 when 25/2 < r < 2.

The previous results give sufficient conditions for convergence to Gaussian, stable, or
generalized tempered stable distributions. Our next result shows that one can also obtain
arbitrary linear combinations of these three types of distributions at least within a certain
subclass of generalized laws defined as follows. Let Acony,s be the class of functions of the
form A\(z) = c|z|~*ta(x), where ¢ > 0 and a : (—o0,0] — [0,1] is a convex, non-decreasing
function with lim,_,_ a(x) =0 and a(0) = 1.

11



Theorem 3.5 (Mixed laws). Let u be a fized s-canonical law. Given ay,az,a3 > 0 and a
function X € Acopy s, there exist a cooling map T and constants b > 0 and B € [1/2,1/s] such
that the RWCRE X associated to the law p with cooling map T satisfies

X, — E[X,]

P = ;N + aaW) + a3Ss, (3.11)

with Wy as in ([B3).

The proof of the above statement, presented in Section [7, is split into several steps which
in particular offer a constructive procedure to build the map 7. This construction is such
that the scaling exponent 5 < 1/s only when there is a Gaussian component in the limit (i.e.,
when a; > 0). However, as can be seen by Example @in Section [§ with 7 > 2%/2 this relation
between the scaling exponent and the limiting distribution isn’t necessarily true for general
cooling maps.

We conjecture that Theorem identifies all possible limiting distributions that can be
obtained for this model of RWCRE, but if one also allows for subsequential limits then there
are limiting distributions not covered by Theorem (see Example B in Section [{)).

Since RWCRE is built upon finite pieces of RWRE, precise estimates on Z,, are needed
in the proofs of the previous results. We collect in the next theorem the most relevant
such precise estimates which, to the best of our knowledge, are new and interesting for the
analysis of RWRE for s € (1,2). The proof of the theorem is given in Section [ where other
concentration estimates for RWRE are derived.

Theorem 3.6 (Stable RWRE: asymptotic s—moment, mean and variance).
Let Z be a RWRE with a given s-canonical law p as in Def. [Z2, with s € (1,2). Then

Zn —v, P
supE [ 17/“ } < 00, Vp € (0,s), (3.12)
n n+/s
E[Z,] = nv, + o(n'/?), (3.13)
and
Var(Z,) = o2n®"% 4+ o(n>~%), (3.14)

where of = 2K01)2_5/(2 —5)(3—s).

The limiting distributions for RWCRE stated above are all given with centering E[X,]
rather than with a linear centering nv, as in the case of RWRE in (23)). However, in certain
cases once a limiting distribution is obtained when centered by the mean one can then use
(B.13) to show that the same limiting distribution holds when centered by nv,,. In particular,

if condition (S1) holds then one can check that E[X,,] —nv, = o(n'/*) so that X';;Zv“ = S;.
Another consequence of (B.I3)) is that the stable limit law in (Z9) also holds with centering
E[Z,], that is Zn=BlZn] . S, and we will use this fact in the proof of (B.8]).

nl/s

4 Proofs: RWRE asymptotics

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem and some other preparatory statements for
RWRE related to large and moderate deviations in the stable regime. In particular, we start

12



in the next two sections with the proofs of (8.12)) and (B.13)), respectively. Right and left tail
estimates are then stated and proven in Section [£.3] and with the help of the latter, we derive
in Section [£.4] the asympotics of the variance in ([8I4]). The statements in this section assume
without explicit mention that Z is an RWRE with environment law given by an s-canonical
law p, as in Def. In many of these proofs, we will make use of the classical RWRE
regeneration times sequence defined via (B.2)) in Appendix [Bl

4.1 RWRE [? moments estimate: proof of (3.12)

The claim in @I2) is equivalent to E[|Z, — nv,[’] = O(n?/®), and this is what we show
below. Also, without loss of generality we can assume below that p € [1,s). Let Ry, k € Ny,
be regeneration times defined in Appendix[Bland let k(n) be the number of regeneration times
by time n; that is Ry,) < n < Rypyq1. Let E denote expectation of RWRE with respect to
P, where P is the probability P conditioned on the event {inf,>0 Z, = 0}. Also, recall (B.2)

and let
1 1

Cy = = = . 4.1
B[R] Bl R -y
Then, using the inequality |a + b+ c[P < 3P~ 1(|a|P + [b|P + |¢|P) we obtain that
_ P
E [|Z, — nv,|?] < 37 1{1@ 120 = Zr = (0= Riua|'] (4.2)

+E HZRk(n) - ZRI_c*nj - (Rk(n) - R[c*nj)vu‘p] (4.3)

+E[|Zn,0.0y — Riconjoul | } (4.4)

To complete the proof, in the following paragraphs we prove that the term in (4£.4]) is of order
O(nP/*) and that each of the remaining terms is of order o(n?/*).

Bound on the term in (£4). We remark that

Llexm]

ZRpun) = Rieonjou = Y (Zry = Zry — (B = Ri1)v,)
=1

is the sum of independent random variables, all of which are i.i.d. except the first. In view of
Lemma B3] the first term Zgr, — Ryv, is negligible for this sum. It follows from (B.6)), (B.7),
and (B.8)) that for £ > 2 the random variables Zg, — Zgr, , — (Rr — Rk—_1)v, are zero mean
random variables with exponential tails to the right and left tails that are regularly varying
of index —s. Thus we can apply Corollary [A.2] to conclude that the expectation in (4] is
O(nP/*).

Bound on the term in (£2]). For the expectation in ([£.2]), note that by the definition of
k(n) and the fact that the walk is a nearest neighbor walk, we have that

E [ Zn = LRy = (= B )0y

p
| < @+ VBB 11 — Ban)))-

13



To control the expectation above, we partition the total probability on the possible values that
k(n) and Ry(n) may attain and then use the i.i.d. structure of regeneration times. Explicitly

n n—~k

E[(Ri(ny+1 — Rem))’] = E[RY 1R, 50y] + Z Z E[(Rk+1 — Be)’L{R, —n—m, Rys,— Ry >m}]
k=1m=0

n n—~k

= E[Rfl{R1>n}] + Z Z P(Ry=n— m)E[Rﬁ)l{R1>m}]
k=1m=0

n—1 /n—m
= B[RV L(p,on)) + ) (Z P(R, =n — m)> E[RY1 (R, 5m)]
m=0 \ k=1

n—1

- E[Rfl{R1>n}] + Z P(Hk Ry =n— m)E[Rfl{R1>m}]
m=0

n—1

< E[Rfl{R1>n}] + Z E[]%11)1~{R1>m}]'

m=0

The first term in the right hand side is asymptotically vanishing thanks to Lemma [B.3l
Because (B.) implies that E[R{1{g, 5my] ~ C'm™**P, the sum on the right is O(n'~5*7).
Since 1 — s+ p < £ when p < s, it follows that the expectation in (2] is o(nP/*).

Bound on the term in (43). To ease notation we let Wy := Zg, — Ryv, for k > 1. Now,
fix 8 € (1/s,1) and p’ such that 1 < p < p’ < s. Then,

E [|Wk(n) - W\_c*nj |p]

<E [ max Wi — Wi p) |p} +2E [r]?g}f IWelP1 gk (n)—con|>n5}

k:|k—cin|<nP
x £ (4.5)
— /| P ’ P B 17%
<2E [max |Wk|p} +2 (IE [maX|Wk|p]> P(lk(n) — cin| >n”)" »
k<2nf k<n

p

<0 (B[ Wi )" + 0 (B [0t ])” 2kt —can > )"

where in the second inequality we used the i.i.d. structure of the regeneration times for the
first term and Holder’s inequality for the second term, and in the last inequality we used the

’ p
LP-maximal inequality for martingales with C' = 2 (ﬁ) . As noted in the analysis of (4.4)),

the two expectations in the last line above can be bounded using Corollary [A.2] (and also
Lemma [B.3] for the second expectation). Thus, we get

E[|Wit) = Wiean ] = O0P%) + O )B([k(n) — e.n| > n®)' 7. (4.6)
Therefore, since § < 1 and 1 — s8 < 0, to finish it is enough to prove that
P(|k(n) — ¢un| > nP) = O(nt=*F). (4.7)
Since P(|k(n) — cin| > n®) < P(k(n) < can —nP) +P(k(n) > con +nP), we have that
P(|k(n) = can| > n”) S P(R|e s jz1 > 1) + P(Rpe pins) < 1) (4.8)
nB — nf _
<P <31 > 26*) +P <RLMMJ >n— f) + P(Rpenimp1—1 < 7). (4.9)

14



To complete the proof we estimate the three terms in the right hand side above as follows.
The first term is O(n~P9) for any ¢ < s as can been seen by the Markov inequality and
Lemma [B.3l For the second term if we let m = |con — nﬁj we obtain

_ B _ ! _ B 1

n n
P _ ) E _ _ _ _
(Rm >n c*> ( (Rk Ry E)[Rl]) >n P m)

k=1

S (4.10)
k=1
where in the inequality we used that for some C' > 0
B
o lm > 3 nP = inﬁ_l/snl/s > Cnﬁ_l/sml/s, (4.11)
2¢, Cx 2cy 2Cx

and for the last step in ({I0]) we have used the LemmalA. Tl for the i.i.d. sequence of zero-mean
variables (R — Rp—1 — E[Rl])k21.

For the third probability in (@9, using that E[R;] = 1/c, and m = [c,n —nP] — 1 by the
same argument in ([£I1]) we have that

E(Rm < n) =P (i (Rk — Rp_1 — E[Rl]) <n-— T)

C
k=1 *

m

<P (Z (R — Re—1 — E[Ry]) < —cnﬁl/sml/S) :
k=1

we can again invoke the tail decay of regeneration times in (B.8]), which together with the

Bs—1
bound in Lemma [A.3 gives that this last probability is bounded above by C’e=" *~' for some

constants ¢, C' > 0, which concludes the proof. O

4.2 RWRE mean estimate

In this section we prove ([B.I3]). Consider the regeneration times sequence and as in the
previous section let k(n) denote the number of regeneration times by time n. For any ¢, > 0
and n € N we can write

E[Zn] =nv, +E[Zg,,,., = Ricanjvul + E [Z" — ZRyy — (N — Rk(n))vu] (4.12)

Letting ¢, = ﬁ as in (&) and using (B.6]) together with (B.4)) and (B.5]), we then have
1

that the second term in the right hand side above stays bounded, that is
E[ZR[c*nj - R\_c*njvﬂ] = 0(1)

On the other hand, by arguing as in the proof in Section []] for the terms (£2]) and (4.3]),
respectively, with p = 1, we also have that the last two terms in the right hand side of (ZI12)
are o(n'/?). O
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4.3 RWRE tail estimates

The main results in this section are right and left tail estimates for the RWRE which range
from the limiting distribution scale all the way to the large deviation scale. We begin with
estimates on the right tail.

Lemma 4.1 (Right tail estimate).
There exist constants a,c,C > 0 such that for all n large enough and 0 < t < anl~s

P(Z, — nv, > tnt/*) < Ceet7Y, (4.13)

Proof. Note that it is enough to prove [@I3]) for § < t < an'~s since we may extend the
bound to 0 < t < ¢ if we take the constant C' in front of the equnential large enough. Thus,
for the remainder of the proof we will assume that 6 < ¢ < an'~s.

First of all, note that for any choice of m € N
P(Z, > nv, + /) <P(Zg, > nv,, + tn'/*) + P(R,, < n)

1 — v Vtnl/s _ 1 tnl/s _ 4.14
<P <ZR1 > (”+)"> 4P (Zle > nu, + % Y P(Ry_1 < n). (4.14)

Since Zp, has an exponential tail due to (B.11]), the first probability on the right is bounded
by Cle*”tnl/s for some constants C1,c; > 0.

For the analysis of the last two terms in {@I4) we let m = m(n,t) = 1 + ¢, ](n + tnl/?),

where ¢, = ﬁ as in (EI). Using that E[Zg,] = v,E[R1] = v,/c. we have

— 1+ v, )tnt/s _ [ — 1—w
P (Zle > nu, + %) <P (Z (Zr, — Zr,,_, — E[ZR,]) > 5 Eint/s | .
k=1

Since the random variables in the sum inside the last probability are i.i.d. with exponential
tails (Corollary [B.2]), it follows from the large deviation estimates in [25, Thm. III.15], that

2_
there exislt constants a, cy > 0 so that this probability is bounded above by e=e2t’n 57 for all

t < an'~s.

For the third probability in (ZI4]), since E[R1] = 1/c,, for n large enough we have that

B _ Lex (nttnt/s)] B —tnl/s
P(Rpny—1 <n) <P Y (Bi— R —E[Ry)) < ; (4.15)
k=1 *

It follows from the tail decay of regeneration times in (B.8]) and the large deviation bound in
Lemma [A.3] that there is a constant c3 > 0 such that this last probability is bounded above

by e t*" for all ¢ < an'~s .
Combining the above upper bounds for the three terms in (4.14]), we have that for n large
enough

1

2_
P(Z, — nv, > tnt/*) < Cre—cttn'/* 4 gmeat®ns™! (4.16)

where again in the last equality we used that ¢t < anl=s. O
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Corollary 4.2 (Asymptotics on positive part of the variance).
For any s € (1,2), the following asymptotics in n is valid:

E(((Zn — ElZu])+)"] = O(n*").

Proof. By (B.I3) it is enough to prove that E[((Z, — nv,)+)?] = O(n**). By Lemma A and
the fact that Z,, < n we have that

E[((Zn — nv,)+)% < / aP(Z, — nvy, > z) dz + n*P(Z, — nv, > an)
0
11

an s
= nQ/S/ tP(Z, — nv, > tnt/*) dt + n*P(Z, — nv, > an) (4.17)
0

o s S _
< nQ/S/ tCe™ """ dt + Cn2e=c@" " = O(n?/®).
0
O

We next turn our attention to left tail estimates for the RWRE. Note that (2Z.11]) gives very
precise left tail asymptotics, but over a region that doesn’t quite cover all of the moderate
devations we are interested in. The following Lemma gives a weaker bound but over a scale
that covers the entire moderate deviation regime.

Lemma 4.3 (General left tail estimates).
There exist constant C,C" < oo such that for large enough n

1

P(Zy, — nv, < —tn}/%) < Ct™5, Wt < %‘nl—z, (4.18)
and  P(Zn — E[Za] < —tnV/®) < C't5, Wt < %“nl—%. (4.19)
Proof of Lemma[f-3, First of all, since E[Z,] = nv, + o(n'/?), we only need to prove [IR).

Moreover, we take C' > 1, so it suffices to prove (I8 for 1 <t < %“nk%,

As with the proof of Lemma 4.1l we will once again use regeneration times. For any m > 1,
since R, < n implies Zg,, < Z, we have that

P(Z, —nv, < —tn/*) < P(R,, > n) + P(Zg, < nvy, — tnt/*)

t — t —
<P <R1 > §n1/5> +P(Rp—1 >n— §n1/s) +P(Zg,,_, < nv, — tn/*)  (4.20)
For the first term in (@20), note that Lemma [B.3] implies that E[RS™!] < 0o and therefore
¢ 1/s —s+1, —1+1 I—s Uy 11
P R1>§n < (Ct n s < COt7, Vtﬁ;n s (4.21)

To bound the last two terms in @20), we will let m = 1 + [c.(n — tn'/*)] where again
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Cx = ﬁ so that for ¢ > 1 and n sufficiently large we have

t _
P(Rpy—1 >n— 5711/8) +P(Zg,,_, <nv, — tnt/*)

Lox (n—tn1/*)]
_ — t
<P > (Ri— Rp1 —E[Ry)) > §n1/8 (4.22)
k=1

len(n—tn1/*)]

™ = 1—w s
+P ]; (ZRk — 2Ry, — E[ZRI]) <= < 5 'u> tnt/s ] . (4.23)

Thanks to (B.8]), we may apply Lemma[A] to obtain that the probability in ([&22]) is bounded
by Ct~* for n large, while since (B.7)) implies the random variables inside the sum in (23]
have exponential tails we can again use [25, Thm. III.15] to bound this last probability

, where the last inequality holds since ¢t < %‘nl_%. Finally, since

et T < Ot* for some C' > 1 and all ¢ > 1 this completes the proof of the lemma. O

2 s
—ct?ns 1 < efc/tsfl

by e

The following corollary gives a simple extension of the precise left tail asymptotics from
(21I1)) when we center Z,, with the mean rather than by nv,. Combined with the more general
left tail bound in Lemma [.3] this then gives a truncated second moment bound (£25]) that is
instrumental for the proofs to come.

Corollary 4.4 (Moderate slow-down deviations centering with mean).
Set I, := [n*/*(logn)*,nv, — n'/*logn] as in @II), then

P(Z, - E[Z, —t
lim sup ( [Zn] < 1)

— Ko| =0. 4.24
n—0o0 e (nv“ — t)tfs 0 ( )

Furthermore, there exists a constant C' < oo such that for n sufficiently large
E((Zn — E[Z))*1 (2, —E[z.)e(-topy] < Cnt*™%, Yt < nv, —n'/*(logn). (4.25)
Proof. First of all, note that
P(Z, — E[Z,] < —t) =P (Z, — nv, < —(t — E[Z,] + nvy,)) . (4.26)

If n'/3(logn)* <t < nv, — (logn)n'/?, then for n sufficiently large from (FI3) it follows that
1
(logn)*nt/* <t —E[Z,] + nv, < nv, — §(log n)nt/* < nv, —logn. (4.27)

Therefore, I, C I,, and we can apply the tail asymptotics (ZII) with ¢t — E[Z,] + nv, in place
of t. That is, we may write P(Z, — E[Z,] < —t)/[(nv, — t)t™°] as

P(Z, —nv, < —(t —E[Z,] +nv,)) (E[Z,] -t " s
ez et e ) (Cerem) - 0

To complete the proof of (£24]), note that as n — oo the first term on ([Z28]) converges to K
and the last two terms converge to 1 uniformly in ¢t € I,,. Note that for the convergence of
the last two terms to 1 we again use (B.13)).
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We next show ([@.25]). By the tail estimate in equation (£.24]) and Lemma [£.3] we see that
P(Z, — E[Z,] < —x) < Cnz~* for n large enough and 0 < < nv, — n'/*(logn). Therefore,
if t <nwy, — n/#(logn) and n is large enough we have

t
El(Zn ~ BlZu]*1(z,-siz.jeop) = | 2P (~t < Zo—B{Z,] < ~a) da
0 (4.29)

t t
< / 22P (Z, — E[Z,] < —x) dx < QCn/ 178 dr = 20nt* 5,
0 0

4.4 RWRE variance asymptotics
In this section we prove (3.14). By (B13) and then (4I7) we have that
Var(Z,) = E[(Zn — nv,)?] + o(n??)

= E[((Zn — nvu)-)’] + O(n*/*) =2 /OOO tP(Zy = nvy, < —t)dt + o(n*™),

where the last equality follows from the fact that 3—s > % when s € (1,2). It remains to show

2Kqvp~®

$73 converges to of = m as n — oo. To

that the integral term, when multiplied by n

this end, fixing a § € (0,v,/2), we have that n*~3 times this integral term can be decomposed
as

nd n(vu—9)
2n5_3/ tP(Z,, — nv, < —t)dt + 2n8_3/ tP(Z,, —nv, < —t)dt
0 nd
n(vy+1) 4
+ 2n53/ tP(Z, —nv, < —t)dt (4.30)
n(v,—9)
= I+ 11+ 1II1I.

The truncation of the integrals up to t < n(v, + 1) is due to the fact that |Z,| < n. We will
show below that the main contribution to the sum in (£30]) will come from 7 while I and
11T will be vanishingly small as 6 — 0. For II, we see that for large enough n the interval

[nd,n(v, — §)] is contained in I,, from (ZII)). Therefore by ([ZII]) we obtain that

n(v,—9)
II =203 /6 t(Ko 4+ o(1))(nv, —t)t*dt

Co2es s  o8—s  3s (4.31)
— 2K, [UM(UM 9) g _(Uu 9) 0

1).
2—s 3—s +0()

3—s
Therefore, I1 goes to éﬁ% as first n — oo and then § — 0.

We now show the negligibility of the other terms in (£30) as n — oo and then § — 0. For
the first term I, using a substitution z = tn~/* and then applying (418]) we obtain for large
enough n the bound

1

gz [T 1/ gz [T Cco*—*
I =2n°"7""5% 2ZP(Z, —nv < —zn'/®)dz < Cn® °7s 27 %dz = 5 .
0 0 -8
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For the term [I1 in ([430), since the probabilities in the integral are decreasing in ¢ we have
for n large enough that (ZIT]) implies

n(vp+1)
111 < 2n°3P(Z,, — nv, < —n(v, — 5))/ tdt
n(v,—9)
2 1)® 2K 1)2
< 4n* 3 Ko (nd)(nu, — ns) e "t D7 _ 2Kod(w, 1)
2 (v —0)

Since the bounds of I and III above hold for n sufficiently large and vanish as § — 0, this
completes the proof of the asymptotics of Var(Z,). O

5 Proofs: pure Gaussian limits

We first prove Theorem and then treat the Gaussian limits in Theorem [B.1] as a subcase.

5.1 Gaussianity for well-behaving cooling maps

In this section we prove Theorem We will first prove the limiting distribution along the
subsequence of times 7(n)

Xr(n) — E[Xr(n)]
Var(X:(n))

— N, asn— oo, (5.1)

and then extend the result to all times.

Gaussian limits for X, (). For ease of notation, let

k k
zZk = 2y, ~ Elzy,) (5.2)
Var(XT(n))

so that (5.I) becomes > }_, Zk = N. Now we note that {Z¥},<, is a triangular array
composed of independent mean 0 random variables such that Y";_, Var(Z¥) = 1 for all n € N.
To prove (B.1)) we will check the Lindeberg condition [I, Thm 7.3.1, p. 307] for this triangular
array. In particular, we need to check that the triangular array is uniformly asymptotically
negligible,

lim supP [lZ,’ﬂ > e] =0, Ve>0, (5.3)

n—o0 k<n

and also that Lindeberg’s condition holds

n 2
lim >°F [(z,’f) 1{|25|>6}} =0, Ve>o. (5.4)
k=1

Since the walk is nearest neighbor and since (3.14)) implies Var(X,(,)) > ¢ p_; T3~ * for some
c > 0, it follows that

k k
_ Z;k) _ E[Z%@)] < 27k 1<k<n

\/Var(XT(n)) B \/czzle,S’*s’ a

&




The assumption (B3] implies that the right side vanishes uniformly in & < n as n — oo.
In particular, this implies that for any fixed ¢ > 0 and n sufficiently large we have with
probability 1 that |ZF| < e for all £ < n. Thus, (5.3) and (54 both follow.

Irrelevance of boundary term. To extend the limiting distribution from the subsequence
7(n) to all times, we use the decomposition (ZI4)) to write

T
n (5.5)

X, —E[X,] Xr@,)— E[X( ) [Var(Xo,))
ar

VX Nt Y VarXa) = Var (X,

It follows from (B.]) that the first term on the right converges in distribution to N as n — oo.
Thus, it is enough to show that

(fn+1) (fn+1)

Var(X,(,)) 2
AT g apd e n — 0. 5.6
n—00 Var(Xn) Var(Xn) n—o00 ( )

For the first claim in (5.6]), since Var(X,(,)) < Var(X,,) < Var(X,(,)) + Var(Zr, ) we

will show that limy_, \\/Zr(ZT‘“) = 0. To this end, by ([3.14) there is a C' < co such that

(X))
37
Var(ZTz+1) < TZ+13

<ot (5.7)
Var(X,) = N4 T2*

We will then show that the assumption (3.0]) implies the right side vanishes as £ — oo. Indeed,
given any € > 0, (3.5) implies that for ¢ sufficiently large we have 77 <€ ZK—H T3 5. Using

the fact that T;’HS < T2, since s € (1,2) ‘Ehls tl)len implies that (1 — )T;’HS <e Zk:l T,f 5
2Ty44

Combined with (B.7) this implies that m < 1—5
was arbitrary, this completes the proof of the first claim in (5.6]).
For the second claim in (5.6]), since (2.9]) implies that {ZT"%E/[SZT"]},@E is tight, it is enough

to show that

for ¢ sufficiently large. Since € > 0

=1/s
In =0. (5.8)

im —
n—oo \ /Var(X,)

=1/s
To obtain an upper bound —~2——, it follows from (I4)) that Var(X,,) > Var(Zz ) >l

ar(Xn
for some ¢ > 0, so that

l/s l/s 1 _1_3-s
S ‘TN
Var(X, Ve
Since % - % = _(2+)8(S_1) < 0 for s € (1, 2), this upper bound becomes vanishingly small

as T}, becomes large. Therefore, if we use this upper bound when 7j, > Var(Xn)S/ 4 and when

_ =1/s
T, < Var(X,)** we use that % < Var(X,,)~'/4, then since Var(X,) — oo we have
ar(Xn

that (5.8]) follows. This completes the proof of Theorem
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5.2 CLT for polynomial increments

In this section we prove ([B.2). For two real valued functions we say that f(n) ~ g(n) if
limy oo L2 = 1 and we write f(n) = O(g(n)) if there are constants ¢,C > 0 for which

g(n)
c < W~ ¢ for all n. We consider a polynomially growing cooling increments T3, ~ Ak® as

g(n)
. . . _a@B=s)+1 .
in (3.I). In this case, it follows that supy<, S —— ) <n“ 2 ), from which we

3_ p—
Vo T

see that condition (B.5]) is satisfied only when a — a(?’;ﬁ <0, i.e. for a < 1/(s —1). Thus,

if a < 1/(s — 1) applying Theorem implies that XnEXu] . A/, To finish the proof of

Var(Xy)
([B2) it remains only to show that Var(X,) ~ B?n?? with the constants B and 3 as given in
the statement of Theorem [3.1]

It follows from (BI4) that &, Var(Zp,) ~ St 08 A3k B=5) mﬁa(g_s)ﬂ,

a(3—s)+1" M
and since 7(n) ~ a%iln‘”l implies that £, ~ (&)1 @+ Dpl/a+1) it follows that
ln 9 2—s a(3—s)+1
o, Aa+1 (a + 1) a+1 a(3—s)+1
Var(Zg,) ~ = B 5.9

Another application of BI4) implies that Var(Zz ) = O(T3 %) = O(n*3-9)), and since

a < - and 1 < s < 2 imply that a(3 — s) < %, it then follows that Var(X,) =

Zf;”:l Var(Zr, )+ Var(Zz, ) ~ Zf;”:l Var(Zr, ). Comparing with (5.9) and recalling the formula
for 2 in Theorem [3.6] this completes the proof of Var(X,,) ~ B2n?? with with 8 = aB-s)+1

2(a+1)
2—s a(3—s%+1
2Kov S AT (a1)” oF

2 .
and B® := 2—=3)(3—5)(a(3—s)+1)

O

6 Proofs: generalized tempered and stable limits

In this section we will prove the general Theorem 3.3l and then deduce (8.3) and (B.4)) from it.

The chapter is organized as follows. We split the proof of the general theorem in two main
parts corresponding to the two different statements, (8.8]) and (B.9), respectively, which in
particular will require two different proof strategies.

The first part is presented in Section where we show (B.8) under assumption (S1).
Typical examples that satisfy the first requirement in (S1) are cooling sequences that grow
very rapidly (e.g. exponentially fast)@. Together with the second requirement, (S1) allows
one to make a replacement argument and approximate each term in the decomposition of X,
in (Z.I4)), after centering and rescaling, by an independent copy of the stable law S;.

We then move in Section to the second part in which we show (3.9]). Under (S2)
increments grow slowly, so that a growing number of the terms in the decomposition (2.14))
contribute to the distribution of X,,, and the replacement argument used under assumption
(S1) no longer works. In this case we show that the joint distribution of the terms in (2.14])
converge, after proper centering and scaling, to that of the atoms of a certain non-homogeneous
Poisson process. This proof is similar to standard proofs of stable limit laws for sums of i.i.d.
random variables. Indeed, in the case where g(co) = 0 (where the limiting distribution is

*However, the case r > 2° in Example @in Section B shows that there are cooling maps that satisfy (S1)
but for which 7(n) grows only polynomially fast.
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Ss) this non-homogeneous Poisson process is exactly the same as what one would get if one
were considering i.i.d. sums of random variables in the domain of attraction of S;. When
g(oc0) > 0 the Poisson process is slightly different and leads to the presence of a tempered
stable component in the limiting distribution.

This completes the proof of the general Theorem B3], and we conclude in Section by
showing how to use this to derive the stable and tempered stable limits in (B.3)-(3.4]) for
polynomial cooling maps.

6.1 Fast enough cooling maps: proof of stable limits under (S1)

In this Section we prove (B.8]) under (S1). For ease of notation, given two random variables
XY, we will write X 12y when the two random variables have the same distribution, i.e.,
when E [exp(iuX)] = E [exp(iuY’)] for all u € R.

We start with two preliminary observations: first, we note that (S1) implies in particular
that (B.7) is satisfied with g(z) = 0, and second, as expressed in Lemma below, we show
that while proving the claim the boundary term can be neglected.

For the first observation, if the first condition in (S1) holds, then there is ¢ > 0 such that
7(n) > ¢n®. Furthermore, it can also be shown that for all z > 0, § > 0:

lim ZZZI Tkl{T(")9<Tk<xT(")l/s}
n—o00 T(n)

= 0. (6.1)

This two conditions imply that we may choose 6 small enough so that s(1 — ) > 1 and so

ZZ:I Tk]‘{Tk<xT(n)1/S

Tl
lim sup ) < limsup Li1 T (T <r ()}
00 7(n) n—00 7(n)
nt(n)? n . n
< = < L E—Y
- T(n) hrrzn T(ﬂ)lf@ - nh—>ch>lo ns(1-0) 0

Yet, as this is not required in the promﬁ, we leave to the interested reader to check (6.1]).

The second preliminary observation is captured in the next lemma. The idea behind it
is that as soon as the last term in the decomposition (2.I4]) is large enough to make a non-
negligible contribution to the distribution of X,,, then the distribution of this last term can
be combined with the other terms to give the limit stable law in (2.9]).

Lemma 6.1 (Negligible boundary for pure stable limit). Let Ss be the stable random
variable which arises as the limiting distribution of RWRE in [29)). If the cooling sequence
{Tx}i>1 is such that

XT(n) - E[Xr(n)]

7(n)l/s

= S, (6.2)
then it follows that ([B.4) holds also.

Proof. Denote by x(u) := FE [ei”‘gS] the characteristic function of the stable random variable

S, in (Z3), and let
dn(u) =E [exp {zuz";ilf[zn] H and  ¢n(u) = E [exp {mXT(’(L’T(_ni[I)/iT(”)] H (6.3)

30ur proof of @) uses only (S1) and doesn’t use 7). We include the observation that (S1) implies
B7) with g =0 to help show the consistency of the two parts of Theorem [3.3]
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be the characteristic functions of Z, and X, after appropriate centering and scaling. Also

let g, = % With this notation and using the decomposition in (2.14]), the characteristic
function of %/[an} can be expressed as

B oxp {2 e (0= 00" ) or, (@) )
=x ((1=a0)"" u) x (@) u)
+{ve, (1= a0 u) =x (1 =) ") } o, ((an)/" ) (6.4)
(= a0 w) {or, ((a0)""u) = x (@) ) }. (6.5)
It follows from the explicit formula for x(v) in (I0) that
X ((1 _ Vs u) X (tl/su) = x(u), Vte[o,1]. (6.6)

To finish the proof, we show that for any fixed v € R (6.4) and (6.3) vanish as n — oc.
This follows from the fact that convergence in distribution implies uniform convergence of
characteristic functions on compact sets (see for instance Theorem 15 in Chapter 14 of [15]).
Indeed, since ¢,, — 0o as n — oo, ([6.2]) implies that (6.4]) vanishes as n — oo. To control (6.3)),
note that for any fixed m < oo

‘QST” (g w) = x ((g)"" U)‘
o ((5)"" ) =x (5" u) |+ max sup [on(v) = x(v)].

k>m jy|<Jul

< max
k<m

The first term on the right vanishes as n — oo for any fixed m since all characteristic functions
are continuous and equal to one at the origin, while the second term can be made arbitrarily
small by choosing m sufficiently large. This completes the proof of the lemma. U

Proof of stable limits under condition (S1). In view of the previous lemma, it remains
to show (6.2). We may and do consider the space (€2, F,P) to be rich enough to contain an
extra infinite sequence of uniform random variables U := {U *) ke N} with respect to which
we will define auxiliary random variables.

Given a random variable X, let Fi;'(a) := inf{z: P(X < ) > a} represent its generalized
inverse function. Let

S¥ = F' ™) andlet W .=r,!  (UW) (6.7)
/s
The limiting distribution in (29 together with (BI3) implies lim,, o \Ilgi) = s(k), almost
surely, for any k. Then, the uniform moment bounds in ([312]) imply that this convergence
holds in LP for any p € (0,s). That is, if for each m € N we define the error term e =
\Ilg,]i) — Ss(k), then
lim supE[ | e;’? |p] =0, Vp € (0, s). (6.8)

m—0o0 k

In particular, for p = 1 we have that for any £ > 0 there is an mg = mg(e) such that

m>m0$supE[|€g§)|] <e. (6.9)
k
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1/s
Now, by the definition of (6.7), if we set oy, = (%) , then it follows that

n (’f) (k)
XT(n) E[Xr(n)] Z E[ZTk

T(_n)l/s - Z T(n )1/3 | e Zak ”S(k + Zak "6( (6.10)

k=1 k=1

w 1/
Since the law of S; satisifes (2.I0]), we obtain that Y ,_; ak,nSs(k) La <ZZ:1 oy n) ’ S, =S,
(k)

To complete the proof, we show that Y ,_, akm@Tk converges to zero in L' (and therefore
also in distribution). For any € > 0 fixed and my as in ([6.9]) there is C' > 0 for which

5 i [| €] < 3 e [[ €8] Ly + 3 e
k=1 k=1 k=1
<C <Z ak,nl{Tk§m0}> + Ce,

k=1

(6.11)

where the last inequality follows from the first condition in (S1) and the fact that (6.8])

implies sup,, , E [‘@%)‘] < 00. Furthermore, the second condition of (S1) implies that

limy, 00 E [Zzzl O‘kml{Tkﬁmo}] = 0. Since € > 0 was arbitrary, this completes the proof
(62) and thus of the stable limit in (B.8)) under condition (S1). O

6.2 Poisson processes: tempered stable and stable limits under (S2)

Analogously to Lemma 6.1, we start with a lemma which allows us to ignore boundary terms.

Lemma 6.2 (Negligible boundary for nl/s

1s such that

scaling). Suppose that the cooling sequence

lim max —t- — . (6.12)
n—oo k<n T(n)

X () —E[Xr(m)]
T(n)l/s

If there exists a random wvariable Z such that

Xn—E[Xn]
Xt — 7.

= Z, then it is also true that

Proof. Using the decomposition in (2.I4]) we can write

— On+1
Xo =B _ (| T\ X ~ElXry] | (Ta)"* 2" —ElZ)
nl/s - T(gn)l/s ,i/s .

n n

To conclude the proof, it suffices to show that lim,, o <" Tn — (. Indeed, since 29) and BI3)

(€n+1) E[Z ]
. Zn—E[Zy] Zp Tl .. S
together imply that g = Ss, the sequence i is tight. This implies that

the second term on the right converges to 0 in probability, Whlle the assumptions of the lemma

imply that the first term on the right converges in distribution to Z.

Since 7(¢,) <n < 7(l, +1) and T,, = n — 7(€,) < Ty, +1, we have that T" < T‘&*)l Thus

it is enough to show that lim,_, . % = 0. For any € > 0, (6.12]) implies that for ¢ sufficiently

large Ty11 < er({ + 1) = er(£) + €Tp41, and thus limsup,_, . Z‘(Z; < %. Since € > 0 was

arbitrary, this completes the proof of the lemma. O
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We can now restrict the analysis to the subsequence 7(n). For convenience of notation, let

(k)
720 _E|zp]
R 2 6.13
Sk, T(n)l/s (6.13)

X, (m—E[X
so that T("T)TW = > 1&n By Lemma [6.2] to prove (39) we need to show that

> et Sk = Wy, + (1= g(00))Y/*S,, where in a slight abuse of notation here and below we
interpret Wy, = 0 when g = 0. The proof is divided in four steps. First we show that for any
t > 0, the truncated point process constructed from ¢, 1, < 4 converges in distribution

)

to a certain Poisson point process Nt(g . By the continuous mapping theorem, this implies that

pya §knl{g, ,<—1} converges in distribution to a functional W (Nt(g)) of the point process
Nt(g ), and in step 2 we prove that the corresponding means also converge as n — co. Step 3

controls the error introduced by omitting the terms & ,, in the sum with  ,, > —t. Finally,
in step 4 we combine the previous results to show first of all that the limiting distribution of

the RWCRE is lim;_,o ¥ <Nt(g )> —F [\I’ (Nt(g ))} and that this limit has the same distribution
as Wy, + (1 — g(00))/5S,.

Step 1. Convergence of t-truncated processes. For any t > 0 and n > 1, let N, ; be
the point process defined by

n
Npg = 8¢ Lig, < 1) (6.14)
k=1
We will show in this step that
Npe= N9, vt>0, (6.15)

i.e., that N, ; converges in distribution, as n — oo, (on the space of Radon point processes on
[—00,0) equipped with the vague topology) to a non-homogeneous Poisson point process Nt(g)
with intensity j\g(x)l{xs_t}, where 5\9(3:) = Ag() + (1 — g(00)) Ao () with Aj(x) is defined as
in 3I0) and A\o(z) = Kovgs|z| 7L

By [12, Theorem 11.2.V], since for each n the random variables {&, , 1<y are independent
to prove (615 it is enough to check that

1. limy o0 maxg<y P(§n < —t) =0, Vt > 0,

2. and if p, is the measure on (—00,0) defined by i, (A) =E | >4, d¢, , (¢, .ca} |, then

pn(dz) converges weakly to the measure 5\9(3:) dx.

1/s 2\ gz ]
. T T Ty
since = () e

k

the fact that the family {(Z\\) — E[Z5,])/T," }i>1 is tight.

, condition 1 above follows from the assumption in (S2) and

To prove the weak convergence of y,(dz) to Xg(x) dx, we prove for all t > 0 that

lim g, ((—o0, —t]) = /__ Ag(z) dz = /_ Ag(x) dx + (1 — g(00)) Kov,t™*, (6.16)

n—oo 00 —00
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where the last equality follows from the definition of j\g(x). We first notice that for any ¢t > 0

pnl(=00, 1)) = Y P(Ern < 1) = Y_ B (Zn, ~ ElZn] < ~tr(n)'/") (6.17)
k=1 k=1

In order to control the sum in the right-hand side of (6I7]), we rely on the estimates in
Corollary 4l However, these estimates will only apply if

T/ (log Ty)* < tr(n)/* < Tyw, — T,/ (log T). (6.18)

Since condition (S2) implies that the first of these inequalities holds for all & < n when
n is large enough, it will be important to consider when the second inequality holds also.
Therefore, it is natural to define the set

Any = {k <n:tr(n)Y* < Tyo, — T (log Tk)} . (6.19)

We collect in the next technical lemma some properties of this set which will be used in
the sequel. In particular, as expressed in ([6.20) below, it turns out that the non-vanishing
contribution in the limit of the sum in (6.I7) comes precisely from the terms in this set A, ;.

Lemma 6.3 (A,; and non-vanishing contribution of negative points ).
Let Ay ¢+ be as in (619). If conditions B.1) and (S2) hold, then for every t >0

lim_ > PG < —t) =0, (6.20)
kSn7k¢An,t
and
Tim 3 E|gali,<n] =0 (6.21)
k<n,k¢An

Further, for any continuous function f(x) on [0,00) with lim,_, @ =L < o0,

lim ——— §° f( g: >: t/v@g(deL( g(o0)), VE>0.  (622)

n— oo T(n)lfs T T(n)l/s T
n,t

The proof of this lemma is postponed to Appendix[Cl We now conclude step 1. By (6.17)
and (6.20)), to prove (6.I6)) it suffices to consider the sum over k’s in A, ;. For the latter, we
can use Corollary [4.4] which implies that

Tk?} — tT )1/8
Tim > PG < —t) = lim Koy —E , (6.23)
keAn t keA ,t

as long as we can prove the limit on the right exists. To this end, we re-write the sum and
then apply ([6.22]) to conclude that

Tkvﬂ - tT( )H/s B s Tyvu
Z Ko ts = Ko % Z 7.(n)l/s —1

k€An T(n)li k€An
& t
= Kots/ (vﬂ - ;) g(dz) + (1 — g(00))Kov,t™®.  (6.24)
t/vy
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In view of (6.20) and (6.24)), it remains only to check that the integrals in the right-hand

side of (6.16) and (6.24)) are equal. This follows by the definition of Ay(z) in (B.10) from which
we have

—t o0 oo .
/ )\g(x)dx:/ Ag(—2 dz—/ Koz~ / (U“ i 1) g(dx) dz
—o0 t Jvu €
-1
= KO/ / <vusz s-1_ % z_5> dz g(dz)
t/vu z
= s+1
= KO/ (vut ° > g(dx),
t/vu €

and this last expression is equal to the integral in the right side of (6.24]). This completes the
proof of (6.I7)) and therefore of Step 1.

Step 2. Convergence of t-truncated means. We first notice that the weak convergence
in ([6.I5]) shown in Step 1, implies in particular that for any ¢ > 0,

ngn1{§m< Ly = U(Noy) = U(NY),  where \If(u):/xu(dx), (6.25)

n—00
k=1

since the functional W is continuous with respect to the vague topology on the set of point
processes with no atoms at ¢. In this step we show that the means in (6.25]) also converge.
That is, we show that

lim E

n—oo

ka wLie <y | = BN, (6.26)

k=1

Once again, thanks to (6.21)) in Lemma[6.3] we will restrict the sum in the right-hand side
of ([6.26]) only to the indexes in A, ;. For the latter, we first re-write

E| Y Gnlyg,<t| =—t Y P(Zr, —E[Zg) < —tr(n)"/*) (6.27)
keAn,t keAnt
- > / P(Zr, — E[Z7,] < —ur(n)Y*) du. (6.28)
keAnt

The asymptotics of ([6.27) follow from the same analysis leading to (6.24]) above. That is,

lim 627) = —Kot'~* /Oo (W — f) g(dz) — (1 — g(00)) Kou,t' . (6.29)

n—o0 t/UN X

Tyvu—T,/* (log Ty,)
T(n)l/s

For the sum in ([628), let vy, :=
the integrals can be approximated by Corollary A4l for u € [t, 7). That is, assuming we can

. For n large enough the probabilities inside
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show the limit on the right exists, we have

Yk,n
lim Z / P(Zr, — E[Z7,] < —ur(n)'/*) du

n—oo
k€An

= lim Z /WmKO (Thvy — ut(n )1/5) —Sr(n ) du

n—oo
keAn t
KOU Tk Ve, n K Ve, n
= lim Z “ u®du— % w5 du
n—00 ke, t T(n) =5 Jt

—lm Y KT (U7 =’ Ko (ke =t
e o 7(n) s—1 T(n)l_% 2—3

im0 3 T ot #7°  T v o 1 o
n—00 T(n)l_% W r(n)t/s s—1 2-s5 r(n)l/ss—1 kn 9 glkn (-

By (S2), we can replace 7y, with and apply (6:22) to conclude that

( )1/57

Yk,n
i 3 [ B - Blzn) < —ur) /)

k€An ¢t

0 v =S 12—s p2Spl—s v 18
=K L - —= d 1- Ko+—.
o [ <8_1 o g(dz) + (1~ g(o0)) Ko

t/vp (s=1)(2-13s) s—1
(6.30)

This computes the main asymptotic value of the terms in (6.28]), but we still need to control
the sum over the integrals in (6.28]) for ¢ > ~; ,,. To this end, first note that the probabilities
inside the integrals in (6.28) are decreasing in u and are zero for u > 27T}, /7(n)Y/*. Thus, we
obtain the simple upper bound

= o,
/ P(Zr, — E[Z1,] < —ur(n)®) du < 'i P (ZTk —E[Zr,) < —’Yka(n)l/S) ‘
Yk,n T(n) /s

By Corollary [£4] for any v € (%, 1) there exists a constant C' < oo so that the probability on
the right above is bounded above by CT} STV Therefore,

lim sup Z / P <ZT,c —E[Z7,] < —ur(n)l/é‘) du
gl

n—o0
keAn,t k,n

20 T, \'“*t
< lim —— Tk —0, 6.31
= ntoo r(n)l=% Z (T(n)1/5> (6.31)

S

keAn,t
where the last limit is zero by (6:22]) and the fact that we chose v < 1.

Applying ([629), [630), and (€31) to 6.27)-(E.28]), we obtain that

lim E Z fk,nl{ﬁk,nﬁ—t}

n—oo
keAn,t
e v Stlfs (S _ 1)t2_8 ,UZ—sxl—s KOU stlfs
=k . - dz) — (1 - Kovpst ~
O/t/vu ( -1 T 2-sz  (-D2-9 g(dw) = (1 = g(o0)) ———

(6.32)
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It remains to show that this right-hand side in (IEEZI) equals E[U(N; (g ))] To this end, Camp-
bell’s Theorem [22], Section 3.2] implies that E[¥ (N f_t x)g(z) de = f:; xAg(x) do +

(1 — g(c0)) f:oo xAo(x) dz. Recalling that \g(z) = Kovus\x] 71 a snnple calculation yields
that the second term on the right equals the second term in (6.32]). On the other hand, the
formula for A, in (3I0) yields that [~ xz\(z) dz equals

_/t udg(—u du——Ko/ //W< ;1> g(da) du
=K /t/vu/t <vusu_5 - ; 1u1_5> du g(dx)
" (”gsfls NS AN (Sv_i‘ljgfs)) (i)

which matches the first term on the right-hand side of (6.32). This completes the proof
of (6.26) and thus finishes Step 2.

Step 3. Negligible contribution from small points. Next, we will show that the
contribution of the sum of the & ,, with & , > —t is essentially negligible if n is large and ¢ is
small. That is, we will show that

n

Z (fk,nl{gk,n>—t} - E[Sk,nl{fk,n>—t}])

k=1

lim lim sup P < > 5) =0, V§>0. (6.33)
=0 nooo

Since the random variables inside the sum are independent, to prove the above it is enough

to show that lim;_,¢ limsup,,_,, > s, Var (§k,n1{§m>—t}) = 0. For this, note first of all that

Var (gk,nl{ﬁk,n>*t}) <EI&  Lenns—t) = BIER aLie, e(—eo}) T EIEE 1, >01).  (6.34)

We can bound the first expectation above with (3.14]) if k ¢ A, ; or (£25) if k € A, 4, and we
can bound the second expectation with Corollary Therefore, there is a C' > 0, for which

n oT3s CTt2s I~ CTY®
;Var (§k7n1{5k’n>,t}> < kz W + ) T’(‘“n) +3° T(n;z/s' (6.35)

¢ A, k€A k=1

Since s < 2 and Y ;s T < >3- Tr = 7(n) the second term on the right-hand side
above can be made arbitrarily small if we take ¢ — 0 and the third term can be bounded

by C maxy<p (T/,C/T(n))%*1 which vanishes as n — oo by (S2). Finally for the first term, if
T > 3—27’(71)1/8 then for n sufficiently large T} — /s(log Ty) > tr(n) and so k € A, +. Thus

T3 s T T, 2—s
lim sup Z — = limsup Z ( ) < (2tfv,)* 5. (6.36)

n—00 kg A . n—00 kg A . ( ) T(n)l/s

Now we take ¢ — 0 and complete the proof of Step 3.
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Step 4. Convergence of the process. Finally, we will show how the above three steps
imply that Y} §xn == W), First of all, for any ¢ > 0 we can write > ;| &pn = Wi+ &y,
where

Wae=7 <5k,n1{£k,n§ft} - E[fkvnl{ik,nsft}])
k=1

and €y =3 (Senlig, ) — Eléknlig,>n])
k=1

(6.37)

note here that we are using that we have centered the walk by the mean rather than the
limiting velocity so that E[gkvnl{ék,nﬁ—t}] + E[5k7n1{§k,n>—t}] =E[&n] = 0.

We have already shown that

o Woy = U(N) - E[T(NY)] (by Steps 1 and 2),

n—oo

e and lim; o limsup,,_, . P(|&, | > ) =0, for all § > 0 (by Step 3).

Therefore, by [7, Theorem 3.2] the proof is complete if we show that \I/(Nt(g)) — E[\II(Nt(g))]
converges in distribution to W), + (1 — g(00))Y/*S, as t — 0. This can be seen with the help
of Campbell’s theorem [22] Section 3.2] if we note that for any fixed u € R

: (W) -E )] _ ey s
lim E |e —}g%exp (e 1 — iux) Ag(z) da

t—0 PN

= exp { / ' (e™ — 1 —juz) Ag(z) daz} (6.38)

— 0o
0
X exp {(1 - g(oo))/ (€™ — 1 — jux) Ao(x) dm} . (6.39)
—o0
For the term in (€.39), standard computations in complex analysis yield that

o, —I(1— 22 |ul?
/ (e — 1 —jux)|z| " Hde = (1= ) cos(5)lul (1 + z% tan(%s)> ,
s u

— 0o
from which (recalling the definition of A\g(z) above and the relation between the constants b
and Ky in (2.12]), and the formula for the characteristic function of Ss in (ZI0])) we have that

@3 = exp {—(1 —g(0))b (1 + z% tan(?)) } ~F [ew(kg@o))l/sss] ‘

The term in (6.38) clearly equals the characteristic function of W), as defined in (ZI8]), but
we still need to justify that the function A\y(x) satisfies the properties required of generalized
tempered stable laws in Definition For this, it is enough to check that ¢ — t5T1)\ (—t) is
a non-increasing, continuous function on (0, c0) which vanishes at oo and has a finite limit as
t — 0%, These can be checked from (B.10) by re-writing

N (—t) = K /OO (W _ s ;Ut) g(dz)

t/vy
= Kovys a(0) = alt/1)) = Kols 1) [ / * gtan) (6.40)
= Kovusg(o0) — Kovug(t/v,) — Ko(s — 1)t /t: % dx, (6.41)
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where the last equality follows from integration by parts. Re-writing the integral in (6.40]) as
fooo %l{th o} g(dz), it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that

sl _ oSt _

tlgglo t*T Ag(—t) =0 and t1_1>r51+ T Ng(—t) = Kovysg(oo) < oo.
Finally, using the representation (6.4I]) one can see that ')\ (—t) is continuous and non-
increasing as a function of ¢. The only difficulty here is in showing that the last term in
(647)) is non-increasing, but this follows from the fundamental theorem of calculus and then
integration by parts:

- 1) 4o -/ 9) gy, 1 94700) —— [ Setdn) <o
dt t/vy T t/vy Zz t/?}u t/vux

O

6.3 Polynomial cooling: proofs of critical and stable limits in Theorem [3.1]
We show here how (33]) and (B.4) follow as a corollary of the general Theorem B.3]

Proof of B3) - critical case. If T, ~ AkY(=D then 7(n) ~ @ns/(‘*_l). This implies

s— 1/
S2). Moreover, if x > K4 4 := A — ’ then for n large enough one has T, < x7(n)/*
b 1

S

for all & < n, whereas if 0 < x < K4 ¢ then for any € > 0 and n large enough

{k k< (1—¢) <KmA)1n} c{k<n:Ty <ar(n)/*}c {k k< (14 (KZ)IH}

This implies that

s
lim ZZ:I Tk]‘{Tk<mT(n)1/s} N <K§7S> ifz< Kas
n—o0 7(n) 1 if © > K.

S
That is, condition ([B.7) holds with g(xz) =1 A <fo,5> . Hence, (39) in Theorem B.3] implies

convergence to the generalized stable variable W, . Moreover, with this choice of g the

function )\, defined in (FI0) can be calculated to be A\j(z) = Kov,s|z|~571 (1 + == ) .
+

Ka sv,

s 1/
By (ZI7), it follows that Ay = A, with ¢ = Kov,s and r = v, K4 5 = v, A - (ﬁ) s.

Proof of [B4) — supercritical case. Ty, ~ Ak® implies that 7(n) ~ ﬁlln‘”‘l and so (S2) holds.
This also implies that for any fixed € (0,00) and n sufficiently large we have that T <

1/a a+1
x7(n)'/* implies that k < (W) n as . Since the exponent % < 1 when a > :11, it
follows that > ), Tl <aormyi/s) = o(n%*t1), and since 7(n) ~ a%i_ln‘”'l it follows that (3.7))
holds with g(z) = 0 for all z € (0, c0). O
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7 Proofs: mixed limiting distributions

We show here Theorem The basic idea is that one can combine the polynomial cooling
maps in Theorem B3] into a new polynomial map so as to obtain a mixture of their limiting
laws. We first show how to obtain mixture of two polynomial cooling maps, Proposition [Z1]
We then use the latter to obtain a large class of generalized stable laws, see Example[Il At this
point we prove in Lemma and Corollary [[.3] via a limiting closure argument on the class
identified in Example[Il that indeed it is possible to obtain any generalized tempered stable Wy
with A € Acony,s. Theorem [B.I]is then readily obtained by Corollary [.3] and Proposition [Z1]

Let I be an index set. For each i € I let the cooling maps 7@ N — N be associated with
the increment sequences (T/LEZ)7 keN) by 70(n) =37, T,gz), and let X = (Xr(f))n >0 be
a RWCRE corresponding to the cooling map 7(?. Given a function o : N — I we define the

o-interweaving of the cooling maps to the map 77 that corresponds to the increment sequence
(T, k € N) defined by

17 = T]&Tk(fr)()k)’ where My, ; == #{j < k:0(j) =1i}. (7.1)
That is, M}, ; counts the number of times the increment sequence 7 has been selected in the
first k£ cooling increments. We refer to o as a selection function and we assume that it selects
each increment sequence infinitely many times, i.e., we assume that limy_,., M} ; = oo for
all 7 € I. For our first result in this section we will need to assume a few conditions on the
cooling maps 7. For each i € I we will assume that there are constants b;, C; > 0, a; > 1,
Bi € [1/2,1/s], and a random variable X; such that

; A (4 _ (@)
maXTlSZ) = o(n®#*), @D (n) ~ Cin®, and Xn —E[X7]

We are now ready to state the first result.

Proposition 7.1 (Interweaving two polynomial maps). Let 7 and 7@ be cooling maps
satisfying the conditions in (L2). Given any constants ai,as > 0, there exists a cooling map

T such that for some constants b,C >0, o = M, and B = B1 A Ba, we have that

B1AB2
max T}, = o(n®**), 7(n) ~ Cn®, (7.3)
k<n
X, —E|X
and nTﬁ[n] = a1 X] + asXs. (7.4)

Proof. First of all, we claim that it is enough to construct a cooling map 7 that satisfies (.3])
and also

XT(n) - E[XT(n)]
br(n)s

= a1 X1 + asXs. (7.5)

Indeed, since

tn L
X, —E[X) X)) —EXo@)] (7(6))° N Z%n Y —E[z;,) 7Y
bnP br(0,,)P T/ bnb’

then arguing as in the proof of Lemma [6.2] condition (7.4]) will follow from (7.0) if we can show

1/s
that conditions in (7Z3]) imply that @ — 1 and 327 — 0 as n — oco. For the first of these
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note that (7.3]) implies that 1 > ) > Ly Twar oy (6;a<1_55)> =1-o0(1)

n = n - T(ln)
=1/s 7 1/s
since 8 < 1/s. The second follows similarly since (Z.3]) implies 222,3 < % =o(1).
We still need to construct a cooling map 7 satisfying (Z3]) and (Z.3]). To this end, given a
selection function o : N — {1,2}, let 7 = 7% and consider the following decomposition

1) )
Xo) = BX )] Law b1 (7D M)\ Xorr, ) ~ B, )]
br(n)B b by (M,,1)8

(7.6)

2 2
by (7D (M2)% \ Xtarn) ~ B
b\ () bar® (M, 2)P

By the third condition in (Z.2)) and the assumption that M, ; — oo for i = 1,2, the last frac-
tions on each of the two terms on the right converge in distribution to X} and Xs, respectively.
We need to choose the mixing function ¢ and the exponent g so that the middle fractions for
the terms on the right side converge to constants. How we do this depends on the relative
values of (1, B2, a1 81 and asgfBs. Without loss of generality we can assume that 81 < 5. We
will describe the mixing function o only in terms of the asymptotics of M, 1 (or M, 2). It is
not hard to then give explicit mixing functions which have these asymptotics.

Case I: oy = a3 and 3; = (2. In this case let M, ; ~ On for a value of § € (0,1) to be
chosen later (so that necessarily M, 2 ~ (1 —0)n). Let a = oy = ap and = 1 = S2. Then,
maxy<, Ty = maxg<p, , T,gl) V maxg<n, , TISQ) = o(MfL?lBls) Vv o(MiéﬁQs) = 0(n®%%), and also

(M) ~ CLMEY ~ C10%n® = C10°n®,
T3 (My2) ~ CoME3 ~ Cy(1 — 0)n® = Cy(1 — 0)"n®
and  7(n) = 7D (M) + 73 (M, 2) ~ (C10% + Co(1 — 6)%) n®.
Thus, it follows from (7.6]) that
Xy — ElXrm) b C10° g by (Ca(1—0)*\"
(n) 7(n) 1 1 2 2
- X+ = 22— .
br(n)? b <019a T Os(1 - 9)a> [ B ( Ch6e ) 2}

Finally, we choose 6 € (0,1) and b > 0 so that the right side is equal to a1 X + asXs. More
explicitly, let

1 -B
b\ V@B o\ /e b b\ VB
o= (14822 1 o and b=t 14 (222 .
a1by Cy ai a1bo
For the remaining four cases we will give fewer details and leave it to the reader to check
that in each case the parameters can be chosen so that the limiting distribution is equal to
a1 X1 + asXs.

Case II: By = (B and a1 # agfs. Without loss of generality we can assume that
a1f81 > 9By (or equivalently oy > «g). In this case we will let a« = ag, f = 1 = 5o,
@

~
~

and M, 1 ~ On=1 for some 6 > 0 to be chosen later (since the exponent g—f < 1 this implies
that M, 2 = n — M, 1 ~ n). Then one can check that maxg<, T; = o(n®?%1%) = o(n®%),
T(n) ~ (C10“* + C3) n®, and

X — E[X ] b C, 0% B b C B

7(n) (") 1 1 2 2

= = | — X+ — Xo|.
bT(’I’L)ﬁ b (Cleal + C2> |: 1+ b1 <019a1> 2:|
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Case III: 31 < By and o181 = asfPy. Note that in this case we necessarily have a1 > ao.
In this case we will let & = a3, S = 1, and M, ;1 ~ 6n for a value of 6 € (0,1) to be
chosen later (so that necessarily M, 2 ~ (1 — #)n). Then one can check that maxy<, T}, =
o(n((alﬁl)v(a2ﬁ2))5) = 0(n®%%), 7(n) ~ C160*n*, and

Xrn) — E[Xr ()] by by C5> (1 — §)22P2
N P G
br)? b | T oPges

Case IV: (81 < [y and o181 > agfs. In this case we will let o = 0%_152’ 8 = B1, and

agfBa
My 1 ~ On151 for some 6 > 0 to be chosen later (since the exponent g?—gf < 1 this implies

that M, 2 = n — M, 1 ~ n). Then one can check that maxy<, T} = o(n®2%2%) = o(n*),
7(n) ~ C160*'n®, and

Xoom —EXom] b by CP

7(n) 7(n) 1 2 5

— X.
b7 (n)? b [ ]

Case V: 31 < 2 and o131 < azf>. In this case we will let o = a1, B = 1, and M, 2 ~
@18

On2P2 for some 6 > 0 to be chosen later (since the exponent g;g; < 1 this implies that M,, 1 =

n— M, ~n). Then one can check that maxj<, Ty = o(n®1"1%) = o(n®%*), 7(n) ~ C1n®, and

X —E[Xom] b
7(n) 7(n) 1
br(n)s — b [

by C320°252
X1+ bﬁQiﬁXQ}
1 O

O

Since the polynomial cooling maps from Theorem Bl satisfy the conditions in (7.2), it
follows from Lemmal[Z.I]that by interweaving a finite number of these polynomial cooling maps
we can obtain a cooling map whose corresponding RWCRE converges (after proper centering
and scaling) to any finite linear combination of the limit laws captured in Theorem Bl In
particular, by intertweaving a finite number of critical polynomial cooling maps we can obtain
any limiting distributions of the form Zle aiWh.., where ¢ = Kyv,s, and a;,7; > 0 for
i =1,2,...,£. To give a simpler characterization of this type of limiting distribution, we

use the following properties of the generalized tempered stable laws which are easy to check
from the definition: (1) aW,_, haw Wh, s and (2) if Wy and Wy are independent, then
Law

Wi + Wy Law Wit . From this, it follows that Zle aiWi.,, = Wi, where

c,ar’?

4

¢
—5— s €
A(x) = Z)‘af&airi () = ||~ ani (1 - am>+.
=1

i=1

From this we see that we can characterize the limiting distributions of this type as generalized
tempered stable random variables W) where A\(z) = c|z|~*"'a(x) and a(x) is a convex and
piecewise linear function. In fact, as the following example shows, by choosing the interweaving
carefully we can attain a limiting distribution of this form for any such convex piecewise linear
function a(x).
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Example 1. Let
)4

a(w) =Y (giw + hi) (7.7)

i=1

with g;,h; > 0 for i < £ and Zle h; = 1 be a generic piecewise linear convexr funciton on
(—00,0] that vanishes at —co and has a(0) = 1. Now, for each i < ¢ let 7® be a critical
polynomial cooling map with T}ii) ~ ARV and let 7 = 19 be an interweaving of these
cooling maps where the mizing function o is chosen so that limy_, s % =6; € (0,1) for each
1 < £ with Zle 0; = 1. If we choose the parameters 0; and A; for constructing this cooling
map so that

(2

0 (8;1)1/(5—1) "

b= Zﬁzl gj7 and i = vz/is—l)gf/(s—l)’
then by repeating the sort of computation in the proof of Lemma the reader can check
that the corresponding RWCRE X has limiting distribution X";l# = W, with \(z) =
Kovyslz| ™ ta(z) with a(z) as in (7). Moreover, one can also check that the growth rate of
(s—1) )s/(sfl)

SUp Zf:l Gi
relation between the growth rate of T(n) and a’(0) for this particular type of cooling map that

we will use in the proof of Corollary [7.5 below.

i <1,

this cooling map is T(n) ~ ( ns/=1 and since Zle g; = d'(0) this gives a

Lemma 7.2 (Closure for critical maps). Suppose that for each j > 1, 7U) is a cooling
map such that the corresponding RWCRE X9 has limiting distribution

/s — W)\j, (7.8)

and the cooling map has asymptotic growth rate T(j)(n) ~ ans/(s_l) as n — oo for some
K; € (0,00). If we also assume that
Kjn

W)\j ]ﬁo W)\ and Jlgr;o T = 1, (79)
J

then there exists [a }coolmg map T such that the corresponding RWCRE X has a limiting
Xn—E[Xn

distribution == = W.

Proof. The new cooling map 7 will be constructed from from the cooling maps 7) as follows.
We will choose an increasing sequence of integers 0 = mg < m; < ms < mg < --- with
properties given below and then construct the cooling map 7 by choosing the k-th cooling
interval from the cooling map 7 if mj_1 < k < mj. That is,

T =T, iftm; <k<m,.

We will choose the sequence of integers m; in the following manner. Assuming that m;_; has
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already been determined, we choose m; large enough so that

G+ (m; K.
T m;) ‘ j+1 '
7 ) gl <9 1| = 7.10
7(m;) K; ’ (7.10)
Xy(Lj+1) ) X7(1j+1) 1
sup sup |P - [ ) <z|-P (VVAJ,+1 < m) < = (7.11)
n>r(i+1) (m;) TER nt/s J
Xyt — E[X (] 1
7(m;) 7(my)
d P < —P W, < < -. 7.12
an ilelg < T(mj)l/s — 1’) ( Aj = .%') ] ( )

Condition (ZIT) follows easily from the assumption in (Z8)) by taking m; sufficiently large.
L. 7+ (my) U+ (my)
For condition (Z.I0)), first note that L= L

‘ ‘ T(my) O (my) =7 (my 1) +7(m; 1)
on the growth rate of 70) and 7U+1) imply that by taking m; sufficiently large, we can make
this fraction arbitrarily close to ngl so that (I0) is satisfied. Finally, for (Z12]) we note

. The assumptions

that we can expand our probability space to include all of the walks X() and so that we can
construct the walk X. by letting

_ rx ) ()
{Xrmy )tk = Xrmg 1) h<rmy)—r(m; 1) = X0 sk ™ 50 gy ) TR my)—7G) my 1)
(Note that we are using here that 7(m;) — 7(m;_1) = 79 (m;) — 70)(m;_1), so that both
sequences above have the same number of terms.) Using this construction we then have that

() _ () . 1/s
XT(mj) - E[XT(mJ)] N XT(j)(m]‘) E[XT(j)(mj)] (T(])(mj)>

T(mj)l/s - T(j)(mj)l/s T(mj)
() _ ()
+ Xr(my—1) = Bl Xr(m, )] B XT(j)(mjfl) E[XT(j)(mjfl)]
) 7 ) T

If mj_1 has already been fixed, then (Z8) implies that as m; — oo the right side above
converges in distribution to W,;. Thus, we can take m; large enough so that (TI12) holds.

Suppose now that 7(m;) <n < 7(m;41). Since X;(,;) and X;, — X, () are independent,
we can write

p<§zlgﬁd§x>
nl/s

X r(my) = ElXr(m, X = Xy — ElXn = Xy,
/P< (my) 1[<Jﬂ§x_OP< (my;) — El (Med@ (7.13)
R n /s nl/s

For the first probability inside the integral, it follows from (Z.I1)) and (Z.I2]) that

X o y—E[X_ . WYX —R[X_.
P( r(m;) ~ El mmﬂgx_y>zp<<ﬂmﬂ> r(my) [ﬂwﬂgx_y>

nth n 7(m;)/
(3+1) (+1)
. s X - E[X ]
7(my) \ M 260 (my) 76+ (m;) 2
=F < n ) TG+ (1) 1/s STy |+ j + 9j, (7.14)
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where §; 1= sup,cp ‘P(WAJ. <z)—PWy,, < )| (note that (ZJ) implies that J; — 0 as
j — o0). For the second probability in (7.I3]), note that we can replace X,, — X (m;) with

X(j+1) X(]+1) 3 so that app]ylng (m to (m) we can conclude that
J

7G+D (mj)+n—7(m;) TG (m

P (Xn - E[X,] < x>

nl/s

(G+1) (+1) (G+1) (G+1)

T](j+1)(m,)+n,T(m.) - Tj(j+1)(m,) - E[XT](Hl)(m.Hn,T(m.) B T](HI)(mv)]
<P j J g J J !

nl/s
j+1) j+1
7(m;) ”SXﬂﬂwmm‘*mXﬁH%wm]< L

+ n T(j+1)(mj)1/s <xz|+ F + J

(G+1) (+1)
B XT<j+1)(mj)+nfT(mj) B [XT<J+1>(mj)+nfT(mj)]
- nl/s

. 1/s (3+1) (3+1)
(T(mj)>1/s - (T(J—ﬂ)(mj)-) / XTJ(HI)(mj) _E[Xr]m“(mj)]

< 25~
TG (175 R s

n n

Note that the above inequality holds for all z € R and n € (7(m;), 7(m;41)]. Since n > 7(m;)
it follows from (Z.I0]) that

s . 1/s . 1/s ; 1/s
rlm) \" (2 mg) Y (2 2y s
n n 7(m;) - 7(m;) -
Therefore, for any € > 0, z € R, and n € (7(m;), 7(m;j4+1)] we have
(+1) _ (G+1)
P Xn — E[X,] <z|<P XT(HI)(mJ’)Jrn*T(mj) E[XT““)(ijn*T(mj)] <z+e
nl/s nl/s
(G+1) (G+1)
P XT](””(mj) B IE[XTJ(“I)(WJ')] S o 1/s 2 S5
+ 76D (1) /s =/ 7 +9;
U (my;) +n — 7(m;) e
S P / ! W)\j+1 S Tr+e€
n
P > p /e Ly
+ ‘W)\j+1‘ Zn; € +;+ J
r+e€ —1/s 4
<P (WAjH < W) + P (‘WA]'H‘ > 1 6) + ; +5j7

where the second inequality follows from two applications of (7Z.1I]) and the last inequality

follows from (ZI0) and the fact that n > 7(m;). Letting € = 77;/(23) and then taking j large
enough the right side can be made arbitrarily close to P (W) < z) (note that we are using
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here that (Z9) and the definition of n; in (ZI0) imply that n; — 0 as j — 0o). Therefore, we
can conclude that

limsup P

n—o0

(Xn - E[X,]

<z | <PWy<z), VreR.
nl/s

A matching lower bound is proved similarly. O

Corollary 7.3 (Achievable generalized stable laws via interweaving). For any A €

K2l — W

Aconv,s there exists a cooling map T and a constant b > 0 such that s

Law

Proof. First of all, note that if A(z) = c|z|~*"'a(z) then W, = 5> Where Nz) =
b~%c|x|~*"La(bx). Thus, it is enough to prove the statement of the corollary only for A € Acony,s
with leading constant ¢ = Kyv,s. To this end, we fix a convex, non-decreasing function a(z)
on (—oo,0] that is vanishing at —oco and equals 1 at = 0. Then it is easy to see that there
exists a sequence of functions a;(x) converging pointwise to a(x) where for each j > 1, the
function a;(x) is a convex, non-decreasing function on (—oo,0] with compact support and
whose graph consists of finitely many linear pieces. Moreover, the derivatives a’;(0) can be

j
chosen so that

e if a’(0) < oo then a(0) = a'(0) for all j > 1,

e while if a’(0) = oo then the functions a}(0) = j for all j > 1.

As shown in Example [l above, for each j > 1 there exists a cooling map 7¢) such that
. (4) (4)
the corresponding RWCRE X () has limiting distribution X —E[X]

nl/s

= W), where \;(z) =

Kovyslz|~*La;(x), and the asymptotics of the cooling maps are given by 70)(n) ~ ans/(s_l)
s/(s—1)
where K; = (ﬁﬁo)) . Since the functions a;(z) converge pointwise to a(z) and

la;j(z)| <1, it follows from the explicit form of the characteristic functions in (ZI6]) and the

dominated convergence theorem that WAJ = W) as j — oo. Also, the condition on the
Kjt1

derivatives of a;»(O) implies that lim;_, = 1. Therefore, the sequence of cooling maps

K
7() satisfy all of the assumptions of Proposition [72, and thus there exists a cooling map 7
such that the corresponding RWCRE has limiting distribution %/[an} = W,. O

Proof of Theorem[3.4. By the proof of Corollary [7.3] it is possible to construct a polynomial
cooling map 7 for which the corresponding RWCRE X converges weakly after centering and
scaling by n'/* to a random variable Wy with A € Aconv,s- By applying twice Proposition [Z.],
we can then interweave this cooling map 7 with two other polynomial cooling maps such
that (B.I1) is satisfied. O

8 Examples of irregular cooling maps

Theorem characterizes a large class of limiting distributions that can be obtained for
RWCRE X associated to an s-canonical law p on environments, and Theorems and B3]
give sufficient conditions which imply the walk has a specified limiting distribution. These
results, however, are not as complete as the results obtained in the case where the law u on
environments is such that the RWRE is recurrent. In that case, a general limiting distribution
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result was obtained which identified all possible limiting distributions and also identified nec-
essary and sufficient conditions on the cooling map 7 for each of these distributions to arise
as a (subsequential) limiting distribution of the RWCRE [4, Theorem 2].

One reason for the weaker results in the present paper is that while in [4] the limiting
distributions in all cases could be obtained by centering by the mean and scaling by the stan-
dard deviation of the walk, in the present paper the scaling one should use differs depending
on the limiting distribution. For instance, in Theorem one obtains Gaussian limits after
scaling by the deviation whereas in Theorem [B.3] one obtains stable or generalized tempered
stable laws after scaling by n'/* (and in general /Var(X,,) doesn’t grow like n'/*). In light of
the results for the interweaving of cooling maps in Section [7, a natural idea to handle general
cooling maps is to divide a cooling map into “small” cooling intervals which will give rise to a
Gaussian component in the limit and “large” cooling intervals which will give rise to a stable
or generalized tempered stable component in the limit. However, it is not a priori clear how to
properly characterize the “small” and “large” cooling intervals to make this approach work.

The following example gives a cooling map where it is immediately clear how to divide
the “small” and “large” cooling intervals. This example is quite simple to analyze (given the
earlier results in the paper) and shows that even in the cases where a limiting distribution is a
pure Gaussian or pure stable one might still have to use this dividing approach to obtain the
correct limiting distribution rather than simply applying a general result like Theorem or

B3l

Example 2 (Parametric coling map for Gaussian & Stable mixtures).
Let X be a RWCRE associated to an s-canonical law s, as in Def. and cooling increment
sequence defined as follows. Fix a parameter v > 1 and consider the following sequence:

Ty = |r7], forj €N, and Tj =1, otherwise (that is, if logy(k) ¢ N). (8.1)

In this case the cooling intervals with Ty, = 1 are considered “small” and all others are con-
sidered “large”. With this in mind we can decompose X,, — E[X,,] as

Z (Z(k Zl]) Lig—1y + Z <Z( IE[ZTk]> Lz o1y + (Z“”“) E[an]) :
k=

Letting a2 = Var(Z), it follows from the classical CLT that the first term scaled by Ay =

aa(Zf;":l 1{Tk:1})l/2 converges in distribution to N, and Theorem[3.3 (using condition (S1))
_\1/s
implies that the last two terms scaled by B, = <Z£”:1 Tyl 1y + Tn) converges in dis-

tribution to Ss. By computing the asymptotics of A, and B,,, and comparing their relative
sizes as n — 00, one can then obtain the following limiting distributions.

e (Normal) if 1 < r < 2%/2, then

X, — E[X,]
ao/n

Note that in this case it can be shown that Var(X,) ~ an if and only if r < 21/3=5),
Thus, it is evident that for r € [21/(3_5), 25/2) one cannot derive the Gaussian limiting
distribution using the approach of Theorem [3.2. Indeed, it can be checked that this is
because the Lindeberg condition (5.4) fails when r > 2Y/G=9) . On the other hand, when

= N. (8.2)
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r < /2 one can derive 82) by directly applying Theorem [32 since [B5) holds in this
case, whereas if v € [v/2,2/G9)) then even though [ZH) doesn’t hold the same proof
idea works since the Lindeberg condition (54) can be verified when r < 21/(3=5),

o (Mixture) if r = 2%/, then the sequence ﬂixn] is tight and admits multiple limit

points of the form aN + bSs where N and Sy are independent and a,b > 0.

e (Stable) Ifr > 25/2 then the scaling limits are always stable, but the scaling is different
when v < 2. If 25/2 < 1 < 2 then there exists a sequence of numbers d, which are
bounded away from 0 and oo (and which do not converge to a constant as n — o) such
that

X, —E|X 1 11
Xn — E[X0] = S, where the scaling exponent B = 0g(r) el=,—-|.
dnnﬁ S 2 s

On the other hand, if r > 2 then %/[SX"} = Ss. The above stable limiting distributions

can be obtained by directly applying Theorem only when r > 2°. Indeed, it can be
shown that condition (S1) holds if and only if r > 2°. Condition (S2) holds only when
r < 2 but in this case the limit in (B1) is g(x) = 1 which violates the assumption that
9(0) = 0 in Theorem [T3.

Another natural question regarding the characterization of limiting distributions for gen-
eral cooling maps is whether or not Theorem identifies all possible limiting distributions
for RWCRE associated to s-canonical laws p on environments. In particular, can one obtain
generalized tempered stable laws Wy with A ¢ Acony,s? Theorem B3] provides a strategy for
how one might do this: find function g € G for which A\;j ¢ Acony,s, and then construct a cooling
map 7 which satisfies (8.7]) for this choice of ¢ (and such that 7 also satisfies condition (S2)),
but we have been able to find such examples only along subsequences. That is, if we allow for
subsequential weak limits, then an easy modification of the proof of Theorem [B.3] shows that
if there is a subsequence n; and a function g € G such that the limits in (3.7)) and condition
M = W,,. The following gives an

7(ny)t/s j—o0 g
explicit example of how this can be applied to get a subsequential limiting distribution which
is not of the type included in Theorem

(S2) hold along the subsequence n;, then

Example 3 (“Exotic” cooling map). Let n; = 22j, and let

2—s
T = [kn;_ﬂ , formj_ <k <nj

The interested reader can check that for this example one has T(n;) ~ %nj/(sfl) and

nj
T, z )2
1. § —1 s g b 1 =: *
j‘i&k:l 7(nj) {Tr<ar(n;)V/*} <21/5) " 9(z)

. XT(n-)flE[XT(n-)] .
Therefore, it follows that L = W), with
7(n;) j—o0 g
_ R T AT BT
Ag(x) = Kovys|z| ™ (1 + VS T 822/sv2x

Note that Ay & Acon,s in this case since |z|*TI\ (z) is not convex.
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A Sums of heavy tailed random variables

This section contains some needed results regarding moment bounds and tail decay for sums
of i.i.d. heavy tailed random variables. The results below seem to be part of the folklore known
to experts in heavy-tailed random variables though we could not find a convenient reference,
but we have included the proofs here both for completeness.

Throughout this section we will assume that {&;};>1 are i.i.d. random variables and that

Lemma A.1. Assume that E[§1] = 0 and that P(|&1| > x) = O(z~°) for some s > 1. Then,
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that P(|S,| > tn'/%) < Ct=° for all t > 0 and n large
enough.

Proof. Tt is enough to prove a bound P(|S,| > tn'/*) < C1t=* for some C; > 0 and all
t > t1 > 0 since we can then choose C' large enough so that Ct™® > 1 for ¢ € (0,1). Now,

first note that
> tn1/3> ,

and for some C’ > 0 and n sufficiently large the first term can be bounded by C't™* for all
t > 1. For the second term, first of all note that

|E[&1e,1<al)| = |El&L{en>a1]| < ElléklL{en>ay] = O %), (A1)

where the first equality follows from the assumption that E[{;] = 0 and the last equality
follows from the assumed tail asymptotics of [£1|. Therefore, there exists a constant b > 0

such that ‘E [2221 §k1{|gk\§%n1/s}} ‘ < btl=5ns for n sufficiently large and ¢ > 1. Therefore,
n
> &l {jel<tnire)

P < > tn1/5>
k=1

=P ( Z {Skl{\ék\génl/s} - E[gkl{\gk‘génys}]}

k=1
<

Since the tail decay of £; implies that Var(§11y¢,<qy) < B [5%1{‘51‘96}] = O(x?>%) as x — oo,
then applying Chebychev’s inequality to the above bound implies that there exists a constant
C"” > 0 such that for t > ¢y and n large enough

d

Letting t; = max{1,%9} and C; = max{C’, C"} we have that P(|S,| > tn'/*) < C1t* for all
>4 >0. O

P(|S,| > tn'/*) < nP (ygl\ > %Wﬁ) +P (

n
Y Gl <ty
k=1

> (1—bt™%) tn1/3>

Z {gkl{\ék\ﬁénl/s} - E[gkl{‘gk‘génl/s}]}

k=1

> %n1/3> , for t > to = (2b)"/%.

4n Var(gl]_ﬂgl‘génl/s})
$2n2/s

> tn!/ S) < <"t (A.2)

n
Y Gl <ty
k=1

Since Lemma [A ] gives the same tail decay bound for S,/ nl/s for n sufficiently large, we
immediately obtain the following corollary.
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Corollary A.2. Assume that E[{1] = 0 and that P(|&1] > z) = O(xz™°) for some s > 1. If
€ (0,5), then E||S,[P] = O(nP/?).

Our final result in this section gives left tail asymptotics for S;, when the random variables
&1 are bounded to the left and heavy tailed to the right.

Lemma A.3. Assume that & has mean zero, is bounded below (i.e. P(§& > —L) =1 for
some L < 00), and has right tail decay P(&; > x) = O(z™*) for some s € (1,2). Then, there
exists a constant C > 0 such that

P (Sn < —tnl/s) < e_CtS__l, for allt > 0. (A.3)
Proof. We begin by claiming that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

E [e%l] < e, forall A > 0. (A.4)

For ease of notation let é = &1+ L so that our assumptions on &; imply that é is a non-negative
random variable and that P(§ > z) < Kz~* for some K > 0 and s € (1,2). Then,

e ME [B_A&} =F {e_)‘é} =1- /OO Ae ™ P(E > x)dx
0

<1- /OOOA(1 — min{\z,1}) P(€ > z)dz

[e.9]

)\71
:1—)\L+/ A%P(ﬁZx)der/ AP(§ > ) dx
0 A

-1

A1 o)
< 1—)\L+K)\2/ mlsdm—i—K)\/ x5 dx
0 A1
K
=1-AL4+—"—)°
LTI

K
< e Mreae—nA

A

(Note that in the third line above we used that E[{] = E[¢1] + L = L and in the second to

last line we used that s € (1,2).) This proves (A.4]) with ¢ = m

The proof of (A.3) from (A.4]) follows standard large deviation techniques. First of all, it
follows from Chebychev’s inequality and then (A4]) that

P(S, < —tn!/?) < e~ | [e_)‘S”} < e_)‘t"1/5+cl/\3", for any A > 0. (A.5)
1/(s—1)
Choosing A = ( tl T ) , this gives the bound
c'sn s
1/s 7 —L 1 1 s
P(S, < —tn'/%) <expq —(c')s T — — —— | tsT 5. (A.6)
Ss—1 §s—1
Since s > 1 implies that —— — ﬁl > 0, this finishes the proof of (A.3]). O
Ss—l §S—
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B RWRE: regeneration times for s > 0

We recall and collect some useful facts about regeneration times associated to RWRE. For
more details we refer the reader to [29] and the references specified below.

The sequence of regeneration times (Ry)ren is defined as follows.

Ry :=inf{n > 0: max Z; < Z, < min Z,, }, (B.1)
£<n m>n
and
Rp:=inf{n > Ry_1: maxZy < Z, < min Z,,}, k> 2. (B.2)
<n m>n

The important facts we will use about regeneration times is that they give an independence
structure under the annealed measure P.

e The sequence of joint random variables
(Zr,,R1),(Zr, — Zg,, R2 — R1),(ZRry — ZR,, R3s — Ra), ... (B.3)
is independent under the measure P, and all but the first term are identically distributed.

e The joint sequence {(Zg, — Zr,_,, Rk — Ri—1) }k>2 has the same distribution as that of
(B:3) under the measure P(-) = P(- | Z, > 0, Vn > 0).

As a consequence, the following identities in mean are valid for any n € N:

E[R,] =E[R]+ (n—1
and E[Zg,] =E[Zgr,]+ (n —

[R1] = nE[R;] + O(1), (B.4)
)E[ZRJ =n [ZRI] + 0(1) (B'5)

Furthermore, it is worth noticing that the limiting speed v,, of RWRE defined in (Z8]) can be
expressed in terms of regenerations as

E[ZRQ - ZR1] E[ZRl]

vy = E[Rs — R = BR)| (B.6)

Kesten, Kozlov, and Spitzer [20] studied transient one-dimensional RWRE via a related
Markov chain {V;};>¢ which can be interpreted as a branching process with immigration
where each generation has an offspring distribution which is a random Geometric distribution.
However, while they did not state their results this way, their analysis of the Markov chain V'
gives information on the regeneration structure of the RWRE.

Lemma B.1 (Characterization in terms of branching processes [24]). Let the Markov
chain V' start at Vo = 0 and let v = inf{i > 0 : V; = 0}. Then the joint distribution of
(Zr, — ZRg,, R2 — Ry) is the same as the joint distribution of (v,v + 2 Z@'V:_ol Vi).

Proof. This was proved in [24] Lemma 12| for transient, one-dimensional excited random

walks. However, the proof carries over without any changes to RWRE in i.i.d. environments.
O
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Corollary B.2 (Tail control on regenerations and increments). There exist constants
C1,C5 > 0 such that
P(Zp, — Zgr, >n) < Cre” 2", (B.7)

Moreover, if s € (0,2] then there exists a constant Cs3 > 0 such that
P(Ry — Ry >n) ~Csn™°, asn — oc. (B.8)

Proof. 1t was shown in [20, Lemmas 2 and 6] that

v—1
P(v>n)<Cre " and P <ZVZ > n) ~ Kn™% asn— oo, (B.9)
=0
for some constants Cy,Cy, K > 0. Then, (B.7) follows from Lemma [B.Il and the above tail
decay for v. Regarding (B.g]), it follows from Lemma [B.] that

v—1 v—1
P(ZVi>g> g]P’(RQ—R1>n)§P<ZV,~>n_\/ﬁ+\/ﬁ>+P(u>\/ﬁ). (B.10)
=0

‘ 2
=0

Letting C3 = K2° (B.9) implies that both the lower bound and upper bound above are
asymptotic to Csn™° as n — oo. O

The following lemma gives a control on the 1st “special’ regeneration.

Lemma B.3 (First regeneration: p-moment and tail of displacement [I8] 28]). If
s > 0, then E[RY] < oo if and only if p € (0,s). Furthermore, there exists a constant ¢ > 0
such that

E [eCZRl] < 00. (B.11)

We refer the reader to [I8], Prop. 3.5] for the boundedness of the p-moments of the first
regeneration time stated above. A proof of (B.1Il) can be found in [28], see Lemma 2.5
and Eq. (97) therein. For the latter, we stress that even though this reference deals with
high-dimensional setups assuming directional transience along a given direction, see Eq. (80)
in [28], these statements remain still valid in dimension one under our assumption (2.4)).

C Proof of Lemma

We start by proving (6.22)) and then move to (6.20)) and (6.21]).

Proof of ([6.22)). First of all, from the definition of A, ¢, in (6.19), we see that the condition
in (S2) implies for any fixed ¢,6 > 0 that

1{ (Y;kl/ SN < ligea,,y < 1{ (Z;kl/ Sty for all n large. (C.1)
T(n S v T(n S U

To obtain ([6.22)) it is enough to prove the following statement:

. 1 - Ty < f(z)
eyt i) ! w2y = [ 7 9(de) + L(1 - g(e0)), Ya>0.
1m T(n)l_% ;f (7-(71)1/5) {Ty/7(n)Y/s>a} ; " g( m) + ( g(oo)) a >

n—o0
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A technical difficulty arises with the integral on the right being over an unbounded interval,
so will will prove the following two statements which together imply the above limit:

. 1 ‘ Ty f(@)
lim T Zf <W> (T}, /7(n)V/5€[ab)} — / d.%') VO <a<b<oo. (C2)

lim lim sup
b—00 p—o0

1 < T
—_— —F 1 s1— L(1—g(o0))| =0 C.3
o o () ey~ 10 (o) (©3)

To prove (C.2)), we fix 0 < a < b and a large integer N and partition the interval [a, b]
into N equally spaced sub-intervals [x;_1 n,2; n] where z; y = a+ W forj =0,1,2,... N.
For j =1,2,..., N let z7 y be a point in the interval [z;_1,n, z; ] where the function f(z)/x
achieves its maximum. With this notation we can get the following upper bound on the sum

limsup —— 1 T Zf( 1/s> 1{Tk/7(nj)l/S€[a,b)}

n—00 T?”L B

g(xjN) —g(xj—1,N)),

where in the last step we used again assumption ([3.7)). Finally, by taking N — oo, the upper
bound above becomes arbitrarily close to the Riemann-Stieltjes integral f bf (x) g(dz). The
proof of the matching lower bound is obtained similarly.

To prove (C.3), fix € > 0 and choose b large enough so that sup,,, |@ — L| < €. Then,

s 2 () Mty ~ HO - ot

TL
n _T
< f(T(n)kl/s) L Tk 1
< PR P R (VO
k=1 T(n)l/s
+L Ty — (1= g(b))| + L(g(c0) — g(b)
() HTbr(m) ) (1—g(b)) g(o) — g(b))
k=1
< (L ~ T
<( +€)§:;G5Hn>wwuq—(1—ﬂw)+lﬂﬂ%)—ﬂ®)
k=1

It follows from (B.7]) that the first term in the last line above vanishes as n — oo. Then taking
b — oo finishes the proof of (C.3)). O

Proof of ([6.20]). Let us first fix a sequence a(n) — oo with the properties that

maXTl/ <a(n) and a(n) = o(r(n)"/*), (C.4)

k<n
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where we note that such a sequence is guaranteed by (S2). Further, since g(x) in [B7) is less
than 1 for some z it follows from the first condition in (C.4]) that for some ¢ > 0 and for n
large enough

a(n) > 67’(71)1/52. (C.5)
Next, partition the integers from 1 to n as the disjoint union B}L,t U Bfm UA, ., with A,
as in (G.19)),
Bl ={k <n: Ty, —tr(n)"/* < —a(n)},
and B2 = ={k<n: —a(n) <Tpv, — tT(n)l/S < (log Ty T, /8}
With this decomposition, the claim (620) it is equivalent to
. < ) — )
Jim 7 PG < —t) =0, forje {12}, (C.6)
keBj ,

which we next show first for j = 1 and then for j = 2.
Sum over B%,t: First of all, note that if k& € B%,t then

P(fk,n < _t) = P(ZTk < E[ZTk] - tT(n)l/S)
< P(ZTk < _a(n) + E[ZTk] - Tk‘vu)'

The asymptotic behavior of E[Z7,] from (B3] and our choice of a(n) in(C.4) imply that for
n sufficiently large we have E[Z7, | — Tjv, < a(n)/2 for k < n. Thus, for n sufficiently large
we may bound

max P(§,, < —t) <P (inf Z, < —M> < Ce_ca("), (C.7)
kEBl n>0 2

where the last inequality follows from [16, Lemma 3.3]. Since there are at most n terms in

B} ;, each bounded by (C.7) this proves (C.G) for j = 1.
3—s
Sum over B} ;: Eq. (3I4) implies that P(&, < —t) < mVar(ZTk) < ﬂ%’ from

which we have that

3—s
Z P(&rpn < —t) < 2/8 Z T3~ s_% Z (T(Z;/s) . (C.8)

keB2, keB2, t27(n)> keB2,

Since we have chosen a(n) = o(7(n)Y/*) and we are assuming (SZ) then it follows for any
fixed § > 0, that for all n large enough, k € B} ; implies that | ( — i! < §. Therefore,

we have that for n large enough

P < < ¢ T o 1 C
Z (S < =) < ! Z T(n)l/s {|—T(T'C —ﬁ|<5}' (C.9)

5 (N1 -
kEBZ, t2r(n) k<n mt/

It follows from (C.2]) that we can compute the limit of this upper bound so that

lim sup Z (Epn < —t) < _/+ dx). (C.10)

n—oo

Since the right-hand side vanishes as 6 — 0 (recall that ¢ is continuous), then it follows that
(C.6]) holds for j = 2 as well. O
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Proof of ([6.2I]). As in the proof of (6.20) above, we proceed by showing

Tim Z E[gk,ﬂ{gk,ng_t} —0, forj=1,2. (C.11)
keBiL’t

Sum over B}%t: It follows from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, (8.14]), and (C.7)) that

ca(n)
Z E[gk’"l{ﬁk,nﬁft}] < Z E[gi,n]lﬂp(gkmg_t)lﬁ Ce l/s Z T

keB) keB; , keB;} ,

Since the definition of Bj ; implies that T}, < £7(n )V/s for all k € B
we have that

- 1
n.t> and since | B, 4| < n,

3—s

—ca(n 2o C(-Lt ? —ca(n)/2
Z E {gk,nl{gk,ng—t}} < 067()/2” <i7(n)1/5> 2 _ (Uu) ?i .

1/s
keB) , 7(n) b

It follows from (C.A]) that this upper bound vanishes as n — oo, and this proves (C.I1)) for
j=1.
Sum over Bit: It follows from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Chebychev’s inequality,

and ([B.14) that

Elin _C 17
t

‘E [§k,n1{§m§_t}” <E [§i,n]1/z P(lgrn| > 1)'? < t = 7(n)2/s’

by arguing as in (C.8)) and right after it, we see that the sum of this upper bound over Bfl,t
vanishes as n increases. This proves (C.I1)) for j = 2. O
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