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Abstract

For Sinai’s walk (Xj) we show that the empirical measure of the environment
seen from the particle (w;) converges in law to some random measure #..
This limit measure is explicitly given in terms of the infinite valley, which con-
struction goes back to |Golosov (1984). As a consequence an "in law" ergodic
theorem holds:
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When the last limit is deterministic, it holds in probability. This allows some
extensions to the recurrent case of the ballistic "environment’s method" dating
back to Kozlov and Molchanov, (1984). In particular, we show an LLN and a
mixed CLT for the sums }}'_, f(AX}) where f is bounded and depending on
the steps A Xy := Xp41 — Xk.
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1. Introduction, assumptions and main results

1.1. Model

Let w = {w(x); x € Z} be a collection of i.i.d. random variables taking val-
ues in [0,1]. Denote Q := [0,1]4, P the distribution of w on (Q,%(Q)) and E
the expectation under this law. For fixed w € Q, let X = (Xi)ren, be the time-
homogeneous Markov chain on Z, with transition function p® given by p*(0,1) =
1,and forall x€ Z3,

w(X) ify=x+1,
p’x, =4 1-wkx) ify=x-1,
0 otherwise.

For x € Z,, and fixed w € Q we denote by P¢ the law on (ZE‘,QB(ZE‘)) of the
Markov chain X starting from x. This is the quenched law of X. The law of the
couple (w, X) is the probability measure P, on (Q x ZV, B(Q) ® (Z")) defined
forall x€ Z, and all F € (Q) and G € B(Z") by:

P(F x G) =f PY(G)P(dw),
F

this is the annealed law. The annealed law is also dependent on the starting
point of the walk, but this dependence is less important, because the walk is
not a Markov chain under this law. We do not keep this dependence in our
notation. We write E{ and E for the corresponding quenched and annealed ex-
pectations, respectively. For simplicity and following|Golosov| (1984) and |Gan-
tert et al. (2010) we consider the walk on the positive integers reflected at 0, but
we need the environnement be defined on Z to define later the infinite valley
of the potential. Denote, for x € Z,

B 1-w(x)

(1)

w(Xx)

It was shown by|Solomon|/ (1975) that when
Elogpo =0, 2)

for P-almost all w the Markov chain X is recurrent, otherwise the walk is tran-
sient. This paper focuses on the recurrent case, hence (2) will be in force for all
our results.



1.2. Motivation of the paper: environment viewed from the particle
For w € Q and x € Z, denote by T the shift operator T, : Q — Q, which shifts
the environment by the vector x, i.e.

VyeZ, (Trw)(y)=wlx+y).
The environment seen from the walker is the Q-valued process (@) given by:
wr=Tx,w, keN.

It is well known since Kozlov and Molchanov| (1984) that (@, k = 0) is a
Markov chain (with respect to both P and Py’ ), with the transition kernel

R(w,do") = 0(0)5 1,0 (dw") + (1 - w(0)5 71, (do"). 3)

The state space of this Markov chain is very complex, however, in the transient
ballistic case, which is characterised (Solomon| (1975)) by the linear speed of
escape of the walk to infinity:

XuIn—v#0, 4)

Kozlov and Molchanovi (1984) showed that there exists a unique invariant prob-
ability Q for the kernel T, which is absolutely continuous with respect to P, with
an explicit density f = dQ/dP (see Molchanov| (1994) p.273 or Theorem 1.2 in
Sznitman! (2002)). In particular, Birkhoff’s a.s. ergodic theorem applies to addi-
tive functionals of (0) and gives for all F: Q — R, s.t. E[|F| x f] < oo,

1 n
— Z F(d)k)—>f F(w)f(w)P(dw) P-a.s.. (5)
n =1 Q

This constitutes the basis of the "method of the environnement viewed from
the particle". To recall it briefly, let us sketch the proof of Solomon’s result
on the asymptotic velocity for the ballistic random walk. Let AX}, := X1 — X35,
Fn =0{AXp,...,AXp, 0(Xp),...,w(Xp+1)}. We can write the classical martingale
differences decomposition:

n n
Xp/n=1/n) [AXy—EAXp|Fr-)]+1/n ) E(AXk|Fr_1). (6)
k=1 k=1

The first sum in (6) is composed of centred, uncorrelated terms (k-th term is
Z measurable ). This first sum tends to zero in .2 and, using the martingale’s
convergence, even a.s.. Moreover, since

E(AXk|Fk-1) = 0(Xp) — 1(1 - w(Xg)) = 204(0) — 1,
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for the second term of (6) we can apply Brirkhoft’s theorem and using the ex-
plicit expression of f Molchanov|(1994) p.273 get:

1/n Z EAX | F_1)=1/n Z 2or(0)-1) — | Cw(0)-1) f(w)Pdw)=v a.s.,
k=1 k=1 Q

therefore X,,/n — v a.s.. For further illustration of this method see|Sznitman
(2002), Zeitouni (2004) and L.V.Bogachev (2006). In this work we are also in-
terested in the limits of additive functionals % ZZ:l F(wg). Knowing such limits
allows to extend the environnement’s method to the recurrent case. Besides
this theoretical motivation, such additive functionals arise in particular in sta-
tistical applications.
The empirical law %, of the environment’s chain (o) , defined as
1 n

Fn=—2 ba,, @)
n =

allows to represent Birkhoff sum of F : O — R along the chain as an integral
1 n
=Y F(@y) = f Fd%,.
k=1 Q

Then, ., is a random element of 22(Q2) depending both on w and X. Our main
result, Theorem (L.1I), states that the following convergence in distribution in
the space 22(Q2) equipped with the topology of the weak convergence of proba-
bility measures holds:

yniyoo’

where the law of the random measure .#,, is precisely defined in (16). In partic-
ular, for every F : QO — R continuous and bounded, the following convergence
in law holds:

— Z F(wy) = f Fd%s (8)

Note that when Q is equipped with the Hilbert’s cube distance d, all the func-
tions F depending only on the finite numbers of coordinates of w are continu-
ous w.r.to d.

Despite the fact that (8) gives only an "in law" version of the ergodic the-
orem, in many examples the method of the environnement viewed from the
particle can be used in a very similar to the ballistic case way. The point is that



in situations where the limit in (8) is deterministic, the convergence actually
holds in probability. Hence the environment’s method of the example above
can be performed almost in a same way, replacing the a.s. convergence by the
convergence in probability for the second sum. We give such examples in Sec-
tion (2). On the other hand, besides the environment’s method, often only the
integrability properties of the limit (8) are of interest, so the knowledge of its
distribution can be sufficient. To define precisely the limit random measure
S0 We need to introduce the notion of the potential and the infinite valley.

1.3. Potential and infinite valley
Let px, x € Z be given by (1) and define the potential V = {V(x) : x € Z} by

Z;zllogpy if x>0,
Vix)=< 0 ifx=0, 9
—Z(}’,:Hllogpy ifx<O.

Then, V is a (double-sided) random walk, an example of a realisation of V' can
be seen on Figure(l] Setting C(x,x + 1) = exp[—V (x)], for any integer x, under
quenched law the Markov chain X is an electric network in the sense of Doyle
and Snell| (1984) or Levin et al. (2009), where C(x,x + 1) is the conductance of
the (unoriented) bond (x, x + 1). In particular, the measure u defined as

p) =1, wplx)=exp[-V(x-1]+exp[-V(x)], xe€ Z:‘L,

is a reversible and invariant measure for the Markov chain X. Define the

right border c,, of the “valley” with depth logn + (logn)'/? as the random vari-
able

cn=min{x=0:V(x) - 0r<ny'£lx V(y) =logn+ (logn)'?}, (10)

and the bottom b,, of the “valley” as

bp=min{x=0: V(x) = ,min V(y}.
<y=cjp

On Figure[l} one can see a representation of b, and c,. The salient probabilistic
feature of a recurrent RWRE is the strong localisation revealed by Sinai (1982).
Considered on the spacial scale In? n the RWRE becomes localized near b,,. We
are interested in the shape of the “valley” (0, b, ¢;,) when n tends to infinity and
we recall the concept of infinite valley introduced by|Golosov (1984).



V(x)

\/ Cn X

logn++/logn

Figure 1: Example of potential derived from a Temkin random environment with parameter
a = 0.3. Simulation with n = 1000.

Let V = {V(x) : x € Z} be a collection of random variables distributed as
V conditioned to stay positive for any negative x, and non-negative for any
non negative x. Such events having probability zero, a formal definition is
using Doob’s h-transform (see |Golosov| (1984)[ Lemma 4], Bertoin| (1993)). It
has been shown in |Golosov| (1984), that the finite dimensional distributions of

.....

Z}, moreover, (Golosov|(1984), pp. 494-495)
Y exp(-V(x)) < oo. (11)

x€Z
Besides for the fidi convergence above, it is not true in general that the se-
quence of the infinite vectors {[V (b, + x) = V(bu)]1—p,,.. ch-b,-13(X) ; X € Z}
converges in law to {V(x), x € Z}. But if we consider instead the sequence of
elements of (¢!, - |l;) given by

En:=1{expl=(V(by +X) = V(b)) i-p,,..co—b,-1;(X) ; XEZ}

we can show ( Proposition that the sequence of laws Pz, of =, is tight,
and hence Z,, converges in distribution to {exp[—V (x)]; x € Z}. This is done in
Theorem (4.4), which is a key auxiliary result for the proof of Theorem (1.1). In

the next subsection we formulate this theorem precisely.

1.4. Assumptions and main result
Assumption I. Elogpy =0



We already mentioned that under Assumption (I) for P-almost w the Markov
chain X is recurrent. We also need to assume

AssumptionIl. (I)POy<w(0)<1-6¢)=1 forsome 6y€(0,1),
(ii) Var(log po) > 0.

The condition (i) is technical and commonly admitted, whereas (ii) ex-
cludes the deterministic case. Moreover, in the proof of Proposition (4.3), Theo-
rem(4.4) and hence in Theorem we need to assume the following technical
assumption:

Assumption III. The distribution of logpg is arithmetic, i.e. concentrated on
{nh; neZ}, with someh > 0.

Let w = {w(x), x € Z} be the environment of the walk in the infinite valley

o exp[-V(x)]
w(x) = — — , XE€eZ. (12)
exp[-V(x)]+exp[-V(x—1)]

Let ¥ be a probability measure on Z defined by

exp[-V (x—1)] + exp[-V (x)]
23 ez expl-V(2)]

Thanks to the probability measure is well defined, and is a station-
ary (and reversible) distribution of a random walk in in the "infinite valley", i.e.
the walk governed by the environnement @.

Define for n € N and x € Z, the local time of the walk in the position x:

v(x) = e”Z. (13)

En,x) =) UXe =1}, (14)
k=1

Note that the empirical law (7) of the environment seen from the walker can
be expressed using the local time as

(n,x)
ynzzé 5Txa)- (15)
xXeZ n
Denote
F o= ) V()15 (16)
xXeZ

Let Q:= [0,1]% be provided with the distance d(w, ") = ¥ ye7 27w (x) — 0’ (x)|.
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Theorem 1.1. Under Assumptions[}[l] and|[II], the empirical law of the environ-
ment seen from the walker converges in distribution, as n — oco:

“n =, Foo (17)

in the space 2 (Q)) equipped with the topology of the weak convergence of prob-
ability measures.

Note that in particular, for every F : QO — R continuous and bounded, the
"weak" ergodic theorem (8) holds, and therefore for every m e N, g : [0,1]2"**! —
R, continuous,

1 n
—Y gXp—m),...,0X+m) = ¥ g@x—m),...,dx+m)vx).
k=1 xeZ

Again in particular, for every f: [0,1] — R, continuous,

1 n
;Zﬂmm»iiﬁ@mwm.
k=1

xe”Z

Denote by & the expectation with respect to the law of V = (V(x)) xcz and let
us define Q € 22(Q) by

de@:g de%o
Q Q

for bounded F : Q — R. We can view Q as the &-expectation of .#,,.

=) E[VF(Tx®)],

xe”Z

Proposition 1.2. The probability Q is invariant and reversible for the Markov
chain (wy, k = 0) in Q. The measures P and Q) are mutually singular.

The invariant probability, which is a limit law in the ballistic case, is abso-
lutely continuous with respect to the law of the environment P, see (Molchanov,
1994, P. 273). The one we find here is the first one to be obtained as a limit in
the case of zero velocity, and it is singular with respect to P.

The proof of Theorem is partially inspired by the paper Gantert et al.
(2010) concerning the convergence of centred local times: (Mn””), xeZ)to
(v(x)), x € Z, but the main ingredient, Proposition giving the tightness
part of the proof of Proposition is inspired by the paper of Ritter| (1981)on
the growth of random walks conditioned to stay positive.

8



1.5. Structure of the paper

In Section (2) we show how the environment’s method can be deduced from
Theorem(1.1). Namely we proove the LLN (Proposition (2.I)) and the mixed
CLT (Proposition (2.2)) for sums }}'_; f(AXj). Section (3) is focused on the proof
of Theorem (L.I). Proposition [I.2]is proven in Section(6). Auxiliary results for
the proof of Theorem|[1.1} and in particular Proposition are proven in Sec-
tion (4).

2. Examples: environnement’s method

2.1. Law of large numbers for functions of the steps
Proposition 2.1. Let f : {—1;1} — R. Denote AXy = Xy1+1 — Xk, k € N. Then the
following convergence in annealed probability holds :

1 & D+ f(-1
ni- 2
In particular, X,/ n LN 0, n—oo.
Proof. Denote
gn = O-{AXO)---)AXI’M w(XO))---)w(Xn+l)} (]-8)

and let’s write the martingale difference decomposition :

n

1 & 1 1 &
=Y fAX) ==Y (fAXQ) -E(f(AX)|Fr-1))+— Y E(f(AX)IFr-1). (19)
N =1 N =1 nj=1

Then Dy := f(AXy) — E(f(AXk)|Zk-1); k € N are centred, uniformly bounded
and non-correlated, (the last can be immediately seen for D and D,,, k < m by
conditioning on %,,_1). Hence

12 2
— Y (FAX0) ~B(f(AXR)|Fp-) 0. (20)
k=1

Remark that
E(f(AXIFk-1)) = fFDoXE) + fF(=1) A - o(X).
Theorem 1.1|gives the following convergence in distribution :
1 & )+ f(-1
— Y E(f(AX)|Fr-1) = Y (fMa + f(-1)A-dx))¥(x) = M

n k=1 xXeZ 2
(21)



Indeed, using the definitions and ,

Y dx)V(x) =) 1-dx)V(x).

xe”Z xe”Z

Using and together in this completes the proof.
]

Proposition 2.2. Let f: {—1;1} — R and (%) defined by (18). Then the following
mixing CLT holds:

1 n
NG Y (f(AXQ) - E(f(AXQ) | Fr_1) = Z, 22)
k=1

where Z is a random variable with the characteristic function ¢ 7 (t) = E(exp(— %172 12),
andn is arandom variable defined by: n* £ (F)=f(=1)? Y ez @(x) 1—-D (X)) V(x).
Thatis 2% nU wheren and U are independent and U ~ A (0,1).

Proof. In this proof we will rely on Theorem 3.4 from |Hall and Heyde| (1980).
Definefor k=1,...,n

1 1
— | f(AXy) —E(f(AX 1)) = —
—~ (f(AX) —E(f (AXD)|Fr-1) 7

Let S;,0 =0, S;,; = Z};:ank and put for i = 1,...,n, F,; := ;. Then §S,; is
adapted to ;. Let U%, = ¥} _, D?, . Denote

Dy := (f(AXp) - fMoX) - fFDA - o(Xp).

<

(gn = O-{w(XO)r---yw(Xn-Fl)}y
Clearly ¥, c %,. Letfori=1,...,n,
(gl’l,i = <g.l’ll' V(gn = Lg;i V(gn = U(AXI)~~-7AXiyw(X0))---yw(Xn+l)}-

Next we have

2||f||2.

n

2
max |Dy;| < I7

| —0 and E(max IDm-Iz) <
i=1..n n i=l..n

(23)
eq:estimate Define a random sequence (u2) by

n
= 3 B (D).
k=1

10



It is easy to see that
1
E(D} | Fr) = —(f)- FED X)) (1 - o(Xg),

hence the sequence (u2) is (¥,,)— adapted. In order to show the convergence in
probability ( the condition of Theorem 3.4 (3.28) from Hall and Heyde| (1980)):

2 2
l]nn_'un

n
Y (D%, —EWD7 | Fi-) Lo, (24)
k=1

we remark that (D —E(D?, |%_1)); k=1,...,n, are centred, (¥)— adapted
and non correlated. Indeed, if k < m, then k< m—1 and

E[(D}; ~E(D% | Fi-1) (D~ E(D | Fin-1))] =

B[(D ~ B35 1) E (D2 ~BUD2 P 1) 1] =00
Hence, using (23), U2, — u? converges to 0 in 2, and hence in probability:
n

2 n
E| Y (D% ~E(D2|F )| =Y E(D2,—ED% | F1) <
k=1 k=1

2nllf4
2

0.

Thenforalli=1...n,E(D,il%¥ni-1) =0, hence the condition (3.29) of Theorem
3.4 from Hall and Heyde| (1980) follows.
Applying Theorem we see that

1 n
Ul = (f(l)—f(—l))zﬁ Y 0(X)(1-0(X0) 2 (FO-f=1)% Y. 0 (1-(x)V ().
k=1

xe”Z

Then, using (24),

U2, = (U2, — i)+ 12 - n? = (f(1) - f(~1))2 Y &)1 -dx0))V(x).

XeZ

and the theorem follows. O

3. Proof of Theorem

Proof. By definition, claim is equivalent to

lim EG(#) = £G(F) (25)

n—oo

11



for all bounded continuous G : 22(Q) — R. We first observe that it is sufficient
to prove for all G of the form

G(y):Z(LFldyx...foF,dy) (26)

=1

with arbitrary integers n, m, I and Fj : [0,1]>"*! — R continuous (1 < k < I).
Indeed, let d be a distance on Q defined by

dw,0) =) ixlw(x) — o' ().
er2

Then (Q, d) is a compact separable metric space and hence (2 (Q2), p), endowed
with the Prohorov metric p, is a compact separable metric space too. The set
¢ of functions G of the form is an algebra of continuous functions on
the compact metric space 22(Q2) which contains constant functions and sep-
arates the points. By Stone-Weierstrass Theorem, this set is dense in the space
€ (2 (Q);R) for the supremum norm, and then it suffices to prove for such
G’s. This, in turn, is equivalent to prove the convergence in distribution:

U Fldyn,...,f F,dy,,)i(f Fldyoo,...,f F,dyoo) 27)
Q Q Q Q

as n — oo. Indeed, using Cramer-Wold device is equivalent to

! l
Vi,...)eRl, Y tif Fids Y 6 | Fds,
i=1 JQ i=1 JQ

and finally, as Zﬁzl t;F; is a continuous function on Q, depending only on the
finite number of coordinates, we only need to prove that

VmeN*, VF € €,([0,112™, deynﬂ Fd%s. (28)
Q Q

Bellow we we give the proof of (28), wich is separated on 3 main steps.
Step 1:Approximation in probability of [, Fd.%),.
For F as in (28), using and let’s write .#;, (F) in the "spatial" form

Fp(F) = Z F(Txa))é(n’ X) = Z F(w(—m+x),...,w(m+x))6(’;’x). (29)

xX€Z XeZ

12



Fix n € N* and denote u, = u¢ the random probability measure on Z,,

—(e7VM 4 VD) ifo<x<cp,

. Zi ifx=0,
pn () := ZL:e‘V("‘”‘D if x = ¢y, (30
0 ifxe{o,...,cn},

where Z, =2Y %" ' eV, where ¢, and V are respectively defined by (I0) and

(9). The point is that the local times "r("—n’x), X € Z, can be approached in prob-

ability by the quantities u,(x), x € Z, . This argument was found by |Gantert
et al.| (2010). Here we show that more generally, the additive functional .%#,(F)
can be approached in probability by Z,,(F) = [, FdZ, with

2p= Z Hn(X)O T - 81

xeZ

Namely, Proposition|4.1|states that Ve > 0,
P (S (F) - Zp(F)|>¢€) — 0. (32)

Note that .#, depends on the walk and on the environment, whereas X, de-
pends only on the environment. The next three steps allow to show the conver-

gence in law: X, (F) Z, Foo(F).

Step 2: Expressing X, (F) as a continuous function of a weakly convergent se-
quence.

Note that

Zp(F) =) F(Txw)pin(x) = Y F(Tp,+x®)fin(by + X).

xX€Z xe”Z

Denote by =, the random element in ¢! given by:

.....

Both uy,(b,+x)and w(b,+x): x=—by,...,chn—by—1 canbe expressed in terms
of Z,:

Ep(x) +Ep(x—1)
ZZyGZEn(J/)

Un(bp + x) = ) (33)

13



and

HZn(x)

by +x) = .
Ot ) = S E. =)

(34)

Thus, X,,(F) = Hr(Z,) where Hy : ¢! — R is continuous. In Theorem we
show that the distribution of Z,, converges weakly to that of {exp[—V (x)] ; x € Z}
in this space. Together with the continuity on ¢, of Z,(F) = Hr(Z,) that gives
the convergence in law

2a(F) Z o (F). (35)

Step 3 Conclusion: Using and we conclude that %, (F) Z, Foo(F). This
ends the proof of Theorem|[1.1] O

4. Auxiliary results for the Proof of Theorem|1.1

4.1. Approximation in probability

Let u, be given by (30). Note that u, is a probability measure and that it is
invariant for the chain X = (X M, ren with value in {0, ..., ¢,} and with transition
density given by 5" : {0, ..., c,}* — [0,1] given by:

p"0,1) = p"(cnycn-1) =1
andif xe{1,...,¢c,— 1}
P x+ D) =wy, PO x-1)=1-wy.

For x € {0,..., c,} we denote by ﬁ;"’" the law on {0, ..., c,,}"N of the Markov chain
X" starting from x.

Proposition 4.1. Let ., given by and X, by@I). For all F: (0,11 — R
continuous, all € > 0 we have

P(|Fp(F) - Zp(F)| > &) — 0.
Proof. Let n e N* and w € Q be fixed. Denote T° = 0. For y € Z*, denote
T, =T, :=inf{t >0, X; = y}

and
Vk>1, Ty :=inf{r>T}"", X, =y}

14



the times of successive visits of y by the walk. Using the recurrence of X,
VkeN*, VyeZ®, Tj<oo P-a.s.

Denote k;, the number of visits of b, by the walk before the time 7 :
n
kn=) Lipy(Xp)
=0

and let u, be given by (30). The random walk with value in {0, ..., ¢}, reflected
in 0 and c¢,, admits u, as an invariant measure, and k;/n can be compared with
Un. First of all we obtain a bound on the quenched probability of the deviation
of k,,/n from p,,.

k

P(()D( _n_ﬂn(bn) >€) < (36)
n
k

Pé”( 7” —pn(bp)| >¢€, Ty, <nel2, Te, > n) + Py (Tp, = nel2)+ Py (T,, < n).

For the first term of the inequality we can write:

>¢, Ty, <nel2, T,,>n|<Py(B)+P;(B2);  (37)

k
p(()u( ﬁ_un(bn)

Where we have denoted

By :={kn = [n(un(bp) + )1+ 1, Tp, < nel2, T, > n};

By :={ky < [n(n(bp) — )1, Ty, < nel2, T, > n}.
Both events B; and B, concern with the part of the trajectory Xy,..., X,, where
the value ¢, did not occurred. Hence P{' (B;) = f’g’ "™(B;), i =1,2. Then, using

the definition of (Tl’JC ), strong Markov property and Markov inequality we can
write forn=2/¢

P{(B1) = Py (By) < Py (Tlgnw”(b”)”)]Jrl < n) <

[n(pn(bp)+e)]

_ (1 (bp)+€)] - ne—1
Y Yo @t -1 ) =n|<BY" Ne<-—
k=1 " " " =1 tn(by)
n(n(by) + )2 (by)Var, 'm  (1+¢) Vary, 'n
(ne—1)2 £2

15



where
Ne=Ty " =Ty —1/pn(by)

are i.i.d. and centered under Pl‘;”n , since uy, is the invariant probability for p“"

POl 1 Qi .
and E b, Tbn TR E Similar arguments give

Py (By) = By (By) < Py (1, = m, Ty, < mes2) <

_ [n(pn(bp)—€)]-1 1 . _ [n(pn(bp)—€)l-1 ne
py" Y. (I -Ty)zn(l-e/2)|<P)" M=z —
k:1 k:l

n(in(by) —e)Var, ' (1-¢) Vary, 'm
<4 <4 .

n2e? g2 (39)

Finally, putting together (36), (37), and we get:
k
po (

8
7" — tn(bp)| > e) < gz—n\/ar”;,;” Ty, + PY (Ty, = nel2) + P2 (T,, <n),

(40)

Under the quenched law w is fixed. For fixed w € Q and x € Z, denote
F,(x) = F(Tyw), l?w(x) =F,(x)-Z,(F) and &=¢/3|F]|wo.

We will first obtain a non-asymptotic bound on the quenched probability of the
deviation |, (F) = Za(F)| = |5, X_ F(Tx,0) = Za(F)] = |3 Zi_o Fu(Xi) = Zn(P)]:

1 & k
PYl|= ). Fo(Xp)—Zp(F)|>e| < Pg’( — — un(by)| > s) +P§ (T, <n)+
n k=0 n
) —1 Ty -1 P
Pyl Y [Fo(X)l>nel3 [+PY|| Y. Fo(Xp)|>nel3, '—”—un(bn) <e T, >n|+
k=0 k=Ty, n
n —_—
Pyl Y. IFu(Xp)|>nel3, Tp,>n (41)
k=T}"
~
Using the definition of £ we see that
T, -1
Py Y [Fo(Xi)l>nel3| <Py (Tp, >En). (42)
k=0
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The law of Tf”” - Tbk” conditionaly on & «, is that of T}, . Also, using the defi-
n n b

nition we can see that u,(b,) = 1/2cy,. PnIence,

n n
Pyl Y IFu(Xp)l>nel3, T, >n| =Py | > |Fo(Xi)l>nel3, Tp,>n| <
k=Ty" k=Ty"
- ngﬂ = ~ 1 2c
Byl Y [Fo(Xp)l>nel3| <Py (Ty, >né)s ——— < —. 43)
rokn n npn(bp)é  né
=T

Now we obtain a bound for the main term of the decomposition (4I). Denote
for k e N*¥,

k+1_
Tbn 1

&= ), FolXp).

—Tk
I=Tf

Under Py"" the random variables ¢, k € N* arei.i.d. Theirlaw is that of ZlTi’ 8_1 F, (X))
under ﬁg”” and they are centered, because

Ty, —1

E" IZO Fo(X)) = pn(Fo O)Ep " Ty, = Zn(F)Ey " T,

Hence My, := ¥}, &x; m € N* is a square-integrable martingale under 15(‘)” "
Using Kolmogorov inequality we get:

(ARES

o k

P(‘)" Z Fo, (X)) > nel3, 'gn —un(by)| <e, Ty, <éen, T,,>n|=< (44)
k=Tp),

pW,N & kﬂ

Py 1Y k| > nel3, | = —pa(bp)| <€ <
k=1 n

. m I(tin(bn) +&)Vary" (1)

Py sup Y &k|>nel3| < "
m=1,...[n( (bp)+)] | k=1 ne

17



Pluging in the bounds (40), (42), and we obtain:

Py (| Fp(F) =2, (F)| > &) <
Py (Tp, = nel2) + Py (Tp, = né) +2P§ (T,, < n)+
8 91 +e)Var, (1)  2¢,

—Var, Tp, + 5 +—. (45)
P n ne ne

To conclude the proof we need to estimate \’/\a/r?;;n (7). For x € Z, introduce

Ty,

Yy= Z L (X5)
j=0

the local time in x during 1-th excursion from b,, to b,,. Note that under P”n,
&= ), Fo0Yy (46)

and
——w,n _
\/arbn ) =(cn+ 1)||Fw|| Z \/arb (Yx

.....

Taking F,, = 1 in ([@86) we get:

Vary, " (Tp,) < (¢p +1) Z Vary " (Yy).

Using Lemma (7.1), which is given in Appendix, for all n > 0, there exists § > 0
and an event Q, 5 < Q with P(Q;; 5) > 1 —n such that: Vo € Qy 5,Vx € [0, ¢pl,
Var," (V) =n'™®.

The proof of Lemma [7.1]is given in appendix. As a consequence, for all ) > 0,
there exists 1 > 6 > 0, and a set Q; 5 with P(Q;, 5) > 1-7, such that forall w € Q,; 5
it holds

2pl-d

w n
Py (IFn(F) = Zp(F)|>€e) =C

+2P§ (Tp, = (e+&)n)+2P§ (T,, <n).
47)

Thelast bound tends to zero. Indeed, from Golosov (1984), Lemma 1, P(‘)” (Tbn > ne' ) -0
for all w € Q and € > 0. And from |Golosov| (1984), Lemma 7, for all w € Q,
Py (T(cp) < n)—0. O]
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4.2. Convergence in distribution of £,
Recall that Z,, is a random element with values in ¢! given by

[1]

n:={expl=(V(by +X) = VIb ) L (_p,....co—b,—1; (%) ; X€Z}

Denote by Pz, the law of =, on (¢ 1 01)). The following proposition is the key
technical result of the paper.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that Assumptions () and(l) are satisfied. Then the
following holds:

i) Foralln€]0,1/2[ and 6 > 0,

lim liminfP (V (b, +x) — V(b,) =6x", Vx€[K,c,— byl ) =1.

K—+o00 n—oo

ii) Suppose that in addition that Assumptions () is satisfied. Then for alln €
10;1/3[,

lim liminfP (V (b, —x) - V(b,) = x", Vx€ [K,b,] ) =1.

K—+o00 n—oo

The proposition (4.2) is proven in Section (5).

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that Assumptions (I),([I) and are satisfied. Then
the sequence Pz, is relatively compact in (¢ L.

Proof. Recall that (¢ Ll is a complete separable metric space and hence ,
using Prohorov’s theorem (Billingsley|(1999)), the sequence of distributions Pz,
is relatively compact if and only if it is tight. Recall also the characterization of
the compacts in (¢, .]1) :

H ! iscompact <= supllll; <oo and lim sup Z L] =0.
lex N—=0 e # |x|=N

Letn€(0,1/3), K >0, and denote
H,K):={lel;|ll<1 and VxeZ |l <e ™ if |x|=K}.

Since ¥ ez e " < o0, J (n,K) is a compactin #1. As a consequence of Propo-
sition[4.2} for any fixed n € (0,1/3), forall € > 0, there exists K > 0, such that

lin}qianP (e_(V(b"”)_V(b”)) <e M Yxel=b, chn—byl; |1x—byl> K) >1—¢.

Hence, for n large enough P(=, € £ (,K)) = 1 — € and the sequence Pz, is
tight. O
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Theorem 4.4. Suppose that Assumptions (1),([I) and are satisfied. Then the
sequence Pz, converges weakly to the law of {exp[-V (x)]; x € Z} on (¢}, B(¢Y).

Proof. From |Golosov (1984) the following convergence of finite dimensional
distributions (fidi) holds:
fidi ~
{expl-(V(bp+x) - V(b)) ; x€ Z} — {exp[-V(x)]; x € Z}.

Using b, — oo a.s. and ¢, — b;, — oo a.s., the finite dimensional distributions of
=, converge weakly to those of {exp[-V (x)]; x € Z} . Denote by .4 the class of
continuous, bounded, finite-dimensional functions:

M= | {fer@): fly)=fUhViel-kkl = f)=fU"}
keN*

Itis clear that ./ separates points: if [ € 01 1'e ¢, 1 #1', that there exists fe,
such that f(I) # f(l'). Since Y, d) is separable and complete, and .4 sepa-
rates points, using Theorem 4.5 from Stewart N. Ethier (2005) ./ is separating.
Now the claim follows directly from proposition and lemma 4.3 of Stewart
N. Ethier| (2005).

]

5. Proof of Proposition
Proof. We start by proving ii). Let Tj := 0 and for all £ € N*, put
Typy1:=infly > Ty, V(y) < V(Tp)}.

The sequence (Ty)sen is the sequence of the strict descending ladder epochs of
V. Let
er=((V(2)=V(T;-1), Tpo1<2<Tp), CeN".

Using the strong Markov property of V, the sequence (e/); ¢ € N* is an i.i.d.
sequence. Let N(n) be a random time, such that b, = Tn(,. Namely, setting as
previously L, :=Inn+ vInn, we have following Golosov| (1984) p.492,

N(n):=inf{¢ e N*; max{V (z) = V(Ty_1); Tr-1<z< Ty} =L,}.

Due to the independence and the equidistribution of the excursions (e,); ¢ €
N*, the random variable N(n) is geometrically distributed with the parameter

pn:=P(rr, <To-), where (48)
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11, :=inf{z>0, V(2) = L,} and 7(-:=inf{z>0; V(z) <0}.
Let K € N* and denote

Cn,K,n):={Vx=K,...,b,, V(b,—x)—V(by,)=x"}
={Vy=0,....,b,— K, V(y) = V(by) = |y — bs|"}.

Keeping in mind the relation b,, = Tn(,), we can observe that

Cn,K,n)={V¢=0,... N)~1; | T~ Tnw| = K; V(T))=V(Tnm) =1 Te=Tnm!"}

(49)
Indeed, let £(y) € N be the number of ladder excursion containing y, i.e. Ty, <
¥ < Tyqy)+1, then using the fact that the function x — x" is increasing on Ry,
V() = V(Tyy) and V(Ty) = V(Tnmw) = | Ty — Ty for all £ € N, we have

V() =V(Inm) = V=V (Te)+V(Tr3) =V (Tnm) 21 Tey—Tnml" 2 1y=Tnm".

Which prove (49).
Due to the arithmeticity of the law oflog pg, forall e N, V(Ty) =V (Ty+1) = h.
Therefore we can write:

P(C°(n,K,n)) = (50)
Z P3¢ =0,...N-1, Tn—T; 2 K, V(T)) = V(Tn) < |Te = Tnl"; N(n) = N) <
% 0
Y PINm=N)+ ). P@Em=1,..,.M, Tn-Tn-m=K; N(n) = N)+
N=1 N=M+1

Z PE@m=M+1,...,N, Ty — Ty—m = (hm)"'"; N(n) = N) :=
N=M+1

S1(n, M) + S2(K, n, M) + S3(n, n, M).
Here in the third line we denoted m = N — ¢ the number of "ladder" between
Txn and Ty and the auxiliary M € N* will be choose later. We obviously have
M
N=1

For the second sum we can write, denoting o, := Ty— T,_; the length of the /-th
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ladder

[e.°]

S(K,on,M):= Y P@m=1,...M, Ty—Tn-m=K; N(n)=N) <
N=M+1
oo o0
Y P(In-Tn-mzK;Nm)=N)= ) POn-M+1+...+0ny=K; N(n)=N) <
N=M+1 N=M+1

[eo) N
Y. P(o,=K/M; N(n)=N).
N=M+1¢=N-M+1

The event {N(n) = N} can be written as
{N(n)=N}= {T(l)_ < T}n;...;rév__l < Tivn_l;rév_ > TJLVn},

where we denoted ‘L'g_ :=Tp-o071, and T{n :=11,007,. Let csp > 0 be such that
Va> csp, P(to->a)<C a 12, where Cis a positive constant. Following Spitzer
(1960) we can choose such a constant cs,. Let M in be fixed in a such a
way that K/M > csp. Then, using the independence of the ladder excursions,
together with the deﬁnition we can write (note that o; =71 = 74_),

K K _ M _
Ploe= 5 N =N) < P(or = —ntg <7; )pa(l-pp)™* = C\/Epn(l—pn)N 2

Using this bound we see that
© (M 3/2 1-— N-2 C(M 3/2 1= M-1 C(M 3/2
SZ(K, n,M) < Z ( 1) pn( pn) _ ( 1) ( pn) < ( 1) )
N=M+1 VK VK VK
(52)

To find a bound for S3(n, n, M) we introduce

By :=1Tn = Tn-m = (hm)'"", Ty = Ty (m-1) < (h(m—1))"""}.
Then
S, n, M) = (53)

o0

Y PAm=M+1,...,N, Ty=Tn-m = (V(In-m) = V(T)''"; N(n) = N) <
N=M+1

Y P@m=M+1,...,N, Ty—Tn-m = (hm)"'"; N(n) = N) <
N=M+1

00 N

Y. )Y PByNNMm=N)

N=M+1m=M+1
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1_
Remark that Ty—Tn-m = Tn—TN-m+1+0N—m and hence By, € {0 n_m = ¢"'mi1 "

1
for ¢ = 7~ suppp x71 < 7121771, Chose M such that ¢"M7 ™" > cg, where
Csp is again a constant of Spitzer. Then we can write

}

N N 1
Y. PBpNNm=N)< ) P(UN_mzd’mﬁ‘l;rgi <r,’j’n)pn(1—pn)N‘2
m=M+1 m=M+1

1

N 1_ L, X 1_
<pal-p)V 2 Y Plon-m="m1 ) =p,(1-p)V 2 Y Po-=c"mi)

m=M+1 m=M+1
N2 o C N-2 5 s3/2—5-
<pnl=p)"° ) — <Cpu(l=pn)" *M 721 (54)
m=M pp 21
Finally we get
= N-2, ,3/2-% 3/2—5%
Ss(m) < Y. pp(Q—pp)V MW < M, (55)
N=M

And finally putting together (51), and we obtain from (60):

P(C°(n,K,n)) = (56)
3/2 ajp L
S1(n, M) + S2(K,n, M) + S3(n,n, M) < Mp,, + 7R + M7,

If n < 1/3, then 3/2 — ﬁ < 0. Remember that the bound on S is valuable if

1—

n
K/M > csp and that on S, if ¢"M 7 > cs;,. Hence we first choose M large

1= _L
enough, such that simultaneously ¢c"M 7 > cs;, and M*?7% < ¢. Then we get

im limsupP(C°(n,K,n)) <e

1
K—oo n—oo

which, sins € > 0 is arbitrary, concludes the proof.
Now we prove i).
Recall V(x) = ;:1 logpy if x>0, (logpy)yez i.i.d. centered. Denote

T =inf{xe€ Z,, V(x) =logn+,/logn}, 7o-=inf{xeZ,, V(x)<0}.
Using strong Markov property,

L{V(bp+x)=V(by), x=K=bp,...,cn—bp}) = LAV (x), x=K,..., Tin|Tn < 70-}) .

23



Hence we have to prove

lim infP(V(x) =6x7, Vx=K,...,Tin ATo- |T1n <To-) = 1. (57)
K—+4o00 1

or equivalently

) PAx=K, x<TiaATo—, V() <dx", T1n < To-)
lim sup =
K—+00 pn P (Tin < To-)

0. (58)

The following proof is inspired by Ritter| (1981). Let ¢ > 1 be an integer such
that Va > ¢, P(1o_ > a) < Ca /2, where C is a positive constant. Following
Spitzer Spitzer| (1960) we can choose such a constant c. For r € N*, denote %,
the following event

G ={3xelc" L x<timATo-; V(x) <8xXT; Ty < T}
and denote for x € [¢" 71, ¢"[

Ay=Vzelc" L xl; V,262" V(x)<6x"; x<TpATo-}
Note that <, are disjoint for x € [¢" !, ¢"[ and that

c"-1
Cr = U {0 {Tm <T0-1}.

x:Cr—l

For all x e N, denote PP := Py, F, = o{V},..., Vi}. Denote L,, =logn + /logn.
It is easy to see that

y+ao

n

VOsy<Ly Pytn<te-)=

for some positive constant ¢y = sup,, y=o By (=V(70-) | To- < T1n). Indeed, using
Doob stopping theorem, and the fact that V;, > L,
Y—Ey[Vr,_ | To- < Tin]

Py,(Tn < To-) = .
e Ey[Vr, |71 <To-1-Ey[Vr, | To- <71l

Since the event {1}, < Tp-} is invariant under shift, using Markov property
we can write:
Po (¢fx N {Tin < To-}) = Eg [Po (x N {T1n < To-}HFx)] =
Eo(Vzelc"™ x[ V; 262" V(X)<8x"; x<TinATo-; Py, (Tin <To-)) <
Po(Vzelc"™ x[; V;2082"; V() <6x"; x <ty ATo-) 0x7+co)(Ly) ' =
P(at) (6x" + co) (L) ™"
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Hence, using the fact that </, are disjoint and that

Vx=c"1...,c" =1, dyc{to->xic{te->c 1}

’

with our choice of ¢, we have

c'-1 5c+ ¢ c'-1
P(6)= ), Plehinltn<toNs——— Y P(dy)=
x=c'1 Ln x=c'1

I U o I P(ro->c") <

=cr-1

6C”7+CO[FD( ¢’ -1 )<6c”7+co
X

Finally, for any n and R = 2,
P(3x>c®h x<tmAToo; V(X) <6xT; Tin <7p-) <

Y P(6,) < C1(8+ coc B Rm=12 ()71,
r=R

and follows from Py (11, < 7o) ~ (L) "L

6. Proof of Proposition|1.2
(i) By definition of .#,, we have for F € € (),

1 n
f RFd %, ==Y RF(@y),
Q n =1

and by definition of R,
RF (@) = Ej [F@+1)1 Xkl -

E[RF(@r)] = E[F(@0f+1)].
Thus, -
Ef RFd S, = Ef Fd<%, +@>(w).
Q Q n

Note that from the definition of the topology of weak convergence on £(Q),
for all continuous bounded H : 2 — R, the function ./ : 22(Q) — R given for all
pePQby A () := o Hdp is continuous.
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Hence, as n — oo, we obtain from the convergence in distribution given by
the Theorem 1.1

é’f RFd,Sﬂoo:éaf Fd%,
Q Q

thatis, [ RFdQ = [, FAQ. Hence Q is invariant.
(ii) To show reversibility, we need to prove that for the chain starting from

wo ~ Qy
EF (wo)G(w1) = EF(w1) G(wo) (59)

for F, G continuous and bounded on Q. Let P denote the law of @. By definition
of the transition R, the LHS in is equal to

dP(w) Y V(X F(Tx®) [@ (%) G(Ter1®) + (1 — &(x)) G(Ty—1 D)

XeZ
dp(w)[ Y VX F(Tx®)®(xX)G(Txs1@) + Y, V(X)F(Tx®) (1 — &(x)) G(Tx-10)]
xeZ xeZ
d[F"(w)[ Y V(x+ DF(Tx@) (1= &(x+ D)G(Tys1@) + Y V(x— DF(Tx@)@(x — 1)G(Tx-1D)]
xe”Z xe”Z
dP(w)[ Y VW E(Ty-10) 1 -0 () G(Tyo) + Y V(2) F(T7+10)0(2) G(T,d)]
yez zeZ

using the relation

Vx-Dax-1) =y 1 -0) =exp(-V(x)/2)_ exp(-V(y)  (60)
yez

in the third line and change of variables y = x + 1,z = x — 1 in the last one.
The last expression being the RHS of (59), we obtain reversibility of ), which
implies invariance by taking g = 1.

(iii) Consider the event

1-w(y)
Q. {weﬂ Zl w(y) >0 szl}.

By construction of V and since V is a mean-zero random walk under P, we have
QQy=1, PQ4)=0

so the two measures are mutually singular. O
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Remark 6.1. From the proof (ii) of reversibility we see that there exist many in-
variant measures by the transition R. Indeed, the proof works thanks to the re-
lation (60), (which means the reversibility of the measure vV with respect to the
walk in the environment @) and thanks to the fact that ¥ .7 exp[—V (x)] finite
a.s. . Since for any V (in the place of V), & and v defined with the help of V us-
ing (12),(13) the measure on Q given by EY_ .7 V(x)0 1,», Where the expectation
is taken w.r.t. to the law of V, is reversible for R.

7. Appendix
Recall
.
Yo=Y 1g(X))
j=0

Lemma 7.1. Foralln >0 there exists 6 > 0 and an event Qy, 5 < Q with
P(Qps)>1-17

such that for all w € Qy 5, for all x € [0, c,],
Var," (V) <n' ™.

Proof. Note that Y}, = 1. Using (2.10) of/Gantert et al.[(2010), for x # b,, we have
Var” (Yy) < ﬁ, where

,B(x) =(1 _(Ux)p;”i (Tbp) <T(x)), x=bp+1,...cp;

B(x) =w,P" (T(b,) < T(x)), x=0,...,b,—1.

x+1

Then using the hypoellipticity, (2.8) and (2.11) of Gantert et al.| (2010) we can
find a constant Cy such thatfor y=1,...c, — by,

by+y-1 ]
Var’ (Y1) < Cp Y, eV=Vluty-1) 61)
j:bn
and for y =-by,...,—1,
W b,—1 ,
Var’(Yp,+)) < Co Y, e/D7Vlnty, (62)
j=bn+y

27



However the exponential is missing in the bound (2.13) of Gantert et al.
(2010), hence, to complete the proof we have to handle the term

bp+x-1 eV ()=V(bp+x-1)

n si x=1,...cn— by,
A‘;;(x)::{ J=bn neon

bu=l  V()-Vbaty) i v — _ (63)
Zj:bn+ye ] Y9'osi x=-by,...,—-1
more carefully. Using Komlos-Mayor-Tusnady theorem we can construct a prob-
ability space (Q, «Z, P) on which are defined the environment w and a Brownian
motion W s.t. a.s.
sup |V(s)—oWg| <Clnt,

O<s<t

where 02 = E(log p)? and V (s), s = 0, is defined equal to V(j) on [j, j+ 1], j € Z,.

C,

Let £ = ¢y, W(s) = =W (so?In® n), by, = 17 Cn = =17 and In; := Inln.
Then we can write, with z = 6%In® n x u,
by+x—1
A‘,‘;(x) = fb explo|W(z) - W(b,+x—-1)|+ O(ncy)tdz = (64)
21..2 bt A {@?Inn (W™ w)-w" (b, +—==1-)1} (O(ncy))
=0°ln nf e e2mZn duy x e Pt eV,
Denote
Ay = maxiW™ () =W (v); by, <u<v<é,l
and
Al = max{W™ () - W (v); 0<s v < u< by}
It follows that

max{A% (x), x=0,...,cp—bp} <cy exp{o’Inn x A, +O(Incp)}.

Similarly, for x € [-by,...,0],

max{A%(x), x = —by,...,0} < cyexpio®Inn x A} + O(Inc,)}.
And hence,

In A% (x) Inc,
max{—-——;
In

; xE[—bn;Cn—bn]}SAnVA;1+O( ). (65)
d?lnn n

By Donsker theorem, (1_9,1, Cn, W) converges in distribution to (b, ¢, W), where
W is a brownian motion,

¢=inf{s =0, W(s) —Om'n W) =1}
<Ss

=t
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and )
b:=influ=0, W(u) = 0min_W(t)}.
<C

<t

Therefore, (A, A)) converges in distribution to (A, A"), with
A:=max{iWw) - W(); b<u<v<d

and
A :=max{Ww)-W(w); 0<sv<u<b}

Both A<1land A’ <1a.s., so AvA'<1a.s. Using the monotonicity and still
Donsker theorem it follows that V7 > 0, 36 > 0, such that

lminfP(A, VA, <1-8)>1-7 (66)

n—oo

It follows from and that Vi > 0,36 >0, s.t.

liminfP( max A%(x)<n' %) =1-7 (67)

n—oo [=bn,cn—bn

Denote Q5 := {w € Q; max|_p, c,-p,) Ay (x) < n'~%} such that P(Qys) > 1-1.
Suppose that w € Qy, 5. Then for all x € [-by, ¢ — byl, \/ﬂ\a/rw Y,(x) < n!-9o, O
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