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SPEED FUNCTION FOR BIASED RANDOM WALKS WITH TRAPS
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ABSTRACT. We consider a biased nearest-neighbor random walk on Z which at each step is
trapped for some random time with random, site-dependent mean. We derive a simple formula
for the speed function in terms of the model parameters.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Biased random walks on random graphs have been popular objects of study in recent years.
The most relevant effect is that the random walk can run into traps, i.e. portions of the random
graph that can only be exited by making a large number of steps in the direction opposite to the
drift, which can take a long time. This leads to a decrease of the speed of the ballistic motion
that is typical for a biased random in the absence of traps. Explicitly, if we embed the random
graph into R? and define the ballistic speed of the walk (X;);>0 as ¥ = limy_, %Xt (provided
the limit exists almost surely), then in many models ¥ (or rather its projection in the direction
of the bias) is not a monotone function of the bias, and often equals zero beyond a critical value
of the bias. The latter behaviour is known to hold for the biased walk on the infinite connected
cluster of supercritical bond percolation on Z¢, d > 2 [4, 8, 13], on the Galton-Watson tree with
leaves [1, 6, 12] and on certain one-dimenisional percolation models [2, 10]. We refer to the
lecture notes [3] and the introduction of [10] for further details on the models and relations to
physical models.

The purpose of this note is to derive an explicit formula for the speed in a class of toy models
that includes the biased Bouchaud’s trap model on the integers. In these models, a random
walk (Y;,)nen, Tuns on Z, and the geometry of the random graph is replaced by a family of
random average holding times. Explicitly, a random average holding time w, is sampled for
each z € Z, and when the biased random walk hits the point = at time k, it waits for a random
time Ty, 2.k, mimicking the time it takes to leave a trap with entrance at x. The stochastic
processes (Trq.k)r>0, £ € Z, k € Ny are i.i.d. (independent and identically distributed) and
Tr,z,k Das mean 7, but the w,, v € Z are not re-sampled during the dynamics, and thus the

waiting times Ty, vy ks k € Ny are not independent. This means that a trivial application of the
law of large numbers to compute the average waiting time per site, lim,,_, %Zz;é Twy, ,Yi k>
is not possible. Under the assumption that (w;).ecz is an ergodic family, we will show that the
law of large numbers nevertheless holds, and derive an explicit expression for ¥ in terms of the
waiting time distributions. We illustrate our results with several examples that also demonstrate
how close our toy model is to various models of biased walks on random graphs.
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2. MODEL, RESULT AND EXAMPLES

For A > 0, let £,&1,&2, ... be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables, with
A
e
PE=1)=1-PEl=—-1)= ——— =:p). 2.1
€=1) €=-1)= 5= (1)

We define Y, := 37 ;& for n € Ng = {0,1,2,...}. The process (Yy,)nen, is a biased nearest-
neighbor random walk on Z starting at 0.

Let (w;)zez be an ergodic sequence of positive random variables, modeling the average waiting
times at the points « € Z. Let ((7y.4,k)r>0)zez,ken, be a family of independent random processes
with E[7r, ;1] = r for all » > 0 and all x € Z, k € N. We assume that (75 k)r>0 for fixed
x € Z and k € Ny is a stochastic process taking values in the Skorohod space D = DJ[0,00) of
right-continuous functions with existing left limits at all points in (0,00), see e.g. [5, Section
16]. Define (X;):>0 to be the continuous-time process that follows the trajectory of the walk
(Y, )nen, but following its k*® step to site = € Z, say, spends the random time 7,,, , x at = before
making the next step. More precisely, let Ty := 0 and

n—1
Tn = ZT’LUyk,Yk,k (2.2)
k=0

for n € N. Then we define (X;);>0 via
X, =Y, forTp <t< Tk+1. (23)

The biased Bouchaud’s trap model on Z is the special case where (w,).¢cz is an i.1. d. sequence,
and where 7, 5 1, = rey i, and (e k)zez, ken is a family of i. 1. d. exponentially distributed random
variables with mean 1; see [3] for further details on Bouchaud’s trap model. Note that the
exponential distribution is necessary (and sufficient) to make (X;);>0 a continuous time Markov
process, but this property is irrelevant for our purposes.

There is a strong law of large numbers for our model. To formulate it, we introduce the
notation pesc = Pesc(A) for the escape probability of (Y3, )nen, from the origin, i.e.,

2e* et —e A

—1= .
e)\+e—)\ e)\+e—)\

DPesc = P(Yn #OfOI‘ aHTI,GN) =2py—1=

Theorem 2.1. Let (wy)zcz be ergodic under P, and let E be the expectation with respect to P.
Then vV := lim;_ o % exists almost surely, and we have

esc >\
v = Pesc() almost surely. (2.4)

Ef[wo]

Formula (2.4) has the simple interpretation that (Y, )nen, travels, by the strong law of large
numbers, with linear speed 2py — 1 = pesc(A). The average duration of each visit of the walk
(Xt)t>o0 to a site x is equal to E[w,] = E[wg]. So on average, the walk makes a step every
1/E[wyp] units of time resulting in a speed of pesc(A)/E[wo].

Example 1: One-dimensional walk with vertical traps. Consider the graph obtained by attach-
ing below each point x of Z (pictured as lying on a horizontal line, called the backbone) a finite
one-dimensional ‘branch’ (branches are pictured as lying on vertical lines, called traps, see Figure
1 below) of random length L, € Ny. Assume that the L,, x € Z are i.i.d. We run a biased
discrete-time random walk on this graph, with the following transition probabilities: when z is
on the backbone and the length of the trap is positive, it goes to the right with probability gpa,
to the left with probability ¢(1 — py), and into the trap with probability 1 — ¢ for some fixed
q € (0,1). When in a trap, it goes down the trap with probability p) and up the trap with
probability 1 — py, unless it is at the very bottom of the trap, at which point is goes up with
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probability one.

*——@

FIGURE 1. Part of the graph, where the walk is on the backbone at the high-
lighted vertex x.

This model can be embedded into our model by simply only considering the horizontal coordinate
of the walk. Then, the walk spends a random amount of time on or below the vertex = of the
backbone before moving onto a neighboring vertex, the times at different vertices are independent,
and have possibly different distributions, and the times spent at consecutive visits at the same
vertex are also independent, but have the same distribution at every visit. All that remains to
be done is to calculate w, and (7,4 .%)r>0. To this end, assume that we have a trap of length
¢ > 1 at some vertex. Let ¢y be the random time needed by the walk to exit the trap conditional
on making one step into it. Although the distribution of ¢, is complicated, its expectation can
be computed by electrical network methods, and the result is

270

e —1
Blt] =2 55—
see [9, Eq. (1.5)], and note that in their notation, 3 = e**. Since the walk can enter a trap
multiple times without moving horizontally, the distribution of the total time spent at a trap of
depth £ is equal to the distribution of S, =1+ Zgﬂ to,r, where IV is geometrically distributed
with success probability ¢ (i.e., P(N =n) = (1 — ¢)"¢, n € Ng) and where the ty 1, k € N are
independent copies of t;. It follows that the expected time spent at a site with a trap of length
{ is equal to

21 —q) e —1
Eft)] =1+ —————.
[ é] + q eQA _ 1

Therefore, with Sy = 1 if £ = 0, we must choose w,, as i.i.d. random variables with

P(w, = 5;) = P(L = 0), (2.5)

_ 1—
Sy ::E[Sg]:1+—q

and 7g, , = Sz 1, Where Sy, are independent copies of Sp. We extend 7,., 1 to r ¢ {Sp:t¢e
No} piecewise linear to make (7, 5 k)r>0 (right-) continuous and to ensure E[7, , ;] = r for all
r > 0. (Actually, we can choose the ¢, ; non-decreasing in ¢ and hence (7, 5 1 )r>0 non-decreasing
in 7, but this is not required here.) We then get
v = pesc(A) — pesc(A) — e)\ - ei)\ 1
Elwg] Y 2,SP(L=10) e +e?q 4 20-qEnt]-1"

q e2A—1
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We observe that the distribution of the trap length L plays a crucial role. If L has all exponential
moments, then the speed is strictly positive for all A > 0, while in the case where L has no
exponential moments, the speed is always equal to zero. The phase transition from positive
to zero speed occurs if L has some but not all exponential moments. This is the case, for
instance, if L is geometrically distributed, which seems to be the case (at least approximately)
in most of the important models — see Example 3 below and the discussion following it. We
set P(L =¢) = (1 —e e, ¢ € Ny. In [9], precise tail estimates for the random variable
> k_o te,x are obtained for this choice of L, but for our purposes, simple calculations suffice. We
obtain

1—e @ e?)\

—1
1= if A < /2,

2\L _
E[e ]7171—62)‘_0‘7 eoz_e2)\

and equal to infinity otherwise. We conclude that for fixed & > 0 and 0 < A < a/2,

et —e” e —e

T edpeA e — e2X | 2(1—-¢q)’
q

A 2

V()

whereas ¥ = 0 if A > a/2.

Example 2: Bouchaud’s trap model with drift-dependent holding times. We can reduce the
previous example to Bouchaud’s trap model by replacing the precise distribution of S, = 1 +
Zézo te,, with a general heavy-tailed distribution for wg, and by setting 7, ; » = reg ;. with e,
exponentially distributed with mean 1. The main features are the same: inspired by the known
tail behaviour of Sy as a function of the bias [9, 11], we set

P(wy >t)=t"% fort>1, (2.6)

for some o > 0. We obtain
ed—eNa—-1)"*

Vi A) = er +e A o

We choose @ = At /A where Ayt > 0 is a parameter, and write V() for v(a, A) if (2.6) holds
with a = Aeit/A. In particular, if o = Aeyit /A,

et e Qais — AT
e te ™ Aet

F(\)

=

FIGURE 2. The function A — ¥(\) with Ay := 1.
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Example 3: One-dimensional percolation with horizontal traps. As in Example 1, we consider
a random graph with a backbone that is just Z, pictured as lying on a horizontal line, and we
attach traps at each point of the backbone. The difference now is while the first vertex of a trap is
still below the vertex of Z at which the trap is attached, all further vertices of the trap are to the
right of that first vertex, below some other vertices of the backbone. We demand that no other
traps of positive length can occur for ¢ — 1 steps to the right of a trap of length ¢, meaning that
we can represent the random graph as a subgraph of Z x {0, 1} (with nearest-neighbor edges).

FI1GURE 3. Part of the graph.

In fact, this is the model studied in [2, 10] with traps only or single edges to the right. If
we assume that edges not in the backbone appear independently with probability e~%, then
conditionally on having only a backbone and traps, the trap length L is geometric with success
probability 1 — e™®. Inside a trap, we assume the same dynamics as in Example 1, i.e. a bias
towards the end of the trap (which is now to the right, so the bias has the same direction and
strength as in the backbone). The only point where greater generality than given in Example 1
might be desirable is the probability of the final jump out of the trap, which is in the vertical
direction, and one might want to assign it a different probability than e=*/(e* +e™*). We do
not do this for the sake of not further complicating affairs.

The model described above can again be mapped exactly into the context of Theorem 2.1. To
do this, consider a Markov chain (Z;),cz with values in Ny and with transition probabilities

P(L=j) ifie{0,1},
p(i,j) =<1 ifi>1,j=1i—1,
0 otherwise.

The interpretation of this chain is that when Z, > 1, then there is a trap below z (possibly
beginning to the left of ) with Z, remaining vertices (including the vertex below z). Traps of
length 1 do not obstruct further traps, but traps of length £ > 2 prevent further traps for ¢ — 1
steps. Therefore, if we define f: N2 — Ny with

. Joitj=>i,
7/) = . . .
J(0:9) {0 if j <1,
then A, = f(Z,-1,Z,) models the length of the trap rooted at site z.

The Markov chain (Z;)gez has a unique invariant measure if and only if E[L] < co: from the
transition probabilities, we conclude that the weight function 7 of an invariant measure must
fulfil the equations 7(0)P(L = 0) + n(1)P(L = 0) = (0), and

T(OP(L=4)+7()PL=4)+7(G+1) =7() for j € N.
The unique probability weight function solving these equations is given by
P(L=0) b - P2
T =
PL=0)+E[L’ "Y'~ PIL=0)+E[L
The stationary Markov chain (Z,)zez is thus ergodic (see e.g. Theorem 5.2.6 of [7]), and by [2,

Lemma 5.76((3)] and the representation A, = ﬁ(Zm,l, Z,), also the process (A)zez is ergodic.
Defining S, as in Example 1 and setting w, = S, , we see (e.g. again by [2, Lemma 5.6(c)]) that

m(0) =

for j € N.
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also (wz)zez is ergodic. After defining 75, ,, ) = S,z % in the same way as in Example 1, we are
back in the setting of Theorem 2.1. It remains to compute E[wg]. We have

P(Ao =) ZP f(Z1,20) = j| 21 = k)m(k) = P(L = 5)(m(0)+7(1))+d;0(1=7(0) =7 (1)).

Since 7(0) + 7r( ) = 77 and So = 1, we obtain

P(L:O)+E L

>, ; ESL & 1 EgL -1
0] = ZSJP(AO =Jj) = P(L = E))J]rE[L] + So(1 - P(L:O)+E[L]) =1+ P(L[01+E[L]'

Assuming again that L is geometric with success probability 1 —e™®, and A < «/2, we know
from Example 1 that

. 21—¢q) 1
E[S;] =1
[ L] + q e — 62)\7
and we calculate P(L = 0) + E[L] = 1 + ;%-=5. This gives
2(1 — 1
E[’LUQ] =1+ ( q) y

¢ (e =)+ =)

and finally we obtain an explicit formula for

() =

Remark 2.2. We have seen in Examples 1 and 3 that the tail behaviour of the geometric dis-
tribution of the trap length is crucial for the slowdown to zero of the speed for a finite bias.
Proposition 1.1 of [8] shows that this tail is also present in the case of the biased walk on a
percolation cluster, although in this case a direct mapping to our reduced model is probably not
possible. For the full model of one-dimensional percolation on the ladder graph [2, 10], besides
the traps that we treat in Example 3 there are areas that are not traps, i.e. where it is possible
to go to the next trap entrance to the right without making a step to the left. In such areas,
the speed of the biased random walk should be non-decreasing as a function of the bias. For an
explicit formula for the speed in the ladder graph model, one would need to find the probabilities
of all possible non-trap areas along with the average time it takes to travel through them, then
combine this with the considerations of Example 3. Using some of the considerations in [2], this
seems possible, but will be messy, so we do not do it. We anyway expect that the slowdown
behavior will be of the same type, since it is dominated by the trap regions.

et —e M 1

e* + e Elwg]’

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

While Theorem 2.1 is highly plausible, a rigorous proof is required. We use a coupling-from-
the-past argument adapted from [2], in which a formula, not tractable for explicit calculations,
for the speed of biased random walk in a one-dimensional percolation environment is derived.

On a suitable probability space, consider independent families of random variables (w;)zez,
((Tr.z.k)r>0)zez ken, and (Uy(k))zez, ken where Uy (k) is uniform on (0,1), (wy)zez is ergodic,
the processes (7r 5 k)r>0, * € Z,k € Ny are i.1.d. r,z,k and E[r, ; ;] = r for all r > 0. We note
already here that by [2, Lemma 5.6(b)], the family

(Vz)meZ = ((Uz(k))keNa Wy, ((Tr,z,k)TZO)kEN)zEZ

is ergodic. Let us write £ := (0,1)Y x RT x DY for the target space of the V.. By [2, Lemma
5.6(b)], for any measurable function f: EN x EN — R, the sequence

(f(VIa VCE+17 VI+2; S melv VI727 .. '))IGZ
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is ergodic. We will make extensive use of this fact.
First, for any « € Z, we may define (Y,7),en, as the discrete-time random walk started at x
that, when hitting a state y € Z for the k" time, makes the next step from y to y — 1 if
A
e
U,(k) < —,
y( ) — e’\ T e_,\

and steps to y+ 1, otherwise. A point x € Z is called a regeneration point if Y;¥ > x for alln € N.
Write I = Li{yesy for all neny for the indicator of the event that z is a regeneration point.

Lemma 3.1. The sequence (I;)zez s ergodic and

n—1
1
lim — Z I. =7y almost surely (3.1)

n—oo N
=0

forry :=P(ly) > 0.
We write U, for (U (k))ken-

Proof. Notice that I, = f(Uz,Uzt1,...;Uz—1,Uz—2,...) for some Borel measurable function
f:((0,H)M% — [0,1] (actually, f only depends on the variables U,,U,1,...). Then, since
the family (U,),ez is ergodic as a family of i.i.d. random variables on (0, 1)Y, we conclude that
(Iz)zez is also ergodic by [2, Lemma 5.6(c)].

Since A > 0, each of the walks (Y,¥)nen, is transient to the right and, thus, ry = P(lp) > 0.
Now (3.1) follows from Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem. O

By (3.1), P(I, = 1 for infinitely many « € Np) = 1 and hence, by shift invariance and with
some effort, we conclude P(I, = 1 for infinitely many z < 0) = 1. We enumerate the random
points z € Z with I, = 1 from left to right with ..., R_1, Ro, R1, Ro, ... such that Ry < Rj41
for all k € Z and R_; < 0 < Ry < R;. Now notice that for any x,y € Z, the trajectories
of (Y% )nen, and (Y¥)nen, coincide once they hit the first Ry > z V y. For k € Z, define
pr = inf{n € Ny : Y, = 0} to be the first time at which the random walk started at Ry hits 0.
By the transience to the right, pi < oo for all k£ < 0. Also, at time pi_1 — pi the walk started
at Rp_1 hits Ry and its trajectory then coincides with the walk started at Ry for k < 0, i.e.,

(Ve Yt ) = (Y Y L), (3.2)
Consequently, we may set

(Yoo, Y 00, ) = (Yot v L)

for k < 0. As pr — oo almost surely as k — —oo, this defines Y, for all n € Z almost surely,
as we may choose k < 0 (randomly) such that —p; < n. Notice that when —p; < n, then also
—pr—1 <n and Y, is defined twice (actually infinitely often). Then (3.2) guarantees that the
definitions coincide, namely,
Ypl:i}‘rn = PI:izl_Pk‘i‘Pk"F" = Y;J}:,-Ci-n'

We may assume without loss of generality that (V,,)nen, = (Y,))nen,. We then define (X;);>o0
as the continuous-time process (with right-continuous paths) starting at the origin at time 0
that follows the trajectory of (Y;,)nen, but stays at x € Z upon its k** visit to this point for
time 7y, 5 5. (This process has the same law as the process defined in Section 2.) Similarly, we
define (X; *°);>0 as the continuous-time process (with right-continuous paths) that follows the
trajectory of (Y, *°)pen,, hits the origin for the first time at time 0 and stays at x € Z upon its
k™™ visit to this point for time 7, 4 k-
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For x € Z, we define

Ny
N, = Z Liy-o_yy and Z:= ZTwI,z,k
nez ! k=1

to be the number of visits of the walk (Y, %), cz to 2 and the time the continuous-time random
walk (X; °°)ier spends at x, respectively.

Lemma 3.2. The families (Ny)wecz and (Zz)zez are ergodic. In particular, almost surely as
n — 0o,

n—1 n—1

1 e e 1 e e
— N, —- E|Ny| = ——— d — Z, — E|Z)) = ——E . 3.3
nzZ:O [ 0] X _ e—A an nmgo [ 0] X — e—A [’LU()] ( )

Proof. The limiting relations in (3.3) follow from Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem once we have shown
the ergodicity of (N, )zez and (Z,;)zez and have calculated E[Ny| and E[Zy]. It is worth men-
tioning that, using truncation techniques, Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem also applies in the case
E[wg] = co. Regarding E[Ny], notice that the number of returns to the origin of (Y, *°),en, is
geometric with success probability being the escape probability pes.. Consequently,

o o 1 e
BINol = > P(No2n) =3 (1= pec)" ™" = o— = 5.
—~ ot esc

Further, since N and (7, «.k)ken are independent, by Wald’s identity,
E[Zo] = E[No]E[rw,,0,1] = E[No]E[wo).

It remains to prove the ergodicity of (NV)zez and (Z;)zez. To this end, first notice that Ny =
g(Uy,Uy,...;U_1,U_o,...) for some Borel measurable function g : ((0,1)¥)? — R. Then, since
Ny = g(Uy, Uggr,...;Up_1,Uz_9,...) and since the family (Uy)yez is ergodic, so is (Ng)zez
again by Lemma 5.6(c) of [2]. Regarding the ergodicity of (Z;).cz, define
hiNxRx DV SR, (0,7, (wsr)sz0)ken) = Y Trj,
j=1

then h is product-measurable. This is true since the projections are measurable with respect
to the Borel-o-field D on the Skorohod space D equipped with the Skorohod topology, see [5,
Theorem 16.6]. By the right-continuity of the elements of the Skorohod space, also Rt x D 5
(t,z) — z(t) € Ris (B(R') ® D)-B(R)-measurable and using this, the product-measurability
follows from standard arguments. Since we have

Zz - h(g(Um, Um-‘,—l; ey Uz—l; Uz—2a .. -)a Wy ((Ts,m,k)szo)keN);

the ergodicity of (Z;)zez follows as above from the ergodicity of (U, ws, ((Tr.z.k)r>0)keN)zez
and again Lemma 5.6(c) of [2]. O

Proof of Theorem 2.1. For n € Ny, let g, := inf{t > 0 : X; = R,} and, similarly, o, :=
inf{t > 0: X;° = R,}. Once the random walks hit Ry, the first regeneration point on the
nonnegative axis, the trajectories of (X;)¢>0 and (X; *°)t>0 coincide, i.e.,

(Xoo+t)ezo = (X% Jezo-
otice tha 1s 1s not the case with gg and g replaced by 0.) Let A := 99— 0, . en, for
Notice that this i h ith d g5 > replaced by 0.) Let A o °°. Then, f
t>00Voy™,
—oo B
& _ Xpo+t—o0 _ X@S“’thfgo - Xt_"i t—A

t t t Ct—A ¢
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Therefore, it suffices to prove that

Xy 1
tlggo I~ B[Ny Eju] almost surely. (3.4)

Since the time the continuous-time random walk (X; °°);>¢ spends on the negative half-axis is
finite by transience and since R,, — co almost surely as n — oo, we conclude that

lim
n— oo

R,—1
oo | B
= lim — Y Z, = E[Z] = E[No|E[wo] almost surely. (3.5)

=0

" n—oo R,
This may be rewritten as
R, 1

lim —— X2 = lim = almost surel 3.6
n—o00 QEOO On n—o00 QEOO E[NO]E[wO] y ( )

and gives the desired convergence (3.4), but only as ¢t — oo along the regeneration times

01 °°,05°°,.... This convergence along a subsequence can be lifted to (3.4) by a standard
sandwich argument. For the reader’s convenience, we give this argument. For ¢ > 0, let
ty = inf{o,>* : n € No,R, > X;} and t_ := max{o,* : n € Nyo,R, < X;} where the
maximum of the empty set is defined to be 0. From (3.1), we infer
Ry—1 -1
. R, . 1 < 1
nh—>H;07 —nh_>n;o (R_n Z IZ) = almost surely. (3.7)

=0
in particular, R,,+1/R, — 1 almost surely.
We distinguish two cases, namely, E[wg] < co and E[wg] = oo. First suppose that E[wy] = co.
Then, for t > 95>, we have
X, XX Tt

= =. 3.8
t X;® to t (3:8)

The first factor tends to 1 as t — oo almost surely since R, +1/R,, — 1 almost surely. Further,
t_/t is bounded by one whereas X; °°/t_ — 0 almost surely by (3.6), so (3.4) holds.
Now suppose E[wg] < co. Then, for ¢t > g5 °°, we have
X X — 0o X X

R R T T T (3.9)
oty ty t t_ ty t_
Here, lim¢ o0 Xy */t— = limo0 X, °°/t+ = 1/(E[No]E[wo]) almost surely by (3.5). It thus
remains to show that lim; ,o ¢4/t = 1 almost surely or, equivalently, lim, . 0,77/0,* =1
almost surely. The latter, however, follows from (3.5) in combination with Ewg] < oo and
R,+1/R, — 1 almost surely. O
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