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Abstract

We consider random walks amongst random conductances in the cases where the conductances
can be arbitrarily small, with a heavy-tailed distribution at 0, and where the conductances may
or may not have a heavy-tailed distribution at infinity. We study the long time behaviour of
these processes and prove aging statements. When the heavy tail is only at 0, we prove that
aging can be observed for the maximum of the process, i.e. the same maximal value is attained
repeatedly over long time-scales. When there are also heavy tails at infinity, we prove a classical
aging result for the position of the walker, as well as a sub-aging result that occurs on a shorter
time-scale.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the aging phenomenon for random walks amongst random conductances in
dimension one. It is now well understood that these random walks can exhibit atypical behaviour,
in the sense that they can be sub-diffusive due to the presence of atypical areas in the environment.
There are two ways to create a slow-down for the walk. First, the environment can have very small
conductances, acting as walls into which the walker will collide for a long time before overcoming
them. Second, the environment can contain large conductances that the walker, at each visit, will
cross back and forth many times before exiting them, hence these conductances act like traps that
the walker has to escape. These atypical areas appear when the law of the conductances are chosen
such that they have a heavy tail at 0, for the walls, or at infinity, for the traps.

Let us first discuss the trapping mechanism corresponding to large conductances. This effect
is reminiscent of Bouchaud’s trap model, which was introduced by the physicist Jean-Philippe
Bouchaud [Bou92]. This model consists of a continuous-time random walk on Z? such that, at
each vertex, a trap is placed with exponential waiting times whose average is random, independent
and heavy-tailed. The behaviour of this model is strikingly different in dimension one and in
dimension two and above. In dimension two and above, it has been proved by Ben Arous and
Cerny [BCO?], that the properly rescaled random walk converges to a fractional-kinetics process,
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which is a Brownian motion time-changed by the inverse of an independent stable subordinator.
In [BCll; Cerll], it has been proved that random walks in random conductances with heavy tails
(at infinity) also converge in two or more dimensions to a fractional-kinetics. In dimension one,
the behaviour of the Bouchaud trap model is radically different, with the limiting process being
a singular diffusion called the FIN diffusion, first defined by Fontes, Isopi and Newman [FIN02].
This diffusion falls into the large class of spatially-subordinated Brownian motions later defined
in [BACCR15], and can be described as follows. Consider a degenerate Poisson point process on
R x RT, corresponding to the limit of the positions of the traps Z together with their rescaled
depth (or average waiting time). The FIN diffusion is a Brownian motion time-changed by the
inverse of its own local time on this degenerate Poisson point process. A major difference between
FIN diffusion and fractional-kinetics is that the time-change is not independent of the Brownian
motion itself: indeed, in dimension one, the delay that is being accumulated at time ¢ depends on
the trajectory up to this time. Naturally, one can expect that a random walk among heavy-tailed
random conductances in one dimension converges has a FIN diffusion scaling limit, and indeed this
was proved in [Cerl11].

The slow-down created by walls is of different nature. Indeed, the walk will not stay put at
the same place a long time but its maximum (and minimum) will not change for long periods, as
the walker will collide against the high walls in the environment many times. This phenomenon is
only observed in dimension one because, in higher dimension, the walker will easily go around these
walls without any major slow-down. In dimension one, the scaling limit of this walk was derived
by Kawazu and Kesten [KK84] and is in yet another class of processes: it roughly resembles FIN
diffusion, except that the Brownian motion is not time-changed by the inverse of its local time on
a Poisson process, but is spatially-deformed by the inverse of a subordinator, where the atoms in
the Poisson process corresponding to the jumps in the subordinator represent the scaling limit of
the walls of high resistance.

In this paper, we study environments either containing walls, or containing both walls and traps.
(See the end of Section 1.2 for a discussion of possible further results to ours.) In the second case,
the rescaled environment can be seen in the limit as the superimposition of two independent Poisson
processes: one for the walls and one for the traps. We use a unifying approach to prove scaling
limits of such random walks, that is, the theory of stochastic processes associated with resistance
forms, see [CHK17; Crol8] (see also [ALW17] for a related work on trees). We would further like
to mention the works [ESZ09b; ESZ(09a; ESTZ13] that are conceptually important. Let us also
acknowledge the works [BS19; BS20; Zin09] and [Fril3; FK18; FLS22], which deal with a biased
version of the random walks on random conductances in dimension one and in higher dimensions,
respectively.

Now, as noted above, the main goal of our paper is to study the aging phenomenon for these
random walks, when in the presence of walls, or of walls and traps, in dimension one. Bouchaud’s
trap model was introduced by Bouchaud as a toy model to understand aging for the dynamics of
spin glasses, which tend to stay around states with atypically low energy for long periods. More
generally, aging of a system is the phenomenon that the time it takes to observe a change in the
state of the system is of the order of the age of the system. As explained by Ben Arous and
Cerny [BCO07], proving an aging result involves finding a two-point function F(t,t- h), with h > 1,
measuring the state of the system after it has aged for a further time (h — 1)¢ after time ¢ that
exhibits a non-trivial limit F'(h) as t — o0.

The choice of the two-point function is important and depends on the details of the model. For
instance, in the case of Bouchaud’s trap model, Rinn, Maass and Bouchaud [RMBO00] considered
F to be the probability that the random walk is at the same location at times ¢ and ¢ - h. In
that case, the random walk is likely to visit the same few places for long periods. A more precise



statement was conjectured in [RMBO00] and proved in [BACO5], corresponding to the phenomenon
called sub-aging. In that case the two-point function is the probability that the random walk stays
in the same position the whole time, from time ¢ to time ¢ + t7, where v < 1 is related to the tails
of the averages of the exponential waiting times in Bouchaud’s trap model.

For random walks amongst random conductances, the aging results in the case where the en-
vironment has walls, but no traps, is different. Indeed, the random walker will not stay around
the same locations for a very long time but its maximum will. Indeed, the probability that the
maximum of the random walk at time ¢ is equal to the maximum obtained between times t and
t - h will have a non-trivial limit for A > 1. We state this result in Theorem 1.3. (See also the
comment following Theorem 1.3 concerning the more detailed statement that will be given later in
the article.)

When the environment has both walls and traps, because of the similarities explained above,
one can expect that the corresponding random walk amongst random conductances will show aging
and sub-aging similar to that of Bouchaud’s trap model. We prove this result is indeed true, with
the exception that we have an additional slow-down effect due to the presence of walls, see Theorem
1.5.

Finally, let us emphasize that all the aging and sub-aging results outlined above are in dimension
one and are proved under the annealed measures, that is the measures that average over all possible
environments. For Bouchaud’s trap model, quenched results were proved in dimension two in
[BACMO6] and in dimension three and above [C03], with different slow-downs due to the difference
in the Green function of simple random walk. Such quenched results do not hold in dimension one,
see [CM16], because the environment seen from the walker is not mixing enough. It is reasonable
to believe that the same is true for one-dimensional random walks amongst random conductances.
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1.1 Model(s)

As already set out above, the model that we consider is the random walk amongst random con-
ductances. In particular, we will consider two different versions of this model, one with heavy-
tailed resistances, and one with both heavy-tailed resistances and heavy-tailed conductances. Let
E = {{i,i + 1} : i € Z} indicate the nearest-neighbour links on Z, and let (c({i,i + 1}))iez
be a family of positive weights associated with those edges. Moreover, for each x € 7Z, define
c(x) = e({z,x — 1}) + c({x,z + 1}). Then, one can naturally define a random walk on this lattice
starting from the origin by considering the continuous-time Markov chain X; with state space Z
and generator

whe = 3 B ). 1)

yilz—yl<1 o)

Note that, as this Markov chain has exponential holding times of mean 1 at each site, the long-
term behaviour of this model closely resembles the one of the discrete-time Markov chain with jump
probabilities

c({z,y})

P(Xpp =ylXp=2) = Py (X1 = y) == o) (2)



We define the random walk amongst random conductances by selecting the weights (c({7,7 4 1}))ez
to be independent and identically-distributed (i.i.d.) under some probability measure P on a prob-
ability space Q2. For a fixed realisation w € 2 of the environment, it is possible to define a walk as in
(1) and such that Xy = x,z € Z almost surely; we call the distribution of such a walk its quenched
law, and denote it by P¥(:). Moreover, the annealed law of this random walk is obtained by
integrating out the environment:

P,() == B[P¥()] = jg P2()P (dw).

We also use the notation P¥(-) = Py'(:) and P(-) = Py(-).

Let (r({i,i + 1}))sez be the family of associated resistances, where, for all i € Z, r({i,i + 1}) =
1/e({i,i+1}). Let us state the two fundamental assumptions on the distribution of the environment
under which we will work. To distinguish between the two cases more clearly, in the second of the

cases, we will denote the probability measure on the probability space on which the environment
is built by P.

Assumption 1.1. Fiz ag and ay to be two constants in (0,1).
Random walk amongst random walls. The family (c¢({i,i + 1}))ez satisfies:
E[c({0,1})] < o and P (r({0,1}) > t) = Lo(t)t™°, Vt > 1, (RW)

where Lo(t) is slowly varying at infinity. We recall that a function L is slowly varying at
infinity if limy—o L(ax)/L(z) = 1 for all a > 0.

Random walk amongst random walls and traps. The family (c¢({i,i + 1}))cz satisfies:
P[c({0,1}) > t] = Loo(t)t ™  and P (r({0,1}) > t) = Lo(t)t™*, ¥t > 1, (RWT)
where both Ly(t) and Ly (t) are slowly varying at infinity.

In order to make the model more general, we also include a vanishing bias as in [CFJ20;
GMW10]. We can recover the unbiased model by setting the bias parameter to 0.

Assumption 1.2. For both (RW) and (RWT) as in Assumption 1.1, and for A\ € R, the n-scale
weakly-biased random walk is the continuous-time Markov process with generator as in (1) with
conductances and resistances deterministically-tilted in the following way:

1
eMr({iyi+1})

We will denote by (X;);=o the random walk under (RW) and Assumption 1.2, whilst (X;)i=0
will denote the one under (RWT) and Assumption 1.2. For x € Z, will denote by Py MM and ]P’;‘/ "
respectively the quenched and annealed laws of (X;);>0, Xo = x; note that we do not need to change
the notation for P. The notation corresponding to ()N(t)t>0 is set to ]5;;” An and ]TD;‘/ " We drop the
subscript and write P“»"™ and PY" when = = 0, the same conventions is used for PwAn and PVn,

Let us also introduce the scaling terms

M{iyi+ 1)) = e({i,i + 1})e2N/™, M {ii 4 1)) =

dp o = inf{t>o;ﬁ(c({o,1})>t)<;}, dn o :—inf{t>o;13(r({o,1})>t)<i}. (3)

It will perhaps be useful to the reader to indicate that d,,  should be thought of as nl/e= and dn.0
should be thought of as n'/®0. These quantities are different in general (by a factor of a slowly-
varying function), but of the same order when the tails of the distributions above are polynomial.



1.2 Main results

In this section, we provide a first statement of our main results. These results will be restated in a
more precise manner in Section 2.2. Towards these ends, let us start by introducing the time scales
at which we will look at the processes X and X, respectively:

a?’L = ndn’o and b'n, = dn,oodn,ﬂ' (4)

Let us explain why these are the relevant time scales for the scaling of our processes. Under
the assumption (RW), the natural time scale (corresponding to a distance scale of n) is given by
apn = ndy, o, which is larger than the n? time scaling seen for a usual symmetric random walk on Z.
The factor d,, o represents the size of the largest resistances (walls) met by the random walk on the
relevant scale, and, taking into account the excursions away from these walls, one can check that
the time accumulated by the random walk bouncing against these before being able to overcome
them is precisely of the order nd, . Under the assumption (RWT), the natural scale becomes by,
because now the motion of the random walk is also perturbed by the large conductances, which act
in the limit as large exponential waiting times, similar to what happens in the case of Bouchaud’s
trap model.
For our first main result, we consider the supremum of X over a time interval, i.e.

Xap) = sup X,

a<<s<b
furthermore, we write X; := X [0, for the running supremum of X.

Theorem 1.3. Under (RW) and Assumption 1.2, for all0 < ag < 1, the following aging statement
holds. There exists an explicit function 6 : (1,00) — (0,1) such that, for all h > 1,
Tim PN (Ko, = Ko, ha,)) = 0(h).

The function 8 above depends on the law of the environment, i.e. on the law of the conductances,
and on the bias parameter A\. We remark that, for this model, it can further be checked from the
arguments of this article that PAn (X'an =X han) converges to a non-trivial limit for all A > 0. We
highlight, however, that such a result is hardly unique to the current model. Indeed, it will hold
for the usual simple symmetric random walk on Z, with the limiting expression being given by
the corresponding probability for the standard Brownian motion. What is distinct to this setting,
and will be made precise in Theorem 2.1 below, is that, with high probability, the location of
the running supremum of X has a particular feature, namely being to the left of an edge of large
resistance, i.e. one of scale d,, 0. In particular, this clarifies that, under the assumption (RW), the
main trapping mechanism is that of the large resistances that act like walls, preventing the random
walk from progressing towards the right (or left), hence its maximum will stay still for a long time
before jumping quickly to a new value. This phenomenon is what enables us to prove the above
theorem, which is certainly not true for the usual simple symmetric random walk on Z. We further
note that the function 6 above will be given using the law of the scaling limit of (X}), defined in
Section 2.1 below.

Remark 1.4. We expect that the analogous result should be true for one-dimensional Mott variable-
range hopping in the regime studied in [CFJ20]. Indeed, as was demonstrated in that article, the
behaviour of the Mott model of [CFJ20] is very closely related to the nearest-neighbour random
conductance model studied here, and similar arguments work in the analysis of each. The extra
complication in the Mott model is that one has to show the effect of long-range jumps is asymptot-
ically negligible.



Our second main result concerns the situation when the conductances have heavy tails at infinity.
Theorem 1.5. Under (RWT) and Assumption 1.2, for all g, € (0,1), the following aging

statement holds. There exists an explicit function 6 : (1,00) — (0,1) such that, for all h > 1,

lim ﬁ;)\/n (’an — thn

n—o0

< 1) — (h).

Furthermore, the following sub-aging statement holds. There exists an explicit function 6 : (0,0) —
(0,1) such that, for all h > 0,

nll—{roloﬁ)\/n (‘)’an+51dn7w - an+52dn,oc‘ <1, Vsi,s0€ [0, h]) = g(h)

Again, the limiting functions, 6 and 0 in this case, will be made explicit in Section 2.2, once we
have defined the scaling limit of X. Note that this second theorem incorporates a different way for
a random walk to undergo aging. Under (RWT), the random walk is now also trapped by large con-
ductances (i.e. those of scale d;, ), over which it will cross many times before escaping. Moreover,
the walker will come back to the same large conductance with good probability (depending on the
tail decay of the resistance distribution) many times. The aging statement in this case corresponds
to the fact that, after a time of the order of the age of the system, the walker will be likely to be
on a large conductance and come back to it after a multiple of that time. The sub-aging statement
provides finer information: at time b, i.e. the age of the system, the walker is likely to be on a
large conductance and to stay adjacent to it for a time of order d, . We highlight that the tail
decay of the distribution of the resistances does not affect the length of the sub-aging timescale.

Let us make two comments on our main statements above. First, we expect that, following
a similar strategy to the one presented in this paper, one could recover an aging statement for
the maximum of the walk under the assumption (RWT), similar to that of Theorem 1.3, but at a
different time-scale. We choose to present the result for the (RW) model only, as it is the edges
of large resistance that capture the aging phenomenon under consideration in that result. Second,
the reader may wonder why we consider the case with walls only and the case with walls and traps,
but not the case with traps only: the reason is that it seems clear to us that the statements and
proofs would be very similar to those for Bouchaud’s trap model in [FIN02; CM16].

1.3 Outline of the proof

In this section, we discuss the organisation of the paper and outline the proof of the main results
stated above. As explained in the introduction, under the assumptions (RWT) or (RW), the random
walk will cross back and forth edges with atypically large conductances many times, and collide
with edges of atypically large resistance (i.e. small conductance). Accordingly, the rescaled random
walk will converge towards a diffusion in random environment that will localize on some points,
and whose maximum will also localize on some points. In order to study the limit of random walks
amongst random conductances, it is useful to consider environments as empirical point processes
of normalised conductances, or resistances (i.e. inverse conductances), that encode the positions
and the values of large conductances, or resistances. Then, under appropriate assumptions on the
conductances or resistances, one can prove that the environments converge to degenerate, dense
Poisson point processes on R x R*. The Poisson process corresponding to large conductances
locates points where the limiting diffusion will localize, while the Poisson process corresponding to
large resistances corresponds to points where the maximum will stagnate.

As for the organisation of the article, in Section 2.1, we will define the point processes and
associated subordinators that will encode the limiting environments. In the same section, we define



the limiting processes, which are diffusions on these limiting environments. In Section 2.2, we state
more results and in particular restate Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.5 with refined details. In Section
3, we prove the convergence of the empirical point processes towards the limiting Poisson point
processes and give an explicit construction of a crucial coupling between the discrete empirical
point processes and their limits. This coupling is used throughout the rest of the paper. Section 4
provides technical tools and estimates for random walks that will useful in proving the main results.
We prove for instance that, under (RWT), the probability that the random walk is located on a
given large conductance converges towards the probability that the limiting diffusion is located
on the corresponding atom of the limiting Poisson point process. Finally, we prove the aging
statements in Section 5 and the sub-aging statement in Section 6. In Section 7, we provide some
useful estimates on the limit processes. The article also contains an appendix, which contains some
notes on Jj convergence.

2 Limit processes and refined statements of main results

2.1 Limit processes and limit environments

In this section, we recall the definitions of two processes Z* and Z* that were considered in [CFJ20].
In particular, these processes are the scaling limits of the random walks we consider. The process
Z* is a (generalized) diffusion in a random environment (given by a two-sided subordinator). We
enlarge our probability space so that the environment is defined under the measure P, and write
P> for the quenched law of the process and P* for its annealed law. We do the same (adding
a tilde on top of the measures) for ZX. For the processes with vanishing bias A = 0, P? and Iﬁ’o,
we will drop the superscript A in the notation. We remark that A is a positive parameter that is
present in the limit due to Assumption 1.2. We may write PA(Z € ) in place of PA(Z* € -) to ease
the notation.

Let us start by defining Z*. Consider a standard Brownian motion B = (B;);>¢ (started from
0) and an independent two-sided Lévy process S with Lévy measure

Oz[)xflfao]l{x>0}d$.

Furthermore, for A > 0, define an exponentially-tilted version of the Lévy process by setting
u
SO0 () f =2 G0 (1), (5)
0

Note that S0 = S§%_ Furthermore, let us define the measure p*, whose support is S@:A(R),
i.e. the closure of the image of the Lévy process defined in (5), by
(8202) 71 (b)
1 ((a,b]) = 2E[¢(0,1)] J 2y (6)
(§202)~1(a)

where (S%0*)~1 denotes the right-continuous inverse of S%*. Writing (LZ(2))>0cr for the local
times of B, we further define

H) = inf {s >0 JR LB (2)pMdx) > t} . (7)

Finally, we construct (Z;)¢>o by setting



Note that, for the process Z*, P¥*(-) = PA(-| §%0*), we may use both notations.
The definition of (Z});>¢ is similar. Consider, independent of B and S, a two-sided Lévy
process S“* with intensity aoca:_l_aw]l{x>0}dx and, similarly to (5), we define its tilted version

U
Saoo,)\(u) — f GQAUdSaOO (’U);
0
we highlight that the difference in the sign of 2Av between the above expression and (5) is inten-

tional. We define an associated measure and time-change by supposing

(5°02)~1(b)

P (b)) = |

S (v) and H) := inf {s =>0: J LB (x)iMdz) > t} , (9
(§%0:2) 71 (a) R

and then set

Z) = (§e0h)~1 (BH?) : (10)

Note that, for the process Z*, P*A(-) = PA(-| §%0A §@0:A) we may use both notations.
For later purposes, it will be useful to recall a well-known representation of the subordinators
considered above. In particular, let us introduce the measures

v (dz) = Z wdy(dz), and v (dz) = Z voy(dz), (11)
(z,w)eP oo (y,v)eP>0

where P is a Poisson point process on R x R, with intensity dzoanw™'"**dw and P is a
Poisson point process on R x R, with intensity dyagv—'~®dv, and we suppose these two Poisson
processes are independent. We can then write the two-sided Lévy processes above as

t 0
S0 (1) = J e~ sy (ds) for t =0, SWA(t) = —f e A5y (ds) for t < 0, (12)
0 t
and . 0
S0 (t) = f ey (ds) for t =0, SOA(t) = —J ey (ds) for t < 0. (13)
0 t

It is also convenient to introduce at this point the discrete counterparts of these subordinators. For
this purpose, let us define RM" (i,7) to be the effective resistance between indices i and j on Z
in the electrical network associated with (M ({i,i+1}))sez, i.e. for i < j, we set RM™(i,4) := 0 and

j—1
RM"(i, j) = RM"(j,4) = Y v ({k, k + 1}).
k=1

When A and B are sets of indices, we denote RY™(A, B) the effective resistance between two sets.
As noted in the introduction, the general intuition is that the scaling limits of the random walks
are impacted by both the large resistances and, in the case of (RWT), the large conductances.
Due to the heavy-tailed distributions, when observing the environment on an interval of length of
order n, the sum of the resistances will be of the same order as the largest resistance encountered,
that is d,, 0. Similarly, under (RWT), the sum of the conductances will be of the same order as
the largest conductance encountered, that is d, . We incorporate these scaling factors into the
following definitions. For the resistances, we define

BN (0, |nt]),  fort >0,

a0 Nm(m) (4
’ 0 { _ﬁRA/n ([nt],0), fort <O0. (14)



Similarly, for the conductances,

gor A gy = | T ST Mn({ii+ 1)), fort >0,
= i i+ 1)), for t <0,

mn,00

2.2 Restatement of the main results

In this section, we restate the results of Section 1.2 with some more detail, and also present some
further statements. In particular, the results of this section include those of Section 1.2.

Towards stating the first result of the section, we recall the definitions (3) and (4) of the scaling
terms and define

Gap(1) = 7PV (Kuays K, + 1) = SOV (071 (K, 4 1)) = 0 (171K, ),

(15)
Gap'(t) := §o0A (Z?) — G0 <Zt>‘,> .

The following theorem describes the scaling limit of the size of the wall seen by the maximum of
the walker after time a,,, under the assumption (RW).

Theorem 2.1. Under (RW) and Assumption 1.2, for all 0 < ag < 1 it holds that, under the
annealed law PN™,

Gap (1) €@ Gap(1), as n — oo,
where Gap™(1) is a non-trivial random variable taking values in (0, 00).

The following result will later be shown to be a consequence of the construction needed to prove
Theorem 2.1, and it implies Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 2.2. Under (RW) and Assumption 1.2, for all 0 < ag < 1, the following aging
statement holds. For all h > 1, we have

lim ]P))‘/n (Xan = X[an,han]) = H(h) = ]P))\ (Zl = Z[l,h]) y

n—ao0
where the right-hand side takes values in (0,1).

Finally, the subsequent result implies Theorem 1.5, providing an explicit form for the aging and
sub-aging functions.

Proposition 2.3. Under the hypothesis (RWT) and Assumption 1.2, for all ap, e € (0,1), the

following aging statement holds. For all h > 1, we have

lim PM» (’an — thn‘ < 1) = 5(]1) = P (Zl = Zh) )

n—o0

where the right-hand side takes values in (0,1). Furthermore, the following sub-aging statement
holds. For all h > 0, we have

~ ~ ~ _ ~ 0 2
lim B (%4, 01,0 — anﬂmw’ <1, Vsi,sp € [0,h]) = 0(h) = B {e—h“‘zzi“ } 7

n—0o0

where A, A', A% are such that A @ po (Zf‘) and A, A? are distributed as independent conduc-

tances under f’, not tilted, and independent of Z\



As will become clear in the proof, the key to these conclusions is showing that, with high
probability, at time b,,, the process Xisina trap whose depth is of order d,, « (i.e. X is adjacent to
a conductance of this scale), and also the limiting process 7 is in a non-trivial trap at time 1. For the
second claim in particular, the limiting expression arises from the observation that the conductance
environment around the large conductance is asymptotically close (up to a multiplicative constant)
in distribution to that of (A%, d, A, A%), from which it follows that the time to escape from the
edge in question is approximately exponential with mean 2d,, o A'/(A° + A?).

3 Coupling and convergence of the environment

The goal of this section is to prove in Proposition 3.4 (see also Propositions 3.10 and 3.11) that the
environment, under an explicit coupling, converges to its limiting counterpart in a precise sense.
Before stating the main result of this section let us recall some useful notions of convergence for
measures.

3.1 Convergence of point processes

In this section, we recall notions of convergence of measures. (For further background, see [BACOE),
Section 2], for example.) Let M denote the family of locally finite Borel measures on R.

Definition 3.1. Consider v € M and a family (V(”);n e N) in M. We say that v converges
vaguely to v, and write v 5> v as n — w0, if for all continuous real-valued functions f on R with
bounded support

ff dy —>ff as n — o0.

Definition 3.2. Consider v e M and a family (V(”)' n e N) in M. We say that v converges in

P2 v as n — o0, if the following holds. If the atoms of v

and V™ are, respectively, at locations y; and yi( n)

point-process sense to v, and write p(n) B
in R with weights w; and wg ") in (0,00), then
the set V(") = UZ{(yl(n),wl(n))} converges to the set V = | J;{(yi,w;)} in the following sense: for
any open set U < R x (0,00) whose closure is a compact subset of R x (O o) and is such that the

boundary does not contain any point of V', the number of points |U N y(n | 18 finite and equals the
number of points |U n V| for all n large enough.

Furthermore, we introduce a condition that relates to the above two notions of convergence of
measures.

Condition 1. Consider v € M with atoms (z¢,we) and a family (v™;n € N) in M with atoms
(fngn),wén)). For each € = 0 there exists a sequence jy(n) such that

(wil?ny wa(‘j()n)) = (ze,we), asm— oo,

Lemma 3.3. [FIN02, Proposition 2.1] Consider v € M and a family (v™;n € N) in M. If
v(™ P as n — 0, then Condition 1 holds. If Condition 1 holds and v™ 5 v, then v™ 25 .

10



3.2 Coupling and convergence of the discrete environment

The goal of this section is to prove the convergence of the environment we consider in this paper.
Recall the hypotheses (RW) and (RWT) given in Assumption 1.1. Recall also the definitions (11)
of the independent measures v** and v0.

We will see the discrete environment as the superposition of two empirical measures. For this
purpose, for fixed K € N, let us define the measures

1
o) Y beme(lma 1)),

z€l, |z|<Kn

peo () L Z Opmr ({2 +1}).

z€Z, |z|<Kn

(16)

Note that we chose to not emphasize the dependence on K in the notation. The result below holds
for all K € N.

Proposition 3.4. (Vague and point-process convergence of the environment). First, under the
assumption (RW), there exists an explicit coupling under which v20:(") converges almost surely, in
both the vague and the point process sense, to v*®° restricted to [—K, K| and, moreover, Condition
1 is satisfied.

Second, under the assumption (RWT), there exists an explicit coupling under which oo (n)
and (") converge almost surely, in both the vague and the point process sense, to the indepen-
dent measures v*® and v* restricted to [—K, K] and, moreover Condition 1 is satisfied by both
sequences.

In order to prove this result we will use a coupling technique developed in [FIN02] and further
used in [BACO05]. Additionally to their strategy, when we work under the assumption (RWT), we
need to take care of the dependence between the large conductances and the large resistances, so
as to show that the measures described in (16) are asymptotically independent. We will detail the
coupling only for v®*-(™) under the assumption (RWT), and justify the asymptotic independence
of v*(M) and v The coupling for (") under the assumption (RWT) or (RW) follows from
similar arguments.

Let us next present a result that is key to justifying the asymptotic independence of p@«-(m)
and v (™ To do this, we need the following notation: for any 0 < §<1 (to be chosen later),

e the set of n-walls 7 = {j eZ:r({j,j+1}) > drll,_og};
o the set of n-traps J5® = {j €Z:c({j,j+1}) > d}L,_Oé\}'

The following lemma states that, under (RWT), these two sets are well-separated with high prob-
ability. By a simpler argument, a similar result holds for the set of n-walls under (RW).

Lemma 3.5. Assume (RWT). Let us consider the sets T = (J°) n [—Kn, Kn]| and T3> =
(J2*) n [-Kn, Kn]. Define the event

T = {|z — j| > n'/* for all distinct i, j € T2 U Tﬁ‘w} . (17)

Then, for all 5= g(ao,ao@) small enough, almost surely there exists ng = no(w, K, (5A) > 0 such that
T occurs for all n = ng.

11



Proof. Let us start by noticing that
Kn
C
{]z — j] > n'/* for all distinct i, j € T U Tr‘f‘w} c U A(m) n{me T v T},
=—Kn

where
A(m) = {Ej e {m—n"* ... m+n"*}\{m} such that j e T U Tﬁ‘”}

Using the fact that slowly varying functions grow slower than any polynomial asymptotically, we
have that, for all € > 0 and for n large enough,

1 1 1 1
¢ = te N -4
noo - <dpo<ne  and nowo ‘< dpoo < N0 c. (18)

Using the previous estimates, one can prove that, for n large enough,
B (r({5d+ 1) > i) <n7 % and P (e({j, + 1) = dig) <t

Using the above, the independence of A(m) and {m € T?® U T;?*}, and a union bound, we obtain
that, if 0 is chosen suitably small, then, for all n large enough,

P ({|i — j| > by, for all distincti, j € T U T*}°) < 3Kn - 3n'/*. o260 < =12,

To complete the proof, we need to improve this result to an almost sure one. We take inspiration
from [BS20, Appendix C|. Let us define the following event

B 2K/ B B _
7= |J Am)n{meTy uTp=y,
m=—2K/

where T, = (J;*) n [-2K(,2K(), i = 0,0, and
A(m) = {Hj e {m— 204 .. m+ 20Y"})\{m} such that j € T, U T;‘OO} .

It is crucial to note that ¥Yn € {¢,...,2¢}, it holds that 7¢ < T:°. Moreover, let us consider the
subsequence ny = exp{(log(£))?}. Arguing as in the first paragraph of the proof, we then have that

Zf’(ffe) < ZC’W : né/4 : n;2+63 < ZCnZl/Q < 0.
l L l

Thus, by Borel-Cantelli, there almost-surely exists £y such that ’7_;05 does not happen for all ¢ = .
Furthermore, we observe that limgngy1/ny = 1, so there exists ¢; such that, for all £ > ¢;, we have
that ng11 < 2ny. We are able to conclude by setting [ = max{/y, {1} and noting that, for all ¢ > Z,
the events 7_;,5 occur and that _w c T, forall ny <n < nggq. ]

From now on, we assume that the sets J and J3* are chosen with 8 small enough such that
T holds almost surely as in Lemma 3.5. Our next step is to build an explicit coupling measure

P between the limit measures v%* and v and the discrete measures poes(n) - a0,(n) - Following
[FINO2], we will couple conditioned sequences of conductances and resistances. In order to do so
we need several ingredients. First, let us define the quantity p := P(c¢({0,1}) = 1) (and, as a
by-product, (1 — p) := P(r({0,1}) > 1)). Consider:

12



1. A sequence of i.i.d. Ber(p) random variables, {b;}cz.

2. Two independent two-sided stable subordinators S¢», 590 that are formally defined in equa-
tions (12)-(13).

3. Two independent sequences of i.i.d. random variables {¢({x, z+1})}zez and {F({z, x +1}) },ez,
where ¢({0,1}) is distributed like ¢({0,1}) conditional on {c({0,1}) > 1} and 7({0,1}) is
distributed like r({0,1}) conditional on {r({0,1}) > 1}.

Let us build the coupling in the as-case, and note the other can be constructed in the same
way. From the subordinator S%*, one can define a measure v*® such that, for all a < b,

7 ((a,b]) = p~H (5% (pb) = S (pa) .

Using [Res07, (5.40)], we have that the term above has is distributed like %= (b) — 5%*(a), i.e. V%=
has the distribution of v**. Let P** be the associated point process. Define the function G** :
[0,00) — [0,00) through the formula

P (5%%(1) > Ga,(y) = P @{z, 2 +1}) > y), (19)
note that G, (y) is well defined, non decreasing and right-continuous by the continuity of the
distribution of S%*(1). Thus, one can also define its generalised right-continuous inverse Ggolo.
Moreover, it is also possible to define the function gi® as

g0 (y) = d?‘jm Gt (nl/ “wy) :

where
d = inf{t > 0: P (2({0,1}) > t) < 1/n}. (20)

It is not hard to check that dy; ,/dp 0 — p~ /% as n — o0, see [Res07, Proposition 2.6]. The next
lemma explains how to use these objects to build a copies of {¢({z, 2+ 1})} ez and {F({z, z+1})}zez
from the subordinators.

Lemma 3.6. Consider the two independent families {¢({z, x+1})}pez and {F({z, 2+1})}sez defined
for all x € Z by setting

({m,z+1}) = df g0 <S°‘°° (i(x + 1)) — 5o (1(a:)>) :

n

P({a,x + 1)) i= & og5° (5“0 (1 (@ + 1)) -5 (%))) '

n n

and

These define i.i.d. copies of the random conditioned conductances {¢({z,x + 1})}sez and associated
resistances {r({x,z + 1})}sez-

Proof. We give the proof in the aq-case; the ag-case follows in the same way. Using the station-

arity and independence of the increments of S, we only need to prove that P[c({0,1}) > t] =
P[c({0,1}) > t]. By substituting one gets

B (3{0,1}) > ) = P <Sa:>o (711) - Gaw(t)n_l/aw>
(59 (1) > Gay (t))
(€({0,1}) > 1),

13
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where the second equality is due to the self-similarity relation of S%», and the third equality comes
from (19). This concludes the proof. O

We are now ready to present our explicit coupling. We start by defining the set of conductances

?({m*,x* + 1})]1{5,2:1} + ?({x —x*, r— ot + 1})_1]1{5,1:0}, for x = 0,
c({o* =1L, 2",y + F({z —a* 2 —2* + 1)) "My, oy, for z <0,

c({z,x+1}) == {

where
z—1 -1
¥ = Z Lp,=1), for z > 0, and ¥ = — Z Lyy,—1y, for z <0. (21)
j=0 j=z+1

We also define the resistance 7({z,z + 1}) = 1/¢({z,z + 1}). The fact that {c({z,z + 1})}sez @

{c({x,z + 1})}1ez is a straightforward application of conditioning. We are now able to define the
coupled version of the two measures of Proposition 3.4,

1 1
SQao,(n) . E = —ap,(n) . - E =
v ( = d 5x/nc({x,x + 1}) s 7 ( = dno 6:c/nr ({.7), x 1}) .

™0 peZ, lz|<Kn " z€l, |z|<Kn

Before going to the proof of Proposition 3.4, we state two lemmas from [FINO2] that are useful for
the analysis of the coupled measures.

Lemma 3.7. [FIN02, Lemma 3.1] For any fized y > 0, g2°(y) — y and g5*(y) — y as n — 0.

We note that, using the monotonicity of g29, this lemma readily implies ¢2°(y,) — y whenever
Yn — y > 0. A similar comment applies to g5®.

Lemma 3.8. [FIN02, Lemma 3.2] For any 0’ > 0, there exist positive constants C1,Ca,Cs and Cy
such that

— / — J—
g2 (z) < Cyat o for n=Y/* < 2 < 1 whenever n~' < (b,

— / — J—
9% (x) < Cyz! ™, for n”Y%° < 2 < 1 whenever n' < Cy.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. We restrict ourselves for simplicity to the box [0, 1]; extending to [— K, K|
does not change the proof. Moreover, we will only detail the proof of the convergence of 7=
under the assumption (RWT), as the proof of the convergence of 720:(") ynder the assumption
(RWT) or (RW) follows in the same manner. Concerning notation, let us set, for z € [0,1],

N (g) = ZEZ%J_I b; and use the shorthand N = N()(1). Furthermore let us introduce the
function hy,(z) := N (x)/n and its right continuous inverse h,'. One can check that, for i such
that b; = 1, hy(i/n) = i*/n and h,'(i*/n) — L =i/n, where i* is defined in (21).

First we prove almost-sure vague convergence for (™) We highlight the fact that, in the
following, equalities and limits will hold almost-surely by the coupling. Let us consider a bounded

continuous function f of compact support I = [0,1]. We use the notation

« %
Ién),aoo . {zez: bz _ 1’ E GI, SOéoo <Z + 1) _SOéoo <Z> = y} (22)

n n n
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Then, we have

[ st ia) - ) (&) ettivi+ 1)

v f< ) ({0 +1}) +

I(" » o0

ooof < > e({i,i+ 1}).

z/ne] b;=0

Using that f is uniformly bounded, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

> f< )5({z‘,z‘+1})<0

n,%0 i/nel, b;=0

1

Z 1< C’d;}x}n — 0,

™% i mel, b;=0

d

as n — o0, where we used (18) and the fact that asy < 1 to deduce the convergence to zero of
the upper bound. It remains to deal with the other term. We split the sum into three parts In

particular, we fix 0 > 0, and then consider summing over the three sets I(g n),ac I 1 /aoo \I 5 )0
and I (), a"\[ o separately. For the first term,

% e (o (57) - (5),

> f() ({ii+1}) = s

;00 I(") [e2o]

where d; , is defined in (20). Notice that we can re-write the right-hand side as

] -3
s 3G (o (50) -5 (5)
o d (")aoo n n
s *\ 1 i* 41 i*
= i - n,0o h—l M Qoo Qoo _ Qoaw [ Y .
2 (o () =)o (s (50) =5 (%))
i€

(n),a
I

By the functional law of large numbers we have that h,,(z) — pz uniformly in [0, 1] and consequently

h-'(s) — s/p. By Lemma 3.7 and using that f is bounded, that g, is monotone, that Ié")’aw has
almost-surely finitely many terms, and that the number of atoms of P** such that w; > ¢ and

€ [0,p] is P-a.s. finite (each with distinct z;, and for no atoms does w; = §), this implies that

dfzpo 1 Qoo Qop j+1 Qoo J
pnas 2w )-a)e (o (50) - ()

_ 1
—p~ /e Z f (%) wj,
(2j,wj)EP0: P
w;=6,x,;€[0,p]

where [(n) b {z eN: z< N, Gow (2:;1) — % (%) > y}. Let us define, for ¢’ > 0,

._ 1-¢
H5 = Z wj .

(z,w; ) EP®:
wij $(5,1’j el
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Using Lemma 3.8, one can prove that, for ¢’ small enough and a positive constant C,

() (s (5) - (5))

- N\ (23
commn S (e () e (1))
n—oo n n

et g

*

d
lim sup —== Z

n—0o0 dn,oo

il (M0 \p{1e

< CH;.

We also claim that, f’—a.s., Hs — 0. Indeed, as Hs is positive and monotone its almost-sure limit
is well-defined and

_ §
E[Hs] < awll|f w' W gy — 0 as d — 0, (24)
0

as we can choose &' such that & + a, < 1. Finally, one can notice that, for all z < n= /%= by
monotonicity of g2, one gets g2= () < go* (n~Y%*) < C/dy 4, for some finite positive C. Then,
using (18), we obtain that

dy 1 7+ 1 "
1. n,00 e Qoo Qo _ QQwo _
M e ZW)mf(n% (s () -5 (%))

- r(n),a (
ZEIO w\ln—l/aoo (25)

C/ "
< Z 1< n—0 as n — 0.

Putting everything together, we have that

1 7 1
lim f <> c({i,i+1}) = limp_l/o‘OO f (13) w; = J fy)v*=(dy).
n—o0 dy, o i/nzd n 5—0 j:wzj:}& p I
z;€[0,p]

This implies almost-sure vague convergence of the coupled measures. As stated at the beginning
of the proof, the argument for the ag-process is identical. Additionally, the independence of the
limits is guaranteed by construction.

Now let us deal with point process convergence. We aim to prove Condition 1 and apply Lemma
3.3. For any atom (x¢,wy) of v** we need to find a sequence jy(n) such that

j 1
je(n) — Xy, and
n

¢(je(n), je(n) +1) — wy. (26)

dn,o0

Note that, using the definition of v**, for all atoms xy € [0, 1] of **, there must exist an atom
(z,w}) of v= with 2§ € [0,p] such that x}/p = 2, and p~V/*<w} = w,. Then, we pick ji(n) to
be such that nazj € (j;(n),j; (n) + 1], so that Lemma 3.7 and the comment below (20) guarantee

that . ” ”
m e (o (FUDELY g (HEOY) L prtvons
o0 n n

Clearly j}(n)/n — z}, but we also can find an index j;(n) such that hy'(j¥(n)/n) = je(n)/n, and
this index is such that j,(n)/n — zy =z} /p and ¢ (je(n), je(n) + 1) /dp,oo — we.
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We still have to take care of the fact that the interval [0, N(™) /n] may not contain all the atoms
(or that it may contain too many of them). However, notice that the event E, := {np + n23 >
N > np — n?/ 31 will happen eventually almost-surely by a standard application of Chernoff’s
bound (see e.g. [AS16, Theorem A.1.4]) and the Borel-Cantelli Lemma. On F,, and using that
subordinators do not have jumps almost-surely at deterministic times (i.e. there is no atom such
that xj = p), we get that, for all atoms and n large enough z, < N (n) /n, completing the construction
of the coupling and proving the convergence stated in (26). O

The following result is a corollary of Proposition 3.4 and its proof.

Lemma 3.9. Assume the notation and coupling of Section 3.2, and let J; denote the classical
Skorohod topology (see (74)), then the following statement holds almost surely:

50 A/n,(n) (t) ﬂ) 50,2 (t) )

Moreover, under (RW), we have that

1 A/ngs v
o 2 0" (0) = Ble(0, )] ek g (v)dv,
i€[—Kn,Kn]

weakly as a finite measure on R. And, under (RWT), we have that

1 Ay, 2\v Qoo
2 ie[_I;ZKn]éz/nc (1) = e*YdS* (dv),

weakly as a finite measure on R.

Proof. The first statement is justified in Appendix A. The second one is an immediate consequence
of the assumption (RW) and the functional law of large numbers. The third statement follows
directly from the convergence of v** towards dS“*(dv) stated in (16). O

The following results, in the spirit of [CFJ20, Theorem 4.1], give the convergence of the envi-
ronment as a compact metric measure space under (RW) and (RWT), respectively.

Proposition 3.10. Consider, forn > 1, X, = [-Kn,Kn] n Z, m;\/n(a, b) = d;})}_%)‘/"(a, b) =
d;%)zz;af)‘/n({k,k +1}), ,u,){/n(d@ = % X, 5i6>‘/"(i), and ¢, (1) = %() Xn — R, as well as

X = SwN[-K,K]), d the Euclidean metric, the speed measure p defined in (6), and ®(-) =
(SN =) X — R. Moreover consider a sequence (B,) in X, such that lim, n='3, = 3, where
B is a continuity point of S®*. Under the hypothesis of (RW) and under the coupling of Proposi-
tion 3.4, explicitly constructed above, the quintuplet

(s ™ 1™, By @) (27)
converges P-a.s. to its continuous counterpart

(X,d, uA,S"‘O”\(ﬁ)@) :

in the spatial Gromov-Hausdorff-Prohorov topology (see [Crol8, Section 7]).
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Proof. The proof of this result is a relatively straightforward adaptation of [CFJ20, Theorem 4.1].
In fact, it is slightly easier, since all the relevant spaces can be isometrically embedded into R.
Hence we will be brief with the details. First, define a map (, : X,, — R by setting

Cn(z) = d;})sign(a:)]:%)‘/”(O, x), Vo e X, (28)

where we denote by sign the sign of z. (Note that it is not necessary to define sign(0).) Let
Vn = (u(AX,), so that ¢, is a bijection from X, to ), and that the quintuplet at (27) is isometrically
equivalent to

(Vs 0 G GalBa) P 0 G (29)

where again we use d to denote the Euclidean metric (restricted to the relevant space). Conse-
quently, to check the claim of the lemma, it suffices to show that: ), converges to X with respect
to the usual convergence of compact subsets of R (with respect to the Hausdorff metric); uﬁ/ "ot
converges to u* weakly; ¢, (8,) converges to S®*(3); and there exist correspondences C,, between
X and ), (i.e. subsets of X x ), such that each x € X is paired with at least one element y € ),
and vice versa) for which sup, ,cc, (|2 — y| + |®(x) — @, 0 (y)]) — 0.

Towards checking these requirements, we start by noting that

Culz) = SN o @, ().

Hence

< §eoMm)([—K, K]),

Vo = SN ([Z K. K] A (Z/n)) { > geoNm(m) ([~ K + 1/n, K]).

Since we may assume that both —K and K are continuity points of S%0* with P-probability one, it
readily follows from this and the almost-sure J; convergence of S@0:A/(7) to §20A see Lemma 3.9,
that ), converges almost-surely to X as compact subsets of R. Moreover, since we have assumed
that /3 is a continuity point of §#0*, it is moreover clear that ¢,(3,) = S®N™™) (B, /n) — S0 (B).
Next, for the measure convergence, we start by observing that, by Lemma 3.9

/™o @t — Ele(0,1)] e Lk g (v)dv

weakly as finite measures on R. Hence, again applying the .J; convergence of S@0:A/™(n) o §a0.A
and using that the limiting measure here does not have any atoms, it follows that

W0 G = "o By o (Se0A M)t

weakly as finite measures on R. Finally, to construct an appropriate correspondence, we can again
use the .J; convergence of S0/ to §20:A to proceed exactly as in the proof of [CFJ20, (65)].
In particular, the construction of a suitable correspondence is given below [CFJ20, (70)]. Roughly,
each point x € X is matched to a nearby point y € ), (and vice versa), which can be done as
a result of the Hausdorff convergence of the sets in question. Since the inverse of the limiting
subordinator is continuous, it follows that we also have that ®, o ¢, (y) = (S*N™M)=1(y) is
close to (S%0*)~1(z). Since they are identical to the argument of [CFJ20], we omit the details. [

Proposition 3.11. Consider X,, = [—Kn,Kn] n Z, mz/n(a,b) = d;})]?‘/”(a,b), ﬁﬁ/n(dx) =
1/(2dnw) 2icx, 5;eM(i), and ®,(-) = 1/n(): X, — R, as well as X = SwN[-K,K]), d the
Euclidean metric, i the speed measure defined in (9), and ®(-) = (S*M)~1(-): X — R. Moreover,
consider a sequence (3,) in X, such that lim, n~'B, = B, where 3 is a continuity point of S0
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Under the hypothesis of (RWT) and under the coupling of Proposition 3.4, explicitly constructed
above, the quintuplet

An ~A/n
(XTH mn/ 9 n/ 9 BTL? (I)n> 9
converges P-a.s. to its continuous counterpart

(¥.d.7,5°0(8), @)
in the spatial Gromov-Hausdorff-Prohorov topology.

Proof. The proof is entirely similar to the one of Proposition 3.10, apart from some additional
care is needed to handle the measure component. In particular, to check that ﬁﬁ/ "o (! converges
weakly to [i*, one can combine the convergence of ﬁ;\/ "o®, ! to e2YdSY (dv), see Lemma 3.9, and
the J; convergence of S®0:A™(") to §20:A The one subtlety in doing this is resolved by observing
that, because the limiting subordinators are independent, their discontinuities are almost-surely
disjoint. O

In all that follows we will drop the bar on top of the probability measures P and f’, the reader
should assume the coupling to be in place from now on unless stated otherwise.

4 Random walk estimates

4.1 Couplings

In the next sections we follow a classical general strategy to prove aging. That is, we exploit
the coupling of Proposition 3.4 and the consequent Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.11. This
guarantees almost-sure convergence of the quenched distribution of the process. In our proof, it
is crucial that the convergence of Proposition 3.4 holds almost-surely on the coupling. Then, if one
can prove the aging statement for the quenched law (that has nicer properties than the annealed
one, such as the strong Markov property), the annealed aging theorems follow by applying the
dominated convergence theorem. We would like to stress that, as stated in [CFJ20, Corollary 1.10],
quenched convergence is true only after coupling, and not in the original probability space. Below,
we work with the quintuplets defined in Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.11.
We introduce the random walks and the diffusions in the resistance space. Under Assump-
tion (RW), define
Y = G (Xia,) (30)

where we recall the definition of ¢, from (28). Let B® be a standard Brownian motion started at
S@0:A(B), and let HM be the associated time-change defined as in (7). Define a process in the

resistance space by setting
V) =B,

Similarly, under Assumption (RWT),

and
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where fIt/\ # is defined in terms of (9) with B instead of B. In this section the reader should
consider all the walks above to be built on the coupled version of the spaces. We avoid introducing
specific notation to avoid unnecessary complication.

Proposition 4.1. Assume (RW). Under the coupling constructed in Section 3.2, we have that
P-a.s., if n='8, — B, where B is a continuity point of S**, then

szrz)\/n,K ((nilXtan)tzo c ) and PE:A/n,K ((Yt(n))tzﬂ c )
converge respectively, weakly as probability measures on D([0,0),R), to the laws of (Z})i=o started

at B and (Y)i=o started at S®*(B). Analogously, under (RWT) we have that P-a.s., if n=1 3, —
B, where 3 is a continuity point of S*, then

P (7 F) o)t B ()

n

converge respectively, weakly as probability measures on D([0,00),R), to the laws of (Zt)\)t>0 started
at B and (YN )i=o started at S“(B). In particular, both the convergence statements above hold
with By, = = 0.

Proof. The results for Z* and Z* are straightforward consequences of Propositions 3.10 and 3.11
and [Crol8, Theorem 7.1]. Tt is fundamental that 3 is a continuity point of S, As for the
Y? statement, one can proceed along the same lines, replacing the map ®,, o ¢l in (29) with the
identity map. A similar argument also gives the result for Y2 O

Remark 4.2. Note that Proposition 4.1 and the dominated convergence theorem imply the weak
convergence of the processes mentioned there under the annealed law. In particular, this confirms
the predictions of [CFJ20, Remark 1.9] on these scaling limits.

4.2 Aging estimates under assumption (RW)

Throughout this section, we work under the assumption (RW), and under the coupling constructed
in Section 3.2. We will prove the aging statement. We restrict the space to the box [—K, K|, but
we will drop this in the notation for brevity’s sake. The processes are started at 8, = § = 0 unless
stated otherwise.

Let us define p(™(t), respectively p(t), the quenched marginal distribution of the maximum of
the process (n~! X4, )s<t, respectively (Z2)s<;. By Lemma 7.2, we know that j(t) is purely atomic,
so that we can define supp(p(t)) < supp(r¥®?) to be its support, i.e. the set of its atoms. Recall that,
by Proposition 3.4, Condition 1 holds and for any atom (zg,vy) of the measure v®0, there exists
je(n) € Z such that xén) :=je(n)/n — x4 and vén) — vy. Moreover, recall that, under the coupling
of Section 3.2, the quenched convergence of Proposition 4.1 holds. The aim of the subsection is to
prove the following result.

Proposition 4.3. Under the coupling of Section 3.2, we have that, for all t = 0,
P () "> p(e),

vaguely and in the point process sense. More precisely, for every atom (xg,ve) of p(t), there exists
je(n) € [0, Kn] such that

PN (g = jem) "= PN (2, = ). (3D
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For the atom such that xy = K, we have jy(n) = Kn. For all atoms xy # K of p, there exists wy > 0
such that (xg,wy) is an atom of v*°. Moreover, (je(n)/n, wgn)), where wén) = d;’%r({jg(n),jg(n) +
1}) is the atom of v that converges to (x¢,wy), as provided by Proposition 3.4. N

For B,/n — B as n — 0, the convergence above stays valid if X is started from By, and Z from

B, as long as B is a continuity point of S, i.e. B is not an atom of v°
Before proving the proposition above, we will state and prove two useful lemmas.

Lemma 4.4. For all xy such that (x4, wy) € supp(p(1))

hr% lim sup P¥A/" (Xa, € [ie(n) + 1, je(n) + é6n]) =0

d— n—o0

Proof. By our construction of the measures v®(") and v® and the fact that S converges
in the .J; topology to S0 (see Appendix A), it is true that

GeoA/ms(n) (:Uén) + 1/n> — 5% (z), and limsup SN (:c&n) + 5) < S (zp +9).

n—o0

(n)

If we consider 171
obtain

to be the maximum of the walk in the resistance space defined in (30), we then

lim lim sup PN (Xan € [Je(n) + 1, 5e(n) + 5”])

0—0 pn—
. = lim lim sup P¥M" (171(71) [SO‘O”\/" () ( 1/n> , SeoA/(n) (:Ugn) + 5)])

6—0 n—0o0

< limy P2 (¥ €[50 ) 502 (+)]

= P2 (i = By, = 5% (20)
:07

where the second equality holds by the almost-sure right-continuity of subordinators, and the third
equality is due to Lemma 7.2. (For checking this final claim, it is useful to note that, almost-surely,
S20:A(z,) can not be equal to S (v™) for any v € D, where D is the set of discontinuities of S@0.
Indeed, if S@*(z,) = S0 (v™) for such a v, then it must hold that v > z, and moreover S0} is
constant on [xy,v), which can not be the case.) O

Let us introduce the quantities
77 = inf{s <t:Z) = Zt’\} and T7" :=sup {s <t:Z) = Zﬁ} : (32)
One can similarly define the same quantities for the “discrete” process X () .= (n_len)t;o. In
the following, we will write 7:X for the hitting time of a point a by a process X.

Lemma 4.5. For all xy such that (x4, wy) € supp(p(1))

lim lim sup P“ A (Xan € [Je(n) — on, je(n) — 1]) = 0.

=0 noow

Proof. Let us rephrase the problem in the following way

wa&ﬁmw—ﬁmw—m=ww(%% 1#“>Q
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For any n > 0, we get by the law of total probability and the strong Markov property of the
quenched law

7— n n
x§ )—5 ’ mé )

pe/n ( XM q, XS 1)

_ P“’“\/n ( x () <1-m, ijg) < 1) + Pw,A/n (Tx<n) c [1 _n, 1]7 Ti%(:) > 1)
¢ ¢

Txén)fzs xén)fé
w,\/n x(n) w,\/n x(n)
x, =6 z, z,

The rest of the proof will focus on finding bounds from above for the last two quantities. Let us
deal with the first one. For ¢’ > 1004, a union bound gives that

w,\/n x () w,\/n x(n) w,\/1 x(n) x(n)
ngn)_(g <Txén) = 77) < Pxﬁn)_é Tom) g1 5 =zn|+ Pxén)_é Talm > Tolm g )

where 75, == min{7;*, 7;X}. Using a well-known electric networks formula (see, for example, [BS20,

Equation (A.1)]) we get, for the second term in the sum,

Pw,)\/n TX < 7_X _ R/\/n (]f(n) - 5”7]@(”))
o5 \ 2= " 2™ | T RN (ju(n) — 0'n, je(n))”

From the almost sure convergence of the rescaled effective resistance we also get that

RM™ (jy(n) — om, je(n)) _ S0z, ) — 50Nz — 26)

i < . 34
MSIP TX Gie(m) — 0 de(n) S0 @y ) — S0 (zg — ) (34

Let us now deal with the other term. Thanks to the commute time identity ([LP17, Proposi-
tion 10.7]) and Markov’s inequality, we get
je(n)—1

Ano( s . . . Y Je
w,\/n X R (]é(n) on, {jf(n)a jf(n) o TL}) Anigs -
PJ"—E (ngn>5,7x§n> = 77) < ndno 2 Z " ({i, i+ 1}),

i=jg(n)—d6'n

. . je(n)—1
R (je(n) = bn. ji(n)) (Z)

2
nndn’o i=j¢(n)—d6'n

M {iyi+1}).

Because we work under the coupling, by Proposition 3.10 and using the strong law of large numbers,
we obtain

RN (i) — G je(m), "5

lim sup 2 M{iyi+1})
n—0 1Mmdn,o i=je(n)—6'n
S0 (27) — SO0 (24 — 25
< 45 PRE({0, 1] S ) (e = 20) (35)
n

Let us now focus on the second quantity appearing in (33). Recall the definitions of (32), we claim
that

lim sup P</" ( X™ ¢ [1—mn, 1]) < lim sup P (Tlx(n) >1- 77) <PoMNTE =1-21).

T 1
n—0o0 xéy )5 n—0o0
(36)
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We just need to justify the second inequality. Let us consider the coupled version on which
(Xt(n) )te[0,1] converges P/m almost-surely path by path in the uniform topology towards (Z{\)te[o,l]
(which is true on bounded intervals by the continuity of the limit Z*, see [CFJ20, Lemma 5.4]).
Note that the two probabilities above still make sense, but we can now compare the two events
(T AR n} and {T¢ Y- 2n} on the same probability space. In particular, we want to show
that, for all n large enough

{Tlx“” >1- n} c {TF >1- 277}. (37)

Tl)((n)

One can prove this statement by showing that {TlZA <1-2n}c{ < 1 —mn} for all n large

enough. Let us assume T IZA < 1 — 27, then by the continuity of the process Z*, we get

inf ‘Z’\ Zl‘ > 0.
€[1-2n,1]

Thanks to the uniform convergence of X (™ towards Z* we also get that

lim  inf ‘X Z{\‘>O and lim inf ’Xn) Zl‘ 0.

n—o te[1—n,1] n—00 t[0,1]

But then we can always choose n large enough such that 75% o

< 1—mn, since we know that at time
T ™ the process X (™) is close to Z;'. Hence we have shown that (37) holds for large n.

We can now finish the proof of the lemma by noticing that the limit superior (as n — o0) of
the two quantities of (33) is bounded, for all > 0, by the sum of the quantities of (34), (35) and
(36). By continuity of probability and Lemma 7.1, we get that

lim PoMNTE =1 -2n) = P (TE =1) < P (21 = Zy) = 0.
Consequently, for all € > 0 we can choose n* > 0 such that P~ (le =>1- 27]*) < ¢/3. Fixing this
quantity and using the existence of the left limits of the process S*, we can find §* small enough
(we can fix ¢’ to any finite value) such that (34) and (35) are respectively less than /3. Overall,
we have proved that, for all € > 0, there exists 0* > 0 such that, for all § < §*,

lim sup P¥" ()_(an € [je(n) — dn, je(n) — 1]) < e,

n—0o0

which is enough to conclude the proof. O
We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.3.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. We will prove the result for t = 1 for notational simplicity, but the same
proof holds for general ¢t > 0. Using the Ji-convergence of processes, the continuity of the limiting
process and [Whi02, Theorem 13.4.1], we have that the quenched distribution of the maximum
converges in Ji to the quenched distribution of the maximum, i.e.

(d) (

(nilxmn)te[(xl] Zt Jief0,1]-

This implies the vague convergence statement (it is actually stronger since it involves the whole
process and not just the marginal). So we only need to prove Condition 1 for ﬁ(”)(l), n =1, and
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p(1). Let us fix any atom z, € supp(p(1)) (including the special atom z, = K in the analysis), we
need to show that there exists jén) /n — x; such that
pwA/n (n_IXan _ jén)/n> N0 pw (Zy = ).

We claimed in the statement that the only good candidate for j é") is the index such that j 5”) /n — xy
and d;})r({ jgn), jén) +1}) — v*(xy). That a point satisfying these conditions exists is guaranteed
by the almost-sure point process convergence of v towards v, and by the fact that p(1) is
absolutely continuous with respect to v, by Lemma 7.2. Note that it is immediate to get that
d;})r)‘/"({jzn),jén) + 1}) also converges to v*°(xy)e™

Let us recall the notation :Eﬁ") = je(n)/n and note that

Axyp

lim sup peA/n (n_lXan = :cgn)> < pet (Zl = xg) ,
n—0oo
otherwise the vague convergence statement would be violated. We are left with the task of proving
that B _
liminf P (071X, = 2 ) = P2 (2 = w). (38)

n—ao0

)

For convenience, let us fix the notation Xt(n = n_lXtan. By convergence in distribution in the Jj

topology we get that

Pw’/\ (Zl = .%'g)
:%in(l) Pw’)\ (21 € [:L’g — (5, xg])
o T i pesA/n (7 () (n) _ 5 .00
<%1_I}r(1)h1£ri1£fp (X1 € [z, d,xz, " + (5])

< lim inf P¥M™ (an) = xén))

n—oo

+ lim lim sup {Pw”\/" (X'fn) € [xén) + 1/n,xén) + 5]) + poA/n <X1(n) € [xén) -0, men)>>}

5—’0 n—0o0

= lim inf P“A™ <X£n) = :Ugn)) ,

n—0o0

where we applied Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 in the last equality. This completes the proof of (38),
and the extension to a generic starting point 3, is straightforward. Thus we conclude the proof of
the proposition. ]
4.3 Sub-aging estimates under assumption (RWT)

Throughout this section, we work under the assumption (RWT), and under the coupling constructed
in Section 3.2. We will prove the sub-aging statement. We restrict the space to the box [—K, K],
but we will drop this in the notation for simplicity. The processes are started at 8, = 8 = 0 unless
stated otherwise. Let us recall the definition of the following quantity for all i € Z

AN) = N ({iyi— 1)) + MN{Li + 1), (39)

which is a quenched invariant measure associated with the random walk X under Pw/n,
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Proposition 4.6. For a fized t > 0, let P (t) be the quenched marginal distribution of n_l)N(tbn
and let p(t) denote the one of Z;, then on the coupling described in Section 3.2 we have that, for
any fized t = 0,
P (1) "5 (),

vaguely. Moreover, for any atom in (xs,ve) € supp(p(t)) we have that there exists jo(n) € Z such
that

P (R, € (Gen),jo(n) + 1) — P (Zy e ).
More precisely, there exists wy such that (zg,wy) is an atom of v** and jy;(n) is the index such
that je(n)/n — ¢ and d; 3, c({je(n), je(n) + 1}) = wén) — wy, where (jg(n)/n,w§”)) is the atom of
v (M) that converges to (xg,wy), as provided by Proposition 3.4.

For Bp/n — B as n — o, the convergence above stays valid if X ™ s started from Bp/n and Z
from B, as long as B is a continuity point of S, i.e. B is not an atom of V.

To prove the proposition above, we will need the following result. In the following we denote
xén) = je(n)/n, where jy(n) is in the sense of the statement of Proposition 4.6.

Lemma 4.7. Let (x4, wy) be an atom of v** and (wgn),wén)) be the sequence converging to (x4, wy),

as provided by Proposition 3.4. There exists a sequence n =n(0) — 0 as 6 — 0 such that
: e Bw,A (n) (n) (n) v (n) (n) _
(%1_{1(1) hrILILlOIOlwa /n (Xl € {xz Ty + 1/n} “len -z, | < 5) =1.
n(8)—0
We will prove the above lemma at the end of this section. We first proceed to the proof of the
proposition.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. We prove the statement for ¢ = 1, but the proof is identical for arbitrary
t = 0. First, the fact that the support of p(1) is a subset of v** (for the first coordinate) is a
consequence of Lemma 7.4. Hence, let us fix an atom (z,wy) of v**, and let (:cgn), wén)) be the
sequence converging to (zg,wy), as provided by Proposition 3.4. To shorten the notation, let us
write X%n) = n~1X, . Let us start by recalling that vague convergence follows from .J; process
convergence in distribution and the continuity of the limiting process. Moreover, vague convergence
implies that

linmsotép Pr/n (an) € {xén),xén) + 1/n}) < P (Zl = xg) .
We are left with the task of proving that if we fix any atom (x¢, vy) € supp(p(t)), then

lim inf P ()?fn) € {xgn),xén) + 1/n}> > peA (21 = xg) .

n—00

We notice that, for all 4,7 > 0,
peA/n ()?f") € {xén),xén) + 1/n}>

> PO (R0 & ol o)+ 1/ |81, ol < ) Bod (1317, ol <),

so that
lim inf P<A/" (an) € {xén), xén) + 1/n}> =

n—a0

(%r% lim inf P ()N({”) e (a2 + 1/n}“)~(ﬁ)n — 2| < 5) poA/m (])?1@,7 —z{"| < 5) :
n(9)—0

(40)
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for all possible § — 0 and 7(§) — 0. Let us focus on the second term in (40). We observe that
{lf((n) _ M| - 5} 5
1—n V4 =
v (n > 5 (5 ~ ~ (5 ~
(50, -2 < Skl o] < S {2 - 20 < S (22 =24},

Note that, in the last expression, the event is well-defined since we consider the coupled version
of X and Z*, and we can use Proposition 4.1 and Skorohod’s representation theorem, together

with the fact that Z* is continuous almost-surely. Moreover, the event {|z; — a:én)| < §/3} is
measurable with respect to the environment and is thus deterministically true for all n large enough
by Proposition 3.4 and the construction of Section 3.2. Using a union bound we obtain

po (|40, — ot < )

S PwA (21 _ w) _ pwA/n (‘;}-@n _ glx_n‘ > 5/3) _ pwA (‘Zl — 21_77‘ > 5/3) )

Plugging the last estimate back into (40) and choosing n(d) — 0, we observe that

lim inf P4 ()N({n) € {:L’én),xén) + l/n}) =

n—00

P (21 = wo) lim limminf P (R e ol o 4 1/} || R0, — 2] < )

d—0 n—o0

n(8)—0
T . Dw,A\/n v(n) S
%1_{% Ilnmj;OJpP (’len Zl_n’ > 5/3) (41)
— lm P ((21 - Zl_n( > 5/3) . (42)
n(d)—0

The term in (41) is 0 using Proposition 4.1 and the coupling given by Skorohod’s representation
theorem. The term (42) is 0 by Lemma 7.5. The result then follows from Lemma 4.7. The extension
to a generic starting point 3, is straightforward, and we thus conclude the proof. O

Our goal is now to prove Lemma 4.7. For this purpose, we will first state and prove three lemmas

providing random walks estimates on the interval we define below. We will work with an atom

(xg, wy) of v** and (jén)/n, wén)) the sequence converging to (xy,wy) provided by Proposition 3.4.

Let us fix ¢’ > § > 0 and the following intervals:
o I = [jy(n) — on,je(n) + 1 + on;
o 17 := [jo(n) — &'n,je(n) + 1 4 &'n].

See Figure 1.

J(n)+ 140
Je(n), je(n) +4 ]
- i

Je(n) +1+én

g
L

Figure 1: Visualisation the interval around {js(n), j¢(n) + 1}. The two points are visualised as collapsed for
simplicity.

T
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For a subset A < Z, let us define X (A) =inf{s >0: XM e A} to be the first hitting time
of the set A for X(™ . For any ¢ > 0 and y € R, define

Q . Qoo ap,A —,x o QOO — g,
AF0(9) 1= 4Ny + 9) — S0Ny), and  A(0) 1= SO (yT) — SNy — ).

Note that by the definition of js(n) given below (26), I’ /n contains the interval [z, — &,z + 0]
almost-surely by construction (respectively the same works with ¢').

Lemma 4.8. The walk, started inside IS, hits {js(n), jo(n) + 1} before exiting Ifl', with high prob-
ability. More precisely, there exists a positive constant Cy > 0 such that

AL™G) AL (20)
AZ™(8/2) A8 )

lim sup sup ]3;*)‘/” <7-)~((n> ({je(n),je(n) + 1}) > X ((I;‘{)C)) <O (

n—w  xels

Proof. Let us assume that € [, (¢) + 1, j,(¢) + nd]. For all z € I’ we have by well known electrical
networks formulas (for instance, [LP17, Eqn. (9.13)]) that

_ RM™ (jo(n) +1,)
RN (jo(n) + 1, je(n) + |nd'] +2)

P (25 (), jetn) + 13) > 7% ((1)°))
As we work under the coupling of Section 3.2, we have that, almost surely,

RN (2, j 1 AL
hm sup sup )\/n ' (xﬁ jé(n) + ) - < Cl — Cio (/ ) .
N0 ze[jn(0)+1,n(0)+14n5] BV (Ge(n) + 1, 5e(n) + 1 + [nd'| + 1) A7 (07/2)

Following symmetric arguments for x € [j,(¢) — nd, jo(¢)] (taking into account the asymmetry of
the jumps of S®0}), we conclude the proof. O

The lemma below shows that a walk started inside I’ and reflected at the boundary of Igl
hits {je(n), je(n) + 1} quickly. We will denote E;JG?,T‘ the expectation associated with this reflected
random walk, started at z. !

Lemma 4.9. There exists a positive constant Cy > 0 such that
limsup sup B0 | ¥ (@, {je(n), je(n) + 1) |
n—00 LEGI?L $7|I’VL |
< Oy (A;Z’O‘O(d) + A;Z’O‘O(Q(S)) (AL’O“’C (0') + A;;O‘OO(Q(S/)) b,
Proof. As we consider the reflected random walk, the network it evolves on is finite, and thus we

can then apply the commute time identity ([LP17, Prop. 10.7] and [LP17, Cor. 2.21]) and get that,
for any = € {j,(¢) + 1, jn(¢) + nd}

Jn(£)+nd’

B o8 e (o). () + 1)) < BY (o) + 1) Y, (i + 1),
i=je(n)+1

As we work under the coupling of Section 3.2, we obtain that

Jn(£)+nd’

lim sup sup RM™ (z, je(n) + 1) Z C)\/n({i,i +1})
=00 ze{jn (€)+1,5n (¢)+nd} i=je(n)+1
< Codnoodn 0 AL (8) A0 (6).

Te

A symmetric argument for x € {j,,(¢) — on, j(¢)} completes the proof. O
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Lemma 4.10. A walk started inside {jo(n), je(n) + 1} exits IS slowly enough, because it spends a
lot of time around its starting point. More precisely, for all n > 0, we have that

~ ~ ~ ~ o’
lim inf i P (X — e+ 6]) = Pt (|20 - H =2
i xe{xén{r;glbrl/n} ’ (0. = [:w e ] e [0.n] 7 ¢ o 2

Here Xo 4 denotes the whole trajectory of the process X between time 0 and t.

Proof. The key step of the proof is recalling from Proposition 4.1 that P almost surely, on the
coupling of Section 3.2 we have that for 3, € {mén), xén) +1/n}

JBEJTZ/\/H <(n1)~(tbn> c ) ,
=0

converges, weakly as a probability measures on D([0,50),R), to the law of (Z})i= started from ;.
To establish this fact, one just needs to notice that x, is almost-surely a continuity point for the
resistance metric. Since Zt is almost-surely continuous, using Skorohod’s representation theorem,

we can couple the processes so that Pw A almost surely
sup HX Zt)‘H — 0, asn— o0
te[0,n(8 o0

Then, we can write that, for 3, € {xén),wén) + 1/n}

hTILIi)lOIngw An ()?E&Z]] € [.Tg — &, xp +5/]) >
hmlanw A/n <H)Z'[(&27] - H < (;/,

00 (07|,

2 <7

Using the coupling, we get that the first event in the last probability happens almost-surely for all
n large enough. So we get the following bound

n [ Sn ~. ~ &
hTILIi)lOIOlfP wA/ (X[(O,L] € [.Tg — &, 2+ 5’]) > Pxé’)‘ (HZ[O,H] — QSZHOO < 2) ,
as desired. O

Lemma 4.11. When the random walk is inside IS, then it spends almost all the time on the set
{je(n), je(n) + 1}. More precisely, there exists a positive constant Cy > 0 such

(A;ﬁw (8) + Ay (25'))

Qo (58()672)‘1{

lim sup sup _ max ]52”)‘/7;, ()Z's ¢ {je(n), je(n) + 1}) < Oy
n—m 520 Bue(jo(n) je(n)+1) Amlin]

Proof. Start by observing that
C)‘/n($)
A ({je(n), je(n) +1})

is an invariant measure for the walk and W(Bn) > 1. Hence, for either value of Bn, we have that,
forall s >0

Sw,\/n > . . 1 \/n
P / Xs ¢ {]ﬁ(n)ajl(n) + 1} < - ; C (:E) (43)
o ( ) N ({eln), je(n) + 1}) xdé,\{jg%jg(nm}

m(x) =
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The coupling of Section 3.2 implies that

T ({e(n) ge(n) + 1)) " 0 (e, (44)
n,00
and
. A/n +,Q00 ( §/ —,Q0 /
lim sup 2 M) < Cy (A5 (") + AL (20")) . (45)
T aeI\ (e de(m)+1)
One can conclude the proof by inserting (44) and (45) into (43). O

(n) , (n)

Proof of Lemma 4.7. Recall that (x,w) is an atom of v** and (x, ’,w, ) is the sequence con-

verging to (xg, wy), as provided by Proposition 3.4. Let us fix the notation A,, := {xf,n), a:yL) +1/n},

and let 7% := inf{s > 0: )~(§n) € A,}. Fix &' > § and observe that, using Markov’s property,
ﬁ)w,/\/n <)'Z—1(n) ¢ An“)zvfn xzn)’ < 5) < sup Pw A/ ( ¢ A )

zel?

< sup PO (7% > ) + sup P ()?,g") ¢ Ap, 7" < 77) .

S [
xelf zelf

Let 0; be the canonical time shift by time ¢. Then the last term in the sum can be bounded from
above by

2 sup maXP“’)‘/" (7’ <, X(*) = y,X(n) w00 % ¢ An)

xel? yeAn

= 2 sup max E;”’)‘/” []l{r*gn )?(;?:y} P;”)‘/n ()?7(72 ¢ An)

zeld YEAn

t—T*]

Hence, by applying standard computations, we get that for C' > 0

peA/n ()?f") e A,

)Z'ﬁ)n - xén)‘ < 5) >1- C( suII'; PeAM (7% > )
Te

—I—m%xP“)‘/"(HX(n —xgH >5>
y€e

+ max sup Pw‘?é/fT (X(”) ¢ {l’én),iﬂgn) + 1/71}) >7

YEAR >0

Sw,A\/n

18]

boundary of Ig. In order to conclude, let us fix & € (0,1) and € > 0. First, by Lemma 4.11,

together with the fact that v**(z;) > 0 and that the subordinator is right-continuous with left
limits, we have that we can choose ¢’ > 0 small enough so that

where we recall that P denotes the measure associated with the random walk reflected on the

lim sup maxsupP wA/n ()?s(") ¢ {xén),xgn) + 1/n}) <e.

/
n—ow YEAn s>0 Y 1

Second, by Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 7.6, we can choose n > 0 small enough such that

lim sup mawa Alm (H)?[(gzﬂ — a;gHoo > (5’) < 15;‘;)‘ (HE[OW] — ngOO > 5/> <e.

n—w YEAn 2
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Finally, using Lemma 4.8, and Lemma 4.9, we can choose § > 0 small enough, depending on 7 and
', such that N
lim sup sup PN (7 > ) < e

n—w  xels

Overall, we have shown that

lim inf P“M" (X(" e{:z;e T +1/n}‘X(n —:z;e |<5>>1—4Cs,

n—0o0

which is enough to conclude the proof, since € can be chosen arbitrarily small by taking the
appropriate ¢ and 7(9). O

5 Proof of the aging results

In Section 5.1 we prove Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 2.2. In Section 5.2, we prove the first part of
Proposition 2.3, which is the aging statement. For this purpose, we first prove the result restricted to
the box [—K, K|, in Proposition 5.2, and then extend it to the whole process. Using Proposition 4.3
and Proposition 4.6 is crucial is this section.

5.1 Aging under (RW)

Again, we work under the coupling of Section 3.2. Let PY™X be the annealed law of the random
walk reflected at the boundary of the box [—Kn, Kn] and PM* that of the corresponding diffusion
reflected at the boundary of [-K, K], with K € N. Recall the definition (15) of Gap)(t) and
Gap*(t). Under PV we assign a deterministic value C* € R, to Gap)\(t) (respectively Gap*(t))
if X,, = Kn (respectively Z3 = K).

Our main goal here is to prove Theorem 2.1 but, before that, we need to prove the convergence of

the relevant point processes. Under the coupling of Section 3.2, let us define vgn) = pwA/nK (X, an =
i/n) and, for an atom zy = 0 of v, vy := P* K (Z) = x4). Note that

P = Y el
i/nef0,K]

)= >, buur,

£:z0€[0,K]

where x4 are the locations of the atoms of the measure p(1) (Which is purely atomic, see Lemma 7.2
below), together with the convention zg = K. Set for simplicity »(™ ({i,i+1}) = d,, Or)‘/”({z i+1}).
Let us define

ﬁ(n)(dx) = Z 5r(”)({i,i+1})vz€m7
i/nef0,K]

PIE RS
f:a)gE[O,K]

m(dz) :

where we attach the special value 7™ ({Kn, Kn + 1}) = e My (zq) = C*,

Lemma 5.1. Under Assumption (RW), for almost every realisations of the environment, asn —
7" (dz) — 7(dz),

both vaguely and in the point process sense.

30



Proof. By Lemma 7.2 we get that every atom (e %1% (x,),vy) of @ corresponds to an atom
(¢, wy) of v (restricted to [0, K]) defined in (11), with an extra atom at K. By Proposition 4.3
we immediately have that Condition 1 is satisfied by the measures 7™ and 7. Note that this is
also true for the special atom at K. We just need to prove vague convergence. Let I5 := {i: i/n €

[0, K] and vl(") > §}, then for any continuous and non-negative function on [—K, K|, we have that
ff(x)w( Zv")f<(”zz+1> Zv(n ( zz+1))
i€l

As {¢ : vy > 0} is almost-surely finite, the observation above concerning Condition 1 yields

nh_r)rc}o Z v, ( M) (3,4 + 1)) Z vef (V2 (zp)e™)

i€ls l:vp>0

for Lebesgue almost-every § > 0. The right-hand side is monotone and bounded by || f|«, thus as
§ — 0 it converges to { f(2)T(dz). Analogously, we obtain that

lim sup Z v; (r(”)(i,i + 1)) < | fllo (1 — liTIlILiOI.}f Z vz.(n)>

N0 e iels

< £l (1 _ w> .
f:ve>5

Since p(1) is almost-surely a purely atomic measure, we conclude the proof by taking the limit as
6 — 0. O

Now, we are ready to prove the convergence of the gap processes.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We aim to prove that for every bounded f: Ry — R

lim EM" [f (Gapﬁ(l))] - E* [f (Gap/\(l))] , (46)

n—o0

Because it is easier to work with the reflected processes, let us start by observing that
BN £ (Gapn(D) L oo o] = BV (Gaph (D) Lriunrcaman |
A {f (Gap*(1)) 1.z M,ZQ>1}} — EMK [f (Gap (1)) ]1{722M§A>1}] .
The above yields that
B |7 (Gaph() | = BV | £ (Gapd(1) || < 11 Y™ (X A 7 < an) s (47)
B[ £ (Gap* (1)) | = BN [ £ (Gap* (1) || < 1o P (72 A 7 < 1). (48)

Using Lemma A.1, we can bound the limsup of the probability on the right-hand side of (47) as
follows:

limsup PV™K (rf§n AT < an) < PAE (T[%_l ATE i < 2). (49)
n

By [CFJ20, Lemma 5.3], we have that the right-hand side of (48) and (49) converge to 0 as K goes
to infinity. Hence, in order to prove (46), we only need to prove that the PV K. law of Gap)(1)
converges towards the PMX-law of Gap™(1).
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One can observe that
pAnK (Gapf;(l) < u) =E [P“”)‘/”’K <r(") (Xap, Xa, +1) < u)]

=1—-E [Pw)‘/n’K (r(”) (Xap, Xa, +1) > u)]

=1—-E Z Uz(n)

(M) ({i,i+1})>u
Under the coupling, using Lemma 5.1 and the fact that {¢ : v*°(z;) > u} is almost surely finite, we
obtain that .
3 n
N I
r(n) (i7i+1)>u 0 ($4)67>‘ZZ u

as long as u # v (x,)e~**¢, V¢, which is true for Lebesgue almost-every u. We conclude the proof
by applying the dominated convergence theorem. O

Finally, we check our main aging result under assumption (RW).

Proof of Proposition 2.2. We prove that the aging statement holds in the box [- K, K], i.e. we show
that
lim PY™K (X, = Xa, pan) = 0(h) = PN (21 = Zp ) - (50)

n—aoo
The extension to the whole space follows from Lemma A.1 and [CFJ20, Lemma 5.3] by repeating
the steps of the proof of Theorem 2.1; we omit the details.
We work under the coupling of Section 3.2. From the Ji-convergence of X (n) .= (nletan)@O
to Z* of Proposition 4.1 (and the continuity of the limiting process), we have

w,\/n, K n v (n Wy, 7
BN 1 (X07) g (X7)| = ESM 11 (20) 9 (20)] (51)
for all continuous functions f and g on [—K, K]. Taking g = gs, as defined by setting
gs(w) == (1 =26 o — 24])4,
where z; is the location of a discontinuity of S0, the right-hand side of (51) converges as § — 0 to
w,\, K
EO [f (Zl) ]1{21=Z‘g}:| N

As for the left-hand side of (51), recall the definition of jy(n) given below (26), as soon as n is large
enough, we have that |z, — jg(n)/n| < 1/n < §/2, and therefore we obtain

[ () (5] 5 () ]
< [l (267 e = eln) /] + Py (Ko, € [Gen) = dn, Geln) + dn]\{je(m)}) )

which, by Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5, converges to 0 as n — o0 and then § — 0. In particular, it follows
that

B () U ] = B [ 20 Lz |

Combining this with Proposition 4.3 and the strict positivity of the limiting probabilities in (31)
(as is confirmed by Lemma 7.3), this yields that

By g (X07) | X = G| = BN (1 (20)] 20 = ).
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Since the continuous function f was arbitrary, this implies that if we define p,, j, () to be the law
of X{n) conditioned on )?1(") = j¢(n)/n, and p, to be the law of Z7 conditioned on Z7' = x4, then

:u’n,jg(n) - MZ‘W

weakly as probability measures on R.

Now, from the conclusion of the previous paragraph, we obtain from Skorohod’s representation
theorem the existence of random variables A,, A built on the same probability space so that:
Ap ~ pin g,y A~ pay, and A, — A, almost-surely. Noting from the proof of [CFJ20, Lemma 5.4]
that A is almost-surely not at a discontinuity of S*, Proposition 4.3 implies that we further have
that

PN (0, = uln) /) — PN (Zno = ).

almost-surely. Taking expectations of the above limit (and again applying Proposition 4.3)), we
conclude that

A K ( X = jo(n)/n = X{{f}ﬂ) — PYMA 2y =2 = Zp ) -

Finally, recall that v, = P* 5 (Z; = 1), since {¢ : v, > §} is a finite set for each § > 0, we
deduce from the above conclusion that

> R (R =g/ = X(0)) = 3 BN (2= e = Zu)

l:vp>4d l:vp>0d

Clearly, by Lemma 7.2, the right-hand side here satisfies

2 Pe (20 = 2o = Zp ) — B (20 = Zpow) s

l: v4>5

as § — 0. Moreover, as for the left-hand side, we have

(LA

PR (0 2 R0 ) 5 e (20 X(")>‘

l: ’Ug>5

< Z Pg),)\/n,K (X{n) _ Z/ﬂ)
i¢{je(n): ve>0}

= 1= ) BRI = G/

l: Ug>§

—>1—ZW

l:vp>0d

as n — o0, where we have applied Proposition 4.3 to deduce the limit. Moreover, again appealing
to Lemma 7.2, we see that the final expression converges to 0 as § — 0. This is enough to
complete the proof of the result under the quenched measure when the coupling of environments is
in place. Taking expectations with respect to the environment law yields the annealed result (50),
as desired. O
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5.2 Aging under (RWT)

We still work under the coupling of Section 3.2. Let PV ’ZK be the annealed law of the random
walk reflected at the boundary of the box [—Kn, Kn] and PM* that of the corresponding diffusion
reflected at the boundary of [—K, K|, with K € N.

Proposition 5.2. Under the assumption (RWT), with ag, as € (0,1), we have that, for all h > 1,

lim PV™K (|Xb — th | ) = gK(h) = PAE <§1 = Zh> .

n—0o0

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Let us start by recalling some notation: ﬁ(”)(l) denotes the quenched
marginal law of )Z'YL) and p(1) is the quenched marginal law of Z{\ As p(1) is purely atomic,
we can safely define the countable collection Ag of atoms (x4, v) such that z; € [-K, K], vy :=

PeME(Z) = z;) and
)= D> dxvr (52)

(‘TZ’UZ)GAK
We also define vz( o pe K (X, =i/n), so that
ﬁ<"><1> = > . (53)
ine[— K, K]

In the rest of the proof, we will drop the K for notational simplicity, but we are still working on
the environments and processes restricted to the finite boxes [—Kn, Kn] and [—K, K]. Recall the
definition (17) of the event 7,,. Let us also define

(’J) pwA/n <)Z*1(:b-)h _ ]/n|)?£n) — Z/TL) ’

) A (7 _ 5
Ug 5 = Pw <Zl+h = l‘j|Zl = .’El) .

By Proposition 4.6, for every atom (xy,v,) € Ag of p(1) there exists a function jy(n) such that
v = P (20 = ) = tim porle <;z-§n> e {M n) ) |, })
n—0o0 n n
Moreover, by Proposition 4.6, (x¢,v¢) is an atom of v**, hence it is not an atom of ¥ by inde-

pendence. Thus, for all £ and all k, we have that, almost surely,

(ujz(n)yjk(n)+uj£(”)vjk(”)+1> bk

(n) (n) n— 00
(ujz(n)JFly]'k(n)+uje(n)+1vjk(")+l> ek

Now, we aim to show that

B[S0 (s ot )| 5B

> Ww,z] ; (54)
¢

(n) (n)

which would imply the result. Let us denote ﬂgn) = ( () 4 Uy g T UL 1) Using the observations

above it is straightforward to notice that
T (n) —(n) (n)  —(n)
Zel vesee = ,}EEOE (sz(n)uje(n) * sz(n)+1ujz(n)+1>

< hmlanv ( () + uz(f)ﬂ + ’ETZL) 1)

n—00 7,1

(55)
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Recalling the notation from the statement of Lemma 3.5, let us define the following sets
Ap(0) = {j e Ty* : 3]i — j| <1 such that (v](-n) + vz(n)) > 6, ﬂgn) > 6},
N I ()
B (6) = {j: " <4}, (56)
AY(6) = {j e To® : i —j| <1 with (0" +0{") > 5}.

Notice that A, (d) U B,(d) u (AY(d))° contains all the indices. On the event 7,, thanks to Propo-
sition 4.6 and the fact that the number of terms in A, (d) is finite almost-surely, we get that, for
Lebesgue almost-every 6,

lim sup Z U ﬂ(n)< Z Ve, (57)
O e A (6) (z,00)EA(S)

where A(J) is the set of atoms (x4, vs) € Ax such that v, > §. Moreover

lim sup Z v ﬂ() < 6 limsup Z v; <0

O e B, (6) "% ieBL(5)

Finally, let us denote by C’n(é) the complement of A};(&), then

lim sup Z , < limsup Z 1—limi£f Z vgn). (58)

O eChn () O e (6) €AY ()
But, we also have that

lim inf Z o™ > Z Vi,

i€ A% (5) ;>0

and this last sum converges to 1 as § — 0 since p is purely atomic. By putting together (57)-(58)

we get
hmsuva u; < Z Vil + 0 + (1 - Z vl-) . (59)

n—w LeA(5) i0;>0

The bound from above follows by taking the limit as § — 0. Using (55) and (59), one can prove
(54) by applying the dominated convergence theorem. This concludes the proof. O

We now have all the tools and are able to prove the aging part of Theorem 2.3.
Proof of Theorem 2.3, Part I. It is immediate to notice that, for n large,
pr/mK <|)?bn — )N(hbn| < 1, T})((n A Ti(Kn > Zhbn> =PVn (P?bn — )?hbn| < 1, Tﬁn A Ti(Kn > Zhbn> ,
and analogously
B (21 = B, ofp nt > 20) = B (2= o off > 20).
So, by Proposition 5.2, we have, for every K € N and every h > 1

lim sup pMn (|an — thn| < 1)

n—oo

<P (21 Zh> + P (TK/\TZK 2h) +11msup IP’)‘/”( Tisn A T en < 2hb n) -
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By (76) in Lemma A.1 we have that

limsup PM" (Tl)((n AT < 2hby,) < P (T]%_l AT <20+ 1).
n

Thus we have that

lim sup P <‘an — X’hbn\ < 1) <P (Zl = Zh> + 2P (T]%_l A T_ZK_H < 2h + 1) .

n—0o0

By reasoning in the same way, one can obtain

lim inf ]TDA/n (‘)?bn - )N(hbn| < 1) = ﬁ))\ <Zl = Zh) - QIF))‘ (T[Z{_l N T_ZK+1 < 2h + 1) .

n—o0

The conclusion follows by taking K to infinity and applying Lemma 7.8. O

6 Proof of the sub-aging result under the assumption (RWT)

At the end of this section, we prove the second part of Theorem 2.3. We will need several tools
before being able to prove the main result. The crucial step is the following proposition; its proof
is the core of this section. We still work under the coupling of Section 3.2. Recall that PVnK g
the annealed law of the random walk reflected at the boundary of the box [—Kn, Kn] and PME
that of the corresponding diffusion reflected at the boundary of [—K, K], with K € N.

Proposition 6.1. Under the assumption (RWT), with cg, as € (0,1), we have that, for all h > 0,

~ ~ ~ _ ~ AO442
lim ]P)\/n’K (‘anJrSldn,oc — an+32dn7w’ <1, Vsy,s0€ [O,h]) = H(h) = EME [e_h 2;1 j| ,

n—0o0

d ~ . . .
where A°, A1, A% are such that Al @ o (Z{\) and A°, A% are distributed as independent conduc-
tances under P, independent of Z*. In this statement v™® is restricted to [-K,K] and Zf‘ 18
reflected at the boundary.

We postpone the proof of the result as we will first need to establish several preliminary results.
Let us assume the construction of Section 3.2. Recall the notation defined in (52) and (53), and
note that each xy is both an atom of p(1) with weight vy and an atom of v** with weight v (xy).
Also, recall that there exists jg(n) such that js(n)/n converges to x, and for which the masses of
the relevant discrete measures converge (see the proof of the following result for details). To ease
the notation, we will drop the superscript K in the proofs but we will still work with the restricted
processes.

Set for simplicity ¢ (i) = d,¢(i). Under Assumption (RWT), let us define the following two
measures

7" (dx) = Z 50(”)(1‘)1)1(”)7
i/ne[—K,K]|

W(dx) = Z 51,aoo (”)’Ug.
(xfzvf)eAK

Lemma 6.2. Under Assumption (RWT), for almost every realisations of the environment, as
n — o
7" (dz) 5 n(dz).
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Moreover, for any atom (v**(xy),v¢) € ™ there exists an index jo(n) such that, almost-surely, as
n —

™ (jo(n)) — v (),
™ (jo(n) + 1) = v (xy),

— Uy.

Proof. Let us start by proving the second part of the lemma. By Proposition 4.6, we have that for
each atom (zy,vy), there exists a function jy(n) such that

dy ioc ({e(n), je(n) +1}) — v (),

(n) (n)

Visn) T Vje(my+1 > 0L

+1

On the event T, of Lemma 3.5 we have that, almost-surely,

d b (¢ ({Ge(n) + 1, je(n) + 2}) + ¢ ({je(n) — 1, je(n)})) — 0,

which implies the second part of the lemma. Let us now prove vague convergence. Recall the
definition (56) of the set AY(d). For f a continuous and non-negative function on [—K, K, we have
that

ff 7™ (da) Z vfn)f (c(”) (Z)) + Z vgn)f (c(") (z)) .
€A} (5) i¢ A (0)

As {{: vy > 0} is almost-surely finite, the observation above yields

lm Y of () = Y vef (07 ()

€AY (6) Lug>4

for Lebesgue almost-every d. The right hand side is monotone and bounded by | f |, thus as é — 0
it converges to { f(z)m(dz). Analogously, we obtain that

lim sup Z (n ! (c )) < [ flleo 1 —liminf Z

O gAY (6) i€ A (5)

< HfHoo (1_ Z UE) .
Livg>d

We conclude by taking the limit as 6 — 0 since p(1) is almost surely a purely atomic measure. [

Proposition 6.3. Recall the definition (39), then, for all points of continuity u of the right-hand
side,

by B s (R0) <] < B (o () )]
Proof. Note that

E []3“”)‘/" (c(") ()Z'bn> < u)] —1-E [15“”)‘/" (c(") <),an> > u)]

—-1-E Z v(n)

i
(™ (i) >u
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However on our coupling, by Lemma 6.2 and using that {¢ : v**(x;) > u} is almost-surely finite,
we obtain that -
. n
P A
(™) (§)>u Vo0 (zg)>u

as long as u # v**(xy), V¢, which is true for Lebesgue almost-every u. Note that this is true
otherwise the vague convergence of Lemma 6.2 would be violated. We conclude the proof by
applying the dominated convergence theorem. ]

Let us introduce the following set:

Ny ={i:i/ne|[-K,K], i¢ T3*, 3j € T, such that |i — j| = 1}.

n

By construction, the conductances {c({i,7 + 1})};,cyox are i.i.d. and distributed as ¢({0,1}) condi-
tional on ¢({0,1}) < d,lly_og. Let us also define a family of i.i.d. random variables {Egn)}iez; distributed
like ¢({0,1}) conditional on ¢({0,1}) < d}%_og. The next lemma guarantees that re-sampling the

conductances in N>* does not affect the almost-sure convergence of Proposition 3.4.

Lemma 6.4. The following limits hold almost-surely

1 .. n—o0 1 1 n—00
c({i,i+1}) =0,  — —"370 (60)
A0 iGNZgOC dn.0 e;m c({i,i+1})
and ) )
A(n) now —
el VIR S I wR D VI« Bl L

ie[—2K[n3/4],2K [n3/4]] ie[—2K[n3/4], 2K [n3/4]] Ci

Proof. Firstly, let us focus on the terms in (60). On the event 7, defined at (17), we get that
almost-surely

Soefii+1)< D e(fii+1}) and Y %g S - 1

iENS® g TS iENS® ({Z7Z + 1}) ¢T0 ({Za 1+ 1})

for all n large enough. This observation makes the proof symmetric for the conductances and the
resistances. Let us just present the first one. One may also note that for all § > 0 and all n large
enough the indices i ¢ T are contained in Ién)’aw\lén)’am (restricted to [—K, K]), as defined in
(22). Using equations (23), (24) and (25) we get that for all ¢ > 0 and all n large enough

1
dn

D1 oel{ii+1}) <e,

7CD Z~¢T;iioo

which concludes the proof of (60).

Let us now prove (61). First, we dominate the sums that appear in the statements with the
sum of conductances (respectively resistances) that are not conditioned. This is needed because
we aim to use the monotonicity trick already used in the proof of Lemma 3.5. The conditioning
creates a problem in this case because as n increases the conductances have more room to be large.

EE"), we can find a coupling with a ¢; which is distributed as a standard conductance and

the coupling is such that ¢; > ’c\l(-n). In particular, we can suppose, for all n and 1,

For every

& =B + (1 - B = &,
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where &™ is distributed as ¢({0,1}) conditional on ¢({0,1}) > d}Ljog , and B™ is a Bernoulli random

1 7
variable (independent of El(.n) and El(n)) with parameter P(c({0,1}) < d};og). Thus, in order to prove

(61), it will suffice to show that

1 4K [n3/4
ligldmOO J; ¢;j =0, P-as.

For the sum of the inverses appearing in the statement, we can follow the same procedure, defining a
~ 3/4 N~ e e .- . e .
family {m}?fl[n ], where 77 is distributed as ({0, 1}) conditional on ({0, 1}) > 1; this conditioning

is necessary because 1 /’c\gn) is conditioned on E(ln) < d,llfog . Let us define the events

4K [n3/4 R 4K [n3/4 R
A ~ 1-6/2 A ~ 1-5/2
Cy» = Z ¢ < dn,oo/ and C)° = Z r<d, 0/
j=1 j=1

We want to apply the Fuk-Nagaev inequality [Berl9, Theorem 5.1], which gives the following
property of random variables with regularly varying tails. Let .#(m) := >, X; and .#(m) =
MaXe(1 ... ;) Xi, then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for all y < z,

P (S (m) > z, M(m) <y)< (cmiL(y)y—V)x/ ! (62)

Let us use (62) with z = d};og/ *y = d};ﬁ and m = 4Kn%*, and recall that a slowly varying

function is eventually smaller than any polynomial. This implies that there exists v > 0 such that,
for n large enough,

P ((6’5‘0")6> <n ¥ and P ((6’30)6> <n".

We can define the event

AK[(20%4 ]
p ~ 1-6/2
Cor= N E<d
J=1

and applying again (62) implies that P(é;?‘oo) > 1—/¢7Y. We can now apply the monotonicity trick
already used in the proof of Lemma 3.5 by noticing that (C%=)¢ < (CAZ)“’O)C forallm =¢,...,2¢, and
get that 6’300 happens almost-surely for all n large enough. The proof for the event 6’,‘;‘0 follows
the same lines. We wish to highlight the fact that the application of the Fuk-Nagaev inequality
is not affected by the conditioning of the 7; because it simply multiplies the tail probability by a
constant. O

For simplicity, let us set the notation ¢; = c({é,7 + 1}) in what follows. Let us denote by & the
environment induced by substituting the variables {c;};cyox with the conductances {¢;}icz (and P
its law). Note that the distribution of & is the same as the one of w. Using Lemma 6.4, we could
replicate the procedure of Section 3.2 and get that Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.6 would still
hold. Crucially, we also obtain that, for any atom (zg, vy) € supp p(1), that, almost surely

P (2 =) = Tim P2 (R, € (G(n), jeln) + 1)

.. N (63)
= lim D%V (an e Ue(n), je(n) + 1}) .

n—0o0
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Recall AY(§) = {¢ : vy > 0}, let AY(9) be its discrete counterpart in the environment w (see (58))
and A?(0) the one in the environment @. N
Let us define the random variable 7' := inf{t > 0 : |[range(X;)| > 2}. Recall 6; is the canonical

time shift by ¢, then

T™ = L

Toby,.

M,00
Let us fix some further notation, let Lx(-) be the Laplace transform of the random variable X. In
particular, we recall that, for & > 0,

A

‘Cexp()\) (g) = ma

where exp(\) here denotes an exponential random variable with parameter A. Furthermore, let
df’() be the measure associated with the distribution function 15(00 < t). Finally, let dF be the
measure associated with the distribution function PX (12 (Z) < t). The following proposition aims
to show that the distribution of the random variable T converges to an exponential distribution
of parameter with the correct parameter (in the sense of Proposition 6.1).

Proposition 6.5. For every £ > 0,

INEA/n,K [e—ﬁT(n)] no® IE/\’K {Cexp(AOJrAZ) (5)} ’
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where Ay, A1 and As are defined as in Proposition 6.1. More explicitly, we have

~\ S R S t1 + to t1+ty ~ ~ ~
E’K[ﬁ AmAz(Q}— [ f f J‘e—@eﬂ 20 dsdP(t1)dP (t2)dF (u).
exP( ) o Jo Jo Jo 2u

2471

Before proving this result we need to show that the random variable T is well-approximated
by an exponential random variable whose parameter depends on the discrete environment.

Lemma 6.6. For every & > 0, for all § > 0, for almost all realisations of w we have that

Bl

LeAv(6)

) FaAn | | | an)  peNn | —Egs . s
Uje(n)Eje(n) [e " ] * vje(n)+1Eje(n)+1 [e " ] B WﬁeXp<W> © “W

2090 (wy)

converges to 0 as n — 0.

Proof. Note that, for all n large enough, je(n) € T.¢°, which implies {j;(n) — 1, js(n) + 1} € N5,
Then ¢; < d,llfog for i = {je(n) — 1,j¢(n) + 1}. Furthermore, we have that ¢;,(,)—1,Cj,(n)4+1 are
independent of w. We already know that

() F Ojy(my1 = 00 and  dy L8y = dp ioCjony — v (20). (64)

vj ,00Cg (n) jo(n)

Je

For simplicity of notation, let us set jy(n) = 0, the general case being an easy adaptation. Let
us define T == inf{t > 0 : X, ¢ {0,1}} and p*(0) = 136‘)’)‘/"(7:1 < 71). Observe that, under the
quenched law,

~n~am | et ~nam | e T ~anm [ et
B [6 Ed"’w] — pi(z) < B2V {e gd"m} < B2V [e ﬁd"m] + Py ()

T
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Start by noting that

pE0)<n ™ >0 asn— .
It remains to control the Laplace transform of 7. Define

—1
pl:/\)\/n )\/n’pZ:N\/n1 A/n andpnzl_(l_pl)(l_pQ)'
cqy +¢ ¢t

/

Under the measure 135” A " we have that

Yy y*
Z (e2i-1 +e2) <TH < (Z (e2i—1 + e2i) + 60) )

i=1 i=1

where < denotes stochastic domination, {e;};>¢ is a family of i.i.d. exponential random variables of
mean 1 (independent of everything else), Y7 and Y5 are geometric random variables of parameters pq
and po respectively, and Y* = min{Y7, Y2} ~ Geom(p,,). All these geometric random variables take
values in {0,1,2,...}. We can discard ej in the sum as d,;goeo — 0 in probability. A straightforward
computation yields that

A/n ~A/n ~A/n ~A/n-A/n
Co/ (C—/l +01/ ) C—/l Cl/

Pn = A/n | ~A/n An . ~AA/n A/n Ay, An o AA/ny
(" + M@ +a"™) (@ "+ ")

Furthermore, by using the exact form of the Laplace transform of a geometric sum of i.i.d. random

variables we get that

VI S R L
EMm [e dw] + oM (1).

Pndn,oo + 26 + E2d;, 5

We now focus on showing that

2
A+dn
pndn,oo ( + ’OO>

dn,w

Prlnoo + 20 + N2y, L, e

< c_1+é ) (5) e 0. (65)

Let us make the following observations, using the facts which were stated in (64) and immediately
above that:

c_1+c
v (1)

£+ dno)”
2. - —1
< dpoo

3. |pndnwo + 26 + E2d, L, —

1. |pndn.o — = (6_1 4 241) 0™ (1),

= O(n) (n_l)’

By plugging these estimates in to the left-hand side of (65) we get that it is bounded from above
by

(S +2¢) o (1)

-~ ~ 2
(et +2¢) (1= o)

)
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and this quantity goes to 0 as n — oo for all £ > 0. Observe that, thus far we showed that

lim sup ES’A/R _e_gd"T’w - L eg+e y (§)] = 0.
n eXp(Quaw(zé))

By mirroring this argument we also get that

~~ [, T
lim sup E‘f’/\/n L é_1+8 )(5) = 0.

n exp(2uaw(w£)

This, together with v,y + Uj,(n)+1 — v¢, is enough to conclude that each term in the sum over
AY(9) goes to 0 almost surely. However, since we also know that AY(9) is almost-surely finite, this
observation and an application of the dominated convergence theorem finishes the proof. O

Lemma 6.7. For all 6 > 0, conditional on w, if we define A¥(d) = {€ : vy > 0}, the collection

({Cem-15Cjotm+1}) geav(s)

converges in distribution to an i.i.d. collection of random wvariables distributed as {co,c1}, where
co,c1 are distributed as two independent conductances under P.

Proof. For almost all realisations of w, we have that, for n large enough, {j;(n)—1,js(n)+1} € N3*
for all £ € A¥(0), and moreover the relevant pairs are disjoint. Hence, independently, each of the
pairs {Cj,(n)—1, Cj,(n)+1) are independent, with distribution of the conductance c({0, 1}) conditioned

on being no greater than d};og. Since the event in the latter conditioning has probability converging
to one, the result readily follows. O
Proof of Proposition 6.5. Let us recall the definition of the following set, which is measurable with
respect to w,

i

A% (8) = {j e Tg* : 3 fi— j| = 1 such that (v") + v§">) > o},

and define analogously A? () in the environment &. Using (63), we have that there exists a ng
such that for all n > ng the indices appearing in A%(8) and A?(J) are the same for all n > ng, and
in particular, they are the jy(n), js(n) + 1 corresponding to the atoms of AY(d) = {¢: vy > §}. By
the Markov property, we can write

~ n - ~0 _e T
i e S o B Y [e édw]
i/ne[—K,K]

Let us split the sum as follows:

Bl Y amEe [6—5%7:00} FR|OY amEEA [e—é dnT,ao] . (66)
i/neAD (8) i/n¢ A% (6)

The contribution of the second term can be estimated as

~ ~5 e T ~ -
limsup E Z @(n)E;u,A/n [e e } < limsup E Z z’?i(n) <|1-E Z vy
e i/n¢ AL(5) e i/n¢ AL (5) e A" ()

42



Let us define

Ri(0)=1-E| > |,
LeAv(5)
and note that R1(d) converges to 0 as 0 goes to 0, using the dominated convergence theorem and
the fact that the marginals of Z* are almost-surely purely atomic. For the first part of (66), we
can rewrite it as

~ ~ _ T ~ A~ ~7 _e T
B Z @(")E’;%)\/n {e Edn,oo] —EI|E Z @(”)E;M/n [e Edn,oo:| ‘w
i/ne A (5) | [imeano)
~ ~ ~A _e T
=E|[E| Y amEs [e fdn,oo} ‘ w
| _i/neAg(c;)

The last term, by the observation at the beginning of the proof, can be re-written as the expectation
of the sum appearing in Lemma 6.6. Then, applying said lemma, we can write it as

~ |~ ~7 e T
limsupE [ E Z {}E”)E;"’A/” [e gdn,ao:| ‘ w
nee i/ne AT (5)

o ~ S lam) FoMzn |~ ~(n) ~O A/ g
R AZ@E{%(MEM@ [e B }—i_vje(n)-&-lEje(n)-i-l [6 B Mw]
(= v

< lim sup E Z Wﬁ
o | teAv(6)

L e +é. ‘W
exp( Je(n)—1 Jg(n)+1)

2090 (wy)

Using Lemma 6.7 and the boundedness of the function inside the expectation, we obtain

lim sup E Z vgﬁ
o teAv(5)

- E Z wi‘j |:£exp(2A0+A1 >‘w}

L e e, ‘w
%) —1%p(m)+1 L
exp( ) leAv (5) VD (zy)

2090 (xy)

Plugging back in the sum the terms ¢ ¢ A”(J) we get, by the dominated convergence theorem,

lim sup EM” [eiﬁT(n)] <EA |:£exp<AO+A2) (f)] + 2R (9).

n—o0 oAl

By reasoning analogously one gets

lim inf EV/™ [6_5T(")] > B [Eexp(AoMz) (5)] — 2Ry (0).

n—w 24T
Which is enough to conclude the proof, since ¢ is arbitrary and lims_,q R1(6) = 0. O
Proof of Proposition 6.1. Note that we can write
]:FAA%K (|)~(bn+51dn,oo - )’Zb7l+52dn,00| < ]" v51, S2 € [0’ h]) = ]:FA/an (T(n) = h) .

Using Proposition 6.5 and Lévy’s continuity Theorem (see [Kal02, Theorem 5.3]), we get that

lim BV (00 > ) = BK [ehAsz2] ,

n—ao0

also due to the shape of the upper tail of the distribution of an exponential random variables. [J
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Proof of Theorem 2.3, Part II. The proof is very similar to the one of Part I above. We can once
again notice that

A v v X X
B/ <|an+81dw = R vondn | <1, ¥s1,50€ [0,h], 75 A 750 > 2bn)

DA/ N, K v v X X
= IP) /n (‘Xbrfl’sldn,oo — an+82dn700} < 1, VS1, S9o € [0, h], TKTL AN TfKn > 2bn) 5

and analogously

~y [ —pal+a? SAK _pAY+a?
E [6 2l ]l{T}ZNZK>2}] =E [6 2 Lz oz soy |-
So, by Proposition 6.1, we have that, for all K € N and h > 0,

lim sup ]IND)\/TL <‘an+81dn,oc - )?anrszdn,oo’ <1, Vsy,82€ [07 h])

n—00

~ _ 3 A0 A2 ~ ) ~
< E* {e hoat ] +PA (T[% ATE < 2) + limsup P (T;((n ATSn < 2by,) .
n

By applying (76), we get that

lim sup ]P)A/n (’an+51dn,® - an+$2dn,00‘ <1, Vsi,80€ [07 h])
n—00
0

2
~A _pA AT ~\ VA A
< E |:€ 24l + QP (TK—]. AN T—K-‘rl < 2) .
Reasoning in the same way, one can also get

hm lnf I’ﬁ))\/n (|)~(bn+81dn,00 - )N(bn+82dn,co| < ]" VS]_, 82 € [0’ h])

n—ao0

S| —nadea? S\ (2 z
=>E"|e " 24 — 2P (TK_lAT_K+1<2).

Applying Lemma 7.8 finishes the proof. O

7 Some results on the limiting processes

In this section, we collect together a number of useful results for the limiting processes Z* and Z.
We start by showing that, at a fixed time, Z* is P*-a.s. not located at its maximum.

Lemma 7.1. Recall that Z} was defined in (8). For this process, it holds that
P (Z,<Z) =1, Vt>0.

Proof. In the proof, we drop the A superscript of P*, Z* (and other objects) for simplicity. Let B
and S := S° be as in Section 2.1, and introduce the o-finite measure v(dz) = e***dx on R. Set

Q =Pp x PS XV,
where we write Pp for the law of B and Pg for the law of S. Then, if (B,S,X) is “chosen”

according to Q, we write BX = B+ S(X), i.e. conditional on (S, X), BX is the standard Brownian
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motion started from S(X). We also define H* from B~ analogously to the definition of H* at (7),
and set

7%= 57 (Bjix) .

Similarly to the proof of [CFJ20, Lemma 5.4], we observe that, for Pg-a.e. realisation of S, under
Q(-| 9), the process YX = B;{(X is the Markov process naturally associated with the resistance
metric measure space '

(SRN(Suo} o)

where Sy, = limy .o S(t), d is the Euclidean metric and p = p*, as defined at (6), started from
S(X). In particular, we highlight that, by [Kig12, Theorem 10.4], YX admits a jointly continuous,
symmetric transition density (pY (, Y)), YES®\ (S}, 50 with respect to u (that does not depend on
X). Again following the proof of [CFJ20, Lemma 5.4], one can use these facts and that

S:R\D — S(R) (U{S }U{Soo}>

seD

where D is the set of discontinuities of .S, is a homeomorphism to check that: for Pg-a.e. realisation
of S and X ¢ D, it holds that Z¥ is Q(- | S, X)-a.s. continuous and, under Q(- | S, X), is Markov
with symmetric transition density

(pZ (U, U))uwe& t>0 = (pY(S(u)’ S(U))]}‘uvwéD)u,veR, t>0

with respect to v. As an easy consequence of the latter property, we note it Pg-a.s. holds that,
for any continuous, bounded functions of compact support fy, f1,-..., fr and times 0 = t5 < t; <
.t =T € (0,00),

o115 @

k
S) = JV®UC+1) (dzodzy . .. dxy) fo(zo) Hptzi_ti_l (i1, 25) fi(zs)
=1
k

= fV®(kH)(d$0dfC1--.dfﬂk)fk(zk) p(ZT_tz._l)_(T_ti)(xivxi—l)fi—l(xi—l)

: Qj fi(Z7-,) S) | i=1

Together with the continuity of Z¥, this implies that, Pg-a.s., under Q(-|S),

(Z%),_o £ (Z5.)), - (67)

Next, we claim that
Q (Z@X - ZXT) -0, ¥I>0. (68)

To prove this, we start by fixing a typical realisation of S and X, and a sequence ¢; | X in D. Let
us denote, to ease the notation, Sj, := S(d;). For the elements in the sequence ¢;, we will check
that Q(-|S, X)-a.s., the hitting time

(55 = inf {t >0: Bt = S((Sl)}
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is equal to Hg for some (random) time ¢; > 0. Indeed, since the local time of Brownian motion is
strictly positive on an open interval of its starting point for any positive time and also p([Ss,, Ss, +
e]) > 0 for any € > 0, it Q(-|S, X)-a.s. holds that

X
fLTBX (Séi)ﬂ(l’)ﬂ(dx) - JL B (55, )(a:)u(dx) > 0, vVt > 0,

where LX is the local time of BX. In particular 758" (Ss,) is a point of strict increase for the
continuous additive functional ¢ +— § L;* (z)u(dx), and it must therefore fall into the image of H*.
Applying the same argument at ¢t = 0, one can verify that ¢ = 0 also falls into the image of HX.
Hence we find that Hg( = 0 and TBX(S(;i) = H,;)f for some t; > 0, as required. Consequently, it
Q(-|S, X)-a.s. holds that

zX =51 <B§§> =5t (ngx(s&)> =S71(S5,) =4,

which in turn implies that -

ZX > 7K.
Furthermore, note that H;, = B (Ss,) L 0. Since HX is strictly increasing (by the continuity of
t — { L;¥(z)u(dz)), it follows that ¢; | 0. In conjunction with the previous displayed equation, this

leads to the conclusion that, Q(-|S, X)-a.s.,
ZX, > ZX, vt >0,

and the result at (68) follows. e
Combining (67) and (68), we conclude that Q(Z;X = ZX;) = 0 for any ¢t > 0. Thus, denoting
by P the measure Pp x Pg, defining Z as in (8), and writing 6, for the usual shift on R,

0 = Ju(dw) JPS(ds)Q (ZtX - ZTt\s — X = 3:)
= fy(dx)ng(ds)IP’( =Zi|S =500, —s5)
- [vtdop (2 - 7).,

where the second inequality is a simple consequence of the construction of Z¥X, and the third is a
result of the stationarity of the distribution of the increments of S under spatial shifts. Hence we
obtain that P(Z; = Z;) = 0, which completes the proof. O

We next show that the maximum of Z* is located at a discontinuity of S*. Note we also drop
lambda superscripts in the proof of the following result.

Lemma 7.2. Recall that Z} was defined in (8) and let us define the set D := {v e R: S%(v) #
S (v™)}. For each fized t > 0, it holds that

P (Z, e D) = ( By, € | 157w > - < e U {(SO‘O’ Saw(v)) }) ~1.

veD veD
(69)
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Proof. We drop the A superscript of P*, Z* H* §%* for simplicity. Let B and S := S be as in
Section 2.1. We first claim that if Y := By, then it P-a.s. holds that

Y =sup{Bs: s < Hi} nS(R), Vit > 0. (70)
Since p has support m, it follows from its construction that the process Y takes values in m,
P-a.s. Thus it is straightforward to check that Y is bounded above by the right-hand side of (70).
Conversely, for every u € D, by applying the same argument as used in the proof of Lemma 7.1,
it can be checked that, P-a.s., if 75(S(u)) < H; (where 75(z) is the hitting time of 2 by B), then
78(S(u)) = Hy for some s < t. In particular, this implies that S(u) < Y;. Hence, P-a.s. we have
that

sup{Bs: s < H;} n S(D) <Y, vVt > 0.

Since one has that S(D) = S(R) and taking closure does not affect the supremum, we thus obtain
that Y is also bounded below by the right-hand side of (70), and thus the proof of the claim is
complete.

Next, fix ¢t > 0, and recall from Lemma 7.1 that Z; < Z;, P-a.s. Since Z is a continuous process,
it follows that, P-a.s., there exists a > 0 such that Z; < Z; for all s € [t — §,t]. Using the
monotonicity of S~!, one can also check the analogous claim for Y. In particular, we P-a.s. have
that there exists a & > 0 such that

Y, =Y, =sup{B,: r < H} n S(R), Vs e [t —9,t].

Now, the function s — Hj is strictly increasing (by the continuity of r — §LX(x)u(dx)), and
so one may further deduce that [H;_s, H;| contains a rational number, ¢ say. Combining these
observations, we obtain that P-a.s. there exists a rational number ¢ € [0, H¢] such that

Y, = sup|0, By] n S(R). (71)
Since the set S(R) has zero Lebesgue measure (see [Ber96, Corollary I1.20]) and the supremum of
a Brownian motion at a fixed time has a distribution that is absolutely continuous with respect to
Lebesgue measure (see [KS91, pg. 102]), it P-a.s. holds that

Bye (0,00\S(R) = (S, 0) U | ] (S(u7),S(w),

ueD: u>0

where we again write So, = limy_o S(t). If By € (S, 0), then (71) implies that Y = S,
and from this it follows that Z; = co. However, this cannot happen, since Z is a conservative
process (as established in [CFJ20, Lemma 5.3]). Hence B, € (S(u™),S(u)) for some u € D, and
together with (71) this yields that Y; = S(u~). Consequently, Z; = u € D, which verifies that
the left-hand probability at (69) is equal to 1. Moreover, from the same argument, we see that
(B)u, = By € (S(u™),S(u)) for some u € D, as required to complete the proof. O

We can also show that the maximum of Zt)‘ has positive probability of being located at any
discontinuity point of S on the right of its starting point.

Lemma 7.3. Recall that Z} was defined in (8) and the set D := {ve R : S%(v) # S0 (v=)}. For
each fized t > 0, it holds that Py-a.s. the locations of the atoms of the distribution of Z; contain
the locations of the atoms of D n (0,00).
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Proof. We drop the A superscript of P}, Z*, H* §20A A for simplicity. Let B and S := S be as
in Section 2.1 and set Y = By.. Fix any u € D n (0,00), we know that (S(u~), S(u)) has positive
Lebesgue measure and that S(u~) > 0. Firstly, by basic properties of Brownian motion, we have
for any ¢ > 0 that

P(Bye (S(u™),Sw)),Bge (0,S(u"), g [0,Hy]) | S) > 0.

(In particular, in time ¢, the Brownian motion can hit the interval (S(u™),S(u)) and return to
the left of S(u™) without hitting S, whilst placing arbitrarily small local time on S(R).) Hence,
we are left to prove that with positive probability the maximum of the process does not exceed
S(u) in the remaining time. A Brownian motion B started from S(u~) can accumulate, with
positive probability, arbitrary large local time in the set [0,S(u")] before leaving the interval
(—1,r), where r := (S(u) + S(u"))/2. More precisely, let o := inf{t > 0: B; ¢ (—1,r)} and let
LP[z,y] = inf e[z LP(2), then, for all s > 0, by the Ray-Knight theorem,

Ps(u-y (LE[0,S(u™)] > s | S) > 0.

Furthermore, by the fact that subordinators are almost surely increasing, it must be the case that
w([0,S(u™)]) > 0. Hence, we deduce that

PS(u*) (O’ > Ht | S) > 0.
Then, by the Markov property,

P(Y;=Su)|5S)
>P (Bge (S(u),S(u)),Bge (0,Su)), g [0,H] | S) Pgu-y (0> Hy | S)

> 0,
and we conclude by taking expectations. O

Now, turning to the model with traps, we show that Z* is P-a.s. located in the discontinuities
of §%x,

Lemma 7.4. Recall that Z} was defined at (10) and let us define the set Doy == {v € R : 5% (v) #
S (v™)}. It holds that

B (Zepw) — 1, Vi>o.

Proof. Since B i s the time change of Brownian motion by the measure fi*, which is a purely

atomic measure, with atoms at (S4°),cp,,, it must hold for each fixed ¢ > 0 that, P-a.s.,
Bﬁ? € {Sao’k(u) S uE DOO}.
The result follows. O

From the previous result, we can check that ZNis likely to be found at exactly the same location
at two nearby times.

Lemma 7.5. Recall that Z} was defined at (10). It holds that
limIF’A (21_8 = 21) =1.
el0
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Proof. We drop the A superscript of IF’\, Z’\, H A Ga0A GawA A for simplicity, set also S0 =
S0 (u). By the scaling properties of the subordinators S0, S** and the Brownian motion B, it is
possible to check that, for any constant ¢ > 0,

(), 2 (oot

Hence the statement of the lemma is equivalent to the following limit:

=0

lim P (21 = Z1sc) = 1.

Now, from (the proof of) Lemma 7.4, we have that Bﬁh = S50 for some u € Dy,. Moreover, since
a Brownian motion accumulates a mean 7)/2 exponential amount of local time at its starting point
before exiting an ball of radius n around it (cf. [MRO6, (3.189)]), it holds that the time-changed
process By takes at least a mean 7/2fi({S;;°}) exponential time after time 1 to escape the interval
[S&0 —m, SO‘O + n]. Thus

" % _ —2ei({S° P(B-~
B (B, #S20]8%, 5%, By = Se0) <1 2SN 4 B (g, ) #550| S, By = s).

where B, corresponds to the Brownian motion time-changed by the restricted measure " :=
(- [S§0 —n, 8% + n]). For the probability on the right-hand side above, we have the following
estimate from [FIN02, Lemma 2.5]:

A[SE° =, S50 +n\{Sa°})
i ([Sa® —n, Su® +nl)

IP) (BITIZ?+8 7& 530

Sao7 Saoo, BHI] — Sgo) <
Hence we conclude that

B (Bﬁm ” Bm)

- IE[ >, B(Bg,.. #500| 8%, 5%, By, = 82°) B(By, = Si°

UED

5%, SO‘°O>]

; sz, FASE —n S+ mMSED) 5
< E 1 201({Sa°})/n H([ u 1, 9y u P(B~ = §o
[2 (1 M T Cn e M G

5%, Saw)] .

UED

Taking limits as € — 0, this implies

: S (o : A Sa — 0,55 +1MSE DS (n _ qao
hrisélpp (BHHE ” BH1> ' 2 ([Sa® —n, Su° +n]) P(BHl -

590, S%)] .

Moreover, since P-a.s., for any u € Do, as n — 0, fi([S2 — 1,520 + n]\{$2°}) — 0 and ji([S% —
7,53 4+n]) - p({S3°}) > 0, we have from the dominated convergence theorem that the right-hand
side here converges to zero as n — 0. Thus

im B (B =By ) =1, (72)

e—0

and the result follows. O

A weaker version of the previous result is the following, which is a simple consequence of the
continuity of Z* (see, for example, [Ogu89, Corollary 3.1]).
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Lemma 7.6. Recall that Z} was defined at (10). For all § > 0, it holds that

lim P sup ’Zl Zt‘ <6d)] =1
elo te[1—e,1]

Lemma 7.7. Recall that Zt)‘ was defined at (10) and let us define the set Doy := {v € R : S%*(v) #
S (v7)}. For any starting point x € R and any t > 0 the locations of the atoms Dy, are contained
in the locations of the atoms of the marginal Z} started from x.

Proof. We drop the A superscript of ]@‘, 2’\, H AL §a0A GawA A for simplicity. Note that the
statement is equivalent to prove that the atoms of the marginal of B i, started from any y € S*(R),
contain the atoms of the speed measure /.

By (72), for all 2z such that fi(z9) > 0, we have that the probability

ﬁ) (Bﬁt = zo‘SO‘O, Saoo, Bﬁo = y> y

is continuous in ¢. Furthermore, this continuity extends to all z € R as Lemma 7.4 guarantees that
the other points always have 0 probability. From the definition at (9), for all ¢ > ¢t > 0 we can
write

t/
B (B, = =] s, 5%, By —y)ds
J B (8, = mfsm 57 35, -)
-E [Lgt,(% —y) —Lf (20— ) ‘5%7 5%, By, = y] 11(20)- (73)

We claim that the expectation on the right-hand side is strictly positive. Indeed, it is not hard to
check that if Hy is strictly increasing in ¢ for all starting points B = Y- Hence, between times

H, and I;Tt/ the Brownian motion has a positive probability to cross zg — y and hence will strictly
increase its local time there so that the right-hand side of (73) is strictly positive.

Thus, for all ¢ > 0 there exists 0 < s < t such that IP(B~ = 2 ‘ 50, 8%, By =y) is strictly
positive. Hence, by continuity of these probabilities and the Markov property, we get that

P (Bﬁs = Zo‘Sao, S, Bﬁo = y) P (Bgtis = Zo‘sao, S, Bﬁo = Zo> > 0,
which is a lower bound for ]IN”(B i = ZO‘SO‘O, S¥ B = y). We conclude by taking expectations. [

Finally, we check the conservativeness of Z.

Lemma 7.8. For any u > 0,

limsup P* <TI% AT < u) = 0.
K—ow

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of [CFJ20, Lemma 5.3]. We aim to prove that for all € > 0
we can find K large enough such that

P <T,%AT,ZK<U> <e.

Let us start proving this for the symmetric process Z = Z°. By symmetry, we can reduce the
problem into proving that
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Let us define

Mg == sup (S%°(t)—S*(t7)),
te[1,K—1]

Tk := argmax (S°*(t) — S (t7)) .
te[1,K—1]
The number of jumps of S“* in the interval [1, K —1] of size larger than m has a Poisson distribution
with mean m~®* (K — 2). Hence, for all m, we can find Ky such that, for all K > K,

P (Mg <m)=e ™ ““K=2) ¢ Z
Moreover, using the independence of the two subordinators S and S** (as well as the fact that
the former is a strictly increasing function), we can find 7 € (0,1) (independent of m and K) so
that R .
P (min{S*(Tx + 1) — S*(Tk),S*(T) — S*(Tx — 1)} < n) < 7
Now, on the event that both My > m and min{S*°(Tx+1) =S (Tx), S (T )-S5 (Tx—1)} = n,
one has by arguing as in the proof of Lemma 7.5 that from the hitting time of Tk by Z* to the
time it exits a ball of radius 1 around this, at least an exponential, mean nm/2, amount of time
must pass. In particular, we get that

~

A €~ 2 €
IP( Z < )<—+IP exp | — ) <u)=-+1-e2m
TR <u 5 Xp v u 5 e
Thus, by choosing first n (which we recall could be chosen independent of m and K), and then m
and then K suitably large, one can ensure this bound is smaller than €, as desired.
For the version with vanishing bias A > 0 we notice that, by standard properties of Brownian
motion

~ ~ Qo[ -1
]TD/\ <T]% AT,ZK = T,ZK’SO‘O”\) = |S ’ ( K) |

SR+ [N R
Thanks to the fact that (S0 (t)) +er 18 bounded for ¢ — o0 and unbounded for { — —o0 one can
choose K large enough such that

~ > €
PA (T[Z( ATEK = TgK) < 3

Then re-running the proof as in the symmetric case we get that, for every u,e > 0,
}TD/\(TIZ(/\T,ZK<U> <e€

for large K. (Note that, the one adaptation required is that one should consider the event
min{ ST + 1) — S0 (Tk), STy ) — STk — 1)} = ne~?Mx | which still has a prob-
ability that is independent of K.) This is enough to conclude the proof. O

A Note on J; convergence

In the proofs of Propositions 3.10 and 3.11, we claimed that the convergence of 7*0:(") towards 70
in the sense of Proposition 3.4 guarantees that, under the same coupling, almost-surely, recalling
(14)7

Sao,)\/n,(n) (t) ﬁ) Sao,)\(t)

I
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and the same holds for the aq, process. Let us now show that the first statement of Lemma 3.9
holds. In particular, we will show that, almost surely,

§a0,A/n,(n) (t) 2N qil/O‘OSao’)‘/q(qt),

where ¢ := (1 — p) = P(r({0,1}) > 1). This is enough, as a change of variable in (5) and the
self-similarity of subordinators guarantee that

(5740) 2 5

Note that, for our purpose, it is enough to prove almost sure convergence to a version of the process.
Hence, in Lemma 3.9 and in what follows, for simplicity, we denote the rescaled process S“0(t).

=0

Proof of Lemma 3.9. We use the notation defined in Section 3.2. Note that d}; ,/d, 0 — g Y so
let us discard that part. Concerning notation, let us set, for z € [0, 1], B™(z) := - |nx|— N®)(z) and
use the shorthand B = (~1 Furthermore let us introduce the function h (z) := BM™(x)/n
and its rlght contlnuous inverse h,; 1. One can check that, for i such that b; = 0, hn(i/n) = (i—i*)/n
and ht((i —i*)/n) — L = i/n, Where i* is defined in (21). By the functional law of large numbers
we have that hy(z) — gz uniformly in [0, 1] and consequently h;'(s) — s/q.

The definition of the J; metric on [0,1] is the following

n

dy, (f,9) = inﬁ(SHP [f o &(t) —g(t)] + sup !S(t)—t|>v (74)

€2 \ te[0,1] t€[0,1]

where = is the set of continuous, strictly increasing functions that map [0,1] onto itself (which
necessarily admit continuous and strictly increasing inverses). Thus we need to prove that for
every € > 0 there exists ng and &, € = such that, for all n > ny,

sup_[S20/m ) (1) — g1/ 50N (g, (1) + sup [€a(t) — 8] < <. (75)
te[0,1] te[0,1]

Recall the definition of the set Ién)’aoo from (22), and consider analogously I
let

a(n)’ao . Furthermore,

I§o9 = {t € [0,q]: S*(t) — S*(t7) > 4}.
Let us notice the following three claims hold for any § > 0.

e For all n large enough, almost-surely, by the vague and point process convergence of Propo-
sition 3.4, the two sets Ién)’ao and I?O’q will have matching atoms, in the sense that for every

z; € I?O’q one can find i € I(gn)’ao such that

~ (1 i — " ="+ 1 i — "
—_ | = s @0 @0 _ qoo _, Qao o
hn, (n> - xj, In (S ( - ) S ( - )) S (5) — S (] ).

(n),ao

e For all n large enough the number of atoms in I
almost-surely finite.

is the same as |I5*? and both are

e For all n large enough the set of points {ﬁfl(xj): z; € I3} U {0,1} is well defined in the

«0,4q

sense that the map lNz;L is injective on I5*" and does not map any point to {0,1}.
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Thus we define &,(t) to be the inverse of the linear interpolation of the points {(1/q)xj,i~zgl(a:j)}
for z; € Ig‘o’q and with the convention that 0 and 1 are mapped onto themselves. The observations
above imply that &, (-) is well defined and is inside = for all n large enough. This choice implies
that for all € > 0, all § > 0 and all n large enough

|nt]—1

i - . _2 €
sup Z e—%ggo (Sao (#) — §@o (%)) _ Z e qJ (Sao(l'j) o SQO(JJ]-_)) < Z
te[0,1] | ;=0 e ()
ier(™eo TSt
§ mjeléo’q

Basically, &, exactly matches the location of the discontinuities that are larger than ¢. Furthermore,
notice that by the third bullet point above and the fact that h,(z) converges uniformly towards
qx, for all n large enough
€

sup [6(t) — 1] < =

te[0,1]
Moreover, the law of large numbers and the results in (23), (24) and (25) (re-phrased for the «yq
process) imply that one can always pick § small enough such that, for all n large

[n]—1

N g <Sa0 (H;Jrl> — oo <Z _nz*>> + di > i) <

a0 ™0 nel0,1], b =1
. n),a n),o
il O\IO 0

Z S (x5) — S (x;) < i

@g,q
xj¢160

The last sum is taken over all discontinuity points of the stable subordinator, which is a pure jump
process. This concludes the proof, as we have shown that (75) holds as e™** < 1 for z € [0,1]. On
this last observation, note that for the general case [~ K, K] for K fixed we can bound e~?** with
the constant €2 the result follows as € above can be chosen arbitrarily small. O

Lemma A.1. For every t > 0 we have that

limsup PYVME (7% A 75, <tan) <SPV (rE_ Arh <t +1).
n

and that

limsup PY™K <T;((n AT n < tbn> < PVE (le(fl AT <t+ 1) . (76)
n

Proof. The proof goes in the same way as the proof of [CFJ20, Lemma 5.2|, being a simple conse-

quence of J-convergence. O
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