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Abstract: Consider a supercritical branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random
environment. We impose a selection (called barrier) on survival in the following way. The
position of the barrier may depend on the generation and the environment. In each generation,
only the individuals born below the barrier can survive and reproduce. When the barrier causes
the extinction of the system, we give the extinction rate in the sense of LP (p > 1). Moreover,
we show the LP convergence of the small deviation probability for a random walk with random
environment in time.
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1 Introduction and result

1.1 Model

We consider a branching random walk on R in a time-inhomogeneous i.i.d. random environ-
ment (BRWre), which is an extension of the time-homogeneous branching random walk (BRW).
For a BRW, the reproduction law (including displacement and branching) of each generation
is determined by a common point process, while for a BRWre, the reproduction law of each
generation is sampled independently according to a common distribution on the collection of
the point processes on R. The mathematical definition is as follows.

Let (I1, F7) be a measurable space and T C IT := {m : mis a point process on R}. The random
environment £ is defined as an i.i.d. sequence of random variables {Ly, Lo, - -+, Ly, - }, where
L1 takes values in II. Let v be the law of £, then we call the product space (HN,}"?N, v) the
environment space. For any realization L := {Ly, La, -+, Ly, } of L, a time-inhomogeneous
branching random walk driven by the environment L is a process constructed as follows.
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(1) At time 0, an initial particle ¢ in generation 0 is located at the origin.

(2) At time 1, the initial particle ¢ dies and gives birth to N(¢) children who form the first
generation. These children are located at (;(¢),1 < i < N(¢), where the distribution of the
random vector X (o) := (N(¢),1(9),C2(0),...) is L.

(3) Similarly, at generation n + 1, every particle u alive at generation n dies and gives birth
to N(u) children. If we denote (;(u),1 < i < N(u) the displacement of the children with respect
to their parent u, then the distribution of X (u) := (N (u), (1 (u),(2(u), -+ ) is Ly11. We should
emphasize that conditionally on any given environment L, all particles in this system reproduce
independently.

Conditionally on £, we write (I, Fr,P,) for the probability space under which the time-
inhomogeneous branching random walk is defined. The probability P, is usually called a
quenched law. We define the probability P := v Q) P on the product space (HN xT, ]-"f? N X Fr)
such that

P(F xG)= / P.(G) dv(L), F € ]-"f?N, G e Fr. (1.1)
LeF

The marginal distribution of probability P on I' is usually called an annealed law. Throughout

this paper, we consider the case F' = IIN. Hence without confusion we also denote P the annealed

law and abbreviate P(II x G) to P(G). Moreover, we write E; and E for the corresponding

expectation of P, and P respectively.

We write T for the (random) genealogical tree of the process. For a given particle u € T
we write V(u) € R for the position of u and |u| for the generation at which u is alive. Then
(T,V,P,,P) is called the branching random walk in the time-inhomogeneous random environ-
ment £ (BRWre). This model was first introduced in Biggins and Kyprianou [4]. If there exists a
point process ¢ € Il such that P(£; =¢) =1 (thus P(£; =¢) = 1,Vi e NT :={1,2,--- ,n,--- }),
then we usually call the environment a degenerate environment and the BRWre degenerates to
a BRW.

Denote M,, := miny,|—, V(u) the minimal displacement in generation n and

N (u)
kn(0) :=logE, Z eS| ul=n—1, 0 €0, +x)

i=1

the log-Laplace transform function of the random point process £,. Throughout the present
paper, we assume that

30, >0, k(6.) < +oo, I €(0,60,), w(¥)=9x&'(), r(0) € (0,+00), (1.2)

where k(0) := E(k,(0))' and x’ is the derivative of . (1.2) is also a basic assumption in the

following papers which have contributed some deep results in BRWre. Huang and Liu [11] proved
M, 0

lim — = —ﬁ, P —as., (1.3)

n—,oo N 7.9

'Note that (1.2) ensures that (-) is well-defined in [0, 6.]. Moreover, for any i, j € N, 0 > 0, E(x:(0)) = E(x;(9))
since L1,...Ly, ... is an i.i.d. sequence.
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and obtained large deviation principles for the counting measure of the BRWre. Conclusions on
the central limit theorem of the BRWre can be found in Gao et al. [9] and Gao, Liu [10]. A
moderate deviation principle for the counting measure was investigated in Wang, Huang [28].

The second order of the asymptotic behavior of M, was given in Mallein, Milo$ [23]. They
showed that

M, +971K,
lim M, 97 Kn =¢, in Probability P, (1.4)
n—00 logn
where c is an explicit constant and
Kn:=Y ri(d), Ko:=0. (1.5)
i=1

(1.4) provides a basis for the research on the barrier problem, see the footnote in the next
subsection.

1.2 Barrier problem

In the present paper, we focus on a barrier problem of BRWre. The motivation to consider
the barrier problem is from the research on parallel simulations in Lubachevsky et al. [14, 15].
The BRW with barrier was first introduced in Biggins et al. [5]. The so-called “barrier” is a
function ¢ : N — R. For any particle v € T, we will erase it and all its descendants as long
as V(u) > ¢(|u|]). The new branching particle system after removing is called a BRW with a
barrier ¢. Assume the underlying Galton-Watson process is supercritical. The barrier problem
of BRW was raised mainly in the following two aspects.

1. Consider the impact (extinction/survival) of the barrier on the particle system, see [5, 8, 12].

2. Consider the extinction rate when the survival probability is 0, see [2, 12].

3. Consider the total progeny when the survival probability is 0, see [1, 3].

In the present paper we study the aforementioned second point for BRWre with a random
barrier in the sense of LP(p > 1).

Let us first introduce some notation for a better expression of the barrier problem of BRWre.
On the tree T we define a partial order > such that v > v if v is an ancestor of u. We write
u>vif u>wvoru=wv (ie, uand v are the same one). We define an infinite path us through
T as a sequence of particles u, := (u;,i € N) such that

VieN, |u| =1, w1 >u;, up= ¢ (the initial particle).

For any i < |u|, we usually write u; for the ancestor of u in generation i. Let T, := {u € T :
|u| = n} be the set of particles in generation n and T the collection of all infinite paths through
T. Then we see that the event

S = {Fueo = (ug,ur,u2, ... Up,...) € Too,Vi € N,V (u;) < ¢, (7)}

represents that the system still survives after we add the barrier ¢, where we add a subscript
L to ¢ since the barrier we consider may depend on the random environment. Denote

Yo i=t{lul =n: Vi<n, V(u) <o)}



the size of surviving population at generation n.
By the light? of (1.4), Lv, Hong [18] added a barrier function ¢, (i) :== —971K; + di® to the
BRWre and obtained the following result.

Theorem 1.1 (Lv & Hong [18, Theorem 2.6 (2a) and (2b)]) If (1.2) holds and there exist
A > 6,0 >3, >2 A3 >6, 4 >0,A5 <—1,\¢ >1 such that

E (ym(ﬁ) - 19&'1(19);%0) < to0; (1.6)
N _9¢, A1
o[ [Be(EEP 60) + 0P e) . .
< +oo. :
Er (vaz (@) e—ﬁciw))
E(|r1(0 + A)[*) + E(|51(9)**) < 400, E(flog® E£(N(9))¥) < 400, (1.8)
where log™ - := log max(1,-), log™ - := |logmin(1,-)|, and
N(9) Ao
E | |log™ B | Inwo)<inol D Lo 0)0n )eins 5]} < oo, (1.9)
=1

then we have the extinction rates as follows.
(1) Ifa= %, d € (0,d.), then there exists a negative constant by depending on d such that

Jim RS by, (1.10)
holds in the sense of P — a.s., where d. is a positive constant.
(2) If a € (0, %), d > 0, then there exists a negative constant by (not depending on d) such that

log P, (Y,
i 108 £(Y, >0)

lim o = b, (1.11)

holds in the sense of P — a.s.

The explicit expressions of d.,b; and by in the above theorem has be obtained in [18]. Here
we do not give the expressions since they are not involved in the present paper. [18] proved that
under the assumptions (1.2), (1.6)-(1.9) with Ag > 2, P£(S) > 0, P —a.s. when a > £,d > 0
or a = %,d > d.; under the assumptions (1.2), (1.6) and (1.7), P.(S) = 0, P — a.s. when
o= %, d<d.ora< % In fact, [18, Theorem 2.5 and 2.6] extended the main results in [2] and

2From the definition of the barrier, it is reasonable to image that the quenched survival probability P £(8) will
approach 0 when the barrier is close to the trajectory of M,. Comparing (1.3) with (1.4), we see that M, is closer
to 971K, than ﬁflnE(lﬁ) for n large enough. Therefore, we set a random barrier rather than a constant one
in the context of the BRW—for a BRW with a barrier, the barrier in generation n is usually set as d*n + dn®,
where d* is the limit of M, /n, see [2, 5, 8, 12].
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[12] to the case of random environment. We also refer to [18] for some detailed explanations on
conditions (1.2) and (1.6)-(1.9) and an example satisfying all the conditions.

The present paper looks for the sufficient conditions for the LP convergence in (1.10) and (1.11).
As a basis for LP convergence, we first give a group of sufficient conditions for convergence in
probability.

Theorem 1.2 If (1.2), (1.6)-(1.9) hold with constants Ao > 3,A\1 > 2, o > 2,A3 > 3, 4 >
0,\5 < —1,X¢ > 1, then the convergence in (1.10) and (1.11) hold in probability P.

We omit the proof of this theorem since it is very similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1. In
[18], we show (1.10) and (1.11) by many-to-one formula [18, Lemma 3.1] (transfer the BRWre
to a random walk with random environment in time, abbreviated as RWre, see Section 4 for
the definition) and the small deviation principle [17, Theorem 2] (see also Theorem 4.1(b) in
the present paper) for RWre. In Lv, Hong [17] we gave two groups of sufficient conditions for
the limit behavior of the scaling small deviation probability in the sense of almost surely and in
probability respectively. For the proof of Theorem 1.2, the method used in [18, Theorem 2.6]
still works as long as we replace the “almost surely” version of the small deviation principle
(Theorem 4.1(b)) by the “in probability” version (Theorem 4.1(a)).

1.3 Main result
The following theorem is the main result in the present paper.

Theorem 1.3 Assume that (1.2), (1.6)-(1.9) hold with constants

2 -2
Mo>3 A >2 A>2 A>3 M>0, A<l Ag>1, = <22 (1.12)
o2 " Ao —2
and
N(#) Ao
E [ |log™ e | Ly@)<inol D Lot (@rm @< frol) < Foo, (1.13)
=1
where
2 l 2 2 2 "
o2 = E (Hl(ﬁ) —19&1(19)) . o2 = 92E(x1(9)).
If constants p,t satisfy that
1 .o A3 A6
>1, t>1, thg > 2 A — =, A —, A, = 1.14
p=1t=>1, 6_,p€[6 t’6>’mm{2’1’2}>)\6—p’ (1.14)

then the convergence in (1.10) and (1.11) hold in LP.

The LP convergence reflects the characteristic of studying random environment. Note that for
BRW, the convergence in (1.10) and (1.11) is essentially the convergence of a sequence of numbers
since the probability of {Y,, > 0} has no randomness. But for BRWre, the quenched probability
P, (Y, > 0) is a conditional probability and the law of P~ (Y,, > 0) will be totally determined by



the random environment hence both almost surely convergence and LP convergence for (1.10)
and (1.11) are of independent interest and challenging. In [18], the almost surely convergence
has been obtained as what we have mentioned in Theorem 1.1. In the present paper we focus
on the LP convergence. It should be noted that the situation and difficulty of LP convergence
will be quite different from that of the almost surely convergence.

Let us give a brief explanation about the difference. For the almost surely convergence, we
need to show the probability of the extreme environment (in other words, the bad environment)
is small enough. But this is not enough for LP convergence since the impact of the extreme
environment may be also extremely awful. Therefore, we need to pick out the extreme environ-
ment accurately and estimate the influence of the extreme environment carefully. The difficulty
to show Theorem 1.3 mainly focuses on how to estimate the (k-th) moment of a kind of log-
quenched probability, see (3.11) for details. Overcoming the difficulty is not only meaningful
in the proof of Theorem 1.3, but also helpful in studying another barrier problem, see the two
paragraphs below Remark 4.1 for details?.

Let us give some comments on the assumptions in Theorem 1.3 as the ending of this subsection.
First, (1.2) is a basic assumption for BRW and varieties of its generalizations, which ensures
the existence of the first order of minj,|—, V' (u) and the supercritical property of the underlying
branching process. Assumptions (1.6), (1.7)%, (1.8), (1.12) and (1.14) all express that some
mild integrability conditions on k1 (), k] (¢) and N(¢) are required. Recalling the notation
log™ - := |logmin(+, 1)|, we see that the larger value |\5| takes, the easier (1.9) and (1.13) hold.
The following proposition and remark provide an intuitive rationalization for the assumptions
(1.9) and (1.13).

Proposition 1.4 If the random environment is degenerate, both (1.9) and (1.13) can be deduced
from (1.2).

Since the barrier problem of BRW had always been considered under the corresponding as-
sumptions of (1.2) in the time-homogeneous case (e.g., [2], [8], [12]), this proposition explains
that why these papers never set an assumption like (1.9) or (1.13).

We prove this proposition after we introduce the many-to-one formula (see Section 2.1).

Remark 1.1 (1.9) can be roughly understood as that there exists a negative A5 near —oo such
. N(9)

that the distribution of E, <1N(¢)S\>\5\ >oict 1{79@((1))4_“1(ﬁ)E[A&Agl]}) can not be too concen-

trated at a neighborhood of 0. Let us consider an extreme circumstance that

N(¢)
de > 0 such that ¢ :=P | E. Z 1{19Ci(¢)+'i1(19)§5} =0] >0. (1.15)
=1

Obviously, (1.15) means that (1.9) does not hold. Now we explain that (1.15) contradicts
Theorem 1.3. We should note that (1.15) is equivalent to saying that Yk € N, P(Ag) > 0,

3We postpone the details to Section 4 because some necessary notation for a clear explanation has not been
introduced until Section 4.

“[18, Proposition 2.2] showed that if there exists A > £ such that E((s{" (9) + 3[}(9)]*)*) < +00, where
/4&4)(19) = %M:@, then (1.7) holds.
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where

.Ak = {ﬁ :Pr (192'31]\;&) CZ(’LL) + Kk(ﬁ) > €> =1, |u| =k— 1} .

We remind that P(N}_; Ax) = P(A;)" = ¢" as the random environment is i.i.d. Note that for
n large enough, {£ € N}_; A} C {min,—, V(u) > =97 K,, + en}, which means that

P(P.(Y, >0)=0)>P(A)" > 0.

That is to say, for any n,E (n_1/3 log P, (Y, > 0)) = 400, which means that the LP(p > 1)
convergence in Theorem 1.3 is not true.
Especially, if

Il < +o0, Je>0, P (Pg < min (o) + 9k (0)] > €> = 1> =1, (1.16)
i<N(¢)

where f- represents the number of elements in set -, then letting A\ — —oo, the monotone

convergence theorem tells that the negative proposition of (1.9) is equivalent to (1.15). Hence

under (1.16), we see (1.9) is a necessary condition for Theorem 1.3.

The examples in the coming subsection will lead us to see how these assumptions dominate
our construction of the model intuitively.

1.4 Examples

Recall that (1.9) and (1.15) are mutually exclusive. Now we give two examples: the first
example satisfies (1.15) and all the assumptions in Theorem 1.3 except (1.9); the second example
satisfies all the assumptions in Theorem 1.3.

We remind that we have given an example in [18, Section 2| which satisfies all the assumptions
in Theorem 1.1. Although compared to Theorem 1.1, there are some extra assumptions ((1.13)
and (1.14) and the last term in (1.12)) for Theorem 1.3, we can check that the example in [18,
Section 2] also satisfies (1.13) and (1.14) by a similar argument used in the proof of the example,
see [18, Section 5]; and in that example, Ay can be any positive constant thus the last term in
(1.12) is satisfied. We stress that the example in [18] and the second example in this subsection
are of different types. While the former has a continuous, unbounded law of displacement which
is independent of the branching law, the latter has a discrete, bounded law of displacement
which may depend on the branching law.

The constructions of the two examples in this subsection have the following five steps in
common.

e Consider a two-environment case, that is, there are two elements w,& € II such that
P(£y =w) =pe€ (0,1) and P(£Ly = @) = 1 — p. Denote P, := P(-|£1 = w), Py :=
P(:|£; = ®) and E,, E; the corresponding expectations of P, Pg. In the rest of this
subsection we always write N (¢), (;(¢) as N, (; for simplicity.

e Suppose that P, (N <2024) = Py (N < 2024) = 1.



e The distributions of w; and wsy can be represented as

N N )
vo >0, E, <Z e_9<i> = Zaie_ebi = L(0), Eg <Z e_9<i> = Zdie_ebi = i(@),
i=1 i=1

i<l i<l
where by < by < ... < b, by <by < ...< B[, a; > 0,a; >0,1>2,1>2. (For example, if

P,((1=-1,6=3=0,4=0G=_=2) =01,
P,((1=0G=-1,3=2,u=3)=07 P,(N=0) =02,
then
L(0) = 1.5¢ + 0.2+ e720 1 0.7e73)

e Suppose that plog(Zi:1 a;) + (1 —p) log(E:l-:1 a;) > 0 and ploga; + (1 —p)loga; <O.

K
e Suppose that min{Zézl ag, 2221 a;} > 1.
After these five common steps, we can give the following two examples with different values of
max{a,a }.

Example 1.5 (1) If max{ai,a1} > 1, then for any p € (0,1), the BRWre satisfies (1.15) and
all assumptions in Theorem 1.3 except (1.9).

(2) If max{ay,a1} < 1, then we can find 0 < c_ < ¢y < 1 such that the BRWre satisfies all
the assumptions in Theorem 1.3 when p € (c_,cy).

Proof First, (1.6)-(1.8) hold with any finite positive constants A, A2, A3 and A4 because the
displacement and branching of w and & are both bounded.
Second, we see (1.2) holds from the following observation. Denote

A(#) :=log L(#) — eL/(e) A(6) :=log L(#) — 9?(9).

ON L(0)
By a standard argument ° we see
Vo >0 A(6) <0, AN(B) <D0, (1.17)
and
OEIEOOA(H) = logay, eli):quoo A(f) =loga. (1.18)
Note that

k(0) — 0K’ (0) = pA(d) + (1 — p)A(6),Y0 > 0.

Therefore, plog(3t_; a;)+(1—p)log(S>'_, @) > 0 and plog a;+(1—p)log d; < 0 imply £(0) > 0

7

and limy_, o (k(6) — 0x/'(6)) < 0 respectively. Moreover, (1.17) means (x(6) — 6x'(8))" < 0 for
all 8 > 0. Then we see there exists ¥ > 0 such that x(9) = 9&'(19).

®Note that A’(0) = —0(log L(0))" and log L(0) is strictly convex because of [ > 2.
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Third, we verify that min{Zézl a;, 22:1 a;} > 1 implies (1.13). We remind that conditionally
on w (resp.@), k1(A) = log L(6) (resp. r1(#) = log L(#)). Note that

N N
E, (Z 1{9C@-+m(9)>0}> > E, <Z 1{Ci=bl,0bl+logL(6)>0}>

i=1 i=1

and 0b; + log L(0) > A(0),V0 > 0. Then A(0) = log(Zézl a;) > 0 means that

N N
Vo >0 (including 19), Ew <Z 1{Ci:bl,9bl+10gL(9)20}> = Ew <Z 1{Ci:bl}> =aq > 0.

i=1 i=1

On the other hand, since the branching and displacement are bounded, it is plain to see that

N N
E, <Z l{ﬁCi—l—nl(ﬂ)ZO}) = Ey, (Z Liven, 19Ci+m(?9)€[0,)\]}>

i=1 =1

for A large enough. Hence there exists A > 0 such that E, <Z£\L1 1iv<n, 19@4_,{1(19)6[07,\}}) > 0.

By a same argument we also get Eg <Z£\L1 1{NS)\/7,§C’L.+51(,§)€[0’)\/}}> > 0 for some X\ > 0. So far,
we have verified (1.13).

In the rest of the proof, we treat (1) and (2) in different ways. To complete the proof of (1),
we only need to explain why (1.15) follows from max{a;,a;} > 1. Without loss of generality,
we assume that a; > 1. Note that b, + log L(6) = log(3°_, a;e?®=%)) > loga; for all 6 > 0
(including 1), and hence there exists € := (9by + log L(¢#) + log a1)/2 > 0 such that

N N
(O S)EW (Z 1{79Ci+l€1(19)§5}> < E, <Z 1{1951+10gL(19)§€}> =0,
i=1 i=1

which means P (EL (Zfil 1{19<Z.+,i1(19)§5}> = 0) >p>0,ie., (1.15) holds.
At last, we verify (1.9) by the assumption max{ai,a;} < 1 in (2). Denote

7(6) == 0by +log L(6), 7(6) := by + log L(H).
By a standard argument we see

lim 7(0) =logay, lim 7(0) =logay. (1.19)

O——+oc0 O——+oc0

Since min{l,1} > 2, we have

L'(9) A
—b < < =by, —b<—= < —=by, V6>0,
NNI0) bTS ) '
and hence
max{7'(0),7(0)} <0, VO >0. (1.20)
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Denote

the zero point of 7(-), if 7(0) >0 46 the zero point of 7(-), if 7(0) > 0
0= and 0y :=
0,if 7(0) < 0 0,if 7(0) < 0

Obviously, 6y and 6y are well-defined because of (1.20). Moreover, max{7(0),7(0)} > 0 follows
from £(0) > 0 and max{limg_, o 7(0),limp_, 1~ 7(0)} < 0 from max{ai,a1} < 1 and (1.19).
From the analysis above, we see  := max{fy,6p} € (0,400). Without loss of generality, we
assume 6 = 6. Note that A(f) > 7(0) = 0 since L'(9)/L(0) < —b;. Now we choose

min{0, A(A)}

A(0) — A(0)
which ensures that x(0) — 0x'(9) = pA(0) + (1 — p)A(6) > 0 as long as p € (c_, c4). Since the
functions 7(-), 7(-), A(-) and A(-) all strictly deceases at [0,+0c), we derive that ¥ > # and
7(0) < 7(0y) = 0. Therefore, it is true that max{7(9),7(¥)} < max{r(),7(0)} = 0.

Recall that P, (N < 2024) = 1 and 7(6) := 6b; + log L(#). Then 7(¥) < 0 implies that there
exists A5; < —1 such that

N N
E, (Z 1{N<)\51|719Ci+m(19)<[>\51,>\511}}> =E, <Z 1{19<i+m(19><A511})

i=1 i=1

N
>E, <Z 1{Ci=b1ﬂ9b1+108 L(ﬁ)<)‘511})

1=1

cr =1 and c_:=

By a same argument we also get

N
sz < —1, Eg (Z l{NSI>\52|ﬂ9C¢+n1(ﬁ)S[AwJ\s;}}) >0,
=1

thus (1.9) holds by taking A5 := min(As1, As2). O

We mention that the assumption min{Zi-:l ai, Zi’:l a;} > 1, which is set to ensure (1.13), is
not a necessary condition for our example. Here we impose this assumption for the sake of a
simpler description in Example 1.5. In fact, for the case of min{Zézl ai, Zé:l a;} < 1, while we
can still show that (1.13) holds by a discussion similar to that of verifying (1.9) in the previous
paragraph, the expressions of the range of p (i.e., p € (0,1) in (1) and p € (c—,c4) in (2)) will
be more complex—the range of p will depend on the sequences {a;}i<i, {@i}, 7, {bi}i<i, {b;} i
and will not be empty as long as we set a proper relationship among these four sequences. N

At last, we stress again that the example in [18, Section 2|, whose construction differs totally
from that of Example 1.5(2), also satisfies all the assumptions in Theorem 1.3. Of course,
more examples of different types (which satisfy all the assumptions in Theorem 1.3) could be
constructed according to the readers’ interests.

10
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2 Preliminary

In this section, we give two important tools as the preliminary to prove Theorem 1.3. One is
the many-to-one formula—a kind of measure transformation which has been widely applied in
the research of branching random walk. The other is a corollary of strong approximation, which
help us to estimate certain kinds of trajectories’ distributions precisely.

2.1 Many-to-one formula

The many-to-one formula can be traced down to the early works of Peyrieére [25] and Kahane
and Peyrieére [13]. Many variations of this result have been introduced, see e.g. [8]. In this
article we need a time-inhomogeneous and bivariate version of many-to-one formula, which has
been introduced in [18]. For the sake of readability, we retell it in this subsection.

Let 7, » be a random probability measure on R x N such that for any z € R, A € N, we have

N(u _9¢: (u
Ec(Linw<ay 2mt” Licwy<eye "5™)

Ec( Zi:(f) e=0Gi(w)

where ¥ has been introduced in (1.2). Hence we can see that the randomness of 7, 0 comes

Cul=n—1, (21)

Tn7£((—00,$] X [07A]) =

entirely from L£,. Moreover, since N (u) only takes values on N, we have
Tnc(R x ([0,400) \N)) =0, P —as.

Under the quenched law P,, we introduce a series of independent two-dimensional random
vectors {X,,, &, fnen+ whose distributions are {7, £ },en+-
Define

n
Xn i= ZXZ-, To:=0, T, :=K,+9xn, VnecNT. (2.2)
i=1
The {7}, } is usually called the associated walk (to the BRWre we consider). We see that under
P., both x, and T}, are the sums of n independent random variables, and the laws of X; and
Tj; —Tj—1 only depend on L;. Moreover, for any measurable function f, {E.f(7; —Tj—1)}; and
{E-f(X;)};) are sequences of i.i.d. random variables under P as the random environment £
is i.i.d. ® The many-to-one formula shows the connection between BRWre and the associated
walk.

Lemma 2.1 (Many-to-one [18, Lemma 3.1]) For any n € NT, a positive sequence {A;};en+
and a measurable function f: R™ — [0, 4+00), we have

Ec | D) f(V(wi), 1 <i < n)lngu,_)<a1<i<n}

|u|=n

=E, [eT"f(Xi, 1<:i < n)l{fiSAiJSiSn}] , P —as. (2.3)

®In fact, {T»} is the random walk with random environment in time studied in [17]. This model is also a topic

discussed in the present paper, see Section 4.
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This lemma is consistent with [19, Lemma 2.2] when A; = +00,Vi € N. We mention that the
distribution of {x,} under P is the same as the distribution of the “spine” in the spinal decom-
position theorem [19, Proposition 2.1] under a probability derived by a size-biased construction,
see [19, Section 2] for details.

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 1.4.

Proof of Proposition 1.4 According to (2.3), we have

E;T) = k1 (V) — 19,{/1(19)7 e (0=N)—r1(9) _ Eﬁ(e)\)a), e (0N —r1(9) — EE(E_AM). (2.4)

(It is worthwhile to remind that the truth of (2.4) and the forthcoming (2.6) and (2.8) have
nothing to do with whether the random environment is degenerate or not.)

We stress that in this proof, for any measurable X, E,X has degenerate distribution as the
random environment is degenerate. Hence for any 6 > 0, k1(f) can be seen as a constant. Note
that k1(0) is a convex function. (1.2) means that x1(0) > 0 and there exist ¢, A > 0 such that
k1(0) = Uk} (¥) and |k1(0)] < +oo for any 6 € [0 — A\, ¢ + A]. Therefore, combining with (2.4),
we see

E Ty =0, Ec(e%m') < Eg(e"\XH%mw)') < eg‘mw)‘Eg(e/\‘X”) < +00. (2.5)
Moreover, [18, Proposition 2.1] tells that (1.2) implies £”(9) > 0. According to (2.3), we have
PR (0) = Be[(Ty — EcTh)?). (2.6)

Note that in this proof, it is true that x”(J) = k{(9) = 92E,(T?) and thus E.(TZ) > 0.
Combining E.(T?) > 0 with (2.5), one can find A5 < —1 such that

Po(Th € s, A5 DP(Th € [[As] 71 2s]]) > 0. (2.7)

According to (2.3), we have

ORI
j=

Pﬁ(fl > :E) = N ) (2.8)
E,C Z e_ﬁcj((z’)
j=1
Therefore,
P& >2) =0 as z— +o0 (2.9)
N(9)

follows from Eg( 6_19(1(‘75)) =) < 4o0.

1

J
On the other hand, since 1 y(g)<|r5| Zﬁi(f)) 1y < |A5], we see (1.13) is equivalent to

N(9) 26

E | [logEr | In)<inl 2 1oc(0)+m 0)el.rs(]} < +o0.
=1

12
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Note that (2.3) implies that

N(9)
Er [ Iv@yzps D ¢ ™00 g immeonsy | = Pe(Ti € [0,1A5]), & < [Xs),

i=1
hence assumption (1.13) is equivalent to
E(|logPc(T1 € [0,[A5]], &1 < [As])*¢) < +oc. (2.10)
For the same reason, assumption (1.9) is equivalent to

E(|log Pe(Th € [As. 451,61 < [As))I?) < +oo. (2.11)

(We remind that the statement “(1.13) and (1.9) are equivalent to (2.10) and (2.11) respectively”
is true even though the random environment is not degenerate.) Therefore, in the context of
degenerate environment, the statement “both (1.9) and (1.13) hold” are equivalent to

A5 < -1, Pe(Ty € [0,As]],6 < [AsDPL(Th € A5, 03], & < |As]) > 0. (2.12)
If Pr(Ty € 10,]A5]], €1 < |A5]) = 0 for any A5 < —1, which causes that (2.12) fails to hold, then
VAs < =1, Pe(Ty ¢ 0, |As]]) + P& > [As]) = Pe({T1 € [0, [As[]} U {6 > [As}) = 1.

Combining with (2.9) and the second term in (2.5), the display above means P,(77 < 0) = 1,
which is a contradiction to EpTy = 0. If VA5 < —1, P(Ty € A5, A5, &1 < [As]) = 0 causes
that (2.12) fails to hold, then we can get Pz (T; > A;') = 1 for any A5 < —1, which contradicts
the facts that E(T2) > 0 and EzT) = 0. As a result, we see (2.12) holds and thus both (1.9)
and (1.13) hold. O

2.2 Strong approximation

The other important tools used frequently in the forthcoming proof (in the next section) are the
celebrated Sakhanenko’s strong approximation theorem and its corollary, which will be stated in
the following Theorem I and Corollary 2.2. Let Vi, Va,...,V,,... be a sequence of independent
random variables satisfying Vj,E(V;) = 0 and E(Vf) < +o00. Denote Dy, := Zle E(V2).
Introduce a random broken line V(s), s € RT such that V(0) = 0, V(Di) = S.F_ Vi, k € NT and
V(-) is linear, continuous on each interval [Dy_1,Dx]. The following theorem is known as the
Sakhanenko’s strong approximation theorem with power moment.

Theorem I (Sakhanenko, [27, Theorem 1)) For any § > 2, there exists a standard Brownian
motion B such that

P E([V)?
Ve >0, P (sup |V(s) — BS‘ > 2006:5) < w, (2.13)
s<Dnp

where C is an absolute constant.
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Theorem II (Csorgs and Révész, [6, Lemma 1]) For a standard Brownian motion B and
a constant Dy > 2, there exists a constant Dy € (0,+00) (depending only on D;) such that

12
V>0, t>0 P < sup |Bs| > x) < Dge Dt
0<s<t

Definition 2.1 Let V be a random variable with mean 0. We call (m,[) a space-time adapted
(STA) couple at level (8, ) with respect to V if m > 0,1 € N*, 8> 2,1 > 2, E(|]V|?) < 400 and
E(V2)im™21log(Im™?) > —1.

Corollary 2.2 Let {V;} be a sequence of i.i.d. copies of V.. If (m,l) is a STA couple at level
(B,1) w.r.t. Vi, then we can find a constant C depending only on 3,1 and E(|V|?) such that

? (a2

k=1
(Note that the corollary above can not be obtained by Doob’s inequality. Since {2221 Vichi
1
> m) < E(IZ;;;EVM‘*)‘ But

l

mB’

2m>§0

is a martingale, Doob’s inequality tells that P <maxi§l ‘Zzzl Vi

1y o0 I VE(] 20—, Vil?) = 400 as long as 8 > 2.)

Proof of Corollary 2.2 Note that there exists (o € (0,1) such that 2 4 ¢y = (1 — ¢0)¢ because
of t > 2. Then D;'t? + E(|V|>)lm~2log(lm~?) > 0 holds when we take t = /T — 1o and
D1 =2+ 19. From Theorem I we can find a Brownian motion B such that

i B
(Z V’f) — Bigp| 2 (1 —t)m) : (21636> E(Wl‘ﬁ)i'
k=1

=P
P1 (I?galx t mb

Theorem II tells that

t2m2
= tm) < Dyexp {_D1E<v2>l}
1

Py =P (Ill,lgfi ‘BilE(Vf)

and hence Py < Dg#. Note that

Vi

> < .
P (Igg;f ; > mn) <Py + Py, (2.14)

and recall that Dy and t are only determined by ¢, hence we complete the proof by taking
B

C = (%) E(|Vi|%) + Ds.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

We divide the proof into two parts. In the first subsection, we state the idea and lead readers
to see what is the most challenging part in the proof, then we will prove the most challenging
part in the second subsection.

14
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3.1 A lower bound of survival probability

Let us first give some classical conclusions as lemmas, which inspire us to develop the approach
to Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 3.1 For a non-negative random sequence {g,} and constants ¢ > 0,p > 1, if we have
E|gi — | — 0,¥q € (0,p], then E(|gn —c[’) =0 7.

Proof: It follows the facts that |g, — [’ < max(2°=2,1)|g, — ¢[(¢5 " + ¢*~1) and
(gn—)gh "+ =gh = —clgh™ =)+ gn — ).

0

The next lemma is known as the Vitali convergence theorem, which has been stated in many
textbooks in various forms. Here we state a refined version of [26, Exercise 7.17].

Lemma 3.2 (Vitali convergence theorem) If X,, converges to a constant c in probability P and
{X,} is uniformly integrable, then E|X,, — c| — 0.

Proof: Recall that the uniformly integrability means that for any € > 0, we can find a constant
M > 0 such that sup,, E(|Xy|1|x,>a) < €. Therefore, this lemma immediately follows from the
next two inequalities:

E|X, —c] SE(|Xn|1x,>0m) + [c[P(|Xn| > M) + E(| Xy — ¢|1x,)<nr)

and
Ve>0, E(|X, —clix,j<m) S P (| Xy —cf <€)+ (M + |c))P (| Xy —¢| > €).

Lemma 3.3 (/26, Ezercise 7.19]) If there exists € > 0 such that sup,, E (| X,|'T¢) < 400, then
{X,} is uniformly integrable.

Now we start the first half of the proof of Theorem 1.3: from the conclusion in Theorem 1.3
to (3.11).

Proof of Theorem 1.3: first half First we see the assumptions in Theorem 1.2 are
totally contained in the assumptions in Theorem 1.3, which means that (1.10) and (1.11) hold
in probability. Denote

—m
Note that A,, converges to a constant in probability means that for any p > 1, A}, also converges
to a constant in probability. Therefore, if {A}L} is uniformly integrable (and thus {A7} is
uniformly integrable for ¢ € (0,p]), then according to Lemma 3.2, we see for any ¢ € (0,p],
E|AY — b!] — 0 (resp. E|A% —bi| — 0) when o = £,d € (0,d.) (resp. o € (0,3),d > 0).
According to Lemma 3.1, we see A,, — by, LP (resp. A, — b, LP) if E|A}, — b]| — 0 (resp.
E|AL — bB| — 0). Therefore, Lemma 3.3 tells that if we can show

Je >0, lim E(APTE) < +oo, (3.1)

n——+00

"We usually write P, E for the probability and the corresponding expectation when there is no random envi-
ronment involved.
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then we complete the proof of Theorem 1.3. Therefore, what we should do next is to find the
lower bound of P, (Y;, > 0). Note that

Y, >V, = {]u\ =n:Vi<n, V() e [-n'? =97 K, 00 ()], N(ui1) < 6"1/3},
hence

Pr(Y, >0)>Pr(Y, >0)=Pg(Y, >1)> [7A, P —as., (3.2)

where the last inequality is because of the Holder’s inequality. From the same argument (which
is conventionally called the second moment method) used in [18, (6.10)-(6.16)], we derive that

n—1
E (V2) <Ec(V) |1+~ 1Y swp Eg [Z;(@)] , P—as., (3.3)
=0 Vlz)ili)_ejR

where Z;(0) := 1{,coy (Z\u|=n,u>v 1{u€@}> and

O .= {u eT:|ul<n, VO<i<l|ul, N(uj—1)< e’

7V(u7,) S [_n1/3 - ﬂ_lKh QOE(Z)]} .
(In fact, we can obtain (3.3) by just redefining © in [18] as the display above and proceeding
via the steps (6.10)-(6.16) in [18].) Applying Lemma 2.1 we see

sup Eﬁ[zﬁ(@] = swp Br| Y Lvicnj Voo Kupyel-n/, d(,~+j)a]}]
|v]=j |vl=j L uj=v,|ul=n
V(v)eR V(v)eR I

< sup E Z 1{V(u)+191Kn<dn“}]

[v|=3 L |u|=n
V(v)ER
=E, Z Ly (wy+v-1k,< dna}]
L |u|=n

=E¢ eﬁX"JrK"l{xﬁwKnSdna}]

=E. €T"1{Tn<19dna}]

<l P _as. (3.4)

(The estimate above is very rough indeed. But we point out that it is enough for our aim because
in this step, we only need to prove that sup,|=; v(ver Ec [Z;(0)] can be bounded by a constant

from above. In fact, a more precise random upper bound of n~3 log SUD|y|=,V (v)er BL [Z5(0)]
had been obtained in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Thanks to the conclusion in Theorem 1.1, in
this proof we only need to give such a rough estimate on supj,—; v (er Ec [Z(0)].)

16



On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 17

From (3.4) we see whether o = £,d € (0,d.) or a € (0, %),d > 0, it is true that

sup E. [Zg(@)] < e(ﬁdc—i-l)nl/s
[v|=7,V(v)eER

P —as. (3.5)

for n large enough. Combining with (3.2) and (3.3) we see

~

EE(Yn)

14 (en'® —1) z sup |y=; Er [Z (@)]
Jj=0 V(v)eR

P.(Y, >0)>

E.(Y,)

= W, P —a.s. (36)

Using Lemma 2.1 once again, we get®

_ -
Be(Yn) = ‘(e Lvicicn, Tief—on1/3, vaio), &Se"l/g})

> p, (Vlgign, &< e’ e [-9nt/?, ﬁdia]) ,

>e P, <V1g§n, <"’ Te [—19”1/3,0]> :

Combining with (3.2) we can see whether o = 2,d € (0,d.) or o € (0,1),d > 0,

Ay <9 —n""3logP, (vlgign, &<’ T e [~on's, 0]) + (9de + 3).
Therefore, to show (3.1), we only need to prove that

1/3

n—-4o0o

3 >0, Tm E (‘n_l/?’long (Hr<in, & < e” € [~on'/3 o])‘p 5) < foo. (3.7)

Denote |z := sup{y € N,y < z} and [z] := inf{y € N,y > z}. For any R € (0, 2&‘) and n

large enough, by Markov property we have

P, (voggn T e [_ﬁnl/?,,()] L6 < en1/3>

1/3

> Pr(Vocicrrniss Ti € sty i/Xs], & < e |[To = 0)
i e [—9nl/3 < ent? =
8 xe[ZAsRnllgf:Rnl/a/%] Pe (vm””ﬂﬁiﬁn Ti e [=on/7,0], & <e Tt Rn/s :E)
[Rn'/37—1

> ] Pe(Tnir € s, 1/As] &mrr < s]| T = 0)

m=0

L =
T n n nl/ g,m
j=0 PER Pawsop & <@ Tryyo,, € AR, Rn'/P /]

[Rn'/3]—1 [n'/3]

= I % I[ Zn (3.8)
m=0 7=0

®In this proof, we always write Pz (-|To = 0) as P(-) for simplicity if no confusion may arise.
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where R;,, := [Rn'/?] + |n?3|j and s is the one in (1.9). Note that the random environment
is i.i.d., then we have

+
E (‘”_1/3 logP, <v1SiSn, <"’ T e [—197%1/3700 ‘p E)

_ (Bl 4 nl% 4 2)p*e (TR0 PTE (|log Zo|P*<) + [n!/*1E (| log Zo.n["*))
n

e . (3.9)

3

Recalling (2.11) one sees that E (|log Zp|P*¢) < 400 when we choose ¢ € (0, \¢ — p). Therefore,
(3.7) will hold as long as

Je >0, nEIEwE (|log Zon[P™®) < +o0. (3.10)

Therefore, from the space-homogeneous property of {T},}, (3.10) will be true if there exists £ > 0
such that

Va,b€R, b>a>0, lim E(|logps(T;n,1,a,b,a)["") < +oo, (3.11)
n——+o0o
where

pe(Tinzabe) = inf P (vav,-eN T3] < by, [Tian| < ev/n, & < eV|Ty = x) . (3.12)
z|<ay/n -

In conclusion, the proof of Theorem 1.3 will be completed as long as we can prove (3.11). The
proof of (3.11) will be given in the next subsection, which is the heart of the proof of Theorem
1.3.

O

3.2 Proof of (3.11)

Now we start the second half of the proof of Theorem 1.3: proof of (3.11). We divide the
proof into three parts.

Proof of Theorem 1.3: second half

pte

Part 1. Since |log pe(T;n,1,a,b,a)| is non-negative, it is true that

+oo
E (log pe(Tin,1,a,b,a)[P*%) <14 > P (llog pe(Tin, 1,a,b,a)[P* > m).

m=1

18
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Markov property tells that for n large enough, we have

ﬁﬁ(Ta n, 17 a, b7 (1)

n—1

> H inf PL( i1 S av/n, §i1 < |Xs||T5 = ‘T)
g lel<avm
n—1

>

[ min (Pe (Tivr € [0, As[], &1 < [Xs||T = 0), P (Tiga € (A5, 0], &1 < [5]|T3 = 0))
1=0

n—1
H Pr (Tis1 €[0,[As]], &1 < [As]|T5 = 0) P (Tir € [A5,0], &1 < [A5]|T3 = 0))

IV
3 =,
Il
,_. o

(Z—l- ZZ— )

I
=)

)
Recalling assumption (1.14) we see
1/t
|log pr(T;n,1,a,b,a)] <

t
Z log(Z4,iZ-i) (Z log(Z+,iZ— ’1/t> (3.13)

because of t > 1. According to assumption (1.14), we can choose ¢ € (0, — p) such that
20 g A, 2 ) > /\6 . Note that (2.10) and (2.11) mean that

min (5

1
E( 10g(Z+,OZ—,0)|A6) = E (|log(Z4.070)| ") < +o0.

P —
Denote p := p + ¢,d,, := [n* 7| and hence di? = O(n?) for some s > t as p > A — 1.

Moreover, note that for n large enough and each m > d,, (ml/ (ﬁt),n) is a STA couple at
level (\gt,3) w.r.t. |log(Zy0Z-0)|"/* — 2, where 2 := E(|log(Z+0Z_0)|"/*). We remind that
{|1og(Zy :Z_)|"/*}; is an ii.d. sequence. Then from Corollary 2.2 and (3.13), we can find a
constant ¢ such that

n—1
P (|logpc(T;n, 1,a,b,a)[P** > m) <P <Z<|log<z+ L)t = 2) = mr n>
1=0

n—1
1 1
<P <Z<uog<z+,iz_7i>ri —2)> 5m$t>

i=0
_ 26
<cinm P (3.14)
as long as n is large enough. Hence we have
= o0 26 1-26
Z P (|log pz(T;n,1,a,b, a)[PTe >m) < cln/ x Pdr <2cind, * < 3c
m=dp m
for n large enough, which means that
+oo
p+e >
nh_)llolo Z; P (|logpz(T;n,1,a,b,a)| m) < —+oo. (3.15)
m=an,
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Part 2. On the other hand, for any event @),,, we have

P (|logﬁ£(T7n, 1, a, b7 a)|p+€ > m) <P (|logﬁ£(T7n, 1, a, b7 a)|10+€ >m, QTL) +P (sz) .

Hence
dn,
Z P ([logpz(T5n,1,a,b,a)P™ > m)
m=1
dn,
<d,P(Q5) + Y P ([logpe(Tin, 1,a,b,a)["* > m, Q) . (3.16)
m=1

Before introducing the definition of (),,, we give some notation used in the rest of the proof.
Denote
M, :=E(T,), U, :=T,—Ec(T,), T, :=E.(U?) =E.(T?) — M2,
and
n
U= Be(|Uk — Upa] ™).
k=1
Let us introduce some important constants for the rest of the proof. Thanks to the assumptions

0<a<b,o2>0and g—z < ﬁi:g, we can find 4§, cg > 0 small enough to satisfy

o? a o2(1+3c3)®> A —2
—* )6 — 2a — b —(1 1) < 3.17
€ c (O’ 2023)’ © (0’ 2023> max{0,2a b} <a—(1+e)d — 575 = < 3 =5 (317
which allows us to choose constants a and ¢y such that

_ _ (a—a+ 3635)2 2
2a — —(1 0 1+ 2¢3)0 < 3.18
ac (HlaX{O, a b}7a ( +C3) )7 CL>( + 63) ’ (b—a—5—635)2 = 2—|—C35’ ( )

1+ 2c3)262 2\ — 2

c2(1 + 2¢3)°0° <X —2 and ¢y > (Mo —2) (3.19)

0% — 23 PR

Now we give some helpful random sequences as follows. Define

T 1= 0, 7= min (mindi > 7,2 M= My > 6VRY = LT, n), k=12

Denote
N, :=sup{k <n: Ton < n}, Pro =0, P =T~ Ty (3.20)

The spirit of the construction of @, is on which the value of |logp,-(T;n,1,a,b,a)| can not be
2
too large. Let ¢, := ﬁ, q) = ((%]) and define

Qn = H,NJ, N J,N I,

20
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where

i<q i<2n

—4n

H, =P <migpn7i > qn> R {maX|Fi —o%i| < 03(]”} , I = {than < 3E(yy)nl,

A
I, := { max Ez(N(u)™™M) <e™3  max [
Ju|<n—1 i<n

B

a0+ Ma) — /{i(ﬁ‘)] < M} (3.21)

)
9+ M ~ 3(0+ \y)

Next we show lim,, o d,P (Q%) < +00. Note that
P(Q;) <P (HS)+P(J)+P(J) +P(I).

Since the random environment is i.i.d., we see for any n, {p,;,¢i € N*} is an i.i.d. sequence,
which means that

P <guqn Prji < qn> < ;P (pn1 < qn)-

Recalling the definition of p, 1 we see P(p,1 < ¢qn) < P (maxi<gq, |M;| > dy/n). Accord-
ing to (1.2) and the first equality in (2.4), we see EM; = 0. Recall the notation o2 :=
E [(/{1(19) —19/{’1(19))2} and thus 0% = E (M?). Now we take [, := ¢, and m, := dy/n, and
then the range of ¢y in (3.19) and assumption (1.6) ensure that (my,l,) is a STA couple at
level ()\o, 1+ ﬁ) w.r.t. M for n large enough. According to Corollary 2.2, we can find a

constant ¢4 > 0 such that P (max;<,, |M;| > §v/n) < cagon~ 29/ and hence

c * * ~20 1-20 1—)‘—0-1-5
P(H;) = ¢;P(pn1 < qn) < cagpgnn™ 2 < 2cpcan’™ 2 logn < 2cpcqn’ ™2 (3.22)

holds for n large enough.
According to Lemma 2.1, (1.7) is equivalent to

E <[E£ (|U1|A2)r1> < +o0. (3.23)

Hence we see E(Fi‘l)‘” 2) < 400 by Jensen’s inequality (recalling that Ao > 2). From Lemma
2.1 and the definition of 02 we see 02 = E(I'1). By a direct calculation we see that (c3qn,2n) is
a STA couple at level (A1A2/2,3) w.r.t. T'y as long as n is large enough. Therefore, Corollary
2.2 tells that we can find a constant c5 > 0 such that

P(J) =P <n§§x T; — o2i| > 03qn> < esng; M2 < 2en! M (3.24)
1<2n

for n large enough.
Recall that ¢y := E, (|U1*?) . Since

P(J7) = P20 > 3E(Y1)n) = P(an — 20E(v1) > nE(y1)),
(3.23) and Corollary 2.2 tell that

Jeg >0, YneNT, P(JS) <cen'™M. (3.25)
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N
= {maX{Eﬁ(N(u)HM),l} <™ } and recall the as-

v
Note that {Eg(N(u)H)“*) < e~ }

sumption
E([log® E£(N (u) ")) + E(|m1 (9)[*) + E(|m1 (9 + M) < +oo.

Then by Markov inequality we can find a constant c¢7 such that

A

VneNt, PUIS) <cm!™ 7. (3.26)

Sinczve have chosen ¢ to satisfy min(% — &, A, )‘—23) > /\Gi‘;_a, combining with (3.22)-(3.26) we
get lim,, o0 d, P (QS) < 400.
Part 3. Recalling (3.16) we see the only rest to prove is

dn
T ~ . pte >
Jim E_lP (log pe(Tsm,1,a,b,a)[P7 > m, Q) < +o0. (3.27)

By the definition in (3.12), we see
pE(Tv n,1,a, b7 a) > pﬁ(Tv n,1,a, b7 a) - Z Pﬁ(gl > e\/ﬁ)v (328)
i=1

where

pe(Tin, z,a,b,¢) = ‘ ‘inf\FPg (Vicenien [Tl < bv/n, |Tiony| < evn|Th =2) . (3.29)
z|<ay/n

By Lemma 2.1, we have

=1
N(u)
7j=1

Then by the method used in the proof of [18, Corollary 4.3], we get

E-l1 g =G (u)
L (N()>evT} €

Pr(& > eVh) = o Ju)=i—1. (3.30)

P, (& > eV) < e MUVPE (N (u) ) e mvms(0+A)=ri(®) 1y = — 1, (3.31)

where A4 has been introduced in (1.8) and v; = 19->i\-4)\4' Recalling (3.21) we see that

Agviv/n
—canR

> Pr(&>eV") <ne . on I (3.32)
i=1

Now we estimate the lower bound of pg(7;n,1,a,b,a). Define the shift operator T as TL :=
(Lo, L3, ...). We usually write

ToL =L, Tp:=%* VEkeNT and hence T L = (Lra1, Lrroy---).
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Recall (3.18) and let an = a, an; = Gpi—1 — Pn.i(a=d) (We remind that P(N,, > 1) =1

n
because of the definition of 7, ;.) By Markov property we see

pE(Ta n, 17 a, b7 a)
Nn, T

2 1_[1p(1-,—n’i1[, (T7 n, pn,i/na an,i—la b7 an,i) X pz"'n,Nnﬁ <T7 n, 1— n,’,fLNn ’ an,Nm b7 a) ) (333)
1=

where we agree that p. (T%;-,0,-,-,-) = 1. For any ¢ < N, by the definitions of p,, ;, M,, and Uy,

we see
Pz, L (Tsm, ppi/n, Gnie1,b, i)
P (vmm%m’ix +Up = Uppoy + My — M, € [-bV/, bﬁ]> . (3.34)

z+ U, — U,

inf
n,i—1 + MTn,i - MTn,ifl S [_anvi\/ﬁ7 an’i\/ﬁ]

lz[<an,i—1vn

From Theorem I we can find a standard Brownian motion B under P, such that

- o 6_3 087/}2n
Jeg >0, YneN, Q,:=P, (1{1%2211)1<|UZ Br,| > 5 5\/ﬁ> < 2 P-as., (3.35)
and thus on the event H,,
pT"n,i—l‘c (Ta n, pn,i/n7 Gn,i—1, bv an,i)
V. s+ U =Ug . | < (b—=0d)vn
2 lnf PE n,zflgkg n,1| k s 1| ( )\/_ (here k e N)
|z|<an,i—1v/n |z 4+ Uq—nyi — UTn7i71| < (am- — 5)\/5
an,iflngTn,i "T + Brk - BF‘rn i—1 ‘ S (b - 6/)\/5
> inf P, ' -9y
|z|<an,i—1v/n ]a: + BFTni — BF‘rn i ‘ < (an,i — (5/)\/5
Yscioni)|® + Bsyr, . —Br, | <(b=8)Vn
> inf r <l0,1n. et mit ) — Q. (here s € RT)
lz|<an,i—1v/n |z 4+ Br, —Br, .| | < (an;—38)vn
= nf P (Vse[omn,i]lle < (b— )W, |By..| < (an; — 8)v/n|By = :17) -0,
r|<an,i—1V/N
= et Pe (Vse[o,nm/nﬂBs! <b—8,|By, /ml < ani—0|Bo= 95) — Qn, (3.36)
r|<an,i—1 ’ ’
where

§ = (1 + 03)57 M = FTn,i - ]‘—‘Tn,ifl' (3‘37)

Recall that a, ;1 — an; = (a — @)pn/n. From the estimate on “k(¢)” in [16, (3.6)-(3.10)] © we
see that there exist c¢g, c19,c11 > 0 such that

L nf P (V8<M|Bs| <b—8,|Buni| < an;—8|Bo= x)
z|<an,i—1 ="n n
(Lele=t) o gy2n €11

9Note that b—6'—an i1 > b—0'—a. Therefore, if the 81, da, € in [16] are replaced by an i1 —an,i+68',b—8"—a, 36
in our context respectively, then the second and third inequalities in (3.18) ensure the truth of (3.38).
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where
8" == (1 + 2c3)6. (3.39)
From the definition of 7, ; we see p,; < n. Moreover, on the event H, N J,, we have
Vi < Ny + 1, 0o < 00T+ c3qn — (02Tni-1 — 3qn) < 0on + 2c3qn (3.40)

and (recalling the first inequality in (3.17))
2 2 2 Uzpn,i 2
Nng > O5Tni — €3Gn — (05 Tni—1 + €3Gn) > 05 pni — 2¢3G, > max —5 (0% —2¢3)qn | - (3.41)
Then on H, N J,, it is true that

(pn,i(ll—ﬁ) + 5”)271 B ne'"? . (a — d)Pn,ﬂS// N (a — a)zpi,i

n

27771,:' - 27771,:' Mn,i 271?7”7,'
nd"?  2(a —a)d” a—a)?
7 A @
2777172' 0% 0%

According to the above inequality and (3.40), there exists c¢12 such that on H,, N J,,

) TL(S//2
inf Pr (st[O,nn,i/n}|Bs| <b—0"|By, /| < ani —8'|Bo= 3:) 2 2c12 €Xp {_ } :

|z|<an,i—1 277n,i
Combining the above inequality with (3.35) and (3.36), we see on H,, N J, N J,,

né”2} _ 3csE(¢1)n

27771,1’ n*2/2

Wi < No, pr., 2 (T, poi/nanio1, b, an i) > 210 exp {— (3.42)

Recalling (3.41), the first inequality in (3.19) and the definition g, := we see

_n_
cologn?

12 "2 12
exp _no >p 272 and — =o exp _no .
277n,i - 77,)‘2/2 27]n,i

Hence on H,, N J, N Jy, (3.42) and (3.41) tell that for any i < N,

n 12 n5”2
pe. o (15, pni/n, ani—1,b,an:) > c1a exp {— } > C12 €Xp {— 3 } (3.43)
i 27]71,2 O-*pn77/

holds for n large enough.
On the other hand, the relationship @ < a — ¢’ in (3.18) and the definition of N,, imply that

P, v L <T n,1— n7;vn a,b, a)
n Pn,Np+1 =
> p‘L—n Nn,C < ,a, a, (1)
n Nn+1 —
szTn,Nn£< 7a_57a_5)

> inf P, (V
lz|<a

<t \B |<a—dBy=2) - Q, (3.44)
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holds on the event H,, N J,. It is plain to see 7, n,+1 < 2n because of the definitions of N,, and
Tn,i- S0 we have

_ 2
M Np+1 = FTn,Nn+1 o FTn,Nn < F7'n,Nn+1 < 20n + c3qn, on Jy

and thus

-
T, L (T;n, 1— 8 G b, a) >P, (VS<302 |Bs| <a— 08 —a|By = 0) - Q,, on H,NJ,
n,INn n = *

for n large enough. Note that Pz (Vs<3,2 |Bs| < a — & —a|By = 0) is a positive constant, hence
for n large enough, there exists ci3 > 0 such that

T -
P, o L (T; n,1— "ﬁN" ,a, b, a> >c13, on H,NJ,NJ,. (3.45)
From (3.33), (3.43) and (3.45), we have

n5/12

02pn.i

Np,
pe(Tin,1,a,b,a) > c13 H <612 exp {— }) . on H,NJ,NJ, (3.46)
i=1

2

for n large enough. Note that 1z, Zfi"l o S Nyt < Z—j and 47 = o(y/n). Hence from (3.28),

(3.32) and (3.46) we can find a constant ¢14 > 0 such tha

n,1

Nnp
ﬁE(T;n,l,a,b,a)2Hexp{—cl4n}, on H,NJ,NJ,NI,
i=1

for n large enough. Finally we completes the proof of Therem 1.3 by the following two proposi-
tions.

Proposition 3.4 There exists . € (0,1) such that lim,,_, o P(N, >m) < ./™.

Proof of Proposition 3.4 By the definition of {7, ;} and {p,;}, we see for fixed n, pn.1, pn2; .-,
Pnis - 18 an 1.i.d. positive random sequence. Let F{,) be the distribution of p, ;. Note that

P(Np > m) = P(ram < n) = Fi(n) < [Fpy(n)]™ = [P(7n,1 < )™

Moreover, according to the classical invariance principle (see [7]), we can find a constant I; €
(0,1) such that

P(tn1 >n)=P (ngax\Mi\ < 6\/ﬁ> >0 (3.47)

for n large enough, which completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.5 For any given positive constant u, we have

N, u
m E((Z " ) 1Hn> < +oo.
n—-—4o0o e Pn.i
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Proof of Proposition 3.5 Recall that H,, = P (minigq;; Pni > Qn) Jn = lzgn and & =
2
<[q%1) , which means 1, Zfi”l P:,i < ¢;. Then we have

a, Ny
:1+ZP<<Z ">1anmi>. (3.48)

i—1 Pni

Choose a constant ¢ € (0,1) and denote Gy, ,, := H,, N {N,, < [¢m*/*]}. It is true that

N, N
P <<Z " ) 1, > mi) <P <Z L mi,Gn,m> +P (Nn > Lgmij)

i=1 Pni i=1 Pni
[em!/*

<P| >

im1  Pni

>mu, H, | + s (3.49)

Note that ¢ € (0, %) and m < ¢ mean that [¢m!/*] < ¢ for n large enough. Then by Markov
inequality we see

lom1/v ]

¥s>0, P )

i=1

[Gml/uJ n

1 _ 1/u S = N
>mu, Hy | <e” ™™ E<eZ ! “"’llHn>

Pni

_sn_ Lgml/“J

<= B (i1, 5g )] . (3.50)

Now we need to estimate the tail of an1‘ For any x > 1, by the definition of p,; in (3.20) we
see

n n
P{— =P (- n1) <P M;| > .
(= 7) =P (> = (i@ﬁgﬁ' | W)

Recall that 0 = E(M?). By the method used in the proof of Corollary 2.2 (noting that here we
use (2.14) in the proof of Corollary 2.2 rather than the result of Corollary 2.2 directly), we can
find constants l5 and I3 such that

- 2
Vn e Nt P (;g[a% M| > 5\/ﬁ> < lpe 507 +13(g1n—%°.
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Note that e’n.t 1¢p, 1 >q0y < n°2. By the above inequality we see

sn [n502—| sn
Vs S 17 Vn € N+7 E (ePn,l 1{pn,1ZQn}) S 3 + Z P (epn,l 1{Pn,1ZQn} 2 k)
k=3

n sn
<3 P < <
=07 Z <62logn _p"’l_logk:>

log k log k
<3+ Z P <pl > Oi; ) (noting that Of > 1)
n,1

[nee2]

_ 8 ns Ao
80'2 2
34+ E <lgk 3 +13f10gk—‘n 2>

k=3

+o00 5
=3+ (lzz’f?’foz> + [0l 7
k=3

IN

log 3

Recall that A9 > 3, hence we can choose s € (O,min{?)‘%, ’\207_22, 1}) Then there exists a
constant Iy > 1 such that

sn

SlrleE (e”"»l 1{pn712qn}> <ly. (3.51)

Finally, combining (3.51) with (3.48)-(3.50), we complete the proof by choosing

€ | 0, min Ll
N ’ logly’ 2) )

O

4 The L? (p > 1) convergence of small deviation principle for

RWre

Using a method which is similar to the one used in the proof of Theorem 1.3, we can obtain the
LP(p > 1) convergence of the scaling small deviation of a random walk with random environment
in time (RWre).

4.1 Model and result

First we quote the definition of RWre in Lv, Hong [17]. Denote p := {un}pen+ an iid.
sequence taking values in the space of probability measures on R. Conditioned to a realization
of u, we sample {X,, },en+ a sequence of independent random variables such that for every n,
the law of X, is the realization of u,. Set

So=z€R, §,:= SO+ZXi' (4.1)
i=1

27



28

We call {S,}nen a RWrel? (with the random environment 1), which also has two laws to be
considered. We write P, (quenched law) for the law of {S),},en conditionally on p and P the
joint law of {S;, }nen and p. The marginal distribution of {S), },en under P is called an annealed
law. Slightly abusing notation we also write P for the annealed law.

We remind that the associated walk {7}, } introduced in (2.2) is exactly a RWre. More precisely,
as the definition in the previous paragraph, the random environment for {7,,} should be the
{Tn,c}nen+ introduced in (2.1) with A = 4+00. But we can also say {7},} is a random walk with
random environment £ as {7, £ },en+ s totally determined by £. From this point of view, we
can see the close connection between BRWre and RWre.

The small deviation problem focuses on the probability that a stochastic process has fluctua-
tions below its natural scale. For the small deviation of RWre, we have obtained the sufficient
conditions for convergence in probability / almost surely as follows.

Theorem 4.1 (Lv & Hong [17, Theorem 2]) Assume that there exist constants By > 2,51 >
2, B2 > 2 such that

EM, =0, E(U?) >0, E(|]M|*) + E <[Eu(|U1|52)rl> < 400, (4.2)

where M, := E,(Sy), Up := S, — EL(Sy). Let {t,}nen be a sequence of non-negative integers
and tp, == t, +n. Set by < a1 < ag < by, by < a} < dy < by and {y,} a positive sequence
satisfying yn, = o(y/n).

(a) The following convergence

suplog P, (thgisfn Si € [b1Yn, bayn]|St, = a;)

2 .
g 255 __T () s
n—roc nyn’ (b2 — 012 \og)" “3)
Vy <ot Si € (b1t baunl,
inf logP, tsisin 9 € | 1/yn 2,yn] =T )

~ z€laiyn,a2yn] Sz, € [a1Yn, ayyn) —00) oA
lim — = 57— | (44)

n—+o0 nYn, (b2 - bl) oQ
hold in probability P if ny;min(ﬁo’zﬁl) — 0, where 02 := E(Mf),o*?2 = E(U?) and v is a

real-valued function defined in Lv [16]. .
(b) The convergence in (4.3) and (4.4) hold in the sense of P-a.s. when 3"t ny, min(fo.281)
+00.

The following theorem is the main result in this section.

2
Theorem 4.2 Assume that (4.2) holds and Z—g‘ < 63:3' If there exist p > 1,t > 0,84 > (B3 >
Q

B
0,85 > 1 such that
E (! log P, (S1 € [P, —Lay>ay 83]|S0 = 0)fﬁs>

+E (\ log P,(S1 € [La,<a; B3, Ba][So = 0)\’35) < +o0 (4.5)

ONote that this process is not the random walk in random environment which has been well-studied in Zeitouni
[29], where the random environment varies in space but for our model, the random environment varies in time.
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and

22 pe g ), min(Rm) > (1.6

then for any {y,} satisfying ny, min(fo,281) _, 0, the convergence in (4.3) and (4.4) hold in LP.

Remark 4.1 Observing the assumptions in Theorem 4.1, for a constant x near 0, we see that
it doesn’t matter to the almost surely convergence of the small deviation whether P, (S5 < z)
is too large or too small. However, we add some restrictions on the tail of P,(S; < x) in (4.5)
when we consider the LP convergence of the small deviation. In fact, by an argument similar to
Remark 1.1, we can also see that

3z >0, P(P,(S1>2)=1)=PP,(S < —-2)=1)=0 (4.7)

is a necessary condition for Theorem 4.2. From this point we can also see the difference between
LP convergence and almost surely convergence of the quenched small deviation probability of
RWre.

According to Lemma 2.1, we see the close connection between BRWre and RWre and hence
many questions on BRWre can also be translated into the corresponding questions on RWre.
For example, the random ballot theorem for RWre ([22, Theorem 1.11]) is a key tool to obtain
the asymptotic behavior of the maximal displacement of BRWre, see [23]; the small deviation
theorem for RWre (Theorem 4.1) plays a key role during we prove some properties of survival
probability of BRWre with a barrier, see [18]'!. In fact, the estimates on various small deviation
probabilities have been used in the study of BRW and some generalizations of BRW more than
once, e.g. the BRW with barrier (see [2, 12, 8]), the N—BRW (see [21]) and the maximal
displacement of a branching random walk in a vary (but non-random) environment (see [20]).
Therefore, we believe that there will be potential applications of Theorem 4.2 in the study of
BRWre. Moreover, the LP convergence for the quenched probability of random model in random
environment is of independent interest.

In view of the applications (mentioned in the previous paragraph) of small deviation to the
study of BRWre, we tend to emphasize the importance of (3.11). According to the Markov
property of the RWre, we could view the probability in (3.11) as the “atom” of the small deviation
probability, or more mathematically speaking, the small deviation probabilities in (4.3), (4.4)
and (3.7) can be bounded from above and below by the product of a series of probabilities like
the one in (3.11) or (3.29). Therefore, (3.11) is highly expected to be applied in more barrier
problems or some other topics in BRWre. At least, (3.11) has been used in one of my current
researches—the asymptotic behavior of P£(S) as ¢ | 0 when the barrier function is ic —9 1 K;.!2
On the other hand, the idea (the constructions of 7, ; and @) used in the proof of (3.11) may

" Actually, (1.2), (1.6) and (1.7) are set to ensure that the associated RWre can satisfy the assumptions in
Theorem 4.1.

12This problem stems from my previous work [18, Theorem 2.5], which states that P.(S) > 0,P — a.s. (resp.
P,(S)=0,P —as.) for £ > 0 (resp. € = 0). Such problem in the context of the time-homogeneous case (BRW)
was studied in Gantert et al. [8].
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also work in the study of limit behavior of BRWre (especially in the sense of moment or LP).
As the end of this subsection, let us restate (3.11) as the following proposition, in which we give
the sufficient conditions for (3.11) through a careful review of Section 3.2.

Proposition 4.3 Assume that (1.2), (1.6)-(1.8), (1.13) hold with constants

2
-2
MNS2 M2 A2 A3 A>0, A<l A1 L2222 (4.8)
Uz )\0 -2
and
N(9) Ao
E | |log” Ec | Ing<inl D 160 +m@)ebs.o) < +oo, (4.9)
i=1
If constants p,t satisfy that
1 .o A3 A6
t>1, thg>2 A — —, A =, = — 4.1
= 1, 6_7p€|:6 t7 6)7 mln{27172}>)\6_p7 ( O)

then (3.11) holds for some € > 0.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.2

Since there are many similarities between the proof of Theorem 4.2 and the proof of Theorem
1.3, we emphasize mainly the distinctive points in the proof of Theorem 4.2. First, by an
argument similar to (3.1) and (3.7)-(3.10) 13, we can see the heart of the proof is also to estimate
the upper limit of

E ( ) (4.11)

for some p > p. Without loss of generality, in the rest of the proof we only consider the case

. Vi<n Si € [biv/n, bav/n],
inf logP,, -, , ‘So =z
z€[a1v/n,az/1n] Sy, € [max(aq,a})v/n, min(ag, ay)v/n]

ai + as = by + by = a} + ay, = 0 and denote a := ag, b := by, a’ := al,. Hence we need to show

inf logP, (Vign 1S;| < bv/n, |Sn| < a/\/ﬁ‘So = x)

le|<av/n

D
Ip >p, lim E( ><+oo (4.12)

n——+00

when a > o’. In this section we mainly pay attention to the case a > a’ since we have experienced
the case a = @’ in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Hereafter, unless specifically mentioned otherwise, we will continue to use the notation in
Section 3.2.

We start the discussion under an extra assumption a — a’ < b — a, which means that we can
find constants §,c3,a” such that a” € (0,a’ —¢') and a — a” < b — a. (In fact, we can further

'3We remind that the analog of (3.8) in the context of this section will not occur the term like “[] Z,,” but
only the term like “J]Z;,” because of the setting by < a1 and az < bs. Hence we redefine R;, in (3.8) by

Rjn = |yn]j.
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choose a” according to the way we choose @ and then in this proof, a” plays the same role as
a in Section 3.2.) Let ap o := a, ani = api—1 — w Following the notation in (3.29), by
Markov property we see

Nnp,
Pni
pu(57 n, 17 a, b7 CL,) > 1_11:11‘17”&1;1 <57 n, %7 QAni—1, b7 an,i)
1=
TnyNn /
xpx, o (Sima 1= T 0y b)) (4.13)

For the term pg, . 4 (S; n, %, ani—1,0, an,i) , by an argument similar to (3.34)-(3.42) we get a
result like (3.43). What we should take careful is the term PT. o (S; n,1 — Tuin an,N,, b, a’).

n I

Since 7, n,, is random and a > @/, it is not sure whether a,, n, < @' —¢' or not. If a,, n, < a’' =7,
then we can follow the discussion in (3.44)-(3.45) and finally get (3.46). If a, n, > @’ — ¢, then
Tn,Nn < %n. Therefore, a, n, > o’ — ¢ implies that n — 7, n, € [%
that % > (), which means that on the event H,, N .J,, the time span v, := %(Fn —Trn,)

in the probability

n,n] (recalling

p(B):= inf P (vse[oy By <b—4§',|B,,| <d —&|Bo= x)
‘ZE‘S&,MN” o

has two positive constants as its lower bound and upper bound. So conditionally on H,, N J,,

there is a positive constant as the lower bound of p(B). By an argument similar to (3.34)-(3.42)

we see that on the event H, N J, N jn,

3csE n
G, Ny » b, a’) >p(B) — % (4.14)

Tn,Ny,

p(S) =ps, 4 (s; n,1—

So conditionally on H,, N .J,, N J,, there is a positive constant as the lower limit of p(S) as long
as a—a’ < b—a. Then by Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 we finish the proof for the case a —a’ < b—a.
At last, if a,b,a’ do not satisfy a —a’ < b — a, we can divide the target probability in (4.12)
to several segments by Markov property. Just note that for any p > 1,0 € (0,b), we have
P
E ( log inf PH (ViSQn |SZ| < b\/ﬁ, |Sn| < a'\/ﬁ‘So = l‘) >

lz|<av/n

j2
<2E ( log‘ ‘inf\/_P,u (Vicn [Sil < bv/n, |Sa| < 0v/n|So = z) >
z|<ay/n -
P
+ 27 'E ( log‘ ‘inf\/_Pu (Vicn |Si| < bv/n, 1S,] < d'v/n|So = ) > )
z|<ov/n -

Hence we can choose o1 > g2 > ... > g such that a — o1 < b—a,0, —ad < b— g, and
0i—1 — 0i < b—0;_1,Y2 < i < k and then the situation will go back to the case a —a’ < b — a,
which completes the proof. ]

Let us add some comments about the case a < o’ for (4.12). In fact, if a < @/, then (4.12)
requires fewer assumptions and the proof of (4.12) will be easier. That is because under this
case, we do not need to worry the situation that p,; may be too small to make the last line in
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(3.36) larger than 0 and thus we do not need to introduce H,. However, considering the case
a < d is meaningless to the small deviation probability in (4.4). The reason is as follows. Recall
(4.4) and note that |asy, — abyn|/(ny; %) must be o(y,) because of the assumption y,, = o(v/n).
(We remind that the assumption y,, = o(y/n) is absolutely necessary because what we consider
is the samll deviation principle but not the moderate deviation or large deviation.) Therefore,
even though ay < af, in (4.4), after a decomposition similar to (4.13), we also need to prove
(4.12) under the condition a'y,, < ay, + o(y,), which is almost the same as the case a > d’.
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