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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 (Π,FΠ) be a measurable space and Π ⊆ Π̃ := {m : m is a point process on R}. The random

environment L is defined as an i.i.d. sequence of random variables {L1, L2, · · · ,Ln, · · · }, where

L1 takes values in Π. Let ν be the law of L, then we call the product space (ΠN,F
⊗

N

Π , ν) the

environment space. For any realization L := {L1, L2, · · · , Ln, · · · } 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 φ in generation 0 is located at the origin.

(2) At time 1, the initial particle φ dies and gives birth to N(φ) children who form the first

generation. These children are located at ζi(φ), 1 ≤ i ≤ N(φ), where the distribution of the

random vector X(φ) := (N(φ), ζ1(φ), ζ2(φ), . . .) is L1.

(3) Similarly, at generation n+ 1, every particle u alive at generation n dies and gives birth

to N(u) children. If we denote ζi(u), 1 ≤ i ≤ N(u) the displacement of the children with respect

to their parent u, then the distribution of X(u) := (N(u), ζ1(u), ζ2(u), · · · ) is Ln+1. We should

emphasize that conditionally on any given environment L, all particles in this system reproduce

independently.

Conditionally on L, we write (Γ,FΓ,PL) for the probability space under which the time-

inhomogeneous branching random walk is defined. The probability PL is usually called a

quenched law. We define the probability P := ν
⊗

PL on the product space (ΠN×Γ,F
⊗

N

Π

⊗FΓ)

such that

P(F ×G) =

∫

L∈F
PL(G) dν(L), F ∈ F

⊗
N

Π , G ∈ FΓ. (1.1)

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

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

law and abbreviate P(ΠN × G) to P(G). Moreover, we write EL and E for the corresponding

expectation of PL 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,PL,P) is called the branching random walk in the time-inhomogeneous random environ-

ment L (BRWre). This model was first introduced in Biggins and Kyprianou [4]. If there exists a

point process ι ∈ Π such that P(L1 = ι) = 1 (thus P(Li = ι) = 1,∀i ∈ N
+ := {1, 2, · · · , n, · · · }),

then we usually call the environment a degenerate environment and the BRWre degenerates to

a BRW.

Denote Mn := min|u|=n V (u) the minimal displacement in generation n and

κn(θ) := logEL





N(u)
∑

i=1

e−θζi(u)



 , |u| = n− 1, θ ∈ [0,+∞)

the log-Laplace transform function of the random point process Ln. Throughout the present

paper, we assume that

∃θ∗ > 0, κ(θ∗) < +∞, ∃ϑ ∈ (0, θ∗), κ(ϑ) = ϑκ′(ϑ), κ(0) ∈ (0,+∞), (1.2)

where κ(θ) := E(κn(θ))1 and κ′ is the derivative of κ. (1.2) is also a basic assumption in the

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

lim
n→∞

Mn

n
= −κ(ϑ)

ϑ
, P− a.s., (1.3)

1Note that (1.2) ensures that κ(·) is well-defined in [0, θ∗]. Moreover, for any i, j ∈ N, θ > 0,E(κi(θ)) = E(κj(θ))

since L1, ...Ln, ... is an i.i.d. sequence.
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On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 3

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 Mn was given in Mallein, Mi loś [23]. They

showed that

lim
n→∞

Mn + ϑ−1Kn

log n
= c, in Probability P, (1.4)

where c is an explicit constant and

Kn :=

n
∑

i=1

κi(ϑ), K0 := 0. (1.5)

(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 ϕ : N → R. For any particle u ∈ T, we will erase it and all its descendants as long

as V (u) > ϕ(|u|). The new branching particle system after removing is called a BRW with a

barrier ϕ. 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 u > v if v is an ancestor of u. We write

u ≥ v if u > v or u = v (i.e., u and v are the same one). We define an infinite path u∞ through

T as a sequence of particles u∞ := (ui, i ∈ N) such that

∀i ∈ N, |ui| = i, ui+1 > ui, u0 = φ (the initial particle).

For any i ≤ |u|, we usually write ui for the ancestor of u in generation i. Let Tn := {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 := {∃u∞ := (u0, u1, u2, . . . un, . . .) ∈ T∞,∀i ∈ N, V (ui) ≤ ϕL(i)}

represents that the system still survives after we add the barrier ϕL , where we add a subscript

L to ϕ since the barrier we consider may depend on the random environment. Denote

Yn := ♯{|u| = n : ∀i ≤ n, V (ui) ≤ ϕL(i)}

3
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the size of surviving population at generation n.

By the light2 of (1.4), Lv, Hong [18] added a barrier function ϕL(i) := −ϑ−1Ki + diα 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

λ0 > 6, λ1 > 3, λ2 > 2, λ3 > 6, λ4 > 0, λ5 ≤ −1, λ6 ≥ 1 such that

E
(

|κ1(ϑ) − ϑκ′1(ϑ)|λ0

)

< +∞; (1.6)

E











EL
(

∑N(φ)
i=1 |ζi(φ) + κ′1(ϑ)|λ2e−ϑζi(φ)

)

EL
(

∑N(φ)
i=1 e−ϑζi(φ)

)





λ1





< +∞. (1.7)

E(|κ1(ϑ+ λ4)|λ3) + E(|κ1(ϑ)|λ3) < +∞, E([log+EL(N(φ)1+λ4)]λ3) < +∞, (1.8)

where log+ · := log max(1, ·), log− · := | log min(1, ·)|, and

E









log−EL



1N(φ)≤|λ5|

N(φ)
∑

i=1

1{ϑζi(φ)+κ1(ϑ)∈[λ5,λ
−1
5 ]}









λ6





< +∞, (1.9)

then we have the extinction rates as follows.

(1) If α = 1
3 , d ∈ (0, dc), then there exists a negative constant b1 depending on d such that

lim
n→∞

logPL(Yn > 0)
3
√
n

= b1, (1.10)

holds in the sense of P− a.s., where dc is a positive constant.

(2) If α ∈ (0, 13), d ≥ 0, then there exists a negative constant b2 (not depending on d) such that

lim
n→∞

logPL(Yn > 0)
3
√
n

= b2, (1.11)

holds in the sense of P− a.s.

The explicit expressions of dc, b1 and b2 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 λ6 > 2, PL(S) > 0, P− a.s. when α > 1
3 , d > 0

or α = 1
3 , d > dc; under the assumptions (1.2), (1.6) and (1.7), PL(S) = 0, P− a.s. when

α = 1
3 , d < dc or α < 1

3 . 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 PL(S) will

approach 0 when the barrier is close to the trajectory of Mn. Comparing (1.3) with (1.4), we see that Mn is closer

to ϑ−1Kn than ϑ−1nE(K1) 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 + dnα,

where d∗ is the limit of Mn/n, see [2, 5, 8, 12].
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On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 5

[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 λ0 > 3, λ1 > 2, λ2 > 2, λ3 > 3, λ4 >

0, λ5 ≤ −1, λ6 ≥ 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

λ0 > 3, λ1 > 2, λ2 > 2, λ3 > 3, λ4 > 0, λ5 ≤ −1, λ6 ≥ 1,
σ2

σ2∗
<
λ2 − 2

λ0 − 2
(1.12)

and

E









log−EL



1N(φ)≤|λ5|

N(φ)
∑

i=1

1{ϑζi(φ)+κ1(ϑ)∈[0,|λ5|]}









λ6





< +∞, (1.13)

where

σ2 := E

(

(

κ1(ϑ) − ϑκ′1(ϑ)
)2
)

, σ2∗ := ϑ2E(κ′′1(ϑ)).

If constants p, t satisfy that

p ≥ 1, t ≥ 1, tλ6 ≥ 2, p ∈
[

λ6 −
1

t
, λ6

)

, min

{

λ0
2
, λ1,

λ3
2

}

>
λ6

λ6 − 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 {Yn > 0} has no randomness. But for BRWre, the quenched probability

PL(Yn > 0) is a conditional probability and the law of PL(Yn > 0) will be totally determined by

5
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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 details3.

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 min|u|=n V (u) and the supercritical property of the underlying

branching process. Assumptions (1.6), (1.7)4, (1.8), (1.12) and (1.14) all express that some

mild integrability conditions on κ1(ϑ), κ′1(ϑ) and N(φ) are required. Recalling the notation

log− · := | log min(·, 1)|, we see that the larger value |λ5| 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 λ5 near −∞ such

that the distribution of EL
(

1N(φ)≤|λ5|
∑N(φ)

i=1 1{ϑζi(φ)+κ1(ϑ)∈[λ5,λ
−1
5 ]}

)

can not be too concen-

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

∃ε > 0 such that q := P



EL





N(φ)
∑

i=1

1{ϑζi(φ)+κ1(ϑ)≤ε}



 = 0



 > 0. (1.15)

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 ∀k ∈ N
+,P(Ak) > 0,

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

introduced until Section 4.
4[18, Proposition 2.2] showed that if there exists λ > 3

2
such that E((κ

(4)
1 (ϑ) + 3[κ′′

1 (ϑ)]
2)λ) < +∞, where

κ
(4)
1 (ϑ) := d4κ(θ)

dθ
|θ=ϑ, then (1.7) holds.

6



On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 7

where

Ak :=

{

L : PL

(

ϑ min
i≤N(u)

ζi(u) + κk(ϑ) > ε

)

= 1, |u| = k − 1

}

.

We remind that P(∩n
k=1Ak) = P(A1)n = qn as the random environment is i.i.d. Note that for

n large enough, {L ∈ ∩n
k=1Ak} ⊂ {min|u|=n V (u) > −ϑ−1Kn + εn}, which means that

P(PL(Yn > 0) = 0) ≥ P(A1)n > 0.

That is to say, for any n,E
(

n−1/3 logPL(Yn > 0)
)

= +∞, which means that the Lp(p ≥ 1)

convergence in Theorem 1.3 is not true.

Especially, if

♯Π < +∞, ∃ε > 0, P

(

PL

(

min
i≤N(φ)

|ζi(φ) + ϑ−1κ1(ϑ)| > ε

)

= 1

)

= 1, (1.16)

where ♯· represents the number of elements in set ·, then letting λ5 → −∞, 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, λ2 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.

• Consider a two-environment case, that is, there are two elements ω, ω̃ ∈ Π such that

P(L1 = ω) = p ∈ (0, 1) and P(L1 = ω̃) = 1 − p. Denote Pω := P(·|L1 = ω),Pω̃ :=

P(·|L1 = ω̃) and Eω,Eω̃ the corresponding expectations of Pω,Pω̃. In the rest of this

subsection we always write N(φ), ζi(φ) as N, ζi for simplicity.

• Suppose that Pω(N ≤ 2024) = Pω̃(N ≤ 2024) = 1.

7
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• The distributions of ω1 and ω2 can be represented as

∀θ > 0, Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

e−θζi

)

=
∑

i≤l

aie
−θbi := L(θ), Eω̃

(

N
∑

i=1

e−θζi

)

=
∑

i≤l̃

ãie
−θb̃i := L̃(θ),

where b1 < b2 < ... < bl, b̃1 < b̃2 < ... < b̃l̃, ai > 0, ãi > 0, l ≥ 2, l̃ ≥ 2. (For example, if

Pω (ζ1 = −1, ζ2 = ζ3 = 0, ζ4 = ζ5 = ζ6 = 2) = 0.1,

Pω (ζ1 = ζ2 = −1, ζ3 = 2, ζ4 = 3) = 0.7, Pω (N = 0) = 0.2,

then

L(θ) = 1.5eθ + 0.2 + e−2θ + 0.7e−3θ .)

• Suppose that p log(
∑l

i=1 ai) + (1 − p) log(
∑l̃

i=1 ãi) > 0 and p log a1 + (1 − p) log ã1 < 0.

• Suppose that min{∑l
i=1 ai,

∑l̃
i=1 ãi} ≥ 1.

After these five common steps, we can give the following two examples with different values of

max{a1, ã1}.

Example 1.5 (1) If max{a1, ã1} ≥ 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{a1, ã1} < 1, then we can find 0 ≤ c− < c+ ≤ 1 such that the BRWre satisfies all

the assumptions in Theorem 1.3 when p ∈ (c−, c+).

Proof First, (1.6)-(1.8) hold with any finite positive constants λ1, λ2, λ3 and λ4 because the

displacement and branching of ω and ω̃ are both bounded.

Second, we see (1.2) holds from the following observation. Denote

Λ(θ) := logL(θ) − θ
L′(θ)
L(θ)

, Λ̃(θ) := log L̃(θ) − θ
L̃′(θ)

L̃(θ)
.

By a standard argument 5 we see

∀θ > 0 Λ′(θ) < 0, Λ̃′(θ) < 0, (1.17)

and

lim
θ→+∞

Λ(θ) = log a1, lim
θ→+∞

Λ̃(θ) = log ã1. (1.18)

Note that

κ(θ) − θκ′(θ) = pΛ(θ) + (1 − p)Λ̃(θ),∀θ ≥ 0.

Therefore, p log(
∑l

i=1 ai)+(1−p) log(
∑l̃

i=1 ãi) > 0 and p log a1+(1−p) log ã1 < 0 imply κ(0) > 0

and limθ→+∞(κ(θ) − θκ′(θ)) < 0 respectively. Moreover, (1.17) means (κ(θ) − θκ′(θ))′ < 0 for

all θ > 0. Then we see there exists ϑ > 0 such that κ(ϑ) = ϑκ′(ϑ).

5Note that Λ′(θ) = −θ(logL(θ))′′ and logL(θ) is strictly convex because of l ≥ 2.

8



On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 9

Third, we verify that min{∑l
i=1 ai,

∑l̃
i=1 ãi} ≥ 1 implies (1.13). We remind that conditionally

on ω (resp.ω̃), κ1(θ) = logL(θ) (resp. κ1(θ) = log L̃(θ)). Note that

Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{θζi+κ1(θ)≥0}

)

≥ Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{ζi=bl,θbl+logL(θ)≥0}

)

and θbl + logL(θ) > Λ(0),∀θ > 0. Then Λ(0) = log(
∑l

i=1 ai) ≥ 0 means that

∀θ > 0 (including ϑ), Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{ζi=bl,θbl+logL(θ)≥0}

)

= Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{ζi=bl}

)

= al > 0.

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

Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{ϑζi+κ1(ϑ)≥0}

)

= Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{N≤λ, ϑζi+κ1(ϑ)∈[0,λ]}

)

for λ large enough. Hence there exists λ > 0 such that Eω

(

∑N
i=1 1{N≤λ, ϑζi+κ1(ϑ)∈[0,λ]}

)

> 0.

By a same argument we also get Eω̃

(

∑N
i=1 1{N≤λ′,ϑζi+κ1(ϑ)∈[0,λ′]}

)

> 0 for some λ′ > 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{a1, ã1} ≥ 1. Without loss of generality,

we assume that a1 ≥ 1. Note that θb1 + logL(θ) = log(
∑l

i=1 aie
θ(b1−bi)) > log a1 for all θ > 0

(including ϑ), and hence there exists ε := (ϑb1 + logL(ϑ) + log a1)/2 > 0 such that

(0 ≤)Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{ϑζi+κ1(ϑ)≤ε}

)

≤ Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{ϑb1+logL(ϑ)≤ε}

)

= 0,

which means P
(

EL
(

∑N
i=1 1{ϑζi+κ1(ϑ)≤ε}

)

= 0
)

≥ p > 0, i.e., (1.15) holds.

At last, we verify (1.9) by the assumption max{a1, ã1} < 1 in (2). Denote

τ(θ) := θb1 + logL(θ), τ̃(θ) := θb̃1 + log L̃(θ).

By a standard argument we see

lim
θ→+∞

τ(θ) = log a1, lim
θ→+∞

τ̃(θ) = log ã1. (1.19)

Since min{l, l̃} ≥ 2, we have

−bl <
L′(θ)
L(θ)

< −b1, − b̃l̃ <
L̃′(θ)

L̃(θ)
< −b̃1, ∀θ ≥ 0,

and hence

max{τ ′(θ), τ̃ ′(θ)} < 0, ∀θ ≥ 0. (1.20)

9
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Denote

θ0 :=

{

the zero point of τ(·), if τ(0) > 0

0, if τ(0) ≤ 0
and θ̃0 :=

{

the zero point of τ̃(·), if τ̃(0) > 0

0, if τ̃(0) ≤ 0
.

Obviously, θ0 and θ̃0 are well-defined because of (1.20). Moreover, max{τ(0), τ̃ (0)} > 0 follows

from κ(0) > 0 and max{limθ→+∞ τ(θ), limθ→+∞ τ̃(θ)} < 0 from max{a1, ã1} < 1 and (1.19).

From the analysis above, we see θ̄ := max{θ0, θ̃0} ∈ (0,+∞). Without loss of generality, we

assume θ̄ = θ0. Note that Λ(θ̄) > τ(θ̄) = 0 since L′(θ̄)/L(θ̄) < −b1. Now we choose

c+ := 1 and c− := −min{0, Λ̃(θ̄)}
Λ(θ̄) − Λ̃(θ̄)

,

which ensures that κ(θ̄) − θ̄κ′(θ̄) = pΛ(θ̄) + (1 − p)Λ̃(θ̄) > 0 as long as p ∈ (c−, c+). Since the

functions τ(·), τ̃ (·), Λ(·) and Λ̃(·) all strictly deceases at [0,+∞), we derive that ϑ > θ̄ and

τ̃(θ̄) ≤ τ̃(θ̃0) = 0. Therefore, it is true that max{τ(ϑ), τ̃ (ϑ)} < max{τ(θ̄), τ̃ (θ̄)} = 0.

Recall that Pω(N ≤ 2024) = 1 and τ(θ) := θb1 + logL(θ). Then τ(ϑ) < 0 implies that there

exists λ51 ≤ −1 such that

Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{N≤|λ51|,ϑζi+κ1(ϑ)≤[λ51,λ
−1
51 ]}

)

=Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{ϑζi+κ1(ϑ)≤λ−1
51 }

)

≥Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{ζi=b1,ϑb1+logL(ϑ)≤λ−1
51 }

)

=Eω

(

N
∑

i=1

1{ζi=b1}

)

= a1(> 0).

By a same argument we also get

∃λ52 ≤ −1, Eω̃

(

N
∑

i=1

1{N≤|λ52|,ϑζi+κ1(ϑ)≤[λ52,λ
−1
52 ]}

)

> 0,

thus (1.9) holds by taking λ5 := min(λ51, λ52). �

We mention that the assumption min{∑l
i=1 ai,

∑l̃
i=1 ãi} ≥ 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{∑l
i=1 ai,

∑l̃
i=1 ãi} < 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−, c+) in (2)) will

be more complex—the range of p will depend on the sequences {ai}i≤l, {ãi}i≤l̃, {bi}i≤l, {b̃i}i≤l̃

and will not be empty as long as we set a proper relationship among these four sequences.

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



On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 11

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 τn,L be a random probability measure on R× N such that for any x ∈ R, A ∈ N, we have

τn,L((−∞, x] × [0, A]) =
EL
(

1{N(u)≤A}
∑N(u)

i=1 1{ζi(u)≤x}e
−ϑζi(u)

)

EL
(
∑N(u)

i=1 e−ϑζi(u)
)

, |u| = n− 1, (2.1)

where ϑ has been introduced in (1.2). Hence we can see that the randomness of τn,L comes

entirely from Ln. Moreover, since N(u) only takes values on N, we have

τn,L(R× ([0,+∞) \ N)) = 0, P− a.s.

Under the quenched law PL, we introduce a series of independent two-dimensional random

vectors {Xn, ξn}n∈N+ whose distributions are {τn,L}n∈N+ .

Define

χn :=

n
∑

i=1

Xi, T0 := 0, Tn := Kn + ϑχn, ∀n ∈ N
+. (2.2)

The {Tn} is usually called the associated walk (to the BRWre we consider). We see that under

PL, both χn and Tn are the sums of n independent random variables, and the laws of Xj and

Tj − Tj−1 only depend on Lj. Moreover, for any measurable function f, {ELf(Tj − Tj−1)}j and

{ELf(Xj)}j) are sequences of i.i.d. random variables under P as the random environment L
is i.i.d. 6 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 ∈ N
+, a positive sequence {Ai}i∈N+

and a measurable function f : Rn → [0,+∞), we have

EL





∑

|u|=n

f(V (ui), 1 ≤ i ≤ n)1{N(ui−1)≤Ai,1≤i≤n}





= EL
[

eTnf(χi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n)1{ξi≤Ai,1≤i≤n}
]

, P− a.s. (2.3)
6In fact, {Tn} 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 Ai = +∞,∀i ∈ N. We mention that the

distribution of {χn} under PL 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

ELT1 = κ1(ϑ) − ϑκ′1(ϑ), eκ1(ϑ−λ)−κ1(ϑ) = EL(eλχ1), eκ1(ϑ+λ)−κ1(ϑ) = EL(e−λχ1). (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, ELX has degenerate distribution as the

random environment is degenerate. Hence for any θ ≥ 0, κ1(θ) can be seen as a constant. Note

that κ1(θ) is a convex function. (1.2) means that κ1(0) > 0 and there exist ϑ, λ > 0 such that

κ1(ϑ) = ϑκ′1(ϑ) and |κ1(θ)| < +∞ for any θ ∈ [ϑ − λ, ϑ + λ]. Therefore, combining with (2.4),

we see

ELT1 = 0, EL(e
λ
ϑ
|T1|) ≤ EL(e|λχ1+

λ
ϑ
κ1(ϑ)|) ≤ e

λ
ϑ
|κ1(ϑ)|EL(eλ|χ1|) < +∞. (2.5)

Moreover, [18, Proposition 2.1] tells that (1.2) implies κ′′(ϑ) > 0. According to (2.3), we have

ϑ2κ′′1(ϑ) = EL[(T1 −ELT1)
2]. (2.6)

Note that in this proof, it is true that κ′′(ϑ) = κ′′1(ϑ) = ϑ−2EL(T 2
1 ) and thus EL(T 2

1 ) > 0.

Combining EL(T 2
1 ) > 0 with (2.5), one can find λ5 ≤ −1 such that

PL(T1 ∈ [λ5, λ
−1
5 ])PL(T1 ∈ [|λ5|−1, |λ5|]) > 0. (2.7)

According to (2.3), we have

PL(ξ1 > x) =

EL

(

1{N(φ)>x}
N(φ)
∑

j=1
e−ϑζj(u)

)

EL

(

N(φ)
∑

j=1
e−ϑζj(φ)

) . (2.8)

Therefore,

PL(ξ1 > x) → 0 as x→ +∞ (2.9)

follows from EL

(

N(φ)
∑

j=1
e−ϑζj(φ)

)

= eκ1(ϑ) < +∞.

On the other hand, since 1N(φ)≤|λ5|
∑N(φ)

i=1 1{·} ≤ |λ5|, we see (1.13) is equivalent to

E







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

logEL



1N(φ)≤|λ5|

N(φ)
∑

i=1

1{ϑζi(φ)+κ1(ϑ)∈[0,|λ5|]}





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ6





< +∞.

12



On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 13

Note that (2.3) implies that

EL



1N(φ)≤|λ5|

N(φ)
∑

i=1

e−ϑζi(φ)−κ1(ϑ)1{ϑζi(φ)+κ1(ϑ)∈[0,|λ5|]}



 = PL(T1 ∈ [0, |λ5|], ξ1 ≤ |λ5|),

hence assumption (1.13) is equivalent to

E(| logPL(T1 ∈ [0, |λ5|], ξ1 ≤ |λ5|)|λ6) < +∞. (2.10)

For the same reason, assumption (1.9) is equivalent to

E(| logPL(T1 ∈ [λ5, λ
−1
5 ], ξ1 ≤ |λ5|)|λ6) < +∞. (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

∃λ5 ≤ −1, PL(T1 ∈ [0, |λ5|], ξ1 ≤ |λ5|)PL(T1 ∈ [λ5, λ
−1
5 ], ξ1 ≤ |λ5|) > 0. (2.12)

If PL(T1 ∈ [0, |λ5|], ξ1 ≤ |λ5|) = 0 for any λ5 ≤ −1, which causes that (2.12) fails to hold, then

∀λ5 ≤ −1, PL(T1 /∈ [0, |λ5|]) + PL(ξ1 > |λ5|) ≥ PL({T1 /∈ [0, |λ5|]} ∪ {ξ1 > |λ5|}) = 1.

Combining with (2.9) and the second term in (2.5), the display above means PL(T1 < 0) = 1,

which is a contradiction to ELT1 = 0. If ∀λ5 ≤ −1, PL(T1 ∈ [λ5, λ
−1
5 ], ξ1 ≤ |λ5|) = 0 causes

that (2.12) fails to hold, then we can get PL(T1 ≥ λ−1
5 ) = 1 for any λ5 < −1, which contradicts

the facts that EL(T 2
1 ) > 0 and ELT1 = 0. As a result, we see (2.12) holds and thus both (1.9)

and (1.13) hold. �

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 V1, V2, . . . , Vn, . . . be a sequence of independent

random variables satisfying ∀j,E(Vj) = 0 and E(V 2
j ) < +∞. Denote Dk :=

∑k
i=1 E(V 2

i ).

Introduce a random broken line V(s), s ∈ R
+ such that V(0) = 0, V(Dk) =

∑k
i=1 Vi, k ∈ N

+ and

V(·) is linear, continuous on each interval [Dk−1,Dk]. The following theorem is known as the

Sakhanenko’s strong approximation theorem with power moment.

Theorem I (Sakhanenko, [27, Theorem 1]) For any β ≥ 2, there exists a standard Brownian

motion B such that

∀x > 0, P

(

sup
s≤Dn

∣

∣V(s) −Bs

∣

∣ ≥ 2C0βx

)

≤
∑n

k=1 E(|Vk|β)

xβ
, (2.13)

where C0 is an absolute constant.
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Theorem II (Csörgő and Révész, [6, Lemma 1]) For a standard Brownian motion B and

a constant D1 > 2, there exists a constant D2 ∈ (0,+∞) (depending only on D1) such that

∀x > 0, t > 0, P

(

sup
0≤s≤t

|Bs| ≥ x

)

≤ D2e
− x2

D1t .

Definition 2.1 Let V be a random variable with mean 0. We call (m, l) a space-time adapted

(STA) couple at level (β, ι) with respect to V if m > 0, l ∈ N
+, β ≥ 2, ι > 2,E(|V |β) < +∞ and

ιE(|V |2)lm−2 log(lm−β) ≥ −1.

Corollary 2.2 Let {Vi} be a sequence of i.i.d. copies of V . If (m, l) is a STA couple at level

(β, ι) w.r.t. V1, then we can find a constant C depending only on β, ι and E(|V |β) such that

P

(

max
i≤l

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

i
∑

k=1

Vk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ m

)

≤ C
l

mβ
.

(Note that the corollary above can not be obtained by Doob’s inequality. Since {∑i
k=1 Vk}i

is a martingale, Doob’s inequality tells that P

(

maxi≤l

∣

∣

∣

∑i
k=1 Vk

∣

∣

∣
≥ m

)

≤ E(|
∑l

k=1 Vk|β)
mβ . But

liml→+∞ l−1E(|∑l
k=1 Vk|β) = +∞ as long as β > 2.)

Proof of Corollary 2.2 Note that there exists ι0 ∈ (0, 1) such that 2 + ι0 = (1 − ι0)ι because

of ι > 2. Then D−1
1 t2 + E(|V |2)lm−2 log(lm−β) ≥ 0 holds when we take t =

√
1 − ι0 and

D1 = 2 + ι0. From Theorem I we can find a Brownian motion B such that

P1 := P

(

max
i≤l

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

i
∑

k=1

Vk

)

−BiE(V 2
1 )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ (1 − t)m

)

≤
(

2C0β

1 − t

)β

E(|V1|β)
l

mβ
.

Theorem II tells that

P2 := P

(

max
i≤l

∣

∣

∣BiE(V 2
1 )

∣

∣

∣ ≥ tm

)

≤ D2 exp

{

− t2m2

D1E(V 2
1 )l

}

and hence P2 ≤ D2
l

mβ . Note that

P

(

max
i≤ln

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

i
∑

k=1

Vk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ mn

)

≤ P1 + P2, (2.14)

and recall that D2 and t are only determined by ι, hence we complete the proof by taking

C :=
(

2C0β
1−t

)β
E(|V1|β) +D2.

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.
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On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 15

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 {gn} and constants c ≥ 0, p ≥ 1, if we have

E|gqn − cq| → 0,∀q ∈ (0, p], then E(|gn − c|p) → 0 7.

Proof: It follows the facts that |gn − c|p ≤ max(2p−2, 1)|gn − c|(gp−1
n + cp−1) and

(gn − c)(gp−1
n + cp−1) = gpn − cp − c(gp−1

n − cp−1) + cp−1(gn − c).

�

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 Xn converges to a constant c in probability P and

{Xn} is uniformly integrable, then E|Xn − c| → 0.

Proof: Recall that the uniformly integrability means that for any ǫ > 0, we can find a constant

M > 0 such that supn E(|Xn|1|Xn|≥M) < ǫ. Therefore, this lemma immediately follows from the

next two inequalities:

E|Xn − c| ≤ E(|Xn|1|Xn|≥M) + |c|P(|Xn| ≥M) + E(|Xn − c|1|Xn|<M)

and

∀ǫ > 0, E(|Xn − c|1|Xn|<M ) ≤ ǫP (|Xn − c| ≤ ǫ) + (M + |c|)P (|Xn − c| > ǫ) .

Lemma 3.3 ([26, Exercise 7.19]) If there exists ǫ > 0 such that supn E
(

|Xn|1+ǫ
)

< +∞, then

{Xn} 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

An := − logPL(Yn > 0)
3
√
n

.

Note that An converges to a constant in probability means that for any p ≥ 1, Ap
n also converges

to a constant in probability. Therefore, if {Ap
n} is uniformly integrable (and thus {Aq

n} is

uniformly integrable for q ∈ (0, p]), then according to Lemma 3.2, we see for any q ∈ (0, p],

E|Aq
n − bq1| → 0 (resp. E|Aq

n − bq2| → 0) when α = 1
3 , d ∈ (0, dc) (resp. α ∈ (0, 13), d > 0).

According to Lemma 3.1, we see An → b1, L
p (resp. An → b2, L

p) if E|Ap
n − bp1| → 0 (resp.

E|Ap
n − bp2| → 0). Therefore, Lemma 3.3 tells that if we can show

∃ε > 0, lim
n→+∞

E(Ap+ε
n ) < +∞, (3.1)

7We 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 PL(Yn > 0). Note that

Yn ≥ Ŷn := ♯
{

|u| = n : ∀i ≤ n, V (ui) ∈ [−n1/3 − ϑ−1Ki, ϕL(i)], N(ui−1) ≤ en
1/3
}

,

hence

PL(Yn > 0) ≥ PL(Ŷn > 0) = PL(Ŷn ≥ 1) ≥ [EL(Ŷn)]2

EL(Ŷ 2
n )

, P− a.s., (3.2)

where the last inequality is because of the Hölder’s inequality. From the same argument (which

is conventionally called the second moment method) used in [18, (6.10)-(6.16)], we derive that

EL(Ŷ 2
n ) ≤ EL(Ŷn)






1 + (en

1/3 − 1)

n−1
∑

j=0

sup
|v|=j

V (v)∈R

EL
[

Zv
n(Θ)

]






, P− a.s., (3.3)

where Zv
n(Θ) := 1{v∈Θ}

(

∑

|u|=n,u>v 1{u∈Θ}
)

and

Θ :=
{

u ∈ T : |u| ≤ n, ∀0 ≤ i ≤ |u|, N(ui−1) ≤ en
1/3
, V (ui) ∈ [−n1/3 − ϑ−1Ki, ϕL(i)]

}

.

(In fact, we can obtain (3.3) by just redefining Θ in [18] as the display above and proceeding

via the steps (6.10)-(6.16) in [18].) Applying Lemma 2.1 we see

sup
|v|=j

V (v)∈R

EL
[

Zv
n(Θ)

]

= sup
|v|=j

V (v)∈R

EL

[

∑

uj=v,|u|=n

1{∀i≤n−j, V (uj+i)+ϑ−1Ki+j∈[−n1/3, d(i+j)α]}

]

≤ sup
|v|=j

V (v)∈R

EL

[

∑

|u|=n

1{V (u)+ϑ−1Kn≤dnα}

]

=EL

[

∑

|u|=n

1{V (u)+ϑ−1Kn≤ dnα}

]

=EL

[

eϑχn+Kn1{χn+ϑ−1Kn≤dnα}

]

=EL

[

eTn1{Tn≤ϑdnα}

]

≤ eϑdn
α
, P− a.s. (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|=j,V (v)∈R EL [Zv
n(Θ)] can be bounded by a constant

from above. In fact, a more precise random upper bound of n−
1
3 log sup|v|=j,V (v)∈R EL [Zv

n(Θ)]

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 sup|v|=j,V (v)∈R EL [Zv
n(Θ)].)
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On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 17

From (3.4) we see whether α = 1
3 , d ∈ (0, dc) or α ∈ (0, 13 ), d ≥ 0, it is true that

sup
|v|=j,V (v)∈R

EL
[

Zv
n(Θ)

]

≤ e(ϑdc+1)n1/3
, P− a.s. (3.5)

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

PL(Yn > 0) ≥ EL(Ŷn)

1 + (en
1/3 − 1)

n−1
∑

j=0
sup |v|=j

V (v)∈R
EL
[

Zv
n(Θ)

]

≥ EL(Ŷn)

e(ϑdc+3)n1/3
, P− a.s. (3.6)

Using Lemma 2.1 once again, we get8

EL(Ŷn) =EL
(

eTn1{∀1≤i≤n, Ti∈[−ϑn1/3, ϑdiα], ξi≤en
1/3}

)

≥ e−ϑn1/3
PL
(

∀1≤i≤n, ξi ≤ en
1/3
, Ti ∈ [−ϑn1/3, ϑdiα]

)

,

≥ e−ϑn1/3
PL
(

∀1≤i≤n, ξi ≤ en
1/3
, Ti ∈ [−ϑn1/3, 0]

)

.

Combining with (3.2) we can see whether α = 1
3 , d ∈ (0, dc) or α ∈ (0, 13 ), d ≥ 0,

An ≤ ϑ− n−1/3 logPL
(

∀1≤i≤n, ξi ≤ en
1/3
, Ti ∈ [−ϑn1/3, 0]

)

+ (ϑdc + 3).

Therefore, to show (3.1), we only need to prove that

∃ε > 0, lim
n→+∞

E

(

∣

∣

∣n−1/3 logPL
(

∀1≤i≤n, ξi ≤ en
1/3
, Ti ∈ [−ϑn1/3, 0]

)∣

∣

∣

p+ε
)

< +∞. (3.7)

Denote ⌊x⌋ := sup{y ∈ N, y ≤ x} and ⌈x⌉ := inf{y ∈ N, y ≥ x}. For any R ∈ (0, ϑ
2|λ5|) and n

large enough, by Markov property we have

PL
(

∀0≤i≤n Ti ∈
[

−ϑn1/3, 0
]

, ξi ≤ en
1/3
)

≥ PL(∀0≤i≤⌈Rn1/3⌉ Ti ∈ [λ5i, i/λ5], ξi ≤ en
1/3 |T0 = 0)

× inf
x∈[2λ5Rn1/3,Rn1/3/λ5]

PL

(

∀⌈Rn1/3⌉≤i≤n Ti ∈ [−ϑn1/3, 0], ξi ≤ en
1/3

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

T⌈Rn1/3⌉ = x

)

≥
⌈Rn1/3⌉−1
∏

m=0

PL(Tm+1 ∈ [λ5, 1/λ5], ξm+1 ≤ |λ5||Tm = 0)

×
⌈n1/3⌉
∏

j=0

inf
x∈[2λ5Rn1/3,Rn1/3/λ5]

PL





∀Rj,n≤i≤Rj+1,n Ti ∈
[

−ϑn1/3, 0
]

,

ξi ≤ en
1/3
, TRj+1,n ∈ [2λ5Rn

1/3, Rn1/3/λ5]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

TRj,n = x





:=

⌈Rn1/3⌉−1
∏

m=0

Zm

⌈n1/3⌉
∏

j=0

Zj,n, (3.8)

8In this proof, we always write PL(·|T0 = 0) as PL(·) for simplicity if no confusion may arise.
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where Rj,n := ⌈Rn1/3⌉ + ⌊n2/3⌋j and λ5 is the one in (1.9). Note that the random environment

is i.i.d., then we have

E

(

∣

∣

∣n−1/3 logPL
(

∀1≤i≤n, ξi ≤ en
1/3
, Ti ∈ [−ϑn1/3, 0]

)∣

∣

∣

p+ε
)

≤ (Rn1/3 + n1/3 + 2)p+ε−1
(

⌈Rn1/3⌉E (| logZ0|p+ε) + ⌈n1/3⌉E (| logZ0,n|p+ε)
)

n
p+ε
3

. (3.9)

Recalling (2.11) one sees that E (| logZ0|p+ε) < +∞ when we choose ε ∈ (0, λ6 − p). Therefore,

(3.7) will hold as long as

∃ε > 0, lim
n→+∞

E
(

| logZ0,n|p+ε
)

< +∞. (3.10)

Therefore, from the space-homogeneous property of {Tn}, (3.10) will be true if there exists ε > 0

such that

∀a, b ∈ R, b > a > 0, lim
n→+∞

E
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε) < +∞, (3.11)

where

p̂L(T ;n, z, a, b, c) := inf
|x|≤a

√
n
PL
(

∀i≤zn,i∈N |Ti| ≤ b
√
n, |T⌊zn⌋| ≤ c

√
n, ξi ≤ e

√
n
∣

∣T0 = x
)

. (3.12)

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.

�

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

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

E
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε) ≤ 1 +

+∞
∑

m=1

P
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε ≥ m
)

.

18



On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 19

Markov property tells that for n large enough, we have

p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)

≥
n−1
∏

i=0

inf
|x|≤a

√
n
PL
(

Ti+1 ≤ a
√
n, ξi+1 ≤ |λ5||Ti = x

)

≥
n−1
∏

i=0

min (PL (Ti+1 ∈ [0, |λ5|], ξi+1 ≤ |λ5||Ti = 0) ,PL (Ti+1 ∈ [λ5, 0], ξi+1 ≤ |λ5||Ti = 0))

≥
n−1
∏

i=0

(PL (Ti+1 ∈ [0, |λ5|], ξi+1 ≤ |λ5||Ti = 0)PL (Ti+1 ∈ [λ5, 0], ξi+1 ≤ |λ5||Ti = 0))

:=

n−1
∏

i=0

(Z+,iZ−,i).

Recalling assumption (1.14) we see

| log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)| ≤





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1
∑

i=0

log(Z+,iZ−,i)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1/t




t

≤
(

n−1
∑

i=0

|log(Z+,iZ−,i)|1/t
)t

(3.13)

because of t ≥ 1. According to assumption (1.14), we can choose ε ∈ (0, λ6 − p) such that

min(λ0
2 − ε, λ1,

λ3
2 ) > λ6

λ6−p−ε . Note that (2.10) and (2.11) mean that

E(| log(Z+,0Z−,0)|λ6) = E
(

| log(Z+,0Z−,0)|
1
t
λ6t
)

< +∞.

Denote p̄ := p + ε, dn := ⌈n
p̄

λ6−p̄ ⌉ and hence d
1/p̄
n = O(ns) for some s > t as p ≥ λ6 − 1

t .

Moreover, note that for n large enough and each m ≥ dn, (m1/(p̄t), n) is a STA couple at

level (λ6t, 3) w.r.t. | log(Z+,0Z−,0)|1/t − z, where z := E(| log(Z+,0Z−,0)|1/t). We remind that

{| log(Z+,iZ−,i)|1/t}i is an i.i.d. sequence. Then from Corollary 2.2 and (3.13), we can find a

constant c1 such that

P
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε ≥ m
)

≤P

(

n−1
∑

i=0

(|log(Z+,iZ−,i)|
1
t − z) ≥ m

1
p̄t − zn

)

≤P

(

n−1
∑

i=0

(|log(Z+,iZ−,i)|
1
t − z) ≥ 1

2
m

1
p̄t

)

≤ c1nm
−λ6

p̄ (3.14)

as long as n is large enough. Hence we have

+∞
∑

m=dn

P
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε ≥ m
)

≤ c1n

∫ +∞

dn

x
−λ6

p̄ dx ≤ 2c1nd
1−λ6

p̄
n < 3c1

for n large enough, which means that

lim
n→∞

+∞
∑

m=dn

P
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε ≥ m
)

< +∞. (3.15)

19
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Part 2. On the other hand, for any event Qn, we have

P
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε ≥ m
)

≤ P
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε ≥ m,Qn

)

+ P (Qc
n) .

Hence

dn
∑

m=1

P
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε ≥ m
)

≤ dnP (Qc
n) +

dn
∑

m=1

P
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε ≥ m,Qn

)

. (3.16)

Before introducing the definition of Qn, we give some notation used in the rest of the proof.

Denote

Mn := EL(Tn), Un := Tn −EL(Tn), Γn := EL(U2
n) = EL(T 2

n) −M2
n,

and

ψn :=

n
∑

k=1

EL(|Uk − Uk−1|λ2).

Let us introduce some important constants for the rest of the proof. Thanks to the assumptions

0 < a < b, σ2∗ > 0 and σ2

σ2∗
< λ2−2

λ0−2 , we can find δ, c3 > 0 small enough to satisfy

c3 ∈
(

0,
σ2∗

2023

)

, δ ∈
(

0,
a

2023

)

,max{0, 2a − b} < a− (1 + c3)δ,
σ2(1 + 3c3)2

σ2∗ − 2c3
<
λ2 − 2

λ0 − 2
, (3.17)

which allows us to choose constants ā and c2 such that

ā ∈ (max{0, 2a − b}, a− (1 + c3)δ), ā > (1 + 2c3)δ,
(a− ā+ 3c3δ)

2

(b− a− δ − c3δ)2
≤ 2

2 + c3δ
, (3.18)

c2(1 + 2c3)2δ2

σ2∗ − 2c3
< λ2 − 2 and c2 >

σ2(λ0 − 2)

δ2
. (3.19)

Now we give some helpful random sequences as follows. Define

τn,0 := 0, τ
n,k

:= min
(

min{i > τ
n,k−1

: |Mi −Mτ
n,k−1

| > δ
√
n} − 1, τ

n,k−1
+ n

)

, k = 1, 2, . . .

Denote

Nn := sup{k ≤ n : τ
n,k

≤ n}, ρn,0 := 0, ρ
n,k

:= τ
n,k

− τ
n,k−1

. (3.20)

The spirit of the construction of Qn is on which the value of | log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)| can not be

too large. Let qn := n
c2 logn

, q∗n :=
(

⌈ n
qn
⌉
)2

and define

Qn := Hn ∩ Jn ∩ J̃n ∩ In,

20



On the barrier problem of branching random walk in a time-inhomogeneous random environment 21

where

Hn := P

(

min
i≤q∗n

ρn,i ≥ qn

)

, Jn :=

{

max
i≤2n

|Γi − σ2∗i| ≤ c3qn

}

, J̃n := {ψ2n ≤ 3E(ψ1)n},

In :=

{

max
|u|≤n−1

EL(N(u)1+λ4) ≤ e
λ4

√
n

3 ,max
i≤n

[

ϑ

ϑ+ λ4
κi(ϑ+ λ4) − κi(ϑ)

]

≤ λ24
√
n

3(ϑ + λ4)

}

. (3.21)

Next we show limn→∞ dnP (Qc
n) < +∞. Note that

P (Qc
n) ≤ P (Hc

n) + P (Jc
n) + P(J̃c

n) + P (Icn) .

Since the random environment is i.i.d., we see for any n, {ρn,i, i ∈ N
+} is an i.i.d. sequence,

which means that

P

(

min
i≤q∗n

ρn,i < qn

)

≤ q∗nP(ρn,1 < qn).

Recalling the definition of ρn,1 we see P(ρn,1 < qn) ≤ P (maxi≤qn |Mi| > δ
√
n). Accord-

ing to (1.2) and the first equality in (2.4), we see EM1 = 0. Recall the notation σ2 :=

E
[

(κ1(ϑ) − ϑκ′1(ϑ))2
]

and thus σ2 = E
(

M2
1

)

. Now we take ln := qn and mn := δ
√
n, and

then the range of c2 in (3.19) and assumption (1.6) ensure that (mn, ln) is a STA couple at

level
(

λ0, 1 + c2δ2

(λ0−2)σ2

)

w.r.t. M1 for n large enough. According to Corollary 2.2, we can find a

constant c4 > 0 such that P (maxi≤qn |Mi| > δ
√
n) ≤ c4qnn

−λ0/2 and hence

P(Hc
n) = q∗nP(ρn,1 < qn) ≤ c4q

∗
nqnn

−λ0
2 ≤ 2c2c4n

1−λ0
2 log n ≤ 2c2c4n

1−λ0
2
+ε (3.22)

holds for n large enough.

According to Lemma 2.1, (1.7) is equivalent to

E

(

[

EL
(

|U1|λ2

)]λ1
)

< +∞. (3.23)

Hence we see E(Γ
λ1λ2/2
1 ) < +∞ by Jensen’s inequality (recalling that λ2 > 2). From Lemma

2.1 and the definition of σ2∗ we see σ2∗ = E(Γ1). By a direct calculation we see that (c3qn, 2n) is

a STA couple at level (λ1λ2/2, 3) w.r.t. Γ1 as long as n is large enough. Therefore, Corollary

2.2 tells that we can find a constant c5 > 0 such that

P(Jc
n) := P

(

max
i≤2n

|Γi − σ2∗i| > c3qn

)

≤ c5nq
−λ1λ2/2
n ≤ 2c5n

1−λ1 (3.24)

for n large enough.

Recall that ψ1 := EL
(

|U1|λ2
)

. Since

P(J̃c
n) = P(ψ2n > 3E(ψ1)n) = P(ψ2n − 2nE(ψ1) > nE(ψ1)),

(3.23) and Corollary 2.2 tell that

∃c6 > 0, ∀n ∈ N
+, P(J̃c

n) ≤ c6n
1−λ1 . (3.25)
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Note that
{

EL(N(u)1+λ4) ≤ e
λ4

√
n

3

}

=
{

max{EL(N(u)1+λ4), 1} ≤ e
λ4

√
n

3

}

and recall the as-

sumption

E([log+EL(N(u)1+λ4)]λ3) + E(|κ1(ϑ)|λ3) + E(|κ1(ϑ+ λ4)|λ3) < +∞.

Then by Markov inequality we can find a constant c7 such that

∀n ∈ N
+, P(Icn) ≤ c7n

1−λ3
2 . (3.26)

Since we have chosen ε to satisfy min(λ0
2 − ε, λ1,

λ3
2 ) > λ6

λ6−p−ε , combining with (3.22)-(3.26) we

get limn→∞ dnP (Qc
n) < +∞.

Part 3. Recalling (3.16) we see the only rest to prove is

lim
n→∞

dn
∑

m=1

P
(

|log p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)|p+ε ≥ m,Qn

)

< +∞. (3.27)

By the definition in (3.12), we see

p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a) ≥ pL(T ;n, 1, a, b, a) −
n
∑

i=1

PL(ξi > e
√
n), (3.28)

where

pL(T ;n, z, a, b, c) := inf
|x|≤a

√
n
PL
(

∀i≤zn,i∈N |Ti| ≤ b
√
n, |T⌊zn⌋| ≤ c

√
n
∣

∣T0 = x
)

. (3.29)

By Lemma 2.1, we have

PL(ξi > e
√
n) =

EL

(

1{N(u)>e
√

n}
N(u)
∑

j=1
e−ϑζj(u)

)

EL

(

N(u)
∑

j=1
e−ϑζj(u)

) , |u| = i− 1. (3.30)

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

PL(ξi > e
√
n) ≤ e−λ4v1

√
nEL(N(u)1+λ4)v1e(1−v1)κi(ϑ+λ4)−κi(ϑ), |u| = i− 1, (3.31)

where λ4 has been introduced in (1.8) and v1 := λ4
ϑ+λ4

. Recalling (3.21) we see that

n
∑

i=1

PL(ξi > e
√
n) ≤ ne−

λ4v1
√

n
3 , on In. (3.32)

Now we estimate the lower bound of pL(T ;n, 1, a, b, a). Define the shift operator T as TL :=

(L2,L3, . . .). We usually write

T0L := L, Tk := T
∗k, ∀k ∈ N

+ and hence TkL = (Lk+1,Lk+2, . . .).
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Recall (3.18) and let an,0 := a, an,i := an,i−1 − ρn,i(a−ā)
n . (We remind that P(Nn ≥ 1) = 1

because of the definition of τn,i.) By Markov property we see

pL(T ;n, 1, a, b, a)

≥
Nn
∏

i=1

pTτn,i−1L (T ;n, ρn,i/n, an,i−1, b, an,i) × pTτn,Nn
L
(

T ;n, 1 −
τn,Nn

n
, an,Nn , b, a

)

, (3.33)

where we agree that p· (T ; ·, 0, ·, ·, ·) = 1. For any i ≤ Nn, by the definitions of ρn,i,Mn and Un,

we see

pTτn,i−1L (T ;n, ρn,i/n, an,i−1, b, an,i)

= inf
|x|≤an,i−1

√
n
PL

(

∀τn,i−1≤k≤τn,i
x+ Uk − Uτn,i−1 +Mk −Mτn,i−1 ∈ [−b

√
n, b

√
n]

x + Uτn,i − Uτn,i−1 +Mτn,i −Mτn,i−1 ∈ [−an,i
√
n, an,i

√
n]

)

, (3.34)

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

∃c8 > 0, ∀n ∈ N, Qn := PL

(

max
i≤2n

|Ui −BΓi | ≥
c3
2
δ
√
n

)

≤ c8ψ2n

nλ2/2
, P-a.s., (3.35)

and thus on the event Hn,

pTτn,i−1L (T ;n, ρn,i/n, an,i−1, b, an,i)

≥ inf
|x|≤an,i−1

√
n
PL

(

∀τn,i−1≤k≤τn,i
|x + Uk − Uτn,i−1 | ≤ (b− δ)

√
n

|x + Uτn,i − Uτn,i−1 | ≤ (an,i − δ)
√
n

)

(here k ∈ N)

≥ inf
|x|≤an,i−1

√
n
PL





∀τn,i−1≤k≤τn,i
|x+BΓk

−BΓτn,i−1
| ≤ (b− δ′)

√
n

|x+BΓτn,i
−BΓτn,i−1

| ≤ (an,i − δ′)
√
n



−Qn

≥ inf
|x|≤an,i−1

√
n
PL





∀s∈[0,ηn,i]|x +Bs+Γτn,i−1
−BΓτn,i−1

| ≤ (b− δ′)
√
n

|x +BΓτn,i
−BΓτn,i−1

| ≤ (an,i − δ′)
√
n



−Qn (here s ∈ R
+)

= inf
|x|≤an,i−1

√
n
PL
(

∀s∈[0,ηn,i]|Bs| ≤ (b− δ′)
√
n, |Bηn,i | ≤ (an,i − δ′)

√
n
∣

∣B0 = x
)

−Qn

= inf
|x|≤an,i−1

PL
(

∀s∈[0,ηn,i/n]|Bs| ≤ b− δ′, |Bηn,i/n| ≤ an,i − δ′
∣

∣B0 = x
)

−Qn, (3.36)

where

δ′ := (1 + c3)δ, ηn,i := Γτn,i − Γτn,i−1 . (3.37)

Recall that an,i−1 − an,i = (a− ā)ρn,i/n. From the estimate on “k(t)” in [16, (3.6)-(3.10)] 9 we

see that there exist c9, c10, c11 > 0 such that

inf
|x|≤an,i−1

PL
(

∀
s≤ ηn,i

n

|Bs| ≤ b− δ′,
∣

∣

∣
B ηn,i

n

∣

∣

∣
≤ an,i − δ′

∣

∣B0 = x
)

≥ 1{ ηn,i
n

≤c9} exp

{

−(
ρn,i(a−ā)

n + δ′′)2n

2ηn,i

}

+ 1{ ηn,i
n

>c9}c10 exp
{

−c11ηn,i
n

}

, (3.38)

9Note that b−δ′−an,i−1 ≥ b−δ′−a. Therefore, if the δ1, δ2, ǫ in [16] are replaced by an,i−1−an,i+δ′, b−δ′−a, c3δ

in our context respectively, then the second and third inequalities in (3.18) ensure the truth of (3.38).
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where

δ′′ := (1 + 2c3)δ. (3.39)

From the definition of τn,i we see ρn,i ≤ n. Moreover, on the event Hn ∩ Jn, we have

∀i ≤ Nn + 1, ηn,i ≤ σ2∗τn,i + c3qn − (σ2∗τn,i−1 − c3qn) ≤ σ2∗n+ 2c3qn (3.40)

and (recalling the first inequality in (3.17))

ηn,i ≥ σ2∗τn,i − c3qn − (σ2∗τn,i−1 + c3qn) ≥ σ2∗ρn,i − 2c3qn > max

(

σ2∗ρn,i
2

, (σ2∗ − 2c3)qn

)

. (3.41)

Then on Hn ∩ Jn, it is true that

(
ρn,i(a−ā)

n + δ′′)2n

2ηn,i
=
nδ′′2

2ηn,i
+

(a− ā)ρn,iδ
′′

ηn,i
+

(a− ā)2ρ2n,i
2nηn,i

≤ nδ′′2

2ηn,i
+

2(a− ā)δ′′

σ2∗
+

(a− ā)2

σ2∗
.

According to the above inequality and (3.40), there exists c12 such that on Hn ∩ Jn,

inf
|x|≤an,i−1

PL
(

∀s∈[0,ηn,i/n]|Bs| ≤ b− δ′, |Bηn,i/n| ≤ an,i − δ′
∣

∣B0 = x
)

≥ 2c12 exp

{

−nδ
′′2

2ηn,i

}

.

Combining the above inequality with (3.35) and (3.36), we see on Hn ∩ Jn ∩ J̃n,

∀i ≤ Nn, pTτn,i−1L (T ;n, ρn,i/n, an,i−1, b, an,i) ≥ 2c12 exp

{

−nδ
′′2

2ηn,i

}

− 3c8E(ψ1)n

nλ2/2
. (3.42)

Recalling (3.41), the first inequality in (3.19) and the definition qn := n
c2 logn

, we see

exp

{

−nδ
′′2

2ηn,i

}

≥ n
− δ′′2c2

2(σ2∗−2c3) and
n

nλ2/2
= o

(

exp

{

−nδ
′′2

2ηn,i

})

.

Hence on Hn ∩ Jn ∩ J̃n, (3.42) and (3.41) tell that for any i ≤ Nn,

pTτn,i−1L (T ;n, ρn,i/n, an,i−1, b, an,i) ≥ c12 exp

{

−nδ
′′2

2ηn,i

}

≥ c12 exp

{

− nδ′′2

σ2∗ρn,i

}

(3.43)

holds for n large enough.

On the other hand, the relationship ā < a− δ′ in (3.18) and the definition of Nn imply that

pTτn,Nn
L
(

T ;n, 1 −
τn,Nn

n
, ā, b, a

)

≥ pTτn,Nn
L
(

T ;n,
ρ
n,Nn+1

n
, ā, a, a

)

≥ pTτn,Nn
L
(

U ;n,
ρ
n,Nn+1

n
, ā, a− δ, a − δ

)

≥ inf
|x|≤ā

PL
(

∀
s≤ ηn,Nn+1

n

|Bs| ≤ a− δ′|B0 = x
)

−Qn (3.44)
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holds on the event Hn ∩ Jn. It is plain to see τn,Nn+1 ≤ 2n because of the definitions of Nn and

τn,i. So we have

η
n,Nn+1

= Γτn,Nn+1
− Γτn,Nn

≤ Γτn,Nn+1
≤ 2σ2∗n+ c3qn, on Jn

and thus

pTτn,Nn
L
(

T ;n, 1 −
τ
n,Nn

n
, ā, b, a

)

≥ PL
(

∀s≤3σ2∗ |Bs| ≤ a− δ′ − ā|B0 = 0
)

−Qn, on Hn ∩ Jn

for n large enough. Note that PL
(

∀s≤3σ2∗ |Bs| ≤ a− δ′ − ā|B0 = 0
)

is a positive constant, hence

for n large enough, there exists c13 > 0 such that

pTτn,Nn
L
(

T ;n, 1 −
τ
n,Nn

n
, ā, b, a

)

≥ c13, on Hn ∩ Jn ∩ J̃n. (3.45)

From (3.33), (3.43) and (3.45), we have

pL(T ;n, 1, a, b, a) ≥ c13

Nn
∏

i=1

(

c12 exp

{

− nδ′′2

σ2∗ρn,i

})

, on Hn ∩ Jn ∩ J̃n (3.46)

for n large enough. Note that 1Hn

∑Nn
i=1

n
ρn,i

≤ Nn
n
qn

≤ n2

q2n
and n2

q2n
= o(

√
n). Hence from (3.28),

(3.32) and (3.46) we can find a constant c14 > 0 such that

p̂L(T ;n, 1, a, b, a) ≥
Nn
∏

i=1

exp

{

−c14n
ρn,i

}

, on Hn ∩ Jn ∩ J̃n ∩ In

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

tions.

Proposition 3.4 There exists ι ∈ (0, 1) such that limn→+∞P(Nn ≥ m) ≤ ιm.

Proof of Proposition 3.4 By the definition of {τn,i} and {ρn,i}, we see for fixed n, ρn,1, ρn,2, ...,

ρn,i, ... is an i.i.d. positive random sequence. Let F(n) be the distribution of ρn,i. Note that

P(Nn ≥ m) = P(τn,m ≤ n) = F ∗m
(n) (n) ≤ [F(n)(n)]m = [P(τn,1 ≤ n)]m.

Moreover, according to the classical invariance principle (see [7]), we can find a constant l1 ∈
(0, 1) such that

P(τn,1 > n) =P

(

max
i≤n

|Mi| ≤ δ
√
n

)

> l1 (3.47)

for n large enough, which completes the proof. �

Proposition 3.5 For any given positive constant u, we have

lim
n→+∞

E

((

Nn
∑

i=1

n

ρn,i

)u

1Hn

)

< +∞.
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Proof of Proposition 3.5 Recall that Hn := P
(

mini≤q∗n ρn,i ≥ qn
)

, qn := n
c2 logn

and q∗n :=
(

⌈ n
qn
⌉
)2
, which means 1Hn

∑Nn
i=1

n
ρn,i

≤ q∗n. Then we have

E

((

Nn
∑

i=1

n

ρn,i

)u

1Hn

)

≤ 1 +

q∗
u

n
∑

m=1

P

((

Nn
∑

i=1

n

ρn,i

)u

1Hn ≥ m

)

= 1 +

q∗
u

n
∑

m=1

P

((

Nn
∑

i=1

n

ρn,i

)

1Hn ≥ m
1
u

)

. (3.48)

Choose a constant ς ∈ (0, 12) and denote Gn,m := Hn ∩ {Nn ≤ ⌊ςm1/u⌋}. It is true that

P

((

Nn
∑

i=1

n

ρn,i

)

1Hn ≥ m
1
u

)

≤P

(

Nn
∑

i=1

n

ρn,i
≥ m

1
u , Gn,m

)

+ P
(

Nn > ⌊ςm 1
u ⌋
)

≤P





⌊ςm1/u⌋
∑

i=1

n

ρn,i
≥ m

1
u ,Hn



+ ι⌊ςm
1/u⌋. (3.49)

Note that ς ∈ (0, 12) and m ≤ q∗
u

n mean that ⌊ςm1/u⌋ ≤ q∗n for n large enough. Then by Markov

inequality we see

∀s > 0, P





⌊ςm1/u⌋
∑

i=1

n

ρn,i
≥ m

1
u ,Hn



≤ e−sm1/u
E

(

e
s
∑⌊ςm1/u⌋

i=1
n

ρn,i 1Hn

)

≤ e−sm1/u
[

E
(

e
sn

ρn,1 1{ρn,1≥qn}
)]⌊ςm1/u⌋

. (3.50)

Now we need to estimate the tail of n
ρn,1

. For any x > 1, by the definition of ρn,1 in (3.20) we

see

P

(

n

ρn,1
> x

)

= P
(n

x
> ρn,1

)

≤ P

(

max
i≤⌈n

x
⌉
|Mi| ≥ δ

√
n

)

.

Recall that σ2 = E(M2
1 ). 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 l2 and l3 such that

∀n ∈ N
+, P

(

max
i≤⌈n

x
⌉
|Mi| > δ

√
n

)

≤ l2e
− xδ2

3σ2 + l3⌈
n

x
⌉n−

λ0
2 .
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Note that e
sn

ρn,1 1{ρn,1≥qn} ≤ nsc2. By the above inequality we see

∀s ≤ 1, ∀n ∈ N
+, E

(

e
sn

ρn,1 1{ρn,1≥qn}
)

≤ 3 +

⌈nsc2⌉
∑

k=3

P
(

e
sn

ρn,1 1{ρn,1≥qn} ≥ k
)

≤ 3 +

⌈nsc2⌉
∑

k=3

P

(

n

c2 log n
≤ ρn,1 ≤

sn

log k

)

≤ 3 +

⌈nsc2⌉
∑

k=3

P

(

n

ρn,1
≥ log k

s

)

(

noting that
log k

s
> 1
)

≤ 3 +

⌈nsc2⌉
∑

k=3

(

l2k
− δ2

3sσ2 + l3⌈
ns

log k
⌉n−

λ0
2

)

≤ 3 +

(

l2

+∞
∑

k=3

k−
δ2

3sσ2

)

+ ⌈nsc2⌉l3⌈
ns

log 3
⌉n−

λ0
2 .

Recall that λ0 > 3, hence we can choose s ∈
(

0,min
{

δ2

3σ2 ,
λ0−2
2c2

, 1
})

. Then there exists a

constant l4 > 1 such that

sup
n

E
(

e
sn

ρn,1 1{ρn,1≥qn}
)

< l4. (3.51)

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

ς ∈
(

0,min

(

s

log l4
,

1

2

))

.

�

4 The Lp (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 µ := {µn}n∈N+ an i.i.d.

sequence taking values in the space of probability measures on R. Conditioned to a realization

of µ, we sample {Xn}n∈N+ a sequence of independent random variables such that for every n,

the law of Xn is the realization of µn. Set

S0 = x ∈ R, Sn := S0 +

n
∑

i=1

Xi. (4.1)
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We call {Sn}n∈N a RWre10 (with the random environment µ), which also has two laws to be

considered. We write Pµ (quenched law) for the law of {Sn}n∈N conditionally on µ and P the

joint law of {Sn}n∈N and µ. The marginal distribution of {Sn}n∈N under P is called an annealed

law. Slightly abusing notation we also write P for the annealed law.

We remind that the associated walk {Tn} introduced in (2.2) is exactly a RWre. More precisely,

as the definition in the previous paragraph, the random environment for {Tn} should be the

{τn,L}n∈N+ introduced in (2.1) with A = +∞. But we can also say {Tn} is a random walk with

random environment L as {τn,L}n∈N+ is totally determined by L. 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 β0 > 2, β1 >

2, β2 > 2 such that

EM1 = 0, E(U2
1 ) > 0, E(|M1|β0) + E

(

[

Eµ(|U1|β2)
]β1
)

< +∞, (4.2)

where Mn := Eµ(Sn), Un := Sn − Eµ(Sn). Let {tn}n∈N be a sequence of non-negative integers

and t̄n := tn + n. Set b1 < a1 ≤ a2 < b2, b1 ≤ a′1 < a′2 ≤ b2 and {yn} a positive sequence

satisfying yn = o(
√
n).

(a) The following convergence

lim
n→+∞

sup
x∈R

logPµ

(

∀tn≤i≤t̄n Si ∈ [b1yn, b2yn]|Stn = x
)

ny−2
n

=
−σ2Q

(b2 − b1)2
γ

(

σA
σQ

)

, (4.3)

lim
n→+∞

inf
x∈[a1yn,a2yn]

logPµ

(

∀tn≤i≤t̄n Si ∈ [b1yn, b2yn],

St̄n ∈ [a′1yn, a
′
2yn]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Stn = x

)

ny−2
n

=
−σ2Q

(b2 − b1)2
γ

(

σA
σQ

)

(4.4)

hold in probability P if ny
−min(β0,2β1)
n → 0, where σ2

A
:= E(M2

1 ), σ2
Q

:= E(U2
1 ) and γ 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
∑+∞

n=1 ny
−min(β0,2β1)
n <

+∞.

The following theorem is the main result in this section.

Theorem 4.2 Assume that (4.2) holds and
σ2
A

σ2
Q
< β2−2

β0−2 . If there exist p ≥ 1, t > 0, β4 > β3 >

0, β5 ≥ 1 such that

E
(

| logPµ(S1 ∈ [−β4,−1a2≥a′2
β3]|S0 = 0)|β5

)

+ E
(

| logPµ(S1 ∈ [1a1≤a′1
β3, β4]|S0 = 0)|β5

)

< +∞ (4.5)

10Note 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

tβ5 ≥ 2, p ∈
[

β5 −
1

t
, β5

)

, min

(

β0
2
, β1

)

>
β5

β5 − p
, (4.6)

then for any {yn} satisfying ny
−min(β0,2β1)
n → 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 Pµ(S1 ≤ x)

is too large or too small. However, we add some restrictions on the tail of Pµ(S1 ≤ 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

∃x > 0, P(Pµ(S1 ≥ x) = 1) = P(Pµ(S1 ≤ −x) = 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]11. 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 PL(S) as ε ↓ 0 when the barrier function is iε−ϑ−1Ki.
12

On the other hand, the idea (the constructions of τn,i and Qn) used in the proof of (3.11) may

11Actually, (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 PL(S) > 0,P− a.s. (resp.

PL(S) = 0,P− a.s.) for ε > 0 (resp. ε = 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

λ0 > 2, λ1 ≥ 2, λ2 > 2, λ3 > 3, λ4 > 0, λ5 ≤ −1, λ6 ≥ 1,
σ2

σ2∗
<
λ2 − 2

λ0 − 2
, (4.8)

and

E









log−EL



1N(φ)≤|λ5|

N(φ)
∑

i=1

1{ϑζi(φ)+κ1(ϑ)∈[λ5,0]}









λ6





< +∞, (4.9)

If constants p, t satisfy that

t ≥ 1, tλ6 ≥ 2, p ∈
[

λ6 −
1

t
, λ6

)

, min

{

λ0
2
, λ1,

λ3
2

}

>
λ6

λ6 − p
, (4.10)

then (3.11) holds for some ε > 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

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

inf
x∈[a1

√
n,a2

√
n]

logPµ

(

∀i≤n Si ∈ [b1
√
n, b2

√
n],

Sn ∈ [max(a1, a
′
1)
√
n,min(a2, a

′
2)
√
n]

∣

∣

∣
S0 = x

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p̄)

(4.11)

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

a1 + a2 = b1 + b2 = a′1 + a′2 = 0 and denote a := a2, b := b2, a
′ := a′2. Hence we need to show

∃p̄ > p, lim
n→+∞

E

(∣

∣

∣

∣

inf
|x|≤a

√
n

logPµ

(

∀i≤n |Si| ≤ b
√
n, |Sn| ≤ a′

√
n
∣

∣S0 = x
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p̄)

< +∞ (4.12)

when a ≥ a′. In this section we mainly pay attention to the case a > a′ since we have experienced

the case a = 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 δ, c3, a
′′ such that a′′ ∈ (0, a′ − δ′) and a − a′′ < b − a. (In fact, we can further

13We remind that the analog of (3.8) in the context of this section will not occur the term like “
∏

Zm” but

only the term like “
∏

Zj,n” because of the setting b1 < a1 and a2 < b2. Hence we redefine Rj,n in (3.8) by

Rj,n := ⌊y2
n⌋j.
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choose a′′ according to the way we choose ā and then in this proof, a′′ plays the same role as

ā in Section 3.2.) Let an,0 := a, an,i := an,i−1 − ρn,i(a−a′′)
n . Following the notation in (3.29), by

Markov property we see

pµ(S;n, 1, a, b, a′)≥
Nn
∏

i=1

pTτn,i−1µ

(

S;n,
ρn,i
n
, an,i−1, b, an,i

)

× pTτn,Nn
µ

(

S;n, 1 − τn,Nn

n
, an,Nn , b, a

′
)

. (4.13)

For the term pTτn,i−1µ

(

S;n,
ρn,i

n , an,i−1, b, 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 pTτn,Nn
µ

(

S;n, 1 − τn,Nn
n , an,Nn , b, a

′).

Since τn,Nn is random and a > a′, it is not sure whether an,Nn < a′−δ′ or not. If an,Nn < a′−δ′,
then we can follow the discussion in (3.44)-(3.45) and finally get (3.46). If an,Nn ≥ a′ − δ′, then

τn,Nn ≤ a−(a′−δ′)
(a−a′′) n. Therefore, an,Nn ≥ a′ − δ′ implies that n − τn,Nn ∈ [a

′−δ′−a′′
a−a′′ n, n] (recalling

that a′−δ′−a′′
a−a′′ > 0), which means that on the event Hn ∩ Jn, the time span νn := 1

n(Γn −Γτn,Nn
)

in the probability

p(B) := inf
|x|≤an,Nn

PL
(

∀s∈[0,νn]|Bs| ≤ b− δ′, |Bνn | ≤ a′ − δ′
∣

∣B0 = x
)

has two positive constants as its lower bound and upper bound. So conditionally on Hn ∩ Jn,

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 Hn ∩ Jn ∩ J̃n,

p(S) := pTτn,Nn
µ

(

S;n, 1 − τn,Nn

n
, an,Nn , b, a

′
)

≥ p(B) − 3c8E(ψ1)n

nλ2/2
. (4.14)

So conditionally on Hn ∩ Jn ∩ J̃n, 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, b), we have

E

(∣

∣

∣

∣

log inf
|x|≤a

√
n
Pµ

(

∀i≤2n |Si| ≤ b
√
n, |Sn| ≤ a′

√
n
∣

∣S0 = x
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p)

≤ 2p−1E

(∣

∣

∣

∣

log inf
|x|≤a

√
n
Pµ

(

∀i≤n |Si| ≤ b
√
n, |Sn| ≤ ̺

√
n
∣

∣S0 = x
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p)

+ 2p−1E

(∣

∣

∣

∣

log inf
|x|≤̺

√
n
Pµ

(

∀i≤n |Si| ≤ b
√
n, |Sn| ≤ a′

√
n
∣

∣S0 = x
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p)

.

Hence we can choose ̺1 > ̺2 > ... > ̺k such that a − ̺1 < b − a, ̺k − a′ < b − ̺k and

̺i−1 − ̺i < b− ̺i−1,∀2 ≤ 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 < a′ for (4.12). In fact, if a < 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 ρn,i 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 Hn. However, considering the case

a < a′ is meaningless to the small deviation probability in (4.4). The reason is as follows. Recall

(4.4) and note that |a2yn − a′2yn|/(ny−2
n ) must be o(yn) because of the assumption yn = o(

√
n).

(We remind that the assumption yn = o(
√
n) is absolutely necessary because what we consider

is the samll deviation principle but not the moderate deviation or large deviation.) Therefore,

even though a2 < a′2 in (4.4), after a decomposition similar to (4.13), we also need to prove

(4.12) under the condition a′yn ≤ ayn + o(yn), which is almost the same as the case a ≥ a′.
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