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Precise upper deviation estimates for the maximum of a
branching random walk
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Abstract

We consider the precise upper large deviations estimates for the maximal displacement
of a branching random walk. In addition, we obtain a description of the extremal process
of the branching random walk conditioned on this large deviations event. This introduces a
family of point measure playing a role similar to the decoration measures introduced in Eﬂ
for branching Brownian motion.
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1 Introduction

We consider a branching random walk on the real line, which can be described as follows. At
time 0, one particle is located at 0. At each time n + 1, each particle alive at time n dies and
produces its children. The displacement of the children with respect to the position of their
parent is distributed as a point process £ on R, and is independent of other branching events in
the process.

For each particle u, we write V(u) for its position and |u| for its generation. Let M,, be
the maximal position occupied by a particle at time n. The asymptotic property of M, as n
go to infinity has been well studied. Hammersley , Kingman and Biggins obtained,
under increasingly general conditions,the first order speed of M,, and the existence of an explicit
constant * € R, depending on the reproduction law, satisfying

7" —x*, asmn — oo, almost surely on the non-extinction set.

The asymptotic fluctuations of M,, — x*n were studied by Hu and Shi [19], Addario-Berry and
Reed , and Bramson and Zeitouni . Under mild conditions, they showed that there exists
* > 0 such that M, — z*n fluctuates almost surely between —zo- logn and — 5= logn, and
M,, — Med(M,) is tight, where Med(M,,) = 2*n — 55 logn + O(1). Finally, Aidékon 2] proved
that M, — x™n + 23* logn converges in law to a randomly shifted Gumbel variable. For more
background about branching random walk, we refer to the lecture notes of Shi |26].

In this article, we take interest in the upper deviation probability of M,,. Under the assump-

tion that the displacements of the children of an individual are independent of one another and
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of their number, Gantert and Hofelsauer [15] proved that for x > x*, the upper large devia-
tion probability P(M,, > nx) decays exponentially if the displacement satisfies an exponential
moment condition. We also mention that when the number of children is non-random, precise
estimates on the right tail of M,, have been obtained in [11]. Without the independence between
displacement and offspring, under some strong conditions, Rouault [25] showed the precise esti-
mation of the probability P(Ju| = n, s.t. V(u) € [nz — d,nxz + d]) for & > 2* and ¢ > 0. For the
lower deviation probability estimates of maximum, see 18], [15], [13] and [16]. For a branching
random walk in which displacements have semi-exponential tails, Dyszewski et al. [14] proved
that the law of M, /n® satisfies a large deviation principle, for some « € (0,1) depending on
the tail distribution of the displacement. When the displacement has regularly varying tails,
Bhattacharya 6] showed that there exists a sequence (7,,)n>1 such that M, /v, satisfies a large
deviation principle.

In the context of branching Brownian motion, which is a continuous-time analogue of the
branching random walk, in which particles move according to i.i.d Brownian motion while giving
birth to children at an exponential rate, the precise estimation of the upper deviation probability
of the maximum were studied in [12].

Inspired by [15], [11] and [5], in this article, we want to obtain an analogous result for the
branching random walk, i.e. computing the asymptotic behavior of P(M,, > nx) for x > z*,
under close to optimal conditions. Before showing the main results, we introduce some necessary
notation. Consider a branching random walk started from one particle at initial time. With
previous notation, (V' (u) : |u| = n) are the positions of particles alive at generation n. Define

|u|=n

the counting measure formed by the positions of the particles of the branching random walk at
time n. For A C R, we write Z,,(A) for the number of particles located in the set A at time
n. We recall that M, = max,|—, V' (u) is the maximal displacement at time n, with the usual
convention M, = —oc if {|u] =n} = @.

We denote by

¥(0) :=1logE Z VW

lul=1

the log-Laplace transformation of the reproduction law of the branching random walk. We refer
to the branching random walk as supercritical, critical or subcritical respectively when ¢(0) > 0,
»(0) = 0 or ¢(0) < 0, i.e. the mean number of the children is larger than, equal to or smaller
than 1. To avoid that the initial particle produces 0 particle almost surely, we always assume
that

P(Z:(R)=0) <1

in this article.
Additionally, we assume that there exists some 6 > 0 satisfying ¢ (6) < 0o, and we define

P (z) = 3&2{996 —¥(0)} € RU {400}

the Legendre transformation of ¢, which is non-decreasing and convex on R. It is known from [7]
that in the supercritical case, almost surely on the non-extinction set,

¥(0)

M, .
— — % = inf
n 6>0

*

=sup{r € R:¢y*(z) <0}, asn — oo.



Let us state the upper deviation estimates of M,,, which is a slight refinement of |15, Theorem
3.2].

Proposition 1.1. Assume that there exists some 6 > 0 satisfying ¥ (6) < oo. If ¥(0) > 0, we

have )
lim —logP(M, > nx)=—¢*(x), foranyx > z".

n—,oo M

If 9(0) <0, we have

lim - log P(My, 2 nx) = =" (x), for any x > w

N300 1 E(Z(®)) e RU{—o0}.

Remark 1.1. This proposition shows that M,, satisfies a large deviation principle as soon as the
intensity measure of the reproduction law of the branching random walk admits an exponential
moment. In particular, no extra condition on the reproduction law is needed.

In order to obtain the precise estimation of the probability P(M,, > nx), we need some extra
assumptions. For the offspring law of the branching random walk, we assume that

P(Zy(R) > 2) > 0, (1.2)

which implies that there is indeed some branching in the branching process we consider. We
remark that if does not hold, large deviation estimates of M,, build down to large deviations
for an usual random walk, obtained by Bahadur and Rao [4] and Petrov |24], see forthcoming
Remark We assume that there exists 8 > 0 such that

(@) < oo and O’'(0) > (0), (1.3)
where we denote by
W(O) =B D V(e rO |

|ul=1

which is assumed to be well-defined. Observe that if v is finite in a neighbourhood of 6, then
by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, v¢’(#) corresponds to the derivative of ¢ at 6,
justifying the notation. And we assume that

o? =B D> (V(u)—¢/(60)%"V ™ | €(0,00). (1.4)

Jul=1

Moreover, we add a mild L log L-type integrable condition

E Z V() log, Z VW ) < oo, (1.5)

lu|=1 lul=1

where log | (z) := log(max{x, 1}), for > 0. Finally, we assume that the branching random walk
is non-lattice, i.e. for any a,b € R,

P(V(u) € a+bZ,Vju| =1) <1, (1.6)

where a + bZ := {a +bn : n € Z}.

The next theorem gives the precise asymptotic behavior of P(M,, > ny'(0) + y) as n — oo,
uniformly in y = O(y/n). It extends the results showed in [12] for branching Brownian motion
to the branching random walk.



Theorem 1.2. Assume , , , and @ There exists an explicit constant

C(0) € (0,1) defined in (3.8) such that for any positive sequence (an)n>0 satisfying a, = O(y/n),

we have

_co |
V2mol

y2 ’
VnezaZn e OV O =vOIp(AL, > ' (0) + y) 0. (1.7)

lim sup
"7 y|<an

In particular, we have
. P(M, >ny'(6))
lim = C(0).
A B2 (@) )
Remark 1.2. If assumption does not hold, the conclusions in Theorem remain valid
with C(0) = 1. Indeed if P(Z1(R) < 1) =1, we have

P(My, = nd(0) +y) = (E(Z1(R)))"P(Sn = nt'(6) + ),

where (Sy)n>0 is a random walk started from 0 and whose step distribution is such that for any
non-negative measurable function h, E(h(S1)) = (E(Z1 (R)))*IE(Zlu‘zl h(V (w))). Therefore by
the large deviations principle of [24, Theorem 2/, we obtain with C(0) = 1. In other words,
we have

C(0) <1 ifand only if P(Z1(R)>2)>0.

With similar strategies as in [5] and [25], we use the spine decomposition theorem, time
reversal and the local limit theorem to prove Theorem As a by-product, we obtain the joint
limit distribution of the extremal process &, := Zlulzn OV (u)—nm,, and M,, —n3)’(6) conditionally
on the event {M,, > ny’(0)}.

Theorem 1.3. Assume , , and @ There exists a point process D(0) such
that (En, My, — ntp’(0)) conditionally on the event {M,, > ny'(0)} converges in law to (D(6),e),
where e is an exponential random variable of parameter 0 independent of D(6).

Remark 1.3. In particular, if assumption does not hold, then &, = §y on {M,, > —oo},
which implies that D(8) = 0.

In order to prove Theorem it is sufficient to demonstrate that for any non-negative
continuous function ¢ with compact support and x > 0,

E(e™ D 0, o (0)2a) [ M > 0t (0)) — e E(e” PO))

which is shown in Section The point process D(6) obtained in Theorem plays an analo-
gous role to the decorations obtained in [9, Propositon 7.5] in the context of branching Brownian
motion.

We also take interest in some properties of D(6). Note that we have not assumed that
the branching random walk is supercritical in Theorem If the branching random walk
is subcritical (critical), we prove that the measure D(f) is finite (infinite) respectively. More
precisely, P(D(0)(R) < co) = 1 if and only if ¢(0) < 1.

Besides, under some additional conditions, we show that D(6) is continuous in distribution
with respect to 6, i.e. for 6y > 0 such that 1'(6y) > 2* and any non-negative continuous function
¢ with compact support, we have

lim E(e™(PO)9)) = F(e~ (P00)d)y,

9*}90



The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce Ulam-Harris-Neveu
notation for trees and the many-to-one formula. Moreover, we introduce the spine decomposition,
construct an auxiliary point process DY by time-reversal along the spine and show that the limit
of DY exists. In Section we study the asymptotic properties of E(e~(€n®) Lia, >ny! (0)+y})> and
we see that D(6) is actually the limit of D? biased by a random variable. In Section we prove
Theorem Theorem and Proposition In Section [5] we discuss the number of atoms
of D(0) as the branching random walk is subcritical or critical, and we prove the continuity of
D(#) with respect to # under additional integrability conditions.

In the proof of this paper, we denote by C' positive constant that may change from line to
line.

2 Spine decomposition from the tip of the branching ran-
dom walk

In this section, we introduce the many-to-one formula and spine decomposition theorem, and we
construct an auxiliary and show the relationship between the extremal process and the auxiliary
process. At the end, we give a random walk estimate by local limit theorem.

2.1 Ulam-Harris-Neveu notation

We introduce the Ulam-Harris-Neveu notation for plane trees. Define the set of finite sequence
of positive integer
T:= U N™,

n>0
with the usual convention N° := {@}. For u € N", we write u = (v, ..., u(™) and

e we denote by |u| the generation of u € T, i.e. if u € N™, then |u] := n.

o for k < |ul, we use ur = (uV,...,u®)) to express the ancestor at generation k of u. In
particular, ug := 9.

e we denote by 1@, uf := {ug,...,u,} the set of vertices(including @ and u) in the unique
shortest path connecting the root @ to u.

Let {Z(") .= (z,(:) :k>1):u € T} be iid random non-increasing sequences with z,(cu) €

RU{—oco} and be such that 3, ) is distributed as the point process £, with the convention
that §_ := 0. A branching random walk Z := {V(u) : u € T} can be defined as follows: we set
V(@) :=0 and

Jul

V(u):= Zzgff)’l), if u # @,
i=1

with the convention that —oco4a = —oo for any x € R. We treat particles u such that V(u) = —oo
as dead particles, which do not contribute to the branching random walk.
We end this section with many-to-one formula, which is helpful for our proof.

Lemma 2.1 (Theorem 1.1 in [26]). Assume that 8 > 0 is such that ¥(0) < oco. For anyn >1
and any measurable function g : R™ — [0,00), we have

E( > g(V(u),...,V(up) | =E(e "5 0g(Sy, ..., 8,)),

[u[=n



where (Sp)n>0 s a random walk started from 0 with step distribution satisfying that for any
nonnegative measurable function h,

E(h(S1) =E | Y h(V(u))e’V =@
Jul=1

In the above lemma, the sum over |u| = n is taken over all live particles in the branching
random walk alive at time n.

2.2 Spine decomposition: a change of measure

Lyons [21] introduced the spine decomposition theorem for the branching random walk as an
alternative description of the law of the branching random biased by its additive martingale.
This method is an extension of the spine decomposition obtained by Lyons et al. [22] for Galton-
Watson processes and Chauvin and Rouault |12] for branching Brownian motion.

Let (%#,)n>0 be the natural filtration of the branching random walk Z, i.e.

Fpi=0(V(u) : |u] <n),
with Z = o(V(u) : u € T). As ¢(0) < oo, consider an additive martingale W7, defined by

WS = Z e@V(u)—nw(G).

[ul=n

According to Kolmogorov’s extension theorem, there exists a probability Py on # satisfying
for any n > 0, A € %,
Pqo(A) = E(W;1a).

The spine decomposition consists in an alternative description of the law Py constructed as a
branching random walk with a spine. Let a random pair (L, £) be such that for any non-negative
measurable function f,

E(f(£,€) =E | D> VWO r(z, k)

k>1

A branching random walk (V(u) : v € T) with a spine (&, : n > 0) can be described as follows.
At time 0, one particle &y := @ locates at position V(§y) = 0. At each time n > 1, all particles
die, while giving birth independently to sets of new particles. The displacements (with respect to
their parent) of children of normal particle z are distributed as (V (i) : ¢ > 1). The displacements
(with respect to their parent) of children of spine particle &,_1 are distributed as ﬁ; the particle
&, is chosen among the children y of &,_; with probability proportional to e?V®). Let us denote
by P be the law of the branching random walk with a spine. The spine decomposition theorem
corresponds in the identification of the law of the size-biased branching random walk and the
law of the branching random walk with a spine.

Theorem 2.2 (Lyons [21]). For any n > 0, the law of (V(u) : |u| < n) is identical under Pg
and P. Moreover, for any |u| = n,
eGV(u)—m/)(9)

P(u=&al70) = —55—

a.s.. (2.1)



Next, we introduce some notation that is helpful for constructing an auxiliary point process

DP. Suppose that {((bx(i) : i > 1), w®)}p>1 are i.i.d. copies of ((¢; : i > 1),€), where (£;);>1
is the ranked sequence of atoms in ﬁ, which is non-increasing sequence converging to —oo. Let
{(VER (u) :u € T): k> 1,i > 1} be i.i.d copies of the branching random walk (V(u) : u € T),
independent of {((bx(i) : 4 > 1),w®)}x>1. For n > 0, we define an auxiliary point process

DZ = 50 + Z Z Z 5bk(i)+V(i=k)(u)—Sk’ (22)

k=1 i#w®) |u|=k—1

with the convention D§ := 8y, where

Spi=> br(w®).
k=1

Recall that &, = ZM:n 0v(u)—mM, - By decomposing the branching random walk with spine
along the path {@,¢,1 and reversing the spine and the displacement (with respect to their
parent) of the children of the spine particles before nth generation, we show the relationship
between (&,, M,, — ny/(0)) and (D2, S, — ny'(9)).

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 > 0 such that ¥(0) < co and ' (0) < oco. For any non-negative measurable
functions F', f andn > 1, we have

E(F (&) f(Mn —ni'(0))1z, ®)>0})
1

_n(0(0)-00 O <€—0(Sn—n¢ ) F(D?) f(S0 — W'(@))Wlwz((o,oo))m) _

(2.3)

Proof. We have

E|l D "oy | SE( D VW) =m0 <o,

lu[=n lu[=n

which implies that P(€,({0}) < co) = 1. By definition, on {Z,(R) > 0}, we have &,({0}) > 1.
For all non-negative measurable functions F' and f, we have

E[F(&,)f(My, — ' (0)n)1z, ®)>0}]
1

E m uean F(E#)f(Mn - w/(e)n)l{zn(R)>0}]

~Eq [V;@géo}) > F<55>f<v<u>—¢'<e>n>] ,

u€EN,

where Ny, := {|u[ =n : V(u) = My}, and & := 3_,,_, 0v(v)-v(u) I the branching random



walk seen form the particle u. Using the spine decomposition theorem, we have

1 1 u ,
WO E ({0]) ZN FEDFV () =/ (0)n)

[ 1
=E | s D F(E9)e V@@ oy f(V(u) — ¢ (O)n
ROPIRCE tem (V) = 0/ (O)n)
[
=E | ———e VEITO R F(V (&) — ¥/ (0)n) g, en, }]
&5 ({0})
- 1
:E 76—0V(£n)+n'¢'(9)F 55" V n)— ! 9 n ]. n — .
B (&) F(V(&n) =¥ (0)n)1 gen (0,00)) =0}
Next, we construct a mapping from N” to the atoms of D?. Let w,(cn) = (w™, L wnTRD) <

k <mn. For u € N, define r(u) := sup{k > 0 : uy, = w,(cn)} and

n wTWFD o (y
V( )( ) _S _Sn r(u) +bn r(u)(u( r(w) ) V( ’ ( ))(u‘n—r(u)—l)v

with the convention V(") (wé")) = Sy, where ul;, is defined as the last k items of u, i.e.
ulp = (URED by,
Then for any |u| = n, we have
1) Ifu=w, VO (u) — VO () = 0;
2) If u # wi, VO (u) — VO (V) = by (r@HD) 4 v @ nmr ) ), 1) —
S biw ),

which implies that
= Z 6V(n) (U)*V(") (wg")) .

|ul=n
Observe that (((by(i) : i > 1),w®), ... ((ba(i) : 3 > 1),w™)) is distributed as (((b,(i) : i >
1), w™), .. ((bl() i> 1) wM)). Therefore, we deduce that (V™ (u) : |u| = n), (n))
dlstrlbuted as (V™ (u) : |u| = n),w,), where
V(n) (u) .= Z bn,i+1(w("_i+l)) + b;(u)+1(U(F(u)+1)) + V(“(F(HHI)’”_F(M)(U‘n,f(u),l)

i=n—7(u)+1
7(u w(TW+D) 5y
= Siu) + brguy 1 (w7 FTD) 4V ") (-1,
O ( M, ..

n 7: S w™) and 7(u) := r(u,w,). By its definition, we observe that (V™) (u) : |u| =
n), vV

w,,)) under P is distributed as ((V(u) : |u| = n),V(¢,)) under P. Thus
. 1 B . .
# (gt VG VO )
05 m 1
=E (e b5ntnv @) P(DE) f(Sn — nw’(9))W1{Dz<<o,m>>—0})

! ’ ].
n 6)—0 0 —6S,+nb 6 6
=m0V )R (6 0O P(DE) f(S, — nwl(a))wl{Dz((Ooo))—o}) ;



which completes the proof. O
Define the increasing limit of D? as n — oo by
Dgo = (50 + Z Z Z 5bk(i)+V(i*k)(u)—Sk'
k=1 izw®) |u|=k—1
Using the lemma below, we will prove that DY, is a well-defined point process.

Lemma 2.4. Let § > 0 such that and (u) hold. For e € (0,4 (¢'(0) — @)), we define

M®ED g
A, .= {max MaXk>1 £ < —E} ,
’ {>n 14

where M9 := by (k) + max,j——1{V " (u)}. Then asn — oo, P(AZ ) =0

Proof. We denote by ) the sigma-field generated by (bg(k),w®,¢ > 1,k > 1). By the indepen-
dence of Y and (V¥ (u) : uw € T,i > 1,k > 0), for £ > n, we have that almost surely

( n5|y <Z]E 1{maxk>1 MEO _S,>— E€}|y)
L>n

oo
< Z Z e@bg(k)—@Sg-i—GaéE(ee MaX|qy|=¢—1 v<“>(u)).

L>n k=1

Using that E(efmaXjui=c-1 V(H)(")) SEQCu=e1 e?V () we have

ED, Z (£=1)4(8)+£0¢ ,—S, Zeebg(k) (2.4)

>n

o0 oo
p (Z () > ) _p <1og+ (Z eebzw) > s%) |
k=1 k=1

By assumption (1.5 and the definition of b,(k), we have

(oo}
E <logJr (Z eaw(@)) ) Z eV (u) log., Z eV (W) < o0,
k=1

[u[=1 [u[=1

Observe that

which implies that

>p (Z efbe(k) > 8”) >op (log N (Z ek > > 59€> <00

£>1 £>1

By Borel-Cantelli Lemma, we have
Zeeb‘(k) < %9t (2.5)
k=1

almost surely for ¢ large enough. On the other hand, by the strong law of large numbers, we
have



which, by assumption that 6¢’'(0) > ¢ (6), implies that almost surely,

lim P(@)n — 05, + 2en

n—00 n

Combine (2.4 with (2.5) and (2.6)), we deduce that almost surely,
lim B(A5[Y) = 0,

= (6) — 6y (8) + 22 < 0. (2.6)

which, by dominated convergence theorem, yields that lim,, ., P(Ay, .) = 0. O

Now, we prove that D?_ is a well-defined Radon measure.

Lemma 2.5. Let 6 > 0 such that and hold. For anyy € R, D? ((y,0)) < co almost
surely, and D? converges to DY, almost surely for the topology of the vague convergence.

Proof. Fix e € (0, 1(¢/(6) — @)). Recall that M9 = b,(k) + max|,—r— V¥ (u). Observe
that
H (k,8) _ _
Ane ©{ lim mpax{pax MIHT = S} = —oc).

which, by Lemma [2.4] implies that

. (k,0) ) -
P(nlgrgo r?zaf{rlrclgi(M Se} o0) = 1. (2.7)

Fix y € R, by (2.7)), in order to prove P(D? ((y,o0)) < oo) = 1, it is sufficient to prove that for
any n > 1,
P(Dy((y,00)) < 00) = 1.

Observe that for any n > 1, by the independence between (V(M) (w) : u € T)g>1,0>1 and Y,
which is defined in Lemma [2.4] we have

P(Dp((y:00)) <oo¥) =P [ >3 > Lyre+ VEI () —ye >y} < oo

=1 k>1 =k—1
21yl Yk, e=be(k),ye=Se

For any yi ¢, ye € R, by Markov inequality and many-to-one formula, we have
E Z Z Z Loy + VEOD (W) =y >y} | < Z Ze(k—l)w(f))e@(yk,z—yz—y).
£=1k>1 |u|=k—1 £=1k>1
According to the assumption that 1(0) < oo, we know that for any ¢ > 1,
P Zeebz(k) <00 | =F Z 69\/(u)ﬂb(t‘))1{2‘1”21eev(u)@o} =1, (2.8)
k>1 lu|=1
which implies that almost surely
P(D((y, o)) < 00|¥) = 1.

Thus, we obtain that P(D?((y,o0)) < o) = 1.

10



For any ¢ € C.(R), where C.(R) is the set of continuous function with compact support on
R, by (2.7)), there exists a random time N satisfying for any n > N,

(k,0) _
I?ZaT)L({I]?Zai(M SZ} < supp(¢)
where supp(¢) is the closure of {z € R : |¢(x)| > 0}. Therefore DY (¢) = D% (¢) = Df(¢) for
any n > N, which yields
lim DZ(¢) — Dgo(gzb), a.s.,

n—oo

where p(¢) := [, ¢(x)du(x) for a measure p on R. O

2.3 Applications of local limit theorem of a non-lattice random walk

In this section, we make use of the local limit theorem in [27] to give estimates on the law of a
non-lattice random walk, which is important for studying the asymptotic behavior of DY and S,
in the Section 3.

Lemma 2.6. Consider a non-lattice random walk (Sy)n>0 with So = 0. Assume that Si has
mean 0 and finite variance o®. Then for any non-negative direct Riemann integrable function
g:R —[0,00), we have

VnemTE(g(Sn +y)) -

lim sup
0y |<vn

=0,

! / g(z)dx
2o JRr

where (7n)n>0 i a non-negative sequence such that v, = O(y/n).

Proof. For any M > 0, h > 0 and s € R, we have

VRE(g(Sn +9) <Y sup  g(y)VnP(Sy € [kh — s, (k+ 1)h — 5)).
£ vElkh,(k+1)h)

According to Corollary 1 in [27], for 1 > 0 and h > 0, for n large enough, uniformly in s € R,
we have

1 (M*S)z
VIE(g(Sh +5)) < Z Sup g(m)ih(#
_ M o M TE[RR (k+1)R) 2mo
h =%="h
E : 1
! S oI Jama 2.9
po s E[kh,(k+1)h) 2no (2.9)
— h

1
h+ su x)heq.
E p g(x)hey

+ sup  g(x)
Z ) V2 ez, TEKR, (k+1)h)

z€[kh,(k+1)h
k>

In particular, by (2.9)), we have

1
sup v/nE(g(S, + s S( +s> sup g(x) < o0,
n>1 (9 ) V2mo ! ;Zze[kh,(kﬂ)h) (=)

for h small enough as g is direct Riemann integrable.
On the other hand, we know that for any M > 0, h > 0 and s € R,

VRE(9(Sy +5)) > Y inf  g(x)VnP(Sy € [kh — s, (k+ 1)h — 5))

z€[kh,(k+1)h
el LCOL

11



Similarly to above, for all £; > 0 and h > 0, for n large enough, uniformly in s € R,

( (216-51)h _5)2

E Sn+ f 76n6_ 2no?2
VnE(g( S))_ P me[khn(lkJrl) )g(x) >

:-\P
B

(2.10)

— inf g(x)he.
ren w€[kh,(k+1)h)

B“?
IN

Using that v, = O(y/n), we have

5 ((2k42»1)h7y)2

e202ne 2no2

M M

lim sup {
n—oo

which, combined with (2.9) and (2.10)), yields that for h > 0,

< ! sup x)h — / x)dz +C’ sup g(x)hey

2wo z€[kh (k+1)h) ze[kh (k+1)h)
—%Skﬁ% kEZ

VnemTiE(g(Sy +y)) —

limsup sup
n—oo |y|<yp

1
g da? — E inf g h
/IR (1‘) mG[khl,(kJrl)h) (.TJ)

2o
M M
— 5 <k<%-

Q

+C Z sup g(x)h + sup g(z)h.
e R RIS pe e wElkAL(ER)

As g is directly Riemann integral, letting h — 04, we have

VReEEE((Sy + y)) — — / o()de

limsup sup
n—=00  |y[<vn

<C (/Moo g(z)dz + /_;M g(z)dz + 1 /]Rg(sc)dx) .

Letting M — oo and €7 — 0+, we get

=0. O

\/ﬁe%E(g(Sn +y)) — ﬁ/ﬂ{g(x)dw

lim sup
n—reo |y|S'Yn

3 Limit estimates for the auxiliary point process

The main aim of this section is to prove the forthcoming Proposition [3.1] which is an essential
tool for the proof of Theorems [1.2] and [T.3]

Proposition 3.1. Assume , , and @ Then for any mon-negative function
¢ € C.(R), as n — oo, we have

2 (60 (0)— _ 1 )
\/27Tn90'6202n60y6 (0v'(0) w(e))E(e gn(d))l{annw/(g)_i_y}) —E We D°°(¢)]-{Dgc((0,oo))=0}

uniformly in |y| < a,, where (an)n>o0 is the sequence defined in Theorem .

12



This proposition will allow us to study the asymptotic behavior of the joint law of the extremal
process &,, and the maximal displacement M,,.
Let (cn)n>0 be a non-negative integer sequence, satisfying
2
¢n <n, limc¢,=00 and limsup— < oco. (3.1)

n— 00 n—00

For € > 0, recall that

be(k ulep—1 VED -5,
A, .= <{max manZl{ Z( )—I—max‘ =6t (u)} ¢ < —€ . (3.2)
" >cn Y4
According to Lemma for any non-negative function ¢ € C.(R) and y € R, we have
E(e™ DLt —nur6)21))
/ ]_ ’ 6
n(3(0)—0v’ (0 —0(Sn—ny’ (8)) ,—D°
_ (0 -09' O) g {D@({o})e (S (0)) <¢>1{Sn_w,(a)n2y}1{D2((0m))_0}] ,
Set 1
0 ,_ -D?
h(0) = AN 1 Dg ((0.000)=0} (3.3)

and let @, := inf supp(¢). For n such that —ec,, < x4, we observe that h%(¢) = h? (¢) on A, .,
therefore

Bl L 0.y (9)) - DY@

leg _ur 1 _
D?({0}) {8 =" (0)n>y} L{D? ((0,00))=0}

=E[hS (p)e " O 1g unyzyla,, ]+ EIRO(0)e S O g sy lae ]

:Il (’I’L, y) + IQ(”a Y, 5) + I3(n7 Y, €)a
(3.4)

where

Ii(n,y) = E[RY (¢)e =" N1 g oy,
I(n,y,e) := —E[hd ($)e "' D 1ig _poysyplac
e) := E[h)(¢)e "V g oz la, ]

€n,€

I3(n, Y,

Using Lemma it is straightforward to get an equivalent of I;(n,y) and the decay rate of
Ix(n,y,e) and I3(n,y,e) with respect to n. We prove these two results in turn in the following
lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Assume , and @ Then for any non-negative function ¢ € C.(R),

2 1 1 0
lim su ’n,eZngeeyI n,y) — E( e—Doo(qﬁ)
A, sup Vi 1) = 5B B op

where (an)n>0 is the sequence defined in Theorem [1.3

1{Dzo<<o,oo>>—0}> ‘ =0,

Proof. Observe that, by Markov property,

e"I1(n,y) = E(hS (¢)gn(Se, — et () —y)),

13



where for s € R, we write

gn(s) — E(efe(erSnfcn*(nan)w (0))1{5’“7%—(TL—Cn)w'(9)+SZO})'

By the assumptions on (¢y,)n>0, it is straightforward to see that as n — oo,

_ ’
£—>oo and 750" cny’(6)

Cn vn—cy,

by strong law of large numbers. Moreover, as a, = O(y/n — ¢,,), by Lemma we get that as
n — oo,

— 0, a.s.,

v? 1
su \/562"2" n Scn —Cn "(0) — - —
Iy\S]Zn 9n( Vi) —y) V2mof

By Lemma and the monotonicity of Dz, we can get

lim hY (¢) = hi(¢), as.,

n—oQ

0, a.s.

where h (¢) = go+eng°(¢)1{Dgo((o,oo)):0}' Then

DL((0])

1
su neze?n eI (n,0) — ——E(h?
sup |V 1) — B (0)

\/ﬁeﬁgn(scn — wl(e)cn - y)

1
a V2mol

ly|<an

<E (hfio (¢) sup

)

+E <|h§n (¢) = hi(¢)] Vi sup €T g (e, — 0 (B)n — y)> :

ly|<an
By (2.9)), there exists C > 0 and N > 0 such that for any n > N,

sup vngn(s) < C.

seR

Because a,, = O(y/n), we know that there exists C' > 0 such that for any n > 1,

2
sup ez < C. (3.5)
|y|San

Besides, using that for any n > 1, hfl(qﬁ) < 1, by dominated convergence theorem, we conclude
that,

V2, 1 1 _p°
Z2ne’Y] , — E °°(¢)]- 00))= =0. O
ez ) = 8 (o o

Observe that
GGyE(uz (nv Y, 5)' + |I3(TL, Y, 6)') < 2E(6_0(Sn_nwl(9)_y)1{Sn2nw/(9)+y}]‘Ac )7

cn €

and (3.5)), so it is sufficient to prove the right-hand side is o(n~2) uniformly in |y| < a,.

14



Lemma 3.3. Assume , , and @ There exists € > 0 such that

lim /n sup E(e SO0 1 g ooy ipylag, ) =0,

n—00 |y|§an cn.€

where (an)n>0 is the sequence defined in Theorem [1.3

Proof. For the simplification of notation, we use z instead of 1'(6) in the proof. Observe that

for n € Ny and |y| < ay,

E(e ?m "1 g Snaiyylac )

Cn €

< QBT s gy ma{be(k) + max (VOO )} - S > —<0)

L>cy

Recall that M "9 = by(k) + max,——1 {V ¥ (u)}. Then for £ > c,,
E(e*(’(s’”*"w*y) LS, >na+yt L maxs, Mo —Sy>—et})
(s —0(Sy
(s

IA

n_Tw_y)1{Sn2n1+y}1{maxk21 M(kvz)>(a€72s)f}) + E(e

E(e™?
E(efe n—NT—Y)

IN

l{makaI MO >(5—2e)0,5 <1 eehl(k)ge(:(})

—nz—y) 18, >natyt L{Si<(@—e)e})

+E(e ST g s ey L5 oy eohet) s eery) + E(e /G g s ity 1S, < (a—e)})s

where c is a positive constant whose value will be fixed later.
Next, we prove that as n — oo,

Vn sup T E(e ST g Sy Se < (2 —)0) = 0.
Yi=an £>cy

(3.6)

Recall that ¢,/n — 0, so ¢, < n/2 for n large enough. We first consider £ € [c,, 5]. By (2.9),

for y € R and n large enough, we have

E(e™?Sm "1 g S noryy 1S <(@—e)e})
=E(1{s,<(z—c)e}E(e

<O (S, < (x—2)0).
n—1~{

—0(Sn—¢+s—y—nx) 1{SW,_(+SZnI+y}>|S:Sg)

According to the inequality (1.56) in , setting V; := 2 — bj(w®), we have

¢
P(Se<(xz—e)l)="P <ZY’ > 56) < /(P (Y1 > ;d) + (2e0?)2e 4072,

=1

As EY? is finite, we have 3, (P(Y; > 1el) < oo. Thus, we conclude that

lim Vi sup Y E(e T g s Lisc@oney) = 0.

n—oo
<(L
|y|_ n ee[cn)n]

Next we consider £ € [§,n]. Because

{Sn>nz+y,Se < (x—e)l} C{Sp>nx+y,S —Se>(n—~0x+y+el},

15



we have

—0(Sn

E(e S0 g s naiy Usi<a—eey) < B/ g 5ot 108, — 80> (n—orytet)-

By the independence between S,, — Sy and Sy and that S,, — .Sy is distributed as S,,_¢, we have

E(eia(sninxiy) 1{5,,L2nw+y} 1{Sy,L75'g>(n7Z)w+y+s€})

—0(s+S¢—nz—y)

:E(1{Sn,(>(n—£)x+y+s€}E(e 1{S+Szznm+y})|8:Sn_e)a

which, with the same arguments as in , yields that for n large enough, any |y| < a, and
¢ € [§,n], we have

E(l{Snfe>(n—l)fc+y+5£}E(e_9(S+Sz_nz_y) 1{s+Szznz+y})|s:Sn_e)

1
<—CP(S—¢ > (n—0x+y+el
1 1 on— o\ T
n—1rt)o c 2(elty)
<—clp(s—z>-ct) 4+ (2= HT gy
<y | m (s ez ge)+ (Tle)
Since that n — ¢ < ¢ and a,, = O(y/n), for n large enough,
1 2n— )02\ T s 1 1
n—Lt)o N 2(etty
3 P —x> = —_ c < /P —x > =l C—.
e ‘ (Sl m_2d>+((6€+y)6€> N (Sl x_2€>+ e

Using that E(S7) < co and £ > %, we obtain

lim Vi osup Y E(e T g sy 1 s,<@ay) = 0.

n—o0
WISan pefz

With the same arguments as in the case of £ € [, n], there exists C' > 0 such that for any £ > n,

E(e™ S5m0 g, 5 nasyy Lsi<@—e)ty)

SE(e_e(Sn_nw_y)1{Sn,2n£+y}]-{S(—Sn<m(€—n)—y—6£})
2(el+y)

C 1 20 —n)o?\ 24w
J— P — > — —_— [
—Vn ¢ (a; 512 2E€> + ((5£+y)5£> €

Thus, we obtain that

lim \/ﬁ sup ZE(e_e(sn_nw_y)1{Sn2nm+y}1{5@<(m—s)2}) =0,

nTroo ly|<an I>n

which, combined with results above, implies (3.6]).
Similarly to the arguments as in (3.7), for n large enough and |y| < a,,

E(e_e(s"_m_y)1{Sn2nf6+y}1{zk21 eebg(k)>€cl})

—9(5n71+s—nw—y)1{5

:E(1{2k21 eebl(k)>ece}]E(6 n_1+52nm+y})|5251)

1
<C—=P | log, E eP1(R) | > oy
v E>1
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By assumption (1.5) and the definition of (b1(k))x>1, we know that

E | log, Zeabl(m -F Zg)‘/(u)—ww)log+ Zeawu) < o,

k>1 lu|=1 lu|=1

which yields that

hm \/ﬁ Sup Z }P(efe(sn*"ziy)1{Snan+y}1{Zk21 eQb[(k)>ec£}) = O

nreo Iy‘gan >cp
Finally, as S,, — bg(w“)) is distributed as S,_; and is independent of (be(k))r>1, we obtain

—0(S,—nz—y)
E(e n 1{Sn2nz+y}1{maxk21 MO > (2—26)6,5 5, eebe(k)gecg})

(6—9(Sn71+s—nw—y) 1{5

:E(l{maxk21 MO >(z—2e)0,3, 5, ePoe(®) geCZ}E n—1+82nx+y})|s=bz(w(2)))'

With the same arguments as in (3.7)), we have

—9(Sn71+3—m¢—y)1{s

E(l{makaI MEO>(z—2e)0,5 5, eebl(k)gec‘f}E(e n—1+52nﬂ?+y})|s:bg(w([)))

c oM _g(x—2¢e)0
Sﬁ]}z %e (w ) 1{Ek21 eebﬂ(k)ged}

C

<—_E Z e@V(u)—@(x—Qa)@ ecf
\/ﬁ |u|=0-1

_C

e(c+250)le*£(91*¢'(0)) ’

vn

where the last equality follows form many-to-one formula, and ¢ and ¢ are chosen to satisfy
c+ 26 < 0z —(0). As n — oo, we get

—0(Sn—nz—y)
\/ﬁ‘ S|1<1p Z E(e 1{Sn2nw+y}1{maxk21 MFEO>(5—2€)0,5 < e"be(’”gecf}) — 0.
Yy|san 0>ecn -

Thus, we conclude that as n — oo,

\/ﬁl sup E(e~ /= O g S proyayylag, ) = 0. N
yl<an
Let )
C0) :=E(—=———<1spo ((0.00))=01) (3.8)
DZO({O}) {D4,((0,00))=0}

and we bound its value in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.4. Let 6 > 0 such that and hold. Then C(0) € (0,1].

Proof. Using that D? ({0}) > 1, it is straightforward to deduce that C(¢) < 1. Next, we prove

that C(#) > 0. Fix e € (0,%(¥'(0) — @)) from Lemma Recall that P(Aj5, ) — 0. Then
there exists N > 0 such that P(An41,c) > 0. Define

fn(s) =P ( max maxiz 1be(k) + maXlu_[lEV(h@ )} = (5 = Sw) = ¢ < —5> , seR.

0>N+1
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Observe that

1 1
E{ ———1 _ >E( —————1 _nl
<Dgo({0}) {D&((O»OO))O}) = (Dgo({o}) {D¢,((0,00))=0} AN+1,E>
1

<D?v({0}) (D% ((0,00)=0} v ( N))
- eN(Bw/(G)—W@))E(C@MN—Nw(G)fN(MN)l{ZN(R)>O})7

where the last equation follows from Lemma [2.3] Thus, in order to prove Lemma [3.4] it is
sufficient to prove

E(fn(Mn)1{zy®)>o03) > 0.

It is straightforward to see that fy(s) is increasing with respect to s. Denote

v :=sup{s € R: fn(s) = 0},

with the usual convention sup @ = —oo.
Case 1: v = —©

Because v = —oo, we know that for any s € R, fy(s) > 0. Hence fn(My) > 0 on the event
{Zn(R) > 0}, which yields that

E(fN(Mn)1{zy®)>0y) > 0.

Case 2: 7> —
We assert that P(Sy > ) > 0. If P(Sy > «) =0, then P(Sy <) =1. We can find ¢; > 0
such that
P(AN+1’E,SN <7v - 51) > 0.

However,
P(ANy1,e, S8 <7 —€1) = E(fn(SN) {5y <y—e1}) < fn(y —€1) =0,

which yields a contradiction. Thus, we obtain that P(Sy > v) > 0.
By many-to-one formula and the spine decomposition theorem, we know that

E Z e"V(")‘NW)l{v(u)zw} =P(Sy >7) >0,
lu|=N

which implies that
P(My > ) > 0.

If fn(y) > 0, then we have
E(fN(MN)1{zy®)>0}) = fn(V)P(My, > 7) > 0.

If fn(y) =0, as E(fn(Sn)) > 0, there exists L >  such that P(Sy > L) > 0. Similarly to the
arguments above, we get

E(fn(MN)1lizy®)>o0y) > [n(L)P(My > L) > 0,
which completes the proof. O
Lemma 3.5. Let § > 0 such that and hold. Then C(0) =1 impliesP(Z1(R) <1) = 1.
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Proof. Because C(6) = 1, we have

1
E <Da ({0})1{13&((0,00))—0}) =1
(o)
which, as D?_({0}) > 1, implies that
DY ({0}) =1 and DY ((0,00)) =0, as.

Note that for any n > 0, 0 < D%((0,00)) < D? ((0,00)) and 1 < DY ({0}) < DY ({0}), we obtain
that
Dp({0}) =1 and D;((0,00)) =0, as.,

which, by Lemma [2.3] yields that for any n > 0,
P(Zn(R) > 0) = E(e 5 (0)),
By the definition of S,,, we have
P(Z,(R) > 0) = E(Z,(R)).

In particular, taking n = 1, we get P(Z1(R) > 0) = E(Z1(R)), which implies that P(Z;(R) <
1) = 1. O

Finally, we prove Proposition (3.1
Proof of Proposition[3.1l For any non-negative ¢ € C.(R) and |y| < a,, by Lemma [2.3] we have

\/ﬁe9yen(9d)'(9)*1&(9))1@(6*&(¢>) 1{Mn_m/),(0)2y})

1 o pts o o
=VnE | sgryre T O e PO oinzy) 108 ((0,00))=0}

D({0})
=VRE(h;, (¢)e = O g gz yy)
where hY () is defined in (3.3) and we define

1 0
6 —D
hw(¢) = Dgo({()})e oo((i))1{Dg<,((0,00)):0}'

By the decomposition of (3.4)) and the estimations of Lemma and there exists € > 0 such
that as n — oo,

y> ’ 1
su nezn E(h (¢)e 05— O=01 0 iovn — E(h8
\y|§13n Vvn (b () (Sn—tp' (O)n>y}) oo (hoo(9))

1 u?
E(h? + su nezon eIy (n,y, ) + Is(n,y, e
o EHL 0| sup Ve e 3,) + Ty ,€)

< sup
ly|<an

—0,

2
Ve eI (n,y) —

which completes the proof. O

4 Proof of main results

We first prove Theorems and in Section We then turn to the proof of Proposition
which follows form similar methods as the ones used by Biggins in [8, Theorem 2].
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4.1 Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3

Recall that &, = Z\u|:n Ov(u)—n,- We are now ready to give the proof of the precise upper
deviation estimates of M, and the weak convergence of (&,, M, — ¢’(#)n) conditionally on

{Mn > m/)’(@)}

Proof of Theorem[I.4 According to many-to-one formula and the spine decomposition theorem,
we know that

E(Zn([n1'(0),00))) =E | > Liv@yzne )y

|z|=n
— OO O (St O o )

By Lemma [2.6] we conclude that as n — oo,
, 1
/27m\/ﬁe"(9¢ (6’)—¢(49))E(Zn([n,(/}/(e)7 00))) = / 1{z20}€_0xd$ _ 5 (4.1)
R

Take ¢ = 0 in Proposition by Lemmas [3.4] and we obtain

) , 1
VErOo /e 35 Ve OV OV OB, > i (6) +y) - E (01{139 «o,oo»_o})
DI({0)) (7%

=C(0) € (0,1)
uniformly in |y| < a,,, which, combined with (4.1]), yields that

iy Py > ny'(6))
n—00 E(Zn([nw/(o)’ OO)))

The results showed in Theorem [I.2] is helpful for the proof of Theorem [I.3]

= C(0). O

Proof of Theorem[I.3 It is sufficient to prove that for any non-negative function ¢ € C.(R) and
y =0,

e
E(prope 7= 1ipe_((0,000)=0})

E(e™ D10, nyr 0)2) | Mn = 0/ (6)) — =% e —
(B (op LpL (0,000 =0})

By Proposition for any non-negative ¢ € C.(R) and y > 0, as n — oo, we have

000 . . 1
Varbo/nen @O OB D ias nyr0r20) = ¢ VB 7 Linn 00 =0p):

Therefore, using Lemma and Theorem 1.2 we obtain that as n — oo,

E(e=5n(®) LiM, —ny (0)>y})
P(M, > n'(9))

E(eien((b)l{]\/[n—nlb’(e)zy}‘Mn 2 n'l,[)'(e)) =

E(-—rl o—D&()] B
oo DTop (D, ((0,00))=0})

)

1
E(pr-(rop HDL ((0.00))=0})

which completes the proof. O
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4.2 Proof of Proposition [1.1

To prove Proposition [I.1] we need to estimate the survival probability of a subcritical Galton-
Watson process. A Galton-Watson process (Y),)n>0 is defined as follows: we set Y := 1 and for

n>0
Yn
Yn+1 = ng,ru
k=1

where (& ) k,n>0 are 1.i.d nonnegative integer-valued random variables.

Lemma 4.1. Consider a Galton-Watson process (Y, )n>0 defined as above. Assume that m =
E(Y1) € (0,1), we have
1

lim —logP(Y,, > 0) = logm.

n—oo N
Proof. For L > 0, we construct a new Galton-Watson process (YéL))nzo by removing the off-
spring of each particle which produces more than L children. More precisely, (Y,«EL)),LZO is defined
as follows: we set YO(L) =1 and

v,
L
er+)1 = Z Sknlie, <y, n =1
k=1

By induction, we get Y <Y, for any n > 0. Let m®@ := E(Yl(L)) = E(Y1ly,<zy)- By
monotone convergence theorem, we have

lim m®) =m e (0,1).

L—o0

As Yl(L) =Yily,<zy < L, we have E(Yl(L) log+(Y1(L))) < 00. According to [3, P40], as L large
enough, we have

1
lim —log P(Y,\H) > 0) = logm®).

n—oo M
Therefore 1 .
liminf — logP(Y,, > 0) > Llim lim —log P(Y,'5) > 0) = logm. (4.2)
n

n— 00 —00N—00 N,

On the other hand, by the Markov inequality, we have
P(Y, > 0) <E(Yy).

Note that E(Y;,) = m™. Thus, letting n — oo, we get

1
lim sup — log P(Y;, > 0) < logm,
n

n—oo

which, combined with (4.2)), finishes the proof. O

With Lemma [£.1] we can prove Proposition Here we mainly use the strategy showed
in [8, Theorem 2] to construct a truncated branching random walk that controls the lower bound
of the probability P(M,, > nx). For u,v € T, we denote by uv := (u(M, ... ulltD oM o))
the concatenation of u and v.
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Proof of Proposition[1.1 For the upper bound, observe that for z € R, we have {M,, > nx} =
{Z,([nz,00)) > 1}. By Markov inequality,

P(Zy([na,00)) 2 1) < E(Zn(lnz,00))) =E [ Y Livwzne)

lu|=n

Thus, for any 6 > 0, by many-to-one formula, we have

E(Z,([nx,0))) <E Z V(W) —nab | _ —n(0z—p(6))

|u|=n
Optimizing the above equation with respect to 6, it implies
P(M,, > nz) < e~ (@)

Next, we bound P(M,, > nz) from below. If ¢*(x) = oo, then P(M,, > nx) = 0 completes
the proof. We therefore assume that ¢*(z) < co. We know that ¢*(z) > 0 because 9* is convex
on R and z > z*. Similarly to 8] Theorem 2|, fix k € N, we construct a branching random
walk Z(¥) as follows. The first generation of Z*) will consist only of those particles in the
kth generation of the branching random walk Z with positions to the right of kz. The second
generation is formed by applying the same procedure to the branching random walks initiated
by each of these particles and so on. More precisely, for £k € N and ¢ > 1, we denote by

Af={@}and AY .= {uy e T:uec A" | |y| =k, V(uy) — V(u) > kz}

the collections of particles in each generation of the new branching random walk Z(*) which
yields that ZZ-(k)(R) = #Ak. Tt is obvious to see that (Zr(bk)(R))nzo is a Galton-Watson process
with Z(()k) (R) = 1 and E(Zﬁk) (R)) = E(Zk([kx,00))). By the independence of the branching
events, we know that

L£]
> inf P(M; > in)P(Zz") (R) > 0),

T 1<i< L%]

B(My > nz) = P(My_p3) = (n— k[ o)B(Z(3) (®) > 0)

where |2 | means the integer part of . As ¥(0) > 0, according to [8, Theorem 1], we have

lim 1 log E(Z,,([nz, 00))) = —¢*(z) € (—00,0), (4.3)

n—oo N

which implies that for k large enough, E(ka) (R)) € (0,1).
By Lemma [£.1] we get

1 n
liminf — log P(M,, > nx) > lim Le)

n—oo n n—oo N

log B(2(%,(B) > 0) = 7 log B(Zy([kz, ).

—
3|

where the first inequality follows from inf;<;<; P(M; > iz) > 0. By (4.3)), letting k — oo, we get
1
liminf —logP(M,, > nx) > —¢*(x),
n—oo N

which completes the proof of lower bound in the case that (0) > 0.
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On the other hand, if ¥(0) < 0, we can denote by p the intensity measure of Z; defined by
w(A) :=E(Z1(A)) for any A € Z(R). By many-to-one formula, we have

where £1*" means the n-fold convolution of p. As p(R) = E(Z1(R)) = e¥© < oo, u/u(R) is a
probability measure on R. By Cramér’s theorem, we know that for any = > ﬁ fR su(ds) =

7E(EE'(“Z'T(IR‘)/)W)) , we have

1 1 (n,00)
nh_}n;o ElogE(Zn([nx,oo))) = nlLH;o - log BT

+log u(R) = —¢*(z) € (=00,0).

With the same arguments as in the case that (0) > 0, we have

E(Y et V(W)

1
liminf — logP(M,, > nx) > —¢*(x), for any x > ,
Lroge( ) > (@) A

n—oo

which completes the proof of lower bound. O

5 Some extra properties of the extremal process of condi-
tioned branching random walk

In Section we will discuss when D(0) is finite. We give an alternative description of D(6) in
Section Finally, we prove the weak continuity of D(#) in Section

5.1 Subcritical branching random walk

Recall that we do not assume the branching random walk Z to be supercritical. Under some
extra conditions, we prove that D(6) is finite (infinite) if Z is subcritical (critical) and satisfies
a Llog L condition (second moment condition).

Proposition 5.1. Assume there exists @ > 0 such that (0) < oo and (1.5)). If Z is subcritical
and satisfies E(Z1(R)log, Z1(R)) < oo, then P(DY (R) < c0) = 1.

Proof. Because Z is subcritical, then we know that ¢ (0) < 0, which implies E(Z;(R)) € (0,1).
According to the definition of Z,, in (1.1]), we know that (Z, (R)),>0 is a subcritical GW process
with Zo(R) = 1. By Lemma [.1] as n — oo,

%log]P’(Zn(R) > 0) — logE(Z1(R)) € (—00,0).

Recall the definitions of (by(£) : £ > 1)4>; and (VO*)(u) : u € T)j>1>1. Let Z0F) be the
number of particles of the branching random walk (V%) (u) : u € T) at time k — 1, i.e.

Z(i,k) = Z 1{V(iqk)(u)€R}'

|lu|=k—1
Define
B =Y b0
0©>1
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the counting measure formed by (b (¢) : £ > 1). Then

By (R) 4
P(DL,(R) =o00) <P > > z0H =o

k>2 i=1
Observe that there exists €1 € (0, 1), for k large enough, we have

By (R) B (R) ' By (R) _
P Z ZOR >0 =P Y Z20M>0,Bi(®R)>e* | +P [ Y Z20H > 0,Bi(R) <e*

1=1 =1
< P(log, Bi(R) > ck) + e*P(Z_1 > 0)
< P(log, Bi(R) > ck) + Cekek1=en)log E(A(R))

where ¢ is a positive constant in (0, —(1 — 1) log E(Z1(R))). Because zlog(l + y) < zlog(1l +
z) 4+ ylog(1l + y) for any z,y > 0, we get

> eV Wlog, Z1(R) | <E(Z1(R)log  (Z1(R))+E [ Y eV ™log, (Y VM) | < oo,
lul=1 Jul=1 ul=1

which implies that E(log, (B1(R))) < co. We therefore know that

) By (R)
Z]P’ Z Z0R 5 0| < .
k=2 =1

Thus, by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, we conclude that almost surely for &k large enough,

By (R)
Z Zk) —
i=1
Because EZ; (R) < 0o, we have Z1(R) < oo almost surely, which implies that for any i,k > 1,
Bi(R) < oo and ZUM <oo, as.

Thus, we know that for any n > 0, almost surely

(zk

I MA

Z < o0.
Thus, we have
oo Bir(R)
P(XY 269 =0 <0
k=2 i=1
which proves that
P(DY (R) < o0) = 1. O

Proposition 5.2. Assume that there exists 6 > 0 satisfying ¥(0) < oco. If Z is critical and
satisfies E(Z1(R)?) < oo, then P(DY (R) = o0) = 1.
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Proof. For k > 1, we define
Ck := {Bk(R) > 2 and there exists i # w® such that Z0:%) > 0},
where Z(4F) is defined in Proposition Let
sk = (W = D1gmsry +2 X Loy

Observe that
P(Cy) > P(By(R) > 2, 2% > 0).

Since that (Bg(R),w®)) and (Z(#*));>, are independent and (Z(*)),>; are identical distributed,
we have

P(Bi(R) > 2, Z6+%) > 0) = P(B(R) > 2)P(Z+F) > 0) = P(B1(R) > 2)P(Zx_1(R) > 0),

where the last equation follows from that (Bg(R))g>1 are identical distributed and Z(»*) is
distributed as Z;_1(R). Because Z is critical and E(Z;(R)?) < oo, by [3, P20], we have

nlP(Z,(R) > 0) — m, as n — oo.

Thus, there exists some positive constant C such that

S B(C) 2 CRB®) 22 Y 1.
k=1 k=1

which, by that P(B;(R) > 2) > 0, yields

M8

b
I
—

Because (B (R), w®), Z@*) j > 1), are independent, we obtain that (Cy,)x>1 are independent.
By Borel-Cantelli Lemma, we have almost surely, infinitely many & such that Bg(R) > 2 and
there exists i # w®) satisfying Z(**) > 0. Observe that

) 7).

11<i< By (R) iw®

WE

DY (R) >

~
Il

we therefore have
P(DY (R) = o0) = 1. O
5.2 Extremal process as a conditioned point measure

In this section, we give an alternative description of D(#). We define a total order < in T called
the lexicographical order. For u,v € T, define r(u,v) := sup{k > 0 : ux, = vi} the generation of
the most recent common ancestor of u and v. Then we say that u < v if one of conditions below
is satisfied:

1) r(u,v) = |u| and |u| < |v].

2) r(u,v) < |u| and u(r(@)FD) < (rlw)+1),
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When we see the branching random walk from the minimal particle located at the maximal
position at time n for the lexicographical order, we can get the next lemma, which is similar to
Lemma

Lemma 5.3. Let 0 > 0 such that ¥(0) < co and 1’ (0) < oco. For any non-negative measurable
function F, f and n > 1, we have

E(F(&n)f(My —nd'(0))1( 2, ®)>0})
=" (VO =0V O (= 0E =" O) P(D) F(S, — b’ (6))1{ po ((0,00))=0,08 =0} )+
where .
~0 .
Dy=31 >0 D lin@+vesw=si-
k=1 icw® |uj=k—1

Proof. Define m,, to be the minimal element of N, for the lexicographical order. By spine
decomposition theorem, with similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma we have

E[F(En) f(My, — ' (0)n)1(z, ®)>0}]

=E | > F(En)ltumm,y f(My — 9 (0)0)1(z, ®)>0)

|u|=n
:]E(B_GV(gn)+nw(9)F(££n)1{5'%”((0’00)):0}1{2\“\:“,“<5n I{V(u):‘/(in)}:O}f(v(gn) - 7’7,1/)/(9)))
Observe that
Y lv@=vie)

[ul=n,u<&n
n f(k)—l
:Z Z Z I{V(fkfli)—V(ﬁk—1)+V(€kf1iu)—V($k71i):V(€n)—V(€k71)}'

k=1 i=1 |u|=n—k

With the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma we have that (DY, D¢, S,,) under P is
distributed as

E D Lvw=vien V(E))

|u|=n,u<én
under P. Therefore
E(efev(g"L)Jr"w(G)F(SfL")1{57&1"((O)Oo))zo}1{2‘,“:”1“«" v —vien =03 f (V(€n) = 1’ (6)))
=E(e 5O (DY) £(Sn — m1)' (0) 1o ((0,00))=03 1{ 5o =0})
=" (VO OV R (=05 4n00" (O (DY) f(S,, — n’(0))11pe ((0,00))=0} L { D8 =0})
which completes the proof. O

Remark 5.1. With the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma[3.3, we can also prove

1 Y _pt
E(Dgo({()})e D°°(¢)1{Dzo<<o,oo>>—0}> = E(e™ 7= py ((0,00)=0) (D2, =0})-

By the proof of Theorems[I.3 and[I.3, we get
C(0) = P(DZ((0,00)) = 0, DY, = 0)
and D(0) is distributed as (D% | D%, ((0,00)) = 0, DY = 0).
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5.3 Continuity of the extremal process

In this section, we prove that D(#) in Theorem [1.3]is continuous in distribution with respect to
0 under some stronger conditions. First, we introduce an important lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Fiz 0y > 0. If there exists 6 € (0,60y) satisfying for any 6 € [0y — 6,00 + §], 0
satisfies assumptions , and

146
E Z V) log Z VW < 0.

|u|=1 Ju|=1
There exists € > 0 s.t. as n — o0, we have

sup P(A,(6,¢)°) — 0,
9€[907§,‘90+6]

where

be(k uler_1{V D S
An(0,€) = {Ig;ax maxj>1{be( )-l-max‘ 274 1{ (u)}} y _ —g}

and we should emphasize that by(k) and Sy depend on 0 even if we do not give them a subscript

of 6.
Proof. With the same arguments as in Lemma we have
P(An(0,€))

<P (I}?X maxy>1{be(k) + max|u2_¢_1{V(k,l) (u)}} — S, . 6)

<e¥) Z e~ LoV (O)=p(0)—c=2¢0) 4 Z]P’ log . Z 1) > er | 4 ZP(S@ < (¢'(8) —e)t),

>n >n k>1 >n

where ¢ is a positive constant whose value is fixed later. Observe that 6'(6) —1(0) is increasing
on [0y — 0,0y + 0] by convexity and is positive, then
¢ = inf ]{91//(9) —¥(0)} = (6 — 0)¥' (00 — J) — ¥(6o — 8) € (0,00).

0€[00—5,00+6
With the same arguments as above, we can get

¢(9)} [ c1 (0o +0)Y' (0o + ) — (0 + )

Rt b0 o ] € (0,00).

co = inf  {W'(0) —

0€[00—3,00+9] 0

Meanwhile, using the continuity of ¢” on [fy — §,0y + §] and that " () > 0 for any 6 €
[6o — 9,00 + 0], we know that

c3 = sup  ¢¥"(0) € (0,00).
0€[00—0,00+9]

For 1 € (0, g), by mean-valued theorem, for any 6 € [fy — %, B0 + g], we have

P(0) — (0 — 1)

€1

V() - = ¢/(0) —¢'(8(e1)) = (6 — 6(c1))9" (6z,) < excs,
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where 0(21) is a constant in (§—e1,60) and 6., is a constant in (6(e1), 8). By many-to-one formula
and the spine decomposition theorem, we have

P(Se < (1 (0) — €)0) < E(e (W (=e)merSe) — om1 (WO =) [ Y™ 0=V (=60 (6)
[ul=¢
— o~ U(O)—p(0—e1)—e1 (¥’ (0)—2))
Set
1 C2

1
¢= 5o, El—mln{ = f} and &= —co,
C3

for any 0 € [0y — 6,00 + ¢], we have

00/ (0) — (6) — c — 20e > %@(90 —6) and $(0) — (0 —e1) — a1 (8 (0) — ) > iel@.

Observe that

1+6

0b1(k (u) oV (u
P | log, Ze NN ISNY; < 1+6g1+5 Ze log , Ze (u)
k>1 lu|=1 lul=1

Let g(0) == E(3, = eV (10g+(2|u‘ L €OV 9 € [0y — 6,00 + 6. By dominated con-
vergence theorem, it is straightforward to see that g is continuous on [0y — §, 6y + 6], which
yields
cq = sup g(0) € (0,00).
0€[00—3,00+0]

Besides, by the continuity of 1 on [y — §, 0 + §], we know that

cy 1= sup  ¥(0) € (0,00).
96[907(5,90*%5]

In final, for n large enough, for any 6 € [§y — 0,0y + d], we have
c c —Lea(80-6)¢ C4 —Leical
P(An(ovg))SGSZGGZ(O )+ZW+26 2251020
L>n L>n L>n
which concludes that
lim sup P(A,(0,¢)°) — 0. O
=00 90y —5,00+9)

Now we use the Lemma [5.4] to give the proof of continuity.

Proposition 5.5. Consider a non-lattice branching random walk and fiz 8y > 0. If there exists
0 € (0,00) satisfying for any 0 € [0y — d,6p + 0], 0 satisfies assumptions , and

1+6

Z eGV(u) 10g+ Z eGV(u) < oo,

lul=1 lul=1

then (DY,|DY,((0,00)) = 0, DY, = 0) is continuous in distribution at 0.
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Proof. It is sufficient to prove that for any non-negative function ¢ € C.(R),

i —DZ(¢ _ — E(e~ DX

Jim Ee D1 po_ ((0,00))=0,9,—0y) = E(e™P=?)

For e >0, 6 € [0y — 6,00 + 6], let A,,(6,¢) be defined as in Lemma 5.4 Observe that there exists

N; € N sit. —eNy < inf supp(¢), then for 6 € [0y — 6,00 + §] and n > Ny, by Remark we
have

L D2 ((0,00))=0.5%2 0} )

Y
E(e =1 py_((0,00))=0,2.=0})

1 0
=E( ———eP=()1 _
<D9 ({0})6 {D2,((0,00))=0}

oo

1 0 1 0
—E —D(d)q _ a1 E —D(¢)1 11 .
{ D7 ((0h° {DE.((0,50))=0} 14, (0,6) | + D7 (fon° (DY ((0,00)=0} 1 4,,(8.2)
=E (9 : e_DZ(d’)l{De((o,oo))—O}) —E (0 . e_DfL(ml{De<<o,oo>>—0}1An<e,s>c)
D4 ({0}) " D ({0}) "

1 0
El—— ¢ DPx@) 11 .
T ( DL (fon ¢ (D ((0.00))=0} 14, (0.) | -

which yields that

|E(e= D5 (@ o—DX(#)

L{po_((0,00))=0,D8.=0}) — E(

1 Y _ Do
E (Dz({o})e D"(‘p)l{Dz((o,oo))—O}) =™ poo (0,00)-0,0% <0} | -

{02 ((0,00))=0,D%2 =0}

<2P(A,(0,€)°) +

By Lemma we have

1 :
E( ——— 7D77,(¢)1 . =K 0 My, —n(6) 7571@5)1 .
( DI fon° {D4(0,00))=0} (e e {Z2(2)>0})

Observe that v is continuous on [0y — §, 0 + d], by dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim E <€9M"7nw(0)675"(¢)l{Zn(R)>0}) -F (eeoM,Lfm/J(@o)efSn(@I{ZVL(R)>O})

6—0

= ! —D70 ()
- (DZO({O})e 1{Dg0((0700)):0} )

which implies that

N 1 —DC(¢) _ 1 —-D%(4)
HILIEOOI;I?O]E<D2({O}>@ Lips (0.00=0} | = E Do on L D80 ((0.00))=0}

_Db%
= E(e™ 721 500 (9,00))0,5% =0

On the other hand, by Lemma[5.4] we have

lim sup P(A,(0,¢)¢) = 0.
n=0 ge[0o—6,00+0]

Thus, we have
. _pD° Y
lim E(e™ P> 1 b ((0,00))20,50.—03) = E(e”P*?

) _
600 LD ((0,00))=0,% =0} )

which completes the proof. O
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