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Branching random walk in random

environment with random absorption wall

You Lv*
School of science of mathematics, Beijing Normal University,
Beijing 100875, P. R. China.

Abstract: We consider the branching random walk in random environment with a
random absorption wall. When we add this barrier, we discuss some topics related
to the survival probability. We assume that the random environment is i.i.d., K;
is a particular i.i.d. random walk depend on the random environment L. Let the
random barrier function (the random absorption wall) is g;(£) := ai® — K, where i
present the generation. We show that there exists a critical value a. > 0 such that if
a > Qc, 00 = %, the survival probability is positive almost surly and if a < a., @ = %,
the survival probability is zero almost surely. Moreover, if we denote Z, is the
total populations in n-th generation in the new system (with barrier), under some
conditions, we show InP.(Z, > 0)/n'/? will converges to a negative constant almost
surely if o € [0, 3).
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1. Introduction

The model named branching random walk on R with random environment in time
(BRWre) has been introduced in [4] and [I0]. Let £ = (£1,L2,...,Lp,...) be an
i.i.d. random sequence of point process law which is also called the environment
sequence. More precisely, £ = (£1,L2,...,Ly,...) is an i.i.d sequence of random
variables take values in the space of the distributions on the set of point processes
on R. After giving a realization (L1, Ls,...,Ly,...) of £, a time-inhomogeneous
branching random walk is driven by the following way. It starts with one individual
located at the origin at time 0.This individual dies at time 1 giving birth to children
and the children’s position is according to the point process Li. Similarly, at each
time n every individual alive at generation n —1 dies and gives birth to children, and
the position of the children with respect to their parent are given by the point process
L,. We denote by T the (random) genealogical tree of the process. For a given
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individual v € T we write V(u) € R for the position of u and |u| for the generation
at which w is alive. The pair (T,V) is called the branching random walk with
ii.d. random environment L. Conditionally on a realization environment sequence
L, we denote P, for the law of this BRWre (T, V) and E, for the corresponding
expectation. The joint probability of the environment and the branching random
walk is written [P, with the corresponding expectation E.

Now we add an absorbing barrier to the BRWre. For a realization of environment
L, we write the barrier function g (). At generation i, we erase all the individuals
whose position is strictly larger than g, (i) and its descendants. We denote the
new system (T,V,gr(i)). we call it branching random walk with i.i.d. random
environment and random absorbing barrier. This paper is focused on the survival
or extinction problem when we add an absorbing barrier and the speed of extinction
when we add a barrier which makes the system (T,V, gz (7)) extinct.

When the environment space is degenerate, in other word, the branching random
walk is time-homogeneous, the absorbing barrier problem has been researched by
many scholars. Under the boundary case, Biggins et al [2] shows that if we let
g(i) = ai, then the system (T,V,g(i)) will survival if ¢ > 0 and extinct if a < 0.
Jaffuel [5] gives a refinement order of critical barrier function, that is, if we let
g(i) = ai%, then there exist an a. > 0 such that the system (T, V, g(i)) will survival
if a > a. and extinct if a < a.. Furthermore, [I] gives the speed of extinction when
we take ¢g(7) = 0 and assume that the branching mechanism is b (b > 2) binary tree.

For the model BRWre, Huang and Liu [4] proved that the maximal displacement
in the process grows at ballistic speed almost surely, and obtained central limit
theorems and large deviations principles for the counting measure of the process.
Mallein [10] gives a more precise expression for the asymptotic behaviour of maximal
displacement which we will state in detail postponed.

2. Basic assumption and main result

First, we give some notations for the model BRWre. For every n € N, let

kn(0) :=InE, Z e, 6e0,400)
€Ly

be the log-Laplace transform of the point process L,,, which is a point process accord-
ing to the law £,,. We should notice that for fixed 0 x,(0) is also a random variable
defined on environment space. Furthermore, {x,(0),n € N} is an ii.d. random
sequence since the environment sequence is i.i.d.. We assume that E(x; (0)) < +o0
for all & > 0. Hence we can well define the function & : [0, +00) — (—o00,+00] by
k(0) :== E(kp,(0)). Then we can introduce four basic assumption in this paper.
Condition 1: We assume that the interval T := {60 : |k(0)| < oo, k"(0) exists} has



Branching random walk in random environment with random absorption wall 3

an non-empty inner and we can find a 9 > 0 such that
k(9) = 9K (9). (2.1)
Condition 2: There exists a1, ag, ag > 0 such that
E(et " =m 0y < 4o, (2.2)

Denote ly := | + &} (9), we have P — a.s.

azEp ( el ‘10‘36012”19‘_79[)

E. ( >l e—m> < i) 23

Moreover, we assume that
P(x{(9) > 0) > 0.

There is also a condition 2 also has a more concise (but more stronger in fact)
substitution. We write them as condition 2.
Condition 2°: There exists C € R,c, A > 0 such that

max{r1 (9 + M) — (1 + N)k1(9), k1 (9 —N9) — (1 = Nr1(¥)} < C, P—a.s.(2.4)
and

kK{(9) > ¢, P—as. (2.5)

Condition 3: Assume that £(0) > 0 and E (§L; Y er, e~ =V) < to0. That is
to say, we assume that the underlying branching process with random environment
is supercritical, and the last condition is:

Condition 4: There exists x < 0 , A € N such that

E([lnEg(l{ZlengA} 3 1{1%%1(0)6[%0”)]8) < 4. (2.6)
lely

By condition 2 or 2’ we can know
oy = V’E(K"(9)) € (0,+00),0% = E((rk1 () — I(9))?) € [0,400).  (2.7)

We can only see more information contained in condition 1-4 after introducing the
many-to-onr formula in section 3. We denote the function v is what we have defined
in [6, Theorem 2.1]. That is

. —IDPO(ngtBs S [_%+5W37%+5Ws]|w)

lim =7(8), as.

t——+00 t

where B, W are two independent standard Brownian motions. From now on, we let
8= Z—g and denote og by o for simplicity.



Theorem 2.1 Define

X (L) == t{|u| =n: Vi <n,V(u) < ai ——}

K;
Pﬁ,surm’ve = Pﬁ(au S Too,\V/Z > 1, V(ul) < ail/g _ ?)

Under the condition 1-4, denote K; = Z;zl k;(¥), The following statement is true.
3/ 2
a). When a > 6%6 7 s Prsurvive > 0,P — a.s.. Moreover, the function

3v(8)o?

Ya = 9b + 1292

has two solution by, be, For any given b € (by,be), for any € > 0, there exist a large
enough M. we have

]P’c< lim 7IDXM: &)

> bot) — e) >0, P—as.
k—+o00 M3

b). Whena<3V67

18 a negative constant dependent on a.

Theorem 2.2 Define g(-) : N — RT satisfied that li_}rn m;%;ag(n) =0, X,,(L) is the
n (o]
surviving population of the generation n in the system (T,V,gr(i)). That is to say,

Pﬁ,survive =0. lim W =C, P - a.s., where ¢

n—oo

Xo(L) = #{|u] = n : Vi < n, V(u) < gi) — %}.

Under the condition 1-4, we have nh_}ngo W = —{/30%29(B). P — as..

Remark 2.1 Under some assumptions, according the result of [10], we have

miny,_, V(z) + Lz
lim ul=n V() + 5 =c, in Probability
n——+oo Inn

We can see in the random environment, the first order of asymptotic behavior of
the leftmost position is a random walk, that is why we set the barrier function like

gc(i) = g(i) — 5.

3. Some useful lemma

Now we introduce some useful lemmas.
Bivariate version many-to-one formula in random environment

Many to one formula is essential in studies of extremal behaviour of branching
random walks. The random environment version of Many to one formula has been
first introduced in [§]. When the environment is degenerate, the bivariate version
many-to-one formula can be found in [3]. In this paper we need a bivariate version
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many-to-one formula in random environment. For every m > 1, we write L, for
a realisation of the point process with law L£,. Let (X;,&) be a random variable
taking values in R x N such that for any measurable nonnegative function f,

Pe(Xi <a,& < A) =Ec(lyy,, 1<) > Luzape ). (3.1)
lel;

So in quenched sense, { X, },en is a sequence of independent random variables. We
set S, = Sp + Z?:l X;, S0 = 0. For the inhomogeneous, we need to introduce the
shift operator ¥, define

TL = (Ly,L3,...), Tp:=F"* FoL:=L.

That is to say TpL = (Lgi1,Lki2,...). We use ]P’ﬁ to present the distribution
of (T, V,Pg, ) The corresponding expectation of IP’% is E’Z For the consistency of the
notation, we agree S, = >, Xj1; under Pk Writing {&,}nen to present {&x1p tnen
under P,. Hence we can write ([B.1]) as

Pr(Xip1 <, < A)=PL(X; < 2,6 < A)

=EL(l(s,,, 12y Y Lpsmpe 00 @) (3.2)
lely

The following fomula give the relationship between BRWre and RWre.

Lemma 3.1 (many-to-one) For any k,n, A; € N,i < n and any measurable non-
negative function f: (R™ x N") — R, we have

E Z FV(ui), 1 <i <n)lisu, )< 1<i<nd

|ul=n

= E% |:6795n+2?:1 Hk+i(ﬂ)f(5i, 1 S ) S n)l{fzSAulSZSn} P — a.s.

where y(u) present the children number of w.

The proof of this lemma can be done by induction on n, which is standard, just like
the proof of [I2] Theorem 1.1]. here we omit it.

Mogul’skii estimation Mogul’skii estimation is also an essential tool in the bar-
rier problem of Branching random walk. Mogul’skii estimation had first introduced
in [II]. Mallein [9] gives the time inhomogeneous version of Mogul’skii estimation.
Here we give the random environment version of Mogul’skii estimation (Lemma
3.2), the proof of Lemma 3.2 can be found in [7]. Let 7, is a random walk with
i.i.d. random environment in time and satisfied the following assumption. We use
= (p1, fha, -+, ln, - ) to present the random environment. Denote

M, =E,(T,), Uy =T, —E,(Ty), T :=E,(U2) = E,(T7) — M2.

n



(H1) EM; = 0,07 = E(M?) € [0,40), 03 := E(U) = E(T'1) € (0, +00).

(H2) There exists A; > 0, such that E(eMM1]) < 4oc.

(H3) There exist Ag, A3 > 0 such that E,(e*2!"1l) < \3 <E,(U?) almost surely.
(H4) {rn}nen is a positive sequence such that for any o > O,nlim n% —0. f(n) is

—+oo n

an positive integer-valued function such that for any x > 0, lim u EL@ = 0.
n——+oo €

Let & be a positive random variable whose law is only determined by the i—th
element p; in a realistic of environment u. Moreover, conditioned on a given en-
vironment realization p, {§;}ien is an independent positive random sequence. We
can also know for any measurable function n, {E,(n(&))}ien is an iid. random
sequence in the environment space since p is i.i.d..

Lemma 3.2 Under the assumption E(&) < +oo and (H1)-(H4), let g(s), h(s) be
two continue functions on [0,1] and g(s) < h(s) for any s € [0,1]. g(0) < ap <
bo < h(0),9(1) < a’ < b < h(l). Denote CJ57 = fzzf mgds then for any
a € (0,3), then P — as. we have

— IHPH(VOSZ‘Sn% € [9(3), RGO T f(n) = )

OA
lim su —_0%s2 (24
n—+00 xeg nl—2a —= g,h Q'V(O_Q )7
v()<7,<n77—‘f(n)+1 [ ( L ) « h( ) a] — )
11m lnf ln ]P <Tf(n)+n€[a n b no‘] §1+f(n)<r7l Tf(n) x

n——+oo TE[agn®,bon®| nl—2a

0,1 2 ,0A
> _Cg,hUQ’Y(@)'

Corollary 3.1 Under the assumption of Lemma 3.2, 0 <1l <m < N. P—a.s. we
have

= BV € () )T =)

k—>+oo Z‘EE (Nk)1_2a <

- h
InP, <\V/lk<z<mk(Nk) bz el T = :17)

(Nk)© E[a b ] &<rnk

lim inf
n—too T€[agn®,bon®] (Nk)l-2

Proof of Corollary 3.1
When l=0,m=N,it has contained in Lemma 3.2. Let n := mk — Ik, f(n) =
ey = lk. we note that ) € [9(55), (%)) is equal to

T; z—lk—i—lkmk lk) Nk ah(i—lk—l—lkmk—lk)
(mk — k)~ mk—lk Nk 7" \mk — 1k mk —1k Nk '
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We still let 3 := Z—g and denote o by o for simplicity. Let X := (z + ﬁ)mﬁjk,

by lemma 3.2 we can see
o Sgglnpu(vlkggmkg\?ﬁ € [Q(ﬁ)ah(ﬁ)]mk =) (mk — 1k)1—20
1. xT
h— oo (mk — lk)1=22 (NE)I—20

1 mk — _ mk — 1—2«
—1(0? [ [P ) — 9] o x

The following lemma is considering the case h(0) = b.

Corollary 3.2

(H1) Let v € (o, 1), h(t) satisfied that li_mw > —oo. There exist a pair of
t—0
x <y <0 such that

E([-InP,(Th € [2,y],&1 < A|Tp = 0)]%) < +oc.
(H2) lim M :=d > —o0. there exists x < d such that
t—0

E([-InP,(Ty € [z,d),& < A|Ty = 0)]®) < +o0.

If assumption (H1) or (H2) holds, a < 1/3, a’ < V. we have

T i—f(n i—f(n
InP <vf(;)<i<f(n)+nn&€[g(J;())JL(J;())L)
. M\ O el ) £ < Ty () =h(0)n® 01 2 0A
lim T —Og7hO-Q7(_)'
n——+00 n 7 e

Proof of Corollary 3.2 Without loss of generality, we assume that H1 holds. By

lim M > —o0, we have h(t) — h(0) > —dt” when ¢ is small enough. Choose a

t—0
9 > 0 arbitrarily such that Myh(o)

9(0)—h(0)
d

> 4. (Under assumption (H2),we should need

> §.) Let N = |[on®|. For the continuity of g, we can see for any small
enough € > 0 such that ¢g(0) + ¢ — h(0) < yd then we can find a large enough n
such that for any z € [0, 2], g(z) < g(0) +e. choose z € (M, y) then for any
i € [f(n), f(n) + N] we have

0L ho)ne < ot — £ < oti - £m)) < LD oy

n n

That is because of

y(i = f(n)) <d

(Z — f(n))una7 y(l . f(n))l—u <

nv ny—o :



and

Let x < 2/ <y <y, we have

st €[g (L) B(HEED), o
Py (Vf(n>§z‘§f(n>+n T (O Rl Ol

b €lg( L) =h(0), A=) =h(0)],
=2u(Mrosizsoen” il (0 L h(0)ela’ W) i<rn ‘Tf(" =)

>Pu(Vrmy<i<pmy+nTi € [x(i — f(n),y(i — fF(n)],& < 7n|Tpm) = 0)

T 1 — f(m 1 — f(n
T elg( L) —h(0),n (L)) —h(0)

) ]
£ Pu(Vwsic | =)
X ze[:cll]nv,y’N} H N<i f(n)gn Tf(:o)ﬁﬁn +h(0)€[al7b/]7§ig7"n f(N)'i‘N ‘

N
> I PulTrmyem € [0, Emy+m < mlTpnysm—1 = 0)
m=1
T elg(L) —h(0),n (L) —n(0)),

X inf | ]PM <VNSZ—f(’n)STL Tf(:O)[+n €[’ —h(0),) —h(0)], & <rn

=z
z€[x'N,y'N fr)+N >

Let us analysis the last term of that above inequality. Notice that

n® i— f(n) o i—f(n)—=N+Nn—-N

) = h(0)].

Hence the following two inequalities is equivalent:

T; n® i— f(n) n® i— f(n)
—h h —h
e € e ) = O e ) — hoo)]
T; ey {g[(i’{fﬁ{”mfl\,)";N]—h(o)},
(n—N)e T {h[(l SN | N )";N]fh(o)}

We can see when i runs from f(n) + N to f (n) + n, by lemma 3.2 it implies
n—

g[(i_];(fgv_N + n]_VN)":LN] will become g(( ) Ny = g(z+ (1 - :L') ). And we
also can see in the sense of LT°°, we have
n. n¢ N n—N L+
LY = o galo (@ + =) ) — B0 9(@) = ko)
Ly = L[h((x + )= N) — h(0)] 5 h(x) — h(0)
27 (n—=N)e n—N" n
So we have
. e €lg (L) —h(0),h (L) ~h(0)),
In lnfze[x/N7y/N} ]PM <VN§i—f(n)§n Tf(n)+n€[a/_h(0) B—h(0)], &<rn fn)+N — Z>
lim N a ’ —
n—-+oo n
~Cpiod (22,
9,h%Q 00
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if
E([—InP,(T1 € [z,9],& < ATy = 0)]®) < +cc.

By 0-1 law and the fact ll)r}rl nl% =0, (o € (0,1/3]) we can see

n

In Han:1 Pu(Tf(n)+m € [‘Ta y]7 gf(n)+m < Tn‘Tf(n)—l—m_l = 0)
nl—2a

> —(5E(— ln]P’M(Tl S [x,y],& < A’T() = 0))

Let 6 — 0, we complete this proof.

4. Proof

Proof of Theorem 2.1 (a) Let M € N, define

K;
Po(L) == P(V1 < k < n,t{u € Tap, Vi < M*,V(w;) < ai3 — = ue).

z is a particle in this system such that V(z) = aM’s — Kg’k ,|z] = M*. Define

ki <MD V(us)e[(a—b)i® — Ki i — Ki
Z(L) = {ue o YMF<<MOHD V(ug)el(a s i),
k(L) i Tarteen Y(wi—1)<rE,  u>z ’

| =

V(L) = Xyun (L) = t#{u € Typr, Vi < M,V (u;) < @i — —11.

It is easy to see

P,
#éf) =Pr(VI<k<n+1,Yi(L) >vp_1|V1l <k <n,Yi(L) > vp_1)

> 1 —Pr(Zn(L) < v,)l01],

If we denote A(L) := Pr(Zx(L) > vy), write P,(L) as P, for simplicity, then we
have

n—1 n—1
P> P[] - —Apty > P T — e Al
k=1 k=1

Let vy := 0E,(Zy), then we can see P > 0,P, — a.s.. To prove Thmorem 2.1 (a),
we only need to show that

+o00
Z e~ Ailviei] « 4 oo, Pr—as.. (4.1)
i=1

For simplicity, we denote Z, (L) by Z, under the probability space P..
Note that vg := 0Ez(Zk), so we can use the Paley-Zygmund inequality to get the
following inequality:

2 E2(Zy)

Ap =Pr(Z), > v) > (1 -0) Ee(Z2)
K
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Define di := M*' = M*, L(£) = [(a — b)is — %, ais — 5],
dy,
Ec(ZD)=Ec| D lpmcsws ven@aon<r | = D Bri(l)
u>z,v>z, =0
ful=[o]=eM"

By second moment method, we have By, j(£) < E(Zy) + (i — 1)hy j(L)E(Zg). So
we have

Er(Zy)

Ap > (1— 9)21 + (re — Dhg (L)

Pr — as.. (4.2)

Let I, ;(£) :== [(a — b)(ck —i—j)% — %,a(ek —i—j)% - %],ck = MPF, According
to the assumption (2.2),(2.3), (2.4) and (2.5), {7;}ien satisfied the conditions of
Lemma 3.2. we can see

hi; (L)< sup Ezﬁj Z

1
) T {Vidp1 GV (y)€l(a—b) (i+en+i)F —

Kitep+s
‘y|:dk¢+1_] . N Ki+ck+j v ’
a(i+ep+5)3 ————1}

o BT o
v€ly (L) {Vi<dp 1 —j0z+Ti€[P(a—b) (i+cr+7)3 —Kep 1,

1
Ya(iter+i)3 —Kep +5]}

1
3 . j
< sup eV Kot m0rpots . , , 1
veli (L) {vi<dpy1—jdz+Ti€[d(a—b)(i+cr+7)3 —Kep +j,

1
Ya(itep+7)3 —Kep 45}

1 1 . . . . N1
< gPaci, —9(a—b)(ck+4)3 Peﬁk +3,y (stdkﬂ—y,Tie[ﬁ(a—b)(z+ck+a)3‘ ) ‘

sup 1
Ya(i+cg+j)3]

yew(a—bxcklﬂ)%,
Ya(cp+7)3]

1

Where y := Y2 + K¢ 4; € [0(a — b)(cr + j)3,Dalcy —I—j)%] = Jj;. We will divide

10
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dp = MF1 — M* = M(M — 1)M*~1. Denote K (M) := M? — M — 1, we have

Mk+1_Mk 1

Z eﬁacEJrl—ﬁ(a—b)(ck-‘rj) sup Pck+yy<vz<dk+1 3,1 [ﬁ(a—b)l(i+ck+j)%7>
= yeJp Ya(itcp+j)3]
K(M 1 1 IMF= Rt
< eﬂacg+1—19(a—b)(ck+le71)3 Z sup ]P)zk-‘rj’y (viﬁdk+1—jaﬂ c Jk,j—l—i)
1=0 j=tnak—y1 Y€k
K(M) 1 L IME=Lp k=t
— eﬁac,erl—19(a—b)(ck+le’1)3 Z Hj
=0 J=IMFkE=141
K(M 1 1
< eﬂacEﬂ_ﬁ(a_b)(ckHMkfl)gMk_lH(lJrl)Mkﬂ.
=0

It is not difficult to see the H; is non-decrease by Markov property. According to
corollary 3.1 and the fact that K (M) is a finite fixed number (not depend on k), we
can see

In ZK(M 19ac§,+1—19(a—b)(ck+le71)%Mk_lH

lim Gl
k——+o00 d]1<;/3
k+1 1
— YaM 5 —9(a—b)(cp +IMF N5 InH gy
= 1 S Gk
zgnil{%}z\?) [kEToo dllg/?) T dllg/ 3

= 2 [ 00V (i) - s (- (5575))|

i
Where gp/(x) := <x + ﬁ) P e = J%’V(O'A/UQ). Notice that for any | < K (M),

it is true that

S S WY A S W A S a1 (V)
M\ z—)  ™M\ar—n )= \ar—m) T M
Hence we have

1

. In EK(M gVacipr—(a=b)(cx+IM*™ H3 M1 Hpynn
lim

k——+oc0 d,lg/3

3"}/0 3'70 gM(O)
< sup [(ﬂa——)g 1—|—< —ﬁa—b)gM:E+ . (4.3)
z€(0,1] 92b? ) 72b? ( ) ) M3

Take b € (by, ba), where by, by is the two solutions of > s2% — U(a —b) = 0. Hence we

11
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have
3Vs 3o gM(O)
_ 2o 1 2le _
rel0 [(m 192b2> gl <192b2 9 b)> av (@) + s
Ve g (0)
- < 19%2) <192b2 —9(a — b)) wm (0) + SElE

3o 1 3 3o 1
= [<19a— 19262> MY <7§‘262 + 9b — > + W} gn(0).
From the above we can see
3, Ve g (0)
D+ (=2 —9(a— I > 0.
2 [ (90= ) i+ (5 - 90a -0 om0+ §57 >0

when M is large enough. That is to say, if we take r,, = 6"1/4, then we have

In[1+ (rp — hg 5(L)]

= - 1 —J(a - 4.4
= xsel[lo?l} [(0‘1 7921)2> gu(1) + <192b2 J(a b)) gm (x) + VElE (4.4)

Let us turn to the lower bound of the Ez(Z;). We write Etﬁk() = E£(|V(2)
k,|z| =t). Then we have

3 Key
c,ac; ——k
Ep(Zy)=E "% 77 E Liemhcige+DA V (uy) €L (L) A (ui—1) <ri}

u>z,|u|=er(k+1)

: 1
cpdacd — K. T, —[Yac3 —K,
=BT | T ek Rady 0<i<d &<ry, )
Tie[ﬁ(a_b)(i'i'ck)g_KCk 7ﬂa(i+ck)§_KCk]
i 1
c,ac _ 3
:Eﬁk k (erk vaci; q ) ) 1 ) 1)
0<i<dy, & <rg, Ti €[V (a—b) (i+ck) 3 Ja(itcy) 3]
1 1 1
Tiew(a—bxmk)z,ﬂa<z‘+ck>3}>
1 .

1 1
—e)e3 | — 3 __cp,dac? .
> e(Wa—e)ei —dacy ]pﬁk k <0 <i<dy & < ) )
,Tdke[ﬂ(a—e)ck+1,ﬁack+l}

By condition 4, we can utilize the Corollary 3.2 to get the following limit.

lim InE,(Z)
kotoo Ak
1 1 1 1
> (ad = ) 57)} — @0lgrmp) = ) [ Bila+ )
2
= ad(gnr(1) ~ 9n1(0) ~ X (gr1(1) ~ a1 (0)) > 0.
Therefore
n 0'2
i SIS (900 0) = 000 (0) = T 0ar (1) = aas0)
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Combining with ([£4]) we can see

lim In Ay |v—1]
k—+o0 dk

0.2
D)~ po(ar)

> f(0)(Ya — b —

We can see the when b = take its minimum value 3 {/6v(3)02.

. 33/6 2 .
So if a > %, lim
k—+o00

thus we complete the proof of Theorem 2.1 (a).

3/ 02 o2
N

% > 0. Pz —a.s.. Then we can see (4.1) holds,

Proof of Theorem 2.1 (b): the upper bound
Let g(i) = ais, f () : [0,1] — [0,400) is a continue non-negative function. Define

Zyn, = t{|u] =n,Vi <n,V(y) < ais — %}

Pr(Zy > 0)=Pr(Gu: ul =n,¥i < n, V() < ais — )<Y Hj+H.

Where 13 s
. Lo o Veoelaid—nd (=K g -5,
Hy 1= B (3 = i< VO ) a5

H— ]P’L(E”U‘ —n:Vi< n,V(Uz) c [az% — n%f(%) — Tyg(i) - %])

By Markov inequality and many to one formula, we have

- < ) . )
H =< E‘( Z, 1{Vi<j,V(uz‘)€[ai%—n%f(%)—ﬁ,g(i)—ﬁ]y(uy‘)ﬁaj%—n%f(%)—%}>

5
[ul=j

- T
Eﬁ(e b vici sielaid —nd £(3)- Kt o) -5

H < ’Mp, (Vi <n,S; € [ai% - n%f(%) - j,g(i) - ?D
For the monotonicity of Pz(Z, > 0) we only need to consider n := Nk, € [0, N —
1] N N. fl,N = inf:ce[ HT” f(l‘)

)

2|~

k(1+1) L ,
N H; < kePGDDI-0nI NN (v < 1K, T; € [Jais — ﬁn%f(%),ﬁaié])
i=kl+1

13
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By Lemma 3.2, we have

k(l+1)
m( S H) l
. i=kl+1 [+1.1 2/N Ly
< _
G " <Va(—=)3 = dfin —(B)o ; dx
0
gﬁa(i)%—ﬁf 02/N )" 2dz + 2
N 0
. In 2 ! 2
im P e ) /(z?f( ))"2da
k)—)-‘rOO ns3 0

In conclusion, We have
— InP,(Z, @
lim M < sup [0@04% —Jf(a) — ’y(ﬁ)az/ (I f (x)) " 2dx).
n—+00 n3 0<a<l1 0

Proof of Theorem 2.1 (b): the lower bound The method of this lower bound
is similar with Theorem 2.1 (a). we can get

InP,(Z, >0 ) 1 o _
i PP 2D g (aat —05(0) ~(9)0? [ (05(0)) Paul.
n—-+00 n3 0<a<l 0
According to the discussion of Proposition 3.2- Proposition 3.6 in [5], we know there
exists a function f(x) define on [0, 1] such that fo (x)dr < 400, f(1) =0, f(0) >

0 and

o’ [
gaat’? ~ 0 f(a) - 1) | @) 2ae = —o10).va € 0.1

Combining with (4.2) and (4.3), we complete the proof of Theorem 2.1 (b).
Proof of Theorem 2.2: the upper bound

Let f(n,k) := —dv/n — k. We know

Ki,
Pr(Z, >0) =P (Fu: |ul =n,V(u) < g(i) — ?) < ZHj + H.

j=1

Where

Hj = ]P’L(El\u] :j . VZ < ]av(uz) € [f(n,z)—%,g(l)—%] V(u]) f(n j) %)
H = ]PE(EHU] =n:Vi<n,V(u) € [f(n,i)— %,g(z) B %D

By Markov inequality and many to one formula, we have

< .
Hj<Ee ( |u§:j (i<, V (ui)€[f (n,)— 55 g() LV(%‘)Sf(nJ)—%})

=Ec (e J1{w<j,sie[f<n,z'>—%g(i)—%},sjgm,j)—% )
< eIy (i < .5 € [fln,i) - Bi o0y — &]).
g ) ) /19 b /19

14
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H< eﬁg(")]P’£<W <n,S; € [f(n,i)— = g(i) — =

For the monotonicity of Pz(Z, > 0) we only need to consider n := Nk, € [0, N —
1]NN.

k(l+1)
ST H; < ke PVNERIEDR L (vi < 1k, T; € [0f (n, 1), 99(1)])
i=kl+1

By the random version of Mogul’skii estimation, we have

k(I+1)

In( > H;) 1
lim %g-ﬁd?h—i—y(ﬁ)cﬂ/ (Wd¥Y/1 — x)"2da

<=5 - 20 (- )]

In H - 3v(B)o?

3 2
Let d := %, we have lim sup 2F£(Zn>0 o _ s 3v(B)a?
n—-+o00 n3

Proof of Theorem 2.2: the lower bound
Define
. . Ko K
0= {u eT :V1<i<|u,V(y)e [f(\ufﬂ)—ffu\}“’—?,9(2)—?]77(%’—1) < T\u|}-

70(0) = Spumn Liucoy: PelZn > 0) > Pe(Z,(0) > 0) > ST
In this proof we write the so-called second moment method in more detail.

> Zl{ue@}z (0, up+1) Z > Lueor Zi (O, unt1)

|u|=n k=0 k=0 |u|=n

n—1
=D D ZHO)Z (O uks),

k=0 |u|=k+1

> Lueey 24 (O,upn) = Y ZntH(O)Z1H (O, uksr).
[u|=n |u|=k+1

On the other hand

n—1
Z Z 1iueo} Zn" (O, ups1) = Z L{uco}(Zn(©) — 1coy) = Z2(0) — Z,(O).

|ul=n k=0 |u|=n

15
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So

n—1
Z2O)=Zu(©)+ > DY Zn*T(O)Z1 (O, ups)
k=0 |u|=k+1

=Z,0)+>. Y 72(0)27 (0,v).

k=1 |v|=k

> Y Ec|z@)A]E 2z (0)|7))

<Ec( Y Ec|ZiO)F| Y Ec|Z(©)F])

|v|=k v'=bro(v)

< Ee((ra 1) sup B ESCFADSEAEACA)
v'|= |v|=k

77(0))Ec( 3 Be[Z20)17])

lv|=k

z1(©)Ec( Y Zi(0))

Eo(Z2(0)) = B2 (Z,(0) [1+ (0 - DY sup Ee(2(0)]
k=11Y1=

/

Let I, x(L) = [f(n, k) — ens — %,g(kz) — %], then we have
sup E. (Zﬁ

sup Bc(Z}(6))
< sup Eg( Z 1{u€@}>

V(v )€l (L) [u|=n,up=0"

< sup Eg( 1. , K - K; >
V@W)eln k(L) IuZHZ,u:k:v/ {Visn—h,V(ur ) €1f (n,ith) = =5 g (i4K) = =51}

k
= sup E£< 1 , K, , K; )
€l (L) ygn:_k {¥i<n—k,V (ys)€[—a+f (n,i+h)— =5 —atg(i-+k)——FE]}

= sup Eﬁ (eTnf’c 1
xe]n,k(‘c)

16



Branching random walk in random environment with random absorption wall 17

Furthermore, we have

|§’l\1£k Ec <Z$,(@)>

T; K . .
< M9M=0fmk) qup PR (Vi <n—k, ) +z+ Tk €fn,i+k),g(i + k‘)])
meln,k([')

< POIR)sup (Vi< n— kT € 9 (n,i + k), dg(i + )Ty = @)
z€[If(n,k),99(k)]

<e Wk gup PR (Vi <n—kT;€[0f(n,i+k),0]|Ty = x)

z€[d f(n,k),0]
& k4+n
Recalling that under P E’x we have agreed that T,, = 95, + > k(). Then we have
i=k-+1

Pr(Z, > 0)
y Ec(Z0(0)) |
1 _|_ (Tn — 1) Z?:l e_'ﬂf(nuj) Supxe[ﬁf(n’j)p] ]P)%x (VZ S n — j, E S [ﬁf(n,z + j), 0])

Similar with the corresponding part of the proof of Theorem 2.1(a), take ¥d =
2
32(25 19)20 , we can get liminf %?0) > —{/3v(B)o?. This is the end of the proof of
n

n— o0
Theorem 2.2.
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