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GLOBAL OBSERVABLES FOR RANDOM WALKS:
LAW OF LARGE NUMBERS

DMITRY DOLGOPYAT, MARCO LENCI, AND PETER NANDORI

N
ABSTRACT. We consider the sums Ty = Z F(S,) where S, is a random walk on
n=1
Z¢ and F : Z¢ — R is a global observable, that is, a bounded function which admits
an average value when averaged over large cubes. We show that T always satisfies
the weak Law of Large Numbers but the strong law fails in general except for one
dimensional walks with drift. Under additional regularity assumptions on F', we ob-
tain the Strong Law of Large Numbers and estimate the rate of convergence. The
growth exponents which we obtain turn out to be optimal in two special cases: for
quasiperiodic observables and for random walks in random scenery.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Ergodic theory was created in the beginning of the last century moti-
vated by the needs of homogenization (more specifically the quest to justify the kinetic
equations of statistical mechanics). By now ergodic theory is a flourishing subject.
Namely, ergodic theorems are established under very general conditions and ergodic
properties of a large number of smooth systems are known (see e.g. [20]). Moreover,
ergodicity turns out to be useful in the questions of averaging and homogenization (see
e.g. [19, 29, B31], B4]). However, many dynamical systems appearing in applications
preserve infinite invariant measure and ergodic theory of infinite-measure-preserving
systems is much less developed. In fact, most of the work in infinite ergodic theory (see
e.g. [1]) deals with local (L') observables while from physical point of view it is more
natural to consider extensive observables ([22, [33]) which admit an infinite-volume av-
erage. One explanation for this is that while for local observables ergodic theorems can
be obtained with minimal regularity assumptions on the observable, this is not the case
for global observables as the present paper shows. The study of ergodic properties of
infinite measure transformations with respect to extensive functions started relatively
recently [24]. In particular, mixing properties of several systems with respect to global
observables were obtained in [6] [7, 15, 24, 25]. A natural question is thus to investi-
gate the law of large numbers for global observables. A first step in this direction was
recently taken in [28]. In this paper we carry out a detailed analysis in the simplest
possible setting: random walks on Z?. Our goal is to ascertain the correct spaces for
the law of large numbers in various cases.
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1.2. Results. Let X, X, ... be an iid sequence of Z? valued random variables. Let

N
So=0and Sy = Z X, be the corresponding random walk. We assume that
n=1
(1) (non-degeneracy) the smallest group supporting the range of X is Z<,
(2) (aperiodicity) g.c.d{n > 0:P(S, =0) >0} = 1.
We will also assume that S,, is in the normal domain of attraction of a stable law

with some index a. That is, there is a non-degenerate d dimensional random variable
Y such that

Sh : S, — nE(Xy) )
ijIfOKE(O,l) andvléﬂ/ﬁfae(lﬂ].

To avoid uninteresting minor technical difficulties, we will mostly assume that o # 1.
We define several function spaces which proved to be useful in the previous studies
of global observables [15]. Without further notice, we always assume that all functions
are bounded.
Given a non-empty subset V C Z% and F € L>*(Z¢, R), we write

_ 1
FV = 7 Z F(U)
‘ ‘ veV
Given (ay, by, ...aq,bg) with a; < b;, for j =1,...d, let
(1.1) V(ay, by, ...aq,bs) = {x € Z%: z; € [a;,b;] for j =1,...d}.
Let G be the space of bounded functions on Z such that the limit £, = lim F[o,u}
U—)OO_
exists and G_ be the space of bounded functions on Z such that the limit F*. =
lim Fj_, 0 exists. Set G4+ = G, N G_. Define
V—00
Go={F € L>™(Z*,R) : 3F Va; < by,...a, < by Jim Fyarint, agnper) = F}.
Note that in dimension 1, Gy = {F € G4 : [/, = F_}. Let Gy be the space of functions
such that for each e there is L such that for all cubes V' with side larger than L we have
(1.2) |Fy — F| <e.

Let G, be the set of functions where (I.2)) only holds if the center of V' is within distance
L7 of the origin. Thus Gy C G,. Also, G, C Gy if 7 > 1. Finally, let

GY ={F € L™(Z",R) : 3F Vay <by,....,aq < by 3C:VLVz € Z% |2 < L,

.....

Clearly, GZ C G, for any 8 < 1. Also, let G, = (1) GZ.

>0
Our goal is to study Birkhoff sums
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In particular we would like to know if TWN converges to F' for F in each of the spaces
G, introduced above.
Our results could be summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that E(X) = 0 and that Sy is in the normal domain of attrac-

Tn

tion of a stable law of some index o > 1. Then for all F € Gy, — = F in law as

N — oo.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that d =1, E(X) =0 and V(X) < oco. Then for all F € G,

T, _ _
WN converges in law as N — oo. In particular, if F~ =0 and F, =1 then the limiting

law has arcsine distribution: for z € [0,1]

. TnN 2 .
o« — )
A}l_I)réoIP’ ( v < z) - arcsin \/z

Note that Theorem is a simple homogenization result: it says that the limit
distribution of TWN remains the same if the oscillatory function F is replaced by a more
regular function F_1,.9 + Fy1l,50 (see [27]). This confirms the usefulness of global
observables in applications.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that Sy is in the normal domain of attraction of the stable law
of some index .. Suppose that either

(i)l <a<2 EX;)#0and~y>1 or

(i) 1 <a<2 E(X,)=0and~y>1/a or

(i) « <1 and v > 1/a.

Then, for all F' € G, TWN — I almost surely.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose E(X;) =0 and E(|X;|¥) < oo for all k € N. Ford € N, let

1 . d—1 2 .
Then for every d € N, for every f € [0,1) every ¢ > 0 and any F € Gf(dﬁ’e) with
F =0, we have
T

NraB)re — 0 almost surely as N — oo.

Corollary 1.5. Ifd=1 and F € Gl ord>2and F € G’ then with probability 1,

2/8
for all e
. Tn
]\ll_I)nOO NeaB)+e 0.

Remark 1.6. Let us discuss two special cases.
(A) (Random walk in random scenery) If F(x), x € Z% are bounded and iid with
expectation 0, then by moderate deviation estimates, almost surely for every v < oo
1 _
and for every € > 0, F' € G%H and [ = 0.
Now assuming that the random walker has zero expectation and finite moments of

every order, Theorem [[.4] implies NJ;’IN*E — 0 almost surely in dimension d = 1. Note
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that in this case, % has a non-trivial weak limit by [2I]. If d > 2, Theorem [[.4]

gives NTﬂ — 0 almost surely while % ( \/zfvpjlvﬁ if d = 2) has a non-trivial weak limit
27TE 2

([21), 18, 14]). We note that Theorem [[.4]is not new for F' as above (see [23] [18]) however,

1
we would like to emphasize that our space G3,+€ includes many more functions than
just realizations of iid process, so both the result and the proof of Theorem [I.4] are new

1
,J’_a
even for G5 .

_ a1
(B) If F(z) is periodic, F' = 0, then F' € Go¢ . Thus, assuming that the random
walker has zero expectation and finite moments of every order, Corollary implies

Tn
(1.3) it —
almost surely for all d. Note that by the central limit theorem for finite Markov chains,
% has a Gaussian weak limit.

In fact, our results also give (L3]) for quasi-periodic observables. That is, given d € N
and a C* function § : T? — R, let § : R? — R be the [0, 1]%periodic extension of F.
Furthermore, given d vectors aq, ... € R? and an initial phase w € [0, 1]%, let

d
F(z) = 3 (w + ijoz(j)>
j=1

where (z1,...14) are coordinates of vector z € Z%. We say that a vector a € Z% is
Diophantine, if there are constants K and o such that for each m € Z<,

K

Iml|o

If ;) is Diophantine for all j = 1,...,d, then F € G2 (see e.g. [20, §2.9]) so (L3)
holds.

Thus in both cases (A) and (B) our results give an optimal exponent for the growth
rate of Ty.

‘627r<m,a) . 1‘ >

Remark 1.7. Periodic (and quasi-periodic) observables are special case of stationary
ergodic observables. More precisely, let €4, ...%; be commuting measurable maps of a
space §) preserving a probability measure v. Given a bounded measurable function §
on () and an initial condition w € €1, define

(1.4) F(k) = §(T*w),

where for k = (ky,...kq) € Z¢ we let T¢ = % T If the family T* is ergodic, then
the ergodic theorem tells us that for almost all w, F,, € G and F = v(gF). For the
observables given by ([L4]) the strong law of large numbers for almost every w follows
from ergodicity of the environment viewed by the particle process ([5]). Theorem [L1]
only gives a weak law of large numbers, (except in dimension 1 in the ballistic case, see
Theorem [[L.§ below). On the other hand our result gives valuable additional information
even for stationary ergodic environments. Namely, the set of full measure where the
weak law of large numbers holds contains all environments where ergodic averages of §
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exist. We also note that Theorem [[.4] provides new and non-trivial information even in
the stationary ergodic case.

Theorem 1.8. Suppose that d = 1, v = E(X;) > O and for allt > 1, P(|Xy| > t) <
C/tP for some C >0 and 3 > 1. ]fF e Gy, then N s F. almost surely

The next theorem shows that in general the strong law of large numbers fails in Gy.

Theorem 1.9. Suppose that Sy is in the normal domain of attraction of the stable law
of some index a. Moreover assume that one of the following assumptions is satisfied

(a) « > 1 and E(X;) =0; or

(b) a < 1.

Then there exists F' € Gy such that, with probability 1, TWN does not converge as
N — o0.

Remark 1.10. The same conclusion holds in case (a) even if E(X;) # 0. However, in
this case Gy is not an appropriate space to look at since we even do not have a weak
law of large numbers in Gy.

2. WEAK CONVERGENCE.
Here we prove Theorems [[.1] and [[.2

2.1. Preliminaries. First, we recall two useful results.

Theorem 2.1. ([I7, Section 50]) Under the assumptions of Theorem[I1, S, satisfies
the local limit theorem, i.e. there is a continuous probability density g such that

lim sup [n¥°P(S, = 1) — g(I/n"/*)| = 0.

n—oo lezd

Theorem 2.2 (Local global mixing, [I5]). Under the assumptions of Theorem[I1, S,
15 local global mixing, i.e.

lim E(F(S,)) = F.

n—o0

2.2. Proof of Theorem [I.1. Replacing F by F — F, we can assume that ' = 0. By

E(T,
Theorem 2.2, we have A}im (NN) = 0. Thus in order to prove Theorem [I.T] it suffices
—00
E(T?
to verify that Jim §V2 v) _ = 0. Let us fix some ¢ > 0 and prove that E(T%) < eN? for
all sufficiently large N. We have
N
E(T) =2 Y E(F(S.)F(S)+ Y E(F?(S,).
0<ni<nao<N n=1
Now writing £, = W, we have

e1N<ni<ni+e1N<n2<N
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Choose a constant K such that P(]Sy| > KNY*/2) <
N. Thus we have

sorrz. for all sufficiently large

2e
E(T2) < Z=N?+ |2 > E(L(is,, | isnyl<ren/a} F(Sny ) F(Sny))| -

— 10
e1N<ni<ni+e1 N<n2<N

By the Markov property, we have
(L1850, 15y 1< Ee N1/} F (S JE (Sa))| <

Y IFIeB(Sn = 2)E(ys,, ., —si<xniey F (Snan = 2)]-

|z| <K N1/e
Thus it is sufficient to prove that for every = with |x| < KNV,

e
(2.1) IE(1 .
e 5[ F[loo

Recall that ¢ is the density function of the limiting distribution of S,/n'/® as in
Theorem 2.Jl Now we choose d so that the oscillation of g on any cube of side length
o/ E}/ ¢ within distance 2K/ 5}/ “ from the origin is less than

d/a
ee]

2.2 =
22 " 0K

Let us partition the box [—K, K|* C R? into boxes of side length 6. Denote these
boxes by By, k = 1,....k and let By = MBj, N Z? for positive integers M. Since,
I € Gy we obtain from the definition of G that

(2.3) lim Fg, ,, = 0.

M—oo

—m|<KN1/a}F(Sn2—m —x))| <

ng—nj

1/a

Note that the convergence in (2.3]) is uniform in & as there is a finite number of £’s.

Now let m = ny —ny, and M = NY®. Then m'/® > 5}/°‘M. Recalling (2.1)), for every
x € Z% with |z] < KM, we have

k
(2.4) (L5 tal<xany F (Sm + 2)| < B8, 1aen, 0} F (Sm + 2))]
k=1
Now by Theorem 2] and the choice of §, we have for all z € Z¢ with |z| < KM
(25)  [E(Ustecnnn E(Sm+ ) =1 Y Pram + Copmy)m ™ F(y)],
yE€Br, M

where pi z.m = ¢ (Zﬁn]\f/;m), 21, is the center of By, and for m sufficiently large e, j m., < 27

(where 7 is given by (2.2])) uniformly in z, k,y as above. Consequently,

§ § —d/a —d/« e €
ew,k,mym d/ F(y) S m d/ (KNI/ )danFHOO S ]_OHFH
k Y o0

for sufficiently large m (that is for sufficiently large N'). Thus dropping e, j m.,, from the

right hand side of (Z3)) gives a negligible error. The remaining term is py, 5 ym =4 Z F(y),
yEBy
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which when summed over k, is small by (2.3]). Thus the absolute value of (2.4]) is smaller
than £/(5]|F||«) for N sufficiently large, which completes the proof of (2.1]). Theorem
[L.1] follows.

2.3. Proof of Theorem We prove the second statement. The first one is a trivial
corollary. Indeed, given I’ € G4 with F_ = F!, the convergence follows from Theorem
F(z) - F

[l On the other hand if F # F, then we can consider F(z) = Fiﬁ_ and note
+ - —
N —
= = - - Ty — NF_
that F. =0, Fy, =1 and Ty = Z F(S,) = %7}?, whereby one derives the limit
+ - —

n=1
distribution of Ty.

Thus we assume F_ = 0, I, = 1. Denote H(x) = 1 if z > 0, otherwise H(z) = 0.
Let us also write G(z) = F(x) — H(z).
Then G_ =G4 =0 and so G € Gy. Decompose

1 & 1 &
Ty =~ G(S))+~= Y H(S,):
N n=1 N n=1

The first sum on the RHS converges to zero by Theorem [Tl and the second sum on
the RHS converges weakly to the arcsine law by classical theory [16, §XII.8]. Then the
LHS also converges weakly to the arcsine law by Slutsky’s theorem.

3. SLLN IN G,.

Here we prove Theorem [[.3] B
Fix F' € G,. As before, we can assume w.l.o.g. that F' = 0. Since I’ € G, the proof
of Theorem 2.3 of [15] shows that, for any n € (0, 1),

k

where E, denotes the expectation in the case where Sy, = x.

(3.1) lim sup

k—o0 || <kn

=0,

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that 1 < 7y in case (i) or 1/a < 1 in cases (ii) and (iii). Then
with probability one we have that, for large N,

max |Si| < N7
0<k<N

Proof. In case (i) the statement follows from the Law of Large Numbers, so we only
need to consider cases (ii) and (iii). We have for any £ > 0 that |Sy| > N2+ holds
only finitely many times almost surely by [30] in case (ii) and by [20] in case (iii). O

Choose 71 < v asin LemmaBIand < 1 such that v, < yn. Forj = 0,1,..., |[N'*"],
set Tj = Ty == N7 T jnm (with the convention Ty = 0) and denote by Fi = Fn;
the o-algebra generated by {Sk}lgj;]\énJ. Denote A; y = {|Sjnn| < N} Fix e > 0. We
claim that there exists Ny = Ny(g) such that, for all N > Ny and j < [N'77],

(3.2) ‘E<1Aj,N (Tj+1 - T]) ]:—J> se
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Indeed if A; 5 occurs then (3.2)) holds due to (3.1]), otherwise it holds since the LHS is

Zero.

Setting
(3.3) Y=Ly (T - 1) - D,
where
(3.4) Dj:= E<1Aj,N <Tj+1 - T]> ]:_J>

defines a martingale difference, w.r.t. {F;}, with |Y}| < ||F||s +&. Applying Azuma’s
inequality we get that, for all § > 0,

Ni=n—1
52N1—77
P § Y;| > 6Nt §2exp(——)
( =0 ! ) 2([Flloo + )2

Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli,

hzr\?_?ip N1 ; ZO <d as.
Since 0 is arbitrary, with probability one we have
Ni-n-1
(3.5) Jim Nl Z Y; = 0.

On the other hand, definitions (B.3)—(3.4) and Lemma [3I] show that, with probability
one, for all large N depending on the realization of the walk,

N1-n1_1 N1-n_1
(3.6) Tn =T\ n1-—njnn + O(N") (Z Y, + Z D)+O NT).

In view of (B2), (B3), and (B6]) we have:

T 1 VS
lim sup ‘—N‘:hmsupm (Y; + Dj)
N—oo N—oo -
7=0
Ni=n—1
= lim sup D;|<e as
N—o0 N 1 =0 !

T
Since € is arbitrary, lim “N — 0 almost surely.
N—oco
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4. SPEED OF CONVERGENCE IN G?Y.

Here we prove Theorem [L.4

Note that Ggll C GEZ whenever §; < [y and 75 < 7. Since py(f) is constant for
B €[0,(d—1)/d] and is continuous at (d — 1)/d, it is sufficient to prove the theorem for

d—1

4.1 > —.
(4. 5> 4

Let P.(.) =P(.|So = ), E.(.) = E(.|Sy = z).

We start with the following

Proposition 4.1. Under the conditions of Theorem[I.4], for every d € N, every 8 €
((d—1)/d,1) and every € > 0 there ezists some 6 > 0 so that

(4.2) sup By, (T3%) < CN2PaB)+2e
x0:|wo| <NL/2+8
Note that Proposition [4.1] combined with Chebyshev’s inequality implies that
N
Npa(B)+e
Section Ml is divided into three parts. In §4.1] we derive Theorem [[L.4] from Proposition

A1 In §42 we prove Proposition 1] for d = 1. In §43, we extend the proof of
Proposition [4.1] to arbitrary dimension d.

= 0 in law as N — oo.

4.1. Proof of Theorem [IT.4. Here, we derive the theorem from Proposition 41l For
simplicity we write p = pq(f3).
We will show that

(4.3) P(3n < N :|T,| > 2N°P*/?) < CN </
If (E3)) holds, then writing N, = 2*, we find
P(3n = Ny_q, ..Ny, : |T,| > 2NI7%) < ON*2

and the theorem follows from Borel Cantelli lemma. To prove ([43)), let us write

v = min{min{n : |T,| > 2N***/?} N}.
Then

P(3n < N : |T,| > 2N*</2)
< P(IT| > NPF2) 4 B(| Ty | > 2N#F512, [ Tyg| < NO¥/2) = py + .

By Proposition Bl for o = 0 and by Chebyshev’s inequality, we have p; < CN~%/2,
To bound ps, we distinguish two cases: S;, > N'/?*° and S, < N'/2*°_ The first case

has negligible probablity by moderate deviation bound for random walks (see formula
(#3) below). In the second case we compute

P(‘TTN‘ > 2]\7P-|—a/27 ‘TN‘ < ]\/‘P+a/2’ |STN‘ < N1/2+6)
S ewp max B (T 2 N

@o:|wo| SN1/2+6 M=1oees



10 DMITRY DOLGOPYAT, MARCO LENCI, AND PETER NANDORI

which is again bounded by CN~¢/2 by Proposition .1l and Chebyshev’s inequality. We
have verified (£3]) and finished the proof of the theorem.

4.2. Proof of Proposition [4.1] for d = 1. We have g € (0,1) and 2p4(8) = 5+ 1.
We start by recalling some results on expansions in the LLT in case all moments are
finite (a.k.a. Edgeworth expansion).

Theorem 4.2. ([I7, Section 51]) Under the assumptions of Theorem there are
polynomials QQ1,Qs, ... so that for any M € N

_ L
~n

where g is a Gaussian density and

(4.4) P(S, =1) (/v (1 + Y Qull/Vrn ™) + enin

M/2+1

lim sup sup e,,; < 00.

n—oo lEZ

Next, we claim that for any n > 0 there exists C' < oo such that
(4.5) P(|S,| > n'/* ") < Cn= Y.

To prove this claim, first observe that

E(S2) =Y Y E(Xp, .. Xoy,,) < Cynt.

ni=1 nor=1

Indeed, since E(X;) = 0, for every i = 1, ..., 2k we need to have j # i so that n; = n;
to make the expectation non zero. This estimate for & > 1/(2n%) combined with the
Markov inequality gives (4.5]).

Given a function h = h(n,x) : Z, x Z — R, we write Vh for the discrete derivative
in the second coordinate, i.e.

Vh(n,x) = h(n,z) — h(n,z — 1).

Note that
(4.6) V(gh)(n,z) = (Vg)(n,z)h(n,z) + g(n,x — 1)(Vh)(n, z).
We will also write V*h for the kth discrete derivative.
Denote
(4.7) H(n,z) =P(S, = z).
With this notation, (43 can be rewritten as
(4.8) Z H(n,z) < Cyn~ " for any 1 > 0.

x:|x|>nl/2+n

Also (4.4)) implies that there is a constant ¢ so that, for every k =0, 1,2,

(4.9) sup |VFH (n,z)| < en™ "7

TEZ
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Observe that
2
(4.10) E.o(Tx) = Z Cnyng Eny n (@o)

0<n1<n2<N
where ¢, n, = 1 if n; = 19 and ¢, ,,, = 2 otherwise and

Enl,nz(xo) = EIO(F(SM)F(SM))
= D P(Smym = @5 — @1)Puy (S, = 21)F (1) F(w2)

T1,22€7L
We will show the following: for any 0 < n; < ny < N such that
(4.11) ny > N ng—mny > N® where a = 1/7y = (/2

and for any zy with |zo| < NY/2+° we have

(412) |En17n2(x0)| <

5=t - B -
Cn,? “(ng— nl)%Jrg +Cn2(ny — n1)¥+5.

Summing the estimate ([@12)) for ny, ny satisfying (A1) we obtain N°+1+2¢ as needed.
To complete the proof of the proposition, it remains to

(1) prove (LI2);

(IT) verify that the contribution of (nj,ns)’s that do not satisfy (AIT]) is also negli-
gible.

We start with (I).

We will use the following lemma:

Lemma 4.3. There is a constant C such that for any positive integer n and any con-
stants A, B, the following holds. If a bounded function g(x) : Z — R satisfies
(H1)  sup [g(z)|< A
x| z|<nl/2+d
(H2)  sup |Vg(z)|<B
x:‘x‘§n1/2+5/
for some sufficiently small o', then, fori=0,1,
(4.13)
sup (S ViH(n,z — y)g(2)F(2)| < C(llglloen™ + An"5 + 4 Bn7 *).

1/2+46'
y:|y‘§%n a z€Z

Note that y is allowed to be of order n*5 > n!/2+9 which is the range for z in the

hypothesis. This is important in the application of the lemma later, especially when n;
is big and no — ny is small.

Proof. For the rest of the section C' will denote a constant (independent of A and B)

whose value may change from line to line. By (4.8)) and since F' is bounded, the sum for

2’s with |z — y| > n'/?*% is bounded by C||g||cn''. Denote I(x) = Z F(w).

w=y—2n1/2+¢’
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Using summation by parts and (H1), we find
Y V'H(n,z—y)g(2)F(z) =0 (An™") +

2 oyl <nl/2+0

(4.14) - > I(z=1)V.(V'H(n,z - y)g(2)) .

2 |s—y|<n1 /240
Using (4.6), (4£9), (H1) and (H2) we find that
(4.15) V. (V'H(n,z —y)g(z)) < C(An_# + Bn_izl).

Next, we estimate |I(z)| for z satisfying |z —y| < n'/2™". For any such z, I(z) is defined
as a sum over the interval [a, 2] NZ, where a = y —2n'/?*%" and consequently the length

of this interval satisfies L = z —a € [nY/?*% 3n!/2+9]. Using a = 1/y < 1 and our

assumption |y| < %nmj : , we find that |a| < L7 for n sufficiently large. Since F' € G2,

with ' = 0, we use the definition of Gf to conclude

(4.16) I(z)| < CL® < Cn2te
(assuming that ¢’ = ¢’(¢) is small enough). The last two estimates imply that the sum

in (£.14) is bounded by C(Anﬁ’;ﬁra n Bnﬁ§i+5), .

Now we are ready to estimate E,, ,,(x¢). First, let

(4.17) 91(71) = g (@1) = Y H(ny — ny, 25 — 1) F ().

ToE€Z

By definition, [|¢1||cc < [|F||oc- Applying Lemma B3 with i =0, g = 1, n = ny — ny,
A=1, B=0 and using ny —n; > N%, we find

-1 €
(4.18) sup lg1(z1)] < C(ng —ny) 2 .
m1:|m1\§%N1/2+5’
Using Lemma [£.3] the same way but now with ¢ = 1, we find
(4.19) sup Vi (z)] < Clng —ng) =+
x1:|x1\§%N1/2+5’
Next, set
(4.20) 92(20) = ga,ny (T0) = Z H(ny — no, 1 — 20)g1 (1) F(21)
T1E€EZ
Now we use Lemma 3] with i = 0, n = ny, g = g1, A = (ng — nl)%“, B =
(ng — nl)gﬁ. Since n < N, (A18)) and (4.19) give (H1) and (H2) (with ¢’/2 instead
of §). Also using that ||g1|| < [|F||% and ny — ny > N*, we get

(4.21) sup |92(20)| <

mo:‘wo|S%N1/2+5//2

B=1 - B _
Cny? “(ng — nl)%% +Cn2 (ng — n1)¥+a

which gives [@12) (with 6 = §'/4).
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It remains to verify (II), that is that the contribution of pairs (n, ny)’s that do not

satisfy (4.11)) is negligible.
First, assume that ny > N* and ny — ny<N®. Then we derive as in (£21]) but using
the trivial bounds A = 1+ || F||o, B = 2(1 + || F||») that

B—1 B
sup |g2(z0)| < Cny? ey C'anra.

xo:|zo| KN1/2+86
Summing this estimate for n; = N¢, ..., N and multiplying by N¢ for the number of
choices of ny, we obtain
B+1

(4.22) O(N“N"2 ) = O(NP*z2) = o(NPH).

Next, assume that n; < N® ny —n; < N®. Using the bound |E,, ,,,(z0)| < ||F|/%

we obtain
N nqfNe

D2 D [Bum(wo)l < ON* = ON? = o(N7*).

n1=0 na=n1

Finally, assume that n;y < N® and ny — ny > N®. By (48), we can assume that
Sp, — Spy < N2+ Then ([EIJ) still holds and we conclude that

81y,
(4.23) | By mg (0)| < C(ng —my) 2+,

Summing for ny = ny; + N, ..., N and multiplying by N®, we obtain the same error

term as in ([£.22]).

This completes the proof.

4.3. Proof of Proposition [4.1] for d > 2. In dimension d, we have
(4.24) sup |V;,..V; H(n,z)| < on T

zeZd

for any 7y, ...7p = 1,...,d, where V,; denotes the discrete derivative with respect to x;,
the i-th component of . We apply a similar approach to the case d = 1. That is, we
perform summations by parts to estimate g; and gy defined by (@IT) and (£20). Each
time we need d summations by parts. For example, if d = 2, then with m = ny — ny,

gl,m(o) = Z Z H(m> (l’,y))F(l’,y)

|m|<m1/2+5 |y\<m1/2+‘5

~ Y Y WHm @ y)hy)

|:c|<m1/2+5 |y\<m1/2+5

(4.25) ~ Y Y ViVaH(m, (x,y))(x,y)

\w\<m1/2+‘5 \y|<m1/2+5

where
)

Lz,y)= > Flz,2)and I(x,y)= > > Flw,z)

s —ml/2+6 we—ml/246 5y _1/246
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and a,, ~ b, means that the a,, — b,, is superpolynomially small in m. Recalling that
F e Gf/e and F' = 0, we have |I(z,y)| < Cm(/2+928_ Substituting this estimate and

@24) into ([A.2H), we find
|91.m(0)] < Z Z Cm—2mP+28 < Copf=1+.

|| <m!/2H9 [y| <m?!/2+0
assuming 26(1 + ) < e. Using that |I(z,y)| < Cm?G+9) we find
|91m (0)] < O,
To simplify formulas, we will use the notation
ay S by if ay < CbyN°.

Lemma 4.4. For any a € (0,1], if F' € Gf/a, then for all ny,ny satisfying ny > N,
ng — ny > N we have

d dB=j dB—2d+j
(4.26) sup | By o (20)] S an 2 (ng —my) 2 -

:C()EZd:|:L‘()|§N1/2+6

Proof. Since the proof of the lemma is similar to that of (4.I2]), we only mention the
main difference. That is, now j can take values 0,1,...,d and in dimension d = 1 it
could only take values 0, 1. This follows from the fact that when applying d summations
by parts to the function H(n; — ng, 1 — x¢)g1(x1), we obtain

V1..Va(Hg) = > (Vi Vi H)(V,.V5,0)
{i1,...,ir}C{1,...,d}
where {jl, ...,jJ} = {]_, ceny d} \ {il, ceny Z]}

In the proof of (A.12), we only used the definition of G?; for boxes with side length
L > N'/?%9 (specifically in deriving (ZI6)). In order to extend that proof to the present
setting, we only need to replace F(.) by F(. — zg). Thus assuming v > 1/a and using
the definition of G,By, we can repeat the previous proof. O

Next we show that the extreme terms in the right hand side of (4.20) provide the
main contribution.

Set my; = ny, my = ny — ny. By Lemma 4.4, we have for m; > N% my > N,
|zo| < NV/2+9 that

my 2 my 2 if my > my
(4.27) | By na (0)| < Bd  dB—2d
m12 i 2 if mo < My.

Note that the second bound is quite bad if ms < m;. However we can improve it by
bootstrap. Namely we have

Lemma 4.5. If N < my < my then

| By s (0)] Sy~
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Proof. If m; < 2my then the result follows from ([@L27). If my > 2my, let k = my — my
and note that & > my and

n1 no xO Z H k Y — m272m2(y)-
yeZ4

The sum of the terms where |y| > 2N'/?*9 decays faster than N~ for any r. The terms
where |y| < 2N'/2*9 can be estimated by (£27) with m; = my giving the result. [

We now combine the foregoing results in different regimes in case where a = . Then
ify=1/e, F € G?; we gather that

my moy ifmgzml ZNE,
(428) ‘Em,nz (Io)‘ rS mgﬁ_l)d if my > My > Ne,
1 if min(my,my) < N°=.

Summing the bounds of (4.28)) for m;,my € {1... N} we obtain Proposition [£.1]

5. SLLN IN DIMENSION 1.

5.1. Reduction to occupation times sum. Here we prove Theorem [L.8
Let £, (z) be time spent by the walker at site « before time n. Set (. (x) := lim ¢, (x).

n—oo

Thus ¢ () is the total time spent by the walker at site x.
Lemma 5.1. There exist C;c > 0, p € (0,1), &1 such that for all x € N and m € N

(5.1) P(loo(x) > m) < Ce™™
Furthermore
(5.2) 'IE(EOO(:);)) — % < %, |P(loo(z) = 0) —p| < %

Proof. (5.2)) follows from quantitative renewal theorem [32]. (5.1)) holds since for k£ > 1,
P(loo(x) = k) = P(loo(2) # 0) pi (1 — po) where py is the probability that S, returns

to the origin at some positive moment of time. 0]
Let Ty = Z lso . We will show that with probability 1
Ty  Fy
2.3 — = —.
(5.3) N

N
We first deduce Theorem L8 from (5.3]) and then prove (5.3]). Denote Ly = Z lso(2)
=1
By the strong law of large numbers for Sy

(5.4) — — 1
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On the other hand for each € and for almost every w, there is some Ny = Ny(e,w) so
that for all N > Nj,

}TN — Tvo(i-e)| < [|Flloo (L7 + [Lvo(ise) — Lve—o)]) »
0
where L™ = Z loo(x) is the total time spent on the negative halfline. In view of

(E.4), % can be made as small as we wish by taking ¢ small. Hence Theorem
follows from (5.3).
In order to prove (B.3]) we observe that by Lemma 5.1

E (%) _ %;F(:c)lﬁl(ﬁw(x)) _ % [% ;F(x)

as N — o0.
We need the following bound, which will be proved in §5.21

FONT) = o),

Lemma 5.2. There are constants C' and 5 such that for each ny < no

ICov(fau(n), £au(na))] < C (i + ;)) |

Lemma implies that

and so 3 .
Tn — E(Tw)| c
Pl ———mm— >0 | < ——.
( N - — 02Ne2
Set r = 2/e5. By Borel-Cantelli Lemma
T, F
— —asn — oo
n’" v

almost surely. On the other hand, (5.I) and the Borel-Cantelli Lemma imply that,
with probability 1, for all sufficiently large x, oo (x) < In® z. Given N, take n such that
n” <N < (n+1)". Then

‘TN Tl < 11F|le (Ly = L) < ONC-D/7 102 N,

Ty Ty
It foll that — =
ollows that —

nT

+o(1), for N — oo, proving (5.3)).
5.2. Covariance of occupation times. The proof of Lemma [5.2] relies on the follow-

ing estimates.

Lemma 5.3. There are constants C' and €3 such that for allm > 1,
C

mes’

P(Irgn(Sn) <-m) <
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Lemma 5.3 (with e3 = 8 — 1) follows from Theorem 2(B) of [35].

Lemma 5.4. For each 6 > 0 there is a constant C(0) such that the following holds.
Consider a Markov chain with states {1,2,3} and transition matriz

P1r @1
g2 P2 12
0 0 1

and initial distribution (71, ma, 3). Assume that
(5.5) ¢G>0, and 1y >0.

Let |y and Iy denote the occupation times of sites 1 and 2. Then

|C0V([1,[2)|§C(5)( @ (1—7T1)—7T2+q2).

G+ m

In the special case where 1, = 0, m; = 1, Lemma [5.4] follows from [10, Lemma
3.9(a)]. In this case the statement simplifies significantly since the first term in the
RHS vanishes.

The proof of Lemma [5.4] will be given in §5.31

We apply Lemma [5.4 to the states (nq,ng,00) with n; < ng. This means that we
define a 3-state Markov chain as a function of the random walk (Sk), such that the
chain starts in the state 1, if the random walk visits ny for the first time before it visits
ng; or in the state 2, if the random walk visits ny for the first time before it visits nq;
or in in the state 3 if the random walk never visits n; or my. After that, the chain
transitions to state 1, 2 or 3, respectively, if the next return of the random walk to the
set {ny,me} occurs at ny, ny, or never does. Clearly 3 is an absorbing state for this
chain. So

m1 = P(ny is visited before ny), w9 = P(ny is visited before ny),

73 = P(n; and ny are not visited).

Let V,, be the event that n is visited by our random walk. Note that Lemma implies
g2 = O ((n2 —n1)~%3) . Hence the probability that both n; and ns are visited with ns
being the first is also O ((ny — ny) ™) . Therefore

7o = P(V},,) — P(ny visited first, then ny is visited) < P(V,,,) — P(V,,, N V,,,),
where < means the difference between the LHS and the RHS is
O (n7*) 4+ O ((no —n1)™"*) where &5 = min(ey,es3).

Likewise,
vl
G +m
where ¢ = 1 — p (see (5.2)). Combining the last two displays, we obtain
Ty < P(V,,) — P(V,, N V,,) < q — 7,

These estimates, combined with Lemma [5.4] imply Lemma

=P, (Vo) <0,

m™ =q,
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5.3. Analysis of three state chains.

Proof of Lemma[5.4 Under the assumptions of the lemma, [y, [y and [;l; are uniformly
integrable (the uniformity is over all chains satisfying (5.5))). Let [; be the time spent
at 1 before the first visit to another state. Then, by the uniform integrability,

E(lh =) =O(g), E((lh—L)k)=0(g), Ex(h)=O0(g), Es)=0.
Hence

T q1
E(lL) = mE((( Eo(l O(qy);
() =m 1(1)(11_1_7]1 2(I2) + O(g2);

E(L) = mEi(L) + O(gs) and E(ly) = (m ‘_fn 4 ) Ea(l) + O(go).
1 1
Therefore
T q1 < q1
Cov(ly,lp) = mE((l Es(l) — mIE{(I;)(m + 1) Eq(ly) + O
(11, 1) 1ﬂ0m+m2h) 1ﬂﬁﬁm+m 2)Ea(l2) (q2)
= 7T1E1(T1)E2([2) 7 (_]: m (1 — 7T1) — 9 —+ O(QQ)

as claimed. H

6. COUNTEREXAMPLES TO THE STRONG LAW.

Here we prove Theorem

Consider first the case d = 1. Assume that we are given a strictly increasing sequence
dip € N, dy = 1, d, — oo sufficiently quickly. We will impose finitely many lower
bounds on the growth of d; and so one can take the biggest lower bound. Now, for
[ =dy,dp+1,...,dg 1 — 1, define a; = k. Notice that there is a bijective correspondence
between strictly increasing sequences (d,,) and diverging sequences (a,,) such that a, —
aAp—1 € {O, 1}

Next, define by > 1, b,41 = b, + |bn/a,]. By induction, we see that

(6.1) ap <n <b, <b,y1 and, for large n, b, <2".
Consider the function F' defined by F'(0) = 0,

(6.2) F(z) = {1 if bop, < & < bogyq for some k

0 if bopy1 < x < bogyo for some k
for x > 0 and F(x) = F(—x) for x < 0. We start by verifying that F' € Gy.
Lemma 6.1. If

(6.3) klim Vdg/dp_1 = o0,
—00
then F € Go with F' = 1/2.

Note that (€3] is satisfied if e.g. d; =1 and dy = 22" for k > 2.
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Proof. Recall that b, < 2", for large n (say for n > ng). Next, we establish the a priori
lower bound

(6.4) 2V < b,

for some ¢. To prove ([6.4]), first observe that, by (6.3)), there is some C' so that for all
n > ng, a, < Cy/n. Thus

b1 2 b+ [0/CV] 2 ba(1+1/(CV/n)) =1 2 ba(1+1/(2C/n))
n—1
where the last inequality follows from n < b,,. Thus b, > by, H (1+1/(2CVE)). Hence

k=ng

b, > exp |In(b,,) + Z In(1+1/(2CVk))| > 2V
k=1

for n > ng. Clearly, we can assume that (6.4]) holds for all n < ng by further decreasing
c if necessary.
We will prove that lim S(m)/m = 0, where S(m) = >."  (F(x) — 1/2). This will
m—0o0

r=1

imply the lemma. Now given m, let n’ be so that b,,_; < m < b,,. Let us denote

n” =max{n <n':a,=a,1+1}

n” =max{n <n”:a, =a,_1+1}

which are well defined for m large enough. Assume without loss of generality that n’ is
even (the case of odd 7’ is similar). Then

b 1 b U
1 " 1 - 1 1
x:bn///-i-l :Ban//-i-l

Note that we have

n'’—1

1
S = 3 Z:m(—l)”(bnﬂ —by).
We claim that
1

(6.5) |S1] < §(bnu — bpr_1).

To prove (6.3)), observe that for n = n",n” 4+ 1,...,n"” — 1, the sequence a,, is constant
and hence the sequence n +— (b,41 — b,) is monotone increasing for this range of n’s.
So in case n” — 1 is even, we have

n'’ -2
1
5 (_1)n(bn+1 - bn) S 0 S Sl
Hence
1 n''—2 1
0<8 <8 — 5 Z (_1>n(bn+1 - bn) = i(bn” - bn”—l)
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(the case when n” — 1 is odd is similar). We have verified (€.5]). Likewise, we have
1
‘82‘ S i(bn’ - bn’—l)-
Consequently,
S(m) bn/// bn// — bn”—l bn/ — bn’—l
< + :
m an/ an/ an/

Since b, 1 ~ m ~ by, the last two terms on the RHS converge to zero. To estimate
the first term, we first use (6.4) to derive

bn”’ S bn”’ < 2n’”—0\/m'

bn/ bn//
Now by the definition of n” and n”, there is some kg so that n” = dy, and n"” = dy,_;
and so the RHS of the last displayed inequality also converges to zero as m — oo (and
consequently ky — 0o0) by (6.3]). The lemma follows. O

Let us denote ¢, = (b, + by11)/2, t,, = | %] and
I, = [cn — |bn/4ay ], ¢, + |bn/4ay]].
We will show that almost surely, infinitely many of the events
Ay, = {Vk € [tan, 3tan] : Sk € I2,}
occur and, likewise, infinitely many of the events
Ao = {Vk € [tans1, 3tans1] : Sk € Ioni1}

occur. This proves the theorem as As,, implies T5;,, > 2t9, and Ay, implies T3y, ., <

ton+1.-
To complete the proof, let us fix a sequence D,, /* oo such that

> P(|S.] = D,) < o

Then by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma,
P(IAN :¥n > N :|S,| < D,) = 1.

Now we choose a subsequence ny € Z inductively so that

(6.6) Ng41 =Ny (mod 2)
and
1

These bounds, combined with (G1), give
(6.8) b

We want to show that for every £ > 0 and every K,

(6.9) P (ﬁ A;;k> <e.

> exp(Dy, ) and ¢, > exp(tn,).

Nk+1
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Since € > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that infinitely many of the events A,, happen.

Choosing n; to be even for all £ we see that almost surely infinitely many of the
events As, and happen. Likewise, choosing n; to be odd for all k£ we see that infinitely
many of the events Ay,.; happen. Thus it remains to verify (6.9]).

Given ¢ and K, choose K’ > K so that P(B) < e, where

B={3an>n% :|S.| > D,}.
Then we write
(6.10) P(ﬂA;k>§P<ﬂ A;k)§5+P<ﬂ A;kmBC)
k=K k=K' k=K'
By construction, we have

Nk+1

k k
IP(AC nBl A;jm80> gl—IP’(AnkH N A;J,HBC>

j=K' Jj=K'
(611) S 1 - mln P(Ank+1|s3tnk - I)

w:|z|<D3ty,
for k > K.

Lemma 6.2. There is a constant Ky and a sequence a,, ,/* oo with a, — a,—1 € {0,1}
such that for any k > Ky,

min P(Ank+1|53tnk =) >

(E:|(E|<D3tnk
Also, (a,) is such that the corresponding (d,,) satisfies (6.3]).

Clearly, Lemma [6.2] combined with (6.11)) and (6.I0) implies (6.9). Thus the proof of
Theorem for the case d = 1 will be completed once we prove Lemma [6.2]

| =

Proof of Lemmal6.3. Recall that the invariance principle gives

S\t
N1/
where Y is a stable Lévy process. In particular, Y] is a stable random variable with
parameter o and “skewness” § € [—1, 1] (see e.g. [3], Chapter VIII). Now we distinguish
two cases.

Case 1 a > 1 or |B] # 1. The proof in case 1 consists of 3 steps.

Step 1: We prove that ¢ > 0 where

(6.12) =Y,

1 1
6.13 —  inf P Y| < 2.1V, <—‘Y: .
( ) g ye[—ll/l}ﬁ,l/lﬁ} <Stl§1?| | 4 il 161°° y)

Indeed, as « > 1 or |B| # 1, the stable process Y; cannot be a subordinator. In
particular, the density of Y; is positive everywhere for every t > 0 and Y; has the
scaling property (see page 216 in [3]). Thus we have

1
liminf  inf P(|V —)Y —y) = .
Han\‘lon ye[—ll/l}ﬁ,1/16] (| < 161°° y) p=>0
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By Exercise 2 of Chapter VIII in [3], there is some € > 0 such that
3
P (sup|Yy| < —‘Y'O:O >1-—p/2.
t<e 16

Combining the last two displayed equations, we derive

1 1
inf P Y<—,Y<—‘Y: > /2.
ye[—ll/ri6,1/16] (St?ﬂ ! 4 ¥l 161°° y) > p/

Applying this inequality inductively, we obtain that ¢ > (p/2)/"/¢l, which completes
Step 1.
Step 2: We prove that there is some ¢ so that for every k

b

c
6.14 min P (|S, —c < NGy =x) > :
( ) w:|z|<Dsty, bngia k41 166Lnk+1 Bt B Apyyq
To simplify the formulas, let us write
a=0p ., b=0by \, C=cCp , t=1n,,,.

Recall that the density of Y; is strictly positive. The LLT now implies that for every
K > 0 there is some ¢ so that for all z with |z| < K,

o C
P(SN = |_ZN1/ J) > Nl/a®

Next observe that by the definition of @, b, ¢, ¢ and by )

togy — Btny ~ T~ DY, G4 Dy ~ 1% as k — 0.

Nk+1

Thus for every = € Z with |x| < Da;,

b i b cb

Step 3: We prove that there is some p € (0, 1) such that

SIS

C a
P

(6.15) min  P(A

x:\x\<D3tnk

1S3, =) >

Nk+1
ank+1

The lemma will follow from (6.15) as we can assume that our sequence a,, ,/* oo with
an — an_1 € {0,1} satisfies a,, < (—logk/logp)/« for a fixed p € (0,p).
To prove (6.15]), we will combine (6.13) with (6.14]). Namely, define

- - AN .
vt o= [()] e
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Let us define the event By = {|S; — & < & } and for [ =1,...,1[:

Br=Byn {Vl:O,...,Z_—l,Vm: 1,.,N—1:

Nl/a Nl/a
|Stiim — €l < —— 1 s Sty — €l < 16 }

Note that B[ implies A. Thus it is enough to prove (G.15]) with A replaced by B[. First,

(E14) implies

min  P(Bo|Ss,. =z) >
z:|2|<Datp, ( 0| St )_

Q] O

Next, we derive

in  P(B|Sy, =) >
x:‘xi‘fgg;tnk ( 1| 3tn,, x)_

in  P(B|S P S Nl/as Nl/as
min =) min max m| < ——, |Sx| < ——15 =
wi2l<Ds, (Bo 3tny, ) o / m:l,...,N—1| | 4 Sl 16 } 0o=1Y
>4

where the first inequality follows from the Markov property and the second one follows
from (6.12)) and (6.I3). Now we can apply an induction on [, to obtain

in  P(B|Ssy =2x)>
ol PO, =) 2

ISIEeY
/
N[
N——

In particular,

in  P(B;|S =uz)>
x:‘xfggl&nk (BilSst,,, = ) >

SIS
/\
N
N——

which completes the proof of Step 3.

Case 2 a < 1 and |f]| = 1. Let us assume 5 = 1 (otherwise apply the forthcoming
argument to —X;).

(6.14)) still holds in case 2, however a new approach is required to estimate P(A,, |Stnk =
x) since now the process Y; (a.k.a. stable subordinator) is non-decreasing and thus
g = 0. Note however that in case 2, sup,, |Y;| = Y7 and thus it suffices to estimate one
random variable instead of a stochastic process. Recall that the density of Y] is strictly
positive on R*. Thus applying (612]) to |X;| (which is also in the standard domain of
attraction of the totally skewed a-stable distribution) we obtain the following: for any
e > 0 there exist Ny(e) and d(g) > 0 such that for any N > Ny(e),

(6.16) P <§:1 1X,| < %Nl/a> > 5(e).

Without loss of generality, we assume that Ny and § are, respectively, non-decreasing
and non-increasing functions of . Now we define the sequence a,, inductively. First,
let a; = 1. Now assume that a,, is defined. Let a,, = a,, for m =n; +1,...,npy1 — 1.
Next, we define a,,,, = a,, + 1 if both of the following conditions are satisfied:
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(A) Ny (ﬁ) < ng,, and

C 1 1

Here, ¢ is the constant from (6.14). If either (A) or (B) fails, we put a,, , = an,. Note
that by (6.7), the resulting sequence dy satisfies (6.3]).
Observe that by our construction, for all k, we have

(6.17) No <i) < ng;

C 1 1
Nl — —.
(6.18) 2a,, 5(&,%) = k

Indeed, if ay,,, = a,, + 1 then (6.I7) and (6.I8) follow from conditions (A) and (B)
above. If ay,,, = a,, then (€I7) and (€I8) follow by induction since the LHSs of both
(617) and ([6I8) do not change when we replace k by k + 1, while the RHS of (6.17)
increases and the RHS of (6.I8]) decreases.

By construction, a, ,* co. Let Ky be the smallest integer k so that a,, = 2. We
prove that the lemma holds with this choice of Ky and a,,. Recall that by (6.1), b,, > ny
and so by (6I7), N := by, > No(e) with € = 1/a,,. Applying (6.16) with this N and
e and using (6.18)), we obtain

b A, 2
Pl |S,, — S Ik m < 3p Ik Z
(} tnk} < SCLnk = nk) ~ ¢ k

and since t,, < by and k —1 > k/2, we arrive at

b a 1
< Lk Ym <3¢, | >kt~
San, ’f) ¢ k-1

(6.19) IP( |Sm — St

As discussed above, (6.14)) holds. Since a,,, — a,, € {0,1} and a,, 0o, we can also
assume changing ¢ if necessary that (6.14)) holds with a,, , replaced by a,, on the RHS.
Now we use the Markov property, (6.19) with & replaced by k + 1 and (6.14]) (with the
updated RHS) to derive

min P(A S3 =
gc:\gc\<D3tnk ( nk+1‘ "k )
> min P|{|S; —c < s Ss =1x | X
- w:|z|<Dsty, e s 16ank+1 "
b
x P ‘Sm—Stn L Ym < 3t
k41 8ank+1

Cayl 1

a,, ¢k Kk

The lemma follows. O
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The above proof, with a few minor adjustments, applies to arbitrary dimension d.
Specifically, we need to consider the function F € Gy defined by

F(zy) if o] < x| fori=2,...,d

F(1, .y xq) = {1

3 otherwise,

where F' is given by (6.2) and we need to replace I,, by
[0 — |bn/4an], cn + | b /4an]] X [—|bn/4an], [be/4a,]]" "

Remark 6.3. It is easy to adjust the above proof to derive the following stronger version
of Theorem [LE There is a function F' € Gy so that F only takes values {0,1}, F' = 1/2
and for almost every w and for any a € [0, 1], there is a subsequence ny = ny(a,w) such
that T,,, /n, — a.

7. CONCLUSIONS.

The results proven in this paper show that for random walks the weak law of large
numbers holds in the largest possible space of global observables, namely Gg. On the
other hand, the strong law of large numbers fails, for general G( observables, except for
the walks with drift in dimension 1. In that case the path of the walk is almost deter-
ministic and so the ergodic theory for occupation times could be used. The good news
is that the weak law of large numbers seems to be a good setting for homogenization
theory (cf Theorem [[2)), so the space Gy could be useful for that purpose. If we have
some control on fluctuations over the mesoscopic scale as provided, for example, by the
space G, then we can ensure the strong law. If we have polynomial control on the
mesoscopic scale, as provided by the space Gf then we can estimate the rate of con-
vergence. In particular, our results give optimal rate of convergence for two important
special cases: random walks in random scenery and quasi-periodic observables.

We note that the main ingredient in most proofs is local limit theorem and its exten-
sions, such as the Edgeworth expansion used in Section [4l This makes it plausible that
similar results hold for other systems where the local limit theorem holds, including
the systems described in [2] [9] 11} 12} [13] 14, 15]. Another natural research direction
motivated by the present work is limit theorems for global observables. It is likely that
just assuming that I’ belongs to an appropriate G, will not be enough to derive limit
theorems. For example, the computation of variance for Ty done in Sections 2] and @
involve the expression of the form F,(x) := F(x)F(x + z) for a fixed z € Z?. Therefore
additional restrictions seem to be required to obtain limit theorems.

Extending our results to more general systems as well as limit theorems for global
observables will be the subject of future work.
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