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Limit laws for random walks in a dynamic

path-cone mixing random environment

Stein Andreas Bethuelsen∗ Florian Völlering †

November 21, 2024

We study the asymptotic behaviour of a random walk whose evolution is
dependent on the state of an itself dynamically evolving environment. As-
suming that the environment decorrelates with time by satisfying the ”path-
cone”-mixing property introduced in [8, Bethuelsen and Völlering], we prove
a strong law of large numbers and large deviation estimates. Moreover, un-
der a mild assumption on the decay rate of this mixing property, we obtain
a functional central limit theorem under the annealed law.
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1 Introduction, the model and main results

1.1 Introduction

Random walks evolving in a random environment have been studied exten-
sively since its origin in [28]. This model on Z is by now well understood and
known to exhibit phenomena that fundamentally distinguishes its behaviour
from that of a standard simple random walk. The same model on higher
dimensional lattices has also attracted much interest, but here less is known
and several fundamental questions remain open. See for instance [18] for an
overview.

In recent years, driven by applications in physics and biology, random
walks moving in a dynamically evolving environment have gained increasing
interest. For such models, qualitatively much is by now known under var-
ious types of fast mixing assumptions on the environment. In these cases,
the environment de-correlates sufficiently fast for the increments of the ran-
dom walk to be approximately independent on large time scales. Hence, its
behaviour resembles that of a simple random walk. On the contrary, heuris-
tics and simulation studies indicate that it may have anomalous behaviour
when the environment is slowly mixing [6]. In this paper, we focus on the
fast-mixing regime and add to the literature new results about the limiting
behaviour for a general class of models.

The cone-mixing condition introduced in [14, 29] for static environments
and adapted in [5] to the dynamic setting is one characterisation of fast-
mixing. In [8] we introduced what we in this paper name the path-cone mix-
ing condition, which is a weakening of the cone-mixing condition. Therein we
proved (among others) the strong law of large numbers for the position of the
random walk. The purpose of the current paper is to present improvements
to this work, particularly by deriving large deviation bounds (see Theorem
1.1) and the scaling to a Brownian motion (see Theorem 1.2).

In the following subsection we provide a precise definition of the ‘ran-
dom walk in dynamic random environment’ model. Our main results on the
asymptotic behaviour of the random walk are then presented in Subsection
1.3. The remaining sections summarize the proofs of the main results.

1.2 The model

We now introduce in general terms the model of a random walk in a dynamic
random environment (RWDRE), partly following the same notation and con-
ventions as in [8]. As our environment we consider a (random) configuration

ω ∈ Ω where Ω := EZd×Z for some finite set E and d ∈ N, and we denote by
P ∈ M1(Ω) its law. Here, M1(Ω) denotes the set of probability measures on
(Ω,F) where F is the standard product σ-algebra generated by the cylinder
events. We assume throughout that P is measure preserving with respect to
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translations, that is, for any (x, t) ∈ Z
d × Z,

P(·) = P(θx,t·),

where θx,t denotes the shift operator θx,tω(y, s) = ω(y + x, s + t). What we
have in mind is that P is the path measure of a stochastic process whose
state space is EZ

d

, but note that our setup is more general than this.
The random walk (Xt) is a discrete-time stochastic process on Z

d. We as-
sume that its transition probabilities depend on the state of the environment
within a finite region ∆ ⊂ Z

d around its current location. To be more pre-
cise, enumerate the set Ω0 := E∆ = {ωi}i=1,...,K with K = |E||∆|. For each
i ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, we assume given a certain prescribed probability distribution
on Z

d, denoted by α(i, ·). Then, given ω ∈ Ω and denoting by o ∈ Z
d the

origin, the evolution of (Xt) is such that Pω(X0 = o) = 1 and, for t ≥ 0,

Pω(Xt+1 = y + z | Xt = y) = α(i, z), if θy,tω = ωi on ∆. (1.1)

We denote by R := {z ∈ Z
d : α(i, z) > 0 for some i} its range and assume

throughout that this is a finite set.
The law of the random walk when we have conditioned on the entire

environment, Pω ∈ M1((Z
d)Z≥0), is called the quenched law. We denote

its corresponding σ-algebra by G. For P ∈ M1(Ω), we denote by PP ∈
M1

(
Ω× (Zd)Z≥0

)
the joint law of (ω,X), that is,

PP(B ×A) =

∫

B
Pω(A)dP(ω), B ∈ F , A ∈ G.

The marginal law of PP on (Zd)Z≥0 is the annealed law of (Xt).

1.3 Main results

Before presenting our main results about the asymptotic behaviour of (Xt),
we first introduce the necessary notation and recall the ”path-cone”-mixing
property introduced in [8]. For this let, for t ∈ N,

Rt := {x ∈ Z
d : x =

t∑

i=1

yi, yi ∈ R}

be all points in Z
d that Xt in principle can attain. Further, let

C(l) := {(x, t) ∈ Z
d × Z : x ∈ Rt +∆ and t ≥ l} (1.2)

and denote by FC(l) the sub-σ-algebra of F generated by the cylinders in
C(l). Then, the cone-mixing property of [5, Definition 1.1] alluded to in the
introduction translates into requiring that

sup
B∈FC(t)

sup
A∈F≤0

|P(B | A)− P(B)| → 0 as t → ∞, (1.3)
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where F≤0 is the sub-σ-algebra of F generated by the cylinders in Z
d ×

{. . . ,−2,−1, 0}.

Remark Note that, since the model of [5] evolves in continuous-time, they
considered cylinders on Z

d×[0,∞) with inclination θ, requiring the equivalent
of (1.3) to hold for all θ ∈ (0, π/2). Since our process (Xt) evolves in discrete-
time, it cannot exit C(0) and therefore it suffices in our case to consider the
cones defined as in (1.2).

The path-cone mixing property is the weakening of (1.3) by restricting the
conditioning to events along possible random walk paths only. To make this
more precise, denote by

Γ−k :=
{
(γ−k, γ−k+1, ..., γ0) : γi ∈ Z

d, γi − γi−1 ∈ R,−k ≤ i < 0, γ0 = o
}
;

Γ−∞ := ∪k∈NΓ−k,

i.e. the set of all possible backwards random walk trajectories from (o, 0) of

finite length. Given γ ∈ Γ−∞ and σ = (σ1, . . . , σ|γ|) ∈ Ω
|γ|
0 , let

A(γ, σ) :=
−1⋂

i=−|γ|

{θγi,iω = σ−i on ∆} (1.4)

denote a particular observation of a random walk along the path γ and

A(γ) :=





−1⋂

i=−|γ|

{θγi,iω = σ−i on ∆} : σ ∈ Ω
|γ|
0 and P(A(γ, σ)) > 0





the set of all possible observations. Moreover, let A−∞ :=
⋃

γ∈Γ−∞
A(γ). We

say that P is path-cone mixing if limt→∞ φ̃(t) = 0, where

φ̃(t) := sup
B∈FC(t)

sup
A∈A−∞

|P(B | A)− P(B)|. (1.5)

See [8, Section 2] for a thorough discussion of distributions P satisfying (1.5).
These include the path measure of uniquely ergodic interacting particle sys-
tems converging to its stationary distribution sufficiently fast. The condition
is, however, not restricted to this class and, particularly in high dimensions,
one may expect it to hold for a larger class of interacting particles systems
having multiple stationary distributions.

In addition to mixing of the dynamic environment, one form of lack of
memory is often pivotal in studies of RWDRE models. We say that the
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RWDRE model is (uniformly) elliptic if there is an ǫ > 0 such that either of
the two following conditions hold:

a) inf
A∈A−∞

inf
σ∈Ω0

P(ω = σ on ∆ | A) > ǫ.

b) sup
z∈Zd

inf
i∈{1,...,K}

{α(i, z)} > ǫ.
(1.6)

Note that Condition a) concerns the environment only and implies that,
irrespectively of its past behaviour, (Xt) may observe any element of Ω0 with
a probability of at least ǫ. Condition b) on the other hand is a condition on
the jump kernel of (Xt) and does not concern the environment.

The path-cone mixing property was utilised in [8] to prove, among others,
that (Xt) satisfies the Strong Law of Large Numbers (SLLN), assuming that
(Xt) satisfies the ellipticity condition b). We next present an extension of
this result.

Theorem 1.1. Consider an elliptic and path-cone mixing RWDRE model
on Z

d.

i) There exists a v ∈ R
d such that

lim
t→∞

Xt

t
= v PP-almost surely and in L1. (1.7)

ii) For every ǫ > 0 there exists constants C, c > 0 such that

PP

(∣∣∣∣
Xt

t
− v

∣∣∣∣ > ǫ

)
≤ Ce−ct, for all t ∈ N, (1.8)

with v ∈ R
d as in (1.7).

Theorem 1.1i) extends [8, Corollary 1.4] by relaxing the ellipticity assump-
tion for the SLLN and to hold in L1. Moreover, the Large Deviation Bounds
(LDBs) of Theorem 1.1ii) are new and extend results obtained in [4, 7] to
environments satisfying far less stringent space-time mixing assumptions.
Note also that in [12] a large deviation principle was established under the
quenched law under rather general assumptions on the dynamic environment.
Particularly, since the rate function in the quenched setting is upper bounded
by annealed large deviation bounds, by Theorem 1.1ii), the corresponding
rate function has a unique zero at x = v.

We do not expect the assumptions for the SLLN to be sharp. In particular,
restricted to models on Z with nearest neighbour jumps, a SLLN was recently
obtained in [9] under a seemingly less restrictive mixing assumption. Therein
they also obtained LDBs, but with a polynomial decay in (1.8). See also [2]
for an extension of the SLLN to models with finite range jumps.

To conclude the annealed functional central limit theorem (aFCLT) we are
in need of a slightly stronger ellipticity property. We say that the RWDRE
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model is (uniformly) strongly elliptic if either condition a) above holds or it
satisfies condition b′) given by:

b′) ∃ ǫ > 0 : inf
z∈R

inf
i∈{1,...,K}

{α(i, z)} > ǫ.

Theorem 1.2. Consider a path-cone mixing and strongly elliptic RWDRE
model on Z

d.

i) If there is α ∈ R
d such that the variance of α ·Xn diverges, then there

is a slowly varying function h : [0,∞) → R such that

(
α ·X⌊nt⌋ − α · v⌊nt⌋

√
nh(n)

)

t∈[0,1]

PP=⇒ (Bt)t∈[0,1]

where
PP=⇒ denotes convergence in distribution under the annealed law

PP as n → ∞ with respect to the Skorohod topology and (Bt) is a stan-
dard Brownian motion on R.

ii) If limt→∞ φ̃(t)t2+δ = 0 for some δ > 0, then furthermore there is a
σ ∈ (0,∞) such that statement of i) holds with h(n) = σ.

iii) If limt→∞ φ̃(t)t2+δ = 0 for some δ > 0 and for every α ∈ R
d \ {o} the

variance of α ·Xn diverges, then

(
X⌊nt⌋ − v⌊nt⌋√

n

)

t∈[0,1]

PP=⇒ (BΣ
t )t∈[0,1]

where (BΣ
t ) is a Brownian motion on R

d with covariance matrix Σ > 0.

Previously the aFCLT has been proven in [15] for random walks in static
random environments (note also the recent improvements [21, 22]), which was
adapted to the dynamic setting in [3, Chapter 3]. The mixing assumptions
needed therein are more restrictive than cone-mixing and hence, Theorem
1.2 provides an extension of these works. The aFCLT was also obtain in
[26] under a mixing assumption similar to cone-mixing. Lastly, we note that
the aFCLT follows from the methodology developed in [17] for Markovian
environments when combined with the results of [8, Corollary 1.6], under the
assumption that the environment is path-cone mixing with φ̃(t) decaying at
an exponential rate.

We believe that the assumption in Theorem 1.2 that the variance of (Xn)
diverges is redundant in most cases, but refer to Section 3.3 for a more
thorough discussion of this matter. We also believe that the assumption on
φ̃(t) in statement ii) and iii) can be considerably relaxed. In particularly,
one might expect that the local environment process considered in Section 2
should mix at the same rate as φ̃(t) in which case a decay at order log(t)−(2+δ)

for some δ > 0 would be sufficient. The main theorems might also hold
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beyond the modelling setting of this paper. However, the assumptions that E
andR are finite come natural in the setting of path-cone mixing environments
and are used at several places in the proofs.

Having obtained the aFCLT in Theorem 1.2, it is also natural to ask if the
same statement holds with respect to the quenched law for P-a.e. realization
of the dynamic environment. General quenched central limit theorems have
been obtained e.g. in [17, 16] under more stringent mixing assumptions than
path-cone mixing. We leave the extension of these to our setting for future
research.

2 The local environment process

Inspired by [16], we study the so-called local environment process. To in-
troduce this process precisely, we first recall that the so-called environment
process is the process (ωEP

t ) on Ω given by

(ωEP
t ) = (θ(Xt,t)ω), t ∈ Z≥0.

This process was the main object of study in our previous work [8] and
contains information about the entire environment as seen from the walker.
The local environment process restricts to local information about the envi-

ronment and is the process (ξt) = (ξ
(1)
t , ξ

(2)
t ) on Ξ = (Ω0,R) given by

ξ
(1)
t (x) = ωEP

t (x, 0), x ∈ ∆; ξ
(2)
t := Xt+1 −Xt. (2.1)

Thus, (ξ
(1)
t ) is the projection of the environment process onto ∆, that is,

the environment the random walk needs to observe in order to determine
its future behaviour, whereas (ξ

(2)
t ) is simply the jump taken by the random

walk at time t. Particularly, note that Xn =
∑n

t=1 ξ
(2)
t .

In the following, we write P−k to denote the law of (ξt) shifted by time
t = −k, that is, the law of (ξ̂t)t≥−k where ξ̂t = ξt+k, t ≥ −k. We also denote
by H the induced σ-algebra on ΞZ. For i ≤ j, we write H[i,j] for the induced

σ-algebra containing events on Ξ[i,j] and write H≥t for H[t,∞).
Now, consider a cylinder event A ∈ H[−k,−1]. That is, similar to (1.4), for

some γ ∈ Γ−k and σ ∈ Ω
|γ|
0 , we have that A =

⋂−1
i=−k

{
ξ̂
(1)
i = γ−i, ξ̂

(2)
i = σ−i

}
.

Then it follow by [8, Theorem 3.1] (see particularly the last line of the proof)
that P−k(·|A) equals in law to the process (ξt) with initial distribution given
by PP(·|A(γ,σ)). With this in mind, for t ∈ Z≥0, consider the uniform mixing
quantity

φ̂(t) = sup
A0,A1∈A

sup
B∈H≥t

|PP(·|A0)(B)− PP(·|A1)(B)|. (2.2)

In Section 3 we provide fairly general arguments on how mixing properties
of the local environment process imply asymptotic properties of the random
walk (Xt). We summarize our findings in the following proposition.
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Proposition 2.1. Consider an elliptic RWDRE model on Z
d satisfying limt→∞ φ̂(t) =

0.

i) The law 1
k

∑k
i=1 P−(i)(·) converges weakly to some law ν on (ΞZ,H)

which is trivial on the tail σ-algebra H∞ := ∩s≥0H≥s. Moreover, ν and
PP agree on H∞.

ii) (Xt) satisfies the SLLN of Theorem 1.1i) with v = ν(ξ
(2)
1 ).

iii) (Xt) satisfies the LDBs of Theorem 1.1ii).

iv) If the model is strongly elliptic and lim infn→∞Varν [θ·Xn] = ∞ for some
θ ∈ R

d, then (θ·Xt) satisfies the aFCLT of Theorem 1.2i). Furthermore,

if
∑

t≥1

√
φ̂(2t) < ∞, then limn→∞ n−1Varν(α·Xn) exists and is strictly

positive. Lastly, (Xt) satisfies the aFCLT of Theorem 1.2iii) whenever
lim infn→∞Varν [θ ·Xn] = ∞ for all θ ∈ R

d \ {o} for some Σν > 0.

Thus, in order to prove asymptotic properties of (Xt) it is sufficient to
control the mixing properties of the local environment process in terms of
(2.2). The next theorem shows that the latter can be controlled by requiring
mixing properties of the underlying environment in terms of the path-cone
mixing property of (1.5).

Theorem 2.2. Consider an elliptic RWDRE model on Z
d and write ǫ =

e−c0 > 0 for the constant in (1.6). Then, for any c1 > c0,

φ̂(t) ≤ φ̃(c1 log(t)) + 2 exp(−t1−c0/c1/c1 log(t)). (2.3)

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is presented in the following section and is based
on the ǫ-coin trick introduced in [14, 29]. However, unlike the approach
therein via the construction of an approximate regeneration time, we control
the mixing properties of the local environment process directly. This leads, in
our opinion, to a simplification of the proof. Moreover, it yields an estimate
on the decay of mixing as seen in (2.3) which is interesting in its own.

Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. By Theorem 2.2, if limt→∞ φ̃(t) =
0, then we also have that limt→∞ φ̂(t) = 0. Hence, we can invoke Proposition
2.1i)-ii) to conclude Theorem 1.1. To conclude Theorem 1.2 we note that if

limt→∞ φ̃(t)t2+δ = 0, then Theorem 2.2 yields that
∑

t≥1

√
φ̂(2t) < ∞ and

we can invoke Proposition 2.1iv).

3 Proofs

Here we provide the proofs of the auxiliary results presented in the previ-
ous subsection, Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 respectively. In the final
subsection we discuss sufficient conditions for divergence of the variance.
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3.1 Proof of Theorem 2.2

Consider an elliptic RWDRE model on Z
d, d ≥ 1. We now provide the

details of the ǫ-coin trick, where ǫ > 0 refers to the constant provided by
the ellipticity assumption. Informally, this bit of ǫ-probability will allow us
to, at least for a finite time window, decouple the random walk from the
environment.

Assume first that Condition b) holds and fix a z ∈ Z
d satisfying inf i α(i, z) >

ǫ. Further, let U = (Ut)t≥1 be an i.i.d. sequence of Unif(0, 1)-random vari-
ables. For a fixed realisation of the environment ω and U , similarly to (1.1),
we consider the random walk (X̃t) such that Pω,u(X̃0 = o) = 1 and, for t ≥ 0,

Pω,u(X̃t+1 = x+ y | Xt = x) = 1u≤ǫ1y=z + 1u>ǫ
(α(i, y) − ǫ1y=z)

1− ǫ
(3.1)

if θx,tω = ωi on ∆. Note that, when averaging over U , the law of X̃ agrees
with that ofX. Further, from ω and (X̃t), we can construct the corresponding
local environment (ξ̃t) as in (2.1), which now depends on the sequence U , but
again whose law equals that of (ξt) when averaging over U . In particular, for
proving Theorem 2.2 it is sufficient to control the process (X̃t). For this, the
following is a key lemma, where we denote by

τn := inf{t ≥ n : Us ≤ ǫ ∀ s = t− n+ 1, . . . , t}, n ∈ N, (3.2)

that is, the first time that the sequence (Ut) successively has taken values
below ǫ over a time period of length n.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that the RWDRE model satisfies Condition b). Then,
for any n ∈ N,

sup
A0,A1∈A

sup
B∈H≥n

|PP(·|A0)(B | τn = n)− PP(·|A1)(B | τn = n)| ≤ φ̃(n).

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Fix n ∈ N, A0, A1 ∈ A and B ∈ H≥n. Denote by P̂ a

coupling of P(· | A0) and P(· | A1) satisfying P̂(ω
(P(·|A0)) 6= ω(P(·|A1)) on C(n)) ≤

φ̃(n), e.g. the optimal coupling in the sense of total variation distance on
FC(n). Next, extend this coupling to include two independent sequences,
(Ut) and (Vt), of i.i.d. Unif(0, 1) random variables. Then, consider the ran-

dom walks (X̃
(P(·|A0))
t )t≥0 and (X̃

(P(·|A1))
t )t≥0 in environment ω(P(·|A0)) and

ω(P(·|A1)), respectively, constructed to satisfy (3.1), where (Ut) provide the
common noise and where both processes apply Vt for determining the jump in
case Ut > ǫ. Thus, the two processes make the same jump whenever they ob-
serve the same local environment. By construction, conditioned on {τn = n},
their paths necessarily agree for the first n steps and, moreover, during this
time no information about the true environment is revealed. Hence, we have
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that,

|PP(·|A0)(B | τn = n)− PP(·|A1)(B | τn = n)|
≤P̂(ξ̃

(P(·|A0))
t 6= ξ̃

(P(·|A1))
t for some t ≥ n | τn = n)

≤P̂(ω(P(·|A0)) 6= ω(P(·|A1)) on C(n) | τn = n),

=P̂(ω(P(·|A0)) 6= ω(P(·|A1)) on C(n)),

where the last equality follows since τ is independent of the environment.
Since this holds for any A0, A1 ∈ A and B ∈ H≥n, the claim of the lemma
follows.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 under Condition b). Let n ∈ N and A0, A1 ∈ A. Then,
for any B ∈ H≥t with t > n, by the triangular inequality, we have that

∣∣PP(·|A0)(B)− PP(·|A1)(B)
∣∣ ≤

t∑

s=n

∣∣PP(·|A0)(B | τn = s)− PP(·|A1)(B | τn = s)
∣∣PP(τn = s)

+2PP(τn > t).

Further, by a time shift and utilising Lemma 3.1, we note that
∣∣PP(·|A0)(B | τn = s)− PP(·|A1)(B | τn = s)

∣∣ ≤ φ̃(n). (3.3)

Consequently, combining these two bounds and that PP(τn ≤ t) ≤ 1, we have
that

∣∣PP(·|A0)(B)− PP(·|A1)(B)
∣∣ ≤ φ̃(n) + 2PP(τn > t). (3.4)

Since the sequence (Us) is i.i.d., by a comparison with a geometric distribu-
tion,

PP(τn > t) ≤ (1− ǫn)⌊t/n⌋.

Using that 1− x ≤ exp(−x) and by setting n = n(t) = c1 log(t) with c1 > c0
where ǫ = e−c0 it follows that PP(τn > t) ≤ exp(−t1−c0/c1/c1 log(t)). By
inserting this bound into (3.4) we conclude the proof.

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 2.2 assuming Condition a) to hold
for which we argue by using a slightly differently construction. Particularly,
we introduce an additional element, denoted by ?, and let Ω̃0 = Ω0 ∪ {?}.
Moreover, similar to the above construction, let (Ut)t≥0 be an independent
sequence with Ut ∼ Unif [0, 1]. Then, for A ∈ A, n ∈ N, and given the
sequence (ut) of (Ut), we construct a process (ξ̃t) on Ω̃ × R iteratively as

follows. Firstly, at time t = 0, if u0 ≤ ǫ, we set ξ̃
(1)
0 =? and otherwise

ξ̃
(1)
0 ∈ Ω0 = {ω1, . . . , ωK} and sampled according to the probabilities

P(ω ≡ ωi on ∆ | A)− ǫ/K

1− ǫ
, i = 1, . . . ,K. (3.5)
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Then, given the state of ξ̃
(1)
0 , we sample ξ̃

(2)
0 according to the probabilities of

the corresponding jump function, i.e. P(ξ̃
(2)
0 = y) = α(i, y) if ξ̃

(1)
0 = ωi ∈ Ω0

and P(ξ̃
(2)
0 = y) = α(?, y) with α(?, y) = K−1

∑K
i=1 α(i, y) if ξ̃

(1)
0 =?.

Note that, by construction, when averaging over U0, the law of ξ̃
(2)
0 agrees

with that of ξ
(2)
0 under PP(·|A). Moreover, at least in principle, we can also

obtain ξ0 using this construction. Indeed, given ξ̃ ∈ Ω̃0 ×R, we can sample
ξ0 according to the probabilities

P(ξ0 = (ωi, y) | ξ̃ = (ω̃j, z)) = 1ω̃j∈Ω01ξ0=(ω̃j ,z)

+ 1ω̃j=?1y=zP(θy,1ω = ωi | A)
α(i, y)

∑K
l=1 α(l, y)

,

(3.6)

which, when averaging over ξ̃ and U yields a process with the same law as
the original (ξt) process under PP(·|A).

For 1 ≤ t ≤ τ
(u)
n − n with τ

(u)
n = inf{t ≥ n : us ≤ ǫ ∀ s = t− n + 1, . . . , t}

we iterate the above procedure. More precisely, if ut ≤ ǫ, we set ξ̃
(1)
t =?

and otherwise ξ̃
(1)
t ∈ Ω0. In the latter case its precise state depends on the

realisation of (ξ̃s)s=0,...,t−1 and is sampled (similar to (3.5)) according to the
probabilities

P

(
θ∑t−1

s=0 ξ̃s,t
ω ≡ ωi on ∆ | A ∩At((ξ̃s)s=0,...,t−1)

)
− ǫ/K

1− ǫ
, i = 1, . . . ,K.

Here, At((ξ̃s)s=0,...,t−1 corresponds to the event that (ξ̃s)s=0,...,t−1 equals the
particular realisation of ξ̃s sampled prior to time t and P(θ∑t−1

s=0 ξ̃s,t
ω ≡

ωi on ∆ | A ∩At(ξ̃)} is the induced probability on Ω0, obtained in a similar

vein as in (3.6) in a iterative fashion. Then, given the state of ξ̃
(1)
t , we sample

the state of ξ̃
(2)
t in the same way as at time t = 0.

Now, for times t ≥ τ
(u)
n − n + 1, we change approach, mimicking that as

used under Condition b). Firstly, we sample the future environment ω ∈ Ω on
Z
d×Z

≥τ
(u)
n

according to PP(·|A∩A
τ
(u)
n −n

((ξ̃s)s=0,...,τ
(u)
n −n

)), but shifted such

that (
∑τ

(u)
n −n
s=0 ξ̃s, τ

(u)
n − n) is the new space-time origin. Moreover, for each

t ∈ [τ
(u)
n −n+1, τ

(u)
n ], we set ξ̃

(1)
t =? and sample ξ̃

(2)
t independently according

to the probabilities of the corresponding jump function α(?, ·). Then, letting
X̃

τ
(u)
n

=
∑τn

t=0 ξ̃
(2)
t , we sample (X̃t)t≥τ

(u)
n +1

according to (3.1) and from this

we construct the corresponding local environment process (ξ̃t)t≥τ
(u)
n −n+1

by

using (2.1). What we have obtained by the above is a construction of a

process (ξ̃t) such that, when averaging over U , the law of (ξ̃
(2)
t ) agrees with

that of (ξ
(2)
t ) under P(· | A). Moreover, the law of (ξ̃

(1)
t ) agrees with that of

(ξ
(2)
t ) for all t ≥ τ

(u)
n .
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Proof of Theorem 2.2 under Condition a). Let n ∈ N and A0, A1 ∈ A. We
argue similarly as in the proof under Condition b), but now with the above
new construction of (ξ̃t). This still depends on an i.i.d. sequence (Ut) of
Unif(0, 1)-random variables and so we can define τn just as in (3.2). Further,
for any B ∈ H≥t with t > n, by the triangular inequality, we have that

∣∣PP(·|A0)(B)− PP(·|A1)(B)
∣∣ ≤

t∑

s=n

∣∣PP(·|A0)(B | τn = s)− PP(·|A1)(B | τn = s)
∣∣PP(τn = s)

+2PP(τn > t).

Now, to control the term within the sum, we couple the two processes (ξ̃
(A0)
t

and (ξ̃
(A1)
t ) having marginals PP(·|A0) and PP(·|A1) respectively using the new

construction. For this, (Ut) provide the common noise and, prior to time

τn − n, an additional sequence (V
(1)
t , V

(2)
t ) of i.i.d. Unif(0, 1) random vari-

ables, common to both processes, is applied for determining ξ̃t in case Ut > ǫ
in the above iterative scheme. Thus, whenever Ut < ǫ, the two processes agree
at time t and this happens independently of the evolution of the processes
prior to this time. Moreover, in the event that τn = s, we sample the future
environment for the two processes according to the optimal coupling, in the

sense of total variation distance on FC(n), of PP(·|A0∩As−n((ξ̃
(A0)
t )t=0,...,s−n))

and PP(·|A1 ∩As−n((ξ̃
(A1)
t )t=0,...,s−n)) respectively, shifted such that the ori-

gin corresponds to (
∑s−n

t=0 ξ̃
(A0)
t , s − n) and (

∑s−n
t=0 ξ̃

(A1)
t , s − n) for the two

environments, which we denote by ω(A0) and ω(A1). Then, by construction,
we have that

∣∣PP(·|A0)(B | τn = s)− PP(·|A1)(B | τn = s)
∣∣

≤P̂

(
ξ̃
(A0)
t 6= ξ̃

(A1)
t for some t ≥ s | τn = s

)

≤P̂

(
ω(A0) 6= ω(A1) on C(n) | τn = s

)

≤φ(n)

Here the second to last inequality follows since ξ̃
(A0)
t = ξ̃

(A1)
t for each t =

s − n, . . . , n and so the corresponding random walks necessarily are at the
same location at time s, and the last inequality holds by construction of the
coupling P̂. Thus, (3.3) holds, and from this we conclude the proof by exactly
the same arguments preceding (3.3) as in the proof of Theorem 2.2 under
Condition b).

3.2 Proof of Proposition 2.1

By standard compactness arguments, there exists a sequence (tk)k≥N along
which the Cesaro limits of the local environment process converges weakly

12



towards a stationary distribution, say ν, defined on (ΞZ,H). That is, for any
local event B ∈ H[m,n],

lim
k→∞

1

tk

tk∑

i=max(1,−m)

P−i(B) = ν(B). (3.7)

and ν(B) = ν(θsB) for any B ∈ H, where θs denotes the shift operator on
ΞZ such that θsξt = ξt+s.

Our first result is an easy, but robust comparison between ν and the local
environment process that will be important to the following analysis.

Lemma 3.2. Let ν be any limiting measure as in (3.7). Then, for any event
A ∈ H≤−1 := H(−∞,−1], on H≥0 with ν(A) > 0,

inf
i∈N

inf
A0∈H[−i,−1]

P−i(· | A0) ≤ ν(· | A) ≤ sup
i∈N

sup
A1∈H[−i,−1]

P−i(· | A1)

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that A is a cylinder event inH[−m,−1]

with m ≥ 1. Then,

ν(B | A) = lim
k→∞

1

tk

tk−m∑

i=0

P−(i+m)(B ∩A)/ν(A).

= lim
k→∞

1

tk

tk−m∑

i=0

P−(i+m)(B | A)P−(i+m)(A)/ν(A).

≥ inf
i∈N

inf
A0∈A

−1
−i

P−i(B | A0) lim
k→∞

1

tk

tk−m∑

i=0

P−(i+m)(A)/ν(A)

= inf
i∈N

inf
A0∈A

−1
−i

P−i(B | A0)

since limk→∞
1
tk

∑tk−m
i=0 P−(i+m)(A) = ν(A) by assumption. This yields the

lower bound. The proof of the upper bound is analogous.

Thus, in order to control the stationary distribution ν it is sufficient to
control the conditional measures P−i(· | A) for A ∈ H[−i,−1]. Next we take
advantage of this observation to provide sufficient conditions for transferring
mixing properties from the local environment process to ν. Before stating
these conditions, we recall that any stationary distribution on (ΞZ,H), say
ν, is ergodic if all translation invariant events, i.e. events A ∈ H such that
θsA = A, have either ν-measure 0 or 1.

Proof of Proposition 2.1 i). Let ν∗ be any limiting measure as in (3.7). By
Lemma 3.2, if limt→∞ φ̂(t) = 0, then also limt→∞ φ(t) = 0, where

φ(k) := sup
A∈H≤−1

sup
B∈H≥k

|ν(B | A)− ν(B)|.

13



That is, ν∗ is so-called φ-mixing. Since this applies to any limiting measure
defined as in (3.7) they all necessarily φ-mixing. Now, as is well known,
φ-mixing implies triviality on H∞ and hence ergodicity. Moreover, all such
limiting measures agree since they agree on H∞ and are ergodic. Thus, the
measure given by

ν(·) := lim
k→∞

1

k

k∑

i=1

P−(i)(·) (3.8)

is well defined. In the terminology of [20], this means that PP is asymptoti-
cally mean stationary (AMS) with ν as its stationary mean. Particularly, by
[20, Corollary 7.6], ν and PP agree on H∞.

Proof of Proposition 2.1 ii). Since the assumption of Proposition 2.1 i) is
fulfilled, we have that ν given by the limit (3.8) is well defined, ergodic and
agree with PP on H∞. Thus

lim
t→∞

t−1Xt = lim
t→∞

t−1
t∑

i=1

ξ
(2)
i

converges a.s. both under PP and ν to the same limit v = ν(ξ
(2)
1 ), where

the latter follows since ν is ergodic. Moreover, as concluded in the proof of
Proposition 2.1 i), we have that PP is AMS with respect to ν and therefore,
by e.g. [20, Theorem 8.1], the convergence also holds in L1.

Proof of Proposition 2.1 iii). Recall from the proof of Proposition 2.1 i) that
ν is φ-mixing. This implies that also the projection of (ξt) onto the second
coordinate is stationary and φ-mixing under ν. Thus, the statement follows

by [27] in this stationary case by noting that Xt =
∑t

i=1 ξ
(2)
i and since

the range of (Xt) is bounded. By a detailed look at the proof in [27] it is
evident that the stationarity assumption can be replaced by the property that
limt→∞ φ̂(t) = 0. For completeness, we now present the details, assuming
without loss of generality that v = 0.

Let N and L be (large) natural numbers that we determine later. For
q, j, k ≥ 1, let

Y
(q)
j =

1

L

L∑

i=1

ξ
(2)
i+NL(j−1)+(q−1)L, Z

(q)
k =

1

k

k∑

j=1

Y
(q)
j

and note that 1
NLkXNLk = 1

N

∑N
q=1 Z

(q)
k . Thus, for any ǫ > 0 fixed, we have

that

PP(‖
1

NLk
XNLk‖ > ǫ/2) ≤

N∑

q=1

PP(‖Z(q)
k ‖ > ǫ/2) (3.9)
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Further, by the (exponential) Markov inequality, we have that

PP(‖Z(q)
k ‖ > ǫ/2) ≤ e−kǫ/2E(exp(

k∑

j=1

‖Y (q)
j ‖))

The gist of the proof is now to choose N and L large in such a way that
the latter expectation term does not blow up too fast in k. For this, fix
δ < 1

2 (e
ǫ/2 − 1) and set N such that, for any q ≥ 1,

|EPP
(exp(‖Y (q)

j+1‖) | Y
(q)
1 . . . , Y

(q)
j )− EPP

(exp(‖Y (q)
1 ‖))| ≤ φ̂(N)eR ≤ δ,

where R = max(‖x‖ : x ∈ R). Further, since t−1Xt → v in L1 by Proposition
2.1ii), we may tune L large such that (recall that we consider v = 0)

EPP
(exp(

1

L
‖XL‖)) = EPP

(exp(‖Y (1)
1 ‖) < 1 + δ.

Consequently, using the triangular inequality, we have that

EPP
(exp(‖Y (q)

j+1‖) | Y
(q)
1 . . . , Y

(q)
j ) ≤ 1 + 2δ.

In particular, this implies that

EPP
(exp(

k∑

j=1

‖Y (q)
j ‖)) ≤ (1 + 2δ)k.

By our choice of δ, we hence have that PP(‖Z(q)
k ‖ > ǫ/2) decays exponentially

in k, and by (3.9) the claim of the corollary follows for times t = NLk, k ≥ 1.
To extend the exponential decay to arbitrary k ≥ 1 is standard, see e.g. [11,
Page 482].

The proof of Proposition 2.1 iv) relies on the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. If the model is strongly elliptic and limt→∞ φ̂(t) = 0, then ν
and P are mutually absolutely continuous on the sub-σ-algebra G≥0 ⊂ H≥0

only concerning events of the second coordinate (ξ2) (i.e. the jump steps of
(Xt)).

Proof of Lemma 3.3. By the strong ellipticity property, for any k ≥ 0, the
measures ν and PP are mutually absolutely continuous on the sub-σ-algebra
G[0,k] ⊂ H[0,k] restricted to events of the second coordinate (ξ2). Therefore,
by [19, Theorem 5], we have that ν and PP are mutually absolutely continuous
on G≥0 if and only if

ν

(
lim sup
n→∞

Zn < ∞
)

= 1 and PP

(
lim sup
n→∞

Wn < ∞
)

= 1. (3.10)
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where Zn :=
dν|G[0,n]

dPP|G[0,n]
and Wn :=

dPP|G[0,n]

dν|G[0,n]
. Since the events in (3.10) are in

the tail σ-algebra H∞, by Proposition 2.1 i) this is equivalent to

PP

(
lim sup
n→∞

Zn < ∞
)

= 1 and ν

(
lim sup
n→∞

Wn < ∞
)

= 1.

Now note that (Zn,Gn, ν) and (Wn,Gn, PP) form non-negative martingales.
Therefore, applying Proposition 2.1 i) once more, these converge to Z∞ and
W∞, respectively, both ν-a.s. and PP-a.s. Further, by this and Fatou’s lemma,
we find that

Eν

(
lim sup
n→∞

dν|G[0,n]

dPP|G[0,n]

)
≤ 1 and EPP

(
lim sup
n→∞

dPP|G[0,n]

dν|G[0,n]

)
≤ 1.

From this we conclude that (3.10) indeed holds.

Proof of Proposition 2.1 iv). As concluded in the proof of Proposition 2.1 i),

the process (ξt) under ν is φ-mixing. Thus, again since (ξ
(2)
n ) is bounded it

follows by [24, Theorem 2.1] that, as soon as lim infn→∞ EPν [(α ·Xn−EPν (α ·
Xn))

2] = ∞, the process (α ·Xn) satisfies an aFCLT under ν in the form of
Theorem 1.2 i). Moreover, [10, Theorem 1] implies that under the additional
assumption on the mixing rate, the statement of Theorem 1.2 ii) holds with
σ = limn→∞ n−1Varν(α ·Xn). From this the conclusion of Theorem 1.2 iii)
holds by applying Cramér-Wolds device.

In order to conclude the aFCLT under PP, by [30, Corollary 3], it is suf-
ficient to show that PP is absolutely continuous to ν on the sub-σ-algebra
G≥0 ⊂ H≥0 only concerning events of the second coordinate (ξ2) (i.e. the
jump steps of (Xt)). This is the statement of Lemma 3.3 and from which we
conclude the proof.

3.3 Divergence of the variance

As shown in [23, Theorem 2.1], for stationary real-valued φ-mixing processes
either supnVar(Xn) < ∞ or Var(Xn) = nh(n) for some slowly varying func-
tion h. In the literature on central limit theorems for weakly dependent
random variables it is therefore common practice to assume that the vari-
ance diverges to infinity [10]. General arguments for proving this divergence
seem rather scarce with [1] and [13] being notable exceptions. The method of
the former was applied successfully to prove the aFCLT in [26, Theorem 3.5]
which, when properly adapted to our model setting yields that the variance
grows linearly in n when φ̃ decays exponentially fast.

We believe that the assumption on the variance of Xn in Proposition 2.1
iii)-iv) and Theorem 1.2 for most (if not all) path-cone mixing and strongly
elliptic RWDRE models is redundant. For instance, with α ∈ R

d \ {o}, a
simple application of Chebychevs inequality implies that

Var(α ·Xn) ≥ ǫ2P (|α ·Xn − α · nv| > ǫ)
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from which it follows that lim supn P (|α ·Xn − α · nv| > ǫ(n)) > 0 for some
ǫ(n) → ∞ suffices. Under certain restrictions on the dimension, by the
arguments of [25], the latter holds even without any mixing requirements.
More precisely, assuming that {y ∈ Z

d : α(i, y) > 0} span Z
d for each i =

1, . . . ,K, and reasoning as in the proof of [25, Proposition 1.4], we have that
there is some universal constant C > 0 such that

P (‖Xn − nv‖ > ǫ) ≥ 1−Cǫd/nd/2−K+1.

Hence, we have lim infn→∞Varν(α · Xn) = ∞ for any α ∈ R
\{o} whenever

d > 2(K − 1).
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