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Abstract. We consider a recursive system which was introduced by Derrida
and Retaux (J. Stat. Phys. 156 (2014) 268-290) as a toy model to study the
depinning transition in presence of disorder. Derrida and Retaux predicted the
free energy Fio(p) of the system exhibit quite an unusual physical phenomenon
which is an infinite order phase transition. Hu and Shi (J. Stat. Phys. 172
(2018) 718-741) studied a special situation and obtained other behavior of the
free energy, while insisted on p = p. being an essential singularity. Recently,
Chen, Dagard, Derrida, Hu, Lifshits and Shi (Ann. Probab. 49 (2021) 637-670)
confirmed the Derrida-Retaux conjecture under suitable integrability condition.
However, in the mathematical review, it is still unknown whether the free energy
is infinitely differentiable at the critical point. So that, we continue to study the
infinite differentiability of the free energy in this paper.
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1 Introduction

Fix an integer m > 2. Let X be a random variable which takes value of {1,2,3,---}.
Let p € [0,1], and let X, be a nonnegative integer-valued random variable which satisfies
Px, = (1 =p)do + pPx;, ie.,

P(Xo=0)=1-p, PXo=k)=pP(X;=k) foreachk>1. (1.1)
For n > 0, we recursively define
Xn+1 = (Xn,l + Xn’g + -+ Xn,m — 1)+, (12)

where X,,;,7 > 1 are independent copies of X,, and a* = max{a,0} for a € R. To avoid
trivialities, we may assume further ¢; := P(XJ > 2) > 0 for otherwise X,, < 1, n > 0 almost
surely when m = 2.

System {X,,,n > 0} satisfied (I.2]) is generally called the Derrida-Retaux system. Derrida-
Retaux [11] used it as a toy model to study the depinning transition, Collet, Eckmann,
Glaser and Martin [8] as a spin-glass model, Li and Rogers [I5] as a hierarchical model.
The Derrida-Retaux system is also a max-type recursive distribution equation, see Aldous
and Bandyopadhyay [I]. Moreover, it is closely related to the parking model on an infinite
regular tree, see Aldous, Contat, Curien and Hénard [2]. There are difference continuous
versions of Derrida-Retaux system, see Hu, Mallein and Pain [13], Chen, Dagard, Derrida
and Shi [4]. For more references and conjectures about the Derrida-Retaux system, one can
see [12], [6] and [7].

Collet, Eckmann, Glaser and Martin [8] showed that there exists a phase transition for
system {X,,,n > 0}.

Theorem A (Collet et al. [§])
(1) If (m — 1)E(Xym™°) < E(m*°) < oo, then lim E(X,) = 0;
n—oo

(2) If (m — 1)E(Xom™®) > E(m™°) or E(m*°) = oo, then lim E(X,) = oco.

n— o0

Indeed, as known in [§] (also see [5]), E(m*") — (m — 1)E(X,m*") keeps the same symbol
as E(m*°) — (m — 1)E(Xom™°). Accordingly, system {X,,,n > 0} is said to be subcritical if
(m—1)E(Xom™X°) < E(m™*°), critical if (m — 1)E(Xom*°) = E(m™*°) < co and supercritical
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if (m —1)E(Xom™) > E(m~*°) or E(m*°) = co. Let

1
Pc:

= TFB(m = DX~ Dm) < Y-

The value p = p, is just the unique solution satisfying E(m*X°) = (m—1)E(Xym>°), provided

E(X;m®%0) < co. So that, we can rewrite Theorem A as: Under E(X;m*0) < oo,

lim E(X,)=0 for p<p. and lim E(X,) =00 for p>p.

n—oo n—oo

It is important to study the quantity
(X,) — 1

Fe(p) == lim | B(X,) = lim 1 B m—1

)
n—00 mm n—00 mm

which is called the free energy of system {X,,n > 0}, see Derrida and Retaux [II]. By

Theorem A, under E(X;m*0) < oo the free energy also has a phase transition:
Fo(p)=0 for p<p,. and F(p) >0 for p>p..

Derrida and Retaux [L1] predicted system {X,,n > 0} exhibit an infinite order phase tran-
sition which is a Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless type, and gave a famous conjecture which
says that under suitable integrability condition on X, in the nearly supercritical regime

C +o(1)
(p —pe)'/?

Infinite order phase transition is quite an unusual physical phenomenon. Similar phenomenon

Fo(p) = exp{— |

were also shown in vertex-reinforced jump process on a regular tree [17], classical spin system
on a lattice with a long range inhomogeneous coupling [9] and explosive percolation with a
particular initial power-law distribution [10].
Later, Hu and Shi [14] considered a special X, which satisfies P(X; = k) ~ em™*k=2,
k — o0, for some constants ¢ < oo and a € R. They proved that if o < 2 then
1
(p — pe)v(@to()

where v(a) = 5= for a < 2 (note that E(X§m™0) = oo in such situation). Recently in [3], we

Fu(p) = exp{— oo e (1.3)

gave a partial answer to the Derrida-Retaux conjecture by showing that if E((X)3m*0) < oo
then

1
Foo(p) = eXp{_(p —p )1/2+o(1) }a p i/pc (14)
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We also considered the same situation P(X} = k) ~ em™*k~®, k — oo, and proved that
=5, 2<a <4,
) a > 4.

em™*k™2 k — oo, the free energy was shown in a different behavior:

(L3) still holds true for a > 2, with v(a) = While when P(X} = k) ~

N[= O

Foo(p) — exp(_e(c’-i-o(l))/p), plp.=0, (1_5)

where ¢ = m

However, in the mathematical review, it is still a problem whether the free energy Fi.(p)
is infinitely differentiable at p = p.. Even in the situation P(X; = k) ~ em k=%, k — oo,
infinite differentiability can not be derived directly from (L3), (L) or (L) owing to the
small term o(1). We need some carefulness. As it is known, see Russo [16], the percolation
probability on Z? is infinitely differentiable except at p = p. at most.

Based on the above factors, we study the infinite differentiability of F,,(p) in this paper.
Write £ (p) = %Fw(p), p € [0,1] for the k-th derivative of F(p), where PP (0) stands
for the right derivative at p = 0, while re )(1) for the left derivative at p = 1.

By (L2), we have E(X,41) = mE(X,) — 1+ P(X,, = 0)™ which implies E(X,) =
mrE(X,) — 2=t 4opn S BESOT g

m—1 i=0 mitl
. EX,) 1 — P(X, =0)"
Foo(p) = lim. "y —E(Xo)—m+ZT~

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Assume E(s%0) < oo for |s| <m. Then F,, € C*[0,1] and for k > 0,

FOp) =L ®me) -+ L px, =,

B dpF m— 1 — mn 1 dpk
where the summation converges uniformly in p € [0, 1].

Remark 1.2. Let a € R and ¢ > 0. Consider the example X which satisfies P(X§ = k) ~
em k= as k — 0o. We have E(s%0) < oo for |s| < m always, and so F,, € C*[0,1].

Remark 1.3. Assume E(s%0) < oo for |s| < m. As the summation in Theorem [Tl converges

uniformly, we have

A" B(X,)

, k>0, pelo1].



Remark 1.4. Assume E(X;m%0) < co. Then p, € (0,1). By Theorem [LT], F, is infinitely
differentiable at p = p.. By Theorem A, F(p) =0 for p € [0, p.). Hence

E® (p )—hmF J(p) =0, k>0.

pIPe

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, by using the Hoeffding’s
inequality and admitting Propositions 2.3 and 2.4l we give the proof of Theorem [[.TI Where,

m"—k
Proposition 2.3 gives upper bounds for |%€,€P(Xn = 0)| in terms of P(X,, = 0), P( ; Xo; <
—1
m") and [[ E( mU-)EAM=9)ym=Dk. Proposition 4] shows some inequalities related to
1=0
P(X, =0) and H E( m(-0)AM=)) ym=1 "Tp Sections 3 and 4, we prove Propositions 2.3
and 2.4] respectlvely Some further remark and question is presented in Section 5.

Notation. We will use ¢; > 0,1 < i < 7 and ny,ny € Z* to stand for some constants

which are independent of p and n.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let us begin with the famous Hoeffding’s inequality.

Lemma 2.1. (Hoeffding’s inequality) Let a > 0. Let W,,n > 1 be a sequence of independent
random variables with 0 < W,, < a. Then

ZW<ZE Vo) <ehr p>1, t>0.

By (L2), >, Xni — 1 < Xy < 307, X, for all n > 0. Hence in the meaning of

n st st n
stochastic dominance, we have " Xo;, —m" < X, < > Xg;, where Xg;,7 > 1 are
independent copies of X,. So that we need estimate the summation of these X,,. With the

help of Hoeffding’s inequality, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that c; := P(X§ > 2) > 0. Then for anyp € [1 —%,1], k > 1 and
log (k) +log(*T1)

— |- logm

| + 1, we have

m"—k

P(> X, <m")<e )
=1



log(k)+log(“-4)

Proof. Fixpe [1-%,1], k>1andn > | J+1. Then (1+%)(m" —k) > m".

logm
Sil’lCG 1€ (07 1]7 pE [1 - _7 ]7 PXO = (1 _p>50 +pPX6‘ and Xg € {1727' ' '}7
E(Xo A2) = pE(X; A2) = p(1+ P(Xj 2 2)) = (1 - D)1 +e) 21+ 5.
Hence -
3 E(XoiA2) - %(m" — k) = [E(XgA2) - %](m" — k) > m".

i=1

Using Lemma 2.1] we obtain immediately

m"—k m"—k m"—k
n €1, n
P(> " Xo; <m") <P (Z (X0in2) < ) E(XoiA2) - - (" - k:))
=1 =1 =1

of

Next, we give two propositions which will be useful in the proof of Theorem [l

Proposition 2.3. Fiz § € (0,1). Assume ¢c; := E(m'=9%) < co. Let p € (0,1), k > 1,
n>1and M = |n— 46" Inn]|. Then the following three statements hold true:

k n P X'rL—O
LP(X, = 0)| < 28 ki B,

(2) | P (X = 0)| < 2 Rlm BT X < m?);
(8) There exists constant ny = ny(m, 0, co, k) € Zt such that for n > ny,

dk 35kn 1-8) (XA (M — m—1)k
d—ka(X": ‘ HE m( (M=) y(m=1)k

Proposition 2.4. Fizr § € (0,). Assume that ¢; == P(X; > 2) > 0 and ¢y =

» Tom
E(m=9%5) < co. Then there exist constants ¢; = c;(m, 6, c1, ca) > 0,3 < i < 5, such

that forp € (0,1) andn > M > 1,

n—M

H E(mIm)EAM=0)ym=1 < y2M o P(X, = 0) < cze” ™ (2.1)



Let us admit Propositions and 2.4 hold true for the time being whose proof will be

postponed to Sections 3 and 4 respectively, and we will use them to prove Theorem [I.1]

Proof of Theorem[IL 1. By X411 = (Xo1+- -+ Xpm—1)" for n > 0, we have E(X,,41) =
mE(X,) — 1+ P(X,, = 0)™ and so,

m

E(X,) = m"E(X,) —

n—1
n_l -
EIP(X = 0)"
m_1+;m ( 0)

Hence
E(X,) E(X0>_ 1 +§:P(Xn:0)m

n—oo M —1 mnt1

Fo(p) =

Since Py, = (1 — p)do + pPx;, P(Xo = {) is a polynomial function of p € [0, 1] for each
¢ > 0. Since X171 = (Xp1+ -+ X — 1)T for all n > 0, we can iteratively get that
P(X, = ¢) is a polynomial function of p for each n > 0 and ¢ > 0, too. It deduces that all
P (X, = {) are infinitely differentiable in p; Especially they have right derivatives at p = 0

and left derivatives at p = 1. So, we will have our main result if for each k£ > 0 there has

lim su P(X,=0)" =0. 2.2
ny—00 pE(Opl nzr;o m”+1 dp ) ( )
Since %}P(Xn =0)" = > (k1 7 m) H P(X, =0), we have
(kh k27"', km) k1+k2++km:k =1
d—kP(X =0)"| < mFmax{ |P(X, =0)| |iP(X =0)] |d—kP(X =0)] :
dpk n — — X n ) dp n Y ) dpk n — .

So, to prove (2.2), it is suffice to prove that for each £ > 0 uniformly in p € (0,1) as n — oo,

dF n
—P(X,, =0) = O(man). (2.3)
dp*

When k = 0, it is trivial for (23] since 0 < P(X,, =0) < 1.

Fix k > 1 and 6 € (0, 2™,). Let n; € Z* and ¢; > 0,3 < i < 5 be the constants in

» T0km?
. log(k)+log(2te1
Propositions 2.3 and 24l Let n > max{ L%

(2) of Proposition 2.3 and Lemma 2.2] we get

J+1,n}. If pe [1—9,1), then using

n_k

dk m 2
P(X, = 0)| < 2%Im™P( ) Xo; <m") < 2%kIm*"e 50" "0 = O(maw).

dpk



Otherwise, let p € (0,1 — ). By (1) and (3) of Proposition 23] we have

dk

P(X, = 0
d—ka(Xn _ O)‘ < mln{2kk|mkn ( 1 30kn H E (1— ciX(M))(m—l)k}7

()
where M = [n—6'Inn| and X™ = X; A (M —4). By Proposition 24} there has

M-1

E(m(~) X(M))m_1 < cym®M or P(X, =0) < cze ™" "
=0
Hence
dk c e_c4mn7]% i
WP(XH =0)| < max{Qkk:!mk"E’(T)k, m3okn (c;;m%M) }
4

_ [ 1lnn
< max{8"k!cscy Fmmemeam , chmPokn Y,

Since 0 € (0 Inm ),k > 1and m > 2, we have 6! > 4—?n and 50k < ==. Therefore,

7 10km?2 In 2m
uniformly in p € (0,1 — %) as n — oo,
d* k ko, k 0 poon n
WP(XN =0)| < max{8°klcsc;"m™e”“" " cimam } = O(m2m).

Such we prove (2.3]) and finish the proof of the theorem. O

3 Proof of Proposition

To obtain the bounds of %}P(Xn = 0) in Proposition 2.3} it is convenient to use a hierarchical
representation of system {X,,n > 0}, as in [, [11 [3].

Let T be a (reversed) m-regular tree. For any vertex v € T, denote by |v| the generation
of v. Let T,, := {v € T : |v| = n} for n > 0. So that, the initial generation Ty is just the set
of the leaves of T. For v € T\Ty, let v, v ... v(™ be the m parents of v.

For v € Ty, let Xi(v) be a random variable having the law as X, U(v) a binomial
random variable with P(U(v) = 1) = p. Assume further all these X (v), U(v), v € Ty are
independent. Define

X(v):=Xi(0)U(v), v e To; (3.1)



and iteratively set
X)) = (X)) 4+ + X)) -1)F, veT\T,. (3.2)

By definition, X (v),v € T,, are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d) having the
same law as X,,. We will use X to stand for (X (v),v € T).

For n > 0, write e,, for the first lexicographic vertex in the n-th generation of T. Since
X (ey,) has the same law as X,,, we will use the notation X,, = X(e,) if without making any
confusion. For v € T and 0 < n < |u|, set T" := {v € T : v is an ancestor of u} U {u}
and TY := T* N T,,. Then the value of X,, is determined by X (v),v € Tg". Therefore, our
question is changed into calculating the derivatives of E(f(X)), where f: RT — R is some
indicator function satisfying that the value of f(X) is determined by X (v),v € Tg".

To obtain a simple form of our result, we still need some notation. Let A be a finite
subset of Ty. We define 04X := (04X (v),v € T) which such that

01X (v) ==X (v)1jpgay + X§(V)1jeay, v € T; (3.3)
01X (v) =@ X (vW) + - + 01X (™) — 1)*, v € T\T,. (3.4)

Then the value of ©4X (e,) is determined by ©4X (v), v € T¢" for each n. Since X (u) <
X (u) for u € Ty, we have supg.z-4 OFX (v) = ©4X (v) for any v € Ty. Iteratively using
[B4), we have supg. g4 OF X (v) = ©4X (v) for v € T\Ty, too. For any function f on RT,

we define

VAR = 3 (~)EIB peP ),

B:BCA
where |A] is the cardinality of A. By definition, for any constants a,b € R and functions f
and g on RT,
VAaf +bg)(X) = aVAF(X) + bVAg(X). (3.5)

Lemma 3.1. Let k>1, n>0 andx, € Z" forv € Tg". Then

d* . k)
—P(X(v) = z,,v € Tf") = - g E(l{X\A:O}VAl{X(v):mu,UGTS"}>7 (3.6)
dp (1-p) .

ACT™:|Al=k

where the meaning of X |4 =0 is X(v) =0 for all v € A.



Proof. Fix x, € Z*, v € Tg" and set D := {v € T§" : x, > 0}, app := [[,cp P(XG(v) = ).
The left-hand side of ([B.6]) is easy to calculate. By (B.1]), for v € Tg®

P(X(v) =1z,) = P(X;(v)U(v) = z,,) = [P(X;(v) = z,)p] ev>0} (1 — p) {zv=0},

So,
P(X(U) =Ty, VU € T(e)n> = H P(X(U) = ;UU) = Q3D p‘D| (1 _p)m”—\’D|'
veT™
As a result,
d* D n_|D|
LHS@m =0ep5 5P (1-p)
k
kY, d" dr=h
= = D 1— m"—|D|
ozm,DhZ:% <h>(dphp )(dpk_h( P) )

kh D\ (m" —|D| PPk m"—|D|—k+h
it () (7 Py

Next, we calculate the right-hand side of (3.6]). Fix A C Tg with |A| = k. Let B C A.
By (B.3)), conditioned on event {X |4 =0, l{onx(w)=a,versr) = 1}, for u€ AND,

LiweBy 2 Lix(u)=0, ©8x(u)>0} = l{x|1=0, 08X (0)=2u} = 1;
while z, = ©8X (u) = X (u) > 1 for u € B. Hence there must has B = AN D conditioned

on {1¢x|,=0} {8 x (v)=zuwetsny = 1}. So, writing h = [A N D|, we have

1{X\A:0}VA1{X(v)=xv,ve1rg”} =lix|,=0} Z (_1)‘A|_‘B‘1{®BX(v):mu,v€T8"}
B:BCA

:1{X|A=0} (—1)k_h1{@AﬁDX(v)=xU,v6T8”}

=0T lxgw=a [] lww=n T[]  Lww=o-

veD veD\A veTF™\(D\A)

It follows immediately,

E(l{X\A:O}VA1{X(v):mu,v€’ﬂ‘8" 1)

[P =2 [[ PO =1 [ PO =0

veD veD\A veTF™\(D\A)
:(_1)k_h04m,D p\D|—h(1 _ p>m”—|D\+h'
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Therefore,

k
k!
RHS@:@) :mz Z E(l{X\A:O}VAl{X(v)ZIEu,vGTgn})
PI™ 520 Acten: A=k, | AND|=h

:(1 ]j!p>k05x,1) Z Z (_1)k—h p\D|—h(1 . p>mn—|D\+h

h=0 ACT{™:|A|=k,|AND|=h

k
|D| m" — |D| k—h _ n_|pl—
_pl _ Dl~h(q _ ym"—|D|~k+h
o> (1) (7, 2 ) .

Hence LHS@g = RHS@g holds true, we complete the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 3.2. For each k > 1 and n > 0, we have

d* 2k !
P =0lS g 30 P(Viixey #0, Xla=0)
P PP pcrsn | aj=k

Proof. Fix k> 1and n > 0. By 3.2), X(v) > X(v¥W) —1for T\ Ty and 1 < j < m. Hence
X(en) > X(w) —n+|v|, veT™.

It implies that conditioned on {X,, = 0} we have X (v) <n for all v € T¢". Hence

Lix,=0y = E Lix,=0, X(v)=20, veTsr}-
zy€{0,1,-- ,n} for veTy"

Since the value of X, is determined by X (v),v € Tg", the above equation can be rewrote as

1{Xn=0} = Z ax]-{X(v)::vv, ve’]I‘S"}a (37)

z,€{0,1,-+ ,n} for veTy

where a, € {0, 1} is non-random and satisfies L{X0=0,X (v)=20 weTe} = Qul{X(w)=2,veTin} SO,

P(X,=0)= > az P(X(v) = z,, v e TS). (3.8)

zy€{0,1,-- ,n} for veTy"

Since the sums on the right-hand side of (3.8]) have only finite terms, we have

dr dk o
WP(XTL =0) = Z e Ay WP(X(U) = x,, v € Ty").
z,€{0,1,-- ,n} for veTy™
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Using Lemma [3.1] and the Fubini Theorem, we get

d* k!
T b (X =0) = > Ay Y Ex=0 V' x@=rveryy)
p zy€{0,1,--,n} for veT™ p ACT™:|Al=k
k!
T F 2~ Elui- > 0 VM (X ()= veTsn )
ACTS™:| A|=k 2,€{0,1,--,n} for vETE
On the other hand, by [B.7) and (3.3)),
Z axVAl{X(v):xv,veTg"} =v4 Z Azl x(w)=2, vesr}
z,€{0,1,---,n} for veTy" z,€{0,1,---,n} for veTy"
:VAl{Xn:()}.
Therefore,
d—kP(X =0) = K > EQ vA1 )
R (R P Clamor ¥R
ACTE™:| A=k
Since |V x,—otl = | X (=) 1B g x()=0y| < 2¥ for A C T with |A| = k, we
B:BCA
draw out the conclusion of the lemma immediately. O

We have to estimate P(VA1x,—oy # 0, X|4 = 0), so that, we should understand what
will happen when event {V41;x, oy # 0} occurs.

Lemma 3.3. Let n > 0,7 > 0 and A C Ty with A # (). Then conditioned on event
{VA X (en)=iy # 0}, the following three statements hold true:

(1) X(v) <n+i—|v| for any v € T

(2) X (eq) > (i V 1);

(3) There exist some integers 1 >0, -+, x,, > 0 with (z; + -+ 2, — 1)" =i such that
VAmrg’(lj)l

(X(e¥))=a;} #0 for each 1 <j <m.
n’')=Tj

Proof. Fixn > 0,1 >0 and A C T with A # (. Suppose event {VA1y ()=} # 0} occur.

Since VA x(en=ip = > (1) gnx( )=y and > (1)1 = (1 — 1)l =0,
B:BCA B:BCA

0= yinf Lorxo < S0 Liorxien= = L
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Since ©F X (e,) > X (e,) for any B,

Lix(en)<iy = Sup Lionx(en<iy 2 Sup Lionx(en)=i}-

Hence X (e,) <. Furthermore, by X(e,) > X(v) —n + |v| for v € T*, we obtain (1).
Since supp. g4 O X (e,) = O X (e,), we have

Lii=oy l{eax (en)=0) < B}JIB%A Lo x(e,)=iy = 0.

and

Lorxenz) = SUP Lorx(enzi = SUP Lorx(en=ij = 1

So that we draw out the conclusion of (2).

We are left to prove (3). For short, we write [m] = {1,2,---,m}, A; = AN nglj) for
jelmand 5 = {(x1, -+, am): (@14 +2m—1)" =14, 7; > 0 for j € [m]}. By BF) and
Lix(en)=iy = > 1{X( ) we have

(T1,,Tm)EE e )=a; for je[m]}’
7“.7 m ‘—'i

A _ A .
VX (en)=iy = Z \4 1{X(e££>):xj for j€[m]}’

(x1,,2m)€EE;

On the other hand, since ©F1VUBn X (ef)) = 0B X () for any By C Ay, -+, B C A
and j € [m], we get that for each (zq,---,2,) € Z;,

A , _ _ 1)\|AlI~|B1U--UBm| _
\Y 1{X(e,(1])):mj for je[m]} ~ Z ( 1) ' 1{@Blu“'UBmX(0£f)):mj for je[m]}

BlCAly"' ,BmCAm
= Z (= 1) Akt AmD=(Brl+-+Bm)

B1CA1,++ . BmCAm

Ail—|B.
:H Z (=1l J‘l{@BjX(e,(g))zxj}

7j=1 BjCAj

_ Aj ]
N Hl VL )=y
]:

{@Bj X(eglj) )=z; for j€[m]}

Therefore,

A Aj
VA xeo-ip = HV”{X(CSS%%}'

(T1,2m)€E; =1
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Hence we have (3). O

Let us introduce some notation again. For v € Ty and n > 1, let v,, denote the unique

descendant of v in generation n. For u € T and A C T, set
Opa={vi:ve A 1<i<]|ul},
Lya:= {vV v € Oua, 1 <j<m}\ (0,4UA).
Then AU Q, 4 is the set of vertices of the smallest subtree of T which contains A U {u} if

|u| > 1, while @, 4 = 0 if |u| = 0. By observed, all T?, v € AUL,_4 are disjoint subsets of
T*. Since v; € {vi(_{)1 :1<j <m} for any v € Ty and ¢ > 0, we have

ILoaNTy| < (m—1)|A], i>0.

Lemma 3.4. Letn > 0. Then for eachi > 0 and A C Ty* with A # (), conditioned on event
{VALix(en)=i # 0},

O'X(e) = Y X(0)+) Xj(u) = |Oc,al- (3.9)

vELe,, A ueA
Proof. We will prove ([8.9) by reduction to n. It is true for (3:9) when n = 0 since Tg" = {eg},
Ot} X (eg) = X (ep) and Qg ey = 0 = Ley feo)- Let £ > 1. Assume that (3.9) holds true
for n = ¢ — 1, and we will prove it still holds true for n = /. _
Fix i > 0 and A C Ty with A # (0. As before, set [m] = {1,2,---,m}, A; = AN ’]1"82])
for j € [m] and I = {j € [m] : A; # 0}. Suppose event {V*1x(,)=i} # 0} occurs.
By (2) of Lemma [3.3] we have ©“(e;) > 1, which implies

O4e) =Y "X (ef) —1=Y 0Y%X(e!)+ Y X(e)-1.
j=1 jeI jelm\I

By (3) of Lemma [B.3] there exist some integers z; > 0,--- , 2, > 0 such that

VAjl{X(egj)) o) # 0 for all j € [m]. (3.10)

, o)
Note that |eé])| =/(—1land A; C ’]1"0/ with A; # () for j € I. So by (8.10) and the assumption
that (B.9) holds true for n = ¢ — 1, we can get

oM X(ef) = > X(v)+ZX§(u)—|@e§j>’Aj|, jel.

L (; A
veE céj),Aj UEA;
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Combining these equalities together, we obtain that conditioned on {VAl{ X(ep)=i} 7 0},

Ofe) =D (D, X+ X100, N+ > X)L

JEI vel (j u€A; JEMN\I
ey ,Aj

Since A = U A4;, Opa = {e} U U Oy , and Loa={e’ :je m]\IJUU L , . we
jel ]GI e ]EI ¢ )
obtain further

OMe) = D X(W)+ Y Xi(u) = |Ocal.

UE]Lee,A ueA

Such we prove that (3.9) holds true for n = ¢, and finish the proof of the lemma. O

By Lemmas B3l and B4, 3, | X(v) + 30,4 X5 (u) — |0, 4| > 1 conditioned on
{VA1x(en)=0y # 0}. So, we go ahead to study some quantity related to those |Qs, 4.

Lemma 3.5. Let k > 0. Then

S Ol < DT > (3.11)
ACTE™:| A=k

Proof. We will prove (3.I1)) by induction to k. When n > 1 and A = (), we have Q,, 4 = ()
and so (3.I1)) holds true for £ = 0. When n > 1 and v C T§", we have Q,, o3 = {v1,- -+, vn}.

So
g m_I(O)Cn,Al — E m_I(O)en,{v}‘ = E m_n =1.

ACTg™:|Al=1 veTy" vCT"
Hence (3.I1]) holds true for k£ = 1.
Now let ¢ > 2 and assume that (3.11) holds true for each k < ¢, and we will show it still
holds true for k = ¢. Let n > 1, A C Ty with |A| = £. Denote by w the first common
offspring of A, and set A; = AN Tf)”(j) for each 1 < j < m. Then

YAl =4 [Ocal =n—|w|+1+ ) [Oyu 4l
j=1 j=1
Since |A| =4 > 2, we have 1 < |w| <n, > (J4;] —1)" <{—2 and max |A;] < £—1. So,
i=1 <jsm

15



=

writing Ap = {(€1, -+, ) : 30 4 =1, (f—l)+<€ 2and 0 < /¢; <{—1for j}, we get

?Ms

1

J

n

m
E m_@e"'A — § § j : m—n"rh 1— Z —1 ‘(O)w(j),Ajl

ACTgnllA‘:E h=1 wETZ" (617 s m)GAZ A CT“’(J) with ‘A | Z for j<m
n m
_ 1 }: H } : m " Cu ;!
h=1 weT," (Creesbm)€he T=1 A 50T with |4;1=;

Let 1 <j <m. If we T{", then ']I‘B”(j) = {w"} and Oy g, = (), which implies

)
Z m = w(J)A]‘_l{Z <1}<m] |w|(€
A;CTEY) with |A;|=¢;
While if w € T\ (T U Ty) then |w"| > 1. By ¢; < £ — 1, we can use the assumption that
(B.I1) holds ture for k < ¢ to get

Z m Qe m (|w@))E=D" < " || G-

A;CTEY) with |A;|=¢;

Therefore,

n
> noees Tt 5 [l
ACTE™:|Al=¢ h=1 weT;" (b1, lm)ENy J=1
n
DI A >t SO

h=1 weT{ (1, Lm)€EA,

Since (l1,-++,lm) € Ay, we have 370, (¢; —1)7 < £—2and > 7', ¢; = £. Noting that

(a+b—1"+1=a"+37" (T)a" (-1 +1=a™+ 370 (7 )(b—l) +1=am+b"

for any a > 1, b> 1 and m > 2, we get > 7", €7" < (£ —1)" +1 < {™ — (. Hence

n
Z 1~ Cen.4 SZ TS | mnth1 IA| mi—tpt—2.
ACTS™:| A= h=1

Hence by |T5"| = m™™" and |A,| < m®, we obtain

_ mo__ _
Z mOna <t lpt=1,

ACTS | A=¢

16



Such (310 holds true for k£ = ¢ and we finish the proof. 0O
Now we are readily to prove Proposition 2.3

Proof of Proposition[2.3. Let n > 1 and k > 1. To be conciseness, for A C Tg* with
|A| = k we set

Eai={ Y X(0)+ 3 X3(u) — |00l > 1},

veLen,A ucA

Py :=P(X(e,) =0, X(v) <n—|v|forany v € Lo, a4, X|a =0, E4).

Then by Lemmas [3.2] and [3.4],

d* 2k !
P X =0lsg—y > PV #£0, Xla=0)
P P s A=k

2k k!
< E P(X(v) <n—|v|forany v € T, X|4 =0, E,)
(1-pt .
ACTS™: |Al=k

2!
3(1— )k > Pa (3.12)
p ACTE™: |Al=k

Next, we will prove the statements (1), (2) and (3) of Proposition 2.3] separately.
(1) Since Py < P(X(e,) =0) =P(X,, =0) for A C T" with |A| =k,

d* 2k k! 2k
|-—P(X, =0)| < Y P(X,=0) < S —m"P(X, = 0).
dp e A=k (1-p)

0 - -

(2) Since X (e,) > ZveTgn X(v) —m™, we get

Py<P()  X(v)—m"<0,X[4=0)

veTy™

=P( Y X(w)<m")[[P(X(v)=0)
veTy"\A vEA
m"—k

=P()  Xo;<m") (1-p)*

=1

17



where Xy ;,7 > 1 are i.i.d copies of X,. Taking the above inequality with (3.12]) and [{A C
Te @ |A] =k} < m™ | we obtain (2).
(3) Fix 6 € (0,1) and ¢, := E(m(179%5) < co. Choose
ny :=min{n > 10 : 2kc, md Hnn)2(m=1) k"0 mo"}.

(1=26)(Tyer, 4 X015 yea X5 @)=[0na])

Let n > ny. Since m > 1g,,

Py < E [ m!7 e, a X0 Ruea 500700 aD TT ) H Lix @w)<n—ol}

u€A ve]L

Since these X (u), 1{x(w)=0}, X (v) for u € A and v € L, 4 are independent,

Py < [[EmISOPX (@) =0)] - [T B 2Ol cnpy)] - m D0

u€A v€Le,,, A
n—1
:[E(m(1_25)X5)(1 _p)]\A| H[E(m(l_%)xi1{X~<n—i})]‘Le"’AmTi‘ m(%_l)‘@e"'*“.
=0

Since E(m(1720X0) < B(mU=9%0) = ¢y, |A| = k, |O,, 4| < |Aln and |L., aNT;| < (m—1)]A]

for i < n, the above inequality can be simplified as

(m—1)k
Py <[ca(1 —p (HE (1-29)X 11{Xi<n_i})> m 20k~ (O al (3.13)

So we need estimate [[I—) E(m( =291y .. ). Write M := [n—6""Inn| and xM .=
Xi; A (M —14) for each i < M. Then for i < |n—46"%(1+1nn)],

(1= )X = (1= 26)Xi1x,cniy 2(1 = 6)(M — i) — (1= 25)(n — i)
—(1=08)(n—M)+0d6(n—1
—(1+6 " nn)+6-67%(1 +1nn)
=t —-1>0.

It follows E(m 29Xy, iy) < E(m(l_‘g)Xi(M)) for i < [n—0"2(1+1nn)|. On the other

18



hand, for [n —6~2(1+1Inn)| < i < n we have m0=29Xi1x < md (407 Hence

n—1 n—1 |n—8"2(1+1lnn)] o
- i —2 nn — )
HE(m(l 26)X21{Xi§n—i}) < H m?® “(+nn) E(m(l 8)X, )
=0 i=|n—6"21lnn|+1 =0
M-1 0)
§7n<5*4(1-i-1mn)2 H E(m(l_é)Xi )
1=0

Hence by (B.13), we have

(m-1)
(M) _
PA S[C2(1 _p)]k ( 4(1+Inn)? H E (1-0)X; )) m26nk ‘(O)CnyAI'

By Lemma [3.5], we have ZAchn:W:k mOena < P n*-D7 Qo by B12),

d" 2k !
- P(X,=0)|<—~ ) Pa
dp (1-p) ACTS: |Al=k
M—1 (m—1)k
()
SQkk"Cg ( 4(1+1lnn)? H E (1-6)X; )) Z m26"k_|QCn,A‘
=0 ACTS™:|Al=k

M—1 (m—1)k
§[2kc2m 4(1+4Inn)? (m— (H E(m (1— 5X(M))> m20nk ko (=1t
=0

By the definition of n;, we then prove that (3) holds true for n > n;. We have completed
the proof of the proposition. O

4 Proof of Proposition 2.4

M—1
Proposition 4] crudely speaking, tells us [] E( mU=)&AM=0) ym=1 orowing to infinity
i=0
with speed at most m°™) uniformly in p € (0,1) as M — oo or P(X,, = 0) decaying with

at least doubly exponential speed eventually.
M-1
The idea of estimating the upper bounds of [] E( mU-)XiAM=2) ym—1
i=0

M—1
[5] and [3]. Inequality [] E(m*i)™~! < c¢M? was proved to be true for all M > 1 if system
=0

comes from [§],
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{X,,n > 0} is subcritical or critical, see Collet, Eckmann, Glaser and Martin [§] and Chen,
Derrida, Hu, Lifshit and Shi [5]. Recently in [3], Chen, Dagard, Derrida, Hu, Lifshit and Shi
M—1

showed that when p — p.+, it keeps ]:[ E(mX)m ! < dM? for 1 < M < '(p — p.)~ /2.
i=0

However, we need a uniform upper bounds in p € (0,1) as M — oo in the current paper. We
have to exclude some situation; Luckily, this situation play a role under which P(X, = 0)
decays with at least doubly exponential speed eventually, see Theorem [£.5]

To obtain the decay speed of P(X,, = 0) as required, we collect some properties for
general Derrida-Retaux systems; See Fact [4.1] Lemma [£.2] and Lemma (4.3 below. There, we

use K;,1 <17 <6 to stand for some constants which are independent of n.

Fact 4.1. ([3, Theorem 6.5 and Lemma 2.4]) Fixr 0 < a < 8 < 1,7 > 0 and n €
(0, 3(m—1—1)] Let {X,,,n > 0} and {Y,,n > 0} be two Derrida-Retauzr systems with (m —
DE(Yym') = E(mY) and P(Xy = k) > P(Yy = k) for all k > 1. Assume that P(Yy =
0) € [a, 8], E(Ypm*) < ~ and E(Xy — Yy) > 1. Then there exists some constant K, =
Ki(m,«a, 3,v,m) € Z* such that

max E(X;) > 2.

0<j<Ki
Lemma 4.2. Fix A € {2,3,---} and 6 > 0. Let {X,,n > 0} be a Derrida-Retaur system
with Xo < X and E(((m — 1)X, — 1)m*X°) > 0. Then there exist some constants Ky =
Ky(m, A\, 0) € ZT and K3 = Ks(m, A\, 0) > 0 such that

P(Xg,in=0) <e ™ n>0.

Proof. Assume Xy < X and (m — 1)E(Xom™°) — E(m*°) > 6 > 0. Then
(m — 1E(Xom*0) _ E(mX°) +46 1

P(Xy>1) > > > )

(Xoz1) 2 (m—1Am» = (m—1Im*» = (m —1)Am?

—0) = (m=1)E(Xom*X0)—E(m*0)
- ) T 1+(m—1)E(XomX0)—E(mXo)

Let Zy be a Bernoulli random variable which satisfies P (2
and P(Zp = 1) = 5 L X5y Then

+(m—1DE(XomX0)-E(m

6 1
_ = > .
and P(Zy=1)> T+ (m = o

Assume further Zj is independent of X, and let {Y,,,n > 0} be the Derrida-Reatux system
with Yy := X¢Zy. Then system {Y,,,n > 0} is critical, this is because

E(((m—1)Y, — 1)m™) = E(((m — )Xo — 1)m™)P(Zy = 1) = P(Z, = 0) = 0.
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We want to apply Fact @] for systems {X,,n > 0} and {Y,,,n > 0}, so that we should

check those conditions. By construction, we have the following;:

P(Yy=k) =P(Zy = D)P(Xy = k) < P(X, = k) for k > 1;

1
- (m —1)Am* (1 + (m — 1)Am?)’
E(Y2m') <E(XZm™) < X3m?*; and

0
E(Xo —Y0) 2E(1{x,>1,20=0}) = P(Xo > 1)P(Z, = 0) > = o (15 0)°
So, we can apply Fact [A.1] with o = 1%, g =1-— (m_1),\mk(11+(m_1),\mk)’ v = Am’ and

_ 9
= = aze) O et

max E(X,) > 2.

0<j<Ki(m,o.B,v,m)
We choose Ky := Ki(m,«, 3,7,1n), so that the value of K5 depends only on (m, A, #). Since
m > 2 and E(X,,11) > mE(X,) — 1 for all n, we have E(Xf,) > 2 always.
Since 0 < Xy < A, we have 0 < X, < mf2\. Let n > 0. Since X, ., is stochastically

m7l
greater than » " Xy, , —m”,

P(XK2+n = 0) < P(Z XKQJ —-m" < O)>

i=1
where Xp,;, @ > 1 are i.i.d copies of Xg,. By E(Xkg,) > 2 and 0 < Xg, < m®2)\, we apply
the Hoeffding’s inequality to get

2m™

PO X ) £ PO Xi £ 3 B(Xi) ) < ¢ e
=1 i=1 i=1

Taking K3 := m, we draw out the conclusion of the lemma. O

Lemma 4.3. Fiz 0 € (0,1) and 8 > 0. Let {X,,,n > 0} be a Derrida-Retaux system.
Assume that E(((m — 1)Xy — 1)s%°) > 0, E(((m — 1)X, — 1)s*11y,>13) > 0 and Xo < M
for some s € [1,m — §] and some M € {2,3,---}. Then there exist some constants K4 =
Ky(m,0,0) € Z% and K5 = K;5(m,9,60) > 0 such that

P(XM+K4+n = 0) S 6—K5m”’ n Z 0.
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Proof. Fix s € [1,m — ¢] and M € {2,3,---} which satisfy E(((m — 1)X, — 1)s%°) > 0,
E(((m—1)Xo—1)s*1x,513) > 0 and X, < M. Since Xy < M, we need only consider Case
[ ( max m*P(Xo=k+2)>1 )and Case Il ( supm*P(Xo=k+2) <1 ).

1<k<M k>1
Case I: Suppose there exists some 1 < k < M such that P(Xy = k+2) > m~". Since X,

is stochastically greater than max;;<,,» Xo; — k, where Xy;, i > 1 are i.i.d copies of Xy,

P(X}, > 2) >P(Xq,; = k + 2 for some 1 <i < m¥)
=1-(1-P(Xog=k+2))™
>1— (1 —m 5"

Since sup (1—2)* = lim (1—2)*  =e !, wehave P(X, > 2) > 1—e ' Let {X,,n > 0}
z€(0,1) =0+
be the Derrida-Retaux system with X, := X, A 2. Then Xy < 2 and

E((m —1)X, — )m™) >(2(m — 1) = )m?*P (X}, > 2) — P(X; = 0)
>2%(1—e ) —1>1.

So, we can apply Lemma for system {X,,n > 0} to get
P(Xreymaiyin = 0) < e Halm2m™ =p >
Since )~(0 < X}, we have Xn < Xgap for all n > 0. So,
P(Xk—i-Kz(m 2,1)4n = =0) < P(XKz(m 2,1)+ =0) < e~ Ka(m2L)m"
Since k < M, the above inequality can be rewrote as
P(XM+K2(m2 1)t 0) —Kg(m,2,1)m"+M*k < 6—K3(m,2,1)m"

Case II: Suppose P(Xo =k +2) <m™ for k > 1. Write t = m — 16 and set

Kg=min{t>2: 3 ((m— 1)k — 1)(2)* < it

k=/+1

22



Then

o0

B((m — 1)Xo - D Lixsmpny) = 3. ((m— Lk — DIP(Xo = k)

< > ((m =1k — 1)tFm ™
k=Kg+1

95

_4m

SIS

On the other hand, 1 > o2

— 2m

and E(((m —1)Xy — 1) XOI{XO>1}) > 0, we get

E(((m - 1)X, — 1)t™)
(m

=B(((m — 1) X0 ~ (P~ 550)1 ) + B(((m — )Xo~ 1)5)
>0 B(((m — 1)Xo ~ D51 x,21)
)
>—.
2

Hence

05 05 65

_ 1o > o T =
E(((m — 1)Xo — 1)t Ljo<xo<re}) = 2m  4m  4m’

Let {Xn, n > 0} be the Derrida-Retaux system with Xy := Xy A Kg. Then X, < Kg and

E(((m —1)Xo — 1)m™) > B(((m — 1)Xo — 1)t j0<x,<x5) > %

So we can apply Lemma for system {Xn, n > 0} to get
P(X =0) < e~ KalmKe. 5om™ > 0
Ka(m,Ke,£2)+n — = ) = U.
Since XO < Xp we have Xn < X, for all n > 0 which implies

. Kt 850
P(XM—i-Kg(m,Kg,f—;i)—i-n =0) < P(XM—i-Kg(m,KG,f—SL)-i-n = 0) < et Rogm”,

> 14 2 since s € [1,m — §]. By E(((m — 1)X, — 1)s*0

) >

0

We have obtained the estimates for both cases. Taking K, := Ky(m,2,1)V Ky(m, K, %)

and K5 := K3(m,2,1) A K3(m, K¢, 22, we finish the proof of the lemma.
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Now we return back to our setting. Recall that ¢; := P(X§ > 2) > 0. When m = 2, the

Derrida-Retaux system has a fix point d;, whose support is focused on set {1}. We have to
IOS(W)

log(3) J+1L

Lemma 4.4. If m =2, then P(X,, =1) <1 for any n > n,.

cope with the special case. Set ny := |

Proof. Fix m = 2, then

P(X,1=1) =2P(X, =2)P(X,, =0) +P(X, =1)*

VAN
N~ DN~

(P(X,=2)+P(X,=0)2+P(X, =1)°

<-(1-P(X,=1))*+P(X, =172~ (4.1)
Set £ :=inf{n > 0:P(X, =1) <1} Then P(X,, =1) > 1 for 0 <n < {. So, by [I)
for 0 < n < ¢ we have

1= P(Xup = 1) 21— (5(1 - P(X, = ) 4 P(X, = 1)?)
:%(1 +3P(X, =1))(1-P(X, =1))

5!
>2(1-P(X, =1).

It follows immediately,

| —P(Xy = 1) > (Z)nﬂu _P(Xy=1), 0<n<C

Since P(X§ > 2) >0, we have 1 - P(Xo=1)>1-P(X; =1) > P(X{ >2) > 0. Hence ¢

is finite and satisfies

L-P(X=1)> ()(1-P(Xo=1) > C)P(X; >2).

So,
log(prez=y)
log(3)  ~

On the other hand, by the definition of ¢, we have P(X, = 1) < 1. Using (1)) and

the inequality (1 — z)* + 2? < 1 for z € [0,1], we show that P(X,; = 1) < 1 once

P(X, =1) < L. Therefore, P(X, = 1) < 1 for n > £. We have completed the proof of the

no.
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lemma. O

We do not directly apply Lemma [£3] for system {X,,,n > 0} since that X,, is unbounded

in general. We need a truncation. Set
XM = X; AN (M —4), M>i>0.

Theorem 4.5. Fiz 6 € (0,1) and let M > ny+2. Assume E([(m—l)Xi(M)—l]in(M)) >0 for
some i € [ny, M —2|NZ and some s € [1,m—46|. Then there exist constants ¢; = ¢;(m,d) > 0,
i € {6,7} such that

P(X, =0)<ce ™ " n>M. (4.2)

Proof. Fix M > ny+2,ny < i < M—2and s € [1,m—6] with E([(m—1)X* —1]s%") > 0.
Then it is true for the following statement whose proof will be given a little later:

(M) 1
E([(m — I)Xi(M) — 1]8Xi l{Xi(M)Zl}) > Z (43)

By admitting (4.3)), we can apply Lemma for the Derrida-Retaux system (Xn, n > 0)
with Xy := XZ.(M) to get

_ m.s. L ymm
P(X(M_i)+K4(m,6,i)+n =0) < e folmapm®™ = >,
Since XO < X;, we have Xn < X, for all n > 0. It follows immediately for any n >
M + K4(m, 5, i),

P(X, = 0) < P(X,_; = 0) < ¢~ Kotmafm et
Set cg 1= Ks(m, 9, i)m‘K‘*(m"s’%) and ¢ = eKs(md.g), Using the above inequality and the
fact P(X,, = 0) <1 for all n, we draw out the conclusion of (4.2]).

We are left to prove (£3). If m > 3, then ((m — l)XZ-(M) — 1)1

By E(((m — 1)XZ-(M) - 1)in(M)) >0 and s > 1, we then have

M
x5y = 3(m = HxM.

(M)

1
E(((m—1)x™ —1)s% > B((m - XM > RS >

Lixonsyy) 23

Now let m = 2. Since i > ns, we apply Lemma [ to get P(X; = 1) <

1
PXM=1)=P(X;=1) < 5
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Since s > 1, we have E(((m — 1)XZ-(M) l)st(M)l{XW>>1}) > P(XZ-(M) > 2). Since E(((m —

1)XZ.(M) - 1)SXZ_(M)) > 0, we have E(((m — 1)XZ-(M) —1)sti 1

{xM>1y
Consequently,
(M) 1
B(((m = D)X = 1D on ) 25 (X = 0) + P > 2))
1 (o) _ 1
—1-P(X;7/=1)) > -
— (=P 1) >
Such (43]) holds true for any m > 2, and we complete the proof of the theorem. O

We will use the method developed by Collet, Eckmann, Glaser and Martin [8] to obtain
M—1
an upper bound of [] E(m(l_‘S)Xi(M)). Write HZ-(M)(S) = E(s X! )) for 0 <i < M and s > 0.

As in [§], set =
AP (s) s=[H(s) = s(s = DH (5)] (4.4)
_(m= 17)757" =) s HO () + 2 HM (5)].
Lemma 4.6. Fiz § € (0 ,16m) and s = m'°. Let ny < i < M —2 and set s; > 0 for the

(M)
value which satisfies E([(m — l)XZ-(M) — 1]5;-)(1' )=0. If s; > m — md>, then
(HM (s) — (m — 1)sHM ()12 < 20 (0)AM (5); (4.5)
AM (g) > el (4.6)
’ 128

Proof. Fix § € (0, 1Gm) s=m'%and ny <i < M —2 with s; > m — md>. Write x; = = for

conciseness. Then
mi=o m—° 29 )
r; < = < <1-
m—-—mdéd> 1—086 — 1—43 4

(1)
Since E(((m — I)XZ-(M) — 1)S-Xi ) =0,

HM(s) =(m — 1)s; HM (s;) = HM (s;) + HM (s)
= (km —k—1+25)sfP(x™ = k).

k>1

Hence
HM(0) =3 (km — k- 1)siP(XM = k),

k>1
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HM(s) = (m = 1D)sHM (5) =Y (1 = ab)(km — k - 1)sfP(XM = k)

k>1
and
APM(s) = 371 = (k + Dk + Zkak ) (km — k= DsfP(XM = k).

E>1
By s; > m — md3, we get
APM(s) 237 (1= (k + Vaf + kaf ™ = Pkat ) (km — k = DSFP(XM = k). (47)
k>1

1—2F)2 . .
Set 1 1= supy>; 1_(k+1)x’?(+km}?)“—63km@+1- Then by the Cauchy inequality,

(HM (s) — (m = 1)sHM ()2 < qi™ (0)AM (5).

)

We need an upper bound of 7. An elementary calculation gives for £ > 1 and = € R,

N
—_

201 — (k+ Daf + k") — (1 =2 = k(1 — 2’2" '+ (1 —2) ) (2" —2") (1 — 217,

I
o

. 1 1 1
Since 0 < z; <1 — 30 and 0 < 5~ < 55, we have

7

2(1 — (k+ l)atf + k:a:f“) —(1- :Ef)Q > k(1 — xi)zatl-“_l > k(%)%f“ > 253kxf+1.

So,
(1—ah)? <201 — (k4 Daf + k™ — k™), k> 1, (4.8)

which implies n < 2. So we have (4.5]).
We are left to prove (£6). By (£7) and (£8) we have

(A1) 1 k2 (v (M) _
A7 (s) 25 Z(l — ;) (km —k — 1)siP(X;7 = k)

1 2 k (M) _
>>(1— ;) > (km— k= 1)sfP(X = k).

k>1

Xi(lvf)

By ny <i<M—2 s, >m—mé >1and E([(m— DX™ —1]s7% ) =0, we have

M x M) 1
E((((m = D)X = Dsi ) gan,) > 4
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see (L3). Hence

Now, we make full prepare for the proof of Proposition 2.4l

Proof of Proposition 24 Fix § € (0, 15-) and ¢, :== E(m(!™%5) < oo. Let ¢ > 0 and
(1)
M > i+ 2. Set s; > 0 for the value which satisfies E([(m 1)XZ(M) - 1]3-Xi

;1) =0 as
before. we will show that (1)) holds true with ¢ := 128¢5"*" ' m™ 1672, ¢4 := cg(m, mo®)
and ¢z := c7(m, md?).

Since X is stochastically less than ) X, ; for each i > 0, we have
j=1

Hence
M—1 M—1
1 _1 M
HE (16X1 -1 < C;n(m )<072n
=0 i=0

By definition, ¢"*"" < ¢5. So, @) is true for M < ny + 1.
If M > ny+2 and if s; < m—md? for some ny <1< M —2, then 1< (s; V1) < m—mé>
(M)
and E(((m — 1)Xi(M) —1)(s; vV 1)Xz‘(M)) > E(((m— 1)Xi(M) — 1)55{2' ) = 0. So, we can apply

Theorem L5 by replacing (m, §) with (m, md?) to get
P(X, = 0) < cr(m,mé®)ecctmmom = =y > 6
Such (2.1)) holds true in this situation, too.
We are left to prove the case: M > ny + 2 and s; > m — md® for any ny < i < M — 2.
Let s € (1,m]. Recall the definition of AEM)(S) in (£4). Set

FoR) =1 — (s — D)k — (M= 13757” ~ )k + 1)), k ezt

Then AZ(.M)(S) = E(fs(Xi(M))). Since m > 2 and s € (1, m],

(m = 1)(m_8)]s: m_2(2m—s)s > 0.

—f()=[-1+(s—1)+2 - -
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By observed, k — —1+ (s — 1)k + %k(/{: + 1) and k — s* are increasing. Since
fs(0) = 1, we also have —f,(0) < —f(1). So that, —f,(k) is increasing in k € Z*. Set
XM= X, A (M —i) for 1 < j < m. Since X;py = (Xj1 4+ + Xy — 1T,

2%

XM = X A M —i—1) < (X5 44 X0 _ 1yt
By the property of —f(-), we obtain fs(X; ) > fs((X . Xz'(,An{) —1)*), and so
A (s) = B(A(XED)) = BUA((XSD + -+ X0 = 1)7)).

On the other hand, set Hi(M)(s) = E(in(M)) as before. Since XZ.(S@, 1 <j<mareiid
copies of X}M), we have E(S(Xi(»ﬂll)*'*X%)_lﬁ) =1 H}M)(s)m +(1-1) HZ.(M)(O)m. So, as
(29) in [§] and (29) in [5], we have

E(f,(X07 + -+ X0 — 1))

=AM (s (5 = T (m — 1)sHOY (5) — B ()P H (5)
Hence
AY() 2 =AM () HM (57!

m—Ss

—(m = D)sHM (5) = HP ()P M ()2

Choose s = m!'™° now. Since 0 € (0, 1z—) and s; > m — md®, applying Lemma E.6] gives
[(m = 1)sHM™ (s) = B () < 2B (0)A7 () < 2A1"(s).
Therefore, for no <i < M — 2,

ALY () 2 A () B (5) ! = 272 AP (5)HM ()

By 4 € (0, 1o) and m > 2, we have 2= =2 —m’ > m~*. So,

AL (s) > m—%AgM)(s)H.(M’(s)m—l.

i+1
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Iterating the above inequalities from i = ny to i = M — 2 gives

M—2
M — —1-n M m—
A (s) Z O AL ) [T H (s,
i=ng
which implies
M—2 M
H HgM)(S)m—l < Ag\/[—)l(s)m%(M—l—ng)‘
i=n2 A%];/[)(S)
By (£6), we have A,(g)(s) > f—;s. Since f(z,s) < f(0,s) = 1 for all z € Z*, we have
Ag\y_)l(s) = E(f(Xz(\y_)l, s)) < 1. Such we obtain
M-2
My, g 128
H Hz( )(8) 1 S ?m%M. (49)
i=no

Taking []/%," HM (sym=1 < a2 gD (5) = B(s¥#-17M) < s < m and ([@J) together, we

draw out

= 128
H Hi(M)(S)m—l < C2mn2 _ ?m%M ol < C3m25M.
i=0
We have completed the proof of the proposition. O

5 Some further remark

Recall Py, = (1 — p)do + pPx; which was defined in (LI). By Remarks [[.4] and [L.3} under

certain situation

k k
d— lim E(X.) = lim " B(X,)

dpk n—oo MM  lp=p. n—oo dpk m”  |p=p.

=0, k>0.

Intuitively, the derivative operation and the limit operation are exchangeable with respect

to % at p = pe. It is also interesting to study E(X,,) itself, see our previous papers [6] [7].
We will ask a similar question for E(X,,) but under a different definition of Xj.

We say a probability measure p on Z* is subcritical if > ((m — 1)k — 1)m*u({k}) < 0,
k=0

cﬂﬁwlﬁézﬂnréwk—wnﬁquD::Omﬁsmmmﬂﬁmlﬁé;«nr—wk—wnﬁquD:>Q
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So, the choice of Px, which satisfies (IT]) is just a linear combination of a subcritical §y and
a supercritical Pys.
Now we consider another choice of Xj. Let i and A be two critical probability measures

on Z* with u # A. Let {X,,,n > 0} be the Derrida-Retaux system which satisfies Py, =

P(Xo=Fk)=(1—-puk)+pr(k), k>0, pe(0,1).

So that Py, is a linear combination of two critical probability measures now. It implies Py,
is critical, that is to say, E(m*?) = (m — 1)E(Xym~°) < oo for p € (0,1). By Theorem A,
lim E(X,) = 0.

n—o0

We wonder whether the derivative operation and the limit operation are still exchangeable

with respect to E(X,,), so that, there is a question.

Question 5.1. Under certain integrability condition for p and A, do we have lim dipE(Xn) =
n—o0
0 forpe (0,1) ¢
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