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Abstract

This paper deals with a transient random walk in Dirichlet environment, or equivalently a
linearly edge reinforced random walk, on a Galton-Watson tree. We compute the stationary
distribution of the environment seen from the particle of an edge reinforced random walk. We
obtain a formula for the speed and give a necessary and sufficient condition for the walk to
have a positive speed under some moment conditions on the offspring distribution of the tree.

1. Introduction

An edge reinforced random walk (ERRW) is a non-Markov process that tends to favor
previously visited edges, first introduced by Coppersmith and Diaconis [7]. Let G = (V,E)
be an oriented graph and (αe)e∈E a set of positive deterministic weights. For two adjacent
points x, y ∈ V , we denote by (x, y) the edge from x to y. An oriented edge e is thus written
as e := (e, e), where e and e are the tail and head of e respectively. We define the ERRW
(Xn)n≥0 on G with transition probabilities

P(Xn+1 = y|X1, · · · , Xn) =
α(Xn,y) +NX

(Xn,y)
(n)∑

e=Xn
αe +NX

e (n)
1{(Xn,y)∈E}, (1)

where NX
e (n) := #{1 ≤ k ≤ n : (Xk−1, Xk) = e}. In words, if the process is at a vertex x

at time n, it will choose for its next step some neighbour y with probability proportional to
α(x,y) +NX

(x,y)(n).
By means of Polya’s urns, it is well-known that this process can be represented as a mixture

of Markov chains called Random Walk in Dirichlet Environment (RWDE), a special case of
random walk in random environment. Specifically, independently at each vertex x, pick a
random vector with positive entries (ηe)e=x = (η(e, e))e=x which satisfies

∑
e=x ηe = 1. The

joint law of (ηe)e=x is taken to be the Dirichlet distribution with parameters (αe)e=x, i.e. it
has density

Γ(
∑

e=x αe)∏
e=x Γ(αe)

∏
e=x

(yαe−1
e 1{0<ye<1})1{

∑
e=x ye=1}.

We call (ηe)e∈E a Dirichlet environment, and denote its distribution by DE(·). Given the
environment (ηe)e∈E, we define the RWDE (Xn)n≥0 as the Markov chain on G with transition
probabilities

Pη(Xn+1 = y|Xn = x) = η(x, y), (x, y) ∈ E.
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We write Pη
x(·) for the quenched measure Pη(·|X0 = x). The connection between ERRW and

RWDE is as follows: the RWDE (Xn)n≥0 under the annealed measure P(·) :=
∫
Pη(·)DE(dη)

is an ERRW.
In the article, we focus on the case where G is a super-critical Galton-Watson tree T with

some offspring distribution (pn)n≥0, and hence m :=
∑

n≥0 npn > 1. We consider it as an
oriented graph where each edge has two directions (from parent to child and child to parent).
We write ρ for the root, and xi, 1 ≤ i ≤ ν(x), resp. x∗, for the children, resp. the parent, of
a vertex x. Often, we will artificially add a parent ρ∗ to the root ρ, and we will call the new
tree T∗. Since we are interested in the transient case, we will preferably work on the event S
that T∗ is infinite.

Fix two positive numbers αp, αc. We study the ERRW (Xn)n≥0 on the tree T∗ named
(αp, αc)-ERRW where the weights (αe)e∈E are given by α(x,x∗) = αp and α(x∗,x) = αc, x ∈ T,
with X0 = ρ. It is a generalization of the model given in [17]. Similar to the λ-biased random
walk (see, for example, [14]), the (αp, αc)-ERRW introduces an asymmetry between moving
up or down in the tree. By the connection mentioned above, (Xn)n≥0 can be identified with
an (αp, αc)-RWDE on T∗. We denote by P(·) the annealed distribution of (Xn)n≥0 when we
also average over the tree T∗, and by E the associated expectation. To sum up, the walk
(Xn)n≥0 can be studied under three levels of randomness: under Pη (both the tree T∗ and
the environment (ηe)e∈E are fixed, the walk is a Markov chain), under P (the tree T∗ is fixed
and the walk is an (αp, αc)-ERRW on T∗), and under P where we average over everything.
We point out that what we defined is a directed ERRW on a tree, which corresponds, in the
setting of [17], to an undirected ERRW with weights (2αp − 1, 2αc).

Let (Ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ ν) have the distribution under P of(
η(ρ, ρ1)

η(ρ, ρ∗)
, · · · , η(ρ, ρν(ρ))

η(ρ, ρ∗)

)
. (2)

From Lyons and Pemantle [12], we know that the walk (Xn)n≥0 is transient P(·|S)-a.s. if and
only if

inf
t∈[0,1]

E

[
ν∑

i=1

At
i

]
> 1, (3)

which is specified in Proposition 2.6 in our case. Let |x| be the generation of the vertex x and
set |ρ∗| := −1. Under P(·|S), the quantity

v := lim
n→∞

|Xn|/n

is called speed of the random walk (Xn)n≥0. This limit exists P(·|S)-a.s. indeed and is
deterministic by [9].

Assuming that the offspring distribution has high enough moments, our first result gives
a necessary and sufficient condition for the speed v to be positive, so that the walk drifts
towards infinity linearly. As far as we know, the only available result was in the case αp = 1,
αc = 1/2 on a d-regular tree, d ≥ 2 [1] (see also [6]). Note that the ratios (Ai)1≤i≤ν in
Dirichlet environment are not bounded from above and below, so the general criteria for
random walks in random environment on Galton–Watson trees put forward in [1] cannot be
applied. Let f(s) :=

∑
n≥0 s

npn denote the generating function of the offspring distribution
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and q the smallest root of f(s) = s in [0, 1], i.e. q is the extinction probability 1−P(S) of the
Galton–Watson tree. We introduce

d := min{n ≥ 1 : pn > 0}, r := sup{k : E[A−k]f ′(q) < 1},

where A is a generic random variable distributed as A1 conditioned on ν ≥ 1.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that m ∈ (1,∞), that the (αp, αc)-ERRW (Xn)n≥0 is transient, i.e.
(3) holds, and that

E[νdαc+3+αp ] <∞. (4)

The speed v is positive if and only if:

• 2r − αc + αp − 1 > 0 when p0 = 0, p1 > 0;

• (2d− 1)αc + αp − 1 > 0 when p0 = 0, p1 = 0;

• r − αc + αp − 1 > 0 when p0 > 0.

The second case is reminiscent of a criterion for positive speed given in [19] in the case of
the lattice Zk, k ≥ 3 in which the role of the parameter κ there would be played by the quantity
2(αp+ dαc)− (αp+αc) = (2d− 1)αc+αp. The third case is equivalent to (αp− 1)/αc > f ′(q).
Taking (αp, αc) = (λα, α) and (informally) making α go to +∞, it boils down to λ > f ′(q),
which agrees with the result of Lyons, Pemantle, and Peres [14] in the case of λ-biased random
walk.

Figure 1: We have m = 2 for these graphs. Gray areas are where (αp, αc)-ERRW has positive speed,
while dashed areas are where the transient walk has zero speed. The remaining areas correspond to
the region of recurrence. The first picture shows the effect of long pipe traps, which only depends on
p1. (Note that in this case f ′(q) = p1.) The effect of traps is weak when p0 = p1 = 0, as is shown in
the second graph. Finally, we can see from the third one that traps from leaves have a stronger effect
than traps from pipes.

We actually obtain a necessary and sufficient condition (without condition (4)) for the
positivity of the speed in terms of the conductance of the tree. Recall that we can view (Xn)n
as a RWDE. Let τx := inf{n ≥ 0 : Xn = x} denote the hitting time of x with inf ∅ = ∞. For
x ∈ T, let

β(x) := Pη
x(τx∗ = ∞), (5)
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which is a functional of the tree T∗ and the environment (ηe)e. The random variable β(ρ) is
the so-called conductance of the tree T∗. Since (Xn)n≥0 is supposed to be transient, β(ρ) > 0
a.s. conditioned on T∗ being infinite.

Define Φ : N → R+ as

Φ(k) :=
Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
. (6)

Our necessary and sufficient condition for the positivity of the speed reads as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that m ∈ (1,∞) and that the (αp, αc)-ERRW (Xn)n≥0 is transient
i.e. (3) holds. The speed v is positive if and only if

C :=
∑
k≥0

Φ(k)E
[
(1− β(ρ))k+1

η(ρ, ρ∗)

]
E
[
β(ρ)(1− β(ρ))k

]
<∞. (7)

Our next result is a formula for the speed v of (Xn)n≥0. In the standard case of λ-biased
random walk on a Galton-Watson tree conditioned on non-extinction, Lyons, Pemantle, and
Peres find an explicit speed formula when λ = 1 [13] with the help of an invariant measure.
Note that the walk is a simple random walk in this case. For general bias λ, [2] gives a formula
for the speed in terms of the conductance of a tree. We give a general formula for the speed
of the (αp, αc)-ERRW (Xn)n which, as in [2], involves the conductance β(ρ).

For sake of concision, we let β be a generic random variable with distribution β(ρ). Recall
the definition of (Ai)1≤i≤ν in (2) and let β0, β1, · · · be i.i.d. random variables distributed as β,
and independent of (Ai)1≤i≤ν . We introduce the hypergeometric function (see [3] for example)

2F1(1, αc + 1;αp;x) : [0, 1) → R+:

2F1(1, αc + 1;αp;x) :=
∑
k≥0

Φ(k)xk, x ∈ [0, 1). (8)

We simply write F (x) when there is no confusion.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that m ∈ (1,∞), that the (αp, αc)-ERRW (Xn)n≥0 is transient i.e.
(3) holds, and that (7) holds. Then the speed v is positive and can be expressed as

E
[
β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai + 1)

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi
× F

(
1− β0

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi

)]−1

E
[
β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai − 1)

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi
× F

(
1− β0

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi

)]
.

(9)

Corollary 1.4. When αp = αc = α > 0, if (3) and (7) hold, the speed formula reduces to

E [β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai − 1)((1− β0)α
−1 + β0 +

∑ν
i=1Aiβi)(β0 +

∑ν
i=1Aiβi)

−2]

E [β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai + 1)((1− β0)α−1 + β0 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi)(β0 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi)−2]
. (10)

When αp = 1, αc = 1/2 and (3) holds, it reduces to

E
[
β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai − 1)
√

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi(β0 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi)
−3/2

]
E
[
β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai + 1)
√

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi(β0 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi)−3/2
] . (11)
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The main tool of our paper is the invariant measure of the environment seen from a
particle, which is standard in the theory of random walks in random environment. Using
arguments from ergodic theory, this invariantinvariantinvariant measure describes the asymp-
totic distribution of the environment seen from the particle. The stationary measures have
been investigated in several models, like random walk in random environment (RWRE) on Z,
see [5] for example; simple random walks on a Galton-Watson tree in [13]; λ-biased random
walks on a Galton-Watson tree in [2], [11]; null recurrent biased random walks or RWRE on
a Galton-Watson tree in [18], [8]; continuous-time biased random walks on a Galton-Watson
tree in [4]; RWDE on Zk, k ≥ 3 in [19], etc.

In this article, we give an expression of the invariant distribution of the environment seen
from (X)n≥0. To do so, we need the concept of double trees marked with a distinguished path.
In words, double trees consist of the gluing of two trees, the tree T+

∗ standing for the subtree
rooted at the particle, and the tree T−

∗ standing for the part of the tree located below the
particle. The distinguished path γ represents the history of the walk up to the current time.

Let us give the stationary measure for the environment seen from the particle. We first
sample two independent Galton-Watson trees T−

∗ ,T+
∗ , with the (αp, αc)-initial weights. Then

we create the double tree T− ⇌ T+ by connecting the roots of T−
∗ ,T+

∗ , denoted by ρ−, ρ+

respectively (see Figure 2). In other words, we let ρ−∗ := ρ+, ρ+∗ := ρ−. We require that
α(ρ−,ρ+) = α(ρ+,ρ−) = αp and the other weights are the same as those on the original trees. We
call eρ := (ρ−, ρ+) the root edge.

Figure 2: A double tree with (αp, αc)-initial weights. We use purple and green colors to distinguish
T− and T+. One can see that the double tree weights are locally the same as those on a Galton-
Watson tree.

The double tree is a weighted directed graph, so we can define a Dirichlet environment on
it (see Figure 2). Let Y = (Yn)n≥0 and X = (Xn)n≥0 be two random walks on the double tree
starting from ρ+ and ρ− respectively which are conditionally independent given the Dirichlet
environment (see Figure 3). We stress that, after averaging over the Dirichlet environment,
Y and X are not independent anymore. Let Rev((Xn)n≥0) be the time-reverse of the path of
(Xn)n≥0, which is therefore indexed by Z−.

For k ≥ 0, we concatenate the reversed path Rev((Xn)n≥0) with the finite path (Yl)0≤n≤k

and denote it by Rev((Xn)n≥0) ∗ (Yn)0≤n≤k. Since X is transient, this path ‘comes’ from the
boundary of the tree T− . Let τXx := inf{n > 0, Xn = x} be the hitting time of a vertex x on
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the double tree for X. We call µ
(k)
ER the distribution of the double tree with marked path(

T− ⇌ T+, Rev((Xn)n≥0) ∗ (Yn)0≤n≤k

)
.

We define the distribution µER on the space of double trees with marked path by

µER(·) =
∞∑
k=1

Φ(NY
eρ(k))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,Yk=ρ+}µ

(k)
ER(·) (12)

where the definition of the function Φ : N → R is given in (6). It defines an invariant measure
for the environment seen from the particle for the (αp, αc)-ERRW (See Corollary 3.10).

Figure 3: Two random walks X and Y on the double tree with weights in Figure 2. After sampling
the double tree and Dirichlet environment, we sample (Xn)n≥0, (Yn)n≥0 independently. We use blue
color to indicate that we need to reverse the path of (Xn)n≥0.

The article is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we talk about regeneration structure and
give some properties of RWDE, especially RWDE on a Galton-Watson tree. In Section 3, we
extend the path reversal argument of [2] to our case and characterize the environment seen
from a particle when it is far away from the root. We also prove Theorem 1.2 in this section
and give the invariant measure. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.3 and give the method of
computing (10) and (11). We also deduce the criteria for positive speed and prove Theorem
1.1.
Acknowledgements: We would like to thank Elie Aı̈dékon for offering the question and
many important discussions.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Facts about Regeneration Time

For a random walk (Xn)n≥0 on a Galton-Watson tree starting from ρ, we call θ a fresh
epoch if Xθ ̸= Xn for all n < θ and a regeneration epoch if additionally, Xθ−1 ̸= Xn for all
n ≥ θ. More specifically, let θ0 := 0,Θ0 := 0. For k ≥ 1, let

θk := inf{n > θk−1 : Xn ̸= Xj,∀0 ≤ j < n}

be the k-th fresh epoch, and

Θk := inf{n > Θk−1 : n ∈ {θi, i ≥ 1}, Xj ̸= (Xn)∗, ∀j ≥ n} (13)

be the k-th regeneration epoch. In [14, Section 3], properties of these random times for biased
random walk are given and these facts can be enhanced to the proposition below.
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Proposition 2.1. For any transient random walk in random environment on a Galton-Watson
tree given non-extinction, there are infinitely many regeneration epochs a.s. Moreover {Θk+1−
Θk}k≥1 are i.i.d. as are the increments {|XΘk+1

| − |XΘk
|}k≥1.

We omit the proof of the proposition since it is similar to the one in [14].
Let Eρ[·] = E[·|X0 = ρ]. As proved in [9], the speed of random walk in random environment

is a.s. the deterministic constant

Eρ[|XΘ2| − |XΘ1 ||S]
Eρ[Θ2 −Θ1|S]

, (14)

where the numerator Eρ[|XΘ2| − |XΘ1||S] is always finite. Therefore, the speed is positive if
and only if Eρ[Θ2 −Θ1|S] <∞. We sum up these results as a fact.

Fact 2.2. For a transient RWRE (Xn)n≥0 on a Galton-Watson tree, the following statements
are equivalent:

1. limn→∞ |Xn|/n is deterministic and positive;

2. Eρ[Θ2 −Θ1|S] <∞.

In particular, the speed is deterministic for RWDE, and we deduce that the speed of ERRW
is identical to that of RWDE.

2.2. Facts about RWDE

This section covers some basic properties of Dirichlet environment. See [20] for a more
thorough review.

Let p be a fixed positive integer and (α1, · · · , αp) be positive real numbers. We say that
the random vector D(α1 · · ·αp) := (D1, · · · , Dp) has Dirichlet distribution with parameter
(α1, · · · , αp) if it has density

Γ(
∑p

j=1 αj)∏p
j=1 Γ(αj)

p∏
j=1

(x
αj−1
j 1{0<xj<1})1{

∑
xj=1}. (15)

We denote by Gamma(α, r) the gamma distribution with parameters α and r whose density
is

rα

Γ(α)
xα−1e−rx1{x≥0}.

By computation, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. If Γi ∼ Gamma(αi, 1), 1 ≤ i ≤ p are mutually independent random variables,
then (Γi/

∑p
j=1 Γj)1≤i≤p ∼ D(α1 · · ·αp). Besides, for αj + sj > 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ p,

E

[
p∏

j=1

(Dj)
sj

]
=

Γ(
∑p

j=1 αj)∏p
j=1 Γ(αj)

∏p
j=1 Γ(αj + sj)

Γ(
∑p

j=1 αj +
∑p

j=1 sj)
.

As in the beginning of the introduction, let G = (V,E) be an oriented graph and (αe)e∈E a
set of positive deterministic weights. Recall that (1) defines an ERRW on G, a self-interacting
model without the Markov property, under the measure P. For a path γ and an edge e, we
denote by Ne(γ) the local time of e in γ which is the number of times that e appears in γ.
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Lemma 2.4. For a path γ with length n (i.e. with n edges) on G,

P((Xk)0≤k≤n = γ) =
∏
y∈V

Γ(
∑

e=y αe)

Γ(
∑

e=y αe +Ne(γ))

∏
e∈E

Γ(αe +Ne(γ))

Γ(αe)
. (16)

The right-hand side of (16) is well-defined by multiplying terms of all vertices and edges
on the whole graph instead of just those in γ, since for e /∈ γ, Ne(γ) = 0.

Next, we consider two paths on G. Let α + N(γ) denote the weights (αe + Ne(γ))e∈E.
When the graph G and weights (αe)e∈E are fixed, we define DEG(·|α) (resp. EG

DE(·|α)) as
the probability measure (resp. expectation) corresponding to the Dirichlet environment on G
with weights (αe)e∈E. Sometimes we write EDE(·|α) (resp. EG

DE(·)) when the graph (resp.
weights) is clear from the context.

Lemma 2.5. Let G = (V,E) be an arbitrary graph. For two paths γ1, γ2 on G with weight
(αe)e∈E, we have

EDE[P
η(γ1)P

η(γ2)|α] = P(γ2|α +N(γ1))P(γ1|α) = P(γ1|α +N(γ2))P(γ2|α).

Proof. We only need to prove the first equality.

EDE[P
η(γ1)P

η(γ2)|α] = EDE

[∏
e∈E

ηNe(γ1)+Ne(γ2)
e

]

=
∏
y∈V

Γ(
∑

e=y αe)

Γ(
∑

e=y αe +Ne(γ1) +Ne(γ2))

∏
e∈E

Γ(αe +Ne(γ1) +Ne(γ2))

Γ(αe)

= P(γ1|α)
∏
y∈V

Γ(
∑

e=y αe +Ne(γ1))

Γ(
∑

e=y αe +Ne(γ1) +Ne(γ2))

∏
e∈E

Γ(αe +Ne(γ1) +Ne(γ2))

Γ(αe +Ne(γ1))

= P(γ2|α +N(γ1))P(γ1|α).

Lemma 2.5 shows that, in the same environment, the information one walk gives to the
other is visualized as edge local times added to the weights after averaging the environment.

For completeness, we give a specific account of conditions on transience of RWDE on a
Galton-Watson tree. Recall that Ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ ν are, according to (2), ratios of Dirichlet
random variables. Lyons and Pemantle [12] show that a random walk in random environment
is transient if and only if inft∈[0,1] E[

∑ν
i=1A

t
i] > 1, that is in our case

inf
t∈[0,1∧αp]

Γ(αp − t)Γ(αc + t)

Γ(αc)Γ(αp)
>

1

m
. (17)

By taking the logarithm derivative with respect to t on the left-hand side, we get −ψ(αp− t)+
ψ(αc + t), where ψ := Γ′/Γ is a strictly increasing function named digamma function. Hence
the minimum is attained at t = 0 ∨ αp−αc

2
∧ 1. We consider three cases: αp ≤ αc, αp ≥ αc + 2

and αp ∈ (αc, αc + 2) separately.

• When αp ≤ αc, the minimum is reached at 0 and RWDE is always transient.
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• When αp ≥ αc + 2, the minimum is reached at 1, so RWDE is transient if and only if
αp < mαc + 1. In this case, αc ≤ 1

m−1
always implies recurrence.

• Finally let us focus on the last case αp ∈ (αc, αc + 2), where the minimum is reached at
αp−αc

2
. We plug t = αp−αc

2
into (17) with αc fixed, obtaining a function g(αp). By taking

the logarithm derivative of g(αp) with respect to αp, we have

d

dαp

log g(αp) =
d

dαp

log

(
Γ(αp+αc

2
)2

Γ(αp)Γ(αc)

)
= ψ

(
αp + αc

2

)
− ψ(αp) ≤ 0.

At once we see that the minimum of g(αp) for all αp ∈ [αc, αc+2] is reached at αp = αc+2.
We take αp = αc + 2 and then g(αp) = g(αc + 2) > 1

m
becomes αc >

1
m−1

. Therefore,

when 1
m−1

< αc < αp < αc + 2, the walk is always transient. When αc ≤ 1
m−1

there will

be a critical point ϕ0(αc) such that g(ϕ0(αc)) = 1
m
. The function g(αp) is decreasing

with respect to αp, so the walk is transient only when αp < ϕ0(αc).

In summary, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.6. Let (Xn)n≥0 be a random walk in an (αp, αc)-Dirichlet environment on a
Galton-Watson tree conditioned on non-extinction.

(a) When αc >
1

m−1
, if αp < mαc + 1 then RWDE is transient and otherwise recurrent;

(b) when αc ≤ 1
m−1

, if αp < ϕ0(αc) then RWDE is transient and otherwise recurrent, where
ϕ0(αc) ∈ (αc, αc + 2] satisfies

Γ(ϕ0(αc)+αc

2
)2

Γ(ϕ0(αc))Γ(αc)
=

1

m
.

3. Asymptotic distribution of the environment seen from the particle

3.1. Trees, Paths and Weights

Following Neveu [16], let U := {ρ} ∪
⋃

n≥1(N+)n denote the set of words and ρ serves as
an empty word. If u ̸= ρ, we denote by u∗ the parent of u, which is the word ρi1i2 . . . in−1 if
u = ρi1i2 . . . in. We define T as a subset of U s.t.

• ρ ∈ T ,

• if x ∈ T\{ρ}, then x∗ ∈ T ,

• if x = ρi1 · · · in ∈ T\{ρ}, then any word ρi1 · · · in−1j with j ≤ in belongs to T .

Given x, y ∈ U , we write x ⪯ y if x = y or y = xj1j2 · · · jn i.e. x is an ancestor of y. Set x ≺ y
if x ⪯ y and x ̸= y. We create a new tree called T∗ by adding a vertex ρ∗ to T as the parent
of ρ. For all x ∈ T , ρ∗ ≺ ρ ⪯ x.

Then we define a double tree T− ⇌ T+ introduced in [2, Section 2.2]. Intuitively, we first
pick two trees T− and T+ with root ρ− and ρ+, and then artificially connect ρ− and ρ+. See
Figure 2. We use the double tree to study the environment seen from the particle. Suppose a
transient random walk starts from the root ρ and moves on the tree T . After a fairly long time,
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the walk would be far away from the root, and the tree seen from the current location looks
like a double tree T− ⇌ T+. The starting point of the walk is somewhere high on T−. We call
the random double tree a Galton-Watson double tree if T− and T+ are i.i.d Galton-Watson
trees.

Now we represent vertices on a double tree by two sets of words U+ and U−. Specifically,
we denote by ρ+i1 · · · in ∈ U+ (resp. ρ−i1 · · · in ∈ U− ) the vertex on the double tree T− ⇌
T+ ⊂ U−∪U+ corresponding to ρi1 · · · in on T+ (resp. T− ). If x ∈ T+\{ρ+} (resp. T−\{ρ−}),
we set the parent of x, also denoted by x∗, as its parent on T

+ (resp. T−). We also assume
that (ρ+)∗ = ρ− and (ρ−)∗ = ρ+. At last, we stress that afterward we always refer to a part
of the corresponding double tree when we say x ∈ T+, i.e. x is in the T+ part of T− ⇌ T+.

Both RWDE and ERRW require specific parameter settings called edge weights. Parame-
ters (αe)e on a double tree T− ⇌ T+ should satisfy

αe =

{
αp e = (x, x∗) for some x ∈ T− ⇌ T+,
αc otherwise.

(18)

We say a double tree has (αp, αc) environment if the weights of edges satisfy (18).
For each vertex x ∈ T− ⇌ T+, we assign a group of Dirichlet random variables (ηe)e=x with

parameters (αe)e=x to edges starting from x. Note that for an arbitrary vertex x ∈ T− ⇌ T+,
there is only one edge starting from x having weight αp.

The transition law of ERRW is determined by the trajectory of the walk. We call a sequence
of words γ = (yi)a<i<b, yi ∈ U− ∪ U+ a path if yi and yi−1 are adjacent for a < i− 1 < i < b,
where a, b ∈ R∪{−∞,∞}. We say γ is left-finite (resp. right-finite) if a > −∞ (resp. b <∞).
Here we do not care about specific indices of the path, i.e. (yi)i≤0 and (yi−1)i≤1 are considered
the same. We define

Ωγ := {γ = (yi)i≤0, y0 = ρ+;∃M, s.t. for i < M, yi = ρ−y
(1)
i . . . y

(ni)
i and ni → ∞ as i→ −∞}.

The set Ωγ contains paths coming from one infinite end of T−.
For a right-finite γ(a) and a left-finite γ(b), such that the last word of γ(a) is adjacent to

the first word of γ(b), we can define their concatenation, denoted by γ(a) ∗ γ(b). More precisely,
if γ(a) = (y

(a)
i )i≤0 and γ(b) = (y

(b)
i )i≥0, let γ

(a) ∗ γ(b) := (. . . , y
(a)
−1 , y

(a)
0 , y

(b)
0 , y

(b)
1 , . . . ). We also

define Rev(γ) as the reverse of a path γ: if γ = (yi)i≥0, then Rev(γ) := (y−i)i≤0.

3.2. Environment Seen from Fresh Point

Before showing the convergence in distribution of what a particle sees, we first present
some intuitive lemmas similar to those in [2]. Recall that we define T∗ as T ∪ {ρ∗}. Given
a word x ∈ U , let Tx be the subtree in T∗ rooted at x (that consists of words y ∈ U such
that xy ∈ T ) and xTx be the tree composed of words {xy, y ∈ Tx}. Also, set T<x

∗ as the tree
obtained by removing xTx from T∗. We denote by T≤x

∗ the tree obtained from T<x
∗ by adding

the word x. If x /∈ T , let Tx and T≤x
∗ be the empty set.

Now we define Ψx as a map from a tree T∗ to a double tree that preserves the connection of
vertices. We map x∗ to ρ

−and x to ρ+, that is to say, the root edge of Ψx(T∗) is (Ψx(x∗),Ψx(x)).
The image of T≤x

∗ , Ψx(T
≤x
∗ ), can be seen as the backward tree at x defined in [2, Section 2.3].

As for xTx, a vertex y = xi1 . . . in is mapped to Ψx(xy) := ρ+i1 . . . in. An intuitive picture
of Ψx is to hang the tree at vertex x instead of ρ. We denote by x̂ the word Ψx(ρ∗). When
x ̸∈ T∗, let Ψx(T∗) be the empty set.
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Lemma 3.1. [2, Lemma 2.1] Given x ∈ U and a Galton-Watson tree T, the distribution of
Ψx(T≤x

∗ ) and T≤x̂
∗ are the same.

We fix the tree T and specify the weight of each edge on these trees. We denote a directed
edge by e := (e, e) and the reversed one by ě := (e, e). Also, let γ̌ := Rev(γ) be the reverse of
the path γ. By definition, Ψx(e) = (Ψx(e),Ψx(e)) for e ∈ T∗. Define

Rx := {e : ρ∗ ⪯ e ⪯ x, ρ∗ ≺ e ≺ x}

and

α′
Ψx(e) :=

{
αě e ∈ Rx,
αe otherwise.

When x = ρ11, for example, Rρ11 = {(ρ, ρ1), (ρ, ρ∗), (ρ1, ρ11), (ρ1, ρ)}.

Figure 4: Trees T∗ and Ψρ11(T∗) with edge weights on them. The purple part and green part of
Ψρ11(T∗) correspond to T− and T+ in the double tree respectively (recall Figure 2). Therefore, one
can consider Ψ as the map from a tree to a double tree.

We list here some basic facts about edge local times.

Fact 3.2. For any fixed tree T∗, any vertex x ∈ T , and any path γ = (yi)0≤i≤n on the tree
such that y0 = ρ∗, yn = x, we have

(1) for any edge e such that e ∈ T∗, Ne(γ̌) = Ně(γ);

(2) for any edge e ∈ T∗, NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ)) = Ne(γ), i.e. Ψx does not change the edge local
times;

(3) for any vertex y ∈ T∗\{ρ∗, x},
∑

e=yNe(γ) =
∑

e=yNe(γ), i.e. inflow equals outflow
except for the source and sink;

(4) for any edge e ̸∈ Rx ∪ {(ρ∗, ρ), (x, x∗)}, Ne(γ) = Ně(γ) since trees are acyclic.
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Figure 5: Left: γ (red path) on T≤ρ11
∗ . Right: Ψρ11(γ̌) (blue path) on Ψρ11(T

≤ρ11
∗ ). The black part

of the tree is Rx, where we exchange the weights; the weights of the gray part stay the same. We use
blue color to indicate that the path is reversed.

For any graph G with edge weights (αe)e∈E, we denote by PG(·|α) the law of the associated
ERRW on G for clarity. Sometimes we write P(·|α) (resp. PG(·)) when there is no confusion
about the graph (resp. weight). For a fixed path γ = (yi)0≤i≤n, we simplify P((Xi)0≤i≤n = γ)
as P(γ). For γ = (yi)i≥0, we define γ|≥1 as (yi)i≥1.

Remark 3.3. In the following lemma, we use general (αe)e instead of (αp, αc) since we need
the general setting for a later proof. As for the (αp, αc)-case, the ratio is just 1. It also explains
why we do not consider the case when edges pointing towards offspring have different weights
αc,1, · · · , αc,ν.

Lemma 3.4. Fix a tree T∗ and consider ERRW on T≤x
∗ and Ψx(T

≤x
∗ ). Take a finite path

γ = (yi)0≤i≤n such that y0 = ρ∗, yn = x, yi ̸∈ {ρ∗, x}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Then we have

PT≤x
∗ (γ|α) = PT≤x

∗ (γ|≥1|α) =
α(x∗,x)

α(ρ∗,ρ)
PΨx(T

≤x
∗ )(Ψx(γ̌)|≥1|α′), (19)

if (αe)e∈T≤x
∗

satisfies the condition that

α(y,y∗) + α(y,yj) = α(y∗,y) + α(yj,y), for all y and j s.t. ρ ⪯ y ≺ yj ⪯ x. (20)

Proof. We call NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ̌)|≥1) the edge local time of Ψx(e) w.r.t. path Ψx(γ̌)|≥1. It is
easy to check that equation (20) implies∑

e=y

αe =
∑
e=y

α′
Ψx(e), y ∈ T\{x}, (21)

since α(y,y∗) + α(y,yj) = α(y∗,y) + α(yj,y) = α′
Ψx((y,y∗))

+ α′
Ψx((y,yj))

for ρ ⪯ y ≺ yj ⪯ x. According
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to Lemma 2.4, we have

PT≤x
∗ (γ|α) =

∏
y∈T∗

Γ(
∑

e=y αe)

Γ(
∑

e=y αe +Ne(γ))

∏
e∈T∗

Γ(αe +Ne(γ))

Γ(αe)

=
∏

y∈T<x

Γ(
∑

e=y αe)

Γ(
∑

e=y αe +Ne(γ))

∏
e∈T<x

Γ(αe +Ne(γ))

Γ(αe)
,

and

PΨx(T
≤x
∗ )(Ψx(γ̌)|≥1|α′)

=
∏

y∈Ψx(T∗)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
e)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
e +Ne(Ψx(γ̌)|≥1))

∏
e∈Ψx(T∗)

Γ(α′
e +Ne(Ψx(γ̌)|≥1))

Γ(α′
e)

=
∏
y∈T∗

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

+NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ̌)|≥1))

∏
e∈T∗

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

+NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ̌)|≥1))

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

)

=
∏

y∈T<x
∗

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

+NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ̌)))

∏
e∈T<x

∗

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

+NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ̌)))

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

)
,

where the second line is obtained by the definition of Ψx.
Since NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ̌)) = Ne(γ̌) = Ně(γ) for each edge e ∈ T∗ from Fact 3.2 (2) and (1),

∏
y∈T<x

∗

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

+NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ̌)))

∏
e∈T<x

∗

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

+NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ̌)))

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

)

=
∏

y∈T<x
∗

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

+Ně(γ))

∏
e∈T<x

∗

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

+Ně(γ))

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

)

=
∏

y∈T<x

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

+Ně(γ))

∏
e∈T<x

∗

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

+Ně(γ))

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

)
.

The last line follows from the fact that N(ρ,ρ∗)(γ) = 0.
For y /∈ {ρ∗, x}, it holds that

∑
e=yNě(γ) =

∑
e=yNe(γ) =

∑
e=yNe(γ) by Fact 3.2 (3).

Therefore, together with (21), we have

∏
y∈T<x

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

+Ně(γ))
=
∏

y∈T<x

Γ(
∑

e=y αe)

Γ(
∑

e=y αe +Ne(γ))
.

We also have Ne(γ) = Ně(γ), e ̸∈ Rx ∪ {(ρ∗, ρ), (x, x∗)} (Fact 3.2(4)), and for e ̸∈ Rx ∪
{(ρ∗, ρ), (x, x∗)}, α′

Ψx(e)
= αe by definition. Hence,

∏
e̸∈Rx∪{(ρ∗,ρ),(x,x∗)}

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

+Ně(γ))

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

)
=

∏
e̸∈Rx∪{(ρ∗,ρ),(x,x∗)}

Γ(αe +Ne(γ))

Γ(αe)
.
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Finally, for e ∈ Rx\{(ρ, ρ∗), (x∗, x)}, we have α′
Ψx(e)

= αě. Thus,

∏
e∈Rx\{(ρ,ρ∗),(x∗,x)}

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

+Ně(γ))

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

)
=

∏
e∈Rx\{(ρ,ρ∗),(x∗,x)}

Γ(αě +Ně(γ))

Γ(αě)

=
∏

e∈Rx\{(ρ,ρ∗),(x∗,x)}

Γ(αe +Ne(γ))

Γ(αe)
.

The path γ never visits {ρ∗, x} except for the start and end, which implies N(ρ∗,ρ)(γ) =
N(x∗,x)(γ) = 1. Till now, by canceling the corresponding terms, we only have

Γ(α(x∗,x) +N(x∗,x)(γ))

Γ(α(x∗,x))
=

Γ(α(x∗,x) + 1)

Γ(α(x∗,x))
= α(x∗,x)

left on the left-hand side of (19). In the same way, the right-hand side of (19) also remains

α(x∗,x)

α(ρ∗,ρ)

Γ(α′
Ψx((ρ,ρ∗))

+N(ρ∗,ρ)(γ))

Γ(α′
Ψx((ρ,ρ∗))

)
=
α(x∗,x)

α(ρ∗,ρ)

Γ(α(ρ∗,ρ) + 1)

Γ(α(ρ∗,ρ))
= α(x∗,x).

The proof is complete

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.4, we present the distribution of the tree and
path seen at a fresh point Xθk (see Section 2.1 for the definition of θk). Recall that we denote
by P(·) the annealed distribution of the ERRW (Xn)n≥0 on a Galton-Watson tree and we write
Px(·) := P(·|X0 = x) for x ∈ T∗ and Ex the corresponding expectation.

Corollary 3.5. Let T be a Galton-Watson tree. For an (αp, αc)-ERRW (Xn)n≥0, under
Pρ∗(·|θk < τρ∗), we have(

ΨXθk
(T≤Xθk

∗ ),ΨXθk
((Xθk−j)0≤j≤θk)

)
(d)
=
(
T≤Xθk

∗ , (Xj)0≤j≤θk

)
.

In particular, X̂θk := ΨXθk
(ρ∗) follows the distribution of the k-th fresh point of an (αp, αc)-

ERRW.

Next, we continue to investigate path reversibility for ERRW, when γ does not necessarily
stop at the first arrival of a point, i.e. γ can be decomposed into a path first arriving at the
point and several loops rooted at it. Recall that the function Φ was defined in (6).

Lemma 3.6. Fix a tree T∗ with (αp, αc)-weights. Let γ1 be a path as in Lemma 3.4, and γ2
an arbitrary path that starts from x, ends at a vertex y ∈ xTx, and never visits ρ∗. We have

PT∗(γ1|α)PT∗(γ2|α +N(γ1))

=Φ(N(x∗,x)(γ2))P
Ψx(T∗)(Ψx(γ̌1)|≥1|α′)PΨx(T∗)(Ψx(γ2)|α′ +N(Ψx(γ̌1)|≥1)).

(22)

Proof. We claim that we only need to prove

PT∗(γ2|α) =
Γ(α(x,x∗))Γ(α(x∗,x) +N(x∗,x)(γ2))

Γ(α(x∗,x))Γ(α(x,x∗) +N(x∗,x)(γ2))
PΨx(T∗)(Ψx(γ2)|α′) (23)
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Figure 6: Left: the red path ends at ρ11 and we decompose it into γ1 and γ2 by the time τρ11. Right:
the blue path is Ψρ11(γ̌1)|≥1 and the red path is Ψρ11(γ2). Recall that in Figure 3, we use red color
for Y and blue color for X, which is consistent with the colors here.

and

PT∗(γ1|α +N(γ2)) =
α(x∗,x) +N(x∗,x)(γ2)

α(ρ∗,ρ) +N(ρ∗,ρ)(γ2)
PΨx(T∗)(Ψx(γ̌1)|≥1|α′ +N(Ψx(γ2))), (24)

where α, α′ are weights of T∗,Ψx(T∗) respectively. In fact, for the (αp, αc) case, α(x,x∗) = αp

and α(x∗,x) = α(ρ∗,ρ) = αc. Also, by the assumption on γ2 we have N(ρ∗,ρ)(γ2) = 0. Hence, by
the formula Γ(α)α = Γ(α + 1), it holds that

Γ(α(x,x∗))Γ(α(x∗,x) +N(x∗,x)(γ2))

Γ(α(x∗,x))Γ(α(x,x∗) +N(x∗,x)(γ2))
×
α(x∗,x) +N(x∗,x)(γ2)

α(ρ∗,ρ) +N(ρ∗,ρ)(γ2)
=

Γ(αc + 1 +N(x∗,x)(γ2))Γ(αp)

Γ(αp +N(x∗,x)(γ2))Γ(αc + 1)

and the lemma follows.
We first prove (24). Notice that Ně(γ2) = Ne(γ2) for e such that e ∈ T<x

∗ since γ2 starts
from x and ends at y ∈ xTx. By Fact 3.2(2), we also have NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ2)) = Ne(γ2) and
NΨx(ě)(Ψx(γ2)) = Ně(γ2). We replace the weights α by α + N(γ2) and α

′ by α′ + N(Ψx(γ2))
respectively in (19). Since Ně(γ2) = Ne(γ2) = NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ2)) = NΨx(ě)(Ψx(γ2)) for e such that
e ∈ T<x

∗ , the new sets of weights, (αe + Ne(γ2))e∈T∗ and (α′
e + NΨx(e)(Ψx(γ2)))e∈Ψx(T∗), also

satisfy the condition in Lemma 3.4. Thus Lemma 3.4 implies (24).
For (23), by Lemma 2.4, we have

PT∗(γ2|α) =
∏
y∈T∗

Γ(
∑

e=y αe)

Γ(
∑

e=y αe +Ne(γ2))

∏
e∈T∗

Γ(αe +Ne(γ2))

Γ(αe)
, (25)

and

PΨx(T∗)(Ψx(γ2)|α′) =
∏
y∈T ∗

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

+Ne(γ2))

∏
e∈T∗

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

+Ne(γ2))

Γ(α′
Ψx(e)

)
. (26)
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Since for any vertex y ∈ T∗,
∑

e=y αe =
∑

e=Ψx(y)
α′
Ψx(e)

, we have

∏
y∈T∗

Γ(
∑

e=y αe)

Γ(
∑

e=y αe +Ne(γ2))
=
∏
y∈T ∗

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

)

Γ(
∑

e=y α
′
Ψx(e)

+Ne(γ2))
.

Note that αe = α′
Ψx(e)

for e such that e ∈ xTx. For e ∈ Rx\{(x∗, x), (ρ, ρ∗)}, we have

ě ∈ Rx\{(x∗, x), (ρ, ρ∗)}, αe = α′
Ψx(ě)

by definition and Ne(γ2) = Ně(γ2) by Fact 3.2(2). For

e ∈ {e : e ∈ T<x}\Rx, we have αe = α′
Ψx(e)

. Repeating our discussion in Lemma 3.4, the only

different parts between (25) and (26) are the probabilities of going from x∗ to x and from
Ψx(x∗) to Ψx(x), which are

Γ(α(x∗,x) +N(x∗,x)(γ2))

Γ(α(x∗,x))
,

and
Γ(α′

Ψx((x∗,x))
+N(x∗,x)(γ2))

Γ(α′
Ψx((x∗,x))

)

respectively. Their ratio is

Γ(α(x,x∗))Γ(α(x∗,x) +N(x∗,x)(γ2))

Γ(α(x∗,x))Γ(α(x,x∗) +N(x∗,x)(γ2))
.

Remark 3.7. The equation (22) still holds when we condition on the environment (ηe)e∈xTx

and (ηe)e∈Ψx(xTx) (which means that on xTx the walker follows the quenched law of a RWDE).

3.3. Asymptotic distribution of the environment seen from a particle

The main result of this section is Theorem 3.9 which implies that, under the condition (7),
the asymptotic distribution of the environment seen from ERRW is the measure µER defined
in the introduction, renormalized to be a probability measure. We follow the strategy in [2]
to establish this result.

We first state a lemma similar to [2, Lemma 4.4].

Lemma 3.8. Let Y be a RWDE on Galton-Watson double tree with (αp, αc)-environment,
then

Eη
ρ+

[∑
l≥0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{Yl=ρ+}

]

=
(1− β(ρ+))

η(ρ+, ρ−)

∑
k≥0

Φ(k)(1− β(ρ+))k(1− β(ρ−))k.

Proof. Recall the definition of β(x) in (5) and observe that

Eη
ρ+

[∑
l≥0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{Yl=ρ+}

]
=
∑
k≥0

Φ(k)
∑
l≥0

Pη
ρ+(Yl = ρ+, NY

(ρ+,ρ−)(l) = k).
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We can define the stopping times

sk := inf{l ≥ 0 : NY
(ρ+,ρ−)(l) = k}

and tk := inf{l ≥ sk : Yl = ρ+}. We have a formula for conductance obtained by Markov
property that

1

β(x)
= 1 +

η(x, x∗)∑ν(x)
i=1 η(x, xi)β(xi)

. (27)

Then by the Markov property at tk, we have∑
l≥0

Pη
ρ+(Yl = ρ+, NY

(ρ−,ρ+)(l) = k) = Eη
ρ+

[
1{tk<∞}

sk+1∑
l=tk

1{Yl=ρ+}

]

=Pη
ρ+(tk <∞)Eη

ρ+

[
s1∑
l=0

1{Yl=ρ+}

]
= (1− β(ρ−))k(1− β(ρ+))k

1

1− Pη
ρ+(τρ+ < s1)

=(1− β(ρ−))k(1− β(ρ+))k
1

η(ρ+, ρ−) +
∑ν(ρ+)

i=1 η(ρ+, ρ+i)β(ρ+i)

=(1− β(ρ−))k(1− β(ρ+))k
1− β(ρ+)

η(ρ+, ρ−)
,

where the last equality comes from the formula (27). The proof is complete.

In order to describe the limit distribution, we construct the law for two dependent ERRW
on a double Galton-Watson tree. We first sample a double Galton-Watson tree T− ⇌ T+ with
weight α defined in (18). We let (Xn)n≥0 (resp (Yn)n≥0) be an ERRW with law PT−⇌T+

(·|α)
(resp. PT−⇌T+

(·|α + NX)) starting from ρ− (resp. ρ+). In other words, we first run an
ERRW (Xn)n≥0, add the local time of (Xn)n≥0 to the initial weight α and run another ERRW
(Yn)n≥0. We call the probability measure constructed above P(ρ−,ρ+)(·) and denote by E(ρ−,ρ+)[·]
the corresponding expectation.

Recall that the law of an ERRW can be viewed as the annealed law of a RWDE. From
Lemma 2.5, we can view P(ρ∗,ρ)[·] as the annealed law of two independent RWDE on a double
Galton-Watson tree. Recall the definition of C in (7). By independence of T+ and T− in a
double tree,

C = E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
β(ρ−)(1− β(ρ+))

η(ρ+, ρ−)

∑
k≥0

Φ(k)(1− β(ρ+))k(1− β(ρ−))k

]
.

With Lemma 3.8,

C =E(ρ−,ρ+)

[∑
l≥0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{Yl=ρ+}

]
. (28)

We now describe the state space of the environment seen from an ERRW. We define
(ΩER,FER) as

ΩER := {(T− ⇌ T+, γ) : γ ∈ Ωγ}, FER := σfinite((T
− ⇌ T+, γ)),

where σfinite is the sigma field generated by information of finite subtrees and finite subpaths.
The measure µER given in (12) is a measure on (ΩER,FER).
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Theorem 3.9. Suppose that m ∈ (1,∞), and (3), (7) hold. Under P(·|S), the random
variable (ΨXn(T<Xn

∗ ) ⇌ TXn , (ηe)e∈TXn
,ΨXn((Xl)0≤l≤n)) converges in distribution as n → ∞.

More precisely, for any bounded functional F,

lim
n→∞

Eρ

[
F(ΨXn(T<Xn

∗ ) ⇌ TXn , (ηe)e∈TXn
,ΨXn((Xl)0≤l≤n))|S

]
= C −1×

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[∑
t≥0

F(T− ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)l≥0) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)Φ(N
Y
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{Yt=ρ+}

]
,

(29)

where C ∈ (0,∞) is the renormalising constant defined in (7) and it also equals

Eρ[Θ11{τρ∗=∞}]Eρ [β(ρ)] . (30)

By averaging over the environment η, we deduce the following corollary, which implies that
C −1µER is the limiting measure for the environment seen from an ERRW on a Galton-Watson
tree. It will be proved in a subsequent paper that µER is an invariant measure even when (7)
fails to hold.

Corollary 3.10. Suppose that m ∈ (1,∞), and (3), (7) hold. Under P(·|S), the random
variable (ΨXn(T<Xn

∗ ) ⇌ TXn ,ΨXn((Xl)0≤l≤n)) converges in distribution as n→ ∞ to C −1µER.

Proof of Theorem 3.9. Let F be a bounded measurable function on the space of marked trees.
We suppose that there exists a constant M > 0 such that F only depends on the subtree
{u ∈ T− ⇌ T+, |u| ≤M} (and the part of path on it), where |u| is the graph distance between
u and ρ+. We need to show that

lim
n→∞

Eρ

[
F(ΨXn(T<Xn

∗ ) ⇌ TXn , (ηe)e∈TXn
,ΨXn((Xl)0≤l≤n))1S

]
=

P(S)
Eρ[Θ11{τρ∗=∞}]Eρ [β(ρ)]

×

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[∑
t≥0

F(T− ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)l≥0) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)Φ(N
Y
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{Yt=ρ+}

]
,

to prove (29) and (30).
By the argument in [2, Section 4.3], it suffices to prove

lim
n→∞

Eρ

[
F(ΨXn(T<Xn

∗ ) ⇌ TXn , (ηe)e∈TXn
,ΨXn((Xl)0≤l≤n))1{τρ∗>n}

]
=

1

Eρ[Θ11{τρ∗=∞}]
×

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[∑
t≥0

F(T− ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)l≥0) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)Φ(N
Y
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{Yt=ρ+}

]
.

(31)

For a random tree T, we let ST be the event that T is infinite. By dominated convergence we
have

Eρ

[
F(ΨXn(T<Xn

∗ ) ⇌ TXn , (ηe)e∈TXn
,ΨXn((Xl)0≤l≤n))1{τρ∗>n}

]
=Eρ

[
F(ΨXn(T<Xn

∗ ) ⇌ TXn , (ηe)e∈TXn
,ΨXn((Xl)0≤l≤n))1{τρ∗>n,|Xn|≥M}1S

T≤Xn
∗

]
+ on(1).
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Recall that θk is the k-th fresh epoch and ξk = Xθk . We see for n ≥ 0,

Eρ

[
F(ΨXn(T<Xn

∗ ) ⇌ TXn , (ηe)e∈TXn
,ΨXn((Xl)0≤l≤n))1{τρ∗>n,|Xn|>M}1S

T≤Xn
∗

]
=

∞∑
k=0

Eρ

[
F(Ψξk(T

<ξk
∗ ) ⇌ Tξk , (ηe)e∈Tξk

,Ψξk((Xl)0≤l≤n))1{τρ∗>n,|ξk|>M}1{Xn=ξk}1S
T
≤ξk∗

]
.
(32)

By Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.6, we have for each k ≥ 0

Eρ

[
F(Ψξk(T

<ξk
∗ ) ⇌ Tξk , (ηe)e∈Tξk

,Ψξk((Xl)0≤l≤n))1{τρ∗>n,|ξk|>M}1{Xn=ξk}1S
T
≤ξk∗

]
=E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
F((T−)≤ξk ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)0≤l≤θk) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤n−θk)

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(n− θk))1{τX

ρ+
>θk,|ξk|>M}1{τYξk>n−θk,Yn−θk

=ρ+}1S
(T−)

≤ξk∗

]
.

(33)

Here we reverse the tree and path conditioned on (ηe)e∈Tξk
by Remark 3.7.

Reasoning on the value of n− θk in (33), we see that

∞∑
k=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(n− θk))1{τX

ρ+
>θk,|ξk|>M}1{τYξk>n−θk,Yn−θk

=ρ+}1S
(T−∗ )≤ξk

=
n∑

t=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
>n−t,|Xn−t|>M,n−t∈{θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−t

>t,Yt=ρ+}1S
(T−∗ )

≤Xn−t
.

From the definition of the regeneration epoch,

1{τX
ρ+

>n−t,|Xn−t|>M,n−t∈{Θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−t
>t,Yt=ρ+}1S

(T−∗ )
≤Xn−t

=1{τX
ρ+

>n−t,|Xn−t|>M,n−t∈{θk,k≥0}}1{Xs ̸=(Xn−t)∗,s≥n−t}1{τYXn−t
>t,Yt=ρ+}1S

(T−∗ )
≤Xn−t

.
(34)

We apply the Markov property at time n − t for (Xn)n≥0 considered as a RWDE and the
branching property of a Galton-Watson tree at Xn−t. The term 1{Xs ̸=(Xn−t)∗,s≥n−t} is indepen-
dent of the other terms (it is independent of F since |Xn−t| > M), with expectation Eρ[β(ρ)].
Thus

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
F(·)Φ(NY

(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX
ρ+

>n−t,|Xn−t|>M,n−t∈{Θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−t
>t,Yt=ρ+}1S

(T−∗ )
≤Xn−t

]
=E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
F(·)Φ(NY

(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX
ρ+

>n−t,|Xn−t|>M,n−t∈{θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−t
>t,Yt=ρ+}1S

(T−∗ )
≤Xn−t

]
×

Eρ[β(ρ)].

(35)

We also obtain from (28) and our assumption (7) that

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
n∑

t=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
>n−t,|Xn−t|>M,n−t∈{Θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−t

>t,Yt=ρ+}1ST−∗

]

≤E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
∞∑
t=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{Yt=ρ+}

]
= C <∞

(36)
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By (36), with the dominating function

||F||∞
∞∑
t=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{Yt=ρ+},

we can apply dominated convergence to see that

n∑
t=0

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
F((T−)≤Xn−t ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)0≤l≤n−t) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
>n−t,|Xn−t|>M,n−t∈{Θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−t

>t,Yt=ρ+}1S
(T−∗ )

≤Xn−t

]

=E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
∞∑
t=0

F(T− ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)0≤l≤∞) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,n−t∈{Θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−t

>t,Yt=ρ+}1ST−∗

]
+ on(1).

Here we replace F((T−)≤Xn−t ⇌ T+, ·, ·) by F(T− ⇌ T+, ·, ·), since F only relies on finite
subtrees. Note that we can replace the quantity above by

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
∞∑
t=0

F(T− ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)0≤l≤∞) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,n−t∈{Θk,k≥t+M}}1{τYXn−t

>t,Yt=ρ+}1ST−∗

]
+ on(1)

by dominated convergence. Define bi := Pρ(i ∈ {Θk, k ≥ 0}|τρ∗ = ∞). According to the
renewal theorem,

lim
i→∞

bi =
1

Eρ[Θ1|τρ∗ = ∞]
(37)

since (Θk+1 −Θk)k≥0 is an i.i.d. sequence when conditioned on {τρ∗ = ∞}. Thus we have

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
∞∑
t=0

F(T− ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)0≤l≤∞) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,n−t∈{Θk,k≥t+M}}1{τYXn−t

>t,Yt=ρ+}1ST−∗

]

=E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
∞∑
t=0

F(T− ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)0≤l≤∞) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,n−t≥Θt+M}bn−t−Θt+M

1{τYXn−t
>t,Yt=ρ+}1ST−∗

]

=
1

Eρ[Θ1|τρ∗ = ∞]
E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
∞∑
t=0

F(T− ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)0≤l≤∞) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{Yt=ρ+}1ST−∗

]
+ on(1),
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where we use regeneration structure, branching property for the first equality, and (37) for
the second. With (35), we conclude that

n∑
t=0

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
F((T−)≤Xn−t ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)0≤l≤n−t) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
>n−t,|Xn−t|>M,n−t∈{θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−t

>t,Yt=ρ+}1S
(T−∗ )

≤Xn−t

]

=
1

Eρ[Θ11{τρ∗=∞}]
E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
∞∑
t=0

F(T− ⇌ T+, (ηe)e∈T+ , Rev((Xl)0≤l≤∞) ∗ (Yl)0≤l≤t)

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(t))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{Yt=ρ+}1ST−∗

]
+ on(1).

We thus complete the proof of (31) and the theorem.

We now show the equivalence between positiveness of the speed and finiteness of C .

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By dominated convergence,

0 < lim
n→∞

Eρ

[
1{τρ∗>n}

]
= Eρ [β(ρ)] < 1 (38)

since the walk is transient. According to (32), (33) and (35), with F ≡ 1 and M = 0 (we do
not use the condition (7) and can drop the indicator function 1S

T≤Xn
∗

), we have

Eρ

[
1{τρ∗>n}

]
Eρ[β(ρ)]

=E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
n∑

l=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{τX

ρ+
>n−l,n−l∈{θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−l

>l,Yl=ρ+}

]
Eρ[β(ρ)]

=E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
n∑

l=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,n−l∈{Θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−l

>l,Yl=ρ+}

]
.

(39)

First, suppose the transient ERRW on a Galton-Watson tree (Xn)n≥0 has a positive speed.
From Fact 2.2, we have Eρ[Θ1|τρ∗ = ∞] <∞. Fix K ≥ 1. We see that

1{τX
ρ+

=∞,n−l∈{Θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−l
>l,Yl=ρ+}

≥1{τX
ρ+

=∞,n−l∈{Θk,k≥K}}1{τYXΘK
>l,Yl=ρ+}.

Thus, we can apply the renewal theorem when n− l goes to infinity. Recall that bi := Pρ(i ∈
{Θk, k ≥ 0}|τρ∗ = ∞). From the regeneration structure and branching property at ΘK ,

E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
n∑

l=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,n−l∈{Θk,k≥0}}1{τYXn−l

>l,Yl=ρ+}

]

≥E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
n∑

l=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,n−l∈{Θk,k≥K}}1{τYXΘK

>l,Yl=ρ+}

]

≥E(ρ−,ρ+)

 n/2∑
l=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,n−l≥ΘK}bn−l−ΘK

1{τYXΘK
>l,Yl=ρ+}

 .
(40)
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By applying Fatou’s Lemma and (37) on the last display of (40), we see that

lim inf
n→∞

E(ρ−,ρ+)

 n/2∑
l=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{τX

ρ+
=∞,n−l≥ΘK}bn−l−ΘK

1{τYXΘK
>l,Yl=ρ+}


≥ 1

Eρ[Θ1|τρ∗ = ∞]
E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
∞∑
l=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{τYXΘK

>l,Yl=ρ+}

]
.

It yields with (39) that

lim inf
n→∞

Eρ

[
1{τρ∗>n}

]
≥ 1

Eρ[Θ11{τρ∗=∞}]
E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
∞∑
l=0

Φ(NY
(ρ−,ρ+)(l))1{τX

ρ+
=∞}1{τYXΘK

>l,Yl=ρ+}

]
(41)

for all K ≥ 1. By (28) and the fact that Eρ[Θ1|τρ∗ = ∞] < ∞, the right-hand side of (41)
goes to C /Eρ[Θ11{τρ∗=∞}] as K → ∞ by monotone convergence, which implies that

Eρ[β] ≥
C

Eρ[Θ11{τρ∗=∞}]
,

so C is finite.
Next, suppose C < ∞. By Theorem 3.9, specifically (31) with F ≡ 1 (in the proof of

Theorem 3.9, we do not use the condition that Eρ[Θ11{τρ∗=∞}] <∞), we have

C

Eρ[Θ11{τρ∗=∞}]
= Eρ[β].

Hence we have the finiteness of the Eρ[Θ1|τρ∗ = ∞], which is equivalent to positive speed.

4. Speed of ERRW

4.1. Speed Formula

Recall the definition of Φ and F in (6) and (8) respectively.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By dominated converge, we have

v = lim
n→∞

Eρ

[
|Xn|
n

∣∣∣∣∣S
]
.

We observe that

Eρ

[
|Xn|

∣∣S] = n−1∑
k=0

Eρ

[
|Xk+1| − |Xk|

∣∣S] = n−1∑
k=0

Eρ

ν(Xk)∑
i=1

η(Xk, Xki)− η(Xk, (Xk)∗)

∣∣∣∣∣S
 .
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We then apply Theorem 3.9 and let the functional F be
∑ν(ρ)

i=1 η(ρ, ρi)−η(ρ, ρ∗). With Lemma
3.8, we have

lim
k→∞

Eρ

ν(Xk)∑
i=1

η(Xk, Xki)− η(Xk, (Xk)∗)

∣∣∣∣∣S
 = C −1×

E(ρ−,ρ+)

ν(ρ+)∑
i=1

η(ρ+, ρ+i)− η(ρ+, ρ−)

 β(ρ−)(1− β(ρ+))

η(ρ+, ρ−)

∑
k≥0

Φ(k)(1− β(ρ+))k(1− β(ρ−))k

 .
(42)

Recall the definition of (Ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ ν) in (2). From (27), we see that

E(ρ−,ρ+)

ν(ρ+)∑
i=1

η(ρ+, ρ+i)− η(ρ+, ρ−)

 β(ρ−)(1− β(ρ+))

η(ρ+, ρ−)

∑
k≥0

Φ(k)(1− β(ρ+))k(1− β(ρ−))k


=E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai − 1)

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβ(ρ+i)
×
∑
k≥0

Φ(k)(
1− β(ρ−)

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβ(ρ+i)
)k

]

=E
[
β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai − 1)

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi
× F

(
1− β0

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi

)]
(43)

where β0, β1, · · · are i.i.d copies of β. In the same way,

C =E(ρ−,ρ+)

[
β(ρ−)(1− β(ρ+))

η(ρ+, ρ−)

∑
k≥0

Φ(k)(1− β(ρ+))k(1− β(ρ−))k

]

=E
[
β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai + 1)

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi
× F

(
1− β0

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi

)]
.

(44)

Then we conclude from (42)-(44) that

v = lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑
k=0

Eρ

ν(Xk)∑
i=1

η(Xk, Xki)− η(Xk, (Xk)∗)

∣∣∣∣∣S


= lim
n→∞

Eρ

ν(Xk)∑
i=1

η(Xk, Xki)− η(Xk, (Xk)∗)

∣∣∣∣∣S


=E
[
β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai + 1)

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi
× F

(
1− β0

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi

)]−1

E
[
β0(
∑ν

i=1Ai − 1)

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi
× F

(
1− β0

1 +
∑ν

i=1Aiβi

)]
.

We show briefly how to get Corollary 1.4. Let

G(x) = 2F1(1, αc;αp;x) :=
∑
k≥0

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k)

Γ(αc)Γ(αp + k)
xk,
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and

F (x) =

(
G(x) +

xG′(x)

αc

)
.

By taking αc = αp = α, G(x) = 1/(1 − x). We can readily get the first formula in Corollary
1.4. When αp = 1, αc = 1/2, we can express G as

G(x) =
1√
1− x

,

by considering the expansion of binomial series

1√
1− x

=
∑
k≥0

(2k − 1)!!

(2k)!!
xk.

Then we obtain the second formula (11) for ERRW without direction.

4.2. Conditions for positive speed

In remaining part of the section, we set ν(ρ+) as ν, β(ρ+) as β, β(ρ+i) as βi, β(ρ
−) as β0,

η(ρ+, ρ+i) as ηi and η(ρ
+, ρ−) as η0 when we work on a double tree. For a Galton-Watson tree,

we also use ν for ν(ρ) and η0, ηi, βi for η(ρ, ρ∗), η(ρ, ρi), β(ρi), 1 ≤ i ≤ ν respectively. Note that
Ai = ηi/η0, 1 ≤ i ≤ ν have a generic distribution A, which is independent of ν. Let GW(·)
denote the Galton-Watson measure, and EGW the corresponding expectation. We assume in
this section that EGW [ν] < ∞. We first show the moment estimation of 1/β is related to A.
It is in fact a generalization of [1, Lemma 2.2].

Recall that β(x) can be seen as the effective conductance of the subtree rooted at x, and

1

β
= 1 +

1∑ν
i=1Aiβi

. (45)

Let µ be the number of vertices in the first generation that are the roots of an infinite
subtrees. We mention that µ follows the offspring distribution of another Galton-Watson tree
denoted by TS , which is made up of vertices {x ∈ T : Tx is infinite} with the generating
function EGW [sµ] = (f(q + (1− q)s)− q)/(1− q) [15, Proposition 5.28].

Based on the knowledge above, we state a frequently used lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For a transient (αp, αc)-ERRW on a Galton-Watson tree and a non-negative
real number k, we have when p0 + p1 > 0,

E
[
1S

βk

]
<∞

if and only if E
[
A−k

]
f ′(q) < 1.

Remark 4.2. The Lemma can be extended to the random walk in random environment on a
Galton-Watson tree such that A is independent of ν.

Proof. We start from the ‘if’ part and we assume E
[
A−k

]
f ′(q) < 1. Let β(n)(x) :=

Pη
x(τ

e
n < τx∗), where τ

e
n = inf{k ≥ 0 : |Xk| = n} is the entrance time of level n and β(n)
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is the conductance of a tree with every vertex above level n removed. All discussions about
conductance still work for β(n), and in particular,

1

β(n)(ρ)
= 1 +

1∑ν
i=1A(ρi)β

(n)(ρi)
.

For N > 1, it holds for any x > 0 that

(1 + x)k ≤ 1 + C(N)xk1{x>N−1} +Nk1{x≤N−1} ≤ 1 + C(N)xk +Nk

where C(N) > 1 goes to 1 as N goes to infinity. Hence

1S

(β(n)(ρ))k
≤ 1 + C(N)

1S

(
∑ν

i=1A(ρi)β
(n)(ρi))k

+Nk.

Let I be the index of the children of ρ such that A(ρI) = max{A(ρi) : 1 ≤ i ≤ ν(ρ), β(ρi) > 0}.
We have that

1S

(
∑ν

i=1A(ρi)β
(n)(ρi))k

≤
1{∃I}

(A(ρI)β(n)(ρI))k
1{A(ρi)β(n)(ρi)<ϵ,∀i ̸=I} +

1

ϵk
.

Observe that

lim
ϵ→0

E
[

1{∃I}

(A(ρI)β(n)(ρI))k
1{A(ρi)β(n)(ρi)<ϵ,∀i ̸=I}

]
≤E

[
1S

(β(n−1)(ρ))k

]
lim
ϵ→0

E
[
ν(ρ)A(ρ1)−k1{ν(ρ)>0}1{A(ρi)β(ρi)<ϵ,∀i ̸=1}

]
=E

[
1S

(β(n−1)(ρ))k

]
E
[
A−k(νqν−11{ν>1} + 1{ν=1})

]
by dominated convergence. Hence we have

E
[

1S

(β(n))k

]
≤ 1 +Nk + C(N)λϵE

[
1S

(β(n−1))k

]
+ C(N)ϵ−k,

where λϵ := E
[
A−k

]
f ′(q) + δ < 1/C(N) as long as ϵ is small enough and N large enough.

Finally,

E
[

1S

(β(n))k

]
≤ (1 + C(N)ϵ−k +Nk)

1

(1− C(N)λϵ)
+ (C(N)λϵ)

n(1− q).

We let n go to infinity and apply Fatou’s lemma to complete the proof.
We continue to prove the ‘only if’ part. Assume that E

[
A−k

]
f ′(q) ≥ 1. Recall that µ

is the number of children of ρ where an infinite subtree is rooted. By (45), we have that
conditioned on survival,

1

β
≥ 1 + 1{µ=1}

1

A1β1
.

Therefore,

1

βk
> 1{µ=1}

1

Ak
1β

k
1

.
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By taking expectations on both sides, we have

E
[
β−k|S

]
> f ′(q)E

[
A−k

1

]
E
[
β−k
1 |S

]
,

where f ′(q) comes from the fact that P(µ = 1|S) = f ′(q). Since β and β1 have the same
distribution, and E[A−k]f ′(q) ≥ 1 by assumption, we have E

[
β−k|S

]
= ∞.

Now assume E[A−k]f ′(q) = 1. We can also deduce by induction that

1S

βk
≥ 1S(1 + 1{µ(0)=1}

1

A(0)
+ 1{µ(0)=1,µ(1)=1}

1

A(0)A(1)
. . . )k,

where µ(n), n ≥ 0 are i.i.d with the law of µ and A(n) are i.i.d with the law of A. Set
1{µ(n)=1}A(n) as Ξn for n ≥ 0, which are i.i.d, with

E
[
(Ξn)

k|S
]
= f ′(q)E

[
1

Ak

]
= 1.

Then ψ := 1 + Ξ0 + Ξ0Ξ1 . . . satisfies that

lim
x→∞

P(ψ > x|S)
x−k

= C,

for a positive constant C by the Kesten–Grincevicius–Goldie theorem. (See, for example, [10]
for a statement of the theorem.) Hence

lim inf
x→∞

P(β−1 > x|S)
x−k

≥ C. (46)

It indicates the ‘heavy tail’ property of 1/β.
For an ERRW, there is analogous result when p0 + p1 = 0. Recall that d := min{n ≥

1, pn > 0}.

Lemma 4.3. For a transient (αp, αc)-ERRW on a Galton-Watson tree such that d ≥ 2 and a
real number k ≥ 0,

E
[
1

βk

]
<∞

if and only if k < dαc.

Proof. Mimic the ‘if’ part of Lemma 4.1, and we have for k < dαc

1

(β(n)(ρ))k
≤ 1 + C(N)

1

(
∑ν

i=1A(ρi)β
(n)(ρi))k

+Nk

≤1 + C(N)
1

(
∑d

i=1A(ρi)β
(n)(ρi))k

+Nk,

where C(N) goes to 1 as N goes to infinity. Then we can prove by induction. In fact,

E
[
max
1≤i≤d

A(ρi)−k

]
≤ dkE

( d∑
i=1

A(ρi)

)−k
 <∞
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by Lemma 2.3. By taking 1 ≤ I ≤ d that maximizes {Ai}1≤i≤d, it holds that

1 + C(N)
1

(
∑d

i=1A(ρi)β
(n)(ρi))k

+Nk

≤1 + C(N)
1

(A(ρI)β(n)(ρI))k
1{A(ρi)β(n)(ρi)<ϵ,∀i ̸=I} + C(N)

1

ϵk
+Nk

When ϵ is small enough, we have

E
[

1

(β(n)(ρ))k

]
≤ 1 + C(N)δ(ϵ)E

[
1

(β(n)(ρI))k

]
+ C(N)

1

ϵk
+Nk

for δ(ϵ) := E
[
A(ρI)−k1{A(ρi)β(n−1)(ρi)<ϵ,∀i ̸=I}

]
goes to 0 as ϵ goes to 0 by dominated convergence.

Fix ϵ and N such that C(N)δ(ϵ) < 1, by the induction argument, we have that (1/β(n)(ρ))k

is integrable and so is (1/β(ρ))k by Fatou’s lemma.
On the other hand, if k ≥ dαc,

1

(β(ρ))k
=

(
1 +

1∑ν
i=1A(ρi)β(ρi)

)k

≥ 1{ν=d}
1

(
∑d

i=1A(ρi)β(ρi))
k
≥ 1{ν=d}

1

(
∑d

i=1A(ρi))
k
.

Thus, we have E
[
β−k

]
= ∞ from E

[
(
∑d

i=1A(ρi))
−k
]
= ∞.

Now we are ready to investigate when C is finite. We need a technical condition that

EGW

[
νK
]
<∞, (47)

where K := dαc +3+αp . The condition is not necessary for the finiteness of C . As is shown
in Figure 1, we deal with three different situations separately:

• p0 = 0, p1 > 0;

• p0 = 0, p1 = 0;

• p0 > 0.

First assume that p0 = 0 and 0 < p1 ≤ 1. For simplicity of notation, let s := αc − αp + 2
and

r := sup{t : E
[
A−t

]
p1 < 1}. (48)

The function E [A−t] is decreasing for t ∈ (−αp, (αc − αp)/2) and increasing for t ∈ ((αc −
αp)/2, αc). It implies that (αc − αp) ∨ 0 ≤ r < αc, a fact we often need in the proof below.
Now we claim the proposition in this case.

Proposition 4.4. For a transient (αp, αc)-ERRW, when p0 = 0, p1 > 0, and (47) holds,

E

[
β0(1− β)

η0

∑
k≥0

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β)k(1− β0)

k

]
<∞ (49)

if and only if 2r − αc + αp − 1 > 0.
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Remark 4.5. In the special case p1 = 1, where the tree degenerates to Z+, we need αc > αp

to make the walk transient. Then r = αc − αp and the criterion becomes αc − αp − 1 > 0,
which coincides with the condition

E
[
1

A

]−1

=
αc − 1

αp

> 1

given in [21, Theorem 1.16].

Proof. For two quantities A and B, we write A ≲ B (resp. A ≳ B) when there exists
a positive constant c, such that A ≤ cB (resp. A ≥ cB). Also, write A ≈ B if A ≲ B and
A ≳ B. The condition 2r − αc + αp − 1 > 0 is equivalent to 2r − s+ 1 > 0.

Since as k → ∞,

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
∼ kαc−αp+1,

we have for s > 0,∑
k≥0

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β)k(1− β0)

k ≈ 1

(1− (1− β)(1− β0))s
,

for s = 0, ∑
k≥0

Γ(α + p)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β)k(1− β0)

k ≈ ln(1− (1− β)(1− β0)),

and for s < 0, ∑
k≥0

Γ(α + p)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β)k(1− β0)

k ≈ 1.

We first deal with the last case. When s = αc − αp + 2 < 0, we see αp > 2, and

E

[
β0(1− β)

η0

∑
k≥0

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β)k(1− β0)

k

]

≈E
[
β0(1− β)

η0

]
≤ E

[
1

η0

]
≲ EGW [ν] <∞.

In the next step, we assume s ≥ 0. Let s′ := s+ ϵ1{s=0}. First notice that

E
[

β0(1− β)

η0(1− (1− β)(1− β0))s
′

]
= E

[
β0(η0 +

∑ν
i=1 ηiβi)

s′−1

(η0β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]
≲E

[
β0η

s′−1
0

(η0β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]
+ E

[
β0(η0β0 +

∑ν
i=1 ηiβi)

s′−1

(η0β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]

=E

[
β0η

s′−1
0

(η0β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]
+ E

[
β0

η0β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi

]
=: I1 + I2,

28



where we use 1− β = η0/(η0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi) for the first equality; (η0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′−1 ≲ ηs

′−1
0 +

(
∑ν

i=0 ηiβi)
s′−1 for the second inequality.

Under the condition 2r − s + 1 > 0, we intend to prove that (taking ϵ > 0 small enough
when s = 0) I1 + I2 <∞, which implies (49). By discussing whether η0 is small, we have

I1 ≲ E

[
νs

′ β0η
s′−1
0

(η0β0 + β1)s
′ 1{η0≤1/2}

∣∣∣∣η1 = max
1≤i≤ν

{ηi}

]
+ E

[
β0

(β0 + η1β1)s
′ 1{η0≥1/2}

]

= E

[
νs

′ β0η
s′−1
0

(η0β0 + β1)s
′ 1{η0≤1/2}

]
+ E

[
β0

(β0 + η1β1)s
′ 1{η0≥1/2}

]
=: I3 + I4,

where we use the observation that {η0 ≤ 1/2} implies that {max1≤i≤ν ηi > 1/2ν}.
For I3, it holds that

I3 ≲ E

[
νs

′ β0η
s′−1
0

(η0β0 + β1)s
′

]
≲ E

[
νs

′ 1

βs′−1
0 η0

1{β1≤η0β0} + νs
′ β0η

s′−1
0

βs′
1

1{β1>η0β0}

]
.

Since E[(β1)−r+δ] < ∞ for any positive δ by Lemma 4.1, P(β1 ≤ x) ≲ xr−δ by Markov
inequality. The density of η0 ∈ (0, 1) is given by

dP(η0 ≤ w|ν)
dw

=
Γ(αp + ναc)

Γ(ναc)Γ(αp)
wαp−1(1− w)ναc−1 ≲

Γ(αp + ναc)

Γ(ναc)Γ(αp)
wαp−1 ≈ ναpwαp−1 (50)

by (15) and Stirling’s approximation. Hence, we have

E
[
νs

′ 1

βs′−1
0 η0

1{β1≤η0β0}

]
= EGW

[
νs

′
∫
x≤zw

1

zs′−1w
dP(β0 ≤ z)dP(η0 ≤ w|ν)dP(β1 ≤ x)

]
≲EGW

[
νs

′+αp

∫
zr−s′+1−δwr+αp−δ−2dP(β0 ≤ z)dw

]
≲ EGW

[
νs

′+αp

]
<∞,

where the last approximation follows from 2r− s′ + 1 > 0 (and thus r+ αp − 1 > αc − r > 0)
by taking ϵ and δ small enough. Similarly, together with integration by parts, we have

E

[
νs

′ β0η
s′−1
0

βs′
1

1{β1>η0β0}

]
= EGW

[
νs

′
∫
x>zw

zws′−1

xs′
dP(β0 ≤ z)dP(η0 ≤ w|ν)dP(β1 ≤ x)

]
≲E

[
νs

′
β0η

s′−1
0

]
+ EGW

[
νs

′
∫
x>zw

zws′−1

xs′+1
P(β1 ≤ x)dxdP(β0 ≤ z)dP(η0 ≤ w|ν)

]
≲EGW

[
νs

′
∫
zws′−1(zr−s′−δwr−s′−δ ∨ 1)dP(β0 ≤ z)dP(η0 ≤ w|ν)

]
≲ EGW

[
νs

′+αp

]
<∞,

where we use the fact that E
[
νs

′
β0η

s′−1
0

]
is finite since αp + s′ − 1 ≥ αc + 1 > 0 and E[ν] ≤

E[ναc+3+αp ] <∞.
For I4, the same deduction yields that

E
[

β0
(β0 + η1β1)s

′

]
≲ E

[
β0

βs′
1 η

s′
1

1{β0≤η1β1} +
1

βs′−1
0

1{β0>η1β1}

]
≲EGW

[∫
wr−s′+1−δzr−s′+1−δdP(β1 ≤ z)dP(η1 ≤ w|ν)

]
≲ EGW [ναc ] <∞,
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since E[(β1)−r+δ] <∞,

dP(η1 ≤ w|ν)
dw

≲
Γ(αp + ναc)

Γ(αc)Γ((ν − 1)αc + αp)
wαc−1 ≈ ναcwαc−1 (51)

and 2r − s′ + 1 > 0 (which implies αc + r − s′ + 1 > 0 due to αc > r).
We then deal with I2. We claim that I2 is integrable under the condition 2r−αc+αp−1 > 0.

In fact, if r > 0, we see 2r−1+1 > 0 and r+αp−1 > αc−r > 0, By plugging s′ = 1 into I1, we
obtain I2 <∞ immediately. Note that when s′ = 1, we have EGW [ν1+αp ] ≤ EGW [ν3+αc+αp ] <
∞. If r = 0, we have ν ≡ 1 and αc ≤ αp, which falls into the region of recurrence.

Now we continue to prove that 2r− s+1 > 0 is necessary by contradiction. It is true even
if the condition (47) is dropped. Assume that 2r − s+ 1 ≤ 0 (which implies s ≥ 1). It yields
that

E

[
β0(1− β)

η0

∑
k≥0

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β)k(1− β0)

k

]

≈E
[
β0(η0 +

∑ν
i=1 ηiβi)

s−1

(η0β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s

]
≳ E

[
β0η

s−1
0

(η0β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s

]
= I1

If s = 1, r = 0, which implies recurrence. If s > 1, since event {ν = 1} has positive
probability, we have

I1 ≳
∫

zws−1

(zw + x)s
dP(β0 ≤ z)dP(η0 ≤ w)dP(β1 ≤ x)

≳
∫

ws−1

(1 + w)s
dP(η0 ≤ w)

∫
x<z

z−s+1dP(β0 ≤ z)dP(β1 ≤ x)

≳ E
[
β−s+1
1 ∧ β−s+1

0

]
≳
∫
z≥1

zs−2P(β1−1 ∧ β0−1 ≥ z)dz =

∫
z≤1

P(β0 ≤ z)2z−sdz,

since β0 and β1 have the same law. On the other hand, as is shown in (46), there is a positive
constant C such that

lim inf
x→∞

P(β−1 > x)

x−r
≥ C.

Therefore,
∫
z≤1

P2(β0 ≤ z)z−sdz = ∞ since 2r − s + 1 ≤ 0, which implies that (49) does not
hold.

We continue to deal with the case when p0 = 0, p1 = 0. Recall d := min{n ≥ 1 : pn > 0}
and E[β−k] <∞ if and only if k < dαc by Lemma 4.3.

Proposition 4.6. For a transient (αp, αc)-ERRW, when p0 = 0, p1 = 0, and (47) holds,

E

[
β0(1− β)

η0

∑
k≥0

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β)k(1− β0)

k

]
<∞,

if and only if (2d− 1)αc + αp − 1 > 0.
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Proof. Follow the notation in Proposition 4.4. Recall that 1 − β = η0/(η0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
and

dP(1− η1 ≤ x|ν)
dx

=
Γ(αp + ναc)

Γ(αc)Γ((ν − 1)αc + αp)
x(ν−1)αc+αp−1(1− x)αc−1.

To prove the necessity, suppose (2d− 1)αc + αp − 1 ≤ 0, we see

E

[
β0(1− β)

η0

∑
k≥0

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β)k(1− β0)

k

]

≳E
[
1− β

η0

]
≳ E

[
1{ν=d}

η0 +
∑d

i=1 ηiβi

]

≳
∫

1

x+ y
dP(η0 +

d∑
2

ηi ≤ x|ν = d)dP(β1 ≤ y)

≳
∫
x≤y≤1/2

1

y
dP(1− η1 ≤ x|ν = d)dP(β1 ≤ y)

≳
∫
y≤1/2

y(d−1)αc+αp−1dP(β1 ≤ y) = ∞

since (d− 1)αc + αp − 1 ≤ −dαc.
Following the proof in Proposition 4.4, we only need to prove for sufficiency that when

(2d− 1)αc + αp − 1 > 0 and E
[
νK
]
<∞ (recall that K = dαc + 3 + αp),

I1 = E

[
β0η

s′−1
0

(η0β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]
<∞

where s′ = s + 1{s=0}ϵ. (Note that I2 is finite automatically by taking s′ = 1 in I1.) By
separating the case η0 > 1/2 and η0 ≤ 1/2, we have by symmetry of ηi, 1 ≤ i ≤ ν,

I1 ≲ E
[

β01{η0>1/2}

(β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]
+ E

[
ν
β0η

s′−1
0 1{η1=max{ηi,1≤i≤ν},η0<1/2}

(β0η0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]

≲ E
[

β01{η0>1/2}

(β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]
+ E

[
νs

′+1β0η
s′−1
0 1{η1=max{ηi,1≤i≤ν},η0<1/2}

(β0η0 + β1 +
∑ν

i=2 ηiβi)
s′

]

≲ E
[

β01{η0>1/2}

(β0 +
∑ν

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]
+ E

[
νs

′+1 β0η
s′−1
0 1{η1>1/(2ν)}

(β0η0 + β1 +
∑ν

i=2 ηiβi)
s′

]

≲ E

[
β01{η0>1/2}

(β0 +
∑d

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]
+ E

[
νs

′+1 β0η
s′−1
0 1{η1>1/(2ν)}

(β0η0 + β1 +
∑d

i=2 ηiβi)
s′

]
=: I3 + I4.
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For I4, it holds by the definition of Dirichlet distribution (15) that

E

[
νs

′+1 β0η
s′−1
0 1{η1>1/(2ν)}

(β0η0 + β1 +
∑d

i=2 ηiβi)
s′

]

≲E

[
νs

′+1 Γ(αp + ναc)

Γ((ν − d+ 1)αc)

∫
1−w−

∑d
i=2 xi≥ 1

2ν

β0w
s′−1

(β0w + β1 +
∑d

i=2 xiβi)
s′

[(
1

2ν
)(ν−d+1)αc−1 ∨ 1]wαp−1dw

d∏
i=2

(xαc−1
i dxi)

]

≈E

[
νs

′+1+(d−1)αc+αp
β0η̄

s′−1
0

(β0η̄0 + β1 +
∑d

i=2 η̄iβi)
s′

]
,

where the density of η̄0 is proportional to wαp−1, 0 < w < 1 and that of η̄i, 2 ≤ i ≤ d are
proportional to wαc−1, 0 < w < 1. The random variables η̄i, 2 ≤ i ≤ d, and η̄0 are independent
of each other and of other random variables. In the first inequality, we use the fact that when
(ν − d+ 1)αc − 1 < 0, on the event that {η1 > 1/(2ν)},(

1− w −
d∑

i=2

xi

)(ν−d+1)αc−1

≤
(

1

2ν

)(ν−d+1)αc−1

.

Note that by independence

P

(
β1 +

d∑
i=2

η̄iβi < x

)
≤ P(max{β1, η̄2β2, . . . η̄dβd} < x) = P(β1 ≤ x)

d∏
i=2

P(η̄iβi ≤ x).

Thus we have P(β1 +
∑d

i=2 η̄iβi < x) ≲ x(2d−1)αc−δ from P(β ≤ y) ≲ ydαc−δ and P(η̄iβi <
x) = E[P(η̄i < x/βi|βi)] ≲ xαc , 2 ≤ i ≤ d. Therefore, it holds by the same deduction as in
Proposition 4.4 that

E

[
νs

′+1+(d−1)αc+αp
β0η̄

s′−1
0

(β0η̄0 + β1 +
∑d

i=2 η̄iβi)
s′

]

≲EGW

[
νs

′+1+(d−1)αc+αp

∫
zws′−1

(zw + x)s′
dP(β0 ≤ z)dP(η̄0 ≤ w)dP(β1 +

d∑
i=2

η̄iβi ≤ x|ν)

]

≲EGW

[
νdαc+3+ϵ

∫
z(2d−1)αc−δ+1−s−ϵw(2d−1)αc−δ+αp−2dP(β0 ≤ z)dw

]
which is finite when (2d − 1)αc + αp − 1 > 0 (and thus (3d − 2)αc + αp − 1 > 0) and
E[νdαc+3+ϵ] ≤ E[νdαc+3+αp ] <∞ when ϵ small enough.

We then deal with I3 in the same way. By the substitution mentioned above,

E

[
β01{η0>1/2}

(β0 +
∑d

i=1 ηiβi)
s′

]
≲ EGW

[
νdαc

∫
z

(z + x)s′
dP(β0 ≤ z)dP(

d∑
i=1

η̄iβi ≤ x)

]
.

Recall that P(β ≤ y) ≲ ydαc−δ by Lemma 4.3 and P(η̄i ≤ xi) ≲ xαc
i by definition. Then

we have P(
∑d

i=1 η̄iβi < x) ≤ P(max1≤i≤d{η̄iβi} < x) ≲ xdαc from P(η̄iβi < x) = E[P(η̄i <
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x/βi|βi)] ≲ xαc , 1 ≤ i ≤ d and independence of (η̄iβi)1≤i≤d. Following the proof of Proposition
4.4 , for some δ > 0 small enough,

EGW

[
νdαc

∫
z

(z + x)s′
dP(β0 ≤ z)dP(

d∑
i=1

η̄iβi ≤ x)

]
≲ EGW

[
νdαc

∫
zdαc+1−s′dP(β0 ≤ z)

]
,

which is finite when E[νdαc ] <∞ and (2d− 1)αc + αp − 1 > 0.

Finally, we assume that p0 > 0. Define

r := sup{k : E[A−k]f ′(q) < 1}.

We also have 0 < r < αc from f ′(q) < 1.

Proposition 4.7. For a transient (αp, αc)-ERRW, when p0 > 0 and (47) holds,

E

[
β0(1− β)

η0

∑
k≥0

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β)k(1− β0)

k

∣∣∣∣∣ST−

]
<∞, (52)

if and only if r − αc + αp − 1 > 0.

Proof. Let us first deal with the ‘if’ part. The inequality (52) holds if

E

[
β0
η0

∑
k≥0

Γ(αp)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β0)

k

]
<∞.

If s = αc − αp + 2 < 0, then the summation is bounded and we only need to ensure that
E[1/η0] < ∞. It is naturally satisfied since r − αc + αp − 1 > 0 (which implies αp > 1 by
r < αc), and EGW [ν] < ∞. When s ≥ 0, let us consider s′ = s + ϵ1{s=0} > 0 for ϵ > 0 small
enough. We see

E

[
β0
η0

∑
k≥0

Γ(α + p)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β0)

k

]
≲ E[

β0
η0(1− (1− β0))s

′ ] = E
[
η−1
0

]
E
[
β1−s′

0

]
is finite when r − αc + αp − 1 > 0 (which implies αp > 1 and 1− s′ > −r) and EGW [ν] <∞.

For the ‘only if ’ part, when r − αc + αp − 1 ≤ 0, we have s ≥ r + 1 > 0. Since p0 > 0,
P(β = 0) > 0. On the event {ν = 0}, the left-hand side of (52) becomes

E

[
β0
η0

∑
k≥0

Γ(α + p)Γ(αc + k + 1)

Γ(αc + 1)Γ(αp + k)
(1− β0)

k1{ν=0}

]
≈ E

[
β0

(1− (1− β0))s

]
≈ E

[
β1−s
0

]
which is infinite by Lemma 4.1.

Now Theorem 1.1 is obtained from Proposition 4.4, 4.6 and 4.7.
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