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1. Introduction

1.1. Random walk on a Galton-Watson marked tree

Given, under a probability measure P, a
⋃
k∈NRk-valued random variable P (R0 only contains the se-

quence with length 0) with N := #P denoting the cardinal of P , we consider the following Galton-
Watson marked tree (T, (Ax;x ∈ T)) rooted at e: the generation 0 contains one marked individual
(e,Ae) = (e, 0). For any n ∈ N∗, assume the generation n− 1 has been built. If it is empty, then the gener-
ation n is also empty. Otherwise, for any vertex x in the generation n− 1, let Px := {Ax1 , . . . , AxN(x)} be
a random variable distributed as P where N(x) := #Px. The vertex x gives progeny to N(x) marked
children (x1, Ax1), . . . , (x

N(x), AxN(x)) independently of the other vertices in generation n− 1, thus form-
ing the generation n. We assume E[N ] > 1 so that T is a super-critical Galton-Watson tree with offspring
N , that is P(non-extinction of T) > 0 and we define P∗(·) := P(·|non-extinction of T), where E (resp.
E∗) denotes the expectation with respect to P (resp. P∗).
For any vertex x ∈ T, we denote by |x| the generation of x and x∗ stands for the parent of x, that is the
most recent ancestor of x. For convenience, we add a parent e∗ to the root e. For any x, y ∈ T, we write
x ≤ y if x is an ancestor of y (y is said to be a descendent of x) and x < y if x ≤ y and x ̸= y.
Let us now introduce the branching potential V : x ∈ T 7→ V (x) ∈ R: let V (e) = Ae = 0 and for any
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x ∈ T \ {e}

V (x) :=
∑
e<z≤x

Az =

|x|∑
i=1

Axi .

Under P, E := (T, (V (x);x ∈ T)) is a real valued branching random walk such that (V (x); |x| = 1) is
distributed as P . We will then refer to E as the random environment.
We are now ready to introduce the main process of our study. Given a realization of the random envi-
ronment E , we define a T ∪ {e∗}-valued nearest-neighbour random walk X := (Xj)j∈N, reflected in e∗

whose transition probabilities are, under the quenched probabilities {PE
z ; z ∈ T ∪ {e∗}}: for any x ∈ T,

PE
x (X0 = x) = 1 and

pE (x, x∗) =
e−V (x)

e−V (x) +
∑N(x)

i=1 e−V (xi)
and for all 1 ≤ j ≤ N(x), pE (x, xj) =

e−V (xj)

e−V (x) +
∑N(x)

i=1 e−V (xi)
.

Otherwise, pE (x, u) = 0 and pE (e∗, e) = 1. Let PE := PE
e , that is the quenched probability of X starting

from the root e and we finally define the following annealed probabilities

P(·) := E[PE (·)] and P∗(·) := E∗[PE (·)].

R. Lyons and R. Pemantle [LP92] initiated the study of the randomly biased random walk X.
When, for all x ∈ T, V (x) = |x| log λ for a some constant λ > 0, the walk X is known as the λ-biased
random walk on T ∪ {e∗} and was first introduced by R. Lyons (see [Lyo90] and [Lyo92]). The λ-biased
random walk is transient (on the set of non-extinction) unless the bias is strong enough: if λ ≥ E[N ] then,
P-almost surely, X is recurrent (positive recurrent if λ > E[N ]). R. Lyons, R. Pemantle and Y. Peres (see
[LPP96b] and [LPP96a]), later joined by G. Ben Arous, A. Fribergh, N. Gantert, A. Hammond [AFGH12]
and E. Aïdékon [Aïd14] for example, studied the transient case and payed a particular attention to the
speed vλ := limn→∞ |Xn|/n ∈ [0,∞) of the random walk.
When the bias is random, the behavior of X depends on the fluctuations of the following log-Laplace
transform: for any t ≥ 0

ψ(t) := logE
[ ∑
|x|=1

e−tV (x)
]
= logE

[ ∑
|x|=1

e−tAx

]
,

and we assume that ψ is finite is a neighbourhood of 1 and that ψ′(1) exists. As stated by R. Lyons
and R. Pemantle [LP92], if inft∈[0,1] ψ(t) is positive, then P∗-almost surely, X is transient and we refer
to the work of E. Aïdékon [Aïd08] for this case. Otherwise, it is recurrent. More specifically, G. Faraud
[Far11] proved that the random walk X is P-almost surely positive recurrent either if inft∈[0,1] ψ(t) < 0

or if inft∈[0,1] ψ(t) = 0 and ψ′(1) > 0. It is null recurrent if inft∈[0,1] ψ(t) = 0 and ψ′(1) ≤ 0. We refer
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for instance to [HS07], [FHS11], [AD14b], [HS16], [FHS11], [AC18] and [AK24] for further details on the
case inft∈[0,1] ψ(t) = 0 and ψ′(1) = 0, also known as the slow regime for the random walk X because the
largest generation reached by (Xj)j≤n is of order (log n)3, see in particular [HS07] and [FHS11].
The present paper is dedicated to the null recurrent randomly biased walk X, and we put ourselves in
the following case for the random environment E : we assume

inf
t∈[0,1]

ψ(t) = ψ(1) = 0 and ψ′(1) < 0. (1)

Let us then introduce

κ := inf{t > 1; ψ(t) = 0}, (2)

and assume κ ∈ (1,∞). Define the notation t ∧ s = min(t, s). We require the following:

Assumption 1. Assume that there exists δ1 > 0 such that ψ(t) < ∞ for all t ∈ (1− δ1, κ ∧ 2 + δ1). Moreover,
for any κ ∈ (1, 2]

E
[ ∑
|x|=1

max
(
− V (x), 0

)
e−κV (x)

]
, (3)

and for all κ > 1

E

[ ∑
x ̸=y

|x|=|y|=1

e−V (x)−V (y)

]
<∞. (4)

Assumption 2. The distribution of the
⋃
k∈NRk-valued random variable P is non-lattice.

When Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, E. Aïdékon and L. de Raphélis (see Theorem 6.1 in [AdR17]) for
κ > 2 and L. de Raphelis (see Theorem 1 in [dR22] for κ ∈ (1, 2]) proved that in law, under the
quenched probability PE for the space of càdlàg functions D([0,∞),R), the sequence of random pro-
cesses ((|X⌊tn⌋|/n1−1/(κ∧2); t ≥ 0)) if κ ̸= 2 (resp. ((|X⌊tn⌋|(log n)1/2/n1/2; t ≥ 0)) if κ = 2) converges to
the continuous-time height process associated with some stable Lévy process, see section 3.1.1 for more
details. In particular, the random walk X is said to be sub-diffusive when κ ∈ (1, 2] and diffusive when
κ > 2.

1.2. The range of the random walk X and local times

Let τ0 = 0 and for any j ≥ 1

τ j := inf{k > τ j−1; Xk−1 = e∗, Xk = e},
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with the convention inf ∅ = +∞. When Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, it is known (see [AD14a], [Hu17]
and more recently Theorem 1.2 in [Kag23]) that P∗-almost surely, in law under PE

( τn

nκ∧2

)
if κ ̸= 2 and

( log n
n2

τn
)
if κ = 2 converge in law to Cκ(W∞)κ∧2τκ, (5)

for some explicit constant Cκ > 0, τκ stands for the first hitting time of −1 by some (κ ∧ 2)-stable Lévy
process with no negative jump and W∞ is the limit of the additive martingale (

∑
|x|=k e

−V (x))k≥0. It is
known that still under the Assumptions 1 and 2, P(W∞ > 0) > 0, see [Big77], [Lyo97], [Liu00] or [AI09]
for instance. Moreover, it is claimed in [Big77] that P-almost surely, the event {W∞ > 0} coincides with
the event of non extinction of the underlying Galton-Watson tree T. In particular, P∗(W∞ > 0) = 1. It
is also well known that under the Assumptions 1 and 2, (Wk) is bounded in Lr(P) for any r ∈ [1, κ) if
κ ∈ (1, 2] and in L2(P) for all κ > 2.

For any x ∈ T and p ≥ 1, define the edge local time N (p)
x by

N (p)
x :=

τp∑
j=1

1{Xj−1=x∗, Xj=x},

the number of times the oriented edge (x∗, x) has been visited by the random walk X up to τp. Let us
also introduce the range R(p) of X

R(p) :=
{
x ∈ T; N (p)

x ≥ 1
}
,

the sub-tree of T made up of the vertices visited by the random walk X up to time τp.

Fact 1.1 (Lemma 3.1, [AdR17]). Under P, for any p ∈ N∗, (R(p), (N
(p)
x ; x ∈ R(p))) is a multi-type Galton-

Watson tree with initial type equal to p. Moreover, we have the following characterization: for any x ∈ T, x ̸= e,
any k1, . . . , kN(x) ∈ N and k ≥ 1, on the event {N (1)

x = k}

PE
(N(x)⋂
i=1

{N (1)

xi
= ki}

∣∣N (1)
z ; z ≤ x

)
=

(k − 1 +
∑N(x)

i=1 ki)!

(k − 1)!k1! · · · kN(x)!
× pE (x, x∗)k

N(x)∏
i=1

pE (x, xi)ki ,

and clearly, if N (1)
x = 0, then N (1)

y = 0 for all y ≥ x.

For any p ≥ 1 and k ≥ 0, let G
(p)
k be the sigma-algebra generated by {x ∈ T, |x| ≤ k; N

(p)
x }. Define

L
(p)
k :=

τp∑
j=1

1{|Xj |=k}, (6)



Kagan/Local times in critical generations of a random walk in random environment on trees 5

the local time of (|Xj |)j≥1 at level k and time τp. One can notice that L(p)
k = Z

(p)
k + Z

(p)
k+1 where

Z
(p)
k :=

∑
|x|=k

N (p)
x . (7)

Note that thanks to Fact 1.1, we have that E[
∑

|x|=kN
(p)
x |G (p)

k−1] = E[
∑

|x|=k−1

∑
z;z∗=xN

(p)
z |G (p)

k−1] =∑
|x|=k−1N

(p)
x . Hence, (Z(p)

k /p)k≥0 is, under the annealed probability P and for any p ∈ N∗, a non-

negative (G
(p)
k )k∈N-martingale such that E[Z(p)

k /p] = Z
(p)
0 /p = 1 for all k ∈ N. (Z(p)

k /p)k≥0 is referred
to as the multi-type additive martingale in [dR22].

Note that interesting results about the behavior of {N (p)
x ; x ∈ T} exist. For instance, it is proved in

[CdR20] that under technical assumptions, (max{N (n)
x ; x ∈ T}/n)n≥1 converges in law to an explicit

positive random variable.

2. Main results

Let us now introduce, for any κ ∈ (1, 2]

cκ := lim
r→∞

rκP
(∑
x∈T

1{N(1)
x =1, mine<z<xN

(1)
z ≥2} > r

)
, (8)

with the convention
∑

∅ = 0. The proof of the existence of cκ ∈ (0,∞) under the Assumptions 1 and
2 is one of the main purposes of the paper of L. de Raphélis ([dR22], Proposition 2). When κ > 2, let
c0 := E[

∑
x ̸=y; |x|=|y|=1 e

−V (x)−V (y)]/(1− eψ(2)).
Let (Sj − Sj−1)j∈N∗ be a sequence of i.i.d real valued random variables such that S0 = 0 and for any
measurable and non-negative function f : R → R

E[f(S1)] = E
[ ∑
|x|=1

e−V (x)f(V (x))
]
. (9)

For any κ > 1, introduce the positive constant C∞ := E[(
∑

j≥0 e
−Sj )−2] and

Cκ :=


cκ|Γ(1− κ)| if κ ∈ (1, 2),
c2
2 if κ = 2,
c0
C∞

if κ > 2,

(10)

where Γ(·) stands for the Gamma function.

We are interested in the behavior of the local time up to the first return time to the root. P. Rousselin
proved (Theorem 1.2 in [Rou23]) that for any κ > 1, P∗-almost surely, PE (L

(1)
m > 0)/P(L(1)

m > 0) → W∞
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as m → ∞ but was unfortunately only able to obtain the rate of convergence of PE (L
(1)
m > 0) and

P(L(1)
m > 0) as m → ∞ when κ ∈ (1, 2]. Our first result allows to provide an explicit equivalent of these

probabilities.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that the Assumptions 1 and 2 hold.

(i) If κ ∈ (1, 2), then in P∗-probability

nPE
(
L
(1)
⌊nκ−1⌋ > 0

)
−→
n→∞

W∞
(
(κ− 1)C∞cκ|Γ(1− κ)|

)−1/(κ−1)
,

(ii) If κ = 2, then in P∗-probability

nPE
(
L
(1)
⌊n/ logn⌋ > 0

)
−→
n→∞

W∞
C∞c2

,

(iii) If κ > 2, then in P∗-probability

nPE
(
L(1)
n > 0

)
−→
n→∞

W∞
c0

,

Moreover, for any κ > 1, in P∗-probability

PE
(
L
(1)
m > 0

)
P
(
L
(1)
m > 0

) −→
m→∞

W∞.

Remark 1. It is not difficult to show, under the Assumptions 1 and 2, that the sequence (PE (L
(1)
m > 0)/P(L(1)

m >

0)) is bounded in Lr(P) for any r ∈ [1, κ) if κ ∈ (1, 2] and in L2(P) for all κ > 2. For example, it is proved in
Lemma 2.3 of [Rou23] that E[(PE (L

(1)
m > 0)/P(L(1)

m > 0))r] ≤ E[(Wm)
r] for any r ≥ 1.

Remark 2 (Critical generations). In view of Theorem 2.1, we say that (ℓn)n≥1, a sequence of positive integers,
is a sequence of critical generations for (R(n))n≥1 if limn→∞ ℓn/n

κ∧2−1 ∈ (0,∞) (resp. limn→∞(log n)ℓn/n ∈
(0,∞)) when κ ̸= 2 (resp. κ = 2).

For our next result, we need to introduce a few definitions. Let (Y (κ)
a ; a ≥ 0) be a continuous state

branching process (CSBP) with branching mechanism λ 7→ C∞Cκλ
κ∧2, in the sense that for almost every

environment E , (Y (κ)
a ; a ≥ 0) is a real-valued Markov process such that Y

(κ)
0 = 1 and for any λ ≥ 0 and

any 0 ≤ a ≤ b

EE
[
e−λY

(κ)
b

∣∣Y (κ)
a

]
= exp

(
− λY (κ)

a

(
1 + (b− a)(κ ∧ 2− 1)C∞Cκλ

κ∧2−1
)−1/(κ∧2−1)

)
. (11)

When κ ≥ 2, the random process (Y (κ)
a ; a ≥ 0) has continuous paths and is also referred to as the Feller

diffusion, that is the unique strong solution of

dY (κ)
a =

(
2C∞CκY

(κ)
a

)1/2
dBa and Y

(κ)
0 = 1,
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where (Ba; a ≥ 0) is a standard Brownian motion.
Before stating our next result, let us introduce the following definition. Let (Y (n))n≥1 be a sequence
of random variables taking values in a metric space Q and let Y be a Q-valued random variable. We
say that (Y (n))n≥1 converges to Y in P∗-law if for any increasing sequence of positive integers (nq)q≥1,
there exists an increasing sequence of positive integers (mℓ)ℓ≥1 such that P∗-almost surely, the sequence
(Y (nmℓ

))ℓ≥1 converges in law to Y under the quenched probability PE . Note that the convergence in P∗-
law implies that for any bounded and continuous function F : Q → R, in P∗-probability and in Lr(P∗)

for any r > 0

EE
[
F
(
Y (n)

)]
−→
n→∞

EE
[
F
(
Y
)]
.

In particular, the convergence in P∗-law implies the convergence in law under the probability P∗.
Our next result is dedicated to the convergence of the rescaled local time up to the n-th return time to
the root.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that the Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Let a > 0.

(i) if κ ∈ (1, 2), then in P∗-law

1

n
L
(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋ −→

n→∞
2W∞Y

(κ)
a/(W∞)κ−1 ;

(ii) if κ = 2, then in P∗-law

1

n
L
(n)
⌊an/ logn⌋ −→

n→∞
2W∞Y

(2)
a/W∞

;

(iii) if κ > 2, then in P∗-law

1

n
L
(n)
⌊an⌋ −→

n→∞
2W∞Y

(κ)
a/W∞

.

Theorem 2.2 reminds us of very well-known results about the convergence of rescaled critical Galton-
Watson processes, see for instance [DLG05].

In our next result, we deal with the limiting quenched law of the rescaled local time up to the first return
time to the root conditionally on the survival of the population. For any λ ≥ 0, define ϕ(κ)(λ) by

ϕ(κ)(λ) := 1− λ
(
1 + λκ∧2−1

)−1/(κ∧2−1)
. (12)

One can notice that for all κ ≥ 2, ϕ(κ) is the Laplace transform of an exponential random variable with
mean 1.

Corollary 2.3. Assume that the Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Let λ ≥ 0
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(i) If κ ∈ (1, 2), then in P∗-probability

EE

[
e
−λ

n
L
(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋
∣∣∣L(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋ > 0

]
−→
n→∞

ϕ(κ)
(
2λ
(
(κ− 1)C∞cκ|Γ(1− κ)|

)1/(κ−1)
)
;

(ii) If κ = 2, then in P∗-probability

EE

[
e
−λ

n
L
(1)
⌊n/ logn⌋

∣∣∣L(1)
⌊n/ logn⌋ > 0

]
−→
n→∞

ϕ(κ)
(
2λC∞c2

)
;

(iii) If κ > 2, then in P∗-probability

EE
[
e−

λ
n
L
(1)
n

∣∣∣L(1)
n > 0

]
−→
n→∞

ϕ(κ)
(
2λc0

)
.

Corollary 2.3 says in particular that for any κ > 1, the sequences PE (L
(1)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋/n ∈ · |L(1)

⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0)n≥1

if κ ̸= 2 and PE (L
(1)
⌊n/ logn⌋/n ∈ · |L(1)

⌊n/ logn⌋ > 0)n≥1 if κ = 2 both converge towards the law of a random
variable which is proportional to the random variable with Laplace transform given by ϕ(κ). This is
strongly reminiscent of results previously obtained for critical Galton-Watson processes, see for instance
[Yag47], [KNS66], [Sla68] and [Sla72].

Our previous results are based on the following proposition. For any k ∈ N, let pE
k := PE (Z

(1)
k > 0) and

pk := E[pE
k ] = P(Z(1)

k > 0).

Proposition 2.4. Assume that the Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Let i ≥ 1 be an integer, (γi,m)m≥1 and (ρi,m)m≥1

be two sequences of positive integers such that γ−m ≤ γi,m ≤ γ+m and ρ−m ≤ ρi,m ≤ ρ+m where γ−m/m → 1,
γ+m/m→ 1 and ρ+m/m→ 0 as m→ ∞. For any λ1, λ2 ≥ 0, we have, uniformly in i ≥ 1 that

lim
m→∞

(
E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

])1/pm
= e−

(
1−ϕ(κ)(2λ1+2λ2)

)
.

As a consequence of Proposition 2.4, one can deduce an annealed version of Corollary 2.3. Let θ ≥ 0

and k ∈ N. If we denote E[e−θL
(1)
k |L(1)

k > 0] := E[e−θL
(1)
k 1{L(1)

k >0}]/P(L
(1)
k > 0), which is different from

E[EE [e−θL
(1)
k |L(1)

k > 0]], then for any λ ≥ 0

(i) if κ ∈ (1, 2), then

E
[
e
−λ

n
L
(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋
∣∣∣L(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋ > 0

]
−→
n→∞

ϕ(κ)
(
2λ
(
(κ− 1)C∞cκ|Γ(1− κ)|

)1/(κ−1)
)
;

(ii) if κ = 2, then

E
[
e
−λ

n
L
(1)
⌊n/ logn⌋

∣∣∣L(1)
⌊n/ logn⌋ > 0

]
−→
n→∞

ϕ(κ)
(
2λC∞c2

)
;
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(iii) if κ > 2, then

E
[
e−

λ
n
L
(1)
n

∣∣∣L(1)
n > 0

]
−→
n→∞

ϕ(κ)
(
2λc0

)
.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in order to prove our results properly, we first present a
few preliminary results, see section 3.1. After this, the proofs of our theorems and corollary are presented
and we finally end the paper with the proof of Proposition 2.4.

3. Proofs of the results

In all this section, the Assumptions 1 and 2 hold.

3.1. Preliminary results

Let x ∈ T. It is well known that

PE (N (1)
x ≥ 1) =

e−V (x)

Hx
and PE

x∗(N
(1)
x ≥ 1) = 1− 1

Hx
, (13)

where Hx :=
∑

e≤w≤x e
V (w)−V (x). Moreover, under PE

x∗ , N (1)
x follows a Geometric law on N with proba-

bility of success 1− PE
x∗(N

(1)
x ≥ 1). In particular, EE [N

(1)
x ] = e−V (x).

For any s ∈ [0, 1] and any p, k ≥ 1, introduce GE
ℓ (s, p) := EE [sZ

(p)
k ] and Gk(s, p) := E[Gk(s, p)] = E[sZ

(p)
k ],

GE
ℓ (s) := GE

ℓ (s, 1) and Gk(s) := Gℓ(s, 1).

Lemma 3.1. Let κ > 1, let p, k, ℓ ≥ 1 be integers, s ∈ [0, 1] and α ∈ (1, κ ∧ 2). We have(
Gℓ(s)

)p ≤ Gℓ(s, p) ≤ e−p
(
1−Gℓ(s)

)
+pαE

[(
1−GE

ℓ (s)
)α]

,

and in particular

Gk(Gℓ(s)) ≤ Gk+ℓ(s) ≤ E
[
e−Z

(1)
k (1−Gℓ(s))e

∑
|u|=k

(
N

(1)
u

)α
E
[(

1−GE
ℓ (s)
)α]]

.

Proof. Since Z(p)
ℓ is a sum of i.i.d copies of Z(1)

ℓ under the quenched probability PE , the Jensen inequality
yields Gℓ(s, p) = E[(GE

ℓ (s))
p] ≥ (Gℓ(s))

p, thus giving the lower bound. For the upper bound, one can
notice that using the convexity of the function t 7→ et−1 first and the fact that for any s ≥ 0, e−s ≤ 1−s+sα

in a second time, we have

GE
ℓ (s, p) =

(
GE
ℓ (s)

)p ≤ e−p(1−G
E
ℓ (s)) ≤ 1− p

(
1−GE

ℓ (s)
)
+ pα

(
1−GE

ℓ (s)
)α
.
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Then taking the expectation and using the convexity of the function t 7→ e−t, we obtain

E
[
GE
ℓ (s, p)

]
≤ 1− p

(
1−Gℓ(s)

)
+ pαE

[(
1−GE

ℓ (s)
)α] ≤ e−p

(
1−Gℓ(s)

)
+pαE

[(
1−GE

ℓ (s)
)α]

,

and this yields the first result. Now, by the branching property (see Fact 1.1), we have

Gk+ℓ(s) = E
[ ∏
u∈R(1);|u|=k

Gℓ
(
s,N (1)

u

)]
,

so using what we have just proved with p = N
(1)
u ≥ 1 for u ∈ R(1), we finally obtain

Gk(Gℓ(s)) = E
[(
Gk(0)

)Z(1)
ℓ

]
≤ Gk+ℓ(s) ≤ E

[
e−Z

(1)
k (1−Gℓ(s))e

∑
|u|=k

(
N

(1)
u

)α
E
[(

1−GE
ℓ (s)
)α]]

.

Lemma 3.2. Let κ > 1 and α ∈ (1, κ∧2). Let i ≥ 1 be an integer and (γi,m)m≥1 be a sequence of positive integers,
(tm)m≥1 and (sm)m≥1 are two (0, 1)-valued sequences such that limm→∞ sm/tm = 0. We have, uniformly in
i ≥ 1

lim
m→∞

1

tm

(
E
[
e
sm

∑
|u|=γi,m

(
N

(1)
u

)α]
− 1

)
= 0.

Proof. Let us first prove that

sup
k≥0

E
[ ∑
|x|=k

(
N (1)
x

)α]
<∞.

Indeed, recall that for any x ∈ T, N (1)
x is, under PE

x∗ , a Geometric random variable on N with probability
of success 1 − PE

x∗(N
(1)
x ≥ 1), see section 3.1 so the strong Markov property yields PE (N

(1)
x > ℓ) =

PE (N
(1)
x ≥ 1)(PE

x∗(N
(1)
x ≥ 1))ℓ = e−V (x)(1− 1/Hx)

ℓ/Hx. Hence, there exists a constant Cα > 0 such that

E
[ ∑
|x|=k

(
N (1)
x

)α] ≤ CαE
[ ∑
|x|=k

e−V (x)

Hx

∑
ℓ≥0

ℓα−1
(
1− 1

Hx

)ℓ]
= CαE

[ ∑
|x|=k

(
Hx

)α−1
e−V (x) 1

(Hx)α

∑
ℓ≥0

ℓα−1
(
1− 1

Hx

)ℓ]
≤ Cα sup

l≥0
E
[ ∑
|x|=l

(
Hx

)α−1
e−V (x)

]
sup
s∈(0,1]

sα
∑
ℓ≥0

ℓα−1(1− s)ℓ,

where we have used that Hx ≥ 1 for all x ∈ T for the last inequality. By Lemma 2.2 in [AD20], we have
supl≥0E[

∑
|x|=l(Hx)

α−1e−V (x)] <∞ and it is a well-known fact that sups∈(0,1] sα
∑

ℓ≥0 ℓ
α−1(1− s)ℓ <∞,
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so we get what we wanted.
Now, since tm ≤ 1 for all m ≥ 1, the Jensen inequality leads to

E
[
e
sm

∑
|u|=γi,m

(
N

(1)
u

)α]
− 1 ≤ E

[
e

sm
tm

∑
|u|=γi,m

(
N

(1)
u

)α]tm
− 1.

Besides, thanks to what we have just proved and the fact that limm→∞ sm/tm = 0, we have

sm
tm

sup
i≥1

E
[ ∑
|u|=γi,m

(
N (1)
u

)α] −→
m→∞

0.

In particular, E[e
sm
tm

∑
|u|=γi,m

(N
(1)
u )α

] → 1 as m→ ∞ and uniformly in i ≥ 1. Hence

1

tm

(
E
[
e
sm

∑
|u|=γi,m

(
N

(1)
u

)α]
− 1

)
≤ 1

tm

(
E
[
e

sm
tm

∑
|u|=γi,m

(
N

(1)
u

)α]tm
− 1

)

=

(
E
[
e

sm
tm

∑
|u|=γi,m

(
N

(1)
u

)α]
− 1

)(
1 + o(1)

)
,

as m→ ∞, uniformly in i ≥ 1 and the proof is completed.

Lemma 3.3. Let i ≥ 1 be an integer and (γi,m)m≥1 be a sequence of positive integers, let (ti,m) and (si,m) be two
(0, 1)-valued sequences such that ti,m/pγi,m → ν and si,m/pγi,m → ν for some ν ∈ [0,∞) and γi,m → ∞ as
m→ ∞ and uniformly in i ≥ 1. We have

lim
m→∞

E
[
e
−ti,mZ

(1)
γi,m
∣∣Z(1)

γi,m > 0
]

E
[
e
−si,mZ

(1)
γi,m
∣∣Z(1)

γi,m > 0
] = 1,

and

lim
m→∞

(
Gγi,m

(
e−ti,m

)
Gγi,m

(
e−si,m

))1/ti,m

= 1,

uniformly in i ≥ 1.

Proof. For any M > 0, thanks to Markov inequality and together with E[Z(1)
k ] = 1 for all k ≥ 1, we have

P
(
pγi,mZ

(1)
γi,m > M

∣∣Z(1)
γi,m > 0

)
≤ 1

M
,

so there exists a random variable Z ∈ [0,∞) such that

E
[
e
−θpγi,mZ

(1)
γi,m
∣∣Z(1)

γi,m > 0
]

−→
m→∞

E
[
e−θZ

]
,
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along a sub-sequence, for any θ ≥ 0 and uniformly in i ≥ 1. Using that supi≥1 |ti,m/pγi,m − ν| → 0 and
supi≥1 |si,m/pγi,m − ν| → 0 as m→ ∞, we obtain

lim
m→∞

E
[
e
−ti,mZ

(1)
γi,m
∣∣Z(1)

γi,m > 0
]

E
[
e
−si,mZ

(1)
γi,m
∣∣Z(1)

γi,m > 0
] = E

[
e−νZ

]
E
[
e−νZ

] = 1,

uniformly in i ≥ 1. Besides, limm→∞ supi≥1 pγi,m = 0 so

lim
m→∞

(
Gγi,m

(
e−ti,m

)
Gγi,m

(
e−si,m

))1/ti,m

= lim
m→∞

1− pγi,m ×
(
1− E

[
e
−ti,mZ

(1)
γi,m
∣∣Z(1)

γi,m > 0
])

1− pγi,m ×
(
1− E

[
e
−si,mZ

(1)
γi,m
∣∣Z(1)

γi,m > 0
])


1/ti,m

=
e(1−E[e−νZ ])/ν

e(1−E[e−νZ ])/ν
= 1,

uniformly in i ≥ 1 and the proof is completed.

3.1.1. Reduced range

We introduce what we call the reduced range. Roughly speaking, the reduced range associated with R(p)

is a range for which we get rid of vertices that do not give a sufficient contribution. We will see that it
is easier to deal with a reduced multi-type additive martingale than we the actual one. For any ℓ ∈ N and
p ∈ N∗, define

B
(p)
ℓ :=

{
x ∈ T, |x| > ℓ; N (p)

x = 1 and min
ℓ<i<|x|

N (p)
xi ≥ 2

}
, (14)

with the convention B
(0)
ℓ = ∅. This set was first introduced by E. Aïdékon and L. de Raphélis in [AdR17].

B
(p)
ℓ stands for the cardinal of B

(p)
ℓ . We know thanks to Lemma 2.6 in [Kag23] that for any r > 0, P-

almost surely, limn→∞ PE
(
(Bp

⌊(logn)2⌋)p≤⌊nr⌋ is non-decreasing, sup
x∈B

(⌊nr⌋)
⌊(logn)2⌋

|x| ≤ ⌊(log n)3⌋
)
= 1 and

by Lemma 2.7 in [Kag23] that P∗-almost surely

lim
n→∞

PE
(
∀ |y| ≥ ⌊(log n)3⌋, ∃ x ∈ B

(⌊nr⌋)
⌊(logn)2⌋ : x ≤ y

)
= 1.

Also, thanks to Lemma 2.9 in [Kag23], we know that for any r > 0, in P-probability (and P∗-probability)

1

nr
B

(⌊nr⌋)
⌊(logn)2⌋ −→

n→∞
W∞. (15)

Let B(n) := B
(n2)
⌊(logn)2⌋, B̄(n) := B

(n)
⌊(logn)2⌋ and denote by B(n) the cardinal of B(n) and B̄(n) the cardinal

of B̄(n). For any i ∈ {1, . . . , B(n)} let e(n)i (to simplify, we will use the notation ei instead) be the i-th
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element of B(n) visited by the random walk X and define the tree R(n)
i rooted at ei by

R(n)
i := {x ∈ T; x ≥ ei} ∩ R(n2). (16)

By definition, the oriented edge ((ei)
∗, ei) is visited exactly once by the random walk X up to time τn

2
so

one should think of R(n)
i as the range of a random walk on T up to its return time to the edge ((ei)

∗, ei).
Precisely, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , B(n)} and x ∈ R(n)

i , let t(n)x := N
(n2)
x . Let ((R(n)

i , (t
(n)
x ; x ∈ R(n)

i )); i >

B(n)), be, under P, a collection of i.i.d copies of (R(1), (N
(1)
x , x ∈ R(1))), independent of any random

variable we have introduced so far. We still denote by ei the root of R(n)
i when i > B(n). Therefore,

((R(n)
i , (t

(n)
x ; x ∈ R(n)

i )); i ≥ 1) is a collection of i.i.d copies of the multi-type Galton-Watson tree
(R(1), (N

(1)
x , x ∈ R(1))) with initial type 1, see Fact 1.1.

The idea of considering this new range is due to E. Aïdékon and L. de Raphelis in the paper [AdR17]
and is significantly easier to deal with than the actual range.
Define F (n) := (R(n)

i )i≥1, denote by F (n)(p) the number of vertices in the first p trees of the forest F (n)

and H(n) stands for the height function of the forest F (n) as defined below:
let T be a tree rooted at u(0) and #T stands for the number of vertices of T and assume that #T <∞. For
any i ∈ {0, . . . ,#T−1}, denote by u(i) the (i+1)-th vertex of the tree T for the depth first search order. We
then defineHT : {0, . . . ,T} → N to be the height function of the tree T, with the conventionHT(#T) = 0.
Then, for any i ∈ {0, . . . ,#T− 1}, HT(i) is the generation of the vertex u(i) in the tree T. We extend this
definition to a collection of trees (or forest) F = (Tj)j≥1: we define the height function HF : N → N of the
forest F by setting: for any i ∈ N, HF(i) = HTj (i −

∑
l<j #Tl) if and only if

∑
l<j #Tl ≤ i <

∑
l≤j #Tl,

for some j ≥ 1, with the convention #T0 = 0.

Before stating an important fact, we need a few more definitions. Let κ > 1 and define Yκ := (Yκ,s; s ≥ 0)

to be a (κ ∧ 2)-stable Lévy process with no negative jump and Laplace exponent λ ∈ [0,∞) 7→ Cκλ
κ∧2

(see (10) for the definition of Cκ) such that, almost surely, infs≥0 Yκ,s = −∞ and denote by Hκ :=

(Hκ(s); s ≥ 0) the continuous-time height process associated with Yκ. For any s ≥ 0, Hκ(s) is defined
as the "Lebesgue measure" of the set {t ≤ s; Yκ,t = infr∈[t,s] Yκ,r}, see Definition 1.2.1 in [DLG05] for a
rigorous definition. Besides, by Theorem 1.4.3 in [DLG05], Hκ has continuous paths almost-surely. One
can notice that for any κ ≥ 2, Hκ is distributed as (2/Cκ)

1/2|B|, with B a standard Brownian motion.
There is a strong link between H(n) and Hκ, see Fact 3.4.
For any t ≥ 0, define τ−t(Yκ) to be the first hitting time of −t by Yκ, that is

τ−t(Yκ) := inf{s > 0; Yκ,s = −t},

which is finite almost surely. Let c∞ := E[(
∑

j≥1 e
−Sj )−1], see (9) for the definition of (Sj).

Fact 3.4. For any κ > 1
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(i) if κ ̸= 2, then in P∗-law for the Skorokhod product topology on D([0,∞),R)×D([0,∞),R)(( C∞
nκ∧2−1

H(n)(⌊snκ∧2⌋); s ≥ 0
)
,
( C∞
nκ∧2

F (n)(⌊tn⌋); t ≥ 0
))

−→
n→∞

((
Hκ(sC∞/c∞); s ≥ 0

)
,
(
c∞τ−t(Yκ); t ≥ 0

))
;

(ii) if κ = 2, then in P∗-law for the Skorokhod product topology on D([0,∞),R)×D([0,∞),R)((
2C∞

log n

n
H(n)(⌊sn2/ log n2⌋); s ≥ 0

)
;
(2C∞ log n

n2
F (n)(⌊tn⌋); t ≥ 0

))
−→
n→∞

((
Hκ(sC∞/c∞); s ≥ 0

)
;
(
c∞τ−t(Y2); t ≥ 0

))
.

The convergences of ( C∞
nκ∧2−1H

(n)(⌊snκ∧2⌋); s ≥ 0) when κ ̸= 2, of (2C∞
logn
n H(n)(⌊sn2/ log n2⌋); s ≥ 0)

when κ = 2 and of ( C∞
nκ∧2F

(n)(⌊tn⌋); t ≥ 0) when κ ̸= 2, of (2C∞ logn
n2 F (n)(⌊tn⌋); t ≥ 0) when κ = 2 have

been obtained separately, the first two in [AdR17] when κ > 2 and in [dR22] when κ ∈ (1, 2] and the last
two in [Kag23]. Let us explain briefly why we actually have the joint convergence when κ ∈ (1, 2). For
any i ≥ 1 and any x ∈ R(n)

i , define

G1
i (ei) := 0 and ∀ x ∈ R(n)

i \ {ei}, G1
i (x) :=

∑
ei≤z<x

1{t(n)
z =1}.

Define the tree T (n,1)
i as follows: for any k ≥ 0, the generation k of T (n,1)

i is made up of vertices in
x ∈ R(n)

i such that t(n)x = 1 and G1
i (x) = k by keeping the initial order on R(n)

i (in the sense that the
(j + 1)-th vertex of R(n)

i such that t(n)x = 1 is the (j + 1)-th vertex of T (n,1)
i ) so that the genealogical

structure is preserved. In particular, T (n,1)
i is rooted at ei. By definition, (T (n,1)

i )i≥1 is a collection of i.i.d
random trees. Moreover, if N (n,1) :=

∑
x∈R(n)

1

1{t(n)
x =1, G1

1(x)=1} denotes the number of vertices in the

generation 1 of T (n,1)
1 , then E[N (n,1)] = 1, limr→∞ rκP(N (n,1) > r) = cκ ∈ (0,∞) for all κ ∈ (1, 2), see (8)

and F (n,1) := (T (n,1)
i )i≥1 is a forest of i.i.d Galton-Watson trees with offspring distribution N (n,1). If we

denote by H(n,1) the height function of the forest F (n,1), then it is proved in [dR22] that for any M > 0,
in P-probability

sup
s∈[0,M ]

1

nκ−1

∣∣∣H(n)(⌊snκ⌋)− 1

C∞
H(n,1)

(
φ(⌊snκ⌋)

)∣∣∣ −→
n→∞

0,

for some random non-decreasing sequence (φ(m))m≥1 such that in P-probability, φ(m)/m → C∞/c∞.
Now, for any j ≥ 0, denote by x1(j) the (j + 1)-th vertex (for the depth first search order) of the forest
F (n) such that t(n)

x1(j)
= 1. For any x ∈ R(n)

i , define the set C(n,1)
x := {z ∈ R(n)

i ; G1
i (z) = G1

i (x) + 1}. If we
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let

M
(n,1)
j :=

∑
y∈F(n)

1{y>x1(j)} −
∑

z∈C(n,1)

x1(j)

∑
y∈F(n)

1{y>z},

then the collection (M
(n,1)
j )j≥1 is made up of i.i.d random variables and E[M (n,1)

1 ] = c∞/C∞. We refer

to Proposition 2 in [dR22] for the computation of E[N (n,1)] and E[M (n,1)
1 ]. In particular, the law of large

number yields, in P-probability, limm→∞
1
m

∑m−1
j=0 M

(n,1)
j = c∞/C∞. In [Kag23], it is noticed that

F (n)(⌊tn⌋) = ⌊tn⌋+
F (n,1)(⌊tn⌋)−1∑

j=0

M
(n,1)
j ,

where F (n,1)(⌊tn⌋) is the number of vertices in the first ⌊tn⌋ trees of the forest F (n,1). Noting that
F (n,1)(⌊tn⌋) = inf {j ≥ 0; V

(n,1)
j = −⌊tn⌋} where (V

(n,1)
j )j≥0 denotes the Lukasiewicz path associated

with the random forest F (n,1), Corollary 2.5.2 in [DLG05] yields, in law under P for the Skorokhod prod-
uct topology on D([0,∞),R)×D([0,∞),R)(( 1

nκ−1
H(n,1)(⌊snκ⌋); s ≥ 0

)
,
( 1

nκ
F (n,1)(⌊tn⌋); t ≥ 0

))
−→
n→∞

((
Hκ(s); s ≥ 0

)
,
(
τ−t(Yκ); t ≥ 0

))
,

thus giving the convergence in Fact 3.4 for the annealed probability P. To obtain the convergence in P∗-
law, we use the same procedure as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [AdR17]. This argument is recalled in
the Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Let us now introduce the reduced multi-type additive martingale:

Z
(n)
k (p) :=

p∑
i=1

Z
(n,i)
k where Z

(n,i)
k :=

∑
x∈R(n)

i

1{|x|i=k}t
(n)
x , (17)

and for any x ∈ R(n)
i , |x|i is the generation of the vertex x relatively to the tree R(n)

i . In particular,
|ei|i = 0 and for any i ∈ {1, . . . , B(n)}, |x| = |x|i + |ei|. Also introduce the following reduced local time

L
(n)
k (p) :=

p∑
i=1

L
(n,i)
k where L

(n,i)
k := Z

(n,i)
k +Z

(n,i)
k+1 . (18)

Note that Z(n)
k (p) (resp. L(n)

k (p)) is a sum of p i.i.d copies of Z(1)
k (resp. L(1)

k ) under the annealed proba-
bility P.



Kagan/Local times in critical generations of a random walk in random environment on trees 16

3.2. Proofs of Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.3

We begin this section with the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We proceed in two steps.

Step 1: we provide an equivalent for PE (L
(1)
m > 0).

First assume that κ ̸= 2. One can see that a direct consequence of the fact that PE (supx∈B̄(n) |x| ≤
⌊(log n)3⌋; ∀ |y| ≥ ⌊(log n)3⌋,∃ x ∈ B̄(n) : x ≤ y, B̄(n) ⊂ B(n)) goes to 1 for almost every environment
is that, P∗-almost surely as n→ ∞

PE
(
∀ a ≥ 0, L

(n)
⌊anκ∧2−1⌋ =

B̄(n)∑
i=1

L
(n,i)
⌊anκ∧2−1⌋−|ei|

)
−→
n→∞

1. (19)

Hence, by (19), using again that P∗-almost surely, limn→∞ PE (∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ B̄(n); ⌊(log n)2⌋ ≤ |ei| ≤
⌊(log n)3⌋) = 1, together with the fact that {L(n)

k−k+(B̄
(n)) > 0} ⊂ {

∑B̄(n)

i=1 L
(n,i)
k−|ei| > 0} ⊂ {L(n)

k−k−(B̄
(n)) >

0} for any k− ≤ |ei| ≤ k+ ≤ k, we obtain

PE
(
L
(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

)
≤ PE

(
L

(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋−⌊(logn)3⌋

(
B̄(n)

)
> 0
)
+ oE (1),

and

PE
(
L
(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

)
≥ PE

(
L

(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋−⌊(logn)2⌋

(
B̄(n)

)
> 0
)
+ oE (1),

where oE (1) represent any sequence converging to 0, P∗-almost surely as n→ ∞. Let (an) be a sequence
of positive integers such that an/nκ∧2−1 → 1. We have

PE
(
L(n)
an

(
B̄(n)

)
> 0
)
= PE

(
max

1≤i≤B̄(n)
L(n,i)
an > 0

)
= PE

(
max

1≤i≤B̄(n)
max
x∈R(n)

i

|x|i ≥ an

)
= PE

(
max

1≤j≤F (n)(B̄(n))
H(n)(j) ≥ an

)
.

Thanks to Fact 3.4 (i) and (15) (noticing that W∞ is deterministic at fixed environment), we have, in
P∗-law on D([0,∞))× R(( C∞

nκ∧2−1
H(n)(⌊snκ∧2⌋); s ≥ 0

)
,
C∞
nκ∧2

F (n)
(
B̄(n)

))
−→
n→∞

((
Hκ(sC∞/c∞); s ≥ 0

)
, c∞τ−W∞(Yκ)

)
,

the giving, in P∗-probability

PE
(

max
1≤j≤F (n)(B̄(n))

H(n)(j) ≥ an

)
−→
n→∞

= PE
(

sup
t≤τ−W∞ (Yκ)

Hκ(t) > C∞

)
= 1− e−W∞v(C∞),
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where we have used excursion theory for the last equality and v(a) satisfies
∫∞
v(a) dλ/(Cκλ

κ∧2) = a. In
other words, v(C∞) = ((κ ∧ 2 − 1)C∞Cκ)

−1/(κ∧2−1) thus giving (taking an = ⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ − ⌊(log n)3⌋ in a
first time and an = ⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ − ⌊(log n)2⌋ in a second time), in P∗-probability

lim
n→∞

PE
(
L
(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

)
= 1− exp

(
−W∞

(
(κ ∧ 2− 1)C∞Cκ

)−1/(κ∧2−1)
)
. (20)

On the other hand, using that under PE , Z(p)
k is a sum of p i.i.d random variables distributed as Z(1)

k , we
obtain

PE
(
L
(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

)
= 1−

(
1− PE

(
Z

(1)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

))n
,

and thanks to (20), we have, in P∗-probability

nPE
(
Z

(1)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

)
−→
n→∞

W∞
(
(κ ∧ 2− 1)C∞Cκ

)−1/(κ∧2−1)
. (21)

We conclude by recalling the definition of Cκ in (10). Now assume that κ = 2. Similarly, thanks to Fact
3.4 (ii)

PE
(
L
(n)
⌊n/ logn⌋ > 0

)
−→
n→∞

= PE
(

sup
t≤τ−W∞ (Yκ)

Hκ(t) > 2C∞

)
= 1− e−W∞v(2C∞) = 1− e−W∞/(C∞c2),

where we have used that C2 = c2/2, see (10). This yields, in P∗-probability

nPE
(
L
(1)
⌊n/ logn⌋ > 0

)
−→
n→∞

W∞
C∞c2

,

and this ends the first step.

Step 2: we provide an equivalent for P(L(1)
n > 0).

First assume that κ ̸= 2. We have

nP
(
L
(1)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

)
−→
n→∞

(
(κ ∧ 2− 1)C∞Cκ

)−1/(κ∧2−1)
. (22)

Indeed, on the one hand, thanks to (20)

P∗
(
L

(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋

(
B̄(n)

)
> 0
)

−→
n→∞

E∗
[
1− exp

(
−W∞

(
(κ ∧ 2− 1)C∞Cκ

)−1/(κ∧2−1)
)]
.

On the other hand, by definition of L(n)
k (B̄(n))

P
(
L

(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋

(
B̄(n)

)
> 0
)
= 1− P

(
∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ B̄(n) : L

(n,i)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ = 0, B̄(n) > 0

)
− P

(
B̄(n) = 0

)
= E

[
1−

(
1− P

(
L
(1)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

))B̄(n)

1{B̄(n)>0}

]
− P

(
B̄(n) = 0

)
= E

[
1−

(
1− P

(
L
(1)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

))B̄(n)
]
.
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Besides, using that limn→∞P(non-extinction of T)× P∗(B̄(n) > 0) = P(B̄(n) > 0) yields, as n→ ∞

P∗
(
L

(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋

(
B̄(n)

)
> 0
)
= E∗

[
1−

(
1− P

(
L
(1)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ > 0

))B̄(n)
]
+ o(1).

By (15), we have that B̄(n)/n→W∞ in P∗-probability as n→ ∞ and since limn→∞ P∗(L
(n)
⌊nκ∧2−1⌋(B̄

(n)) >

0) = 1−E∗[exp(−W∞((κ∧2−1)C∞Cκ)
−1/(κ∧2−1))] ∈ (0, 1), we deduce that the sequence (nP(L(1)

⌊nκ∧2−1⌋ >

0))n≥1 is bounded and if we denote by ζ ∈ (0, 1] the limit of a sub-sequence, we then also deduce that

E∗
[
exp

(
−W∞

(
(κ ∧ 2− 1)C∞Cκ

)−1/(κ∧2−1)
)]

= E∗[ exp (− ζW∞
)]
.

Finally, since P∗(W∞ > 0) = 1, the function θ ∈ (0,∞) 7→ E∗[exp(−θW∞)] is injective and in particular,
we necessarily have ζ = ((κ ∧ 2− 1)C∞Cκ)

−1/(κ∧2−1) and this is what we wanted.
The exact same strategy for κ = 2 gives

nP
(
L
(1)
⌊n/ logn⌋ > 0

)
−→
n→∞

1

C∞c2
,

and the second step is completed.
Finally, combining Step 1 and Step 2 yields, for any κ > 1, in P∗-probability

PE
(
L
(1)
m > 0

)
P
(
L
(1)
m > 0

) −→
m→∞

W∞,

which ends the proof of our first theorem.

We are now ready to prove our second result, Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We only deal with the case κ ∈ (1, 2), the proof is the same for κ ≥ 2. We want to
prove that for any a > 0, in P∗-law

1

n
L
(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋ −→

n→∞
2W∞Y

(κ)
a/(W∞)κ−1 ,

where we recall the definition of Y (κ) in (11). The proof is divided into four steps.

Step 1: we can restrict ourselves to the convergence of the reduced local time.

Let us first prove that for any ε > 0 and any a > 0

lim
n→∞

P
(∣∣∣L(n)

⌊anκ−1⌋ −L
(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋

(
B̄(n)

)∣∣∣ > nε
)
= 0, (23)
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where we recall that L(n)
k (p) =

∑p
i=1L

(n,i)
k with L

(n,i)
k = Z

(n,i)
k +Z

(n,i)
k+1 and Z

(n,i)
k =

∑
x∈R(n)

i

1{|x|i=k}t
(n)
x .

Thanks to (19), it is enough to show

lim
n→∞

P

∣∣∣ B̄(n)∑
i=1

L
(n,i)
⌊anκ−1⌋−|ei| −L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋

(
B̄(n)

)∣∣∣ > nε

 = 0. (24)

For that, we prove

E
[
e
−λ1

n

∑B̄(n)

i=1 L
(n,i)

⌊anκ−1⌋−|ei|e
−λ2

n
L

(n)

⌊anκ−1⌋
(B̄(n))

]
−→
n→∞

E
[
e
−2(λ1+λ2)W∞Y

(κ)
a/W∞

]
, (25)

for any λ1, λ2 ≥ 0. Let qn := p⌊anκ−1⌋ and let U :=
⋃
j≥0(N)j , the set of finite N-valued sequences,

with the convention that N0 only contains the sequence with length 0. For any b ≥ 0, introduce Cκ,b :=

(b(κ− 1)C∞Cκ)
−1/(κ−1), recall the definition of Cκ in (10). By definition of the reduced range, we have∣∣∣E[e−λ1qn ∑B̄(n)

i=1 L
(n,i)

⌊anκ−1⌋−|ei|e
−λ2qnL(n)

⌊anκ−1⌋
(B̄(n))

]
−E

[
e−Cκ,aW∞

(
1−ϕ(κ)(2λ1+2λ2)

)]∣∣∣
is smaller than ∑

U={u(i); i≥1}⊂U

⌊(logn)2⌋≤|u(i)|≤⌊(logn)3⌋

P
(
B̄(n) = U

)

× E

[∣∣∣∣∣
B̄(n)∏
i=1

E
[
e
−λ1qnL(1)

κi,ne
−λ2qnL(1)

⌊anκ−1⌋

]
−E

[
e−Cκ,aW∞

(
1−ϕ(κ)(2λ1+2λ2)

)]∣∣∣∣∣
]
+ o(1), (26)

where κi,n := ⌊anκ−1⌋ − |u(i)| and we have used that limn→∞ PE (∀ x ∈ B̄(n), ⌊(log n)2⌋ ≤ |x| ≤
⌊(log n)3⌋, B̄(n) ⊂ B(n)) = 1, P-almost surely. Now, by Proposition 2.4

lim
n→∞

E
[
e
−λ1qnL(1)

κi,ne
−λ2qnL(1)

⌊anκ−1⌋
]1/qn

= e−
(
1−ϕ(κ)(2λ1+2λ2)

)
,

uniformly in i ≥ 1. By (15), we have B̄(n)/n → W∞ in P-probability so Theorem 2.1 gives qnB̄(n) →
Cκ,aW∞. Hence, (26) yields

lim
n→∞

E
[
e
−λ1qn

∑B̄(n)

i=1 L
(n,i)

⌊anκ−1⌋−|ei|e
−λ2qnL(n)

⌊anκ−1⌋
(B̄(n))

]
= E

[
e−Cκ,aW∞

(
1−ϕ(κ)(2λ1+2λ2)

)]
.

To obtain (25), we are only left to check that

E
[
e
−2(λ1+λ2)Cκ,aW∞Y

(κ)
a/W∞

]
= E

[
e−Cκ,aW∞

(
1−ϕ(κ)(2λ1+2λ2)

)]
.
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Indeed, by definition of Y (κ) in (11), we have, for any θ ≥ 0 and any b ≥ 0

EE
[
e−θY

(κ)
b

]
= e−Cκ,b

(
1−ϕ(κ)(θ/Cκ,b)

)
,

so taking b = a/(W∞)κ−1 and θ = 2(λ1+λ2)Cκ,aW∞ gives Cκ,b = Cκ,aW∞ and ϕ(κ)(θ/Cκ,b) = 2(λ1+λ2)

so the proof of (25) is completed. We now deduce from (25) that the sequence of random variables
( 1n
∑B̄(n)

i=1 L
(n,i)
⌊anκ−1⌋−|ei| −

1
nL

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(B̄

(n)))n≥1 converges in law under P to 0, thus implying the conver-
gence to 0 in P-probability (and also in P∗-probability) and we finally get (24). In view of (24), we only
have to prove that in P∗-law

1

n
L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋

(
B̄(n)

)
−→
n→∞

2W∞Y
(κ)
a/(W∞)κ−1 . (27)

The next steps are devoted to the proof of (27).

Step 2: convergence of the reduced local time under P

This step is dedicated to the following: we show that under the annealed probability P, in law for the
Skorokhod topology on D((0,∞],R)( 1

n
L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊tn⌋); t ≥ 0

)
−→
n→∞

(
2tY

(κ)
a/tκ−1 ; t ≥ 0

)
. (28)

Recall that under P, L(n)
k (p) is a sum of p independent copies of L(1)

k . Therefore, the convergence of finite-
dimensional marginals comes from Step 1 with (by replacing B̄(n) with ⌊tn⌋ and then W∞ with t and
taking λ1 = 0 in (25)). Let us now check that, in law under P, 2Y (κ)

a − 2(1− δ)Y
(κ)
a/(1−δ)κ−1 → 0 as δ → 0.

For any λ1, λ2 ≥ 0, we have, by (11)

E
[
e−λ1Y

(κ)
a e

−λ2(1−δ)Y (κ)

a/(1−δ)κ−1

]
= E

[
e−Cδ,λ1,λ2

Y
(κ)
a

]
,

whereCδ,λ1,λ2 := λ1+λ2(1+((1−δ)1−κ−1)(λ1(1−δ)/Cκ,a)
κ−1)−1/(κ−1). Note that limδ→0Cδ,λ1,λ2 = λ1+λ2

so

lim
δ→0

E
[
e−λ1Y

(κ)
a e

−λ2(1−δ)Y (κ)

a/(1−δ)κ−1

]
= E

[
e−(λ1+λ2)Y

(κ)
a

]
,

and in particular, 2Y (κ)
a − 2(1 − δ)Y

(κ)
a/(1−δ)κ−1 → 0 in law under P as δ → ∞. Finally, let B > 0, 0 < r <

s < t and n ≥ 1. We have

P
(∣∣L(n)

⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊sn⌋)−L
(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊rn⌋)

∣∣ ∧ ∣∣L(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊tn⌋)−L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊sn⌋)

∣∣ ≥ Bn
)
≤ 16

B2
(t− r)2.
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Indeed

P
(∣∣L(n)

⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊sn⌋)−L
(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊rn⌋)

∣∣ ∧ ∣∣L(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊tn⌋)−L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊sn⌋)

∣∣ ≥ Bn
)

= P
(
L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊sn⌋ − ⌊rn⌋) ≥ Bn

)
P
(
L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊tn⌋ − ⌊sn⌋)

∣∣ ≥ Bn
)

≤ 4

B2

(⌊sn⌋ − ⌊rn⌋)(⌊tn⌋ − ⌊sn⌋)
n2

≤ 4

B2

(⌊tn⌋ − ⌊rn⌋)2

n2
≤ 16

B2
(t− r)2,

where we have used Markov inequality and the fact that E[L(p)
k ] = 2p for the first inequality. We then

obtain the convergence in law under P (28) by using Theorem 13.5 in [Bil99].

Step 3: convergence of the reduced local time under PE

We show in this step that the convergence (28) actually holds under the quenched probability PE for P∗-
almost every environment E . Precisely, using the same argument as in proof of Theorem 1.1 in [AdR17],
one can show that for any continuous and bounded function Φ : D([0,∞),R) → R, P∗-almost surely

EE
[
Φ
((

L
(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊tn⌋)/n; t ∈ [0,M ]

))]
− E

[
Φ
((

L
(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊tn⌋)/n; t ∈ [0,M ]

))]
−→
n→∞

0,

for any M > 0. Besides, we know thanks to Step 2 that limn→∞ E[Φ((L(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊tn⌋)/n; t ∈ [0,M ]))] =

E[Φ((2tY (κ)
a/tκ−1 ; t ∈ [0,M ]))], and in particular (EE [Φ((L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊tn⌋)/n; t ∈ [0,M ]))])n≥1 converges to

the same limit for P∗-almost every environment.
Let us recall how to prove this. Using results of section 3.1.1, one can see, at least along a sub-sequence,
that limn→∞ PE (∀ |y| ≥ ⌊(log n)3⌋, ∃ x ∈ B̄(n) : x ≤ y, B̄(n) ⊂ B(n), B̄(n) ≤ n3/2 ≤ B(n) ≤ n3, ∀x ∈
B(n), ⌊(log n)2⌋ ≤ |x| ≤ ⌊(log n)3⌋) = 1, P∗-almost surely, so we restrict ourselves to this event. Note that
we can always find z > 0 such that min|u|=⌊(logn)2⌋ V (u) > z(log n)2 P∗-almost surely. We also restrict our-
selves to those vertices. However, in order to simplify the notations, we no longer refer to these restric-
tions in this step. Let Un := {(U1, U2); U1 and U2 subsets of Un with cardinal smaller than n3}, where
Un :=

⋃
j≥⌊(logn)2⌋Nj , and define An to be the subset of Un such that (U1, U2) ∈ An if and only if for any

(x, y) ∈ (U1, U2), neither x is an ancestor of y, nor y is an ancestor of x. Let X (n)
a := (L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋(⌊tn⌋)/n; t ∈

[0,M ]). The idea is to prove that EE [Ψ(X (n)
a )] concentrates around its mean. For that, one can see that

E
[
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )
]2]

=
( ∑

(U1,U2)∈An

+
∑

(U1,U2)∈Un\An

)
E
[
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )1{B(n)=U1}
]
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )1{B(n)=U2}
]]
.
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By definition of the reduced range∑
(U1,U2)∈An

E
[
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )1{B(n)=U1}
]
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )1{B(n)=U2}
]]

=
∑

(U1,U2)∈An

E
[
PE
(
B(n) = U1

)
PE
(
B(n) = U2

)
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )
∣∣B(n) = U1

]
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )
∣∣B(n) = U2

]]
=

∑
(U1,U2)∈An

E
[
PE
(
B(n) = U1

)
PE
(
B(n) = U2

)]
E
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )
]2 ≤ E

[
Ψ(X (n)

a )
]2
.

For the second sum, we have∑
(U1,U2)∈Un\An

E
[
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )1{B(n)=U1}
]
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )1{B(n)=U2}
]]

≤ ∥Ψ∥2∞
∑

(U1,U2)∈Un\An

E
[
PE
(
B(n) = U1

)
PE
(
B(n) = U2

)]
≤ 2∥Ψ∥2∞

∑
(U1,U2)∈Un

1{∃ (x,y)∈U1×U2: y≤x}E
[
PE
(
B(n) = U1

)
PE
(
B(n) = U2

)]
≤ 2∥Ψ∥2∞

∑
(U1,U2)∈Un

∑
x∈U1

E
[
PE
(
B(n) = U1

)
PE
(
B(n) = U2, N

(n2)
xn ≥ 1

)]
,

where xn stands for the ancestor of x in generation ⌊(log n)2⌋ and we have used that xn ≤ y and
Nn2

y ≥ 1 which implies that Nn2

xn ≥ 1. Note that PE (N
(n2)
xn ≥ 1) ≤ n2e−V (xn) ≤ n2e

−min|u|=⌊(logn)2⌋ V (u) ≤
n2e−z(logn)2 , thus giving∑

(U1,U2)∈Un\An

E
[
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )1{B(n)=U1}
]
EE
[
Ψ(X (n)

a )1{B(n)=U2}
]]

≤ 2∥Ψ∥2∞n5e−z(logn)2 .

Therefore,
∑

n≥1P(|EE [Ψ(X (n)
a )]− E[Ψ(X (n)

a )]| > ε) <∞ for any ε > 0 and this concludes Step 3.

Step 4: convergence in P∗-law of the local time

We have reached the final step of the proof and we are now ready to show (27), that is, in P∗-law

1

n
L

(n)
⌊anκ−1⌋

(
B̄(n)

)
−→
n→∞

2W∞Y
(κ)
a/(W∞)κ−1 .

Let λ ≥ 0. By Step 3, we have, for any M > 0, P∗-almost surely

EE
[

sup
t∈[0,M ]

e
−λ

n
L

(n)

⌊anκ−1⌋
(⌊tn⌋)] −→

n→∞
EE
[

sup
t∈[0,M ]

e
−λ2tY (κ)

a/tκ−1

]
,

and we conclude by recalling that B̄(n)/n → W∞ in P∗-probability, see (15), and this ends the proof of
our theorem.
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We end this section with the proof of Corollary 2.3.

Proof of Corollary 2.3. Again, we only deal with the case κ ∈ (1, 2), the proof is the same when κ ≥ 2.
Corollary 2.3 is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2. Indeed, on the one hand, in P∗-
probability

EE
[
e
−λ

n
L
(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋
]n

= EE
[
e
−λ

n
L
(n)

⌊nκ−1⌋
]
−→
n→∞

EE
[
e
−2λW∞Y

(κ)

1/(W∞)κ−1

]
= e−Cκ,1W∞(1−ϕ(κ)(2λ/Cκ,1)),

where we have used Theorem 2.2 for this convergence and we recall that Cκ,b = (b(κ−1)C∞Cκ)
−1/(κ−1),

see below equation (25). On the other hand

EE
[
e
−λ

n
L
(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋
]
= 1− PE

(
L
(1)
⌊nκ−1⌋ > 0

)(
1− EE

[
e
−λ

n
L
(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋
∣∣∣L(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋ > 0
])
,

so Theorem 2.1 immediately gives, in P∗-probability

lim
n→∞

EE
[
e
−λ

n
L
(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋
∣∣∣L(1)

⌊nκ−1⌋ > 0
]
= ϕ(κ)

(
2λ/Cκ,1

)
,

which is exactly what we wanted.

3.3. Proof of Proposition 2.4

The last section of this paper is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 2.4.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Recall that pE
k = PE (Z

(1)
k > 0), pk = E[pE

k ] = P(Z(1)
k > 0), GE

k (s, p) = EE [sZ
(p)
k ],

Gk(s, p) = E[GE
k (s, p)], G

E
k (s) = GE

k (s, 1) and Gk(s) = E[GE
k (s)]. Also, for any integer i ≥ 1, (γi,m)m≥1

and (ρi,m)m≥1 are two sequences of positive integers such that γ−m ≤ γi,m ≤ γ+m and ρ−m ≤ ρi,m ≤ ρ+m
where γ−m/m→ 1, γ+m/m→ 1 and ρ+m/m→ 0 as m→ ∞. We want to prove that for any λ > 0, uniformly
in i ≥ 1

lim
m→∞

(
E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

])1/pm
= e−

(
1−ϕ(κ)(2λ1+2λ2)

)
.

where ϕ(κ)(λ) is defined in (12). For that, we follow an idea developed in the proof of Theorem 1 in
[Sla68]. Let us first prove that for any λ ≥ 0

lim
m→∞

(
Gγi,n

(
e−λpm

))1/pm
= e−

(
1−ϕ(κ)(λ)

)
, (29)

uniformly in i ≥ 1. Since e−λpm → 1 as m → ∞, there exists a sequence (km)m≥1 of integers (depending
on λ) such that km → ∞ as m→ ∞ and for any m ≥ 1

Gkm(0) ≤ e−λpm < Gkm+1(0). (30)
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Note that we necessarily have m/km → λκ∧2−1 as m → ∞ for all κ > 1. Indeed, noticing that Gk(0) =
1− pk, we have by Theorem 2.1 that ℓ1/(κ∧2−1)(1−Gℓ(0)) goes to ((κ∧ 2− 1)C∞Cκ)

−1/(κ∧2−1) as ℓ→ ∞
when κ ̸= 2 and (ℓ log ℓ)(1 − Gℓ(0)) goes to (C∞C2)

−1 when κ = 2 as m → ∞. Moreover, by definition,
(1 − e−λpm)/(1 − Gm(0)) → λ as m → ∞. Hence, by (30), lim infm→∞(1 − Gkm)/(1 − Gm(0)) ≥ λ and
lim supm→∞(1−Gkm+1)/(1−Gm(0)) ≤ λ thus giving m/km → λκ∧2−1 as m→ ∞ for all κ > 1.
Let us now deal with the upper bound in (29). We have

Gγi,m
(
e−λpm

)
≤ Gγi,m

(
Gkm+1(0)

)
≤ Gγi,m+km+1(0) ≤ Gγ+m+km+1(0) = 1− pγ+m+km+1,

where we have used (30) and the fact thatGk is non-decreasing for the first inequality, Lemma 3.1 (lower
bound) saying that Gk(Gℓ(s)) ≤ Gk+ℓ(s) for the second one and the fact that the sequence (Gk(0))k≥1

is non-decreasing for the last inequality. Using again Theorem 2.1, we get that limm→∞ pγ+m+km+1/pm =

(1 + λ−(κ∧2−1))−1/(κ∧2−1) which is nothing but 1− ϕ(κ)(λ). Therefore, uniformly in i ≥ 1

lim sup
n→∞

(
Gγi,m

(
e−λpm

))1/pm
≤ e−

(
1−ϕ(κ)(λ)

)
.

We now deal with the lower bound in (29). Note that E[(pE
km

)α]/pkm ≤ (pkm)
α−1 supℓ≥0E[(pE

ℓ /pℓ)
α] → 0

as m → ∞ for any α ∈ (1, κ ∧ 2) by Remark 1 (we recall that km → ∞). Hence, by Lemma 3.2 with
tm = pkm and sm = E[(pE

km
)α], recalling that pk = 1−Gk(0), we have

E
[
e
−pkmZ

(1)
γi,m

+
∑

|u|=γi,m

(
N

(1)
u

)α
E
[(
pE
km

)α]]
= Gγi,m

(
e−pkm

)
+ o(pkm),

as m→ ∞, uniformly in i ≥ 1. Now, if ti,m := pkm and si,m := − logGkm(0) = − log(1−pkm) for all i ≥ 1,
then by Theorem 2.1, since m/km → λκ∧2−1, we have supi≥1 |ti,m/pγi,n − λ| → 0 and supi≥1 |si,m/pγi,n −
λ| → 0 as m→ ∞, uniformly in i ≥ 1 so Lemma 3.3 yields

Gγi,m
(
Gkm(0)

)
=
(
1 + o(1)

)pkm (o(pkm) + E
[
e
−pkmZ

(1)
γi,m

+
∑

|u|=γi,m

(
N

(1)
u

)α
E
[(
pE
km

)α]])
,

as m → ∞, uniformly in i ≥ 1. Hence, Lemma 3.1 (upper bound) together with the fact that (Gk(0))k≥1

is non-decreasing lead to

Gγi,m
(
Gkm(0)

)
≥
(
1 + o(1)

)pkm(o(pkm) +Gγi,m+km(0)
)
≥
(
1 + o(1)

)pkm(o(pkm) + 1− pγ−m+km

)
,

and since, by (30), Gγi,m
(
Gkm(0)

)
≤ Gγi,m(e

−λpm), we finally obtain

lim inf
n→∞

(
Gγi,m

(
e−λpm

))1/pm
≥ e−

(
1−ϕ(κ)(λ)

)
,

uniformly in i ≥ 1, where we have used that pγ−m+km
/pm → (1− ϕ(κ)(λ)) as m→ ∞, thus giving (29).
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Let us now prove that for any i ≥ 1 and any sequence (ai,m)m≥1 of positive integers such that a−m ≤
ai,m ≤ a+m where a+m = o(m) as m→ ∞, we have, uniformly in i ≥ 1

lim
m→∞

(
Gai,n

(
e−λpm

))1/pm
= e−λ. (31)

Indeed, we still have(
1 + o(1)

)pkm(o(pkm) + (1− pa−m+km

))
≤ E

[
e
−λpmZ(1)

γi,m

]
≤ 1− pa+m+km

,

as m→ ∞ and uniformly in i ≥ 1. Finally, recalling that m/km → λκ∧2−1 and since a−m ≤ a+m = o(m), we
have limm→∞ pa−m+km

/pm = limm→∞ pa+m+km
/pm = limm→∞(m/km)

1/(κ∧2−1) = λ thus giving (31).

We are now ready to prove our main statement. Thanks to the branching property (see Fact 1.1)

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]
= E

[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,ne
−λ2pmZ(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

∏
u∈R(1);|u|=γi,m+ρi,m

G1

(
e−λ2pm , N (1)

u

)]
.

For the lower bound, by Lemma 3.1, we have Gℓ(s, p) ≥ (Gℓ(s))
p so

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]
≥ E

[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,n

(
e−λ2pmG1

(
e−λ2pm

))Z(1)
γi,m+ρi,m

]
.

Again, thanks to the branching property and the fact that Gℓ(s, p) ≥ (Gℓ(s))
p, we have

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,n

(
e−λ2pmG1

(
e−λ2pm

))Z(1)
γi,m+ρi,m

]
= E

[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,n

∏
u∈R(1);|u|=γi,m+1

Gρi,m−1

(
e−λ2pmG1

(
e−λ2pm

)
, N (1)

u

)]
≥ E

[
e
−λ1pmZ(1)

γi,n
(
gi,m

)Z(1)
γi,m+1

]
,

where

gi,m := e−λ1pmGρi,m−1

(
e−λ2pmG1

(
e−λ2pm

))
.

Doing this one more time and we finally obtain

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]
≥ Gγi,m

(
e−λ1pmG1 (gi,m)

)
.

Clearly, limm→∞(e−λ2pmG1(e
−λ2pm))1/pm = e−2λ2 and recalling that ρ−m ≤ ρi,m ≤ ρ+m = o(m), (31) yields

limm→∞(gi,m)
1/pm = e−λ1−2λ2 . Then, we get that limm→∞(e−λ1pmG1(gi,m))

1/pm = e−2λ1−2λ2 , uniformly
in i ≥ 1. Hence, recalling that γ−m ≤ γi,m ≤ γ+m with limm→∞ γ−m/m = limm→∞ γ+m/m = 1 as m → ∞
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and that the sequence (pk)k≥1 is non-increasing, we have, by Lemma 3.3 with ti,m = (2λ1 + 2λ2)pm and
si,m = λ1pm − logG1(gi,m), that

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]
≥
(
1 + o(1)

)pmGγi,m(e−2(λ1+λ2)pm
)
,

as m→ ∞, uniformly in i ≥ 1. Therefore, (29) yields

lim inf
m→∞

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]1/pm
≥ e−

(
1−ϕ(κ)(2λ1+2λ2)

)
,

uniformly in i ≥ 1. For the upper bound, we have, thanks to the branching property (see Fact 1.1) and
Lemma 3.1 (upper bound), that for any α ∈ (1, κ ∧ 2)

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]
≤ E

[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,ne
−
(
λ2pm+1−G1(e−λ2pm )

)
Z

(1)
γi,m+ρi,me

∑
|u|=γi,m+ρi,m

(
N

(1)
u

)α
E
[(

1−GE
1 (e

−λ2pm )
)α]]

.

Note that (1 − GE
1 (e

−λ2pm))α = (EE [1 − e−λ2pmZ
(1)
1 ])α ≤ (EE [λ2pmZ

(1)
1 ])α = (λ2pm)

α(W1)
α. Recall that

under the Assumptions 1 and 2, we have supℓ≥0E[(Wℓ)
α] < ∞ so Lemma 3.2 with tm = pm and sm =

E[(1−GE
1 (e

−λ2pm))α] yields

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]
≤ E

[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,ne
−
(
λ2pm+1−G1(e−λ2pm )

)
Z

(1)
γi,m+ρi,m

]
+ o(pm),

as m → ∞, uniformly in i ≥ 1. Repeating this procedure, one can prove using similar arguments as in
the proof of the lower bound that

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]
≤ Gγi,m

(
e−(λ1pm+zi,m)

)
+ o(pm),

where for any i ≥ 1, (zi,m)m≥1 is a sequence of positive numbers such that limm→∞ zi,m/pm = λ1 + 2λ2

uniformly in i ≥ 1. Hence, using Lemma 3.3 with ti,m = (2λ1 + 2λ2)pm and si,m = zi,m, we get

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]
≤
(
1 + o(1)

)pmGγi,m(e−2(λ1+λ2)pm
)
+ o(pm),

as m→ ∞, uniformly in i ≥ 1. Therefore, (29) yields

lim sup
m→∞

E
[
e
−λ1pmL(1)

γi,me
−λ2pmL(1)

γi,m+ρi,m

]1/pm
≤ e−

(
1−ϕ(κ)(2λ1+2λ2)

)
,

uniformly in i ≥ 1, thus completing the proof.
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