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Abstract: We consider a null-recurrent randomly biased walk X on a Galton-Watson tree in the (sub)-
diffusive regime and we prove that properly renormalized, the local time in a critical generation con-
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1. Introduction
1.1. Random walk on a Galton-Watson marked tree

Given, under a probability measure P, a |,y R*-valued random variable &7 (R° only contains the se-
quence with length 0) with V := #2 denoting the cardinal of &7, we consider the following Galton-
Watson marked tree (T, (A,;x € T)) rooted at e: the generation 0 contains one marked individual
(e, A¢) = (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 % := {A,1,..., A n@) } be
a random variable distributed as &7 where N (z) := #2*. The vertex x gives progeny to N (z) marked
children (z', A1), ..., (N () A~ ) 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 z € T, we denote by |z| the generation of x and z* stands for the parent of z, that is the
most recent ancestor of x. For convenience, we add a parent e* to the root e. For any z,y € T, we write
x < yif x is an ancestor of y (y is said to be a descendent of z) and = < yif x < y and = # y.

Let us now introduce the branching potential V : z € T — V(z) € R: let V(e) = A. = 0 and for any
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Under P, & := (T, (V(x);x € T)) is a real valued branching random walk such that (V(z); |z| = 1) is
distributed as &2. We will then refer to & as the random environment.
We are now ready to introduce the main process of our study. Given a realization of the random envi-
ronment &, we define a T U {e*}-valued nearest-neighbour random walk X := (Xj),cn, reflected in e*
whose transition probabilities are, under the quenched probabilities {P%; 2 € T U {e*}}: for any = € T,
PZ(Xo = x) = 1 and

V(@)

& * . 2 )
T,xr") = and for all 1 < j < N(x), z, 7)) =
P e V@ 4 3 NE V) J (z), p°(x,27)

e_v(xj)

V(@) 4 Zfi(f) e V(ai)

Otherwise, p® (z,u) = 0 and p®(e*,e) = 1. Let P¢ := P¢, that is the quenched probability of X starting
from the root e and we finally define the following annealed probabilities

P() = E[P()] and P*():=E"[PY()].

R. Lyons and R. Pemantle [LP92] initiated the study of the randomly biased random walk X.

When, for all z € T, V(z) = |z|log A for a some constant A > 0, the walk X is known as the A-biased
random walk on T U {e*} and was first introduced by R. Lyons (see [Lyo90] and [Ly092]). The A-biased
random walk is transient (on the set of non-extinction) unless the bias is strong enough: if A > E[N] then,
P-almost surely, X is recurrent (positive recurrent if A > 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. Aidékon [Aid14] for example, studied the transient case and payed a particular attention to the
speed vy := lim, o | Xp|/n € [0, 00) 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 ¢ > 0

P(t) = logE[ Z e_tv(x)} = logE[ Z e_tAz},

|z|=1 |z|=1

and we assume that v is finite is a neighbourhood of 1 and that /(1) exists. As stated by R. Lyons
and R. Pemantle [LP92], if inf;c[q 1) ¥(¢) is positive, then P*-almost surely, X is transient and we refer
to the work of E. Aidékon [Aid08] 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 inf,c(g 19 () < 0
or if inf;cjo 19 (t) = 0 and ¢/(1) > 0. It is null recurrent if inf;cjo 19 (t) = 0 and ¢'(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 infyc(g 119 (t) = 0 and ¥'(1) = 0, also known as the slow regime for the random walk X because the
largest generation reached by (X;) ;< is of order (logn)?, 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 &’: we assume

inf ¥(t)=1(1)=0 and /(1) <0. (1)

te(0,1]
Let us then introduce
k:=1inf{t > 1; 9(t) = 0}, (2)
and assume x € (1, c0). We require the following:

Assumption 1. We assume that there exists 61 > 0 such that )(t) < oo forallt € (1 -1, kA2+61). Moreover,
forany k € (1,2]

E[ Z max ( - V(x), O)G_HV(:’”)} , (3)
lz|=1
and for all k > 1
E Z GV(:B)V(y)] < 0. (4)
TH#Y
|z[=ly|=1

Assumption 2. The distribution of the |J,,. R¥-valued random variable & is non-lattice.

When Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, E. Aidékon and L. de Raphélis (see Theorem 6.1 in [AdR17]) for
x > 2 and L. de Raphelis (see Theorem 1 in [dR22] for x € (1,2]) proved that in law, under the
quenched probability P¢ for the space of cadlag functions D([0,c0),R), the sequence of random pro-
cesses (| Xy |/n' VD) t > 0)) if & # 2 (resp. ((|X|4n)|(logn)/2/nl/2; t > 0)) if k = 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 x € (1, 2] and diffusive when
K> 2.

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

Let ¥ = 0 and for any j > 1

= inf{k > Tj_l; Xi—1=¢€", Xi = 6}7
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with the convention inf @ = +o00. When Assumptions 1 and 2 hold, it is known (see [AD14a], [Hul7]
and more recently Theorem 1.2 in [Kag23]) that P*-almost surely, in law under P*

n 1
(#) if Kk #2 and ( ongznTn) if Kk =2 converge in law to €,(Wa )™ 27y, (5)

for some explicit constant €,, > 0, 7, stands for the first hitting time of —1 by some (x A 2)-stable Lévy
process with no negative jump and W is the limit of the additive martingale (3, e™V@))50. Tt is
known that still under the Assumptions 1 and 2, P(W., > 0) > 0, see [Big77], [Ly097], [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, (W) is bounded in L"(P) for any r € [1, ) if
k € (1,2] and in L2(P) for all > 2.

For any z € T and p > 1, define the edge local time NP by

P
Nx(p) = Z ]I{Xj,lzz*, Xj=x}>
j=1

the number of times the oriented edge (z*, z) has been visited by the random walk X up to 7. Let us
also introduce the range Z(*) of X

AP = {:L‘ eT, Nggp) > 1},

the sub-tree of T made up of the vertices visited by the random walk X up to time 77.

Fact 1.1 (Lemma 3.1, [AdR17]). Under P, for any p € N*, (#P), (Nép); x € #W)) is a multi-type Galton-
Watson tree with initial type equal to p. Moreover, we have the following characterization: for any x € T, z # e,
any ki,...,kne) € Nand k > 1

N(x) N(@) .y N(z)
& O IR ETE) MO W (el S s B 1) LSO ey & vk
]l{NQE.l):k:}]P) ( Q (N, =k}NY; 2 < x) CES IR x p” (x,x") zljl P (z,2") Loym gy

As a consequence of Fact 1.1, the following branching property is satisfied: let % := jzo(N)j be the
set of finite N-valued sequences ( by convention, N” only contains the sequence with length 0). For any
collection measurable and non-negative functions {f, : NN — R; u € %}, any p,{ € N*

E[ H ]l{ngp)Zl}fu((Nm(p); x> u))’gé(p)} = H ]l{Nz(Lle}Fu(Nqu))’ (BP)

[u[=¢ |u|=¢



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

where for any m € N¥, F,,(m) := E[fu((Nigm); x > e))] and %(p) the sigma-algebra generated by {z €
T, |z| < ¢; N\”’}. Forany p > 1and k > 0, define

-
LY =3 (6)
j=1
the local time of (| X;|);>1 at level k£ and time 77. One can notice that Lff ) =7z lip )+ 7 ,ii)l where
zP =S NP, (7)
|z|=k

Note that thanks to Fact 1.1 and using that ¢/(1) = 0, we have for any k > 1 that E[3 =, _, Nép)|£¢]£’:)1] =
Bl et 2onnr e NPg® | = > el =k—1 NP Hence, (Z") /p)i=0 is, under the annealed probability P
and for any p € N*, a non-negative (%k(p ))sen-martingale such that ]E[Z,gp V/p = Z¥) Jp = 1forall k € N.
(Z ,gp ) /D)k>0 is referred to as the multi-type additive martingale in [dR22].

Note that interesting results about the behavior of {Ngﬁp ); x € T} exist. For instance, it is proved in
[CdR20] that under technical assumptions, (max{Nz("); x € T}/n)p>1 converges in law to an explicit
positive random variable.

2. Main results

Let us now introduce, for any « € (1, 2]
“— 3 K
Cr += T‘ILIEO " IP)( Z ]l{Nz(l):L mine<z<z Nz(1)22} = T)’ (8)
zeT

with the convention ), = 0. The proof of the existence of ¢, € (0,00) under the Assumptions 1 and
2 is one of the main purposes of the paper of L. de Raphélis ([dR22], Proposition 2). When x > 2, let
0= E[ sy oy € VOV W]/(1 - ).

Let (S; — Sj—1)jen- be a sequence of i.i.d real valued random variables such that S; = 0 and for any
measurable and non-negative function f : R — R

E[f(51)] =E| Y VO r(v(a))]. (9)
|z|=1
For any > 1, introduce the positive constant Cos := E[(3_ e~%)72] and
cD(1—k)| if ke (1,2),
Co:=¢ % if k=2, (10)
C% if k>2,
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where I'(+) 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 x > 1, P*-almost surely, P* (LSJ > 0)/ IP)(L%) >0) = Wy
as m — oo but was unfortunately only able to obtain the rate of convergence of P* (LSL) > 0) and
IP’(L%) > 0) as m — oo when « € (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 k € (1,2), then in P*-probability

np? (L(L}jm,1J >0) — Wao((k — 1)Coot|T(1 — k)) 77,

n—oo

(ii) If k = 2, then in P*-probability

nP? (L s 0) —

[n/ logn] e ’

(iii) If k > 2, then in P*-probability

nP? (L) > 0) — %,

n—o0 CO

Moreover, for any x > 1, in P*-probability

P4 (L) > 0)
) .
P(LG > 0) m=ee

Remark 1. It is not difficult to show, under the Assumptions 1 and 2, that the sequence (P* (Lg) >0)/ P(L%) >
0)) is bounded in L"(P) for any v € [1, k) if k € (1,2] and in L2(P) for all k > 2. For example, it is proved in
Lemma 2.3 of [Rou23] that E[(IP“”@(L%) > O)/IP’(L,(%) >0))"] <E[(Wy,)"] forany r > 1.

Remark 2 (Critical generations). In view of Theorem 2.1, we say that (¢,,),>1, a sequence of positive integers,
is a sequence of critical generations for (%(”))nzl if limy, o0 €n /0271 € (0, 00) (resp. limy, o0 (logn )l /n €
(0, 00)) when k # 2 (resp. k = 2).

For our next result, we need to introduce a few definitions. Let (?Z/a(”); a > 0) be a continuous state
branching process (CSBP) with branching mechanism A — C C;A*"?, in the sense that for almost every
environment &, (%(H); a > 0) is a real-valued Markov process such that %(”) = 1l and for any A > 0 and
any0<a<b

o [B—WJ”’ ;%@] = exp ( A (14 (b— a)(k A2 — 1)CaCA 21 Y W‘”). (11)
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When ~ > 2, the random process (%(”); a > 0) has continuous paths and is also referred to as the Feller
diffusion, that is the unique strong solution of

1/2

A2 = (20,,C, ) ?aB, and ™ =1,

where (B,; a > 0) is a standard Brownian motion.
Before stating our next result, let us introduce the following definition. Let (Y(),>; be a sequence
of random variables taking values in a metric space 2 and let Y be a 2-valued random variable. We
say that (Y(")),,>1 converges to Y in P*-law if for any increasing sequence of positive integers (n,),>1,
there exists an increasing sequence of positive integers (my),>; such that P*-almost surely, the sequence
(Y("me))y5 ) converges in law to Y under the quenched probability P?. Note that the convergence in P*-
law implies that for any bounded and continuous function F' : 2 — R, in P*-probability and in L" (P*)
forany r > 0

EF[F(Y™)] = BE[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 k € (1,2), then in P*-law
L (n) (x) .
ELLann—lJ n:>>o 2W°°%/(Woo)“_1 )
(ii) if Kk = 2, then in P*-law
L (n) @ .
ﬁ lan/logn]| n:>>o 2W°O%/Woo )
(iii) if k > 2, then in P*-law
L (n) ()
nlan) 52 WP, -
Theorem 2.2 reminds us of very well-known results about the convergence of rescaled critical Galton-
Watson processes, see for instance [DLGO5].

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 A > 0, define ¢(*)(\) by

—1/(kA2—1)

P (N) =1 = A1+ A2 (12)

One can notice that for all k > 2, ¢(®) is the Laplace transform of an exponential random variable with

mean 1.
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Corollary 2.3. Assume that the Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Let A > 0
(i) If k € (1,2), then in P*-probability

A7 (1)

—2L
]Eg) |:€ n \_nn_lj

Lin > o} — ) <2)\((/<; —1)Cooc|D(1 — ﬁ)\)l/(“*”)-

[nr—t n—00 ’

(ii) If k = 2, then in P*-probability

L(L:“L)/lognJ > 0} -7 (b(ﬁ) (2/\00062);

n—oo

. A
E‘g |:e_nL|_n/lognj

(iii) If k > 2, then in P*-probability

B [ent’

LM > 0] — ¢ (27c0).

n—oo

Corollary 2.3 says in particular that for any x > 1, the sequences P¢ (L(LiL)MQ_1 | /n € - \L(L:l)ﬁm_l | > 0)n>1

if K # 2 and IP"ga(L(LB/ log | /n € - |L(L71%)/ logn| > 0)n>1 if & = 2 both converge towards the law of a random
variable which is proportional to the random variable with Laplace transform given by ¢(*). 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 p§ := P¢(Z ,gl) > 0) and
pr = Epf] = B(Z{) > 0).

Proposition 2.4. Assume that the Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Let i > 1 be an integer, (Vi m)m>1 and (pi m)m>1
be two sequences of positive integers such that ~,, < Yim < v\ and p,, < pim < p)i, where v, /m — 1,
Y /m = 1Land pf /m — 0.as m — oo. For any A1, Ao > 0, we have, uniformly in i > 1 that

1 1) 1/pm w
lim (E [efAlme(%?m 6_A2me7i,m+pi,mi| ) L = (17‘]5( )(2/\1+2)‘2)) .
m—00

As a consequence of Proposition 2.4, one can deduce an annealed version of Corollary 2.3. Let § >
0 and k € N. If we denote E[e‘eLgcl)|L,(€1) > 0] = E[e‘eLg)]/lP’(Lg) > 0), which is different from
E[EY [e_eLil) |L,(€1) > 0]], then for any A > 0

(i) if x € (1,2), then

2™

Ly > 0] — ¢ (2)\((,% — 1)Coocu|T(1 — H)y)”(”*“);

n—oo

(ii) if k = 2, then

e

=L
E e noln ogn] Ln/lognJ

> 0] — ") (2ACs0c2);

n—o0
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(iii) if k > 2, then

_Aap)
E {e wln

LM > 0] — 6 (27c0).
n—oo

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
3.1. Preliminary results

Let x € T. It is well known that

e—V(z)
PY (NN > 1) = 77— and PE(NY >1)=1—

S
H,’

(13)

—V(x)

where H, := ), <w<z © . Moreover, under Pf*, Nél) follows a Geometric law on N with probability

of success 1 — P, (NS) > 1). In particular, E* [Nggl)] = V@),

For any s € [0,1] and any k > 1, introduce G¢ (s, p) = Eg[szl(cp)] with the convention G¢ (s,0) = 1 and
(») .

Gi(s,p) := E[Gi(s,p)] = E[s% ], GY (s) == G (s,1) and Gi(s) := G(s, 1).

Lemma 3.1. Let p, k,¢ > 1 be integers, s € [0, 1] and o > 1. We have
(Ge(s))" < Gils,p) < e (1-00) 1B [(1-67)) ]

and in particular

Cr(Go(s)) < Crre(s) < B |62 1-Ge) (T (V) B[ (1-65 ()]

Proof. Since Z ép )isasum of i.i.d copies of Z él) under the quenched probability P¢, the Jensen inequality
yields Gy(s,p) = E[(G¢(s))P] > (Ge(s))P, thus giving the lower bound. For the upper bound, one can
notice that using the convexity of the function ¢ — e!~! first and the fact that e=* < 1 — ¢ + ¢* in a second
time, we have

GS(s,p) = (GF(5))P < e PI=G70) <1 — p(1 = G (s)) +p*(1 — G ()"
Then taking the expectation and using the convexity of the function ¢ — e, we obtain

E[GY(s,p)] <1—p(1 - Ge(s)) + p°E[(1 - G (5))"] < e ?(1-6e0) B[ (1-6£()"]
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and this yields the first result.
Now, by the branching property (BP) and the fact that G4(s,p) = 1, we have

Grye(s { H Go(s }

|ul=k

so using what we have just proved with p = N, we finally obtain

Gi(Ge(s)) =E [(ka))Z‘gU] < Gire(s) <E [ezii”uce(snezu_k (V") [(1-6f ()]

O

Lemma3.2. Letk > land o € (1,kA2). Let i > 1 be an integer and (y; m )m>1 be a sequence of positive integers,
(tm)m>1 and (Spm)m>1 are two (0, 1)-valued sequences such that limy, oo Sy /tm = 0. We have, uniformly in

1>1
(D)«

Proof. Let us first prove that

e[ 3 (0] <

Indeed, recall that for any z € T, N, él) is, under Pf*, a Geometric random variable on N with probability

of success 1 — P%. (N, N > 1), see section 3.1 so the strong Markov property yields P¢ (NS) > () =

P (NY > 1)L (N ) > 1)) = e V@ (1 - 1/H,)*/H,. Hence
e[ 32 )] mam] [ 30 ey (1)
jo|=k 0 jo|=k ¢
<aE H,) eV L ke (1— =)
|2 () e 2= () }
a—l _V(x) a1
SaiggE[|;g(Hx) € ]szlgpl]s ’;Ok: (1—29)

where we have used that H, > 1 for all z € T for the last inequality. By Lemma 2.2 in [AD20], we have
SUPy>q E[E‘xlzg(Hx)o‘*le*V(x)] < oo and it is a very well-known fact that sup,¢ (g1 5% D450 k(1 —8)* <
oo so we get what we wanted.

Now, since t,,, < 1 for all m > 1, the Jensen inequality leads to

g [ Enen 04)°] Ly < [ Bt O]
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Besides, thanks to what we have just proved and the fact that lim,, o sp/tm = 0, we have

Sm supIE[ Z (lel))a} — 0.

m—ro0

e ol (Nﬁl))‘*]

[=7i,m

In particular, Ele

a aqtm
E esmzh":%’,m (Nél)) :| -1 <i (E |:ei:"n Zl“‘:'yi,m (Nél)) :| o 1>
1

— 1l asm — oo and uniformly in ¢ > 1. Hence

:m <E [ei::; it =rim (Nﬁ”)a] _ 1) (1+0(1),

as m — oo, uniformly in ¢ > 1 and the proof is completed.

11

O]

Lemma 3.3. Let i > 1 be an integer and (7; m )m>1 be a sequence of positive integers, let (t; ) and (s; m) be two

(0, 1)-valued sequences such that t; m/p~,,, — v and s;m/p~,,, — v for some v € [0,00) and 7 m — 00 as

m — oo and uniformly in ¢ > 1. We have

E[e m%im | 2D > 0]

lim ) =1,
i P

*ti,m 1/ti,m
P ST G I
m—o0 G%,m (e_si,m)

and

uniformly in ¢ > 1.

Proof. For any M > 0, thanks to Markov inequality and together with E[Z ,gl)] = 1forall £ > 1, we have

1

P(Z5), > Py, M| 280, > 0) < o

Yi,m

so there exists a random variable Z € [0, co) such that

E[e nm%im | 2D > 0] — E[e™7],

m—r o0

along a sub-sequence, for any ¢ > 0 and uniformly in i > 1. Using that sup;~ |t; m/py,,, —v| — 0 and

SUP;>1 |Sim/Dyi ., — V| — 0.@s m — oo, we obtain

_E[e P 20 > 0] E[eY]
n}gnoo _s. zM (1) - E[ fz/Z] =1,
E[e™*m%im| Z30 > 0] €

,m
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uniformly in i > 1. Besides, lim;;, 0 SUP;>1 Pr; ,,, = 050

_ (1) 1/tim
G (etim) o L= py x (1= E[e o %um| 200 > 0])
m—00 G%’m (@ z,m) m—oo | 4 Do X (1 _ E[B_Si’mz’yivm ’Z(},)m > 0])
B e(1=Ele™7])/v .
(=Kl /v 7
uniformly in ¢ > 1 and the proof is completed. O

3.1.1. Reduced range

We introduce what we call the reduced range. Roughly speaking, the reduced range associated with %)
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 ¢ € N and
p € N*, define
é%m:ﬂxeTJﬂ>&jﬁwzlmmém?H%?ZQL (14)
<e<|T
with the convention %éo) = . This set was first introduced by E. Aidékon and L. de Raphélis in [AdR17].

Bép ) stands for the cardinal of %’ép ). We know thanks to Lemma 2.6 in [Kag23] that for any » > 0, P-

almost surely, lim,, Pg((‘@f(logn)2j>p§LnTJ is non-decreasing, SupzeggE(LngJ))2J lz| < |(logn)?]) =1 and

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

hmHﬁOHMZL@gnPLHxE%wﬂ) :xgy):L

n—0o0 [(logn)?|
Also, thanks to Lemma 2.9 in [Kag23], we know that for any r > 0, in P-probability (and P*-probability)

1 (e
— B W, (15)

nr L(logn)zj n—o00

(n) . (7)) 2(n) . (")

Let B = % 0gmyz)r Z71= B (togny)

of Z™. For any i € {1,...,B™} let egn) (to simplify, we will use the notation e; instead) be the i-th
element of (" visited by the random walk X and define the tree ’Rgn) rooted at e; by

and denote by B(™ the cardinal of (") and B(™ the cardinal

RE”) = {.’L’ c T; T > ei} ﬂ%(n) (16)

By definition, the oriented edge ((e;)*, e;) is visited exactly once by the random walk X up to time 7" so
one should think of RE") as the range of a random walk on T up to its return time to the edge ((e;)*, e;).
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Precisely, for any i € {1,...,B™} and = € ’Rl(-"), let t7 .= N Let ((’R,l(.n), (t:(c"); x € ’RE”))); i >
B™), be, under P, a collection of i.i.d copies of (Z1), (Nggl), z € #1))), independent of any random
variable we have introduced so far. We still denote by e; the root of ’Rin) when i > B, Therefore,
(R™, " « € RM™)); i > 1) is a collection of ii.d copies of the multi-type Galton-Watson tree
(%", (NS), z € #W))) with initial type 1, see Fact 1.1.

The idea of considering this new range is due to E. Aidékon and L. de Raphelis in the paper [AdR17]
and is significantly easier to deal with than the actual range %(™.

Define F(™) := (’R,Z(-n))izl, denote by F(™(p) the number of vertices in the first p trees of the forest F (")
and H™ stands for the height function of the forest (™ as defined below:

let T be a tree rooted at u(0) and #% stands for the number of vertices of T and assume that #% < co. For
anyi € {0,...,#%T—1}, denote by u(i) the (i+1)-th vertex of the tree T for the depth first search order. We
then define H* : {0,..., %} — N to be the height function of the tree ¥, with the convention H*(#%) = 0.
Then, for any i € {0,...,#% — 1}, H*(i) is the generation of the vertex u(i) in the tree T. We extend this
definition to a collection of trees (or forest) § = (¥;);>1: we define the height function H 5. N — N of the
forest § by setting: forany i € N, HS(i) = H% (i — Y #%)ifandonlyif d5,  #T <0 <30 #T -1,
for some j > 1, with the convention #%, = 0.

Before stating an important fact, we need a few more definitions. Let £ > 1 and define Y}, := (Y, s; s > 0)
to be a (k A 2)-stable Lévy process with no negative jump and Laplace exponent A € [0,00) — C, A"\
(see (10) for the definition of C) such that, almost surely, inf;>o Y, s = —oo and denote by H,, :=
(H(s); s > 0) the continuous-time height process associated with Y. For any s > 0, H,(s) is defined
as the "Lebesgue measure" of the set {t < s; Y, ; = inf,¢cp ) Vi }, see Definition 1.2.1 in [DLGO05] for a
rigorous definition. Besides, by Theorem 1.4.3 in [DLGO05], H,; has continuous paths almost-surely. One
can notice that for any « > 2, H,, is distributed as (2/ C,{)l/ 2| B|, with B a standard Brownian motion.
There is a strong link between H (") and H,, see Fact 3.4.

For any ¢t > 0, define 7_(Y};) to be the first hitting time of —¢ by Y, that is

T+(Yy) :=inf{s > 0; Y, , = —t},
which is finite almost surely. Let ¢ := E[(3_,5, e%)71], see (9) for the definition of (S}).
Fact 3.4. Assume that the Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. For any k > 1
(i) if k # 2, then in P*-law for the Skorokhod product topology on D([0, c0),R) x D([0, c0), R)

(S ey s 20), (S pion)y 120))

— ((Hu(sC /o) 52 0), (exmi(Ye); £ 20));

n—oo
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(ii) if k = 2, then in P*-law for the Skorokhod product topology on D([0,c0),R) x D([0, 00),R)

2Cx logn
2

<<QCooloinH(")(Lsn2/lognQJ); s> 0); ( FM([tn]); t > 0))

n

— ((HH(SCOO/COO); 5> 0); (coom—t(Y2); t > 0))

n—oo

The proof of the convergence of the rescaled height function for the Skorokhod topology on D([0, c0), R)
can be found in the proof of Theorem 6.1 in [AdR17] when x > 2 and in the proof Theorem 1 in [dR22]
when € (1,2]. The proof of the convergence of the rescaled number of vertices for the Skorokhod
topology on D([0, c0),R) can be deduced from Proposition 1.5 in [Kag23]. In both cases, the idea is to
link H™ and F™ with functions of the same critical Galton-Watson forest. Precisely, it turns out that
H®™ is a simple function of H (™) with high probability and F(" is a simple function of V(™) with
high probability, where H™) and V(1) are respectively the height function and the Lukasiewicz path
of the same critical Galton-Watson forest F (1) (which is closely related to {x € F (), tén) = 1}). Hence,
the convergence for the Skorokhod topology on D([0, c0),R) x D([0, o), R) is a consequence of Corollary
2.5.2 in [DLGO5].

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

p . .
Z"(p) =32 where Z"):= Y Lyt (17)
= reR™

(

and for any = € Rgn), |z|; is the generation of the vertex x relatively to the tree Rin). In particular,

le;li = 0and for any i € {1,..., B™}, |z| = |z|; + |e;|. Also introduce the following reduced local time
L,(Cn) (p) := Z L,(Cn’z) where L,(Cn’z) = Z,En’l) + Z,ii’?. (18)
i=1

Note that Z,gn) (p) (resp. L,(j) (p)) is a sum of p i.i.d copies of Z,gl) (resp. L,(fl)) under the annealed proba-
bility P.

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 Pg(L%) > 0).
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First assume that © # 2. One can see that a direct consequence of the fact that P4 (sup,c g |2| <
|(logn)3|; ¥ |y| > [(logn)3],3 2 € B . 2 <y, B c M) goes to 1 for almost every environment
is that, P*-almost surely as n — oo

B
P (Vaz 0 L = Z Lo o) o (19)
Hence, by (19), using again that P-almost surely, lim, .o PF(V 1 < i
|(logn)3|) = 1, together with the fact that {Lk k+( ™)) >0} {ZBW
0} for any k= < |e;| < k* < k, we obtain

Lnli/\Q IJ

< B™; L(logn)QJ < lei
(n, )
k les

>0) < PO (L1 ogmyy (B™) > 0) + 07 (1),

and
& (1) & (1, B(n &
P (Lo} > 0) 2 P (Lot ogmyey (B™) > 0) + 0% (1),
where o (1) represent any sequence converging to 0, P*-almost surely as n — oc. Let (a,,) be a sequence
of positive integers such that a,,/n*"?~1 — 1. We have

P (Lz(z:? (B(")) > 0) = ]P””@<1<IZIEL;((”> L(" RIDS 0> = IP"?(KI@IL%X(”) wren;ﬁ) ||; > an)

:IP’”@( max  H™(j) Zan).
1<G<FM)(BM)

Thanks to Fact 3.4 (i) and (15) (noticing that W, is deterministic at fixed environment), we have, in
P*-law on D([0,00)) x R

((ﬁﬂ(”)(lsnmﬂ)? s> 0)7 TS{%F(H)(B(”)» N ((HH(SCOO/Coo); s>0), COOT—WOO(YH))a

n—oo
the giving, in P*-probability

Pé H"(j) > a,) —=P° H(t) > Cog) =1 — e W)
<1<j<£7'n(%)X(B(n)) (j) =4 > njo (t<‘l‘_svl(/l£(ym) ( ) > € ’

where we have used excursion theory for the last equality and v(a) satisfies fvo(?z) d\/(C.A*\?) = a. In
other words, v(Cs) = ((k A 2 — 1)CooC,)~ Y/ (#"271) thus giving (taking a,, = [n*">~1| — [(logn)?] in a
first time and a,, = [n"*"?7!| — |(logn)?] in a second time), in P*-probability

lim P* (L(L nea| > o) —1—exp ( Woo((K A2 — 1)000(3&)‘1/(““‘”). (20)

n—oo
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(1)

On the other hand, using that under P¢, Z ]gp ) is a sum of p i.i.d random variables with law Z, /, we obtain
& (1 (n) 1 (1 _pED) "
P (L) > 0) = 1= (1=PF(Z[ s > 0))
and thanks to (20), we have, in P*-probability
: 1 —1/(kA2—1
P (Z{))pos) > 0) = Wao((k A2 = 1)CCy) /7Y, (21)

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

& (n) _ & — —Weov(2C0) _ ~Weo/(Cooc
P (L) gy > 0) =P sup  Hy(t) > 205 ) = 1 — e Worl20) — g oW/ (O],

n—o0 tSwaoo (Yn)

where we have used that Cy = ¢3/2, see (10). This yields, in P*-probability

nP? (LY >0) — Weo

|n/logn] n—o00 ClagCsy ’

and this ends the first step.
Step 2: we provide an equivalent for }P’(LS) > 0).
First assume that x # 2. We have

nP(L(L:l)mz—lj > 0) — ((/i N2 — l)C’OOCH)_l/(“/Q—l)_

n—oo

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

p* (L(L’;lm,lj (B™) > 0) L E [1 — exp ( — Wao((kA2— 1)COOCH)’1/(”A2’“)].

n—oo

On the other hand, by definition of LI(C”) (B(M)
P(L{o (B™) > 0) =1-P(v1<i < BW: L{t, ) =0, B > 0) —P(B® = 0)

=E

B )
1- (1 - IP)(L(L::L)E/\2—1J > 0)) ]I{B(n)>0}] B ]P(B(n) = 0)

=E

B
1— (1 ~P(L{)ar) > 0)) ] .
Besides, using that lim,, . P(non-extinction of T) x P*(B™ > 0) = P(B™ > 0) yields, as n — oo

n R(n * B
P (Lo (B™) > 0) =E [1 — (1=P(L)a; > 0)) | +o(1).
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By (15), we have that B(™ /n — W, in P*-probability as n — oo and since inf,,>; P*(L(LZ)NM 1J( BM) >
0) = 1-E*[exp(—Weao ((kA2—1)Coo C,.) "/ A2=1)] € (0,1), we deduce that the sequence (nP(L(Ln)MQ >

0))n>1 is bounded and if we denote by ¢ € (0, 1] the limit of a sub-sequence, we then also deduce that
E* [exp ( — (Woo)] =FE* [exp ( - WOO((H N2 — 1)000(3“)—1/(5/\2—1))}

Finally, since P* (W, > 0) = 1, the function 6 € (0, 00) — E*[exp(—0W)] is injective and in particular,
we necessarily have ¢ = ((k A 2 — 1)Cs C,,)~1/(%/2-1) and this is what we wanted.
The exact same strategy for x = 2 gives

WL sy s L

[n/logn| n—00 ClagCo ’

and the second step is completed.
Finally, combining Step 1 and Step 2 yields, for any x > 1, in P*-probability
P4 (L3 > 0)
(1) — 0
P(Ly,’ >0) ™7
which ends the proof of our first theorem. O
We are now ready to prove our second result, Theorem 2.2.
Proof of Theorem 2.2. We only deal with the case x € (1, 2), the proof is the same for x > 2. We want to

prove that for any a > 0, in P*-law

fL(") — 2W @('f)

n lan=1] 1 5c0 a/(Weo)r=1
where we recall the definition of % (*) 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 ¢ > 0 and any a > 0

lim P(|L™ _, — ™

Jim B(|2(0s) = B (B)] > ne) =0, (23)

where we recall that L(")( )=>"r, L(n ) with L(n ) Z(" 2 Zéﬂ) and Z(n ) =2 er™ ]l{‘x|i:k}t¢(6").
Thanks to (19), it is enough to show

B
lim P ( Z W 5 L(LZBLH | (B<">)’ > ne) =0. (24)
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For that, we prove

lanf=1]~je;l ¢~ 7~ lanr—1] -3 E

n—o0

]E|: /\1 ZB(") (n, i), 7)\—214(”) L (B(n))] |: (}\1+>\2)ng(;€)

@/ Wee |, (25)

forany A1, A2 > 0. Let gn := p|4pn—1) and recall that % = J jZO(N)j is the set of finite N-valued sequences,
with the convention that N° only contains the sequence with length 0. For any b > 0, introduce C,, :=
(b(k — 1)CoC,) /=1, recall the definition of C,; in (10). By definition of the reduced range, we have

B( n) (n )
‘E[ MG i Lty ey “daanL7) H(B(n))} E[e_cﬁﬁaw""(1_¢(K)(2A1+2A2))}‘

is smaller than

> P(#™ =U)
U={u(i); i>1}C%
L(logn)?] <Ju()|<[(log n)? ]

B()

LM K
H E |: 7)\1(]11[/( ) eiAan lank— 1J:| E|:€*Cl<e,aWoo (17(15( )(2)\1+2)\2)):| +O<1), (26)
i=1
where r;, = |an®"'| — |u(i)| and we have used that lim, o, P*(V = € 2™, [(logn)?| < |z| <

|(logn)3|, ™ c #™) = 1, P-almost surely. Now, by Proposition 2.4

— (€ A— . 1/qn .
lim E[e ML, o A2dn Lan"*lJ] — e_(1—¢< )(2/\1—&-2/\2))

Y
n—oo

uniformly in i > 1. By (15), we have B /n — W, in P-probability so Theorem 2.1 gives ¢, B —
C..«W. Hence, (26) yields

L‘””ﬁ 1J le;

lim E

(n) ™9 (n) —
-\ B —X2qnL B _ e
[ 19n Y22 1) eyl g2 L e )} E{e CraWoo (1-6¢ )(2)\1+2)\2))}‘
n—o0

To obtain (25), we are only left to check that
E[e—2(A1+A2)CnaWoo=/a(7v>v ~| = E[e—CmaWw(1—¢<'€><2A1+M>)}.
Indeed, by definition of % (%) in (11), we have, for any # > 0 and any b > 0

EE {6_9@;”)} — ¢ Crn(1-00/C))

so taking b = a/(Ws)*tand 6 = 2(\ +X2)Cp o Woo gives Cy p, = Cy o Woo and QS(“)(H/C,@;,) =2(A1+X\2)
so the proof of (25) is completed. We now deduce from (25) that the sequence of random variables
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G B, -

lans=1] ~ ¥ ans-1]

to 0 in P-probability (and also in P*-probability) and we finally get (24). In view of (24), we only have to

(B™)),>1 converges in law under P to 0, thus implying the convergence

prove that in P*-law

%L(") (B™) — 2w @ . (27)

lan®—1] n—00 a/(Weo )™
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 PP, in law for the
Skorokhod topology on D((0, o], R)

(%L(”) (i) 12 0) — (@) 1> 0), (28)

lan®=1] n—00

Recall that under P, ngn) (p) is a sum of p independent copies of L,E}) under P. Therefore, the convergence

of finite-dimensional marginals comes from Step 1 with (by replacing B with |tn| and then W,,, with
t and taking A\; = 0 in (25)). Let us now check that, in law under P, 29" — 2(1 — 5)%(/'?)1_5)%1 — 0 as
d — 0. For any A;, Ay > 0, we have, by (11)

(R) — (%) (%)
E[G_Al% e Az(1= 6)@/(1 &~ 1] :E[e_cé,)q,)\z% :|7

where Cs y, », = M +A2(1+((1=8)1 7" =1) (A1 (1-6) /Cp0)* 1)~/ == Note that lims_,0 Cs.x, 1, = M+
SO

limE[ A TG A 1} :E[e_(’\ﬁ)‘z)%m}a
6—0

and in particular, 2" 2(1 - 5)9/(

o/ (1—5)<—1 — 0in law under P as 6 — oo. Finally,let B > 0,0 < r <
s < tand n > 1. We have

P(|L{m s (L) = E{ecs (Lrn))| AL ([t0]) = L (sn])| = Bn) < (=)

Indeed

(‘Ltan” 1 (Lsn]) = L (Lrn)[ A LG e () = L) s (Lsn) ZB")

<

=P(L{, . ([sn] = [rn)) > Ba)P(L{) L (tn] — |sn))| > Bn)
4
B?

(Lsn] = [rn])(ltn] — [sn])
2
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where we have used Markov inequality and the fact that E[Lép )] = 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 P*

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

B [@( ({0 (Ltn))/n; 120))| —E|@((L{e s (tn))/n: t 2 0))] — 0.

n—o0

Besides, we know thanks to Step 2 that lim, oo E[®((L™ | (|tn])/n; t > 0))] = E[@((2tZ ), ¢ >

Lann—lJ a/tn—lv
0))], and in particular (E* [@((L(Lzzlﬁ,l | ([tn])/n; t > 0))])n>1 converges to the same limit for P*-almost

every environment, thus giving the convergence under the quenched probability P¢.

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 in P*-law

Lrm (B™) — awa )

n lans=1] n—00 a/(Weo)®=t -
Let A > 0. By Step 3, we have, for any M > 0, P*-almost surely

- _apm . _ (%)
IE[’[ sup e ”LLW“*U(U”J)} — E‘O[ sup e Papn1]
te[0,M] n—oo t€[0,M]
and we conclude by recalling that B /n — W, in P*-probability, see (15) and this ends the proof of
our theorem. O

We end this section with the proof of Corollary 2.3.

Proof of Corollary 2.3. Again, we only deal with the case x € (1,2), the proof is the same when x > 2.
Corollary 2.3 is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2. Indeed, on the one hand, in P*-
probability
e _AL(l) n , _AL(”) T —2AW, o](ﬁ) ()
E¢ |:€ n Ln”*lj:| —_ ]E(op |:€ n Ln"*lj] BN Eé’ |:€ oo 1/(Woo)”71:| — e—cn,lwoo(l—(ﬁ (2)\/0,{71))’
n—0o0

where we have used Theorem 2.2 and we recall that C,.;, = (b(x — l)COOCH)_l/(”_l), see Step 1 in the
proof of Theorem 2.2, see (26). On the other hand

A (1)

Eo@ |:€_E Lnnflj:| —1— ]P)zg1 (L(Lil)mflJ > O) (1 _ ]E(op [E_ELLnnflJ L(l)

ey > 0]).
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so Theorem 2.1 immediately gives, in P*-probability

A (D)
- &l w17 (@ _ (s
lim E [e (L > 0} = ¢ (2)/Cy.1),
which is exactly what we wanted. O

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 p{ = Pg(ZS) >0),pr = E]pf] = ]P’(Z,gl) > 0), GS (s,p) = EX [SZ,(f')]’
Gr(s,p) = E[GS (s,p)], GS (s) = G%(s,1) and Gi(s) = E[GY (s)]. Also, for any integer i > 1, (Yim)m>1
and (p;,m)m>1 are two sequences of positive integers such that v, < 7., < v,% and p,, < pim < o
where v, /m — 1,y /m — 1and p;}, /m — 0 as m — co. We want to prove that for any A > 0, uniformly
ini>1
lim (& [e‘“PmL%?m eWPmL%?mm,mD” (1m0 x420))

m—r0o0
where ¢(®)()\) is defined in (12). For that, we follow an idea developed in the proof of Theorem 1 in
[S1a68]. Let us first prove that for any A > 0

1/pm K
lim (Gw (e—Apm)) e (1m6m). (29)

m—r0o0

uniformly in i > 1. Since e *?™ — 1 as m — oo, there exists a sequence (k,),>1 of integers (depending
on \) such that k,,, = oo as m — oo and for any m > 1

G, (0) < e < G, 11(0). (30)

Note that we necessarily have m/k,, — A*"*~! as m — oo for all x > 1. Indeed, noticing that G (0) =
1 — pi, we have by Theorem 2.1 that £%/(*"2=1)(1 — G/(0)) goes to ((k A2 — 1)CroC,) /"2~ D as £ — o0
when k # 2 and (¢log £)(1 — G¢(0)) goes to (CoC2)~! when k = 2 as m — oo. Moreover, by definition,
(1 —em)/(1 — Gn(0)) — X asm — oo. Hence, by (30), liminf,, (1 — Gj,,)/(1 — G (0)) > X and
lim sup,, (1 — Gg,,+1)/(1 — G (0)) < A thus giving m/ky,, — \***~Lasm — oo forall £ > 1.

Let us now deal with the upper bound in (29). We have

G'Yi,m (e—)\pm) < G'Yi,m (Gk’m+1(0)) < G’Yi,erkarl (0) < nyjn.;_km_l,_l(o) =1 _pv$+km+17

where we have used (30) and the fact that G, is non-decreasing for the first inequality, Lemma 3.1 (lower
bound) saying that G (G(s)) < Gj4¢(s) for the second one and the fact that the sequence (G (0))x>1
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is non-decreasing for the last inequality. Using again Theorem 2.1, we get that limy oo D+ . 11 /Pm =
(1 + A~(en2=1))=1/(xA2=1) which is nothing but 1 — ¢(®)(\). Therefore, uniformly in i > 1

lim sup (G%m (efkpm)> 1/pm <e (17¢>(n)(>\)).

n—oo

We now deal with the lower bound in (29). Note that E[(pfm)o‘]/pkm < (k) supgso E[(9) /pe)®] — 0
as m — oo for any a € (1,x A 2) by Remark 1 (we recall that k,, — o0). Hence, by Lemma 3.2 with
tm = Pk, and s, = E[(pfm)a], recalling that p;, = 1 — G(0), we have

E [e_p’“ng,)vﬁzulw,m (Nél))aE[(pfm)aw = Gy (€7Pm) + 0(pr,),

as m — oo, uniformly ini > 1. Now, if ¢; , := py,, and s; , := —log Gy, (0) = —log(1 —py,,) forall i > 1,
then by Theorem 2.1, since m/km — A*"?71, we have sup;>1 [tim/py,,, — Al = 0 and sup;>1 [$im/py,,, —
Al = 0as m — oo, uniformly in ¢ > 1 so Lemma 3.3 yields

G (G (0) = (1 o)) (ol )+ [ ¢+ Zreim ()62,

as m — oo, uniformly in ¢ > 1. Hence, Lemma 3.1 (upper bound) together with the fact that (G(0))r>1
is non-decreasing lead to

Cron (G (0)) = (1 0(1))" (0(ph,,) + Gy, (0)) = (14 0(1)™ (0(p,) +1 =1, )

and since, by (30), G, . (G, (0)) < G,,,.(e*Pm), we finally obtain

timinf (G, (e—APm))l/ pn s (1m0 0).

n—oo

uniformly in ¢ > 1, where we have used thatp_- ., /pm — (1 - ¢F)(\)) as m — oo, thus giving (29).
Let us now prove that for any ¢ > 1 and any sequence (a;,,)m>1 0Of positive integers such that a,, <

a;m < af where a;; = o(m) as m — oo, we have, uniformly ini > 1

Lim <Gai’n (e—Apm))l/pm _ e—/\. (31)

m—r0o0

Indeed, we still have

“Apm 28D
(1 +o(1))"m <0(pkm) +(1 _pa;+kzm>> = E{e ' %’m} S L =Dt

as m — oo and uniformly in i > 1. Finally, recalling that m/k,,, — A*'?~! and since a,,, < a;}, = o(m), we

have im0 Py 4 /Pm = iMinso0 Pat 4 /P = 1My, o0 (1) kg )Y/ (572=1) = X thus giving (31).
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We are now ready to prove our main statement. Thanks to the branching property (BP)

— r, () PR Z< )
- ( ) )\2]? . +p; - 7n >\2p + A m 1
E |: 1p L Vi, me m YiomTPim | — E 1p Vi ne m Yi,mTPi,m | | Gl e 2p , ng ) .

|u|:’7i,m+pi,m
For the lower bound, by Lemma 3.1, we have Gy(s,p) > (G¢(s))P so

L zM
E |: _AIPML'(Y'L)m —)\2p'm Vi m+pzm:| Z E[ _AlmeSYl)n (e—AmeGl (ef)\me)) Wi,m+Pi,m:| .

Again, thanks to the branching property (BP) and the fact that G/ (s, p) > (G¢(s))?, we have
) z0
E[e_)\lpmlﬂyl n (B—AgpmGl (e—kgpm)> 'Yz,m+pz,mi|

_ (1) _
_ E[ Atpm Ly, H Gpi,mfl (e—/\apmGl (e—/\me) N(l))} >E [e MpmZy; ), (gzm) Yi,m+1
‘u‘:’Yi,m‘f'l

where
—APm —A2Pm —A2Pm
Gim = € 1P Gpi,m—l (6 2P G1 (6 2P )) .

DOlng thlS one more tlme to flnally Obtain
E — A( ) —-A mL( ) 3, —
[ Alme i»me 2P i,mTP; m:| > i,m ( Alpm Gl (gum)) '

Clearly, lim,;, o (e 722Pm Gy (e722Pm))1/Pm = ¢=2X2 and recalling that p;, < pi.m < pi, = o(m), (31) yields
1My so0 (@im) /P = e~ 21722, Then, we get that lim,, o0 (e NP2 G (gim)) /P = e~2M17222 uniformly
in 7 > 1. Hence, recalling that v, < v, < 7,5 with limy, 00 7;,/m = limy, 00 yh/m = 1as m — oo
and that the sequence (p),>1 is non-increasing, we have, by Lemma 3.3 with ¢; ,, = (2A1 + 2X2)p,, and
Sim = AMPm — log G1(gim ), that

IE[e‘“me%?me_Azme(Wli?m“i,m} > (140(1))"" Gy, (6*2(/\1+A2)pm),
as m — oo, uniformly in ¢ > 1. Therefore, (29) yields

_ O R— (1) 1/p o
lirgianE[e Mpm Ly, o ~rePmls, mm} "5 e (16N %)
m—0o0

uniformly in ¢ > 1. For the upper bound, we have, thanks to the branching property (BP) and Lemma
3.1 (upper bound), that for any « € (1,x A 2)

1 (1)
E [efxlmeggm e—Azmemerpi’m]

<E |:€_A1Pngvli?n ei ()‘QPmJFl*Gl(e_)\me)) Z’(Y;)m‘ﬂ’z m ezlu\:’vi,m-‘rﬂi,m (Nqsl))aE [(17Gf(e_>\2pm)) a] :| .
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Note that (1 — G¢ (e X2Pm))a = (EF[1 — e P21 ) < (EF DapmZ))® = (Aapm)®(W1)®. Recall that
under the Assumptions 1 and 2, we have sup,>q E[(W;)*] < oo so Lemma 3.2 with ¢, = p;, and s, =
E[(1 — G{ (e7*2Pm))?] yields

1 (1) 1 DY (1)
E [e_hmeSﬁ?m e_)\zmeW,m*”i’m] <E [e_klme'(Yi?n e (A2pm+1_Gl(e me))z“/i,mﬂi,m} + 0(pm)7

as m — oo, uniformly in ¢ > 1. Repeating this procedure, one can prove using similar arguments as in
the proof of the lower bound that

Y mL<1.) —A2p LY ) _ )
E[e 1P Yi,m e m ’Ylym+p1,m:| < G%’m (e ()\lpm+31,m)> +0(pm),

where for any i > 1, (3i,m)m>1 is a sequence of positive numbers such that limy, o 3im/Pm = A1 + 22
uniformly in ¢ > 1. Hence, using Lemma 3.3 with t; ,,, = (2A\1 + 2X2)pp, and ;4 = 3i,m, We get

_ W xopn L
E|:€ Alme"/i,me 2P ’”’m+pi’mi| S (l_i_o(l))pmG’Yi,m (e—2(>\1+)\2)pm) +0(pm)’

as m — oo, uniformly in ¢ > 1. Therefore, (29) yields

. _ (1) -\ mL(1> 1/pm _(1_4(x)
limsupE|e MpmLs;, TP 'Yi,m+Pi,mi| <e (1 ¢ (2>\1+2>\2))

m—r0o0

)

uniformly in ¢ > 1, thus completing the proof. O
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