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Abstract

In this paper we study Markov chains with the state space given by the coordinate axes of Rm, m ≥ 2,
whose step sizes on each positive half-axis are distributed according to a centered probability distribution
with variance v2i ∈ (0,∞), i = 1, . . . ,m. Under very mild assumptions on the jumps sizes on the negative
half-axes, we show that the Donsker scaling limit of such Markov chains is a Walsh Brownian motion
whose weights are determined explicitly in terms of stationary distributions of certain embedded Markov
chains. This convergence result is applied to integer-valued random walks perturbed on a finite subset of
Z called a membrane. We show that their Donsker scaling limit is an oscillating skew Brownian motion.
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1 Introduction

Let Sξ(n) := ξ1 + · · ·+ ξn, n ≥ 0, be a random walk where (ξk) are independent copies of an integer-valued
random variable ξ. The well known Donsker invariance principle (see, e.g., Theorem 14.1 in Billingsley [2])
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states that a properly scaled random walk converges in law to the standard Brownian motion if Eξ = 0 and
v2 := Var ξ ∈ (0,∞). Namely,

Sξ([n·])
v
√
n

⇒W (·), n→ ∞, (1.1)

in the Skorokhod space D = D([0,∞),R).
Consider an integer-valued Markov chain X whose transition probabilities coincide with transition prob-

abilities of Sξ everywhere except for a finite set A ⊂ Z. We call the set A a membrane and say that X is a
random walk perturbed on A. It appears that the Donsker scaling limit of X is not a Brownian motion any
longer but a diffusion with a singular drift.

The first result on this topic belongs to Harrison and Shepp [8], who considered a symmetric Bernoulli
random walk perturbed on a one-point membrane A = {0}. They proved that if

P(X(1) = x± 1 |X(0) = x) =
1

2
, x ∈ Z\{0},

P(X(1) = 1 |X(0) = 0) = p ∈ [0, 1],

P(X(1) = −1 |X(0) = 0) = 1− p,

(1.2)

then the processes {X([n·])√
n

}n≥1 converge in distribution to a skew Brownian motion (SBM) W skew
γ with

permeability parameter γ = 2p− 1. Recall that the SBM W skew
γ with permeability parameter γ ∈ [−1, 1] is

a continuous homogeneous Markov process with transition probability density function

pt(x, y) = ϕt(x− y) + γ sgn(y)ϕt(|x|+ |y|), x, y ∈ R, t > 0, (1.3)

where ϕt(x) = (2πt)−1/2e−
x2

2t , x ∈ R, t > 0. Another construction of the SBM was suggested by Itô and
McKean, see [13, Problem 1, Section 4.2] and Walsh [33]. There, the SBM is obtained from a standard
reflecting Brownian motion by flipping its excursions independently with probability 1 − p, and leaving it
positive with probability p. An extensive survey on properties of a SBM can be found in Lejay [17].

The approach by Harrison and Shepp [8] is classical. To show convergence, they verified tightness and

convergence of finite-dimensional distributions of the family {X([n·])√
n

}n≥1, which can be done directly utilizing

the simple structure of transition probabilities and André’s reflection principle.
The case of a general finite membrane A = {−d, . . . , d}, d ≥ 0, and arbitrary non-unit jumps outside of A

is much harder to deal with. Some partial results on functional limit theorems that generalize the result by
Harrison and Shepp [8] were obtained by Minlos and Zhizhina [19], Pilipenko et al. [22, 10, 25, 24], Ngo and
Peigné [20]. In these works, the convergence to a SBM was established under various restrictive assumptions,
such as boundedness of jumps outside of the membrane, one-point membrane structure, etc.

In this paper we obtain a very general convergence results (Theorems 3.3 and 3.5) that use a minimal
set of technical assumptions and generalize all the previous work. Our argument relies on consideration of
a SBM as a particular case of a two-ray Walsh Brownian motion (WBM).

Recall that an m-ray WBM with non-negative weights p = (p1, . . . , pm), p1 + · · · + pm = 1, can be
constructed similarly to the approach by Itô and McKean. Consider m rays with a common endpoint 0. A
WBM is a time-homogeneous continuous strong Markov process that spends zero time at 0 and behaves like
a standard Brownian motion on each ray up to hitting 0. Its excursions “select” the k-th ray with probability
pk, see Walsh [33] and Section 2 below. It is clear, that a 2-ray WBM can be naturally identified with a
SBM with γ = p1 − p2.

Starting with a perturbed Markov chain X on Z with a membrane A = {−d, . . . , d}, we will construct an
auxiliary Markov chain X on the enlarged state space Z×{−,+}, such that the “layers” Z×{−} and Z×{+}
will be in some sense identified with the negative and positive rays {. . . ,−d−2,−d−1} and {d+1, d+2, . . .}
located to the left and to the right of the membrane of the Markov chain X . The transition probabilities of
X on the positive layers N×{−} and N×{+} will coincide with those of X to the left and to the right of the
membrane. The dynamics of X within the membrane as well as jumps over the membrane will be mimicked
by (short) visits of X to the negative layers {. . . ,−2,−1, 0} × {−} and {. . . ,−2,−1, 0} × {+}. Employing
the martingale characterization technique, we establish convergence of the Donsker scalings of the Markov
chain X to a WBM, and thus, convergence of a properly rescaled Markov chain X to a SBM.
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This method of unfolding of a perturbed one-dimensional Markov chain into a multidimensional Markov
chain was initially suggested by Iksanov and Pilipenko in [10]. In Bogdanskii et al. [3], this method was
used to study convergence of m-dimensional random walks perturbed on a two-sided periodic hyperplane
membrane. In particular, in our proofs we will utilize a martingale characterization of the WBM obtained in
[3], see Section 2. We emphasize that our approach allows to treat random walks with different variances on
different sides of the membrane. This case has not been treated in previous works with the only exception
of the paper [20]. The general result on convergence of “unfolded” Markov chains to a m-ray WBM is our
Theorem 3.3.

For reader’s convenience, we formulate here an easy-to-use version of the assumptions a convergence
result for scaling limits of perturbed random walks on Z.

Let (X(k))k≥0 be an integer-valued time-homogeneous Markov chain with a membrane {−d, . . . , d},
d ≥ 0, such that

P(X(1) = x+ y|X(0) = x) = P(ξ+ = y), x > d,

P(X(1) = x+ y|X(0) = x) = P(ξ− = y), x < −d, (1.4)

where the integer valued random variables ξ−, ξ+ satisfy

Eξ± = 0, v2± = Var ξ± ∈ (0,+∞), (1.5)

and each of random variables ξ+ and ξ− generates a 1-arithmetic random walk.
Assume also that the states Z\{−d, . . . , d} of the Markov chain X communicate, X exits from the

membrane with probability one, and jumps from the membrane are integrable, i.e.,

max
|x|≤d

E
[
|X(1)|

∣∣X(0) = x
]
<∞. (1.6)

Let ϕ : R → R be the following piece-wise linear function:

ϕ(x) := x · v−1
sgn(x) := x

(
v−1
+ Ix≥0 + v−1

− Ix<0

)
. (1.7)

Then for any initial distribution ofX(0), the Donsker scaling
{
ϕ
(X([n·])√

n

)}
n≥1

weakly converges inD([0,∞),R)

to a SBM W skew
γ (·) starting at 0 with some permeability parameter γ ∈ (−1, 1). The rigorous statement of

the result as well as the explicit value of the permeability parameter γ will follow from Theorem 3.5 and
Remark 3.7. Its formulation requires a consideration of additional construction: entrance and exit embedded
Markov chains, existence of their stationary distributions, etc. However, formula (3.41) for the permeability
parameter γ is short and natural.

This result allows us to show that the limit of the Donsker scaling
{X([n·])√

n

}
n≥1

is a oscillating SBM (see

Corollary 3.8), which is a natural generalization of the oscillating Brownian motion originally introduced by
Keilson and Wellner in [16]. The oscillating SBM is a diffusion that behaves like a Brownian motion with
variance v2+ on the positive half-line and like a Brownian motion with variance v2− on the negative half-line,
and exhibits an infinitesimal push at 0 in the negative or positive direction. We mention here the work [7]
by Hairer and Manson who obtained the process Y as a limit in the periodic homogenization problem with
an interface.

We will also prove a result on convergence of Donsker scalings of a perturbed random walk on a graph
Nm ∪ {0}. Under natural assumptions on integrability of jumps the limit process will be a WBM, too, see
Theorem 3.9. The result of Theorem 3.9 extends the result of Enriques and Kifer [5]. There the authors
studied the Donsker scaling of symmetric random walks with the step size ε > 0 on a spider graph consisting
of m rays with the common origin 0. They obtained convergence to a WBM with equal weights 1/m for
each ray. If the Markov chain lives on a ε-lattice containing the origin, the results of [5] are covered by
our Theorem 3.9. For other initial values, an intermediate approximation argument has to be applied, see
Examples 4.3 and 4.4 for more detail. Note that our Theorem 3.9 is more general since its allows non-uniform
weights of the limit WBM and general step sizes of the Markov chain with different variances on each ray.

Eventually we mention that the case when jumps from the membrane are not integrable and belong to a
domain of attraction of an α-stable law with α ∈ (0, 1) are much harder to deal with even if jumps from the
membrane are positive. Some partial results in this direction were obtained by Pilipenko with co-authors in
[26, 12, 23], where a reflected Brownian motion with jump-type exit from 0 appeared as a limit process. The
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case when jumps outside of the membrane are not in Donsker’s setup but belong to a domain of attraction of
a stable law with parameter in (1, 2) leads to a skew stable Lévy process as it was recently shown in [11, 4].

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we recall the definition of the WBM together with
its martingale characterization and its relation to the skew Brownian motion. We formulate main general
results on limit behavior of perturbed random walks in Section 3. The most important result is Theorem 3.3,
where we consider perturbed random walks on Z× {1, . . . ,m}, whose Donsker scaling limit is a WBM. The
result for scaling limits of a perturbed random walk with values in Z (Theorem 3.5) and the result for scaling
limits of a random walk on a graph (Theorem 3.9) follow from Theorem 3.3 and the ideas of its proof. We
determine the weights of the WBM and the permeability parameter of the skew Brownian motion explicitly
in terms of stationary distributions of some embedded entrance and exit Markov chains. We also write
down a stochastic differential equation for a skew oscillating Brownian motion, which is a limit of scalings of
perturbed random walk (Corollary 3.8). Section 4 contains six illustrative examples. In particular, we show
that formulas obtained in Theorems 3.3 and 3.5 include and extend several known results as special cases.
The proof of Theorem 3.3 is presented in Section 5. Theorem 3.5 is proven in Section 6. The last Section 7
contains the proofs of Corollary 3.8 and Theorem 3.9.

Acknowledgments: A.P. acknowledges support by the National Research Foundation of Ukraine (project
2020.02/0014 “Asymptotic regimes of perturbed random walks: on the edge of modern and classical proba-
bility”) and thanks the Institute of Mathematics of the FSU Jena for hospitality. The authors are grateful
to the anonymous referee for their valuable comments that significantly improved the paper.

2 Walsh’s and Skew Brownian motions

The main result of this paper will be expressed in terms of Walsh’s Brownian motion Wp. In this section
we recall its definition, properties and martingale characterizations.

Originally, Walsh’s Brownian motion was introduced in the work [33] as a diffusion on m rays on a
two-dimensional plane with a common origin. Away from the origin, on each ray, WBM is a standard
one-dimensional Brownian motion that can change the ray upon hitting the origin. In other words, the rays
are characterized by m non-negative weights p = (p1, . . . , pm), p1 + · · · + pm = 1. The number pi is the
probability to leave the origin into the ray number i.

In our work [3], we proposed a realization of the WBM as anm-dimensional process (as was also indicated
in Walsh [33]) living on positive semi-axes. In comparison to the 2-dimensional construction with the help
of polar coordinates, in this realization one does not have to treat the origin as a particular point at which
the ray number is not well defined.

Let m ≥ 1,
Em = {x ∈ R

m : xi ≥ 0 and xixj = 0, i 6= j, i, j = 1, . . . ,m}, (2.1)

and p = (p1, . . . , pm) be a vector of weights. Let us work on the canonical probability space of continuous
Rm-valued functions equipped with the filtration F generated by the coordinate mappings. We say that
WBM is a time-homogeneous continuous Feller process Wp = X = (X1, . . . , Xm) on Em whose marginal
distributions are given by

E0e
λ1X1(t)+···+λmXm(t) =

m∑

k=1

pkE0e
λk|W (t)|,

Exe
λ1X1(t)+···+λmXm(t) = Exj

[
It<τ0e

λjW (t)
]
+

m∑

k=1

pkExj

[
It≥τ0e

λk|W (t)|
]

= Exj

[ m∑

k=1

pke
λk|W (t)|

]
+ Exj

[
It<τ0

(
eλjW (t) −

m∑

k=1

pke
λkW (t)

)]
,

x = (0, . . . , xj , . . . , 0), xj > 0, λ ∈ C
m,

(2.2)

where W is a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion and τ0 = inf{t ≥ 0: Wt = 0}. Note that the last
expectation is the expectation of a standard Brownian motion killed upon hitting zero.
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In Barlow et al. [1], the authors provided the martingale characterization of the WBM realized as a
process on the plane. In terms of the m-dimensional realization X of the WBM, their characterization takes
the following form.

Theorem 2.1 (Propositon 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 in Barlow et al. [1]). Let X = (X1(t), . . . , Xm(t))t≥0 be a
continuous process. Then X is a WBM with parameters p1, . . . , pm > 0 if and only if it satisfies the following
conditions:

1. Xi(t) ≥ 0 and Xi(t)Xj(t) = 0 for all i 6= j and t ≥ 0;

2. for each i = 1, . . . ,m the process

Ni(t) := (1− pi)Xi(t)− pi
∑

j 6=i

Xj(t), t ≥ 0, (2.3)

is a continuous martingale;

3. for each i = 1, . . . ,m the process

(Ni(t))
2 −

∫ t

0

(
(1 − pi)IXi(s)>0 − piIXi(s)=0

)2

ds, t ≥ 0, (2.4)

is a continuous martingale.

Note that since the product of the indicator functions in (2.4) is identically zero, we have

〈Ni〉t =
∫ t

0

(
(1− pi)IXi(s)>0 − piIXi(s)=0

)2

ds =

∫ t

0

(
(1− pi)

2
IXi(s)>0 + p2i IXi(s)=0

)
ds. (2.5)

Furthermore, it is clear, see Lemma 2.2 in Barlow et al. [1], that the radial process

R(t) :=
m∑

i=1

Xi(t) = max
1≤i≤m

Xi(t) (2.6)

is a reflecting Brownian motion, and hence it has a symmetric local time at 0 defined by:

LX
0 (t) := LR

0 (t) := lim
ε→0+

1

2ε

∫ t

0

Imax1≤i≤m Xi(s)≤ε ds. (2.7)

In our paper [3] we gave an equivalent martingale characterization of the WBM that is more convenient for
the proof of the convergence theorem of this paper.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 3.2 in [3]). Let X = (X1(t), . . . , Xm(t))t≥0 and ν = (ν(t))t≥0 be continuous
processes. Then X is a WBM with parameters p1, . . . , pm > 0, and ν is the local time of X at 0 if and only
if they satisfy the following conditions:

1. Xi(t) ≥ 0 and Xi(t)Xj(t) = 0 for all i 6= j, t ≥ 0;

2. ν(0) = 0, ν is non-decreasing a.s.,
∫∞
0

IX(s) 6=0 dν(s) = 0 a.s.;

3. the processes M1, . . . ,Mm defined by

Mi(t) := Xi(t)− piν(t), t ≥ 0, (2.8)

are continuous square integrable martingales with the predictable quadratic variations

〈Mi〉t =
∫ t

0

IXi(s)>0 ds. (2.9)

4.
∫∞
0

IX(s)=0 ds = 0 a.s.
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In his paper [33], Walsh addressed the properties of the skew Brownian motion originally constructed by
Itô and McKean in [13], Problem 1, Section 4.2. A SBM with parameter γ ∈ [−1, 1] is a diffusion that behaves
like a standard Brownian motion on the half-lines (−∞, 0) and (0,∞) and upon hitting zero continues to the
positive half-line with probability p+ = (γ+1)/2 and to the negative half line with probability p− = (γ+1)/2.
In [3], it was shown that a SBM can be obtained from a WBM by summing together the motions on different
rays.

Corollary 2.3 ([3], Corollary 3.4). Let X = (X1(t), . . . , Xm(t))t≥0 be a WBM with parameters p1, . . . , pm >
0 and let I ⊆ {1, . . . ,m}. Set

γ :=
∑

i∈I

pi −
∑

j∈Ic

pj = 2
∑

i∈I

pi − 1. (2.10)

Then γ ∈ [−1, 1] and the process

W skew
γ (t) :=

∑

i∈I

Xi(t)−
∑

j∈Ic

Xj(t), t ≥ 0, (2.11)

is a skew Brownian motion with the parameter γ.

Recall that due to [8], the skew Brownian motion is the unique strong solution of the stochastic differential
equation

dW skew
γ (t) = dW (t) + γ dL

W skew
γ

0 (t), (2.12)

where L
W skew

γ

0 (·) is the symmetric semimartingale local time at 0. Since 〈W skew
γ 〉t = t, the symmetric

semimartingale local time coincides with the symmetric local time.
In the sequel, we will use notationWp(·, x) andW skew

γ (·, x) to denote WBM and SBM starting at a point
x.

3 Convergence to WBM and SMB

One of the main results of this paper is related to a Markov chain X =
(
(R(k), l(k))

)
k≥0

, on the state space

Zm := Z× {1, . . . ,m}, m ≥ 1, that is defined by the following set of assumptions.

A1. For all (x, i) ∈ Nm := N× {1, . . . ,m}

P
(
X (1) = (x+ y, i)

∣∣∣X (0) = (x, i)
)
= P(ξ

(i) = y), (3.1)

where integer-valued random variables ξ(1), . . . , ξ(m) satisfy

Eξ
(i) = 0, v2i := Var ξ(i) ∈ (0,∞), 1 ≤ i ≤ m, (3.2)

and each ξ(i), i = 1, . . . ,m, generates a 1-arithmetic random walk, i.e., Z is the minimal lattice containing
supp(ξ(i)).
A2. For all x ≤ 0 and 1 ≤ i ≤ m

P(R(1) ∈ N | X (0) = (x, i)) = 1. (3.3)

A3. There is C > 0 such that for all x ≤ 0 and 1 ≤ i ≤ m

E
[
R(1)

∣∣∣X (0) = (x, i)
]
≤ C(1 + |x|). (3.4)

A4. The states Nm of the Markov chain X communicate.

We will call R(·) the radius and l(·) the label of X . Note that the radius R may attain non-positive
values. The qualitative behaviour of X is as follows.

Assumption A1 says that for the “positive” initial point X (0) = (R(0), l(0)) = (x, i), x > 0, the radius R
behaves like a zero mean square integrable random walk with the increments having distribution ξ(i) until
it hits {. . . ,−2,−1, 0}. Therefore the first exit time

σ = inf{k ≥ 0: R(k) ≤ 0} (3.5)
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is finite a.s. Note that the label l does not change up to the stopping time σ,

l(0) = l(1) = · · · = l(σ) = i. (3.6)

Upon reaching a non-positive value at time σ, the Markov chain X for sure jumps to a “positive” value at
one step. The label l can change, too:

R(σ + 1) > 0, l(σ + 1) ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. (3.7)

The technical Assumption A3 controls the size of the jump of the radius at time σ + 1.
Let {σι}ι≥1 denote the sequence of exit times of R from N, that is

σ = σ1 = inf{k ≥ 0: R(k) ≤ 0},
σι+1 = inf{k > σι : R(k) ≤ 0}. (3.8)

Let also
τι := σι + 1, ι ≥ 1, (3.9)

be the entrance times to N.
With the sequences {σι}ι≥1 and {τι}ι≥1 we associate embedded exit and entrance Markov chains taking

values in {. . . ,−2,−1, 0} × {1, . . . ,m} and Nm respectively and defined as

Xexit(ι) := X (σι),

Xentrance(ι) := X (τι), ι ≥ 1,
(3.10)

Assumption A4 yields the following statement.

Lemma 3.1. The Markov chains Xexit and Xentrance have unique stationary distributions πexit and πentrance
respectively.

Proof. 1. First we prove the statement for the Markov chain Xexit. It is well known that a Markov chain with
countably many states has a unique stationary distribution if and only if the set of states contains precisely
one positive recurrent class of essential communicating states, see Theorem 2 in Section 6 of Chapter 8 in
Shiryaev [29].

It follows from Assumption A4 that all essential states of Xexit communicate. All of them are either null
recurrent or positive recurrent. To exclude the case of null recurrence, it is sufficient to show that there is
c > 0 such that for all (x, i) ∈ {. . . ,−2,−1, 0}× {1, . . . ,m}

P
(
Xexit(ι+ 1) ∈ {0} × {1, . . . ,m}

∣∣∣Xexit(ι) = (x, i)
)
≥ c. (3.11)

To demonstrate this, it is sufficient to verify that there is c > 0 such that for all (x, i) ∈ Nm

P
(
X (σ) = (0, i)

∣∣∣X (0) = (x, i)
)
≥ c. (3.12)

We borrow the reasoning from Section 2 in Vysotsky [32] and use facts from the renewal theory of random
walks.

Let i be fixed. Consider a random walk

S−ξ(i)(0) = 0,

S−ξ(i)(k) = −ξ(i)1 − · · · − ξ
(i)
k , k ∈ N,

(3.13)

and let for z ∈ Z

χz = inf{k ≥ 0: S−ξ(i)(k) > z}. (3.14)

Then for all x ∈ N and y ∈ N ∪ {0}

P
(
X (σ) = (−y, i)

∣∣∣X (0) = (x, i)
)
= P

(
S−ξ(i)(χx−1)− (x− 1) = y + 1

)
. (3.15)
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The value S−ξ(i)(χx−1)− (x− 1) is the overshoot of the random walk S−ξ(i) above the level x− 1.

Let H(i) be the strictly ascending ladder height of the random walk S−ξ(i) .
Observe that the overshoot of the random walk S−ξ(i) above the level x− 1 equals in distribution to the

the overshoot of the random walk SH(i) above the level x − 1. From Assumption A1 we have EH(i) < ∞,
see T1 in Section 18 in Spitzer [31].

Therefore by formula (6.7) from Theorem 6.2, §2.6, in Gut [6] and equality (3.15) above we get that for
any y ∈ N ∪ {0}

lim
x→+∞P

(
X (σ) = (−y, i)

∣∣∣X (0) = (x, i)
)
=

P(H(i) ≥ y + 1)

EH(i)
, (3.16)

and in particular for y = 0

lim
x→+∞P

(
X (σ) = (0, i)

∣∣∣X (0) = (x, i)
)
=

1

EH(i)
> 0. (3.17)

Since the probabilities P(X (σ) = (0, i)|X (0) = (x, i)) are obviously positive for any x ∈ N, equation (3.17)
implies that

min
i=1,...,m

inf
x∈N

P
(
X (σ) = (0, i)

∣∣∣X (0) = (x, i)
)
> 0, (3.18)

so that (3.12) holds true.
2. Existence of the stationary distribution for the Markov chain Xentrance follows from the observation

that
Xentrance(ι) = X (τι) = X (σι + 1), X (σι) = Xexit(ι) (3.19)

and the existence of the stationary distribution for Xexit.

Note that the stationary distributions πexit and πentrance are related as follows:

Pπentrance (X (σ) ∈ A) = Pπexit(X (0) ∈ A),

Pπexit(X (1) ∈ A) = Pπentrance (X (0) ∈ A), A ⊆ Z.
(3.20)

see a detailed investigation of exit and entrance chains constructed for the general Markov chain in Mijatović
and Vysotsky [18].

Lemma 3.2.

Eπexit |R(0)| =
∑

x≥0

xπexit(−x) <∞, (3.21)

EπentranceR(0) =
∑

x≥1

xπentrance(x) <∞. (3.22)

Proof. It follows from A3 and (3.20) that it suffices to prove (3.21) only.
With the help of formula (18) in Vysotsky [32] we obtain an estimate for the expectation of an overshoot

of a level: for each α > 0 there is K(α) > 0 such that for all (x, i) ∈ Nm

Ex,i|R(σ1)| ≤ K(α) + αx. (3.23)

Assume that R(0) = 0. Denote

xn := E|R(σn)| = E|Rexit(n)|,
yn := ER(τn) = ERentrance(n), n ≥ 1,

(3.24)

where Rexit and Rentrance are the radii of the embedded Markov chains Xexit and Xentrance respectively. Then
(3.23) and A3 yield inequalities

yn+1 ≤ C(1 + xn), xn+1 ≤ K(α) + αyn+1. (3.25)

Take some α ∈ (0, C−1). It can be shown by induction that

sup
n
xn ≤ αC +K(α)

1− αC
. (3.26)
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By the ergodic theorem, for any initial distribution we have convergence

lim
n→∞

∑n
k=1 |Rexit(k)|

n
= Eπexit |R(0)| a.s. (3.27)

Hence, the Fatou lemma yields that

Eπexit |R(0)| ≤
αC +K(α)

1− αC
<∞, (3.28)

and the Lemma is proved.

Now we are ready to formulate our results for scaling limits of X .
Consider a collection of sequences {Xn(k)}k≥0 = (Rn(k), ln(k))k≥0 that have the same transition prob-

abilities as {X (k)}k≥0, but maybe different initial conditions Xn(0) ∈ Zm. The stopping times σn(k) and
τn(k) are defined respectively.

Let

Xn(t) :=
(Rn([nt])

v1
√
n

Iln([nt])=1, . . . ,
Rn([nt])

vm
√
n

Iln([nt])=m

)
, t ≥ 0, (3.29)

be a R
m-valued stochastic process that lives on the coordinate axes. Note that its coordinates may take

negative values.
Let Wp(·, x) be a Walsh Brownian motion started from x ∈ Em, see (2.1), with weights p = (p1, . . . , pm)

and the symmetric local time L(·, x) at 0, see the definition of the local time in (2.7).

Theorem 3.3. Assume that conditions A1–A4 are satisfied and

Xn(0) ⇒ x ∈ Em. (3.30)

Then we have convergence:
(Xn, Ln) ⇒ (Wp(·, x), L(·, x)), n→ ∞, (3.31)

where

Ln(t) =
1√
n

∑

τn
k
≤[nt]

Rn(τnk )−Rn(σn
k+1)

vln(τn
k
)

, t ≥ 0, (3.32)

and

pk =
EπentranceR(0)v

−1
k Il(0)=k − EπexitR(0)v

−1
k Il(0)=k

EπentranceR(0)v
−1
l(0) − EπexitR(0)v

−1
l(0)

=
Eπentrance(R(0)−R(σ))v−1

k Il(0)=k

Eπentrance(R(0)−R(σ))v−1
l(0)

=
Eπexit(R(1)v

−1
l(1)Il(1)=k −R(0)v−1

l(0)Il(0)=k)

Eπexit(R(1)v
−1
l(1) −R(0)v−1

l(0))
.

(3.33)

This Theorem will be proven in Section 5.

Remark 3.4. Equality of expectations in (3.33) follows from (3.20) and the definition of the embedded exit
and entrance Markov chains.

Let X be a perturbed random walk with a membrane {−d, . . . , d}, d ≥ 0, that is a Markov chain on Z

such that the following assumption holds true:
B1.

P
(
X(1) = x+ y

∣∣∣X(0) = x
)
= P(ξ+ = y), x > d,

P
(
X(1) = x+ y

∣∣∣X(0) = x
)
= P(ξ− = y), x < −d,

(3.34)

where the integer valued random variables ξ−, ξ+ satisfy

Eξ± = 0, v2± = Var ξ± ∈ (0,∞). (3.35)
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and generate 1-arithmetic random walks.
In order to specify the scaling limit of X analogously to Theorem 3.3 we have to introduce the embedded

entrance and exit Markov chains and entrance and exit stopping times for the Markov chain X .
We define

σ̃0 := 0,

τ̃ι := inf{k ≥ σ̃ι : |X(k)| > d}, ι ≥ 0,

σ̃ι+1 = inf{k > τ̃ι : X(k − 1) > d, X(k) ≤ d or X(k − 1) < −d, X(k) ≥ −d}, ι ≥ 0.

(3.36)

The difference between definition (3.36) and definition (3.8), (3.9) is twofold. First, whenX(σ̃ι) ∈ {−d, . . . , d},
the Markov chain may stay on the membrane {−d, . . . , d} more than one step, and hence in general in this
case we have τ̃ι ≥ σ̃ι + 1. Second, when X “jumps over” the membrane, i.e., when X(σ̃ι − 1) > d and
X(σ̃ι) < −d or vice versa, we get τ̃ι = σ̃ι.

We adapt the set of Assumptions A of Theorem 3.3.
B2. For all x ∈ {−d, . . . , d}

P(τ̃0 <∞|X(0) = x) = 1. (3.37)

B3. For all x ∈ {−d, . . . , d}
E
[
|X(τ̃0)|

∣∣∣X(0) = x
]
<∞. (3.38)

B4. The states Z\{−d, . . . , d} of the Markov chain X communicate.

As above, we introduce the embedded Markov chains Xexit(ι) = X(σ̃ι), ι ≥ 1, and Xentrance(ι) = X(τ̃ι),
ι ≥ 0. Similarly to Lemmas 3.1 and 3.21 it can be shown that Xexit and Xentrance have unique stationary
distributions πexit and πentrance, respectively, which are integrable.

Consider a collection of Markov chains {Xn(·)}n≥1 that have the same transition probabilities as X(·)
but maybe have different initial values Xn(0).

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that Assumptions B1–B4 are satisfied and

ϕ
(Xn(0)√

n

)
⇒ x ∈ R, (3.39)

where ϕ is defined in (1.7). Then we have convergence to a skew Brownian motion W skew
γ (·, x) started at x:

ϕ
(Xn(n·)√

n

)
⇒W skew

γ (·, x), n→ ∞, (3.40)

where

γ =
Eπentranceϕ(X(0)−X(σ̃1))

Eπentrance |ϕ(X(0)−X(σ̃1))|
=

Eπentrance(X(0)−X(σ̃1))v
−1
sgn(X(0)−X(σ̃1))

Eπentrance |X(0)−X(σ̃1)|v−1
sgn(X(0)−X(σ̃1))

=
Eπentrance(X(0)−X(σ̃1))v

−1
sgnX(0)

Eπentrance |X(0)−X(σ̃1)|v−1
sgnX(0)

.

(3.41)

This Theorem will be proven in Section 6.

Remark 3.6. The case when the membrane A is an arbitrary finite set {x1, . . . , xm} ⊂ Z is also covered by
Theorem 3.5. Indeed, X can be considered as a random walk perturbed on bigger membrane {−d, . . . , d},
where d = max1≤i≤m |xi|.

Remark 3.7. Condition B3 can be replaced with a simpler one:
B′

3.

max
|x|≤d

E
[
|X(1)|

∣∣∣X(0) = x
]
<∞. (3.42)
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Indeed, for any |x| ≤ d we have

E
[
|X(τ̃0) |X(0) = x

]
=

∑

|y|≤d

∞∑

k=1

P
(
τ̃0 = k,X(k − 1) = y |X(0) = x

)
E
[
|X(k)|

∣∣∣ τ̃0 = k,X(k − 1) = y
]

=
∑

|y|≤d

∞∑

k=1

P
(
τ̃0 = k,X(k − 1) = y |X(0) = x

)
E
[
|X(1)|

∣∣∣ τ̃0 = 1, X(0) = y
]

=
∑

|y|≤d

∞∑

k=1

P
(
τ̃0 = k,X(k − 1) = y |X(0) = x

)E[|X(1)|I|X(1)|>d |X(0) = y]

P(|X(1)| > d |X(0) = y)

≤
∑

|y|≤d

E[|X(1)|I|X(1)|>d |X(0) = y]

P(|X(1)| > d |X(0) = y)
<∞.

(3.43)
In the last line we use condition B2 and the convention that 0

0 = 0.

Corollary 3.8. The weak limit of the sequence
{

X([n·])√
n

}
n≥1

is a process (Y (t))t≥0 :=
(
ϕ−1(W skew

γ (t))
)
t≥0

,

which is a skew oscillating Brownian motion that satisfies the SDE

Y (t) =

∫ t

0

(v−IY (s)<0 + v+IY (s)≥0) dW (s) +
γ(v+ + v−) + v+ − v−
γ(v+ − v−) + v+ + v−

LY
0 (t), t ≥ 0, (3.44)

where

LY
0 (t) = lim

ε→0+

1

2ε

∫ t

0

I|Y (s)|<ε d〈Y 〉s = lim
ε→0+

1

2ε

∫ t

0

(
v2−I−ε<Y (s)<0 + v2+I0≤Y (s)<ε

)
ds (3.45)

is the symmetric semimartingale local time of Y at 0.

A result similar to Theorem 3.5 is also true for a perturbed random walk on a graph, where the limit
process will be a Walsh Brownian motion. Let us describe the construction. For some m ∈ N, consider a
Markov chain X on the state space

(
N× {1, . . . ,m}

)
∪ {0} =: Nm ∪ {0}. (3.46)

The set Nm ∪ {0} consists of m natural-valued rays with a common end-point 0. If X (k) ∈ N× {i}, we say
that X belongs to i-th ray.

We denote the radius process associated with X (·) by R = (R(k))k≥0, i.e.,

R(k) =

{
x, if X (k) = (x, i) ∈ Nm,

0, if X (k) = 0.
(3.47)

Let us formulate a set of assumptions concerning the dynamics of X .

C1. Let (ξ
(1)
k )k≥1, . . . , (ξ

(m)
k )k≥1 be m independent sequences of iid integer valued random variables with

Eξ
(i)
k = 0 and v2i := Var ξ

(i)
k ∈ (0,∞), 1 ≤ i ≤ m. (3.48)

We assume that for each k ≥ 0, X (k) is independent of the ‘future’ (ξ
(1)
k+j)j≥1, . . . , (ξ

(m)
k+j)j≥1.

On each ray N × {i}, X behaves as a random walk with increments ξ(i), that is if X (k) = (x, i) ∈ Nm

and x+ ξ
(i)
k+1 > 0, then

X (k + 1) := (x + ξ
(i)
k+1, i). (3.49)

If X (k) = (x, i) ∈ Nm and x+ ξ
(i)
k+1 = 0, then we set

X (k + 1) := 0. (3.50)
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Finally, we assume that if X (k) = (x, i) ∈ Nm and x+ ξ
(i)
k+1 < 0, then the conditional distribution

Law
(
X (k + 1)

∣∣X (k) = (x, i), x + ξ
(i)
k+1 < 0

)
(3.51)

depends only on i and x+ ξ
(i)
k+1.

C2. The conditional distribution Law(X (1)|X (0) = 0) satisfies

P
(
R(1) ∈ N

∣∣X (0) = 0
)
= 1,

E
[
R(1)

∣∣X (0) = 0
]
<∞.

(3.52)

C3. There is a constant C > 0 such that for all (x, i) ∈ Nm

E
[
R(k + 1)

∣∣X (k) = (x, i), x+ ξ
(i)
k+1 < 0

]
≤ C(1 + |x+ ξ

(i)
k+1|). (3.53)

C4. All the states Nm of X communicate.
We define the following stopping times:

σ̂0 := 0,

τ̂ι := inf{k ≥ σ̂ι : X(k) > 0}, ι ≥ 0,

σ̂ι+1 := inf{k ≥ τ̂ι : R(k) + ξ
(i)
k+1 ≤ 0}, ι ≥ 1.

(3.54)

The random variable σ̂ι is the ι-th moment when X jumps to 0 or “wants to overjump 0”. Introduce the
entrance Markov chain Xentrance(ι) := X(τ̂ι), ι ≥ 1, with the (unique) invariant distribution πentrance.

Theorem 3.9. Assume that Assumptions C1–C4 hold true. Then the Donsker scaling of R converges in
distribution to a Walsh Brownian motion Wp(·) starting at 0:

(R([n·])
v1
√
n

Il(n)=1, . . . ,
R([n·])
vm

√
n
Il(n)=m

)
⇒Wp(·), n→ ∞. (3.55)

The weights p = (p1, . . . , pm) of the Walsh Brownian motion are defined as follows:

pk =
Eπentrance

[(
R(0)−R(σ̂1)− ξ

(k)
σ̂1+1

)
v−1
k Il(0)=k

]

Eπentrance

[(
R(0)−R(σ̂1)− ξ

(l(0))
σ̂1+1

)
v−1
l(0)

] . (3.56)

4 Examples

Example 4.1. We work in the setting of Theorem 3.5. Consider perturbations of a simple symmetric

random walk, i.e., assume that ξ+
d
= ξ−

d
= ξ, where P(ξ = ±1) = 1

2 . Then v
2
± = 1 and ϕ(x) = x.

1. Assume that d = 0. Then the membrane consists of the single point {0}. Notice that X(σ̃1) = 0, so that
the stationary distribution πexit is trivial, πexit(0) = 1. Let the law of the jump from 0 coincide with the law
of a random variable η,

P(X(1) = j |X(0) = 0) = P(η = j), j ∈ Z. (4.1)

Recall that P(η = 0) < 1 by assumption B2. Hence the entrance stationary distribution is equal to the
distribution of the random walk at the moment of exit from 0

πentrance(j) = P(X(τ0) = j |X(0) = 0) =
P(η = j)

P(η 6= 0)
, j 6= 0. (4.2)

The permeability parameter γ of the limit skew Brownian motion is

γ =
Eη

E|η|
. (4.3)
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In particular, if P(X(1) = 1 |X(0) = 0) = p and P(X(1) = −1 |X(0) = 0) = 1− p or some p ∈ (0, 1) then

γ = 2p− 1. (4.4)

Formulas (4.4), (4.3) appeared for the first time in the paper by Harrison and Shepp [8] (formula (4.3) was
only announced there).
2. Assume that d ∈ N, but the random walk can exit from {−d, . . . , d} only to the neighboring points d+ 1
or −d− 1. Then the distribution πentrance is supported on the two point set {−d− 1, d+ 1}. Denote

α := P(X(τ̃0) = d+ 1 |X(0) = −d), β := P(X(τ̃0) = −d− 1 |X(0) = d). (4.5)

The stationary distribution πentrance is calculated explicitly:

πentrance(d+ 1) =
α

α+ β
, πentrance(−d− 1) =

β

α+ β
. (4.6)

Notice that X(σ̃1) = d if X(0) = d+1 and X(σ̃1) = −d if X(0) = −d−1. Hence the permeability parameter
γ has the form

γ = πentrance(d+ 1)− πentrance(−d− 1) =
α− β

α+ β
. (4.7)

This result was already obtained in Pilipenko and Pryhod’ko [22].

Example 4.2. We work in the setting of Theorem 3.5. Assume that a perturbed random walk on Z is such
that P(ξ+ ≥ −1) = P(ξ− ≤ 1) = 1 and assume that d ∈ N. Then πexit is concentrated in two points {−d}
and {d}. Denote

τ̃0 := inf{k ≥ 0: |X(k)| > d}. (4.8)

and
α := P(X(τ̃0) > 0 |X(0) = −d), β := P(X(τ̃0) < 0 |X(0) = d). (4.9)

Then the stationary exit distribution πexit is

π+ := πexit(d) =
α

α+ β
, π− := πexit(−d) =

β

α+ β
, (4.10)

and the stationary entrance distribution πentrance is

πentrance(x) = π−P(X(τ̃0) = x |X(0) = −d) + π+P(X(τ̃0) = x |X(0) = d), |x| > d. (4.11)

Notice that X(σ̃1) = d sgnX(0) and X(0)−X(σ̃1) = X(0)− d sgnX(0) if |X(0)| > d. Hence the parameter
γ from Theorem 3.5 equals

γ =
Eπentrance(X(0)− d sgnX(0))v−1

sgnX(0)

Eπentrance |X(0)− d sgnX(0)|v−1
sgnX(0)

. (4.12)

In particular, if v+ = v−, then

γ =
Eπentrance(X(0)− d sgnX(0))

Eπentrance |X(0)− d sgnX(0)| . (4.13)

If additionally (4.5) holds true, then

γ =
α− β

α+ β
. (4.14)

according to formula (4.7).

Example 4.3. We work in the setting of Theorem 3.3. Assume that the random walk X on Zm, m ≥ 1, is
such that P(ξ(i) = ±1) = 1/2 and

P(X (1) = (1, j) | X (0) = (0, i)) = qij , (4.15)

where Q = ‖qij‖ is an irreducible stochastic matrix. We denote its stationary distribution (column vector)
by π = (πi)1≤i≤m and recall that is the unique solution of the equation QTπ = π.
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Notice that the variances of the step sizes are equal to 1, v2i = 1, and the stationary distribution πentrance
is supported on the set {(1, i)}1≤i≤m. Moreover, R(σ) = 0, so Xentrance, takes values in {1} × {1, . . . ,m}
and has transition probabilities

P(Xentrance(1) = (1, j) | Xentrance(0) = (1, i)) = P(X (1) = (1, j) | X (0) = (0, i)) = qij . (4.16)

Therefore we have
πentrance(1, i) = πi, 1 ≤ i ≤ m. (4.17)

Hence by (3.33) the weights p = (p1, . . . , pm) of the limit WBMWp coincide with the stationary distribution
π = (π1, . . . , πm).

Let p1, . . . , pm be arbitrary positive probabilities, p1 + · · · + pm = 1. Assume that qij = pj for all
i, j = 1, . . . ,m, i.e., the choice of the next label is independent of the previous label. Then πi = pi,
i = 1, . . . ,m. To the best of our knowledge, this convergence of a perturbed Markov chain to a WBM with
arbitrary weights is a new result.

Example 4.4. The model from Example 4.3 is related to that studied in Section 3 in Enriquez and Kifer
[5]. Let us describe it in detail and show how it can be recovered from Theorem 3.3 and the methods used
in the proof. Instead of considering a planar spider graph consisting of m rays, we will work on the space
Em defined in (2.1). Let {e1, . . . , em} be unit coordinate vectors and assume that Em is equipped with a
natural graph distance. For ε > 0 consider a Markov chain Xε = (Xε(k))k≥0 on Em whose jumps length are
equal to ε and the transition probabilities are defined by the following rules:

1. if Xε(k) = rei and r ≥ ε, then Xε(k + 1) = (r ± ε)ei with probability 1/2;

2. if Xε(k) = 0, then Xε(k + 1) = εej, 1 ≤ j ≤ m, with probabilities 1/m;

3. if Xε(k) = rei and r ∈ (0, ε), then

Xε(k + 1) =

{
(ε− r)ej , j 6= i,

(ε+ r)ei, j = i,
(4.18)

with probability q(j−i) modm, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, where q0, . . . , qm−1 are positive probabilities, q0 + · · · +
qm−1 = 1.

Note that Xε(k) can visit 0 if and only if the initial value Xε(0) belongs to the lattice (εNm) ∪ {0}.
Let a sequence of positive numbers {εn} be such that limn→∞ εn = 0 and let Xεn(0) ⇒ x ∈ Em.
If ε−1

n Xεn(0) ∈ N
m ∪ {0} for every n, then Case 3 above never occurs, and by Theorem 3.3 we have

convergence
Xεn(ε

−2
n ·) ⇒Wp(·, x), n→ ∞, (4.19)

where p = ( 1
m , . . . ,

1
m ).

Assume now that the initial value ε−1
n Xεn(0) does not belong to the lattice Nm∪{0} for every n. Then our

results are not applicable directly since the values ε−1
n Xεn(·) are not integer. However, they are applicable

after some modifications.
We define a Markov chain Xn = (Rn(k), ln(k))k≥0 on Zm = Z× {1, . . . ,m} as follows:

if Xεn(k) = rei with r ∈ (xεn, (x+ 1)εn) for some x ∈ N ∪ {0} and i = 1, . . . ,m,

then Xn(k) = (x, i).
(4.20)

It can be seen that all {Xn} are Markov chains with possibly different initial conditions but with the
same transition probabilities

P(Xn(k + 1) = (x± 1, i) | Xn(k) = (x, i)) =
1

2
, if x ∈ N,

P(Xn(k + 1) = (0, j) | Xn(k) = (0, i)) = q(i−j) modm, if i 6= j,
(4.21)

and

P(Xn(k + 1) = (1, i) | Xn(k) = (0, i)) = q0. (4.22)
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Notice that the distance betweenXn(k) := εn(R
n(k)Iln(k)=1, . . . , R

n(k)Iln(k)=m) andXεn(k) does not exceed
εn. Hence, the limits of {Xεn(ε

−2
n ·)} and {Xn(ε−2

n ·)} are equal if at least one of them exists.
Introduce the stopping times

σn
1 = inf{k ≥ 0: Rn(k) = 0},
τnι = inf{k > σn

ι : R
n(k) = 1},

σn
ι+1 = inf{k > τnι : Rn(k) = 0}, ι ∈ N,

(4.23)

and entrance and exit Markov chains

Xn
exit(ι) := Xn(σn

ι ),

Xn
entrance(ι) := Xn(τnι ), ι ≥ 1.

(4.24)

Note that Markov chains {Xn} do not visit the set {. . . ,−2,−1} × {1, . . . ,m} at all. It is clear that the
entrance and exit Markov chains have unique stationary distributions πentrance and πexit concentrated on
the sets {1} × {1, . . . ,m} and {0} × {1, . . . ,m} respectively. It follows from symmetry reasons that these
distributions are uniform. Therefore the probabilities pk defined in (3.33) satisfy

pk =
Eπentrance (R(0)−R(σ))Il(0)=k

Eπentrance(R(0)−R(σ))
=

Eπentrance(1− 0)Il(0)=k

Eπentrance(1− 0)
= πentrance(1, k) =

1

m
. (4.25)

The Markov chains {Xn} make transitions from the set {0}×{1, . . . ,m} to the same set {0}×{1, . . . ,m}
which is not allowed by the assumptions of Theorem 3.3. However if we skip such transitions, then the new
Markov chains will satisfy assumptions of Theorem 3.3. Let us formally explain this construction.

We introduce a sequence {λn(k)}k≥0 as follows

λn(0) := 0,

λn(k) := k −
k∑

j=1

I(Xn(j − 1) ∈ {0} × {1, . . . ,m},Xn(j) ∈ {0} × {1, . . . ,m}), k ≥ 1.
(4.26)

The sequence λn is a time homogeneous additive functional of a Markov chain Xn that counts all the steps
of Xn except those that start and end within the set {0} × {1, . . . ,m}. The inverse mapping

λ−1
n (k) := inf{j ≥ 0: λn(j) ≥ k}, k ≥ 0, (4.27)

is a sequence of stopping times, so that the process k → Xn(λ−1
n (k)) =: X̂n(k) =: (R̂n(k), l̂n(k)) is a time

homogeneous Markov chain with transition probabilities

P(X̂n(1) = (x± 1, i) | X̂n(0) = (x, i)) =
1

2
, if x ∈ N, (4.28)

and

P(X̂n(1) = (1, j) | X̂n(0) = (0, i)) = P(Xn(τn1 ) = (1, j) | Xn(0) = (0, i)). (4.29)

In particular this implies that R̂n is a Markov chain on N0 with transition probabilities

P(R̂
n(1) = x± 1 | R̂n(0) = x) =

1

2
, if x ∈ N, (4.30)

and

P(R̂
n(1) = 1 | R̂n(0) = 0) = 1. (4.31)

Theorem 3.3 gives us convergence

(
εnR̂

n(ε−2
n ·)Il̂n(ε−2

n )=1, . . . , εnR̂
n(ε−2

n ·)Il̂n(ε−2
n )=m

)
⇒Wp(·, x), n→ ∞, (4.32)

with the weights p = ( 1
m , . . . ,

1
m ).
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Convergence (4.19) in this case will follow from (4.32) and forthcoming Corollary 6.2 if show that the
number of skipped steps is negligible, i.e., for each t ≥ 0

∣∣∣ε2nλn([ε−2
n t])− t

∣∣∣ P→ 0, n→ ∞. (4.33)

Let

N̂n(k) =

k∑

j=0

IR̂n(j)=0 (4.34)

be the number of visits of X̂n to the set {0} × {1, . . . ,m}. Since R̂n is a simple symmetric random walk on
N with reflection at 0, see (4.30) and (4.31), it is well known (see, e.g., Example 2 in Section 9 of Chapter 7
in Shiryaev [29]) that

ε2nN̂
n([ε−2

n t])
P→ 0, n→ ∞. (4.35)

Denote the time spent by Xn in the set {0} × {1, . . . ,m} by

ζnι := τnι − σn
ι , (4.36)

see (4.23). The random variables {ζnι }ι≥0 are iid with the geometrical distribution with parameter q0.
We recall (4.26) and estimate the number of transitions of Xn inside of the set {0}×{1, . . . ,m} as follows

k − λn(k) ≤
N̂n(k)∑

ι=0

ζnι , (4.37)

so that
∣∣∣ε2nλn([ε−2

n t])− t
∣∣∣ ≤ ε2n + ε2n

N̂n([ε−2
n t])∑

j=0

ζnj (4.38)

and (4.33) is proved.
Summarizing all our findings, we get the convergence

Xε(ε
−2·) ⇒Wp(·, x), ε→ 0, (4.39)

for any initial conditions such that Xε(0) ⇒ x ∈ Em, and p = ( 1
m , . . . ,

1
m ).

Example 4.5. In the work [20], Ngo and Paigné considered a time homogeneous Markov chain {Y (k)}k≥0

defined by

Y (k + 1) =





Y (k) + ξ+k+1, if Y (k) > 0 and Y (k) + ξ+k+1 > 0,

Y (k) + ξ−k+1, if Y (k) < 0 and Y (k) + ξ−k+1 < 0,

ηk+1, if Y (k) = 0,

0, otherwise,

(4.40)

where ξ+k
d
= ξ+, ξ

−
k

d
= ξ−, ηk, k ≥ 1, are mutually independent random variables that are independent of

Y (0). It is assumed that ξ− and ξ+ are zero-mean integer-valued random variables with variances v2± =
Var ξ± ∈ (0,∞), and E|η| <∞.

Since Y is forced to hit 0 at any attempt to jump over the origin, it does not satisfy the setting of
Theorem 3.5. However it can be fit into our theory with the help of a Markov chain X (k) = (R(k), l(k)),
k ≥ 0, on the state space Z× {−,+} defined as follows.
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We set

R(k + 1) =





R(k) + ξ+k+1 if l(k) = + and R(k) > 0,

R(k)− ξ−k+1 if l(k) = − and R(k) > 0,

|ηk| if R(k) ≤ 0,

l(k + 1) =





l(k) if R(k) > 0,

+ if R(k) ≤ 0 and ηk ≥ 0,

− if R(k) ≤ 0 and ηk < 0,

R(0) = |Y (0)|,

l(0) =

{
+, if Y (0) ≥ 0,

−, if Y (0) < 0.

(4.41)

We have that Y (k) = l(k)R(k) in each of the following three cases:

{
Y (k) > 0 and Y (k) + ξ+k+1 > 0

}
or

{
Y (k) < 0 and Y (k) + ξ−k+1 < 0

}
or

{
Y (k) = 0

}
. (4.42)

Otherwise,
|Y (k)− l(k)R(k)| ≤ |ξ−k+1| ∨ |ξ+k+1|. (4.43)

Since ξ±k are square integrable we have

1√
n

max
k≤[nt]

(
|ξ−k+1| ∨ |ξ+k+1|

)
P→ 0, n→ ∞, (4.44)

for any t ≥ 0.
We apply Theorem 3.3 to study the limit behaviour of X . The stationary distribution πentrance of the

Markov chain Xentrance can be determined explicitly as

πentrance(x,+) = P(η = x | η 6= 0),

πentrance(x,−) = P(η = −x | η 6= 0), x ∈ N.
(4.45)

Let σ = inf{k ≥ 0: R(k) ≤ 0} be the time instant, when the radius becomes non-positive for the first time.
Denote by

f(x,±) := E[R(σ) | (R(0), l(0)) = (x,±)], x ∈ N. (4.46)

the expected value of the overshoot over 0. Hence by the formula (3.33)

p+ =
Eπentrance(R(0)−R(σ))v−1

+ Il(0)=+

Eπentrance(R(0)−R(σ))v−1
l(0)

=
E(η − f(η,+))v−1

+ Iη>0

E(η − f(η,+))v−1
+ Iη>0 + E(−η − f(−η,−))v−1

− Iη<0

,

p− = 1− p+.

(4.47)

Eventually, the Donsker scaling limit of ϕ
(
Y ([n·])/√n

)
, where ϕ is defined in (1.7), is the skew Brownian

motion with γ = p+ − p−, see Corollary 2.3.
Our formula (4.47) coincides with the result obtained in Ngo and Paigné [20] where the formula for γ was

characterized in terms of descending ladder epochs and descending renewal functions of the random walks
with steps {ξ+k } and {ξ−k }, respectively.

Example 4.6. We work in the setting of Theorem 3.5 and assume that all the jumps starting from the
membrane have mean value zero:

E[X(1) |X(0) = x] = 0, |x| ≤ d. (4.48)

According to Corollary 3.8 the weak limit of
(X([nt])√

n

)
t≥0

is a skew oscillating Brownian motion satisfying

(3.44). On the other hand, it is easy to see that the Markov chain X = (X(k))k≥0 is a martingale, and
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that the limit skew oscillating Brownian motion is a martingale, too. Therefore the local time term in (3.44)

vanishes. This means that the limit of
(X([nt])√

n

)
t≥0

is the oscillating Brownian motion that solves the SDE

dY (t) = (v−IY (t)<0 + v+IY (t)≥0) dW (t). (4.49)

This convergence was established by Helland in the case of a one-point membrane, d = 0, see Corollary 8.4.
in [9].

5 Proof of Theorem 3.3

The proof of Theorem 3.3 is divided into seven steps.
Step 1. First we introduce several objects related to the random walk X (k) = (R(k), l(k)), k ≥ 0.

We say that the radial part R is in the ‘normal’ mode at time k if R(k) > 0 and is in the ‘critical’ mode
otherwise. Hence, for k ≥ 0, we denote by

Tnormal(k) :=
k−1∑

i=0

IR(i)∈N, (5.1)

the number of jumps in the normal mode up to time k, and

Tcritical(k) :=

k−1∑

i=0

IR(i)≤0 = k − Tnormal(k), (5.2)

the number of jumps in the critical mode, where
∑−1

i=0 := 0. We also consider the inverses

T−1
normal(ι) := min{k ≥ 0: Tnormal(k) ≥ ι},
T−1
critical(ι) := min{k ≥ 0: Tcritical(k) ≥ ι}, ι ≥ 1.

(5.3)

Also note that
σι = T−1

critical(ι)− 1, ι ≥ 1, (5.4)

is a moment of k-th exit of R from N, and

τι = T−1
critical(ι), ι ≥ 1, (5.5)

see (3.8) and (3.9) for the definition of τι, σι.
Define random sequences V and U as follows:

V (0) := 0, U(0) := 0, (5.6)

V (ι)− V (ι− 1) :=
R(T−1

normal(ι))

vl(T−1
normal(ι))

− R(T−1
normal(ι)− 1)

vl(T−1
normal(ι)−1)

(5.7)

=
R(T−1

normal(ι))−R(T−1
normal(ι)− 1)

vl(T−1
normal(ι)−1)

(5.8)

=
R(T−1

normal(ι))−R(T−1
normal(ι)− 1)

vl(T−1
normal(ι))

, ι ≥ 1, (5.9)

U(ι)− U(ι− 1) :=
R(T−1

critical(ι))

vl(T−1
critical(ι))

− R(T−1
critical(ι)− 1)

vl(T−1
critical(ι)−1)

=
R(τι)

vl(τι)
− R(σι)

vl(σι)
, ι ≥ 1. (5.10)

In (5.8) we used that the label l does not change as long as R is in the normal mode.
Notice that

R(k)

vl(k)
− R(k − 1)

vl(k−1)
=

(
V (Tnormal(k))− V (Tnormal(k)− 1)

)
IR(k−1)>0

+
(
U(Tcritical(k))− U(Tcritical(k)− 1)

)
IR(k−1)≤0.

(5.11)
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Hence, for k ≥ 0

R(k)

vl(k)
=
R(0)

vl(0)
+

k∑

i=1

R(i)−R(i− 1)

vl(i)
IR(i−1)>0 +

k∑

i=1

(R(i)
vl(i)

− R(i − 1)

vl(i−1)

)
IR(i−1)≤0

=
R(0)

vl(0)
+

Tnormal(k)∑

ι=1

(V (ι)− V (ι− 1)) +

Tcritical(k)∑

ι=1

(U(ι) − U(ι− 1))

=
R(0)

vl(0)
+ V (Tnormal(k)) + U(Tcritical(k)).

(5.12)

Since T−1
normal(ι) and T

−1
critical(ι), ι ≥ 1, are stopping times w.r.t. the filtration generated by X , the sequence

(V (k))k≥0 is a martingale. The sequences
(
R(T−1

critical(ι)), vl(T−1
normal

(ι))

)
ι≥0

and
(
R(T−1

critical(ι) − 1), vl(T−1
critical

(ι)−1

)
ι≥1

(5.13)

are the embedded entrance and exit Markov chains introduced in (3.10).
For t ∈ [0,∞) we define

R(t) := R([t]), V (t) := V ([t]), U(t) := U([t]), l(t) := l([t]),

Tnormal(t) := Tnormal([t]) + (t− [t]), Tcritical(t) := t− Tnormal([t])
(5.14)

so that
R(t)

vl(t)
=
R(0)

vl(0)
+ V (Tnormal(t)) + U(Tcritical(t)). (5.15)

Introducing similar notation for processes Xn we get from (5.12) that

Rn(nt)

vln(nt)

√
n
=

Rn(0)

vln(0)

√
n
+
V n(T n

normal(nt))√
n

+
Un(T n

critical(nt))√
n

. (5.16)

In the next steps we will show that the “normal” V n-component converges to a Brownian motion whereas
the “critical” Un-component converges to a local time process.

Remark 5.1. We have the equality
Un(T n

critical(nt))√
n

= Ln(t), (5.17)

where Ln(·) is defined in (3.32).

Step 2. We prove the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.2. The following weak convergence

(V n(nt)√
n

,
Un(

√
nt)√
n

)
t≥0

⇒
(
W (t), µt

)
t≥0

, n→ ∞, (5.18)

holds true, where W is a standard Brownian motion,

µ = Eπentrance

R(0)

vl(0)
− Eπexit

R(0)

vl(0)

= Eπexit

(
R(1)

vl(1)
− R(0)

vl(0)

)

= Eπentrance

(
R(0)

vl(0)
− R(σ)

vl(σ)

)

= Eπentrance

(
R(0)−R(σ)

vl(0)

)
∈ (0,∞),

(5.19)

and σ is defined in (3.5).
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Proof of Lemma 5.2. Since the second coordinate in of the limit in (5.18) is non-random, it is sufficient to
prove the coordinate-wise convergence, see the generalization of Slutsky’s theorem in Ressel [27].

Convergence V n(nt)√
n

⇒ W (t), n → ∞ follows from the functional central limit theorem for martingale

differences, see Theorem 18.2 in Billingsley [2]. Indeed, due to Assumption A1 since Var ξ(j) = v2j ∈ (0,∞),
for every t ≥ 0 and ε > 0 the Lindeberg condition holds true, namely

1

n

[nt]∑

k=1

E
[
(V n(k)− V n(k − 1))2I|V n(k)−V n(k−1)|≥√

nε

]
≤ t

m∑

j=1

E
[ (ξ(j))2

v2j
I
| |ξ

(j)|
vj

|≥√
nε

]
→ 0, n→ ∞. (5.20)

Furthermore, for each t ≥ 0

1

n

[nt]∑

k=1

E(V
n(k)− V n(k − 1))2 =

[nt]

n
→ t, n→ ∞, (5.21)

what yields the result.
Now we prove the convergence of the second coordinate.
1. First assume that the initial condition X (0) does not depend on n. Let the initial condition X (0) =

(R(0), l(0)) be fixed. Recall the entrance and exit embedded Markov chains Xentrance and Xexit defined in
(3.10). Representation (5.10) together with the ergodic theorem for Markov chains immediately imply that
for each t ≥ 0 the limit

U(
√
nt)√
n

=
1√
n

[
√
nt]∑

k=1

(
U(k)− U(k − 1)

)
=

[
√
nt]√
n

1

[
√
nt]

[
√
nt]∑

k=1

(R(τk)
vl(τk)

− R(σk)

vl(σk)

)
→ µt, n→ ∞. (5.22)

holds almost surely. The functional convergence follows from Theorem 2.15 c) (i) in Chapter VI of Jacod
and Shiryaev [14] because all the functions are non-decreasing and the limit is continuous.

2. In the situation when the distribution of the initial value Xn(0) depends on n, we deal with weak
convergence in the the scheme of series. Hence, certain modifications of the above argument have to be
made.

Consider the set A := {0} × {1, . . . ,m} and let θn := inf{k ≥ 1: Rn(σn
k ) = 0}. We write

P
(∣∣∣ 1√

n

[
√
nt]∑

k=1

(Rn(τnk )

vln(τn
k
)
− Rn(σn

k )

vln(σn
k
)

)
− µt

∣∣∣ > ε
)

≤ P
(∣∣∣ 1√

n

θn∑

k=1

(Rn(τnk )

vln(τn
k
)
− Rn(σn

k )

vln(σn
k
)

)∣∣∣ > ε

3

)

+ P
(∣∣∣ 1√

n

[
√
nt]+θn∑

k=θn

(Rn(τnk )

vln(τn
k
)
− Rn(σn

k )

vln(σn
k
)

)
− µt

∣∣∣ > ε

3

)

+ P
(∣∣∣ 1√

n

[
√
nt]+θn∑

k=[
√
nt]+1

(Rn(τnk )

vln(τn
k
)
− Rn(σn

k )

vln(σn
k
)

)∣∣∣ > ε

3

)

= Sn
1 + Sn

2 + Sn
3 .

(5.23)

It is easy to see that for any ε > 0 and t > 0

Sn
2 ≤ sup

Law(X (0))∈M(A)

lim
n→∞P

(∣∣∣ 1√
n

[
√
nt]∑

k=1

(R(τk)
vl(τk)

− R(σk)

vl(σk)

)
− µt

∣∣∣ > ε

3

)
= 0. (5.24)

It follows from (3.12) that there is N = Nδ ∈ N such that for all n ≥ 1

P(θ
n > N) <

δ

2
. (5.25)
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Hence we can estimate

Sn
1 + Sn

3 ≤ δ + P
( 1√

n

N∑

k=1

( |Rn(τnk )|
vln(τn

k
)

+
|Rn(σn

k )|
vln(σn

k
)

)
>
ε

3

)

+ P
( 1√

n

[
√
nt]+N∑

k=[
√
nt]+1

(Rn(τnk )

vln(τn
k
)
+

|Rn(σn
k )|

vln(σn
k
)

)
>
ε

3

)

≤ δ +

N∑

k=1

P
( 1√

n

Rn(τnk )

vln(τn
k
)
>

ε

6N

)
+

N∑

k=1

P
( 1√

n

|Rn(σn
k )|

vln(σn
k
)
>

ε

6N

)

+

[
√
nt]+N∑

k=[
√
nt]+1

P
( 1√

n

|Rn(τnk )|
vln(τn

k
)
>

ε

6N

)
+

[
√
nt]+N∑

k=[
√
nt]+1

P
( 1√

n

|Rn(σn
k )|

vln(σn
k
)
>

ε

6N

)

≤ δ + 2N sup
k≥1

P
(
|Rn(τnk )| >

ε
√
nmin vi
6N

)
+ 2N sup

k≥1
P
(
|Rn(σn

k )| >
ε
√
nmin vi
6N

)
.

(5.26)

Therefore it is enough to prove that for any c1, c2 > 0

sup
k≥1

P(R
n(σn

k ) ≤ −c1
√
n) <

δ

8N
, (5.27)

sup
k≥1

P(R
n(τnk ) > c2

√
n) <

δ

4N
(5.28)

for n large enough.
Let us show that for any j = 1, . . . ,m

lim
a→∞

sup
i∈N

P
(
|R(σ)| ≥ a

∣∣∣R(0) = i, l(0) = j
)
= 0. (5.29)

Let ε > 0. From (3.15) it follows that there are i0 > 0 and a0 > 0 such that

sup
i>i0

P
(
|R(σ)| ≥ a0

∣∣∣R(0) = i, l(0) = j
)
≤ ε. (5.30)

Since σ <∞ a.s. for any starting value (i, j), there is a1 > 0 such that

max
i=1,...,i0

P
(
|R(σ)| ≥ a1

∣∣∣R(0) = i, l(0) = j
)
≤ ε (5.31)

and (5.27) follows.
To demonstrate (5.28) we note that

P(R
n(τnk ) > c2

√
n) =

∑

x≤0,j=1,...,m

P
(
Rn(σn

k + 1) > c2
√
n
∣∣∣Rn(σn

k ) = x, ln(0) = j
)
P(R

n(σn
k ) = x, ln(σn

k ) = j)

≤
∑

x≤0,j=1,...,m

P
(
Rn(σn

k + 1) > c2
√
n
∣∣∣Rn(σn

k

)
= x, ln(0) = j)P(R

n(σn
k ) = x).

(5.32)
Let C > 0 be the constant from A3. Choose c1 > 0 such that Cc1/c2 < δ/(8N). Then we obtain

P(R
n(τnk ) > c2

√
n) ≤

∑

x≤0,j=1,...,m

(C(1 + |x|)
c2
√
n

∧ 1
)
P(R

n(σn
k ) = x)

≤
∑

x≤−c1
√
n,j=1,...,m

(C(1 + |x|)
c2
√
n

∧ 1
)
P(R

n(σn
k ) = x)

+
∑

−c1
√
n<x≤0,j=1,...,m

(C(1 + |x|)
c2
√
n

∧ 1
)
P(R

n(σn
k ) = x)

≤ P(R
n(σn

k ) ≤ −c1
√
n) +

C(1 + c1
√
n)

c2
√
n

≤ δ

4N

(5.33)
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for n→ ∞ by (5.27). The Lemma is proven.

Step 3. The main result of this Step is Theorem 5.4 about convergence of the scaled radius process to the
reflected Brownian motion.

We will use the following result on the deterministic convergence in the Skorokhod space which is a
particular case of Theorem 1 from Pilipenko and Sarantsev [23].

Theorem 5.3. Assume that sequence of càdlàg functions (fn, gn, hn, TAn
, TBn

) is such that

1. fn(t) = gn(TAn
(t)) + hn(TBn

(t)), t ≥ 0, where

TAn
(t) =

∫ t

0

Ifn(s)>0 ds, TBn
(t) =

∫ t

0

Ifn(s)≤0 ds (5.34)

and the set {s ∈ [0, t] : fn(s) > 0} consists of finitely many intervals for any t ≥ 0;

2. gn(·) → g0(·) in D([0,∞),R);

3. there is a sequence (ρn) of positive numbers such that ρn → 0 and hn(ρn·) → h0(·) in D([0,∞),R);

4. g0, h0 are continuous functions and h0 is strictly increasing;

5. g0(0) ≥ 0, hn(0) = 0.

Then (fn) converges in D([0,∞),R) to the solution of the Skorokhod reflection problem at zero for the
function g0, i.e.,

fn(t) → g0(t) + max
s∈[0,t]

(−g0(s)) ∨ 0. (5.35)

Moreover,
hn(TBn

(t)) → max
s∈[0,t]

(−g0(s)) ∨ 0 (5.36)

in D([0,∞),R).

Let the processes Rn and Ln be from Theorem 3.3.

Theorem 5.4. We have convergence in distribution in D([0,∞),R2):

( Rn(nt)

vln(nt)
√
n
, Ln(t)

)
t≥0

⇒
(
|‖x‖+W (t)|, L0

t (|‖x‖+W |)
)
t≥0

, n→ ∞, (5.37)

where L0(|‖x‖ +W |) is the symmetric local time at 0 of the reflected Brownian motion (|‖x‖ +W (t)|)t≥0

and x ∈ Em is from (3.30).

Proof. It follows from Lemma 5.2 and the Skorokhod representation theorem that there are copies (Ṽ n(·), Ũn(·)) d
=

(V n(·), Un(·)) and W̃
d
= W defined on the same probability space such that we have a.s. locally uniform

convergence
( Ṽ n(nt)√

n
,
Ũn(

√
nt)√
n

)
t≥0

→ (W̃ (t), µt)t≥0, n→ ∞, (5.38)

and
R̃n(0)

vl̃n(0)

√
n
→ ‖x‖, n→ ∞ a.s., (5.39)

where x ∈ Em is from (3.30).

The functions t 7→ T̃ n
normal(nt) and t 7→ T̃ n

critical(nt) increase if R̃n(nt)
v
l̃n(nt)

√
n
belongs to (0,∞) and (−∞, 0],

respectively. Hence Theorem 5.3 applied to the functions

fn(t) =
R̃n(nt)√
nvl̃n(nt)

, gn(t) =
R̃n(0)

vl̃n(0)
+
Ṽ n(nt)√

n
, hn(t) =

Ũn(nt)√
n

,

TAn
(t) =

T̃ n
normal(nt)

n
, TBn

(t) =
T̃ n
critical(nt)

n
, ρn =

1√
n
,

(5.40)
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yields that the term

R̃n(nt)√
nvl̃n(nt)

=
R̃n(0)

vl̃n(0)
√
n
+
Ṽ n(T̃ n

normal(nt))√
n

+
Ũn(T̃ n

critical(nt))√
n

(5.41)

converges with probability one in D([0,∞),R) to the solution of the Skorokhod reflection problem for the

process ‖x‖+ W̃ (t), t ≥ 0, i.e., to

‖x‖+ W̃ (t) + max
s∈[0,t]

(−‖x‖ − W̃ (s)) ∨ 0. (5.42)

Moreover, we have convergence

Ũn(T̃ n
critical(nt))√
n

→ max
s∈[0,t]

(−‖x‖ − W̃ (s)) ∨ 0, n→ ∞. (5.43)

In particular we have that

Ṽ n(T̃ n
normal(nt))√
n

→ W̃ (t). (5.44)

It is well known that the law of the solution of the Skorokhod reflection problem coincides with the law of
the reflected Brownian motion, see, e.g., §1.3 in Pilipenko [21]. This means that

(
‖x‖+ W̃ (t) + max

s∈[0,t]
(−‖x‖ − W̃ (s)) ∨ 0, max

s∈[0,t]
(−‖x‖ − W̃ (s)) ∨ 0

)
t≥0

d
=

(
|‖x‖+W (t)|, L0

t (|‖x‖ +W |)
)
t≥0

,

(5.45)
and Theorem 5.4 is proven.

Step 4. We continue proving Theorem 3.3. Similarly to Step 1, we decompose the radius process R into a
sum of “normal” and “critical” components coordinate-wise. This will allow us to prove convergence of the
process Xn defined in (3.29). First assume for simplicity that the initial value X(0) does not depend on n.
Consider projections of R on the line Z× {j}, j = 1, . . . ,m:

Rj(k) := R(k)Il(k)=j ,

R(k) := R1(k) + · · ·+Rm(k),
(5.46)

Similarly to (5.1) we define

Tnormal,j(k) :=

k−1∑

i=0

IRj(i)∈N, (5.47)

the number of jumps made from the positive side of j-th ray, as well as the inverse mapping

T−1
normal,j(ι) := inf{k ≥ 0: Tnormal,j(k) ≥ ι}. (5.48)

Vj(0) = 0, Uj(0) := 0, (5.49)

Vj(ι)− Vj(ι− 1) :=
Rj(T

−1
normal,j(ι))

vl(T−1
normal,j

(ι))

−
Rj(T

−1
normal,j(ι) − 1)

vl(T−1
normal,j

(ι)−1)

(5.50)

=
Rj(T

−1
normal,j(ι)) −Rj(T

−1
normal,j(ι) − 1)

vj
, ι ≥ 1. (5.51)

Note that T−1
normal,j(ι) − 1 is a stopping time with respect to the natural filtration of the Markov chain

because for any k ∈ N0 we have

{T−1
normal,j(ι) − 1 ≤ k} = {T−1

normal,j(ι) ≤ k + 1} = {Tnormal,j(k + 1) ≥ ι} =
{ k∑

i=0

IRj(i)∈N ≥ ι
}
. (5.52)
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Observe that if {T−1
normal,j(ι) − 1 = k} then Rj(T

−1
normal,j(ι) − 1) = Rj(k) ∈ N. It follows from the strong

Markov property and the assumptions of the Theorem that (Vj(ι))ι≥0, 1 ≤ j ≤ m, are independent random

walks, which increments have distributions of ξ(j)

vj
respectively.

Observe that

Rj(k)

vj
=
Rj(k)Il(k)=j

vl(k)

=
R(0)Il(0)=j

vj
+

k∑

i=1

(R(i)Il(i)=j

vj
− R(i− 1)Il(i−1)=j

vj

)
IR(i−1)>0

+

k∑

i=1

(R(i)Il(i)=j

vj
− R(i− 1)Il(i−1)=j

vj

)
IR(i−1)≤0

=
Rj(0)

vj
+

Tnormal,j(k)∑

ι=1

(Vj(ι)− Vj(ι− 1))

+
k∑

i=1

(R(i)Il(i)=j

vj
− R(i− 1)Il(i−1)=j

vj

)
IR(i−1)≤0

(5.53)

Note that
R(i− 1) ≤ 0 ⇔ i− 1 = σι for some ι ⇔ i = τι for some ι (5.54)

and
τι ≤ k ⇔ σι ≤ k ⇔ ι ≤ Tcritical(k). (5.55)

Therefore,
Rj(k)

vj
=
Rj(0)

vj
+ Vj(Tnormal,j(k)) + Uj(Tcritical(k)), (5.56)

where

Uj(l) =

l∑

ι=1

(R(τι)
vj

Il(τι)=j −
R(σι)

vj
Il(σι)=j

)
. (5.57)

The sequences k 7→ Uj(Tcritical(k)) are non-decreasing for all j = 1, . . . ,m.
Notice that V (ι) and U(ι), ι ≥ 1, defined in (5.8) and (5.10) satisfy the property

V (Tnormal(k)) = V1(Tnormal,1(k)) + · · ·+ Vm(Tnormal,m(k)), (5.58)

U(Tcritical(k)) = U1(Tcritical(k)) + · · ·+ Um(Tcritical(k)). (5.59)

When the initial value X(0) depends on n, similarly to notations above we define the sequences Rn
j , V

n
j ,

Un
j , etc.

Step 5. To prove convergence, we will utilize the martingale characterization of the WBM. First, we show
that the sequence {(Rn

j (n·)√
n

,
V n
j (T n

normal,j(n·))√
n

,
Un
j (T

n
critical(n·))√
n

)
1≤j≤m

}
n≥1

(5.60)

is weakly relatively compact in D([0,∞),R3m) and its limit is continuous.

Due to (5.43), the sequence of processes {Un(Tn
critical(n·))√

n
}n≥1 converges in distribution to a continuous non-

decreasing process. Equation (5.59) implies that the modulus of continuity of each non-decreasing process
t 7→ Un

j (T
n
critical(nt))/

√
n is dominated by the modulus of continuity of t 7→ Un(T n

critical(nt))/
√
n. Hence this

sequence is weakly relatively compact, and any limit process Û∞ = (Û∞
1 (t), . . . , Û∞

m (t))t≥0, is continuous in

t and each coordinate t 7→ Û∞
j (t) is non-decreasing.

By Donsker’s theorem,

(V n
j (n·)√
n

, . . . ,
V n
m(n·)√
n

)
⇒

(
B1(t), . . . , Bm(·)

)
, n→ ∞, (5.61)
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where B1, . . . , Bm are independent Brownian motions. Since T n
normal,j(t)−T n

normal,j(s) ≤ t− s, for 0 ≤ s ≤ t,

the sequence of processes {(V
n
j (Tn

normal,j(n·))√
n

)1≤j≤m}n≥1 is weakly relatively compact, too, and any limit point

M∞ = (M∞
1 (t), . . . ,M∞

m (t))t≥0 is a continuous process. Weak relative compactness of {Rn
j (n·)√
n

}n≥1 follows

from (5.56). Since all limitsM∞
j and Û∞

j are continuous, the limits R∞
j are also continuous, and the sequence

(5.60) is tight in D([0,∞),R3m).
We have

Rn(nt)

vln(nt)
√
n
=

m∑

j=1

Rn
j (nt)

vj
√
n

=
m∑

j=1

Rn
j (0)

vj
√
n

+
m∑

j=1

V n
j (T n

normal,j(nt))√
n

+
m∑

j=1

Un
j (T

n
critical(nt))√
n

=
Rn(0)

vln(0)

√
n
+
V n(T n

normal(nt))√
n

+
Un(T n

critical(nt))√
n

.

(5.62)

Recall that by Theorem 5.4, see (5.43) and (5.44),
V n(Tn

normal(n·))√
n

converges to a Brownian motion W (·),
Rn(nt)

vln(nt)

√
n
converges to a reflected Brownian motion

(
‖x‖+W (t) + max

s∈[0,t]
(−‖x‖ −W (s)) ∨ 0

)
t≥0

, (5.63)

and
Un(Tn

critical(n·))√
n

converges to its local time at 0 that will be denoted by ν(·).
Hence, any condensation point

(R∞
j (·),M∞

j (·), Û∞
j (·))1≤j≤m (5.64)

of (5.60) is a continuous process such that

1.

m∑

j=1

M∞
j (t) =W (t) (5.65)

m∑

j=1

Û∞
j (t) = ν(t), t ≥ 0; (5.66)

2. for each 1 ≤ j ≤ m

X∞
j (t) :=

R∞
j (t)

vj
= xj +M∞

j (t) + Û∞
j (t), t ≥ 0; (5.67)

3. t 7→ Û∞
j (t) are non-decreasing for t ≥ 0, Û∞

j (0) = 0, for each j = 1, . . . ,m.

Since the process
m∑

j=1

X∞
j (t), t ≥ 0, (5.68)

is a reflected Brownian motion whose local time at 0 is ν(·) we have
∫ ∞

0

I∑m
j=1 X∞

j (t)>0 dν(t) = 0 and

∫ ∞

0

I∑m
j=1 X∞

j (t)=0 dt = 0 (5.69)

with probability 1
Also note that X∞

i (t)X∞
j (t) = 0 for every i 6= j and t ≥ 0. Since

∑m
j=1X

∞
j (t) ≥ 0 we conclude that all

X∞
j (t) ≥ 0, j = 1, . . . ,m.

Step 6. It is left to demonstrate that any condensation point (X∞
j (·))1≤j≤m is a WBM with weights

p1, . . . , pm and the starting point x. Without loss of generality, we assume that the sequence (5.60) weakly
converges to the condensation point itself.

Let us check conditions of the martingale characterization of the Walsh Brownian motion, see Theorem
2.2. It remains to verify the following:
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1. for any j = 1, . . . ,m and t ≥ 0

Û∞
j (t)

ν(t)
=

Û∞
j (t)

∑m
l=1 Û

∞
l (t)

= pj a.s., (5.70)

where pj are specified in (3.33);

2. for any j = 1, . . . ,m the process M∞
j is a continuous square integrable martingale with respect to the

filtration generated by (X∞,M∞, Û∞) with the predictable quadratic variation

〈M∞
j 〉t =

∫ t

0

IX∞
j (s)>0 ds. (5.71)

By the Skorokhod representation theorem, see Theorem 6.7 in Billingsley [2], we may assume without
loss of generality that the sequence (5.60) is defined on the same probability space and that with probability
1 convergence

(Rn
j (nt)

vj
√
n
,
V n
j (T n

normal,j(nt))√
n

,
Un
j (T

n
critical(nt))√
n

)
1≤j≤m

→ (X∞
j (t),M∞

j (t), Û∞
j (t))1≤j≤m, n→ ∞, (5.72)

holds true locally uniformly in t.
1. We demonstrate (5.70). Recall that (5.18) in Lemma 5.2 imply that

m∑

l=1

Un
l (

√
nt)√
n

→ µt, n→ ∞, (5.73)

where µ is defined in (5.19). By (5.43) and (5.66) we have:

m∑

l=1

Un
l

(√
n

Tn
critical(nt)√

n

)

√
n

=
m∑

l=1

Un
l (T

n
critical(nt))√
n

→
m∑

l=1

Û∞
l (t) = ν(t), n→ ∞, (5.74)

with probability 1 locally uniformly in t. Therefore for any t > 0

T n
critical(nt)√

n
→ ν(t)

µ
, n→ ∞. (5.75)

Analogously to the proof of (5.18) in Lemma 5.2 we obtain that

Un
j (

√
nt)√
n

→ pjµt, n→ ∞, (5.76)

in probability locally uniformly in t, where pj is defined in (3.33). With the help of (5.75) and (5.76) we
conclude that

Un
j (T

n
critical(nt))√
n

=
Un
j

(√
n

Tn
critical(nt)√

n

)

√
n

→ Û∞
j (t) = pjν(t).

(5.77)

The limit (5.70) follows from (5.74) and (5.77).
2. To study martingale properties of M∞ we need an auxiliary result about limits of local martingales.
Let (F∞

t )t≥0 be the natural filtration generated by (X∞
j (t),M∞

j (t), Û∞
j (t))1≤j≤m, t ≥ 0. It is easy to

see that W defined in (5.65) is a (F∞
t )-Brownian motion. To complete the proof of the Theorem it suffices

to show that

M∞
j (t) =

∫ t

0

IX∞
j (s)>0 dW (s) a.s., (5.78)

for any t ≥ 0. Note that

V n
j (T n

normal,j(nt))√
n

=

∫ t

0

IRn
j
(ns−)

vj
√

n
>0

d
V n(T n

normal(ns))√
n

, (5.79)
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where this integral is understood as a stochastic integral w.r.t. to the square integrable martingal (
V n(Tn

normal(nt))√
n

,Fn
t )t≥0,

where Fn
t = σ{Rn

j (ns), V
n
j (T n

normal,j(ns)), Û
n
j (ns), j = 1, . . . ,m, s ≤ t}.

Step 7. The proof of the Theorem will follow from the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.5. For all j = 1, . . . ,m and t ≥ 0 we have

lim
n→∞E

∣∣∣
∫ t

0

IRn
j
(ns−)

vj
√

n
>0

d
V n(T n

normal(ns))√
n

−
∫ t

0

IX∞
j (s)>0 dW (s)

∣∣∣
2

= 0. (5.80)

Proof. We note that for any t0 > 0

E

∣∣∣
∫ t0

0

IRn
j
(ns−)

vj
√

n
>0

d
V n(T n

normal(ns))√
n

∣∣∣
2

≤ t0,

E
∣∣∣
∫ t0

0

IX∞
j (s)>0 dW (s)

∣∣∣
2

≤ t0.

(5.81)

Therefore to prove (5.80) it is sufficient to check that for any t0 ∈ (0, t]

lim
n→∞E

∣∣∣
∫ t

t0

IRn
j
(ns−)

vj
√

n
>0

d
V n(T n

normal(ns))√
n

−
∫ t

t0

IX∞
j (s)>0 dW (s)

∣∣∣
2

= 0. (5.82)

This will follow from Skorokhod’s Theorem from §3 of Chapter II in [30]. Recall the notation

Xn
j (t) =

Rn
j (nt)

vj
√
n
, j = 1, . . . ,m, (5.83)

and let

Mn(t) =
V n(T n

normal(nt))√
n

, j = 1, . . . ,m, (5.84)

To apply Skorokhod’s Theorem we have to verify the following conditions:
i) for any fixed s ∈ [t0, t]

Mn(s) →W (s) a.s., n→ ∞; (5.85)

ii) E|Mn(t)|2 ≤ t, n ≥ 1;
iii) for any fixed s ∈ [t0, t]

IXn
j (s−)>0 → IX∞

j (s)>0 a.s., n→ ∞, (5.86)

iv) for any ε > 0

lim
h→0

lim
n→∞

sup
|t2−t1|<h

P
(
|IXn

j (t2−)>0 − IXn
j (t1−)>0| > ε

)
= 0. (5.87)

Indeed, convergence i) was established in (5.44). Condition ii) holds true by the construction of the
sequence V n. We emphasize that in [30], it was demanded that E|Mn(s)|2 → s, n → ∞, for all s ∈ [t0, t].
However the inspection of Skorokhod’s argument shows that only boundedness was used in the proof.

To demonstrate iii), we recall that X∞ =
∑m

l=1X
∞
l is a reflected Brownian motion. Hence with probabil-

ity 1, X∞(s) > 0 for any fixed s > 0. Therefore, for a.a. ω there exists k = k(s, ω) such that X∞
k (s, ω) > 0.

Let κ = κ(s, ω) > 0 be such that
inf

r∈[s−κ,s+κ]
X∞

k (r) > 0. (5.88)

Correspondingly, for i 6= k, we have

X∞
i (r) = 0 on r ∈ [s− κ, s+ κ]. (5.89)

Recall that Xn
j (·) → X∞

j (·) locally uniformly for all j a.s. and in particular on the interval [s − κ, s + κ].
Therefore, for n large enough

Xn
k (r) > 0, r ∈ [s− κ, s+ κ] (5.90)
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and for all i 6= k
Xn

i (r) = 0, r ∈ [s− κ, s+ κ]. (5.91)

This yields iii).
Eventually we establish iv). First we note that by (5.88) and (5.89) the mapping s 7→ IX∞(s)>0 is

continuous in probability on [t0, t], and thus is uniformly continuous in probability on [t0, t], i.e., for each
ε > 0

lim
h→0

sup
|t2−t1|<h

P
(
|IX∞(t2)>0 − IX∞(t1)>0| > ε

)
= 0 (5.92)

that is equivalent to

lim
h→0

sup
|t2−t1|<h

P
(
IX∞(t2)>0 6= IX∞(t1)>0

)
= 0. (5.93)

From (5.88), (5.89), (5.90) and (5.91) we get that for any δ > 0 and s ∈ [t0, t] there is κ = κ(s) and n0 = n0(s)
such that for all j = 1, . . . ,m

sup
|z−s|<κ(s)

P
(
IXn

j (z−)>0 6= IX∞
j (z)>0

)
< δ, n ≥ n0(s). (5.94)

Since [t0, t] is a compact, from its infinite covering by the sets (s − 1
2κ(s), s +

1
2κ(s)), s ∈ [t0, t], we may

choose a finite subcovering (sp − 1
2κ(sp), sp +

1
2κ(sp)), p = 1, . . . , N . Hence, for |t2 − t1| < h with

h :=
1

2
min

p=1,...,N
κ(sp), (5.95)

there is p = p(t1, t2) such that
t1, t2 ∈ (sp − κ(sp), sp + κ(sp)). (5.96)

Hence for all n ≥ max{n0(s1), . . . , n0(sN )} we get

P
(
IXn

j (t1−)>0 6= IXn
j (t2−)>0

)
≤ P

(
IXn

j (t1−)>0 6= IX∞
j (t1)>0

)

+ P
(
IX∞

j (t1)>0 6= IX∞
j (t2)>0

)

+ P
(
IX∞

j (t2)>0 6= IXn
j (t2−)>0

)

≤ 2δ + sup
|s2−s1|<h

P
(
IX∞(s2)>0 6= IX∞(s1)>0

)
.

(5.97)

Therefore,

lim sup
h→0

lim
n→∞

sup
|t2−t1|<h

P
(
|IXn

j (t2−)>0 − IXn
j (t1−)>0| > ε

)
≤ 2δ, (5.98)

what finishes the proof of (5.87) and (5.82). The Lemma is proven.

6 Proof of Theorem 3.5

Before we start proofs let us formulate two results on convergence of compositions of functions and processes.

Lemma 6.1. Let (fn, λn)n≥0 be a sequence of càdlàg functions such that

1. fn → f0, n→ ∞ in D([0,+∞),Rm);

2. (λn)n≥1 are non-negative and non-decreasing functions;

3. λn → λ0, n→ ∞, in D([0,+∞),R);

4. λ0 is strictly increasing and continuous function.
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Then
fn ◦ λn → f0 ◦ λ0, n→ ∞, (6.1)

in D([0,+∞),Rm).

Proof. See Theorem 13.2.2, p. 430, in Whitt [34].

Corollary 6.2. Let (ξn)n≥0 and (ηn)n≥1 be sequences of stochastic càdlàg processes with values in Rm and
R respectively. Assume that

1. (ξn(t))t≥0 ⇒ (ξ0(t))t≥0, n→ ∞ in D([0,+∞),Rm);

2. (ηn)n≥1 are non-negative and non-decreasing processes;

3. (ηn(t))t≥0 ⇒ (ct)t≥0, n→ ∞ in D([0,+∞),R) where c > 0 is a constant.

Then
(ξn(ηn(t))t≥0 ⇒ (ξ0(ct))t≥0, n→ ∞ in D([0,+∞),Rm). (6.2)

Proof. Since the process (ct)t≥0 is non-random, assumptions of the corollary are equivalent to the convergence
of pairs

(ξn(t), ηn(t))t≥0 ⇒ (ξ(t), ct)t≥0, (6.3)

see Ressel [27].
The statement follows from Lemma 6.1 and the Skorokhod representation theorem, see for example

Kallenberg [15, Theorem 3.30, p. 56].

Remark 6.3. Since all ηn are non-decreasing and the limit is non-random, condition 3 of Corollary 6.2 is
equivalent to weak convergence (or convergence in probability) ηn(t) → ct, n→ ∞ for any fixed t ≥ 0.

The next lemma gives a reverse result: convergence of compositions yields convergence of functions. We
formulate the result for functions and then a corollary for processes.

Lemma 6.4. [12, Lemma 3.5] Let (fn)n≥0 ⊂ D([0,∞),Rm) and (µn)n≥0 ⊂ D([0,∞),R), µn be non negative
and non decreasing. Assume that, for all T > 0,

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[0, T ]

|µn(t)− t| = 0 (6.4)

and
lim
n→∞

fn ◦ µn = f0 (6.5)

in the J1-topology in D([0,∞),Rm). For n ∈ N, denote by (t
(n)
k )k the points of discontinuity of µn and put

u
(n)
k := µn(t

(n)
k −) and v

(n)
k := µn(t

(n)
k ). If, in addition to (6.4) and (6.5), for all T > 0,

lim
n→∞

sup
k

sup
s∈[u

(n)
k

,v
(n)
k

)∩[0, T ]

|fn(s)− fn(u
(n)
k −)| = 0, (6.6)

then
lim
n→∞

fn = f0

in the J1-topology in D([0,∞),Rm).

Remark 6.5. If µn are continuous, µn(0) = 0, and µn(∞) = ∞, then the result of the lemma follows from
Lemma 6.1. Indeed, let λn(t) = µ−1

n (t) := inf{s ≥ 0: µn(s) ≥ t}. Then µn ◦ λn = id. So fn = (fn ◦ µn) ◦ λn.
It can be easily seen that λn locally uniformly converges to t, so all conditions of Lemma 6.1 are satisfied.
New features appear if µn may be discontinuous, so the compositions fn ◦ µn do not use parts of fn paths
corresponding to jumps of µn.

The proof of the next corollary is obtained with the help of Skorokhod’s representation theorem similarly
to the proof of Corollary 6.2.
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Corollary 6.6. Let (ξn)n≥0 and (ηn)n≥1 be sequences of stochastic càdlàg processes with values in Rm and
R respectively such that ηn, n ≥ 1, are non negative and non decreasing. Assume that for all T > 0, we have
locally uniform convergence in probability

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ηn(t)− t| P→ 0, n→ ∞, (6.7)

and convergence in distribution

ξn ◦ ηn ⇒ ξ0, n→ ∞, in D([0,∞),Rm). (6.8)

For n ∈ N, denote by (t
(n)
k )k the points of discontinuity of ηn and put u

(n)
k := ηn(t

(n)
k −) and v

(n)
k := ηn(t

(n)
k ).

If, in addition to (6.7) and (6.8), for all T > 0, we have the uniform convergence in probability

sup
k

sup
s∈[u

(n)
k

,v
(n)
k

)∩[0, T ]

|ξn(s)− ξn(u
(n)
k −)| P→ 0, n→ ∞, (6.9)

then
ξn ⇒ ξ0, n→ ∞, (6.10)

in D([0,∞),Rm).

Proof of Theorem 3.5. We will prove Theorem 3.5 in “reverse” order. In Step 1, we construct a Markov
chain Xn on the enlarged state space Z×{−,+} that mimics the dynamics of Xn and converges to a WBM
due to Theorem 3.3. In Step 2, we transform the state space Z×{−,+} into a Z\{−d, . . . , d} and construct

an auxiliary Markov chain X̂n whose Donsker scalings converge to a SBM. In Step 3 we define a random
time change that removes times that the original Markov chain Xn spends on the membrane {−d, . . . , d},
thus obtaining the Markov chain X̂n. In the final Step 4 we show that this random time change does not
affect the convergence.

Step 1. We will employ Theorem 3.3 for the convergence to the WBM and construct Markov chains
Xn = (Rn, ln), n ≥ 1, on Z×{−,+}. The original Markov chain Xn on Z will be obtained from Xn by two
transformations.

The transition probabilities of Xn do not depend on n and are defined as follows. If Rn(0) = x ∈ N, i.e.,
if Rn(0) is on the positive side, then we set

P((R
n(1), ln(1)) = (y,+) | (Rn(0), ln(0)) = (x,+)) := P(ξ+ = y − x),

P((R
n(1), ln(1)) = (y,−) | (Rn(0), ln(0)) = (x,−)) := P(−ξ− = y − x),

(6.11)

that is the distribution of a jump is equal to the distribution of ξ+ if the label is + and (−ξ−) if the label is
−.

Assume that Rn(0) = x ∈ Z \ N, i.e., the Markov chain Xn starts on the membrane.
If Rn(0) ≤ −2d− 1, then we set

Rn(1) := −Rn(0)− 2d, ln(1) := −ln(0), (6.12)

In other words, the random walk changes its label and and the radius gets reflected symmetrically with
respect to the point −d. Notice that the new radius lies in N.

Recall τ̃0 defined in (3.36). If Rn(0) = x ∈ {−2d, . . . , 0} so that x+ d ∈ {−d, . . . , d}, and y ∈ N, then we
set

P((R
n(1), ln(1)) := (y,+) | (Rn(0), ln(0)) = (x,+)) := P(X(τ̃0) = y + d |X(0) = x+ d),

P((R
n(1), ln(1)) := (y,−) | (Rn(0), ln(0)) = (x,+)) := P(X(τ̃0) = −y − d |X(0) = x+ d),

P((R
n(1), ln(1)) := (y,−) | (Rn(0), ln(0)) = (x,−)) := P(X(τ̃0) = −y − d |X(0) = −x− d),

P((R
n(1), ln(1)) := (y,+) | (Rn(0), ln(0)) = (x,−)) := P(X(τ̃0) = y + d |X(0) = −x− d).

(6.13)

We define the initial condition Xn(0) = (Rn(0), ln(0)) as follows:

(Rn(0), ln(0)) =

{
(Xn(0)− d,+), if Xn(0) ≥ −d,
(−Xn(0)− d,−), if Xn(0) < −d, (6.14)
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where (Xn(k))k≥0 is the original perturbed random walk.
Then (Rn(0)

v−
√
n
Iln(0)=−,

Rn(0)

v+
√
n
Iln(0)=+

)
⇒ (x−, x+), n→ ∞, (6.15)

where x+ = x ∨ 0, x− = (−x) ∨ 0, and x is from (3.39).
Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 2.3 imply that

ϕ
( ln(n·)Rn([n·])√

n

)
⇒W skew

γ (·, x), n→ ∞, (6.16)

where ϕ is defined in (1.7). The permeability parameter γ equals

γ =
Eπentrance(R(0)−R(σ))(v−1

+ Il(0)=+ − v−1
− Il(0)=−)

Eπentrance(R(0)−R(σ))v−1
l(0)

(6.17)

see Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 2.3. The stopping time σ was defined in (3.8) and the stationary measure
πentrance was defined in Lemma 3.1.

Therefore, we also have the convergence

ϕ
( ln([n·])(Rn([n·]) + d)√

n

)
⇒W skew

γ (·, x), n→ ∞. (6.18)

Step 2. Let us construct a one-dimensional Markov chain X̂n that converges to a SBM.
Note that the mapping (R, l) 7→ l · (R + d) is a bijection of the sets N× {+} and {d+ 1, d+ 2, . . . } and

also of the sets N×{−} and {. . . ,−d− 2,−d− 1}. The following behavior of the sequence (ln(·)(Rn(·)+ d))
is decisive for out argument. Assume that for some k the sequence Rn overjumps the set {−2d, . . . , 0} from
above:

Rn(k) > 0 and Rn(k + 1) < −2d. (6.19)

Then by definition of transition probabilities (6.12) we have

ln(k)(Rn(k) + d) = ln(k + 1)(Rn(k + 1) + d), (6.20)

i.e., in this case the sequence (ln(·)(Rn(·) + d)) spends two time steps at the same point. Let us construct a

new sequence (X̂n(k))k≥0 from the sequence (ln(k)(Rn(k) + d))k≥0 that skips one of these steps.
We define a random time change as follows. Set

λ̂n(0) := 0,

λ̂n(k) :=

k∑

j=1

(
1− I(Rn(k + 1) > 0, Rn(k) < −2d)

)
,

λ̂−1
n (k) := inf{j ≥ 0: λ̂n(j) = k},
X̂n(k) := ln(λ̂−1

n (k))(Rn(λ̂−1
n (k)) + d).

(6.21)

Notice that X̂n is a Markov chain with transition probabilities

P(X̂
n(1) = j | X̂n(0) = i) =

{
P(X(1) = j | X(0) = i), |i| > d,

P(X(τ̂0) = j | X(0) = i), |i| ≤ d,
(6.22)

where (X(k))k≥0 is the original perturbed random walk and τ̂0 := inf{k ≥ 0: |X(k)| > d}, see also (3.36).
Let us show that the number of skipped steps is negligible as n→ ∞ and convergence

ϕ
( X̂n([n·])√

n

)
⇒W skew

γ (·, x), n→ ∞. (6.23)
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holds true.
Indeed, we have the inequality

[nt]− λ̂n([nt]) ≤
√
nLn(t)max(v−, v+), t > 0, (6.24)

where Ln is defined in (3.32). It follows from the weak convergence of (Ln(·)) established Theorem 3.3, that
for all t > 0 ∣∣∣ λ̂n([nt])

n
− t

∣∣∣ ≤ Ln(t)max(v−, v+)√
n

+
1

n
P→ 0, n→ ∞. (6.25)

Hence for any T > 0 we have uniform convergence

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣ λ̂n([nt])
n

− t
∣∣∣ P→ 0, n→ ∞, (6.26)

and by monotonicity of t 7→ λ̂n([nt])

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣ λ̂
−1
n ([nt])

n
− t

∣∣∣ P→ 0, n→ ∞. (6.27)

Therefore convergence (6.23) follows by Corollary 6.2.

Step 3. Now we consider the original Markov chain (Xn(k))k≥0 and define a random time change that
removes times that Xn spends in the set {−d, . . . , d} after entering this set. Let us introduce a sequence
{λn(k)}k≥0 as follows

λn(0) := 0,

λn(k) :=

k∑

j=1

(
I|Xn(j)|>d + I|Xn(j)|≤d, |Xn(j−1)|>d

)

= k −
k∑

j=1

I|Xn(j−1)|≤d,|Xn(j)|≤d, k ≥ 1,

(6.28)

The sequence λn is a time homogeneous additive functional of a Markov chain Xn that counts all the steps
of Xn except those that start and end within the membrane. The inverse mapping

λ−1
n (k) := inf{j ≥ 0: λn(j) ≥ k}, k ≥ 0, (6.29)

is a sequence of stopping times, so that the process k 7→ Xn(λ−1
n (k)) is a time homogeneous Markov chain.

Assume that Xn(0) = i ∈ Z. Then

λ−1
n (1) =

{
1, if |i| > d,

τ̂0 = inf{k ≥ 0: |X(k)| > d}, if |i| ≤ d.
(6.30)

Therefore, (6.22) yields (
X̂n(k)

)
k≥0

d
=

(
Xn(λ−1

n (k))
)
k≥0

. (6.31)

From now on, without loss of generality we assume that

(X̂n([nt])√
n

)
t≥0

=
(Xn(λ−1

n ([nt]))√
n

)
t≥0

. (6.32)

Step 4. In order prove the weak convergence we will apply Corollary 6.6 and use the following representation:

(Xn(λ−1
n ([nt]))√
n

)
t≥0

=
(Xn(n·)√

n
◦ ηn(t)

)
t≥0

, (6.33)

32



where ηn(t) =
λ−1
n ([nt])

n . Convergence (6.9) in Corollary 6.6 holds true because the supremum corresponding

to (6.9) does not exceed 2d√
n
. Hence it is left to check the condition (6.7).

Let

N̂n(k) =

k∑

j=0

I|X̂n(j)|≤d (6.34)

be the number of visits of X̂n to the membrane, i.e., to the set {−d, . . . , d}. We define

σ̂n
0 := 0,

τ̂nk := inf{j ≥ σ̂n
k : |Xn(j)| > d},

σ̂n
k+1 = inf{j > τ̂nk : |Xn(j)| ≤ d}, k ≥ 0.

(6.35)

Denote the time spent in the membrane by

ζnk := τ̂nk − σ̂n
k . (6.36)

Due to Assumption B2, the random variables ζnk have finite moments of all orders. We note that

k − λn(k) ≤
N̂n(k)∑

j=0

ζnj , (6.37)

so that
∣∣∣t− λn([nt])

n

∣∣∣ ≤ 1

n
+

1

n

N̂n([nt])∑

j=0

ζnj . (6.38)

Note that
N̂n([nt])√

n
≤ Ln(t)max(v−, v+), (6.39)

where Ln is defined in (3.32) (compare with (6.24)). Similarly to (6.25), for any t ≥ 0 we have

N̂n([nt])

n
P→ 0, n→ ∞. (6.40)

For |x| ≤ d, denote
f(x) := E[ζ

n
0 |Xn(0) = x] (6.41)

and note that f(·) does not depend on n and is bounded. We write:

N̂n([nt])∑

j=0

ζnj =

N̂n([nt])∑

j=0

(
ζnj − f(Xn(σ̂n

j ))
)
+

N̂n([nt])∑

j=0

f(Xn(σ̂n
j )). (6.42)

Therefore we get

1

n

N̂n([nt])∑

j=0

f(Xn(σ̂n
j ))

P→ 0, n→ ∞. (6.43)

The random sequence

k 7→
k∑

j=0

(
ζnj − f(Xn(σ̂n

j ))
)

(6.44)

is a martingale, so that by Doob’s inequality for any N ≥ 1

E max
0≤k≤N

∣∣∣
k∑

j=0

(
ζnj − f(Xn(σ̂n

j ))
)∣∣∣

2

≤ 4E

N∑

j=0

(
ζnj − f(Xn(σ̂n

j ))
)2

≤ 4(N + 1) max
|x|≤d

E
[(
ζn0 − f(Xn(σ̂n

0 ))
)2∣∣∣Xn(0) = x

]

≤ C(N + 1),

(6.45)
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for some C > 0. Hence for any δ > 0

1

n

∣∣∣
N̂n([nt])∑

j=0

(
ζnj − f(Xn(σ̂n

j ))
)∣∣∣ ≤ 1

n
I(N̂n([nt]) ≤ nδ)

∣∣∣
N̂n([nt])∑

j=0

(
ζnj − f(Xn(σ̂n

j ))
)∣∣∣

+
1

n
I(N̂n([nt]) > nδ)

∣∣∣
N̂n([nt])∑

j=0

(
ζnj − f(Xn(σ̂n

j ))
)∣∣∣

≤ 1

n
max

0≤k≤nδ

∣∣∣
k∑

j=0

(
ζnj − f(Xn(σ̂n

j ))
)∣∣∣

+
1

n
I

( N̂n([nt])

n
> δ

)∣∣∣
N̂n([nt])∑

j=0

(
ζnj − f(Xn(σ̂n

j ))
)∣∣∣

(6.46)

The first term in the latter formula converges to zero in mean square sense due to (6.45) whereas the second
term converges to zero in probability due to (6.40). Combining all the above estimates yields

∣∣∣λn([nt])
n

− t
∣∣∣ P→ 0, n→ ∞. (6.47)

Due to monotonicity, for any T > 0 we have convergence:

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣λn([nt])
n

− t
∣∣∣ P→ 0, n→ ∞,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣λ
−1
n ([nt])

n
− t

∣∣∣ P→ 0, n→ ∞.

(6.48)

Hence, the application of Corollary 6.6 implies the desired convergence

Xn([n·])√
n

⇒W skew
γ (·, x), n→ ∞. (6.49)

Inspecting the construction steps of the Markov chains Xn, X̂n and Xn we conclude that the parameter γ
defined in (6.17) coincides with γ in (3.41).

7 Proofs of Corollary 3.8 and Theorem 3.9

Proof of Corollary 3.8. Denote for brevity the inverse function

ψ(x) := ϕ−1(x) = x(v+Ix≥0 + v−Ix<0) (7.1)

Recall the SDE (2.12) and apply the Itô-Tanaka formula with symmetric semimartingale local time to
ψ(W skew

γ ), see [28, Exercise 1.25, Chapter VI]:

Y (t) = ψ(W skew
γ (t)) := x+

∫ t

0

(
v+IW skew

γ (s)>0 + v−IW skew
γ (s)<0

)
dW (s)

+
1

2
γ(v+ + v−)L

W skew
γ

0 (t) +
1

2
(v+ − v−)L

W skew
γ

0 (t)

=x+

∫ t

0

(
v+IY (s)>0 + v−IY (s)<0)

)
dW (s)

+
1

2
γ(v+ + v−)L

W skew
γ

0 (t) +
1

2
(v+ − v−)L

W skew
γ

0 (t)

(7.2)
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and

|Y (t)| = |ψ(W skew
γ (t))| := |x|+

∫ t

0

(
v+IW skew

γ (s)>0 − v−IW skew
γ (s)<0

)
dW (s)

+
1

2
γ(v+ − v−)L

W skew
γ

0 (t) +
1

2
(v+ + v−)L

W skew
γ

0 (t).

(7.3)

On the other hand, the process Y is a continuous semimartingale itself. Hence, the Itô-Tanaka formula
applied to the process Y yields

|Y (t)| = |x|+
∫ t

0

(
IY (s)>0 − IY (s)<0

)
dY (s) + LY

0 (t)

=

∫ t

0

(
v+IW skew

γ (s)>0 − v−IW skew
γ (s)<0

)
dW (s) + LY

0 (t),

(7.4)

where LY
0 (t) is the symmetric semimartingale local time defined by

LY
0 (t) = lim

ε→0+

1

2ε

∫ t

0

I|Y (s)|<εd〈Y, Y 〉s = lim
ε→0+

1

2ε

∫ t

0

(
v2+IY (s)>0 + v2−IY (s)<0

)
ds. (7.5)

Comparing the representations (7.3) and (7.4) we conclude that

LY
0 (t) =

1

2

[
γ(v+ − v−) + (v+ + v−)

]
L
W skew

γ

0 (t). (7.6)

Substituting this formula into (7.2) and recalling that Y spends zero time at zero we get (3.44).

Proof of Theorem 3.9. Let X be a Markov chain on Nm ∪ {0} from Theorem 3.9. Since the processes from

Theorems 3.9 and 3.3 live on different state spaces, first we construct a Markov chain X̂ on Zm related to
X that satisfy assumptions of Theorem 3.3.

In assumption A1, let the distribution of ξ(i) coincide with the distribution of ξ
(i)
k , i = 1, . . . ,m. In

particular, X̂ may visit the set {. . . ,−1, 0} × {1, . . . ,m}.
The jumps from the state (0, i) are defined as follows:

P
(
X̂ (1) = (ŷ, j) | X̂ (0) = (0, i)

)
:= P

(
X (1) = (ŷ, j) | X (0) = 0

)
, i, j = 1, . . . ,m. (7.7)

For x̂ < 0 and ŷ ∈ N we set

P
(
X̂ (1) = (ŷ, j) | X̂ (0) = (x̂, i)

)
:= P(X (1) = (ŷ, j) |R(0) + ξ

(i)
1 = x̂, l(0) = i

)
, (7.8)

where X (0) = (R(0), l(0)).

Let the initial distributions of X̂ (0) and X (0) coincide in the following sense:

P
(
X̂ (0) = (ŷ, j)

)
:= P(X (0) = (ŷ, j)

)
, ŷ ∈ N, j = 1, . . . ,m,

P
(
X̂ (0) = (0, 1)

)
:= P(X (0) = 0

)
,

(7.9)

and P(X̂ (0) = (ŷ, j)) = 0 in all other cases.

According to Theorem 3.3, the scaling limit of X̂ is a WBM starting at 0.
Let

λ̂(k) =
k∑

i=1

I(R̂(i) ≥ 0). (7.10)

The random time change λ̂−1(·) removes time instants when X̂ visits the set {. . . ,−1, 0} × {1, . . . ,m}. It

follows from the construction of X̂ and λ̂ that
(
R̂(λ̂−1(k))Il(λ̂−1(k))=i, i = 1, . . . ,m

)
k≥0

d
=

(
R(k)Il(k)=i, i = 1, . . . ,m

)
k≥0

. (7.11)

Following the argument of Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 3.5 we see that scaling limit of the original Markov
chain X is the same WBM as for the scaling limit of X̂ .
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arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.07298, 2023.

[5] N. Enriquez and Y. Kifer. Markov chains on graphs and Brownian motion. Journal of Theoretical
Probability, 14(2):495–510, 2001.

[6] A. Gut. Stopped Random Walks. Limit Theorems and Applications. Springer, New York, 2009.

[7] M. Hairer and C. Manson. Periodic homogenization with an interface: The one-dimensional case.
Stochastic Processes and Their Applications, 120(8):1589–1605, 2010.

[8] J. M. Harrison and L. A. Shepp. On skew Brownian motion. The Annals of Probability, 9(2):309–313,
1981.

[9] I. S. Helland. Convergence to diffusions with regular boundaries. Stochastic Processes and their Appli-
cations, 12(1):27–58, 1982.

[10] A. Iksanov and A. Pilipenko. A functional limit theorem for locally perturbed random walks. Probability
and Mathematical Statistics, 36(2):353–368, 2016.
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[34] W. Whitt. Stochastic-Process Limits: An Introduction to Stochastic-Process Limits and Their Applica-
tion to Queues. Springer, 2002.

37


	Introduction
	Walsh's and Skew Brownian motions
	Convergence to WBM and SMB 
	Examples
	Proof of Theorem 3.3 
	Proof of Theorem 3.5
	Proofs of Corollary 3.8 and Theorem 3.9

