arXiv:2406.02814v1 [math.PR] 4 Jun 2024

ON SUPPORT SETS OF THE CRITICAL LIOUVILLE QUANTUM GRAVITY

MAREK BISKUP^1, STEPHAN GUFLER^2 AND OREN LOUIDOR^3

1 Department of Mathematics, UCLA, Los Angeles, California, USA 2 Institut für Mathematik, Goethe-Universität, Frankfurt am Main, Germany 3 Faculty of Industrial Engineering and Management, Technion, Haifa, Israel

Abstract: We study fractal properties of support sets of the critical Liouville Quantum Gravity (cLQG) associated with the Gaussian Free Field in planar domains. Specifically, we completely characterize the gauge functions ϕ (subject to mild monotonicity conditions) for which the cLQG admits a support set of finite ϕ-Hausdorff measure. As a corollary, we settle the conjecture that the cLQG is supported on a set of vanishing Hausdorff dimension. Our proofs are based on the fact that the cLQG describes the near-critical level sets of Discrete Gaussian Free Field.

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

This note is concerned with fractal properties of the critical Liouville quantum gravity. This is a particular member of a one-parameter family of random measures that, in a planar domain D Ď R^2, give a rigorous meaning to the formal expression

1_Dpxqe^{βhpxq}Lebpdxq, (1.1)

where h is a sample of the Continuum Gaussian Free Field (CGFF) in D with Dirichlet boundary conditions and Leb denotes the Lebesgue measure on R^2. The expression is formal because the CGFF exists only in the sense of distributions.

The properties, and our means of control, of the Liouvile quantum gravity (LQG) depend on the parameter β and its relation to a critical value β_c that is determined by the normalization of h. In the subcritical cases, 0 ă β ă β_c, the existence and uniqueness goes back to Kahane’s theory of Multiplicative Chaos [24] with an alternative construction based on CGFF circle averages (Duplantier and Sheffield [17]) and an intrinsic characterization put forward by Shamov [32]. The critical case, β “ β_c, requires a subtler approach with existence settled in Duplantier, Rhodes, Sheffield and Vargas [15, 16] and uniqueness in Junnila and Saksman [23] and Powell [29]. The supercritical LQGs (β ą β_c) turn out to be purely-atomic measures derived from the critical case (Rhodes and Vargas [30], Biskup and Louidor [9]).

The subcritical LQGs are easier to handle and quite a bit is known about them. For instance, while charging all non-empty open subsets of D with probability one, these measures are supported on a fractal set. Indeed, the combined results of Kahane [24] and Hu, Peres and Miller [22] show that a.e. sample of the LQG with parameter β is carried by a set of Hausdorff dimension 2 ´ 2pβ{β_cq^2. For a carrier (i.e., a supporting set) with this property one can choose the set of CGFF thick points; i.e., points with a particular rate of growth of circle averages of CGFF. As shown by two of the present

© 2024 M. Biskup, S. Gufler, O. Louidor. Reproduction for non-commercial purposes is permitted. 1

authors [10], the connection with the GFF “thick points” exists also for the lattice version of the GFF, called the Discrete Gaussian Free Field (DGFF).

Throughout this work we focus on the critical LQG (i.e., β “ β_c) henceforth abbreviated as cLQG and denoted, in a domain D, by Z^D. Also this measure is closely connected to the DGFF; indeed, it serves as the random intensity measure for a Cox-process limit of the extremal process associated with the DGFF (Biskup and Louidor [7–9]). Apart from that, the cLQG arises as a weak limit of the subcritical LQGs as β Ò β_c (Aru, Powell and Sepúlveda [3]), in an approach based on “mating of trees” (Duplantier, Sheffield and Miller [18], Aru, Holden, Powell and Sun [4]) or via a coupling to the conformal loop ensemble (Ang and Gwynne [2]).

Extrapolating the above formula for the subcritical LQG suggests that the cLQG is supported on a set of vanishing Hausdorff dimension. This agrees with the findings of Barral, Kupiainen, Nikula, Saksman and Webb [5, Corollary 24] who proved existence of carriers of vanishing Hausdorff dimension for critical Multiplicative Chaos associated with a class of exactly scale-invariant log-correlated Gaussian fields on R. Our main goal is to establish the corresponding claim for the cLQG.

1.1 Main results.

We will actually take a more refined approach and consider Hausdorff measures for general (not just power-based) gauge functions. Recall that, given an increasing continuous ϕ : r0, 8q Ñ r0, 8q with ϕp0q “ 0, the Hausdorff (outer) measure of a set A Ď R^2 with respect to the gauge function ϕ is given by

H^ϕpAq :“ sup_{δą0} inf # ÿ iPN ϕ pdiam O_iq : A Ď ď iPN O_i ^ sup_{iPN} diam O_i ď δ + , (1.2)

where diamp¨q is the Euclidean diameter and the infimum is over all collections tO_iu_{iPN} of non-empty bounded open subsets of R^2. For the particular choice ϕ_sprq :“ r^s,

dim_HpAq :“ inf � s ą 0 : H^{ϕs} pAq “ 0 ( (1.3)

defines the Hausdorff dimension of A.

Let D be the set of all bounded open subsets of R^2 whose topological boundary BD has a finite number of connected components each of which has positive Euclidean diameter. The principal result of our note is then:

Theorem 1.1 (Hausdorff measure of cLQG-carriers) For D P D, let Z^D be the cLQG measure on D and let ψ : p0, 8q Ñ p0, 8q be a bounded continuous decreasing function such that lim_{tÑ8} ? 1 ` t ψptq “ 8. Denoting

I_ψ :“ ż_8 1 ψptq t dt, γptq :“ ? 1 ` t ψptq, ϕprq :“ ż_8

logp1{rq

e^{´γptq}dt, (1.4)

the following dichotomy then holds for a.e. sample of Z^D:

(1) If I_ψ ă 8, then H^ϕpAq “ 8 holds for all Borel sets A Ď D with Z^DpAq ą 0. (2) If I_ψ “ 8, then there exists a Borel set A Ď D with Z^DpA^cq “ 0 and H^ϕpAq “ 0.

Our result demonstrates a delicate fractal nature of cLQG carriers. Indeed, the convergence/divergence “threshold” for I_ψ is marked by functions ϕ that decay to zero exponentially in root-log, i.e., functions of the form

ϕprq “ exp � ´plogp1{rqq^{1{2`op1q} ( , (1.5)

where the exact nature of the op1q-term (that vanishes as r Ó 0) decides the convergence/divergence of I_ψ. Since (1.5) vanishes (as r Ó 0) slower than any power, we get:

Corollary 1.2 A.e. sample of Z^D admits a carrier of vanishing Hausdorff dimension.

Although the role of (1.5) as a threshold function critical for the existence of carriers of vanishing Hausdorff measure was recognized already in the aforementioned work [5] (see, e.g., Theorem 4 therein), this came without a full characterization and/or a dichotomy of the kind presented in Theorem 1.1.

1.2 A comment and extensions.

The threshold between convergence and divergence of I_ψ occurs in the class of polylogarithmically decaying ψ; namely,

ψptq :“ rlogp1 ` tqs^{´θ} (1.6)

as θ crosses from θ ą 1 to 0 ă θ ď 1. This shows that the condition γptq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8 that we impose on ψ in the statement is rather harmless. (The main reason for imposing this is technical convenience in the proof of Lemma 2.5 where this condition permits us to avoid dealing with subsequences.)

We proceed with remarks on possible directions of further study.

Universality: A natural question to ask is to what other log-correlated random fields do our conclusions apply. For this we need to note that our proof relies on a close link between the growth rate of normalized disc volumes,

r ÞÑ

Z^DpBp pX, rqq ϕprq

, as r Ó 0, (1.7)

and the function t ÞÑ Y_t ´ γptq, as t Ñ 8, (1.8)

for Y denoting the three dimensional Bessel process; see Proposition 2.3. Here Bpx, rq is the Euclidean disc of radius r centered at x and pX is sampled from a suitably normalized Z^D. The functions ϕ and γ are both related to the same ψ as in (1.4).

The Bessel process itself arises via conditioning from a Brownian motion that describes the fluctuations of CGFF circle averages [15, 16] or (as in our proof) a “spine” random walk that governs the so called concentric decomposition of the DGFF [9, 20] centered at a given point. Roughly speaking, the conditioning appears because, in order for the field to be maximal (or near maximal) at the centering point, an “entropic repulsion” effect forces the Brownian motion to stay above a polylogarithmic curve; see [13]. A Doob h-transform translates this into a particular drift thus turning the Brownian motion into a three-dimensional Bessel process.

The argument we just stated suggests that the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 should be universal for a class of log-correlated processes to which the underlying “spine” Brownian motion representation applies. We expect the same even for the square-root local time of a random walk on a regular tree (whose extrema were studied by Abe [1] and two of the present authors [11]), despite the fact that there the associated “backbone” process is a zero-dimensional Bessel process. This is because this process is still close to Brownian motion once sufficiently large, which is the regime relevant here. Refined fractal structure: Our results are directed towards the carriers of Z^D; i.e., sets that support the random measure, and they capture the rate of growth of r ÞÑ Z^DpBpx, rqq near its typical points. As a next step, we may ask about the sets of points where Z^D behaves in a non-typical way.

For instance, given ϕ such that I_ψ “ 8, we know that Z^DpBpx, rqq{ϕprq Ñ 8 as r Ó 0 at Z^D-a.e. x P D; see Lemma 2.5. The set " x P D : lim sup_{rÓ0}

Z^DpBpx, rqq ϕprq ă 8 * . (1.9)

is thus Z^D-null which means that, for each ϵ ą 0, it can be covered by a countable collection of balls tB_ku_{kě1} such that ř kě1 Z^DpB_iq ă ϵ. The question is whether there exists a non-trivial exponent s ą 0 for which ř kě1 Z^DpB_iq^s remains uniformly positive for any such cover.

Similarly, if in turn I_ψ ă 8, Lemma 2.5 tells us that Z^DpBpx, rqq{ϕprq Ñ 0 as r Ó 0 at Z^D-a.e. x P D, but then we may ask the above question about the set " x P D : lim inf_{rÓ0}

Z^DpBpx, rqq ϕprq ą 0 * . (1.10)

Understanding these sets in relation to ϕ near the critical scaling (1.5) might reveal more refined fractal properties of Z^D-measure that would be of independent interest.

1.3 Main steps and outline.

The proof of our main results comes in three parts. The first part is a relatively straightforward reduction of the existence/absence of carriers of non-trivial Hausdorff measure to criteria for gauge functions ϕ for which the normalized disc volumes (1.7) are either unbounded or tend to zero as r Ó 0 (which, as it turns out, are the only two possibilities that can occur). This reduces the proof to two inequalities (stated in Proposition 2.3) that relate the growth/decay of (1.7) to the asymptotic behavior of the process (1.8), with γ tied to ϕ via (1.4).

The second part of the proof is a reduction of the inequalities in Proposition 2.3 to more elementary statements. Here we represent the Z-measure as the N Ñ 8 limit of its counterpart Z_N defined from the Discrete Gaussian Free Field h (DGFF) on a scaled-up version D_N of D on the square lattice Z^2. The advantage of this representation is that we can now condition h on a value at a point (while pointwise values of the continuum GFF are meaningless). This is relevant because the computations are thus reduced to control of the asymptotic behavior of Z_N on boxes centered at a point x_0 where the field is conditioned on a “near maximal” value; i.e., a value order- a log N below the typical scale of the maximum of DGFF on D_N. Here we benefit from our recent description of the asymptotic distribution of such “near-maximal” level sets [12].

Under the stated conditioning we can invoke the so called concentric decomposition of the DGFF to describe the Z_N-measure on concentric annuli centered at x_0 by way of a random walk. As noted earlier, the main point is to control an entropic repulsion effect which, effectively, makes this walk behave as a 3-dimensional Bessel process. Here we rely heavily on Ballot Theorems in the form studied by two of us in [20]. The proofs are thus reduced to two lemmas (namely, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3) that encapsulate the third and technically hardest part of the argument.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we prove the main results conditional on the link between (1.7) and (1.8). This link is proved in Section 4 with the help of the technical lemmas and the concentric decomposition that is introduced and explained in Section 3. The technical lemmas are proved in Section 5.

2. REDUCTION TO A KEY PROPOSITION

The proof of Theorem 1.1 comes in several layers. Here we present the “outer” layer where the proof is constructed conditional on a technical proposition. The proof of this proposition constitutes the remainder of the paper.

2.1 Key proposition.

We start with some notation and definitions. Observe that, given a domain D P D, the cLQG in D is a random variable Z^D taking values in the space MpR^2q of Radon measures on R^2 endowed with the σ-algebra of Borel sets associated with the topology of vague convergence. This topology is generated by sets tμ P MpR^2q : ş f dμ P Ou indexed by functions f P C_cpR^2q and open sets O Ď R^2. We will also consider the product space R^2 ^ MpR^dq which we endow with the product topology and the associated product σ-algebra. Standard arguments from measure theory give:

Lemma 2.1 For each bounded Borel set B Ď R^2, the function px, μq ÞÑ μpx ` Bq is Borel measurable as a map R^2 ^ MpR^2q Ñ R. Moreover, let M_‹pDq be the subset of MpR^2q containing all the measures that have positive and finite total mass and are concentrated on D. Then M_‹pDq is, for each D P D, a Borel subset of MpR^2q with PpZ^D P M_‹pDqq “ 1.

Proof. Note that x ÞÑ f px ` ¨q is continuous in the supremum norm for all f P C_cpR^2q. Thanks to the use of the vague topology on MpR^2q and continuity of f ÞÑ ş f dμ in the supremum norm for f supported in a given bounded set, px, μq ÞÑ ş f px ` ¨qdμ is continuous and thus measurable for each f P C_cpR^2q. Using this for f replaced by f_npxq :“ mint1, n distpx, R^2 ∖ Bqu which, we note, obeys f_n Ò 1_{intpBq} as n Ñ 8, the Bounded Convergence Theorem yields measurability of px, μq ÞÑ μpx ` Bq for each bounded open B Ď R^2. Dynkin’s π-λ Theorem then extends this to all bounded Borel sets B Ď R^2, proving the first part of the claim.

For the second part of the claim we note that, since D is bounded, μpDq ă 8 holds for all μ P MpR^2q. Then observe that M_‹pDq can be written as the intersection of two sets: first, the intersection of the sets tμ P MpR^dq : ş f dμ “ 0u with f P C_cpR^2q subject to suppp f q X D “ H, which is closed in MpR^dq, and, second, the union of the sets tμ P MpR^dq : ş f dμ ‰ 0u with f P C_cpR^2q subject to suppp f q Ď D, which is open in MpR^2q. In particular, M_‹pDq is a Borel subset of MpDq. That PpZ^D P M_‹pDqq “ 1 is known from, e.g., [8, Theorem 2.1]. □

The fact that Z^DpDq ą 0 a.s. allows us to consider the normalized version

pZ^DpAq :“ Z^DpAq Z^DpDq

(2.1)

of Z^D and write pX for a sample from pZ^D, conditional on Z^D. We take this to mean that the joint law of pX and Z^D is a probability measure on R^2 ^ MpR^2q endowed with the product Borel σ-algebra, such that for all Borel sets A Ď R^2 and B Ď MpR^2q, P ` p X P A, Z^D P B ˘ “ E ` p Z^DpAq1_{tZ}D_{PBu} ˘ , (2.2)

where E is the expectation with respect to the law of Z^D. The above product space will be assumed as our underlying probability space in the sequel.

Remark 2.2 The measure on the right of (2.2) is akin to the Peyrière rooted measure used frequently in the studies of Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos. The difference is that for the Peyrière measure the size biasing is done using Z^D and not its normalized counterpart. In particular, since Z^D fails to have the first moment, the Peyrière measure has infinite mass. This causes problems that can be overcome by suitable truncations (e.g., as in Duplantier, Rhodes, Sheffield and Vargas [15]). We opt to work with the normalized measure instead as that fits better our approach.

A key tool of our proofs is a tight control of the decay rate of Z^D-mass on balls of small radii centered at the point pX sampled from the size-biased law (2.2):

Proposition 2.3 (Key proposition) Let γ : p0, 8q Ñ p0, 8q be a continuous function with ψptq :“ γptq{ ? 1 ` t decreasing for large t and such that, for some η ą 0, we have t^{´η} γptq Ñ 8 as t Ñ 8. For each ϵ ą 0 there is c P p0, 8q such that P ^ lim sup rÓ0 Z^DpBp pX, rqq ş_8

logp1{rq e

´4γptqdt ď 1 ˙ ď ϵ ` cP ´ lim inf tÑ8 rY_t ´ γptq ‰ ě 0 ¯ (2.3) and P ^ lim sup rÓ0 Z^DpBp pX, rqq ş_8

logp1{rq e

´γptq{2dt ě 1 ˙ ď ϵ ` cP ´ lim inf tÑ8 rY_t ´ 2γptqs ď 0 ¯ (2.4)

hold with tY_tu_{tě0} denoting the 3-dimensional Bessel process started at 0.

For definiteness, we recall that the 3-dimensional Bessel process is a solution to the SDE dY_t “ dW_t ` Y^{´1}_t dt, where W is a standard Brownian motion. (Alternatively, Y is the modulus of the three-dimensional standard Brownian motion.) The numerical factors 4, 2 and 1{2 in (2.3–2.4) are included for convenience of the proofs; they can be moved from one side to the other by rescaling γ. Rescaling arguments are also key for bringing the conclusion of Proposition 2.3 to that of Theorem 1.1.

Note that the statement of (2.3–2.4) tacitly assumes that the limes superior on the lefthand side is a random variable. This is addressed in:

Lemma 2.4 Consider the product space R^2 ^ MpR^2q as discussed above and let M_‹pDq be as in Lemma 2.1. Then the function f_ϕ : R^2 ^ MpR^2q Ñ r0, 8s defined by

f_ϕpx, μq :“ 1_{M‹pDq}pμq lim sup_{rÓ0} μpBpx, rqq

ϕprq

(2.5)

is Borel measurable for every continuous ϕ : p0, 8q Ñ p0, 8q. In particular, assuming p pX, Z^Dq are realized as coordinate projections on R^2 ^ MpR^2q, lim sup_{rÓ0} Z^DpBp pX, rqq{ϕprq is (equivalent to) a random variable on the underlying probability space R^2 ^ MpR^2q.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, px, μq ÞÑ μpBpx, rqq is Borel measurable for each r ě 0. The monotonicity of r ÞÑ μpBpx, rqq along with continuity and positivity of ϕprq permit writing the limes superior in (2.5) as

inf_{ně1} sup

rPQXp0,1{nq

μpBpx, rqq ϕprq

(2.6)

which is thus Borel measurable. Since M_‹pDq is a Borel set, this proves that f_ϕ from (2.5) is a Borel function and f_ϕp pX, Z^Dq is a random variable. As PpZ^D P M_‹pDqq “ 1, the second part of the statement follows as well. □

2.2 Proof of main results from Proposition 2.3.

We will now show how Proposition 2.3 implies our main results. First we recast (2.3–2.4) as an a.s. limit statement:

Lemma 2.5 For ϕ, ψ and I_ψ as in the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, the following holds for a.e.-realization of Z^D: For a.e. sample of pX from pZ^D,

lim sup rÓ0 Z^DpBp pX, rqq ϕprq “ # 8, if I_ψ “ 8, 0, if I_ψ ă 8.

(2.7)

Proof from Proposition 2.3. The proof is based on an integral characterization of the minimal asymptotic growth of the d-dimensional Bessel processes. These have been studied by Motoo [27] with the corresponding results on the growth rate of the simple random walk in d ě 3 derived already by Dvoretzky and Erdős [19]. For the 3-dimensional Bessel process Y and any bounded ψ : p0, 8q Ñ p0, 8q with t ÞÑ ψptq decreasing for t sufficiently large, the second Theorem on page 27 of Motoo’s paper [27] (with “k ´ 2{2” in the exponent corrected to “k ´ 2”) gives P ´ lim inf tÑ8 “ Y_t´ ? 1 ` t ψptq ‰ ď 0 ¯ “ # 1, if I_ψ “ 8, 0, if I_ψ ă 8.

(2.8)

Here we simplified Motoo’s integral criterion using the fact that ψ is bounded.

As is readily checked, rescaling of ψ by a positive number does not affect the convergence of I_ψ. By assumption,

γptq :“ ? 1 ` t ψptq ÝÑ_{tÑ8} 8, (2.9) the dichotomy (2.8) therefore gives

I_ψ “ 8 ñ P ´ lim inf tÑ8 “ Y_t ´ γptq ‰ ě 0 ¯ “ 0 (2.10)

because the limes inferior equals negative infinity a.s., and

I_ψ ă 8 ñ P ´ lim inf tÑ8 “ Y_t ´ 2γptq ‰ ď 0 ¯ “ 0 (2.11)

because the limes inferior equals positive infinity a.s. Denoting pγprq :“ inf_{tělogp1{rq} γptq, from this we obtain ż_8

logp1{rq

e^{´γptq{2}dt ě ϕprqe^{pγprq{2} (2.12)

and ż_8

logp1{rq

e^{´2γptq}dt ď ϕprqe^{´pγprq} (2.13)

once r is small enough. This enables the conclusions of Proposition 2.3 that with the help of (2.10–2.13) and (2.9) yield

I_ψ “ 8 ô I 1_{8 ψ} “ 8 ñ P ´ lim sup rÓ0 Z^DpBp pX, rqq ş_8

logp1{rq e

´γptq{2dt ď 1 ¯ “ 0

ñ P ´ lim sup rÓ0 Z^DpBp pX, rqq ϕprq e^{´pγprq{2} ď 1 ¯ “ 0 (2.14)

and I_ψ ă 8 ô I_{8ψ} ă 8 ñ P ´ lim sup rÓ0 Z^DpBp pX, rqq ş_8

logp1{rq e

´2γptqdt ě 1 ¯ “ 0

ñ P ´ lim sup rÓ0 Z^DpBp pX, rqq ϕprq e^{pγprq} ě 1 ¯ “ 0.

(2.15)

These now imply the stated claim. □ The conclusion (2.7) is designed to feed into a theorem that expands on classical Frostman’s criteria for positivity and finiteness of the Hausdorff measure:

Theorem 2.6 (Rogers and Taylor) For each d ě 1 there is cpdq P p0, 8q such that the following holds for all gauge functions ϕ, all Radon measures μ on R^d, all Borel A Ď R^d and all t P p0, 8q:

@x P A : lim sup_{rÓ0} μpBpx, rqq ϕprq ă t (2.16)

implies H^ϕpAq ě t^{´1}μpAq and

@x P A : lim sup_{rÓ0} μpBpx, rqq ϕprq ą t (2.17)

implies H^ϕpAq ď cpdqt^{´1}μpAq.

Proof. The above formulation and a self-contained proof appear as Proposition 6.44 in Mörters and Peres [28] (see also Remark 6.45 thereafter). The statement goes back to Lemmas 2 and 3 in Rogers and Taylor [31]. □ With this in hand, we can give:

Proof of Theorem 1.1 from Proposition 2.3. Fix a gauge function ψ as in the statement and, with ϕ related to ψ as in (1.4), let Ω_ϕ be the set of measures μ P M_‹pDq (where M_‹pDq is as in Lemma 2.4) for which

lim sup rÓ0 μpBp¨, rqq

ϕprq “ # 8, if I_ψ “ 8, 0, if I_ψ ă 8,

(2.18)

holds μ-almost everywhere. Since ϕ is continuous, Lemma 2.4 implies that Ω_ϕ is a Borel subset of MpR^2q and Lemma 2.5 then gives PpZ^D P Ω_ϕq “ 1.

Let us assume Z^D P Ω_ϕ for the rest of the proof. For a “ 0, 8 denote

D_a :“ " x P D : lim sup_{rÓ0}

Z^DpBpx, rqq ϕprq “ a * (2.19)

and let rD :“ D ∖ pD_0 Y D_8q. For t P p0, 8q consider also

rD_t :“ " x P D : lim sup_{rÓ0}

Z^DpBpx, rqq

ϕprq

P pt, 8q * . (2.20)

Lemma 2.4 ensures that these are Borel sets and by our assumption that Z^D P Ω_ϕ we have Z^Dp rD_tq “ 0 for every t P p0, 8q. From (2.17) we thus get H^ϕp rD_tq ď cp2qt^{´1} Z^Dp rD_tq “ 0, t P p0, 8q. (2.21) As rD “ Ť tPQXp0,8q rDt, we conclude H

ϕp rDq “ 0.

Next consider the set D_8. Here (2.17) shows H^ϕpD_8q ď cp2q t^{´1} Z^DpD_8q, t ă 8. (2.22) Since Z^D is finite, taking t Ñ 8 we infer H^ϕpD_8q “ 0 and so H^ϕpD^c_0q “ 0. For any A Ď D Borel, (2.16) then gives H^ϕpAq “ H^ϕpA X D_0q ě t^{´1}Z^DpA X D_0q, t ą 0. (2.23) This implies Z^DpA X D_0q ą 0 ñ H^ϕpAq “ 8 (2.24) by taking t Ó 0.

We now conclude the claim: If I_ψ ă 8, then Z^DpD^c_0q “ 0 by the second line in (2.18) and so by (2.24), Z^DpAq ą 0 forces H^ϕpAq “ 8 for any A Ď D Borel, proving (1). For (2) note that, under I_ψ “ 8, the first line in (2.18) gives Z^DpD^c_8q “ 0. The set A :“ D_8 is thus a Z^D-carrier for which, as shown above, H^ϕpAq “ 0. □ We also give:

Proof of Corollary 1.2 from Proposition 2.3. Continuing the argument from the previous proof, for ψptq :“ rlogp1 ` tqs^{´θ} with θ ą 0 we have ϕ as in (1.5) and I_ψ “ 8 as soon as θ ă 1. Set θ :“ 1{2 and let D_8 be defined by the corresponding gauge function ϕ. The fact that ϕ decays to zero slower than any power then yields H^{ϕs} pD_8q ď H^ϕpD_8q for all s ą 0. But ψ is decreasing and satisfies I_ψ “ 8 so, by the above arguments, D_8 is a Z^D-carrier with H^ϕpD_8q “ 0. In particular, dim_HpD_8q “ 0. □ Proposition 2.3 encapsulates the “continuum” part of our proof; in the remainder of the paper we resort to discretizations based on the Discrete Gaussian Free Field. An alternative strategy could rely on continuum regularizations of the CGFF (e.g., via circle averages as in [15, 16] or in [23]) throughout.

3. RANDOM WALK REPRESENTATION

Here, on our way to the proof of Proposition 2.3, we present a reduction of the quantities in the statement to objects involving the Discrete Gaussian Free Field (DGFF) in lattice approximations of D; see Lemma 3.2 and 3.4. We then recall the concentric decomposition of the DGFF which leads to a random walk representation of the relevant quantities; see Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8.

3.1 Reduction to DGFF quantities.

Assume D P D to be fixed for the rest of the paper. Given any integer N ě 1 and writing dist for the ℓ^8-distance on Z^2 or on R^2, we will take

D_N :“ � x P Z^2 : distpx{N, D^cq ą^1{_N ( (3.1)

for a lattice approximation of D at scale N. This is a canonical choice that ensures a close correspondence of harmonic functions in D and D_N; see [8, Appendix]. It also enables the conclusions of [12] that we rely on in our proofs.

Given V Ĺ Z^d, let G^V : V ^ V Ñ r0, 8q denote the Green function on V with G^V px, yq defined as the expected number of visits to y by the simple random walk on Z^2 started from x and killed upon the first exit from V. Let h^V denote a sample of the DGFF on V which is a centered Gaussian process with covariance G^V p¨, ¨q. We will henceforth write P and E for the law of the DGFF and its expectation while reserving “plain” P and E for probability and expectation in other contexts. Of prime interest is the choice V :“ D_N but other choices will be needed as well.

For the lattice counterpart of Z^D we then set

Z^D_N :“ 1 log N ÿ xPD_N

e^{αphDNx ´mNq}δ_{x{N}, (3.2)

where α :“ 2{ ? g for g :“ 2{π and

m_N :“ 2 ? g log N´ 3 4 ? g log logpN _ eq. (3.3)

Notice that Z^D_N is a Radon measure concentrated on D. As shown in Rhodes and Vargas [30, Theorem 5.13], Junnila and Saksman [23, Theorem 1.1] and again in the recent study [12] by the present authors,

Z^D_N^{law}ÝÑ_{NÑ8} Z^D, (3.4)

where the convergence in law is relative to the vague topology on MpR^2q.

Remark 3.1 Let us highlight some facts about weak convergence in MpR^2q. Abbreviate xμ, f y :“ ş μpdxq f pxq. The key point to note is that, given random elements μ and tμ_N u_{Ně1} from MpR^2q, the weak convergence μ_N^{law}ÝÑ μ is implied by (and is thus equivalent to) the convergence of real-valued random variables xμ_N, f y^{law}ÝÑ xμ, f y for all continuous f : R^2 Ñ R_` with compact support. Indeed, the latter implies convergence of the Laplace transforms of these random variables for all f as stated. Linearity along with the Cramér-Wold device then extend this to the convergence ` xμ_N, f_1y, . . . , xμ_N, f_ky

˘_{law} ÝÑ_{NÑ8} ` xμ, f_1y, . . . , xμ, f_ky ˘ (3.5)

as random vectors in R^k for all k-tuples f_1, . . . , f_k of continuous functions with compact support. The space MpR^2q is second countable and there exists a sequence t f_iu_{iě1} of continuous functions with compact support such that each open U Ď MpR^2q is an increasing limit of sets of the form U_k :“

Ş_k

i“1tν P MpR^2q : xν, f_iy P O_iu for some kdependent k-tuple of open sets O_1, . . . , O_k Ď R. It follows that

lim inf NÑ8 P ` μ_N P U ˘ ě lim inf NÑ8 P ` μ_N P U_k ˘

“ lim inf NÑ8 P ^` xμ_N, f_1y, . . . , xμ_N, f_ky ˘ P ką i“1 O_i ˙

ě P ^ ` xμ, f_1y, . . . , xμ, f_ky ˘ P ką i“1 O_i ˙ “ Ppμ P U_kq ÝÑ_{kÑ8} Ppμ P Uq,

(3.6)

where the middle inequality follows from one of the equivalent definitions (per Portmanteau’s Theorem) of weak convergence in R^k. The Portmanteau Theorem again (which applies since MpR^2q is completely metrizable) then gives μ_N^{law}ÝÑ μ.

We will henceforth use B^8px, rq :“ rx ´ r, x ` rs^2 (3.7)

to denote the ℓ^8-ball of radius r centered at x. Let us also write

pZ^D_N p¨q :“ Z^{DN} p¨q Z^D_N pDq

(3.8)

for the normalized counterpart of Z^D_N and let pX_N be a sample from pZ^D_N conditional on h^{DN} . This means that the joint distribution of p pX_N, Z^D_N q on R^2 ^ MpR^2q obeys

Pp pX_N P A, Z^D_N P Bq “ E ` p Z^D_N pAq1_{tZ}D_{N PBu} ˘ (3.9)

for all Borel A Ď R^2 and B Ď MpR^2q. The convergence (3.4) can then be augmented to:

Lemma 3.2 Relative to the product topology on R^2 ^ MpR^2q,

p pX_N , Z^D_Nq^{law}ÝÑ_{NÑ8} p pX, Z^Dq. (3.10)

Moreover, there exists a dense subset Σ Ď p0, 8q such that for all k ě 1 and all r_1, . . . , r_k P Σ, ´ Z^D_N ` B^8p pX_N , r_1q ˘ , . . . , Z^D_N ` B^8p pX_N, r_kq ˘¯ lawÝÑ NÑ8 ´ Z^D ` B^8p pX, r_1q ˘ , . . . , Z^D ` B^8p pX, r_kq

˘¯ (3.11)

in the sense of convergence in law on R^k.

Proof. Continuing the use of the shorthand xμ, f y :“ ş μpdxq f pxq, the argument in Remark 3.1 shows that for (3.10) it suffices to prove ` p X_N , xZ^D_N, f y

˘_{law}

ÝÑ_{NÑ8} ` p X, xZ^D, f y ˘ (3.12)

for each f : R^2 Ñ R_` with compact support. This will in turn follow if E ´ g_1p pX_N qg_2 ` xZ^D_N , f y ˘¯ ÝÑ_{NÑ8} E ´ g_1p pXqg_2 ` xZ^D, f y ˘¯ (3.13)

for all bounded and continuous g_1 : R^2 Ñ R_` and g_2 : R Ñ R_`.

Let g_3 : R^2 Ñ r0, 1s be continuous with compact support such that g_3 “ 1 on D. Define φ : R^3 Ñ R_` by

φpx_1, x_2, x_3q :“ max " |x_1| |x_2| , 1 * g_2px_3q (3.14)

when x_2 ‰ 0 and by φpx_1, x_2, x_3q :“ 1 when x_2 “ 0. Assuming without loss of generality that |g_1| ď 1, we then have E ´ g_1p pX_Nqg_2 ` xZ^D_N , f y ˘¯ “ E ´ x pZ^D_N , g_1yg_2 ` xZ^D_N, f y ˘¯

“ E ^ φ ´ xZ^D_N, g_1y, xZ^D_N , g_3y, xZ^D_N, f y ¯˙ ÝÑ_{NÑ8} E ^ φ ´ xZ^D, g_1y, xZ^D, g_3y, xZ^D, f y ¯˙

“ E ´ x pZ^D, g_1yg_2 ` xZ^D, f y ˘¯ “ E ´ g_1p pXqg_2 ` xZ^D, f y ˘¯ . (3.15) Here the limit follows from (3.4) and the fact that μ ÞÑ φpxμ, g_1y, xμ, g_3y, xμ, f yq is bounded and continuous except on the set where xμ, g_3y “ 0 which is a closed set of zero measure under the law of Z^D. Hence (3.10) follows.

Moving to the proof of (3.11), write A_δpx, rq :“ B^8px, r ` δq ∖ B^8px, r ´ δq and approximate the indicator 1_B8_{px,rq} by compactly-supported continuous functions f , g : R^2 Ñ r0, 1s such that f ď 1_B8_{px,rq} ď g and g ´ f ď 1_{Aδpx,r`δq}. Invoking (3.10) for N Ñ 8 and noting that

lim_{δÓ0} P ´ Z^D ` A_δp pX, rq ˘ ą 0 ¯ “ P ´ Z^DpBB^8p pX, rq ˘ ą 0 ¯ (3.16)

we get convergence (3.11) whenever r_1, . . . , r_k belong to the set

Σ :“ " r ą 0 : P ´ Z^DpBB^8p pX, rq ˘ ą 0 ¯ “ 0 * . (3.17)

This set is dense in p0, 8q because it contains every continuity point of the monotone function r ÞÑ EpZ^DpB^8p pX, rqqe^{´ZDpDq}q. □

We note that we actually believe that Z^DpBB^8p pX, rqq “ 0 holds for all r ą 0 in a.e. sample of Z^D. However, the above is sufficient for our needs and proving a stronger statement would require computations that we prefer to avoid.

3.2 Asymptotic statements and bounds.

Lemma 3.2 will be used to recast probabilities involving Z^D and pX as limits of probabilities involving their “discretized” counterparts Z^D_N and pX_N . Manipulations with these objects will be facilitated by the following facts:

Lemma 3.3 Let h^{DN} and pX_N be as above. For all a ě 0 we have

lim_{NÑ8} P ´ h^{DN} pN pX_N q ´ m_N R “ ´a a log N, 0 ‰¯ “ e^{´ a} 2 2g . (3.18)

In addition, lim_{δÓ0} lim sup NÑ8 P ` distp pX_N , D^cq ą δ ˘ “ 0. (3.19)

Proof. Consider the near extremal process associated with DGFF in D_N

ζ^D_N :“ 1 log N ÿ xPD_N

e^{αphDNx ´mNq}δ_{x{N} b δ_{pmN´h}D_{Nx q{}?_{log N}. (3.20)

By the main result of Biskup, Gufler and Louidor [12],

ζ^N_D^{law}ÝÑ_{NÑ8} c_‹ Z^D b 1_{r0,8q}ptqte^{´ t22g} dt (3.21)

where c_‹ P p0, 8q is a constant. The convergence is relative to the vague topology on D^ R, where R denotes the two-point compactification of R. Introducing the normalized process pζ^D_N p¨q :“ ζ^D_N p¨q{ζ^D_N pD ^ Rq, we get

pζ^D_N`D ^ r0, as^c˘^{law}ÝÑ_{NÑ8} ż_8 a te^{´ t} 2 2g dt ż_8 0 te^{´ t} 2 2g dt

. (3.22)

Since the probability in the statement is exactly the expectation of the left-hand side, the claim follows by a direct calculation.

As to (3.19), let D^δ :“ tx P R^2 : distpx, D^cq ą δu and note that the probability is bounded by E pZ^D_N pR^2 ∖ D^δq whose limes superior as N Ñ 8 is bounded by E pZ^DpR^2 ∖ D^δq. This tends to zero as δ Ó 0 by the fact that Z^D is supported on D a.s. □ The right-hand side of (3.18) can be made as small as desired by taking a large. In computations of probabilities involving Z^D_N and pX_N, we can thus first restrict h^{DN} pN pX_N q to the interval m_N ` r´a a log N, 0s, force pX_N P D^δ_N for δ ą 0 small, where

D^δ_N :“ � x P D_N : distpx, D^c_Nq ą δN ( , (3.23)

and then work under conditioning on pX_N and h^{DN} pN pX_N q. We will summarize the elementary calculations underpinning this step in the next lemma but before we do that, recall the asymptotic formula for G^{DN} pxq from [6, Theorem 1.17],

G^{DN} px, xq “ g log N ` g log r^Dpx{Nq ` c_0 ` op1q, (3.24)

where op1q Ñ 0 as N Ñ 8 uniformly in x P D^δ_N. Here c_0 is a (known) constant and r^D : D Ñ p0, 8q is (for D simply connected) the conformal radius of D from x.

Lemma 3.4 Let δ ą 0. For all x P D^δ_N, all a ą 0 and all Borel sets B Ď R^{DN} , P ´ pX_N “x{N, 0 ď m_N ´ h^DN_x ď a a log N, h^{DN} P B ¯

“ e^{op1q` c02g} a log N N^2 r^Dpx{Nq^2 ^ 1 a 2πg ż r0,as

dt e^{´ t} 2 2g E ´ Z^D_N pDq^{´1}1_{th}D_{N PBu} ˇ ˇ mN ´ h^{DN}_x “ t a log N ¯ , (3.25)

where op1q Ñ 0 as N Ñ 8 uniformly in B P R^{DN} , x P D^δ_N and a P r0, plog Nq^{1{2´δ}s.

Proof. Let f_{N,x} denote the probability density of h^{DN}_x with respect to the Lebesgue measure. The left-hand side in (3.25) can be written as a log N ż r0,as

dt f_{N,x} ` m_N ´ t a log N ˘

^ E ^ Z^D_N px{Nq Z^D_N pDq

1_{th}D_{N PBu} ˇ ˇ ˇ m^N ´ h^{DN}x “ t a log N

˙ (3.26)

by (3.9) and a change of variables. Using (3.24) along with the explicit form of m_N from (3.3) we get, for op1q Ñ 0 uniformly in t P r0, as and x P D^δ_N,

f_{N,x} ` m_N ´ t a log N ˘ “ e^{op1q` c02g} 1 a 2πg log N N^2 r^Dpx{Nq^2 e^{´ t} 2 2g `αt

?_{log N} , (3.27)

as shown in [12, Lemma 5.5]. Combining with the term plog Nq^{´1}e^{´αt}

?_{log N} arising from (3.2), we get (3.25). □ With Lemma 3.4 in hand, the computations are effectively reduced to asymptotic of the conditional expectation in (3.25). Next we recall:

Lemma 3.5 There exists a constant c ă 8 such that for all N ě 1 and all u P r1, a log Nq, P ` max h^{DN} ą m_N ` u ˘ ď cue^{´αu} (3.28)

Proof. For D_N :“ p0, Nq^2 X Z^2, this is [14, Theorem 1.4]. A routine extension to general domains is performed in [8, Proposition 3.3]. □

The event h^{DN} ď m_N ` u is thus typical and we can make it part of the event h^{DN} P B in (3.25) at the cost of additive corrections that tend to zero as u Ñ 8. This is useful in light of the following asymptotic:

Lemma 3.6 Let u ą 0 and let δ ą 0 be sufficiently small. Then Op1q defined by P ´ h^{DN} ď m_N ` u ˇ ˇ mN ´ h^{DN}_x “ t a log N ¯ “ e^{Op1q} a log N p1 ` tq (3.29)

is bounded uniformly in N ě 3, x P D^δ_N and t P r0, plog Nq^{1{2´δ}s.

Proof. Abbreviating U :“ D ´ x{N and using U_N to denote its discretization via (3.1), the left-hand side of (3.29) equals (using the notation of [20]) P ´ h^{UN} ď 0 ˇ ˇ h^{UN}_0 “ ´t a log N ´ u, h^{UN} |_{BUN} “ ´m_N ´ u ¯ . (3.30)

The assertion now follows from [20, Corollary 1.7 and Theorem 1.8], with the outer domain U_N and the inner domain V :“ Bp0, 1{4q discretized by of [20, Eq. (1.3)] so that V^´_0 “ t0u^c (using also [20, Remark 2]). □

Thanks to Lemma 3.6, whenever h^{DN} ď m_N ` u is included in the event h^{DN} P B in (3.26), one can add it to the conditional event and effectively absorb the prefactor a log N into the conditional expectation. Introducing

Γ_{N,u}px, tq :“ � h^{DN} ď m_N ` uu X � m_N ´ h^{DN}_x “ t a log N ( , (3.31)

this will reduce the proof of Proposition 2.3 to upper bounds on the expectation E ´ Z^D_NpDq^{´1}1_{th}D_{N PBu} ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px, tq¯ (3.32)

for the relevant choices of the event h^{DN} P B (see (4.28) or (4.45)) uniformly in x P D^δ_N, t P r0, as and u ě 1. While the conditioning is singular, the expression is determined by the fact that h^{DN}_x has a continuous probability density.

3.3 Concentric decomposition.

Our way of controlling the expectation (3.32) relies on a representation of the field h^{DN} as the sum of independent contributions that are associated with concentric annuli centered at some fixed point of D_N.

We start by defining the relevant geometric notions. Fix δ P p0, 1q small, N ě 1 large and let x_0 P D^δ_N. We will keep x_0 fixed throughout the developments. Although the objects introduced below depend on x_0 and δ, we will not make this dependence notationally explicit. Next let us abbreviate

κpδq :“ inf � k P N : e^{´k} ă δ ( (3.33)

and let n :“ inf � k P N : Ne^{´κpδq´k} ă 1 ( . (3.34) Note that |n ´ log N| is bounded by a constant that depends only on δ and D. For k “ 1, . . . , n ´ 1, let Δ^k :“ � x P Z^2 : distpx_0, xq ă Ne^{´κpδq´k} ( (3.35) and note that

D_N “: Δ^0 Ě Δ^1 Ě . . . Ě Δ^{n´1} Ě Δ^n :“ tx_0u Ě Δ^{n`1} :“ H. (3.36)

We then have:

Lemma 3.7 (Concentric decomposition) There exist functions tb_k : k “ 0, . . . , nu on Z^2, centered Gaussians tφ_kpx_0q : k “ 0, . . . , nu and centered Gaussian fields tχ_k : k “ 0, . . . , nu and th^1_k : k “ 0, . . . , nu on Z^2 such that all the objects in � φ_kpx_0q : k “ 0, . . . , n ( Y tχ_k : k “ 0, . . . , nu Y th^1_k : k “ 0, . . . , nu (3.37) are independent with h^1_n :“ 0 and, for k “ 0, . . . , n ´ 1,

h^1_k^{law}“ DGFF on Δ^k ∖ Δ^{k`1} (3.38) and such that, for all k “ 1, . . . , n,

h^{Δk law}“ nÿ j“k “ p1 ` b_jp¨qqφ_jpx_0q ` χ_j ` h^1_j ‰ . (3.39)

In addition, χ_kpx_0q “ 0 a.s. and b_kpx_0q “ 0 for all k “ 0, . . . , n. With these added, the functions tb_k : k “ 0, . . . , nu and the laws of all the objects in (3.37) are determined uniquely, and we have min b_k ě ´1 for all k “ 0, . . . , n. Moreover, χ_k and 1 ` b_k vanish a.s. in Z^2 ∖ Δ^k.

Proof. This paraphrases [9, Proposition 3.3] while leaving out the explicit form of the law of the χ_k’s and the formulas for the b_k’s given there. To see that these objects are uniquely determined by the stated facts, note that φ_kpxq :“ p1 ` b_kpxqqφ_kpx_0q ` χ_kpxq (3.40) is a centered Gaussian field independent of the h^1_k’s with law determined from (3.37) and (3.39) by a covariance calculation. (The potential clash of notations in (3.40) for x “ x_0 is eliminated by the assumption χ_kpx_0q “ 0 and b_kpx_0q “ 0.) Another covariance calculation based on (3.40) and (3.37) then determines b_k and the law of χ_k. □ Note that (3.39) provides a natural coupling of all th^{Δk} : k “ 0, . . . , nu. This permits us to treat (3.39) as an almost-sure equality in the sequel. A key point is that, in the situations of interest, the above decomposition can largely be controlled by the following quantities

S_k :“ kÿ j“0 φ_jpx_0q, k “ 0, . . . , n, (3.41)

which in light of the independence of tφ_jpx_0q : j “ 0, . . . , nu will be referred to as a random walk. (Note, however, the inhomogeneity of the step distribution.) Moreover,

h^{DN} px_0q “ S_n (3.42) by (3.39) and the fact that b_kpx_0q “ 0 “ χ_kpx_0q “ h^1_kpx_0q for all k as above, so conditioning on h^{DN} px_0q is the same as conditioning on S_n. The values of h^{DN} at other points of D_N can be expressed by adding suitable “decorations” to the random walk:

Lemma 3.8 (Random walk representation) Regarding (3.39) as an a.s. equality,

h^{DN}_x “ S_k` kÿ j“0 rb_jpxqφ_jpx_0q ` χ_jpxq ` h^1_jpxqs (3.43)

holds for all x P Δ^k ∖ Δ^{k`1} and all k “ 0, . . . , n.

Proof. Since both h^{Δk} and, by (3.38), also h^1_k vanish outside Δ^k, a variance calculation shows that the same applies to χ_k and 1 ` b_k. The claim follows from (3.39) for k :“ n. □

Remark 3.9 A covariance calculation along with (3.37) and (3.39) show that, for each 1 ď k ď n, the field (3.40) obeys

φ_k^{law}“ E ´ h^{Δk} ˇ ˇ σ`h_Δ^k pxq : x P BΔ_{k`1}˘¯. (3.44)

From the a.s. version of (3.39) we in turn get

h^{Δk} “ h^{Δk`1} ` h^1_k ` φ_k. (3.45)

Since h^{Δk`1} ` h^1_k has the law of the DGFF on Δ^k ∖ BΔ^{k`1}, (3.45) is an expression of the Gibbs-Markov property of the DGFF (see e. g. [6, Lemma 3.1]). This property underlies many technical arguments involving the DGFF.

As for χ_k, here (3.40) shows

χ_k “ E ` φ_k ˇ φ_kpx_0q “ 0 ˘ . (3.46)

Regarding φ_kpx_0q as a constant field representing φ_k, the “decoration” b_k φ_kpx_0q ` χ_k accounts for the spatial variations of φ_k.

By (3.41), (3.45) and the Gibbs-Markov property, we also have

S_k “ kÿ i“0 φ_ipx_0q “ ph^{DN} q_{BΔ}k px_0q, (3.47)

where x ÞÑ f_Upxq henceforth denotes the unique bounded harmonic extension to Z^2 of the restriction of a function f to a finite subset U Ď Z^2.

As the reader may have noticed, while we follow closely [9], our domains (3.35) are labeled in reverse order which causes changes in the labeling of the sums in (3.39) and (3.43) compared to [9]. This is because our main focus here is on the macroscopic aspects of the field, rather than the local behavior that [9] was primarily concerned with.

4. PROOF OF THE KEY PROPOSITION

In this section we employ the random walk representation of the DGFF to give a proof of Proposition 2.3 conditional on three lemmas; namely, Lemma 4.2, 4.3 and 4.6 below. These lemmas will be proved in Section 5.

4.1 Control variable.

In order to make efficient use of the random walk representation, we have to control the decorations; namely, the sums on the right-hand side of (3.43). Here we denote

Ξ_k :“ log ^ 1 log N ÿ xPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} exp ! kÿ j“0 αrb_jpxqφ_jpx_0q ` χ_jpxqs ` αph^1_k ´ m_{Ne}´k q )˙ . (4.1)

For k ě 1, abbreviate

B^8_k :“ B^8px_0{N, e^{´k´κpδq}q “ tx P R^2 : distpx, x_0{Nq ă e^{´k´κpδq}u (4.2) and abbreviate A_k :“ B^8_k ∖ B^8_{k`1}. Note that then Δ^k “ tx P Z^2 : x{N P B^8_k u and Δ^k ∖ Δ^{k`1} “ tx P Z^2 : x{N P A_ku. Using these objects we get

Z^D_NpA_kq “ e^{αrSk´mN`mNe´k s`Ξk} (4.3)

for all k “ 1, . . . , n.

As in earlier work [9], we will control the various “error” terms on the right-hand side of (4.3) by a single random variable:

Definition 4.1 (Control variable) Fix η P p0, 1{4q, ℓ P N, and let K “ Kpη, ℓq be the smallest number in t0, 1, . . . , ℓu such that

@k P tK, . . . , ℓ ^ nu : |Ξ_k| ď k^η . (4.4)

If no such number exists, we set K :“ mintℓ, tn{2uu ` 1.

Besides η and ℓ, the control variable depends on the underlying domain as well as the point x_0 in which the concentric decomposition is rooted but we will not mark that dependence explicitly. A key point is that the law of K can be controlled uniformly:

Lemma 4.2 Let η P p0, 1{4q. For each u ě 1, a ą 0, and δ ą 0, there is k_0 ě 1, and for each ℓ ě k ě k_0 there is N_0 ě 1, such that for all N ě N_0, x_0 P D^δ_N and t P r0, as, P ` Kpη, ℓq ą k ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq˘ ă δ. (4.5)

Once the decorations have been dispensed with — which will be achieved by restricting the value of the control variable and replacing the decorations by a bound — the events under consideration will depend on the random walk only. It remains to do the same in the conditioning event. This is the content of:

Lemma 4.3 For k “ 0, . . . , n set t_k :“ VarpαS_kq. (4.6)

For all u ě 1, a ą 0 and δ ą 0 there exist v ą 0 and c P p0, 8q and, for all k_0 ě 1 there is N_0 ě 1 such that for all N ě N_0, x_0 P D^δ_N and t P r0, as, P ` A ˇ Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq ˘

ď cP ^ A ˇ ˇ ˇ^n č k“0 ! αS_k ď α t_k t_n m_N ` v ) X � S_n “ m_N ´ t a log N ( ˙ ` δ (4.7)

holds for all events A P σpS_k : 0 ď k ď k_0q.

The proofs of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 are technical and somewhat unilluminating and so we defer them to Section 5.

4.2 Random walk estimates.

In order to deal with events arising in applications of the concentric decomposition, we represent the random walk event via a standard Brownian motion tW_t : t ě 0u. We use P^x to denote the law of W subject to P^xpW_0 “ xq “ 1. We then have:

Lemma 4.4 Let a ą 0 and δ ą 0 and recall the sequence tt_ku^n_{k“0} from (4.6). For each N ě 1 and t P r0, as, there exists a coupling of Pph^{DN} P ¨ | ´ αS_n ` αm_N “ t a log Nq to P^0pW P ¨|W_{tn} “ t a log Nq such that " ´αS_k ` α t_k t_n m_N

*_n k“0 “ tW_{tk} u^n_{k“0}. (4.8)

Moreover, there exists a constant c P p0, 8q such that |t_k ´ 4k| ă c holds for all N ě 1, all 1 ď k ď n and all x_0 P D^δ_N.

Proof. The coupling follows as pS_kq^n_{k“0} is a Gaussian random walk by (3.41). Under the probability measure P, the variance satisfies

Var S_k “ Var ` ph^{DN} q_{BΔ}k ˘ px_0q “ Var h^{DN}_{x0} ´ Var h^{Δk}_{x0} (4.9)

by (3.47) and the Gibbs-Markov property of the DGFF h^{DN} . By the estimate for the Green function (3.24), the r.h.s. in the last display equals

g log N ´ g logpNe^{´k}q ` Op1q “ gk ` Op1q, (4.10) where the Op1q terms are bounded uniformly in N ě 1, 1 ď k ď N and x_0 P D^δ_N. As αg “ 4, this yields a coupling of Pph^{DN} P ¨q to P^0pW P ¨q such that t´αS_ku^n_{k“0} “ tW_{tk} u^n_{k“0}. The assertion now follows by conditioning on ´αS_n “ W_{tn} “ ´αm_N ` t a log N and comparing the means. □

As is seen from (4.8), the process pS defined by

pS_k :“ ´αS_k ` α t^k t_n m_N. (4.11)

naturally couples to Brownian motion. The process rS defined via rS_k :“ ´αS_k ` αb_k for b_k :“ m_N ´ m_{Ne´k} . (4.12)

is in turn well suited for extremal value theory for the DGFF. For the application of Lemma 4.4, we will also need to estimate the difference between these processes:

Lemma 4.5 Let δ ą 0. There exists a constant c P p0, 8q such that for all N ě 1, x_0 P D^δ_N, and all 0 ď k ď n, ´c ď t_k t_n m_N ´ b_k ď c ` 1 ` log mintk, n ´ ku ˘ (4.13)

and hence ´c ď pS_k ´ rS_k ď c ` 1 ` log mintk, n ´ ku ˘ . (4.14)

Proof. We begin with the first inequality in (4.13). For k “ 0 and k “ n, the difference^{tk}_{tn} m_N ´ b_k is bounded uniformly in n, so we will focus on 1 ď k ă n. Abbreviate

e_s :“ ´ log n ` logpn ´ sq` s n log n, s P p0, nq. (4.15)

Then, by Lemma 4.4 and the definitions of b_k and m_N, it follows that b_k ´^{tk}_{tn} m_N ´^3_4 ? ge_k is bounded in absolute value by a constant that does not depend on k, N and x_0. Hence, it suffices to show that e_s is bounded from above by a constant uniformly in n ě 1 and s P r1, n ´ 1s. To this aim, a derivative calculation shows that that s ÞÑ e_s is convex. Since e_1 and e_{n´1} are bounded, so is max_{sPr1,n´1s} e_s.

For the second inequality in (4.13) we first note ˇ ˇ tk t_n m_N ´ b_k ˇ ˇ ď ˇ ˇ tk t_n m_N ´ m_k ˇ ˇ ` ˇm_k ´ b_kˇ, (4.16)

We now invoke [20, Lemma B.1], the definitions of b_k and m_N and subadditivity of the logarithm to conclude that both terms on the right are bounded by a constant times 1` log mintk, n ´ ku. This proves (4.13); the relation (4.14) is a direct consequence of (4.13) and the definitions of pS_k and rS_k. □

Next will give a bound on the right-hand side in Lemma 4.3 in terms of a 3-dimensional Bessel process tY_tu_{tě0}; i.e., a solution to the SDE dY_t “ dW_t ` Y^{´1}_t dt. In order to keep track of the initial value, let rP^x denote the law of Y subject to rP^xpY_0 “ xq “ 1.

Lemma 4.6 For all a ą 0, v ě 0 and δ ą 0 there exist c P p0, 8q and ṽ ě 0 and, for all k_0 ě 1, there is N_0 ě 1 such that for all N ě N_0, x_0 P D^δ_N and t P r0, as, the following holds:

P^0 ^ tW_{tk} u^{k0}_{k“1} P A ˇ ˇ ˇ nč k“0 � W_{tk} ě ´v ( X � W_{tn} “ t a log N (˙

ď c rP^ṽ ^ tY_{tk} ´ ṽu^{k0}_{k“1} P A ˙ ` δ (4.17)

for all measurable A Ď R^{k0} .

The proof of Lemma 4.6 relies on similar arguments as those of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 and so we defer it to Section 5 as well. (Note that the above is a statement about Brownian bridges. The connection to x_0 and D_N arises through the choice of n and the t_k’s.) Next we note the following fact on stochastic domination for Bessel processes:

Lemma 4.7 Let v ě 0 and b ě 0. Then for all product measurable A Ď R^{r0,bs} such that 1_A is non-decreasing in each coordinate,

P^v ` pY_s ´ vq_{sďb} P A ˘ ď P^0 ` pY_sq_{sďb} P A ˘ . (4.18)

Proof. We follow an argument from Lawler [26, p.19]. Let Y^x denote the solution to the SDE dY^x_t “ dW_t `^1_Yx_t dt with initial value Y_0 “ x ě 0, where W is a standard Brownian motion. (The transience of the 3-dimenional Bessel process then implies Y_t ą 0 for all t ą 0.) Using the same sample of W for Y^v and Y^0, the difference Y^v_t ´ Y^0_t then satisfies the ODE

dpY^v_t ´ Y^0_t q “´

Y^0_t ´ Y^v_t Y^0_t Y^v_t dt (4.19)

which gives us the representation

Y^v_t ´ Y^0_t “ v exp " ´ ż_t 0 ds Y^0_s Y^v_s * . (4.20)

The right-hand side is confined to r0, vs. Hence, Y^v_t ´ v ď Y^0 and Y^v_t ě Y^0_t , which now implies the assertion. □

4.3 Proof of Proposition 2.3 from Lemmas 4.2, 4.3 and 4.6.

We now move to the proof of Proposition 2.3 conditional on the above technical lemmas. We will explicate all the necessary details only for the first inequality as the proof of the second inequality is very similar.

Proof of (2.3) in Proposition 2.3. Fix ϵ ą 0. We start by a reduction to limits along discrete sequences. First note that the assumption that ψ is decreasing shows that, for any t ą 0 and the unique natural j such that t P rj, j ` 1q, γ ` t ˘ ě a 1 ` j ψpj ` 1q ě 2^{´1{2} a 2 ` j ψpj ` 1q “ 2^{´1{2} γpj ` 1q. (4.21)

For any real r ď 1 and the unique natural k such that e^{´pk`1q} ă r ď e^{´k} we then get ż_8

logp1{rq

e^{´4γptq}dt ď ÿ jěk e^{´23{2 γpjq}. (4.22)

Using also that r ÞÑ Z^DpBp pX, rqq is non-decreasing we obtain

Z^D ` Bp pX, rq ˘ ş_8

logp1{rq e

´4γptqdt ě

Z^D ` Bp pX, e^{´pk`1q}q ˘ ř jěk e^{´23{2γpjq}

. (4.23)

It follows that P ´ lim sup rÓ0 Z^DpBp pX, rqq ş_8

logp1{rq e

´4γptqdt ď 1 ¯

ď lim_{ρÓ0} lim_{k0Ñ8} lim_{k1Ñ8} P ^ max k_0ăkďk_1

Z^D ` B^8p pX, e^{´k`1}q ˘ ř jěk e^{´23{2γpjq} ď 1 ` ρ{2 ˙ . (4.24)

By Lemma 3.2 (and with Σ as defined there), each interval re^{´k´1}, e^{´k}s contains a point r_k P Σ for which tZ^D_N pB^8p pX_N, r_kqqu^{k1}_{k“k0} then tends in law to tZ^DpB^8p pX, r_kqqu^{k1}_{k“k0} . A simple monotonicity argument then bounds probability on the right of (4.24) by

lim sup NÑ8 P ^ max k_0ďkăk_1

Z^D_N ` B^8p pX_N , e^{´k}q ˘ ř jěk e^{´23{2 γpjq} ď 1 ` ρ ˙ . (4.25)

We can thus focus on the probability under the limes superior.

Given integers N ě 1 and 1 ď k_0 ă k_1 and parameters b, ρ ą 0, let E_N “ E_Npk_0, k_1, b, ρq denote the intersection of tZ^D_N pDq ě e^{´b}u with the event in (4.25). Following the strategy described in Section 3.1 and denoting

q_N “ q_N pu, a, b,δq :“ Ppmax h^{DN} ą m_N ` uq ` P ` Z^D_N pDq ă e^{´b} ˘ ` PpN pX_N R D^δ_Nq ` P ´ h^{DN} pN pX_N q ´ m_N R r´a a log N, 0s ¯ , (4.26)

the probability in (4.25) is at most

q_N` ÿ xPD^δ_N P ´ pX_N “ x{N, 0 ď m_N ´ h^DN_x ď a a log N, h^{DN} ď m_N ` u ; E_N ¯ . (4.27)

By the tail bound (3.28), Lemmas 3.2–3.3 in conjunction with Z^DpDq ą 0 and Z^DpBDq “ 0 a.s. ensure that q_Npu, a, b, δq vanishes in the limit N Ñ 8 followed by u Ñ 8, a Ñ 8, b Ñ 8 and δ Ó 0 (in any order). In particular, there are choices of u, a, b and δ such that q_N ă ϵ{2 for all sufficiently large N.

With u, a, b and δ fixed, we use Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6 to bound the probability under the sum in (4.27) by

e^{Op1q} N^2 e^b sup_{0ďtďa} max_{xPDδ} N P ^ max k_0ďkďk_1

Z^D_N ` B^8px{N, e^{´k} ˘ ř jěk e^{´23{2γpjq} ď 1 ` ρ ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px, tq ˙ , (4.28)

where e^b arises from the bound on Z^D_N pDq enforced by event E_N being applied in the expectation in (3.25). For the probability on the right we invoke the concentric decomposition rooted at x. Write tS_ku for the random walk (3.41) and K “ Kpη, ℓq for the control variable (4.4) defined for an exponent η such that (as assumed in the statement) t^{´η} γptq Ñ 8. Note that

αpm_N ´ m_{Ne}´k q “ 4k ` op1q, αb_k “ 4k ` op1q (4.29)

as N Ñ 8. The op1q terms (that vanish as N Ñ 8 for each k) are in absolute value at most ρ{2 uniformly in k satisfying k_0 ď k ď k_1 once N is sufficiently large. Assuming that n ě ℓ and recalling the definition of rS_k from (4.12), using (4.3) and (4.4) while noting Z^D_N ` B^8px, e^{´k}q ˘ ě ř_ℓ

j“k´κpδq Z D N ` A_j ˘ , we get

k ě K ñ Z^D_N ` B^8px, e^{´k}q ˘ ě ℓ´κpδqÿ

j“k´κpδq

e^{´rSj´jη ´ρ}. (4.30)

Hence, once k is large enough that rS_k ´ pS_k ď ρ, which is possible by Lemma 4.5, for large enough N and ℓ (and hence n large enough), the probability in (4.28) is bounded by P ´ K ą k_0 ˇ ˇ ΓN,upx, tq ¯ ` P ^_{k1´κpδq}č

k“k_0´κpδq �p S_k ě 2^{3{2}γpkq ´ k^η ´ 3ρ ( ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px, tq ˙ . (4.31)

By Lemma 4.2, the control variable is tight so the first term in (4.31) tends to zero as N Ñ 8, ℓ Ñ 8 and k_0 Ñ 8 uniformly in x P D^δ_N and t P r0, as. Lemma 4.3 in turn shows that the probability on the right is bounded by a constant times P ^_{k1´κpδq}č

k“k_0´κpδq �p S_k ě 2^{3{2}γpkq ´ k^η ´ 3ρ ( ˇ ˇ^n č k“0 �p S_k ě ´v ( , pS_n “ αt a log N ˙ (4.32)

for v as in Lemma 4.3, uniformly in all parameters.

Following the steps described in Subsection 4.1, we now realize the random walk rS as the standard Brownian motion evaluated at times t_0 ă t_1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă t_n where t_k :“ VarppS_kq. Lemma 4.4 gives t_k ě k and t_k ď 4^{4{3}k for k_0 ď k ď n ´ k_0 and sufficiently large k_0. Then, analogously to (4.21), we have

2^{3{2}γpkq “ 2^{3{2} ? 1 ` k ψpkq ě 4^{1{12} a 1 ` 4^{4{3}k ψ ` t_k ˘ ě 2^{1{6}γ ` t_k ˘ (4.33) for sufficiently large k. Using the bound from (4.13) and the domination by Bessel process Y from Lemma 4.6, the probability on the right of (4.31) is no larger than

c rP^ṽ

^_{k1´κpδq}č

k“k_0´κpδq � Y_{tk} ´ ṽ ě 2^{1{6}γpt_kq ´ k^η ´ 3ρ ( ˙ ` ϵ^1 (4.34)

for k_0 sufficiently large and for ṽ as in Lemma 4.6. Here ϵ^1 is ϵ{2 divided by the multiplicative constants that arose in (4.28) and on the way to (4.32).

It remains to compute the k_1, k_0 Ñ 8 limit of the probability in (4.34). First we use Lemma 4.7 to effectively change the starting point of Y to zero which bounds the probability in (4.34) by

rP^0

^_{k1´κpδq}č

k“k_0´κpδq � Y_{tk} ě 2^{1{6}γpt_kq ´ k^η ´ 3ρ ( ˙ . (4.35)

Next pick u P p1, 2^{1{6}q and observe that p2^{1{6} ´ uqγpt_kq ě 2pk^η ` 3ρq for sufficiently large k (recall that we assumed η P p0, 1{4q). Note also that the assumed downward monotonicity of s ÞÑ ψpsq :“ ? 1 ` s γpsq implies

γpsq “ ? 1 ` s ψpsq ď a 1 ` t_k ψpt_{k´1}q “ d 1 ` t_k 1 ` t_{k´1} γpt_{k´1}q, s P rt_{k´1}, t_ks. (4.36)

By Lemma 4.4 again, the term on the extreme right is less than uγpt_{k´1}q once k is large enough. If Y_{tk´1} ě 2^{1{6}γpt_{k´1}q ´ k^η ´ 3ρ, we either have Y_s ě γpsq for all s P rt_{k´1}, t_ks or there exists s P rt_{k´1}, t_ks such that

Y_s ´ Y_{tk´1} ă γpsq ´ r2^{1{6}γpt_{k´1}q ´ k^η ´ 3ρs ď´ 1 2 p2^{1{6} ´ uqγpt_{k´1}q. (4.37)

Introducing Ψ^1_k :“ min

sPrt_{k´1},t_ks

pY_s ´ Y_{tk´1} q, (4.38)

the probability in (4.35) is thus at most P ^ č sPrt_{k0} ,t_{k1} s � Y_s ě γpsq (˙ ` k_1´κpδqÿ

k“k_0´κpδq P ^ Ψ^1_k ď´ 1 2 p2^{1{6} ´ uqγpt_kq ˙ (4.39)

by way of a union bound.

In order to control the expression (4.39) recall that the Bessel process Y obeys the SDE dY_t “ dW_t ` Y^{´1}_t dt. The drift term is positive (for Y_t ą 0) and so a downward excursion of the Bessel process is less likely than that of the Brownian motion. Since |t_k ´ t_{k´1}| is (by Lemma 4.4) bounded uniformly in k and n, it follows that

PpΨ^1_k ă ´λq ď c e^{´c1λ2{2}, (4.40) holds for all λ ě 0 with some constants c, c^1 P p0, 8q independent of k and n. In the limit as k_1 Ñ 8 followed by k_0 Ñ 8, the first term in (4.39) is then bounded by the probability on the right of (2.3) while, by (4.40) and the assumed polynomial growth of γ, the second term in (4.39) tends to zero. Combining this with all the preceeding calculations, we get (2.3) as desired. □

Here are the changes needed in the proof of the second inequality: Proof of (2.4) in Proposition 2.3. As already noted, the proof is quite analogous to that of (2.3). First, for t P rj, j ` 1s with natural j ě 1, the downward monotonicity of ψ shows

γptq “ ? 1 ` t ψptq ď a 2 ` j ´ 1 ψpj ´ 1q ď 2 a 1 ` j ´ 1 ψpj ´ 1q “ 2γpj ´ 1q (4.41)

and so for k related to r ă 1{e via e^{´pk`1q} ď r ď e^{´k},

Z^DpBp pX, rqq ş_8

logp1{rq e

´γptq{2dt ď

Z^D ` B^8p pX, e^{´k}q ˘ ř jěk e^{´γpj´1q}

. (4.42)

Abbreviate A^8_{k,ℓ}pxq :“ B^8px, e^{´k}q ∖ B^8px, e^{´ℓ}q. (4.43)

Using Lemma 3.2 along with the fact that Z^D does not charge singletons (which translates into Z^DpB^8p pX, e^{´ℓ}qq Ñ 0 in probability as ℓ Ñ 8), the probability on the left of (2.4) is thus at most

lim_{ρÓ0} lim_{k0Ñ8} lim_{k1Ñ8} lim_{ℓÑ8} lim sup_{NÑ8} P ^ max k_0ďkďk_1

Z^D_N ` A^8_{k,ℓ}p pX_N q ˘ ř jěk e^{´γpjq} ě 1 ´ ρ ˙ . (4.44)

Following the argument (4.27–4.28), the probability on the right is bounded by

q_N ` e^{Op1q`b} sup_{0ďtďa} max_{xPDδ} N P ^ max k_0ďkďk_1

Z^D_N ` A^8_{k,ℓ}px{Nq ˘ ř jěk e^{´γpjq} ě 1 ´ ρ ˇ ˇ ˇ Γ^{N,u}px, tq ˙ , (4.45)

where q_N is as in (4.26). We now choose u, a, b and δ so that lim sup_{NÑ8} q_N ă ϵ and, using the notation from Section 4.1, observe that

Z^D_N ` A^8_{k,ℓ}px_0{Nq ˘ “ ℓ´1ÿ j“k Z^D_N pA_jq. (4.46)

Recalling (4.3), if rS_j ą γpjq ` j^η ´ logp1 ´ ρq and Ξ_j ď j^η for all j in the range of the above sum, then the left hand side is less than p1 ´ ρq ř jěk e^{´γpjq}. It follows that, for ρ ą 0 so small that ´ logp1 ´ ρq ď 2ρ, the probability on the right of (4.45) is bounded by P ´ K ą k_0 ˇ ˇ ΓN,upx, tq ¯ ` P ´^k1^{`ℓ}ď

k“k_0 �r S_k ď γpkq ` k^η ` 2ρ (ˇ ˇ ΓN,upx, tq ¯ . (4.47)

It remains to estimate this expression for small ρ and N " ℓ " k_1 " k_0. From Lemma 4.5, it follows that pS_k ´ rS_k ď p2η ´ 1qk^η once k is sufficiently large. Hence, the expression in (4.47) is bounded from above by P ´ K ą k_0 ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px, tq¯ ` P´^{k1`ℓ}ď

k“k_0 �p S_k ď γpkq ` p2kq^η ` 2ρ (ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px, tq ¯ . (4.48)

From Lemma 4.4 and an argument similar to (4.33), we obtain γpkq ď 4γpt_k{8q as soon as k is sufficiently large. We also recall that t_k ě 2k for all sufficiently large k. Applying also Lemma 4.3, the bound (4.13) and Lemma 4.6, we then dominate the second probability in (4.48) by

c rP^ṽ

^_{k1`ℓ}ď

k“k_0 � Y_{tk} ď 4γpt_k{8q ` t^η_k ` 2ρ ( ˙ ` ϵ, (4.49)

where ṽ is as in Lemma 4.6. By Lemma 4.7, the probability is further bounded by

rP^0

^_{k1`ℓ}ď

k“k_0 � Y_{tk} ď 4γpt_k{8q ` t^η_k ` 2ρ ` ṽ ( ˙ (4.50)

which is bounded in the limit as ℓ Ñ 8, k_1 Ñ 8 followed by k_0 Ñ 8 and ρ Ó 0 by P ^ lim inf sÑ8 “ Y_s ´ 4γps{8q ´ s^η ´ ṽ ‰ ď 0 ˙ . (4.51)

As the 3-dimensional Bessel process is the modulus of the 3-dimensional Brownian motion, the Brownian scaling shows that pY_sq_{sě0} is equidistributed to p2 ? 2Y_{s{8}q_{sě0}. Moreover, 2p1 ´^{1?}_2 qγps{8q ą^{1?}_2 s^η `^ṽ_2^?_2 for sufficiently large s. Hence, the probability in (4.51) is bounded by the probability on the right-hand side of (2.4). □

5. PROOFS OF TECHNICAL LEMMAS Here we collect the technical estimates based on the concentric decomposition and prove Lemmas 4.2-4.3 and 4.6.

5.1 Proof of Lemma 4.3.

Recall the setup of the concentric decomposition from Section 3.3. We start with two auxiliary lemmas that allow us to swap the conditioning on Γ_{N,k}px_0, tq from (3.31) for a conditioning that only involves the random walk tS_ku^n_{k“1}. Invoking the notation pS_k from (4.11), for all v ě 0 define the event

F_Npvq :“ � p S_n “ αt a log N ( X nč k“0 �p S_k ě ´v ( , (5.1)

where α :“ 2{ ? g and n is related to N and the implicit parameters δ ą 0 and x_0 P D^δ_N via (3.34). The following lemmas effectively say that, modulo multiplicative constants, the event Γ_{N,k}px_0, tq in the conditioning can be replaced with F_Npvq once v is sufficiently large:

Lemma 5.1 For all ϵ ą 0, u ě 1, a ą 0 and δ ą 0 there exists v_0 ą 0 such that

sup_{Ně1} sup

x_0PD^δ_N sup tPr0,as

sup_{věv} 0 P ` F_Npvq^c ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq˘ ď ϵ. (5.2)

Lemma 5.2 For all u ě 1, a ą 0, δ ą 0 and v ą 0 there exists c P p1, 8q such that

inf_{Ně3} inf_{x0PDδ} N inf_{tPr0,as} P ` Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq ˇ ˇ h_{x0} “ m_N ´ talog N˘ P ` F_Npvq ˇ h_{x0} “ m_N ´ t a log N

˘ ě c^{´1}. (5.3)

Both lemmas can be proved based on what we already know. We start with: Proof of Lemma 5.1. By Lemma 4.5, there exists a constant c P p0, 8q such that P ´ pS_k ă ´v ˇ ˇ ΓN,upx0, tq ¯ ď P ´ rS_k ă ´v ´ c ˇ ˇ ΓN,upx0, tq ¯ . (5.4)

In the following, we write rv :“ v ` c. Explicating the definition (3.31) of Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq, the union bound dominates the conditional probability in the statement by the sum of

P ´ rS_k ă ´rv ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq¯ “ P ´ rS_k ă ´rv , hDN ď m_N ` u ˇ ˇ h^{DN}_{x0} “ mN ´ t a log N ¯

P ´ h^{DN} ď m_N ` u ˇ ˇ h^{DN}_{x0} “ mN ´ t a log N

¯ (5.5)

over k “ 1, . . . , n ´ 1. To include k “ 0, n in (5.1), we use that rS_0 “ 0 and that

rS_n “ ´αh^DN_{x0} ` αm_N “ αt a log N ´ αm_{Ne}´n ě ´v (5.6)

for sufficiently large v by (3.34). Our aim is to show that the sum over (5.5) vanishes as rv Ñ 8, uniformly in N ě 1, x_0 P D^δ_N and t P r0, as.

First observe that the definition of rS_k along with (4.6) give

rS_k “ ´αS_k ` αb_k “ ´αS_k ` α pm_N ´ m_{Ne´k} q . (5.7)

This implies

trS_k ă ´rvu “ ! S_k ´ m_N ` m_{Ne}´k ą^{rv}_α ) . (5.8)

Next we will invoke the representation (3.47) of S_k as the harmonic average of the values of h^{DN} on BΔ^k. Along with a shift of h^{DN} by ´m_N ´ u, this gives P ´ rS_k ă ´rv , h^DN ď m_N ` u ˇ ˇ h_{DNx0} “ m_N ´ talog N¯ ď P ^ ph^{DN} q_{BΔ}k px_0q ` m_{Ne}´k ` u ą^{rv}_α , h^{DN} ď 0 ˇ ˇ ˇ h^{DN}x0 “ ´u ´ t a log N, ph^{DN} q_{BDN} “ ´m_N ´ u ˙ . (5.9)

where ph^{DN} q_{BDN} refers to the set of values of h^{DN} on BD_N. Denoting

W_kpuq :“ � w P R^{BΔk} : w_{BΔ}k px_0q ě^{rv}_α ´ u ( (5.10)

the Gibbs-Markov property applied to conditioning on the values on BΔ_{k`1} then allows us to bound the probability on the right-hand side from above by ż wPW_kpuq P ´ ph^{DN} q_{BΔ}k ` m_{Ne}´k P dw ˇ ˇ ˇ h^{DN}_{x0} “ ´u ´ t a log N, ph^{DN} q_{BDN} “ ´m_N ´ u ¯

^ P ´ max xPΔ^{k`1}∖tx_0u

h^{DN}_x ď 0 ˇ ˇ ph^{DN} q_{BΔ}k ` m_{Ne}´k “ w, h^{DN}_{x0} “ ´u ´ t a log N ¯

^ P ´ max xPD_N∖Δ^{k´1}

h^{DN}_x ď 0 ˇ ˇ ph_{DN} q_{BDN} “ ´m_N ´ u, ph_{DN} q_{BΔk} ` m_{Ne´k} “ w¯ .

(5.11)

This expression can now be estimated using [20, Theorem 1.8]. Indeed, there exists a constant c P p0, 8q such that for the second term in (5.11) we get P ´ max xPΔ^{k`1}ztx_0u

h^{DN}_x ď 0 ˇ ˇ ph_{DN} q_{BΔk} `m_{Ne´k} “ w, h_{DNx0} “ ´u ´ talog N¯

ď c pu ` t a log Nqe^{´ w}BΔ^{k px0q``2j} n ´ k

(5.12)

whenever j satisfies j ě max

x,yPΔ^{k`1} ˇ w_{BΔ}k pxq ´ w_{BΔ}k pyq ˇ . (5.13)

To see this, we apply [20, Theorem 1.8] with outer domain U :“ B^8p0, e^{´κpδq}q, discretized by (3.1), and inner domain V :“ Bp0, 1{4q, discretized by [20, Eq. (1.3)]. Then, the outer domain scaled by Ne^{´k} equals Δ^k ´ x_0 by (3.35), and V^´_0 “ t0u^c. Analogously, for the term in the third line of (5.11), we have P ´ max xPD_NzΔ^{k´1}

h^{DN}_x ď 0 ˇ ˇ ph^{DN} qBD_N “ ´ mN ´ u, ph^{DN} q_{BΔ}k ` m_{Ne}´k “ w ¯

ď c ue^{´ w}BΔ^{k px0q``3j} k (5.14)

whenever j obeys j ě max

x,yPZ^2zΔ^{k´1}Ytx_0u ˇ w_{BΔ}k pxq ´ w_{BΔ}k pyq ˇ . (5.15)

Above, we also used that w_{BΔ}k p8q ´ w_{BΔ}k px_0q ď j. Since the right-hand side in these estimates depends only on the value of w_{BΔ}k px_0q, plugging them into (5.11) and invoking elementary disintegration bounds the expression in (5.11) by a constant times ż r rv α ´u,8q

μ_{N,u,t}pdrq ÿ jě1 q_{N,u,t}pjq upu ` t a log Nq kpn ´ kq e^{´2r`5j}, (5.16)

where μ_{N,u,t} is the probability measure

μ_{N,u,t}p¨q :“ P ´ ph^{DN} q_{BΔ}k px_0q ` m_{Ne}´k P¨ ˇ ˇ h_{DNx0} “ ´u ´ talog N, hD_{NBD} N “ ´m_N ´ u ¯ (5.17)

and q_{N,u,t}pjq is given by

q_{N,u,t}pjq :“ P ´ max x,yPpZ^2zΔ^{k´1}qYΔ^{k`1} ˇ ˇph_{DN} q_{BΔk} pxq ´ ph_{DN} q_{BΔk} pyq ˇ ˇ ě j ´ 1 ˇ ˇ ph_{DN} q_{BΔk} px_0q ` m_{Ne´k} “ r, h_{DNx0} “ ´u ´ talog N, ph_{DN} q_{BDN} “ ´m_N ´ u¯.

(5.18)

We will now estimate the terms entering (5.16) separately.

Since ph^{DN} q_{BΔ}k px_0q ` m_{Ne}´k is Gaussian with variance gpk ^ pn ´ kqq ` Op1q and mean ´u ´^k_n t a log N ` Oplogp1 ` k ^ pn ´ kqqq by [20, Lemma B.1, Propositions B.2 and B.3], for the measure we get

μ_{N,u,t}pdrq ď c^1pk ^ pn ´ kqq^{´1{2} exp ! ´ρ r `^k_n t a log N k ^ pn ´ kq ) dr (5.19) for any ρ ą 0 and a (ρ-dependent) constant c^1 ą 0 uniformly on r^{rv}_α ´ u, 8q. As to the term in (5.18), here [20, Proposition B.4] gives

q_{N,u,t}pjq ď c^2e^{´5j`λ |r|k^pn´kq`λ t}

?_{log N}

n´k (5.20)

for some constants c^2, λ ą 0. We now plug (5.19) and (5.20) into (5.16), and we choose the quantity ρ P pλ, 8q so large that ρ k n t a log N k ^ pn ´ kq ě λ t a log N n ´ k

, k “ 1, . . . , n ´ 1. (5.21)

Combining these above estimates and assuming that v is so large that rv{α ´ u ě 0, we bound the expression in (5.16) and thus the numerator on the right of (5.5) by a constant times 1 n pk ^ pn ´ kqq^{´3{2}upu ` t a log Nqe^{´2 rv}α^{`2u} (5.22)

for k “ 1, . . . , n ´ 1. In the same vein, [20, Corollary 1.7] readily shows that the denominator on the right-hand side of (5.5) is bounded from below by a constant times upu ` t a log Nq{n. Hence, the conditional probability on the left-hand side of (5.5) is bounded by a constant times pk ^ pn ´ kqq^{´3{2}e^{´2rv{α`2u}. The assertion follows by summing this over k “ 1, . . . , n ´ 1 and taking rv sufficiently large. □ The proof of the second auxiliary lemma is considerably shorter:

Proof of Lemma 5.2. By definition of Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq and Lemma 3.6, P ` Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq ˇ ˇ h_{x0} “ m_N ´ t a log N ˘ “ P ` h^{DN} ď m_N ` u ˇ ˇ h_{x0} “ m_N ´ t a log N ˘ ě c^1

1 ` t a log N

(5.23)

for a constant c^1 ą 0.

By (3.42) and (4.11), P ` F_Npvq ˇ ˇ h_{x0} “ m_N ´ t a log N ˘ “ P ` min_{kďn} pS_k ě ´v ˇ ˇ pS_n “ αt a log N ˘ . (5.24)

By Lemma 4.4, pS is an inhomogeneous random walk bridge with initial and terminal values pS_0 “ 0 and pS_n “ αt a log N and step variances t_k “ Var `p S_k ´ pS_{k´1} ˘ for which |t_k ´ 4k| is bounded uniformly in 0 ď k ď n. Hence, [13, Lemma 2.3] bounds the righthand side of (5.24) by a constant times

1 ` t a log N log N

. (5.25)

(The result [13] is applied to the Brownian motion from Lemma 4.4 by setting ´pS_k “ W_{tk} .) In combination with (5.23), this gives the desired claim. □ With the above lemmas established, we can give:

Proof of Lemma 4.3. For each v ě 0, a union bound shows that the probability on the left-hand side of (4.7) is at most P ` F_Npvq^c ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq˘ ` P`A ˇ ˇ F_Npvq˘ P ` F_Npvq ˇ h^{DN}_{x0} “ m_N ´ t a log N ˘ P ` Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq ˇ ˇ h^DN_{x0} “ m_N ´ talog N˘

. (5.26)

The claim thus follows from Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2. □

5.2 Proof of Lemma 4.2.

We start with estimates on the various objects entering the “decorations” part of the concentric decomposition.

Lemma 5.3 For each δ ą 0, a ě 0, v ě 0 and u ě 1 there exists c P p0, 8q such that P ^ max yPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} kÿ j“0 ˇ ˇb_jpyq ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇφ_jpx_0q ˇ ˇ ą λ ˇ ˇ min_{iďn} pS_i ě ´v , pS_n “ αt a log N ˙ ď c^{´1}e^{´cλ2} (5.27)

and P ^ max yPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1}

k´2ÿ j“0 ˇ ˇχ_jpyq ˇ ˇ ą λ ˙ ď c^{´1}e^{´cλ2} (5.28)

for all λ ě 0, N ě 1, x_0 P D^δ_N and t P r0, as.

For the proof of Lemma 5.3, we consider the random walk increments

φ_jpx_0q “ S_j ´ S_{j´1} “ α^{´1}ppS_j ´ pS_{j´1}q ´ α^{´1} t_j ´ t_{j´1} t_n m_N (5.29)

where the equalities follow from (3.41) and (5.7), and where^{tj´tj´1}_{tn} m_N is bounded by a constant by (3.3) and Lemma 4.4. We need the following tail bound:

Lemma 5.4 For each δ ą 0, a ě 0, v ě 0 , there exists c P p0, 8q such that P ^ˇ ˇ pS_k ´ pS_{k´1} ˇ ˇ ě λ ˇ ˇ ˇ^n č j“1 tpS_j ě ´vu, pS_n “ αt a log N ˙ ď c^{´1}e^{´cλ2} (5.30)

for all λ ě 0, N ě 1, x_0 P D^δ_N, t P r0, as and 1 ď k ď n.

Proof. We write the left-hand side in (5.30) as P ´ˇ ˇpS_k ´ pS_{k´1} ˇ ˇ ě λ, Ş^n_{j“1}tpS_j ě ´vu ˇ ˇ pSn “ αt a log N ¯ P ´Ş_n j“1tpS_j ě ´vu ˇ ˇ pSn “ αt a log N

¯ . (5.31)

By Lemma 4.4, ppS_kq is a random walk with step variances t_k “ VarppS_k ´ pS_{k´1}q such that t_k ´ 4k is bounded uniformly in 1 ď k ď n. By the Markov property at k ´ 1 and k, the numerator equals ż y,y^1ě´v:|y´y^1|ěλ P ´ pS_{k´1} P dy, pS_k P dy^1 ˇ ˇ pSn “ αt a log N ¯

^ P ´k´1č j“1 tpS_j ě ´vu ˇ ˇ pS_{k´1} “ y¯P´^nč

j“k`1

tpS_j ě ´vu ˇ ˇ pS_k “ y_1, pS_n “ αtalog N¯.

(5.32)

Assuming that k ď n{2, we bound the first factor in the second line by a constant times k^{´1}p1 ` vqp1 ` v ` yq, by e.g. [13, Lemma 2.3] and the second by a constant times p1` v ` y^1qp1 ` v ` t a log Nq{pn ´ kq. Plugging these estimates into (5.32), changing to the variable z :“ y^1 ´ y, and using the bound 1 ` a ` b ď p1 ` aqp1 ` bq for a, b ą 0, we bound the numerator in (5.31) by a constant times

p1 ` vq^4 ` 1 ` t a log N ˘ kn ż yě´v P ´ pS_{k´1} P dy ˇ ˇ pSn “ 0 ¯ p1 ` |y|q^2 ż |z|ěλ P ´ pS_k ´ pS_{k´1} P dz ˇ ˇ pS_{k´1} “ y, pSn “ αt a log N ¯ p1 ` |z|q .

(5.33)

By Lemma 4.4 and and the definition of pS_k, it follows that P ´ pS_k ´ pS_{k´1} P dz ˇ ˇ pS_{k´1} “ y, pSn “ αt a log N ¯ (5.34)

is a Gaussian distribution with variance bounded from above and below, and mean bounded in absolute value by a constant times |y|{pn ´ kq ` 1, where we used (3.34). Hence, the inner integral in (5.33) is bounded by a constant times

e^{´cλ2`cy2{n2} , (5.35)

for some c P p0, 8q. Furthermore, P ´ pS_{k´1} P dy ˇ ˇ pSn “ αt a log N ¯ (5.36)

is a Gaussian distribution with variance bounded by a constant times k by Lemma 4.4, and mean bounded by a constant times^k_n t a log N. It follows that the double integral in (5.33) is at most a constant times ´ k `^k_n a log N

˘_2¯

e^{´cλ2} ď c^{´1}ke^{´cλ2} , (5.37)

for sufficiently small c ą 0. Altogether the numerator in (5.31) is thus bounded by a constant times p1 ` vq^4p1 ` t a log nq n . (5.38)

By Lemma 4.4 and monotonicity, the denominator in (5.31) is bounded from below by P ´ min sPr0,t_ns

W_s ě ´v ˇ ˇWt_n “ αt a log N ¯ . (5.39)

This probability is bounded from below by a constant times p1 ` vqp1 ` v ` t a log Nq{n by e.g. [13, Proposition 2.1]. This yields the assertion for k ď n{2. The case k ě n{2 follows by symmetry, we then bound the second factor in (5.32) by 1 and use [13, Lemma 2.3] for the first factor. □

We are now ready to give:

Proof of Lemma 5.3. By a union bound, the probability in (5.27) is bounded by kÿ j“0 P ´ 4e^{pk´jq{2} max

yPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} ˇ ˇb_jpyq ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇφ_jpx_0q ˇ ˇ ą λ ˇ ˇ min_{iďn} pS_i ě ´v , pSn “ αt a log N ¯ . (5.40)

As in [9, Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7], we have

e^{k´j} max

yPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} ˇ ˇb_jpyq ˇ ˇ ď c^1 (5.41)

for a constant c^1 P p0, 8q and all j ď k ď n. Thus we bound the probability in (5.40) from above by P ´ |φ_jpx_0q| ą c^{1´1}e^{pk´jq{2}λ{4 ˇ ˇ min iďn pS_i ě ´v , pS_n “ αt a log N ¯ . (5.42)

This is further bounded by ce^{´cλ2} for a constant c P p0, 8q by (5.29) and Lemma 5.4.

The probability in (5.28) is bounded by

k´2ÿ j“0 P ´ e^{pk´jq{2} max

yPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} ˇ χ_jpyq ˇ ą λ ¯ (5.43)

by a union bound. As in [9, Lemma 3.8], we have P ´ e^{pk´jq{2} max

yPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} ˇ χ_jpyq ˇ ą λ ¯ ď const.e^{´const.epk´jq{2 λ2} (5.44)

and the assertion follows by summing over j. □

With Lemma 5.3 in hand, we are ready for:

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let u ě 1, a ą 0, δ ą 0. We use the decomposition (5.26) with the choice A :“ tKpη, ℓq ą ku and then invoke Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 to note that, for v large enough, the first term on the right is small and the ratio of the probabilities is bounded. It then suffices to show for some sufficiently large v there exists k_0 ě 1, and for each ℓ ě k ě k_0 there exists N_0 ě 1, such that P ` Kpη, ℓq ą k | F_Npvq ˘ ă δ (5.45)

for all N ě N_0, x_0 P D^δ_N, t P r0, as.

We use (4.1) and union bounds in P ´ Ξ_k ąk^η{2 ˇ ˇ FNpvq ¯

ď P ^ 1 n ÿ xPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} exp ! α ` h^1_kpxq ` χ_kpxq ` χ_{k´1}pxq ´ m_{Ne}´k ˘) ą e^{kη {4} ˙

` P ^ α kÿ j“0 max xPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} ˇ ˇb_jpxq ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇφ_jpx_0q ˇ ˇ ą k^η{8 ˇ ˇ F_Npvq ˙

` P ^ α k´2ÿ j“0 max xPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} ˇ ˇχ_jpxq ˇ ˇ ą k^η {8 ˙ .

(5.46)

Here we left out the conditioning in the first term and the third term on the right-hand side using the independence of pS_kq from h^1_k and χ_j. Using again a union bound, we dominate the first term on the right-hand side by P ~ 1 n ÿ xPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} exp ! α ` h^1_kpxq ` χ_kpxq ` χ_{k´1}pxq

` p1 ` b_kpxqqφ_kpx_0q ` p1 ` b_{k´1}pxqqφ_{k´1}px_0q ´ m_{Ne}´k ˘) ą e^{kη {8} ¸

` P ^ α max

xPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} “ p1 ` b_kpxqq ˇ φ_kpx_0q ˇ ` p1 ` b_{k´1}pxqq ˇ φ_{k´1}px_0q ˇ‰ ą k^η{8 ˙ .

(5.47)

As |b_k| is bounded by a constant c ă 8 as in [9, Lemma 3.7], the second probability in (5.47) is bounded by P ´ α|φ_kpx_0q| ą p1 ` cq^{´1}k^η {16 ¯ ` P ´ α|φ_{k´1}px_0q| ą p1 ` cq^{´1}k^η{16 ¯ , (5.48)

which in turn is bounded by a constant times e^{´const. k2η} by (3.41), (5.29) and Lemma 4.4. Furthermore, by Lemma 3.7, the first term in (5.47) equals P ^ 1 n ÿ xPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} exp ! α ` h^{Δk´1}_x ´ m_{Ne}´k ˘) ą e^{kη {8} ˙ , (5.49)

which, by a union bound and the Markov inequality, is bounded by P ´ max h^{Δk´1} ą m_{Ne}´k ` u^1 ¯

` e^{´kη {8}E ^ 1 n ÿ xPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} exp ! α ` h^{Δk´1}_x ´ m_{Ne}´k ˘) ; h^{DN} ď m_N ` u^1

˙ (5.50)

uniformly in k and u^1 ě 1.

By [12, Proposition 5.1], the expectation in the last display is bounded by a constant times u^1, and the probability on the left is bounded by a constant times u^1e^{´αu1} by Lemma 3.5. Choosing u^1 “ k^η{8, we can thus bound the expression in (5.50), and hence also the first term on the right-hand side of (5.46), by a constant times e^{´kη {9}.

The second and third terms on the right-hand side of (5.46) are bounded by a constant times e^{´ckη} by Lemma 5.3 for some constant c ą 0. It follows that the left-hand side of (5.46) is bounded by a constant times e^{´ckη} .

Now we come to a stochastic lower bound for Ξ_k. Analogously to (5.46–5.49), we have P ´ ´Ξ_k ą k^η{2 ˇ ˇ F_Npvq¯ ď P ^ 1 n ÿ xPΔ^k∖Δ^{k`1} exp ! α ` h^{Δk´1}_x ´ m_{Ne}´k ˘) ď e^{´kη {8} ˙ ` c^{´1}e^{´ckη} .

(5.51)

for some constant c ą 0. By [12, Theorem 2.3] and as we may assume that n ´ k ě n{2 (so that we may replace^1_n with^1_{n´k} in (5.51) at the cost of a factor 2), the probability on the right-hand side is at most e^{´ckη} plus P ´ Z^BpAq ď 2e^{´kη {8} ¯ (5.52)

for fixed k and all N large enough , where B “ r´1{2, 1{2s^2 and A :“ e^{´1.1}B ∖ e^{´1.9}B and where we used the definition (3.35) of Δ^k. Above we take a slightly smaller annulus then the one corresponding to the scaling limit of the domain in the last sum so that to accommodate an annulus in between that is also a stochastic continuity set for the random measure Z.

The last probability in turn is bounded by

2e^{´kη {8}E ´ pZ^BpAq^{´1} ¯ (5.53)

by the Markov inequality. The expectation is finite by [16, Corollary 14]. Hence, there exists k_0 P N and for each k ě k_0 there exists N_0 P N such that the l.h.s. of (5.51) is bounded by constant times e^{´ckη} for all N ě N_0.

From all the above, we then obtain P ^_ℓď j“k �ˇ Ξ_j ˇ ˇ ą j^η( ˇ ˇ ˇ Γ_{N,u}px_0, tq ˙ ď δ{2 (5.54)

for all sufficiently large k and N (depending on k), as required. □

5.3 Proof of Lemma 4.6.

Our last item of business is a proof of Lemma 4.6 for which we need:

Lemma 5.5 Let W under P^0 be a standard Brownian motion, and let b, v ě 0. Then, for each measurable A Ď R^{r0,bs},

lim_{TÑ8} P^0 ´ pW_sq_{sďb} P A ˇ ˇ min_{sďT} Ws ě ´v, WT “ αt a log N ¯ “ rP^v ´ pY_s ´ vq_{sďb} P A ¯ , (5.55)

where Y under rP^v is the three-dimensional Bessel process started at Y_0 “ v.

Proof. The proof of [21, Lemma 7] passes through despite the n-dependent boundary value at W_T. In conjunction with the Portmanteau theorem, this yields the claim. □

Next we will need a way to restrict a minimal growth of the random walk k ÞÑ W_{tk} , where W under P^0 is a standard Brownian motion, and the t_k are from Lemma 4.4. For this we introduce another control variable defined by

τ :“ max � k “ 1, . . . , tn{2u : mintW_{tk} , W_{tn´k} u ď k^δ ( (5.56)

with the proviso τ :“ 0 if the set under the maximum is empty. As it turns out, τ is tight under the relevant law:

Lemma 5.6 For each ϵ ą 0, δ P p0, 1{8q, a ě 0 and v ě 0 there exists M ă 8 such that

sup_{Ně1} sup

x_0PD^δ_N sup tPr0,as

P^0 ´ τ ą M ˇ ˇ min_{kďn} Wt_k ě ´v , Wt_n “ αt a log N ¯ ă ϵ. (5.57)

Proof. We rewrite the conditional probability in (5.57) as

P^0 ´ τ ą M , min_{kďn} W_{tk} ě ´v ˇ ˇ Wt_n “ αt a log N ¯

P^0 ´ min_{kďn} W_{tk} ě ´v ˇ ˇ Wt_n “ αt a log N

¯ . (5.58)

By Lemma 4.4, the sequence tt_ku^n_{k“1} is such that t_k ´ 4k is bounded uniformly in 1 ď k ď n. In (5.58), the denominator is bounded from below by

P^0 ´ min sPr0,t_ns

W_s ě ´v ˇ ˇ ˇ Wt_n “ αt a log N ¯ (5.59)

which is bounded from below by a constant times a log N{n by [13, Proposition 2.1]. We claim that the numerator is bounded from above by a constant times M^{´1{8} a log N{n.

Once this claim is proved, the expression in (5.58) is bounded by a constant times M^{´1{8} which implies the tightness of τ.

The numerator in (5.58) equals

P^0 ´ min M`1ďkďtn{2u

mintW_{tk} , W_{tn´k} u ď k^δ , min_{jďn} W_{tj} ě ´v ˇ ˇ W_{tn} “ αtalog N¯ (5.60)

by (5.56), which by symmetry is equal to

P^0 ´ max M`1ďkďtn{2u

maxtW_{tk} , W_{tn´k} u ě ´k^δ , max_{jďn} W_{tj} ´ v ď 0 ˇ ˇ W_{tn} “ ´αtalog N¯. (5.61)

Using the union bound, the probability is bounded from above by

tn{2uÿ

k“M`1

P^0 ´ W_{tk} ě ´ k^δ, max_{jďn} W_{tj} ´ v ď 0 ˇ ˇ Wt_n “ ´αt a log N ¯

` tn{2uÿ

k“M`1

P^0 ´ W_{tn´k} ě ´k^δ , max_{jďn} W_{tj} ´ v ď 0 ˇ ˇ W_{tn} “ ´αtalog N¯

(5.62)

By the Markov property, the term corresponding to k in the first sum equals ż wPr´k^δ,vs

ρ_kpdwqP^0 ´ max_{jďk} W_{tj} ´ v ď 0 ˇ ˇ W_{tk} “ w¯

^ P^0 ´ max kďjďn

W_{tj} ´ v ď 0 ˇ ˇ W_{tk} “ w, W_{tn} “ ´αtalog N¯,

(5.63)

where ρ_k is the Borel measure defined by

ρ_kpAq :“ P^0 ´ W_{tk} P A ˇ ˇ ˇ Wt_n “ ´αt a log N ¯ (5.64)

By Lemma 4.4 and standard facts about Gaussian random variables,

ρ_kpdwq ď const. k^{´1{2}dw. (5.65)

By [13, Lemma 2.3], the first probability in the integrand in (5.63) is bounded by a constant times p1 ` vqp1 ` v ´ wq{k , and the probability in the second line is bounded by a constant times p1 ` v ´ wqp1 ` v ` αt a log Nq{pn ´ kq. Using these facts in (5.63) bounds the first sum in (5.62) by a constant times

p1 ` vqp1 ` v ` αt a log Nq n tn{2uÿ

k“M`1

pv ` k^{1{8}qp1 ` v ` k^{1{8}q^2k^{´3{2}

ď const.

p1 ` vq^4p1 ` v ` αt a log Nq n M^{´1{8}.

(5.66)

The second sum in (5.62) is bounded in the same way by (5.66). This bounds the numerator in (5.58) by a constant times M^{´1{8} a log N{n as claimed. □

Proof of Lemma 4.6. By a union bound, for any ṽ ě v ,

P^0 ^ tW_{tk} u^{k0}_{k“1} P A ˇ ˇ ˇ nč k“0 � W_{tk} ě ´v ( , W_{tn} “ αt a log N ˙

ď P^0 ^ min_{sďtn} W_s ă ´ṽ ˇ ˇ^n č k“0 � W_{tk} ě ´v ( , W_{tn} “ αt a log N ˙

` P^0 ´ tW_{tk} u^{k0}_{k“1} P A ˇ ˇ min

sďt_n

W_s ě ´ṽ, W_{tn} “ αt a log N ¯

^ P^0 ` min_{sďtn} W_s ě ´ṽ | W_{tn} “ αt a log N ˘ P^0

` Ş_n k“0 � W_{tk} ě ´v (ˇ W_{tn} “ αt a log N ˘ .

(5.67)

Now it suffices to show that the first term on the right-hand side is bounded by δ for sufficiently large ṽ, and that the ratio in the last line is bounded by a constant c for any such ṽ uniformly in n.

For the latter statement, we note that the ratio is bounded by

P^0 ` min_{sďtn} W_s ě ´ṽ | W_{tn} “ αt a log N ˘ P^0 ` min_{sďtn} W_s ě ´v ˇ ˇ W_{tn} “ αtalog N˘ . (5.68)

Using the Ballot Theorem for Brownian motion, the numerator is equal to

p2 ` op1qqpṽ ` αt a log Nq ṽ t_n

(5.69)

and the denominator is equal to the same expression only with v in place of ṽ. In particular, the ratio is bounded from above, for any choice of ṽ and t.

Turning to the first term on the right hand side of (5.67), for each k “ 0, . . . , n ´ 1 set rΨ_k :“ trΨ_kpsq : s P r0, 1su with

rΨ_kpsq :“ 1?

t_{k`1} ´ t_k ` W_{stk`1`p1´sqtk} ´ W_{tk} ´ spW_{tk`1} ´ W_{tk} q ˘ , (5.70)

and observe that trΨ_ku^{n´1}_{k“0} is a family of i.i.d. Brownian bridges from 0 to 0 that are independent of tW_{tk} u. Then denote

Ψ_k :“ a t_{k`1} ´ t_k min_{sPr0,1s} rΨ_kpsq , (5.71) and observe that if W_{tk} , W_{tk`1} ě k^δ,

W_{stk`1`p1´sqtk} “ p1 ´ sqW_{tk} ` sW_{tk`1} ` Ψ_kpsq ě k^δ ` c rΨ_kpsq , (5.72)

for some c ă 8, where we have also used Lemma 4.4.

Recalling (5.56), we can then use the union bound to bound the first term on the righthand side of (5.67) by

P^0 ^ min_{sďtn} W_s ă ´ṽ ˇ ˇ ˇ nč k“0 � W_{tk} ě ´v ( , W_{tn} “ αt a log N ˙

ď P^0 ^ τ ą M ˇ ˇ ˇ^n č k“0 � W_{tk} ě ´v ( , W_{tn} “ αt a log N ˙ ` n´Mÿ k“M P^0 ` Ψ_k ă ´c^{´1}k^δ ˘

` P^0 ^ min sPr0,t_MsYrt_{n´M},t_ns

W_s ă ´ṽ ˇ ˇ ˇ nč k“0 � W_{tk} ě ´v ( , W_{tn} “ αt a log N ˙ , (5.73) where we left out the conditioning in the second term on the right-hand side by independence of tW_{tk} u and tΨ_ku.

Now given δ ą 0 , we first choose M sufficiently large so that, using Lemma 5.6 and that Ψ_k has Gaussian tails, the terms in the second line add up to at most δ{2 . Then we choose ṽ sufficiently large that the probability in the last line is also bounded by δ{2. For the latter, we can use the FKG property for Brownian motion to replace the conditional event by W_{tn} “ 0, and then the fact that the minimum in the last line has Gaussian tails under the law P^0p¨ | W_{tn} “ 0q, with constants that depend only on M. The desired claim now follows from (5.67) and the limit claim in Lemma 5.5. □

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS This project has been supported in part by the NSF award DMS-1954343, ISF grants No. 1382/17 and No. 2870/21 and BSF award 2018330. The work of the second author started when he was a postdoctoral fellow at the Technion. The second author has also been supported in part by a Zeff Fellowship at the Technion, by a Minerva Fellowship of the Minerva Stiftung Gesellschaft fuer die Forschung mbH, and by DFG (German Research Foundation) grant Ki 2337/1-1, 2337/1-2 (project 432176920).

REFERENCES

[1] Y. Abe (2018). Extremes of local times for simple random walks on symmetric trees. Electron. J. Probab.

23, paper no. 40, 41 pp.

[2] M. Ang and E. Gwynne (2023). Critical Liouville quantum gravity and CLE_4. arXiv:2308.11835 [3] J. Aru, E. Powell and A. Sepúlveda (2019). Critical Liouville measure as a limit of subcritical measures.

Electron. Commun. Probab. 24, 1–16.

[4] J. Aru, N. Holden, E. Powell and X. Sun (2022). Brownian half-plane excursion and critical Liouville quantum gravity. J. London Math. Soc. 2, 1–69.

[5] J. Barral, A. Kupiainen, M. Nikula, E. Saksman, C. Webb (2015). Basic properties of critical lognormal multiplicative chaos. Ann. Probab. 43, no. 5, 2205–2249.

[6] M. Biskup (2020). Extrema of the two-dimensional Discrete Gaussian Free Field. In: M. Barlow and G. Slade (eds.): Random Graphs, Phase Transitions, and the Gaussian Free Field. SSPROB 2017. Springer Proceedings in Mathematics & Statistics, vol 304, pp 163–407. Springer, Cham.

[7] M. Biskup and O. Louidor (2016). Extreme local extrema of two-dimensional discrete Gaussian free field. Commun. Math. Phys. 345 271-304.

[8] M. Biskup and O. Louidor (2020). Conformal symmetries in the extremal process of two-dimensional discrete Gaussian free field. Commun. Math. Phys. 375, no. 1, 175–235.

[9] M. Biskup and O. Louidor (2018). Full extremal process, cluster law and freezing for two-dimensional discrete Gaussian free field. Adv. Math. 330 589-687.

[10] M. Biskup and O. Louidor (2019). On intermediate level sets of two-dimensional discrete Gaussian free field. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré 55, no. 4, 1948–1987.

[11] M. Biskup and O. Louidor (2024). A limit law for the most favorite point of simple random walk on a regular tree. Ann. Probab. 52, no. 2, 502–544.

[12] M. Biskup, S. Gufler and O. Louidor (2023). Near-maxima of the two-dimensional Discrete Gaussian Free Field. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré (to appear). arXiv:2010.13939.

[13] A. Cortines, L. Hartung and O. Louidor (2019). Decorated random walk restricted to stay below a curve (supplement material) arXiv:1902.10079.

[14] J. Ding and O. Zeitouni (2014). Extreme values for two-dimensional discrete Gaussian free field. Ann.

Probab. 42, no. 4, 1480–1515.

[15] B. Duplantier, R. Rhodes, S. Sheffield and V. Vargas (2014). Critical Gaussian multiplicative chaos:

Convergence of the derivative martingale. Ann. Probab. 42, no. 5, 1769–1808.

[16] B. Duplantier, R. Rhodes, S. Sheffield and V. Vargas (2014). Renormalization of critical Gaussian multiplicative chaos and KPZ formula. Commun. Math. Phys. 330, no. 1, 283–330.

[17] B. Duplantier and S. Sheffield (2011). Liouville quantum gravity and KPZ. Invent. Math. 185, 333-393. [18] B. Duplantier, J. Miller and S. Sheffield (2021). Liouville quantum gravity as a mating of trees. Astérisque no. 427.

[19] A. Dvoretzky and P. Erdős (1951). Some problems of random walk in space. Proceedings of the Second Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical Statistics and Probability, 1950. 353–367.

[20] S. Gufler and O. Louidor (2022). Ballot theorems for the two-dimensional discrete Gaussian free field.

J. Stat. Phys. 189, no. 13, 1–98.

[21] J. W. Harris and S. C. Harris (2007). Survival probabilities for Branching Brownian Motion with absorption. Electron. Commun. Probab. 12, 81–92.

[22] X. Hu, J. Miller, Y. Peres (2010). Thick point of the Gaussian free field. Ann. Probab. 38, no. 2, 896–926. [23] J. Junnila and E. Saksman (2017). Uniqueness of critical Gaussian chaos. Elect. J. Probab 22, 1–31. [24] J.-P. Kahane (1985). Sur le chaos multiplicatif. Ann. Sci. Math. Québec 9, no.2, 105–150. [25] I. Karatzas and S. E. Shreve (1991). Brownian motion and stochastic calculus. Second edition. Springer- Verlag, New York.

[26] G.F. Lawler (2019). Notes on the Bessel process. Online lecture notes, available at http://www.math.uchi

cago.edu/~lawler/bessel18new.pdf.

[27] M. Motoo (1058). Proof of the law of the iterated logarithm through diffusion equation. Ann. Inst.

Statist. Math. 10, 21–28.

[28] P. Moerters and Y. Peres (2010). Brownian motion. Cambridge University Press. [29] E. Powell (2018). Critical Gaussian chaos: convergence and uniqueness in the derivative normalisation.

Electron. J. Probab. 23, paper no. 31, 26 pp.

[30] R. Rhodes and V. Vargas (2014). Gaussian multiplicative chaos and applications: A review. Probab.

Surveys 11, 315–392.

[31] C. A. Rogers and S. J. Taylor (1961). Functions continuous and singular with respect to a Hausdorff measure. Mathematika 8, 1–31.

[32] A. Shamov (2016). On Gaussian multiplicative chaos. J. Funct. Anal. 270, no. 9, 3224–3261.