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A rotor configuration inZ? where Schramm’s bound of
escape rates attains

Daiwei He

Abstract Rotor walk is deterministic counterpart of random walk oagrs. We study that under a
certain initial configuration itZ.¢, n, particles perform rotor walks from the origin consecutydlhey
would stop if they hit the origin oso. When the dimensiod > 3, the escape rate exists and it attains
the upper bound of Oded Schramm][10]. When the dimengiea 2, the numbers of the particle
escaping tax are of ordem/ logn. The limit of their quotient exist and also attains the uppaund

of Florescu,Ganguly,Levine,Perés [7] which equalstoWe use the results and the methods of the
outer estimate for rotor-router aggregation in L.Levind &tPeres|[[6].
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1 Introduction

Rotor walk is a deterministic counterpart of random walk oapds. It was first introduced
in Priezzhev at al.[[8]. Its intuitive definition is as follewWe arrange a fixed cyclical order of
its neighbors to each vertex of the graph and a rotor poirtbrgpme neighbor of each vetex. A
particle starts from a vertex of the graph. It moves to thgmeor of the vertex where the particle
currently locates following the direction of the rotor. Atiten the rotor of the vertex shifts to the
next neighbor of the cyclical order. We mainly focus on theravalk onZ?, Here is a formal
definition of rotor walk orz?.

Definition 1.1 £ = {#e;, *e,, ..., ey} is the set of th&d cardinal directions ofZ¢ andC is

the set of cyclical orders of. m : Z¢ — C and rotor configuratiorp mapsZ? to £. We call
a sequence, z,,--- C Z? is a rotor walk of initial rotor configuratiorp if there exists rotor
configurationp = py, p1, . .. such that for alln > 0

Tpt+1 = Tn + pn(xn)

and
Prt1(Tn) = m(x,) (pn(n))

and forxz # x,, pos1 = pn Wherem(zx,) is recognized as the permutation the cyclical order
corresponds to.

In our paper we assunw € Z%,m(x) is independent of. We denoten(x) to bem.

In Z¢ and the initial rotor configuration is. A particle q perform rotor walk starting from the
origin 0. There are two possible situations:

1. g return O eventually.
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2. g does not return 0 and for all sitesZn, g visits them only finite times.

As with the second situation, far € Z?, denoted(z,0) to be the graph distance fromto O,
namely the minimum number of edges of the path frorto 0. We know that if q visited:
(2d)¥=0) times, it must visit 0. Hence for all points i q visits them finite times and q would
escape to infinity.

The particles in turn perform rotor walk from 0 means thatffitst particle performs rotor walk
starting from O until meeting some stopping requiremeats¢kample, hitting{0} U {oco}) and
the current rotor configuration is different from the init@nfiguration. Regarding the current
configuration as the initial configuration, the second phatperforms rotor walk from O until
meeting some stopping requiements. The third particlé&mirconfiguration is the configuration
after the second particle finishes its rotor walk. Then thecgss goes on following the above
rules.

If n particles in turn perform rotor walk until either hitting @ @scaping to infinity, denote the
number of the particles escaping to infinity to kg, n).

To measure the intensity of transience and recurrence onitied configuration, consider the
behavior ofl (p,n) /n whenn tends to infinity. Schramm [10] proved for any initial configtion

2

I(p,n)

lim sup < ay

n—oo

whereqy is the escaping probability eFdimensional random walk.

Although the upper bound of the upper limit 6fp, n)/n does not depend on initial config-
uration, the lower limit of/(p, n)/n depends on initial configuration. In Omer Angel, Alexan-
der E.Holroyd [[2], they provedd > 2, there exists an initial rotor configuratighsuch that
I(p,n) = 0. The method was introduced in Tulasi Ram Reddy A [12]. Hene&mow

lim inf I(.n)

Nn—00 n

=0

However, in Florescu,Ganguly,Levine,Peres [7]det) = e,.
Whend = 2, for any initial configuratiorp,

I I(p
lim sup (p,m) §z, lim inf (7. m) > 0.
nooo n/logn T 2 n—oo n/logn
Whend > 3,
I
lim inf (p.n) > 0.
n—o00 n

A problem is that whether there exists an initial configumaj’ in Z? such that

whend = 2,
I(p',n) .

n=oon/logn 2

and whend > 3,

I /
lim 7(p ") = ay.
n—00 n

The definition of rotor walk on graphs is similar with rotorNwin Z?. For rotor walk on trees,
Omer Angel,Alexander E. Holroyd|[1] gave a good answer tceth@ve question. If particles in
turn perform rotor walk from the root O of the tréeuntil either returning O or escaping to infinity.
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For an initial configuratiom satisfying only finite number of vertices’ initial rotor puito the root

0,
1
lim 7(/)’ n) =«

n—00 n

whereq is the escaping probability of simple random walkBn

In this paper we will find a rotor configuration attaining theper bound of Schramn [110]
whend > 3 and attaining the upper bouridin Florescu,Ganguly,Levine,Perés [7] whén= 2.
In the following proof, denote,(z) = +ey if x4 > 0 while py(z) = —eqy if 4 < 0 wWheree, is
the dth-dimensional coordinate of

Our proof depends on an assumption of the cyclical ordeiVe know for anye € &, there
existsk, 0 < k < 2d — 1 such thatn®)(e,) = e. Define amap) : £ — {0,1,...,2d — 1} such
thatn(e) = k. Our assumption is that

Ji,1 <i<d—1, suchthatn(e;) — n(—eaq))(n(—e;) —n(—eaq)) < 0. (1)

Intuitively, it means that; and—e; could separate; and—e, in the cyclical ordern. For example,

in Z? the counterclockwise and clockwise rotation, andZihwhered > 3 counterclockwise
and clockwise rotation after projecting thé directions onto a suitable 2-dimensional plane both
satisfies the above assumptionef Moreover, without loss of generality, in the following jofo
we assume that the direction satisfies (¥)yis unless other case specifically mentioned. Our first
result is

Theorem 1.2 Whend = 2,
I(p()?n) _ E

n=oon/logn 2

Thed > 3 is more complicate. We use the method and idea of rotorraggregation in
L.Levine,Y.Peres[[6]. IrZ¢ n particles in turn perform rotor walk starting from 0 untiepping
onto a site that has never been visited by the previous festicThe process is called rotor-
router aggregation. When rotor-router aggregation firsgtemote the set of the sites occupied by
particles to bed,,. The same with L.Levine,Y.Peres [6], denate= w,r? wherew, is the volume
of d dimensional ball.

Using the abelian property Lemma 2.4 and rotor-router agagien we obtain

Theorem 1.3 Whend > 3,
I
hm 7(p07n) = Oy
n—oo Tl,

2 2-dimensional case

In this section we will prove the 2-dimensional case.

ForACZY0A ={ye A°: 3z € Ajstax~y}, S, ={xeZ:r<|z|<r+1},B, =
{x € 74 : |x| < r}. We follow the idea of Florescu,Ganguly,Levine,Peres fflbking another
different experiment.

When the initial configuration ig, n particles in turn perform rotor walk starting from the
origin O until hitting 9B,., denote the times the particles leaving the site to beu] (xz); When
the initial configuration i, n particles in turn perform rotor walk starting from the orid) until
escaping to infinity, denote the times th@articles leaving the site to bew,, ().



When the initial configuration ig, u,,(0) particles in turn perform rotor walk starting from the
origin O until either returning to 0 or escaping to infinitye@use an excursion from 0 to O in the
trajectory of a particle which stops once escaping to infinduld be regarded as the trajectory
of another particle which stops once either escaping toitpfor returning 0. The above process
is the same as we letting particles in turn perform rotor walk until escaping to infini So by
definition of /(p, n), we know!(p,u,(0)) = n. Moreover, based on the above reason, we have
when0 < k < u,41(0) — u,(0) — 1, I(p, u,(0) + k) = n.

We also note that for initial configuration such that

lim I(p, k) = 00
k—o0
u,(x) is well-defined for alln > 1. And obviouslylimy_,., I(po, k) = oco. The next lemma

is about the way the particles goes to infinity if we perfornorovalk in Z¢ when the initial
configuration ispo.

Lemma 2.1 Whend > 2 and the initial configuration iy, the particles in turn perform rotor
walk starting from the origin O until escaping to infinity. dinthe only for the particle to escape
to infinity is to follow either-¢e,; or —e, after finite steps.

Proof. The first particle escapes to infinity followinge,.
If the firstn particles escaping to infinity follow eithere, or —e, after finite steps. Far € Z,

Hy 1 (r) ={(z1,...,xq-1,7) : (1,...,2q-1) € Zd_l}.

When n particles in turn perform rotor walk until escapingrtnity, denote

P (r) {(z1,...,24_1,7) : Jz4 > 0, such thatu,(z1,...,24) >0} r>0
(r) =
{(z1,...,24-1,7) : xg < 0, such thatu,(z1,...,24) >0} r<0

and
h! :=min{h > 0: p,(x) = m(eq),Vz € U P.(r)}
r>h
and
hy, =min{h > 0: p,(x) = m(—eq), Yz € | ] Pu(r)}
r<—h
wherep, () represents the rotor configuration:offtern particles escape to infinity. The right
sides of the definition of,;t and i, are not null because of the assumption for the previous
particles. Thus these definitions are well-defined.
Then for the(n + 1)th particle escaping to infinitythe particle must hit

Ha 1 (hyy + 1)UHd—1(—hﬁ - 1)U(8( U Pu(r)))-

—hy <r<hi

Obviously,the sites i J,., P.(r))° have never been visited by the firsparticles. The rotor
configuration of these sites are the same as their initidigoration.

If the (n 4 1)th particle hitiZ,;_, (h;} +1), the particle would follown(e,) until 9(U, o, Pa(r))
and then it would followe,; until oo; If the (n+1)th particle hitH,;_,(—h,, — 1), the particle would
followm(—eg) until 9(1, o, P (r)) and then it would follow—e,; until oo; If the (n + 1)th particle

4



hit 9(U_,- <<t Pu(r))) (W = 24 > 0}, the particle would followe, until oo; If the (n + 1)th
particle hito(U_,- .,<,+ Pu(r))) ({z : x4 < 0}, the particle would follow-¢,4 until co.

Thus the(n + 1)th particle would follow eithee, or —e, after finte steps

We make more remarks about the definitiorhffandh,, in the above proof. Actually;; is
the maximaldth-dimensional coordinate of the sites visited by the firgtarticles at least twice
and—nh,, is the minimumdth-dimensional coordinate of the sites visited by the firgrticles at
least twice. First there existse P, (k) such thaip, (z) # m(eq). The firstn particles visitr at
least twice. Also, if the first particles visity € P,(h; + 1) at least twice, and g% (y) = ¢, and
pn(y) = m(eq), we know the first: particles pass through edge y + e,) at least twice. Hence
they visity + e, at least twice. The same method could be used to obtain the fiarticles visit
every site of the lattice lin¢z : z = y + key, k € N} at least twice. This is contradictory to the
escaping structures we proved in Lemma 2.1. Thuss the maximalith-dimensional coordinate
of the sites visited by the first particles at least twice. The similar conclusion is valid/&g. In
the following argument$i, (k), P.(r), k", h, are the same meanings with the above proof.

Y n?

Lemma 2.2 Whend > 2, we haveh,” <n, h, <mn.

Proof. We only need to provek € N, b, — b <1.

After the kth particles escape t&, the first particle leading to twice visits on a site of the the
hyperplane{z : z; = h; + 1} must followm(e,) until hitting 9(UJ,,,; P.(m)). Then it would
follow e, until co. After this particle finishes its rotor walk, the numbkegf the particles escaping
to infinity must be no less than+ 1. So we have

h+

k+1§h7=h2+1-

The above equality uses the monotonicity/gjf depending om. We could also know:.,, < n
using the same method.

Notice that we use the assumption (1) forin the above two proofs. Becaus€&e,) # —eq,
the particle could reacb(lJ,., P.(r)) throughm(e,). For example irZ* the only permissible
cyclical orders are northeast>south—»west—north and north-west—+south—east-north.

Lemma 2.3 For initial configurationp such thatim,, ., I(p,n) = oo, we have
Whend > 3,

lim sup = lim sup I, n)’ lim inf = lim inf Ip.n)
Whend = 2,
lim sup " = lim sup Ip.n) ,  liminf " = lim inf M

n—oo  Un(0)/logu,(0) nsoo N/ logn n—oo u,(0)/logu,(0)  n—oe n/logn

Proof. Obviously wher) < k < u,,+1(0) — u,(0) — 1, I(p, u,(0) + k) = n.
So whenu (0) < n < ug.1(0),

o) Ipun(0) _ Lp.us(0)) ws(0) _ I(p.ua(0))
n n up(0) m T uk(0)
I(ﬂ? ’fl) _ I(p, uk-i-l(O)) —1 uk+1(0> > I(ﬂ? uk+1<0)) —1

n uk+1(0) ) n - uk+1(0)



Thus we could draw the above conclusion wikier 3. The same method could be used to prove
the case wherd = 2. O
Hence we only need to prove that if the initial configuratispg, whend = 2,
n m

I =
n500 un(0)/1og un(0) 2

and whend > 3, .

BT
First of all, we state the following abelian property of notealk without proof. This property
is proved in [3] and also mentioned in L.Levine,Y.Pefes @hrescu,Ganguly,Levine,Perés [7],
Alexander E. Holroyd, L.Levine [3]. Abelian property sayst the position of the particles and
the times the particles exit from certain site when rotorkalishes do not depend on the choice
we choose the particles in the roter-router process.

= O4.

Lemma 2.4 (Abelian property) For a finite graph = (V, E'), W C V, on every vertex df there
exists some patrticles. If there is a initial configuratipron the graph, each step we choose a
particle onV\W and perform one step rotor walk. When the particlesItiit they would stop.

In the end all the particles stay div. Then the final position of the particles and the times the
particles exit from each site of the graphwhen rotor walk finishes do not depend on the choice
we choose the particles in the rotor-router process.

Next we begin to prove the 2-dimensional case. f.e?Z — R. Forz ~ y,

Vi(z,y) = fly) — f(=).

We denotel.? = (Z? E?) to be the graph consisting af dimension Euclidian sites and their
incident edges. The edge of the graph is denoted by the erids efige. Denote

E¢ - R, :
g : EY = R, divg(z Qng

y~z

and

Af(w) = div(V)( de

y~z

The next lemma is from L.Levine,Y.Perés [6].

Lemma 2.5 n particles in turn perform rotor walk starting from the origiO until hitting 0B,..
V(z,y) € E4, we denoteV,,(z, y) to be the times these particles go through the gdge).

Kn(z,y) == Nu(z,y) — Nuly, )
Then there exist®, : E? — Z, such that R, (x,y)| < 4d — 2, and also
VU;(ZL', y) = _2dKn(x> y) + Rn(xa y)

for all edges(z, y) € E%.



Let (X;):>o be simple random walk of¢. Forx,y € B,, T := min{t > 0 : X; € 0B,},
G.(x,y) .= E,#{i < T : X; = y}. We cite the following results about classical potentialdty
of random walk from G. F. Lawlef[5]. When # 0,

2-d _ .2-d 1-d >
(0,0 = el = £ Ol a3
S(logr —log|z|) + O(|z|™") d=2
Whend = 2, )
G(0,0) = —logr + O(1).

The next lemma comes from L.Levine,Y.Peres [6].

Lemma 2.6 There exists a constant depending only on dimensieh Vx € B,,Vp where( <

p < r, such that
ST Y G, y) - Gola,2)| < Cp

YEBr,|z—y|<p 2~y

We know forz € B,

AU (x) = —2d(dVE,)(2) + diVR,(X) = —1(s_gyn + diVR, (1)

and
AGT({E, 0) = —1{93:0}.

So
A(uy (x) — nGp(z,0)) = divR,(z)

Next an estimation between diy(z) and|u/, (0) — nG,(0,0)| is expected to be given and
L.Florescu,S.Ganguly,L.Levine,Y.Peres [7] gave one veayd this. Their final conclusion is that
the lower limit of escape rates is larger than O while our éasion is that the limit of escape rates
exists and equals to the upper bound of the upper limit. Faifacentained reason we give a
relatively complete reasoning. This method is from L.FéoxeS.Ganguly,L.Levine,Y.Perés [7].

First,

ZE Xk:/\T —U (X(k:+1)/\T))~

k>0
Also
E, (uy (Xear) = Uy, (Xgryar) [ Frnr) = — A up (Xi) Ligery-
So
ZE Au Xk)l{k;<T}]
k>0
— ZE:U nlix,=o0k<ry — AVR, (X))l ey
k>0
=nGp(2,0) = Y E[lperydivR, (X))
k>0
Thus
ul (r) — nG,(x ZE 1{k<T}ZR (Xk, 2)

k‘>0 ZNXk
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DenoteN (z) to be the number of the edges conneetith 0B,. BecauséR,,| < 4d — 2,

|up () — nG.(2,0)] < %\ Y [Goly ) Raly, 2 +21 ) Eallpnery N(X0)]|

Y,2€Br,y~z k>0
1

< o
2d

Z [G7"<y7'r)Rn(y7Z>” +Cl-

Y,2E€EBr,y~z

The reason of the last inequality is thﬂ20 E.[1gxerN(Xy)] < C for a constanC; depend-
ing only on dimensiom. By the definition ofR,,, R, (y,z) = —R,(z,y). SO

() =G0 < ol S [(Goly 1) — Gz, ) Raly, ]| + O
Y,2€Br,y~z

Next we give a proof of Theorem 1.1.
Proof. Whend = 2, becaus&z = (x1,22) € P,(0), there exist a path from 0 to some sit@n
l. :=={y € Z” : y = x+key, k € N} such that every site on the path belongkhg, .+ P.(7).
These sites ifx = (21, 25) € Z* : 1, > 0} could be projected onté/, (0) while these sites in
{z = (71, 22) € Z* : 15 < 0} could be projected ontfl,(—1). Thus we could find a path located
in P,(0) U P,(—1) and connect 0 withx. Every point on this new path correspond to a particle
escape to infinity and theses particles are obviously diffefrom each other. Sa:;| < n. The
same method could be use to prove i€ P,(—1), || < n.

Also by Lemma 2.2, there exists a constahtsuch that

U  Pur) € B
—hp <r<hif
Letr = Cyn. Obivouslyu,,(0) = uS2"(0). So
2
[4n(0) = n(=logn + O(1))] < Y. 1Geun(y:0) = Gopnl(2,0)| + Cr.
Y,2€Bcgyn,y~z

Some simple calculus could lead to that when ¢ > 0

L
logs logt' — logt '
Thus
1, (0) n(% logn 4+ O(1)) Ey,zEBC2my~z |Goun(y,0) — Geyn(z,0)[ + C1

— <
‘logun(O) log[n(%logn+0(1))]‘ - log(u,(0) An(2logn + O(1)))
Divided byn on both sides of the inequality and by Lemma 2.6nlet co. We could know

_ 1, (0) 2 1 G
] S« ce
D | g @) 7l = S 0 AnZlogn s o)) 2

So
n

lim _T
n500 U (0)/1og un(0) 2

By Lemma 2.3, we obtain

n—oon/logn 2

I(po,’)’l,) _ T



3 Higher dimensional case

Lemma 3.1 Whend > 3, there existd?(n) > 0 such that
—hp <r<hif

and R
lim ﬂ

n—oo N

=0.

The proof of the above lemma will be left to the last section.
The next lemma comes from L.Florescu,S.Ganguly,L.LeVYifReres[[7]

Lemma 3.2 Whend > 3, there exists a sufficient small constaindepending only on dimenstion
1

d such that for any initial configurationyz € 0B 1, u"" ' (z) > 0.

Bnd=1' T

Next we give the proof of Theorem 1.2.
Proof. Whend > 3, letr > R(n). Because

uy () — nG,( Z ZG z,y)Ro(y, 2).
yGBr zry
By Lemma 2.6, we obtain

w,(0) = nG(0,0) < Y [|Gi(y,0) = Gr(2,0)]+

y7Z€BR(n) Y~z

2id| Y. Gy, 00Ru(y,2)l

YEBr\BR(n),y~=z

SORM+ o5l Y G 0R.2)]

yeBT\BR(n) Y~z

And we know

Y. GWOR(y) = Y Gly,0)(D Raly,2)

YEB\BR(n) Y~z YEBr\BR(n) zry
= Y Gi(y,0)(2dAus(y)).
YEBr\BR(n)

DenoteF' = {y €B \BR(n) :Vz € (BT\BR(n))C, Z y}.

Wheny € U,z Po(m) N F andVz € (U, ez Po(m)) (B \Brm)),y ~ 2, up(z) =
ul (y) = 1. SoAul (y) = 0.

Wheny € (U,,ez Po(m))*NF andVz € (U,,cz Po(m)) (B \Brw)), ¥y < 2z, up(z) =
ul(y) = 0. SoAu] (y) = 0.

Wheny € (J,,c; Po(m) N F and3z € (U,,cz Pu(m))° (B \Brm)) suchthay ~ 2. Denote
M (y) to be the number of the sites {J,,.;, Pn(m))°(\(B,\Br)) connectingy. Under this
condition2dAu] (y) = —M(y).



Wheny € (U,,ez Bo(m))*NF and3z € (U, ez Po(m)) ((Br\Bgm)) such thaty ~ z.
DenotelV (y) to be the number of the sites it),,,., P.(m)) ((B,\Bgrn)) connectingy. Under
this condition2d Au] (y) = W (y).

Due to the four situations above,

Z (Gr(y7 0) - Gr('ra O))
Y€(OU ez Pn(m))) N(Br\Bgmn))s2€(U,mez Pn(m)) N(Br\Bg(n))z~y
= Gy, 0)(2dAu(y)) + > W(y)G.(y,0)
yer y€(O(U ez Pn(m))) N((Br\Brm)y) N F°)
— > M(2)G,(z,0)

2€(Umez Pr(m)) N((Br\Brn)) N F€)

whereW (y), M (z) have the same meaning in the four situations above. We kfgow, W (y) <
2d, M (z) < 2d. Assume thay = = + e, (k # d). Then

|Gr(y>0) - Gr(xv O)| - |Gr(x + €k, 0) - Gr(l’, 0)|
= laa(|2]*~" = |2 + ex[*~") + O(|2]'~9)]

ad(d—2)|xk+§k| ) Cy
|7 + ekl o S E Y

+0(

where¢;, € (0,1) andCy is a constant depending only on dimensibriHence

| Z (Gr(y,0) — Gr(2,0))]
YEOWU ez Pn(m))) N(Br\Bgr(n)):2€(Umez Prn(m)) N(Br\Bg(n))z~y
< Z Z|Gr(y+r6d,0)—Gr(x+7’ed,0)|+

y€IP, (0)N{z4=0},2€ P, (0),x~y 7=0

Z Z|G —1req,0) — Gp(x —1eg, 0)|

YEOP, (=) {zg=—1},2€Pn(—1),z~y 7=0

< Z Z|x+md|d1 Z Z|x_r6d|d1

y€IP, (0)N{zg=0},2€ P, (0),x~y 7=0 yEIP, (—1)N{zg=—1},2€P,(—1),x~y r=0

Vx € P,(0), there exists a particle which escape to infinity followihg tattice linel = {y :
y = x + keq, k € N} after finite steps. Thus the number of the edge boundarié} @) in the
hyperplane{z : z, = 0} should< (2d — 2)n. For the same reason, the number of the edge
boundaries of, (—1) in the hyperplanézx : z; = —1} should< (2d — 2)n. At the same time by
Lemma 3.2 and the ?belian property(Lemma 2.4), there existsistant depending only or

such thatu,, (z) > u™ " (z) > 0,Vz € 835 1. So there exists a constakit; depending only
such that

| 2 (Go(y,0) = Gp(2,0))] < K.
ye(a(Uﬂ‘bER Prn(m))) m(BT\BR(n))yxE(UmE]R Pp(m)) n(Br'\BR(n))w’UNy
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Also

| > Gr(y,0)Ruly, 2)| < > Gr(y,0)| > Ru(y, 2)]

ye(BT'\BR(n)) ﬂ Fey~z ye(B’f‘\BR(n)) ﬂ Fe Yy

< 8d? > G, (y,0).

y€(Br\BRrn)) N F°

Thus

Y G 0)Ru(y,2) < KanTT + (82 +2d) Y Gi(y,0).

YEBr\BR(n) Y~z yE(Br\Br(n)) N F°
We know that( B,\ Br(n)) (| F'° = 0B J 0(B¢). Vr € N, there exists a consta@t depending
only ond such that

> Gil(y.0) = Eo#{j > 0: X, € 9(BS)} < Cs.
y€d(Bg)
And becaus@Bg,) C Sgr(n),
Y Gy,0)< ) Gy,0) < CuR(M)* - R(n)*! = C4R(n).
yeaBR(n) yESR(n)

We could obtain

lu” (0) — nGy (0,0)] < CR(n) + f—;nd% + (ChR(n) + C)(4d + 1).

Sincer > R(n) and_;,- <<+ Pu(r) € Brn), we haveu;, (0) = u,(0). Letr — oo, divided
by n on both sides and use Lemma 3.1. Hence

lim sup |un(0) —G(0,0)] =0.
n—oo
So n
Jim un(0)

By Lemma 2.3, we could draw the conclusion of Theorem m.2.

4 Quter estimate of rotor-router aggregation

The estimate for rotor-router aggregatidp originates from L.Levine,Y.Peres|[6]. But there
is a mistake in their original paper. In a personal commuigoawith Lionel Levine, he told us a
method to fix the problem. His new method could also get therasgtimated,, C BH_C/,J*% log
whereC" is a constant depending only on dimensibrHowever in this problem we do not need
that strong outer estimate. For a self-contained reasoroli@fthe proof of L.Levine,Y.Peres
[6]. But when we handle with the iteration in the outer estiense would not use Lionel Levine’s
new method and we get a relatively weaker outer estimate. nékelemma is an unpublished

result of Holroyd and Propp. Also, L.Levine,Y.Pergs [6dithis lemma.
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Lemma 4.1 (Holroyd and Propp)X" = (V, F) is a finite connected graph anid C Z C V. On

each site x there are(x) particles. If these particles perform independent randoatke until
hitting Z. LetT" be the hitting time oZ. H,(s,Y) = > ., s(z)P.(Xr € Y), namely the
expecting number of particles stopping#nf I" has an initial rotor configuration and theséx)

particles on each site x of the graph perform rotor walk uhtiting Z. DenoteH..(s, V') to be the
number of particles o’. Also letH (z) = H,(1,,Y"). We could obtain

[Ho(s,Y) = Ho(s,Y)| < Y > [H(u)— H(v)].
ueV\Z v~u
The next two lemmas are from L.Levine,Y.Pel€s [6].

Lemmad4.2p>1,y€ S, Forxz € B, let H(z) = P,(Xr = y), whereT is the hitting time of
S,. Then

H(x) < J

= o =yl

where.J is a constant depending only on dimensibn

Lemma 4.3 The definition of/ (z) is the same as the above lemma. We could also obtain

SN [H(u) v)| < J'log p

u€B, v~u
whereJ’ is a constant depending only an

The next estimate is weaker than the outer estimatg, o L.Levine,Y.Peres[6]. The method
is also from L.Levine,Y.Peres][6].

Lemma 4.4 In Z¢, A, is the sites occupied by particles after n particles finighirtihotor-router
aggregationr = (wﬂd)i, we could obtain

An C BCr(logr)d
where(C'is a constant depending only on dimensibn

Proof. Forh > 1, letI"in Lemma4.1to b&5,,, ;. andZ = S, ;. Firstwe fixay € S, and let
Y = {y}. n particles in turn perform rotor walk from the origin 0 andstmntil either stepping
onto an unoccupied site by the previous particles qr,. Denotes(x) to be the number of the
particles stopping o € S, andH (z) = P, (X = y), whereT is the hitting time ofS,,,, for
random walk. DenotéV, to be the particles of,. By Lemma 4.2,

Ho(s,9) = 3 s()H(z) < 720

By Lemma 4.3 we obtain

Z Z|H v)] < J'log(p+ h).

u€B,p vvu

Because of Lemma 4.1,

J
1+ log(p + h).

H,(s,y) <

12



In the original paper of L.Levine,Y.Peres [6];log(p + k) in the above inequality was mis-
takenly witten as/’ log h. Lionel Levine gave a fix to the problem in a personal commatinn.
He could also get his previous outer estimate. We only needaker estimate and thus we will
not follow his new method. But the following is similar to theriginal proof.

Let po = 0, pix1 = min{p > p(i) : N, < @} Because of the abelian property of rotor
walk, n particles in turn perform rotor walk starting from the oridd until either entering into a
site which has never been visited by the previous partiglésttng S,;). Then letN ;) particles
on S, continue to perform rotor walk until either entering intate svhich has never been visited
by the previous particles or hitting, ;.. At this time the number of the particles stop. 8+
is exactlyN,;+,. Thus we could obtain

Noyrn < Z H,(s,y).

YESp(i)+rNAn

Let My, = #(A,.() Sk), SO

1
M@+ = Np@oy+h 57— ~
’ ’ % + J'log(p(i) + h)

Let s(1) = min{p : N, < p?llogp},s(2) = min{p > s(1) : N, < p*?logp},...,s(d —
1) = min{p > s(d —2) : N, < plogp}. Letk(l) = min{i > 0 : p(i) < s(1)}. Also let
p(k(1)+1) =s(1)—1. Sowher) <i < k(1)andl < h < p(i+1)—p(i)—1, p(i) + h < s(1).
Hence we could obtain

hd_l
T
Thus there exists a constaiitdepending only on dimensiahsuch that

M)

p(i+1)—1

> M, = K(pli+1) — p(i))".

p=p(i)+1

Letz; = p(i + 1) — p(i). We knowd 4y M, < war?. SO

i=0
We obtain
k(1) k(1)
k(1) +1) = (1) =1=Y o < (3 _af)ak(1)' "¢ < Or(logr)'a.
=0 =0

The reason why the last inequality holds is thgg,) < “’;};d and there exist a constamt> 0 such
that N4 105) = 0. Thuss(1) < Crlogr

Next would change the meaning of some symbols. (8} = s(1) and as the method above,
let £(2) = min{i > 0: p(7) < s(2)}, and letp(k(2) + 1) = s(2) — 1. Sowher) <i < k(2),1 <
h <p(i+1)—p(i) — 1, we havep(i) + h < s(2). We can obtain

hd_2

M, >
p()+h—2J+J/
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Thus
p(i+1)—1

> M, = Clp(i+1) — p(i))*

p=p(i)+1

Similarly letz; = p(i + 1) — p(¢) and we could know

k(1)
fo‘l < 5(1)* 'logs(1) < Cri~'(log r)d_lﬁ.
i=0

So

k(2) k(2)
s2) = 1—s(1) =Y ;< (D af )TTk(2) 77 < Cr(logr)* 1 < Cr(logr)?
=0 =0

We obtains(2) < Cr(logr)?. Similarly keep using this method for another 3 times we obtain
s(d—1) < Cr(logr)?. But Nyy_1) < s(d — 1) log[s(d — 1)] < Cr(logr)?. So we could know
A, C BCT(logr)d' U

5 Estimates for height
The next two sections are devoted to prove Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 5.1 Whend > 3 and the initial configuration i, n particles in turn perform rotor
walk starting from O until escaping to infinity. Then theréséxa constant’ depending only on
dimensiond such that
ht < Cni(logn)® by, < Cni(logn)>.

Proof. Let hd*, hit 1@ (p,n),u'?(0),2\” to be the correspondinky’, i, I(p,n), un(0), z; in
d-dimensional case. Below is an extension of the definitioh/ofh . If there is a mapk : Z¢ —
N, R(z) denote to be the number of particles onwhile p represents the rotor configuration
corresponding to the particle distributiddr (R, p) indicates a state of the rotor walk. If we
let (R, p) perform rotor walk until escaping to infinity, denot€ (R, p) to be the maximalith-
dimensional coordinate of the sites from which have beeteéXy the particles at least twice.
Similarly, —h~ (R, p) is denoted to be the minimudth-dimensional coordinate of the sites which
have been exited by the particles at least twice.

Firstly we prove the dimensioth = 3 case. When initial rotor configuration jg, n particles
perform rotor-router aggregation. The sites occupied btighes are denoted as$,. By Lemma
4.4, there exists a constafitsuch that

A, CB 1

— T Kn3logn’

Denotey’ to be the rotor configuration after particles starting from the origin finishes their
rotor-router aggregation. If we put a particle on each sﬁté%}cgn% ogn without change the rotor

configurationy’, denote the corresponding particle distribution to be

G:72' s NGx)=1lxeB,_ 1 }

Kn3 logn

14



Let (nl{z—0y, po) perform rotor walk until escaping to infinity, we can deduiée the begin-
ning of Theorem 1.1. We obtain that for= (z, o, z3) that has been visited by the particles,
V1 <i < 2/]z;] < n. Also, bt < nandh, < n. Ifwelet(1geca,y,p) perform rotor walk
until escaping to infinity, similarly, for = (24, z9, x3) that has been visited in the process, we
could choose a constafit, V1 < i < 2, |z;| < CK3n(logn)® + Kn3 logn < C'n(logn)?. Also,
similar to the proof of Lemma 2.2," (1(,c4,}, /') < CK*n(logn)? + Knilogn < C'n(logn)?
andh™ (1gzea,y, p') < C'n(logn)?.

If bt < Knslogn, the conclusion forl = 3 case follows. Else, we considerparticles
perform rotor walk from O until hitting

Dy:={zx:z3="0'} U{x : 23 = —C'n(logn)*} LJ(LJ{xZ = +C'n(logn)?}).

1=1

There are at least two particles staying on a single site petplane{x : 3 = h'}. Another
way to realize that is to let the particles on the origin O perform rotor-router aggregation
And then continue to letly,ca,y, ') perform rotor walk until hittingD,. By the definition of
h* (1{zea,}, p') and the abelian property, we obtdify < h* (1ca,3, 0').

Let (G, p') perform rotor walk until hitting

Dy ={x : w5 = W (Lgeay, o)} e : 23 = —C'n(logn)*}
2

Uz = £C'n(logn)*}).

i=1

Another way to realize this is to lgfl(,c4,}, ') perform rotor walk until hittingD,. There are
at least two particles staying on a single site of hyperplanexzs = h* (1,ca,},p'}. And then
let the particles irBKn% 10gn\An continue to perform rotor walk until hitting,. By the abelian
property we knowr ™ (1,ea,1,0') < R (G, p').

Now consider the rotor walk statéG, py). Let (6G, py) perform rotor walk until hitting

Dy :={x: 25 =h"(G, o)} J{z: 23 = —C'n(logn)*} | (| {z: = £C'n(logn)*}).

i=1

We could perform the rotor walk in another waly € an% logn’ W€ do the follow operations t@

If m(y)* (po(y)) = p'(y), letk particles ony perform one-step rotor walk. When these operations
finish, denote the rotor walk state to b, o). Obviously we havé/(y) > 1,Vy € B, 1 ogn”
Similar to the arguments above, I&F, o) perform rotor walk until hittingD;. Then let the rest
particles inBKn% logn continue to perform rotor walk until hitting);. By the abelian property,
h™(G, p') < h7(6G, o).

Let (6G, po) perform rotor walk until escaping to infinity. The same asghevious case, we
knowV1 < i < 2, |z;| < 6CK3n(logn)® + Kn3 logn < 6C'n(logn)®, wherez = (11, 22, 23) is
a site which has been visited during the process.

Next we would construct rotor walk df/(12C"'n(logn)3Z) x Z2. Let pf = +es if 23 > 0,
py = —esif x5 <O0.

R(z) = 1 zel:={(1, 29 73) € Z)(12C'n(logn)*Z) x Z2 : 22 + 22 < K*n3 (logn)*}
"0z e (Z/(12C n(logn)3Z) x ZA\I '
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Denotehg (.,.), ko (., .), G* to be the corresponding definition bf (.,.), A= (.,.), G in
Z](12C"'n(logn)3Z) x Z*. Similar to the above arguments, we know if (61, pj;) performs
rotor walk until escaping to infinity. For a sitethat has been visited during the process, there
exists a constar®” such thati! (6R, p;}) < C"n3(logn)®, hy (6R, pt) > —C"n3 (logn)?, |x,| <
C"ns (logn)®. Let(6R, p;;) perform rotor walk until hitting

Dy:={x € Z/(12C'n(logn)*Z) x Z* : x5 = h{ (6G*, p§)}

Uz € Z/(12C"n(log n)*Z) x Z* : w5 = —=C"n3 (logn)*} | J{|2a| = C"nf (logn)*}.
Another way is to let(6G*, pj;) perform rotor walk until hittingD, first and then let the rest
of the particles continue to perform rotor walk. By abeliangerty, we obtairh (6G*, pj)) <
hg (6R, p5).

By the method we choos¥’, i (6G*, pi) = h™ (6G, po)-

Now let (6 R, pg) perform rotor walk until hitting

Ds:={x € Z/(12C'n(logn)*Z) x Z* : x5 = hi (6R, pj)}

\{z € Z/(12C"n(log n)*Z) x Z* : w5 = —C"n3 (logn)*} | J{|za| = C"nf (logn)’}.
Another way is to le (z, z9, 3) : v € Z/(2C'n(logn)*Z)} perform one-step rotor walk simul-
taneously and when we regaftir, 75, z3) : = € Z/(2C'n(logn)3Z)} as a 2-dimensional site

(15, z3), it is the same with a one-step rotor walk(af, z3) in Z2. We stop when particles hids.
We know that the previous process is the saméﬁaﬁxKKn% g}’ po) performing rotor walk in

72 until hitting
Dg:={x €Z?: 235 =h{(6R,p})} U{x €72 x5 = —C"n3(logn)’}
U{|x2| = C"n3(logn)}.

Similar to Lemma 2.2, we know there exists a constant sudh tha

hi (6R, p§) < h2+(61{ ) < C(Kn3logn)? + Knilogn < Cni (logn)?.

1
|z|<Kn3 logn}’ Po

Thush < Cn3 (logn)2. The same method could be used to proye< C'n3 (logn)2.

Whend > 3 and the initial configuration ig,, n particles in turn perform rotor walk. For
particlex that has been visited during the process, we haye< n + 1. Now construct rotor
walk inZ/(2(n + 1)Z) x Z%7*. ¥z € Z/(2(n + 1)Z) x Z4~1, denotep(z) = +eq if x4 > 0,
po(x) = —eq if 24 < 0. Let

S(z) = 1 ze€L:={(x1,0,...,0): 2y € Z/(2(n+ 1)Z)}
YT N0 ze@/@m+1)Z) x 2N '

Denotehd (.,.), hy (.,.) to be the corresponding definition i/(2(n + 1)Z) x Z~'. Let
(nS, p;) perform rotor walk until escaping to infinity. For sitethat has been visited by these
particles, we know'1 < i < d — 1, |z;| < Cn? andh (nS, pf) < Cn?, hi(nS,p;) > —Cn?
where(C'is a constant. IZ./(2(n + 1)Z) x Z4 (nS, pg;) perform rotor walk until hitting

Dr:={z €Z/(2(n+1)Z) x Z" " : 24 = h{ (nl (a0}, p)}

U{x €Z/(2(n+1)Z) x Z : 1y = —Cn?} U(O{|x2| = COn?}).

16



Another way is to letnl,—oy, p5) perform rotor walk until hittingD- first and then let the rest of
the particles perform rotor walk until hitting;. By abelian property we knowj (nl,—oy, p§) <
hg (S, pg)

The same as the previous case we krgwn.s, o) < h'' V" andh (nl,—qy, i) = hit.
Hencehdt < A1t

Our assumption (1) for cyclical order is th@at(eq_1) — n(—eq))(n(—eq—1) — n(—eq)) < 0.
Notice the previoud = 3 case need the two 2th-dimensional directions sepejasad —e, like
Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2. So we can use the above méthed) times(curl the first/ — 3
dimension coordinates) and thus we know whiekr 3, we haveh! < Cns (logn)? whereC
is a constant depending only on dimensibnThe same method could be used to préye <
Cni(logn)2. O

6 Estimates for breadth

This section we will give an estimate for breadth under aggion (1) we mentioned in
Introduction. The intuition of the estimates for breadtithat when we regard the lattice line
l. ={y:y=a+keq k €Z}inZ as asingle site i1, n particles in turn performing rotor
walk in Z? from the origin O until escaping to infinity is similar toparticles’ rotor-router aggre-
gation. Because once a particle reaches would escapes directly to infinity follow the direction
eithere, or —e, and we could regard it as getting trapped in a sit4n'. The following proof is
similar to the outer estimate for rotor-router aggregatioh.Levine,Y.Peres [6].

Forx = (xy,...,74) € 24, 1et® = (21,29, ...,24-1), Cylinder, = {x € Z¢ : |z| < r}, T, =
{x € Z¢:r <|%| < r + 1}. When the initial rotor configuration s, n particles in turn perform
rotor walk from the origin 0 irZ¢. If these particles stop until hittirg. | J{oo}, denote the number
of the particles ofT, to be N;. Forx € T,, denote the number of the particles:oto bes(z) and
onl; = {(Z,y) : y € Z} to bes(z). And then we let theV;* particles ol continue to perform
rotor walk until hitting7,. ., [ J{oc}. Fory € T,,, denoteH (s, y) to be the number of particles
onl; wheres represents the distribution of th€; particles onZ;. By the abelian property We
know the number of the particles @i, is N, ;.

DenoteB!" " and 5!~ to be thed — 1 dimensional Euclidian lattice ball ant— 1 dimen-
sional Euclidian lattice spherg. Sﬁi}l) and for allz € 5“7, p(z) particles stay on. These
particles located g Y begin to perform independent random walks until hittﬁﬁ@;l). Denote

H,(p,y) to be the expecting number of particles stoppingjoilso, we denotdd,(1,,y) to be
H(x).

Lemma 6.1 When the initial rotor configuration ig,, n particles inZ¢ perform rotor walk start-
ing from 0O until hitting7, [ J{oo}. N} particles stay o7, and s(z) particles stay orc. Let these
N particles continue to perform rotor walk until hittifB.. , | J{oc}. Then there exists a constant
C depending only on dimensiahsuch thatvn, r, h > 1,Vy € T,

Hi(s,5) < Hy(3,9) + Cni(logn)* Y. Y |H(a) — H(D)|

aeB(®,D v~

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, we know there exists a constant;” < Cn3 (logn)?, h;, < Cni(logn)2.
Let
L,(r + h) = Cylinder, ., ﬂ{x |2y < Cni(logn)?}.

17



When the initial configuration ig,, n particles perform rotor walk until hitting
T, U{x s g = Cn%(logn)Q}.

Denote the rotor configuration ib, (r + k) to be(, when the above rotor walk finishes.
Next we offer weight to each edge of,(r + h). Vz € L,(r + h), letw(z, z 4+ {o(2)) = 0 and

—_——

w(z, 2+ m* Y (Go(2)) = H(Z) = H(z +m®)(Go(2)) + wlz, 2+ m*(Go(2)))-

By >34 H(z+m®(((2))) = 2dH(2) we know the definition of the edge weight is well-
defined. For all: € T,., we give weightH (z) to every particle located if.
Now we let theN* particles located iff}. begin to perform rotor walk until hitting

Dg =T, 4, U{x |z4) = Cni (logn)?}.

Notice that when particles hftz : |z4| = Cni (logn)?}, it means that the particles would escape
to oo directly without influencing the rotor configuration i, (r + h). Denote(U, () to be a
rotor walk state during the above process whéreL,,(r + h) — N, U(x) = k, meaning that
particles stays om. By the definition of the edge weight and the particle weigtg know during
the process of rotor walk

Z U(x)H(Z) + Z w(x,r + ((x)) = const.

xE Ly (r,r+h) x€Lp(r,r+h)

In the beginning the sum of the particle weightd4s(s, 7). After all these particles hiDs, the
sum of the particle weights is

H(s,9) + > Uy(x)H(z)
xe{x:\xd|:C’n%(logn)2}
whereU; is the final rotor walk distribution. The difference of thedwerms is the change of
the edge weights, which is controlled By'n: (logn)? Daep@-n D seg [H(@) — H(D)|. Note
r+h

Uy > 0,H(7) > 0, hence the desired result follows.
Next we give a proof of Lemma 3.1.
Proof. By Lemma 4.2 we know?,, (s, §) < 2% and by Lemma 4.3 we obtaly -1 >
r+h

H ()| < J'log(r + h). Hence

| H (u)—

Vil

v oo o INE 2
H(s,9) < pd—2 + Cn3(logn)?log(r + h).
When the initial rotor configuration ig, n particles in turn perform rotor walk until escaping to
infinity. DenoteM;",, to be the number of the lattice lirg visited during the above process in

T, .. By the abelian property of rotor walk

*

* * ~ % JNT 2
N, = Z Hy(s,7) < M"M(W + Cn3(logn)?log(r + h)).
geBY

Hence I
M:Jrh = JN; 2 — 9 :
== + Cns(logn)?log(r + h)
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Lets = min{t € N: Ny <tlogt}, p(0) =0, p(i+1) = min{t > p(i) : N,y < Ng‘”}, k=

max{r € N : p(r) < s}. The same as the proof of rotor-router aggregatitan,> 0 such that
k < alogn. Letp(k + 1) = s — 1 and we know

p(i+1)—p(i)—1 . .
Z M (p(i +1) = p(i))*
P J 4+ Cn3(logn)

Letz; = p(i + 1) — p(i). By Lemma 2.1, we knoy _, ., M < n. Thus

k
fo < (J + Cni(logn)?)n.
i=1

Hence . .
s—1= le < k%(fo)% < C(logn)%n%.
=1 =1
For a siter = (z1, ..., 241, z4) that has been visited during the process,

|z;] < s+ slogs < C(logn)%n%

wherel < i < d — 1. Also, we knowh} < Cni(logn)2 hy < Cn3(logn)?. Thus there exists a
constant, such thatR(n) = K,(logn)3ns. We have

—hp <r<h}
and R
n
lim L = 0.
n—o0 n
O

Remark 6.2 Another way to give estimate for;| wherel < i < d—1is based on a modification
of Lemma 2.1. We could prove even when the rotor cyclicalrardés arbitrary Lemma 2.1 is
valid and the structure of rotor walk is the same. The detindiofh and i still make sense.
Let n particles in turn perform rotor walk until escaping to infipiand definer; (n), —z; (n)

to be the maximal and minimufth dimensional coordinate of a site respectively. Although
we cannot know whethér, < n andh, < nis sill valid, z;(n) < nandz; (n) < n for all

1 <4 < d — 1 still remain correct. Next we could use the method in Lemrta B/e need only
to extend the definitions of (n), z; (n) to ] (R, p) andz; (R, p), just as an extension &f' to
h*(R,p) in Lemma 5.1. IiZ? if we want to estimate (n), similar to Lemma 5.1 we need to
curl the 2th-dimensional direction. Note in the proof in erdo use the abelian property we need
to confine the rotor walk into a box but we do not need to knoweiaet length of the edges of
the box except the 1st-dimensional direction edges. Heramuid obtain:; (n) < Cn3 (logn)?
and z7 (n) < Cn3(logn)2 Everything goes through and then we knei(n) < Cn3 (logn)?
andz; (n) < Cn3(logn)? for 1 < i < d — 1. This is even stronger than the above estimate. As a
result we come to the conclusion of Lemma 3.1.
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