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STATIONARY HARMONIC MEASURE AND DLA IN THE
UPPER HALF PLANE

EVIATAR B. PROCACCIA AND YUAN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we introduce the stationary harmonic measure in the
upper half plane. By bounding this measure, we are able to define both the dis-
crete and continuous time diffusion limit aggregation (DLA) in the upper half
plane with absorbing boundary conditions. We prove that for the continuous
model the growth rate is bounded from above by o(t?>7¢). When time is discrete,
we also prove a better upper bound of 0(n2/ 3+€), on the maximum height of the
aggregate at time n. An important tool developed in this paper, is an interface
growth process, bounding any process growing according to the stationary har-
monic measure. Together with [10] one obtains non zero growth rate for any
such process.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the stationary harmonic measure in the upper half
plane and the corresponding diffusion limit aggregation (DLA). The Diffusion Lim-
ited Aggregation (DLA) in Z* was introduced in 1983 by Witten and Sander [12]
as a simple model to study the geometry and dynamics of physical systems gov-
erned by diffusive laws. The DLA is defined recursively as a process on subsets
A, € 7?. Starting from Ay = {(0,0)}, at each time a new point a,; sampled
from the harmonic probability measure on 9°* A,, is added to A,,. Intuitively, a, 1
is the first place that a random walk starting from infinity visits 9°** A,,.

Although DLA is straightforwardly defined and easily simulated on a computer,

very little about it is known rigorously. One of the notable exceptions is shown
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by Kesten where a polynomial upper bound, which equal to n*? when d = 2
and n*? when d > 3, of the growth rate on DLA arms is given, see Corollary in
[7] or Theorem in [8]. In a later work [9] Kesten improved the upper bound for
DLA when d = 3 to y/nlog(n). No non-trivial lower bounds have been proved till
present day. It is in fact still open to rule out that the DLA converges to a ball,
although numerical simulations clearly exclude this.

Recently, this topic is re-visited by Benjamini and Yadin [2] where they “‘clean
up’ Kesten’s argument, and make it more robust”. They proved upper bounds
on the growth rates of DLA’s on “transitive graphs of polynomial growth, graphs
of exponential growth, non-amenable graphs, super-critical percolation on Z¢ and
high dimensional pre-Sierpinski carpets”.

In this paper, we further extend the reach of Kesten’s idea to non-transitive
graphs. We define the (horizontally) translation invariant stationary harmonic
measure on the upper half plane with absorbing boundary condition and show the
growth of such stationary harmonic measure in a connected subset intersecting
r—axis is sub-linear with respect to the height. With the bounds found for our
stationary harmonic measure, we will be able to define a continuous time DLA on
the upper half plane and give upper bound on its growth rates.

We first define several sets and stopping times for our problem. Let H =
{(x,y) € 7%y > 0} be the upper half plane (including x-axis), and S,,n > 0
be a 2-dimensional simple random walk. For any = € 72, we will write

(133

x = (x1, )

with x; denote the ith coordinate of x, and ||z|| = |z1|+|z2|. Then let L,, D, C 72
be defined as follows: for each nonnegative integer n, define

L, ={(xz,n), x € 7},

Vi ={(0,k), 0 <k <n},
and
U,=LyUV,.
Le., L, is the horizontal line of height n while U, is x—axis plus the vertical line
segment between (0,0) and (0,n). And we let y, = (0,n) be the “end point” of
V,,. Moreover, we use P,, C H for an arbitrary finite path in the upper half plane

connecting y, and the xr—axis. One can immediately see that V, is one such path.
And for each subset A C 7% we define stopping times

T4 = min{n >0, S, € A}

and

T4 =min{n > 1, S, € A}
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For any subsets A; C Ay and B and any y € Z2, by definition one can easily check
that

(1)
and that
(2)

where P,(-) = P(:|S) = y). Now we define the stationary harmonic measure on #H
which will serve as the Poisson intensity in our continuous time DLA model. For
any connected B C ‘H, any edge € = x — y with z € B, y € H\ B and any N, we
define

(3) HB,N(‘?) = Z P, (S?BULO =, S?BuLofl = y)

ZELN\B

P, (14, < 7p)
Py (7_'A1 < 7_'3)

P, (18 < Ta,) < Py (18 < Ta,),
P, (Tp < Ta,) < Py (Tp < Ta,),

By definition, a necessary condition for Hg y(€) > 0 (although at this point we
have not yet ruled out the possibility it equals to infinity) is y € 9°“* B and |z —y| =
1. And for all x € B, we can also define

(4) Hpn(x) = Z Hp n(€) = Z P, (S;BULO =1).
€ starting from x zeLn\B

And for each point y € 9°* B, we can also define

(5) [:IB,N(y) = Z HB,N<€) = Z P, (TB < Thos S%BULOA = y) .
€ starting in B z€LN\B
ending at y

By coupling and strong Markov property, we have N — H4 n(e) is bounded and
monotone in N. Thus

Proposition 1. For any B and € as above, there is a finite Hp(€) such that
(6) lim HB,N(é) IHB<€)
N—o00

And we call Hg(€) the stationary harmonic measure of € with respect to B.
Thus we immediately have the limits Hp(z) = limy_ Hpny(z) and HB(y) =
lim oo H B~ (y) also exists and we call them the stationary harmonic measure of
x and y with respect to B. Although now we have the limit Hg(z) exists, it can
be zero everywhere for certain B. We do not need to worry about this when B is
finite. For each finite B, we let

Hp = ZHB(!E) = Z HB(?J)
zeB yeoout B

be the harmonic measure of B. Then we have Hp is non-decreasing as B gets

larger:
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Proposition 2. For any finite subsets By C By C H,
Hg, > Hp,.

Remark 1. However, for infinite subset of H, it is possible to have the harmonic
measure equal to 0 everywhere. In fact, we prove that as long as B has a linear
spatial growth horizontally, Hg(-) is uniformly 0. On the other hand, we have also
proved that for any B with certain sub-linear spatial growth, it can have non-zero
stationary harmonic measure. These results are presented in a separate paper [10].

After presenting the basic properties of our stationary harmonic measure, we
can state our first main result which gives the following upper bounds on Hg y(z):

Theorem 1. There is some constant C' < oo such that for each connected B C H
with Ly C B and each x = (x1,x9) € B\ Lo, and any N sufficiently larger than
T2

(7) HBJV(I‘) S CZL‘;/Q
Remark 2. In this paper, we use C' and ¢ as constants in (0,00) independent to

the change of variables like N or n. But their exact values can be different from
place to place.

At the same time, we can also have the following result showing that for a point
of height n, say y, without loss of generality, the harmonic measure is maximized
(up to multiplying a constant) by U,. Le.

Theorem 2. There is some constant ¢ > 0 such that for all N > n,
(8) Hy, n(yn) > en'’?.

With Proposition 2, Theorem 1 and 2 and the bounds estimates in their proofs,
we can further show that

Theorem 3. There are constants 0 < ¢,C < oo such that for any finite and
connected B in H,

(9) Hp <C (n'éig{xz} + |B\) ,
while

(10) Hy > emaglaa}log ! (max(ea) )
(11) Hp>1

when maxgep{r2} = 0.

And again, we also have the total harmonic measure is maximized (up to multi-
plying a constant) by the vertical line segment V,, over all connected finite subsets

with the same cardinality and intersecting Lj.
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Theorem 4. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any n,
(12) Hy, > cn.

With the stationary harmonic measure bounded in Theorem 1, we are now able
to define our DLA in the upper half plane as a continuous time stochastic process
Ay, t > 0 taking values on finite subsets of ‘H. First we have Ay = {0}. For each
t > 0. A; grows at a Poisson rate of Hy4, and add a new point on 9°“ A; according
to the probability distribution

3 H
P(Ay) = , Yy €H.

Similarly, we can also define the discrete DLA model {A,,}22, in H which is the
embedded Markov chain of A;. Le., at each n, 4,1 = A, U{y} where y is sampled
according to p(A,,y).

First, by introducing a pure growth interacting particle system that dominates
the continuous time process, we show that A; is well defined and estimate an upper
bound on the growth rate of its arms. For any finite A define

[A]} = max{|z]|, = € A}.

Theorem 5. A; is well defined on t € [0,00). And for any € > 0, we have with
probability one

(13) limsup 27| 4;|| = 0.
t—r00

Furthermore, we show that for any time ¢, || A;|| has a finite mth order moment
for all m > 1.

Theorem 6. For any integer m > 1 and any t > 0
(14) B[l 4]"] < .

Remark 3. In our construction we are able to define the dominating interacting
particle system starting from any initial configuration in {0,1}*, whose growth
rate 1s given by the upper bound of the stationary harmonic measure found in
Theorem 1 . This, together with [10], allows us to define a horizontally translation
invariant infinite DLA on ‘H and estimate its (non-zero) growth rate. We call this
the stationary DLA model, and it will be presented in [11]. We refer the reader to
look at recent results on other stationary aggregation processes [1, 3].

For the discrete time process let h,, = maxca,{z2}. By Theorem 1 and (10),
we see that the probability that a new point y is added to the aggregation A, is
no larger than log(h,)/v/h,. Then the Borel-Cantelli argument in Step (ii) of [8]
easily gives us a stronger upper bound on h,,:

Theorem 7. For any e > 0, we have with probability one
lim sup n~"%/3h,, = 0.

n—oo
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The structure of this paper is as follows: In Section 2 we prove the more basic
properties of the stationary harmonic measure, i.e., Proposition 1 and 2. Theorem
2 is proved in Section 3 by showing that certain arguments in [7] is actually sharp.
Then we “inverse” the argument for vertical line segment and prove Theorem 2 in
Section 4. In Section 5 we use the bounds found the the previous two sections and
show Theorem 3 and 4 inductively. In Section 6, we use an interacting particle
system argument to define the dominating process and prove Theorem 5 and 6.
After that, Theorem 7 follows immediately.

2. PROPERTIES OF STATIONARY HARMONIC MEASURE

2.1. Proof of Proposition 1. To show Proposition 1, we first need to verify that
the infinite summation defined in (4) converges. Note that for zo > 0 and any
N > x5 and any z € Ly \ B,

P. (S, =x) = P.(Tpur, = k, Sk = 1).
k=1

And by time reversal and symmetry of simple random walk, we have
P, (T =k,Sy,=2) =P, (S, =x,51,5,+,Sk—1 ¢ BU Ly)
=P, (Sy =2,51,5, - ,Sk1 ¢ BU L)
= P, (Sk = z,TBur, > k).
Thus

Pz(‘gﬁs :x)zzpm<SkIZ7TBULO >k>
k=1

=F, [number of visits to z in time interval [0, Tpy Lo)]'
Then taking the summation over all z € Ly \ B, we have
(15) Hpn(z) = E, [number of visits to Ly in time interval [0, TBuLO):| :
Then noting that 7., > 75ur,, Wwe have

Hpn(z) < E, [number of visits to Ly in time interval [0, TLO]]'

Moreover, for N > x5, note that if we trace the jumps on the second coordinate
of S,, it gives an (embedded) 1-dimensional simple random walk. We can use the
strong Markov property of random walk on stopping time 77, A 7z,

E, [number of visits to Ly in time interval [0, TLO]:|

= Z Po(Toy < Tros Sryp, = w)Ey [number of visits to Ly in time interval|0, 7] |.

weLN
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Note that for each w € Ly,
(16)
4

E, [number of visits to Ly in time interval|0, TLO]] =5 T <) = 4N
w—(0,1) \TLy < TLy

is actually independent to the choice of w, and that for all N > x5

P.(1p, < Tr,) = %
We have
E, |number of visits to Ly in time interval [0, 77,]| = 4N - Pu(1r, < 71,) = 422.
Thus we have shown that
(17) Hpn(r —y) < Hpn(x) < 4dxy < 00.
Similarly, we can also show that for x5 = 0,
(18) Hpn(r —y) < Hpn(z) <1< 0.

With Hp n(x — y) uniformly bounded for all N, we next show that Hg y(z — y)
is monotonically decreasing with respect to N. l.e., for any N > M > x5+ 1 we
want to show that

(19) Hpn(z —y) < Hpu(z — ).
Recalling that
HBJV(.I’ - y) - Z PZ (SfBULO =, S’T'BuLo—l - y) 5

ZELN\B

for each N we can define S be a simple random walk in some probability space
P(-) starting at (0, N), and SEEN) — gl +(k,0) for all k € Z. Noting that SN
is a simple random walk starting at (k, V), we have

k,N k,N
(20) HB’N(:L‘) - Z P (S;BUL)O =, S7£BuL)O—1 = y) .
k: (k,N)eLN\B

Recalling that N > M > x,, a random walk starting at Ly must first visit Ly,
before it can ever reach x. Thus for stopping time

Ty =inf {n : SON) ¢ Ly}
note that by definition we also have

Ly = inf {n: SN ¢ Ly}
and

SEN = | 4 SO

TLpp TLpp
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for all k € Z. Thus by strong Markov property, we have for each k£ such that
(k,N)e Ly \ B

k,N k,N)
P (S;BUL)O - S7(’BUL -1~ y)
0,N _ _
- ZP (STLA = M)7 TL]\/] S TB*(I{),O)) P(_]+k,M) (S'T—BULO == x7 S?BLJLofl = y)
JjEZ
<ZP<SON =(J M)) P(]«Fk,M) (S'T'BULO =7, SfBuLO—lzy)'
JjEZ
Taking summation over all &,
(21)
0,N .
HB,N('T) S ZP <S7£L1VI) = (j?M)> Z P(j-i—k‘,M) (S?BLJLO = .T, S%BuLofl = y) .

jez k: (k,N)ELn\B
Note that for any (i, M) € B, P ) (S;BULO =z) = 0. Thus
Z P(j'i‘k,M) (ST'BULO =7, STBULO y)
k: (k,N)ELn\B

< Z P(k,M) (S?BULO =, S%BULO*I = y) = HB,M(x - y)
k: (k‘,M)eLJ\/[\B

(22)

Combining (21) and (22) we have (19). The fact that any monotonically decreasing
nonnegative sequence is convergent finishes the proof of Proposition 1. O

2.2. Proof of Proposition 2. To show Proposition 2 for finite subsets, recalling
the definition and the fact that both By and By are finite. for any sufficiently large
N such that Ly N By = O, we have

= Z Z PZ(SfBluLO = ZL‘)

r€B1 zELN

= Z Z PZ(S”TBQULO = :L‘)

r€B2 zELN

and

Changing the order of both summations we have
- Z Z PZ(SfBluLO = :L‘) = Z PZ(SfBluLO € Bl) - Z PZ(TBI < TLO)
z€Ln z€B; ze€Ln ze€Ln
which is smaller than or equal to

=3 > PuASr,,, =2)= Y PuSs,,, €B)=> Purp, <L)

z€LN T€B>2 ze€Lpn zeLn

by (1). O



3. UNIFORM UPPER BOUNDS ON HARMONIC MEASURE

In this section, we improve the linear bound in (17) to Theorem 1. Without loss
of generality we can assume x5 = n. According to the definition of Hp n(x) and
(2), we first note that for any B’ C B, with x € B’ and Ly C B/,

Hp n(z) < Hp n(z).
And since B is connected and Ly C B. There must be a finite nearest neighbor
path
Po={x=PFPy,P,Py--, P, €Ly}

connecting x and Lo, where |P;— P 1| = 1. And since d(x, Ly) = n, |t — Py, | > n.
Define

m, = inf{i: |P; — x| > n}
and

Qn={Py, P, P, , P}
One can immediately see that

Q, C B(x,2n).
Then for B,, = Ly U Q,,, to prove Theorem 1, it suffices to show that
(23) HBn,N<x) < C’nl/Q.

And since simple random walk is translation invariant, we can without loss of
generality assume that x; = 0. To show (23), we first prove that the inequalities
in Lemma 3 and 4 and Inequality (2.15) in [7] are actually asymptotically sharp.

3.1. Asymptotic sharpness lemmas. In this subsection, we will temporally
move back to Z2 rather than the upper half plane H. The connection will be shown
when we conclude the proof of Theorem 2. The “inverses” of both lemmas starts
with similar arguments as in their original proof. While the inverse of Lemma 3
is on a more “natural” direction and its proof is more or less the same, that of
Lemma 4 is a more delicate and requires a slightly stronger condition. Once we
have the two inverse lemmas, the asymptotic sharpness of (2.15) follows from the
decomposition of harmonic measure in [7].

Before the asymptotic sharpness results can be shown, we first introduce the
discrete Green function used in [7] and quote some of its basic properties.

Lemma 3.1. (Lemma 1 of [7]) The series

o0

(24) a(w) =Y [Po(Sn = 0) = Pa(Sn = )]

n=0

converge for each x € 7*, and the function a(-) has the following properties:

(25) a(r) >0, Yo € 7%, a(0) =0,
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(26) a((£1,0)) = a((0,£1)) =1

(27) Eyfa(51)] — a(z) = 6(x,0),

50 a(Spar, — V) 15 a nonnegative martingale, where 7, = T(y, for any v € 7%. And
there is some suitable Cy, Cy < oo such that for all x # 0,

1
(28) 2% a(z) — o log |z| — Cy| < C4.

Here for any positive R we use the notation

TR = TaoutB(QR).
We have
Lemma 3.2. (Inverse of Lemma 3 of [7]) Let D C {u: |u| <r} contain the ori-

gin. Then for all R sufficiently larger than r one has uniformly in v € 9°*B(0, R)
and in D

(29) P, (tp < 7r) < C[Rlog(R)]™".

Proof. For any v € 9°*B(0, R), there must be at least one point among its 4
neighbors within B(0, R). And for each such point w, we use the same martingale

Y, = a(Snan)

as the Lemma 3 of [7], with Sy = w. Then since 0 € D, we have that the stopping
time 0 = 7p A 7 < 79, and
a(w) = Eyla(Ss)Lrp<rg] + Ew[a(Sy)Lrp<rp)]

= Py(mp < Tr)Ewla(Sy)|Tp < TrR] + Pu(TrR < Tp)Ey[a(S,)|Tr < Tp]

= E,la(Sy)|7r < Tp] — Pu(mp < Tr) (Ewla(Sy)|Tr < Tp] — EWwla(Sy)|Tp < Tr]) -
Thus we have

Eyla(S,)|Tr < 1p] — a(w)

Eula(Sy)|mr < 7p] — Ewla(Sy)|mTp < TR]

Note that under {7z < 7p}, S, € 9°*B(0, R), which implies R < |S,| < R+ 1.
We have by (28) for sufficiently large R

(30) Pw(TD<TR):

1 y
Eufa(Sy)lrn < 7] < B | = 1og(IS,) + Co + @)TR < TD]

1 4

(31> < %log(R+1)+Co+ﬁ
1 1 4

<1 - ~1

= o Og(i) PR TOT R



The last inequality is from the fact that log(1 + x) < x. On the other hand, we
can also have

1
Eyla(So)|mr < 7] 2 B | 5 1og(|S,]) + Co —

G T <7':|
o El™R <TD
>ilo (R)+ C _a
= 9n 8 R%

Similarly, note that R — 1 < |w| < R, we have sufficiently large R
C

|aw|?
1 2C
33 > — log(R —1 - ==
(33) > 5 og( )+ Co 7
1 1 2C4
> —log(R) — — +Cy — —-.
— 27 og(F) TR o R?
Now the last inequality is from the fact that log(1 — R™') = —R™' + O(—R™?) >
—2R7! for sufficiently large R. Finally, we can use the same argument and have

for sufficiently large R
Eyla(Sy)|mp < Tr] = Eula(Ss)1s,20|Tp < 7]

a(w)

1
> —1 w Co —
5 log(lau]) + Co

1
(34) < % log(’r’) + C() + Cl
1 Ch

From (30) one immediately has that

Eula(S,)|mr < 0] — a(w)

(35) Fulto <7r) < E.[a(S,) s < 0] — Bula(S))[70 < 7]’

where (-) stands for an upper bound while (-) for a lower bound. Then substitute
(31)-(34) into (35), we have

3 3¢
36 P,(mp < < 2R R 7R loe RTY
( ) (TD TR) — ﬁlog(R) —_ [ Og ]

for sufficiently large R. Finally note that

P, (tp < 71Rg) < sup Py(tp < TR).
weB(0,R): |lw—v|=1

Thus the proof of this lemma is complete. O

Our next lemma gives an “inverse” for Lemma 4 of of [7], under a slightly

stronger condition.
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Lemma 3.3. (Inverse of Lemma 4 of [7]) There are constants 3 < Cy < 0o and
¢y > 0 such that for all v and R sufficiently larger than r, any D C {u: |u| <71},
and for any z € 9°*B(0,Cy - 1), we have

C2

log(R)’

Proof. Again, we first consider the same martingale as in the original lemma. For
each z € 9°*B(0,Cy - r) define

Zy = Za(Sn/\TD —)

veD

(37) PZ(TR < TD) Z

with Sg = 2. Recall that ¢ = 7p A 7 < 7p. Using the same argument as in
Lemma 4 of [7] and Lemma 3.2 above, we have

> a(z =) = P.(tp < ) <Z Ela(S, —v)|tr < TD]>

veD veED

+[1 = P.(mr < )] (Z Ela(S, —v)|mp < TR]> ,

veD
which gives us
2 vep U2 =) = 3 yep BlalSe —v)|mp < 74

P <) = S Bla(S, — o)l < 7o) — Sooep Elal(S5 — o)l < 7o)

D wep @2 =) = X2 cp Ela(Sy —v)|Tp < 73]
> vep Ela(Sy —v)|Tr < 7p]

—~
o
o

~—

vV

zveDa(z —v) = > pEla(S, — v)|Tp < 7]
Y enEla(Sy —v)ltr < 7p]

where () again stands for an upper bound while (-) for a lower bound. Then for

any z € 9°*B(0,Cy - ) and any v € D C B(0,7), |z — v| > (Cy — 1)r, which
implies

>

1 C
a(z —wv) > %log(\z —v|) +Cp — m
1 log(Cy — 1
> Py log(r) + log(C> ~ 1) 2; ) + Co — Ch.
Taking summation over all v € D, we have
D log(Cy — 1
(39) Za(z—v) > %log(r)+ %4‘00—01 -|D|.

veD
12



Then under {7p < 7r}, S, € D, which implies that |S, —v| < 2r for allv € D C
B(0,r). Then we have

Ela(Sy —v)|tp < Tr] = Ela(S, — v)1s, £|Tp < T]

1 C
< E |:(% 1Og<‘SJ — UD + C() + m) ]1507,gv ™D < TR
1 log(2
< 5~ log(r) + [% + Co + Cl} .
Again taking summation over all v € D, we have
D log(2
(40) ZE[a(SU —v)|tp < 1R] < ulog(r) + {&() +Co+ C’l} -|DJ.
27 27

veD
Finally, under {7z < 7p}, S, € 0°*B(0, R), so for any v € D, R—r < |S, —v| <
R+ r. Thus
Ch 1

1
Ela(S, —v)|tr < Tp] < Dy log(R+ 1)+ Co + [(=se < - log(R)
for all R sufficiently larger than r. Thus we have
1D
41 E — <-—1 .
(41) ; [a(Sy = v)|7r < Tp] < — log(R)

Now, we can substitute (39)-(41) into (38),

log(C2—1 log(2
g(272r = §7(r) — 20| - D] B log(“%-1) — 4nCy

Plog(R) - 2log(R)
and let Cy = 2exp(4nCy + 1) + 1, and ¢; = 1/2 to complete the proof.

(42) P,(tr < Tp) > [

U

With Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, we are now able to show the asymptotic
sharpness of (2.15) in [7] and have

Lemma 3.4. There is a constant c3 > 0 such that for all D C {u : |u] < 1}
contains the origin, and any y € D
1o(y) = csBy(1cyr < Tp).

Here up(-) is the harmonic measure on Z* associated with D,

pp(y) = lim P.(S-, =y).
|z]—o0

Proof. Here we follow exactly the same decomposition according to first hitting
position, as in [7]. There is a ¢ > 0 such that for all sufficiently large R,

MD(y)Z% > P8, =)

2€0°ut B(0,R)
13



And for any z € 9°* B(0, R), we again have
PZ(STD =y)= ZPZ(TD =n,S, =Yy)
n=1

= ZPy(TD >n, S, = z)

n=1

= B, [# of visits to z in [0, 7p]].
Thus we have

(43) 1n(y) > %Ey [# of visits to 9 B(0, R) in [0, 7p]].

Apply strong Markov property on the expectation, we have
(44)
E, [# of visits to 9" B(0, R) in [0, 7p]]

= Y Py(tr <7D, Sry = w)Ey[# of visits to 9" B(0, R) in [0, 7p]].

wed°ut B(0,R)
Then for each w € 9°*B(0, R),
By, [# of visits to 0" B(0, R) in [0, 7p]]

Z P, (S returns at least k times to 9°** B(0, R) before 7p)

00 k
(45) 2> (Ueaoi?ém P<TR<TD>})
k=0

1

1-— infveaoutB(QR) {PU(TR < TD)}
1

SUPyegout B(0,R) {P,(tp <TR)}

Note that in Lemma 3.2 we proved that

sup {P,(tp <7r)} <C|R log(R)]_l.
vEQ°Ut B(0,R)

Plug it to (45), we have for all w € 8°**B(0, R),

(46) B, [# of visits to 8 B(0, R) in [0, 7p]] >
14



Then combining (43), (44) and (46),

c 1
1p(y) = R 5R10g(R) Z Py(Tr < Tp, Srpy = w)
(47) wedout B(0,R)
c
= 5 log(R)Py(TR < TD).

Then for P,(tg < 7p), note that for sufficiently large R > Cj - r, if a random
walk wants to exit B(0, R), it has to exit B(0,Cs - r) first. Thus, again by strong
Markov property, we have

P,(tr <Tp) = Z Py(tcyr < Tp, Sre,., = 2)P.(TR < TD).
z€0°utB(0,C-1)

Since in Lemma 3.3, we prove that for any 2z € 9°*B(0,C5 - ),

Co
P, < > ,
(T <) 2 300 (R)

we have

(&)

Py(TR < TD) Z log(R) Z Py(TCw" < TD’ STCQ-’I‘ = Z)

(48) z€9°ut B(0,C2-1)

Co

= mpy<7'02.r < TD).

Combining (47) and (48), and let ¢5 = ¢-co/C, the proof of Lemma 3.4 is complete.

t

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1. Now we have the tools we need to finish the proof of
Theorem 1. Recall that B,, = Ly U Q,,, and that by (15), strong Markov property,
and (16)

(49)

Hp, N (yn)

=E,, [number of visits to Ly in time interval [0, 7, |

= Z i (TLy < TB,y Srp . = W) By [number of visits to Ly in time interval [0, TBn]:|

< Z Py (Toy <78, Sy, =w)Ey [number of visits to Ly in time interval [0, TLO]}
weLN

=4N - Pyn(TLN < TBn)~
So in order to show (23) and thus Theorem 1, it is sufficient to prove that

Cnl/z

(50) Py < 75,) <

15




To show (50), define r,, = 2n, S, = 0°“*B(y,, Cy - r,) N {(z,y) € Z*,y > 1}. Note
that if a simple random walk starting at y, wants to reach Ly before returning
to B,, it has to visit some point in §,, first. Thus once again by strong Markov

property,
(51) Py (1 <78,) =Y _ Py (1s, < Tp,, Srs, = 2) P71,y < 75,).
2ESn
Note that for each z € S,,, by (2) and the fact that Ly C B,
(2C, + 1)n
— N
Plugging this uniform upper bound into (51), we now have
(205 + 1)n
N

Pz(fLN < an) S Pz(fLN < 7TLO) S

Pyn (TLN < TBn) S Pyn (TSn < TBn> :

Thus for Theorem 1 it is sufficient to show that
(52) P, (s, < Tp,) < Cn~ /2.
Noting that S,, C 9°“* B(y,, Cs - 7,), and that Q,, C B, then by (1) and (2),
P, (1s, < 7,) < Py, (Toout By, corn) < TQy)-
Since simple random walk is translation invariant,
Py, (Toowt Byn,Corn) < Ta,) = Po(Tcor, < Tp,),
where D,, = Q,, — y,, which is a connected subset of B(0,r,) containing 0. Then

apply Lemma 3.4 ony =0 € D,, C B(0,r,), we have

1
3

Finally by Theorem 1 (the only theorem) of [7], and the fact that 0 € D,,, with
D,, connected and r(D,,) € [n, 2n].

w0, (0) < Cn~2,
which finishes the proof of Theorem 1. U

4. SUBSET MAXIMIZING THE STATIONARY HARMONIC MEASURE

In this section we prove Theorem 2. Then together with the uniform upper
bound we had in Theorem 1, one can see that U,, = V,,ULy is the subset maximizing
harmonic measure up to multiplying a constant.

Before we start with the details, an outline of the proof of Theorem 2 is pre-
sented. See also Figure 1. The detailed proof will piece together everything we
need in the list below, although the order that each lemma is proved may not be

precisely consistent with the outline.
16



(i) We have found that Hy, n(y,) equals to the expected number of visits to
Ly before a simple random walk S starting from y, returns to U,. If the
random walk reaches Ly first before returning to U,, the expected number
of (re-)visits is 4N + o(N).

(ii) For S to reach Ly first before returning to U, it has to reach Lo, first. Once
it reaches Lg,, the probability of success from there is at least of oder n/N.

(iii) If S reached the upper outer boundary of the Ly ball Bi(y,,n/3) = {|z| +
ly — n| < n/3} before returning to V,,, by the invariance principle there is a
positive probability for it to continue to Ls, before returning to U,.

(iv) The probability that S, exits Bj(yn,n/3) before returning to V,, is at least
O(n=1/?%).

(v) Given S, exits Bj(y,,n/3) before returning to V;,, it is more likely to exit
from the upper half than the lower half.

Without loss of generality, we only need to prove this theorem for n sufficiently
large and N sufficiently larger than n.

Ly

L2n

F1GURE 1. Outline for the lower bound

4.1. Lower bound on escaping probability. To show that S,, exits By (y,,n/3)
before returning to V,, with probability at least O(n~'/2), we need to prove one
more asymptotic sharpness result which is basically an inverse of Lemma 6 in [7]
with y = 0. Here we first introduce the definition of the infinite range 1-dimensional

random walk in their problem and quote its properties:
17



Let S,, n > 0 be a 2-dimensional simple random walk starting from the y— (or
equivalently x—) axis. Define the stopping times oy = 0,

oky1 = inf{n > oy, S, € y-axis},

and
T}, = y-coornidate of S,,, Yiy1 = Ty1 — Tk.

Note that now T}, is a 1-dimensional random walk although each of its steps has
no well defined expectation. Moreover, define p to be a stopping time for 7'

p=inf{k > 1,7, <O0}.
We can also define the Green function for the random walk 7" stopped at p as
(53) G(j,1) = Ejnumber of visits by T to [ before p|, j,1 > 0.
The following properties of G(-,-) have been proved
Lemma 4.1. (Lemma 5 in [7]) For j,1 > 0,

Al

(54) GG, = S o — neli )
n=1
for some numbers v(-) satisfying
(55) v(n) =0,
(56) Vi) = 3 olk) ~ OV
(57) V(Tonp) Zi:soa nonnegative martingale under P;, j > 0.

Moreover, in Equation (2.27) of [7] it has been proved that

1
(58) P(Yi < —n) ~ 5,
and by symmetry

1
(59) P(Y1>n)~ .

Now we have all the tools needed to get the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. (Inverse of Lemma 6 in [7]) There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for
all r > 1, one has

(60) Py(T, < —r) > er V2
18



Proof. Condition on the location of 17, we have

Py(T, < —r) = Ry(Y1 < —7) + ZP (Y1 = §)Pi(T, < —r)
(61) . -
Z Yy = ))Py(T, < —r).

For each 5 > 0,

Py(T, < —r) ZZP] =n, Ty =1,T, <—r),

I=1 n=1
while for each n, 7,1 > 0,
Pi(p=nT,1=1T,<—r)=P(p>n—-1,T,1=1,T, < —r)
=Pi(p>n—1,T,1=)P(Th < —r)
=Pi(p>n—-1,T,1=0)PY; < —r—1).

Taking the summation we have

o0

(62) P(T, < —r) Z G(4,1) < —r—1)
and thus by (60)-(62)

BT, < —r) 2 3" P(Vi= )3 GU.DP(Y < —r
(63

=1
o o 1
>y PMi=4)> G(,l)—:.
j=1 =1 T+l
Then by Lemma 4.1 we have
- 1
Py(T, < —r) > CZP Vi _j)ZG(j,Z)T—H
7j=1 =1
00 9] 1 gl
(64) >e) PMi=j)) > vli=njul—n)
j=1 =1 n=1
00 J 00 1
=Y PEI= )Y el - m) D el = n)
j=1 n=1 l=n

Noting that for each [ > n,
1 1 1

I PR RO SR S ROy R Y PRy B
19




with summation by parts and Lemma 4.1 we have for each n

= IS V(m)
;v<l_n)r——|—l_mzzo('ernij)('ern—l—mle)

N Vm
n;(](r+n+m)(r+n+m+1)

(65) B S i

r+n+m

>c

m=1

1 oo
> =
- QmZ r+n—|—m3/2
>l/ 7’+n) 12,
T2 +n+137/

Then noting that for [ = j =1,

Z v(j —nyo(l = n) = v(0)?%,

and that by definition G(1,1) > 1 > 0, we have v(0) > 1. Moreover, note that
P(Yy =1) > Py(S; = (0,1)) = 1/4. Since all the terms in (64) are nonnegative,
let 7 =n =1, we have

Py(T, < —r) > cP(Y; Zv
(66) [

> Sy 2> S
_8(r+ ) > 16T

Thus the proof of Lemma 4.2 is complete.
O

With Lemma 4.2 the proof for the desired lower bound of escaping probability is
straightforward. Recall that we have a 2-dimensional simple random walk starting

at y, = (0,n). Define V! = {(0,y), n — [n/3] <y <n} and
Sin = 0B1(yn, [n/3]).

Here note that for Ly ball By(y,,[n/3]) we do not need to specify if the boundary
is in or out. Then for C! = {(0,y), y < n — [n/3]}, note that for a 2-dimensional
simple random walk starting at y,, = (0,n) we always have

TSim < T, cr -
Thus for the escaping probability we want to bound from below, we have

Pyn (Tsl’n < TUn) = Pyn (Tsl’n < TVr{) > P (TC’ < 7“//) .
20



By the translation invariance of S,
Py, (re, < 7vz) = Po (Tey -y < 7)) -
Note that C!, — vy, = {(0,v), y < —[n/3]} and that V| —y, = {(0,y), —[n/3] <
y < 0}. Let r = [n/3] one has
Py (101, —yn < Tv—y,) = Polp < =) = ev/3072,
Thus we have
(67) P, (1s,, <1v,) = Py, (Ts,,, <7Tv1) > V32,
And similarly, if we look back at the harmonic measure on Z? and let 1’ =
(Cy + 1)r. Then since
TCyr < T{(—o0,r’)x0}
Lemma 4.2 gives us
Py(teyr < 10) > Po(T, < —1') > cr 12,
Then by Lemma 3.4,
1 (0) > e3Py(tyr < 10) > cr V2,
Thus we have also proved
Corollary 1. Among all connected subset B C Z? containing the origin, with

r(B) =71 and all y € B, up(y) is mazimized (up to multiplying a constant) by
when B = [—r,r] x 0 and y = (r,0).

Remark 4. Note that Corollary 1, complements Kesten’s paper [7], by showing
that the straight line is a mazimizer up to a multiplicative constant in 7.

4.2. Spatial distribution at the escaping time. Now with Lemma 4.2 shows
that a 2-dimensional simple random walk starting at vy, will escape By(y,, [n/3])
before returning to V! and thus U,, with probability at least some constant times
n~ 2. We next show that, given the random walk successfully escapes, it is more
likely to escape from the upper half of S;,, that the lower half of it. To make it
precise, define

S{J,n = Sl,n N {(.T, y)7 Yy > n}7
and

an =51, N {(z,y),y <n}.

Then for stopping time o = 75, A 7y, we want to show
(68) Pyn (7_81,n < TV, Sg € S{J,n) > Pyn (TSl,n < TV, SU € SlL,n) .

To show this we can again use translation invariance to move everything centered
at 0. For integer m > 1, let

At ={(z,y) € 2%, x+y =m, z € [0,m]}U{(z,y) € Z°, —z+y =m, z € [-m,0]}
21



and
A ={(z,y) € 2%, x4y = —m, x € [-m,0,]}U{(z,y) € Z°, —z+y = —m, x € [0,m]}

be the upper and lower half of 0B;(0,m). Then define C, = {(0,—i),i =
0,1,---,m}, and C} = {(0,4),i = 0,1,---,m}. To show (68), it suffices to
prove the following lemma:

Lemma 4.3. For all integer m, define set
E. =AlUA, UC,

and stopping time

Oy = Tp- = Tat VAN T A Tor -
We have
(69) Py(tpr =0,,) > Py (Tp= = 0,) -
Proof. For

E,=AtUA_ uUC_ UCH
and stopping time
Om = TEy, = Tat NTa- NTo= NTot,
by symmetry we have
Py (Taz, = 0m) = Po (T4, = 0m) -
At the same time,

Py (TAIl = U;L) =F (TA:;Z < Toks Tar = O;L) + By (TAIl > Tod, Tar = O;L)

70

( ) :PO(TA;;:O-m)_'_PO(TC;FL<0-7717TA;;:0-;1)7

and

(71) Py (TA,; = 0'771) =R (TA;L S Tk Tan = ‘7;1) + Py (TA;L > Tet, Ty = ‘7;1)

=F (TAr—n = am) + By (TC;; < Oy Taz = O;L) .
Thus it is sufficient to show
(72) B, (TCﬁl < Oy Tyt = J;L) > b (TCﬁl < Oy Ta = U;L) .

Under event {7+ < 0,,}, let random variable N,7 be the last time S visits C}, in
[0,0,, — 1]. Note that N, is not a stopping time so we cannot use strong Markov
property. But we can nonetheless have the decomposition:

(73)
Fy (TC;; < Oy Tyt = a;)
(o]
= Py(Si=x1,- -, Sy =a5, N =k <o =0,
0 (P11 =1, , 0k = T, 1Vy, Tt < OmyTaf, = Om) -
k=1 oy a9, 24y & By

T € X € C;‘y; \ {07 (07 m)}
22



(74)
F (TC+ < 0., Ta- —om)
o0
= P(Si=x1,- -, Se =, NI =k, 7+ <0 . T\ =0
0 1 1, ) Pk kyLVm ot my Ay, m) -
k=1 g1 a0, ap_y ¢ E,,

zp € 2 € CL \ {0, (0,m)}

Note that for each k, x1,z9, -+ , 241 ¢ E,., and x;, € x;, € C \ {0,(0,m)}, we
have

{S1 =1, ,S, =, N} = kot < Oy Tat =0}
={S; =1, -+, Sk = Tk, Skr14 visit A% no later than it first visits A, UCH UC; }.
So by Markov property, we have
Py (51 =z, , S, =ap, NF = kyTor < 04, Tt = a;l)
=Py (S1 =21, , 5% = x) Py, (TA:% :crm).
Plugging back in (73) we have

(75)

Py (7o, < 00 Tag, = 0,)
(76) = Z Py(S1 =1, , Sk =) Py, (TA;Z :am)7
=l a,2a, 2y ¢ B,

T € Tf € Cr-rt \ {07 (Ovm)}

=

while the same argument for A gives us

Py (T < 0 Ta, = 03)
(77) - Z Py(S1 =1, , Sk =) Py, (TA;L :am)_
=l w20, 2y ¢ B

T € Tf € C;)t \ {07 (Ovm)}

=

Comparing (76) and (77) term by term, one can see it suffices to show that for all
z=(0,7) € 7 € C3\{0,(0,m)},

(78) P. (T4t =0m) = P. (Ty- = 0m) -

To show (78), one first sees that under {74+ = o} or {74~ = on}, a random
walk starting at z has to move horizontally at the first step then remain in the

right or left half triangle of B;(0,m) until it exits from A} or A, . Then for all
integer i € [0, m] we define

Cm,i - {(an)a 2t —m S Yy S m}7

AL —{(w,y) €2 w4y =m, x€[0,m—i}
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and
A;n’; = U{<x7y> S Z2, —r+y=2i—m, x € [O,m _ z]}

Now we have by symmetry

1 _ _ _ _
(79) P, (a1 = 0m) = SR (TA;’}) S Tazos Taxn S Tcm,o) :
and

1 _ _ _ _
(80) Pz (TAv_n = O'm) = QP(LJ) (TAT_VL’,B S TA;,’B, TA;L,’S S TC'm,o> .

The right hand side of the Equation (80) equals to 0 when j = m — 1. Otherwise,
note that if a random walk starting from (1, j) want to visit A;’I) before visiting

A6 or Ch, it has to first get through A" before visiting A, or Cpyo. Thus
P.j) (%A;’g < %A;’gva;;g < 7_—Cm,0> < Puy) (7_',4;;; < 7_',4;’377_11;’; < 7_—Cm,0> :
Then note that in order to have a random walk starting from (1,7) get to A;L;

before visiting A;’L or Cy, 0, it only need to avoid A;; and C,, ;. So we have

P y 7_'7,r<7_'+,r7_'7,r<7_' :P y 7_'7,r<7_—+,r7_'7,r<7_' . .
L) \Tayn = "Tafi Tl = TCmo @D \Tan =Tl Talm = TC0m;
By symmetry one can see
Pay (TA;’Z, < Tl Ta < TCm,j> = P.j) (TA;”; < Ta,moTate < TCm,j> :

Moreover, note that a random walk starting from (1,7) must exist the smaller
triangle bounded by A™" A" and Cy,,; before exiting the larger on bounded by

mh]’ m7.]’
+,r —,r
Am’o, Am’o, and Cm70. I.e.,
r__ = = r__ = =
05 = Tatr A Tas NT1e,; S0 = Tatm A Tz NTCpo-
Thus
Paj) (TA;’; < Ta o Tafr < TCm,j)
= T
= P < A S Uj)
< P(l,j) <7_'A+,r_ < O'T>
(81) m,J
<P~<77'+,<77'—,/\T )
L) \"afn = "as G N 1Cmo
—P '<77—+,r<77_7,r77—+,r<77— )
L) \Tapr = Tast At = 1Cmo
< Pu,j) (TA:;B < Tag e Takn < TCm,O) -

Finally note that the right hand side of the last inequality in (81) is exactly the

right hand side of (79). O
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With Lemma 4.3, we immediately get (68) from translation invariance.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 2. Now we have all the tools we need to finish the proof
of Theorem 2. Recall (49) and apply it to U, and y,,,

Hy, n(Yn)

=E,, [number of visits to Ly in time interval [0, TUn]]

= Z Py (Toy < 10,57, = w)Ey [number of visits to Ly in time interval[0, 7, ]|
weLN

Note that for all w € Ly,

f%XTLn <:7Uﬁ):: L
We have
Hy,, n(Yn)

> Z Py (toy < 0,, Sy, = w)E, [number of visits to Ly in time interval[0, 7]
weLn

=4P, (Try < Tv,)(N —n).

Then according again to strong Markov property and the fact that a random walk
starting from y,, has to visit Ls, before Ly,

P, (t0y <Tu,) = Z Py (Tro, < 10, Srp, = W) Pu(Try < T0,)-
wELap

Again, note that for all w € Loy,
n

N-—n’
Thus to prove Theorem 2 it is sufficient to show that for N sufficiently larger than
n7

(82) Pyn (TL2n < TUn) Z cn o
To show (82), we have
Pyn (TL2n < TUn) Z Z Pyn (Tsl,n < TVn’ STSI n =weE S{{n) Pw(TL2n < TUn)

wESEn

= Z Pyn (Tsl,n < TVTIN SU =we Sgn) PU)(TLQn < TUn)'

wesﬁn

f%ﬂ(TLN <:7Uﬁ) Zif%ﬂ(TLN <:TLn)1:

1/2

Note that by invariance principle there is a constant ¢ such that for any sufficiently
large n and w € S7,,,

Py(tp,, <T1y,) > cC.
Thus

(83) P, (Tr,, < Tu,) > cP,, (Tglyn < Ty, S =w € S{Jn) )
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Then by (67) and (68), we have
1
(84) Pyn (Tgl’n < V!, Sg € Sgn) > §Pyn (Tgl’n < TV/L) > Cn71/2.
Thus, the proof of Theorem 2 is complete. O

5. TOTAL HARMONIC MEASURE ON FINITE SETS

5.1. Upper bound in Theorem 3. To show the upper bound in (9), without
loss of generality we can assume BN Ly # O, which implies that min,cg{zs} = 0.
Otherwise, for xy = (21,0, ¥20) that has the smallest height in B, define

B'=BU{(210,7), j=0,1,--+ x99 — 1}.

By Proposition 2, we have Hgp > Hp and |B'| = |B| + mingep{z2}. Thus it
suffices for us to prove that for any connected and finite B with B N Lg # O,
(85) Hgp < C|B|.

And we prove (85) inductively. When |B| = 1, we have proved the desired upper
bound in (17). Suppose we have proved (85) for all connected B with |B| < n,
BN Ly # . Then for a B such that |B| =n+1, BN Ly # @, we first show that
one can remove one vertex in B and still have a connected subset intersecting Lj.
In fact we prove something even stronger:

Lemma 5.1. For any finite and connected B C 7* with |B| > 2, there are always
two points x1,xe € B such that B\ {x1} and B\ {x2} are both connected.

Remark 5. With Lemma 5.1, we can make sure that starting from |B| = n + 1,
BN Ly # O, we can remove one point and it will not be in Ly if |B N Lo = 1.
Thus the new connected subset still intersects Ly.

Proof. Again, we prove this lemma by induction. For |B| = 2 or |B| = 3, it is easy
to check the lemma holds. Now suppose it also holds for all connected |B| < n.
Then from the assumption we also have that

Observation 1: for any connected B such that |B| < n and any zy € B¢ such
that d(xg, B) = 1, where
d(z, B) = mf{|z —yl},
yeB

there must exists an « € B such that B\ {z} is connected while d(x, B\{z}) = 1.
To see this, note that if

{yeB: |wg—yl=1} =2

then removing one point will not change the distance between x and the smaller
subset. So either x; or x5 in the inductive assumption is good. Otherwise, let yq
be the only point in B neighboring xy. By the inductive assumption we have two
points x7 and x5 which we can remove, and one of them must not be yy. Thus we

still have an « € B such that B\ {z} is connected while d(zo, B\ {z}) = 1.
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With the observation above, now for any connected B such that |B| = n + 1,
we first choose one point y arbitrarily from B. If B\ {y} is connected, note that
|B\ {y}| =n and that d(y, B\ {y}) = 1. Our observation above shows that there
must be a ¢y’ € B\ {y} such that B\ {y,y'} is also connected and

d(y, B\ {y,¥'}) = 1.

This implies that B\ {¢'} = B\ {y,y’'} U{y} is connected. And we have found
our two “removable” points. Otherwise, if B\ {y} is not connected, it must have
at least two connected components, say By and Bs.

Remark 6. If B\ {y} has more than two connected components, just choose two
of them arbitrarily.

Let
dA,B)= _inf {lz—yl}

for all finite A and B. Noting that B is connected, we must have d(By, B\ By) = 1.
But since By is not connected to B\ (B; U {y}), we also have

d(B1,B\ (B1U{y})) > 2

Thus one can now see d(y, B;) = 1 and d(y, B2) = 1. Then note that |B;| and
| By| are both less than n. So by Observation 1 we again have there is a x; € By
such that By \ {x1} is connected and that

d(y, By\{z1}) = 1,

which implies that (B; \ {z1}) U {y} is connected,

d((Bi\ {z:1}) U{y}, B2) =1,

and that B\{z1} = (B1\{z1})U{y}UB,y is connected. The same argument on By
also gives that there is a xo € By such that B\ {zs} is connected. Finally note that
By and B, are different connected component, which implies that By N By = 0.
So we have x; # x5 and the proof of this lemma is complete. O

With Lemma 5.1, we continue with the inductive argument for the growth rate
of Hg. For any ﬁmte and connected B such that |B| = n+ 1, BN Ly # O,
there has to be an z = (1, x,) € B such that B = B\ {x} is still connected and
BN Ly # @. By inductive assumption we know that Hz < Cn. So now we can
concentrate on comparing Hz and Hp.

Since B is finite, for any v € B sufﬁciently large N we have

HBN Z P Tv —TBULO)
ze€Lpn
And thus
HBN—ZHBN ZP TB<TL0
veEB z€LN
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while

HB,N = Z PZ(TB < TLO)'

zELN
Note that for each z € Ly,

(86) P.(tp < 711,) — P.(15 < 71,) = P10 < 711y < Tp).
Moreover, by strong Markov property,
(87) P.(1, <711y <73) = Po(7e = TauLy ) Pe(Try < T3).
Combining (86) and (87), we have

Hpn — Hp = Pu(r, <73) Y Pl = Thur,)
(88) z€LN

= Pa:(TLo < TB)HBJ\[(ZL').
If z; = 0, note that in (18) we have Hp y(x) < 1, which implies that Hp n—Hp y <
1. And for x5 > 1, we have by Theorem 1
(89) HB,N_H]iNSC\/x_QPm(TLo <TB)
And since B is connected. There must be a finite nearest neighbor path
ﬁx:{x:ﬁmplap%”' ,ﬁkn € Lo}

connecting x and Ly, where |P,— P, 1| = 1. And since d(z, Ly) = 3, |z — Py, | > 5.
Define
My = inf{i: |P, — x| > 2}
and
Q:}::{P17P27"' 7P7”7Lz}

One can immediately see that Qx C B and that

Q. C B(x,2x,).
Thus

1 1

ZPJ;(TLO <75) < ZPJC(TLO <75,) < Pp (10, <75,)

Then for sufﬁciently large x5, recalling the Cy defined in Lemma 3.3, let r = x5 /2C5
and D, = Q,NB (Py, rz. Note that for sufficiently large x5, a random walk starting
at Py has to hit 9°“* B(Py, Cy-r) before reaching Ly. We have by (1), (2) and Lemma
3.4,

Pp (1L, < 75,) < Pp (ToouBa,cor) < To,nB(x,0rr))
(90) < Pﬁ’l (TaoutB(1-7CQ.r) < TD,)

- ~1/2
< ¢ 1#1:)30_151(0) < Cr, 2
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Combining (89) and (90) we have that there is a constant C' independent to n, N
and x, such that
Hpn — Hg < C.

Thus the proof of (9) is complete.

5.2. Lower bound in Theorem 3. First, (11) is obvious. Now we show the
lower bound in (10). Since B is finite, let Z = (71, Z2) be a point in B such that

To = I?eag{:cg }.

Note that by Proposition 2, Hg > H;. It suffices to prove (10) for the single
element set {Z}. Recall that

Hisy,w = Ex [mumber of visits to Ly in [0, 7izjo,|
> Pi(Try < TzjuLo) ian L, [number of visits to Ly in [0, T{f}uLO]]
zeln
and that for sufficiently large N and any z € Ly,

E. [number of visits to Ly in [0, T{j}uLo]}

>E, [number of visits to Ly in [0, TLxQ]] = 4(N — x3) > 2N.
To prove (10) it is sufficient to show that for sufficiently large
> CTo .
~ Nlog(z,)

Now let nz be the largest odd number less than zo. We define B;(Z, nz) be the L;
ball centered at x with radius n,. Moreover we define

2= 0B1(2,n:) N {(y1, 1), y2 = T+ (ng +1)/2}

be the upper corner of 9B;(z,nz). By symmetry we have

(91) Pr(Try < Tgaporo)

1
Pj <TaB1(f,n5) < Ti‘a STBBl(:'c,nS—C) E W%’+) — Z-Pj(TaBl(i'7ni) < Tj).

Thus we have
Pf&(TLN < T{E}ULO)

> P (TaBl(@ni) < Tz, S € Wg—cl’+> inf Py<TLN < TL@)

(92> ToB1(Z,nz) yewil’+
1 .
> ZPE(Tagl(jvni) < Tz) mf1 Py(1r, < TLEQ).
yew, "
Then note that for any y € W
Nz X9
Py(TLN < TL:‘Q) > ﬁ > E

Thus it is sufficient for us to prove that
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Lemma 5.2. There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all sufficiently large Z-,
c

93 Py Zne) < Tz) 2 T

( ) (TaBl( Nz ) T) IOg(ZL'Q)

Proof. For S,, = (S1,,,52,,) to be the simple random walk starting at Z, consider
the martingale

M, = (Sa — T2)> — g
Note that My = 0, so we have

Eiltoniann] < sup  (y2 — T2)* < 75.
y€8B1 (f,ni)

Thus

1
(94) Pi(ToB, (zinz) = 3) < —.
L2
On the other hand, for simple random walk in Z? it was shown in [5] and [6] that
for sufficiently large xs,

T 1 T
(55) (e > ) = 10 @) (1og2<a:§>) > Sloa(@)
Thus note that
Pf(TaBl(i,ni) < Tf) > Pf(TaBl(i,ni) < fg, Tz > j;’)

= Pp(7z > f%) — Pi(ToBy (3,n2) = :i’g, Ty > :Eg)
> Py(1: > 3‘73) — PE(TBBl(i,nj) > 3‘73)

Combining (94) and (95), we have for sufficiently large x5,

P <) > T 1 S T

z\T0B1(z,nz Tz) 2 27 =N . Z o=
9B1(@nz) 6log(Ze) @y — Tlog(Zz)

which finished the proof of this lemma. U
With Lemma 5.2, the proof of (10) and thus Theorem 3 is complete. u

5.3. Proof of Theorem 4. Now we show that the total harmonic measure is
maximized (up to multiplying a constant) by the vertical line segment V;, over all
connected finite subsets with the same cardinality and connected to Ly. And again
we do this inductively. By (88), we have

(96) Hy, n — Hy,_, n = Hy, n(Yn) Py, (70, < Tv,_,)-

According to Theorem 2, we have

Noting that

Pyn(TLo < TVnﬂ) > Pyn(TLo < TVn)a
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it suffices to prove that

(97) Pyn(TLO < Tvn) Z

Bk

On the other hand, recall that

Sin = 0B1(yn, [n/3])
and that
an =S, N {(z,y),y > n}.
We have

Pyn (TLO < Tvn) Z Pyn (TSF < TVn) lnf[; Py(TLo < TVn)'
o yesy,

Again by invariant principle, there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any n and
yeSy,,

Py(1, <1v,) >c.
And then by (67) and (68),

C
Pyn (ngn < Tvn> > %

Thus the proof of Theorem 4 is complete. O

6. CONSTRUCTION AND GROWTH ESTIMATE OF DLA IN H

6.1. Construction of a growth model. With the upper bounds of the harmonic
measure on the upper half plane, in this section we construct pure growth models
which can be used as a dominating process for both the DLA model in ‘H and the
stationary DLA model that will be introduced in a follow up paper. Consider an
interacting particle system &, defined on {0,1}* where H is the upper half plane
with 1 standing for a site occupied while 0 for vacant, with transition rates as
follows:
(i) For each occupied site z = (x1,x2) € H, if 22 > 0 it will try to give birth to
each of its nearest neighbors at a Poisson rate of \/zy. If zo = 0, it will try
to give birth to each of its nearest neighbors at a Poisson rate of 1.
(ii)) When z attempts to give birth to its nearest neighbors y already occupied,
the birth is suppressed.

We prove that an interacting particle system determined by the dynamic above is

well-defined.

Proposition 3. The interacting particle system & € {0, 1} satisfying (i) and (ii)
1s well defined.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 3 uses a similar idea as in Theorem 2.1 of [4].
Although here the transition rates are no longer translation invariant or uniformly
bounded, we will be able to use more elaborate argument and show that with

high probability the time moving forward at each step goes to 0 while still being
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un-summable all together. The next idea is very similar to Borel-Cantelli lemma.
However, rather than using the result directly, we will have the proof of Borel-
Cantelli lemma embedded in our argument. By doing so, we will be able to make
sure the space-time box in each step of our iteration is deterministic and can be
explicitly calculated.

Our construction starts with introducing the following families of independent
Poisson processes: for all x = (x1,22) and y = (y1, y2) that are nearest neighbors
in ‘H and e,_,, which is the oriented edge from x to y, let

{Nz;vﬁ?a T,y € Hu ”SL’ _yH = 1}

be a family of independent Poisson processes, where N ¥ has intensity Vo V1.
Then let B
{Nz;vﬁ?a T,y € H? ”SL’ - yH = 1}

be a family of independent Poisson process independent to N, with the same
intensities. Now consider the space-time combination, H X (—o00, c0). From each
x € H, we draw a vertical infinite line to represent the double infinite time line at
this site. Then for each e,_,,, at any time ¢ such that NJ7¥ = N;Y + 1, we draw
an oriented arrow from (x,t) to (y,t). And at ¢ such that N7 7¥ = N7 7Y + 1, we
draw an oriented arrow from (x, —t) to (y, —t).

Remark 7. Although the construction of our particle system actually only depend
on the transitions on the positive time line, by defining the transition for negative
t’s we are able to have better symmetry on the time reversal and thus formally
simplify the proof.

We have an oriented random graph in the space-time combination. Then for
any two points (z,t;) and (2/,t3) with t; < ¢y, we define that (z,¢;) and (2/,t5)
are connected or (x,t;) — (2/,t3), if there is a (finite) path in the oriented random
graph starting from (x,t;), that goes up vertically and follows the oriented edges
ending at (2’,t3). Then

Definition 1. For any & € {0,1}7, we define &, such that for each t > 0 and
x € H, &(x) = 1 if and only if there is a o’ such that {y(2') = 1 and (2/,0) — (z,1).

Once we prove that & is well defined, one can check that the conditions (i),
(ii) are statisfied. And to show that & is well defined, it suffices to prove that in
our oriented random graph, with probability one (z,t¢) can be connected to only
finitely many points (2’,0) so one can determine explicitly whether any of them
is occupied in the initial configuration. To be precise, for any x € H and any
t,T > 0, define subset

(98) Rer(e) = {y € H, st (5.7 — ) > (&,T))
be the set of all possible ancestors of {(z) at time T — ¢, and we will write Ry (z)
in short of Ry r(z). According to the definition, it is easy to see that

(99) Ry, r(x) C Ry, r(x)
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for all 0 < t; <ty and T > 0, and that
(100) RT1 (ZL‘) - RT2 ({L‘)

for any 0 < 77 < T5. Thus, to show that Definition 1 is self-consistent, we only
need to prove that

Lemma 6.1. With probability one we have Ry(x) is finite for any T > 0 and
r € H.

Proof. Let

Radyr(z) = sup |z —y|
yERt’T(x)

be the radius of R;r(x) and Radr(z) = Radyr(x). By (100), it is sufficient to
prove that for each given T' > 0 and x € ‘H we have

(101) Rads(z) < oo

almost surely. Then, we can take all rational numbers of T’s and all x € H which
are both countable to get the lemma. Moreover, note that to show P(Radr(z) <
o0) = 1, it suffices to prove that for any € > 0,

(102) P(Radr(z) < o00) > 1 —e.

For any given T and ¢t > 0 and z = (¢, 2®) € H, note that R, r(z) is the
collection of all 2" such that («/,T — t) is connected to (z,T"). And for (z/,T —t)
and (z,T) to be connected, there must be a path between them, i.e., there must be
a sequence of times T'—t <t <ty <---<t, <Tand 2’ = x9, 21,29, , T, =T
which is a nearest neighbor sequence in H such that

Ti—1—T; Ti—1—T;
Ntiz 1 — Ntiz_l 7 _'_1

ift; >0, or

\TTi—1T; \TLi— i

thil x — thli—m + 1
ift; <0, foralli =1,2,--- n. Thus it is easy to see that for any nearest neighbor
path zg,x1, 29, - ,x, = x in H, it is open between T'— ¢t and T in our oriented

random graph only if there is at least one transition at each edge along the path
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during this time interval. Thus we have
P(Rad;r(x) > n)
< P(3 an open path in [T — ¢, T] ending at x with length n)

S Z ﬁp Ti1—=Tq N;—vl tlﬂzvl > 1)

T0,T1,22, ,2n€Pgx,n 1=1

=Y 1qh-e <>]

T0,T1,22, ,2n€Pqg,n =1 =

<t 2. \ ﬁ )
=1

(103)

X0,T1,T2, " ,Z‘népx,n

where P, ,, is the collection of all nearest neighbor paths in H of length n ending

2)

at z, and z,”, stands for the y—coordinate of x;_;.

Remark 8. Without loss of generality, the inequalities above is written for 0 <
t < T. By symmetry the same hold for t > 0 and T < 0. Note that even when
T >0 and T —t < 0, the total number of transitions of Ny'~' " in s € [0,T]
plus the total number of transitions of N&=7% in s € [0,t—T) is again a Poisson

random variable with intensity t . So (103) still holds.

Then note that |P,,| < 4" and that for each xg, 21,22, -+, 2, = & € Py, We
have
2@ <4 i=01,2,--,n
Thus, we have

ﬁxz@)l < ﬁ ) + 1)
i=1 i=1

which implies that

(104) P(Rad;r(x) >n) < (4¢)"

Now for each v € (0,1/2), define

M, = Z E2/ (A=) 9=k 0=
k=0
Now for any € > 0 let




and

€
0=t = .
L 4M /2@ 1N,
By (104), we have
[ € .2/(1—) _p/ A=)
(105) P(Rady, r(z) > N}) < —2M < S /009K
1 M»Y M»Y 1
where
(106) k= ()7,

The last inequality in (105) is a result that
2)\7
N, = KGN IS (@) > k}/0)
1—v | & =1
Then under event
El = Al = {RadthT(lC’) < N1}7

we define

e 1]

-~

02

€
GAM, /22 + Ny

t2 :tl +52

and

Then define event
A2 - ﬂ {Rad52,T—t1 (y) < NZ}'

yEB(z,x(2)2—2(2) 1)

One can first see that by the same calculation as in (105)

P(Ay) >1— > P(Rads, -t (y) 2 N2)
(107) yEB(z,x(2)2—z(2) 1)
>1— (2),2 2;2,@/(177)
N (SL’ ) 16M,Y

where
ky = L(x(2)’2)14J.
Moreover, we have
(l‘(2)72)2 _ |:(x(2)72)1,,yi| 2/(1—)
while
(:E(z)’z)lﬂ < 2ks.
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Thus
€ 7k;//(1fw)

16M,
>1 - g0

P(Ag) > 1— (2ky) Y7
(108)

v
Then note that for any x > 1, we have by calculus

x7

@+ ) s ey : 1

while

(a7 4 1)1/(177) <z 1 (a1 +1)v/(1*v)
-

1 —\ /(1)
<.’L“|—1—(2JZ‘1 PY)’y K

x7

<
x+1_7

{MWJ
<x+ .
I—xy

We have that
109) (@)= ) e ()1 6 )
and that .
]{ZQ = L(SL’@)’Q) 77J € [kl + 1, kl + 4)

Using exactly the same argument on

@3 = 2 4 Ns,
and .

ks = [(«2%) 7],
we have

ks € [ka + 1, ko +4).
Then we note that event A; depends only on the transitions within B(z, Ny) X
[T —t1, T], while event Ay depends only on the transitions within B(x, N7 + Ny) x

[T —ty, T —t1]. By the independence of increment in a Poisson processes, we have
that A; independent to A,, and thus for Fy = A; N A,

P(Es) = P(A1)P(A2) > (1 — Mikf/(lfy)QkY/(l_wj : (1 — Mikg/(lv)gkr}/“_”)> _
Y

v
Finally, recalling the definition of Rad;, 7, one can immediately have under E,

Rady, r(z) < 2?3 — 2 < 0.
Repeat such iteration, i.e., for all n > 2 let

x(2)7n — x(Q),n—l + Nn—la
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l—x

5 . €
" 64M, /27 + N,
by =th—1 + 5n7
A, = N {Rads, 7, (y) < Na},
yEB(z,2(2)m—z(2) 1)
and
Consider

szﬁAn.

Under E,, we have for any n > 1,
(110) Rady, p(z) < 2P — 2@ < o0,

At the same time

= = € € = 1
(111) tn_;@_;mmm_ 64M7;7\/W'
Moreover, by (109) we have for each i
(112) (x(Q),i)1*’7 _ (x(2)7i—1 + Ni_l)lﬂ c ((l,(Q),i—l)I*W 11, (l,(Q),i—l)1*’7 +4)
which together implies that
(113) (@7 < (@) 1 4.
Combining (111)-(113) we have

] —1/(2—-2v)

\E

(114) ty>
"= GAM, &

Recalling that v € (0,1/2), 1/(2 — 27) < 1, which implies that the series in

(114) is divergent. So for any 7" > 0 there is a n(T,~,€) < oo such that for all

n>n(T,vy,e€), t, >T,

(@) + 4

Radr(z) C Rady, r(z).
Thus we have under event F.,, Radp(x) < co. On the other hand, Noting that

by the independence increment of Poisson processes, we have Aj, Ay, --- gives a
sequence of independent events, and that according to our iteration for each ¢
€ . 2/(1—7) q—k)/ (=7
P(A;) >1— —F; 27" >1—
(115) (4921 57K :
with
(116) ki € [kio1+ 1, ki1 +4).
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Thus for sufficiently small € such that for all z € (0,¢), log(1 — z) > —2x and any
n > 1, we have

n

P(E,) —1>log (P(E,)) = log (H P(Ai)> > ZZ[P(Ai) —1).

P(E,) —1> _E zn: k?/(1_7)2_k3/(14).
M, i=1

Then noting that by (116) k; > k;_1 + 1 and the fact that all k;’s are integers by
definition, we have

SRR <y
i=1

and thus
(117) P(E,) >1—2e.

Note that the right hand side of (117) is independent of n. We have P(E.) >
1 — 2¢e. And since € is arbitrarily chosen, P(Rady(z) < oo) = 1 which completes
the proof of Lemma 6.1. U

Thus the proof of Proposition 3 is complete. O

With the proof of Proposition 3, one can easily apply the technique of Poisson
thinning to define the following particle system where time is slowed down in-
homogeneously and define a dominating process for the future stationary DLA
model. l.e., we can consider the slower interacting particle system &; defined on
{0, 1}* with transition rates as follows:

(i)’ For each occupied site x = (x1,22) € H at time ¢ > 0, it will try to give

€2

Vil
(ii)” When z attempts to give birth to its nearest neighbors y already occupied,

the birth is suppressed.

birth to each of its nearest neighbors at a Poisson rate of

For &, we have

Corollary 2. The interacting particle system & € {0,1}* satisfying (i)” and (i)’
s well defined.

Proof. We construct ét with the same families of Poisson processes. Recall that in
the proof of Proposition 3, for all x = (z1,22) and y = (y1,y2) in H with [z —y| =1
and e,_,, which is the the oriented edge from z to y, we have

{Nf_)ya z,y GH’ |"L‘_y| = 1}
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be a family of independent Poisson process with intensity of N equals to /5.
Moreover, for each e,_,,, we define {U?7Y}>°, be a i.i.d. sequence of random vari-
ables uniform on [0,1]. And we let the sequences for different edges independent
to each other and also independent to the Poisson processes previously defined.
Now consider the space-time combination, H X [0,00). From each x € H, we
draw a vertical infinite half line to represent the time line at this site. Then for
each e,,,, at any time ¢ such that N;7Y = n = N;.'¥ + 1, we draw an oriented
arrow from (z,t) to (y,t) if U?7Y < 1/y/t+ 1. Thus we have another oriented
random graph in the space-time combination which is a subset of the one we have
for &. By Proposition 3 we can see the following particle system is well defined.

Definition 2. For any & € {0,1}", we define & such that for each t > 0 and
x € H, &(x) = 1 if and only if there is a ©' such that {(x') = 1 and (27,0) is
connected to (x,t) in the new smaller oriented random graph.

0

6.2. Proof of Theorem 5. By Theorem 1 we have seen that for any B, z € B\ Ly
and any € =2 — y with ||z —y|| =1,
Hp(€) < Hp(z) < Cy/xp
for some C' > 1. Moreover, by (18), if xo = 0,
Hg(e) < Hp(zr) < 1.
We construct our DLA model on H as follows: First, recall that
[NF, oy et o -yl = 1)

is a family of independent Poisson processes, such that the intensity of Ny ¥ equals
to /72 and that {U;7¥}72, is an ii.d. sequence of random variables uniform on
[0, 1] independent to the Poisson processes. Let Ay = {(0,0)}, and for any ¢ > 0,
o If there is an €=z — y such that € A,_ and y ¢ A,_, where N;7¥ =n

and NJ7Y =n—1, we let A, = A, U{y}if

Ux—)y < HAtf (a
" - C\/.TQ
e Otherwise, A, = A4,_.

To prove Theorem 5, we first need to show
Lemma 6.2. For each time t, A, above is with probability 1 well defined and finite.

Proof. To prove Lemma 6.2, we construct an event with probability one such that
Ay is well defined and finite under this event. For any x € H and any 0 <t < T,
define subset

(118) Lir(z) = {y € H, st (2,t) = (y,T)}



and let

Lir(x) = sup |z —yl.
yGInT(m)

Following exactly the same argument as in Lemma 6.1, we have with probability
one

1'070,5(0) < Q.

Under {Zy,c+(0) < oo} one can easily put all of the finite Poisson transitions within
the space time box Zy,(0) x [0,¢] in order and construct A, explicitly over finite
steps. Moreover, by definition we can always have A, C I5,(0) thus A, is finite. O

Let A; = Acy, then it is easy to check A, has the same dynamic as in Theorem 5
while being almost surely well defined and finite at the same time. Now, to finish
the proof of Theorem 5, we again follow the argument as in Lemma 6.1.

Remark 9. The proof of Theorem 6 actually also contains all that is needed here
(and more). Thus we will not present the details of basically the same thing for a
third time.

By (113), (114) and (117) we have for any v € (0,1/2) and € > 0, there are
constants 0 < ¢y, C' < 00, and deterministic sequences

L7 > c,yen%, n=12---
and )

R;7<Cn™, n=1,2---
and event ESY such that P(ESY) > 1 — 2¢ and that under ES
(119) Ty (0) < ROV n=1,2,--.
With (119) we have for any ¢ > ¢4, let

ny = sup{k : tp <t}
Then under event ES
To.(0) < Riley < Clog +1)7,
which implies that
(120) To, (075 < 4C(che) T2 < 0.
Note that the right hand side of (120) is independent to the choice of ¢, and that
P(ESY) > 1—2¢ for all e. we have for any given v € (0, 1/2), with probability one
(121) liinsup HAth% < lirtnsupIQCt(O)(Ct)% < 00.
00 —00

Finally note that the choice of v is arbitrary and that 2/(1 — ) — 2 as v — 0.

The proof of Theorem 5 is complete. U
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6.3. Proof of Theorem 6. To prove (14), since we have A; = Ac; C Iyc:(0), it
is sufficient to show for any ¢t > 0 and integer m > 1

(122) E [Zy,4(0)™] < oc.

The proof here is similar to the one for Lemma 6.1. However, since some more
delicate estimates on the upper bounds of probabilities are needed, we still provide
a detailed proof for the completeness of this paper.

Recall (103), we have for any ¢ and n,

P(Zy+(0) > n)
< P(3 an open path in [0, ¢] starting at 0 with length n)

< Z ﬁp(Njﬂfi—l—mi - N;i—tlﬁxi > 1)

0,21,22," ,ZnEPnp,o =1

I S | ([

T0,21,22," ,ZnEPnp,o 1=1

<t )

Z0,%1,22, ,Tn€Pn,0

(123)

Here we use P, o to denote the collection of all nearest neighbor paths starting at 0
with length n. Then note that [P, o| < 4™ and that for each 0 = x¢, x1, 22, -+ , 2, €
Pn.o, we have

d? <i i=01,2,-- n.

Thus, we have

[+ < vari

i=1

which implies that

(124) P(Zo,(0) > n) < (4)"Vn!.
Now for each v € (0,1/2), define

M, = Z E2/ (A=) 9=k 0=
k=0
Now for any € > 0 let

4
N, = L—mJ > 4m
1 -y
and
Si—tf — ¢
T 6aM /N
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By (124), we have

P(Zy (0) > M) < ( )
(125) L6M, VN
€ 4m _ 2/(1—7) k“//(l v)
< —16™M < k 2
- M, M,

where k; = 1. Then under event

= Al = {1'07151 (0) < Nl}a

we define
z®? =14 Ny,
\‘4m(x(2)’2)7J
Ny = | ———| = 4m,
I—v
5 — €
L GAM,2®2 1+ Ny
and
ty = t; + 0s.
Then define event
Ay = ﬂ {Zi, 1 (y) < Nt

y€B(0,2(2):2-1)
One can first see that by the same calculation as in (105)

P(A) > 11— Z P(ZLy1,(y) = No)

yE€B(0,x()-2 1)

N2 1-(2)v2+N272
(126) > 1 — 4(2®2)? ‘ j
(=) 16 M,/ 22 + N, jxg[,z_l

>1- (x(2’2)21234 93/

where
ky = L($(2)’2)14J.
The last inequality in (126) results from

2),2\7
N, = LG IS (2®2)7 > g/,

1—7 - =
Moreover, we have

(l‘(2)72)2 _ |:(l‘(2)’2)177] 2/(1—7)
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while
<$(2),2)1—y < 2ks.

Thus
4m _
P(Ay) > 1— (2ky)*077 —12 = ok
v
(127) €4m 2/(1—7) v/ (1=7)
>1— k" Voke
v
Then note that for any x > 1, we have by calculus
_ 4
(x177+4m)1/(1 7) > 74 . m 7
while
_ 1 _
(xlffy_i_l)l/(l ) <z : (x177+1)“//(1 )
-7
1 _
S T + :(Qxl—V)V/(l v)
< x4+ 1 7
4dmax”
<+ 11—
We have that
_ _ Am 17 [\
(128) (@) = (14 N) T = (1 + { In J) € (2,1+4m)
-7

and that
ko = [ (2@2) 7] € (ky + 1, k1 + 4m)
since k; = 1. Then using exactly the same argument on

$(2)73 — $(2)72 + NQ,

and )
ks = [(«P%) 7],
we have
2),3\1-7 (2),2 1—y (2),2 4m(x(2)’2)7 o
T\ = (2" + N. = |z +
(129) =) ( ) 11—~
c ((56(2),2)1—7 +1, (x(Z),Z)l—v +4m)

and thus

k’g - (k’g + ]_, ]{32 + 4m)

Then we note that the event A; depends only on the transitions within B(0, Ny) X
[0,¢1], while event Ay depends only on the transitions within B(0, N1+ Na) X [t1, to].
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By the independence of Poisson process increments, we have that A; is independent
to As, and thus for Ey = A; N As,

etm 2/(1—7) q—k)/ (=) etm 2/(1—7) o —k2/ A=
P(Ep) = P(A)P(A2) 2 (1 - 5k 7270 (1= gk T :
v

v
Finally, recalling the definition of Zy,, one can immediately have under F,
To4,(0) < 23 < 0.
Repeat the iteration above, i.e., for all n > 3 let
@ = @1 N

N, = {_47”(%(2)’")7_J ,

1 -y

€

= 640,/ + N,

t, =tn_1+ On,
Av= () AT ny) <Na},

y€B(0,z(2):n 1)

and
E,=FE, 1NA,.

Consider

E;o:fjAn.

Under ES_ we have for any n > 1,
(130) Tos, (z) < 2P < 0.

At the same time

n

131 =N 05 = _ .
(131) ; ; 64M. /2@ + N, G4M, ; V@il

)

Moreover, by (129) we have for each i

(132) (x(2),z‘)1—v _ (x(z),zel +N@'71)1_’y c ((x(2),z‘71)1—v 11, (x(2),i71)1—7 +4m)
which together implies that

(133) (@' < dim.

Combining (131)-(133) we have

n

¢ .\ 1/@-2y)
>N .
= 64M, ;( im)
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Recalling that v € (0,1/2), 1/(2 — 2) < 1, which implies that the series in
(134) is divergent. So for any ¢ > 0 there is an ny < oo such that for all n > ny,
t, > t, and that t,,_; <.

Zo,4(0) < Ty, (0).
And by (130) and (133), under E<_,
Zo1,,(0) < @t < [4m(ng + 1)]1/(1*7).
Thus we have under event E¢_,
(135) To.4(0) < [4m(ng + 1)]Y0) < (8m)V -1 . pl/0=D)
On the other hand,

no—1

LY (2=29) ce (1-27)/(2—-27)
; (4m - 7) > 6L, (4G 2) ng .

136) ¢ >ty 1 >
(136) > tny L= 64,

Combining (135) and (136), we have under event ES there is a constant C, -
depending on m and v but independent to € such that

(137) To.4(0) < Cy, e 0732/ (0229
Note that by the independence of Poisson processes increments, we have that
Ay, Ay, - -+ gives a sequence of independent events. And according to (126) and

the construction in our iteration, we have for each ¢

64m

(138) P(A) 21— S g0 i sy
M'Y

with

(139) ki = (@) 7] € iy + 1, kioy + 4m).

Thus for sufficiently small € such that for all z € (0,¢), log(1 — z) > —2x and any
n > 1, we have

P(E,) —1 > log (P(E,)) = log (H P(A») >2) [P(A;) —1].
=1 =1
By (138),
2¢im u 2/(1—7) q—k )/ (=)
1> /) 9=k )
P(E,) —1> i ;k 2

Then noting that by (139) k; > k;_1 + 1 and the fact that all k;’s are integers by
definition, we have

SR <y
=1

and thus

(140) P(E,) > 1— 2™,
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Note that the right hand side of (140) is independent of n. We have P(ES)) >
1 — 2¢*™. Now let
ok
€; = - .
SRV

Then we have for each j sufficiently large,
(141)

To+(O)™ _ — —2/(1—
p (( 0.(0) S 2m/( 'y)) _p (Zo,t(o) > Chpr 2/(1 v)tz/(1—27))

C,, ’y)thm/(l—Q'y) J J

<1-P(Eg) < 2™
and thus

IO,t(O)m . 1 2(1_7)
(142) P((Cmﬂ)mtzm/(l—%) >7) <2 ; .

Noting that v < 1/2 and thus 2(1 — v) > 1,
= Zot(0)™ .
2" (<cm,w>mt2m/<12'v> Ty

which implies that E[Zy.(0)™] < oo. O
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