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Abstract. It is not known (and even physicists disagree) whether first passage percolation (FPP)
on Zd has an upper critical dimension dc, such that the fluctuation exponent χ = 0 in dimensions
d > dc. In part to facilitate study of this question, we may nonetheless try to understand properties
of FPP in such dimensions should they exist, in particular how they should differ from d < dc. We
show that at least one of three fundamental properties of FPP known or believed to hold when
χ > 0 must be false if χ = 0. A particular one of the three is most plausible to fail, and we explore
the consequences if it is indeed false. These consequences support the idea that when χ = 0, passage
times are “local” in the sense that the passage time from x to y is primarily determined by the
configuration near x and y. Such locality is manifested by certain “disc–to–disc” passage times,
between discs in parallel hyperplanes, being typically much faster than the fastest mean passage
time between points in the two discs.

1. Introduction

The study of first passage percolation (FPP) on Zd suffers from the fact that many of the most
fundamental properties presumed to hold, which should be the foundation for many other proofs,
have resisted proof. Open problems of this type include:

(1) Do the fluctuation and wandering exponents χ, ξ exist, and do they take their conjectured
(KPZ) values 1/3, 2/3 for d = 2?

(2) Is there a finite upper critical dimension dc, above which the fluctuation exponent χ = 0?
(3) When edge passage times have an exponential moment, is there an exponential bound on

the scale of the standard deviation, for deviations of these passage times?
(4) Does the limit shape have nondegenerate curvature in all directions?

Various authors have dealt with this situation in different ways. One approach is to prove far–from–
optimal (yet still difficult) results, for example that the variance of passage times over distance n is
at least of order log n [13], or that for fixed k, for a special class of passage time distributions, the
limit shape cannot be a polygon with fewer than k sides [17], both for d = 2. A second approach,
taken in [2], [3], [29], and for non–integrable LPP in [21], is to prove conditional results, assuming
certain fundamental unproven properties like (3) and/or (4) above, and showing that more delicate
properties follow from them. A third option is to explore interrelations among the fundamental
properties, which does not require knowing or assuming which ones are true; this third option, and
in part the second option, are our primary approaches in this paper. In particular we show that
at least one of three fundamental properties believed to hold in dimensions below dc is false above
dc. We then move into conditional–result mode, to explore the consequences if the property which
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seems the clear candidate to fail above dc indeed does so. This gives some insight into the question,
“if dc is finite, how should we expect FPP in dimensions above and below dc to differ?”

The question of a finite dc or not is particularly challenging, as even physicists do not agree.
Informally, χ is the exponent for which the variance of the passage time over distance n grows
like n2χ. Heuristics and simulations suggest that χ should decrease with dimension; simulations in
[30] for a model believed to be in the same (KPZ) universality class as FPP show a decrease from
χ = .33 to χ = .054 as d increases from 2 to 7. In general, some calculations (e.g. renormalization
group) seem to predict the existence of a finite upper critical dimension, possibly as low as 3.5,
above which χ = 0 ([19],[26]); in contrast, various simulations suggest that χ may be positive for
all d ([4],[28]), with those in [24] showing χ > 0 all the way to d = 12, decaying approximately as
1/(d+ 1). So it is possible that the primary question we are exploring is vacuous (dc =∞), but in
that case an understanding of the hypothetical nature of FPP above dc could lead to insights as to
why such dimensions do not exist.

It is known that on certain large graphs, including for example Galton–Watson trees [16] and
the product of a rooted d–regular tree and Z ([9], [10]), the centered passage time distributions
over various distances n form a tight sequence, which of course is stronger than just χ = 0. (In the
Galton–Watson case this is for point–to–sphere times, not point–to–point.) On other large graphs
these distributions yield tight sequences after dividing by log n; examples include the product of an
unrooted d–regular tree with Z [9]. On the Galton–Watson tree the tightness may be attributed to
the fact that the point–to–sphere time from the root is mostly determined by edge passage times
within a bounded distance of the root. All this makes it somewhat plausible that indeed as the
dimension grows, Zd becomes a large enough graph that it, too, has χ = 0, or at least that χ→ 0
as the dimension grows. It is not clear whether passage times should be tight if χ = 0, or whether
point–to–point passage times should be determined primarily near the path endpoints as on the
Galton–Watson tree; this “local,” or “near the endpoints,” aspect is what we will attempt to shed
preliminary light on, in the present work.

Remark 1.1. There is the question of how this localness can be manifested quantifiably for FPP in
Zd, which we approach as follows. Consider two parallel hyperplanes, tangent to a multiple of the
limit shape at opposite points x and −x. Consider discs Dx and D−x in these hyperplanes, centered
at ±x, having radius that is small relative to the usual transverse wandering of the geodesic Γ−x,x.
Let σ̂(2x) be the standard deviation of the passage time T (−x, x) from −x to x. The small radius
of the discs means that for p, p′ ∈ D−x and q, q′ ∈ Dx the geodesics Γpq and Γp′q′ may coincide for
most of their length, along all but short sections near their endpoints. If passage times are nonlocal
(as expected at least below dc) then this coinciding means the passage times T (p, q) and T (p′, q′)
are typically nearly equal, within a small multiple of σ̂(2x). Therefore the disc–to–disc passage time
minp,q T (p, q) is typically close (again, within a small multiple of σ̂(2x)) to any given point–to–point
passage time T (p, q). By contrast, if passage times are local, then T (p, q) and T (p′, q′) are primarily
determined by the non–coinciding portions of the geodesics, so these two passage times are nearly
independent, if |p − p′| and |q − q′| are not too small. There are then many nearly–independent
point–to–point passage times T (p, q) between the discs, so at least some point–to–point passage
times between D−x and Dx, and thus also the disc–to–disc passage time, will likely be much faster
than the typical (i.e. mean) point–to–point passage time, meaning faster by a large multiple of
σ̂(2x). Such a large gap between mean point–to–point and mean disc–to–disc passage times thus
manifests localness, and is what we establish, at least conditionally in the sense described above.
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1.1. Some definitions. Let Ed denote the set of all edges (i.e. nearest-neighbor pairs) of Zd. The
passage times of edges are a collection of nonnegative iid variables τ = {τe : e ∈ Ed}. The passage
time of a finite lattice path γ (always taken self–avoiding) is

T (γ) :=
∑
e∈γ

τe,

and the passage time from x to y is

(1.1) T (x, y) := inf{T (γ) : γ is a path from x to y in Zd}.
To avoid notational clutter, for general x, y ∈ Rd we define T (x, y) to be T (x̂, ŷ), where x̂, ŷ are
the closest lattice points to x and y respectively, with ties broken by some arbitrary translation–
invariant rule. A path γ achieving the infimum in (1.1) is called a geodesic from x to y. Assuming
τe is a continuous r.v., a unique geodesic exists a.s. for each x, y [32], and we denote it Γxy. From
subadditivity, the limit

g(x) = lim
n

ET (0, x)

n

exists for all x ∈ Zd; by considering only n for which nx ∈ Zd we may extend this definition to
x ∈ Qd, and then to a norm on Rd by continuity; see [5]. Define also

h(x) = ET (0, x), x ∈ Zd.

Throughout the paper, c0, c1, . . . and ε0, ε1, . . . are constants which depend only on the dimension
and the distribution of the passage times τe, unless otherwise specified.

A function f ≥ 0 on Zd is magnitude–based if there exists fmag : [1,∞)→ [0,∞) and c1 > 0 with

(1.2) c−1
1 fmag(r) ≤ f(x) ≤ c1fmag(r) whenever

r

2
≤ |x| ≤ 2r.

Then fixing r ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ α ≤ 2, and taking x with |x| close enough to r, we get that c−1
1 fmag(r) ≤

f(x) ≤ c1fmag(αr) and c−1
1 fmag(αr) ≤ f(x) ≤ c1fmag(r), so fmag satisfies

(1.3) c−2
1 fmag(r) ≤ fmag(αr) ≤ c2

1fmag(r) for all r ≥ 1, 1 ≤ α ≤ 2.

Therefore there exist c2, κ ≥ 1 such that

(1.4) c−1
2 α−κfmag(r) ≤ fmag(αr) ≤ c2α

κfmag(r) for all r, α ≥ 1.

For general functions f : [0,∞)→ (0,∞), we say f has growth exponent χ ≥ 0 if

(1.5) lim
r→∞

log f(r)

log r
= χ.

We say f has regular growth exponent χ ≥ 0 if

(1.6) lim
α,r→∞

∣∣∣∣ log f(αr)− log f(r)

log(αr)− log r
− χ

∣∣∣∣ = 0

and for all β > 0,

(1.7) lim inf
r→∞

inf
1≤α≤β

[log f(αr)− log f(r)] > −∞, lim sup
r→∞

sup
1≤α≤β

[log f(αr)− log f(r)] <∞.
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We can restate (1.6) and (1.7) as: for every ε > 0 there exist β, r0, c3 such that

(1.8) r ≥ r0 =⇒
{
αχ−ε ≤ f(αr)

f(r) ≤ αχ+ε if α ≥ β,
c−1

3 ≤ f(αr)
f(r) ≤ c3 if 1 ≤ α < β.

The following is an enhancement of a result in [3]; it is proved in Section 5.

Lemma 1.2. Suppose f : [1,∞) → (0,∞) has growth exponent χ = 0 and for some c, κ, δ > 0
satisfies

(1.9) f(r) ≥ δ, c−1α−κf(r) ≤ f(αr) ≤ cακf(r) for all α, r ≥ 1.

Then there exists fup : [1,∞)→ (0,∞) with regular growth exponent χ = 0 satisfying

fup ≥ f, lim inf
r→∞

fup(r)

f(r)
<∞, fup eventually nondecreasing,

log fup(r)

log r
nonincreasing.(1.10)

We call an FPP model standard if the edge passage times are continuous r.v.’s with a finite
exponential moment, and P (τe = 0) < pc, where pc denotes the critical probability of 2–dimensional
Bernoulli bond percolation.

Let
σ̂(x) = var(T (0, x))1/2, ∆̂(x) = (|x|σ̂(x))1/2, D(x) = ET (0, x)− g(x).

Note D ≥ 0 by subadditivity of ET (0, x). When σ̂ is magnitude–based, we call a corresponding
σmag as in (1.2) an approximate standard deviation, respectively; we call a corresponding function
from Lemma 1.2 (that is, fup with f = σmag) an upper–regular standard deviation and denote it as
σup. From [14] (improving on [1]), for a standard FPP model, if D is magnitude–based then every
corresponding Dmag satisfies

(1.11) Dmag(r) ≤ c4(r log r)1/2 so lim sup
r→∞

logDmag(r)

log r
≤ 1

2
.

Note that σ̂ is bounded away from 0, since passage times of edges emanating from 0 have an order-1
influence on passage times T (0, x), so any approximate standard deviation will be bounded away
from 0 as well. Let Π∞xy denote the infinite line through x and y and let R(x) be the maximum
transverse wandering from Π∞0x by the geodesic Γ0x, that is,

R(x) = sup
u∈Γ0x

d(u,Π∞0x),

with d(·, ·) denoting Euclidean distance. When σ̂ is magnitude–based, we define ∆mag(r) =

(rσmag(r))
1/2 and ∆up(r) = (rσup(r))

1/2; then ∆up has regular growth exponent ξ = (1 + χ)/2.
Let Bg(x, r) denote the g–ball at x of radius r; we abbreviate Bg(0, 1) to just Bg. Bg is known
as the limit shape, as, under mild hypotheses [12], it is the a.s. limit of the rescaled “wet region”
t−1(∪{x+ [−1

2 ,
1
2 ]d : T (0, x) ≤ t}).

For a direction (unit vector) θ let yθ be the point of ∂Bg in direction θ, and letHθ be a supporting
hyperplane to Bg at yθ; when uniqueness fails the choice is arbitrary. Then for r ∈ R let Hθ,r be the

hyperplane parallel to Hθ through ryθ. At times it will be convenient to express a general u ∈ Rd
in terms of a basis in which the first vector is yθ, and the other d− 1 form an orthonormal basis for
Hθ,0. (The particular choice of orthonormal basis does not matter.) We call these θ–coordinates,
and projection along Hθ,0 into Π∞0θ is called tangential θ–projection and denoted πθ. Projection
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along Π∞0θ into some Hθ,r is called longitudinal θ–projection. (This is only truly projection when
r = 0, but we use the terminology anyway.) As noted in [2], the angle between θ and Hθ,0 is always

at least arcsin 1/
√
d; we call this the arcsin bound. The distance from a point x to a set A along

Hθ,0 is denoted dθ(x,A).
We say θ is a direction of sub–curvature if there exists ε0(θ) > 0 and a value c5(θ) such that for

u ∈ Hθ,1 with |u− yθ| ≤ ε0(θ) we have

(1.12) g(u) ≤ 1 + c5|u− yθ|2;

θ is a direction of curvature if also there exists c6(θ) such that for all u as above,

(1.13) g(u) ≥ 1 + c6|u− yθ|2.
There is then also a c7(θ) such that for 0 < ε ≤ ε0(θ) and u ∈ Hθ,1 with |u− yθ| ≥ ε we have

(1.14) g(u) ≥ 1 + c7ε|u− yθ|.
Provided directions of curvature exist, we may choose values ε∗0, c

∗
5, c
∗
6, c
∗
7 for which

U =
{
θ ∈ Sd−1 : θ is a direction of curvature, ε0(θ) ≥ ε∗0, c5(θ) ≤ c∗5, c6(θ) ≤ c∗6, c7(θ) ≤ c∗7

}
6= ∅.

Equivalently, we omit the ∗ in the notation and take ε0, c5, c6, c7 as values not depending on θ ∈ U .
Then, after reducing ε0 if necessary, there exists c8 such that

(1.15) θ ∈ U , |α− θ| < ε0 =⇒ the angle between Hα,0 and Hθ,0 is at most c8|α− θ|.
Convexity of Bg means the directions of sub–curvature form a set of full (uniform) measure in

the unit sphere Sd−1. By contrast, though it is believed that (outside of cases where the infimum
of the support of τe has large mass, as in [18]) every θ is a direction of curvature, there is no a
priori reason for the existence of any directions of curvature for Bg; a polyhedron, for example,

has none. We say (θ, x) ∈ Sd−1 × Zd is directionally good if

(a) θ ∈ U ,
(b) d(x,Π∞0θ) ≤ d,

(c) |x|−1/4 < ε0.

and directionally acceptable if (a), (c) hold and

(b’) d(x,Π∞0θ) ≤ |x|1/5.

We write G for the set of all directionally good pairs (θ, x), GZd for {x : (θ, x) ∈ G for some θ}, A
for the set of all directionally acceptable pairs, and AZd for {x : (θ, x) ∈ A for some θ}.

Due to the arcsin bound we always have |x − πθx| ≤ c9 for directionally good (θ, x) note that
x, πθx lie in the same hyperplane Hθ,g(πθx). Of course (c) only requires that |x| be sufficiently large,
so for each θ ∈ U there exists r0(θ) such that

(1.16) r ≥ r0(θ) =⇒ ∃x : (x, θ) ∈ G, ||x| − r| ≤
√
d.

Let H+
θ,r, H

−
θ,r denote the halfspaces ∪s≥rHθ,s and ∪s≤rHθ,s, respectively, and for r ≤ t define the

slab Sθ(r, t) = ∪r≤s≤tHθ,s. We need to consider slab and disc–to–disc passage times. An infinite

θ–cylinder is a set of form {x ∈ Rd : d(x,Π∞0θ) ≤ r} with θ a unit vector and r > 0. A bounded
θ–cylinder is the intersection of an infinite θ–cylinder with a (not necessarily perpendicular) slab,
whenever this intersection is bounded; we will typically simply say “cylinder” to mean “bounded
θ–cylinder.” We will also have occasion to use cylinders in which d(x,Π∞0θ) is replaced by dθ(x,Π

∞
0θ)
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in the definition; we distinguish these by attaching the adjective skew (e.g. an infinite skew θ–
cylinder); note here that dθ(x,Π

∞
0θ) = |x − πθx|. Any bounded θ–cylinder C determines two end

hyperplanes containing its ends, and the associated slab S(C) between them. Given x ∈ Rd with
direction φ = x/|x|, and s > 0, the natural hyperplanes of (0, x) are the hyperplanes parallel to Hφ
through 0 and x, the natural slab of (0, x) is Snat(0, x) = Sφ(0, g(x)) which is the region between
the natural hyperplanes, and the natural cylinder of (0, x) of radius s is the bounded φ–cylinder{

u ∈ Rd : d(u,Π∞0x) ≤ s
}
∩ Snat(0, x),

which has ends in the natural hyperplanes. For x 6= y in Rd, the natural cylinder (of radius
s), natural hyperplanes, and natural slab of (x, y) are then defined via translation by x of the
corresponding objects defined for (0, y− x), and the cylinder and slab are denoted Cnat(x, y, s) and
Snat(x, y), respectively. For a bounded θ–cylinder C each edge which intersects an end hyperplane
of C and has an endpoint in the interior of S(C) is called an end edge of C, and the endpoint not
in the interior is called an end vertex. A pair (u, v) of end vertices at opposite ends of C is called
an end pair of C, and the set of all end pairs is denoted E(C). Similarly, for a slab S, pairs (u, v)
of sites adjacent to, but not in, the interior of S, lying on opposite sides of S, are called boundary
pairs of S, and the set of all boundary pairs is denoted B(S).

We fix ε1 to be specified, and say a slab Sα(·, ·) is a near–natural slab of (x, y) if (x, y) ∈ B(S),∣∣∣∣ y − x|y − x| − α
∣∣∣∣ < ε1,

and Sα(·, ·) makes an angle less than ε1 with Snat(x, y). The set of all such slabs is denoted
N (x, y). For a fixed α, whether Sα(r, s) ∈ N (x, y) does not depend on r, s so we may write
“Sα(·, ·) ∈ N (x, y).” Given a direction of curvature θ, there exists ε2 such that if both α and
(y − x)/|y − x| are within ε2 of θ then Sα(·, ·) ∈ N (x, y).

We now decribe fully some of the properties FPP systems (at least below dc) are in most cases
believed to have, which may be considered “core properties.” Unfortunately they are mostly un-
proven, except in the case of exactly solvable LPP models in d = 2. There has been considerable
work on LPP in which these (or similar) core properties are taken as “black–box inputs” from the
algebraic methods, with further proofs then developed by probabilistic methods, for example [7],
[6]. These are some of the core properties, with σmag any approximate standard deviation:

(i) Uniform exponential bound property on scale σ̂(·):

(1.17) P
(
|T (x, y)− ET (x, y)| ≥ tσ̂(y − x)

)
≤ c11e

−c12t for all x, y ∈ Zd.

(ii) Lattice negligibility with a growth exponent: A direction of curvature exists, σ̂ is magnitude–
based, and σmag has a growth exponent χ ≥ 0.
(a) First variant: (ii) holds and D is magnitude–based.
(b) Second variant: (ii) holds and σmag has a regular growth exponent χ ≥ 0.

(iii) Limit shape has nondegenerate boundary curvature (twice differentiable with positive def-
inite Hessian) everywhere.

(iv) Uniform moderate–gap property:

lim sup
|x|→∞

ET (0, x)− g(x)

σ̂(x)
<∞.
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(a) Semi–uniform variant:

lim inf
|x|→∞
x∈GZd

ET (0, x)− g(x)

σ̂(x)
<∞.

(b) Subsequence variant:

lim inf
|x|→∞

ET (0, x)− g(x)

σ̂(x)
<∞.

(v) Controlled wandering property:

(1.18) lim
K→∞

lim sup
|x|→∞
x∈AZd

P (R(x) ≥ K∆̂(x)) = 0.

(a) Exponentially–controlled variant: for all x ∈ AZd and all K ≤ c13|x|1/2,

P
(
R(x) ≥ K∆̂(x)

)
≤ c14e

−c15K2
.

Note (iv)(a) is stronger than (iv)(b). The principle underlying (ii) is that as distances become large,
effects of the structure of the underlying lattice, other than its dimension, should become small
(with an exception when percolation of the minimal edge weight occurs, as in [18]); this should
mean every θ is a direction of curvature, but for our purposes the weaker curvature condition
suffices. The parts of (ii) referencing σ̂ and σmag essentially say simply that a well–defined χ exists.

The principle underlying (v) that transverse wandering is typically of order ∆̂(x) in a direction of
curvature may be viewed as a more precise version of the exponent relation ξ = (1 + χ)/2, as we
now describe.

Remark 1.3. Assuming the uniform moderate–gap property (iv), the exponentially–controlled–
wandering property (v)(a) in directions of curvature is closely related to the uniform exponential

bound property (i). Informally the reason is as follows. If R(x) ≥ K∆̂(x), there is a point u ∈ Γ0x

at distance approximately K∆̂(x) from the line Π∞0x through 0 and x. Due to curvature, this forces
the geodesic to travel an extra distance:

g(u) + g(x− u)− g(x) ≥ c16
(K∆̂(x))2

|x| = c16K
2σ̂(x).

For K large relative to the lim sup in (iv) this implies

h(u) + h(x− u)− h(x) ≥ c16

2
K2σ̂(x),

while
T (0, u) + T (u, x)− T (0, x) = 0.

This forces one of the following to occur:

T (0, u)− ET (0, u) ≤ −c16

8
K2σ̂(x), T (u, x)− ET (u, x) ≤ −c16

8
K2σ̂(x),

T (0, x)− ET (0, x) ≥ c16

4
K2σ̂(x).

Provided σ̂(u) and σ̂(x−u) are not of larger order than σ̂(x) (true if (ii)(b) holds), the probability
for each of these is then bounded in view of (i), yielding (v)(a). This is a heuristic, not a proof,
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because we have ignored that the point u is random; what it shows is that (i) and (v)(a) are strongly

interrelated. In fact the idea that geodesics wander by order ∆̂(x), when expressed at the level
of exponents, becomes the standard relation ξ = (1 + χ)/2 proved (under the assumption these
exponents exist, in a certain sense) by Chatterjee [11].

Since ∆̂(x) is at least of order |x|1/2, this heuristic, or just the relation ξ = (1 + χ)/2, suggests

that transverse wandering should also always be at least of order |x|1/2. This means that the
natural assumption for the controlled–wandering property is not that x/|x| be precisely a direction

of curvature, but rather that |x − πθx| = O(|x|1/2) for some direction of curvature θ. We have
defined “directionally acceptable” vertices x in keeping with this, replacing the exponent 1/2 with
1/5 as we do not need 1/2 for our proofs. The value 1/5 is chosen to be smaller than the value 1/4
appearing in (c) in the definition of directionally acceptable.

We will consider also a variant of (iv), and a property that connects it to (iv):

(iv’) Uniform downward–deviation property: for some ε3 > 0,

lim inf
|x|→∞

P
(
T (0, x) ≤ g(x)− ε3σ̂(x)

)
> 0.

(a) Semi–uniform variant:

lim inf
|x|→∞
x∈GZd

P
(
T (0, x) ≤ g(x)− ε3σ̂(x)

)
> 0.

(b) Subsequence variant:

lim sup
|x|→∞

P
(
T (0, x) ≤ g(x)− ε3σ̂(x)

)
> 0.

(vi) Unbounded concentration property:

lim inf
|x|→∞

P
(
T (0, x)− ET (0, x) ≤ −tσ̂(x)

)
> 0 for all t > 0.

We see that (iv’) implies (iv), by Chebyshev. Conversely, (iv) and (vi) imply (iv’). One expects (iv)
is equivalent to (iv’), even without the unbounded concentration property (vi). The unbounded
concentration property holds provided (T (0, x)−ET (0, x))/σ̂(x) has a nondegenerate limit distri-
bution for which the support is all of R, as is expected to be true, and is known for integrable
LPP in d = 2 [22]. To ensure the support is all of R, it is sufficient that the limit distribution be
infinitely divisible.

For a boundary pair u, v of a slab S, the slab passage time T (u, v | S) is the fastest passage time
among all paths from u to v with all vertices in S ∪ {u, v}. The standard deviation of the slab
passage time is denoted σ̂(u, v | S). The disc–to–disc passage time of a cylinder C, denoted Td2d(C),
is the minimum slab passage time T (u, v | S(C)) over all end pairs of C. Its standard deviation
is denoted σ̂d2d(C). Note that disc–to–disc passage time are not restricted to paths staying in the
cylinder.

By Proposition 4.4 there is a constant c17 such that

(1.19) E[(T (0, x | S)− T (0, x))2] ≤ c17 for all x ∈ GZd and all S ∈ N (0, x).
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It follows that any approximate standard deviation σmag also works for slab passage times: after
adjusting c1,

(1.20) c−1
1 σmag(|x|) ≤ σ̂(0, x | S) ≤ c1σmag(|x|) for all x ∈ GZd and all S ∈ N (0, x).

The last of the properties we consider is the localness (determination near the geodesic endpoints)
of passage times discussed in Remark 1.1, which is not expected to hold when χ > 0. To describe
the property first informally, given a natural cylinder Cnat(0, x, ε∆̂(x)) with radius a small multiple

of ∆̂(x), one may compare the typical slab passage time between each end pair (u, v) and the
typical fastest of these slab passage times, which is the disc–to–disc passage time. The property of
interest is essentially that the typical disc–to–disc passage time for such cylinders is many standard
deviations faster than the typical time for each fixed end pair. Since any two end pairs can share
the same geodesic path everywhere except near the endpoints, this large passage–time variation
across end pairs must be due to some version of localness. We quantify the localness property
precisely as follows.

(vii) Local fluctuation property: for every ε+ > 0, for all sufficiently small ε− ∈ (0, ε+), letting

Cx,ε = Cnat(0, x, ε∆̂(x)),

(1.21) lim
r→∞

sup
|x|≥r
x∈x

sup
ε−<ε<ε+

min
(u,v)∈E(Cx,ε)

ET (u, v | S(Cx,ε))− ETd2d

(
Cx,ε
)

σ̂(u, v | S(Cx,ε))
=∞.

By contrast, a version of the ”nonlocalness” scenario, in which point–to–point and disc–to–disc
passage times are not very different, has been confirmed in [2], [20] when χ > 0 and (i), (ii) hold,
so localness is only a realistic possibility when χ = 0.

There are various results providing bounds on |T (u, v) − T (u′, v′)| when u, v are close to u′, v′

respectively, in contexts where we know or expect χ > 0; these are proved using the path–sharing
described in Remark 1.1. In [20] such bounds are established for d = 2 assuming versions of (i),
(ii), (iii); a similar result for general d is is [2]. Though we will not formally prove that the local
fluctuation property fails when χ > 0, these bounds point strongly toward the nonlocalness scenario
in Remark 1.1.

Our first theorem shows that certain properties expected to hold whenever χ > 0 (and condi-
tionally proved in some cases—see below) become inconsistent when χ = 0.

Theorem 1.4. For a standard FPP in d dimensions, at least one of the following must be false:

(ii) lattice negligibility, with growth exponent χ = 0;
(v) the controlled–wandering property;

(iv’)(a) the semi–uniform downward–deviation property.

The state of these properties when χ > 0 is as follows.

(ii) is proved with χ = 1/3 for integrable models of LPP in d = 2 [22]. As noted before Remark
1.3, it is a manifestation of the universality principle that at large scales, the underlying
lattice should become irrelevant, except for its dimension. Existence of a regular growth
exponent is also a manifestation of the kind of regularity that underlies the existence of a
scaling limit.

(v) is a finer–detailed manifestation of the same principle that yields the exponent relation
ξ = (1 + χ)/2, as noted in Remark 1.3. The stronger exponentially–controlled variant
(v)(a) is known for integrable models of LPP in d = 2 [8]. (v)(a) is also conditionally
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proved on certain “lattice–like” isotropic random graphs in Zd when χ > 0 [3], under
unproven assumptions (i) and (ii)(b) (slightly modified.)

(iv’)(a) is proved for integrable models of LPP in d = 2 [22], where it is a consequence of (iv) and
the existence of a scaling limit that yields (vi). Its cousin (iv) is conditionally proved for
FPP on the same lattice–like random graphs as above in Rd when χ > 0, assuming again
(i) and a modified (ii)(b).

Of course one would like to know which of (ii), (v), (iv’)(a) in Theorem 1.4 actually fails when
χ = 0, and to that end we have the following. (ii) and (v) seem unlikely candidates to fail, as
they are manifestations of non–dimension–dependent principles like universality, the existence of a
scaling limit, and the heuristic that underlies ξ = (1 + χ)/2. (iv’)(a), on the other hand, does not
appear to be a manifestation of any dimension–free general principle, and the conditional proof of
its cousin (iv)(a) in [3] makes significant use of χ > 0, so it appears the clear candidate to fail when
χ = 0.

We consider the consequences, if indeed (iv’)(a) fails, in the next theorem and corollary, pointing
toward the “local” nature of passage time fluctuations. The statement of the theorem is in terms
of the related properties (iv)(a)(b), however.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that for some standard FPP in d dimensions, the following hold:

(ii)(a) lattice negligibility, with growth exponent χ = 0,
(v) the controlled–wandering property,

but the subsequential moderate–gap property (iv)(b) fails. Then the local fluctuation property (vii)
holds.

If (ii)(b) holds in addition to (ii)(a), then we may replace (iv)(b) with (iv)(a).

As mentioned above, for FPP on the above–mentioned “lattice–like” isotropic random graphs in
Rd, the uniform moderate–gap property (iv) (so also (iv)(a)(b)) is a consequence of (i) and (ii)(b)
when χ > 0 [3], so we expect (iv)(b) to potentially fail only when χ = 0. So we expect the analog
of Theorem 1.5 for χ > 0 to be vacuous.

The following is essentially immediate from Theorems 1.4 and 1.5.

Corollary 1.6. Assume that for some standard FPP in d dimensions, the following hold:

(ii)(a,b) lattice negligibility, with regular growth exponent χ = 0,
(v) the controlled–wandering property,

(vi) the unbounded concentration property.

Then the local fluctuation property (vii) holds.

Proof. Under the first two given hypotheses, by Theorem 1.4 (iv’)(a) is false. Under (vi) this
is equivalent to falsity of (iv)(a). Then Theorem 1.5 (particularly the last sentence) says (vii)
holds. �

In the corollary, the unbounded concentration property is only needed to bridge the gap from
(iv)(a) to (iv’)(a), so if one could show (iv)(a) alone implies (iv’)(a), then the unbounded concentra-
tion property would be unnecessary. The bridging only works because Theorem 1.4 and Theorem
1.5 involve the same semi–uniform variant of (iv)(a) or (iv’)(a) when σmag has regular growth ex-
ponent χ = 0, that is, when (ii)(b) holds. Without the “regular” aspect, one theorem involves the
semi–uniform variant, the other the subsequence variant, and the bridge cannot be made.
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2. Proof of Theorem 1.4

We will need the following two lemmas, which are proved in Section 5. We will apply the first
to f = σup.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose f : [1,∞)→ [1,∞) has regular growth exponent χ = 0 with

δ(r) :=
log f(r)

log r
nonincreasing.

Let Ψ(r)→∞, Ξ(r)↘ 0, and η(r)↘ 0 as r →∞ with

(2.1) η(r) ≥ r−1/2, log log
1

Ξ(r)
+ log

1

η(r)
≤ C

δ(r)

for some C > 0. Then

(2.2)

(
log

1

Ξ(η(r)r)

)
f

(
η(r)r

log 1
Ξ(η(r)r)

)
� f(r) as r →∞.

We define a linear map Φθ, which approximates g in directions near θ and is constant on hyper-
planes Hθ,r, by

Φθ(u) =

{
g(πθu) if u ∈ H+

θ,0

−g(πθu) if u ∈ H−θ,0.
For vectors y and angles ρ we use

Θρ(y) =
|y − πρy|
g(πρy)

as a surrogate for the angle between y/|y| and ρ; in view of the arcsin bound that angle and Θρ(y)
differ by at most a constant factor provided the angle is small.

The second lemma controls backtracking of Γ0x, measured in any direction θ close to x/|x|, by
a distance r or more.

Lemma 2.2. Consider a standard FPP in d dimensions. Given K ≥ 1 there exist constants ci as
follows. For all sufficiently large |x|, all c18(|x| log |x|)1/2 ≤ r ≤ K|x|, and all θ with Sθ(0,Φθ(x)) ∈
N (0, x),

(2.3) P
(

Γ0x 6⊂ Sθ
(
− r,Φθ(x) + r)

))
≤ c19e

−c20r2/|x|.

Suppose now σ̂ is magnitude–based, σmag has growth exponent χ = 0, and (iv’)(a), (v) both
hold; we will get a contradiction. Let σup be an upper–regular standard deviation and let c1 be as
in (1.2) for f = σ̂, fmag = σmag. By (1.10) there exist c21 and an unbounded Λ ⊂ (0,∞) such that

r ∈ Λ =⇒ σup(r) ≤ c21σmag(r).

Let

Λ+ = ∪r∈Λ

[
3

4
r,

3

2
r

]
, Λ++ = ∪r∈Λ

[r
2
, 2r
]
.
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Then by (1.3) and (1.8), for some c22,

r ∈ Λ++ =⇒ s ∈ Λ for some s ∈
[r

2
, 2r
]

=⇒ σmag(r) ≥
1

c2
1

σmag(s) ≥
1

c21c2
1

σup(s) ≥ c22σup(r).(2.4)

It follows from Lemma 2.2 that for some c23, c24, for ε4(r) = c23(r−1 log r)1/2, ε5(r) = r−c24 we
have

P
(

Γ0v 6⊂ Sφ
(
− ε4(|v|)g(πφv), (1 + ε4(|v|))g(πφv)

))
≤ ε5(|v|)

for all v ∈ Zd and all φ with Sφ(·, ·) ∈ N (0, v).(2.5)

By (v), for any function Ψ(r)→∞ there exists Ξ(r)↘ 0 for which

(2.6) P
(
R(x) ≥ Ψ(|x|)∆̂(x)

)
≤ Ξ(|x|) for all x ∈ A.

Our first task is to select particular choices of Ψ,Ξ with other desired properties. We first select
Ξ1(r) satisfying

(2.7) Ξ1(r)↘ 0, Ξ1(r)� ε4

(r
3

)(d−1)/6
.

The last property allows us to next select Ψ(r) satisfying

(2.8) Ψ(r)↗∞, Ψ(r) ≤ min

(
Ξ1(r)1/(d−1)

(3ε4(r/3))1/6
, r1/32, e1/δ(r)

)
,

where, as in Lemma 2.1,

δ(r) =
log σup(r)

log r
.

Then using (v) we take Ξ2,Ξ satisfying

(2.9) Ξ2(r)↘ 0, Ξ2(r) ≥ sup
|x|≥r
x∈AZd

P
(
R(x) ≥ Ψ(|x|)∆̂(x)

)
, Ξ = max (Ξ1,Ξ2, 1/Ψ, ε4) ,

so Ξ(r)↘ 0. Finally let

(2.10) η(r) =

(
Ξ(r)1/(d−1)

Ψ(r)

)8

,

so η(r)↘ 0. Then from (2.9),

(2.11) log log
1

Ξ(r)
+ log

1

η(r)
= log log

1

Ξ(r)
+

8

d− 1
log

1

Ξ(r)
+ 8 log Ψ(r) ≤ 17 log Ψ(r) ≤ 17

δ(r)
,

while from (2.8) and (2.9), since Ξ ≥ Ψ−1,

(2.12) η(r) ≥ Ψ(r)−8d/(d−1) ≥ Ψ(r)−16 ≥ r−1/2.

Thus (2.1) holds, and, by Lemma 2.1, also (2.2) for f = σup.
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Fix a directionally good (θ, x). Write η for η(|πθx|), recall ε3 from (iv’)(a), and let n ≥ 1. Let
y∗ = y∗(n) be the closest lattice site to ηπθx/2n, so provided η|πθx|/n is large, (θ, y∗) and (θ, 2y∗)
are directionally good. Suppose that for some c25 to be specified,

(2.13)
η|πθx|
n

∈ Λ+ and nσup

(
η|πθx|
n

)
≥ c25σup(|πθx|).

Then for c1 from (1.3) and c22 from (2.4) we have

c−3
1 c22σup

(
η|πθx|
n

)
≤ c−1

1 c22σup (2|y∗|) ≤ c−1
1 σmag (2|y∗|) ≤ σ̂(2y∗).

Therefore by (ii), (v), (2.4), (2.13) there exists c26 such that

P
(
T (0, 2ny∗)− g(2ny∗) ≤ −c−3

1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|)
)

≥ P
(
T (0, 2ny∗)− g(2ny∗) ≤ −c−3

1 c22ε3nσup

(
η|πθx|
n

))
≥ P

(
T (0, 2y∗)− g (2y∗) ≤ −c−3

1 c22ε3σup

(
η|πθx|
n

))n
≥ P

(
T (0, 2y∗)− g (2y∗) ≤ −ε3σ̂(2y∗)

)n
≥ e−c26n.(2.14)

The particular n of interest is given by

(2.15) n̂ =

⌊
1

c26
log

1

4Ξ(η|πθx|/2)

⌋
, so e−c26n̂ ∈ [4Ξ(η|πθx|/2), 4ec26Ξ(η|πθx|/2)] ,

and we write ŷ∗ for y∗(n̂), the closest lattice site to ηπθx/2n̂. Since, as noted after (2.12), (2.2)
holds for f = σup, for |x| large the inequality in (2.13) holds for n = n̂, so (2.14) and (2.15) give

(2.16) P
(
T (0, 2n̂ŷ∗)− g(2n̂ŷ∗) ≤ −c−3

1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|)
)
≥ 4Ξ(η|πθx|/2).

Near Hθ,Φθ(x)/2 (halfway between 0 and πθx) we can select a “well–separated” deterministic set

Z = {z1, . . . , zm} ⊂ Z2 of points satisfying (with c27 to be specified)

d(zi, Hθ,Φθ(x)/2) ≤ d, dθ (zi,Π
∞
0θ) ≤ ∆up(|πθx|) for all i,

(2.17) |zi − zj | > c27Ψ(2η3/4|πθx|)∆up(2η
3/4|πθx|) for all i 6= j,

with

m = |Z| ≥ c28

(
∆up(|πθx|)

c27Ψ(2η3/4|πθx|)∆up(2η3/4|πθx|)

)d−1

.

Then since ∆up has regular growth exponent 1/2, provided η is small we have

∆up(|πθx|)
∆up(2η3/4|πθx|)

≥ η−1/4 ≥ 2c27

(
1

c28

)1/(d−1)

η−1/8,

and hence

(2.18) m ≥ 1

(η1/8Ψ(2η3/4|πθx|))d−1
≥ 1

(η1/8Ψ(|πθx|))d−1
=

1

Ξ(|πθx|)
.
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Generalizing slab passage times, for D ⊂ Rd and w, y ∈ D let T (w, y | D) denote the fastest time

among all paths in D from w to y. Let α be the direction of ŷ∗ and let m̂ = b2η−1/4n̂c, so (loosely)

n̂ŷ∗ ≈ ηπθx/2 and m̂ŷ∗ ≈ η3/4πθx. We observe that since 1/Ξ(r) ≤ Ψ(r) ≤ r1/32 we have using
(2.12) that

(2.19) n̂ ≤ c30 log(η|πθx|) and hence |ŷ∗| ≥ c31
|πθx|1/2
log |πθx|

.

Since |ŷ∗ − πθŷ∗| ≤ c32 it follows readily that

(2.20) |α− θ| ≤ c33Θθ(ŷ
∗) ≤ c34

|ŷ∗| ≤ c35
log |πθx|
|πθx|1/2

.

It also follows from (2.19) that (θ, ŷ∗) ∈ G, and, since Ξ(r) ≥ r−1/32,

(2.21) n̂ ≤ c36(η|πθx|)1/20 ≤ c36η
1/4|πθx|3/20 so m̂ ≤ 2c36|πθx|3/20,

which ensures (θ, jŷ∗) ∈ A for all j ≤ m̂.

For each zi we define the infinite α–cylinder Ci with axis through zi and radius Ψ(2η3/4|πθx|)∆up((m̂−
n̂)|ŷ∗|) (taking c27 large enough in (2.17) so that the cylinders Ci are disjoint), and then define

Cshorti = Ci ∩ Sα
(

Φα(zi − 2n̂ŷ∗),Φα(zi + 2n̂ŷ∗)
)
,

Clongi = Ci ∩ Sα
(

Φα(zi − 2m̂ŷ∗),Φα(zi + 2m̂ŷ∗)
)
,

Note the length of Cshorti is about twice the distance between the points zi − n̂ŷ∗, zi + n̂ŷ∗ inside

it, and the length of Clongi is about four times the distance between the points zi + m̂ŷ∗, zi + m̂ŷ∗

inside it. For each i we then get a path of five links from 0 to x: 0 → zi − m̂ŷ∗ → zi − n̂ŷ∗ →
zi + n̂ŷ∗ → zi + m̂ŷ∗ → x; see Figure 1. Define corresponding passage times

T−−i = T
(

0, zi − m̂ŷ∗
∣∣∣ H−

θ,(1−η3/4)Φθ(x)/2

)
,

T−i = T
(
zi − m̂ŷ∗, zi − n̂ŷ∗

∣∣∣ Clongi

)
T 0
i = T

(
zi − n̂ŷ∗, zi + n̂ŷ∗

∣∣∣ Cshorti

)
T+
i = T

(
zi + n̂ŷ∗, zi + m̂ŷ∗

∣∣∣ Clongi

)
T++
i = T

(
zi + m̂ŷ∗, x

∣∣∣ H+
θ,(1+η3/4)Φθ(x)/2

)
,(2.22)

so

(2.23) T (0, x) ≤ T−−i + T−i + T 0
i + T+

i + T++
i .

The first and last link we call outer links, the third one is the central link, and the other two are
intermediate links. Note that the central and outer links as given in (2.22) occur in disjoint regions
so the passage times of all central links are independent of the passage times of all outer links; this
is the reason for inserting the intermediate links between them. We will show that with probability
bounded away from 0, for some i, the central link, though short, is fast enough to make the entire
5–link path “fast.”

In dealing with paths from some y to z in a halfspace H±θ,r or slab Sα(q, r) (as for example in

(2.22)) we have in general y ∈ Hs and z ∈ Ht for some s < t. In this context we refer to ρ/(t− s)
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b
b

b bb bb

b bb bb

b bb bb

0 x

zi

zi + n̂ŷ∗zi − n̂ŷ∗

zi + m̂ŷ∗zi − m̂ŷ∗

Clong
i

Cshort
i

θ

Hθ,(1+η3/4)Φθ(x)/2

Hθ,Φθ(x)/2

Γ0x

Figure 1. A 5–link path using the α–cylinder Clongi centered at zi. Cshorti is shaded. The drawing
is not to scale, as the short–cylinder length, the long–cylinder length, and |x| are all on different
scales. The rightmost hyperplane Hθ,(1+η3/4)Φθ(x)/2 lies about halfway between zi + m̂ŷ∗ and the

center hyperplane Hθ,Φθ(x)/2, and the outer–link path on the right is located to the right of the
rightmost hyperplane, so it does not intersect any short cylinder. The cylinders have axis in the
direction α of ŷ∗, slightly different from θ.

as the relative margin, where ρ is the smaller of the g–distances of y and z to the boundary of the
halfspace (or slab.) Some approximate relative margins which are relevant here are

in (2.3): r/Φθ(x) (so at least c29(|x|−1 log |x|)1/2)

in (2.5): ε4(|v|)
in T 0

i : 1/2

in T±i : more than 1

in T++
i and T−−i : η3/4/2(1− η3/4) ≥ η3/4/2.(2.24)

Here in the case of T++
i and T−−i we are using (1.15) and (2.20) to conclude that the margin is

little affected by the choice between using a θ–based versus α–based halfspace in (2.22). From (2.9)
and (2.5), together with

2η3/4|πθx| ≥ (m̂− n̂)|ŷ∗| ≥ η3/4

2
|πθx|, m̂ ≥ 2n̂, 2n̂|ŷ∗| ≥ η|πθx|

2

and the fact that (as noted after (2.21)) (m̂− n̂)ŷ∗ ∈ AZd , we have

P
(

Γzi−n̂ŷ∗,zi+n̂ŷ∗ 6⊂ Cshorti

)
≤ P

(
R(2n̂ŷ∗) ≥ Ψ(2η3/4|πθx|)∆up((m̂− n̂)|ŷ∗|)

)
+ P

(
Γzi−n̂ŷ∗,zi+n̂ŷ∗ 6⊂ Sα

(
Φα(zi − 2n̂ŷ∗),Φα(zi + 2n̂ŷ∗)

))
≤ Ξ (2n̂|ŷ∗|) + ε5(2n̂|ŷ∗|)

≤ Ξ
(η

2
|πθx|

)
+ ε5

(η
2
|πθx|

)
,(2.25)



16 KENNETH S. ALEXANDER

where we used that in the last probability in (2.25), the relative margin is near 1/2 ≥ ε4(2n̂|y∗|).
Since Ξ ≥ ε5, from (2.16) and (2.25) we get

P
(
T 0
i ≤ g(2n̂ŷ∗)− c−3

1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|)
)

≥ P
(
T (zi − n̂ŷ∗, zi + n̂ŷ∗) ≤ g(2n̂ŷ∗)− c−3

1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|)
)

− P
(

Γzi−n̂ŷ∗,zi+n̂ŷ∗ 6⊂ Cshorti

)
≥ 4Ξ

(η
2
|πθx|

)
− 2Ξ

(η
2
|πθx|

)
= 2Ξ

(η
2
|πθx|

)
.(2.26)

Define I by

min
i≤m

T 0
i = T 0

I .

Then since the variables T 0
i are independent, from (2.26) and (2.18) we get

P
(
T 0
I ≥ g(2n̂ŷ∗)− c−3

1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|)
)
≤ (1− 2Ξ(η|πθx|/2))m

≤ exp (−2mΞ(|πθx|)) ≤ e−2 <
1

2
.(2.27)

Similar but simpler reasoning applies to the intermediate–link times T−I and T+
I . Let p0 > 0 be

the lim inf in (iv’)(a). Similarly to (2.25), since the relative margin here is more than 1 we have

P
(

Γzi+n̂ŷ∗,zi+m̂ŷ∗ 6⊂ Clongi

)
≤ P

(
R((m̂− n̂)ŷ∗) ≥ Ψ(2η3/4|πθx|)∆up((m̂− n̂)|ŷ∗|

)
+ P

(
Γzi+n̂ŷ∗,zi+m̂ŷ∗ 6⊂ Sα

(
Φα(zi − 2m̂ŷ∗),Φα(zi + 2m̂ŷ∗)

))
≤ P

(
R((m̂− n̂)ŷ∗) ≥ Ψ(2η3/4|πθx|)∆up((m̂− n̂)|ŷ∗|)

)
+ ε5((m̂− n̂)|y∗|)

≤ Ξ

(
η3/4

2
|πθx|

)
+
p0

8
,(2.28)

where in the last inequality we used 2η3/4|πθx| ≥ (m̂ − n̂)|y∗| ≥ η3/4|πθx|/2. Then as in (2.26),
provided |x| is large we have

P
(
T+
i ≤ g

(
(m̂− n̂)ŷ∗

))
≥ P

(
T (zi + n̂ŷ∗, zi + m̂ŷ∗) ≤ g

(
(m̂− n̂)y∗

))
− P

(
Γzi+n̂ŷ∗,zi+m̂ŷ∗ 6⊂ Clongi

)
≥ p0

2
− Ξ

(
η3/4

2
|πθx|

)
− p0

8

≥ p0

4
.(2.29)

Symmetrically we have

(2.30) P
(
T−i ≤ g

(
(m̂− n̂)y∗

))
≥ p0

4
.
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Considering now the outer–link time T++
i , from (2.12), (2.21), and the definitions of ŷ∗, m̂ we

have for large |x|

(2.31) |m̂ŷ∗ − η3/4πθx| ≤ c37m̂ so |Φθ(m̂ŷ
∗)− η3/4Φθ(x)| ≤ c38m̂ ≤

1

12
η3/4Φθ(x),

and hence

(2.32)
13

12
η3/4Φθ(x) ≥ Φθ(m̂ŷ

∗) ≥ 11

12
η3/4Φθ(x).

It follows that

(2.33) Φθ(zi + m̂ŷ∗)− 1 + η3/4

2
Φθ(x) ≥ η3/4

3
Φθ(x) ≥ η3/4

3
Φθ(x− zi − m̂ŷ∗)

while

(2.34) |x− zi − m̂ŷ∗| ≥ |πθx− πθzi| − |πθ(m̂ŷ∗)| − |x− πθx| − |zi + m̂ŷ∗ − πθ(zi + m̂ŷ∗)| ≥ |πθx|
3

,

since the subtracted terms are all much smaller than |x|. Note that the relative margin for each
outer link is given by the left side of (2.33) divided by the Φθ(·) on the right, so (2.33) says the

relative margin is at least η3/4/3. By (2.8) we have η(r) ≥ (3ε4(r/3))4/3, which with (2.34) gives

η3/4/3 ≥ ε4(|πθx|/3) ≥ ε4(|x− zi − m̂ŷ∗|).
Together with (2.5) and (2.33), this yields

P
(

Γzi+m̂ŷ∗,x 6⊂ H+
θ,(1+η3/4)Φθ(x)/2

)
≤ ε5(|x− zi − m̂ŷ∗|) ≤

p0

4
.(2.35)

It then follows from the definition of p0 that

P
(
T++
i ≤ g

(
x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)

))
≥ P

(
T (zi + m̂ŷ∗, x) ≤ g

(
x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)

))
− P

(
Γzi+m̂ŷ∗,x 6⊂ H+

θ,(1+η3/4)Φθ(x)/2

)
≥ p0

2
− p0

4
=
p0

4
,(2.36)

and symmetrically

P
(
T−−i ≤ g(zi − m̂ŷ∗)

)
≥ p0

4
.(2.37)

We have |zi − πθzi| ≤ ∆up(|πθx|) and |ŷ∗ − πθŷ∗| ≤ c39; together with (2.21) this gives that for
large |x|,

|zi − πθzi + m̂(ŷ∗ − πθŷ∗)| ≤ c40∆up(|πθx|).
Since θ is a direction of curvature, for the outer links we then have

g(x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)) ≤ g(x− πθx) + g(πθx− πθ(zi + m̂ŷ∗))

+ [g(πθx− (zi + m̂ŷ∗))− g(πθx− πθ(zi + m̂ŷ∗))]

≤ c41 + g
(
πθx− πθ(zi + m̂ŷ∗)

)
+ c42

|zi − πθzi + m̂(ŷ∗ − πθŷ∗)|2
|πθx|

≤ Φθ(x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)) + c43σup(|πθx|)(2.38)
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and symmetrically

(2.39) g(zi − m̂ŷ∗) ≤ Φθ(zi − m̂ŷ∗) + c43σup(|πθx|).

Further, in view of the arcsin bound we have for the combined central and intermediate links that

(2.40)
∣∣∣ŷ∗ − ηπθx

2n̂

∣∣∣ ≤ √d so |ŷ∗ − πθŷ∗| ≤ d so g(2m̂ŷ∗) ≤ g(2m̂πθŷ
∗) +

c44m̂

|ŷ∗| .

Let

J = min
{
i ≤ m : T 0

i < g(2n̂ŷ∗)− c−3
1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|)

}
when such i exists, otherwise J =∞. Since T±j are independent of {T 0

i , i 6= j} (due to disjointness

of the cylinders Ci), using FKG, (2.29), and (2.30) we get for j ≤ m that

P
(

max(T+
J , T

−
J ) ≤ g

(
(m̂− n̂)y∗

) ∣∣∣ J = j
)

= P
(

max(T+
j , T

−
j ) ≤ g

(
(m̂− n̂)y∗

) ∣∣∣ T 0
j < g(2n̂ŷ∗)− c−3

1 c22c25ε3n̂σup(|πθx|)
)

≥ P
(

max(T+
j , T

−
j ) ≤ g

(
(m̂− n̂)y∗

))
≥ p2

0

16
.(2.41)

Similarly since H+
θ,(1+η3/4)Φθ(x)/2

is disjoint from the cylinders Cshorti , using FKG, (2.36), and (2.37),

P
(
T++
J ≤ g

(
x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)

)
, T−−J ≤ g(zi − m̂ŷ∗)

∣∣∣ J = j, max(T+
J , T

−
J ) ≤ g

(
(m̂− n̂)ŷ∗

))
= P

(
T++
j ≤ g

(
x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)

)
, T−−j ≤ g(zi − m̂ŷ∗)∣∣∣ T 0

j < g(2n̂ŷ∗)− c−3
1 c22c25ε3n̂σup(|πθx|),max(T+

j , T
−
j ) ≤ g

(
(m̂− n̂)ŷ∗

))
≥ P

(
T++
j ≤ g

(
x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)

)
, T−−j ≤ g(zi − m̂ŷ∗)

)
≥ p2

0

16
.(2.42)

The analogous statement holds for T−−J . From (2.38), (2.39), and (2.40), the g–length of each
five–link path satisfies

g(zi − m̂ŷ∗) + 2g
(
(m̂− n̂)ŷ∗

)
+ g(2n̂ŷ∗) + g

(
x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)

)
≤ Φθ(zi − m̂ŷ∗) + Φθ(2m̂ŷ

∗) + Φθ(x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)) + 2c43σup(|πθx|) +
c44m̂

|ŷ∗|

= Φθ(x) + 2c43σup(|πθx|) +
c44m̂

|ŷ∗|
≤ g(x) + 3c43σup(|πθx|).(2.43)
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From (1.8) we see that given K > 0, provided we take c25 = c25(K) large enough in (2.13), we have

c−3
1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|) ≥

1

2
c−3

1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|) + 3c43σup(|πθx|)

≥ 1

2
c−3

1 c−1
3 c22c25ε3σup(|x|) + 3c43σup(|πθx|)

≥ Kσ̂(x) + 3c43σup(|πθx|).(2.44)

Applying successively Chebyshev’s inequality, (2.44), (2.43), (2.23) (also valid with J in place of
I), (2.41), (2.42), and (2.27), we obtain that under (2.13),

1

K2
≥ P

(
T (0, x) ≤ g(x)−Kσ̂(x)

)
≥ P

(
T (0, x) ≤ g(x)− c−3

1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|) + 3c43σup(|πθx|)
)

≥ P
(
T (0, x) ≤ g(zi − m̂ŷ∗) + 2g

(
(m̂− n̂)ŷ∗

)
+ g(2n̂ŷ∗) + g

(
x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)

)
− c−3

1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|)
)

≥ P
(
T−−J + T−J + T 0

J + T+
J + T++

J ≤ g(zi − m̂ŷ∗) + 2g
(
(m̂− n̂)ŷ∗

)
+ g(2n̂ŷ∗) + g

(
x− (zi + m̂ŷ∗)

)
− c−3

1 c22c25ε3σup(|πθx|)
)

≥ p4
0

256
P (J ≤ m)

≥ p4
0

512
.(2.45)

But we can always increase |x| (keeping (θ, x) ∈ G) so that (2.13) holds, and if K is large then (2.45)
cannot then be true, as the left side is smaller than the right side. Thus we have a contradiction,
which proves Theorem 1.4.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.5

Suppose σ̂ is magnitude–based, D is magnitude–based, and σmag has growth exponent χ = 0.
As in the last section, we let c1 be as in (1.2) for f = σ̂, fmag = σmag; by increasing c1 we may
assume (1.2) also holds for f = D, fmag = Dmag. As noted after (1.11), σ̂ is bounded away from 0,
and hence so is σmag; therefore we may assume σmag ≥ 1. This and (1.4) show that (1.9) is valid
for σmag, so applying Lemma 1.2 to f = σmag shows that σup satisfying (1.10) exists. In the present
proof we do not make use of the last two properties in (1.10) for σup; this means that if σmag has
regular growth exponent χ = 0, we can take σup = σmag, which satisfies all the other properties in
Lemma 1.2.

Let us now give a sketch of the proof. We work again by contradiction: suppose the subsequential
moderate gap property (iv)(b) fails, the controlled wandering property (v) holds, and the local
fluctuation property (vii) fails. Fixing a large integer k, we can find arbitrarily large x for which
Dmag(|x|)/σmag(|x|) is large (at least of order ka for a particular a.) We consider paths from 0

to kx inside a natural cylinder C(k) of radius a large multiple of ∆(k|x|), where the geodesic is

likely to lie, by (v). We subdivide C(k) into k equal cylinders Qi of length about |x| (see Figure

3) and consider the disc-to-disc passage times Td2d(Qi), which satisfy T (0, x) ≥∑k
i=1 Td2d(Qi). By
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definition of Dmag there exists c such that ET (p, q) ≥ g(x) + cDmag(|x|) for all end pairs (p, q)
of Qi, and we want to show that there exists c′ < c for which Td2d(Qi) is unlikely to be below
g(x) + c′Dmag(|x|). The cylinder Qi is “too fat” for what we want to do, so we form a collection

of a bounded number (order kρ for some ρ) of thinner cylinders Ĉ(u, v) whose end discs cover the

end disks of Qi, so that Td2d(Qi) ≥ minu,v Td2d(Ĉ(u, v)). We enlarge each Ĉ(u, v) slightly to get a

natural cylinder Ĉnat(u, v); see Figure 4. In Lemma 3.1 we show that the standard deviation of

Td2d(Ĉnat(u, v)) is at most of order (σmag(|x|)Dmag(|x|))1/2, which is much smaller than Dmag(|x|).
With the help of this standard deviation bound we get the desired upper bound (3.29) on the lower
tail of Td2d(Qi)− [g(x)+c′Dmag(|x|)], which after summing over i lets us show that with probability
bounded away from 0 we have T (0, kx) ≥ g(kx) + c′′kDmag(|x|); see (3.31). But this means that
for some ε we have Dmag(k|x|) ≥ εkDmag(|x|), for (at least some) arbitarily large values of |x|. One
can iterate this to obtain something like Dmag(k

n|x|) ≥ (εk)nDmag(|x|) for general n, showing that
lim supr→∞(logDmag(r))/ log r ≥ 1, which contrdicts (1.11).

We turn now to the details of the proof. As mentioned we suppose the uniform moderate gap
property (iv)(b) fails, the controlled wandering property (v) holds, and (vii) fails: for some ε+, for
every 0 < ε− < ε+, there exists K1 = K1(ε−, ε+) for which
(3.1)

min
(p,q)∈E(Cx,ε)

ET (p, q | S(Cx,ε))− ETd2d

(
Cx,ε
)
≤ K1σ̂(0, x | S(Cx,ε)) for all x and all ε− ≤ ε ≤ ε+.

Let 1
2 < ξ1 < ξ2 < ξ3 < 1 with

(3.2) 2(d+ 1)(ξ3 − ξ2) < 1− ξ1,

let

D+
mag = Dmag + 2σup,

let θ be a direction of curvature, and recall Cx,ε from (vii). By Lemma 1.2 and failure of (iv)(b),
we have for some c45

(3.3) lim
r→∞

D+
mag(r)

σmag(r)
=∞, lim inf

r→∞

σup(r)

σmag(r)
≤ c45.

Fixing k large it follows that we can find arbitrarily large r satisfying

(3.4)
D+
mag(r)

σup(r)
≥ c2

1c3(k2(d+1)ξ3 + 2)

and then in view of (1.3), (1.8), and (1.16) we can find x with ||x| − r| <
√
d and

(3.5) (θ, x) ∈ G,
D+
mag(|x|)
σup(|x|)

≥ k2(d+1)ξ2 + 2, or equivalently
Dmag(|x|)
σup(|x|)

≥ k2(d+1)ξ2 .

Note if instead of (iv)(b) failing we only assume (iv) fails, but σmag has regular growth exponent
χ = 0 (so (ii)(b) holds and, as noted above, we can take σup = σmag), then we only have “lim sup”
on the left in (3.3), but since σup = σmag we still have arbitrarily large r with (3.4) holding, so
(3.5) applies; the proof is otherwise the same.

Recall ε0 from the definition of direction of curvature and of U .
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Lemma 3.1. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 1.5, there exists K3 such that for all ε < 1, M ≥ 1,
and all sufficiently large y ∈ Zd satisfying both

(3.6)

∣∣∣∣θ − y

|y|

∣∣∣∣ < ε0
2

for some θ ∈ U

and

(3.7) g(b− a) ≤ g(y) +MD+
mag(|y|) for all (a, b) ∈ E

(
Cnat

(
0, y, ε∆up(|y|)

))
,

we have

(3.8) σ̂d2d

(
Cnat

(
0, y, ε∆up(|y|)

))
≤ K3

(
Mσup(|y|)D+

mag(|y|)
)1/2

.

Note that (3.7) simply says that the g–distance between an arbitrary end pair (a, b) is not too
much greater than the g–distance for the end pair (0, y) which are the centers of the cylinder
ends; necessarily g(b − a) ≥ g(y). Provided ε is small, since D+

mag ≥ σup, (3.7) is satisfied with
M = 1 whenever y/|y| is a direction of curvature, by (1.12). The essential aspect of(3.8) is
that if σup(r) � Dmag(r) then the right (and hence also left) side is � Dmag(|y|). This means
fluctuations of Td2d(·) are typically not large enough to overcome a gap of order Dmag(·) for the
relevant cylinders; we use this in (3.28) below.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Fix 0 < ε < 1. We consider separately the upward and downward deviations
from the mean contributing to σ̂d2d

(
Cnat

(
0, y, ε∆up(|y|)

))
. To deal with upward deviations, observe

first that, writing Fy for Cnat
(
0, y, ε∆up(|y|)

)
, for all (p, q) ∈ E(Fy),

Td2d (Fy) ≤ T (p, q | S(Fy)).
The angle between q − p and y is O(∆(|y|)/|y|) so in view of (3.6) provided |y| is large we have
S(Fy) ∈ N (p, q). Therefore taking K1 and a minimizing (p, q) ∈ E(Fy) from (3.1), and recalling
(1.2), (1.3), and (1.19), we have that for all r ≥ 2K1c

3
1σmag(|y|),

P
(
Td2d (Fy) ≥ ETd2d (Fy) + r

)
≤ P

(
T (p, q | S(Fy)) ≥ ET (p, q | S(Fy))−K1c

3
1σmag(|y|) + r

)
≤ P

(
T (p, q | S(Fy)) ≥ ET (p, q | S(Fy)) +

r

2

)
.(3.9)

Then taking r =
√
t and integrating this over t ∈ [4K2

1c
6
1σmag(|y|)2,∞) yields, using again (1.19)

and enlarging K1 if necessary in (3.1)

E
(
Td2d (Fy)− ETd2d (Fy)

)2

+
=

∫ ∞
0

P
(
Td2d (Fy)− ETd2d (Fy) ≥

√
t
)
dt

≤ 4K2
1c

6
1σmag(|y|)2 + 4E

(
T (p, q | S(Fy))− ET (p, q | S(Fy))

)2

+
≤ 8K2

1c
6
1σmag(|y|)2.(3.10)

Turning to downward deviations, let

G = Td2d (Fy)− ETd2d (Fy) .
We divide into larger deviations (G− � D+

mag(|y|)) and smaller deviations; fix C to be specified

and consider first smaller deviations, meaning G− < CD+
mag(|y|). We have by (3.10)

(3.11) EG− = EG+ ≤ 3K1c
3
1σmag(|y|)
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b
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b
bb b−y

X = a

Y = b 2y
α

0

Fy

y

Hα,0

Γ−y,2y

Figure 2. Illustration for the proof of Lemma 3.1. If there is a fast path from some X = a to
Y = b then with probability bounded away from 0 it can be extended to a fast path from −y to 2y.

so

(3.12) E((G−)2 1{G−<CD+
mag(|y|)}) ≤ CD+

mag(|y|)EG− ≤ 3K1c
3
1Cσmag(|y|)D+

mag(|y|).

Turning to larger deviations, meaning G− ≥ r ≥ CD+
mag(|y|), if Td2d (Fy) ≤ ETd2d (Fy) − r then

there exists a random (X,Y ) ∈ E(Fy) with T (X,Y | Fy) ≤ ETd2d(Fy) − r; if there are multiple
such (X,Y ) we assume a particular one has been chosen by some arbitrary algorithm. As in (3.9),
letting α = y/|y| and Lu,v = Sα(−Φα(u),Φα(v)), from (1.2), (1.3), and (1.19) we have for all
(a, b) ∈ E(Fy)

ET (−y, a) ≥ E
(
T (−y, a) | L−y,a

)
− c46, ET (b, 2y) ≥ E

(
T (b, 2y) | Lb,2y

)
− c46,

σ̂(−y, a | L−y,a) ≤ c3
1σmag(|y|), σ̂(b, 2y | Lb,2y) ≤ c3

1σmag(|y|).(3.13)

See Figure 2; as in [8] we now exploit the fact that

T (−y, 2y) ≤ T (−y,X) + T (X,Y ) + T (Y, 2y),

which means that a fast value for T (X,Y ) for random (X,Y ) likely produces a fast value of
T (−y, 2y) which involves nonrandom points. Specifically, since events in disjoint slabs are indepen-
dent, with (3.13) we have from Chebyshev’s inequality, after enlarging c1 if necessary,

P
(
T (−y, 2y) ≤ ET (−y, a) + ET (0, y)− r + ET (b, 2y) + 6c3

1σmag(|y|)
∣∣ X = a, Y = b

)
≥ P

(
T (−y, 2y) ≤ ET (−y, a | S(L−y,a)) + ETd2d (Fy)− r + ET (b, 2y | S(Lb,2y))

+ 2σ̂(−y, a | S(L−y,a)) + 2σ̂(b, 2y | S(Lb,2y))
∣∣∣ X = a, Y = b

)
≥ P

(
T (−y, a | S(L−y,a)) ≤ ET (−y, a | S(L−y,a)) + 2σ̂(−y, a | S(L−y,a))

)
· P
(
T (b, 2y | S(Lb,2y)) ≤ ET (b, 2y | S(Lb,2y)) + 2σ̂(b, 2y | S(Lb,2y))

)

≥ 1

16
,

(3.14)
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b b b b b b b b b
b0 x
x1 = πθxx′1θ

xk =
kπθxQ2

Hθ,0

Figure 3. The cylinder C(k) and sub–cylinders Qi (shaded), with k = 4.

and it follows using (3.7) that

P (G− ≥ r)

= P
(
Td2d (Fy) ≤ ETd2d (Fy)− r

)
≤ 16 max

(a,b)∈E(Fy)
P
(
T (−y, 2y) ≤ ET (−y, a) + ET (0, y) + ET (b, 2y)− r + 6c3

1σmag(|y|)
)

≤ 16 max
(a,b)∈E(Fy)

P
(
T (−y, 2y) ≤ g(a+ y) + g(y) + g(2y − b)− r + c47D

+
mag(|y|)

)
≤ 16P

(
T (−y, 2y) ≤ 3g(y)− r + (c47 + 3M)D+

mag(|y|)
)

≤ 16P
(
T (−y, 2y) ≤ ET (−y, 2y)− r

2

)
,(3.15)

where we take C = 2(c47 +3M) in our assumption r ≥ CD+
mag(|y|) to yield the last inequality. Here

we have cheated slightly in applying (3.7) to bound g(a+ y), because (−y, a) is not necessarily an
end pair of E(Cnat(−y, 0, ε∆up(|y|))), as a may be slightly on the wrong side of the end hyperplane.
But there is a site z within a bounded distance of a on the “correct” side of that hyperplane for
which (−y, z) is an end pair. The same holds for bounding g(2y − b), so the third inequality in
(3.15) is valid. Taking r =

√
t and integrating (3.15) over t ∈ [C2D+

mag(|y|)2,∞) yields that for
some c49,

E((G−)2 1{G−≥CD+
mag(|y|)}) ≤ C2D+

mag(|y|)2P
(
ET (−y, 2y)− T (−y, 2y) ≥ 1

2
CD+

mag(|y|),∞)
)

+ 64E
(
T (−y, 2y)− ET (−y, 2y)

)2

−

≤ 68var
(
T (−y, 2y)

)
≤ 68c2

1σmag(3|y|)2 ≤ c49σmag(|y|)2.(3.16)

Together with (3.10), (3.12), and (1.3) this shows that

EG2 ≤ 8K2
1c

6
1σmag(|y|)2 + 3K1c

3
1Cσmag(|y|)D+

mag(|y|) + c49σmag(|y|)2,

which proves the lemma. �

Let

(3.17) C(k) = Cnat(0, kπθx,K2∆up(k|x|)
)
, xi = iπθx, x′i = (i− c48

|x| )πθx,
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with K2 (large) to be specified, and cut k equal cylinders from C(k) (which has axis in direction θ):

Qi = Cnat(xi−1, x
′
i,K2∆up(k|x|)), i ≤ k;

these are separated by the hyperplanes Hθ,iΦθ(x). See Figure 3. In (3.17) c48 is chosen large enough
so that no edges intersect both Qi−1 and Qi, which ensures that slab passage times are independent
for these two slabs. The geodesic Γ0,kx must contain a “slab crossing segment,” by which we mean

a path crossing S(C(k)) with all vertices in S(C(k)) except possibly the endpoints; we write Γscs0,kx

for the first such segment. Then

(3.18) Γscs0,kx ⊂ C(k) =⇒ T (0, kx) ≥ Td2d(C(k)) ≥
k∑
i=1

Td2d(Qi).

Our aim is to use this to show

D+
mag(k|x|) ≥ ckD+

mag(|x|)
for some c > 0. We can then iterate this to show D+

mag(r) grows almost linearly in r, which
contradicts (1.11).

Fix ε6 > 0 (small) to be specified. For each i ≤ k, we select a finite set Zi of “coarse–grain”

points in C(k) ∩Hθ,g(xi) satisfying (assuming k large)

min
z∈Zi
|u− z| ≤ ε6

4
∆up(|x|) for all u ∈ C(k) ∩Hθ,iΦθ(x),

(3.19) |Zi| ≤ c49

(
K2∆up(k|x|)
ε6∆up(|x|)

)d−1

≤ c50

(
K2

ε6

)d−1

k(d−1)ξ1 ,

and we select a similar set Z ′i in C(k) ∩ Hθ,g(x′i)
. Now fix i ≤ k. Fixing u ∈ Zi−1, v ∈ Z ′i, and

corresponding direction φ = (v−u)/|v−u|, we have a corresponding cylinder Ĉ(u, v) with axis Π∞uv,

radius 2ε6∆up(|x|), and end hyperplanes Hθ,g(xi−1) and Hθ,g(x′i)
. In general Ĉ(u, v) is not a natural

cylinder, as the end hyperplanes are parallel to Hθ rather than Hφ. However Ĉ(u, v) is contained

in a minimal natural cylinder with the same axis and radius, which we denote Ĉnat(u, v); let û, v̂

be the points where the axis Π∞uv intersects the ends of Ĉnat(u, v). See Figure 4.
The angle between φ and θ is at most

c51
K2∆up(k|x|)

|x| ,

with K2 from (3.17); since θ is a direction of subcurvature this means the angle between Hφ and
Hθ is at most

c52
K2∆up(k|x|)

|x| .

For a point w outside the slab S(Qi), let w̃ denote the longitudinal φ–projection of w into the
closer end hyperplane of Qi. From the above angle bound and routine geometry, when w is an end
vertex of Ĉnat(u, v) we have

(3.20) |w − w̃| ≤ c53
K2∆up(k|x|)

|x| ε6∆up(|x|) ≤ c53ε6K2k
ξ1σup(|x|).

See Figure 5.
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û

v̂
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Figure 4. The cylindersQi (light gray), D = Ĉnat(u, v) (darker gray), and Ĉ(u, v), which is the part
of D between Hθ,g(xi−1) and Hθ,g(x′i). D is the smallest natural cylinder in direction φ containing

Ĉ(u, v). The dots in Hθ,g(xi−1) and Hθ,g(x′i) are points of Zi−1 and Z′i, respectively, including u and

v. See Figure 5 for more detail.
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Figure 5. Closeup of the left end of Figure 4, rotated 90◦.

Observe that

(3.21) Ĉnat(u, v) = Cnat
(
û, v̂, ε∆up(|v̂ − û|)

)
for ε = 2ε6

∆up(|x|)
∆up(|û− v̂|)

.

Since |x|/|û − v̂| is near 1 for large |x|, the ratio on the right is bounded away from 0 and ∞, so
recalling ε+ from (3.1) we may choose ε6 (in (3.19)) and another constant ε7 so that the ε in (3.21)

always lies in [ε7, ε+ ∧ 1]. Writing D for Ĉnat(û, v̂), (3.1) then applies and we have

ETd2d

(
D
)
≥ min

(p,q)∈E(D)
ET (p, q | S(D))−K1σ̂(û, v̂ | S(D)).(3.22)

For each p, q ∈ Zd we can specify some path γpq from p to q of length |q−p|1. Given Td2d

(
Ĉ(u, v)

)
≤ t

for some t, there exists a random (W,Z) ∈ E(Ĉ(u, v)) with T (W,Z) ≤ t, selected by some arbitrary
algorithm if there is more than one such pair. Let wφ, zφ be the longitudinal φ–projections of W,Z,

each into the closest end hyperplane of D, and let (Ŵ , Ẑ) be an end pair of D with |wφ − Ŵ | ≤
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d, |zφ − Ẑ| ≤ d. See Figure 5. Using (3.20) we have

(3.23) max
(
|W − Ŵ |1, |Z − Ẑ|1

)
≤ c54ε6K2k

ξ1σup(|x|).

By (3.23), independence, and Chebyshev’s inequality, for all t > 0,

P
(
Td2d

(
D
)
≤ t+ 4c54ε6K2k

ξ1E(τe)σup(|x|)
∣∣∣ Td2d

(
Ĉ(u, v)

)
≤ t
)

≥ P
(

max
(
T (γW,Ŵ ), T (γZ,Ẑ)

)
≤ 2c54ε6K2k

ξ1E(τe)σup(|x|)
∣∣∣ Td2d

(
Ĉ(u, v)

)
≤ t
)

≥ P
(
T (γW,Ŵ ) ≤ 2E(τe)|γW,Ŵ |, T (γZ,Ẑ) ≤ 2E(τe)|γZ,Ẑ |

∣∣∣ Td2d

(
Ĉ(u, v)

)
≤ t
)

≥ 1

4
.(3.24)

Let (p∗, q∗) be the pair in E(D) achieving the minimum in (3.22). Observe that since θ is a
direction of curvature and |x− πθx| ≤ d, we have

(3.25) g(q∗ − p∗) ≥ g(v̂ − û) ≥ g(v − u) ≥ g(x′i − xi−1) ≥ g
((

1− c48

|x|

)
πθx

)
≥ g(x)− c55

and hence

ET (p∗, q∗ | S(D)) ≥ ET (p∗, q∗)

≥ g(q∗ − p∗) + c−1
1 Dmag(|q∗ − p∗|)

≥ g(x) + c56Dmag(|x|).(3.26)

We would like to apply Lemma 3.1 to the cylinder D = Ĉnat
(
û, v̂
)

from (3.21), so we need to check
the condition (3.7). Let (a, b) ∈ E(D); then since u, v ∈ Qi, D is contained in a slightly–fattened
Qi, so that

ã, b̃ ∈ Cnat
(
xi−1, x

′
i, 2K2∆up(k|x|)

)
;

note this cylinder has the same axis as Qi, in direction θ, with twice the diameter. Therefore from
(1.12), provided k is large,

g(b̃− ã) ≤ g(x′i − xi−1) + c5
4K2

2∆up(k|x|)2

|yθ||x|
≤ g(v̂ − û) + c57k

2ξ1σup(|x|)
≤ g(v̂ − û) + c58k

2ξ1σup(|v̂ − û|),(3.27)

which with (3.20) yields

g(b− a) ≤ g(v̂ − û) + c59k
2ξ1σup(|v̂ − û|),

proving (3.7) with M = c59k
2ξ1 .
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Provided k and then |x| are taken sufficiently large, we now have for t ≥ 1 that

4t−2 ≥ 4P
(
Td2d (D) ≤ ETd2d (D)− tσ̂d2d (D)

)
≥ P

(
Td2d

(
Ĉ(u, v)

)
≤ ETd2d (D)− 4c54ε6K2k

ξ1E(τe)σup(|x|)− tσ̂d2d(D)
)

≥ P
(
Td2d(Ĉ(u, v)) ≤ ET (p∗, q∗ | S(D))−K1σ̂(û, v̂ | S(D))− 4c54ε6K2k

ξ1E(τe)σup(|x|)

− tc60k
ξ1
(
σup(|v̂ − û|)D+

mag(|v̂ − û|)
)1/2)

≥ P
(
Td2d(Ĉ(u, v)) ≤ g(x) + c56Dmag(|x|)− 5c54ε6K2k

ξ1E(τe)σup(|x|)

− tc60k
ξ1
(
σup(|v̂ − û|)D+

mag(|v̂ − û|)
)1/2)

≥ P
(
Td2d(Ĉ(u, v)) ≤ g(x) +

c56

2
Dmag(|x|)− tc60k

ξ1
(
σup(|v̂ − û|)D+

mag(|v̂ − û|)
)1/2))

,(3.28)

where the second inequality follows from (3.24), the third from (3.22) and Lemma 3.1 (with M =
c59k

2ξ1 as above), the fourth from (1.20) and (3.26), and the last from (3.5). For each (p, q) ∈ E(Qi),
one of the cylinders Ĉ(u, v) has (p, q) ∈ E(Ĉ(u, v)), with u ∈ Zi−1, v ∈ Z ′i. It follows from (1.3),
(3.19), and (3.28) that for some c61,

P
(
Td2d(Qi) ≤ g(x) +

c56

2
Dmag(|x|)− tc60k

ξ1
(
σup(|x|)Dmag(|x|)

)1/2)
≤ P

(
min

u∈Zi−1,v∈Zi
Td2d(Ĉ(u, v)) ≤ g(x) +

c56

2
Dmag(|x|)− tc61k

ξ1
(
σup(|v̂ − û|)D+

mag(|v̂ − û|)
)1/2)

≤ 4|Zi−1||Z ′i|t−2

≤ 4c2
50

(
K2

ε6

)2(d−1)

k2(d−1)ξ1t−2.

(3.29)

Equivalently, letting

Ak = 2c50

(
K2

ε6

)d−1

k(d−1)ξ1 , Yi = −Td2d(Qi)− g(x)− c56
2 Dmag(|x|)

c60kξ1Ak
(
σup(|x|)Dmag(|x|)

)1/2 ,
we have (using s = t/Ak)

P (Yi ≥ s) ≤ s−2, s ≥ 1.

For technical convenience we replace 2 here with a smaller exponent. Let Y ∗1 , . . . , Y
∗
k be iid with

P (Y ∗i ≥ s) = s−3/2, s ≥ 1,

so Y ∗1 is stochastically larger than Y1. Then EY ∗1 = 3, and it is standard that, since the tail
exponent for Y ∗1 lies in (1, 2),

P

(
k∑
i=1

Y ∗i ≥ kEY ∗1 + s

)
∼ ks−3/2 as s/k2/3 →∞,



28 KENNETH S. ALEXANDER

so for large k,

P

(
k∑
i=1

Td2d(Qi) ≤ g(kx) +
c56

2
kDmag(|x|)− 5c60k

1+ξ1Ak
(
σup(|x|)Dmag(|x|)

)1/2)

= P

(
k∑
i=1

Yi ≥ 5k

)
≤ k−1/2.(3.30)

From (v), provided K2 is large we have that for fixed k and then |x| large (recalling the slab crossing
segment defined before (3.18)),

P (Γscs0,kx 6⊂ C(k)) ≤ P
(
R(kx) ≥ K2∆up(k|x|)

)
≤ 1

4
.

With this and (3.5), (3.18), (3.30) we get that, again for fixed large k and then |x| large, with

probability at least 1
2 − k−1/2,

g(kx) + c1D
+
mag(k|x|) ≥ g(kx) + c1Dmag(k|x|) + 2c1σmag(k|x|)

≥ ET (0, kx) + 2σ̂(kx)

≥ T (0, kx)

≥
k∑
i=1

Td2d(Qi)

≥ g(kx) +
c56

2
kDmag(|x|)− 5c60k

1+ξ1Ak
(
σup(|x|)Dmag(|x|)

)1/2
≥ g(kx) +

c56

4
kD+

mag(|x|).(3.31)

Thus (see (3.5)) we have shown that if we take k then x large we have

(3.32) (θ, x) ∈ G, Dmag(|x|)
σup(|x|)

≥ k2(d+1)ξ2 =⇒ D+
mag(k|x|) ≥

c56

4c1
kD+

mag(|x|).

Let ε8 = c56/4c1. Relation (3.32) can be iterated: if we start with k satisfying k1−ξ1 ≥ 2c3/c
2
1ε8

and x with (θ, x) ∈ G satisfying Dmag(|x|)/σup(|x|) ≥ k2(d+1)ξ2 (as in (3.5)), using (3.2)we have

(3.33)
Dmag(|kx|)
σup(|kx|)

+ 2 =
D+
mag(|kx|)
σup(|kx|)

≥ ε8k1−ξ1D
+
mag(|x|)
σup(|x|)

≥ 2c2
1c3k

2(d+1)ξ3 ≥ c2
1c3(k2(d+1)ξ3 + 2),

so (3.4) holds for r = k|x|. Therefore we can find x′ with (θ, x′) ∈ G with ||x′| − k|x|| <
√
d such

that (3.5) holds for x′, so by (1.3) and (3.32) we have
(3.34)

D+
mag(k

2|x|) ≥ c−2
1 D+

mag(k|x′|) ≥ ε8c−2
1 kD+

mag(|x′|) ≥ ε8c−4
1 kD+

mag(k|x|) ≥ ε28c−4
1 k2D+

mag(|x|).

Repeating this, since (3.5) holds for x′, there exists x′′ with (θ, x′′) ∈ G and ||x′′|−k|x′|| <
√
d such

that (3.5) holds for x′′, so (3.34) holds for x′, x′′ in place of x, x′ respectively, so we have
(3.35)
D+
mag(k

3|x|) ≥ c−2
1 D+

mag(k
2|x′|) ≥ ε28c−6

1 k2D+
mag(|x′|) ≥ ε28c−8

1 k2D+
mag(k|x|) ≥ ε38c−8

1 k3D+
mag(|x|).
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Continuing this, we get

D+
mag(k

n|x|) ≥ εn8c−(4n−4)
1 knD+

mag(|x|) for all n ≥ 1,

so letting n→∞ shows

lim sup
r→∞

logD+
mag(r)

log r
≥ 1− log(ε−1

8 c4
1)−1

log k
.

Since k can be arbitrarily large this shows

lim sup
r→∞

logD+
mag(r)

log r
≥ 1,

which contradicts (1.11), completing the proof of Theorem 1.5.

4. Slab vs unrestricted passage times

For each direction ψ, we define discs in each corresponding tangent hyperplane:

Ωψ,r,ε = {u ∈ Hψ,r : |u− πψu| ≤ εr}.
Recall that h(x) = ET (0, x). Given β > 0 and a direction of curvature θ, we say another direction
ϕ is β–directionally concordant with θ, and write ϕ ∈ DCβ(θ), if ϕ ∈ H+

θ,0 and ϕ makes an angle

of at least β with Hθ,0. For such ϕ, for u ∈ H−θ,1 let πϕ,θu denote the intersection with Hθ,1 of the

line through u in direction ϕ. Let π∂ϕ,θ denote the restriction of πϕ,θ to ∂Bg, and let

fϕ,θ(u) =
∣∣∣u− (π∂ϕ,θ)

−1u
∣∣∣ ,

which represents “the distance from u to Bg in direction −ϕ” and is well–defined for u in some
neighborhood of yθ in Hθ,1.

We first prove that a geodesic Γ0x is very likely to cross a hyperplane, roughly parallel to the
natural hyperplanes of (0, x), close to where the line Π∞0x crosses the hyperplane. We will use the
following lemma. Recall ε1 from the definition of near–natural slab.

Lemma 4.1. Given β > 0 there exist constants ci as follows. Let θ be a direction of curvature.
There exists a neighborhood U of yθ in Hθ,1 such that for all u, v ∈ U ,

(4.1) |fϕ,θ(v)− fϕ,θ(u)| ≤ c62|v − u|
(
|u− yθ|+ |v − yθ|

)
for all ϕ ∈ DCβ(θ),

and

(4.2) |g(v)− g(u)| ≤ c63|v − u|
(
|u− yθ|+ |v − yθ|

)
.

Proof. We first prove (4.1). We may assume fϕ,θ(v) > fϕ,θ(u). Take U small enough so (π∂ϕ,θ)
−1,

and thus also fϕ,θ, is well–defined on U . Write û for (π∂ϕ,θ)
−1u, u ∈ U . We use the fact that

by convexity of Bg, Π∞ûv̂ intersects the interior B◦g at most in the line segment [û, v̂], so letting
pλ = û + λ(v̂ − û), for λ ≥ 1 we have pλ /∈ B◦g and therefore fϕ,θ(πϕ,θ(pλ)) ≥ |pλ − πϕ,θ(pλ)|. See
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ũ

ṽ

Figure 6. Diagrams, not to scale, for the proof of (4.1) (upper) and (4.2) (lower). In the upper
figure, the lines downward from pλ, v̂, and û are parallel. In the lower figure, the 3 lines in directions
φ, α, θ all originate at 0, and the 2 lines downward from ũ are in directions φ and α.

the upper diagram in Figure 6. It follows using (1.12) and the β–directionally–concordant property
that

fϕ,θ(u) + λ
(
fϕ,θ(v)− fϕ,θ(u)

)
= |pλ − πϕ,θ(pλ)|
≤ fϕ,θ(πϕ,θ(pλ))

≤ c63|πϕ,θ(pλ)− yθ|2.(4.3)

Now we choose

λ =
|u− yθ|+ |v − yθ|

|v − u| ,

for which we have

|πϕ,θ(pλ)− u| = λ|v − u| = |u− yθ|+ |v − yθ|,
and thereby we obtain

|πϕ,θ(pλ)− yθ| ≤ |πϕ,θ(pλ)− u|+ |u− yθ| = 2|u− yθ|+ |v − yθ|.
With (4.3) (omitting fϕ,θ(u) on the left) this shows

(4.4)
|u− yθ|+ |v − yθ|

|v − u|
(
fϕ,θ(v)− fϕ,θ(u)

)
≤ 4c63(|u− yθ|+ |v − yθ|)2,

which is (4.1).
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Turning to (4.2), let ũ, ṽ denote the points where Π∞0u and Π∞0v, respectively, intersect ∂Bg, let
α = v/|v|, ψ = u/|u|, and u′ = πα,θũ. See the lower diagram in Figure 6. We note first that for all

angles ζ ∈ H+
θ,0,

(4.5)
|πζ,θũ− ũ|
|πζ,θṽ − ṽ|

=
g(πζ,θũ− ũ)

g(πζ,θṽ − ṽ)
,

since the numerator and denominator involve increments in the same direction ζ. Provided U is
small, we have from the arcsin bound that ϕ ∈ DCβ(θ) for β = 1

2 arcsin 1/
√
d, so from (4.1) we

have ∣∣|u′ − ũ| − |v − ṽ|∣∣ ≤ c63|u′ − v|
(
|v − yθ|+ |u′ − yθ|

)
≤ c63(|u′ − u|+ |u− v|)

(
|v − yθ|+ |u′ − u|+ |u− yθ|

)
.(4.6)

Since the triangle ∆u0v is just a dilation of ∆uũu′ by a factor |u|/|u− ũ|, we have, using (4.5),

|g(u)− g(v)| = g(u− ũ)− g(v − ṽ)

≤ |g(u− ũ)− g(u′ − ũ)|+ |g(u′ − ũ)− g(v − ṽ)|

=
|u− ũ|
|u| |g(u)− g(v)|+ g(v − ṽ)

|v − ṽ|
∣∣|u′ − ũ| − |v − ṽ|∣∣,(4.7)

and

|u′ − u| = |v − u| |u− ũ||u| ≤ |u− v| ≤ |v − yθ|+ |u− yθ|.(4.8)

Assuming U is small enough we have |u− ũ|/|u| < 1/2 so (4.6), (4.7), and (4.8) yield

|g(u)− g(v)| ≤ 2
g(v − ṽ)

|v − ṽ|
∣∣|u′ − ũ| − |v − ṽ|∣∣ ≤ c64|u− v|

(
|v − yθ|+ |u− yθ|

)
,(4.9)

proving (4.2). �

We will need the following exponential concentration result from [14]. The result there is actually

stronger, with (|x|/ log |x|)1/2 in place of |x|1/2, but the improvement doesn’t help us here. Earlier
version appeared in [23] (restricted to t ≤ C|x| for some C) and [31] (similarly restricted, but
improved to t2 in place of t in the exponent.)

Lemma 4.2. [14] For a standard FPP model, there exist constants ci such that for all x ∈ Z2 and
all t > 0,

(4.10) P
(
|T (0, x)− ET (0, x)| ≥ t|x|1/2

)
≤ c65e

−c66t.

Variants of the following have been proved under an assumption (or proven fact, for solvable
LPP) of curvature uniform in a neighborhood of θ ([2], [7], [20]); here we reduce the assumption to
θ alone being a direction of curvature, which adds significant technicality.

Lemma 4.3. For a standard FPP in d dimensions, for all sufficiently small ε > 0 there exist
ci, δ > 0 as follows. Let θ ∈ U , let ψ be another unit vector, and let x ∈ Zd with

(4.11) |ψ − θ| ≤ δ,
∣∣∣∣ x|x| − θ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ g(x)−1/6.
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For all c67 ≤ t ≤ g(πθx)/4,

(4.12) P
(

Γ0x ∩ (Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,ε) 6= ∅
)
≤ c68 exp

(
−c69ε

2t1/48
)
.

Proof. For notational convenience we prove (4.12) with Ωψ,t,3ε in place of Ωψ,t,ε. Recall ε0 from
(1.12)–(1.15), let 0 < ε ≤ ε0/2, and let G be the event that Γ0x ∩ (Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,3ε) 6= ∅. We take δ in
(4.11) small enough so that

(4.13) u ∈ Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,2ε =⇒ |u− πθu| > εt.

Recall that by definition, x ∈ Hϕ,g(πϕx) for all ϕ.
We now define an open region Λ = Λ(x, θ, t, ε) with the property that when the event G occurs,

Γ0x must exit Λ. We combine the cone and infinite skew θ–cylinder

Cθ,ε(x) = {u : Φθ(u) > 0,Θθ(u) < ε} , Dθ,2εt = {u : |u− πθu| < 2εt},
to create

Λ = Cθ,ε(x) ∪ Dθ,2εt;
see Figure 9. Note that the intersection of the boundaries of the cylinder and cone lies in Hθ,2t,

and that by (4.13) we have Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,2ε ⊂ Λc. For a region Ξ ⊂ Rd we write ∂ZdΞ for the set of all

sites in Ξc adjacent to sites in Ξ. On the event G let x(0) be the last point of Γ0x in ∂ZdΛ. Observe
that

(4.14) Θθ(x
(0)) ≥ ε if Φθ(x

(0)) > 0, and Θθ(x) ≤ c70g(x)−1/6,

the latter coming from (4.11). We consider cases, mainly according to the value of Φθ(x
(0)).

Case 1. No backtracking to x(0), and Φθ(x
(0)) and t are not too large:

(4.15) Φθ(x
(0)) > 0, 0 < Φθ(x

(0)) ∨ 2t < Φθ(x)4/5.

Fix ν ∈ (5
4 ,

8
5), let s0 = Φθ(x

(0)) ∨ 2t, and define

si = sν
i

0 , i ≥ 0.

Then for i ≥ 1 let x(i) be the first point of Γx(0)x with Φθ(x
(i)) ≥ si (necessarily in Λ), for i for

which such a point exists. The union of the intervals (s
(5/4)i

0 , s
(8/5)i

0 ), i ≥ 1 is (s
5/4
0 ,∞), which

contains Φθ(x), so we can choose ν so that sm = Φθ(x) for some m ≥ 1 (this being the purpose

of the allowed range ν ∈ (5
4 ,

8
5).) This means x(i) is defined for 0 ≤ i ≤ m, and we now redefine

x(m+1) = x, sm+1 = sm. Observe that we have

(4.16) (Θθ(x) ∧ ε)si ≤ |x− πθx| ≤ 2(Θθ(x) ∧ ε)si for all i ≥ 0 and x ∈ Hθ,Φθ(x(i)) ∩ (Λ ∪ ∂ZdΛ)

(where we can omit the “∧ ε” if i ≥ 1.)

We consider how the “angle” Θθ changes as Γ0x progresses through the points x(0), . . . , x(m+1) =
x. Provided t (hence s0) is large we have from (4.14) that

s
1/12
0 Θθ(x

(0)) ≥ 1 and s
1/12
m+1Θθ(x

(m+1)) ≤ c71g(x)−1/12.

Therefore there exists an index 1 ≤ ` ≤ m + 1 for which Θθ(·) drops sharply from x`−1 to x`, in
the sense that

(4.17) s
1/12
`−1 Θθ(x

(`−1)) ≥ 1, s
1/12
` Θθ(x

(`)) < 1.
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Figure 7. Diagram for Case 1a. All labeled points except x(`−1) are coplanar.

Fixing η > 0, provided t is large we have

(4.18)
Θθ(x

(`))

Θθ(x(`−1))
≤
s

1/12
`−1

s
1/12
`

= s
−(ν−1)/12
`−1 < η.

We want a lower bound for the “extra distance”

(4.19) g(x(`−1)) + g(x(`) − x(`−1))− g(x(`))

caused by (4.17) and (4.18). We consider two subcases.
Case 1a. ` ≤ m. Define the point

y(`−1) = Hθ,Φθ(x(`−1)) ∩Π0x(`)

so (4.19) can be expressed as

(4.20) [g(x(`−1))− g(y(`−1))]− [g(x(`) − y(`−1))− g(x(`) − x(`−1))].

Let z(`−1) be the longitudinal θ–projection of x(`) into Hθ,Φθ(x(`−1)). See Figure 7. From (1.12),

(1.13),

Θρ(y
(`−1)) = Θρ(x

(`)) ∀ρ (by collinearity with 0),

(4.21) Θθ(y) ≤ ε =⇒ c6Θθ(y)2g(πθy) ≤ g(y)− g(πθy) ≤ c5Θθ(y)2g(πθy).

We first find a lower bound for the first difference in (4.20). We have from (1.12)–(1.14), (4.18),
and (4.21) that for some c72 = c72(θ),

|g(y(`−1))− g(πθx
(`−1))| ≤ c5Θθ(x

(`))2g(πθx
(`−1)) ≤ s−(ν−1)/12

`−1 Θθ(x
(`))Θθ(x

(`−1))g(πθx
(`−1))

g(x(`−1))− g(πθx
(`−1)) ≥ c72

(
Θθ(x

(`−1)) ∧ ε
)

Θθ(x
(`−1))g(πθx

(`−1)),(4.22)

so

g(x(`−1))− g(y(`−1)) ≥ c72

2

(
Θθ(x

(`−1)) ∧ ε
)

Θθ(x
(`−1))g(πθx

(`−1))

=
c72

2

(
Θθ(x

(`−1)) ∧ ε
)
|x(`−1) − πθx(`−1)|.(4.23)
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Pursuing next an upper bound for the second difference in (4.20), we want to use Lemma 4.1. From
(4.16) we have

(4.24)
(

Θθ(x
(`−1)) ∧ ε

)
s`−1 ≤ |x(`−1) − πθx(`−1)| ≤ 2

(
Θθ(x

(`−1)) ∧ ε
)
s`−1

and

(4.25) |y(`−1) − πθx(`−1)| ≤ 2Θθ(y
(`−1))s`−1 = 2Θθ(x

(`))s`−1

so

(4.26) |y(`−1) − x(`−1)| ≤ 4|x(`−1) − πθx(`−1)|.
Then note that πθx

(`−1), y(`−1), z(`−1) are collinear with y(`−1) between the other two, so

(4.27) |z(`−1) − y(`−1)| ≤ |z(`−1) − πθx(`−1)| = |x(`) − πθx(`)| ≤ 2Θθ(x
(`))s`

which with (4.24) shows that
(4.28)

|z(`−1) − x(`−1)| ≤ |z(`−1) − πθx(`−1)|+ |πθx(`−1) − x(`−1)| ≤ 2Θθ(x
(`))s` + 2

(
Θθ(x

(`−1)) ∧ ε
)
s`−1.

Lemma 4.1 together with (4.23), (4.26), (4.27), and (4.28) then show that

g(x(`)−y(`−1))− g(x(`) − x(`−1))

≤ c62
|y(`−1) − x(`−1)|

(
|z(`−1) − x(`−1)|+ |z(`−1) − y(`−1)|

)
g(πθx(`) − πθx(`−1))

≤ 4c62
|x(`−1) − πθx(`−1)|

(
2
[
Θθ(x

(`−1)) ∧ ε
]
s`−1 + 4Θθ(x

(`))s`
)

s`

≤ 1

2

(
g(x(`−1))− g(y(`−1))

)
.(4.29)

Hence in view of (4.17), (4.20), and (4.23) the difference in (4.19) satisfies

g(x(`−1)) + g(x(`) − x(`−1))− g(x(`))

= [g(x(`−1))− g(y(`−1))]− [g(x(`) − y(`−1))− g(x(`) − x(`−1))]

≥ 1

2

(
g(x(`−1))− g(y(`−1))

)
≥ c72

4

(
Θθ(x

(`−1)) ∧ ε
)
|x(`−1) − πθx(`−1)|

≥ c72

8

(
Θθ(x

(`−1))2 ∧ ε2
)
s`−1

≥ c72

8
s

5/6
`−1.(4.30)

Let κ = 5/(6ν)− 1/2 ∈ ( 1
48 ,

1
6), so s

5/6
`−1 = s

κ+1/2
` . By (1.11), (4.17), and (4.30) we have

h(x(`−1)) + h(x(`) − x(`−1))− h(x(`)) ≥ c72

8
s
κ+1/2
` − c73(s` log s`)

1/2 ≥ c72

16
s
κ+1/2
` ,(4.31)

while since x(`−1) ∈ Γ0x(`) we have

(4.32) T (0, x(`−1)) + T (x(`−1), x(`))− T (0, x(`)) = 0.
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Therefore

max
(
|T (0, x(`−1))−h(x(`−1))|, |T (x(`−1), x(`))−h(x(`)−x(`−1))|, |T (0, x(`))−h(x(`))|

)
≥ c72

48
s
κ+1/2
` .

Under Case 1 we have max(g(x(`−1)), g(x(`))) ≤ 2s`. Therefore defining events

Gi : there exist u, v ∈ Bg(0, 2si) with |T (u, v)− h(v − u)| ≥ c72

48
s
κ+1/2
i ,

we see using Lemma 4.2 that

P
(

Γ0x ∩ (Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,ε) 6= ∅ and Case 1a holds
)
≤

m∑
i=1

P (Gi)

≤
m∑
i=1

|Bg(0, 2si) ∩ Zd|2c74e
−c75sκi

≤ c76e
−c77tκ .(4.33)

Case 1b. ` = m + 1. Here x(m) and x(m+1) = x are both in or next to Hθ,g(πθx). From (4.17)
we have

|x(m) − πθx(m)| = Θθ(x
(m))g(πθx

(m)) ≥ s11/12
m

while from (1.12) and (4.11),

(4.34) |x− πθx| ≤ c78s
5/6
m so |g(x)− g(πθx)| ≤ c79s

2/3
m .

It then follows from (1.12)–(1.14) that g(x(m)) ≥ g(x) so

g(x(m)) + g(x− x(m))− g(x) ≥ g(x− x(m)) ≥ c80|x− x(m)| ≥ c80

2
|x(m) − πθx(m)| ≥ c80

2
s11/12
m

and then from (1.11),

h(x(m)) + h(x− x(m))− h(x) ≥ c80

2
s11/12
m − c62(sm log sm)1/2 ≥ c80

4
s11/12
m .

Defining the event

Qm : there exist u, v ∈ Bg(0, 2sm) with |T (u, v)− h(v − u)| ≥ c80

12
s11/12
m

it again follows as in (4.32)–(4.33) that

P
(

Γ0x ∩ (Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,ε) 6= ∅ and Case 1b holds
)
≤ P (Qm)

≤ |Bg(0, 2sm) ∩ Zd|2c82e
−c83s

1/3
m

≤ c82e
−c83s

1/3
m /2.(4.35)

Case 2. Backtracking occurs: Φθ(x
(0)) ≤ 0. This time let x(1) be the first point of Γx(0)x with

Φθ(x
(1)) ≥ 2t (necessarily in Λ), define the point

w(0) = Πx(0),x(1) ∩Hθ,0,

and let u(0) be the longitudinal θ–projection of x(1) into Hθ,0. See Figure 8. In place of (4.20) we
express (4.19) as

(4.36) g(x(0)) + g(w(0) − x(0))− [g(x(1))− g(x(1) − w(0))].
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b

b

b

b

b

b b

0

u(0)
x(1)

πθx
(1)

x(0)

Hθ,0

θ

w(0)

Hθ,Φθ(x(0))

Γ0x

Figure 8. Diagram for Case 2. The shaded region is the intersection of the hyperplane with Λ.
The geodesic Γ0x follows a path 0→ x(0) → x(1) → x.

We have

g(x(0)) > c84|x(0)| ≥ c84εt, |u(0)| = |x(1) − πθx(1)| ≤ 3εt,

|w(0)| ≤ max(|x(0) − πθx(0)|, |x(1) − πθx(1)|) ≤ 3εt,(4.37)

so

(4.38) |u(0) − w(0)| ≤ |u(0)|+ |w(0)| ≤ 6εt.

From Lemma 4.1 together with (4.37)–(4.38) we then get

|g(x(1))− g(x(1) − w(0))| ≤ c63
|w(0)|

(
|u(0)|+ |u(0) − w(0)|

)
Φθ(x(1))

≤ 27c63

2
ε2t,(4.39)

which with (4.36) and (4.37) shows that, provided we take ε small,

(4.40) g(x(0)) + g(x(1) − x(0))− g(x(1)) ≥ 1

2
g(x(0)).

In view of (4.37), for some k ≥ 1 we have 2k−1c84εt < g(x(0)) ≤ 2k−1c84εt and hence

max
(
g(x(0)), g(x(1) − x(0)), g(x(1))

)
≤ c852kt,

which with (1.11) and (4.40) shows that

h(x(0)) + h(x(1) − x(0))− h(x(1)) ≥ 1

2
g(x(0))− c4

(
2kt log(2kt)

)1/2 ≥ 1

4
g(x(0)) ≥ 2kc86εt.(4.41)

We can now follow (4.31)–(4.33), defining

G′k : there exist u, v ∈ Bg(0, c852kt) with |T (u, v)− h(v − u)| ≥ 2kc86εt

3
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b b

b

b

b

b

b

0

q(0)
x

πθx

x(0)

πθx
(0)

p(0)

Hθ,Φθ(x(0))

θ

Γ0x

Figure 9. Diagram for Case 3. The cylinder and cone portions of ∂Λ intersect in Hθ,2t. The
hyperplane may cross the cylinder part of Λ rather than the cone.

so that

P
(

Γ0x ∩ (Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,ε) 6= ∅ and Case 2 holds
)
≤
∑
k≥1

P (G′k)

≤
∑
k≥1

|Bg(0, c852kt) ∩ Zd|2c87 exp
(
−c88ε(2

kt)1/2
)

≤ c89e
−c90εt1/2 .(4.42)

Case 3. No backtracking to x(0), and Φθ(x
(0)) or t is large:

(4.43) Φθ(x)4/5 ≤ Φθ(x
(0)) ∨ 2t ≤ Φθ(x) and Φθ(x

(0)) > 0.

Define the point

p(0) = Π0x ∩Hθ,Φθ(x(0))

and let q(0) be the longitudinal θ–projection of x into Hθ,Φθ(x(0)). See Figure 9. We want a lower

bound for

(4.44) g(x(0)) + g(x− x(0))− g(x) = [g(x(0))− g(p(0))]− [g(x− p(0))− g(x− x(0))],

analogously to (4.20). We first consider the first difference on the right in (4.44). We have

g(x(0))− g(p(0)) = [g(x(0))− g(πθx
(0))]− [g(p(0))− g(πθx

(0))](4.45)

with, by (1.12) and (4.11),

g(p(0))− g(πθx
(0)) ≤ c5Θθ(p

(0))2Φθ(x
(0)) = c5Θθ(x)2Φθ(x

(0)) ≤ c91|x|2/3

and, from (1.14) and (4.43),

g(x(0))− g(πθx
(0)) ≥ c92ε

2
(
Φθ(x

(0)) ∨ t
)
≥ c93ε

2|x|4/5,
so

(4.46) g(x(0))− g(p(0)) ≥ 1

2

(
g(x(0))− g(πθx

(0))
)
≥ c94ε

2|x|4/5.

Considering next the second difference on the right in (4.44), we have using (1.12)
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b b

b

b

b

0
x

x(0)

πθx

v(0)

θ

Hθ,Φθ(x)

Γ0x

Figure 10. Diagram for Case 4.

g(x− p(0))− g(x− x(0)) ≤ g(x− p(0))− g(x− q(0)) ≤ c5Θθ(x)2Φθ(x− x(0)) ≤ c95|x|2/3.
With (4.43), (4.44), and (4.46) this shows that

(4.47) g(x(0)) + g(x− x(0))− g(x) ≥ c94

2
ε2|x|4/5,

which with (1.11) yields

(4.48) h(x(0)) + h(x− x(0))− h(x) ≥ c94

4
ε2|x|4/5.

As before, following (4.31)–(4.33) we obtain

P
(

Γ0x ∩ (Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,ε) 6= ∅ and Case 3 holds
)
≤ c96e

−c97ε2|x|3/10
.(4.49)

Case 4. Γ0x overshoots: Φθ(x
(0)) > Φθ(x). Define the point v(0) = Π0x(0) ∩ Hθ,Φθ(x), so that

Θθ(v
(0)) > ε and

(4.50) g(x(0)) + g(x− x(0))− g(x) = [g(v(0))− g(x)] + g(x(0) − v(0)) + g(x− x(0)).

See Figure 10. We have using (1.14) and (4.11)

g(v(0))− g(x) = [g(v(0))− g(πθx)]− [g(x)− g(πθx)]

≥ c7ε
2Φθ(x)− c5Θθ(x)2Φθ(x)

≥ 0(4.51)

and |x− x(0)| > c99ε|x| so that for some k ≥ 1,

2k−1c99ε|x| < |x− x(0)| ≤ 2kc99ε|x|.
With (4.50) this shows that

g(x(0)) + g(x− x(0))− g(x) ≥ g(x− x(0)) ≥ 2kc100ε|x|
and hence as with (4.41) and (4.42),

(4.52) h(x(0)) + h(x− x(0))− h(x) ≥ 2k−1c100ε|x|
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and then after summing over k,

P
(

Γ0x ∩ (Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,ε) 6= ∅ and Case 4 holds
)
≤ c101e

−c102ε|x|1/2 .(4.53)

Since κ > 1/48, combining all cases (specifically, (4.33), (4.35), (4.42), (4.49), and (4.53)) completes
the proof. �

Let Ωψ,t,ε(Zd) = {x ∈ H+
ψ,t ∩ Zd : x is an endpoint of an edge intersecting Ωψ,t,ε}.

Proposition 4.4. Consider a standard FPP in d dimensions and suppose edge passage times have
a finite exponential moment and a direction of curvature θ exists. There exist constants ci as
follows. For every x with (θ, x) ∈ G and every slab S ∈ N (0, x),

(4.54) P (T (0, x | S)− T (0, x) ≥ t) ≤ c103e
−c104t1/48

for all t > 0.

Proof. Let ε be as in Lemma 4.3; in the definition of near–natural slab take ε1 < ε/2. Let (θ, x) ∈ G
and fix S ∈ N (0, x); this means S = Sψ(0,Φψ(x)) for some ψ with | x|x| − ψ| < ε1. Fix t > 0 large,

and δ > 0 to be specified. Let z be the closest site in H+
ψ,δt to Π∞0x ∩Hψ,δt, and let z′ be the closest

site in H−ψ,Φψ(x)−δt to Π∞0x ∩Hψ,Φψ(x)−δt. Let W be the last vertex of Γ0x in H−ψ,t and W ′ the first

vertex of ΓWx in H+
ψ,Φψ(x)−t, respectively, so ΓWW ′ ⊂ S. See Figure 11. Let γz be a path in S

from 0 to z of length |z|1, and γ′z′ a path in S from z′ to x of length |x− z′|. Note that the primed
quantities here are symmetric to the unprimed ones when we interchange 0 and x; symmetrically
to Ωψ,t,ε we define

Ω′ψ,t,ε = {u ∈ Hψ,Φψ(x)−t : |u− πψu| ≤ εt}.
Define the events

Fψ,δt(x) : ΓzW ∪ Γz′W ′ 6⊂ S,
Gt,ε(x) : Γ0x ∩ (Hψ,t\Ωψ,t,ε) 6= ∅ or Γ0x ∩ (Hψ,Φψ(x)−t\Ω′ψ,t,ε) 6= ∅.

For configurations in Fψ,δt(x)c we have

T (0, x | S) ≤ T (γz) + T (z,W ) + T (W,W ′) + T (W ′, z′) + T (γ′z′),

T (0, x) = T (0,W ) + T (W,W ′) + T (W ′, x),

so

P
(
{T (0, x | S)− T (0, x) ≥ t} ∩ Fψ,δt(x)c

)
≤ P

(
T (γz) ≥

t

4

)
+ P

(
T (z,W )− T (0,W ) ≥ t

4

)
+ P

(
T (W ′, z′)− T (W ′, x) ≥ t

4

)
+ P

(
T (γ′z′) ≥

t

4

)
≤ 2P

(
T (γz) ≥

t

4

)
+ 2P

(
T (γ′z′) ≥

t

4

)
= 4P

(
T (γz) ≥

t

4

)
.(4.55)
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0
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ψ z

πθw

Hψ,0 Hψ,tHψ,δt

q
πθz

Hθ,Φθ(z) Hθ,Φθ(w)

Ωψ,t,ϵ

S

W

U

Γzz′

Γzz′

Figure 11. Diagram for Proposition 4.3, showing the end near z of the geodesic Γzz′ in two cases;
the picture near z′ is symmetric. Lines and hyperplanes corresponding to direction ψ are black;
those for direction θ are gray. The dotted geodesic shows the case ω ∈ Fψ,δt(x)c. The dashed
geodesic shows the case ω ∈ Fψ,δt(x) ∩Gt,ε(x)c. Ωψ,t,ε is between the hash marks in Hψ,t.

Provided we choose δ small we have

(4.56) ET (γz) = |z|1Eτe ≤
t

8
,

so since our FPP is standard, from Lemma 4.2 we get

(4.57) P

(
T (γz) ≥

t

4

)
≤ c105e

−c106t.

Next, from Lemma 4.3,

P
(
Fψ,δt(x)

)
≤ P

(
Fψ,δt(x) ∩Gt,ε(x)c

)
+ P

(
Gt,ε(x)

)
≤ P

(
Fψ,δt(x) ∩Gt,ε(x)c

)
+ 2c68e

−c69ε2t1/48
.(4.58)

Now

P
(
Fψ,δt(x) ∩Gt,ε(x)c

)
≤ 2P

(
Γzw 6⊂ S for some w ∈ Ωψ,t,ε(Zd)

)
≤ c107(εt)d−1 max

w∈Ωψ,t,ε(Zd)
P
(
Γzw 6⊂ H+

ψ,0

)
.(4.59)

To bound the last probability, fix w ∈ Ωψ,t,ε(Zd) and suppose Γzw 6⊂ H+
ψ,0. Let U be the first point

of Γzw in H−ψ,0 ∪ (2tBg)
c. We need an upper bound for g(w− z), but we cannot readily obtain this

using ψ–coordinates (i.e. tangential and longitudinal ψ–projections), as ψ need not be a direction
of curvature. So instead we must in effect translate to θ–coordinates. Let

p = Π∞0θ ∩Hψ,δt, q = Π∞0θ ∩Hψ,t, v = Π0ψ ∩Hψ,t;

see Figure 11. Since

|θ − ψ| ≤
∣∣∣∣θ − x

|x|

∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣ x|x| − ψ
∣∣∣∣ ≤ c108

|x| + ε1 ≤ 2ε1
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we have |z − p| ≤ c111ε1δt. Since θ is a direction of curvature, the angle between Hθ,0 and Hψ,0 is
at most a constant multiple of |θ − ψ|. Combining these we get

|p− πθz| ≤ c109|z − p| |θ − ψ| ≤ c110ε
2
1δt and hence |z − πθz| ≤ 2c111ε1δt.

Further, in view of the arcsin bound,

(4.60) |w − q| ≤ |w − v|+ |v − q| ≤ 2εt+ c112t|θ − ψ| ≤ c114ε1t

and

(4.61) |q − πθw| ≤ c113|θ − ψ| |w − q| ≤ |w − q|,
so

(4.62) |w − πθw| ≤ 2c114ε1t.

The only condition we have imposed on δ is (4.56), so δ depends only on Eτe. Therefore we may
choose ε1, in the definition of near–natural slab, to depend on δ. Specifically, since θ is a direction
of curvature, taking ε1 small enough we get using (1.12), (4.60), (4.61), and (4.62) that

g(w − z) ≤ g(w − p) + g(p− z)

≤ g(πθw − p) + c5
|w − πθw|2
Φθ(w − p)

+ c115ε1δt

≤ g(πθw − q) + g(q − v) + g(v − z) + g(z − p) + c116ε1t

≤ g(v − z) + c117ε1t

= (1− δ)t+ c117ε1t

≤
(

1− δ

2

)
t.(4.63)

If U ∈ H−ψ,0 ∩ 2tBg then g(w−U) ≥ t; otherwise we have U /∈ 2tBg so g(U − z) ≥ g(U)− g(z) > t.

Either way we have g(U − z) + g(w − U) ≥ t and U ∈ Γzw ∩ 2tBg, and we conclude that

T (z, U) + T (U,w)− T (z, w) = 0, g(U − z) + g(w − U)− g(w − z) ≥ δ

2
t.

Then from (1.11),

h(U − z) + h(w − U)− h(w − z) ≥ δ

4
t.

It follows that there exist p, q ∈ 2tBg with |T (p, q)− h(q − p)| ≥ δt/4, so from (4.59) and Lemma
4.2,

P
(
Fψ,δt(x) ∩Gt,ε(x)c

)
≤ c118ε

d−1t3d−1 max
p,q∈2tBg

P

(
|T (p, q)− h(q − p)| ≥ δ

4
t

)
≤ c119e

−c120δ1/2t1/2 ,(4.64)

which combined with (4.55), (4.57), and (4.58) yields

P
(
T (0, x | S)− T (0, x) ≥ t

)
≤ c121e

−c122t1/48
,

which completes the proof. �
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5. Proofs of supporting lemmas

Proof of Lemma 1.2. Let

Υ(r) = log f(er), r ≥ 0,

so Υ(r) = o(r) as r →∞. The first step is to replace Υ with an upper bound which is more regular
(piecewise linear with bounded slope.) Let

Mk = sup{Υ(r) : k − 1 ≤ r ≤ k}, k ≥ 2.

Define Υreg on [0,∞) by

Υreg(1) = M1, Υreg(k) = max(Mk,Mk+1), Υreg(k − 1
2) = Mk, k ≥ 2,

with Υreg linear on each interval [k − 1, k − 1
2 ] and [k − 1

2 , k], so in view of (1.9) we have

(5.1) Υreg − c123 ≤ Υ ≤ Υreg,

and Υreg is bounded below. Also from (1.9) (taking α ≤ e2) we have

s ∈ [r, r + 2] =⇒ |Υ(s)−Υ(r)| ≤ c124 := 2κ+ log c,

so |Mk+1 −Mk| ≤ c124 for all k, and hence

(5.2) |Υreg(s)−Υreg(r)| ≤ 2c124|s− r| for all r, s ≥ 0.

We define Υup ≥ Υreg by two cases, then in each case let

fup(r) = eΥup(log r), r ≥ 1.

Case 1. Υreg(r) is eventually nonpositive as r → ∞, say Υreg(r) ≤ 0 for all r ≥ r0. Here we
define

Υup(r) =

{
2c124(r0 − r) if 0 ≤ r ≤ r0,

0 if r > r0.

By (5.2) this satisfies Υup ≥ Υreg ≥ Υ, so fup ≥ f , and since Υ is bounded below, the other
conditions in (1.10), and the regular growth exponent property, are straightforward.

Case 2. There exist arbitrarily large r with Υreg(r) > 0. By (5.2) Υreg is bounded on bounded
intervals, and Υreg(r) = o(r), so we can define Υup to be the concave majorant of Υreg∨0 on [0,∞),
which is nondecreasing. If Υreg is bounded on all [0,∞) then Υup is also bounded, and since f ≥ δ
it follows that fup/f is bounded. If instead lim supr→∞Υreg(r) = ∞ then there exist arbitrarily
large r where Υup(r) = Υreg(r) so it follows from (5.1) that lim infr→∞ fup(r)/f(r) <∞. Concavity
and nonnegativity of Υup ensure that Υup(r)/r is nonincreasing, or equivalently, log fup(r)/ log r
is nonincreasing. Thus again all conditions in (1.10) are satisfied. The regular growth exponent
property for fup follows from the fact that Υ′up (which exists a.e.) decreases to 0. �

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Let

s = s(r) =
η(r)r

log 1
Ξ(η(r)r)

.

Taking logs, we see that we wish to show that given c > 0, for large r,

log log
1

Ξ(η(r)r)
+ δ(s) log s ≥ δ(r) log r + c,
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or equivalently,

log log 1
Ξ(η(r)r) − c

δ(r) log s
+
δ(s)

δ(r)
≥ 1 +

log r
s

log s
.

Since δ is nonincreasing and s(r) < r for large r, we have δ(s)/δ(r) ≥ 1 so it is sufficient to show
that for large r,

(5.3)
log log 1

Ξ(η(r)r) − c
log r

s

≥ δ(r).

We have by (2.1)

log
r

s
= log log

1

Ξ(η(r)r)
+ log

1

η(r)
≤ log log

1

Ξ(r)
+ log

1

η(r)
≤ C

δ(r)
,

and (5.3) follows, since η(r)r →∞ as r →∞. �

Proof of Lemma 2.2. In this proof constants ci may depend on K. Let x, θ, r be as in the lemma
statement, and let α = x/|x|, so (by definition of N (·, ·)) |θ − α| < ε1 and Hθ makes an angle of
less than ε1 with Hα. If Γ0x ∩H−θ,−r 6= ∅, let Z be the first vertex of Γ0x ∩H−θ,−r, so Φθ(Z) ≤ −r.
We want a lower bound for the extra distance g(Z) + g(x− Z)− g(x).

Claim.

(5.4) g(Z) + g(x− Z)− g(x) ≥ 1

2
(r + g(Z)).

If g(Z) ≥ 2g(x) then the left side is bounded below by g(Z), which is at least r since Z ∈ Hθ,−r, so
(5.4) holds. Thus we may assume g(Z) < 2g(x). Then to prove (5.4), let V,W be the points where
Π∞xZ intesects Hα,0 and Hθ,0, respectively. See Figure 12. Since V ∈ Hα,0 we have g(x−V ) ≥ g(x),
and therefore

(5.5) g(x− Z) ≥ g(x−W ) + r ≥ g(x− V )− g(V −W ) + r ≥ g(x)− g(V −W ) + r.

The arcsin bound provides a minimum angle between x (i.e. α) and Hα,0, and since g(Z) < 2g(x),
also then a minimum possible angle, call it ϕ0, between Π∞xZ and Hα,0. It then follows from basic
geometry that, since the angle between Hα,0 and Hθ,0 is less than ε1, from ϕ0 we get c125 such that

g(V −W ) ≤ c125ε1g(W ) ≤ c125ε1(g(Z) + g(W − Z)) = c125ε1

(
g(Z) +

r

Φθ(x) + r
g(x− Z)

)
.

Combining this with (5.5) and using g(x− Z) ≤ g(x) + g(Z) < 3g(x) we get

g(Z) + g(x− Z)− g(x) ≥ g(Z)− g(V −W ) + r

≥ (1− c125ε1)g(Z) +

(
1− 3c125ε1

g(x)

Φθ(x)

)
r.(5.6)

Now provided ε1 is taken small enough (depending only on g),

|x− πθx| ≤ c126|α− θ| |x| ≤ c126ε1|x| so Φθ(x) = g(πθx) ≥ g(x)− g(x− πθx) ≥ 1

2
g(x),

which with (5.6) proves the claim (5.4).
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Γ0x

Figure 12. Diagram for the proof of Lemma 2.2. Lines and hyperplanes corresponding to direction
θ are black; those for direction α are gray. In the case shown we have Z ∈ H+

α,0, meaning Γ0x

backtracks to Z in direction θ but not in direction α. In general Z may lie on either side of V .

From (1.2) and (1.11) we have h(x) − g(x) ≤ c1Dmag(|x|) ≤ c1c4(|x| log |x|)1/2 so recalling

r ≥ c18(|x| log |x|)1/2, we have from the claim that provided c18 is large,

h(Z) + h(x− Z)− h(x) ≥ 1

2
(r + g(Z))− c1c4(|x| log |x|)1/2 >

1

2
g(Z)

while

T (0, Z) + T (Z, x)− T (0, x) = 0,

so one of h(Z)− T (0, Z), h(x− Z)− T (Z, x), T (0, x)− h(x) must exceed g(Z)/6. Since Z ∈ H−θ,−r
we have g(Z) ≥ r. Either g(Z) ≤ g(x) or there exists k ≥ 1 for which 2k−1g(x) < g(Z) ≤ 2kg(x).
Decomposing according to the value of k then gives

P
(

Γ0x ∩H−θ,−r 6= ∅
)
≤ P

(
T (0, x)− h(x) ≥ r

6

)
+ P

(
max

(
h(z)− T (0, z), h(x− z)− T (z, x)

)
≥ r

6

for some z with |z| ≤ c127|x|
)

+

∞∑
k=1

P

(
max

(
h(z)− T (0, z), h(x− z)− T (z, x)

)
≥ 2k−1g(x)

6

for some z with |z| ≤ c1272k|x|
)
.(5.7)
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Using Lemma 4.2 and recalling r ≤ K|x|, this yields

P
(

Γ0x ∩H−θ,−r 6= ∅
)

≤ c128 exp

(
−c129

r2

|x|

)
+ c128|x|d exp (−c129|x|) +

∞∑
k=1

c128(2k|x|)d exp
(
−c12922k|x|

)
≤ c130e

−c131r2/|x| + c132e
−c133|x|

≤ c134e
−c135r2/|x|.(5.8)

The same bound for P (Γ0x ∩H+
θ,Φθ(x)+r 6= ∅) is obtained symmetrically. �
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