arXiv:2304.08669v1 [math.PR] 18 Apr 2023

PROPERTIES OF FIRST PASSAGE PERCOLATION ABOVE THE
(HYPOTHETICAL) CRITICAL DIMENSION

KENNETH S. ALEXANDER

ABSTRACT. It is not known (and even physicists disagree) whether first passage percolation (FPP)
on Z% has an upper critical dimension d.., such that the fluctuation exponent x = 0 in dimensions
d > d.. 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 < d.. We
show that at least one of three fundamental properties of FPP known or believed to hold when
x > 0 must be false if x = 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 x = 0, passage
times are “local” in the sense that the passage time from z 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 Z¢ 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 Y, ¢ exist, and do they take their conjectured
(KPZ) values 1/3, 2/3 for d = 27

(2) Is there a finite upper critical dimension d., above which the fluctuation exponent y = 07

(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 logn [I3], 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 [I7], 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 d,. is false above
d.. 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 d. indeed does so. This gives some insight into the question,
“if d, is finite, how should we expect FPP in dimensions above and below d. to differ?”

The question of a finite d. or not is particularly challenging, as even physicists do not agree.
Informally, x is the exponent for which the variance of the passage time over distance n grows
like n?X. Heuristics and simulations suggest that y 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
X = .33 to x = .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 x = 0 ([I9],[26]); in contrast, various simulations suggest that x may be positive for
all d ([4],[28]), with those in [24] showing x > 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 (d. = c0), but in
that case an understanding of the hypothetical nature of FPP above d. 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], [I0]), the centered passage time distributions
over various distances n form a tight sequence, which of course is stronger than just x = 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, Z¢ becomes a large enough graph that it, too, has x = 0, or at least that y — 0
as the dimension grows. It is not clear whether passage times should be tight if x = 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
74, 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 D, and D_, in these hyperplanes, centered
at £, having radius that is small relative to the usual transverse wandering of the geodesic I'_, ;.
Let (2x) be the standard deviation of the passage time T'(—x, z) from —x to x. The small radius
of the discs means that for p,p’ € D_, and ¢q,q' € D, the geodesics I'pq and I'yy 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 d.) then this coinciding means the passage times T'(p,q) and T(p',¢’)
are typically nearly equal, within a small multiple of 6(2z). Therefore the disc-to—disc passage time
miny, , T'(p, q) is typically close (again, within a small multiple of 6(2x)) to any given point-to—point
passage time T'(p, q). By contrast, if passage times are local, then T'(p, ¢) and T'(p', ¢') are primarily
determined by the non—coinciding portions of the geodesics, so these two passage times are nearly
independent, if |[p — p/| and |¢ — ¢/| 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_, and D,, 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
d(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 E? denote the set of all edges (i.e. nearest-neighbor pairs) of Z¢. The
passage times of edges are a collection of nonnegative iid variables 7 = {7, : e € Ed}. The passage
time of a finite lattice path v (always taken self-avoiding) is

T(v) := ZTe,

ecy

and the passage time from x to y is
(1.1) T(z,y) :=inf{T(v) : 7 is a path from z to y in Z}.

To avoid notational clutter, for general z,y € R? we define T(z,y) to be T(&,), where &,7 are
the closest lattice points to x and y respectively, with ties broken by some arbitrary translation—
invariant rule. A path = achieving the infimum in is called a geodesic from z to y. Assuming
T is a continuous r.v., a unique geodesic exists a.s. for each z,y [32], and we denote it I';,,. From
subadditivity, the limit

o) = lim ZL0:2)
n n

exists for all € Z% by considering only n for which nz € Z¢ we may extend this definition to
r € Q?, and then to a norm on R by continuity; see [5]. Define also

h(x) = ET(0,2), x e Z%

Throughout the paper, cg, c1, ... and €, €1, ... are constants which depend only on the dimension
and the distribution of the passage times 7., unless otherwise specified.
A function f > 0 on Z? is magnitude-based if there exists f,uq, : [1,00) — [0,00) and ¢; > 0 with

(1.2) ¢ fnag(r) < f(x) < €1 fmag(r) whenever g < |z| < 2r.

Then fixing 7 > 1 and 1 < a < 2, and taking x with |z| close enough to r, we get that cflfmag(r) <
f(x) < ci1 fimag(ar) and cflfmag(ozr) < f(x) < ¢1fmag(T), 50 fmag satisfies

(1.3) cl_Qfmag(r) < fmaglar) < c%fmag(r) forallr>1,1<a<2.

Therefore there exist co, kK > 1 such that

(1.4) 317" frnag (1) < fmag(ar) < c20” fimag(r) for all 7,a > 1.

For general functions f : [0,00) — (0,00), we say f has growth exponent x > 0 if

(1.5) lim log /(r) =X

r—oo  logr

We say f has reqular growth exponent x > 0 if

(1.6) i |logflar) —log f(r) N

ayr—oo | log(ar) —logr

and for all 5 > 0,

(1.7) liminf inf [log f(ar) —log f(r)] > —oco, limsup sup [log f(ar) —log f(r)] < co.
r—oo 1<a<p r—oo  1<a<f
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We can restate (1.6 and (|1.7)) as: for every e > 0 there exist 3, rg, cs such that

aX—c < % < aXte ifa>p,
(1.8) r>ry = -1 (ar) :
ey < iG) < c3 ifl<a<p.

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

Lemma 1.2. Suppose f : [1,00) — (0,00) has growth exponent x = 0 and for some c¢,k,6 > 0
satisfies

(1.9) fry>96, cta " f(r) < flar) < caf(r) for all a,r > 1.
Then there exists fup : [1,00) = (0, 00) with reqular growth exponent x = 0 satisfying
f“P(T) log fup(r)

(1.10) fup > f, liminf < 00, fup eventually nondecreasing, noNINCreasing.
T—00

f(r)

log r

We call an FPP model standard if the edge passage times are continuous r.v.’s with a finite
exponential moment, and P (7, = 0) < p., where p. denotes the critical probability of 2-dimensional
Bernoulli bond percolation.

Let

o(x) = var(T(0,2)"2, Alx) = (|elo(2))"/2,  D(x) = ET(0,x) - g(a).
Note D > 0 by subadditivity of ET(0,x). When ¢ is magnitude—based, we call a corresponding
Omag as in (1.2]) an approzimate standard deviation, respectively; we call a corresponding function
from Lemma (that is, fup with f = 0149) an upper—regular standard deviation and denote it as
oup- From [14] (improving on [I]), for a standard FPP model, if D is magnitude-based then every
corresponding Dy, satisfies

(1.11) Dinag(r) < ca(rlogr)¥/? so limsupw < 1
r—00 logr 2
Note that ¢ is bounded away from 0, since passage times of edges emanating from 0 have an order-1
influence on passage times 7'(0,z), so any approximate standard deviation will be bounded away
from 0 as well. Let I12} denote the infinite line through x and y and let R(x) be the maximum
transverse wandering from 11§ by the geodesic I'g;, that is,
R(z) = sup d(u,IIg;),
u€loz
with d(-,) denoting Euclidean distance. When & is magnitude-based, we define A,,.,(r) =
(10mag(r))/? and A, (r) = (row(r))/?; then A, has regular growth exponent & = (1 4 x)/2.
Let B, (z,r) denote the g-ball at x of radius r; we abbreviate B,4(0,1) to just B,. B, is known
as the limit shape, as, under mild hypotheses [12], it is the a.s. limit of the rescaled “wet region”
t=HU{z + [-1, 414 T(0,2) < t}).

For a direction (unit vector) 6 let yy be the point of 9%, in direction 0, and let #y be a supporting
hyperplane to B, at yp; when uniqueness fails the choice is arbitrary. Then for » € R let Hy , be the
hyperplane parallel to Hg through rys. At times it will be convenient to express a general v € R?
in terms of a basis in which the first vector is yg, and the other d — 1 form an orthonormal basis for
Hy . (The particular choice of orthonormal basis does not matter.) We call these 6—coordinates,
and projection along Hy into II5y is called tangential 0-projection and denoted my. Projection
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along 1157 into some Hy, is called longitudinal 0—projection. (This is only truly projection when
r = 0, but we use the terminology anyway.) As noted in [2], the angle between 6 and Hy  is always
at least arcsin 1/ Vd; we call this the arcsin bound. The distance from a point z to a set A along
Hy is denoted dg(x, A).

We say 0 is a direction of sub—curvature if there exists €p(f) > 0 and a value c5(0) such that for
u € Hpy with |u — yg| < €(0) we have

(1.12) g(u) <1+ cslu— ypl*

0 is a direction of curvature if also there exists cg(6) such that for all u as above,

(1.13) g(u) > 1+ cglu — yg|*

There is then also a c7(6) such that for 0 < e < ¢y(#) and u € Hy; with |u — yg| > € we have
(1.14) g(u) > 1+ cre|lu — ypl-

Provided directions of curvature exist, we may choose values €, ¢, cg, c; for which
U= {9 € S771: § is a direction of curvature, eg(8) > €, c5(0) < ci,c6(0) < ci, cr(8) < c?} # ().

Equivalently, we omit the % in the notation and take €, c5, cg, ¢7 as values not depending on 6 € U.
Then, after reducing €q if necessary, there exists cg such that

(1.15) eclU, |a—0| <e = the angle between H, o and Hy is at most cgla — 0.

Convexity of B, means the directions of sub—curvature form a set of full (uniform) measure in
the unit sphere S?~!. By contrast, though it is believed that (outside of cases where the infimum
of the support of 7. has large mass, as in [I§]) every 6 is a direction of curvature, there is no a
priori reason for the existence of any directions of curvature for B,; a polyhedron, for example,
has none. We say (6, ) € S x Z% is directionally good if

(a) €U,
(b) d(x,1I55) < d,
(c) |z|~* < €.
and directionally acceptable if (a), (c) hold and

(b") d(z,1I55) < |2[/°.

We write G for the set of all directionally good pairs (0, z), Gya for {z : (0,z) € G for some 6}, A
for the set of all directionally acceptable pairs, and Ayq for {z : (0,z) € A for some 6}.

Due to the arcsin bound we always have |x — mpz| < ¢g for directionally good (6, z) note that
r, mpx lie in the same hyperplane Hg y(r,z). Of course (c) only requires that |z| be sufficiently large,
so for each 6 € U there exists ro(#) such that

(1.16) r>ro(0) = 3x:(2,0) €G, |jz| —r| <Vd

Let Hgfr, H;ﬂ, denote the halfspaces Us>,Hy s and Us<,Hy s, respectively, and for r < ¢ define the
slab Sg(T',f) = Ur<s<tHy 5. We need to consider slab and disc-to-disc passage times. An infinite
0—cylinder is a set of form {z € R? : d(z,1159) < r} with 6 a unit vector and 7 > 0. A bounded
O—cylinder is the intersection of an infinite f—cylinder with a (not necessarily perpendicular) slab,
whenever this intersection is bounded; we will typically simply say “cylinder” to mean “bounded
f—cylinder.” We will also have occasion to use cylinders in which d(z,II5j) is replaced by dg(z, II55)
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in the definition; we distinguish these by attaching the adjective skew (e.g. an infinite skew 60—
cylinder); note here that dg(x,1I55) = |z — mex|. Any bounded #-cylinder C determines two end
hyperplanes containing its ends, and the associated slab S(C) between them. Given x € R? with
direction ¢ = z/|z|, and s > 0, the natural hyperplanes of (0, x) are the hyperplanes parallel to H
through 0 and z, the natural slab of (0,x) is S,q:(0,2) = Sg(0, g(x)) which is the region between
the natural hyperplanes, and the natural cylinder of (0,z) of radius s is the bounded ¢—cylinder

{u eRY: d(u, 1Y) < s} A Spat (0, 2),

which has ends in the natural hyperplanes. For z # y in R, the natural cylinder (of radius
s), natural hyperplanes, and natural slab of (z,y) are then defined via translation by = of the
corresponding objects defined for (0,y — z), and the cylinder and slab are denoted C,,:(z,y, s) and
Snat(x,y), respectively. For a bounded f—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 £(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 €; to be specified, and say a slab S,(+,) is a near—-natural slab of (x,y) if (z,y) € B(S5),

o < €1,

‘ -z
ly — |
and S,(-,-) makes an angle less than € with Spa(z,y). The set of all such slabs is denoted
N(z,y). For a fixed a, whether S,(r,s) € N(z,y) does not depend on r,s so we may write
“Sa(+,) € N(z,y).” Given a direction of curvature 6, there exists ez such that if both « and
(y — z)/|y — x| are within e of 0 then S,(-,-) € N(z,v).

We now decribe fully some of the properties FPP systems (at least below d.) 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 0,44 any approximate standard deviation:

(i) Uniform exponential bound property on scale 6(-):
(1.17) P(]T(x,y) — ET(z,y)| > to(y — :L')) < epe~2t for all z,y € Z9.

(ii) Lattice negligibility with a growth exponent: A direction of curvature exists,  is magnitude—
based, and 0y,44 has a growth exponent x > 0.
(a) First variant: (ii) holds and D is magnitude-based.
(b) Second variant: (ii) holds and o,qq4 has a regular growth exponent x > 0.
(iii) Limit shape has nondegenerate boundary curvature (twice differentiable with positive def-
inite Hessian) everywhere.
(iv) Uniform moderate—gap property:
ET0,2) — g(x
lim sup ( = ) —9(@) < 00.
|z|—o00 g 1’)
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(a) Semi—uniform variant:

lim inf ET(O’}:) —9()
|| o0 a(x)
xeGZd

< 00.

(b) Subsequence variant:
ET(0,z) — g(x)

lim inf - < 0.
|z|—o00 a(x)

(v) Controlled wandering property:

(1.18) Klim limsup P(R(z) > KA(x)) = 0.
—0  |z|—oo
e

(a) Exponentially—controlled variant: for all z € Azq and all K < ¢y3]z|'/2,

P(R(w) > KA(&U)) < 014€_CI5K2.

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 [I8]); this should
mean every 6 is a direction of curvature, but for our purposes the weaker curvature condition
suffices. The parts of (ii) referencing & and o,,,44 essentially say simply that a well-defined x exists.
The principle underlying (v) that transverse wandering is typically of order A(m) in a direction of
curvature may be viewed as a more precise version of the exponent relation £ = (1 + x)/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) > KA(x), there is a point u € T'gy

at distance approximately K A(x) from the line II§; through 0 and =. Due to curvature, this forces
the geodesic to travel an extra distance:

~

T 2
g(u) +g(x —u) —g(z) 2 Clﬁ(l(?xﬂ)) = c16K%6(z).

For K large relative to the lim sup in (iv) this implies
h(uw) + hz —u) — h(z) > %K%(:ﬁ),

while
T(0,u) +T(u,z) —T(0,z) =0.
This forces one of the following to occur:
T(0,u) — ET(0,u) < —%K%(@«), T(u,z) — ET(u,z) < —%61(2&(9;),

7(0,z) — ET(0,2) > %K%(w).

Provided 6(u) and 6(z — u) are not of larger order than ¢ (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,



8 KENNETH S. ALEXANDER

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 A(:c), when expressed at the level
of exponents, becomes the standard relation £ = (1 + x)/2 proved (under the assumption these
exponents exist, in a certain sense) by Chatterjee [I1].

Since A(z) is at least of order |z|*/2, this heuristic, or just the relation & = (1 4 x)/2, suggests
that transverse wandering should also always be at least of order |z|'/2. This means that the
natural assumption for the controlled—wandering property is not that x/|z| be precisely a direction
of curvature, but rather that |z — mpz| = O(]z|'/?) for some direction of curvature . 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 e3 > 0,

lim ian(T(O,x) < g(a) — 63&(1;)) > 0.

|z|—o00

(a) Semi—uniform variant:

l}nln ian(T(O,x) <g(z)— e;»,&(x)) > 0.
z€G,q

(b) Subsequence variant:

limsupP(T(O,a:) < g(x) — 63(3(95)) > 0.

|z|—o0
(vi) Unbounded concentration property:

liminf P(T(0,z) — ET(0,z) < —t6(z)) >0 for all ¢t > 0.

|z]—o0
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 (7°(0,z) — ET(0,x))/6(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 {u,v}. The standard deviation of the slab
passage time is denoted 7 (u, v | S). The disc—to—disc passage time of a cylinder C, denoted T;4(C),
is the minimum slab passage time T'(u,v | S(C)) over all end pairs of C. Its standard deviation
is denoted 494(C). Note that disc-to—disc passage time are not restricted to paths staying in the
cylinder.

By Proposition [£.4] there is a constant ¢i7 such that

(1.19) E[(T(0,2 | S) —T(0,2))%] < c17 for all x € Gza and all S € N(0, z).
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It follows that any approximate standard deviation oy,q4 also works for slab passage times: after
adjusting cq,

(1.20) c omag(|2]) < 6(0,2 ] S) < c1omag(|z]) for all z € Gza and all S € N(0, ).

The last of the properties we consider is the localness (determination near the geodesic endpoints)
of passage times discussed in Remark which is not expected to hold when y > 0. To describe
the property first informally, given a natural cylinder C,4(0, x, EA(.Z‘)) with radius a small multiple
of A(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 e, > 0, for all sufficiently small e_ € (0, € ), letting
C:L',e = Cnat(oa xz, EA(Z‘)),

. . ET(U, v | S(Ccp,e)) - ETde (Cm,e)
(1.21) lim sup sup min - = 0.
r—00 x| >r e <e<e4 (U,U)Eg(cz,e) U(U, (% | S(Cx7€))

TET

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 x > 0 and (i), (ii) hold,
so localness is only a realistic possibility when xy = 0.

There are various results providing bounds on |T'(u,v) — T'(v/,v")| when wu,v are close to u/, v’
respectively, in contexts where we know or expect x > 0; these are proved using the path—sharing
described in Remark 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 x > 0, these bounds point strongly toward the nonlocalness scenario
in Remark [L1l

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

Theorem 1.4. For a standard FPP in d dimensions, at least one of the following must be false:
(i) lattice negligibility, with growth exponent x = 0;
(v) the controlled—wandering property;

(iv')(a) the semi—uniform downward—deviation property.

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

(ii) is proved with x = 1/3 for integrable models of LPP in d = 2 [22]. As noted before Remark
it is a manifestation of the universality principle that at large scales, the underlying
lattice should become irrelevant, except for its dimension. FExistence 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
& = (1 + x)/2, as noted in Remark The stronger exponentially—controlled variant
(v)(a) is known for integrable models of LPP in d = 2 [§]. (v)(a) is also conditionally
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proved on certain “lattice-like” isotropic random graphs in Z¢ when xy > 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 R when y > 0, assuming again
(i) and a modified (ii)(b).
Of course one would like to know which of (ii), (v), (iv’)(a) in Theorem actually fails when
x = 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 £ = (1 + x)/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 x > 0, so it appears the clear candidate to fail when
x =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 x = 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
RY, the uniform moderate-gap property (iv) (so also (iv)(a)(b)) is a consequence of (i) and (ii)(b)
when y > 0 [3], so we expect (iv)(b) to potentially fail only when y = 0. So we expect the analog
of Theorem [1.5] for x > 0 to be vacuous.

The following is essentially immediate from Theorems [T.4] and

Corollary 1.6. Assume that for some standard FPP in d dimensions, the following hold:
(ii)(a,b) lattice negligibility, with regular growth exponent x = 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 (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. O

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 and Theorem
involve the same semi-uniform variant of (iv)(a) or (iv’)(a) when 0,44 has regular growth ex-
ponent x = 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 [5l We will apply the first
to f = oup-

Lemma 2.1. Suppose f :[1,00) — [1,00) has regular growth exponent x = 0 with

o(r) :== log /(r) nonincreasing.
log r
Let ¥(r) — oo, Z(r) \0, and n(r) \, 0 as r — oo with
1 C
(2.1) n(r) > r=12, loglog —— + log — < —
E(r) n(r) = o(r)

for some C > 0. Then

(6] ! n(r)r T asr o0
22 (8 =77) 4 <1og5(ngr)r)>>>f() oo

We define a linear map ®y, which approximates g in directions near 6 and is constant on hyper-
planes Hy ., by

By(u) = {g(weu) %f u € Heio
—g(mou) ifu € Hy,,.
For vectors y and angles p we use
O _ly —mpyl
©ov) 9(mpy)
as a surrogate for the angle between y/|y| and p; in view of the arcsin bound that angle and ©,(y)
differ by at most a constant factor provided the angle is small.

The second lemma controls backtracking of I'g,, measured in any direction 6 close to x/|z|, by
a distance r or more.

Lemma 2.2. Consider a standard FPP in d dimensions. Given K > 1 there exist constants ¢; as
follows. For all sufficiently large |x|, all c13(|z|log |z|)Y/? < r < K|z|, and all 6 with Sp(0, By(z)) €
N(0, ),

(2.3) P(Tox @ So( — 7, Bo(x) +7))) < erge 207"/,

Suppose now & is magnitude-based, oy,q9 has growth exponent x = 0, and (iv’)(a), (v) both
hold; we will get a contradiction. Let oy, be an upper-regular standard deviation and let ¢; be as
in (1.2) for f =6, fimag = Omag- By (1.10]) there exist cz; and an unbounded A C (0, 00) such that

reN = oup(r) < 210mag(r).
Let

3 3 T
+ _ 2.2 ++ L
AT = Uren [ 7“,27”:| , A Urea [2,27”}.
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Then by ([1.3)) and (|1.8)), for some ca9,

re ATt — s ¢ A for some s € [%,27“}

1 1
(2.4) = Omag(T) 2 —50mag(s) > 50up(8) > Ca20up(T).
¢y C21C7

It follows from Lemma that for some co3, coq, for €4(r) = caz(r~'logr)V/2, e5(r) = r=° we
have

P(Tou ¢ 55— eallol)g(mov). (1 + eal(ol)g(msv)) ) < es(lo])
(2.5) for all v € Z% and all ¢ with Sy(-,-) € N(0,v).
By (v), for any function ¥(r) — oo there exists Z(r) ~\, 0 for which
(2.6) P(R(z) > \1!(\:3|)A(93)) < E(Jz|) for all x € A.

Our first task is to select particular choices of ¥, = with other desired properties. We first select
=1(r) satisfying

—_ _ r (d—1)/6
(2.7) S1(r) N0, Ei(r) > ey (g) .

The last property allows us to next select V(r) satisfying
21 (r)t/d=1)

(2.8) U(r) /Moo, ¥(r)<min <(364(7"/3))1/6’

p1/32, el/(S(’r)) 7

where, as in Lemma [2.1
5(r) = log O’up<7“).

log r
Then using (v) we take =», = satisfying
(2.9) Eo(r) 0, Eg(r) > sup P(R(z) > \I/(\x])A(x)), E =max (Z1,22,1/7V,¢4),
|z|=r
ZGAZd

so Z(r) \( 0. Finally let

2.10 I GG
(2.10) n(r) = W )

so n(r) \¢ 0. Then from ({2.9)),

1 1 1 8 1 1
2.11) loglog —— + log —— = log] 1 log U(r) < 17log U(r) < ——
(D) loglo gy o8y Tl g 5y T gy B gy T OB S TR0 <
while from (2.8)) and (2.9)), since = > ¢!,
(2.12) n(r) > (r) 8@ > g(r)~16 > p=1/2,

Thus (2.1)) holds, and, by Lemma also (2.2)) for f = oyp.
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Fix a directionally good (6, x). Write 1 for n(|mgz|), recall e3 from (iv’)(a), and let n > 1. Let
y* = y*(n) be the closest lattice site to nmpx/2n, so provided n|mpx|/n is large, (6,y*) and (6, 2y*)
are directionally good. Suppose that for some co5 to be specified,

(2.13) 77|7;0w| € AT and noy, <77|7;0$|) > cos0up(|mol).

Then for ¢; from (1.3)) and caa from (2.4]) we have
3

i a( ) < i antn Q1) < 5 oy (2197 < 60207
Therefore by (ii) - - ) there exists cog such that
P (T(0,2ny") — g(2ny") < —c emcasesoup (o))

>P <T(0, 2ny*) — g(2ny*) < —c;Pcaneznon, <77’779$’>>

n|mez|

n

_ ‘e "
> P <T (072?!*) ) (2y*) < —C 30226301/,17 <n|’rf |)>

> P(T (0,2y") — g (2y") < —636(29*))n
(2.14) > e o

The particular n of interest is given by

1 1 N
2.15 n=|—Ilog _J , S0 e " ¢ [4=2(n|mex|/2), 4= (n|mex|/2)],
(215) o (4=(nlmoa]/2), 465 S o] /2)]
and we write y* for y*(n), the closest lattice srce to 7]7r9:v/ 2n. Since, as noted after 1
holds for f = oy, for |z| large the inequality in ) holds for n = n, so and (2.15] glve
(2.16) P (T(O, 2ny%) — g(2ng™) < —cf3622025630up(]779x])) > 4E(n|7r9:17|/2).

Near Hy g,(2)/2 (halfway between 0 and mpx) we can select a “well-separated” deterministic set
Z ={z1,...,2m} C Z?* of points satisfying (with co7 to be specified)

d(Zi7H9,‘1>9(x)/2) S d, dg (Zi,Hgg) S Aup(’ﬂ'gmy) for all i,

(2.17) 2 — 2j| > car U (2% 4wz ]) Aup(20*/ 4 mpx|)  for all 4 # j,
with i
Ayp(|moz|) )
m=|Z| > P )
=212 e (c27W<2n3/4|7r9:c|>Aup<2n3/4l7rea:\>

Then since A,y has regular growth exponent 1/2, provided 7 is small we have

L\
) Vs

C28

Aup(|moz) —1/4
> > 9
AP lmgal) =T T

and hence

1 1 1
2.18 > > _
(2.18) " S 2 g ) (U (g ) E([maa])

[I]
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Generalizing slab passage times, for D € R? and w,y € D let T'(w,y | D) denote the fastest time
among all paths in D from w to y. Let o be the direction of §* and let 7 = |2~ /7], so (loosely)
i ~ nrex/2 and mg* ~ n3/4mgx. We observe that since 1/2(r) < ¥(r) < r'/32 we have using

[£-12) that

1/2
(2.19) n < c3olog(n|mex|) and hence |§*| > 031M.
log |mgz|

Since |g* — mgy*| < e32 it follows readily that

. C34 log |mpx|
2.20 a—0] <e330p(0") € — < 35—t
(2.20) | | < e3309(3") < 7] S B T2
It also follows from (2.19) that (6, 7*) € G, and, since Z(r) > r~1/32,
(2.21) i < c3g(n|mox]) /20 < csen'/*|mox]*® so 1 < 2esq|mex[**,

which ensures (6, j7*) € A for all j < m.
For each z; we define the infinite a—cylinder C; with axis through z; and radius ¥(21%/*4|me|) Ay (17—
n)|g*|) (taking co7 large enough in (2.17) so that the cylinders C; are disjoint), and then define

oot — ¢ S <<I>a(zi — 20", Ba(zi + 2ﬁg*)),

i = ¢ S, (@a(zi — W), Ba(zi + 2mg*)),

Note the length of th"” is about twice the distance between the points z; — ny*, z; + ng* inside
it, and the length of Cfong is about four times the distance between the points z; + my*, z; + my*
inside it. For each 7 we then get a path of five links from 0 to z: 0 — z; — my* — z, — ny* —
zi + ny* — z; + Mmy* — x; see Figure [1] Define corresponding passage times

T~ = T<0, z; —my"* H(;(1—n3/4)<1>9(w)/2)’

17 =T (2 — g,z — g | €)

0 =T (2 — a2+ g | €

T = T(zi A, 2+ gt cf"”g)

++ _ RETEpNS +
(2:22) 1 =T (o [ oy,
SO
(2.23) T(0,2) <T7~ + 17 + TP+ 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 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 4, 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(i« or slab S, (q,7) (as for example in
(2.22])) we have in general y € Hs and z € H; for some s < t. In this context we refer to p/(t — s)
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\H 9,(I>9(z)>(€

NS N W VR W |

P R i GRS WEERIEER SR
T g\ .
o \ z
AN W W A
\ \ Ho(1p/0)20(0)/2

FIGURE 1. A 5-link path using the a—cylinder C°" centered at z;. C;"°™* is shaded. The drawing
is not to scale, as the short—cylinder length, the long—cylinder length, and |z| are all on different
scales. The rightmost hyperplane Hy 1 ,3/4)5,(s)/2 lies about halfway between z; + mg* and the
center hyperplane Hp s,(s)/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 « of §~, slightly different from 6.

as the relative margin, where p 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): 7/®g(z) (so at least cag(|z| log|z|)/?)
in (2.5): es(|v])

in T2: 1/2
in Tii: more than 1
(2.24) in T, and T, 7 ¥4 /2(1 — /%) > 24 2.

Here in the case of T, " and T, ~ we are using (1.15) and (2:20) to conclude that the margin is
little affected by the choice between using a #—based versus a—based halfspace in (2.22). From ([2.9)
and ([2.5)), together with

3/4 n|mox|

2

m
2
and the fact that (as noted after (2.21))) (m — n)y* € Aya, we have

2P| moz| > (i — 1) G| > To—|mpz|, 1> 2R, 2al§F| >

P(Teiige i ¢ €M) < P(R20g") = W(2* mga]) Ayl (0 — )15 )

+ P(rzi_ﬁ@*,zﬁﬁy* 7 S, (@a(zi —2R), Bz + 2@*)))
E(20|7%]) + es(2n]7"|)

<
<= (Ul 45 (Yol

(2.25)

[1]
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where we used that in the last probability in (2.25]), the relative margin is near 1/2 > e4(2n|y*|).
Since E > €5, from (2.16)) and (2.25) we get

P<Tio < g(2ng") — 61_3022025630up(\7w$\)>
> P(T(z — ", 2 + ") < (205%) = e enremsesaup(|moa)))
- P (Tzfﬁg*,zﬁﬁg* zc; hm)
(2.26) > 4= (gywm) _ 9= (g|7rgx|) — o (gmm) .
Define I by

min T} = T7.
i<m

Then since the variables T are independent, from (2.26) and (2.18) we get
P (T} 2 g(20§") — ¢f *emersesoup(|mozl)) < (1~ 25 (nlmoz|/2))™

(2.27) < exp (—2mZ(|mpz])) < e ? < %

Similar but simpler reasoning applies to the intermediate-link times 7} and TIJr . Let pg > 0 be
the lim inf in (iv’)(a). Similarly to (2.25]), since the relative margin here is more than 1 we have

P <in+ﬁg}*,zi+ﬁzg}* Z Cfong)
< P(R(0h — 2)§") = W(2n**moal) Aup((1 — )]
+ P(in+ﬁg*’zi+mg* ¢ Sa ((I)a(zi — me*), @a(zi + 27”7”&2)*))>

< P(R(( = 2)5) = W7 re) Ay (10— )]571) ) + e5((7 — 7))

3/4
(2.28) <= <772|779:L’|> n %0,

where in the last inequality we used 2n%/4|mgz| > (1 — 7)|y*| > n*/4|mgz|/2. Then as in (2.26),
provided |z| is large we have

P(T < g((n = 2)5") ) = P(T(i+ g, 2+ ") < g(( = 2)y") )

long
- P <F2¢+ﬁzj*,zi+fn?§* ¢ )

2
Po
2.29 > —.
(2.20) > 2
Symmetrically we have
— ~ A~ * pO
(2.30) P(T; < g((m—n)y )) >
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Considering now the outer-link time 7; ", from (2.12)), (2.21)), and the definitions of §*, 7 we
have for large |z]|

o N . N 1
(2.31) |myg* — 773/471',9$] < gy so | Py(my*) — 7]3/4(I>g(x)] < eagm < En3/4<139(x),
and hence
13 34 . 11 5/

(2.32) o Pg(x) > p(ny*) > " Dy(z).
It follows that

. 14 /4 3/4 3/4 .
(2.33) Dy (z; + my™) — Tn‘@g(x) > %CI)Q(JU) > %@9(1’ —z; — my")
while

A Ak A Ak A Ak A Ak Tox

(2.34) |x — zi —my*| > |mpx — mpzi| — |me(My™)| — |x — mx| — |2 + Y™ — me(z + MY™)| > ‘g‘,

since the subtracted terms are all much smaller than |z|. Note that the relative margin for each
outer link is given by the left side of (2.33) divided by the ®4(-) on the right, so (2.33) says the
relative margin is at least 7%/%/3. By (2.8) we have n(r) > (3e4(r/3))*/?, which with ([2.34) gives

/3 2 ea(|moxl /3) = eallw — 2 — g |).
Together with (2.5) and (2.33), this yields
. + B Y T
(2.35) P(Fzﬁmy*,m 7 H97(1+n3/4)%(x)/2) <e(|lzr— 2z —myg*|) <
It then follows from the definition of py that

P(TZ“ <glz—(z +mg*))> > P(T(zl- +mg*,z) < g(z — (2 +mg*)))

Po
e

L +
- P(FZiJme*ax Z HO,(1+773/4)¢’0(1?)/2)

Po Po _ Do
2.36 U s R
( ) -2 4 4’
and symmetrically
(2.37) P17 < gl —ring)) = 20,

We have |z; — mpz;| < Ayp(|mpx|) and |§* — mpy*| < c39; together with this gives that for
large |z,
|2i — mozi + M(§" — meY")| < caoAup(|mo|).
Since 6 is a direction of curvature, for the outer links we then have
9(x — (zi + mg")) < g(x — mox) + g(mgx — mo(2i + MyY"))
+ [g(mox — (zi + Mg")) — g(mox — mo(2; + 1y"))]

’Zi — Te2; + m(:l]* — Wg?j*)P

|mo|

< eqr + g(mox — mo(zi +1Y")) + can

(2.38) < CI)Q(QZ — (Zi + mg)*)) + C430up(|7['9x|)
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and symmetrically

(2.39) g(zi —my™) < $p(z; — myY") + cagoup(|mozl).

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

Caqm

9]

(2.40) o7 ’ <Vd so |§F—meit| <d so g(2mg*) < g(2mmei*) +

Let
J=min{i <m: T < g(2n§*) — ] *cazcasesoup(|moz|) }

when such ¢ exists, otherwise J = co. Since T+ are independent of { ,i # j} (due to disjointness
of the cylinders C;), using FKG, (2.29)), and (2.30) we get for j < m that

P(max(Tf,Ty) < g((n —2)y") | 7 = )
=P (maX(Tf’ T;7) < g((m—n)y*) ‘ Ty < g(2ng") — CI302202563ﬁ0up(!7T9x!))
> P(maX(Tj""Tj_) < g((m—)y"))

po
2.41

is disjoint from the cylinders CShOT’t using FKG, -, and -,

Similarly since H 0, (1-413/4) By () /2

P(TI* < gl = i+ mg"), T~ < glzi =g | J = j, max(T},75) < g((h — 2)§"))
= P(T; < g(o — (s + i), T~ < gz — g)
’ TjQ < g(2ny*) — 01_362202563ﬁ0up(|779x|),maX(Tj"',Tj_) < g((m— ﬁ)gj*))
> P(T+ < glo— (s +10g")), T, < gz — 1g"))
2

Po
2.42 > =
( ) = 16

The analogous statement holds for 7, 7. From (2.38), (2.39)), and (2.40), the g-length of each
five-link path satisfies

9(zi —mg”) + 29 ((1i — 2)§") + g(209") + g(x — (2 +1g"))

o on o n o C4410
< Pp(z; — my™) + Pp(2my*) + Pg(x — (2 + MY")) + 2ca30up (o) + 7
6447?1
= q)g(.l‘) + 20430up(\7r9:1:\) + W

(2.43) < g(x) + 3cagoup(|mox]).
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From (|1.8)) we see that given K > 0, provided we take co5 = co5(K) large enough in (2.13)), we have

_ 1 _
c 3022025630up(|7T993|) > 54 3022625630up(\7fe$\) + 3cazoup(|mox|)

1 45
> 3¢ 363 1622025630up(|95|) + 3ca3oup(|moz|)

(2.44) > Ko (x) + 3cagoup(|moxl).
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

> P(T(0.2) < g(x) - Ko(x))

K2
> P(T(O,x) < g(@) — e 3eamensesoup(|moz]) + 3C4gaup(\7r9x\))
> P(T(0,2) < g(z; — §*) + 29((n — 2)5")
+92ng") + g(z — (2 +my")) —¢f 62202563Uup(\7090’))
zP(T;‘+TJ+T9+Tj+Tj+§g(zi g°) + 2g((m — 2)g*)
+ 9(209%) + g(z — (2i + MF")) — 1 *cavcasesouy(|moz) )

Po
> P p
- 256 (S =m)

Po
2.4 > .
(2:45) — 512
But we can always increase |z| (keeping (6, x) € G) so that ([2.13) holds, and if K is large then (12.45))

cannot then be true, as the left side is smaller than the right side. Thus we have a contradiction,
which proves Theorem

3. PrROOF OF THEOREM [L.5

Suppose ¢ is magnitude-based, D is magnitude-based, and 04,44 has growth exponent x = 0.
As in the last section, we let ¢; be as in for f = 6, finag = Omag; by increasing c¢; we may
assume also holds for f = D, fiag = Dmag- As noted after , c} is bounded away from 0,
and hence so is 0yq4; therefore we may assume 0,49 > 1. This and ow that is valid
for opag, so applying Lemmauto f = Omag shows that aup satisfying 1} exists. In the present
proof we do not make use of the last two properties in ) for oyp; this means that if 0,44 has
reqular growth exponent y = 0, we can take oyp = Omag, Whlch satisfies all the other properties in
Lemma

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
Dinag(|2])/0mag(|x]) is large (at least of order k® for a particular a.) We consider paths from 0
to kx inside a natural cylinder C*®) of radius a large multiple of A(k|z|), where the geodesic is
likely to lie, by (v). We subdivide C*®) into k equal cylinders @Q; of length about |z| (see Figure
and consider the disc-to-disc passage times Tij24(Q;), which satisfy 7°(0,z) > ZZ 1 Ti2d(Qi). By
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definition of D, there exists ¢ such that ET(p,q) > g(x) + ¢Dpmag(|x|) for all end pairs (p,q)
of Q;, and we want to show that there exists ¢ < ¢ for which Ty94(Q;) is unlikely to be below
9(z) + ¢ Dpnag(|z|). The cylinder Q; is “too fat” for what we want to do, so we form a collection
of a bounded number (order k” for some p) of thinner cylinders C(u,v) whose end discs cover the
end disks of Q;, so that Tyg(Q;) > miny,, Tysa(C(u,v)). We enlarge each C(u,v) slightly to get a
natural cylinder énat(u,v); see Figure In Lemma we show that the standard deviation of
Tiy2d(Crat(u, v)) is at most of order (Gmag(|2]) Dimag(|2]))'/?, which is much smaller than Diya,(||).
With the help of this standard deviation bound we get the desired upper bound on the lower
tail of Tyy24(Qi) — [9(2) + ¢ Dinag(|z|)], which after summing over 4 lets us show that with probability
bounded away from 0 we have T(0,kz) > g(kz) + ¢"kDynaqg(|z]); see (3.31). But this means that
for some € we have D,q9(k|z|) > €kDpag(|z|), for (at least some) arbitarily large values of |x|. One
can iterate this to obtain something like Dypnag(k™|x|) > (€k)" Dinag(|z|) for general n, showing that
lim sup, _, . (10g Dinag(r))/logr > 1, which contrdicts (L.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 €, for
every 0 < e_ < ey, there exists K| = Kj(e_,ey) for which
(3.1)

( )mgl(nc )ET(p, q|S(Cae)) — ETu2q(Coe) < K16(0,x | S(Cyc)) for all z and all e~ < € < ;.
pq)€ x,€

Let%<fl<52<£3<lwith

(3.2) 2(d+1)(&3 — &) <1 —-&1,

let
D:yrwg = Dmag + QUupa
let 6 be a direction of curvature, and recall C, ¢ from (vii). By Lemma and failure of (iv)(b),

we have for some cy5

Dt (r
(3.3) lim Dmas(") _ co,  Timinf 22
r—00 O'mag(r) T=00  Omagl(T

< ¢45.
)

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

Dirag(7)
4 Pmag\T) o 2. 2d+ 0 | o
(3 ) Uup(r) = C103( + )
and then in view of (1.3)), (T.8), and (1.16) we can find = with ||| —r| < v/d and
D;"’)_’La Dma
(3.5) (0,x) € G, M > kD& 4 o or equivalently M > [2d+DE
oup(|7]) oup(|2])

Note if instead of (iv)(b) failing we only assume (iv) fails, but op,qq has regular growth exponent
x = 0 (so (ii)(b) holds and, as noted above, we can take oy = Tpag), then we only have “lim sup”
on the left in , but since o, = omag We still have arbitrarily large r with holding, so
applies; the proof is otherwise the same.

Recall ¢y 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 alle <1, M > 1,
and all sufficiently large y € Z% satisfying both

(3.6) 9—’ 50 for some 6 € U

and

(3.7) g(b—a) < gly) + MD,y(yl)  for all (a,b) € € (Cuat (0,9, eAup(ly)))
we have

(3.8) 624 (Cuat (0,9, Au([y]))) < K3 (Moup(ly]) Dita (1) /.

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) > ¢(y). Provided e is small, since DJr > oup, (3.7) is satisfied with

mag =
M = 1 whenever y/|y| is a direction of curvature, by (L.12). %he essential aspect of (3.8) is
that if oup(r) < Dpmag(r) then the right (and hence also left) side is < Dmag(|y]). This means
fluctuations of Tyo4(-) are typically not large enough to overcome a gap of order Dy,q4(-) for the
relevant cylinders; we use this in below.

Proof of Lemma([3.1l Fix 0 < e < 1. We consider separately the upward and downward deviations
from the mean contributing to 6494 (Cnat (0, Y, eAup(\yD)). To deal with upward deviations, observe

first that, writing 7, for Cpat (0, y, €Aup(|y])), for all (p,q) € E(Fy),
Ta2a (Fy) < T(p,q | S(Fy)).

The angle between ¢ — p and y is O(A(|y|)/|y|) so in view of (3.6) provided |y| is large we have
S(Fy) € N(p,q). Therefore taking K and a minimizing (p,q) € £(F,) from (3.1), and recalling

. (L.3), and (L.19)), we have that for all r > 2K1c30mag(|y]),
P(Tde (Fy) = ETaga (Fy) + T) < P(T(p,q | S(Fy)) = ET(p.q | S(Fy)) — ch:famag“y” + T)

(3.9) < P (Tpq| S(F) = ET(.q] SF) +3)

Then taking r = v/t and integrating this over ¢ € [4K7c80m44(|y|)?, 00) yields, using again (1.19)
and enlarging K if necessary in (3.1])

E(ngd (F) — ETpq (F,) )i - /0 ” P(ngd (F,) — ETpq (F)) > \/z?) dt

2
(310) < AKE Sy (g) +4E(T(.q | (7)) = BT | S(F)) | < 8K3ekoman(y)*
Turning to downward deviations, let
G = Taoa (Fy) — ETaoa (Fy) -

We divide into larger deviations (G~ > D, (lyl)) and smaller deviations; fix C' to be specified

and consider first smaller deviations, meaning G~ < CD},,,,(Jy[). We have by (3.10)
(3.11) EG™ = EG" < 3K1¢0mag(|y)
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FI1GURE 2. Illustration for the proof of Lemma 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(G7)? Lg-<cpf; (|y‘)}) < CD;Lag(‘?JDEG_ < 3ch§’00ma9(|y|)D;Lag(|y|).

mag

Turning to larger deviations, meaning G~ > r > CD;, (|y]), if Tuaq (Fy) < ETyeq (Fy) — r then

mag

there exists a random (X,Y) € E(F,) with T(X,Y | Fy) < ETg4(F,) — 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 o = y/ly| and L., = Sa(—Pa(u), Po(v)), from (L.2), (L.3), and (1.19) we have for all
(a,b) € E(Fy)

ET(—y,a) > E(T(~y,a) | L_ya) — cas, ET(b,2y) > E(T(b,2y) | Ly2y) — cus,
(3.13) 6(=y,a| Loya) < C?Umaguy’)’ 6(b,2y | Lyay) < C?Umag(|y|)-
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 c; if necessary,

P(T(—y, 2y) < ET(—y,a) + ET(0,y) — 7 + ET(b, 2y) + 630 mag(ly]) | X = a,Y = b)
> P(T(~y,2y) < ET(~y,a| S(£-ya)) + ETppa (Fy) = 7+ ET(b,2y | S(£,2,))
+26(~y,a | S(Lya) +26(0,2y | S(L12,))| X =a,Y =0)
> P(T(=y,a | S(£-ya)) < ET(~y,a| S(L—ya)) +26(=y,a | S(£-y0))

.P<T(b, 2y | S(Lpa2y)) < ET(b,2y | S(Lpa2y)) + 26(b, 2y | 5(£b,2y)))
(3.14)

1
> —

16’
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FIGURE 3. The cylinder ¢ and sub—cylinders Q; (shaded), with k = 4.

and it follows using (3.7) that
P(G™ >r)
- P(szd (Fy) < ETpa (F)) — 1)

<1 ) < — 3

< (a br%%)((]—‘y (T —y,2y) < ET(—y,a) + ET(0,y) + ET(b,2y) — r + 6clamag(\y|)>
<1 T 2 < 2 — b) — Dt

<16 max P(T(-9,29) < gla+y)+9(y) +9(2 —b) = r + crDfug (ly)

< 16P(T(~y,2y) < 3g(y) — 7+ (ca7 + 3M) Dy () )

(315) < 16P (T(~y,2y) < BT(~y.2y) — 5 )

where we take C' = 2(cq7 +3M) in our assumption r > CD;f . (|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 £(Crat(—y, 0, €Ayp(|yl))), 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 = v/t and integrating (3.15]) over t € [C’QDTng(lyDQ,oo) yields that for

some c49,
BUG ) Ligmsemtay o) < O Drag ()P (ET(~,25) ~ T(,25) > LCDJu, (), )

2
+64E (T(—y, 2y) — ET(-y, 2y)>
(3.16) < 68var(T(—y, 2y)) < 68¢30mag(3ly])? < ca90mag(|y])*.
Together with (| - -, and ) this shows that

EG? < 8K1010mag(|y\) + 3K161COmag(|y) Diyag (19]) + c190mag (|y1)?,

which proves the lemma. O
Let
(3.17) c® = Cnat (0, kmgw, KoAyp(K|z)), 2 =impx, )= (i— T;‘j—?)mx,

1
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with K5 (large) to be specified, and cut k equal cylinders from ck) (which has axis in direction 6):
Qi = Cnat(xi—lax;a K2Aup(k|x‘)), 1 < k;

these are separated by the hyperplanes Hy ;3,(,). See Figure(3| In (3.17)) c4s is chosen large enough

so that no edges intersect both Q; 1 and Q;, which ensures that slab passage times are independent

for these two slabs. The geodesic I'g 1, must contain a “slab crossing segment,” by which we mean
SCS

a path crossing S(C®)) with all vertices in S(C*®)) except possibly the endpoints; we write 3%
for the first such segment. Then '

(3.18) %, € %) = T(0,kz) > Tpa(C Toa(Qs).

IIMw

Our aim is to use this to show
klz|) > kDo (l2])

mag( mag

for some ¢ > 0. We can then iterate this to show D (r) grows almost linearly in 7, which

mag
contradicts (1.11)).

Fix €5 > 0 (small) to be specified. For each i < k, we select a finite set Z; of “coarse-grain”
points in C*) N Hp 4z, satisfying (assuming & large)

_ €
min lu—z| < ZGAUP(M) for all u e ¢® N Hp ivh(x)

K2Aup(k‘\$|) -t Ky -t d—1
3.19 Z;| < — 0 7 < — Eld=1&
( ) | | =0 ( €6Auza(m) =0 €6

and we select a similar set Z/ in C%) N Hp g(ary- Now fix ¢ < k. Fixing u € Z;—1,v € Zj, and
corresponding direction ¢ = (v—u)/|v—u|, we have a corresponding cylinder C(u,v) with axis TI52,
radius 2e6Ayp(|7|), and end hyperplanes Hy 4(,, ) and Hg 4. In general C(u,v) is not a natural
cylinder, as the end hyperplanes are parallel to Hg rather than H,. However ¢ (u,v) is contained
in a minimal natural cylinder with the same axis and radius, which we denote CA,,,,lt(u, v); let 4,0
be the points where the axis II3; intersects the ends of énat(u, v). See Figure
The angle between ¢ and 6 is at most
KQAup(k!xl)
|z

with Ko from ; since 6 is a direction of subcurvature this means the angle between H, and
Hgy is at most

)

oMy (klr)
|z
For a point w outside the slab S(Q;), let w denote the longitudinal ¢—projection of w into the
closer end hyperplane of @Q;. From the above angle bound and routine geometry, when w is an end
vertex of Cpqt(u,v) we have

(3.20) |lw —w| < cs3 W

e6Aup(|z]) < cszes Kok ouy(|z)).

See Figure
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H,,\ \H, \

9(Ti-1)

FIGURE 4. The cylinders Q; (light gray), D = Cpat(u,v) (darker gray), and C(u, v), which is the part
of D between Hy gz, ,) and Hy 4¢,ry. D is the smallest natural cylinder in direction ¢ containing
(f(u, v). The dots in Hy g(z,_,) and Hy (,1y are points of Z;—1 and Z!, respectively, including u and
v. See Figure [f] for more detail.

-t
o
&4
—
>

FIGURE 5. Closeup of the left end of Figure |4 rotated 90°.

Observe that

Aup(|z])
Aup(lt = 0])’

~

(3.21) Cnat(u,v) = Cpat (ﬂ, 0, €Ayp (|0 — 12\)) for € = 2¢6

Since |z|/|t — ?| is near 1 for large |x|, the ratio on the right is bounded away from 0 and oo, so

recalling e from (3.1)) we may choose € (in (3.19))) and another constant €7 so that the € in (3.21])

always lies in [e7, €4 A 1]. Writing D for Cpa:(t,0), (3.1) then applies and we have

(3.22) ETpa(D) > min  ET(p.q| S(D)) — K16(i, | S(D)).
(p,9)€E(D)

For each p, ¢ € Z¢ we can specify some path Ypq from p to ¢ of length |g—p|1. Given Tyaq (é(u, v)) <t

for some ¢, there exists a random (W, Z) € £(C(u,v)) with T(W, Z) < t, selected by some arbitrary
algorithm if there is more than one such pair. Let wg, 24 be the longitudinal ¢—projections of W, Z,

each into the closest end hyperplane of D, and let (W/ 7 ) be an end pair of D with |wg — W| <
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d,|zg — Z| < d. See Figure 5| Using we have
(3.23) max (|W — Wi, |Z — Z|1) < csaec Kok ayp(|z]).
By , independence, and Chebyshev’s inequality, for all ¢ > 0,
P(Tia(D) < t+ desaes Kok B(r)up(|al) | Tana(Clu,v)) <)
zp@mqﬂmm%ﬂﬁz»ngﬂﬂﬁmm%mﬂwﬂm@mw»gQ
> P(T(ny) < 2B il T(rz2) < 2Bl 4l | Tina(Cu,v)) <1t)

(3.24) >

—_

Let (p*,q*) be the pair in £(D) achieving the minimum in (3.22]). Observe that since 6 is a
direction of curvature and |z — x| < d, we have

* * ~ ~ C
(325)  gla" —p") > g0 — @) > glv—w) > g(a —z11) > g <(1 - |8|) 77990> > g(x) — ess
and hence
ET(p*,q" | S(D)) > ET(p",q")
> g(q* = p*) + ¢ 'Dinag(la* — p*|)
(326) Z g(l‘) + CSGDmag(|$|)~

We would like to apply Lemma to the cylinder D = Crat (12, @) from (3.21)), so we need to check
the condition (3.7). Let (a,b) € £(D); then since u,v € Q;, D is contained in a slightly—fattened
Q;, so that

a,b € Coat (a:i,l,:ng, 2K2Aup(k‘\:n|));

note this cylinder has the same axis as Q;, in direction 6, with twice the diameter. Therefore from
(1.12)), provided k is large,

7 AK2A,, (klz|)?
glb—a) < gz —mz;1)+ C5M

Yol |z|
< g(b — @) + esrhk™ oy |2])
(3.27) < g(0 — @) + cssk® oy (|0 — 1)),

which with (3.20]) yields

g(b = a) < g(b — @) + esok* oup (|0 — ),

proving (3.7) with M = c5ok%.



FPP ABOVE CRITICAL DIMENSION 27
Provided k and then |z| are taken sufficiently large, we now have for ¢ > 1 that
472> 4P (wa (D) < ETpoq (D) — toaa (D))
> P(Tioa (C(,v)) < ETina (D) — desacs Kok E(r)oup((a]) = toa2a(D))
> P(Tpa(Clu,v)) < ET(p",q" | (D)) — K16(i, 0 | S(P)) — desaea Kok B(re)oup|a])
— tegok (aup([o — @) Doy (10 — ) 7%
> P(Tu20(C(u,v) < (&) + a6 Drag (|]) = Sesacs Kok B(re)ouy (|
— tegok (aup([© = @) Doy ([0 — ) /%)
(3.28) = P (TaalClu,0)) < 9(x) + 5 Dimag |2]) — tesok® (oup[ — ) Dy ([0 — ) /*) )

2

where the second inequality follows from (3.24)), the third from (3.22) and Lemma (with M =
cs0kSt as above), the fourth from (1.20]) and (3.26]), and the last from (3.5). For each (p,q) € £(Q;),

one of the cylinders C(u,v) has (p,q) € £(C(u,v)), with u € Z;_1,v € Z. Tt follows from (L.3),
(3.19), and (3.28]) that for some cg1,

P(Tu20(Q0) < 9(a) + =5 Dinag(la]) — tesok® (oup(|) Dunag |2]) )

. 4 C56 P L o172
< P(,_min_ Tina(Cu,v)) < 9(x) + 5 Dinag(|a]) — teor K (o2 — ) Dy (0 — ) )

<4 Z; 1|17t
(3.29)

2(d—1)
<42, <K2> j2(d-1)En 2.
€6

Equivalently, letting

Ay = 205, <K2>d_1 Kd-DE y  Ta2a(Qi) — g(x) — %TﬁDmag(’xD’
€ c60kt A (up(|2])) Dmag (|2]))

we have (using s = t/Ay)
P, >s) < s72 s>1.

For technical convenience we replace 2 here with a smaller exponent. Let Y|*,... Y;" be iid with
PYF>s) =532 s>1,

so Y|" is stochastically larger than Y;. Then EY|" = 3, and it is standard that, since the tail
exponent for Y7* lies in (1, 2),

k
P <ZY[“ > kEY] + s) ~ksT3/? as s /K3 = oo,
i=1
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so for large k,

2

k
(3.30) =P (Zyi > 5l<:> < k12

i=1

k
P (Z Tina(Qs) < g(k) + 28k Dynag |2]) — 5esok™ 6 Ay (0up(|2]) Dimag (|2])) )
=1

From (v), provided K3 is large we have that for fixed k and then |z| large (recalling the slab crossing
segment defined before (3.18])),

( scs §Z C k)) < P(R(kl’) > KQAup(k‘ng) < =

With this and (3.5), (3.18 , we get that, again for fixed large & and then |z| large, with
probability at least 1 — k:* 1/2

g(kz) + 1 D)} (k|x])

mag

> g(kz) + 1 Dmag(k|z|) + 2¢10mag(k|x])
> ET(0, kz) + 26 (k)
> T(0, kx)

Mw

Ta24(2s)
1

<.
I

C
> (k) + Sk Dinag (1) — Segok ¥ A (0up () Dinag (Je) ?
C
(3.31) > g(kz) + kD (12]).

Thus (see (3.5))) we have shown that if we take k then x large we have
Dinag(|z])
Tup(| )

Let es = c56/4c1. Relation (3.32) can be iterated: if we start with k satisfying k'=¢ > 2¢3/cZeg
and z with (0,2) € G satisfying Dinag(|2])/oup(|z]) > £2(@DE (as in (B3.5)), using (3.2)we have

>k2(d+1)52 — DT

mag

(3.32) (9,2) €6, (Kla]) = 2 T Dy 1))

Dmag(|k$‘) _ mag(|kx’) kil ngmag(| ’)
ow(kal) "~ oup(ka) ~F oup(|z])

so (3-4) holds for r = k|z|. Therefore We can find 2’ with (0,2) € G with ||2/| — k|z|| < V/d such

that (| . ) holds for 2/, so by ((1.3]) and we have

(3. 34
mag
Repeating this, since ([3.5) holds for 2, there exists " with (0, z") € G and ||2”| — k|2'|| < v/d such

that (3.5 holds for x”, so (3.34)) holds for 2/, 2 in place of x, 2’ respectively, so we have
(3.35)

mag(

(3.33) > 2c2cq k2T DE > 20y (K2AHDE 4 9)

(K?|2]) 2 72D 0 (kl2']) > escy *kDyag(|2']) 2 esey kD g (klz]) > eber k2 Difaq (|

mag mag mag

K3 z|) > e 2Dy, (K22'|) > e2er Sk* D, (|127]) > e2er ®k2D;), (klx]) > 680_8k3D:,rmg(|x]).

mag mag mag
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Continuing this, we get

D, (kM) > ete; kD (|2]) for all n > 1,

mag mag
so letting n — oo shows

hin—)gp log f)rgfz(;g (1) >1- 10g(f§g12:11)_1
Since k can be arbitrarily large this shows
log Dt (1)

lim sup T >1
r—00 log r

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

4. SLAB VS UNRESTRICTED PASSAGE TIMES

For each direction v, we define discs in each corresponding tangent hyperplane:
Q?Q,T,E = {u’ S H¢,T . ‘u - 7['1/,u| S ET}.

Recall that h(z) = ET(0,z). Given > 0 and a direction of curvature #, we say another direction
@ is p-directionally concordant with 6, and write ¢ € DCj3(0), if ¢ € H;O and ¢ makes an angle

of at least 8 with Hyg. For such ¢, for u € Hy let m, gu denote the intersection with Hpy ;1 of the
line through u in direction . Let 772_9 denote the restriction of 7,9 to 9B, and let

foo(u) = |u— (72 5) "ul,

7

which represents “the distance from u to B, in direction —¢” and is well-defined for u in some
neighborhood of yy in Hy ;.

We first prove that a geodesic I'g, is very likely to cross a hyperplane, roughly parallel to the
natural hyperplanes of (0,x), close to where the line II§S crosses the hyperplane. We will use the

following lemma. Recall €; from the definition of near—natural slab.

Lemma 4.1. Given S > 0 there exist constants ¢; as follows. Let 0 be a direction of curvature.
There exists a neighborhood U of yg in Hg, such that for all u,v € U,

(4.1) | fo0(v) = fop(u)| < coalv —ul(Ju—yo| + [v —ya|) for all ¢ € DCs(0),
and
(4.2) lg(v) — g(u)| < ceslv — ul(lu — yo| + v — yol).

Proof. We first prove (4.1). We may assume f,g(v) > f,9(u). Take U small enough so (Wg’(,)*l,

and thus also f, g, is well-defined on U. Write @ for (ﬂgﬁ)*lu,u € U. We use the fact that

by convexity of B, 1123 intersects the interior B, at most in the line segment [i, 9], so letting
pa = U+ A(® —4), for A > 1 we have py ¢ B and therefore fi, 9(mp0(pr)) > [Px — Tp(pr)]. See
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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 py, 0, and 4 are parallel. In the lower figure, the 3 lines in directions
¢, a, 6 all originate at 0, and the 2 lines downward from @ are in directions ¢ and .

the upper diagram in Figure @ It follows using ((1.12)) and the S—directionally—concordant property
that
fon(w) + M fp0(v) = foo(u)) = [px — mp0(pr)|
< fo0(mpp(pA))
(4.3) < ce3lmp(p2) — vol*.

Now we choose
_ Ju =yl + v — ypl

A
v —ul

)

for which we have
Tp0(PA) — ul = Av —u| = [u —yo| + v — yol,
and thereby we obtain
[me0(Px) — Yol < |mp0(pa) — ul + [u — yo| = 2[u — yo| + |v — yo|.
With (4.3)) (omitting f, ¢(u) on the left) this shows

lu — yo| + |v — yg

(4.4) vl

(fon(v) = foo(u)) < degs(lu— yo| + v — yal)?,

which is (4.1)).
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Turning to (4.2)), let @, denote the points where 115, and IIg, respectively, intersect 9%, let
a=v/lv|, Y =u/|u|, and v’ = 7y pt. See the lower diagram in Figure @ We note first that for all
angles ¢ € H;'O,

[me ot —a| _ g(meot — @)

700 — 0| glmget —0)

since the numerator and denominator involve increments in the same direction (. Provided U is
small, we have from the arcsin bound that ¢ € DCg(f) for 8 = 3 arcsin 1/V/d, so from we

have

(4.5)

|lu' =] — o = 9|| < egslu’ — vl (Jv — ol + |u’ — yol)
(4.6) < cgs(Ju’ —ul +[u —v[) (Jv — yol + v — ul + [u — yol).
Since the triangle AuOv is just a dilation of Auaw’ by a factor |u|/|u — |, we have, using (4.5)),
9(u) — g(v)| = g(u — @) — g(v— )
<lg(u—1a)—g(u' = )|+ |g(u' — @) — g(v - D)|

(4.7 =gt - o)l + S| =l - o3|

and

(45) o =l = o=l " < u o] <o ol +u

Assuming U is small enough we have |u — @|/|u| < 1/2 so ([£.6), ([4.7), and yield

@9 o - o)) <25~ o = 0l < cosu ol (1~ ol + - o),

proving . ([l

We will need the following exponential concentration result from [I4]. The result there is actually
stronger, with (|z|/log |z|)/? in place of |z|'/2, but the improvement doesn’t help us here. Earlier
version appeared in [23] (restricted to ¢ < C|z| for some C) and [31] (similarly restricted, but
improved to t? in place of ¢ in the exponent.)

Lemma 4.2. [I4] For a standard FPP model, there exist constants c; such that for all x € 7% and
allt >0,

(4.10) P (|T(O,$) o ET(())‘T)‘ > t|x|1/2> < C65€_C6Gt.

Variants of the following have been proved under an assumption (or proven fact, for solvable
LPP) of curvature uniform in a neighborhood of 6 ([2], [7], [20]); here we reduce the assumption to
f alone being a direction of curvature, which adds significant technicality.

Lemma 4.3. For a standard FPP in d dimensions, for all sufficiently small ¢ > O there exist
¢i,0 > 0 as follows. Let 0 € U, let 1 be another unit vector, and let x € Z with

L g

4.11 —0] <,
(4.11) p-ol<o |

< g(x)~V/.
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For all cg7 <t < g(mgz)/4,

(4.12) P(Pox N (Hw,t\Qw,t,e) 75 (Z)) § Ceg €XP (—66962t1/48> .

Proof. For notational convenience we prove (4.12]) with Q3 in place of Qy ;.. Recall ¢ from
1.12)—(L1.15)), let 0 < € < €p/2, and let G be the event that Top N (Hy :\Qyp t3¢) # 0. We take 0 in
4.11)) small enough so that

(4.13) u € Hy \Qyroc = |u— mou| > et.

Recall that by definition, x € Hy, (x4 for all ¢.
We now define an open region A = A(z,0,t,€) with the property that when the event G occurs,
gz must exit A. We combine the cone and infinite skew 6—cylinder

Coelx) ={u: Po(u) > 0,0p(u) < e}, Dyoy ={u: |u—mu| < 2et},
to create
A= C@,e(x) U D9,2et;
see Figure @ Note that the intersection of the boundaries of the cylinder and cone lies in Hy o,
and that by (4.13)) we have Hy ;\Qy 2 C A°. For a region = C R? we write 0,4= for the set of all

sites in Z¢ adjacent to sites in =. On the event G let 2(°) be the last point of T'g, in 074A. Observe
that

(4.14) Og(z D) > e if Bp(z(?) >0, and Op(z) < erog(z)~ Y5,

the latter coming from (#.11]). We consider cases, mainly according to the value of ®q(z(?)).
Case 1. No backtracking to (9, and ®¢(z(?)) and ¢ are not too large:

(4.15) p(z0) >0,  0< By(x?) V2t < By(x)°.
Fix v € (2, %), let 5o = Dy(z©) v 2t, and define
s; = sﬁi, i > 0.

Then for i > 1 let 2(Y be the first point of I' (), with <I>9(a:(i?) > 8 (necessarily in A), for i for
which such a point exists. The union of the intervals (385/4)1,368/5)2),1' > 1is (38/4,00), which
contains ®y(x), so we can choose v so that s, = ®p(x) for some m > 1 (this being the purpose
of the allowed range v € (2,8).) This means z(? is defined for 0 < i < m, and we now redefine

15
m+1)

z =T, Sm+1 = Sm. Observe that we have

(4.16) (©g(x) Ae)s; < |z —mpx| < 2(Og(x) Ae)s; foralli >0 and x € Hy g,y N (AU IzaA)

(where we can omit the “A€” if ¢ > 1.)

We consider how the “angle” ©y changes as I'g, progresses through the points z(?, . ..
x. Provided ¢ (hence s¢) is large we have from (4.14)) that

8(1)/12@9($(0)) >1 and si{fl@g(x(mﬂ)) < eng(x) V12,

Therefore there exists an index 1 < ¢ < m + 1 for which ©y(-) drops sharply from z,_1 to zy, in
the sense that

(4.17) 3%112@9(96((_1)) >1, s;/u@e(:v(e)) < 1.

D)
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H@,‘I)[/(I(e’l)) N A
/ng(ffl)
0 T -z
0 \\\\\\\
""""" g 0
1(571)//7 o d L LN — __’I -
L= 7 Tt T
H0,®0<$([71)) 0z

FIGURE 7. Diagram for Case la. All labeled points except (=Y are coplanar.

Fixing 1 > 0, provided t is large we have

1/12
Oy(z1) Se—1 —(v—1)/12
(4.18) T < e = See1 <.
@6(55( )) 5/
We want a lower bound for the “extra distance”
(4.19) 9@ ) + g(2¥ — 2(71) — g(a)

caused by (4.17)) and (4.18)). We consider two subcases.

Case la. ¢ < m. Define the point
7 = Hy g, pe-1y N Mgy
so (4.19) can be expressed as
(4.20) [g(=z"1) = g(y“" )] = [g(a') —yV) — g(@@ — 2.
Let 2(“"Y be the longitudinal §—projection of 2 into H97¢0(x<4_1)). See Figure From ,
(1.13),
@p(y(g_l)) = @,)(x(z)) Vp (by collinearity with 0),
(4.21) O9(y) < ¢ = c6Ou(y)°9(moy) < g(y) — g(mey) < 500 (y)*g(moy).

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 = ¢72(0),

19y V) — g(mpz V)| < e509(29)2g(mpa V) < 5,V P2 0(10) O (247 g (mpar V)
(4.22) g(@“V) = g(moa™V) = 12 (O9(x7) A ) Op(a~)g(meal 1),

SO

9@ = gy ™) = T2 (©u(a" ") A €) Op(a)g(mga V)
C

7
2
(4.23) = % (@0(1,(6—1)) A 5) 2D — a1
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Pursuing next an upper bound for the second difference in (4.20)), we want to use Lemma From
(4.16)) we have

(4.24) <@9($(Z_1)) A e) si_q < |2V — V) < 2 (@g(x(e_l)) A e) Se—1

and

(4.25) Y — w1 < 205(y ) s021 = 209 (215

SO

(4.26) Iy — 2D < 4]xD — gz,

Then note that ﬂgx(efl),y(ffl), 2(=1) are collinear with y(efl) between the other two, so
(4.27) |20 — D) <2070 — D) = 120 — D] < 209(2) sy
zvhic}; with shows that

4.28

|20 — 2D < 20 — g2V 4 a1 — 2] < 20p(2D)sg 42 (@e(m(“”) A e) Se-1.

Lemma [4.1] together with ([£.23)), (4.26), (4.27), and (4.28) then show that
gz —y =Dy — g(2® — (1)

’y(g_l) — x(e_l)’ (lz(é_l) — 1-(Z_1)| —+ ‘z(z_l) — y(é_l)’)

<
= C62 g(weac(e) — ﬂ_ow(g_l))
-4 ‘I(Z_l) — ng(z_1)| (2 [@0(1,(4—1)) A e] Sp—1 + 4@9(x(e))54)
< 4dego 5
1 _ _
(4.29) < 5 (9@ = gy M)).

Hence in view of (4.17)), (4.20), and (4.23) the difference in (4.19)) satisfies
= [g(@) = gy )] = g — yT) = g(a@ — 2]

5 (sa0) — g(sM))

Y

> 2 <®9($<£—1)) A e) |2 — oz (1)
4
c —
> % (@ (212 /\62> Sy
(4.30) > 28
Let k = 5/(6v) —1/2 € (4, %) S0 3/61 = S'ZH/z By (1.11)), (4.17), and (4.30]) we have
(431 h) 4 —20) = h@®) > P —eny(silogs) V2 > s

while since 2~V ¢ Iy, we have

(4.32) 70,2 D) + Tz, 29) — 7(0,29) = 0.
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Therefore

max (|70, 2¢) = h(a® D), [T, 0) = h(al® — D), 1T(0, 50) — (@) ) 2 T2+
Under Case 1 we have max(g(z(“~1), g(z(9)) < 2sy. Therefore defining events
G : there exist u,v € B4(0,2s;) with |T'(u,v) — h(v —u)| > %8?+1/2,

we see using Lemma [4.2] that

P<FO$ N (Hy i \Qyp 1) # 0 and Case la holds) < ZP(Gi)
i=1

< Z \%9(0, 2Si) N Zd|267467075s?
i=1
(4.33) < 67667077#{.
Case 1b. ¢ = m + 1. Here (™ and 2(™*1) = 2 are both in or next to Hp g(rye)- From (4.17)
we have
|x(m) _ W9$(m)| — @e(ﬂf(m))g(ﬂ'gx(m)) > 871111/12
while from (1.12)) and (4.11]),

(4.34) |x — mpzx| < 6788757{6 so |g(z) — g(mpz)| < 6795?,{3.

It then follows from (T.12)-(1.14) that g(z(™)) > g(z) so

9(@™) + gla —2™) = g(2) > gla —2"™) > exole — 2™ = Ta™ —mpa™)]| > T0s)1/12

and then from (1.11]),
h(z™) + h(z — z™)) — h(z) > 0%032/12 — ce2(sm log sm) /% > %S}T}/w.
Defining the event

Qm : there exist u,v € By(0,2s,,) with |T'(u,v) — h(v —u)| > 80 511/12

2™
it again follows as in (4.32)—(4.33) that
P(Fogc N (Hy\Qp) # 0 and Case 1b holds) < P(Qum)

< |B,(0, 259m) N 22 2egpe a0
< |Bg(0,25m) N Z%| csze
(4.35) < 6826_6838717”{3/2.

Case 2. Backtracking occurs: ®4(z(?)) < 0. This time let z(!) be the first point of I, with
®g(z(M) > 2t (necessarily in A), define the point

0
w® =T, 40y N Hyyp,

and let u(?) be the longitudinal #—projection of 2 into Hgp. See Figure |8 In place of (4.20) we
express (4.19)) as

(4.36) 92 + g(w® — 2 — [g(zM) = g(z® — wO)],
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Ficure 8. Diagram for Case 2. The shaded region is the intersection of the hyperplane with A.
The geodesic "o, follows a path 0 — 20 5 2 g

We have

9(@®) > cgalz @] > cgaet,  [u@] = 2 — 72| < 3et,
(4.37) lw®] < max(|z® — mpz?], |2 — mpzM]) < 3et,
SO
(4.38) 11 — wO] < [uO] 4+ |w®] < 6et.

From Lemma |4.1] together with (4.37)—(4.38) we then get

(0) (0) 0) _ ,,(0)
|w ](]u | + |u w \) - 27063€2t

W) _ o) _ O] <
(439) |g([L‘ ) g(iL’ w )| = C63 q)g($(1)) = 9 )

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

1

(4.40) g(x(o)) + g@;(l) _ x(O)) _ g(m(l)) > g(x(o)).

DO |

In view of (4.37), for some k > 1 we have 28 Legqet < g(x(o)) < 2k=1cg et and hence

max (g(z'”), g() = 2©), g(a)) < 552",

which with (1.11)) and (4.40|) shows that

1 1
(4.41)  h(@O) + h(z® — 2O = (M) > 5g(gc@)) — cs(2Ftlog(251))'/* > Zg(m@) > 2 cgget
We can now follow (4.31)—(4.33)), defining
2 Cg6€t

G« there exist u,v € By(0, cg52"t) with |T(u,v) — h(v —u)| >
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FIGURE 9. Diagram for Case 3. The cylinder and cone portions of JA intersect in Hgo:. The
hyperplane may cross the cylinder part of A rather than the cone.

so that
P(FOx N (Hy\Qyt.e) # 0 and Case 2 holds) < ZP(G%)
k>1
< Z 1%B,(0, 0852kt) N Zd|2687 exp (—ngG(th)1/2>
k>1
(4.42) < cggec00et!?

Case 3. No backtracking to (9, and ®4(z(®) or ¢ is large:
(4.43) B (2)"° < Bp(z ) v 2t < By(x) and By(z@) > 0.

Define the point
P! =g, N Hy g, (00

and let ¢ be the longitudinal 6—projection of z into H97<I>e(w(0>)' See Figure @ We want a lower
bound for

(@10 g ®) 4 g~ 2) — g(2) = [9(a) — g(pO)] - [gla — p®) ~ gla — 20,
analogously to (4.20)). We first consider the first difference on the right in (4.44)). We have
(4.45) 9@ = g(p) = [g(=) — g(mox™)] ~ [g(p®) — g(mpz)]

with, by (T12) and ([E11),

g(0) — g(mgz'?) < c505(p'?)?@y(2?V) = 509 (2)*Pp(2V) < co1|2]*/?
and, from and ,
g(w(o)) — g(wezc(o)) > g€’ (@9(;1:(0)) V t) > 69362];1:\4/5,
SO
1
(4.46) 9@ ™) = g(') > 5 (9(z'?) = g(mpz')) > core’|a| ",

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



38 KENNETH S. ALEXANDER

H9‘¢a(1)

FI1qure 10. Diagram for Case 4.

gz =p) = gz = 2'9) < gle = p'V) — g(z — ¢'V) < 509 (2)*Pp(z — 2V) < cos|2 .
With (4.43), (4.44), and (4.46]) this shows that

(4.47) 9@ ) + gla =) — gla) = T a] P,

which with yields

(4.48) Wz @) + h(z — 2@) — h(z) > 2|25,

As before, following f we obtain

(4.49) P(Fox A (Hp\Qpse) # 0 and Case 3 holds) < coge oI,

Case 4. Iy, overshoots: ®y(z(?)) > ®y(z). Define the point vV = My N Hg g,(z), SO that
Qg (v®) > ¢ and

(4.50) 9z ) + gz — 29) — g(z) = [9(v?) — g(a)] + g(@@ =) + g(2 — 2).
See Figure We have using and
g(0?) = g(z) = [9(v'V) — g(mex)] - [9(2) — g(mox)]

> C762(I)9(x) — 0599(16)2@9(3})
(4.51) >0

and |z — (0| > coge|z| so that for some k > 1,
2k Leggelz| < |z — (O] < 2Fcgge|z.
With this shows that
9(@?) + gz — 29) — g(x) = g(z — 2V) = 2"e10elx]
and hence as with and ,
(4.52) h(z ) + h(z — ) — h(z) > 25 eigoe| ]
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and then after summing over k,

(4.53) P<F0x N (Hy, \Qy 1) # 0 and Case 4 holds) < 01016_010245"1/2.

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

Let Qy 1 (29) = {x € H;r,t NZ%: z is an endpoint of an edge intersecting Qy 1}

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 0 ewists. There exist constants c¢; as
follows. For every x with (6,z) € G and every slab S € N(0,z),

(4.54) P(T(0,z|S)—-T(0,z) >t) < 01036_6104t1/48 for all t > 0.

Proof. Let ¢ be as in Lemma[4.3} in the definition of near-natural slab take €; < €/2. Let (0,2) € G
and fix S € N(0,z); this means S = Sy (0, ®,(x)) for some 1) with ||§—| — | < €1. Fix t > 0 large,

and 0 > 0 to be specified. Let z be the closest site in H;r& to II§S N Hy, 5¢, and let 2" be the closest
site in Hz;,d)w(m)—ét to 115y N Hy ¢, (2)—6t- Let W be the last vertex of I'g; in HJJ and W' the first
vertex of 'y, in H;rq)w(x)_t, respectively, so I'yyyr C S. See Figure Let 7. be a path in S

from 0 to z of length |z|;, and 7/, a path in S from 2’ to x of length |z — 2’|. Note that the primed
quantities here are symmetric to the unprimed ones when we interchange 0 and x; symmetrically
to Q¢ we define

Q;) te — {u € Hw,tbw(x)ft : |u - 7T¢U| < Et}
Define the events
E;)75t($l?) Tow Ul &S,

Gre(x) : Tog N (Hy \Qypte) 70 or Tog N (Hy g, @)—t\Qypre) 7 0-
For configurations in Fy, 5¢(x)¢ we have

T0,2|8)<T(v,)+T(z,W)+TW,W)+TW' 2)+T(H.),

T0,z)=T00,W)+T(W,W") +T(W' z),

P({T(0,2 | $) = T(0,2) > t} N Fy,(x)°)
<P (T(%) > i) +P <T(z, W) — T(0, W) > 4)

+P <T(W’, )= T(W' z) >
<2p (T(vz) > i) 2P (Tw;o >

(4.55) 4P (T(%) > i) .
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Hy s,z 0
,t,e

—

_ -
e

FI1GURE 11. Diagram for Proposition 4.3, showing the end near z of the geodesic I', ./ in two cases;
the picture near 2’ is symmetric. Lines and hyperplanes corresponding to direction ) are black;
those for direction 6 are gray. The dotted geodesic shows the case w € Fy s5¢(2)°. The dashed
geodesic shows the case w € Fy 5¢(x) N Gy,e(x)®. Qy,1.e is between the hash marks in Hy ;.

Provided we choose é small we have
t
(4.56) ET(v:) = |z ETe < 3’

so since our FPP is standard, from Lemma 4.2 we get
t
(4.57) P <T('yz) > 4) < cpp5e 100t

Next, from Lemma

241/48

(4.58) < (Fwﬁt(:(}) N Gt e(l‘)c) + 20686_0696

Now

4.59 <cior(et)®!  max P(T Ht ).
(4.59) < cio7(et) B (Tow & Hf )

To bound the last probability, fix w € Q,M’E(Zd) and suppose ', ¢ H 7]; o- Let U be the first point
of 'y in Hy, o U (2B4)°. We need an upper bound for g(w — z), but we cannot readily obtain this

using 1—coordinates (i.e. tangential and longitudinal ¢)—projections), as 9 need not be a direction
of curvature. So instead we must in effect translate to f#—coordinates. Let

p= Hgg N H¢75t, qg= H(O)g N Hd,,t, v = How N H,z,’t;

see Figure Since
x

]

X

]

—w‘<6108+e1<2e1

]

re—wr<\e— ;
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we have |z — p| < ci11€10t. Since 6 is a direction of curvature, the angle between Hy o and Hy ( is
at most a constant multiple of |6 — ¢)|. Combining these we get

|p — mpz| < cro9]z — p| |0 — | < cuoe%ét and hence |z — mpz| < 2c¢111€16t.

Further, in view of the arcsin bound,

(4.60) lw—q| <|w—v|+ |v—q|] < 2t + c112t|0 — Y| < cr14€1t
and

(4.61) g — mow| < 113l — Y[ Jw — g < |w — gl

SO

(4.62) lw — mpw| < 2¢q14€1t.

The only condition we have imposed on ¢ is (4.56)), so § depends only on E7.. Therefore we may
choose €1, in the definition of near—natural slab, to depend on §. Specifically, since 6 is a direction
of curvature, taking e; small enough we get using (1.12), (4.60|), (4.61]), and (4.62)) that

g(w—z) <g(w—p)+g(p—2)
fw = g’

Qy(w —p)

< g(mpw — p) + ¢5 + c115€10t

g(mow — q) + g(q —v) + g(v — 2) + g(z — p) + crieert
g(v — z) + crirert
(1 — (5 t+ ci17€1t

(-2

IfU € H,, ,N2tB, then g(w —U) > ¢; otherwise we have U ¢ 2tBy so g(U — z) > g(U) — g(z) > t.
Either way we have g(U — 2) + g(w —U) >t and U € I';,, N 2tB,, and we conclude that

)

—t.

2

VARV

(4.63)

IN

T(zU)+TU w) = T(z,w) =0, g(U=2)+g(w-U)—gw-2)=>

Then from ,
hU—-2)+h(w—-U) —h(w—2) >
It follows that there exist p,q € 2t®B, with |T'(p,q) — h(q¢ — p)| >

A2

> %
4
0t/4, so from and Lemma

5
P(F, NGye(z)°) < d=1y3d—1 P(|T — h(g—p)| > =t
(Fyot(x) N Ge(2)®) < crige e T (p.q) = hla = p)| = ]

1/2 1/2
(4 64) < C119€ —c1200° /%

which combined with (| - -, and ylelds
P(T(O,az | S) - T(0,2) > t) < cpppe—crzzt

which completes the proof. O
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5. PROOFS OF SUPPORTING LEMMAS
Proof of Lemma[1.9 Let
T(r)=log f(e"), r=0,

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

My =sup{Y(r): k—1<r <k}, k>2.
Define Y., on [0,00) by

Treg(l) = M, Treg(k) = maX(MkyMkJrl)a Treg(k - %) = My, k=2,
with Y,¢4 linear on each interval [k — 1,k — %] and [k — %, k], so in view of (1.9 we have
(51) Treg —c123 < T < Treg:
and Y,4 is bounded below. Also from (L.9) (taking a < e?) we have
serr+2 = |T(s) = Y(r)] < ci2a := 2k +loge,
S0 |My11 — My| < c194 for all k, and hence
(5.2) | Treg(s) — Treg(r)| < 2c124]s — 7| for all r,s > 0.
We define T, > T,y by two cases, then in each case let
fup(r) = eTup(logr)v r Z 1.
Case 1. Y,4(r) is eventually nonpositive as r — 00, say T,eq(r) < 0 for all » > ro. Here we
define
20124(7“0 — 7“) if 0 S T S To,
- i
if r > 7rg.
By (5.2) this satisfies Typ > Yyeg > T, so fup > f, and since T 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 T,.e4(r) > 0. By (5.2)) Y,eq is bounded on bounded
intervals, and Y,¢q4(r) = o(r), so we can define T, to be the concave majorant of Y.,V 0 on [0, 00),
which is nondecreasing. If Y4 is bounded on all [0, 00) then Y, is also bounded, and since f >
it follows that fy,/f is bounded. If instead limsup,_,,, Treq(r) = 0o then there exist arbitrarily
large r where Yy (1) = Yyeg(r) so it follows from (5.1f) that liminf, o fup(r)/f(r) < co. Concavity
and nonnegativity of T, ensure that Y,,(r)/r is nonincreasing, or equivalently, log fy,(r)/logr

is nonincreasing. Thus again all conditions in ([1.10]) are satisfied. The regular growth exponent
property for f,, follows from the fact that 17, (which exists a.e.) decreases to 0. O

Proof of Lemma[2.1 Let
s=s(r)= 77](7“)17“ .
log =Gty

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

log log E(n(lr)r) +0(s)logs > d(r)logr + c,
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or equivalently,

loglog =gt — ¢, 6(s) 1 lost
o(r)log s o(r) log s
Since ¢ is nonincreasing and s(r) < r for large r, we have §(s)/d(r) > 1 so it is sufficient to show
that for large r,

log log = (ﬁ(T)r) —c

. > 0(r).
(53) s 2 8
We have by (2.1])
T 1 1 1 1 C
log — = log log — + log <loglog —— +log — < —,
s E(n(r)r) n(r) E(r) n(r) = o(r)
and ([5.3) follows, since n(r)r — oo as r — oc. O

Proof of Lemma[2.9. In this proof constants ¢; may depend on K. Let x,0,r be as in the lemma
statement, and let o = z/|x|, so (by definition of N'(-,-)) |# — a| < €; and Hy makes an angle of
less than €; with H,. If T'gz N ng_r # (), let Z be the first vertex of g, N H(;_T, so ®g(Z) < —r.
We want a lower bound for the extra distance g(Z) + g(z — Z) — g(z).

Claim.

(5.4) 9(Z) +g(x —Z) — g(x) > S(r + g(Z)).

If g(Z) > 2g(x) then the left side is bounded below by ¢(Z), which is at least r since Z € Hy _,, so
holds. Thus we may assume ¢g(Z) < 2¢g(z). Then to prove , let V, W be the points where
1129, intesects Hy o and Hp o, respectively. See Figure Since V' € H, o we have g(z —V) > g(x),
and therefore

®:5) gz =2) 2 g(x =W)+r2>g(x—V)=g(V-W)+r=g(x)—g(V-W)+r

l\DM—l

The arcsin bound provides a minimum angle between x (i.e. a) and H, o, and since g(Z) < 2g(z),
also then a minimum possible angle, call it ¢y, between I, and H, . It then follows from basic
geometry that, since the angle between H, o and Hp is less than €1, from o we get c125 such that

r
oV = W) < cxrgW) < exsr(9(2) + 9 = 2) = erser (9(2) 4 - Foala = 2))
Dg(x) +7r
Combining this with (5.5) and using g(z — Z) < g(z) + 9(Z) < 3g(z) we get
9(Z) +9(x—2) —g(x) 2 g(Z) —g(V —=W) +r
x
(5.6) > (1 — 012561)g(Z) + <1 — 3612561 (g;(x))> r.
Now provided ¢; is taken small enough (depending only on g),
1
| = moz| < cra6la — O] |2] < crzeer]| s Dp(x) = g(mex) 2 g(2) — g(z — mez) 2 5 9(2),

which with (5.6) proves the claim (5.4)).
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H
\)’0 Hoo.(@)
Ha 0
HG,—T ’
0 0 9T

FIGURE 12. Diagram for the proof of Lemma Lines and hyperplanes corresponding to direction
0 are black; those for direction « are gray. In the case shown we have Z € H:,(): meaning ["og
backtracks to Z in direction 6 but not in direction . In general Z may lie on either side of V.

From ([.2) and (.11) we have h(z) — g(z) < c1Dmag(|z]) < erca(lz]log|z])'/? so recalling
r > c18(|z|log |#])Y/2, we have from the claim that provided c¢;g is large,

—_

h(Z) + Mz = Z) = h(z) 2 5(r +9(2)) — crea(|a|log j)"/? > %Q(Z)

while
T0,2)+T(Z,x) —T(0,z) =0,

so one of h(Z) —T(0,Z),h(z — Z) = T(Z,z),T(0,z) — h(x) must exceed g(Z)/6. Since Z € H,
we have g(Z) > r. Either g(Z) < g(x) or there exists k > 1 for which 2¥~1g(z) < ¢g(Z) < 2¥g(z).
Decomposing according to the value of k then gives

P(rm NH,_, # @) <P <T(O,x) —h(z) > %)

+ P(max (h(z) = T(0,2),h(z — 2) — T(z,2)) >

3

for some z with |z| < 0127]1’\)

2" 1g(x)

+ Z P<max (h(z) = T(0,2),h(z — z) = T(z,2)) > 5
k=1

(5.7) for some z with |z| < 01272k]x|>.
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Using Lemma and recalling r» < K|z/|, this yields

P(Tow 1 H ., #0)

2 oo
,
< cia8 €xp <—0129> + cras|z|? exp (—crzolz) + > c128(28|z]) exp <—012922k\90!>

]
k=1
< crzoe” 8l g ¢pgpemeraalel
(5.8) < crggem /o],
+ . . .
The same bound for P(I'g, N H 0. (2) 41 # () is obtained symmetrically. O
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