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Almost Sure Convergence of Liouville First Passage
Percolation

Charles Devlin VI*

Abstract

Liouville first passage percolation (LFPP) with parameter & > 0 is the family of random
distance functions (metrics) (D§)es0 on C obtained heuristically by integrating e$" along paths,
where h is a variant of the Gaussian free field. There is a critical value &qrit &~ 0.41 such that
for &€ € (0,&crit), appropriately rescaled LEPP converges in probability uniformly on compact
subsets of C to a limiting metric Dy, on ~y-Liouville quantum gravity with v = v(£) € (0,2). We
show that the convergence is almost sure, giving an affirmative answer to a question posed by
Gwynne and Miller (2019).
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1 Introduction

A Liouville quantum gravity (LQG) surface is a random 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold with
Riemannian metric e’ (dz? + dy?), where v € (0,2) is a parameter, where h is a version of the
Gaussian free field (GFF), and where dz? + dy? is the Euclidean metric tensor. The motivation
is that 2-dimensional Riemannian manifolds admit isothermal coordinates in a neighbourhood
of each point, and taking h to be a “Gaussian random function” should give rise to a “natural”
model of random surfaces. This definition does not make sense without regularization since the
GFF is only a random generalized function (distribution). We will give a brief exposition about
how to make rigorous sense of this definition below, but see [Gwy19], [She22], and [BP21] for a
more detailed introduction.

We will consider the case that our surface has the topology of the plane C. To make the
heuristic definition more precise, we define a random area measure and random distance function

—|=|%/2t

(metric) on C. Let pi(2) = 55€ A random distribution h on C is a whole-plane GFF plus
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a (bounded) continuous function if there is a coupling of h with a random (bounded) continuous
function f: C — R such that h — f has the law of a whole-plane GFF. Given a whole-plane
GFF plus a bounded continuous function, define an area measure as the almost sure weak limit

[RV14] [Ber17]

K= liﬁ%eﬁ/ze«,h:(z) dz, (1)

where dz is Lebesgue measure, and where

Bi(z) = (hspeag)(z) = / h(w)pez 2z — w) duw,
C

where the integral is interpreted in the sense of distributional pairing.

Keeping with the heuristic definition, the distance D (z,w) between two points should be
defined as the infimum over lengths of paths between z and w, where paths are weighted by e®".
Here, ¢ = £(7y) = v/d, where d,, > 0 is the Hausdorff dimension of the LQG metric'. More
precisely, define the e-Liouville first passage percolation (LFPP) metric with parameter £ by

1

Di(z,w) = PiEiw/egh:(P(”)IP’(t)\dt,
0

where the infimum is over all piecewise differentiable paths P: [0,1] — C from z to w. To obtain
a nontrivial limit as € — 0, we renormalize by

1
a. = median of inf{/ ethe (P(t))|P,(t)|}~
0

where the infimum is over all piecewise differentiable paths P: [0,1] — [0,1]® with P(0) €
{0} x[0,1] and P(1) € {1} x [0, 1]. The exact value of a. is not known, but it is shown in | ,
Proposition 1.1] that

el —EQ+oc(1)

a. = as e — 0

for some (nonexplicit) exponent Q@ = Q(£) > 0. The v-LQG metric is then defined by the limit

Dy(z,w) = l%a;lDZ(z,w). (2)

We remark that this definition makes sense for arbitrary £ > 0, but a phase transition
occurs at a certain value £ = Euit (see | | and | ). When & € (0, &crit], there is a
corresponding v € (0, 2] such that £ = v/d., but when £ > Eurit, the corresponding v is complex.
The subcritical regime & € (0, &rit) Will be the main focus of this paper.

To make sense of the limit (2) in the subcritical regime, we equip the space of continuous
functions C x C — R with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets, then the
convergence a; *Df — Dy, is known in probability. The limit also exists in probability when
& > &orit, but one needs to work with a topology on the space of lower semicontinuous functions
introduced in [ ]. The proof of the limit (2) when & > &t was carried out in [ 1,
building on | | and | |-

Let us now breifly outline how the limit (2) was shown in the subcritical phase & € (0, &crit)-
In | |, the authors show that the laws of aZ'Dj are tight with respect to the topology of
local uniform convergence. A list of axioms which one should expect “the Riemannian distance
function associated to e (dz? 4 dy?)” to satisfy are given in | | and | | (we will
state these axioms below in Section 1.1). It is shown in | | that subsequential limits
of a7 D, satisfy these axioms; in particular, using | , Corollary 1.8], the authors verify
that for any subsequential limit (h, D) of (h,a;*D§), the metric D is a measurable function of
h. By an elementary probabilistic lemma (see | , Lemma 4.5]), since the limiting metric
is a measurable function of h, it follows that a_ ! Df admits subsequential limits in probability,
not just in law. In | |, the axioms are shown to uniquely characterize the metric up to

IThe more precise definition of d- is found in | |. It is shown to agree with the Hausdorflf dimension of the
associated v-LQG metric in | I



multiplicative constant. It follows that subsequential limits of a_* D§ are unique, and hence the
limit (2) exists in probability along the continuum index e. In addition to | I, [ ,
and | |, the proof of uniqueness in [ | relies on the results of | .

This approach to showing convergence in probability has the unfortunate consequence of
not obtaining quantitative estimates for the rate of convergence, so almost sure convergence
doesn’t easily follow. In contrast, the almost sure limit (1) has several known proofs in the case
of the dyadic sequence e = 27" | 11 11 11 |, and along the continuum index
in | | when one replaces hl(z) by the circle average process h¢(z). Determining whether
the limit in (2) is almost sure is Problem 7.7 in the list of open problems from | |, and
the main result of our paper is to give an affirmative answer.

Theorem 1.1. Almost surely, a_* D — Dy, uniformly on compacts.

One important corollary of Theorem 1.1 is Theorem 1.4 below, which says that the spatial scale
invariance property of the LQG metric (see axiom IV below) holds for all scalings simultaneously.
This allows one to consider random affine coordinate changes, something which otherwise requires
ad hoc arguments such as those of Section 2.4.1 of | ] to deal with. The analogous spatial
scaling property for the area measure (1) was previously shown in | | (actually, | |
proves the stronger result that the coordinate change formula for the area measure on subdomains
of C holds for all conformal transformations simultaneously).

Remark 1.2. It is worth noting that the reason to define LFPP using h}(z) instead of some
other continuous approximation of h is that this is the version for which tightness of aZ' Df, was
shown in | |. As noted in Remark 1.1 of | |, if tightness is shown for a different
approximation, then the arguments of | | should apply to said approximation as well,
and the same is true for the arguments in the present work.

Acknowledgements We thank Jian Ding, Ewain Gwynne, and Jinwoo Sung for helpful discus-
sions. The author was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2245832.

1.1 Axioms of LQG Metrics

A natural question is whether there could be multiple different metrics which match the heuristic
definition of the LQG metric as the “Riemannian distance function associated to €™ (dz? + dy?)”.
The authors of | | address this question by stating a list of axioms which one should
expect any reasonable notion of a y-LQG metric to satisfy, then show that these axioms uniquely
characterize the v-LQG metric up to multiplicative constant. Moreover, the limit (2) satisfies
these axioms, making it correct to call this limit the v-LQG metric. As these axioms will be
used throughout this paper, we will state them after recalling some terminology from metric
space theory.
Let (X, D) be a metric space. If A, B C X, define

D(A,B) = érelijD(x,y).

yeEB

A curve in X is a continuous function P: [a,b] — X, and its D-length is
#T
Len(P; D) = sup Y  D(P(t;), P(ti-1)),
T =

where the supremum is over all finite partitions T'= {a = to < t1 < --- < tgr = b} of [a, b].
If Y C X, the internal metric of D on'Y is

D(z,y;Y) = ir;fLen(P; D), Vz,y €Y,

where the infimum is over all curves in Y from z to y. Then D(-,-;Y) is a metric on Y, but is
allowed to take the value oco.

We say (X, D) is a length space if for each z,y € X and each ¢ > 0, there is a curve from z
to y with D-length at most D(z,y) + €.

We will call a metric D on an open subset U C C continuous if the identity mapping
(C,]-|) = (C, D) is a homeomorphism. Equip the space of continuous metrics on U with the



topology of local uniform convergence on functions U x U — [0, 00) with its associated Borel
o-algebra.

In the case U is disconnected, we allow D(z,y) = co when z and y are in different connected
components of U. If D™ is a sequence of continuous metrics on U, then to have D™ — D locally
uniformly, we additionally require that for all n sufficiently large, D" (z,y) = oo if and only if
D(z,y) = oo.

Equip the space D’'(C) of distributions on C with the weak topology. If v € (0,2), a -
Liouville quantum gravity metric is a measurable function h — Dj; from D’(C) to the space
of continuous metrics on C satisfying the following whenever h is a whole-plane GFF plus a
continuous function.

I Length space. Almost surely, (C, D},) is a length space.

II Locality. If U C C is a deterministic open set, then the internal metric Dy(-,;U) is
almost surely determined by h|v.

IIT Weyl scaling. For each continuous function f: C — R, define

Len(P;Dy)

(eEf . Dh) (z,w) = - inf / et (P ®) dt, Vz,w € C,
LZz—w
0

where the infimum is over all curves P from z to w parameterized by Dj-length. Then
almost surely, et Dy = Dy, 5 for all continuous functions f: C — R.

IV Coordinate change for translation and scaling. For each deterministic a € C\{0}and
b € C, almost surely

Du(az +b,aw +b) = Dpatp)+Qlog |a| (2, w) Vz,w € C.

For a discussion regarding why these axioms are natural, see | , Section 1.2]. It is
worth emphasizing that axiom III holds for all continuous functions simultaneously almost surely,
whereas axiom IV only holds for each fixed a and b almost surely.

1.2 Outline of Main Results

Unless stated otherwise, we will assume & € (0,&crit). Our main result is Theorem 1.1. The
proof relies on the main result of | ], which says, roughly, that a; *D§ and Dy, are Lipschitz
equivalent when one considers distances between Euclidean balls instead of points. For a more
precise statement, see Proposition 2.3 below. Our proof will show that the Lipschitz constant
can be taken to be 14§ with high probability for any 6 > 0. Then Borel-Cantelli and elementary
estimates for h will imply almost sure convergence along the sequence e = n~¢ for a > 0 large
enough, and continuity estimates for h} will yield the same convergence along the continuum
index e.

The strategy to prove the Lipschitz constant can be made close to 1 is inspired by the
argument in Section 3.2 of | ]. The idea is that if we are given a Djy-geodesic P and some
§ > 0, then the convergence in probability of a;* D to Dy together with a local independence
property for events determined by the GFF on disjoint concentric annuli (see Lemma 2.1 below)
imply there are many “good” times s and ¢ such that aZ' D (P(s), P(t)) < C(¢)Dn(P(s), P(t)),
where C(€) is e-dependent, but should be thought of as close to 1+ ¢ when ¢ is very small. More
precisely, we will show that the segments of P between these “good” times make up a positive
proportion A%rl € (0,1) of P. Here, A > 0 is a universal constant. From this, it follows that if
a_' D and Dy, satisfy a Lipschitz condition with some Lipschitz constant Cp, then they also
satisfy a Lipschitz condition with an e-dependent Lipschitz constant C1(€) = %HCO + ﬁC’ (e)
(we will actually allow Cy to depend on € as well). Since A is universal, we can iterate this
argument, taking Cj(e) in place of Cy, to obtain a Lipschitz constant Cp41(€) for each n > 0.
By taking n large enough, we can make C),(¢€) as close to C(¢) as we wish.

It remains to make precise the idea that C(e) is close to 1 + ¢ when e is small. The actual

-1
a . .

0T which arise from

™ a

€/r

definition of C(€) is 1 + 0 times a term involving ratios of the form

-1
the spatial scaling property of LFPP. It is known that for each fixed r» > 0, limc_o 557;,1 =1
T e/r

[ , Corollary 1.11], however this result is insufficient for our purposes since we will end



up taking r = r(¢) ~ €' 7¢ for sonlle ¢ € (0,1). So we need to argue that we can choose “good”
;;;_1 is close to 1 for all € small enough (see Lemma 3.11 below
r e/r

values of r ~ ¢'~¢ for which

for a precise statement).

'ra71 . .
——<— isclose to 1 is a
réQa

/v

stronger estimate for the renormalization constants a. than the current state of the art.

Theorem 1.3. For each £ € (0,&qit) and each b > 0, there is a constant C = C(&,b) > 0 such
that for all e € (0,e™ 1),

A corollary of the existence of many “good” values of r for which

cle e (logefl)fb < a < CeTE@ (logefl)b, (3)

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is similar to the proof of | , Theorem 1.11], which says the
same thing as Theorem 1.3, but with b = b(¢) depending on . The main difference is that
Lemma 3.11 will allow us to replace the constant A in the proof of | , Theorem 1.11] with
1+ ¢ for any fixed § > 0. Since b in | , Theorem 1.11] is roughly log A, this will prove
Theorem 1.3.

As a corollary of Theorem 1.1, we will show that axiom IV holds for all scalings and
translations simultaneously.

Theorem 1.4. There is a version of (Dp(a-+b)+0 log |a| JacC\{0},pec Such that almost surely, for
alla € C\ {0} and allb € C,

Du(a-+b,a-+b) = Di(a+b)+Qloglal(*s)-

We emphasize that the difference between Theorem 1.4 and axiom IV is that the order of
quantifiers is swapped. That is, axiom IV holds for each fixed deterministic a and b, but Theorem
1.4 holds for all a and b simultaneously. The proof is a consequence of the exact scale invariance
of LFPP.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

If ze Cand r > 0, then B, (z) ={w e C: |z —w| <r}.

More generally, if U C C and r > 0, then B, (U) =,y Br(2).

If z€ Cand 0 <71 <72, then Ay 1, (2) == Bry(2) \ Bry (2).

If f: (0,00) = R and g: (0,00) — (0,00) are functions, we say f(e) = Oc(g(€)) (resp. f(e) =
0c(g(e))) if f(e)/g(e) remains bounded (resp. converges to 0) as ¢ — 0. Define O, and o.
analogously when ¢ — oo.

If D is a metric on an open subset U C C, and if A C U is a region with the topology of an
annulus, D(around A) is the infimum over all D-lengths of curves in A which disconnect the
inner and outer boundaries.

2.2 Independence Across Concentric Annuli

The iterative argument used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 involves comparing LFPP and LQG
lengths of paths in small annuli. The following lemma, which is a special case of | , Lemma
3.1], will be used to show that there are a large number of “good annuli” on which LFPP and
LQG lengths are comparable.

Lemma 2.1. Fiz 0 < 51 < s2 < 1. Let (rx)i2q be a decreasing sequence of positive num-
bers such that rp41/ri < s1 for each k, and let (Ey, )72, be events such that E,, € o{(h —
Py (0))]asy vy ogry ()} for each k. Then for each a > 0, there exists p = p(a, s1,s2) € (0,1) and
¢ = c(a, s1, $2) > 0 such that if P[E,, ] > p for alln € N, then

P{E,, occurs for at least one k < K} > 1—ce *® VK eN.



2.3 Localized Approximation of LFPP

To apply Lemma 2.1, the events E;, need to depend only on the field h restricted to small
annuli. However, h? does not depend locally on the field due to the heat kernel being nonzero
on all of C. So instead, we use a truncation h* of hY that does depend locally on the field. In
particular, we will use the truncation introduced in | |, which has a range of dependence
smaller than ' ~¢ for any ¢ € (0, 1).

For each € > 0, choose a deterministic, smooth, radially symmetric bump function .: C —
[0, 1] which is identically equal to 1 on Bicioget (0) and vanishes outside B, oq~1(0). We can

and do choose . so that (z,€) — 1(z) is smooth. Define
i) = 2 [ el = wh(lpa(z - w)dw,
C
where the integral is in the sense of distributions, and where

Ze = [ biwpapw)dv.
C

Define the localized e-LFPP metric with parameter £ by

1

Dj (z,w) = _inf egh:(P(t>>|P/(t)|dt,
P: z—w
0
where the infimum is over all piecewise differentiable curves P from z to w.
The following lemma summarizes the properties of h} and Dj which will be relevant to the

present work.

Lemma 2.2.
1. If c € R is a random variable, then (h/—-l—\c):(z) = h!(z) +c for all z € C.

2. h (2) is almost surely determined by h|p Consequently, for any deterministic

eloge—1 ()
open set U C C, the internal metric Dy (-, U) is almost surely determined by h|p o a1 (U
cloge

3. hr (2) has a modification which is jointly continuous in z and . We will always assume we
are working with such a modification.

4. Let U C C be a connected, bounded, open set. Almost surely,

lim sup |h} (z) — hi(2)| = 0,

e—0 U
and

Dy (2w
lim M = 1, wuniformly over all z,w € V with z # w and all connected V C U.
—0 D5 (z,w; V)

5. Ifbe C and if H(z) = h(z +b), then
al'Di(z+bz+w) = a; ' D (z,w) Y(z,w) € C.

6. a7 D5, — Dy, locally uniformly in probability.

Proof. 1 follows from the normalization constant Z. in the definition of fz:(z) 2 follows from
the fact that v vanishes outside B, .4 .—1(0). For 3 and 4, see | , Lemma 2.2]. The proof of
5 follows from a change of variables to show that e (z+b) = H! (2). To see 6, apply 5 with an
increasing sequence of connected bounded open sets whose union is C to deduce a:lﬁfl — Dy,
from a_'D§ — Dy,. -

As mentioned earlier, the starting point for the present work is the approximate Lipschitz
equivalence between aZ'Dj, and Dy, proven in [ |. This result holds with aZ 1ﬁ; in place
of a_ ' Dj as well (in fact, the proof in | | deduces the result for a_'Dj from the result for
a;lf)fl), so since we will be working with a;lbi for many of our proofs, it is worth stating the
Lipschitz equivalence for both a;'Dj, and a; ' Dj. For details, see Theorem 1.8 and Proposition
3.6 in | .



Proposition 2.3. For each ¢ € (0,1) there exists 8 > 0 and Co > 0 depending only on ¢ and
the law of Dy, such that the following is true. Let U C C be a deterministic, connected, bounded
open set. With probability at least 1 — O.(e®) as e — 0,

a; "Dy, (Ba-¢(2), Ba-¢(w); Ba-¢(U)) < CoDp (z,w;U) Vz,w €U, (4)
Dy (Ba-c(2), Ba—c(w); Ba-c(U)) < Coal'Dj, (z,w;U)  Vz,w €U, (5)
a: ' D5, (Ba-¢(2), Ba—c(w); Ba-c(U)) < CoDy (u,v;U)  Vz,w € U, (6)
Dy (Ba-¢(2), Ba—c(w); Ba-c(U)) < Coa. ' Dy, (z,w;U) Vz,w € U, (7)
where the big-O constant depends on U.
We remark that although the statement of Theorem 1.8 in [ | only says “with probability

tending to 1 as € — 07, the proof shows that the assertion holds with probability 1 — O« (eﬁ) for
some (3 > 0 (this is the case for Proposition 3.6, and Theorem 1.8 is deduced from the former
by means of the almost sure uniform comparison of aZ ' Dj, and aZ' D).

3 Setup for Theorem 1.1

For each R, e > 0, define
V(R) = {(z,w) € C? : 3Dj,-geodesic from z to w contained in Br(0)},
Vi(R) = {(Z,w) € C? : 3D§-geodesic from z to w contained in BR(O)} ,

The goal of this section is to prove the following.

Proposition 3.1. There is a constant A > 0 such that the following is true. Assume there exist
0<R<oo,( €(0,1), 8>0, and Cole), Ch(e) > 0 such that with probability 1 — O.(¢®) as
e — 0,

a; ' D5, (Bya-c (u),B,1-c_(v)) < Cole)Dp (u,v) Y(u,v) € V(R), (8)
Dy (B, 1-c_(u),B,1-¢_(v)) < Chle)ar ' Dj,(u,v) ¥(u,v) € Ve(R). (9)

Choose §,¢, ¢+ € (0,1) such that (— < { < ({4 and 1 — (4 < $(1—C). For each e € (0,1), choose
Re C (7€) N {8} ez with #Re > s#((e' ¢, €'~ <+) N {8},ez). Then with probability
1— O (#7*(1=9) as e — 0,

a; "Dy, (B¢, (u), B, 1-c, (v)) < Ci(€)Dn (u,v) ¥(u,v) € V(R), (10)
Dy, (B4EI*C+ (’u‘)vB4€1*C+ (U)) < Ci(E)GQIDZ(Ua U) V(u, U) € ‘};(R) (11)
where
raZt 146 razt
= < —+2 —_— 12
Ci(e) A1 r€7?11 rﬁQcF/l v Co(e)| + [A—i— + (5} Tseué) era71 , (12)
éQ SQ
/ A e/r 144 e/r
= S ——— + 2| sup ———. 1
Ci(e) ATl sup a v Chle)| + [A | + (5} Tseuvg)e — (13)

Before proceeding, let us comment on how we will use Proposition 3.1. The key idea is
that the constant A in Proposition 3.1 does not depend on any of the other parameters, and in
particular doesn’t depend on (_, {, and (4. So after applying the proposition with some choice
of (—,(,(+, equations (10) and (11) imply we can apply the proposition again, this time with

C+ in place of ¢~ and (Ci(€), C1(€)) in place of (Co(e), Cg(e)). As long as the sup,.c. %

- e/r

and sup,.c, Tel/’ terms can be made close to 1, then the Lipschitz constants from iteratively
applying Proposietion 3.1 in this manner will eventually become close to 1.

The proof of Proposition 3.1 is similar to the argument given in Section 3.2 of | |.

The idea is to argue that for a given Dj-geodesic or a;lﬁfb—geodesic from u to v, a positive

proportion of it lies in annuli on Which a;lb; and Dy, are Lipschitz equivalent with Lipschitz
constant (1 + 5)7_1 or (1+ 5) E/T . To find such annuli, we will apply Lemma 2.1 to the
e/r

following events.



Definition 3.2. For each z € C, ¢,(—,6 € (0,1), o € (7/8,1), A > 1, and 7 € (¢,1), let
E,(z2) = Ere(z;0,0,(—,A) be the interesection of the events Eﬂ)(z) with j € {1,2,3,4}
defined by

1. B (2) = EY (z;0,6): For each u € OBar(z) and each v_€ 0By (z) such that there is a

Dj,-geodesic (resp. Dj,-geodesic) from u to v contained in Aqr -(2), we have respectively

Tac

o' Dj(u,v) < (14 0)Dr(u, v; Arya,2r(2)),

Dh(U,U) S 7_61/T(1+6)u6_1ﬁ2(u7’U;Ar/2+eloge_1,2r—sloge_1(Z))'

2. E2(2) = E?(2;0): If u € 0Bar(z) and v € 0B, (z), then
® Dp(u,v; Aarr(2)) = Dn(u,v; Ay 2.0,(2)) implies v is contained in the open atDg-
geodesic ball of radius aZ ' D§ (u; OA, /24 cloge—1 2r—clogc—1(2)) centered at u;

o a7l D (u,v; Aarr(2)) = a7t Dj (u, V3 A /24 c1oge—1,2r—cloge—1 (%)) implies that v is con-
tained in the open Dj-geodesic ball with radius D (u, 0A, /2 2-(2)) centered at wu.

3. Eﬁi)(z) = ES’G) (z;, A):

Dy (around Anrr(2)) < ADp(0Bar(2),0Br(2)),
a; ' Dy, (around Aar(2)) < Aa; ' D5, (0Bar(z), 0B (2)).

4. Eq(«f?(z) = E£42 (250,0,¢-): For all u € Aar,r(2) and v € B, 1-¢c_ (u), we have

—1
1 Ae rae
Qe 1Dh (u7’U;Ar/2+eloge*1,2r7€10ge*1(Z)) < 5WD}Z (aB&T(Z)?aBT(Z))7
e/r
réQq ! .
D (1,0 Ay 2,90(2)) < 6——FCa7Df, (9Bar(2), 0B:(2)) .-

The strategy to prove Proposition 3.1 will be to use Lemma 2.1 to prove that with high
probability, for every point z in a fine lattice, there is some radius r such that E,(z) occurs.
We will then break up a (Du- or Dj§-) geodesic into segments which cross between the inner
and outer boundaries of one of the annuli Asrr(z), and the segments between consecutive
crossings. The former are “good segments” since condition 1 in Definition 3.2 says that the Dy,

and a_ 115; distances between the endpoints of these segments are comparable with Lipschitz
e
</ The segments between consecutive annulus crossings

Tac

-1
constant (1 + 5)%{1 or (1+9)
" e/r

are “bad segments”, and to bound these, we will use the Lipschitz constant Cy(e) from (8) or
Ci(€) from (9). Since (8) and (9) only hold when the left-hand side is distances between balls
rather than distances between points, condition 4 is needed to say that the error terms from
estimating point-to-point distances using ball-to-ball distances is small.

The point of condition 3 is to ensure that a positive proportion (roughly a A%H-proportion)
1

. . . .. 146 ra_
of a given geodesic is comprised of the “good segments”. This is where the 75 sup, cx, TETZ:;T
'rgQu71.
and %ﬂ SUp,.cx, mfl/’ come from in (12) and (13). The purpose of condition 2 is to ensure

that F,(z) is determined by the field on A, /3 2, (%), which is needed to apply Lemma 2.1.

Once we have proven Proposition 3.1, the idea will be to apply it repeatedly to an increasing
sequence of (_’s, (’s, and (+’s to gradually improve the Lipschitz constant. For this, it is crucial
that A is a universal constant independent of all other parameters in the proposition; if A were
to depend on (—, ¢, and/or (4, then the proportion of “good segments” could approach 0 rapidly
enough that the Lipschitz constants don’t approach 1 in the limit, and the remaining arguments
of this paper completely fall apart.

£Q 1
ra
1

—1
Finally, let us comment on why the ratios —<— and appear throughout Proposition
T

€Qq
e/r
3.1 and Definition 3.2. The idea is that we need to choose the parameters in Definition 3.2 to
make E, (z) occur with high probability for each e sufficiently small and for a large enough



Figure 1: Illustration of Definition 3.2. Condition 1 says that if the red path is a Dp-geodesic, then
A~ -1 ~
a; ' Dj (u,v) < 5= (1 + 6)Dp(u, v Ay 9,(2)), and analogously with Dy, and a'Dj, swapped.
e/r

Condition 2 says that if the Dp-distance from u to v is larger than the Dj-distance from u to the
boundary of the gray annulus, then the red path cannot be a a;lﬁg—geodesic, and analogously with
Dy, and ae_lﬁ; swapped. Condition 3 says there is a path (shown in orange) around the cyan annulus
with Dj,-length at most A times the Dj,-distance across said annulus, and analogously with Dj, and
a; ' Ds, swapped.

collection of r’s to apply Lemma 2.1. We would like to choose said parameters for » = 1, then
rescale space so the same parameters work for other values of 7. Since a_ 1ﬁ; isn’t scale invariant,
we instead need to use 4 from Lemma 2.2 and exact scale invariance of aZ1Df. Since this exact
scale invariance is used repeatedly throughout the following arguments, it is worth stating. If
a € C\ {0} and z,w € C, then

lalac™ 1 pesial

1
Qe DIG'L (azaaw) = |a|5Qu_/1| lae/|a| h(a~)+Qlog|a|(z’w)‘ (14)

3.1 Choosing the Parameters in Definition 3.2

In this section, we use Lemma 2.1 to prove the following.

Lemma 3.3. There are universal constants ¢, A > 0 and « € (7/8,1) such that the following is
true. Let 0 < (- < ¢ <y <1with1—{y < 2(1—C). Let § € (0,1), and for each € € (0,1), let
Re C (€7, ™) N {8} ez with #Re > L#((e' <, €' =) N {87}jez). There exists eg € (0,1)
such that for each z € C and each € € (0, €o),

P{E,(2) occurs for somer € R} > 1—ce'79,

We will start by proving the events Ei (z) are determined by the field restricted to a small
annulus.



Lemma 3.4. For each z € C, a € (7/8,1), e € (0,1), r € (4deloge ' +16¢'°~,00), a € (7/8,1),
A>1,6€(0,1), and ¢— € (0,1),

ET‘:E(Z) € U{(h’_ h’47"(z))|Ar/2,2r(z)}'

Proof. This proof is the same as the proof of | , Lemma 3.8], but we include it for
completeness. The constraint r € (4elog e 4 16e 7, oo) ensures each condition in Definition
3.2 makes sense. Subtracting ha,(z) from h scales both Dj, and a;lﬁz by e~¢"r(*)  which
doesn’t affect the occurrence of any of the conditions in Definition 3.2. So we may assume
h4T(Z) =0.

E£32 (z) is determined by the internal metrics of Dy and aZ'Djf on Aar,(2). Since r >
4eloge™!, axiom II and 2 from Lemma 2.2 imply these internal metrics are determined by
h|A\r/2,2r(z)'

The internal metrics of D; and a;lf); on Aarr(z) and of Dy on A, /s 2,(2) and a;lﬁz

On A, oy cioge—1 2r—cloge—1(2) are measurable with respect to h|A,,/2_2,.(z) by axiom II and 2

from Lemma 2.2. So for every u € dBar(2), both a7 ' D5 (u, OA, /o4 croge—1 2r—cloge—1(2)) and
Dy (u, OA, /2 2-(2)), which are determined by said internal metrics, are also measurable with
respect to h\AT/Mr(z). Moreover, the open Djp,-geodesic ball of radius D, (u, 0A, /2 2,(2)) centered
at u and the open a_ ! Dj-geodesic ball of radius a; ' D§ (u, OA, /a4 cloge—1,2r—eloge—1(2)) centered
at u are, by definition, contained in A, /3 2,(2) and A, /5 (1o c—1 27— c10g c—1 (2) Tespectively. Tt
follows that E'? (z) is measurable with respect to hla, s 00 (2)-
All of the quantities involved in the definition of Eﬁi) are determined by the internal metrics
of Dy, on A, 5 5,(z) and of aZ* D, on Ao croge1 2r—cloge—1(2), 80 EXN(z) e o{hla, p 00 ()}
It is not true that Eﬁle)(z) € o{hla, y (=}, but we can still show that Eﬁle)(z) N Eﬁze)(z) €
o{h|a (=)} Let Ef»le/)(z) be the event that for each u € B, (z) and each v € 9B, (z) such

that there is a Dp (-, -; A, /2 2r(2))-geodesic (resp aslDg (- A, oteloge—1 2r—eloge—1 (2))-geodesic)

r/2,2r

from u to v contained in Aq.,(2), we have respectively

1A T0c
Qe th (U7U;Ar/2+elog e~ 1,2r—clog e*l(z)) W(l + 6)Dh (U7U§AT/2,2T(Z)) ’
e/r
TEQQ71 1
Dy, (u7v;AT/2,2T(z)) < F(l + 6)(16_ DZ(uv’U;Ar/2+eloge_1,2r—sloge_1(Z))'

We claim that EQQ ()N Eﬁ)(z) = Eﬁlel)(z) N Eﬁ) (2).
Assume E,(n,le) (=) ﬂEf«’E) (2) occurs, and assume u € dBqr(2z) and v € 9B,(z) are such that there

is a Dp(-, 5 Ay /2,2, (2))-geodesic from u to v contained in Aqr - (2). Then Dy (u,v; Az 2-(2)) =

Dy, (u,v; Aar,r(2)), so the occurrence of E? (#) implies
aZID;(uv U) = 021152(“, v; Ar/2+e loge=1,2r—cloge—1 (Z))
Then since Eﬁle) (#) occurs,

—1
ra;

azlﬁz (u7v;AT/2+€10g671,27‘7610g671(Z)) = a;1D;(Ua U) S (1 + 5)Dh(U,U;Ar/2’2T(Z)).

=1
réQa_!
Likewise, if there is a a;lf),i(-,-;AT/QJFelOgEq,QT,EIOgEﬂ(z))—geodesic from u to v contained
in Aarr(2), then ac'Dj (u,v;8, 91 c1ogc—1 2r—ctoge—1(2)) = ac ' Dj,(u,v; Aarr(2)), hence the
occurrence of E2 (z) implies Dy, (u,v) = Dp(u,v; Ay /2,2-(2)). Since E (%) occurs,

Q1

Dh (uuv;Ar/Q,m‘(Z)) = Dh(uvv) S ?61/7”(1—’_6)“:1DZ (uvv;Ar/2+elog5*1,2rfeloge*1(Z))

Thus, B\ (2) N ES(2) € B (2) 0 B2 (2).
Conversely, assuming Eﬁle)(z) nE? (z) occurs and that u € 0Bar(2) and v € 0B,(z) are
such that there is a Dj-geodesic from u to v contained in Aqr,r(2), then this geodesic is also a

Dy (-, 5 Ay 2,2, (2))-geodesic, so since E£1€/>(z) occurs,

ue_lDiL (u,v) S ue_lDiL (u7U;AT/Q—Q—elogE’l,Q’r—eloge’l(Z))

10



ra;l
—1
réQa_ )

(1+8)Dn (u,v; Arj2.20(2)) -

If instead there is a a;lDZ—geodesic from u to v contained in Aqrr(z), this geodesic is also a
1 . . 1’
a;'D5 (- A, /oteloge—1 2r—eloge—1(2))-geodesic, so assuming E£,5>(z) occurs, we get

réQq}

Dy, (u,v) < Dy, (u, v;Ar/z,zr(z)) < rajl/r (1+ 6)a€_1ﬁfb (u, ViAot cloge—1,2r—cloge—1 (z)) .

Since Eﬁlel)(z) is determined by the internal metrics of Dy on A, /5 5,(2) and of a7l Dj on
A, ot clog =1 2r—clog c—1(2), we have Bl (2) € o{hla, 3.0, (x)}- It follows that EX()NER(2) =
B (2) N BE (2) € o{hla, 1y (0} =

Lemma 3.5. Fiz d,p € (0,1), a € (7/8,1), and {(~ € (0,1). There exists €0 = €o(d,p,a,(~) €
(0,1) such that for each z € C, each ¢ € (0,¢), and each r € (7= 1), Eﬁ) (2) occurs with
probability at least p.

Proof. By 5 in Lemma 2.2, axiom IV, and translation invariance of the law of a whole-plane GFF
modulo additive constants, it will suffice to prove the claim when z = 0. Using the convergence
in probability of a;*Dj, and aZ'Df to Dy, we can choose R > 0 and ¢ € (0,1) such that for
each € € (0, ¢p), it holds with probability at least 1 — (1 — p)/3 that

a_'Dg (u,v) = a_'Ds (u,v; Br(0)) Yu,v € B1(0), (15)
a. ' Dy, (u,v) = a7 ' Dy, (u,v; Br(0)) Yu,v € Bi(0). (16)

Fix §' € (0,1) with 1 + 6" < v/1+ 6. Apply 4 from Lemma 2.2 to decrease ¢y so that for each
€ € (0, €0), it holds with probability at least 1 — (1 — p)/3 that

71_&5,132(“7”;3}3(0)) < Dj(u,v; Br(0)) < (1+ ") Dj,(u,v; Br(0)) Yu,v € Br(0)  (17)

Use the convergence in probability of aZ'Df and Dy to shrink e further so that for each
e € (0, eg_ ), it holds with probability at least 1 — (1 — p)/3 that

I

% D5, (u,v) < Du(z,w) < (1+408)a "Dy, (u,v) Yu € dBo(0),v € dB1(0).  (18)

If € € (0,e0) and 7 € (¢!7°—, 1), then with probability at least p, for all u € dBa,(0) and
v € 0B,(0),

a; ' Dj(u,v) < (14 06) a7 Dj(u,v) (by (15), (16), (17))
—1
,raE —_ €/ T
= (148) r e O Zeal DY oy (w5 0/7) (by (14))
e/r
-1
0,
< (1+9) TgQ@ghT(O)WDh(r-)—hq-(O)(u/T,’0/7“) (by (18))
e/r
= (149) %Dh (u, ) (by axioms IIT and IV).
reea
e/r
Likewise,
Dy (u,v) = rngghT(O)Dh(T.)_hT(o)(u/r, v/r) (by axioms III and IV)
< (1482 Dasi D (/o)) (by (18))
rﬁQa—{
= (1494 mfl“ az ' Df, (u,v) (by (14))
TgQCl71 ~
< (1+49) mj{" a; ' Df (u, v) (by (17)).
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Lemma 3.6. For each p,{ € (0,1), there exists « = a(p) € (7/8,1) and €0 = eo(a, p,¢) € (0,1)
such that for each z € C, each ¢ € (0, €0), and each r € (¢'7¢,1), P[Eﬂ) (2)] > p.

To prove Lemma 3.6, we will need the following, which is an extension of | , Lemma
2.11].

Lemma 3.7. If D and D are metrics on C, s >0, a € (1/2,1), z € C, and r € (0,1], define
I(D,D,s,a,r, z) = inf {D(u,v;AM,T(z)) :u € OBar(2),v € dB,(2), D(u,v) > s} .
Then for each 0 < s < S and each p,¢ € (0,1), there exists ax = a.(s,S,p) € (1/2,1) such

that for each a € [ax,1), there exists g = eo(e,(,p) € (0,1) such that for each z € C, each
r € (e17%,1), and each € € (0,¢€), with probability at least p,

—1
I(a:lf)z,Dh,sr'ergh"<Z)7a,r7 z) > S&ileregh"(z)7 (19)
TgQue/r
D atpe s T8 cQen() £Q SEhr(2)
hy e Dh,SWT e ,a,rz | > Srete . (20)
Proof. Lemma 2.11 from | | guarantees the existence of a.x = (s, S,p) € (1/2,1) such

that for each a € [, 1), each z € C, and each r € (0,1], it holds with probability at least p
that

I(Dp, Dy, 579" o r 2) > Gre@eshn(®) (21)

We can then take a. (s, S,p) = a.«(s/8,85,1 — (1 — p)/3) (in particular, not depending on (),
and deduce (19)A and (20) by means of 4 from Lemma 2.2, the convergence in probability of
a;'D¢ and aZ'D§ to Dy, and the exact scaling relation (14) for LFPP. Use of (14) is why the

1

TETQnisll:/lr terms in (19) and (20) appear. O

Proof of Lemma 3.6. By translation invariance, it will suffice to prove the claim when z = 0.
By continuity and scaling invariance, there exist 0 < s < S such that for each r» > 0, it holds
with probability at least 1 — (1 — p)/4 that

Dy, (8A3r/4,r(0),OAT/QQT(O)) > 5T€Qe§m(0),
sup Dp (u,v; Ay y2,2-(0)) < GpEQ Ehr(0)

uv/UeA3T/4,r<0)

Using Lemma 2.2 and the definitions of D and Dj, we can find ey € (0,1) such that for
each € € (0,€0), it holds with probability at least 1 — (1 — p)/4 that for all » € (0,1] and all
u, v € Agr/4,5r/4(0),

1 _

§ae 1D; (uvv;ASr/4,5r/4(0)) < aélﬁi (U7U§A3r/4,5r/4(0)) < 2a;1DZ (U,U;Asr/4,5r/4(0)) .

Using the convergence in probability of a_!D§ to Dy, we can decrease €p further, decrease s,
and increase S so that for each e € (0, €5), it holds with probability at least 1 — (1 — p)/4 that

ac ' Dj, (0A7/8,1(0),0A3/4,5/4(0)) > 2s,

sup aZ' Dy, (u,v; Az/a,5/4(0)) <

u,v€A7 /5 1(0) 2

Choose a., € (7/8,1) and shrink ¢y according to Lemma 3.7 with 1 — (1 — p)/4 in place of p. Fix
a € [ax, 1), 7 € (¢€175,1), and 2 € C. With probability at least p, if u € Bar(2) and v € 9B, ()
satisfy Dy (u,v) > Dn(u, 0A; /2 .2,(2)), then

Dy, (u,v) > Dy (0Asy /a0 (2), 08, j2.0,(2)) > srt@e ),

SO

—1
14 — ra
ae D}ez (uav;AO”‘»T(Z)) <

\%

hy —14A .
£Qq—1 Tngé 2 > ac D;L (U,’U,Ar/2+6 logefl,Qrfelogefl(Z)) .
T ae/r
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If u € dBar(z) and v € OB,.(2) satisfy a7 *D§ (u,v) > a; ' D (u, OA, 21 croge—1 2r—cloge—1(2));
then

-1
ae—lD;El (’u,'U) > a;lD; (8A7r/8,7«(2:),8A3T/4’57—/4(2)) 2 S%Tngghr(z)’
rs=a
e/r

S0
Dy, (u,fu;Am,,«(z)) > SréQeshr(®) 5 p, (u,v;Ar/Zgr(z)).

O

Lemma 3.8. Fizp € (0,1) and o € (7/8,1). There exists A = A(p,a) > 0 and o = €o(p) €
(0,1) such that for each z € C, each € € (0,¢€9), and each r € [e, 1], Eﬁ)(z) occurs with probability
at least p.

Proof. We'll first prove the claim for Dy, in which case axiom IV implies it will be enough to
choose A so that with probability at least p, Dp,(around A,,1(0)) < ADp(0Ba(0),9B1(0)). This
is true because Dy (0B (0),0B1(0)) > 0 and Dy (around A4,1(0)) < oo almost surely.

To prove the claim for a;lﬁi, it is enough by 5 from Lemma 2.2 to consider the case z = 0.
Convergence in probability of aZ ' D§ to Dy, and the fact that Dy, induces the Euclidean topology
imply C can be chosen large enough that for each € € (0, 1], it holds with probability at least
1 — (1 —p)/2 that

a; ' D5, (around A, 1(0))
a. ' D}, (9Ba(0),0B1(0))

IA

C,
ch

Y

By (14) and scale invariance of the GFF, for each € € (0,1) and each r € [e, 1], it holds with
probability at least 1 — (1 — p)/2 that

-1

1 e Qe
a_lDg (around Aqr(0)) < o8 — rngghT(O),
TéQae/r

—1
a4, Dj, (9Bar(0),0B,(0)) > €112 __p&Qe8h(0),
r&Qae/r

Use 4 from Lemma 2.2 to choose €g € (0,1) such that for each e € (0, €9), it holds with probability
at least 1 — (1 — p)/2 that

1 .

5D2(u,v; B1(0)) < Dj(u,v; B1(0)) < 2Dj (u,v; B1(0)) Yu,v € B1(0).

The claim follows by taking any A > 4C2. O

Lemma 3.9. Fiz a € (7/8,1), §,p € (0,1), and 0 < {— < ¢ < 1. There exists ey € (0,1) such
that for every e € (0, o), every r € ('7°,1), and every z € C, Eﬁ? (2) occurs with probability at
least p.

Proof. By axiom IV and 5 from Lemma 2.2, it will suffice to chose €o so that the claim holds
with z = 0. Using the convergence in probability of a;*D§ and aZ ' D§ to D, we can find R > 0
and € € (0,1) such that for each € € (0, €9), it holds with probability at least 1 — (1 — p)/3 that

D;, (u,v) = Dy, (u,v; Br(0)) Vu,v € B1(0), (22)
D5 (u,v) = D5 (u,v; Br(0)) Yu,v € B1(0). (23)

By 4 from Lemma 2.2, we can decrease €p so that for each € € (0,¢0), it holds with probability
at least 1 — (1 — p)/3 that

%a;lDZ(u,v;BR(O)) < a.'Dj(u,v; Br(0)) < 2a;'Dj(u,v; Br(0)) Yu,v € Br(0). (24)

Using the convergence in probability of a_ ' D, to Dy, we can shrink g so that for each e € (0, eg),
it holds with probability at least 1 — (1 — p)/3 that

a; ' Dj (u,v) < gDh (0Ba(0),0B1(0)) Yu,v € Ba(0), |u — v| < 45, (25)

13



Dp(u,v) < gung; (8B4 (0),0B1(0)) Yu,v € By(0), |u— v| < 4¢§ . (26)

Now if € € (0,¢0) and r € (¢!7¢,1), then ¢/r € (0, eg), so with probability at least p, for all
u € Aar,r(0) and v € B, 1-¢_ (u),

a; ' D, (u,v) < 2a;"Dj(u,0) (by (22), (23), (24))
—1
Tac Q Ehy(0) —1 e/r
= QWrg ethrl >a€/TDh/<7,,)7hr(0) (u/r,v/r) (by (14))
—1
< 62t O Dy ) (9Ba(0),0B1(0)) (by (25))
réQa_! r
—1
- :{;‘11 Dy, (8Bar(0),8B,(0)) (by axioms IIT and IV).
T a
e/r
Likewise,
Dy, (u,v) = réQeghT(O)Dh(T.),hT@) (u/r,v/r) (by axioms IIT and IV)
d 1 /7
< §ree O DT ) (9Ba(0),0B1(0) (by (26))
£Q 1
T a /.
- g T’ajl/T a; ' D}, (9Bar(0),0B,(0)) (by (14))
£Q—1
T a ~
< §——a:' Dj, (9Bar(0), 0B, (0) (by (22), (23), (24)).
e

O

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Choose p and ¢ according to Lemma 2.1 using the parameters a = 241og 8,
s1 = 1/8, and s2 = 1/2. Choose A, a, and €y according to Lemmas 3.5, 3.6, 3.8, and 3.9,
with 1 — (1 — p)/4 in place of p, so P[E,(z)] > p for every r € (¢'7¢,e'7%+) N {87};ez, every
e € (0,60), and every z € C. In particular, A depends on p and «, and « depends only
on p, so A depends only on p. For each € € (0,1), fix Re C (¢'7¢, e 7%+) N {8}z with
#Re > #((17, e 7)) N {8 }jen).

Fix € € (0,¢0) and z € C. In the notation of Lemma 2.1, take the sequence (rx/4)52, to be
the elements of R U ((0,€' 7<) N {8},cz), and the events E,, to be E,, /4.(2) when ri/4 € Re
and F,, the trivial event otherwise, so

P{E, (z) occurs for at least one r € R} > 1— ce 24 108()# R
The condition 1 — (4 < (1 — ¢) implies
L 1-¢ 1—<+) j ) 1-¢ o1 1
€ 9 ) j > I - -,
#Re > 3#((6 € M8 hiez) = Grogsloee 3

SO

P{E,.(z) occurs for at least one r € R} > 1 — e,

8log(8)

where we have absorbed the e into the constant c. O

3.2 Proof of Proposition 3.1

Before turning to the proof of Proposition 3.1, we remind the reader that V(R) and V. (R) denote
the sets of pairs (z,w) € C? such that there is a Dj- (resp. ﬁ;-) geodesic from z to w contained
within Br(0).

Choose A, «, and ¢y according to Lemma 3.3. Let H. denote the event that for every
w € Br+1(0) N él;C ZZ, there exists r € R such that E, (w) occurs. Then by a union bound,
P[H]=1- 0. (62(170), where the big-O constant depends only on R and (. It follows that
if F, is the event that (8) holds, then P[F. N H] = 1 — Oc(e*?(!=9)). We will now show that
on F. N He, (10) holds ((11) follows by swapping the roles of Dy and aZ*Dj). We may assume

Ta.
Co(€) > sup,.cr, e
€e/r
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Fix (z,w) € V(R) and let P: [0, Dn(z,w)] — Br(0) be a Dj-geodesic from z to w pa-
rameterized by Dj-length and contained in Br(0). Using the fact that {B.-¢ /() : = €
L(¢)NBr+1(0)} covers Br(0), we can break P into segments as follows. Let ¢o := 0 and choose
some xo € Br+1(0) N %ZQ and 79 € Re such that z € B, 2(x0) and Er (o) occurs. Then
inductively define t; to be the first time after ¢;_1 that P leaves By,_, (x;-1), and choose some
z; € Brt1(0) N #ZZ and some r; € R. such that P(t;) € B, a2(z;) and E,; c(x;) occurs. If
no such time exists, instead let t; :== Dp(z,w) and leave z; undefined. If such a time ¢; does
exist, let s; be the last time before t; that P exits Bar,_, (zj-1). Define

3l S+
J = max{jZI:\z—P(tjfﬂ\S D) }7

—= el =¢+
J = min{j20:|w—P(tj+1)\§ 3 }

Note that if tg < t; < Dh(z,w), then P(t]') S Brjfl(xj_l) and P(t]'_1) € Brj_l/g(l‘j_ﬂ, SO

3el 6+
|[P(t;) — P(tj—1)| < 5
It follows that
|P(t;) — 2| < |P(ts) — P(ts—1)| +|P(ts—1) — 2| < 3¢'7F, (27)
|P(t7) —w| < |P(tz) — Pty )|+ |P(ty,) —w| < 3¢, (28)
aBqu ({L']',l)

aBaTjA(Ij*l)

Figure 2: Illustration of the proof of Proposition 3.1. Pictured is one of the annuli Ay, ., (75-1)
such that FE, _, c(xj_1) occurs. The path in red is the Dj-geodesic P. Time t; is the first time after
time t;_; that P exits B,,_,(;_1), and s; is the last time before t; that P leaves Bar,_,(7;-1).
The segment P|[sj7tj] is a Dp-geodesic in Anp,_, r,,(2j-1), so condition 1 in Definition 3.2 says

aZ'D5(P(s;), P(t)) < %(1 +6)(t; — s;). The orange path is from condition 3 in Definition
3=1%/r;_y

3.2, and has Dp-length at most ADp(0Bar;_, (2j-1),0B;,_,(vj-1)) < A(t; — s;). Since P crosses
the orange path before time ¢;_; and after time s;, it follows that s; —¢;_1 < A(t; — s;). We use
the latter to show that a positive proportion of P is comprised of the segments P|(, -

If j € [J+1,J]NZ, then P|,, +,) is a Dp-geodesic contained in Aar; ., ,(%;-1), so using
condition 1 in Definition 3.2,
ract
r€Qa_}

r

a- ' Di(P(s;), P(t;)) < (146)(t; —s5)- (29)
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If j € [J,J — 1] N Z, then we can bound a_'Dj (P(t;), P(sj+1)) using (8) and condition 4 in
Definition 3.2:

a; "D (P(t), P(sj+1)) < a.'Dj (B, - (P(t;)), B,a—c_(P(s;41)))

+ sup sup a:lb;i(u, v)

u€har; _1,r; 1 (2j—1)vEB 1-¢_ ()

—1 .
+ sup sup a; Di (u,v)
u€har;,r; () U€B461—<, (u)

< Cole)(sj+1 — t5)

-1
rae
+ 5WD;L (0Bar; 1 (%j-1),0Br,_, (z;-1))
e/r
a-!
ra
+ (SWD}L (aBarJ (iE]) aBrJ (Ij))

For each j € [J —1,J — 1] NZ, P crosses Aar, ., (2;) at least once between time t; and t;11, so
Di(0Bar; (), 0Br; () < tjt1 —t;.

Thus, for all j € [J,J —1]NZ,

-1 -1
_ ra; ra;
a: ' D}, (P(t5), P(sj+1)) < Co(e) (sj41 — )+ ot~ i) 0yt — ) (30)
e/r e/r
Summing over j € [J, J — 1] N Z, we obtain
J-1
a. ' Di(P(ts), P(t7)) < Y ac D5 (P(t;), P(sj+1)) +ac ' D (P(sj41), P(tj41))
j=J
. 7
< su € 146 ti —s by (29
= re‘lgs TgQae_/lr( )j;l J J (by (29))
J -1
+ Co(e) Z $j —tj—1+ 26 sup 0 71 ZtJJrl—tJ (by (30))
J=d+1 r€Re Ty =g
ra 71 J
= su (1+9) i—t
P eaqrt1H0) 2 tmtn
rast
+ C’o(e)—supT +9) Z 55 — tj—
rERe T Cl/ J=dt1
+ 26 sup _1 Zt]+1 (31)

TER, 7' E/TJ J

If j € [J+1,J]NZ, then |P(tj—1) — 2| > 3r;—1/2 and |P(tj—1) — zj-1] < 1j-1/2, so
|z —a;-1| > rj_1. Likewise, |w —x;_1| > rj_1. So P must cross Aar;_,,r;_; (x;-1) at least once
before time t;_1 and at least once after time s;. Condition 3 in Definition 3.2 then implies

sj —tj—1 < ADp (Bar, _,(2j-1),0Br,_ (xj-1)) < A(t; —s5).

Adding A(s; —t;j—1) to both sides, then dividing through by A + 1 yields

A
it < gy (6 — ).
Combining this estimate with (31), (27), and (28) yields
—1

—1 Ae rae
ac Dy (B, i-¢; (2), B¢y (w) < rseu#z) W(l +6) (t7 —ts)
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—1

A

— e 1 _
T I Co(e) sup fercF/lT( +6)| (t57 —tg)
a-l
+ 20 supi(tjﬂftl)

reRe T5R0 a,

A
At1

1+46 ra; "t
Co(e) + (T—H + 25) TSEU%) rﬁQa/] Dy (z,w).

3.3 Choosing Good Scaling Ratios
Our next goal is to iterate Proposition 3.1 to prove the following.

Proposition 3.10. Fiz 6 € (0,1). There exists § = () > 0 and ¢ = ((d) € (0,1) such that
with probability 1 — O.(e®) as e = 0,

a; ' Df, (Bya—c(u), Bya—<(v)) < (1+46) Dy (u,v) ¥(u,v) € V(R), (32)
Dy (Byoa—c(u), Bya-c(v)) < (1+6)a- D5 (u,v) Y(u,v) € Vo(R). (33)

We remark that when ¢ is very small, 8 and 1 — ¢ will both be very close to 0. The main

Tﬂl

obstacle in deducing Proposition 3.10 from Proposition 3.1 is that, a priori, the sup,. .z, W

£Q 41
oA,
—1

and sup,.cx, terms could be quite far from 1. So we will show that the proportion of
“bad” radii where these terms are far from 1 is no larger than %

Lemma 3.11. Let A be as in Proposition 3.1. Choose a sequence 0 < (+(0) = (-(1) < ¢(1) <
(1) =¢(2) <¢2) < ¢4(2) =¢-(3) < -+ < L with 1 — (4(n) < 2(1 —¢(n)) for all n. Let Co
be as in Proposition 2.8 with ¢ = (4+(0). Let

s = {R C (&M ) N {87} jer  #R > %#((e“<<"%e“<+<">> n {8f}jez>}’

and define
ra71
X™ = min sup —,
Res™ rer réQa_,) /
réQq
Ye("> = min sup E/T

-1
RES(") reR  The

Fiz § € (0,1/2) and choose N = N(0) large enough that ( NCo < 6°/2. There exists
en € (0,1) such that for all € € (0,¢en),

#{1§n33N:X§">>1—5} > 2N,
#{1gn§3N;YJ”)>1—5} > 2N.

Proof. The idea of the proof is that if there is a sequence of €’s tending to 0 along which at
least N of the Xe(n) are <1 — 4, then there is a subset S C {1,2,...,3N} with #5 > N and a
subsequence of €’s along which xm <1-—6 for all n € S. Applying Proposition 3.1 N times
with the exponents {¢;(n) : n € S} will then show that along the given subsequence, a; D,
and Dy, satisfy a Lipschitz condition with Lipschitz constant strictly less than 1, contradicting
convergence in probability. The proof is similar for Xé") and K(")7 so we will do the Ye(") case.

Assume there is a sequence & = £(N) of €’s tending to 0 along which #{1 <n < N : y™ <
1 -0} > N. For each set S C {1,2,...,3N} with #5 > N, let

&s = {egS:Sc{lgngsN:YJ")31—5}}.
For each € € £, we have € € £g forS:{1§n§3N:Y€(n)§1—6}. So & is the union of the

Es over all S with #S > N. It follows that there exists S with #S > N such that #&s =
Enumerate the first NV elements of S as j; < j2 < --- < jn, and put jo := 0.
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For each € € £5, we have VALY <1-4¢foralll <k< N. Now iteratively apply Proposition
3.1 with (¢—,¢,¢+) = (¢+(Jr-1),C(Jk), ¢+ () with k € {1,2,3,..., N}, with the radii sets R¥
equal to the minimizers of Y.’*’  with the initial Lipschitz constant Cy(e) = Co, with

r_ J
T 142(4+1)
in place of ¢, and with R to be chosen later. It follows that for each k € {1,2,..., N}, there
exists some S > 0 such that with probability at least 1 — O.(e®*) as e — 0,
Dy, (B4€1*<+(jk)(u)vB4€1*C+(jk)(v)) < Ck(G)ﬂle; (u,v) V(U, U) € ‘A/G(R)v (34)
where Cj(€) is inductively defined by Co(€) = Co and
A 146

Crt1(e) = T_H |:Y€(jk+1) v C’k(e)] + |:m +25/:| Ye(jk+l)‘

We claim there exists n € {0,1,2,..., N} such that C,,(¢) < 1 — §2/2 for all € € £. Indeed,
first note that if Cx(e) < 1 — §2/2 for some k € {0,1,2,..., N — 1} and some ¢ € Es, then

A 52 1+¢ / (rt1)
< —— [1=-— — <=
C}c+1(6) < A+1(1 2>+|:A+1+2(5:|(1 5) ()/6 <1 (5)
A 5 1-5 1+2(A+1)
= AT1< _?)+A7+1+6(1_5)A7+1
A (@) 1= 809 5 — g
A+ 2 A+l A+1 T 142441
52
< - —.
<1 2

So it will be enough to show that for every € € &g, there exists n € {0,1,2,..., N} with
Cnle) <1—6%/2. If Cpn(e) < 1 — 6 for some n, then this n will suffice. Assuming Cy,(e) >1—6

for alln € {0,1,2,... N}, then YUty Ch(€) = Cy(e) for alln € {0,1,2,..., N} and hence by
induction

ANY ORI ANT L4 ] i
Cnle) = (TH) CO+kZ_O<A+1) [A+1+25}Y5

< (ALH) CO+(A+1){114‘:51/+25’} (1-34) (Yo* <1-9)
_ (ALH) Co+(1—8)+ 0 [L+2(A+1)] (1—6)
52 ' i
< G A A-0)+5(1-9) (5 :m)
62
=1-2.
2

It now follows from (34) with k& = n (using the fact that Cn(e) < 1 — §2/2) that on
{(0,i) € V.(R)}, except on an event of probability O(¢’") as e — 0 through &g,

8% iAo —1 A . .
5 % "D (0,1) < [ﬂe "D (B, 1-¢y 6 (0), B, 1—c, o () — Da (B4elf<+<jn)(0)7B4el—<+(jn>(1))]
+ [u;lﬁZ(O,i) —a ' Dy, (B4sl—<+(jn)(0)73461—<+(jn>(i))] :

The first term on the right-hand side converges to 0 in probability, while the second term on the
right-hand side is at most

sup a; ' D5, (0,u) + sup a; ' D, (v,i),
u€B 1-¢, (n)(0) ve€B 1-¢ i (n) ()
which also converges to 0 in probability. But the left-hand side converges in probability to
the positive random variable %Dh(O,i). We obtain a contradiction by choosing R > 0 and

€0, p € (0,1) such that P{(0,i) € ‘A{E(R)} > p for all € € (0, €0), which can be arranged using the
convergence in probability of a_ ' D to Dp,. ]
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Proof of Proposition 3.10. Choose a sequence 0 < (4+(0) = (-(1) < ¢(1) < {4+(1) =¢-(2) <
€(2) < ¢4(2) =¢-(3) < -+- < 1 with 1 — ¢4(n) < 3(1 —¢(n)) for all n. Let A be as in
Proposition 3.1, and let Cy be as in Proposition 2.3 with ¢ = (4 (0). Choose N large enough that
(%_H)NCO < 6%, and let ey be as in Lemma 3.11 with % in place of 4, so for every € € (0,¢en),
the sets

1

U= 421<n<3N:X">_—_\
140

L.

1<n<3N:v™s_1_
146

have size at least 2N, hence #(U N L) > N. For each set S C {1,2,...,3N} with #S5 > N, let
Es = {e€ (0,en): SCUNL.},

and note that because € € Ey_nr. for all € € (0,en), the interval (0,en) is the union of the Es
over all subsets S C {1,2,...,3N} with #S > N.

Fix S € {1,2,...,3N} with #S > N such that £s has 0 as a limit point. For each n € S
and each € € &g, the set

R = {T c (elfC(n)’ElfC.F(n)) n {Sj}jez . L < e <14 5} (35)
T

has size > %#((617(01), ' =6+ M) N {87} ¢2). Indeed, if this were not true, then one of the sets

1
_ 1-¢(n) 1-C4(n) iy T 1
L {T’E(E ; € )0{8 }]Ez'rgQa:/{r<1+6 s
£Q 1
. r*®q 1
- 1-¢(n) _1-¢4(n) . /T
U = {re(e Moe TN N {8} ez ] <1+5}

must have size > %#((el_c<"),el_c+(")) N {8}jez). But if, say, #L > %#((61_4(”),61_C+(”)) N
{SJ}jgz), then

a contradiction.

Now enumerate the first IV elements of S as ji1 < jo < --- < jn. Iteratively apply Proposition
3.1 using the initial Lipschitz constant Co, with (¢(—,(,¢+) = (¢ (Jr), C(x), ¢+ (jr)) for k €
{1,2,...,N}, with R c (7608 =6+ UR)) N {87}y defined as in (35) with n = jj, and
with ¢ == in place of 4, to get that for some 8 = 3(S) > 0, with probability 1 — O (e®)
as € — 0,

a ' Dy, (B461—§+(jN)(U),B4€1—§+(jN)(’U)) Cn(e)Dp (u,v) Y(u,v) € V(R),
Dy, (B4€1f4+(j1\7)(u)vB4€1*C+(jN)(v)) < 01,\7(6)0;1152 (ua ’U) V(U,U) € ‘7€(R)7

5
1+2(A+1)

IN

where Cy(e) and Cj,(€) are defined inductively by Cy(e) := Co, Ch(e€) := Co, and

1 —1

A ra; 1446 , ra
Cry1(e) = —— sup < — Vv Ck(e +[ + 20 sup <,
i ( ) A + 1 T€R£k+1) T{Qae/%r‘ ( ) A + 1 TER2k+1) Tane/lr
£Q —1 , £Q —1
A T aE T 1 5 r aE s
Crii(e) = —— sup _1/ vV Cie)| + + +26 sup _1/ .
A+1 rerEHD)  Tle A+1 reR(E+D)  Tle

Note that C(e) V Ci(e) < (1 +6)? for all € € Es. Indeed, if for some ¢ € £s and some
k€ {0,1,2,..., N}, we have Ci(¢) < (1 + )2, then

A
A+1

146
A+1

Crri(e) < (1+6)°+ { + 26/} (1+9)
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A 1+6 1+2(A41)

_ 2
o A+1(1+6) +A+1 A+1 (1+9)
A s 146  6(1+96)

- A+1(1+5) JFA+1Jr A+1

= (1+9)°.

and likewise C} 1 (€) < (1 +6)2. So it is enough to show that for every € € £s, there are some
k0 € {1,2,...,N} with Cx(e) vV Cy(e) < (14 9)% If Cr(e) vV Cy(e) < 1+ 6 for some k,£ €
{1,2,..., N}, then we can take these k and ¢. Assuming Cy(e) > 1+ for all k € {1,2,..., N},

AN =oAL ra;t
Cn(e) = (T—l—l) C’o—i-Z(m) [A+1+26} sup Tae’/l

k=0 rer® T r
A\ AN ,
< R _
< (A+1) Gt 3 <A+1) [Mlma}(m)
146
< 2 /
<P+ (A+D) {A+1+25](1+5)
=8+ 1+0)+61+2A+1)
= (1+9)°.

Likewise, if Cy(¢) > 1+ 6 for all £ € {1,2,..., N}, then Cly(¢) < (14 6)%
Summarizing, we have shown that as € — 0 along &g, it holds with probability 1 — O(e” (s ))
that

azlﬁ; (B4€1*C+(J'N) (u)a B4€1*C+(J'N) (U)) (1 + 5)2 Dy, (u7 U) V(ua ’l}) € V(R)>
Du (B¢ W), B, 1 c oo (®) < (1+0)% a7 Dj, (u,v) Y(u,v) € Ve(R).

IN

Repeat this for all finitely many S C {1,2,...,3N} with #S > N and inf £5 = 0, then let 8 be
the smallest of the §(S) while letting ¢ be the largest of the (1 (jn) to get (32) and (33) with
(14 6)? in place of 14 6. O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

The goal of this section is to deduce Theorem 1.1 from Proposition 3.10. The strategy of the
proof is roughly the following. By Borel-Cantelli applied to the sequence (n™%)52; with a large
enough, (32) and (33) will almost surely hold for e = n™® for all n sufficiently large. This is

enough to show that for all (u,v) € V(R) N V.(R),
a,tuDi " (uy0) = Di(u,v)| < 8 (Dalu0) Vit DR (u,0)) + o (1), (36)

where the 0,,(1) is the error from removing the 4¢'~¢ balls in (32) and (33). This error converges
to 0 in probability as n — oo, but we will argue that it actually converges to 0 almost surely.
We would like to now send § — 0 and R — oo to get almost sure convergence along the sequence
(n™%)aZ1, then use a continuity argument to extend the convergence to the continuum index
e. However, a depends on ¢ (because the exponent 8 in Proposition 3.10 depends on §), so we
actually need to do the continuity argument first to show (36) holds along the continuum index
€, then send § — 0 and R — oo.

Before making this reasoning precise, we will need a few more lemmas. The first two are the
continuity estimates needed to pass from the discrete index n~% to the continuum.

Lemma 4.1. Fiz a > 0. For each € € (0,1), let n = n(e) be the unique integer with € €
((n+1)"%n""]. Then
Qe

lim = 1.
e—0 an(e)*“

Proof. By | , Corollary 1.11], € — a. is regularly varying with exponent 1 — £Q. So
lim °¢« = C'~¢? uniformly over all C' in the interval [1/2,2]. Since 5= € [1/2,2] for all

20



e sufficiently small,

Qe

a € nle)—a 1—€Q
n(e)—@ () _ ( € ) ¢
Cln(é)—a n(e)—“

Lemma 4.2. Fiz a > 0 and a compact set K C C. Almost surely,

_1’ <

On(e)—a

lim sup sup |he(2) — hs(2)
N0 2€K e,6€[(nt1)"%,n—a]

Proof. 1t will suffice by Lemma 2.2 to prove

lim sup sup |he(2) = hs(2)] = 0.

ne0 2eK ¢ 5e((n+1)=*,n—a]

Write hl(z) and hj(z) in polar coordinates, then use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to get

2 2,2 2,282
— / e /6

i) = w3 < [ el ()] | 5e dr

82/ 62/e2—1
7(6 TZ/(;Z) — 1| dr

IN
v
VRS
S
3
<
_»
>
~
<
o
|
M
~
>
o
]
~—
-
~
[V}

8%/ 5% /e?—1
= (e Tz/az) -1

€2

- 2 1/2
. / e/ dr .
0

For the first integral, use the bound |h,(z)| < C max{log(1/r),logr,1} for all z € K and all

r > 0, where C' is some K-dependent random variable (see | , Lemma 2.2]), to get
o) 1 oo
2 —r2/82 2 2 'r2/62 2 2 2 —r2/82
/ |hr(2)]"e dr /r —logr)? dr+C /r (I1+1logr)e dr
0 0 1

= C? / 8%u® (1 —log 6 — logu)? e du

+02/53u2(1+log5+logu)26_“2 du
1/5

< C5° (logs™")”

where we have absorbed constants in to C. For the second integral, change variables r = du to
get

/e—r2/6

0

2

8%/ _ 62/ -1
—2(6 Tz/éz) —1| dr

€ et

(ﬁe—qﬁ(za?/e?—l) _2§e—u252/62 +e—u2) du
€

Il
iﬁ Cﬁg

4
S L 50y,
2 202/ —1 e
Writing s = § /¢, Taylor expanding around s = 1 shows that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

if, say, s € [0.9,1.1],

4 4
0 ! DL A P

e\ /26%]2 —1 € 252 — 1

(1+2(s—1)+ec(s—1)%) —2s+1

IN
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= ¢(s—1)°
Combining, we obtain

() — h3()] < Clog(s™) (2—1)

for another random variable C. When §,¢ € [(n + 1)7%,n™%] with € < §, this becomes

i)~ (| < Catogtn+ 1) ((HE) 1)),

which converges to 0 as n — co. O

The next lemma shows that the errors from replacing balls by points in (32) and (33)
converges to 0 almost surely. For our purposes, we will apply this with 1 — ¢ very close to 0, in
which case the trivial bound for the a; ' Df- or a_ ' D -length of a line segment isn’t sufficient.

Lemma 4.3. Fiz ¢ € (0,1). There ezists ax = a«(¢) > 0 such that for each a > a. and each
compact K C C, almost surely

lim sup a;iaDZﬂl (z,w) \/a;iaﬁﬂia(z,w) = 0. (37)
n—>00 z,weK
\z:—w|§4'n7“<17<>

Proof. The idea of the proof is that if 1 —( is very close to 1, then (37) will hold by a trivial upper
bound on the a; ! D-length or a:lbﬁ-length of a line segment of Euclidean length < 4n~2(1=9),
However, the claim of Lemma 4.3 is that this holds even when 1 — ( is close to 0. To obtain
the latter, we can use Proposition 2.3 with some ¢’ close to 0 to upper bound the left-hand side
of (37) by the Dj-length of a segment of Euclidean length < 4n~*=9  plus the left-hand side
of (37) with ¢’ in place of (. As long as (’ is close enough to 0 for the trivial estimate to hold,
Lemma 4.3 will follow from the continuity of Dy,.

Fix n € (0,1) and R > 0. We will first prove that there is a random variable C' > 0 such that
almost surely, for all sufficiently small € and all z € Br(0),

|he(2)| v

hi()| < L+ +n)loge +C. (38)

Indeed, elementary estimates for the circle average process (see | , Lemma 2.3] and
[ , Lemma 3.1]) imply

lim sup [ (2)] =0,
7% _cRp(0) logT
|hr ()]

limsup sup ———F—— <
r—0  zeBp(0) log(1/7)

Writing Zch! (%) in polar coordinates, we get for all z € Br(0),

IN

‘Zeﬁ: (z)) 522 O/Cm?"lzr(z)hb6 (r)eﬂnz/62 dr

= 62

T1 T2 o]
2(2 :
< 22+n) /Mog(l/r)e*rz/62 dr + g /T‘67T2/62 dr + % /TlOgT67T2/EZ dr
€ €
0 1 9

IA

(24 mn)log(l/e) +C

for random variables 0 < r1 < 1 < 72 < co and C > 0. A similar calculation shows |h}(z)| <
(2+n)log(1/e) + C. Since Z. < [.pez/o(w)dw =1 and

1-27Z. = z/7’(1—1%(7"))6”2/62 dr < 2 / re_T2/52 dr = e_[log(l]z/zl,
0

eloge—1/2
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it follows that

1 C
T etore e T ML/ + T o=

()] <
Equation (38) now follows for all € small enough that 1 — e llos e P/4 (1+n)"

Now to prove (37), it will suffice to prove that there exists a. such that for each a > a. and
each R > 0, almost surely

lim sup a;laDZ_a (z,w) \/a;fu,]./\)ﬁ_a (z,w) = 0.
n—o0 z,wEBR(0)
\sz|§4n_"‘(l_o
Equation (38) and | , Theorem 1.11] imply there exist b > 0 and random C' > 0 that for

each e sufficiently small and for all z,w € Br(0),
a D5 (z,w) Va; ' D (z,w) < Clz — w|e ST Lot (10g571)b

Choose 1,¢" € (0,1) such that ¢’ < ¢ and £(Q — (1 +1)(2+n)) —¢' > 0 (here, we are using the
fact that @ > 2), so then almost surely,

1 e 1 e _ ¢ 1D

sup a; ' D5 (z,w) Va; "Dy, (z,w) < C et (@~ A+m2Hm)—¢ (loge 1) — 0.
z,wEBR(0)
|sz|§451_</

Finally, note that

-1 —1p
sup a. "Dy (z,w) Va. Dj(z,w)

z,wEBR(0)

|z—w|<4el—¢

< 2 sup a; ' Dj(z,w) V aZ ' Dy, (2, w) (39)
z,w€BR41(0)
\z—w\§4517<,
+ sup a.' D5, (Ba—or (2), Ba—o (w)) Va ' Dj, (Ba—er (2), Ba—er (w)) .
z,wEBR(0)
4517</<\27w\§4617<

The first term on the right-hand side of (39) converges to 0 almost surely by the preceding
argument. For the second term, use Proposition 2.3 to find Co, 8 > 0 depending only on ¢’ such
that with probability 1 — O(e?) as € — 0,

IN

a.'Dj, (B.i-¢(2), B.a—cr (w)) < CoDy (2,w; Bry1(0)) Vz,w € Bri1(0),
a;'Dj, (Ba—e/ (2), Ba—e (w)) < CoDy (2,w; Brya(0)) Vz,w € Bria(0).

Choose a. large enough that a8 > 1, so then if a > a., the Borel-Cantelli Lemma implies that
almost surely, for all n sufficiently large,

a ' Dr (B, at-c(2), B, —aqi-c(w)) < CoDy (z,w; Bry1(0)) Vz,w € Brii(0),
0. L D" (B, a-c)(2), By-eai-cn (w)) < CoDi (2,w; Bri1(0) Vz,w € Brya(0),

IN

A\

and hence that the second term on the right-hand side of (39) with e = n~% is bounded above
by

sup CoDy, (z,w; Br+1(0)) .
z,w€BR(0)
\sz\§4n7a(17€)

By uniform continuity of Dy(+,-; Br+1(0)) on Br(0) x Br(0), this converges to 0 almost surely
as n — oo. O

For our final lemma, it is an easy to see that for a fixed compact set K C R, P{K? C

Ugso Ve(R)} =1 for all e. When we send R — oo in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we would like
for this event to not depend on e. In analogy with the definitions of V' (R) and V.(R), define

Ve(R) = {(z,w) € C? : 3D§,-geodesic from z to w contained in Br(0)}.

23



Lemma 4.4. Fiz a compact set K C C. Almost surely, there exists Ro > 0 and o € (0,1) such
that for every R > Ry and every ¢ € (0,¢), K> C V(R)NV.(R) N V.(R).

Proof. The result for V(R) holds by | , Lemma 3.8|, so we just need to prove the result
for V.(R) and V.(R). The idea is to use Borel-Cantelli to show that almost surely, (4), (5), (6),
and (7) hold with e = n™¢ for all n large enough, then use a continuity estimate to show that
the same holds for all ¢ sufficiently small. Then the result follows from the fact that K2 C V(R)
for all R sufficiently large.

Fix p,¢ € (0,1). Choose 3,Co > 0 according to Proposition 2.3. Choose R > 1 such that
B1(K) C Br-1(0), and the event A that

sup Dp(u,v) < Cq2Dp (Bl(K),aBR,l(O)) o5t (40)
u,veEK

occurs with probability at least p. Choose a > 0 according to Lemma 4.3 such that a8 > 1.

Let H. be the event that (4), (5), (6), and (7) all hold with Br+1(0) in place of U. Then on

AnUre, Ne2, Hy—a, for all n sufficiently large,

_ A —a _ A —a
sup a_ ', D (u,v) < sup a ', D (By,-ea-o (1), By—ati-o)(v))
w,veK u,veEK

+ 2 sup sup a;luDLf (u,v)
ueK U€8B4n_a(1_<) (u)
< Cp sup Dy (u,v)+ 2 sup sup a;ia]jﬁ_a(u, v)  (by (4))
u,veK ueK v€aB4n,a<1,<> (u)
< Co ' D1 (Bi(K), 0Br-1(0)) (by (10))
—1+2sup sup a;iaﬁﬁia (u,v)

ue K U68B4¢L—@(1—C) (u)

< Cy 'Du (B, -a-¢ (K), B, —at1-¢) (0Br(0)))

—1+4+2sup sup Cl;iab;?ia (u, )
ueK v€8B4n_a(1_c) (u)
<al.Dp " (K,8Br(0)) (by (5))
—1+2sup sup a;iaﬁlfa (u,v),

ueK U€8B4n—ﬂr(1—C) (u)

and likewise with D§ in place of Df. By Lemma 4.3, the event A’ that the last term converges
to 0 occurs with probability 1. So on AN A" NU;2, No2, H,—a, for all n sufficiently large,

I 1 ppa 1
sup a ‘. Dy (u,v) < a l.Dp (K,0Bgr(0)) — =,
u,veEK " " 2

and likewise with D§ in place of Df. In particular, K? C V,—a(R) NV, —a(R), so by Lemma 4.2,
almost surely on ANA'NJZ, N>2, H,—a, for all n sufficiently large and all € € [(n+1)"%,n™°],

sup ae_lf)fb(u,v) < W gup u;}af)ﬁia(u,v),

u,vEK u,vEK

a.' D, (K,0Br(0)) > e *Wa ! Dp " (K,9Br(0))

%

for some R—dependen:c random error o(1) tending to 0 iilmost surely as € — 0. The same is true
with D5, in place of Dj. Tt follows that K2 C V.(R) N V.(R) for all e sufficiently small. Sending
p — 1 proves the claim. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix § € (0,1), choose ¢ and 8 according to Proposition 3.10, and let H.
be the event that (32) and (33) hold. Choose a > a. V 1/, where a.(¢) is as in Lemma 4.3.

Now fix a compact set K C C and a parameter R > 0 which will eventually be sent to oco.
First note that on (JJo, Nowy Hp-a,

— Ap—a . - An
lim sup sup an}aD;f (u,v) < 2lim sup sup sup anlaDZ (z,w)
n—o00 (u,v)eEK2NV(R) n—oo z€K weC
\w—z\§4n7‘1(17<)
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+ (1+9) sup Dn(u,v).

uw,veK
The first term on the right-hand side is 0 by Lemma 4.3, so

lim sup sup a;iaﬁﬁia(u,v) < (1+496) sup Dip(u,v) < o0 a.s. (41)
n—oo (u,w)EK2NV(R) u,veK

Now for each € € (0,1), write n = n(e) for the integer with ¢ € ((n+ 1)~ n~?]. Lemma 4.2
implies that for all u,v € K with u # v and (u,v) € Vo(R) NV, —a(R),

—1 7~
Qe e—Og(l) S ac DZ(U?U) < ae 606(1)7

Ap—a a;iabﬁfa(u, 'U) T Op-a

(42)

where the oc(1) converges to 0 almost surely as € — 0.
Now assume (Jpo, (oo_; H,n—a occurs, so

m=~k
lim sup sup [a;lﬁi(u, v) — Dh(uw)]
=0 (uw)eK2NV(R)NV.(R)NV, 4 (R)
< limsup sup [a;lf)i(m v) — a;in, ]:)Z_a(u, v)}
€20 (u,w)EK2NV(R)NVL(R)NV, _4 (R)
+ 21im sup sup sup a;iaf)ﬁia (u,v) + 8 sup Dp(u,v).
e—0 zeK weC u,veK

|lw—z|<e4n—2(1=C)

The second term on the right-hand side is 0 by Lemma 4.3. To see that the first is 0 almost
surely, combine (41), (42), and Lemma 4.1 to see that

lim sup sup [a:lﬁﬁ(u, v) — a;iabﬁ_a(u, v)]
€20 (u,w)EK2NV(R)NV(R)NV, _4 (R)
—1 e
D
< lim sup # —1{(1+6) sup Dp(u,v) = 0.
O (uw)e K2V (R)NV, 4 (R) P (u,v) uveK
uF v
Thus, we get almost surely on Uy, Noo_; H,p—a,
lim sup sup [a:lﬁz (u,v) — Dp(u, v)} < § sup Dp(u,v).
€20 (u,w)EK2NV(R)NV(R)NV, _, (R) u,vEK

By Lemma 4.4, we can send R — oo and then § — 0 to get

limsup sup [a;le(u, v)—Dh(u,v)] < 0as.
e—=0 u,veK

The lower bound that

liminf inf [a:lﬁi(u7 v) — Dp(u, v)} > 0as.

e—0 wuw,veK
is done analogously.
We have now shown that a-'Df — D;, almost surely, and it remains to prove that aZ' Df —

Dy, almost surely. For this, choose an increasing collection of connected bounded open sets
(Ur)7Z1 such that U C Ugqq for all k and C = 72 ; Ux. By Lemma 2.2, the event

e=0 Ds (z,w; U)

= Dy (
m {hm M = 1 uniformly over all z,w € Uy with z # w}

occurs with probability 1. Now fix a compact set K C C, so

limsup sup |u ' D5, (u,v) — Dh(u,v)|
e—=0 u,veK

. Dy (u,v
< limsup sup Ah( X))
e—=0 wu,veK

uF v

—1|limsup sup a. ‘D (u,v)
e—=0 wu,veK

i (u,v
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+limsup sup |az'Df (u,v) — Dy (u,v)].
e—0 wu,veK

The second term is 0 almost surely, while lim sup,_,, sup,, ,¢ a7l D (u,v) = sup,, ,ex Dnr(u,v)
is almost surely finite. By Lemma 4.4, almost surely there exists R > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that
K2 C V.(R)NV.(R) for all € € (0,€0). It follows that with probability one,

Dh(u7v) -1

- = 0.
D5 (u, )

limsup sup
e—=0 wu,weK
uFv

4.1 LFPP Scaling Constants

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Fix § € (0,1) and we will prove the claim for b := log(1 + §). Since
€ — a. is bounded above and below by positive {-dependent constants on any given compact
subinterval of (0, 00), it will suffice to find € € (0,1) and C = C(&,b) > 0 such that (3) holds for
all € € (0,€). The idea of the proof is to choose € to be ey from Lemma 3.11, so then for each
€ € (0, €), there are many values of r for which

(146)trft < Bl o (4 gyt (43)

€

Starting with an arbitrary €y € (0, €), we will choose 71. such that (43) holds with € = g and
r =r1. Then if €1 := €o/r1 is still smaller than €, we will choose r2 so that (43) holds with € = €1
and r = r2. Repeating in this manner, then multiplying the inequalities (43) with € = € and
7 = rk4+1 together and rearranging will yield the theorem.

For n > 1, let {4 (n) = 1— 52t and {(n) =1 — 55 so that 1 — (4 (n) < 5(1 —¢(n)) for all
n > 1. Let, say, (4+(0) := &. Choose N () as in the statement of Lemma 3.11 with §/(1 + §) in
place of §. Applying Lemma 3.11 as in (35), there is some € = é(N) € (0,1) such that for each
€ € (0, €), there is some 1 < n < 3N such that

_ _ ; 1 ra_t
) . 1-¢(n) 1-Cy(n) v e
R {re(e J€ )0{8}Jez.1+6<rwa€_/1r<1+5}
has size > 1#((e! ¢, =+ M) N {87} ¢z).
Fix €9 € (0, €) and inductively define € for k > 1 as follows. If ex—1 > €, then let e = ex—1. If
ex—1 € (0, €), then choose 1 < nj, < 3N such that #RE:f)l > %#((eij(n’“), €i:§+(nk))m{8j}jgz),
fix r, € ’REZE)U and put € == €x_1/7k. Let K :=inf{k >1:€; > €}, sothen forall1 <k < K,

Qe

(1467197 < < (146)r9 "

Gepy

Multiply over all 1 < k < K, then rearrange to get

K 1-€Q
G (140)7F (H”) < Gy < Qg (1+5)K<
k=1

Now note that for 1 < k < K,

=

1-£Q
rk> . (44)

k=1

& > 6(()+("1> S (ng) > €é+(3N) )
So
. ko loglog ey — loglogé™*
K < f{k>: BT } < 0 1.
=T =g s TG eyy
Therefore,

(146)" < expqlog(l+9) log1 g601 loglog & +1 < C(lo € 1)10g12’i((13]\f))_1
= P g 1 C (3N) 1 = g €o )
(45)

26



where

log(1 + 6) loglog é ™+
C = - log(1 446
oo {1 )
is a d-dependent constant. Furthermore, since
€EK—1 €EK—2 €o
€K = = = = —,
TK TK-1TK rir2--"TK
and also
E < ex < &M o gy oo (46)

it follows that

€K

Ko\ 1780 o\ 1@
<H ’I“k> = ( 2 ) S [6(1)_€Q,€§Q_16(1)_§Q] . (47)
k=1
Combining (44), (45), and (47), we arrive at
log(143) log(145)

3 " (log ) TEAEV T 79 < ay < a0, C (loge”) s 00 T 99,

Note that bgkgi((% < b. Since ¢ depends only on § = e® — 1, € — a. is bounded above and

below by positive (&, b)-dependent constants on [€, 1]. Since ex € [€,1] by (46), we get
ct (log 651)7b e(lng < ag < C (log eal)be(lng

for some (£, b)-dependent constant C' > 0. O

4.2 LQG Scaling Formula

We will conclude by using the exact scaling formula (14) to deduce Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By (14),

lajac!

—1 e
a. Dyplaz+baw+b) = ————
. ! 7 e,

-1 e/lal
Ac/lal Dha-+5)+Q10g o (22 W) (48)

Now let A be the almost sure event that a_* D5 — Dy, locally uniformly. Corollary 1.11 from
[ | together with (48) implies that on A, a;/1\a|D;/(11a»‘<§»b)+Qlog|u.\ also converges locally
uniformly with limit Dy(az 4+ b, aw + b) for every a € C\ {0} and b € C. So we can define

Dh(a-45)+Q log |a| to equal Dy(a - +b,a - +b) on A, and define it arbitrarily on A°. O

27



References

[Bee82]

[Ber17]

[BP21]

[DG20]

[DG22a)

[DG22b)

[DG23)|

[Din-+20]

[DSO8]

[Dub+-20]

[GM20a]

[GM20b]

[GM21a]

[GM21b)|

[GP19]

Gerald Beer. “Upper semicontinuous functions and the Stone approximation
theorem”. In: Journal of Approxzimation Theory 34 (1 1982), pp. 1-11.

Nathanaél Berestycki. “An elementary approach to Gaussian multiplicative
chaos”. In: Electronic Communications in Probability 22 (2017), pp. 1-12.
arXiv: 1506.09113 [math.PR].

Nathanaél Berestycki and Ellen Powell. Gaussian free field, Liouville quantum
gravity and Gaussian multiplicative chaos. draft. Mar. 2021. URL: https://
homepage .univie.ac.at/nathanael . berestycki/wp-content/uploads/
2022/05/master.pdf.

Jian Ding and Ewain Gwynne. “The fractal dimension of Liouville quan-
tum gravity: universality, monotonicity, and bounds”. In: Communications in
Mathematical Physics 374 (3 Mar. 2020), pp. 1877-1934. arXiv: 1807.01072
[math.PR].

Jian Ding and Ewain Gwynne. “Tightness of supercritical Liouville first pas-
sage percolation”. In: Journal of the European Mathematical Society (Sept.
2022). arXiv: 2005.13576 [math.PR].

Jian Ding and Ewain Gwynne. “Uniqueness of the critical and supercritical Li-
ouville quantum gravity metrics”. In: Proceedings of the London Mathematical
Society 126 (1 Nov. 2022), pp. 216-333. arXiv: 2110.00177 [math.PR].

Jian Ding and Ewain Gwynne. “Up-to-constants comparison of Liouville
first passage percolation and Liouville quantum gravity”. In: Science China
Mathematics 66 (5 May 2023), pp. 1053-1072. arXiv: 2108.12060 [math.PR].

Jian Ding, Julien Dubédat, Alexander Dunlap, and Hugo Falconet. “Tight-
ness of Liouville first passage percolation for v € (0,2)”. In: Publications
Mathématiques de U'IHES 132 (1 Dec. 2020), pp. 353-403. arXiv: 1904.08021
[math.PR].

Bertrand Duplantier and Scott Sheffield. “Liouville quantum gravity and
KPZ". In: Inventiones mathematicae 185 (2008), pp. 333-393.

Julien Dubédat, Hugo Falconet, Ewain Gwynne, Joshua Pfeffer, and Xin Sun.
“Weak LQG metrics and Liouville first passage percolation”. In: Probability
Theory and Related Fields 178 (1 Oct. 2020), pp. 369-436. arXiv: 1905.00380
[math.PR].

Ewain Gwynne and Jason Miller. “Confluence of geodesics in Liouville quan-
tum gravity for v € (0,2)”. In: Annals of Probability (Feb. 2020). arXiv:
1905.00381 [math.PR].

Ewain Gwynne and Jason Miller. “Local metrics of the Gaussian free field”.
In: Annales de UInstitut Fourier 70.5 (Jan. 2020), pp. 2049-2075. arXiv:
1905.00379 [math.PR].

Ewain Gwynne and Jason Miller. “Conformal covariance of the Liouville
quantum gravity metric for v € (0,2)”. In: Annales de 'Institut Henri
Poincaré Probabilités et Statistiques 57.2 (May 2021), pp. 1016-1031. arXiv:
1905.00384 [math.PR].

Ewain Gwynne and Jason Miller. “Existence and uniqueness of the Liouville
quantum gravity metric for vy € (0,2)”. In: Inventiones Mathematicae 223 (1
Jan. 2021), pp. 213-333. arXiv: 1905.00383 [math.PR].

Ewain Gwynne and Joshua Pfeffer. “KPZ formulas for the Liouville quantum
gravity metric”. In: Transactions of the American Mathematical Society (May
2019). arXiv: 1905.11790 [math.PR].

28


https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.09113
https://homepage.univie.ac.at/nathanael.berestycki/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/master.pdf
https://homepage.univie.ac.at/nathanael.berestycki/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/master.pdf
https://homepage.univie.ac.at/nathanael.berestycki/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/master.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.01072
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.01072
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.13576
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00177
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.12060
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.08021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.08021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00380
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00380
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00381
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00379
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00384
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00383
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.11790

[GS22]

[Gwy19]

[HMP10]

[Kah85]

[MS16]

[Pfe21]

[RV14]

[Shal6]
[She22]

[$S12]

[SW16]

Ewain Gwynne and Jinwoo Sung. “The Minkowski content measure for the
Liouville quantum gravity metric”. Nov. 2022. arXiv: 2211.04701 [math.PR].

Ewain Gwynne. “Random surfaces and Liouville quantum gravity”. In: No-
tices of the American Mathematical Society (Aug. 2019). arXiv: 1908.05573
[math.PR].

Xiaoyu Hu, Jason Miller, and Yuval Peres. “Thick Points of the Gaussian Free
Field”. In: The Annals of Probability 38.2 (Mar. 2010), pp. 896-926. arXiv:
0902.3842 [math.PR].

Jean-Pierre Kahane. Sur le chaos multiplicatif. Vol. 85. Prepublications math-
ematiques d’Orsay. Departement de mathematique, 1985.

Jason Miller and Scott Sheffield. “Quantum Loewner Evolution”. In: Duke
Mathematical Journal 165.17 (Nov. 2016), pp. 3241-3378. arXiv: 1312.5745
[math.PR].

Joshua Pfeffer. “Weak Liouville quantum gravity metrics with matter central
charge ¢ € (—00,25)”. June 2021. arXiv: 2104.04020 [math.PR].

Rémi Rhodes and Vincent Vargas. “Gaussian multiplicative chaos and ap-
plications: a review”. In: Probability Surveys 11 (2014), pp. 315-392. arixv:
1305.6221 (math.PR).

Alexander Shamov. “On Gaussian multiplicative chaos”. In: Journal of Func-
tional Analysis 270.9 (2016), pp. 3224-3261.

Scott Sheffield. “What is a random surface?” Mar. 2022. arXiv: 2203.02470
[math.PR].

Oded Schramm and Scott Sheffield. “A contour line of the continuum Gaussian
free field”. In: Probability Theory and Related Fields 157 (Sept. 2012), pp. 47—
80. arXiv: 1008.2447 [math.PR].

Scott Sheffield and Menglu Wang. “Field-measure correspondence in Liouville
quantum gravity almost surely commutes with all conformal maps simulta-
neously”. May 2016. arXiv: 1605.06171 [math.PR].

29


https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.04701
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.05573
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.05573
https://arxiv.org/abs/0902.3842
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.5745
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.5745
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.04020
1305.6221
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.02470
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.02470
https://arxiv.org/abs/1008.2447
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.06171

	Introduction
	Axioms of LQG Metrics
	Outline of Main Results

	Preliminaries
	Notation
	Independence Across Concentric Annuli
	Localized Approximation of LFPP

	Setup for Theorem 1.1
	Choosing the Parameters in Definition 3.2
	Proof of Proposition 3.1
	Choosing Good Scaling Ratios

	Proof of Theorem 1.1
	LFPP Scaling Constants
	LQG Scaling Formula


