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LOWER BOUNDS FOR BULK DEVIATIONS FOR THE SIMPLE
RANDOM WALK ON 74, d>3

ALBERTO CHIARINI AND MAXIMILIAN NITZSCHNER

ABSTRACT. This article investigates the behavior of the continuous-time simple random walk
on Z%, d > 3. We derive an asymptotic lower bound on the principal exponential rate of
decay for the probability that the average value over a large box of some non-decreasing local
function of the field of occupation times of the walk exceeds a given positive value. This
bound matches at leading order the corresponding upper bound derived by Sznitman in [35],
and is given in terms of a certain constrained minimum of the Dirichlet energy of functions
on R? decaying at infinity. Our proof utilizes a version of tilted random walks, a model
originally constructed by Li in [21] to derive lower bounds on the probability of the event
that the trace of a simple random walk disconnects a macroscopic set from an enclosing box.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we study large-deviation type asymptotics related to the occupation-time
field of a continuous-time simple random walk on Z%, d > 3. As a main result, we derive a
lower bound on the principal exponential rate of decay for the probability that the average in
a large box of a certain non-decreasing local function of the occupation-time field of the simple
random walk exceeds a strictly positive fraction v. These lower bounds on the rate match
the corresponding upper bounds found in [35], [33], and [36]. As one particular example, our
result gives insight into the question of how costly it is for a simple random walk to cover a
macroscopic fraction of a given box, and provides a near-optimal strategy to obtain such a
largely deviant behavior for the walk.

The investigation of similar large-deviation type events for random walks, and the related
model of random interlacements, has received much attention recently, see in particular [9,
13, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 31, 32|, as well as the aforementioned works [33, 35, 36]. The central
task in deriving asymptotic lower bounds is the implementation of a suitable strategy to
enforce the largely deviant event under consideration, which in our set-up brings into play a
modified version of tilted random walks. The latter were introduced in [21] in the context of
proving asymptotic lower bounds on the probability that the simple random walk disconnects
a (regular) macroscopic set from an enclosing box, and used in [32] to produce similar lower
bounds concerning macroscopic holes in the connected component of the vacant set of a
simple random walk in a large box. The lower bounds on the exponential rates of decay for
the bulk-deviation events studied here are given in terms of certain constrained minima for
the Dirichlet energy of functions on R¢ decaying at infinity. A remarkable feature is that
these rates intrinsically involve the expectation of a local function of random interlacements.
The underlying mechanism for this is a local coupling of the tilted random walk in mesoscopic
boxes with a sequence of excursions having essentially the same law as those generated by
random interlacements at a (locally) constant level, which varies in space in a way governed by
the square of the minimizer of the corresponding Dirichlet problem. Our findings also relate
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to the “Swiss cheese” picture proposed in [7] to study moderate deviations of the volume
of the Wiener sausage, see also [27] for the adaptation to random walks, and may moreover
be compared to the (non-asymptotic) bounds obtained for similar questions concerning the
deviant behavior of the range of random walks, see [1, 2, 3, 4, 16]. We refer to Remark 6.4
for a more thorough discussion of this viewpoint.

We will now describe the set-up and our results in a more detailed fashion. We consider
the continuous-time simple random walk (X;);>¢ on the integer lattice 7%, d > 3, started
at a point z € Z%, and we denote the governing canonical law by P,. The occupation-time
field of the walk corresponds to the total time spent by the random walk in each point of the
lattice, and is denoted by (L;),cz¢. Moreover, we will also need the occupation-time field
of continuous-time random interlacements J* at level uw > 0, denoted by (L¥),cz4, and we
let P stand for the governing probability measure and E for the corresponding expectation.
The model of random interlacements was introduced in [28], and we refer to Section 2 for
details on the construction relevant to our investigation, as well as to [8, 12] for a thorough
introduction to this model.

Similarly as in [35], we are interested in the behavior of local functions of the occupation-
time field. Here, a local function is defined as a map F : [0,00)B(%9) — [0, 00) with some
non-negative integer v (and B(0,t) denoting the closed sup-norm ball of radius v around the
origin) satisfying certain regularity conditions (3.1). Essentially, these conditions require F' to
be non-decreasing, F'(0) = 0, non-constant, and to admit sub-linear growth. We then consider
a set D C R? such that D is either the closure of a smooth, bounded domain containing the
origin, or the closure of an open sup-norm ball in R¢ containing the origin, and let

Dy=(ND)nz%  N>1 (1.1)
stand for its discrete blow-up. The set D will act as a model shape, and may for the purposes
of this introduction be fixed to D = [—1,1]%. Our primary interest lies in a class of excess-type
events, defined for fixed v > 0 and a given local function F' by

AnE) ={ 3 F(Ler)yenon) > VDNl N =1 (12)
ze€D N

To give some pertinent examples that our result applies to, one may consider
Fy(¢) = ¢ (with v = 0),
FQ(E) = ]l{g>0} (Wlth T = 0), (13)
F3(€) = ]l{any path in B(0,t) from 0 to S(0,t) meets some y with £, > 0} (Wlth t> 1)7
where S(0, t) is the sphere of sites at sup-norm distance t from the origin. With these choices,
the corresponding events Ay (F1), An(F2), and An(F3) respectively stand for the occurence
of an excessive (volume-like) occupation time of the walk within Dy, the occurence of an

excessive presence of the range within Dy, or the occurence of an excessive number of points
disconnected from the boundary of enclosing boxes by the trace of the walk within Dy.

Our main result gives asymptotic lower bounds on the principal decay rate of the probability
of the event Ay (F) in (1.2). To state these bounds requires another definition, which crucially
brings into play the occupation-time field of random interlacements, namely the function

9:[0,00) = [0,00),  wrs E[F((Lg)yeB(O,t))} (1.4)
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(where the requirements (3.1) on F' ensure that 9 is finite, non-decreasing, fulfills J(0) = 0,
and is Lipschitz continuous, see Lemma 3.1).

As our main result, we will prove in Theorem 6.1 that for any local function F' fulfilling (3.1)
and v € (0,9+), where 9o = lim, 00 ¥(u), and any y € Z9, it holds that

l}\l{nmfN log P,[An(F)]
> —inf {Qd /Rd |Vo|?dz : ¢ € C’é’o(Rd) ,][Dﬁ(qbQ)dx > 1/} (1.5)

1
= — mi Vol*d DY (R%), 19201:}
mm{Qd/lsb\ z:¢eD( )]i (¢7)dz =v

(where f5,(...)dz stands for the integral D] D‘ [(...)dz, |D| is the Lebesgue measure of D, and

DY2(R9) is the space of locally integrable functions ¢ such that V¢, interpreted in a distri-
butional sense, is square integrable and ¢ is vanishing at infinity, as in Chapter 8 §2 of [25]).
Let us also point out that when d > 5, one may replace D'?(R?) above by the traditional
Sobolev space H'(R?), see Remark 5.10 in [35].

This result complements a corresponding asymptotic upper bound on the principal rate
of decay of Py[An(F)], which was obtained in Corollary 5.11 of [35] when F' is bounded,
viewing the simple random walk as the “singular limit as u — 0” of random interlacements J*
at level v > 0 and using a coupling argument. In particular, our main result confirms upon
combination with the latter that for v € (0,94 ), for bounded F, and any y € Z¢,

Jim Nd 5 log Py[AN(F)]

1
= —inf {M/Rd Vo2 dx : ¢ € C(RY) ,]iﬁ(qbz)dx > ,,} (1.6)

1
= — v 2d : D172Rd, 19 2d = }7
min{ 5y [, 1V0Pas 6 € D@D, f 6% da =

meaning that the constrained minimization problems on the right-hand side of (1.5) (or (1.6))
indeed give the correct principal decay rate for the probability of An(F), as discussed in
Remark 5.12 of [35]. This method of obtaining upper bounds on largely deviant events for the
random walk upon using random interlacements already appeared in the context of studying
disconnection events in [30] and later in [26, 31] as well as when studying the appearance
of large macroscopic holes in the connected component of the vacant set left by the trace
of a random walk in [32]. Remarkably, finding corresponding lower bounds for the random
walk is often not straightforward from results for random interlacements, and relies instead
on introducing a well-chosen “tilting” of the walk that typically enforces the event under
consideration at an (appropriately low) entropic cost. The construction of these tilted walks,
which will be recalled in detail in Section 2 below and plays a key role in this article, was first
given in [21].

To provide a specific application of our main result, we consider the choice F' = Fy in (1.3).
In this case, we see that
(14)

” u
=" E[Ligg>0y] =P[0€T"] =1—exp <_g(0,0)> ;o u>0, (1.7)

I(u)
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where ¢(0,0) is the value of the Green function of the simple random walk at two equal sites
(see (2.8) below), with the second equality following from the explicit characterization of the
law of the interlacement set in finite subsets of Z¢ (see (2.25) below). Specializing (1.6) to
this case, we see that for every v € (0,1) and any y € Z¢,

, 1
A}gnoomlogPyUDN N{X; : t >0} > v|Dn|]

1
— —inf / IVo|?dz : ¢ € C°(RY) ][ (1—e 9900y qz > (1.8)
2d RA D

= —min 1/ IV|?dz = ¢ € DV2(RY) ,][ (1-— e_¢2/9(0’0))dm =vy,
2d Rd D

where we remark that the upper bound follows from [35, Corollary 5.11]. In (1.8), by providing
a matching lower bound we obtain the precise leading-order decay rate for the probability of
the covering event under the probability on the left-hand side of (1.8). Similar questions were
studied recently in [2], where the authors obtained non-asymptotic upper bounds on related
covering-type probabilities. In essence, the method used in the proof of the lower bound
in (1.8) yields special significance for the model of tilted walks, and the (near-)minimizer
(denoted by ¢) in the variational problem above, see Remark 6.4 for more on this.

Let us now briefly comment on the proof of (1.5). The fundamental challenge is to

introduce an appropriate family of probability measures P,y corresponding to the tilted
walks. These walks essentially evolve as recurrent walks with a generator given by £ng(z) =

ﬁzlx’*xlﬁ Q';]Xr ((‘7;/)) (9(2') — g(x)) (with | - | the Euclidean norm), until some deterministic

time Sy of order O(N d), and are then “released” to behave as simple random walks, where
©n = ¢(-/N) and the choice of the function ¢ corresponds to a (near-)minimizer of the vari-
ational problem on the right-hand side of (1.5). One then has to argue that this choice of
tilted walks renders Ay (F') a “typical event”, in the sense that Igy’ N[AN(F)] — 1 as N tends
to infinity, and that this is achieved at a (near) minimal entropic cost. The former is done by
devising a chain of “local couplings” of the occupation times of the tilted walk in mesoscopic
boxes of size M ~ N™ (with 1 < 1) with the occupation times generated by a Poisson
process of independent excursions of simple random walks started at the boundaries of these
boxes, with an intensity measure proportional to ¢?(-/N). Roughly speaking, the occupation
time field of the tilted walk in any mesoscopic box of size M will dominate (up to a sufficiently
small error probability) the occupation time field of random interlacements at level ¢?(-/N).
In previous works using a similar approach, see in particular [21] and [32], it was enough to
show that the traces of these interlacements “locally create a fence” around some macroscopic
set. In our case however, we need a finer version of such a local coupling attached to an (es-
sentially arbitrary) non-negative function ¢ with sufficient regularity properties involving also
the occupation times. This can be viewed as the central step in this article, and improves
on previous couplings of traces of random walks and random interlacements as in [6, 21, 38].
In essence, the chain of couplings constructed in Section 5 provides a generic mechanism to
show that the occupation time field of tilted walks advantageously dominates that of random
interlacements at a locally constant level. We expand on this point in Remark 5.6.

This article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce further notation and recall
useful facts about the simple random walk and tilted walks, potential theory, random inter-
lacements, the change of probability method, and a classical coupling result. In Section 3, we
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establish important properties of the function ¢ (defined in (1.4)) in Lemma 3.1 and derive
pivotal regularity properties of a (near-)minimizer ¢ attached to the variational problem on
the right hand side of (1.5), see Proposition 3.7. In Section 4, we state estimates concern-
ing the quasi-stationary distribution of the tilted random walk in Propositions 4.4 and 4.10,
which are roughly analogues of the corresponding Propositions 4.5 and 4.7 in [21], with an
extension to a more general framework using the (near-)minimizers from the previous section.
In Section 5, we obtain a pivotal series of local couplings of the occupation times of the tilted
walk with that of simple random walk excursions (with an intensity measure corresponding
essentially to that of random interlacements at a locally constant level). This is done in
Propositions 5.2 and 5.4 and Theorem 5.5. Finally, in Section 6, we prove our main result in
Theorem 6.1.

We conclude the introduction by stating our convention regarding constants. We denote
by C,c,c,... positive constants changing from place to place. Numbered constants cy, ca, . ..
will refer to the value corresponding to their first appearance in the text. Dependence on
additional parameters is indicated in the notation. All constants may depend implicitly on
the dimension.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce more notation and state some results concerning (continuous-
time) random walks, potential theory, random interlacements, as well as some background on
tilted walks. We also state a classical inequality involving relative entropy, which is instru-
mental in obtaining the lower bound in our main Theorem 6.1, as well as a result concerning
coupling that will be helpful in Proposition 5.2. Throughout the article, we will always assume
that d > 3.

We start with some more notation. We let N = {0, 1,2, ...} stand for the set of natural
numbers. For real numbers s,t, we let s At and sV t stand for the minimum and maximum
of s and ¢, respectively, and we denote by |s| the integer part of s, when s is non-negative.
Moreover, we let |- | and | - |s stand for the Euclidean and ¢>°-norms on R?, respectively.
For z € Z% and r > 0, we write B(x,r) = {y € Z? : |z — y|oo < r} C Z% for the (closed)
¢>®-ball of radius r > 0 and center 2 € Z%. We denote by B,(z) C R? the Euclidean open
ball of center € R? and radius 7 > 0 and set B, = B,(0). If z,y € Z¢ fulfill |z —y| = 1,
we call them neighbors and write 2 ~ 3. A function v : {0,..., N} — Z% is called a nearest-
neighbor path (of length N > 1) if y(i) ~ v(i + 1) forall 0 <i < N — 1. For K C Z%, we
let |K| stand for the cardinality of K, and we write K cC Z? if |K| < oo. Moreover, we
write 0K = {y € Z\ K : y ~ z for some z € K} for the external boundary of K, and
OmtK = {y € K : y ~ x for some z € Z%\ K} for the internal boundary of K. For non-
empty K, L C Z%, we let doo(K, L) = inf{|z — y|oo : € K,y € L} stand for the /*°-distance
between K and L, and we also set duo (2, L) = doo({z}, L) for z € Z%. For a set D C R? we
denote for 6 > 0 by D° be the closed d-neighborhood of D and we denote the closure of D by
D. For a set U C Z% a measure 3 : U — [0, 00), which we identify with its mass function,
and functions f,g : U — R, we define (f, g)pw ) = ZIGU f(z)g(x)B(z), whenever the sum

converges absolutely. We also write || f||2w,5) = (f; f>€2(U5 (D wezd f(x)?B8(x))"/?, and
we call £2(U, 3) the set of all such functions on U for which || f||2(,5y < 0o. When 3 is the
counting measure on U, we write || f||,2(ry and £2(U) as shorthand notation for || f||,2(17,5) and
?2(U, ). We also denote by suppf = {x € Z? : f(x) # 0} the support of f : Z — R,



6 ALBERTO CHIARINI AND MAXIMILIAN NITZSCHNER

and write f € Co(Z%) if suppf cC Z%. For @ # U C R? open we denote by C*(U), k > 1
(resp. C*°(U)) the space of functions that have continuous partial derivatives up to order k
(resp. the space of smooth functions on U). The set C§°(U) is the space of smooth functions
on U that vanish outside of a compact set contained in U. We write C°°(U) for the subset of
functions in C°°(U) such that all partial derivatives can be continuously extended to U. We
will use the notation Vg(z) € R? (resp. Ag(x) € R) for the standard gradient (resp. Laplace
operator) at x € U, for functions ¢ € C1(U) (resp. ¢ € C?(U)). We denote by L*(U), k > 1,
the space of functions ¢ : U — RY for which |¢|* has a finite Lebesgue-integral.

We now turn to some definitions of path spaces, the continuous-time simple random walk
and its potential theory, and continuous-time random interlacements. We let I//I\/+ (resp. I//I\/)
stand for the space of infinite (resp. bi-infinite) Z¢ x (0, 0o)-valued sequences, in which the
sequence of first coordinates forms an infinite nearest-neighbor path which spends a finite
number of steps in every finite set, and the sequence of the second coordinates has an infi-
nite sum. We let \/A\?Jr stand for the o-algebra generated by the first and second coordinate
maps, which we denote by Z,, and ¢, (with n € N), respectively (the o-algebra W on W is
defined analogously). The measure P, is the law on (WJ” WJr) under which the sequence of
first coordinates (Z,)n>0 has the law of a discrete-time simple random walk on Z<, starting
from z € Z¢, and the sequence of second coordinates (Cn)n>0 consists of i.i.d. exponentially
distributed random variables with parameter 1, independent of (Z,),>0. We denote the ex-
pectation under P, by E,. If 3 is a measure on Z% we denote by Pg and Eg the measure
Y ez B(x) Py on (WJF,\/AVJF) and its corresponding integral. We associate to w € /VIZF a
continuous-time trajectory (X:(w))s>0, the continuous-time random walk with constant jump
rate 1, by setting

n—1 n
Xi() = Zn(®), for t >0,  when » (o(@) <t < (o), (2.1)
/=0 /=0

(where we understand the sum Z?;()l Co(W) as zero, when n = 0). Given a subset K C Z4
and a trajectory @ € W, we write Hyg (@) = inf{t > 0 : X,(©) € K}, Hg(®) = inf{t >
G @ Xy(w) € K}, and Tk (w) = inf{t > 0 : Xy(w) ¢ K} for the entrance, hitting, and exit
times of K, respectively (where we understand inf @ = o0), and write H,, Hx, and T, as a
shorthand notation for Hy,,, H (z} and T'(,y, respectively, when z € 7%, We let T'(K) stand for
the set of right-continuous, piecewise constant functions from [0, 00) to K that have finitely
many jumps in every compact interval. For A C [0,00), we define X4 = {X; : t € A}. The
occupation-time field of the random walk is denoted by (Lg),czq, where

Z Cn I[{Zn(w )=x}> VS Zd? (22)
neN
records the total time spent in x by the continuous-time random walk.

We now recall some facts concerning potential theory associated with the simple random
walk. For @ # K cC Z%, we let

ex(z) = Po[Hg = oo)lg(z),  ze€Z, (2.3)

stand for the equilibrium measure of the set K, and we call its total mass

Cap(K) = > ex(x), (2.4)

rzeK



the capacity of K. We also define the normalized equilibrium measure of K by

ex(x) = ce;;((%’ z e K. (2.5)

Both ex and e are supported on 9y, K. Asymptotics of the capacity and equilibrium measure
on boxes are well-known, and we will use the bounds (see, e.g., [18, Section 2.2])

cN?9? < Cap(B(0,N)) <CN™2, N >1, (2.6)
and

epon) () > % 2 € O B(O,N), N >1. (2.7)

Moreover, we define the Green function of the simple random walk by g(-, -), namely

g(x,y) = Ex |:/0 ]]-{Xt:y}dt:| ) T,y € Zd7 (28)

which is symmetric, non-negative and finite (due to transience), and we record the classical
formula for @ # A cc Z¢,

P,[Hp < 0] = ngyeA z e (2.9)
yeA

see, e.g., [18, Lemma 2.1.1]. Furthermore, one has the following asymptotic behavior of the

Green function,
c
g($,y)NW, as |l‘7y| — 90, (210)

with the constant ¢y = 4I'(d/2—1)7~%? (see [18, Theorem 1.5.4]). For a function h : Z¢ — R,
we denote its discrete Laplacian at = € Z¢ by

Bgeh(e) = 53 S (hy) ~ h(a)). (2.11)

Y:y~T
For later use, we define the discrete Dirichlet form of h : Z¢ — R by
1 2
S 5 () b))’ (2.12)
z,yeZd z~y

(which may be infinite for general h, but is finite if h € Co(Z%)). We note that for h € Co(Z),
one has the discrete Gauss-Green identity (see, e.g., [5, Theorem 1.24])

Eza(h,h) = = Y h(z)Agah(x (2.13)

x€Z4

1
Eza(h,h) = 3

We also define the Dirichlet form associated with Brownian motion, which is the continuum
counterpart of (2.12), defined for functions g € H'(R?) (the usual Sobolev space over R%) by

Ensl.) = 5 [ [Vala)Pd. (214)

The capacity of a set @ # K CC Z¢ can be expressed as (see, e.g., [5, Proposition 7.9])

Cap(K) = inf {de(h, h) : he Co(Z%), hiz)=1forall z K} : (2.15)
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We now turn to the definition of the tilted random walk, introduced in [21]. Let R > 0 be an
integer and UV = (NBg) N Z<. For a function f : Z? — [0, 00) fulfilling

i) f(x) > 0 if and only if z € UV,

ii) f? defines a probability measure, i.e. 3, 54 f2(z) =1 (2.16)

(both R and f will be chosen later appropriately), we can then consider the stochastic process

X tANTN
M, = LK) exp (/ U(Xs)d8> . t>0, (2.17)
f(z) 0
where Ty = Ty~ and
Agaf(z) N
v(r) = ————=, rxeU”. 2.18
(@) = =28 (218)
For any given T' > 0, we can then define the non-negative measure on (W, W) given by
Por=MpP,, azeUN (2.19)

(i.e. M is the Radon-Nikodym density of 13va with respect to P,). It can be shown using
classical methods (see, e.g., [21, Lemma 2.5] and the references therein) that 13va is a proba-
bility measure and under ng;f, the process (X¢)¢>0 up to time 7" is a Markov chain such that
its semigroup in ¢2(UN, ) with

m(z) = f(z), z e 74, (2.20)
has the generator
Zole) = 5q X RO -g@) ezt (2.21)
yeUN 1y~a

The measure 7 is a reversible measure on U™ of a Markov chain (P,),cy~ with genera-
tor (2.21), called the confined walk. The laws of the tilted walks are then defined by

Pyn = Pysy, yeUN,N >1, (2.22)
with an increasing sequence of positive real numbers (Sy)n>1. The times Sy will later
be chosen to be approximately ||g0(ﬁ)\|?2(zd), where ¢ is a (near-)minimizer of the varia-

tional problem in the right-hand side of (1.5) constructed in Proposition 3.7, and therefore
will turn out to be of order O(N%). The function f appearing above will be chosen as
o(7)/le(F)le2(zay- We refer to (4.3) for the specific choices. Intuitively, one can view the
tilted walk as a continuous-time random walk on U” with variable speed, whose discrete
skeleton is a random walk on U™ (with the nearest-neighbor structure inherited from Z%)

equipped with conductances (ﬁgp(%)gp(% and with a variable jump rate, up to

))x,yEUN,wNy
time Sy, which is “released” after Sy and moves like a simple random walk afterwards (see
also Remark 4.5, as well as [21, Remark 2.7] and the discussion below [22, (1.49)]). Note that

for every y € UV, we have that

up to time Sy, ﬁy,N coincides with P, (2.23)
which follows by considering the finite-time marginals and by observing that both processes
have the same generator.

We now introduce some notation concerning continuous-time random interlacements. The
precise definition of the process is not relevant for our application, but can for instance be
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found in Section 1 of [29] or Section 2 of [9]. We also refer to [8, 12] for more details on
(discrete-time) random interlacements. In the construction, one considers the space of bi-

infinite trajectories under time-shift, denoted by /W*, that is W* = W/ ~ where w ~ @' if
there is a k € Z such that W = @'(- + k). Moreover, we denote by 7* : W — W* the canonical
projection and endow W* with the push-forward o-algebra of W under 7*. We then define the
continuous-time random interlacements as a Poisson point process, defined on some canonical
probability space (2, A, P) (with the corresponding expectation denoted by E) with values on
W* x R, and intensity measure v(dw*) ® du, where v is a certain o-finite measure (see [29,
(L.7)]). For a realization w = 3~ d(ar u,) of this process and u > 0, we define the random
interlacement set at level u as the random subset of Z¢ given by

T“(w) = | J Range(a}), (2.24)

s <u

where for @* € W, Range(@*) denotes the set of points in Z¢ visited by the first coordinate

sequence associated to an arbitrary @ € W such that 7*(w) = w*. Note that for any
@ # K cC Z% and u > 0, we have (see, e.g., [28, Proposition 1.5])
P[J* N K = @] = e~ uCar(K), (2.25)

We then define the occupation time at site z and level v of random interlacements, denoted
by L%(w), as the total time spent at x by all trajectories w; with label u; < w in the cloud
w =3 ;50 0(@r u;)- Formally, we write:

Lw) = ) Gl @) 1z, (@) =wsus<u}> for © € Z8u >0,
1>0 n€Z

for w = Z O(@r ;) € € and 7 (w;) = @; for any i > 0.
i>0

(2.26)

We also record that
ELY =u, z€Z%u>0. (2.27)

In the proof of the main result in Section 6, we will make use of a classical change of probability

method using the notion of relative entropy. Let @ and @ be two probability measures on

some measurable space (Og, Fp) such that @ is absolutely continuous with respect to (). The

relative entropy of @ with respect to @) is then defined as

dQ dQ . dQ

H(QIQ) = Eg log 15| = Ea | 35

10 ¢ d4Q

] € [0, 00], (2.28)

where % is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of @ with respect to ) and E@ and Eg stand for

the expectations under @ and @, respectively. Then, for any event A € Fy with @[A] > 0,
we have
1

lo Al > log Q[A] —
g Q[A] > log Q[A] Sl

{W@\Q) + %} (2.29)

see, e.g., [11, p. 76].
Finally, will need to utilize a standard device relating the total variation distance of proba-
bility measures to couplings (which will be instrumental in the proof of Proposition 5.2). Let
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@1, Q2 be two probability measures on some measurable space ((AZ, ZQ) with € finite (and 90
denoting the power set of ), then

101 — Qallrv < max|Qi[A] — Q4]
ACQ
= 2 Y I@u() — Qafo) (230)
zeQ

= inf {Q[X1 # Xo] :+ (X1, X2) is a coupling of )1 and QQ}},

where a coupling consists of a probability measure ) on some measurable space (ﬁ,?) and

random variables X7, Xy with values in Q such that the laws of X 1 and X5 under Q) are Q1
and @9, respectively (see [20, Proposition 4.7, p. 50]).

3. ON THE VARIATIONAL PROBLEM

The main aim of this section is to analyze the variational problem on the right-hand side
of (1.5), which is stated as (3.10) below, and to construct a smooth, compactly supported
quasi-minimizer for it in Proposition 3.7. We start by introducing some conditions on the local
function F : [0,00)B(0%) — [0, 00) and by recalling the definition of the function 9 from (1.4).
We will then prove some regularity properties of the latter that we will need in the sequel.

Throughout the remainder of this article, we assume that there exists an integer v > 0 and
a measurable function F : [0, 00)5(%%) — [0, 00) such that

i) F(0) =0, and F' is not identically equal to 0;
ii) F' is non-decreasing in each of its arguments;
iii) There exists a constant ¢; = c1(F) > 0 such that for all £, ¢’ € [0, 00)B0%)

(3.1)
F(f + f’) S F(ﬂ) + C1 <]l{g/7g0} + Z E;) .
|7]oo <t
We observe that (3.1), iii), is automatically satisfied when F' is bounded.
We recall the definition of ¥ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) from (1.4),
d(w) = E[F((£h)yeno0) | (3.2)

where F fulfills (3.1).

Lemma 3.1. The function ¥ defined by (3.2) with F satisfying i), i), @) in (3.1) has the
following properties:

i) ¥(0) =0;
ii) ¥ is non-decreasing, Lipschitz continuous, and there exists a constant ca = co(F,t) > 0
such that for all 0 < u </

D — u)e " CPBON) < Yy —I(u) < ea(u’ — u); (3.3)

iii) ¥ is strictly increasing on [0, 00).
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Proof. The proof of i) is immediate from the property (3.1), i) for F'. We now show that ii)
holds. Let u € [0,00) and h > 0. First we observe that since F' is non-decreasing in each of
its arguments by (3.1), ii):

Iu+h) =E[F (L5 )yenon )| 2 E[F((€0)yeno0 )| = 0w, (3.4)

showing that ¢ is non-decreasing. Furthermore, from assumption (3.1), iii) on F' and the fact
that LUuTh = £% 4+ £ with £" equal in law to £", we have

d(u+n) = E[F((£8)en0n + Ehyeson)|

<E[F((Lh)yeno0) | + e (PO" N BO,7) # 2] + [BODEL])  (35)

P 9 () + e (1~ exp(—hCap(B(0,1))) + | B0, )|h).

Owing to the inequality 1 — e™® < x for all x > 0 we thus obtain

9(u+ h) —9(u) < e1(Cap(B(0,1)) + | B(0,v))h & coh. (3.6)

For the lower bound we observe that for u € [0,00) and h > 0

d(u+h) =E[F((L5™), o) |
> 9(u) +E|F (L5 ™)yenoy )i £ = 0.Vy € B(0,1)] (3.7)
— 9(u) + (h)B[T* N B(0,%) = 2],

and the lower bound follows again upon using (2.25).

We now proceed with the proof of iii). Since F' is non-decreasing in all of its arguments,
and we additionally assume that it is not identically zero, then there must be some a,b > 0
such that if ¢, > a for all y € B(0,t), then F(¢/) > b. With this in mind, we consider an
arbitrary A > 0 and note that

9(h) =E[F((£0) )| .
> bP[L" > a, ¥y € B(0,1)] > 0. '

Since h > 0 above is arbitrary, (3.8) together with ii) imply that 1 is strictly increasing. O

By Lemma 3.1, we see that 1 is strictly increasing and therefore
Voo = lim Y(u) € (0, 0] (3.9)
U—00

exists. Moreover, if F' is bounded, then ¥, < oo. In the remainder of this section, we let
v € (0,9+) be fixed and study the following variational problem,

ce 1 2 . f 2
minimize — Vo|” dz, subject to 0 dx > v, 3.10
minimize o [ 99 ject to f 9(6?) da > (3.10)
where Db2(R?) is the space of locally integrable functions u on R? with finite Dirichlet integral
Jga [Vu|?dz < oo and vanishing at infinity in the sense that [{|u| > a}| < oo for all @ > 0
(with | - | denoting the Lebesgue measure), see [25, Chapter 8 §2]. By means of the lower semi-
continuity of the Dirichlet energy and the Lipschitz continuity of ¥} there exists a minimizer
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@min € DV2(R?) in the variational problem in (3.10), such that (recall that D is defined
above (1.1))

of 1
Ip(v) L m/Rd |V omin|? dz, ]éﬁ(gomin)da: = (3.11)

Remark 3.2. We note that the operation ¢min — |¢min| only reduces the Dirichlet energy
without violating the constraint in (3.10). It follows that ¢pin can be chosen to be non-
negative. Furthermore, by means of standard first variation arguments we can see that i,
is harmonic in R?\ D. In particular, by the maximum principle, and setting rp = sup{|z| :
x € D}, one has for all |z| > 2rp

27’D =2 27“D d=2
— min n < nlz) <[ —— max in- 3.12
(5r) o, oo < oo < (7)o 12

It follows that when d > 5, Qyin € L? (Rd).

Remark 3.3. Tt is not hard to show that for any v € [0, o)

1
Ip(v) = inf / |Vol*de : ¢ € Cgo(]Rd),][ I dx > v ¢, (3.13)
2d Rd D
with the convention that inf @ = oo (see for instance [35, Corollary 5.9]).

Remark 3.4. We note that since ¢ is Lipschitz continuous, it is differentiable almost every-
where and sub-linear. In many interesting situations ¥ is in fact smooth even if F' is discontin-
uous. As an example consider Fy(¢) = 140y, (v = 0), for which ¥(u) = 1 — exp(—u/g(0,0)).

In the case where the function 7, with 7(a) o Y(a?) for a € R, fulfills n € CZ(R) (i.e. the
subspace of functions in C%(R) which have bounded derivatives) we can observe as in [35,
Remark 5.10, 3)] that non-negative minimizers ¢, € D%2(R%) of (3.10) satisfy the following
semilinear partial differential equation in the weak sense

*AQOmin = )\@minﬁ,(@fmn)]—Dv (314)

for a suitable Lagrange multiplier A. In particular, in view of (3.12) we can even say that a
minimizer satisfies

Pmin = AS @minﬁ,(@?nin)]]-D s (315)

for a suitable A > 0, where § = (—A)~! is the convolution with the Green function associated
with a Brownian motion.

Proposition 3.5. The map v € [0,Y) — Ip(v) € [0,00) is an increasing homeomorphism.

Proof. 1t is immediate that the map is non-decreasing and right-continuous. Furthermore
it is straightforward that Jp(0) = 0. We now argue that the map is left-continuous. Let
v € (0,95) be fixed and consider a sequence (g,)n>1 of positive real numbers with &, —
0 and @, > 0, ¢, € Cgo(Rd) such that fD I(p2)dz > v — g, with ﬁ R |Vn|?dz —
limg o Ip(v —€) < Ip(v) < co. By Theorem 8.6 of [25] we can extract a subsequence, still
denoted by ¢, that converges a.e. and in L2 _(RY) to a function ¢ € DV2(RY). By the
lower semi-continuity of the Dirichlet energy we have o [pa |V¢[>dz < lim.joIp(v —¢), and
furthermore by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and the Lipschitz continuity of
9 we have fD 9(¢?)dx > v. Tt follows that Ip(v) < lim. o Ip(v — €) and the left-continuity

follows.
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We now show that Ip(v) is strictly increasing. Let v < v/ and ¢’ a minimizer for Jp (/).
Then ¢’ is not the null function so that for some a € [0,1) we have

< Qd/ Ve|2da < Ip().  (3.16)

We finish the proof by showing that lim, 1y, Ip(v) = co. We start with the case o, < 00. As
in the proof of the left-continuity, if lim,4y_ Ip(v) would be finite we could find a function
¢ € DV2(R?), ¢ > 0 such that f,,9(¢?) dz = Jo. This is impossible since ¥(¢?) < oo a.e. in
D. Finally, if 9, = 00, the same argument as before, but choosing a sequence v, T co, would
allow us to find ¢ € D1 2(Rd) ¢ > 0 such that fD (¢?)dx = oo, this is impossible since it
would imply, owing to the Lipschitz continuity of 9, that ¢ ¢ L?(D). O

f Ha)P)dz > v, =  Ip)
D

Our main purpose in the Proposition 3.7 below is to construct a quasi-minimizer supported
on a ball of a large enough radius that is smooth. We start with a lemma that allows us to
restrict the minimization problem to a ball of a large enough radius. In the following, we
denote for an open set U C R by HE(U) the closure of C§°(U) in the standard H! (Sobolev)
norm, see, e.g., [25, p. 174].

Lemma 3.6. Consider forv € (0,9«) and anyr > rp o sup{|z| : = € D} the minimization
problem

minimize 1/ \Vo|? dz, subject to ][ I(¢%) dz > v, (3.17)
¢eH)(B,) 2d Jp, D
and denote by Ip ,(v) the minimum of the above problem. Then,
Ipr(v) L Ip(v), as r T oo. (3.18)
Furthermore, there exists ¢ € Hg(B,), with ¢ > 0 and §,9(p*)dz = v, such that Ip,(v) =

ﬁ fRd |V30!2 dz, and ¢ is harmonic on B, \ D.

Proof. 1t is a standard first variation argument that the minimizer ¢ of (3.17) is harmonic
on B, \ D, that it can be chosen to be non-negative, and that it saturates the constraint
fD 9(p?)dx = v, in view of the Lipschitz continuity of ¥. Furthermore, it is immediate from
the setting of the problem that Jp,(v) is decreasing in r > 2rp and that Jp ,(v) > Ip(v)
for all » > 2rp. Note that if @y is the minimizer for Ip(v), we can consider ¥ ¢min, where
¥ is a smooth cutoff with values in [0, 1] that is supported on B,, it is equal to one on

BT/Q, and 1s such that ||V o sup{|Ve(z)| : = € R} < ¢/r. Note that v € H}(B,),
£ 9( )dz = v and
1
2d Jga 2d BAB, )2
Since @i is harmonic on R \ D and vanishing at infinity we have
% 2. dr < max |@min(x )\262/ s574ds — 0, as r — 0o. (3.20)
Br\B, /s |z[=r/2 T Jr )2

We deduce from (3.19) and (3.20) that lim, o Ip »(v) < Ip(v) and the proof is complete. [

Proposition 3.7. Fiz v € (0,9), recall rp = sup{|z| : = € D}, and consider a fized
0<6<1A(rp/2). Then, for all ¥ > 4rp large enough there exists p : RY — R such that:

i) ¢ € C®(B,), suppy = B,, and ¢ > 0 on B,;
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ii) @ is harmonic on B, \ D°. In particular for all s € [rp + 6,7) and x € B, \ By

2—d 2—d 2—d 2—d
r2d—jatd rd |z
g (mine() < w(e) < ey (maxe(a): (3:21)

|z]=s

iii) It holds that

1
v(1+96) < ][ I(¢?)dz < v(1 + 26), Ip(v+96) < Qd/ IVe|?dz < Ip(v +26). (3.22)
D R4
Proof. In view of Lemma 3.6, we can take r > 4rp large enough such that Ip (v + 36/2) <
Ip(v + 26) and we let ¢ be a minimizer for Jp,(v 4+ 36/2) as in Lemma 3.6. Fix some
e = €(6) € (0,0) to be chosen small enough and consider a smooth probability density pe
supported in B.. We define (with % denoting the usual convolution operator):

Yo = (w + 6hD,?") * Pe  ON BT‘D+57
‘ (¢ + €hp,r) otherwise,

where hp,(x) = Wy[Hp < Tp,], with W, denoting the standard Wiener measure starting
from z € R%, and Hp and T, B, standing for the entrance time into D and the exit time from
Tp, for Brownian motion, respectively. We need to show that ¢, satisfies i), ii) and iii).

We start with i). The fact that supp ¢ = B, and ¢, > 0 on B, is clear from the definition.
Moreover, ¢, is infinitely often differentiable in B, s by definition, and, since ¢ + ehp , is
harmonic in B, \ D, by the mean value property of harmonic functions, we also have that
Ye =1+ €hp, on B, \ D? and thus ¢, € C*®(B,).

The harmonicity of ¢, in B, \ D? and the maximum principle readily imply ii).

We are now left showing iii). Owing to the fact that ¢ is Lipschitz continuous, we have that
the map ¢ € L?(D) — f,9(¢?)dz € [0, 00) is continuous. Therefore, using that ¢e — 1, in
L?(D) as € — 0, there exists e small enough such that

(3.23)

v(l+6) < ][ I(p?) dz < v(1 + 26). (3.24)
D
In particular, by construction, 5 [pq |Vee|?>dz > Ip(v+6). We are left noticing that that
1
lim sup — / Vo2 da < Tp (v +30/2) < Ip(v + 26). (3.25)
e—0 2d Rd ’

Therefore, choosing € small enough we can guarantee that 55 [q |[Ve|>dz < Ip(v+26). O

4. THE TILTED WALK AND ESTIMATES

In this section we introduce a near-optimal strategy to realize the event Ay (F') introduced
in (1.2). To that end, we first introduce a “potential” pn = ¢(-/N) that will govern the
behavior of the tilted random walk up to a time Sy ~ H(pNH?Q(Zd) where we let ¢ be a

near-minimizer of the variational problem appearing on the right-hand side of (1.5). More
precisely, we fix a choice

€ (0,1A(rp/2)) and R € (4rp,00) N Z, fulfilling the conditions of Proposition 3.7 (4.1)

(i.e. R is an integer choice of the radius r > 4rp appearing in Proposition 3.7). With this,
we make the standing assumption throughout Sections 4, 5 and 6:

¢ is a near-minimizer constructed in Proposition 3.7 with §, R as in (4.1). (4.2)
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All constants appearing throughout this section may implicitly depend on §, R, and ¢. Then
we define for integer N > 1

def X def @N(x) d
on(x) =pl=), and f(x) = ——F— x€Z% 4.3

with UN = (NBg) NZ% as above (2.16) (with the choice R = R). Our goal is now to use the
tilted walk in (2.22) with the choice f as in (4.3). For later use, we will also consider for a
fixed n € (0,R/100) the set

(U)N = (NBg_,) N 2% (4.4)
This will be convenient, since
c3(n) = min_p(z) >0, (4.5)
ZEB:R_n

by Proposition 3.7, i). We also set for a given ¢ € (0, 1)
Sy=(1+ 5)||90N||z2(zd)- (4.6)

It is immediate to see that as a consequence of Proposition 3.7, for large enough N, the
function f in (4.3) fulfills the conditions (2.16). Indeed, (2.16), i) follows from the fact that
¢ >0 on By and ¢[pg =0, so that pn(x) > 0 if and only if [z] < NR, and (2.16), ii) follows
immediately from the definition (4.3). We also recall the definition of the reversible measure
7 in (2.20), in which we fix f as in (4.3).

In the remainder of this section, we derive pivotal controls on ¢y, f, m, as well as on
properties associated with the tilted walk under this choice of f (and Sy). Roughly speaking,
the near-minimizer ¢ plays the role of h constructed in [21, Lemma 2.1] (with ¢y, f, and
7 replacing hy = h(-/N), f = hn /Nl e2(z4y, in (2.15) and (2.38) of the same reference,
respectively). In the sequel, we will adapt the arguments in [21, Sections 2—4] to our context
(in particular, Propositions 4.4 and 4.10 below). Some of these modifications are straight-
forward, and we explain only significant changes in the proof in order to keep the exposition
concise. However, a major technical obstruction comes from the fact that we need to derive
controls on the tilted walk in essentially all mesoscopic sub-boxes of UV intersecting Dy,
whereas in [21], precise controls on hitting distributions were only needed for certain sub-
sets of UN where the corresponding near-minimizer h of the variational problem attached
to the capacity is constant (and equal to one). In order to deal with this, we also develop
some comparisons between the equilibrium measure for a simple random walk and that of
(an appropriately defined version of) the “tilted walk in a mesoscopic box” in Proposition 4.8
below. Roughly speaking, we will heavily rely on the smoothness and boundedness of the
near-minimizer ¢, as well as its harmonicity on Bg \ D° for § as in (4.1) (which implies good
quantitative controls on its decay, see (3.21)). These allow us on one hand to conclude that
the conductances associated to the discrete skeleton of the tilted (or confined) walk can be
treated as “essentially constant” in mesoscopic boxes of size M < N (with a quantitative
decay rate on their oscillation, see (4.64)). On the other hand, this also allows us to leverage
standard heat-kernel bounds to obtain good controls on exit times, see Lemma 4.6.

We start with this program by subsuming in the next lemma several technical properties
of pn, f, and Sy from Lemmas 2.3, 2.10, 2.11 of [21].
Lemma 4.1. Let R be as in (4.1) and consider the fized near-minimizer ¢ as in (4.2). For

on, [, m and Sy as in (4.3), (2.20), and (4.6), respectively, we have the following properties
for N large enough:
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i) The function oy fulfills

eN72< on(z) < C forall x € uv,
on(x) < N~ for all z € 9 UV,

4.7
on(z) > eN7L for all z € OV, (4.7)
eN? < |lon || za) < ONY,
where we define OV as
N _ (17N (A .77IN
ON = (U \ (G UN U BNR/Q)) )
U{z € uUY : |y = NR for ally ~ z,y ¢ UN}.
ii) The measure © (= f?) fulfills
eN~ 4 < 7(z) <CN~ for all x € UV, (4.9)
ili) Define vy, as the function v in (2.18) with f chosen as in (4.3), namely
Agaf(x) ( AZdSON(fU)> N
vo(z) = — L) ZwdN\E Y e g, 410
=) o) o
Then the function v, fulfills
/
—CNQSMP(Z‘)S%, zeUN, and
o (4.11)
c&\n
UW($) 2 —W, T € (Un)N
iv) The time Sy fulfills
cN? < Sy < CN<. (4.12)

Proof. We start with i). The upper bound on ¢y in the first line of (4.7) is immediate by
choosing C' = max_5— (), which is finite by Proposition 3.7, i). The lower bound in the
first line follows as in the proof of claim 1 of [21, Lemma 2.3], using the fact that R is integer,
and employing the lower bound in (3.21) of Proposition 3.7, ii). Analogously, the proof of
the second and third lines of (4.7) follow similarly as in the proof of claims 2 and 3 of [21,
Lemma 2.3]. The last line in (4.7) is again immediate from the definition of ¢ and the fact
that ¢ € C°°(Bg) and ¢ > 0 on By, see Proposition 3.7, i).

Item ii) follows upon using the definition of f in (4.3) and of 7 in (2.20) and combining
the first and last line of (4.7).

We now turn to iii). The proof of the first line in (4.11) corresponds to that of [21, Lemma
2.11], and we briefly explain the changes in our set-up. The lower bound in the first line
follows directly upon combining the lower and upper bounds of (4.7) and using the fact that
@n > 0, and we now turn to the upper bound. We can use that

p(r) = min p(z) =c(>0), € Bgp, (4.13)

ZGB:R/Q
since ¢ is smooth and strictly positive on By by Proposition 3.7, i). Moreover, the function
¢ (which replaces h in the proof of [21, Lemma 2.11]) is still C*°(Bg), and [17, Lemma 6.37,
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p. 136] also applies to . Thus, one can first obtain (using a standard second order Taylor
formula) that

1 1 X C N N N
Aguon (@) 2 — <2dA<p (%) - N> . ze UM\ auUN)uoY, (4.14)
The proof can then be concluded in the same way, using the fact that oy (y) = 0if y ¢ UV
by Proposition 3.7, i), and the first and third lines of (4.7), the fact that Ap(x/N) = 0 when
x € OV, by Proposition 3.7, ii), as well as the fact that the outer normal derivative on of
¢, defined by g—i(z) = Vp(2) - n(z) with n(z) the outer normal vector of 9By at z € 0By

and a - b denoting the standard Euclidean scalar product of a,b € R?, fulfills g—ﬁ(z) < —c for
z € OBg. The existence of this derivative follows from Proposition 3.7, i), and the claimed
upper bound follows from (3.21) since ¢ is bounded from above and below by two functions
with constant negative outer normal derivatives on 0By (see [21, (2.49)] and the discussion
above it for a similar argument). For the second line of (4.11), it suffices to bound (in the
same way as (4.14))

1 1 T & N
< (= )+ = .
Agapn(z) < E (QdASO <N) + N> , x e (Uy)™, (4.15)
and by (4.5), we see that
CDgapn(@)  Ae(F)t+w o)
N

en(z) — e(f)N2 T NP

(4.16)

Finally, we see that iv) follows immediately from the definition (4.6) of Sy and the fourth
line of (4.7). O

We will frequently make use of the regeneration time of the confined walk defined by
t, = N?log? N. (4.17)

In essence, the confined walk on U" at time ¢, will be distributed according to the reversible
distribution 7 up to a super-polynomially decaying error term. More precisely, we have the
following.

Lemma 4.2. Fort > t,, we have

sup |P:[X:=vy] —7(y)| < g clog® N, (4.18)
z,yeUN
Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.1, ii), upon adapting [21, Proposition 2.12] to our
context. Precisely, we need to show that the spectral gap A of the confined walk (by which
we mean the smallest strictly positive eigenvalue of —%; defined in (2.21) with the choice of
f asin (4.3), viewed as a self-adjoint operator on £2(U™, 7)) can be bounded below by cN 2.
We can follow the method of canonical paths exactly as in the proof of [21, Proposition 2.12],
where we only need to show that

For 2,y € UV, |z| < |y| implies 7(z) > en(y). (4.19)
To establish (4.19), note that by (3.21), one has
() > dp(w) for z,w € R? with |z| < |w| < R. (4.20)

mis=s 202) for o fixed s € [rp +4,R). =

Indeed, we can choose the constant ¢ as C
max, ;| =s 90(2)
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With these preparations, we can state the following upper bound on the relative entropy
of the tilted walk with respect to the simple random walk, which will play a central role in
the proof of the main result of this article in Theorem 6.1.

Proposition 4.3. One has that for all y € Z% that

. 1 >
lim sup W%(P%N|Py) < (1+4¢€)Epalp, p) (4.21)
N—o00

(note that the right-hand side is well-defined since ¢ € C§°(RY) by Proposition 3.7, i)).

Proof. Note that for N large enough, we can guarantee that y € UN (= (N Bg) N Z4), which
we assume throughout the remainder of the proof. By the definition (2.28), we obtain for any
y € 74

~ 2.19),(2.22) ~
H(PyN|Fy) ( :( : Ey N [log Msy]

e g [ oas| + 8, [ [ v (422)

+ Ey [log f(Xsy) — log f(Xo)],

where Ey, ~ and B, denote the expectations under ]By’ ~ and P,, respectively, and we recall
that v, and f are defined in (4.10) and (4.3). We bound the three summands in (4.22) sep-
arately. Importantly, we stress that the main contribution comes from the second summand
and will crucially use that Sy = (1+ E)”W\’”%?(Zd)‘ By (4.11), we find that for the first term,

=

N
—~

tx
E, {/ vw(XS)ds] < t, sup v,(z) < clog? N. (4.23)
0

zeUN

To bound the second term, we use Lemma 4.2 to write

F@LA%@AXQM(&VE)E:UM@W@J‘

Fz[Xt = Z] — Z 'ULP(Z/)T('(Z,) (424)

2/eUN

- max [u(2)|

<Sn- sup
zeUN

t€[ty,SN],x,2€UN

—c'log? N
<e BN

using also (4.11) and the fact that Sy < CN9, see (4.12). The third term on the right-hand
side of (4.22) can be bounded as follows:

Ey [log f(Xsy)] — By [log f(Xo)] < log max f(z) — log min f(z)
2€U zeU (4.25)
< clog N,

by Lemma 4.1, ii). We now calculate the contribution coming from the stationary measure.
To that end, note that due to (4.6), we have
(2.20),(4.10) 14¢
Z vy (2)7(2) = v Z on(2)Azapn(z)
2€UN N ez (4.26)

(213) 1 4+«
= 5y Eza(oN, oN).
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Upon combining (4.23), (4.24) and (4.25), we therefore see that
H(Pyn|P,) < clog? N + e~ log" N . Z v (2)m(2) + clog N
zeUN (4.27)
(4.26) ,
< (1+4¢e)€za(en,on) + Clog” N,

for large enough N. By a standard Riemann sum argument (recall that ¢ is smooth and has
compact support, see Proposition 3.7, i)), we find that

1 1
lim sup ——=¢& , < =€ , ). 4.28
mSUp i 2i(PN: o) < —Era(p. ) (4.28)
The claim then immediately follows from (4.27). O

We now turn to the definition of the quasi-stationary distribution for the confined walk
on UV and state some fundamental estimates relating it to the distribution of the confined
walk conditioned on avoiding a certain set for long enough times. To this end, we first need
to introduce some further notation. We consider

zo € DY ¥ (NDPYNzZ4,  with § asin (4.1). (4.29)

We then introduce real numbers r;, 1 < j <5, with
rj €(0,4), for 1<j<5,  rj_qy<rj for2<j<5,
r1-(d—2)+rs <1, and (4.30)
d—2
d—1

as well as the concentric boxes given by

r <<

r2,

A; = B(xo, [N ), for 1< j <5, Ag= B(mo, L%ONJ) (4.31)

for some sufficiently small 5>0 guaranteeing that Ag C (Un)N for all N > 1. The expo-

nents (7;)1<j<s and the parameter § will be fixed throughout this article, and we suppress
dependence of constants on these quantities in the notation. We define the semigroup of the

confined walk (P,),cyn killed upon entering Ay by setting
# \g(@) = Bu[g(X0)Tma,on), 120, g:UY =R, (4.32)
and let 2V \12 stand for its generator. For a function g : UN \ Ay — R, one has
LU N2 g(2) = LiG(x),  xeUN\ Ay, (4.33)
where g denotes the the extension by 0 in As of the function g, i.e.
§(z) = g(x)1ag(x), xeUV, (4.34)
and &y is defined in (2.21) (with f asin (4.3)). We also set UMz — T|grwy 4,5 the restriction

of the measure 7 to U™V \ Ay. Both %tUN\AQ, t >0, and PUMN2 a1¢ self-adjoint operators on
2(UN \ Ay, 7V \42) and one has

V"2 = exp (12U VA2) 1> 0, (4.35)
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Moreover, since UV \ A is connected, by the Perron-Frobenius theorem, we can associate to
N

the smallest eigenvalue )\gj M2 of the positive definite operator —<% UMA2 ap eigenfunction

fi:UN\ Ay — [0,00) (i.e. with non-negative values). We then define, with 1 denoting the

function that is constant and equal to one in every point and d§, = 1y,

{1 0y) o ag ¥\ 12) fiy)(y) N
_ 2, _ , U Ao, 4.
o) 1Dy ay rotiazy \ - 2zevnya, 1(2)7(2) e

which we call the quasi-stationary distribution of (Py) ey 4, on U N\ As.

The following is an adaptation of [21, Proposition 4.5] to our framework, and relates the
quasi-stationary distribution of the confined walk quantitatively to its distribution at time #,
(see (4.17)) starting from = € Uy \ Aa, conditioned on the event that it has not entered A
before this time.

Proposition 4.4. For N large enough, we have that

sup  |Py[Xi, = y|Ha, > t] —o(y)| < exp (- clog? N). (4.37)
z,yeUN\ Ay

The proof is given in the Appendix A.

We will now derive important comparisons between the simple random walk and a random
walk among non-constant conductances, which may be thought of as a version of the con-
ductances a confined walk sees within As, extended to the entire lattice by periodicity. This
will allow us to effectively compare the local behavior of the confined walk (on a mesoscopic
scale N < N) with that of a simple random walk. To this end, we introduce some further
notation. Let (jp ) be symmetric weights on the edges on Z%, d > 3 (denoted by

E%), with

z,y€Z x~y

A< gy =pys <A, for some 0 < A < A < o0. (4.38)

For a given measure v : Z¢ — (c,C), we let P denote the law of the (variable speed)
continuous-time random walk on (Z% E9, 1) with speed measure v, i.e. the continuous-time
Markov process starting at x with generator
. M,
Zhvg(z) =y  —*(9(2) - g()), (4.39)

Vg
z~x

for functions g : Z¢ — R. Under P}, the Markov chain (X;);>¢ corresponds to a random

walk starting in x with jump probabilities given by ’;\3’[:, where
My = Z /~Ly,27 ?/ € Zd7 (440)

zizny

which waits at a point z € Z? for an exponential time with mean v, /M, (see [5, Remark 5.7,
p. 137-138] for more details on this). We also define the corresponding heat kernel by

. PPYX, =
@ (,y) = BoX=vl s g yent (4.41)
Vy

as well as the Green function by

. ST 1 o
g (x,y) = EF [/ I{Xt:y}dt} C— = / ¢ (z,y)dt. (4.42)
0 Vy 0
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For zg € D%, and ¢y as in (4.3), we consider the (2| N3] + 3)-periodic extension

o () = on(z), x € B(xg, [N™| 4+ 1), extended periodically to Z¢ (4.43)

(i.e. pn is specified on all points y € Z? with du(y, As) < 1). With this, we can consider the
specific choice of weights

oy = g% @R (), for @ ~ g,y € 21, (149

and the speed measure
Up = (@52 (x), xeZl (4.45)
(we suppress the additional dependence of 7, , on ¢, N, and x¢). Note that for any o as
in (4.29), the conductances (4.44) fulfill (4.38) with constants A, A not depending on N, upon
using (4.5) and the first line of (4.7). Moreover, the speed measure 7 in (4.45) is bounded

uniformly from above and below by constants that do not depend on N. Importantly, we
have that

the laws of (XMTAj )0, 1 < j <5, under P, and under PY with x € As coincide, (4.46)

which follows immediately by verifying that the value of the generator £#¥ g coincides with
Zyg for functions g : U N 5 R that vanish outside of As. Since we primarily work with

the choice (4.45), we use PY (resp. ¢/'(z,y), ¢*(x,y)) as a shorthand notation for P
(resp. ¢""(x,y), g"7(x,y)) for any z,y € Z4, t > 0.

Remark 4.5. Let us briefly comment on our choices of the conductances (4.44) and the speed
measure (4.45). An alternative choice would be to set

_ 1 e or
Ay = og! @) P (y) for x ~y,z,y € AR
vg:f) = (fP")?(x), for z € 7,

with f(z) = on(2)/llenle(ze) in (4.3) specified for z € B(zo, 2lN™ ] +1) and fP*" its periodic

extension to Z? (similarly as in (4.43)). Inserting these choices into the definition (4.39) yields
the same generator as we obtain by using (4.44) and (4.45). However, this choice is slightly

(4.47)

less convenient, since both (ﬁéf;)xy and 7) have non-trivial scaling as N increases (see
Proposition 4.1).

With the choices as in (4.44) and (4.45) above, we can introduce several potential-theoretic
quantities attached to the laws (P%'),czq¢, which can be seen as analogues to the quantities
introduced for the simple random walk in Section 2, and we refer to [5, Chapter 7] for more

details on this. We introduce for @ # K CC Z? the tilted equilibrium measure of K,

T[T T 1 r
ex(z) = Pl[Hyk = ool () (2d YN (y)> Ig(z), weZ’ (4.48)
Yy~

Its total mass

Cap(K) = Y ex(), (4.49)

zeK

is called the tilted capacity of K. We also define the normalized tilted equilibrium measure
of K as

er(r) = =———~ x e 74 (4.50)
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These definitions are in analogy to (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5), using the conductances (4.44) and
we will derive controls that allow us to compare these “tilted” quantities (up to polynomially
decaying error terms) to the respective ones for the simple random walk. To facilitate this, we
need a result concerning deviations of the time 7'4,, which brings into play standard Gaussian
heat kernel estimates. We use the abbreviation

€={Ty, <N*}, N=>L (4.51)

We now establish that the event € is exponentially unlikely both for the simple random walk
as well as for the walk with conductances & and speed measure 7, both started in x € A;.

Lemma 4.6. Let o € (r9,1). Then, for every N > 1,

sup PF[E]] < Cyexp ( — C’5NC6),
x€Aq

sup P.[€°] < O} exp ( — C’éNcé).
TEA;

(4.52)

(with constants depending on «).

Before proving Lemma 4.6, we establish that the continuous-time random walk defined by
(P)yeza fulfills standard Gaussian heat kernel estimates.

Lemma 4.7. For large enough N, one has

c<v(z)<C, xeZf (4.53)
as well as
C —c |z— y\ C el \ac—y|2 d
ol < qf(z,y) < a2t ¢,  t>1Vdz—y|, z,yeZf (4.54)

with constants that may depend on ¢ but do not depend on N.

Proof. The first claim (4.53) is immediate by the definition (4.45), (4.5), and (4.7). We now
turn to the proof of (4.54). By [5, Theorem 6.28], the discrete heat kernel associated with
conductances satisfying (4.38) admits standard Gaussian heat-kernel bounds. Note that the
conductances fi,, , are indeed uniformly elliptic in the sense of (4.38) due to (4.5) and (4.7)
with constants A, A not depending on N. With the choice (4.44), the corresponding measure
M coincides with

—— def 1 per per d
My = ool ) Y N w),  xez (4.55)

Yy~

where R is defined in (4.43). Note that for all z € Z,

‘ Mx 2d Zy Y~x ()01]3\;31”( ) 90?\?1“( )
(on ) (x) Py ()

Now, (X¢)¢>0 under PF corresponds to a continuous-time random walk with variable jump
rates given by (V,/M),cza (see also the discussion below (4.39)), which are bounded above
and below by (4.56). We can conclude that (4.54) holds from the discrete heat kernel bounds,

by using standard bounds on large deviations of Poisson processes with rates bounded above
and below (see, e.g., [5, Section 5]). O

— 1‘ < CN™ L (4.56)

We will now prove Lemma 4.6.
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Proof of Lemma 4.6. Set A(z,K) = B(z,2K)\ B(z,K) for z € Z¢ and K > 1. We consider
a set-up of a general heat kernel ¢;"”(,-) and a speed measure v > ¢ such that

. c _ s le—yl?

qf”y(gj’y) > We ¢ Eoy t> 1\/al‘7y|a x7y€Zd' (457)

Using the lower bound in (4.57), we see that for any x € Ay, we have

PEY[X nory € A(xg,20N72)] > |A(20,20N"2)] - inf K (x,
1Y [ X yare € Ao )] > |A(zo )| pen @) I (z,y)v(y) (£.58)
>¢(>0),
Now note that
| N2(a—72) |
{Tay > N**}C () {Xjn2re & A(20,20N7), X(j_1yn2re € Az} (4.59)
j=1

Using the simple Markov property repeatedly at times jN22, j = 1,..., [N2(@=72)| — 1, we
obtain that
. (4.58) vatacrs)
PHVITy, > N? < (1—-e)V"™1 0 ze A, (4.60)
The first line of the claim (4.52) follows from the above by choosing the conductances p as
in (4.44), the speed measure v as in (4.45), and using Lemma 4.7. To prove the claim in the
second line of (4.52), note that P, with x € Aj, corresponds to the simple random walk with

conductances iz, = ﬁ for every x ~ y, z,y ~ Z%, and v, = M, = 1 for z € Z%, which fulfills
the lower bound (4.57) again by [5, Theorem 6.28]. O

The following estimates will be pivotal in dealing with the aforementioned issue that we
need to compare the tilted walk which induces non-constant conductances everywhere with
the simple random walk.

Proposition 4.8. For large enough N, we have

S
2E€Dm AL e, () Ne
as well as .
|93 (20)Cap(A1) — Cap(A1)| < - (4.62)

Proof. We first prove (4.62). To that end, note that we can also write

%(Al) = inf {; Zﬁmy (g(x) - g(y))2 A CO(Zd)7 g(l‘) =1lforxze Al} ) (4'63)

z~y
in analogy to (2.15), see, e.g., [5, Proposition 7.9]. By the definition of 7, , in (4.44), we see
that for every z,y € Z%, x ~ y, we have
2 2
en (o) ¢ — o (o) 9
2d <1 B Nl_r5> = fay < 2d L+ N1l-rs )7 (4.64)

using the smoothness of ¢ (see Proposition 3.7, i)). We also have the a-priori bounds for N
large enough,

N2 < Tap(Ay) < CN™E2) 0 NTE72) < Cap(Ay) < C'NT@2) (4.65)
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which follow from (2.6) and the bounds in (4.64). The claim (4.62) then follows by combining
these bounds with (2.15), (4.63), (4.64), and using the second line of (4.30).

Let us now turn to the proof of (4.61), which is more involved. As a first step, we derive
a comparison between the laws P, and P, for x € A; conditioned on the event &, defined
n (4.51), which is typical under both measures by Lemma 4.6 (and (4.46)). We derive a
bound on the quotient between P,[A|€] and P,[A|€] for any A C T'(UY) measurable that
only depends on X.a7, . We claim that for large enough N and any such A,

(4.66)

P.[AlE] o< o)
ved; | PelA|E] — Nl-r2

(where we define the quotient on the left-hand side as 1 if P,[A]€] = P,[A|€] = 0). Indeed,
we observe that for z € A; and measurable A C T'(UY) as above,

PoANE] = Bullane) 2 E, {mg : % exp ( /0 " vd&)dsﬂ . (467)

where v, (y) = —A%’%(Ny)(y) (recall (2.18)). On the event &, by definition T4, < N2¢. Moreover,
since |X7,, — x| < ¢N"™, Pp-as. for x € A; we obtain using the smoothness of ¢ (see

Proposition 3.7, 1)) that, Py-a.s.,
‘PN(XTAZ ) c
o (x) N1or2

Using (4.52) and (4.67), it follows that the quotient of conditional probabilities can be bounded
above as follows

P, [Al€]
PlAlE] = (1+

<1+ z €A (4.68)

™

where we also used that v,(y) < ¢cN~2 for every y € UV, see (4.11) of Lemma 4.1, iii).
Similarly, we obtain a lower bound

e > (1= 5m) o0 (s ) (- o (-owers)), )

where we used that v,(y) > — N2, for every y € (U,)", see again (4.11) of Lemma 4.1,
iii). Combining (4.69) and (4.70), we find that (4.66) holds. Next, we show that returning
to A; from the boundary 0A, is unlikely for both the simple random walk and the random
walk with conductances 7.

To that end will use that for large enough IV,

(2.9)
Py[Ha, <o00] =" ) glx,y)ea, (v)
yeAL (4.71)
(2.10) (4.65) .
Moreover, we also have
PIHa, < oo] = PEM[Hy, < ool = > g"M(z,y)ea,(y), = € 0Ay, (4.72)

yEA
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(recall the definition of M in (4.55)) in analogy to (2.9), see, e.g., [5, Corollary 7.4], using
also in the first line the fact that the random walk under P is a (random) time-change of
the random walk under Pf | see the discussion below (4.40). Moreover, the Green function
gﬁ?ﬂ is defined in (4.42), and we also have an upper bound

C
(lz =y v 1)d=2

(see, e.g., [0, Theorem 4.26]). Thus, by inserting (4.73) in (4.72) and using (4.65), one can
conclude similarly as for (4.71) that

z,y € 24 (4.73)

M (z,y) <

PA[H,, < o0] < eNW@=2i=r2) e §A,. (4.74)
We now have the required preparations to prove (4.61). Let x € 9yt A1, then
Pi[Ha, =o0] | _ |PH[Ha, = 00| — Py[Ha, = o0
ea, (z) P.[Hy, = o0
< |Pxﬁ[ﬁA1 > TAE] - Pw[ﬁAl > TAQ”
N P.[Hy, = ]
L SUPzcoa Pl'[Hya, < 00| +sup,epa, Pe[Ha, < od]
Pp[H 4, = o] (4.75)
(2~7)’(4-21),(4-74) |PY[Ha, > TAE] — Py[Ha, > Ta,]|
- Px [HAl = OO]
CN(d—Z)(rl—rg)
N
(4§0) |PL[Ha, > TAE] — Py[Ha, > Ta,]| c
= PI [HAl — Oo} Nc/)

using also the strong Markov property at time T4, (< 0o, Py-a.s. and P-a.s. due to tran-
sience) in the first bound. We now turn to the remaining term in the last line of (4.75)
and note that the events under the probability only depend on X. NTa,- We can therefore for
x € Omt Ay (recall (4.46)) use

‘Pxﬁ[ﬁfh > TA2] - P.T[ﬁAl > TA2”

P, [ﬁAl = 0]
< \PE[Ha, > Ta,|€] - Pf[ﬁ] — Py[Ha, > Ty, €] - Pul€] . P:cﬁ[gi] + Py[€°]
- P,[Ha, = x] P,[Hs, = 9
B |PY[Ha, > T, €] ~ Py[Ha, > Ta,|€]] n QP:(:E[gi] + Pu[€°] (4.76)
P.[Hy, = x| P,[Hy, = 9]
045 |PE[Ha, > Tasl€] = PelHa, > Taslel] Ce=eN
- P,[Hy, = ] N—n

(2.7)24.66) c-er(a)

S Fim.yom FONTe
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where we used in the second step that Py[Ha, > Tu,|€]- Pu[€] = Pe[Ha, > Ta,|&]—Pu[Ha, >
T4, |E] - Pr[E€], with the second term being bounded above by P,[E¢] in absolute value (and
the same argument applies to P4 in place of P,). By (4.30), we have r1 +rg < %, and therefore
the claim follows by combining the terms on the right-hand side of (4.75) and (4.76). O

One can combine the two statements in Proposition 4.8 to obtain a control on the normal-
ized equilibrium measures.

Corollary 4.9. For large enough N, we have

@) | C
gAl(I) - Nc¢

sup (4.77)

xeaintAl

Proof. We take x € Oy A;. We recall the definition (4.55) of M,, = € Z¢, and note that
by (4.64), we have

— C
2
5;12% ‘M:e - @N@O)} < N1 (4.78)
Thus, for large enough N,
€4, (z) (4.48) 1 M,PFH,, = 0] —
= - S - Cap(A1) — Cap(A
Za,(2) Cap(Ay) ea, (2) p(A1) p(A1)
< MmCap(Al) ‘ Pxﬁ[ﬁAl = 0] q
Cap(A4;) e, ()
1 — .
4+ —— M, Cap(A;) — Cap(A4; (4.79)
Ga(ay) IM=Cop(A) = Caplat)|
(4.65),(4.78) ) -
679 | PR =) |, O
e () N1=7s
1 ) o (4.61),(4.62),(4.65) (O
+ = Cap(A;) — Cap(A < —,
Gan (A1) | % (20)Cap(A1) — Cap(Ay) < e
which concludes the proof. O

We will now show a uniform comparison between the hitting distribution of A; from the
quasi-stationary distribution ¢ on UY \ Ay and €4,, the normalized equilibrium measure of
the simple random walk. The statement is that of [21, Proposition 4.7], which itself is roughly
an adaptation of [38, Lemma 3.10] to the case of the confined walk. However, special care is
needed in our case since the confined walk attached to the minimizer ¢ does not necessarily
admit areas in which the conductances are constant.

Proposition 4.10. For large N, we have

P, X =z 1
sup M -1 < —. (4.80)
T€0nt A1 €A, (:L') Ne
Proof. 1t suffices to show that
ﬁg XH = 1
sup ¥ -1 < —. (4.81)
TEnt A1 €A1 (l’) N¢
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Indeed, suppose that (4.81) holds and let « € Aj. Then, for N large enough,

Wf1 < W—l +FU[§HA1 = %Al(x) 1
e (@) e (@) ea(®)  [ea@) (4.82)
(4‘77)%(4.81) 1 ) 1 C
< Ne + Ne ) N

and the claim follows.

We are left with proving (4.81). To this end, we first establish that for N large enough,
x € UN\ Ay, and the stopping time

V - 1nf{t 2 t* . X[t—t*,t} N A2 - @}, (483)
we have the bound
P, H 1
o[V < Hay) _ —1 < —, (4.84)
ZyeaimAl Py[V < HAl]eAl (x) N

which follows in the same way as [21, (4.56)]. Indeed, one first uses (A.1) in place of (3.11)
and (A.2) in place of (3.12) of the same reference, giving the bounds

1\ea) - ~ 1\ ea(y)
< Nc> M, oV < Ha] < {1+ 5 M, S omA (4.85)

Using the smoothness of ¢ (see Proposition 3.7, i)) to replace M, by M, uniformly for
z,y € Oing A1 up to an error bounded by N~¢", and then summing over y € diyt A1 yields the
comparison, for large enough N,

Cap(4,) € (1 — ;) M, Y P,[V<Ha,], (1 + ]\}) M, Y P,[V<Hal|,
yEDint A1 YEOint A1
(4.86)
and the claim (4.84) follows upon using the definition of the normalized equilibrium mea-
sure (4.50) and combining (4.85) and (4.86).

To conclude the proof of (4.81), it now suffices to prove that for every x € 0yt A1 and N
large enough

- . - - ~ C
PV < Ha)| = Po[Xp, =2] > Py [V<Hyl< i (4.87)
YEDint A1

We admit (4.87) for the time being and explain how the proof proceeds given this. First note
that upon combining (2.7), (4.6& and (4.86), we obtain for every z € Ot A1 and N large
enough (and using also that ¢ < M, < C by the definition (4.55), (4.5), and (4.7)),

_ . (4.86) C'g, (1) (4.61) 1 @7 o
S BV < Hafea () > (1;‘(1; 2o <1_Nc,> ea () > o
yeaintAl Ne¢

(4.88)
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One can therefore divide, for large enough N, the inequality (4.87) by > s 4, P,V <
H,Jea, (x) and infer that

Fx[V<ITIAl] B PO’[XHAl = 7 C
S eomn PylV < HoaJeu (@) ea(w) |7 N (4.89)
(430) (O
< AT
< =

and combining this with (4.84) establishes (4.81) and therefore the main statement.

To show (4.87), we will argue as in [21, Appendix], but some care is required due to the
fact that m is not constant on Ot A;. Crucially, we have that

(y) — ~ — ~
> 7T()PI[V<HA1,XI§A1 —y= ) PylV < Hay, X, =al,  (4.90)
yeaintAl\{x} yeaintAl\{I}

for all y € Ot Ay, replacing [21, (A.2)] (in our context, we have the extra factor % appearing,

which was equal to 1 in [21, Appendix]). However, upon using the smoothness of ¢ again, we
see that for large enough N,

m(y) ‘ c
sup — -1 < —, 4.91
N e R BT (491)
and therefore
T — ~ _ ~
> @PI[V<HA1,XI;, =yl— Y PuV<Ha Xy =y
7'('(33) Aq Al
yeaintAl\{a;} yeaintAl\{z} (492)
(491) ¢
< .
- Nl—m

We can then directly follow [21, (A.4) — (A.8)], using (4.37) to obtain for every =,y € Ot A1
that

— ~ — ~ = _ 2
PylV < Hay, Xz, =y]— PulV < Ha|Po[Xg, =y] <e7e N, (4.93)

We therefore obtain (recall that |A;| < ¢N"™9) for large enough N

PV < HAl]R[XﬁAI £al— Y PlV< HAI]?U[XﬁAl = 7
y€Oint A1\{z}
(4.93) _ - — ~
< > PolV < Hay, X, =yl— > PylV < Hap, X, =2 (4.94)
yeairltAl\{$} yeaintAl\{z}
+ efc’ log? N
(4.90),(4.92)
< —_.
- Nl—T1
The claim (4.87) then follows by adding and subtracting the term P,[V < Hy,|Py[X7 = ]

Ha,
under the absolute value on the right-hand side of (4.94). O
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5. COUPLING OF THE OCCUPATION TIMES OF EXCURSIONS

The purpose of this section is to introduce a pivotal series of (local) couplings for the occu-
pation times of the tilted walk with the occupation times of a random number of independent
simple random walk excursions in certain mesoscopic boxes. This series of couplings will
be instrumental in Section 6 to demonstrate that under the tilted measure Py N, y € ze,
the probability of the event Ax(F') tends to one, as N tends to infinity. Similar couplings
for the trace of the tilted walk with the traces of random interlacements have been devised
in [21], adapting a previous coupling for the trace of the simple random walk on the torus
with random interlacements of a similar type in [38]. For our purposes, we need to adapt the
framework of [21] further, in particular by coupling the occupation time field instead of the
trace of the tilted walk.

Throughout this section, we work again with a fixed near-minimizer ¢ as in (4.2) and fixed
0,R as in (4.1), and all constants may depend implicitly on these choices. We also recall the
definitions of the boxes A;, 1 < j <6 in (4.31). To start with, we define successive entrance
times into the box A; centered at zg € D% (see (4.29)), which are separated by intervals in
which the tilted walk spends a substantial time outside As. Specifically, recall the definition
of the regeneration time in (4.17) and the stopping time V in (4.83). These are now used to
define the aforementioned successive entrance times R and stopping times V} as follows:

RIZHAU ‘/1:R1+V019R1,
R; =Vj_1+ Ha, oVy,_,, Vi=R;j+Vodg,, for j >2.

The values of the (tilted) walk within the time intervals [R;, V;) will be called “long excur-
sions”.

(5.1)

Ay

FIGURE 1. An illustration the first two (long) excursions of the tilted walk in
and out of Ay.

We define the quantity
J = [(1+ §)pk(z0)Cap(A1)] , (5.2)
where ¢ is defined in (4.6) and @y is defined as in (4.3). We remark that by (4.62), the value
% (w0)Cap(A;) is close to Cap(41) for N large. The number J will be used to control the
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number of (long) excursions to A; that the tilted walk typically performs before time Sy.
This is the content of the following statement.

Proposition 5.1. For large enough N, and y € UYN, one has
ﬁy[RJ Z SN] S eXp(—NC). (53)

Proof. We follow the proof in [21, Appendix]| (see also the proof of [38, Lemma 4.3]). Observe
that P-a.s.

{Ry > Sy} C {HAI S Ha o0y +... 4 Hay oy, , > <1 _ 100>SN} 5

e
U{VoﬁRl+...+VoﬂRJ71 zﬁsN}.

We want to give now an upper bound on the respective probabilities. We start defining the
quantity

ty = sup Ey[HAJ? (55)
yeUn

i.e. the maximum of the expected time to enter A; starting from any y € Uy. By means of
a repeated use of the strong Markov property and the exponential Chebyshev inequality (at
times Vi,...,Vy_1 and Ry,...,Rj_1) we have for any ¢ > 0

Fy[RJZSN] SPy[HAl+HA1019V1—|—...+HA1079VJ 12 (1—100>SN]

+Fy[VoﬂRl +...+Voidg, , > &SN}
<o (=0t g5570)) (s Bl (0752)])

e S N — 1% J
~ o) (2 B[ew ()])
+exp ( 100 ty ) (feufl Pty
The first term will be handled by means of Khas’'minskii’s inequality, which implies that for
any B C unN

sup E.[HE| <n! sup E.[Hp]", n > 1. (5.7)
zeUN zeUN

This implies that for ¥ € (0, 1), one has
5 ) X

— Ha N
sup {exp (19 1)] < sup .| W = ) 5.8
Uy tN jzoj!tJ 2€UN Z (5.8)

We now bound the second term on the right-hand side of (5.6). Proceeding as in [21, (A.16)—
(A.17)] or [38, (4.17)] and the display above, we have for N large enough

_ Vv I — — 7 v
sup E, [exp (a)] < sup E, [e N } 1+ sup P,[Ha, <tisupE, {ew}
(5.9)

2€A2 2€A zeUN\ A3 Z2€EA2
(A.1) o Tagtt 1 v
< sup Ez[e N } <1+sup Ez{efND.
z€As Ne¢ z€As
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We then have, for N large enough,

i < f; (A§15) ;. (5.10)
E [HAl] Nd—(d—2)r1
Also, for every x € As,
E.[Ta,) “2° EF[TA,) < NP3, (5.11)

which follows from [5, Lemmas 5.20, 5.22], since we have the Gaussian heat kernel bounds
from Lemma 4.6. Therefore, we find for N large enough,

SUPze A Ez’[TAs] C 1
;N — Nd—2r3+(d—2)r < W’ (512)
and another application of Khas'minskii’s inequality (5.7) gives
_ Ta. 1
E 3 < — . 5.13
 Pe o (50 < 7= 619
Proceeding as in [21, (A.21)—(A.23)] or [38, (4.19)] then gives (smce b < eN~€ ) that, for N
large enough,
o (7)) = o0 () 619
su exp | — ex . .
1176141132 x b N p Ne

Inserting (5.8) and (5.14) into (5.6) and bounding (1 —9)~! < €?+2%* for ¢ € (0, 1), we find
that

= SN 2 3 SN J
P > < (1 —— ) — 4+ (V429 —_——+ — 1
J[Ry > Sy] < exp< (1= 50) o @+ )J) +exp< ks Nc> (5.15)
By using (A.17) of Lemma A.2, we see that for N large enough,
Ey[Ha,] (A16) 1 1 N
" ="1- <1 _— U. 5.16
Ex|Ha,| fa@ s+ m sy g 7€ (5.16)
It follows that, for large enough N,
S c Sy (A14) ,
— 2> (l-—)=— > 1—-—)(1 Cap(A1). 5.17
N (1= 150) Ef[Ha) = (1 55) @+ )k (ao)Cap(ay) (5.17)

One can then choose ¥ sufficiently small to ensure that for large enough N

€\ SN

=t ——)— 9+ 202)J < —N° 5.18
) 24 (94 207) (518)

(recalling the definition of J in (5.2)). It also holds that, for large enough N

e SN J /

———— + — < —N° 5.19
100 tn * N — ’ ( )
and inserting (5.18) and (5.19) into (5.15) shows the claim. O

We now start with the construction of the first coupling. Roughly speaking, we will demon-
strate that the field of occupation times corresponding to the first J — 1 long excursions of
the tilted walk in A dominates (with overwhelming probability) a field of occupation times
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created by J — 1 independent long excursions, each one started from the quasi-stationary
distribution 0. We let

Vs
Li :/ ’ Lix,—dt, j > 1,2 € Ay, (5.20)

J
stand for the occupation times obtained by considering the excursions X(Rr;v;) N Ao of the
trajectory of a random walk (X¢):>0 in As. The statement of the following result is similar
to [21, Proposition 5.2], itself based on an argument in [38, Lemma 4.2], however for our
purposes a coupling of the local times is necessary, whereas in [21], a coupling of the traces
was sufficient.

Proposition 5.2. For large N, and y € U™, there exists a probability space (01,1, Q1) on
which we can define two random fields (K;)zea, and (Ki)zea, with values in [0,00)42, such

that (K;)zea, has the same law as (Zj:z L%) under Py, and (K)pca, has the same

x€As

law as <Zj:2 E;’)r%, where for j > 2, the fields (EZ;)JCGM are distributed as i.i.d. copies of

\%1
(/ ﬂ{yt:x}dt> : (5.21)
Ry TEA2

with Y having the same law as X under P, such that
Q1 [(Ka)aen, # (Ko)ren,| < exp (—clog? N). (5.22)

Proof. Let z € UM \ As. By (2.30) and Proposition 4.4, there exists a coupling p, of two
random variables I' and ¥ such that under p,, I" and ¥ have the laws of X, under P,|[-|Hy4, >
t.] and o on UM \ Aj, respectively, and
max p,[[' # Y] < exp (—clog? N) . 5.23
ZeUN\AQPZ[ # %] < exp (—clog® N) (5.23)
We then introduce the index M of the last step of a path in As before time V', which is given
by

n—1

M:sup{n>() : ZQSV&nd ZnGAQ} (5.24)
=0

(see above (2.1) for the definitions of {; and Z,,). For the long excursions of the path, we

define the subsequent indices of the corresponding “last steps” of the j-th long excursion in

Ao as

nj—1
M; = M o g, +nj, where Z G¢=Rj, j>1 (5.25)

=0
We choose :LT € 0Ay with the law ?y[ZMlJrl =]. For j > 1, once ac}|r is chosen, we choose
points x;41 and Zj41 in UN \ Ay according to the joint law of (T, %) under p,+, i.e. according

J

to Pyt I' = -,¥ = :]. The proof now differs from that of [21, Proposition 5.2]. If z;4; and
Tj41 coincide (which is typical due to (5.23)), we choose J;+1 = ;41 € [0,00)42 as well
as $;r+1 = 5;;1 € DAy according to Py, [(L})eca, € - Za+1 = -] (this is a probability

measure on the space [0,00)42 x dA,, equipped with the g-algebra B([0,00))®42 @ P(As)).
Otherwise, namely if 21 and ;44 differ (which is the atypical case, and can be interpreted as
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the coupling failing at step j+1), we choose (J;+1, x;-:_l) and (§j+1, z1, ;) independently from

_ g+
cach other, and according to the laws Py, [(LL)zeca, € - Za+1 = ] and Py, [(LL)zea, €
Zpmy+1 = -], respectively. Formally, we can write ()1 as in the proof of [38, Lemma 4.2]
(setting & = (22,23 ,...,2 ,25) and T = (T2,25,...,25,25) € (UN \ ég) x 0Az)771),

defining further two ((UN \ A3) x A3)’~!-valued random variables X and X as

Q1 [33’ € Uj,gj € ﬁj,for 2<j< J,DC:a:,iC:EE]
J-1
= Z Py[Zn 41 = =] H (sz =241, 5 = Tj41]
z} €A, j=1
(5.26)

~ P 1 : — T -
X (H{.Z‘j+1:xj+1}P$j+1 |:(L$)$€A2 € U]+17 ZM1+1 - $j+1:| ]]‘{xj+1:§j+173j+1:3j+1}

+ ]l{zjﬂi@'ﬂ}ﬁwﬁl [(Lglﬁ)xeAQ € Ujt1: 21 = :E;:l}
X Ffjﬂ [(Lglc)meAz € Ujt1, Zm41 = Ej+1:| ))7

for any Us x Uy X ... x Uy x Uy € (B([0,00))®42)®2/=1)  The fields (K;)zena, and (Kg)zea,
are then defined as

J J
Ke =Y () Ko= z;@-)z, v € Az, (5.27)
j:

Jj=2

One can then check inductively (similarly as in the proof of [38, Lemma 4.2]) that Q; defines
a coupling as required such that (K;)zeca, and (K3)zca, have the required laws, and that the
probability that the coupling does not succeed can be bounded above as

Q1 [(Ko)aens # (Ko)aenr) < (J=1) max p[l'# 3]
s€UM\42 (5.28)
(2:6),(4.7),(5:2) C]\]deefclog2 N ~ efc’ log? N

giving us the claim. O

As a next crucial step, to continue with the series of couplings, we aim at replacing the
trajectories of (independent) excursions of tilted walks started from o by (independent) ex-
cursions of simple random walk trajectories started from e€4,. It will be convenient to only
consider the part of any given excursion before the first exit time of Ay subsequent to the
entrance into A;. To this end, we define

W = Hy, —I—TA2019HA1, (5.29)
namely the first exit time of the walk from the box As after entering Ay, as well as

k1 = the law of the stopped process X(Ha, + 98w under P, (5.30)

on the space I'(UY), that is the aforementioned law of an “(short) excursion of the tilted
walk” started from o (and recorded after the first entrance time into A4;), and

ko = the law of the stopped process X'/\TA2 under Ps (5.31)

~A17
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on the space I'(UY), which is the law of a “(short) excursion of the simple random walk”
started from e4, (recall (2.5)). Instead of directly comparing x; and k2, we will devise below
a domination in terms a modified version of ko that assigns zero mass to excursions leaving
Aj only after an excessive time. We define the measures on T'(U™)

wy=ri[-1€], g e {12},

F2 = mal €] (5.32)

(recall the definition of the event € in (4.51)). Note that R2 is not a probability measure. The
next proposition shows that k1 almost dominates Ko, and will make crucial use of Lemma 4.6.

Proposition 5.3. For large enough N, one has

1
K1 > <1 — ]\7C> R2. (533)

Proof. Let a € (r2,1). We consider the following auxiliary measures on the space of trajec-
tories T'(U™)

7= the law of the stopped process X . r,, under Pg, , (5.34)
7 =l-1€.

Importantly, the trajectories under « have the same starting distribution €4, as under ks but
a different generator corresponding to the confined walk. By Lemma 4.6, we have for any
measurable A C T'(U”) depending on X. AT,

=FA] 1= ) €a,(2)P,[e] (5.35)

IeaintA1
(4.52)
> 4] (1 — Cyexp ( - C’5NC6)) .
We will now compare the measures 5 and ks. To that end, note that

_ (4.66) cr(a
= 3 n@Pdalel = 3 anlo) (1- 1 ) Pl
T€EA; x€A; (536)

- (1 = ;71(0‘22> RalA.

We can directly compare the measures v and x;1, as we now explain. Indeed, by the strong
Markov property applied at time H4,, we have that

dlil FO’[XHA = 1’]
— = d(X, here ®(z) = ————14, . 5.37
d'y ( 0)’ where (x) eAl (:L,) dmtAl (‘T) ( )
By Proposition 4.10, we find that, for large N,
d(k1 —7) 1
—=9(Xy) - 1> ——. .
Y ) - 12 - (539)
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We therefore have that for A C I'(U”) measurable depending on X. ATy, that for large NV,

k1 [A] > (1 _ ;) oAy 2 (1 _ ;f) (1 - Caexp (— C5N*) ) A1

(5.36) 1 (5-39)
2 (1= L)mia,
for some appropriate ¢ > 0. Finally, note that
Rl = 22 U AN =mla),
and the claim follows. 0

We will now use the results of Propositions 5.2 and 5.3 to produce further couplings to
ultimately (in Theorem 5.5) compare the occupation-time field in As of the confined walk with
the one produced by a Poisson point process of simple random walk trajectories started from

. To that end, consider an auxiliary probability space (O .’f Q) on which two independent
Po1sson point processes 7,72 with values in T'(U") are defined such that
the intensity measure of 7 is given by (1 + %)g@?v(xo)Cap(Al)m, (5.40)
the intensity measure of 7 is given by (1 + i)(p?v(xo)Cap(Al)/ig ‘
(see (5.30) and (5.31) for the definitions of k; and k2, respectively). We define the random
fields (sz)m€A2? JE {1>2}a as

Ly = the total time spent in x by trajectories in 7;, je{1,2}. (5.41)

In the next proposition, we provide a Poissonization of “shortened versions” the J — 1 inde-
pendent trajectories obtained from the previous Proposition 5.2.

Proposition 5.4. For large N, there exists a probability space (O2,F2, Q2) on which we can
define two random fields (K, );,;eA2 and (K!)zea,, with values in [0, oo)A2, such that (K.)zeca,

has the same law as as (23122 Li) R where for j > 2, the fields (L.)pen, are distributed
TEA2

w
(/ ]l{ytx}dt> , (5.42)
Hy TEA2

as i.1.d. copies of

1

with Y having the same law as X under Py, and (K!),ca, has the same law as (L1')zea,
in (5.41) under Q, and

Qa2 [(Kpacy > (Ki)aeny] > 1— e (5.43)

Proof. Let & ~ Poisson((1+ )3 (20)Cap(A1)) and let ()A((j))jeN be a sequence of i.i.d. con-
fined walks with the same law as X under P,, independent of £. We set

LJ = the total time spent in z by X[(J) wyd =2 (5.44)

T

We then define
e+1

J
=>"Ii, K= L, x€d, (5.45)
j=2 i=2
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which clearly have the respective required laws. By a standard estimate on concentration of
Poisson random variables, we see that

Q2 |(Kpaca = (K aeas| = Qo = 641 21— ™, (5.46)
and the claim follows. OJ

In the following theorem, we will develop the pivotal last coupling needed, which compares
the occupation time fields (Li')zca, and (L#?)zea,, where we make use of Proposition 5.3.

Theorem 5.5. For large N, there exists a probability space (O3, Fs3,Q3) on which we can
define two random fields (Mz)zeca, and (Mx)rEAz with values in [0, 00)42 such that (M) zea,
has the same law as the field (L") zea, under Q and (My)gea, has the same law as (L) pe a,
under CNQ, such that

Q3 [(MI)IEAQ > (My)zea,| >1—e N (5.47)

Proof. We consider for N large enough a probability space (O3, F3, @3) on which we can define
three independent Poisson point processes , o, and 8 on I'(U™) such that

the intensity measure of 6 is given by (1 + %)@?V(xo)Cap(Al)Eg,

the intensity measure of « is given by 4 (z0)Cap(4;)((1+ Sk — (14 5)R2),  (548)

the intensity measure of § is given by (1 + %)go?v(:co)Cap(Al)(/ﬁz — Ra).
Here, for N large enough, Proposition 5.3 guarantees that the signed measure (1 + £)xk1 —
(1 + )R2 and hence also the intensity measure of « is non-negative (the measure ko — o is
non-negative by definition, see (5.32)). Denoting for x € A,,

0 . . . ..
L, = the total time spent in x by trajectories in 6,

LS = the total time spent in z by trajectories in «, (5.49)

Lg = the total time spent in x by trajectories in [,

we observe that the field (My)zeca, with M, & LY + L2 under Q3 has the same law as
(L) zea, under Q, whereas the field (MI)IGA2 with M, & Lo+ L? under Q3 has the same
law as (Li?)zea, under Q, as required.

Furthermore, note that we have (analogously to the calculation in (5.35))

(4.52)

P, g9 < cgexp(—cch’e). (5.50)

€A1

Therefore, we obtain

Qs|(Ma)aens = (Ma)oea,| = Qs[LE =0 for x € Ay] > Qs[B(U™)) = 0]
— o~ (1+e/9)p% (w0)Cap(Ar) (k2 [C(UN)] -2 [D(UN)]) (5.51)

_ 6—(1+6/4)90?V(wo)CaP(Al)PaAl [t >1—e N

using also (2.6), the fact that ¢n(zg) is bounded above, see (4.7), and e™® > 1 — z for
x> 0. O
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Remark 5.6. The results in this section can be interpreted as follows: Given a function ¢
fulfilling the properties i) and ii) in Proposition 3.7, in any mesoscopic box A; = B(xg, M),
where zg € D}, and M = [ N"| (with r1 as in (4.30)) the occupation time field of the tilted
random walk dominates (up to an error term of size at most exp(—clog® N)) the occupation
times generated by a Poisson point process of trajectories with intensity measure roughly
(pz(:co/N)Cap(Al)gB(me), and which are stopped at the first exit time of As. One can
show (see Proposition 6.3 below, which adapts [35, Proposition 2.2, Lemma 2.3], see also [6,
Proposition 5.4, Section 9]) that these dominate the occupation times of continuous-time
random interlacements at a locally constant level, roughly equal to p?(xo/N). Importantly,
this coupling is uniform over all mesoscopic boxes centered at such zq.

6. LOWER BOUND

In this section, we state and prove in Theorem 6.1 below our main result concerning the
asymptotic lower bound on the probability of the event Ay (F), see (1.2). As pivotal steps, we
will utilize the coupling results in Section 5, as well as the calculation of the relative entropy in
Proposition 4.3. We also need a (Poisson) concentration result (see Proposition 6.3), showing
that for a carefully chosen Poisson point process of simple random walk trajectories on a
mesoscopic scale, a downward deviation from its expectation is unlikely.

We recall the definition of the function ¥(-) from (3.2) as well as that of the energy Ip(-)
of the minimizer from (3.11), and now state the main result of the present article.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that the local function F fulfills (3.1) and fix a set D as above (1.1).
Then, for every y € Z¢ and every v € (0,04 ), where Voo = limy 500 ¥(u), one has

. 1
lim inf -5 log Fy[An (F)] 2 ~Ip(v)

(: —inf{21d d T 6eCPRY ,]éﬁ(gz)?)dx > u}> .

Remark 6.2. If in addition to (3.1), the function F' is bounded (which implies in particular
that Yo < o0), one has a matching asymptotic upper bound to (6.1) from [35, Corollary
5.11], which is in fact obtained by a similar result for random interlacements in the “singular
limit « — 0”. Thus, we obtain that for bounded F fulfilling (3.1), for every y € Z¢ and every
v € (0,9), one has

(6.1)

) 1
A}gnoom log Py[An(F)] = —=Ip(v)

(==t {5 [, Iworan s oecre) f ot an>v}).

Before starting the proof of Theorem 6.1, we state the following proposition which is a
simpler case of [35, Proposition 2.2]. We give the proof in the Appendix for the reader’s
convenience.

(6.2)

Proposition 6.3. Let B = B(z,N) and U = B(z,N"), for = € Z% and v > 1. Let n be a
Poisson point process defined on some probability space (6, F,Q) with values in T'(Z?) and
with intensity measure given by a(1 + A)Cap(B)k, where a, A > 0, and k denotes the law of
the stopped process X.ar, under Ps,. Assume that F satisfies assumptions (3.1). Then for
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all N large enough,

—r 1
g SA(Eheson) <90 <Con-N@nya) where

L? = the total time spent in = by trajectories in 7.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Let us fix § > 0, R > 0 as in (4.1) and consider ¢ € C§°(RY) as
constructed in Proposition 3.7. We recall the tilted measure P, y for N large enough (such

that y € UY), defined in (2.22) where we choose f as in (4.3). An application of the entropy
lower bound (2.29), yields

log Py (F) > log By Mn(F)] — =————{H(ByxlP) + 1} (64)

By N[ AN (F)]

We now claim that

lim P, n[An(F)] = 1. (6.5)
N—o00
We admit (6.5) for the time being and explain how the proof of (6.1) is then concluded. By
Proposition 4.3, we have that

1 - Proposition 3.7 iii), (3.22)
lim sup W%(Py,NUDy) < (14¢e)Epale, v) < (14+¢)Ip(v+25). (6.6)

N—oo

Upon dividing (6.4) by N9~2 and applying (6.6) and (6.5), we readily find that
- 1
1}\%1({? N3 log Py[AN(F)] > —(1+4¢)Ip(v + 26). (6.7)

Theorem 6.1 now follows by letting 6 | 0, € | 0, and by using the continuity of the rate
function Jp(-) established in Proposition 3.5.

We are left with proving (6.5). To that end, we introduce an intermediate scale M = [ N1 |
with 71 € (0,%) as in (4.30) and consider M-boxes

B, def B(z,M)(= = + [~ M, M]d N Zd), with centers z € (2M + 1)Zd~ (6.8)

For an M-box B, we denote by zp the unique point in (2M + 1)Z? such that B = B,.
Importantly, by taking N large enough, a box B intersecting Dy can be identified with the
box A; with center 7o = zp (see (4.31)), where we can assume that zp € D% as well as
Ag C D?V (see (4.29)). In view of the the smoothness of ¢ (see Proposition 3.7), the Lipschitz
continuity of ¥ (see Lemma 3.1), (3.22), and recalling the notation ¢ () = ¢(-/N), it follows
from a Riemann sum approximation argument that for any N large enough

v1+0) < f o<+ Y Dlie(an?), (6.9)

B:BNDn#2 | D
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where the sum is over all boxes M-boxes B intersecting Dy. Therefore, for all N sufficiently
large

{rDlm 3 F((Lm)yeB(o,r)) < ”}

zeD N

e€Dn D

{ Z F((Lery)yEB(O,t)) < (14 9)712 Z |B|ﬁ(¢N(xB)2)}

z€D N B:BNDN#2

1 Hen(zB)?)
U {|B|a§F((LI+y)yGB(O,t)> < (1:\[_5)?/2}

B:BNDn#2

9(?) d«’v}
(6.10)

N

N

As a consequence, with a union bound, we obtain the following estimate for N large enough

Py n[AN(F)]

79(<PN($B)2)] (6.11)

1
<CONYU=m) qup P [ F((L, <
< sl Fuy |B|; (( +y)y€B(0,t)) S 110

We will now estimate the probabilities on the right hand side of (6.11) uniformly on the M-
boxes B such that BN Dy # @. To that end we fix an arbitrary such box A; = B centered
at zg = xp. We then choose 17 € (0, R/100) and § sufficiently small to guarantee that for N
large enough, DS C By_, and Ag C D?V hold, and all results of Section 5 can be applied with

constants that are uniform in zp. Moreover, we will repeatedly use that for N large enough
(since A2 = B(xo, | N"]) with 7o > 71, see (4.30) and ¢ is constant),
x € A1,y € B(0,rt) implies z+y € As. (6.12)

We now see that (recalling again that B = A;), for large enough N,

Pyn [|A11‘ Z F((Lat-l-y)yEB(O,t)) < W}

r€Aq
223 _ [ 1 SN I(on(20)?)
< P,|— F Ty, — dt < = 27
>~ y|:‘A1’ Z ((/1%2 {Xi=z+y} )yEB(O,t)) = (1+5)1/2 :|7

T€A

(6.13)

where we used that F' is increasing. By writing Py = ®3-]:2 P, the law of J — 1 independent
copies of P,, we now see that (using again that F is increasing)

_ SN 0)2
p, [,All‘ > F((/R2 ﬂ{xt:ﬁy}dt)yemo’t)) < W]

T€A,
(658622 70 1 L I(on(z0)?) 2
) F I’ < ZAFNARD) ) —clog® N
2 |:’A1| Z <(Z ery)yeB(O,t)) - (1—!—(5)1/2 :| e ’

TEA; Jj=2

(6.14)
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where the independent fields (L),ea, are defined in Proposition 5.2. Finally, we see upon
using Proposition 5.4 and Theorem 5.5 (and the fact that F' is increasing) that

J )2
PJ[\A I Z F((ZL;W)%B(M) = W}

Jj=2

Vi>W

2o [IA Z ((ZLW/)%B Ot) < W} LN (6.15)

€Ay

(5 43)7( 47) ~ 1 19(%0]\[(330)2) e
< __ F( (L™ < V$N{Zo)”) N
B Q[|A1| Z (( x+y)y€B(0,t)> = (1+6)/2 ] te

T€A7

where the i.i.d. fields (fi)xe A, are defined in Proposition 5.4 (on some auxiliary probability
space (0',F,Q’)), and (L}?).ca, is defined above (5.40). By Proposition 6.3 (with z = zo,
B = Ay, U = Ag, v = rg/r1 > 1) the probability in the last display is bounded above by

-N< Combining this with (6.13), (6.14), and (6.15), insertion into (6.11) shows that
P N[AN(F)] < N7 (e N 4 g/ log Ny (6.16)
which implies (6.5) and therefore finishes the proof. O
To conclude, we give some applications of our main result.

Remark 6.4. 1) As one pertinent example that our result applies to, one can consider the
case F' = Fy in (1.3), namely the (bounded) function F2(¢) = 14~y With this choice, (6.2)

yields that for every y € Z% and v € (0, 1),

) 1
Z\}E)noomlog P,[|Dny N{X; : t >0} > v|Dnl]

= —min 1/ |Vo|? dz : ¢ € DVY2(RY) ,][ (1- 6_4’2/9(0’0))dx =vy,
2d Rd D

and the minimizer @i, in the second line of (6.17) can be chosen to be non-negative, see
Remark 3.2. Remarkably, the strategy used to obtain the lower bound in (6.17) involving
the tilted walk suggests that in order to cover a macroscopic fraction of a box D = [-1,1]¢,
the random walk tends to create on mesoscopic scales M < N an occupation-time profile
roughly coinciding with that of random interlacements at a locally constant level (given by
©2. (-/N)), and therefore the occupation-time profile is potentially positive also (far) away
from Dy.

(6.17)

2) Largely motivated by the study of downwards moderate deviations for the volume of the
Wiener sausage in [7] (see also its adaptation to the case of the random walk in [27]), similar
questions concerning the deviant behavior of the range of random walks as studied in the
present article have appeared, see [1, 2, 3, 4, 16]. It is plausible that the lower bounds derived
in this work might give insight into the “folding behavior” exhibited by the (discrete-time)
simple random walk up to a finite time horizon, see, e.g., Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 5.1
in [2]. In a similar direction, it is also natural to study fine properties of the minimizer on
the right-hand side of (6.17), in particular its uniqueness (we refer to [16] for a uniqueness
property concerning the aforementioned moderate deviations for the volume of the range
of the simple random walk up to a finite time horizon). In our context, insight into the
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uniqueness roughly would address whether there are different “near-optimal” strategies to
enforce the covering event under the probability on the left-hand side of (6.17).

3) We now explain a different application of our main result relating to the question of the
excessive presence of points in a box that are disconnected from the boundary of an enclosing
box, a problem that was addressed for random interlacements in [35, 33, 36]. To that end,
define for v > 0 the function

Vu
Yo(u) = P[0 </ o0, (6.18)
where the event under the probability refers to the absence of arbitrarily long nearest-neighbor

paths of pairwise distinct vertices starting in 0 that remain in the vacant set V* et 74 \ J¢

of random interlacements. The function ¥y is known to be non-decreasing, left-continuous,
and identically equal to 1 on (us,00), where u, is the critical level for the phase transition
of V¥ and in fact continuous away from wu, (with a possible but not expected jump at u.),
see [37]. We also denote by ¥y the right-continuous modification of ¥y, and let for N > 1
(with S(y,r) = {z € Z¢ : | — y|ow = 7} for r > 0),

Cx = the connected component in S(0, N) in S(0, N) U (Z4\ {X; : t > 0}) (6.19)
(note that S(0, N) C Cy by definition). As we now explain, the results obtained in the present
work imply that for v € (0, 1),

l}goréfwlogP[\B(O,N) \ En| = v[B(0O,N)|] =

B (6.20)
—inf{Zld/Rd VoPdz : 6 e Cgo(Rd),]{)ﬁo(gZ)Q)dx > y}.

VU.
Indeed, one can for v > 1 consider the case F' = F3 in (1.3), for which d;(u) = P[0 </ S(0, v)]
(with hopefully obvious notation) depends analytically on u (see, e.g., [35, (2.8)]), and denote

D' ={x € Z% : every path between z and S(z,t) visits {X; : t > 0}}, (6.21)

i.e. the sites disconnected by the range of the simple random walk within sup-distance t. With
these definitions, one can then use (6.1) (with the choice F' = F3 as mentioned previously) to
find that for every v € (0, 1),
l}\rpjoréfw log P,[|D* N Dn| > v|Dy|] > —Ko.(v)
o (6.22)
€

16 : i 2 . oo (md 2
= 1nf{2d/Rd|V¢ dz : ¢ € (R),]{)ﬁt(¢)dx>l/}.

One can then repeat the steps in [35, Remark 6.6, 2)] in combination with [34, Theorem 2]
to obtain (6.20). The lower bound so obtained matches the upper bound in [36, Corollary
5.3] upon combination with the recently obtained sharpness of the phase transition for the
vacant set of random interlacements, in the series of works [13, 14, 15], (see in particular [15,
(1.21)]), see also [36, Remark 5.4].
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APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF PROPOSITIONS 4.4 AND 6.3

In this appendix, we provide proofs for technical results used throughout the article. No-
tably, we provide the main steps of the proof of Proposition 4.4, as well as some technical
lemmas used both in its proof as well as in the proof of Propositions 4.8 and 5.1. We also
prove Proposition 6.3 that was used in Section 6.

We consider a fixed near-minimizer ¢ as in (4.2) and fixed d, R as in (4.1), and all constants
may depend implicitly on these choices. Moreover, we also use the definitions of the boxes
Aj, 1 <j<6asin (4.31). We first collect some hitting time estimates for the confined walk
(P),ecun, where throughout the Appendix, we let f be given as in (4.3) and let Py, x € Z¢
stand for the measure governing the random walk with conductances given by & in (4.44) and
speed measure (4.45).

Lemma A.1. For large N, one has

1
Px[HA1<t*}<ﬁ, zeUN\ A,

1 (A1)
?g;[HA2<t*]SW, erN\AE}
Moreover, uniformly for x € OA1, we have
e (@) _ pip, < [l ] < PE[Ta, < fa] < ef]‘\}(x) <1 + N1> . (A.2)

Proof. The statement of the lemma is the same as that of [21, Lemma 3.3], but with e, /M
in place of eq, for (A.2). We first establish (A.1). We aim at following the steps of the
proof in [21, (3.13)—(3.25)]. To this end, we will consider a slight modification of P} which is
tailor-made to allow to study the confined walk “up to time T4,”. We let

cpf\lfﬁ (x) = on () x € B(xo, L%NJ +1), extended periodically to Z¢, (A.3)

and set )
finy = 570N (2o (v), for o~y 2,y € 27 (A4)

We also define the speed measure
vp = () (z), xezl (A.5)

With this, one can consider the random walk P using the generator £#¥, see (4.39) and
below it. We abbreviate P, = P4 for € Z®. To start with, note that the conductances (A.4)

fulfill, for large enough N,
¢(0)¢(0) < Jizy < CE)phy(w0), (A.6)

and the speed measure is bounded from above and below, U € [¢(d), C(5)]. It follows that we
have the Gaussian heat kernel bounds

¢ _dlz—y? & C _ce—y?
td7€ T <g(z,y) < We t,

t>1Vele —yl|, z,y e 2¢ (A.7)

(with constants depending on § and ©), which follows in the same way as Lemma 4.7.
As in [21, (3.13)—(3.25)], to show (A.1) we only need to establish that, for large enough N,

sup Py[Ha, < Ta,) <

— A8
€D As ~ Ne¢ (4.8)
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as well as, for large enough N,

~ 1
sup Pyp[Ta, < N?/log N] < e (A.9)
r€DA

We first show (A.8), which can be seen by decomposing
Py[Ha, < Ta,] = Py[Ha, < 0] — By [ﬁx% [Ha, < 9], (A.10)

where we used the strong Markov property at time T, (< 00, ﬁz-a.s.). Since doo (A1, 0Ag) >
c¢N and dy(z, A1) > ¢N™ for large enough N, we can apply a modification of (4.72) and
the arguments below it to show the required polynomial decay. We now argue for (A.9). Let
x € 0Ag, then by [5, Lemma 5.22, Lemma 5.21 and proof], we have in view of the Gaussian
heat kernel bounds (A.7)

J

~ 2
R 2
Py[Ta, < N*/log N] < Cexp | —¢ (1 - ) ( N (A.11)

1
100 ] (N2/logN) = e
for N large enough, which yields the claim.

We now turn to the proof of (A.2), where the only non-trivial part of the statement is the
last inequality. To this end, we adapt the arguments below [38, (3.25)] to the framework of
the random walk among conductances fi. We first recall (4.74), so for large enough N also
Pl'[Ha, = o0] > ¢(> 0) when y € A;. We then see that

_ ~ ~ (4.74) _ ~
Pg‘é‘[TA2 < Hy,,Hp < 0] < N_CPQ/;[TA2 < Hy,|

P?JE[HAl - OO}

< NTCPH[T4, < Hy,| yé%glz . (A.12)
_PP[Ha, =] 1 &4,(2)
<N°¢ L = ~L Ot A1
> c cN¢ I, ) T € OintAl
Therefore, we easily conclude that for N large enough,
PE[TAQ <ﬁA1] :Pxﬁ[ﬁfh :OO]+Pa/:7[TA2 <]?Iz41 < 00]
1\ ea,(z) (A.13)
< (1 + NC//) Mlx ’ T 8ilrlt"417
giving us the required bounds. O

We state some further hitting time estimates that involve the stationary distribution =
(see (2.20)) of the confined walk on U™ (recall that f and ¢y is chosen as in (4.3)).

Lemma A.2. For large enough N, we have the following estimates:

2 " Enlta] (A.14)
(1o ) eemtan
and
. je{1,2}. (A.15)
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Moreover, if we let fa, stand for the function

E [HAI]

fa, () =1—-== : T € Ay, (A.16)
' Er [HA1]
then we have for N large enough that
1
fa(@) 2 -5 @€ uv. (A.17)

Proof. The arguments are exactly as in the proofs of [21, Propositions 3.5 and 3.7, Lemma
3.6], and we explain the necessary changes to adapt the proofs to our context.

We use the Dirichlet form of the confined walk given by

= 1 J(z)f(y 2
o0 =5 > T (0 gw) Y or Ay
z,yc€UN z~y
Inserting the function
gy Ay (T) = Py[Ha, < Ta,] = PF[Ha, < Ta,], xecUY, (A.19)

which is (—%#)-harmonic in Ay \ Aj, equal to 1 on A; and equal to 0 outside of Ay, a
straightforward adaptation of the proof of [21, Proposition 3.4] yields

(1 B 3) (1 + &) (o)

N Sy Z Pzﬁ[Tz‘b < Hy,) < E(9141,142791417142)

xeaintAl (A 20)

/ 1 2 o ~
N SN
€0t A1

where we used that by (4.6), Sy = (1 + 5)||¢N||§2(Zd) and the smoothness of ¢ (see Proposi-
tion 3.7 i)). We then use (A.2), (4.78), and the bounds (4.62) to obtain

1) (14¢)Cap(Ay) 1\ (1+¢e)Cap(41) ,
1— ~e o SON(‘TO)
N SN N SN
(A.21)
The second inequality of (A.14) and (A.15) then follow exactly as in the proof of [21, Propo-
sition 3.5] (where we use (4.12) in place of [21, (2.20) 5.]).

The proof of (A.17) follows line by line as that of the same statement in [21, Lemma 3.6],
using the second inequality of (A.14) in place of [21, (3.32)], the relaxation estimate (4.2)
in place of [21, (2.64)], and the estimate 5 /7(z)7(y) € (cN~(4+4) 1], which follows from
Lemma 4.1, ii) and the argument in [21, (2.59)].

Finally, the first inequality of (A.14) is a straightforward adaptation of the proof of [21,
Proposition 3.7], using (A.21), (A.17) in place of [21, (3.36)], as well as (A.1) (in place of [21,

(3.10)]) and (A.15) in place of [21, (3.33)]. O

P (20) < E(gar ha Garty) < (1 n

We now turn to the proof of Proposition 4.4, which follows that of [21, Proposition 4.5]
(see also [38, Lemma 3.9]).
Proof of Proposition 4.4. We need some controls on spectral quantities attached to the gener-
N
ator 2V \2 and the semigroup (%tU \AQ)tZO, see (4.32) and below, which we simply denote
by £ and the semigroup (%;):>0 in this section. The eigenvalues of —% are denoted by

0< X < ig1, 1<i<|UN\ Ay, (A.22)
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and we let (fi)i<i<jy~\ 4, stand for an (-, -) -orthonormal basis of eigenfunc-

2(UN\ Ay, VN \42)
N
tions associated with (A;);<;<jym 4, (S0 A1 = /\(1] V42 i) the notation above (4.36)). We also

recall the definition of the quasi-stationary distribution o from (4.36). In what follows, we
need to establish the control for large enough N,

1

i > A.23
zEII}l]%]IiAQ O-(x) — N¢, ( )

as well as the polynomial bounds
< min fi(z) < max fi(z) <N, (A.24)

N¢ — zeUN\ A, T xeUN\As

These controls are analogues of [21, (4.20)—(4.21)], and we only point out the relevant changes
in our set-up due to the choice of a different tilting function ¢p. It suffices to show that for
all z,2' € UN \ Ay, for large enough N

— 1
P,[Hy < Ha,| > Ve (A.25)
The claim will then follow by using the fact that
1 _
o) > wPylHe < Hao(),  wyeUN\ A, (4.26)

which is exactly [21, Lemma 4.1] (and its proof remains unchanged, since we can apply
Lemma 4.1, ii) in the same way). As in [21], we decompose the proof of (A.25) into two cases:

Case I: ' € Ay \ As. One can first see that by using (4.72), for large enough N,

Py [Hpa, < Ha,| > e (A.27)
One can then introduce
l(x) = ﬁm[Hz/ < HAQ], (A.28)
and use the strong Markov property at Hypa, to show that
1
I(x) > — min I(y), xeUN\ A,. (A.29)

— Nc¢ yEOAs

Next, we proceed as in [21, (4.27)-(4.28)], but noting that [ is (—%)-harmonic in UV \
(A U {2'}) and by employing the Harnack inequality on the weighted graph (Z¢, E%, i) with
uniformly elliptic weights given in (4.44) (see, e.g., [10, Théoreme 1]), which implies that
in I(z) >¢ l A.30

2102 g 1), (4.30)
since 0As C B(wg,2N") \ B(zg, N") C UM \ A, for N large enough. Therefore the proof
is reduced to showing that

Py Xp, =2']>CN™°, (A.31)
for B = B(y, |y — 2'|c — 1) and 3y € 0A5 is a point of least distance in ¢*°-norm to a/,
sharing (d — 1) common coordinates with 2’ (so 2’ € 9B). The validity of (A.31) can then be

shown by a similar argument as for the case of constant conductances (see, e.g., [19, Lemma
6.3.7, p. 158-159]). This concludes the proof for Case I.
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Case II: ' € Uy \ A4. The proof carries over without any changes, as long as

P, H, < H
Joa, PulHe <Hal 2 17

(A.32)
holds for large enough N, which itself can be proved as in [21, Lemma 4.2].

Finally, we point out that the proof of (A.24) is a repetition of [21, (4.34)—(4.38)], using
|UN\ Ag| < eN?, as well as Lemma 4.1 ii) and (A.23) in place of (2.38)4. and (4.20) of [21].

With these preparations at hand, we now prove (4.37). To this end, we write

(#4,0y)(x)
(#:,1)(z)
see also [21, (4.47)] (or [38, (A.8)] for a similar argument). Upon decomposing ¢, into its
components with respect to the orthonormal basis (fi)1<;<jyy\ 4,), We see that

P.[Xy, =y|Ha, > t.] = z,y € UV \ Ay (A.33)

[UN\As|
(#e.0,)(@) = e | i@ ailp)n” )+ D0 NN fi(a) fily)r” V2 ()
i=2
(A.34)
On one hand, we have that for large enough N
Lemma 4.1, ii),(A.24) 1
Al@) fuy)e” 2 (y) > —. (A.35)

N¢
We now explain that the terms in the sum (A.34) are negligible. This will follow immediately
once we show that for large N,
A2 — A1 > eN2. (A.36)
Indeed, admitting (A.36) we can follow the proof of as [21, (4.51)—(4.54)] to see that for large
enough N
|UN\A2‘ N 2 N
Y M f@) fily)r M2 (y)] < eNTe O8N () fi(y)m U VR (y))
=2

Lemma 4.1, ii),(A.24) y 9 -1 9
< C/Nd—l-QC e—clog N < e—clog N’

(A.37)
which in turn implies that for large enough NV,
(:,6y) (x) ’ —clog? N N
- — 1| <e 8 N, x,y € U™\ Ao, A.38
I (@) )T ) ' A3
where we used (A.35). By the same arguments one shows that
— (%t* )( ) —1l < e—clogQN’ = UN \ As. (A39)
e~ *fl( )<f17 >52 (UN\Ag,nUN\A2)
Using (A.33), we obtain
- (#,0y) (x)
PulXs, = ol > 0] - o) = [T o)
= 2 > 1) (5,.1)(2) (4.40)

<e —clog? N (y) < 7clog2N7 T,y € UN\AQ.



47

It remains to show (A.36). However, this is exactly the statement of [21, Lemma 4.4], and its
proof carries over to our framework without any changes (using (A.15) in the process). O

Proof of Proposition 6.3. First of all, by Poisson concentration, we have,
Q[n(T(2%) < a(1 + A/2)Cap(B)] < 2exp(—caA’Cap(B)). (A.41)

Let us set m & la(l + A/2)Cap(B)]|, and an i.i.d. sequence of independent excursions
(Z%¢>1 € T(Z%) sampled according to x. Denote the joint law by Q. We denote for n =
0,....,mand allz € B ={z+2:2 € B, |2|ec <1},

n Ty (Z*)
LrEN" L2, L.(zHE / Loy dt,
(=1 0 (A.42)

def
E F x+z zGB Ot))
reEB

where it is understood that the empty sum is equal to zero. We also introduce a truncation
of the excursions, and for that we define for ¢ > 1 the stopping times

¢ i s/\TU(Z ) 1
Ug:inf{SZO: ‘Z[O,s]th’ 2N2+Z or / :H'{ZfGBt}dtZN2+Z}7 (A43)
0
(where Ze 0.5 = ={Zf : t €]0,s]} is the range of Z%) and the truncated quantities
Ty (Z*) Aoy
n dCf { T ¢ def
L" ZL (Z°) L.(Z% = /0 Lipt—yy dt,
(A.44)

fnd d f
= Z F(( x—l—y yEB(O t))
reB

The same martingale argument as in [35, (2.49)—(2.53)] using the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality
for bounded martingale differences shows that

Q[|E,, — Eo[Fp]| > N 1o}<2exp( o) )N%>, N>1 (A.45)

a(l +A)2

To conclude the proof, we establish the following controls on the expectation of F,, and
F,, under Q.

Lemma A.3. For any 8 > 0, we have for N large enough,
~ Bt
0 < Eq[Fscap(s))] — FalFscap(s))] < cBe™ N, and (A.46)

1
A}E}noo @ [FLﬂCap(B)J] =9(B) (A.47)
(recall the definition of 9 from (3.2)).
Proof. This follows from a straightforward adaptation of the proof of [35, Lemma 2.3] to our
purposes, as we now briefly explain. Indeed, (A.46) follows from [35, (2.56)—(2.61)], which
actually yields an upper bound of the form

1 1
N2t JN2I

Eo[F|scap(B))]— PalF|pcap(s))] < CBCap(B)(N+v)%e” 497 +C'B(N+t)%e 0507 . (A.48)
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The claim (A.47) follows in the same way as the argument in [35, (2.63)—(2.68)], noting
that the quantity a in (2.67) of the same reference can in fact be bounded above by ¢(1 +
t)d_2/N7(d_2). O

We now explain how the proof of Proposition 6.3 can be concluded. Indeed, we observe
that by (A.41), it follows that

cz[,; ;BF«LZWMEB(O@) < 9(a)| < Q| F < 9(a)|BI| +2exp(~acACap(B))  (A.49)

(by decomposing into the events that the number of trajectories is either smaller than or
larger or equal to a(1 4+ A/2)Cap(B)). The proof then follows by combining (A.45), (A.46),
and (A.47). O
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