arXiv:2501.11398v1 [math.PR] 20 Jan 2025

BROCHETTE FIRST-PASSAGE
PERCOLATION

Maxime Marivain

CMAP, Ecole Polytechnique, CNRS, Route de Saclay, 91128 Palaiseau Cedex, France
maxime.marivain@polytechnique.edu

January 22, 2025

Abstract

We investigate a novel first-passage percolation model, referred to as the Brochette first-
passage percolation model, where the passage times associated with edges lying on the same
line are equal. First, we establish a point-to-point convergence theorem, identifying the
time constant. In particular, we explore the case where the time constant vanishes and
demonstrate the existence of a wide range of possible behaviours. Next, we prove a shape
theorem, showing that the limiting shape is the L' diamond. Finally, we extend the analysis
by proving a point-to-point convergence theorem in the setting where passage times are
allowed to be infinite.
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1 Introduction

1.1 First-passage percolation in the independent setting

First-passage percolation is a probabilistic model introduced in 1965 by Hammersley and Welsh
in [HW65| to study the flow of fluids through porous media. We refer to [ADHI17] for a survey
on the subject. In the classical model, we take the set of vertices to be Z%. We consider the set
of edges E¢ with endpoints x,y € Z% such that ||z — y||; = 1. For each edge e € E¢, we associate
a non-negative random variable 7, with common cumulative distribution function F', called the
passage time of edge e. A path is a finite or infinite sequence of edges in E? such that consecutive
edges share a unique endpoint. For such a path I'; we define:

() =)
ecll

which we call the passage time of I. To define the passage time between z,y € R%, we first note
2’ as the unique vertex in Z¢ such that € 2’ + [0;1)%. Now, if 2,y € R?, we define the passage

time between z and y as:
T(x,y) = imf T(T), (1)

where this infimum is taken over the set of paths I' with endpoints 2’ and 3’. We focus on the
random balls for this pseudo-distance, fundamental objects of our study. For ¢ > 0 let

By ={zeR%:T(0,z) <t} (2)



be the set of points reachable from the origin in a time less than t. This model has been
extensively studied since its introduction in 1965 in the case where (7¢).cge are chosen to be
independent and identically distributed. We now recall the relevant results in the classical case
within the context of this article. A first result of this model is that 7'(0,nx) grows linearly.
More precisely we have:

Theorem 1.1 ([Kin73|, see Theorem 2.1 [ADHIT|). Assume that (7c).ecga are i.i.d. random
variables such that B[min(ry, ..., Toq)] < 400, then for all x € Z% there exists a constant p(x) >0
(called the time constant) such that:
T(0
lim T(0,nz) = p(z) a.s. and in L',
n—-+oo n

However, in this model, no non-trivial distribution is known for which the time constant p can
be computed. In 1981, Cox and Durrett improved this result with their shape theorem:

Theorem 1.2 ([CD8I]). Assume now that Elmin(r{,...,7%)] < 400 and that F(0) < p.(d),
where p.(d) is the critical parameter for bond percolation in Z®. Then, there exists a deterministic,
compact and convex subset B, of R? such that for all € > 0 we have:

B
P((1 —€)B, C Tt C (14 €)Bx for all large t) = 1.

Furthermore, By is symmetric with respect to the azes of R% and has a non-empty interior.
Several slightly different models have been introduced, we mention in particular

e The case where no integrability condition holds for 7, in particular where P(1 = 4+00) > 0
has also been studied, notably by Garet and Marchand in [GM04] and by Cerf and Théret
in [CT16]. They also proved an analogue of Theorem with convergence in probability.

e The case where passage times are non-independent. For example, the stationary ergodic
case has been studied in [Boi90]. This model, still rich, has led to many analogous results
to the classical ones.

In contrast to this, we consider in this article a long-range dependence model, which, to our
knowledge, has not yet been studied. The name of this model is inspired by the one stud-
ied by Duminil-Copin, Hilario, Kozma and Sidoravicius in [DCHKSIS]| in the context of bond
percolation. As they do in their article we introduce a strong dependence along the lines.

1.2 Brochette first-passage percolation

As in the classical case we consider the graph (Z¢, E%). In this model, the passage times associated
with edges on the same line are equal. However, the passage times associated with edges on
distinct lines still are independent. Let us now define our model more formally.

Definition 1.3. An integer line is the set of points in Z¢ that lie on a same line in R? parallel
to one of the axes. We denote by A the set of these lines.

Definition 1.4 (Brochette first-passage percolation). Let (75)sea be a family of non-negative
1.9.d random variables with common cumulative distribution function F and indexed by the set of
integer lines. In the Brochette first-passage percolation we associate the same passage time to all
edges whose endpoints lie on the same integer line § € A. In other words, for an edge e € E?,
the passage time 7. of e is equal to 75 where § is the unique integer line to which e belongs.
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Figure 1: The random balls B, for ¢ = 500 for the distribution 1 + Bernoulli(0.95) for the
classical model (on the left) and the Brochette model (on the right).

From now on T and B; denote passage times and random balls for Brochette first-passage perco-
lation. Throughout the text, we assume that the support of our passage times is included in an
interval of the form [a; +00), where a > 0 and a equals the infimum of this support. In particular
we will use that :

V9 >0, Fla+0) >0 and F(a—19)=0. (3)

In the Brochette model, T'(0,n) is more sensitive to small values of passage times. Small passage
times generate kind of highways that geodesics tend to go through. Thus, the random balls do
not look alike for the classical and the Brochette models. (See a simulation on Figure )

1.3 The results

Our first result is that we can identify the time constant in the Brochette model.

Theorem 1.5 (Point to point convergence theorem). For Brochette first-passage percolation, if
we assume that

E[min(ry,...,74)] < 400, (4)
where T, ...,Tq are d independent copies with distribution F', then we have:
T(0
veezd,  lim T(0,nz) =alz|ly a.s. and in L',
n——+o0o n

where we recall that a is the infimum of the support of T.

Observe that by the definition of a, T'(0,x) > a||x||1 a.s. so the non trivial part of Theorem
is the upper bound.

Remark 1.6. Let us note that Assumption 1s not the same as in the i.i.d. case, as there
are d independent integer lines passing through each vertex instead of 2d edges as in the classical
model. It follows that 1s optimal. Indeed, if Assumption (E[) is not satisfied T'(0,ey1) is not
integrable.



Our Theorem states that in the case a = 0, T'(0,n) is sublinear, with the exact order of
magnitude yet to be determined. In the classical model, it is known that E[T'(0,n)] is sublinear
as soon as F'(0) > p. (see Theorem 1.15 in [Kes86]). Several works tried to better understand
the behaviour of E[T'(0,n)] in this case. First Zhang [Zha95]| established that E[T(0,n)] remains
bounded if F'(0) > p.. The case F'(0) = p. is more subtle. We mention a few results in dimension
d = 2. Chayes, Chayes and Durrett proved in [CCD86| that if F' is a Bernoulli distribution of
parameter p., then there exist Cq,Cy > 0 such that C;log(n) < E[T(0,n)] < Cylog(n) for all
n large enough. Besides Zhang also showed in [Zha99] that there are some distributions F' such
that F(0) = p. for which E[T'(0,n)] converges to a non-negative constant (see also [DLW17] for
more related results).

We will see that, for the Brochette model, depending on the behaviour of the distribution function
F of the passage times near 0, a wide variety of behaviours can emerge even in dimension d = 2.

Theorem 1.7. Consider Brochette first-passage percolation with a = 0 in dimension d = 2. If
there exist C' > 0,5 > 0 such that F(t) ~—o0+ Ct8, and if the passage times are bounded and
atomless, then for all x € 72 there exist Ay, Ay > 0 such that for all n > 2:

o [f3<1, Ay <E[T(0,nz)] < As.

o If3=1, Ajlog(n) <E[T(0,nz)] < Azlog(n).

1—

=

e I[fB5>1, Alnl_% < E[T(0,nz)] < Asn

Remark 1.8. We could not obtain comparable results in higher dimensions, which is why we
focus on the case d = 2.

The third result is the shape theorem. We denote by < the closed unit ball for the L' norm.
Theorem 1.9. For Brochette first-passage percolation, if we assume that

E[min(¢, ..., 79)] < +o0 (5)
and that a > 0 verifies , then for all € > 0 we have:

1—c¢ Bt

1
P( & C - © =< for all large t) = 1.
a

a

Furthermore, if a = 0 we have for all M > 0:
By
P(MO C - for all large t) = 1.

Remark 1.10. It will be seen in Proposition that Condition is optimal: there is no shape
theorem if does not hold.

Finally, we consider one last case: when P(7 = +00) > 0. In this case, it amounts to studying
first-passage percolation on the cluster C, composed of lines whose passage times are finite.
Moreover, as soon as P(7 < +o00) > 0 the obtained subgraph is both connected and infinite
whereas it is not the case in the classical model. Indeed, if an edge has a finite passage time,
then all the edges on the same line have the same finite passage time. Thus, it is easy to see that
the subgraph is a union of integer lines. In order to state Theorem [1.12] we need to introduce a
generalized notion of passage time.



Definition 1.11. If z,y € Z%, let T*(x,y) = T(x*,y*) where x* is the closest vertex in L' norm
to x in the cluster of edges with finite passage times with an arbitrary rule to break ties.

Theorem 1.12. For Brochelte first-passage percolation, if P(T < +00) > 0, we have:

T*
vrezd lim L0nT)

= allz||1 in probability.
n—+oo n

This is the analogue of Theorem 4 in [CT16], we follow the same structure of proof. An important
difference is that [CT16| relies on non-trivial estimates in classical percolation. In our case, the
infinite cluster has a rather simple shape, which allows for self-contained proofs. To conclude,
we outline how the different sections of this article will be structured.

e In Section [2| we focus on point to point convergence Theorem. We prove Theorem

e In Section [3| we prove Theorem about the variety of behaviours for the expectation of
the passage time in dimension d = 2.

e In Section [4] we obtain a shape theorem by proving Theorem [I.9]

e In Section [5| we prove Theorem about the convergence in probability of W.

2 Point to point almost sure convergence

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem : the a.s. convergence of LOn2) 1 addition

n
to prove the linear growth of the passage time we are able to determine the limit constant which

is equal to af|x||;. This is a first step towards understanding the behaviour of 7'(0,x) in the
context of the Brochette first-passage percolation. This result will be improved in Section [

Proof of Theorem[I.5 To prove this theorem we will use the following version of Kingman’s
theorem:

Theorem 2.1 (Subadditive Ergodic Theorem [Lig85]). Let (Xyn)o<m<n be a family of
random variables that satisfy the following assumptions:

a) Xon < Xom + Xmpn for all0 <m < n.

b) The sequences (X mik)k>1 0nd (X1 m+k+1)k>1 have the same distribution for all m >
0.

c¢) For all k > 1, the sequence (Xpk (nt1)k)n>0 5 stationary.
d) E[Xo1] < +o0 and E[X¢ ] > —cn for some finite constant c.

Then there exists a random variable X such that:

XO,n

—n—otoo X a.S. and in L.

Fix z € Z% We aim to apply Theorem [2.1{ to X,,,, = T(mz,nx). We verify briefly that
a),b),c),d) hold. a) is immediate. As in the i.i.d case the environment is invariant under shifts
of Z4 so assumptions b) and ¢) hold. Moreover, E[X,] > —cn because passage times are non-
negative. It remains to prove E[Xy 1] < +o00. There exist d paths I'y,...,T'y from 0 to x whose
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Figure 2: The path going from 0 to ne; following the construction.

passage times are independent. Thus, 7'(0,z) < min(7'(T'1),...,T(I'y)) and if we let L the length
of the longest of these paths (say I'1) we have:

d
P(T(0,z) > s) < ]P’(ﬂ{T(Fi) > s})

Therefore, considering Y := min(7y,...,74) where 11, ..., 74 are i.i.d. with the same distribution
F', we have:

P(T(0,2) > 5) < L'P(Y > ),

from which we deduce, thanks to , that E[X( 1] < +00. Kingman’s theorem therefore implies
that there exists a random variable X, such that:
T(0
lim (0, nz)

n—-+4oo n

= X, a.s. and in L.

We first prove that for x = eq, it suffices to show that:

(07 nel)
n

T
Ve > 0, lim inf <a-+e€a.s..

Let ¢ > 0. We denote by d; the line kes + Zey with ez := (0,1,0,...,0). Let N = inf{k >
1, s Sa+ €}. Since (6} )ren are i.i.d. and by definition of a, N < +oc a.s.. Let 67 be the line
ke1 + Zey (See Figure 2). Then:

T(0,ne1) < N7g2 +n(a+¢€) + N7jz.
Thus

T(0,neq)
n

N
< —
n

N
52+ (a+€) + TR



Since N < 400 almost surely, doesn’t depend on n and T2 < 00 almost surely too, we have

lirf %Tég = 0. Moreover, since (752), are i.i.d. with distribution F', they are infinitely often
n—-+o0o "

smaller than a + 1 and we have lim inf¥ 75 = 0. We conclude that
n—+4oo ™ “n

T(0
lim inf w <a+e€a.s.
n—-4o0o n

Therefore we have
. T(Oa 7’L€1)
lim ——=~

n—-+4oo n

=aa.s. and in L.

Now, let 2 = (21,...,24) € N (the proof for x € Z¢ is the same). Let y; = (x1,...,2;,0,...,0).
Then:

T(0,nz) < T (ny;, nyi+1)-

IS
—_

@
Il
=)

T(nyi,nyit1)
f %

ax;4+1 in probability. Thus, we
n—-+00

d
Since T'(ny;, nYit+1) @ T(0,nzit1€i4+1) we have
get:
T
lim (0, nz)

d—1
A
n—too  n _(l,omHJ alils
1=

3 The case a =0

In this section, we study the case where ¢ = 0 and d = 2. We will see that, depending on F,
a diverse range of behaviours for T(0,n) can arise. For this purpose we define the following
random variable.

Definition 3.1. If 1, ..., 7, are independent passage times we denote:
M, := min(1q, ..., 7).
To prove Theorem we will see it as a corollary of the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. For the Brochette first-passage percolation when d = 2, if a = 0 with a defined
by , if the distribution of T is atomless and if we assume that Elmin(ri, )] < 400 then we
have:

Inal—1 Inalli—1
Vo €Z?, > E[Myso <E[T(0,nz)] <8 Y E[M].
k=0 k=0

Proof of Theorem[3.3. Let us denote X,, the random variable which is equal to the abscissa of
the vertical edges with the smallest passage time in [0;n]? and Y;, the random variable which
is equal to the ordinate of the horizontal edges with the smallest passage time in [0;n]2. We
denote I, :=T'(0, (X, Ys)), with Iy := 0. Then by sub-additivity, we have:

In—i—l - In S T((Xn’ Yn)a (Xn—i—l, Yn-i—l))v

which gives:
Ells1 — In) < E[T((Xn, Vo), (Xut1, Y1)



Now if (X141, Ynt1) # (Xn, Ya), we have:
(XnJrl’ Yn+1) € {(Xnan + 1); (Tl + 1>Yn); (n +1,n+ 1)}

Moreover, X,, and Y,, are independent and since the passage times are atomless we have:

Let T 1 :=T((Xn, Yn), (Xnt1, Ynt1)). If n € N we denote by 7, ,, the passage time associated
with the vertical integer line of abscissa n and by 73, , the passage time associated with the
horizontal integer line of ordinate n. We have:

1. If (Xn+1a Yn+1) = (Xn,n + 1), Tn,n+1 < (n + 1)7’1)7_)(”.
2. If (Xn+1; Yn—l—l) = (n + 1, Yn), Tn,n+1 < (TL + I)Th7yn.
3. If (Xpt1,Yoy1) = (n+1L,n+ 1), Typir < (n+ D7y x, + (0 + D)Thpnst

Finally we have, since X, is independent of the horizontal passage times and Y}, is independent
of the vertical passage times:

E[InJrl - In] < E[Tn,nJrl]
= BT nt11(x, 1,V ) =(Xn 1)) T BlTnnt 11X, 01 Vi )=(nt1,¥3)]
+ E[Tnn11(x, 1 Vo) =(n+1,n41)]
<E[(n+ D)7x, L (X1 Vs 1) =(Xnm+1)] T E(0 4+ D7ny, Lix, ) Vi) =(nt1,v0)]
+E[((n+ D7ox, + (0 + DThpns 1) Lix, 0 Vo) =(nt1,n41)]

< Elm,x,1x,1=x.] + E[mny, Ly, =v.] + Elmo x, 1x, =n+1] + Elmnns1 Ly, =nt1]

< 2E[M,,].
Hence, by summing, we obtain:
n—1
E[l,] <2 E[M].
k=0

Moreover, to go from 0 to (n,0), we can construct with the same method a path from (n,0) to
(Xn,Yn). We can do the same computation and obtain that:

E[T(0, (n,0))] < 2E[I,].

Now, to go from 0 to = = (z1, z2), we can use the same method twice to go from 0 to (x1,0) and
then from (z1,0) to (z1,z2). It follows that by telescoping we have:

Inf—1
E[T(0,n2)] < 4E[Tjnq),] <8 > E[M].
k=0

For the lower bound we proceed differently. We note that to go from 0 to nx, a path must cross
all the deterministic L' balls of radius k& for k between 0 and |nz|; — 1. Thus, the passage
time from 0 to nx is greater than the sum of the minimum passage times among the edges of



the sphere of radius k for k£ ranging from 0 to [[nz|; — 1. Moreover, in dimension 2, 4k + 2
independent edges originate from a vertex on the sphere of radius k. Thus, we have:

[l -1

> E[Mygis] < E[T(0, na)].
k=0

O

Proof of Theorem[1.7]. To prove Theorem we apply the estimate of Lemma to Theorem
3.2 O

4 Shape Theorem

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem First, by the definition of our model,
% - %O for all £. Only the first inclusion remains to be proven. To improve a pointwise
convergence into a shape theorem, all usual proofs rely at some point on a uniform control of
T(z,y). To obtain such control, we prove here the analogue of the Difference-Estimate Lemma
(Lemma 2.20, [ADHIT]). This step presents a particular difficulty in the "Brochette" case. This
step follows the same strategy as the one developed in [CD8I]| but presents a particular difficulty
in the "Brochette" case. As we will see, the dependence makes the construction of certain paths

more delicate.

Lemma 4.1. Consider Brochette first-passage percolation and assume that we have the integra-
bility condition . Then, there exists a constant k > 0 such that, for every z € 7,

T
P(sup Tlz) < k) >0.
A ||:C - ZHl
T#z

Proof. By shift invariance, it is sufficient to prove the result for z = 0. We provide all the details
of the proof in the case d = 2 and we will briefly explain at the end how to generalize it to an
arbitrary d. Set z = (x1,x2). Without loss of generality, we assume that 1 > x9 > 0. Similarly
to classical proofs, the estimates will rely on the construction of paths from 0 to x.

e We first construct (d + 1) = 3 paths I'1,I'9, ' that primarily use edges whose passage
times are independent of most of the edges in the other paths.

e Then for 1 < i < 3, we will bound Var(T'(T';)). To do this, we will decompose each T'; into
several segments, which we will call steps, and most of these are independent.

e In the last step of the proof, we exploit the fact that I';, 'y and I's are mostly independent
in order to control T'(0, z).

Construction of paths I';, 'y, T's.  (see Figure [3). We begin by defining a deterministic path
S1 from 0 to z, which we will refer to as the skeleton. It is composed of three staircases: it

descends and then ascends to (1 —x2,0) before ending at (z1,z2). Formally, if p = [ *"2 ] and



p' = [§#], S1 is the path that passes through the following points:

p P
25 = (0,0) = 21 = (0,-15) = 23 = (15, =15) = -+ = @y = ([5]15, =[5 ]15)

p p p p
— x%[gprl = ([51157 —([51 - 1)15) — m%(g]_s-z = (([51 + 1)15, —([51 —1)15)
*)4)1‘}”1 = (z1 — 22,0) %xinﬁ_l = (z1 — x2,15)
— x}mH = (1 — 22+ 15,15) = -+ — :Uml+m = (z1, z2),

and such that between two consecutive points 3: , it follows the straight line. Note that xll
and ZL‘l 1 are almost always at most 15 edges apart Depending on the value of p and p’,
my € {4[5] — 1;4[51} and ny € {2p';2p" 4+ 2}. Similarly, we construct two other skeletons with
the same shape but slightly offset from S; for independence reasons that we will see later in the
proof.

e S5 goes through:

23 = (0,0) = 22 = (0,-10) — 23 = (10,—10) = a3 = (10,-25) = -+ = afyy =
(10+([8] = 1)15,—10 - ([2] = 1)15) — (%1 = (10+([8] —1)15,-10— ([8] —2)15) —
—>az4[ -1 = ((2[5] - 1)15—-5,0) —>:c (%1 = (21 — 2,0) _>5Cm2+1 (z1 — 29, 10)

(

= 270 = (21 — 22 4 10, 10) — a2 5= (21— 22+ 10,10+ 15) = x2,_ 4 = (#1 — 22 +
104+ 15,10+ 15) — - — a2 . = (21, 22),
with ng € {2p/ + 2; 2p +4}.

e S5 goes through:
z3 = (0,0) = 2% = (0,—5) — 23 = (5, —5) = 23 = (5,-20) — '-%xg(g] =GB+ ([51-
1)15,-5—([5]1-1)15) — xﬂg]ﬂ =GB+([51-1)15,-5—([5]-2)15) = --- — xi(%H =
((2[5] — 1)15—10,0) — xz[g1::m3 = (x1 —22,0) = a1 = (21 — 22,5)
—>xm3+2 = ($1—I2+5 5) —>x%13+3: (r1 — x2 + 5,5+ 15) —>x%13+4: (r1 — 22+ 5+
15,54 15) = -+ — ad .. = (21, 72),
with ng € {2p' + 2;2p’ + 4}.

A maximal sequence of consecutive edges in the same direction within Sy is called a step. (We
see from the construction that steps consist of at most 39 edges but most often contain only 15.)

Definition 4.2. For 1 < ¢ < 3 let s be a step of Sy. Assume s is a horizontal (resp. vertical)
step. Let a = (a1,a2) and b = (by,a2) (resp. a = (a1,a2) and b = (a1,bs)) be the endpoints of
s. Then the envelope of s is defined by the set of edges forming the borders of the rectangle with
vertices

(a1,a2), (b1,a2), (b1,a2 + 1), (a1,a2 + 1)

(resp.
(a1,a2), (a1 + 1,a2), (a1 + 1,b2), (a1,b2)).

In the above definition, if a and b are the vertices xf and xf 1 in the traversal of Sy, the envelope
of the step a, b is referred to as the i-th envelope.

Lemma 4.3. Let Sy be a skeleton and E the envelope of a step of Sg. Then {1.,e € E} is
independent of {Te,e € E'} for all envelope E' of Sy but at most 10 other envelopes E'.

10
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Figure 3: Paths I'1, T2, I's.
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Figure 4: Envelopes which are dependent of the red one.

Proof of lemma[].53 If the passage times of the edges in an envelope depend on those of E, then
this envelope must necessarily touch one of the two strips defined by the sides of E (see Figure
4)). Furthermore, based on the construction of our paths and by looking at Figure |4, we can see
that there are at most ten such envelopes.

O

We are now ready to build I'y. It is a random path connecting 0 to z and contained in the set of
envelopes of the steps of Sy. Let fyf be the path with the shortest passage time among the two
paths connecting mf and xf 41 in the i-th envelope of Sy. Then we define I'y as the Concatenationﬂ
of 'yf , ’yg, ce ,’yﬁz where k; = my + ny is the number of steps of Sy. Notice that the distribution
of T(~!) only depends on the number of edges of the i-th step of Sp. We can then choose T such

~ (d ~
that T 2 min (397, 72 + 3973 + 74). Thus, for all i and ¢, T stochastically dominates T'(v).

Lemma 4.4. For 1 </ <3 andl1<1i <k set Tf = T('yf). Then for all 1 < k < ky there exists
C' > 0 such that we have:

k
P T > k(ET] +1) <
=1

Tt is possible that the path I'; passes through the same vertex several times.

11



Proof. Using straightforward calculation (see eq (2.3) in [ADHI17]) and thanks to Assumption
, for all 4 and [, Var(Tf) < ' for some C” which does not depend on &, and ¢. Using Lemma,

we have:

k k
Var(d Tf)= > Cov(T{,T}) <Z10m?xcov(Tf,zf).
i 1<i,j<k i=1

Moreover, if Cov(T7, Tf) = 0, then we have, according to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

| Cov Tf,Tf ) I< \/Var )Var( f) <C.

Consequently, we have:

k
Var() " T/) < 10kC'.
=1

Thus, since by definition E[T] > E[TY] for all 1 < i < k we have thanks to Tchebytchev inequality:

k k k
- 10
PO Ty > k(E[T]+1) <P(> TF > R[Tf]+k) < =—C".
(; (E[T]+1)) (; ; [T+ k) <
Denoting C' = 10C", the result follows. O

In order to conclude the proof, we need to control T'(0, z) using the independence of ', 'y and
I's. By construction, I'y,I's and I's involve independent envelopes, except in the neighborhoods
of 0, (1 — x2,0) and z. In order to exploit this rigorously we introduce a few notation:

2
e U= Zme Te Z’L m[+3 1

o R = InaXlggSg(Tf + Tf + ZW—FQ Tf + Tlffl + Tlf)

i=myp—1

We note that in this way, the Uy are independent. Indeed, by construction, the envelopes of Sy
on which U, depends consist of edges located on integer lines distinct from those forming the
envelopes of S; on which U; depends, for all distinct £, ¢ € {1;2;3}. Moreover, we have thanks
to the union bound:

P(R > ||z||,) < 24P(T > ”ﬂgh)_

Additionally, we notice that 7(0,z) < R 4 minj<y<3U;. Therefore, we have with the union
bound:

P(T(0,2) > (E[T] +2)l|z[1) < P(R > ||z]1) + P(min, Uy > (E[T] + 1)|lz[l1)

< 24 (7 > L2084 B min U > BT + 1)),

Now according to Lemma [4.4| P(U; > ky(E[T] + 1)) < Z. Thus, by the independence of the Uy,

[l .

we have, since each path is composed of less than [|z[|; steps but more than 5=+

BT(0.2) > (EIT] +2)al) < 24B(T > 1) 1 (150922
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Thus, if K = E[T] + 2

Z]P’

xz€Z?

)<24 > P(T > ”“”””1 (150)° 3" ||z

”le TEZ2 TEZ2

Thanks to Assumption (f)]), E[T%] = E[T?] < 400 and so Y ez P(T > @) < 400.
Therefore, since the series of Ha:Hl_S over Z? converges, according to the Borel-Cantelli Lemma
there exists £ > 0 such that for all z € Z?

P(Ve € 72\ {z}, ”z(”)

< K)>0.
2l <)

O

Everything we have done here can be generalized in dimension d > 3. Indeed the biggest differ-
ence is that we need to construct d + 1 paths. This construction is achievable by simply spacing
out the paths and moving along orthogonal planes to maintain as much independence as possible.
Moreover, we then consider d-dimensional envelopes and denote 7f the path with the shortest
passage time among the d paths connecting xf and :Uf 41 in the i-th d-dimensional envelope of Sp.
Thanks to Assumption (), we have in particular E[min(r, ..., 74)%] < +00, so Var(T}) are still
bounded and with obvious notations, we get P(minj<j<gy1 Up > (E[T]+1)||z[]1) < C’HxH (d+1),
Finally, using that E[min(r, ..., 74)% < 400, we also get that > 4 P(T > %) < +o0.

Proof of Theorem[I.9. We can now use Lemma [£.I] to prove Theorem [I.9] by following the proof
in [ADHI7]. The translation f with vector ¢ € Z¢ is not ergodic when ¢ in on one of the axes.
However, ergodicity outside the axes is sufficient to prove Theorem [I.9 Indeed, by carefully
reading the proof of Theorem 2.16 in [ADHI7], just after formula (2.11), we see that ergodicity
along directions arbitrarily close to the axes is sufficient. The result follows. O

Proposition 4.5. Assumption s necessary for By to have a limiting shape. More precisely
if Elmin(r{,...,79)] = +o0 then for any K > 0,

T(0,x)

[E4I5!

Proof. Recall that a is the infimum of the support of the distribution of the passage times.
Let K > a. Let Q = {z = (21,...,24) € N?such that 2,...,2q4 < z}. Let for all z € Q,
A, = {Vi € [1;d], Tote, > d21 K}. If A, occurs, T(0,z) > K|z|l1. Then if for any K > a

an infinite number of A, occur, there is no shape theorem. To prove that this is the case with

probability 1 if Emin(r{,...,7%)] < 400, we use the following Borel-Cantelli lemma:

Lemma 4.6. [ER59] Lemma C). Let (A,)n>1 be such that 3% P(A,,) = +oo and such that:

: (i, P(4i)?
lim sup = =
n—+00 Zlgi,jgn P(Ai N Aj)

> K for infinitely many x € Z%, a.s.

Then P(limsup A4,,) = 1

(EZEQﬂﬂlzn]]d IP(AZ))Q
4 P(A2NAL)

= 1. We have P(A4,) = ng

In our case, we want to prove that limsup,, ,,

where we put p; := P(7 > dKi). Let

Vi = ( Z P(AZ))2 = (Z A 1p§l) .
=1

zeQN[1;n]?

Zz,z'EQﬁ[l:n]]

13



Now by assumption E[min(7y,...,7;)% = 400 and by series-integral comparison there exists a
constant R > 0 such that > ;7% zd Ipd > RE[min(ry,. .., 74)%. So

(2
—+o0
Zid_lpf = +o00.
i=1
Let 2 = (21,...,24),2" = (#],...,24) € Q and let us denote I(z,2) := {j € [1;d] : z; = z;}. We

have:

P(A,NA) =< p2&F if|I|=kk>0,1€1
d—k d . o
pmin(zl,zi)pmax(zl,zi) if ’ I |_ k,k>0,1 ¢ I

Then:

Z ]P)(AZ N Az’) < Z ]P)( + Z Z de i + Z Z/ pmaX(Z1,z1 mm(zl,zl)

z,2'€QN[1;n]? z,2'€QN[1;n]?
[7]=0 \I(ZZ)| k \I(ZZ)|
1€1(2,2") 1¢1(z, z)

n

d
d—1
< > P(AZ>P<A2/>+Zz<k_1> S L2kt
k=1

2,2’ €QN[1;n]¢ z1=1
1]=0 ~
:3S2Jc,n
:Zsln
d—1 1 n
- d—1, d—k /d k—1 d
e () S S A
k=1 z1=1 Zi:ZlJ'_l

=:53,k,n

We will now estimate each part of the right-hand term. First, we notice that Sy, < V,. Let us
first estimate S 1, for k € [1;d]. First we write:

2d—k—1 2d k d—1 d —k
S2.kn = ZZ Zz D; zpl .

Let k € [0;d — 1]] and ¢ € N* there exists a constant C}, > 0 such that:

k+1
< | swp = Z 5*p} because (p;) is a decreasing sequence
t0€EN Z] 1 «]

k(d—1)
_Ck:Z]d] TPy

i i
< Cy (Z] d- k)ddk (Z 44 1p§l)§ according to Hoélder’s inequality
j=1 j=1

14



We then have:

Yk € [0;d — 1], (ip)F T2 o> 5 pd).
j=1

It follows that we have:
i
vk € [1:d], (ip)tF T2 oY ).
j=1

Since Z§:1 §1p < Z] Win lpﬁl, we conclude that:

Vk € [L;d], Sapn 2 o(Vy).
Let us now estimate S3 . We see that :

n
A1 d—k jd—h—Lpd — d—h-1, a1k
53,k,n=g i E J E] EZ .
i1

Jj=i+1

Now we have:

j—1 j—1
Z A1 d i Zz<ddl)k d—k; (d— 1)(d k)
i=1 i=1

Jj—1
(d=1k d—k)-%  (d= 1)(d k) d
< (Z i% )5 (Z p( 7> “*q )d thanks to Holder’s inequality

=1 =1
(d—1)k —1
- k _ d—k
<Cpj @ ta(y itlph
=1
j—1
Kk d—1_ d\ 4=k
< ()i pd)
i=1

Then by summing we finally have that:
Vk € [1;d], Sspn "2 o(Vy).

To conclude, since S1, <V, and So . + S35 e o(Vy,), we have:

. Vi > 1
im sup > 1.
n——4o00 Sl,n + SQ,k,n + S3,k,n

Thanks to Lemma Proposition is proven. O

5 Brochette First-Passage Percolation with infinite passage times
In this section, we allow our passage times to be infinite:

P(1 = +00) > 0.

15



The proof used here follows the same outline as [CT16| by Cerf and Théret. They proved similar
results in the context of classical first-passage percolation. Their idea is to introduce a regularized
notion of passage times. For any M > a, we consider the set of edges whose passage time is
strictly less than M. The cluster formed by these edges and their endpoints is denoted by Cjy.
It is easy to see that Cjy is infinite, connected, and composed of integer lines. Moreover, we can
then define, for all z,y € Z%, Ta(x,y) = T(&r,9ar) where & is the point in the cluster Cpy
closest to  in L' norm with an arbitrary rule to break ties. In the same way, we define C, the
cluster Cpy with M = 4o00. The proof of Theorem [1.12]is intertwined with that of the following
proposition, which shows that Th; does not depend on M asymptotically.

Proposition 5.1. For the Brochette first passage percolation, if P(t < +o00) > 0, we have for
all M > a: ~
Ty (0
veezd, fim MOn2)

=a|z|ly a.s. andin L .
n—-+oo n

First to understand and then to prove this theorem we now define several objects. If M > a, we
define the following objects:

o pyi=P(r < M).

o If 2,y € Z% Dys(x,y) = inf{| v |: v path from = to y in Cps} is the graph distance in Cyy,
often called the chemical distance between x and y in Cjps in the context of first-passage
percolation.

e D(x,y) = inf{| v |: v path from z to y in C,} is the chemical distance between z and y in
C..

To prove Proposition [5.1] we will once again use Kingman’s subadditive theorem. The only
assumption of Kingman’s Theorem which is not immediate is the integrability of the process
(Tar(ma,nx))m<n. This is the purpose of our first lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Consider Brochette first-passage percolation, then for all M > a there exist
Ay (M), Ao(M) > 0 such that for all x € Z¢ and for all £ > (2d + 1)z

P(0 <+ 2, Dps(0,2) > £) < Ay (M) exp(—Aax(M)?).

Proof of Lemma[5.9 We assume that x = (z1,...,z4) has all its coordinates positive (the other

cases are treated in the same way). Let £ > (2d + 1)||x||;. We consider the situation where only

one edge emanating from 0 and from x are present, and they are parallel (this is the worst case;

the proof is similar and sometimes shorter in other cases). Moreover to simplify the notations
14

we assume that these edges are {0;e1} and {z;x + e1}. Let us define £ := |57 If z and y

belong to the same integer line §, we denote x 1\7 y if the passage time of J is less than M, i.e.,

if x,y,0 € Cpr. Let 1 < ¢ <. We say that (¢,0...,0) is a good 0-point if the event

(c,O,...,O)]\—}(c,ﬁ,O,...,O)A—}(c,ﬁ,ﬁ,O,...,O)A—/}(c,ﬁ,...,ﬁ)

occurs. Similarly, if 1 < ¢ < £ we say that (¢/,0,...,0) is a good x-point if the event:

(c,21,...,24q) ]\—/[> (d lxs,...,1q) 1\_/[> (e, b, 0, 2q,...,24) 1\_/[> (d,L,....0)

occurs. The number B of good 0-points and the number B’ of good z-points follow a binomial
distribution with parameters £ and pf,l\;l. Lastly, if we denote S the set of of integers 1 < e < ¢

16



(Lat=2)s Laaa)s L))

S
gopd z-points /

good z-points

good 0-points good 0-points

(a) Tllustration of Lemma [5.2| in the case (b) Tlustration of Lemma 5.2 in the case

where the edges emanating from 0 and z where the edges emanating from 0 and z
are parallel. are not parallel.

Figure 5

such that (0,4,...,¢,¢€) 1\_/} (4,...,¢ e) then its cardinal B follows a binomial distribution with

parameters £ and py;. Moreover, if B, B’, B> 0, then there exists a path connecting 0 to x in
Cym with a length at most (2d 4+ 1)¢ < ¢. We have illustrated the construction in the case of
dimension 3 in Figure 5} We leave it to the readers to convince themselves that the construction
is similar when the edges emanating from 0 and x are not parallel (see Figure . Let us show
that the non-existence of such a path has an exponentially small probability to occur. We have:

P(0 <> 2, Dp(0,2) > £) <P(0 <> 2, Dps(0,2) > (2d 4 1)£)
<P(B=0)+P(B =0)+P(B=0)
< 3P(B =0)
< 3exp(Llog(1l — pr))
< Ay (M) exp(—Az(M)L).
O

Proposition 5.3. There exist three positive constants C1,Cy and Cs which depend on M such
that for all x € Z and for all £ > Cs|z||1

P(Tar (0, ) > £) < Cre™ 2",

17



Proof of Proposition )

B(Tar(0,2) > £) <B(0 ¢ B1(0,5)) + B ¢ Ba(, 5)
+ > IP’(():a,:E:b,DM(a,b)Z%)

a€B; (075—2[)02‘1
be B (x, < )NZe

<P(Cy N By(0,5) = 0) + B(Car N Ba(ar, §) = )
+ Y P(a&b,DM(a,b)E%).

a€B1(0,%)Nz4
beB1(x, < )NZe

To bound the first two terms, we use the following rough estimate:
P(CM N Bl(O,r) = @) < (1 — pM)r.

Moreover, if a € Bl(O,%) NZ% and b € By(x, %f) N Z4 then |la — b|l1 < ||z||1 + €f. Thus, for

€= m and ¢ > 2M(2d + 1)||z||1 we can use Lemmag and we then have:
- c ¢
B(Tr(0,2) > €) < 21— par) 2 + | Bi(0, 5) N Z* [ Ayexp(—Az0).

Hence the result. O

Proof of Proposition[5.1, We first fix M > a. All the assumptions of Kingman’s Theorem are
satisfied, and T (0, z) is integrable thanks to Proposition Then we know that:

TM(07 77,.%')

—nstoo Xar a.s. and in L1, (6)
n

with X3; a random variable. However, as in the case where passage times are finite almost surely,
the lack of ergodicity implies that, for now, we do not know that the limiting random variable is
almost surely equal to a constant. To see that we will study the convergence of a subsequence

of (W)nzl in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. For alle >0, x € Z¢ and M > a , we have:
allz]1 < Xy < M|z a.s..

Proof of Lemma[5.7 Let x = (x1,...,24) € 7%, By symmetry we can assume that z1,...,xq >
0. By definition, there exists at least one integer line with a passage time less than M passing
through 0. Without loss of generality, assume that the line 0 + Ze; has a passage time less than
M. Let J = {n € N,nx € Cpr, Dp(0,nx) < ||0 — nz||; + 2y/n}. Let us show that .J is infinite
almost surely. If nx € Cps is such that nx 4+ Ze; has a passage time less than M we consider
K (n) to be the abscissa of the point in xje; + Nej closest to 1 such that:

0+ K(n)ep - (0+ K(n),x2,03,...,0q) IERARY 0+ K(n),x2,...,2q) - (x1,22,...,24) = T.

We then have that Dy;(0,nz) < ||0 —nz||; + 2K (n). K(n) follows a geometric distribution with
parameter p := pl-!, so we have:

B(K(n) > v/n) = (1 - p) V7.

18



Consequently by the Borel-Cantelli lemma K (n) < /n infinitely often, almost surely. It follows
that J is infinite almost surely. Thus we have:

. Ty(0,nx) . Ty(0,nx)
lm ————~ = lim ———=
n—-4o0o n n—-+oo n
neJ
D (i
< M lim inf M
n—-+oo n
neJ
0-0 0—
< 2 tming 100l 10 = e
n——+00 n n
neJ
< Mljz|.
Similarly, we have:
T, Dis(0
lim 7M(0’ nz) > lim aiM(O’nx)
n——4o00 n n—-400
neJ
0—
>a lim 19 = nefly = allz||;.
n——+o00 n
neJ
Thus, according to (@, if M > a we have:
allz|y < Xy < M||z|1a-s.. (7)

O

So, we need to show that, in fact, X3 does not depend on M. To do this, let us fix z € Z4.
Recall that T*(x,y) = T(x*,y*) where z* is the closest vertex in L' norm to = in C, with an
arbitrary rule to break ties. According to the triangular inequality on T,

| T%(0, na) — Tas (0, nz) |< T(0%,0) + T (na*, nx).
Since T(0%,0) and T'(nz*, niz) have same distribution :

P(| T*(0,nz) — Tas (0, nx) |> en) < P(T(0%,0) + T(nz*, niz) > en) < 2P(T(0*,0) > %)

Since 0* and 0 are both in Cy, T(0%, 6) < 400 and the above inequality implies:

(0,nz) Thi (0, nz) Eo. (8)

T*
Vz € 77,
n n

T7*(0,nz) and Tz (0,n2)
n n

We can conclude that have the same limit which can not depend on M

since % does not depend on M. By letting M tend to a in ([7)), we deduce that:
(0, nx) —n+oo @|lx]|1 almost surely, 9)
which concludes the proof of Theorem [5.1} O
Proof of Theorem[1.19 Combining and @D we obtain:
T7%(0,nz) p

“ntoo af|z]1-
n
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A Appendix

The asymptotic of M, is studied in numerous references, but we have not found any reference
regarding the study of E[M,,]. For the sake of self-containedness we provide an estimate of E[M,].

Lemma A.1. Assume that the passage times are bounded. Let (7;)ien be i.i.d. random variables
with cumulative distribution function F such that:

F(t) ~_o+ Ct5,  for a constant C > 0 and § > 0.
Then, if M, = min(7,...,T,) we have:
1 1 1

E[Mn] ~n—+o0 717111(*

n? BCF 5

Proof of Lemma[A.d Let K > 0 be such that 7 < K almost surely.
1
Let us denote X,, := M,n8. We have:

@

+o00 Kn t
E[X,] = / P(X,, > t)dt = / (1 — F(—))"dt.
0 0 nB
Now, for a fixed ¢, we have:

B
"= (1— c% + 0(%))” oo exp(—CY).

(1= F(

S
S| T

Let C’ > 0 such that F(u) > C'u” for u € [0; K]. Using that (1 — £)" < e, we have that for
all t >0, (1 — F(-4))" < exp(—C't?). According to the Dominated Convergence Theorem and
B

n
with the changes of variables u = Ct? we have:

+o0
E[X,] = notoo / exp(—Ctﬁ)dt = F(l) X ! -
0 BCH

So we finally have:
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