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We demonstrate the existence of transient two-dimensional surfaces where a random-walking particle escapes
to infinity in contrast to localization in standard flat 2D space. We first prove that any rotationally symmetric
2D membrane embedded in flat 3D space cannot be transient. Then we formulate a criterion for the transience
of a general asymmetric 2D membrane. We use it to explicitly construct a class of transient 2D manifolds with
a non-trivial metric and height function but “zero average curvature,” which we dub tablecloth manifolds. The
absence of the logarithmic infrared divergence of the Laplace–Beltrami operator in turn implies the absence of
weak localization, non-existence of bound states in shallow potentials, and breakdown of the Mermin–Wagner
theorem and Kosterlitz–Thouless transition on the tablecloth manifolds, which may be realizable in both quan-
tum simulators and corrugated two-dimensional materials.

Introduction— There are many seemingly disconnected
physical phenomena which are related to the properties of the
Laplace–Beltrami operator. They include random walk or dif-
fusion, the standard Schrödinger equation, the properties of
fluctuations in symmetry broken phases, interactions between
topological excitations, and many others. In particular, if the
heat kernel p(x, y; t) integrated over time — the Green’s func-
tion of the Laplace–Beltrami operator on a manifold — is in-
finite it implies automatically the following properties of this
space: a random-walking particle is guaranteed to return to
its starting region infinitely often (recurrence), there is Ander-
son localization in an arbitrarily weak disorder potential, any
shallow quantum potential well hosts a bound state, no long-
range order with spontaneously broken continuous symmetry
can exist at finite temperature in this space (Mermin–Wagner
theorem), to name a few. Specifically in flat Euclidean space,
the two-dimensional case is critical as the corresponding heat
kernel integral diverges logarithmically:

τmax∫
τmin

p(x, y; t) dt ∝ ln(τmin/τmax) , (1)

which means that the two-dimensional flat space is recurrent,
while higher dimensional flat spaces, which have finite in-
tegrals, are transient (a random-walking particle always es-
capes its starting region). An additional physical phenomenon
tied to the Green’s function of the Laplace–Beltrami oper-
ator specific to O(2) models on two-dimensional manifolds
is the behavior of topological excitations there. In the con-
ventional flat space, the logarithmic divergence (1) is tied to
logarithmic vortex-vortex interactions that in turn lead to a
finite-temperature Berezinskii–Kosterlitz–Thouless transition
due to the competition with entropic effects which also scale
logarithmically.

Due to the abundance of fundamental physical phenom-
ena tied to the Laplace–Beltrami operator, it is reasonable
to ask if there exist two-dimensional curved transient man-
ifolds. Recent works [1, 2] have studied some of these
phenomena on hyperbolic manifolds and lattices, which are
known to be transient [3–5]. Here we ask: is it pos-
sible to have a two-dimensional membrane (i.e., a two-
dimensional smooth manifold embedded in flat Euclidean

three-dimensional space described by a height function) that
is transient,

∫∞
τmin

p(x, y; t) dt < ∞? We answer this question
in the affirmative and explicitly construct 2D transient “table-
cloth manifolds” (Fig. 1), which hence lead to the breakdown
of standard two-dimensional physics.

FIG. 1. Two examples of tablecloth manifolds. On the right, a
generic tablecloth manifold, and on the left the simplified example
constructed in Eq. (12). The colors demonstrate the ratio of the vol-
ume element at any point on the manifold,

√
g(r, θ)drdθ, to the reg-

ular flat volume element at the same point, rdrdθ. Therefore, the
colors encode the value of

√
g(r, θ)/r. This allows us to compare

the volume growth to the regular flat one as we go away from the ori-
gin with increasing r. Purple corresponds to the regular πr2 volume
growth of a flat disk, while other colors designate faster growths.

Transience on a 2-dimensional membrane— The general
form of a two dimensional Riemannian metric in polar-like
coordinates, with no isometries assumed, is given by,

ds2 = A2(r, θ) dr2 + 2B(r, θ) dr dθ + C2(r, θ) dθ2 . (2)

For rotationally symmetric manifolds with metric of the form
ds2 = dr2 + f(r)2 dθ2, a well-known result [6, 7] is that
transience is equivalent to the condition∫ ∞

1

1

f(r)
dr < ∞ . (3)

Using this, we can find rotationally symmetric metrics ds2 =
dr2+ f(r)2 dθ2 corresponding to transient Brownian motion,
and which also satisfy an average zero curvature condition, as
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described in the Supplemental Material. However it will turn
out none of these examples can represent a two-dimensional
membrane in standard flat space. While these metrics can
be physically realized using circuit boards such as those in
Refs. [8–11], we are interested in realizing the geometry as
a physical surface embedded in flat three-dimensional space.
As we will show, this will necessitate breaking rotational sym-
metry.

To construct a transient surface described by a height func-
tion embedded in R3, we use the cylindrical coordinates,
xµ ≡ (r, θ, z), on the three dimensional ambient manifold and
polar-like coordinates, xa ≡ (r, θ), on the embedded mem-
brane where we have identified the r and θ coordinates of
both manifolds. This way ξµ ≡ (r, θ, h(r, θ)) is the vector
that probes the membrane with h(r, θ) being its height func-
tion.

The induced metric on the membrane is then given by,

gab =
∂ξµ

∂xa

∂ξν

∂xb
ηµν , (4)

with the Einstein summation rule presumed and ηµν being the
flat metric of the ambient space with cylindrical coordinates,

ηµν =

1 0 0

0 r2 0
0 0 1

 . (5)

By noticing that ∂r/∂r = ∂θ/∂θ = 1 and ∂r/∂θ = 0, we
calculate the induced metric to be,

gab =

[
1 +

(
∂h
∂r

)2 ∂h
∂r

∂h
∂θ

∂h
∂θ

∂h
∂r r2 +

(
∂h
∂θ

)2
]
, (6)

with the corresponding scalar curvature given by,

R =
2

r

(
1
r∂

2
θh+ ∂rh

)
∂2
rh− 1

r

(
1
r∂θh− ∂r∂θh

)2[
1 + (∂rh)

2 + ( 1r∂θh)
2
]2 . (7)

If we demand rotational symmetry around the origin, then the
induced metric turns into

gab =

[
1 +

(
∂h
∂r

)2
0

0 r2

]
, (8)

which is of the form, ds2 = A2(r)dr2 + r2dθ2, with A(r) =√
1 + h′(r)2. [12]

However, having the line element as ds2 = A2(r)dr2 +
r2dθ2 means that the physical distance between two neighbor-
ing points that are radially apart is drph ≡ A(r)dr. So in terms
of the physical distance we have ds2 = dr2ph + r(rph)

2dθ2.
Since our metric is now in the form required to apply Eq. (3),
we see the transience condition becomes,∫ ∞

1

drph

r(rph)
< ∞ . (9)

But this is only possible if A(r) < 1 since otherwise drph >

dr (or rph =
∫ r

A(r′)dr′ ≥ r) and thus
∫∞
1

drph/r(rph) ≥∫∞
1

dr/r = ∞. But here A(r) =
√

1 + h′(r)2 > 1. This
means in order to have transience on a membrane we need
to break rotational symmetry. Transience on a membrane is
unachievable with rotational symmetry.

Now considering non-rotationally symmetric manifolds, a
useful condition for transience was given in Ref. [13]. Using a
heuristic argument involving conductance (which can be made
rigorous, see e.g. Ref. [14, §12]), Ref. [13] showed that for
a two dimensional manifold with a metric given by ds2 =
dr2 + f(r, θ)2 dθ2, a sufficient condition for transience is

meas

{
θ ∈ [0, 2π) :

∫ ∞

1

dr

f(r, θ)
< ∞

}
> 0 , (10)

where meas means the Lebesgue measure. Intuitively, this
means the manifold only needs to look transient on e.g. a
small wedge of θ in order to have the Brownian motion es-
cape. The argument given in Ref. [13] is that the resis-
tance of a piece is proportional to its length divided by its
cross-sectional area, and so the resistance along a narrow
strip of arc width δθ out to infinity is given by integrat-
ing 1/(

√
g(r, θ)δθ) = 1/(f(r, θ)δθ) with respect to r, with

g(r, θ) ≡ det(gab) being the determinant of the metric. By
cutting the manifold into many small strips, each going from
a center ring to infinity, the conductances of each strip, which
are the reciprocals of the resistances, add to give the conduc-
tance of the whole system. As long as this is nonzero, this
implies a current flow out to infinity, which causes a Brown-
ian motion to escape.

In principle, we can transform a metric of the form Eq. (2)
into the form ds2 = dr2 + f(r, θ)2 dθ2, and then the con-
dition Eq. (10) can be applied. However, in practice, the
required change of coordinates can be very difficult and not
analytically tractable. Therefore in order to prove transience
for a membrane case described by Eq. (6), we need to de-
rive the analogue of Eq. (10) for a metric of the general form
in Eq. (2). We first note that the analogue cannot simply
be integrating

∫∞
1

dr/
√
g(r, θ) and checking if it is finite

for enough θ. For instance, while
√
g(r, θ)drdθ gives the

volume element at (r, θ) (as f(r, θ)drdθ did in the metric
dr2+f(r, θ)2 dθ2), the integration done to calculate the resis-
tance should be done with respect to the physical distance on
the manifold, which is not necessarily the coordinate distance
r in Eq. (2). As an example, consider the paraboloid given
by h(r, θ) = 1

2r
2, which has positive curvature and recurrent

Brownian motion. Using Eq. (6), the induced metric is ds2 =

(1 + r2) dr2 + r2 dθ2, which has
√
g(r) = r

√
1 + r2 ∼ r2

for large r. Therefore
∫∞
1

dr/
√

g(r) < ∞, but the problem
is that the physical distance of a point (r, θ) on the manifold
is much larger than the coordinate r, so that the integral over
dr does not represent anything meaningful. Instead, we will
show:
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Claim 1. For a manifold with smooth metric gab =[
A2(r, θ) B(r, θ)

B(r, θ) C2(r, θ)

]
in polar-like coordinates with g(r, θ) >

0 for all r > 0, the condition

meas

{
θ ∈ [0, 2π) :

∫ ∞

1

A2(r, θ)√
g(r, θ)

dr < ∞

}
> 0 (11)

implies transience.

We can explain this heuristically, similarly to the argu-
ment given in Ref. [13] for Eq. (10). As described in Fig 2,
the resistance of a thin wedge of angle δθ is proportional to∫∞
r0

drA2(r, θ)/
√
g(r, θ) δθ. To determine the conductance

of a ball of radius r0 out to infinity, we sum the reciprocals of
the resistance of each strip over δθ. This gives the total con-

ductance as
∫ 2π

0
dθ
(∫∞

r0
drA2(r, θ)/

√
g(r, θ)

)−1

, which is
nonzero exactly when Eq. (11) is satisfied. We also give the
formal proof of Claim 1 in the Supplemental Material employ-
ing the concept of capacity.

δθ

A(r, θ)δr

volume =
√

g(r, θ) δθ δr

FIG. 2. Calculating the resistance along a thin strip with angle δθ.
The volume (which in two dimensions is the surface area) of the
shaded region,

√
g(r, θ) δθ δr, is given by the product of its physi-

cal length A(r, θ)δr and its physical cross-section which therefore is
given by

√
g(r, θ)δθδr/A(r, θ)δr. The resistance of the shaded re-

gion is proportional to its physical length divided by its cross-section.
Consequently, the resistance of the whole strip is proportional to∫∞
r0

drA
2
(r, θ)/

√
g(r, θ) δθ.

Returning to the paraboloid example h(r, θ) = 1
2r

2, we
see the integral in Eq. (11) diverges (for all θ), resolving the
observations noted above. We also recover the fact that every
rotationally invariant metric of the form in Eq. (6) must be
recurrent, since ∂θh = 0, C(r) = r, and A(r) ≥ 1, so the
integral is

∫∞
1

drA(r)/C(r) ≥
∫∞
1

dr/r = ∞.
Tablecloth manifolds— A theorem of Ref. [15] states that

any manifold with geodesic ball volume growth O(r2) will
have recurrent Brownian motion. Therefore, for transience,
the first obstacle to overcome is having sufficiently fast vol-
ume growth. We emphasize however that fast volume growth
alone is not sufficient for transience. This can be seen from
e.g. Eq. (3), even for rotationally symmetric metrics, by mix-
ing regions of slow and fast volume growth together in certain
ways. Later in this section, we also give a membrane exam-
ple with fast r5 volume growth which fails to satisfy Eq. (11).
Worth mentioning is that the tablecloth membranes we con-
struct are very non-homogeneous, involving regions of both
fast and slow volume growth, and so the traditional scaling
[16] and 2 + ε dimensionality [17] arguments for e.g. An-
derson localization in homogeneous spaces, including for Rd

and (bi)fractals [18], do not apply here.

In order to gain some intuition about the relation between
volume growth and geometry consider the following exam-
ples. On a unit sphere, as one gets away from a pole, the
boundary of the ball centering the pole increases for a while
and then shrinks as one passes through the equator. This
means that the volume growth is slower than cr2 for 0 < r <
2π. The spherical metric is given by ds2 = dr2 + sin2(r)dθ2

and the boundary of the ball at r = R by
∫
r=R

ds =
2π sin(R) which should be compared to 2πR. On hyperbolic
geometry the reverse is true. Namely the boundary of the ball
grows faster than the circumference of a regular circle. The
hyperbolic metric is given by ds2 = dr2 + sinh2(r)dθ2 and
the boundary of the ball is given by

∫
r=R

ds = 2π sinh(R)
which should be compared to 2πR. But due to the same fact
the maximally symmetric hyperbolic plane, described by the
given metric, is not isometrically embeddable in the three di-
mensional flat space as a membrane. However, for fast vol-
ume growth with respect to r we demand the boundary of the
ball

∫
r=R

ds to increase faster that the regular circle. There-
fore, there is no other way for the membrane but to wrinkle
up. This is again why we need to drop rotational symmetry.
Fig. 3 demonstrates this concept.

FIG. 3. A disk shaped tablecloth has no wrinkles when lying flat
on a flat two dimensional surface. When the tablecloth is set on a
circular table and drapes from it, it needs to fit into a new geometry,
transitioning from disk ds

2
D = dr

2
ph + r

2
phdθ

2 to cylinder ds
2
C =

dr
2
ph+R

2
dθ with R being the radius of the circular table. Because of

the volume mismatch,
√
gD/

√
gC = rph/R, the tablecloth needs to

wrinkle up. Also note how the radial coordinate, r, differs from rph.
rph is the physical distance a traveler takes on the tablecloth, while r
is identified with the radial component of the cylindrical coordinates.

We also note the connection between curvature and tran-
sience or recurrence of Brownian motion. Intuitively, negative
curvature regions (like in hyperbolic space) cause a Brownian
traveler to leave compact regions quickly, while zero and pos-
itive curvature regions do not. Therefore we expect that 2D
surfaces with sufficiently negative curvature at infinity will
have transient Brownian motion, while those with zero or pos-
itive curvature will have recurrent Brownian motion; for pre-
cise statements see Refs. [7, 13]. However, the ‘tablecloth
manifolds’ we construct have a mix of negative and positive
curvature regions, giving an average zero curvature as de-
scribed below. Despite this average “flatness”, the negative
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curvature regions can still win out and cause the Brownian
motion to escape. This resonates with the ideas of Zeldovich
considering a “universe homogeneous in the mean” with ran-
domly fluctuating metric that still appears hyperbolic [19, 20].

A generic tablecloth manifold is depicted in the right half of
Fig. 1. For our considerations we would like to investigate a
simplified example of a tablecloth manifold (see the left mem-
brane in Fig. 1) given by the following height function,

h(r, θ) =

∞∑
n=1

χn(r) cos(n
4θ) , (12)

where χn(r) are smooth bump functions extended from n(n−
1)/2 to n(n+ 1)/2, which also means each bump is centered
at r = n2/2 and has increasing length ∼ n. The χn are
exactly equal to 1 for most of the interval, and exactly equal
to zero in a small interval near each endpoint. Examples of the
bump functions are shown in Fig. 4, and precise requirements
and a sample formula are given in the Supplemental Material.
We note that by construction of the χn(r), which only extend
from n(n − 1)/2 to n(n + 1)/2, only one term in the sum in
Eq. (12) can contribute at any given r.

r

χ1(r) χ2(r) χ3(r)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

1

· · ·

FIG. 4. Drawing of example bump functions χn(r), n = 1, 2, 3.
Each function χn is supported in [n(n−1)/2, n(n+1)/2], and has a
flat plateau within that interval where it is exactly equal to one, along
with a small interval near the endpoints where it is exactly equal to
zero. Precise requirements for the bump functions are given in the
Supplemental Material.

Within each annulus determined by a bump χn, the mem-
brane oscillates rapidly according to cos(n4θ), with faster
oscillations as r increases. This causes the volume element√
g(r, θ) to increase rapidly, while the coordinate distance r

stays proportional to the physical distance on the membrane.
The membrane also stays bounded in height between −1 and
1.

With the use of these bump functions, we can quickly see
the membrane satisfies an average curvature zero condition:
on the balls BR of radius R = n(n+1)/2 centered at the ori-
gin, the total Gaussian curvature is zero by the Gauss–Bonnet
theorem, since the manifold is completely flat in the neighbor-
hood of ∂BR where χn(r), χn+1(r) = 0:∫
BR

K dVolg = 2πχ(BR)−
∫
∂BR

kg ds = 2π − 2πR

R
= 0 .

(13)

On these balls, the boundary ∂BR is particularly nice since it
is flat, and does not grow rapidly like in hyperbolic space.

For n(n−1)
2 + 1

4 < r < n(n+1)
2 − 1

4 , since χn ≡ 1 there, we
have a simple form of the metric,

gab =

[
1 0

0 r2 + n8 sin2(n4θ)

]
. (14)

Outside these regions, the metric is messier (involving the
non-constant terms A2(r, θ) and B(r, θ)), but we still have
g(r, θ) ≥ r2 for a membrane. As shown in the Supplemental
Material, splitting up the the integral in Eq. (11) into regions
where χn ≡ 1 or not, and using that 1 + |χ′

n(r)|
2 ≤ c′ for

some constant c′ and all n and r, we can reduce the condition
of Eq. (11) to showing that

∞∑
n=1

1

n
√
1 + n4 sin2(n4θ)

< ∞ . (15)

The terms in this series tend to decay like 1/n3, except when
sin2(n4θ) is small, which is when n4θ is close to a multiple
of π. For these n the terms behave like 1/n, which is po-
tentially problematic since

∑∞
n=1 1/n diverges. However, we

can quantify when sin2(n4θ) is “small” using equidistribution
of {n4x} modulo 1 for almost every (a.e.) x; more precisely,
using the Erdős–Turán inequality [21], which gives a quanti-
tative bound on the rate in Weyl’s equidistribution theorem,
and the application by Ref. [22]. This will imply that Eq. (15)
holds for a.e. θ, and so the condition Eq. (11) for transience is
met. We provide full details in the Supplemental Material.

Interestingly enough, exactly due to the periodicity in θ, we
see that transience on tablecloth manifolds is connected to the
convergence problem of series. For example, by considering
the tablecloth manifold on a cylinder rather than a plane, the
transience condition will be related to the convergence of se-
ries of the following type,

∞∑
n=1

1√
1 + np sinq(nrθ)

. (16)

Finally, we note there are several subtleties involved in the
described membrane construction. In particular, it is possi-
ble to construct a tablecloth-like manifold, even with faster
volume growth than that of Eq. (12), that does not satisfy
Eq. (11). For example, if we change χn(r) to have plateau
length 1 (Fig. 5) instead of length n, this increases the vol-
ume growth rate of the manifold, but causes the integral in
Eq. (11) to be divergent for every θ ∈ [0, 2π). We expect, due
to the fact that the radial distance factor A2(r, θ) in the metric
is uniformly bounded in (r, θ), that the arguments [6, 23–25]
(see also a heuristic resistance argument in Ref. [13]) actually
imply recurrence. We expect this because the thin flat rings
where χn(r) ≡ 0 and the metric is flat, ds2 = dr2 + r2 dθ2,
now occur linearly with r, and integrating 1/r over evenly
spaced intervals leads to a divergent integral. For generic
tablecloth manifolds, where we do not impose strong cutoff
functions like χn, we do not even have any thin flat rings, and
so we expect one would generally have transience.
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r

χ1(r) χ2(r) χ3(r) χ4(r) χ5(r)

0 1 2 3 4 5

1

· · ·

FIG. 5. Evenly spaced plateaus, leading to a specific example that
fails to satisfy Eq. (11).

Conclusion— In summary, this paper demonstrates the ex-
istence of transient two-dimensional manifolds, which can be
smoothly embedded as membranes in flat three-dimensional
space. The transient tablecloth manifolds constructed here
are just one example of membranes with zero average cur-
vature, and many other such transient geometries exist includ-
ing certain randomly curved manifolds. These surfaces are
potentially realizable not only through quantum simulators
but also as two-dimensional materials involving rough sub-
strates or corrugated surfaces. Apart from the obvious rela-
tion to Anderson localization, such transient membranes give
rise to other types of unconventional physics where the famil-
iar two-dimensional behavior may be reversed. For example,
a Heisenberg magnet on a curved transient manifold would
exhibit a finite-temperature long-range order. In contrast, the
BKT transition of the XY -model would be lost due to non-
logarithmic vortex binding forces. Ideas for further work of
relevance to solid-state experiment include search for transient
curved bilayer systems, which map on interesting geometric
structures [26].

This work was supported by the U.S. Department of En-
ergy, Office of Science, Basic Energy Sciences under Award
No. DE-SC0001911 and the Julian Schwinger Foundation
(L.S.). L.S. and V.G. also acknowledge partial support from
the Simons Foundation via Collaboration “Localization of
Waves” at the initial stages of this project.
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Supplemental Material

Proof of the transience condition in Claim 1

In order to prove the transience condition in Claim 1, we will use the definition of the capacity of a pair of sets (K,Ω), where
K is a compact set in an open set Ω, both in the manifold M which has metric g. Note that only here in the proof subsection,
we are designating the metric with g and the metric determinant with det g to avoid index confusion later on. We provide a brief
definition of capacity here, and refer the reader to Refs. [14, §4.3] and [27] for further details and references. The capacity is
defined as

Cap(K,Ω) := inf
ϕ∈L(K,Ω)

∫
Ω

|∇ϕ|2g dVolg, (18)

where the infimum is over all locally Lipschitz function ϕ on M with 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 and ϕ|K = 1 and ϕ|Ω̄c = 0, and where |∇ϕ|2g
is taken with respect to the metric g and dVolg is the volume element. The space of functions L(K,Ω) can have additional
restrictions, such as smoothness, without changing the capacity [14, §4.3]. The infimum in Eq. (18) is obtained by a harmonic
function u, satisfying 

∆u = 0

u|∂Ω = 0

u|∂K = 1

, (19)

in which case

Cap(K,Ω) =

∫
Ω

|∇u|2g dVolg. (20)

The capacity can sometimes be interpreted as a conductivity between ∂K and ∂Ω, since by Green’s formula, Eq. (20) can be
written as a flux through the boundary ∂K or ∂Ω.

When Ω = M , we can write Cap(K) for Cap(K,Ω), and call Cap(K) just the capacity of the set K. Considering these
capacities is useful in our case due to the following theorem; for references and proof see e.g. Theorem 5.1 in the overview [14].

Theorem 1. Brownian motion on a Riemannian manifold M is transient if and only if the capacity of some compact set is
positive.

Using this theorem, our goal will be to show that the capacity of a ball is positive when the condition Eq. (11) of Claim 1
holds. We will follow the general proof method given in Ref. [14, §12] [which proves Eq. (10)], with some changes since the
metric is not diagonal, and the coordinate radial distance is different than the geodesic or physical distance.

Proof of Claim 1. Our goal is to lower bound the capacity Cap(Br0
, BR). In order to do this, we split the ball BR into many

wedges {(r, θ) : r ≤ R, θ ∈ ωi}, and consider the capacity on each small wedge. We will estimate the metric g on each wedge
by a rotationally symmetric one g̃i(r), since the the metric cannot vary much if ωi ⊆ R/(2πZ) is small. In the rotationally
symmetric case, we can solve the Dirichlet problem Eq. (19) explicitly to estimate the capacity.

For an arc ω ⊆ R/(2πZ), let Nω be the cone {(r, θ) : θ ∈ ω, r > 0}. Consider a smooth rotationally symmetric metric

g̃ =

[
Ã2(r) B̃(r)

B̃(r) C̃2(r)

]
(21)

on the cone Bω
R := Nω ∩BR, such that

det g(r, θ) ≥ det g̃(r) > 0, and A(r, θ) ≤ Ã(r), (22)

for r0 ≤ r ≤ R and θ ∈ ω.
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Before starting the capacity estimates, we first need to bound the gradient norm in terms of its radial part so we can compare

to the capacity for a purely radial metric. For a metric g =

[
grr grθ
grθ gθθ

]
, we have

|∇ϕ|2g = (∂rϕ, ∂θϕ) · g
−1(∂rϕ, ∂θϕ)

=
1

det g

[
gθθ(∂rϕ)

2 + grr(∂θϕ)
2 − 2grθ(∂rϕ∂θϕ)

]
≥ 1

det g

gθθ(∂rϕ)2 + grr(∂θϕ)
2 − 2

(√grr∂θϕ
)2

+
( grθ√

grr
∂rϕ
)2

2


≥ 1

det g

(
gθθ −

g2rθ
grr

)
(∂rϕ)

2 =
1

grr
(∂rϕ)

2, (23)

where we used the inequality ab ≤ (a2 + b2)/2 applied to appropriate a, b in the third line. Applying Eq. (23) to the metric

g =

[
A2(r, θ) B(r, θ)

B(r, θ) C2(r, θ)

]
, then

inf
ϕ∈L(Br0

,BR)

∫
B

ω
R

|∇ϕ|2g dVolg ≥ inf
ϕ∈L(Br0

,BR)

∫
ω

∫ R

r0

1

A2(r, θ)
(∂rϕ(r, θ))

2
√
det g(r, θ) dr dθ

≥ inf
ϕ∈L(Br0

,BR)

∫
ω

∫ R

r0

1

Ã2(r)
(∂rϕ(r, θ))

2
√
det g̃(r) dr dθ, (24)

by the definition of the radial metric g̃. These two approximations, the radial metric g̃ and the bound Eq. (23), thus remove
θ-dependence from the problem. To handle Eq. (24), define the functional

E [ϕ] :=
∫
ω

∫ R

r0

1

Ã2(r)
(∂rϕ(r, θ))

2
√

det g̃(r) dr dθ (25)

over ϕ ∈ L(Br0
, BR), so ϕ|Bω

r0
= 1 and ϕ|Bω

R
= 0. The Euler–Lagrange equation, which is determined by evaluating

limϵ→0
1
ϵ (E [ϕ+ ϵv]− E [ϕ]) for any Lipschitz v that is zero on the ball boundaries, is

∂r

(
1

Ã2(r)

√
det g̃(r) ∂rϕ(r, θ)

)
= 0, (26)

or equivalently,

∂2
rϕ+

(
∂r
√
det g̃(r)√
det g̃(r)

− ∂rÃ
2(r)

A2(r)

)
∂rϕ = 0, (27)

on the region r0 ≤ r ≤ R and θ ∈ ω. Eq. (26) implies that

∂rϕ(r, θ) =
Ã2(r)√
det g̃(r)

y(θ), and so ϕ(R, θ)− ϕ(r, θ) = y(θ)

∫ R

r

Ã2(ρ)√
det g̃(ρ)

dρ,

for some (possibly θ-dependent) constant y(θ). Imposing the boundary conditions ϕ|∂BR∩N
ω = 0 and ϕ|∂Br0

∩N
ω = 1, i.e.

ϕ(R, θ) = 0 and ϕ(r0, θ) = 1 for θ ∈ ω, we obtain the solution to Eq. (26) is

ϕ0(r, θ) = ϕ0(r) = a

∫ R

r

Ã2(ρ)√
det g̃(ρ)

dρ, (28)

where a = −y(θ) =

(∫ R

r0

Ã
2
(ρ)√

det g̃(ρ)
dρ

)−1

. We also have by direct evaluation,

E [ϕ0] = |ω|a = |ω|

(∫ R

r0

Ã2(ρ)√
det g̃(ρ)

dρ

)−1

. (29)
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Returning to Eq. (24), we see that

inf
ϕ∈L(Br0

,BR)

∫
B

ω
R

|∇ϕ|2g dVolg ≥ |ω|

(∫ R

r0

Ã2(ρ)√
det g̃(ρ)

dρ

)−1

. (30)

If we have a finite set of disjoint arcs ωi ⊂ R/(2πZ), and metrics g̃i satisfying Eq. (22) in [r0, R]× ωi, then

Cap(Br0
, BR) = inf

ϕ∈L(Br,BR)

∫
BR

|∇ϕ|2g dVolg

≥
∑
i

inf
ϕ∈L(Br,BR)

∫
B

ωi
R

|∇ϕ|2g dVolg

≥
∑
i

|ωi|

(∫ R

r0

Ã2
i (ρ)√

det g̃i(ρ)
dρ

)−1

. (31)

By partitioning [0, 2π) into small arcs ωi, and taking Ãi(r) and det g̃i(r) close to A(r, θ) and det g(r, θ), uniformly in θ ∈ ωi

and r ∈ [r0, R], the above sum approximates the integral
∫ 2π

0

(∫ R

r0

A
2
(r,θ)√

det g(r,θ)
dρ

)−1

dθ. We thus obtain

Cap(Br0
, BR) ≥

∫ 2π

0

(∫ R

r0

A2(r, θ)√
det g(r, θ)

dρ

)−1

dθ. (32)

Taking R → ∞ and applying Theorem 1 yields the claim.

Transience details for the tablecloth manifold

In this section, we give precise conditions for the bump functions χn used in the main text, and then give the details showing
that the tablecloth membrane given in Eq. (12) is transient via the condition in Eq. (11).

First, let {ηL(r)}L∈N be a collection of smooth bump functions, such that ηL ≡ 1 on [1/4, L − 1/4] and ηL ≡ 0 outside
[1/8, L− 1/8], and supL∈N ∥∂rηL∥∞ < ∞. Then set χn(r) := ηn(r − n(n− 1)/2). One can take for example

ηL(r) =



0, r ≤ 1
8 or r ≥ L− 1

8

exp
(
1− 1

1−64(r−1/4)
2

)
, 1

8 ≤ r ≤ 1
4

1, 1
4 ≤ r ≤ L− 1

4

exp
(
1− 1

1−64(r−L+1/4)
2

)
, L− 1

4 ≤ r ≤ L− 1
8

.

Now for transience, recall that for a metric ds2 = A2(r, θ) dr2 + 2B(r, θ) dr dθ + C2(r, θ) dθ2 with determinant denoted by
g(r, θ), that we want to show ∫ ∞

1

A2(r, θ)√
g(r, θ)

dr < ∞, (33)

for a positive measure set of θ. From Eq. (6), the induced metric of the tablecloth membrane in Eq. (12) is, at (r, θ) with
n(n− 1)/2 < r < n(n+ 1)/2,

gab =

[
1 + χ′

n(r)
2 cos2(n4θ) −n4χn(r)χ

′
n(r) cos(n

4θ) sin(n4θ)

−n4χn(r)χ
′
n(r) cos(n

4θ) sin(n4θ) r2 + n8χn(r)
2 sin2(n4θ)

]
. (34)

For n(n−1)
2 + 1

4 < r < n(n+1)
2 − 1

4 , the metric simplifies because χn ≡ 1 there, leading to the much simpler formula

gab =

[
1 0

0 r2 + n8 sin2(n4θ)

]
. (35)
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Splitting up the integral in Eq. (33) into regions where χn ≡ 1 or not, and using that 1 + |χ′
n(r)|

2 ≤ c′ for some constant c′ and
all n and r (by construction of χn), we can estimate∫ ∞

1

A2(r, θ)√
g(r, θ)

dr ≤
∞∑

n=1

(∫ n(n+1)
2 − 1

4

n(n−1)
2 + 1

4

1√
r2 + n8 sin2(n4θ)

dr

+

∫ n(n+1)
2 + 1

4

n(n+1)
2 − 1

4

1 + χ′
n(r)

2 cos2(n4θ)√
r2 + n8χn(r)

2 sin2(n4θ) + r2(χ′
n(r))

2 cos2(n4θ)
dr

)

≤
∞∑

n=1

(
n√

n
2
(n−1)

2

4 + n8 sin2(n4θ)

+
c′

n(n+ 1)− 1
2

)
, (36)

where to obtain the second term in the last line we used that the corresponding integrand is bounded from above by c
′

r ≤
c
′

n(n−1)/2+1/4 . This leads to the sum
∑∞

n=1
c
′

n(n+1)−1/2 , which is ≤
∑∞

n=1
c
′

n
2 < ∞. Considering then the first term in Eq. (36),

we need to show that for a positive measure set of θ, that

∞∑
n=1

1

n
√
1 + n4 sin2(n4θ)

< ∞. (37)

The terms in the series tend to decay like 1/n3, except when sin2(n4θ) is small, which is when n4θ is close to a multiple of π.
For these n the terms behave like 1/n. We can split the series based on this into two parts; letting {·} denote the value mod 1 of
a number, taken to be in (−1/2, 1/2] (essentially the fractional part of a number but using negative numbers for convenience),
then fixing a small ϵ > 0,

∞∑
n=1

1

n
√

1 + n4 sin2(n4θ)
=

∞∑
n=1

1|{n4
θ/π}|≥n

−(2−ϵ)

n
√
1 + n4 sin2(n4θ)

+

∞∑
n=1

1|{n4
θ/π}|<n

−(2−ϵ)

n
√
1 + n4 sin2(n4θ)

≤
∞∑

n=1

1

n
√
1 + cn2ϵ

+

∞∑
n=1

1

n
1|{n4

θ/π}|<n
−(2−ϵ) , (38)

where for the first term we used that sin2(x) ≥ c|{x/π}|2. The first series in Eq. (38) converges, so we just need to show
convergence of the second term involving the harmonic series summed only over certain n. This convergence is intuitively plau-
sible, since n−(2−ϵ) is shrinking rapidly, so the n ∈ N contributing to the sum must be fairly sparse. By Weyl’s equidistribution
theorem, we know that {n4x} is equidistributed in R/Z for almost every (a.e.) x, i.e.,

#{1 ≤ n ≤ N : {n4x} ∈ [a, b]}
N

N→∞−−−−→ length([a, b]),

for any interval [a, b] ⊆ R/Z. This suggests that if the equidistribution is fast enough to handle the shrinking interval, the
occurrence |{n4x}| < n−(2−ϵ) should only happen approximately around a fraction maybe 2n−(2−ϵ) of the time, which should
lead to a convergent sum. In order to prove the convergence, we can apply the quantitative estimate on the rate of equidistribution
given by the Erdős–Turán inequality [21], which states that for any N,m ∈ N and yn ∈ [0, 1) and I ⊆ [0, 1),

|#{1 ≤ n ≤ N : yn ∈ I} −N |I|| ≤ 3N

m
+ 3

m∑
k=1

1

k

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑

n=1

e2πikyn

∣∣∣∣∣ . (39)

(For further details, see e.g. Refs. [28, 29], and for better constants, see Ref. [30].) Applying this with Carlson’s theorem on
pointwise a.e. convergence of Fourier series (or more precisely the maximal operator bound) to bound the exponential sum,
Ref. [22] showed that for any strictly increasing sequence of natural numbers a1, a2, . . ., there is a constant C (which does not
depend on N ) so that for every δ > 0,

sup
I⊆R/Z

|#{1 ≤ n ≤ N : {anx} ∈ I} −N |I|| ≤ CN1/2(logN)3/2+δ, (40)
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for a.e. x with respect to the Lebesgue measure. In our case, we will take an = n4 and x = θ/π. First, we rewrite the second
sum in Eq. (38) so that we can apply Eq. (40). For an increasing function f : N → N with f(1) = 1, we can group the terms in
the series to write

∞∑
n=1

1

n
1|{n4

θ/π}|<n
−(2−ϵ) ≤

∞∑
k=1

1

f(k)
#{f(k) ≤ n ≤ f(k + 1) : |{n4x}| ≤ n−(2−ϵ)}. (41)

Because we have such fast decay n−(2−ϵ), which causes the n in the sum to be much sparser than we actually need, we do not
need to be very careful with estimates. Applying Eq. (40), we can simply estimate

#{f(k) ≤ n ≤ f(k + 1) : |{n4x}| ≤ n−(2−ϵ)} ≤ #{1 ≤ n ≤ f(k + 1) : |{n4x}| ≤ f(k)−(2−ϵ)}

≤ 2f(k)−(2−ϵ)f(k + 1) + Cf(k + 1)1/2(log f(k + 1))2. (42)

Taking f(k) = k3, combining this with Eq. (41) gives

∞∑
n=1

1

n
1|{n4

θ/π}|<n
−(2−ϵ) ≤ C ′

∞∑
k=1

(
1

k6−3ϵ +
(log k)2

k3/2

)
< ∞, (43)

so that Eq. (38) is finite for a.e. θ. Thus Eq. (36) is finite for a.e. θ, implying the membrane h is transient by Claim 1.

Circuit board examples

Recall the condition for transience of rotationally symmetric manifolds with metric of the form ds2 = dr2 + f(r)2 dθ2. This
was stated in Eq. (3) as the condition ∫ ∞

1

1

f(r)
dr < ∞. (44)

Using this, we can quickly write down several examples of rotationally symmetric metrics ds2 = dr2+ f(r)2 dθ2 with transient
Brownian motion and average zero curvature. However, as shown in the main text, such manifolds cannot be realized as
membranes in flat 3D space. However, they can still be realized using circuit boards [8–11] by approximating the manifold by a
graph, where the number of neighbors at each r = R is given by 2πf(R).

Example 1 (Circuit example, non-decaying curvature). Let f(r) = r1+ε(2 + cos r) + r for some 0 < ε ≤ 1, which by Eq. (44)
ensures transience. The extra +r at the end makes f ′(0) = 1, which gives some regularity of the manifold at 0. To check the
average zero curvature condition, we calculate the Gaussian curvature to be

K(r) = −f ′′(r)

f(r)
=

−ε(1 + ε)(2 + cos r)rε−1 + 2(1 + ε)rε sin r + r1+ε cos r

r1+ε(2 + cos r) + r
. (45)

The behavior as r → ∞ looks like cos r
2+cos(r) + o(1) which oscillates and doesn’t decay. For “average curvature zero”, we will

show there is a sequence of Rk → ∞ with ∫
B(0,Rk)

K(r, θ) dVol(r, θ) = 0. (46)

We can evaluate

I(R) :=

∫
B(0,R)

K(r) dVol(r, θ) = −2π

∫ R

0

f ′′(r)

f(r)
f(r) dr = −2π[f ′(R)− 1] (47)

= −2πRε [(1 + ε) cosR−R sinR+ 2ε+ 2] . (48)

The leading order term in I(R) is 2πR1+ε sinR, which is highly oscillatory and ensures the existence of the Rk in Eq. (46).
We expect this manifold satisfies an alternative “average zero curvature condition”,

lim
R→∞

∫
B(0,R)

(K(r, θ))− dVol(r, θ)∫
B(0,R)

|K(r, θ)| dVol(r, θ)
= lim

R→∞

∫
B(0,R)

(K(r, θ))+ dVol(r, θ)∫
B(0,R)

|K(r, θ)| dVol(r, θ)
, (49)
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where (K(r, θ))− := |K(r, θ)|1{K(r,θ)<0} and (K(r, θ))+ := K(r, θ)1{K(r,θ)>0}. In other words, this condition says the
amount of positive and negative curvature each take up half the total curvature in the limit; or, the positive and negative curvature
integrals have the same leading order behavior. Note the condition in Eq. (49) is different than just requiring the limit of the
average curvature to be zero, which would be ⟨K⟩ ≡ limR→∞

1
|B(0,R)|

∫
B(0,R)

K(r) dVol(r, θ) = 0. This latter condition can
hold even with everywhere negative curvature that tends to zero quickly at infinity.

Example 2 (Circuit example, decaying curvature). Let f(r) = r1+ε + r cos(r) for some ε > 0. Then f(0) = 0, f ′(0) = 1, and

K(r) =
−ε(1 + ε)rε−1 + 2 sin r + r cos r

r1+ε + r cos(r)
,

which tends to zero at infinity. We have

I(R) :=

∫
B(0,R)

K(r) dVol(r, θ) = −2π[f ′(R)− 1] (50)

= −2π(1 + ε)Rε + 2πR sinR− 2π cosR+ 2π. (51)

The leading order term is 2πR sinR which is highly oscillatory, and ensures existence of the Rk in Eq. (46).
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