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LATE POINTS FOR RANDOM WALKS
IN TWO DIMENSIONS

By AMIR DEMBO,! YuvaL PERES,? JAY ROSEN?
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Stanford University, University of California—Berkeley, City University of
New York—College of Staten Island and Technion and University of
Minnesota

Let 7, (z) denote the time of first visit of a point x on the lattice
torus Z2 = Z2/nZ2 by the simple random walk. The size of the set of
o, n-late points L, (o) = {z € Zj : Tn(x) > a2 (nlogn)?} is approxi-
mately n*=%) for a € (0,1) [Ln(a) is empty if a > 1 and n is large
enough]. These sets have interesting clustering and fractal properties:
we show that for 8 € (0,1), a disc of radius n? centered at nonran-
dom z typically contains about n2f(1—a/B?) points from L, (a) (and
is empty if 8 < /&), whereas choosing the center z of the disc uni-
formly in £, (a) boosts the typical number of «, n-late points in it to
n?P(1=9) We also estimate the typical number of pairs of «, n-late
points within distance n® of each other; this typical number can be
significantly smaller than the expected number of such pairs, calcu-
lated by Brummelhuis and Hilhorst [Phys. A 176 (1991) 387-408]. On
the other hand, our results show that the number of ordered pairs of
late points within distance n® of each other is larger than what one
might predict by multiplying the total number of late points, by the
number of late points in a disc of radius n® centered at a typical late
point.

1. Introduction. Consider a simple random walk (SRW) on an n x n
square with periodic boundary conditions (also called a lattice torus), run
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until the “cover time,” when it has visited every point of the square. Our
focus will be on the set of uncovered points shortly before coverage, which
we call “late points.” In an important paper, Brummelhuis and Hilhorst
[1] pointed out that in two dimensions, this set has an interesting fractal
structure. The main finding of the present paper is that the set of late
points has an even more subtle fractal structure than that suggested in [1].
A significant reason for this is that a key random variable measuring the
structure of late points, namely the number of pairs of late points within
distance n” of each other, has a median and mean of different orders of
magnitude.

As noted in [1] this fractal structure is not present in three or higher
dimensions, where at the scale of power laws the set of uncovered points
resembles a uniformly sampled random set of the same size.

We proceed to a more quantitative discussion. Consider the SRW on the
lattice torus Z2 = Z?/nZ?* starting at the origin. If x € Z2, we let T,(z)
denote the time it takes the walk to first visit z. Let T, = max,cz2 Tn(2)
denote the time it takes the walk to completely cover Z2. In [4], Theorem
1.1, we showed that
(1.1) nh_}rr;o (71121#)2 = % in probability.

(Contrast this with the typical hitting time of a fized point x € Z2, which is
of order n?logn.)

We say that = € Z2 is o, n-late for some 0 < a < 1 if

Tolw) 2 0 (nlogn)?

and set £, (a) to be the set of o, n-late points in Z2. An adaptation of the
arguments in [4] reveals that |£,(a)| ~n?~2% in the following sense.

ProrosiTION 1.1. For any 0<a <1,

(1.2) Jim % =2(1—-a) in probability.

If £, () were spread out uniformly in Z2, one would expect that for any
r€Z2 and a < < 1 we would have |£,,(a) N D(z,n%)| ~n**~2%. The next
two theorems make precise the idea that the set £, (a) does not look like
an independent uniform drawing of n?~2% points in Z2, in the sense that
|L, () N D(x,nP)| ~n?$=22/P for a typical z, whereas it is ~ n??(1=%) for
most z € L, ().
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THEOREM 1.2. For any 0<a<pB2<1 and § >0,

log | L, (a) N D(m,nﬁ)]
logn

(1.3)  lim maxP (

n—00 1e72

— (28— 204//3)‘ > 5) —0.

In particular, for any 0 < a, 3 < 1 and any nonrandom sequence ,, € Z2

(14) Tim log\ﬁn(a)ﬂD(xn,nﬁ)]
' n—00 logn

=max(28—2a/f,0) in probability.

As stated already, the fractal nature of |£,,(«)| is described by the next
theorem that shows the clustering of late points; in the neighborhood of a
“typical” «a,n-late point there is an “unusually large” number of «,n-late
points.

THEOREM 1.3. For any 0<a,B<1 and § >0,

log | L, () ﬂD(az,nﬁ)]
logn

lim max P(
n—00 ze72\{0}

(1.5)
—20(1 - a)’ > 5‘3; € ﬁn(a)) =0.
Further, choosing Y, uniformly in L,(a),

(16) 1l log | L, () N D(Yy,n?)]
' n—00 logn

=28(1 —«) in probability.

The predictions of [1], which motivated our work, are related to another
description of the clustering properties of £, («), obtained by focusing on
pairs of late points.

THEOREM 1.4. Let 0<a,8<1. Then

iy g l{(z,y) € Li(e) :d(w,y) <n’}] _
n—00 logn

(1.7) pla, B) in probability,

where

(18) plag) = {212 @D ifp<201- ya),

8(1—va)—4(1—a)?/8,  if B>2(1—a).

For the mean number of pairs of «,n-late points within distance n® of
each other, Brummelhuis and Hilhorst ([1], (3.36)) obtain different growth
exponents

. _[2+28—4a/(2- 1), if 5<2—12a,
(19) p(a’ﬁ)_{6—4\/ﬁ, if 3>2— 2.
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As we explain below, the functions

1—70)?
(1.10) Frp(v) = (1% + B,
of v >0, with h a nonnegative integer, play an important role in the study
of late points. It can be easily checked that

(1.11) pla,B)=2425—-2a inf F5(y),
*yel“aﬁ
where
(1.12) Top={y>0:2—28—2ak,z(y) >0}
(see Section 9). It is also easy to verify that
(1.13) Al B) = sup sup{2 +28' — 2aF5 5 (1)},
B'<B~v=0

so the difference between p(a, §) and p(«, §) is that the supremum in (1.13)
is not subject to the constraint that v € I'y, 3. As explained below, this con-
straint differentiates the median number of pairs of «,n-late points within
distance n” of each other, easily obtained from (1.7), from its mean (found
already in [1]).

The key to our approach lies in the following heuristic picture relating
the lateness property to certain excursion counts for the random walk: fix
an appropriate sequence of increasing radii ri, k=1,..., ky, with 7.1/, ~
Tk/Tk—1, o = 1 and 7, < n, and count the number of excursions N, (k)
between D(x,rp_1) and D(z,7;). A point that has many fewer than the
typical number of excursions between these levels, by time 4a(nlogn)?/x,
is also extremely likely to be «, n-late (see Lemma 4.1). Further, a typical x €
L, (a)) has an atypical profile of excursion counts, determined approximately
by considering a one-dimensional simple random walk on the set {1,...,k,},
started at k,, and conditioned not to hit 1. Thus, not only is the point x
not hit by the random walk, but in fact a neighborhood of it is visited less
often than it would have been otherwise, and this creates a large cluster of
a,n-late points in a neighborhood of such .

Large deviations estimates for this one-dimensional walk imply that cer-
tain «, n-late points 2 have a much smaller number of excursions N, (k)
between discs in an intermediate scale k,, forcing an accumulation of many
a,n-late points in D(z,7; ). In more detail, for r; ~ n?, the probability of
N, (k) being near the value typically associated with ay?,n-late points is
about n=22%0.507) | Given such a value of N, (k,), the probability that z is an
a,n-late point is about n=207%8, Consequently, the probability of = being
a,n-late with N, (k,) near the value typically associated with an ay? n-late
point is about n=20F0,5(7)p=207%8 — n=20F15(0) and if we require that also
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a specific y of distance ~n” from x is a, n-late, the probability is further
reduced to about n=20F1.6()p 2078 — =20F25(7) The constraint vyeElap
in (1.11), which is missing in (1.13), represents the range of values of N, (k)
possibly found when examining all O(n?>~2%) centers 2 of discs of radius n”
that cover the torus Z2. Indeed, due to this constraint, the median of number
of pairs of «, n-late points within distance n? of each other is about nP(®#)
Wilereas the mean of this variable is of the different order of magnitude
nPlaB)

The value of p(«, ) is obtained by taking v € I'y g for which the prob-
ability of locating specific pairs of «,n-late points is maximal. This value
of v coincides with the unconstrained minimizer of F5 g(-) if and only if
B <2(1—+/a), thus explaining the jump of d?p/dB? at 8 =2(1 —/a). It is
never the same as the typical v =1 [i.e., the minimizer of Fj g(-)], which one
finds in most discs of radius n® centered at «,n-late points. Hence, v =1
controls the exponent of Theorem 1.3. In contrast, the exponent of Theo-
rem 1.2 is controlled by v =1/ [i.e., the minimizer of Fjg(-)], found in
most of the O(n?727) discs of radius n® that cover Z2.

Organization. After a short section which collects some facts about the
SRW, our paper is divided into three parts. The first part is about “global”
properties of the set of a,n-late points. It consists of Sections 3-5, where,
adapting the arguments of [4], Sections 2, 3, 6, 7, to the context of simple
random walk, we prove Proposition 1.1 and lay the groundwork for all other
results. The second part deals with clustering of late points. It starts with
the large deviation probability bounds of the form n =250 given in Sec-
tion 6, which are key to our upper bounds, and moves on to the proofs of
Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. The third part of the paper deals with Theorem 1.4
about pairs of «,n-late points. Applying the bounds of Section 6 we derive
the upper bound in Section 9, where we also solve the variational prob-
lem (1.11), with the complementary lower bound derived in Section 10 by
a refinement of the construction of Section 4. In the final Section 11 we de-
scribe possible extensions of our results. We note that the arguments in this
paper are based on direct analysis of the random walk, rather than a strong
approximation argument with Brownian motion.

2. Random walk preliminaries. Let S),, n > 0, denote a simple random
walk (SRW) in Z? and let X,,n >0, denote SRW in Z%. In this section
we collect some facts about S,,n >0, and X,,, n > 0. We adopt here and
throughout the paper the:

CONVENTION. Throughout, a function Z(x) is said to be O(z) if Z(x)/x
is bounded, uniformly in all implicit geometry-related quantities (such as K).



6 DEMBO, PERES, ROSEN AND ZEITOUNI

That is, Z(x) = O(z) if there exists a universal constant C' (not depending
on K) such that |Z(x)| < Cz. Thus x = O(z) but Kz is not O(x). A similar
convention applies to the symbol o(x).

Let D(z,r) ={y € Z*:|y — 2| < r} where |z| denotes the Euclidean norm
of z. For any set A C Z? we let 0A = {y € Z%:y € A°,and infeq |y — 2| =1}
and A= AUOA. For any set B CZ? let T =inf{i >0:5; € B} and T} =
inf{i >1:S5; € B}. For 2,y € A define the truncated Green function

GA($7y) = ZEx(Sz =y, < T@A).
=0

We have the following result which is Proposition 1.6.7 of [7]. For any z €
D(0,n)

_ log(n/|z]) + O(|z|~* + (logn)~")

(2.1) P*(Ty < Top(o,n)) logn
and

2 n -1 -1
(2.2) Gp(om (@,0) = Zlog( 77 ) +0(al ™ +n7).

We next note formula (1.21) of [7]: Uniformly for z € D(0,n),
(2.3) n? — |z SE*(Topom) < (n+ 1) — 2]
We also have the result of Exercise 1.6.8 of [7]: Uniformly in r < |z| < R,

o x r!
(2.4) P*(Top,r) <Topo.r) - g(Rl/(lg‘()RJ;r?( -

Define the hitting distribution of the boundary of A by

Hoalz,y) =P*(S1,, =y).
We have the following Harnack inequality.

LEMMA 2.1.  Uniformly for 6 <1/2, xz,2' € D(0,6n) and y € 0D(0,n),
(2.5) Hapon)(@,y) = (14 0(8) + O(n ")) Hypo,n) (@', y).
Furthermore, if ' < are such that

i P*(T. <T my) > 1/4,
sedBin s (Top(o,n) < Top(o,erm)) =1/

then uniformly in x € 0D(0,6n) and y € 0D(0,n),
P*(ST, 0. = Y: Top(0.n) < Top(0.6'm))

(2.6)
=(1+0(8) + O(n NP (Topo.n) < Ton.sm) Hopon) (. y)-
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PrROOF. By Lemma 1.7.3 of [7], for any y € 9D(0,n) and § < 1/2,

Hyp(o.n)(2,y) = Z Py(STéD(o n/2)U8D(0m) =2)Gpom(27).
2€0D(0,n/2)
But

G p(o,(1-5)n) (2 — 2,0) < Gp(o.n)(2,7) < Gpo,(146)m) (2 — 2,0)
and by (2.2), with |z — x| =n(1/2 + 0(5)

(I+0)n _
Gp(o,(125)m) (2 — 2,0) = g( Z—a] ) O(n™")
2 1+6
wlog<1/2+0 )+O( Y

and (2.5) now follows.
Turning to (2.6), we have

( 7) Px(STaD(o,n) =Y, T@D(O,n) < T@D(O,é’n))
2.
= Hyp(o,n)(%,y) — P (5150, = Y: Ton(0.n) > ToD(0,6'm))-

By the strong Markov property at Typ(o,sn)

24 P (STyp0m =Y Top(0,n) > Top(0,5m))
2.8
=E*(Hop(0,0)(STyp (0.5 ¥): Ton(0,0) > ToD(0,6m))-

Since dD(0,6n) separates dD(0,n) from 9D(0,'n), by the strong Markov
property and (2.5), uniformly in w € 9D(0,d'n),

Hap0,m)(w,y) =EY(Hop(0,0) (STop(0.5m): ¥))
=(1+0(6) +O(n™ ")) Hyp(om(,y)-
Substituting back into (2.8) we have
P*(STyp0m = Y: Topo,n) > Top(0,6m))
= (1+0(8) + O(n™))P™(Top(o.n) > Ton(0,5m) Hon(o,m) (%, Y)-

Combining this with (2.7) and the assumptions of the lemma, used to
control the error terms, we obtain (2.6) which completes the proof of the
lemma. O

Combining the above with Lemma 1.7.4 of [7] we see that if p, denotes
uniform measure on 9D(0,n), then for all § < 1/2 and some constants 0 <
c=c(0) < C=C(d) < oo we have that uniformly for x € D(0,0n),

(2.9) ctin(-) < Hap(on) (7,) < Cpn(:).
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Let Hy(z,x) = P#(X5, =) be the hitting measure on A C Z3 by X,
A

with T4 and TA the corresponding hitting times. When dealing with X,
sets such as D(x,r) and dD(x,r) are defined with respect to the L?-distance
d(-,-) in Z3.

LEMMA 2.2.  Uniformly in K, z,2/ € 0D(0,R) and x € dD(0,r) with
dr <R<K/2,
PN r RN\ ~ ,
(210) H@D(O,r)('z’x) ={1+0 E IOg ? HaD(O,T’)(Z 733)'
Furthermore, if 4r < R < R' < K/2 are such that

. z ! /
ze@%l(%,R)P (Topo,) < Topo,rry) = 1/4,

then uniformly in z € dD(0,R) and xz € 0D(0,7),

— e /
PZ(XTéD(o,r-) =% TaD(O,T) < TaD(O,R’))
(2.11)

r R - ~
= <1 + O (E lOg 7)>P (TéD(Oﬂ“) < TéD(QR’))HaD(O,T)(Z? IIJ‘),

and if in addition r—1 = O(%), then uniformly in z,2" € 0D(0,R) and x €
oD(0,r),

PZ(XTC/;D(OY’,«) = I TéD(O,T) < TéD(O,R/))
(2.12)

r R o
= (1 +0 (E log ?>)P (X130 =% Ton.r) < Tono,r))-

PrOOF. The bounds of (2.10) will follow immediately from the fact that
uniformly in z € 9D(0,R) and z € 9D(0,r),

-~ r R
Hapon(sa) = (1+0( Flog7 ) )

(2 13) €T ! /
P(Top0. > Topo,r)2)

- Ywrcan©r) P" Thpor > Tapo,rs)

This is the equation above Theorem 2.1.3 of [7]. However, since that equa-
tion deals with the simple random walk in Z? and ];AIaD(Om) (z,z) involves
paths for which the difference between Z? and Z?%  might be significant, we
next explain why the same proof works for Z%{.

The proof of Lemma 2.1.1 of [7] shows that, with A =0D(0,r), B =
0D(0,R/2) and z € 9D(0, R),

ﬁ ( ) ZUEB éﬁ(o,r)c (Z,’U)ﬁAuB(’U,l‘)
Z,T) = = B =~
4 ZUEB Gﬁ((],r)c (27 U)PU (T.»/4 < T/B)
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with @5(0 T)C(z,v) the Green’s function for D(0,7)¢, the complement of
D(0,7) in Z3.. But this gives

HHAEB—M < Hy(z, ) SmaXHAEB—(U’f).
B (T < Th) B P(T), < T)
Note that B =0D(0, R/2) separates A= 90D(0,r) from the complement of
D(0,R/2) in Z3.. Hence, the above max and min involve expressions that are
determined by paths confined between A =0D(0,r) and B =9D(0,R/2),
which are thus the same for the simple random walks in Z? and in Z%{.
Consequently, (2.14) is precisely the top inequality on page 49 of [7], from
which (2.13) follows. This completes the proof of (2.10). The bounds of
(2.11) follow from (2.10) in the same way that (2.6) follows from (2.5).
Finally, combining (2.10), (2.11) and (2.4) leads to (2.12). O

(2.14)

We next show that for R' > R>>r > 1, the o-algebra of excursions of the
path from dD(0,r) to D(0, R), prior to Typ(o, ), is almost independent of
the initial point z € D(0, R) and the final point w € dD(0, R').

LEMMA 2.3. For 4r < R< R' < K/2 and a random walk path starting
at z€ D(0,R), let H denote the o-algebra generated by the excursions of
the path from 0D(0,7) to dD(0, R), prior to Typ(o,rr)- Suppose r~l= O(x)
and log(R'/R) > (1/4)log(R/r). Then, uniformly in K, z,z' € 0D(0,R),
wedD(0,R") and BeH,

(2.15) P=(B| X1, ) = ) = (1 +0 <%)>PZ(B)
and
(2.16) P*(B) = (1+O(%log§>)le(B).

ProoF. Fixing z € 0D(0,R) it suffices to consider B € H for which
P#(B) > 0. Fix such B and a point w € 9D(0,R’). Let 70 =0 and for
1=0,1,... define

T2i41 = inf{t > 79,15 € 8D(0,7’) U E?D(O,R’)},
T2i42 = inf{t > Toit+1 15 € 8D(O, R)}

Abbreviating 7 = Typ (o, rr), note that 7= 741 for some (unique) nonnega-
tive integer I. For any i > 1, we can write {B,[ =i} ={B;,7; <7} N ({I =
0} 06,,,) for some B; € F.,., so by the strong Markov property at 7o,

E*[X; =w; B, I =i] = B*[E*2 (X- = w, I = 0); B, To; < 7]
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and
P*(B, I =1i) =E*[EX~: (I = 0); By, 7; < 7).
Consequently, for all i > 1,

E*[X: =w; B, =1
(2.17)

, . EM(X:=w;I=0)
>P*(B.I = !
2PUBI=1) i T EeI=0)

Necessarily P#(B|I =0) € {0,1} and is independent of z for any B € H,
implying that (2.17) applies for i = 0 as well. By our assumptions about
r,R,R', (2.4), (2.5) and (2.6) there exists ¢ < co such that for any z,z €
dD(0,R) and w € 0D(0, R'),
EI(X;— = W; I= 0) 2 (1 - CR/R/)]EI(I == O)HE)D(QR') (Z,?,U).

Hence, summing (2.17) over I =0,1,..., we get that

E*[X; = w, B] > (1 — cR/R)P* (B) Hopo,) (2 0).
A similar argument shows that

E*[Xr =w, B] < (1 + cR/R)P*(B)Hop(o,rr) (2, ),

and we thus obtain (2.15).
By the Markov property at 71, for any z € 9D(0, R),

P*(B) =P*(B,1=0)

+ > Haponuanor)(zx)P*(B).
z€dD(0,r)
The term involving {B, I =0} is dealt with by (2.4), and (2.16) follows by
(2.12) and our assumptions about 7, R and R’ values. [

Building upon Lemma 2.3 we quantify the independence between the
o-algebra G* of excursions from dD(z, R) to D(xz, R), and the o-algebra
H*(m) of excursions from 0D(x,r) to dD(x, R) which occur during the first
m excursions from 0D(z, R) to dD(x,R’). To this end, fix 4r < R< R’ <
K/2 and x € Z3, let 7o =0, and for i =1,2,... define

T = inf{t >Ti1: X € 8D($,R)},
T; = inf{t >1,: Xt € E?D(a;, R/)}

Then G* is the o-algebra generated by the excursions {e(j ), j=1,.. .}, where
e = {X;:7;_1 <t <7} is the jth excursion from dD(z, R') to 0D(z, R)
(so for j =1 we do begin at t =0). We denote by H*(m) the o-algebra
generated by all excursions from 0D(x,r) to dD(z, R) from time 7 until
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time 7,,. In more detail, for each j =1,2,...,m let Zj,o =T7;and fori=1,...
define

(ji =inf{t > Zj,i_l : Xy €0D(z, 1)},
Zj,i = inf{t > gj,i 1 X € 8D(33‘, R)}
Let vj; = {X;:¢ji <t <(;,;} and Z7 =sup{i >0:¢;,; <7;}. Then, H*(m) is

the product o-algebra generated by the o-algebras Hj = o(vjii=1,..., Z7)
of the excursions between times 7; and 7;, for j=1,...,m.

LEMMA 2.4. There exists C < oo such that uniformly over VR < 4r <
R < R < K/2 with log(R'/R) > (1/4)log(R/7), all m < R/(rlog(R/r)),
z,Y0,y1 € Z3 and A € H*(m),

(1 ~Cmlog R>Py1 (4) < PY(AlG)

(2.18)

< (1+Cm110 §>P91(A)

< 7 los :

PrROOF. Applying the monotone class theorem to the algebra of their

finite disjoint unions, it suffices to prove (2.18) for the generators of the
product o-algebra H*(m) of the form A= A; x Ay X --- x A, with A; €
H7 for j=1,...,m. Conditioned upon G* the events A; are independent.
Further, each A; then has the conditional law of an event Bj; in the o-
algebra H of Lemma 2.3, for some random z; = X, —x € 9D(0,R) and
wj =Xz, —T € 0D(0, R"), both measurable on G*. By our conditions on r,
R and R/, the uniform estimates (2.15) and (2.16) yield that for any fixed
2 €9dD(0,R),

PP (A x Ay X -+ x A |G7) = H H( By X1y 0 1) = W5)
" R\\ b,
(2.19) =][(1+0 =) )P (B)
j=1

(1+O(E10g )) HPZ

Since m < R/(rlog(R/r)) and the right-hand side of (2.19) depends neither
on yo € Z3 mnor on the extra information in G%, we get (2.18) by averaging
over G*. [0

REMARK. Lemma 2.3, which deals with the path of the walk in D(0, R’),
applies for the simple random walk S, in Z2. Consequently, by the same
argument as above, the bounds of (2.18) also apply for S,,.
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3. Hitting time estimates and upper bounds. For any first hitting time
T we set | T|| = sup, EY(T'). By Kac’s moment formula for the strong Markov
process X,, (see [5], (6)), we have for any n and y

(3.1) EY(T™) < n!EY(T)|| 7).

Throughout this section, consider constants r, R such that 0 <2r < R <
%K. Per fixed x € Z?, we let

(3.2) 7O —inf{t > 0: X; € dD(z,r)},

(3.3) oM =inf{t>0:X,, « €9D(z,R)},
and define inductively for j=1,2,...

(3.4) 0 =inf{t > o) Xy 15, , €0D(z,7)},
(3.5) oUT) =inf{t > 0: X;45, € 0D(z, R)},

where T; = Z?:o 7@ for j=0,1,2,.... Thus 7U), j > 1, is the length of the
jth excursion &; from 9D (x,7) to itself via dD(z, R), and ¢\¥) is the amount
of time it takes to hit dD(x, R) during the jth excursion &;. Hereafter, we
set =71 and use the abbreviation 9r = dD(z,r).

The following lemma will be used repeatedly.

LEMMA 3.1. There exists c; < 0o such that for all1 >n>c1(1/r+7r/R)
and R<K/6,

2
(1— n)—Kzlog<§> < min EY(7) < max EY(7)
™ r ,y€LY x,y€LY

(3.6)

r

2 R
< (12K log(),

R
3.7 EY(Typer) < c1 K21 (—)
BD I8 BB Topten) S rKho8 |5

and for all r > cq,

K
3.8 T, <c1K?log( — ).
(33 max|Tone )| < 1K los ()
PROOF. Let X, be distributed uniformly on Z2. Then {X;} is a sta-
tionary and ergodic stochastic process. By Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem we
then have that

1

1y
S
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Thus, with T_; =0,

()
1 m ST L (X
(3.9) lim /n2j=o ZZ—% { }< +T, 1) _ 1
el 1nyi_ogrld) K2

For j > 1 set Z; =70 — EP(TU)\}"@]A) = 70) — EX%i-1(7), where p is
uniform measure on Z3%. By the strong Markov property we see that {Z;}
is an orthogonal sequence. Since any irreducible Markov chain with finite
state space is positive recurrent, we have that ||Ty, |, [|Tor|| < co, and using
(3.1) we see that the sequence {T()} and hence {Z;} has uniformly bounded

second moments. It follows from Rajchman’s strong law of large numbers
(see, e.g., [2], Theorem 5.1.2) that

(3.10) lim % Z;{TW ~EX1(r)}=0  as.
‘7:

Similarly, set ¢ =7 and for j >0 let

2 o)

Y} = Z 1{1}(Xi+5j71) = Z 1{x} (Xi—l—‘lj,l),
=0 i=0

Y=Y, —E(Y)|F5, ) =Y - BN ().

By the strong Markov property {17)} is also an orthogonal sequence, and

since Y; < 70), the sequence {Y;} also has uniformly bounded second mo-
ments. Thus, by Rajchman’s strong law of large numbers,

1 n
(3.11) Jim Sy -EX- (V) =0 as.
j=1

It follows from (2.2) that for some finite universal constant ¢y > 1 and all
1<r<R/3<K/6,

2
— log(ﬂ) — cor~ !t < min min E¥(Y})
™ T T yeor

(3.12) < maxmaxEY(Y7)
T yeor

2 (R) .
< —log( — ) +cor .
T T
With 7(%) finite, we get by combining (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11) that almost
surely,
(1/m) Sja B (1)

im - es = K2,
e (1/n) 30 BT ()
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Consequently, in view of (3.12), for some finite universal constant ¢; and all
1>n=c(l/r+r/R),

2 (1 - Q>K2 10g<§> < maxEY(7),
s 3 r yer
(3.13)
minEY(7) < 2 (1 + Q)Kz log<5>
yeor .y 3 r)

For y € dr, we have 79 =0 and by the strong Markov property at the
stopping time 0(1),

(3.14) EY(r) =EY(Tpr) + Y Hor(y,2)E*(Tp,).
2€0R

Thus, enlarging ¢y as needed, it follows from (2.3) and Lemma 2.1 that for
all 1 <r <R/cy,

(3.15) gré%}ny(T) < (1 + Co%) yHélaIiEy(T)

Taking also ¢; > 3cp, we get (3.6) by combining (3.13) and (3.15).
Turning to prove (3.7), consider (3.14) for y € Or and 3R instead of R.
Then, by (3.6) and (2.9),

(3.16) c(1/3)EH3R (Ty,) < 2K%1log(3R/T).

Using the strong Markov property, (2.3), (2.9) and (3.16), we thus have that
for any y € OR,

EY(Ty,) <EY(Tosr) + EY(Tor — Tosr; Tor > Tosr)

(3.17) <(3R+1)? +C(é>E”3R(TaT)

< e K? log<§> ,
r
for some universal ¢o < oo and any 7, R as in the statement of (3.7). Making
sure that ¢; > cg, this completes the proof of (3.7).
To prove (3.8) we use the bound (3.17) when the distance of y from x
is between Ry =r/c; and K/6, and that of (2.3) when y € D(z,r). As for
y € D(z, Ry) \ D(z,r), since

Ey(Tar) < Ey(TaRO) + max Ez(Tar),
z€0Ro
we get the stated bound by combining (2.3) (for the first term above) and

(3.17). Finally, fixing y € Z% \ D(z, K/6), we establish the bound of (3.8)
by noticing that the value of E¥(Tj,) for the random walk on Zgz 5 is then
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nondecreasing in ¢, and adjusting c¢; accordingly (to accommodate the use
of, say, Z3x). O

The following lemma, which shows that excursion times are concentrated
around their mean, will be used to relate excursions to hitting times.

LEMMA 3.2.  With the above notation, we can find 6g > 0 and C > 0 such
that if R< K/2 and § < 8 with § > 6¢1(1/r +1/R), then for all z,z¢ € 73,

25 <% T(j) < (1 . 5) 2K*? log(R/T) N)
=0

s
(3.18)

< o—C9° (log(R/r)/log(K/r))N
and

N 2
Pxo <Z +0) > (1406) 2K log(R/r) N)

j=0 m

(3.19)

< 6—0(52 (log(R/r)/log(K/r))N

ProoF. With 7 =71 = {Typ + Ty, 007, } 0 O, , clearly

max EY(7") <maxEY({Tyr + Ty, o QTaR}n)
Y yer ‘

n
Z < >§%%§E (TPr(T5, 0 01,))

< ; ( )1;é%>7§Ey TIR) m%sz(Tgr 7.

Let v= ¥ log(R/r) and u = ¥ log(K/r). Thus, by (3.1) and (3.7), there
exists a universal constant c3 < oo such that for all z € ZZ%-,

max EY (") < max EY(Tyg) || Tor|" "
Y YyEIT

n—1

(3.20) +2¢1 Zn!HTaRHjUHTaan_j_l
j=0

<w(ezu)"L(n+ 1),

where we also used (2.3) and (3.8) in the last inequality. Taking n =§/6 >0,
with our choice of r and R, it thus follows by (3.6) that for p = cquv and all
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6 >0,
max max EY(e %)<1—0min min EY(r)
T yedD(z,r) T yedD(z,r)
92
Z y
321) + g, e B)

<1—6(1—n)v+ pb?
< exp(pd” — 0(1 —n)v).

Since 7(© > 0, using Chebyshev’s inequality we bound the left-hand side of
(3.18) by

<Z ) < (1—6n) vN) < 69(1—317)UNE$0(6—925Y:1T(a‘))
(3.22) )

9

< ¢~ 0vNd/3 {ee(l—n)v max EY(e ')
yEaD(u’Uﬂ")

where the last inequality follows by the strong Markov property of X; at
{%;}. Combining (3.21) and (3.22) for § = dv/(6p), results in (3.18) with
C= 1/(3604).

Since 7(0) = Ty,., by (3.1) and (3.8) there exist universal constants cs, cg <
oo such that

(0)
maxEY(e™ /%) < ¢,
x?y

implying that
(0)
Po (7-(0) > évN) — P*o <_T > LEN> <
3 csu — 3csu

Thus, the proof of (3.19), in analogy with that of (3.18), comes down to
bounding

N
(ZT (1+4n vN) < ¢—00UN/3 (e—e(1+2n)v max  EY(e 97’)) ‘
yedD(z,r)
Noting that, by (3.20) and (3.6), there exists a universal constant cg < co
such that for p = cguv and all 0 < 6 < 1/(2c3u),

EY <1+6(1 Ey
g BT ST s 3

< 1+0(1+2n)v + pb? < exp(6(1 + 2n)v + pb?).
Taking &g < 3cg/c3, the proof of (3.19) now follows that of (3.18). O

We next apply Lemma 3.2 to bound the upper tail of Tx(x), the first
hitting time of x € Z%.
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LEMMA 3.3. For any 6 >0 we can find ¢ < oo and Ko < oo so that for
all K > Ky, y >0 and x,xOEZ%{,

(3.23) P(Ti(x) > y(K log K)?) < K ~(179m/2,
ProOOF. Fix ¢ € (0,dp). Set R = K/7 and r = R/log K, noting that

Lemma 3.2 then applies for all K > Ky and some Ky = K((J) < co. Fix-
ing y > 0 and such K, let

my(log K)?
= 1 _— e ———
= 0 S og (R
Then,
P (T (2) > y(K log K)?)
3.24 K &
( ) <P:B0( EZT(])> + Pp*o <ZT(]) 2y(KlogK)2>
j=0 J=0

It follows from (3.19) that
(ZT > y(Klog K) ) < e~ C'ylog K)?/loglog K

for some C" = C’(8) > 0. Moreover, the first probability in (3.24) is bounded
above by the probability of not hitting x during nx excursions of SRW in
72, each starting at some point in dD(x,r) and ending at dD(x, R), so that
by (2.1)

ng n
po (Tm) > ZTw) <(1- log R/r Togg/ log & >> ‘

(3.25)
< e—(1—25) 10g(K)7ry/2,

and (3.23) follows. O

We next provide the required upper bounds in Proposition 1.1. Namely,
for any a € (0,1] and v > 0, we have by Lemma 3.3, that for v/(2a) > >0

small enough,
Tk (z) }
P 73 —20 >y
( {xe e (Klog K2 = ajm

{2 @i = /7

< K—z(l—a>—wE<

(3.26)
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= Z P< Klogl)()2 _4oz/7r>

z€Z?

< K207 .
K—oo

4. Lower bounds for probabilities. Fixing a < 2, we prove in this section
that for any § > 0 there exists ny(d) < oo such that

(4.1) P(Hx €Z% : % > 2a/7TH > Kg—a—é) >1— 29,

for all integers K, = n7(n!)® with n >ng and 7 € Z = [b,b + 4] for some
universal b > 10 (determined in Lemma 4.2). Because such K, cover all
large enough integers, it follows from (4.1) that

T};@@P(Hx € Z%-% > 2a/7r}’ 2—'1—5) =1,

which in view of (3.26) results with Proposition 1.1. Hereafter, any estimate
involving the fixed sequence K,, =n7(n!)? holds uniformly in ¥ € Z (even if
this is not stated explicitly). Consequently, we may and shall prove each of
our results only for this sequence, which already implies that they hold true
for all integers large enough.

We start by constructing a subset of the set appearing in (4.1), the
probability of which is easier to bound below. To this end, let rg = 0 and

r = ()3 k=1,.... For any a > 0 set ny = ng(a) = 3ak*logk and for

T € Z%{n and k=3,...,n, let R} =R} (a) denote the time until completion
of the first ni(a) excursions from 9D (x,rr_1) to dD(x,r). (In the nota-
tion of Section 3, if we set R =1} and r =7_1, then R} = Z"i (j).) For
ve€liy ,2<1<k—1, let N, = Ni/,(a) denote the number of excursions
from 8D(x ri—1) to E?D(a: 7;) until time Ri(a). Let Nf,= Nj,(a) denote
the number of visits to = prior to time R (a). 7 7

Fix p < (2—a)/2. Writing m &y if |m —ny| < k, we will say that a point
x € L is n-successful if

(4.2) no=0, karlink Vk=pn,...,n—1

n,

Note that Ny, =0 is equivalent to the statement Tk, (z) > Rj. Hence the
next lemma relates the notions of n-successful and first hitting times.

LEMMA 4.1. Let

Sn={r€Z% Tk, (r)>RE}.
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Then, for some ¢ > 0 independent of ¥ and all n > ng,
7-[{ (I‘) } -1 — 2 1
P n < 2 _ 2 1 < cn / ogn‘
<xgs {(KnlogKn)2 <2a/m=2/logn g | <c e

PrROOF. We have that for some C > 0 and ng < co, both independent of
7, all n>ng and any x,xg € Z%(n,

P, i=P*(Ti, (x) < (20/7 — 2/ logn) (K, log K,,)*, Tic, (x) > R})

3an?logn ' ,

< pro < Z 70 < (2a/m — 1/10gn)Kﬁ(3nlogn)2> < emCn/logn
j=0

where the last inequality is an application of (3.18) with R=1r,, r =r,_1

[so log(R/r) = 3logn| and § = w/(2alogn). To complete the proof of the

lemma, sum over = € Z%{n and let ¢ < C/2 be such that clem>1. O

For any z € Z%(n let Y (n,x) be the indicator random variable for the event
{z is n-successful}. In view of Lemma 4.1, we have (4.1) as soon as we show
that

(4.3) P< > Y(nax)> KEL‘““S) >1—34,

2
xEZKn

for any 6 > 0, all n sufficiently large and 5 € Z.

Adopting hereafter the convention that o(1,) terms are uniform in 5y € Z,
the key to the proof of (4.3) is the next lemma (whose proof is deferred to
Section 5).

LEMMA 4.2. Fizx p<p < (2—a)/2 and let I(z,y) = max{k: D(x,r; +
)N D(y,rx +1) =2} An. There exist b > 10 independent of a and p, and
Gn > r;ﬁo(l") such that
(4.4) P(x is n-successful) = (14 o(1,,))qn,

uniformly in ¥y € Z and x € Sk, = Z%{n \ D(0,7y,). Furthermore, for any
e >0 we can find C = C(b,e) < oo such that for all n and any x,y € Sk,
with p'n <I(z,y) <n,

ate
@5 EY(o)Y(ny) < gnienlen (L)
Uz,y)
while for all n and x,y € Sk, with l(z,y) =mn,
(4.6) E(Y (n,2)Y (n,y)) < (1+0(1))d-
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Let

V= Z E(Y(?’L,:E)Y(?’L,y)), t=0,1,...,n.
z,YES K, L (z,y)=L

Since, by (4.4),
E( ) Y(”J)) = (14 0(1,))K2g, > K>otolln),
Z'ESKTL

by (4.6) and the Paley—Zygmund inequality (see [6], page 8), inequality (4.3)
is a direct consequence of the bound

n—1
(4.7) Y Vi<o(l,)Kpgs.
/=0

Turning to prove (4.7), the definition of I(z,y) implies that

d(‘ray) < 2(Tl(x,y)+l + 1)7

and there are on Z%{n at most Cor7, ; points y in the disc of radius 2(r¢41+1)
centered at x, where in the sequel we let (), denote generic finite constants
that are independent of n. Since 2p’ <2 — a,

p'n—1

(48) > Vi< > E(Y (n,2)) < C1dn K37y, < o(1n) Kuds.
£=0 m,yEZ%n,d(gE,y)S%*p/n

Choose € > 0 such that 2 —a—e >0 and fix £ € [p'n,n). Then, by (4.5), we
have that

2.2 2} ef Tn ate
Vi SC’2I(v117/‘€+1q_nn e <_> :

Te

Consequently,

n—1 n—1 ro\ ot

> Vi < CoK2g2n’ > CH_ZTA%H(—TL)

e
l=p'n l=p'n
2 d 95 bi6 <= (e TE

(4.9) < Coga Kon™ #Intt Z cn- (E)

l=p'n
< O Kin=2 .- j..—(2—a—e)
< Chq, K, n ZC r; .
Jj=1

Combining (4.8) and (4.9) we establish (4.7), and hence complete the proof
of (4.3) and thus of (4.1).
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5. First and second moment estimates. For y € Z%{n and n>1>3let gly
denote the o-algebra generated by the excursions of the random walk from
dD(y,r;) to OD(y,r—1) as defined in Lemma 2.4 (for R’ =r; and R=r;_1).
We start with the following corollary of Lemma 2.4 which plays a crucial
role in the proof of Lemma 4.2.

COROLLARY 5.1. Let I} = {Ng,k =my;k=0,2,...,0 —1}. Then, uni-
formly over alln>1>ng, y€IZ, mlmlJnl, {mr:k=0,2,...,01—1}, yGZ%(n
and To,T1 € Z%{n \D(y7rl);

P2(DyNY =y, G') = (14+O( ™ (log O)*)P* (Lo N, = mu) Ly~
(5.1)

Proor. For j=1,2,...and k=2,...,1 — 1, let Z,z denote the number
of excursions from 0D(y, k1) to 0D(y,ry) by the random walk during the

time interval [7;,7;]. Similarly, let Z} denote the number of visits to y during
this time interval. Clearly, the event

my )
A:{ZZJ:mk:k:O,Z,...,l—l}
j=1

belongs to the o-algebra HY(m;) corresponding to r =1;_5 in Lemma 2.4.
It is easy to verify that starting at any x ¢ D(y,r;), when the event {Nﬁil =

my} € G{ occurs, it implies that Ng’k = Z;-”:ll Z]Z for k=0,2,...,0l—1. Thus,
(52) PxO (Pl‘gly)l{Ngyl:ml} - PxO (A’gly)l{Ng’lzml}

For some universal constant ng < oo and all [ > ng the conditions of Lemma 2.4
apply for our choice of R’ =r;, R=1r;_1 and r =r;_5 with (r/R)log(R/r) <
4173 log 1. With m;/(I?1logl) bounded above, by (2.18) we have, uniformly in
RS Z%(n and zg,x1 € Z%(n \D(y,rl),

(5.3) P™(A|G)) = (1+O(I ! (logl)?))P™ (A).
Hence,
P (LG!) L3 = (L O (08 12)P™ (A)L s Ly
Taking xo = x1 and averaging, one has
PYU(DY|NY = my) = (14 O (log 1)) P™ (A)
= (1+0(  (log1)*))P™(A|G]),

where the second equality is due to (5.3). Using that {N), =m;} C G/, (5.2)
and (5.4) imply (5.1). O

(5.4)
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PrROOF OF LEMMA 4.2. We start by proving the first moment esti-
mate (4.4). To this end, let m = (mpn, Mpnt1,-..,Mmy) be a candidate value
of NJy, k=opn,....n, and set |m| =237 m; — 1. Let H,(m) be the
collection of maps (“histories”),

s:{L,2,...,|m|} = {pn—1,pn,...,n}

such that s(1) =n —1,s(|m|) =n,|s(j +1) — s(j)| =1 and the number of
up-crossings from £ — 1 to £

u(l) = {(4,5 + DI(s(j),s(j +1)) = (£ = 1L,O)}| = my.
The number of ways to partition the u(¢) up-crossings from ¢ — 1 to ¢
before and among the u(¢ 4 1) up-crossings from ¢ to £ + 1 is
u(l+1)+u(l) -1
u(f) ’
Since the mapping s is in one-to-one correspondence with the relative order
of all its up-crossings,

)| = T ("5,

m
{=pn ¢

To each path w of the random walk X. we assign a “history” h(w) as
follows. Let 7(1) be the time of the first visit to 0D(x,r,—1), and de-
fine 7(2),7(3),... to be the successive hitting times of different elements
of {0D(z,rpn-1),...,0D(x,1,)}. If y € 0D(x,r1,) for some k, let ¢(y) =k
and set h(w)(j) = ®(w(7(j))). See Figure 1.

Let hj, be the first k coordinates of the sequence h. Let py =log(re11/7¢)/
log(rgs1/re—1) and gy = log(re/re—1)/logre. Note that log(d(y,z)/r) =1+
O(r—1) for any r, uniformly in = and y € dD(z,7). So, applying the Markov
property successively at the times 7(1),7(2),...,7(Jm| — 1) and relying on
(2.4) except for up-crossings from pn — 1 to pn, for which (2.1) applies, or
for down-crossings from n to n — 1, which occur with probability 1, we get
that uniformly for any s € H,,(m) and x € Skg,,,

P, = s Tk,()>7(m|)}

n—1

=TI {pe + OGZD)y™ {1 = pe + O yen
l=pn
X {1 —qpn + O((nlogn)_z)}mp".
Taking m,, = n,, we see that uniformly in z € Sk, and ¥ € Z,

P(z is n-successful) = Z Pk € Hn(m), Tk, (x) > 7(|m[)}

Mpny-sMn—1
[me—ng|<E

5.5
> = (1+ 0(1n)dn,
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Fia. 1. A path with “history” h(w) = (4,3,2,3,2,1,2,3,4,5).

which is (4.4) for

n—1

A met1 +mg—1
(5.6) @n= >, (1—qm)™ ]I ( £+ T )p@”‘(l—m)m”l.

m
MpnyeeeyMn—1 EZpTL ¢
e —mne| <L

Since py = 1/2 — O((¢1log £)~1), by the proof of [3], Lemma 7.2, we have that

. . ¢ e+1
uniformly in my ~ng, mer1 ~ Nt

O p—3a—1 _ (méJr1 +my—1

Vdogt my

> Pyt (1 —pg)"ett

(5.7) o
< -

Vdogt
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with 0 < ¢/, C < oo independent of ¢. Further, with g, = ¢~ + O(1/¢log /)
we have that uniformly in m,, < Npn

(5.8) (1= gpn)™em = 1),

Putting (5.6)(5.8) together we see that g, = 7’;‘”0(1”), with the o(1,) term
independent of 7, as claimed.
Setting M;:={l,l+1,...,n — 1} note that the same analysis gives also

for any [ > pn, uniformly in = € Sk, , 7 and my < k!,

P(NZ ), =my, k € M)

n

(5.9) n—1

mgr1+mg —1
= (o) TT ("™ ) e - e
k=l

Recall that ng(a) = 3ak?logk and that we write N Koy it IN —ni| <k
for n <k<n—1and N =0 when k=0. Relying upon the first moment
estimates and Corollary 5.1, we next prove the second moment estimates
(4.5) and (4.6). To this end, fix z,y € Sk, with 2r; 41 +2> d(x,y) > 2r; +2
for some p'n <1 <mn —1. Since rj o — r; > 21y, it is easy to see that
D(y,r)NOD(x,r,) = @ for all k # [+ 1. Replacing hereafter [ by I A (n—3),

it follows that for k # [+ 1, k # [ +2, the events {N b nk} are measurable
on the o-algebra G/. With J; :={0,pn,...,l — 1} and I; :={0,pn,..., Il +
3,...,n— 1}, we note that

{z,y are n-successful} C {Ny £ nk, k€ 1} N {Ngk £ nk, k € Ji1}
Applying (5.1), we have that for some universal constant Cs < oo,
P(z and y are n-successful)

< > EP(NY, g ke JINY, =my, GY); N2y ~ g, k € )

(5.10) g
k k
SC3P(Nyp~mgkell) Y P(NY ~ng ke N =my).
mliznl
Using Corollary 5.1 once more, we have that
(1+0(1))n
= P(y is n-successful)

= 3 EP(NY, Lk e BN, =my, GF);
!

mp~ng
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(5.11) NY

nl —

k
my, N j ~ g, b € My
k
>C4 Z P nl—mlaNg7ank7k€Ml+l)
mle
XP(N’ Nnk,k‘GJl| l—ml)

for some universal constant Cy > 0. Hence by (5.9) and (5.7), for some uni-
versal constant C5 < oo,

n—1
(5.12) ZP YAk e JINY, =my) < Cp” ll(Hk“Mlogk)
k=l

W'Lanl

Similarly, using Corollary 5.1,

P(NZ . Xy, k€ 1))

(513) < ZE NZ X,k € JINE = my, GF); NE g & g, k € My
mlNTLl
< CP(NZ g Xnj k€ Migs) Z P(NZ &g,k € JINE = my).
mlwnl

Comparing (5.13) and (5.11), and applying once more (5.9) and (5.7), we
get that

+2
(5.14) P(NZ, &gk € 1) gcw(]‘[ kgax/logk:>q‘n

k=l

Putting (5.10), (5.12) and (5.14) together proves (4.5).
In case d(x,y) > 2(r, + 1), the event {z is n-successful} is GY measurable,
hence

P(z and y are n-successful)

=E({P(y is n-successful|GY)}; x is n-successful)
= E({P(Nnyk Ko ke Jn|NY . =nn,Gh)}; 2 is n-successful),
and (4.6) follows from Corollary 5.1. O

6. Large deviation bounds. This section provides crucial large deviations
estimates that are key to the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and of the upper bounds
in Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. Roughly, we will be providing precise decay rates
for the events that certain normalized excursion counts of balls concentric
to a point z (excursions between levels rg,_1 and 7g,, before making n,
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excursions between levels r,_1 and r,) are atypical, together with forcing
one or two points nearby not to be visited during these excursions.

More precisely, fix 0 < <1 and 7 > n. Recall the definition F}, g(v) =
(1—~8)%/(1—B)+h~y?B of (1.10). For any h > 0, the unique global minimum
of Fp(7) is at v, =,(8) =1/(h(1 — B) + B). For 0 <a <2, with N, =

7”57 p(a) and R} =R} (a) as in Section 4, we establish large deviations bounds
away from -y, for the random variables ]fo gnla) == Ny 5,(a)/np,(a) together
with the events { Tk (z) > R%(a)} and {7k, (z') > R%(a)} for n > n and =, 2’
not too far from z € Z%(ﬁ, that is, (z,2) and (z,z,2’) belonging to the sets

(6.1) Go(n) = {(z,1):2 € Z3 x€D(z,78,-2) N Z%ﬁ},
Go" (i) = {(z,2,2") : (2,2) € Go(i),
(z,2") € Go(n), 2" ¢ D(x,7gpn/2—3)},
where h € (0,2). To express the bounds, define

[0,~2], ¥ < Y,

[72700)7 Y > Yh-

(6.2)

LEMMA 6.1. Fizing 0 <h <2 and a,7v,0 >0, for all n >n >ny we have
the bounds

~

(6.3) max P(Ny g,(a) € Iy(v)) < KgaFo,ﬁ(’Y)-i-é’

n
Z2
zE K

P(Tx. (z) > R?(a), N? el
(e ey © (T l) > Raa), Noon(a) € 1))
(6.4)
S KJQFL[?(V)—’_&

)

max  P(Tk, (@) >R (a), Tk, (x) > R (a), N 5,(a) € In(7))
(z,z,x") €GO (7)
(6.5)
< KTZCLF]—L”B(PY)—I—(S

As is often the case with large deviation statements, the key to the proof
of Lemma 6.1 lies in the evaluation of certain moment generating functions.
To state these, fix z € Z2 _, and abbreviate Jj, for 0D(z,ry). Consider a path
of the simple random walk starting at a fixed y € 0,,—1. Let Z denote the
number of excursions of the path from Jg,—1 to 0, until Ty, and A(z) =
{T5, <T,}. See Figure 2.

Let A} =1/(1 =)+ h/p for 0 < h < 2.
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LEMMA 6.2.  Uniformly in (z,x,2') € Go™ (i), i >n and y € dD(z,7,_1),

for some c(0,\) < oo and all A < \j,

1 BA—1 c(1,\)
Yy, AZ/n < - )
60 B ) <1+ 2 (oG ) + i
for some c¢(1,\) < oo and all A < A}, and

\Z/n 1 BA—h ()
(6.8) EY(e ™ g(p)la@y) <1+ - <5 “(1-B)ME— h)) + nlogn’

for some c(h,\) < oo and all X < \j.

Fic. 2. Z=4.
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REMARK. The bound (6.8) is an improvement over (6.7), and will be
used, only in the region h > 1 (in fact, h near 2).

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.2. Recall that by (2.4), for some ¢; < 0o, all n > ng
and any z:

(6.9) ¢- < min P*(Ty, <Tp,, ,) < max P'(Ty, <Tp,, ) <qs,

Uéagn vGagn
(610) ¢- < min P'(Iy,, , <Tp,) < max PU(Ty,, , <Tp,)<qs,
where g+ = (1 — 8)7n"1(1 £ ¢1/logn). By (6.10), for any y € 9,1,
(6.11) PY(Z=0)=PY(Ty,, ,>Tp)<1-q,

and for j =1,2,... we have Z = j if we first visit dg,,—1 prior to J,, then have
exactly j — 1 cycles consisting of visits to dg, and back to Jdg,—1, prior to
the first visit to d,,. Hence, by (6.9), (6.10) and the strong Markov property,
for any y € 9,—1 we have that P¥(Z = j) < (1 — ¢_)’"1¢2. The bound (6.6)
then follows from the h =0 case of the inequality

(1—q-)+ i N1 —pp) (1 —q-y g2
(6.12) =

§1—|—%< BA—h )+c(h,)\)

B—(1—=B)(AB—h)/ nlogn’

where in general

h
ph = B_n(l —/logn) and X< ;.

To see (6.12) let v =1/(1 — ) + h/B — A. Then, for some finite C' and
no (both depending on ¢,¢1,\,h and f8), we have that qi(l —ph)eA/" <
(n(1—£))"2(14C/logn) and 1 —eM™(1—pp)(1—q_) >n"v(1—C/logn),
for all n > ng. Consequently, for some ¢ =c(h,\) < oo and all n > nyg,

(L—q)+ > eM/M1—ppy(1—q Y
=1

g3 (1= pp)et/n

= (1 — q—) + 1 e)\/n(l _ph)(l - Q—)

1 1 c
§1+E<(1—5)2v_ 1—5)+n10gn
B 1 BAX—h c
_1+n<ﬁ+h(1—5)—5(1—5)k) nlogn’
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which gives (6.12).
We next turn to (6.7). Enlarging ¢; as needed, by (2.1) we have that for
all n >n>ng and (z,2) € Go(n),

min PY(T, < T, > min PY(T.<T
Ueaﬁnfl ( ‘ 8Bn) _’UED(CCQT’ﬂnfl) ( ’ aD(m’0'5T5n))

1 C1
>—1- =:
- ﬂn( logn> P

We have Z1,(,) =j > 1 if we first visit dg,—1 prior to Jy, then have j —1
cycles consisting of visits to dg, and back to dg,—; without hitting = or J,,
and finally, a visit to 0, without hitting x. Hence, by (6.9), (6.10), (6.13)
and the strong Markov property, for any z, ¥y and = as above,

(6.14) PY(Z = j, A(x) < (1-p) (1 —q_) 2.

Note that A(x) occurs when Z = 0, so that (6.11), (6.14) and the h =1 case
of (6.12) give (6.7).

We finally turn to (6.8). By the strong Markov property at min(7,,7,/),
for v € Ogp—1 and x, 2’ € D(z,78,—2),

PY(max(T,, T, ) < Ts,,)

(6.13)

(6.15) <PY(Ty < Tp,, )P (T < Tp,,)
+PY(T, < Tp,, )P* (T < T,,).

Enlarging c1 as needed, since log 7gp,, 2—3/10g 73, = h/2 4+ O(1/logn), simi-
larly to the derivation of (6.13) we have by (2.1) that for all n > ng
and (z,z,2') € Go" (),

P (T <Ty,,) § 6%1?;3 1 PY(T, < Ty,,)

<P Ty < Typ(ar 2rs,)) " x)gloagrﬁ P*(Ty < Top(o2rs,))
b)Y, n—1

1 < h C1 )
<—1-—=+ .
Bn 2 logn

The same bound applies to the other term on the right-hand side of (6.15).
When combined with (6.13) which applies for both z and z’, these bounds
yield (by inclusion—exclusion) that for all n > ng, uniformly in (z,z,2") €
Go"(7),

max PY(T, >Ty. , Ty >T.
vEIZp—1 ( r Opns Lt 86n)

(6.16)

2 h cl .
<1-2 —(1—-= =1-
- p+6n< 2+logn) Ph
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h

with pj, = 5= (1—¢’/logn) of the same form as py. Note that Z1 414y =4 > 1

Bn
if the walk visits dg,,—1 prior to d,, then has j — 1 cycles consisting of visits

to day, and back to d,—1, without hitting x, ' or 9, and finally, visits to
Oy, without hitting  or a’. Hence, by (6.9), (6.10), (6.16) and the strong
Markov property, for any z, y, z and 2’ as above,

PY(Z = j, A(x), A(z")) < (1= pn)’ (1 — ¢- ) "4,

and (6.8) now follows as in the derivation of (6.7). This completes the proof
of Lemma 6.2. [

PrOOF OF LEMMA 6.1. A straightforward calculation shows that for
any h >0 and v >0,

6)\h,'y —h
B—=1=B)AnyB—h)

_B+h(1-8)—1/y

where A, 1= <A},

A —5)

Fy () = M2 5% —
(6.17)

and Ay, <0 if and only if v <.

Let 20 denote the number of excursions from dg,—1 to Jg, before X;
first hits d,,—1 and let Ag(z) denote the event that z is not visited during
this time interval. For any j > 1 let Zj denote the number of excursions
from 0gy,—1 to Jg, during the jth excursion of X; from 0,—1 to 0, and let
Aj(z) denote the event that x is not visited during this excursion. With this
notation,

3an?logn
cam@= > 7
j=0
and the event {7k, (x) > R7(a)} is the intersection of the events A;(x) for
j=0,...,3an?logn. Consequently, using Chebyshev’s inequality and the
strong Markov property (at the start of the 3an?logn excursions from 9,1
to Op), for any 6 >0 > A and all 7 > n > ng, uniformly in z,

P(N; g (@) <77) < e/ mg (/W 250 2

(618) )3an2 logn

B " yeanfl

Per v < consider (6.18) for A = Ao, < 0, applying (6.17) and (6.6) to
obtain (6.3) in case v < 9. Turning to deal with v > ~g, note that PY(Z =
§)<(1—q_)"tq, for all j >1, even if y € Ogn—1. Thus, for any A < A,
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similar to the derivation of (6.6) we get that for some ¢5 = c5(\) < oo and
all n >n > ng, uniformly in z,
(6.19) E(e*0/™) < max EY(eM/™) < cs.

y685n71
Analogous to (6.18) we also have that for any 6 >0, A >0, n>n >ng and
27

P(N gala) > 77) < e mon (VM 2500 %)

(6.20) -
< C5K;“>‘7252+5< max Ey(eAZ/”)) .
YEDn—1
Considering (6.20) for A = X\g >0 (as ¥ > vg), and applying (6.6) and (6.17),
we complete the proof of (6.3).
Similarly, we have that for any 6 > 0>\, n >n >ny, (z,2) € Go(n),

P(Ti, (z) > R;(a), N7 g (@) <7°)

—M2ngn/n — Nn)Z;
(6.21) <ehrman E(Hle( " JlAAx))
J:

M2E2 16 \z 3an?logn

< K, (yg}ﬁxl EY(e /nlA(x)))

Given v <1, consider (6.21) for A=A, <0, and apply (6.17) and (6.7) to
get (6.4) for v < 71. Further, the same argument leading to (6.19) shows also
that maxyeg,, , Ey(e)‘z/"lA(x)) <5 for all A < A]. Consequently, for 6 >0,
A>0,7n>n>ngand (z,2) € Go(n),

P(Ti, (@) > R (a), N} g (a) 277

Nn
< C5K;‘“”262+6< max Ey(ekz/"lA(x))) :
YEOn—1
and since A5 >0 for v > 71, we complete the proof of (6.4) by using again
(6.17) and (6.7).
Using (6.8) and A = A, 5, the proof of (6.5) proceeds along the same lines,
thus completing the proof of Lemma 6.1. [

7. Late points in a small neighborhood. We devote this section to the
proof of Theorem 1.2, as the basic large deviations bounds needed are already
in place.

PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2. We actually show that for 0 < o < % < 1,
some b < 0o, any £,0,m >0, and all n>ng, ¥y€Z and x =z, GZ%(n,

7.1 P(|Lk, () N D(z,rgn_p)| > K20~ (2a=8/6+49 < 2n,
n B n
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(72)  P(ILk.(0) N D(@,rgum)] = K2-Cor0/60) > 1 o,

Since log 7gn+4/ log K, — 3 and the set of K, values cover all large integers,
the theorem follows by considering 1 | 0 and adjusting the values of 8, § > 0
and & > 0.

Starting with the upper bound (7.1), recall the notation R (a) for the time
until completion of the first ny(a) = 3ak?logk excursions from dD(x,r_1)
to dD(x,rk), k=3,...,n, then N} (a) for the number of visits to  until
time R (a), and Ny, (a), 2 <1< k — 1, for the number of excursions from

dD(x,r—1) to OD(z,r;) until time R} (a). Let ¢}, = 2(K, log K,,)? and

(7.3) ZKn(d) = {y €72 Tk, (y) > max RZ(&)},

2
zEZKn

taking hereafter £ € (0,2a) and a = 2o — £ > 0 (in the remainder of the
paper we always have a < 2a < a). Applying (3.19) with R=r,, r =r,_1
and N = 3an?logn, we see that for some ¢ = c(a,£) > 0 and all n,

(7.4) max P(R;,(3) > at;) < ¢ lemen®logn,
Kn

resulting with

(7.5 Jim P(Li, (@) € L, (@) = 1.

Hence, to establish (7.1) it suffices to show that

(7.6) P(| i, (3) N D, )| > K235/8+15) <

Since Fy g(7y) >0 for v <~ =1/8, it follows from (6.3) that for any ¢’ >0,
(7.7) lim max P(N; 5,(a) < (1—8)n,(a)) =0.

n—oozeZd
Recall that Fy 5(1/8) =1/ and rg, < K/ for all n. Moreover, (1 — ¢ )n,, >

v*ngy, for v =(1—4")/B and all n. Hence, if v > 71, then by (6.4) we have
that

P(| i, (a) N D(,rgn )| > K250 N2 o (@) > (1 8 (@)

(78) <K, CFURT02 0 max  P(Tk,(y) > Ri(a), Ni g,(a) > 7°)
yeD(x,m,_2) ’
< KS(FI,B(l/B)_Fl,B("/))_36‘

With 3 < 1, for ¢’ > 0 small enough we have both v >~; =1 and FLB(%) —
Fy g(y) < 9. Thus, considering (7.7) and (7.8) for such ¢’ completes the proof
of (7.6), hence also of (7.1).
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Turning to prove the lower bound (7.2), fixing 0 < £ < 2(3% — a) so a’ =
(204 ¢)/8% <2 and 0 < p < (2 —d')/2 we say that a point y € Zj is
Bn-successful if

NY,o(d)=0,  NY (a)Em(a) VEk=phn,...,Bn—1.
In particular, if y is Sn-successful, then Tk, (y) > RY, (a'). Let /j}{n(a’ ,Bn)
be the set of points in Z%n which are gn-successful. A rerun of the proof of

(4.3), this time with Sn replacing n, shows that for some b > 10, any ¢ > 0,
n >0, all n > ny, ”yGIanda:EZ%{n,

(7.9)  P(L, (@, Bn) N D(x,rpn10)| = KO~ 70) 21—,

Consequently, (7.2) follows once we show that uniformly in z,

7.10 P( min ~ RY (d §at;) — 0.
( ) yED (2,7 8n+b) Bn( )

To see this, let )V, be a minimal set of points in D(x,73,4s) such that

D(ﬂj‘, rﬁn-‘rb) c U D(yv TBn—Q)'
YEYVn

Let ﬁyn(a’ ) denote the time until completion of the first ng,(a’) excursions
from 0D(y,78n—1 + 78n—2) to OD(y, 78y — Tgn—2). For any z € D(y,7s,—2)
we have that

D(z,78n-1) € D(y,78n—1 + 78n—2) € D(y, 780 — ran—2) € D(2,78n),

implying that each excursion from 0D(z,7g,—1) to 0D(z,73y,) requires at
least one excursion from 9D(y,7sn—1 + 7gn—2) to OD(y,r8, — Tgn—2). See
Figure 3. R

Thus, R3,,(a') > R}, (a’) and consequently,

7.11 P( min  R3,(d gat;;) <P(RY (d) < atl).
(7.11) cepiin R (a’) (R, (a') )
Applying (3.18) with R =rg, —rgn—2, r = rgn—1+7gn—2 and N =ng,(a’) =
3(2a + &)n?log(Bn), the right-hand side of (7.11) is bounded by
1
c! exp{—C (%)79 logn} <c¢ lexp{—cnlogn},

for some C,c > 0 that depend only on «,& > 0, yielding (7.10) (recall that
Vo] < On'%), O
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Fic.3. A=0D(z,78n-1),a=0D(y,78n-1+7sn—2),0 =0D(y,78n —7sn—2), B=0D(z,78x).

8. Clusters of late points. Fixing 0 < «, 5 < 1, this section is devoted to
the proof of Theorem 1.3. As usual, it suffices to establish (1.5) and (1.6)
for the subsequence K,, =n7(n!)?, provided all our estimates are uniform in
~ € Z. To this end, set

(81)  W¥(B2,51) =Ny € Lk, () :7gyn—3 < d(z,y) <103},
with W* =W?*(0, 3). We actually prove that:

LEMMA 8.1.  For each 6 >0 there exists € € (0,6/2) such that

(82)  pui= K2 max Pz € L, (a), W < KP170)=5) —, g,

2 n—oo
mGZKn
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LEMMA 8.2.  For each 6 > 0 there exists € € (0,6/2) such that
(83)  pni= Kt max P(x € L, (), W* > KpP070%5%) —, 0,
TEZ

n—00
Kn

By (1.2), we have P(|Lk, (o) > K,%(l_a)_a/z) — 1 for n — oo, and with
log 7g,,—3/log K;, — 3, the bounds (8.2), (8.3) imply that (1.6) holds (ad-
justing 8 as needed). These bounds also imply that (1.5) is a consequence
of the uniform lower bound P(x € Lk, (a)) > K{2O‘_E/2, holding for any n
large enough and all x € Z%(n, x # 0. Applying Lemma 4.1 we get the latter
bound as soon as

8.4 in  P(T; >RE(a)) > K 27e/3
(8.4) xez%;ff{m} (Tk, () (a)) >

holds for a =2a + ¢/7 and all n sufficiently large. Since Tk, () > Ri(a)
whenever z is n-successful, by (4.4) and translation invariance of the SRW
we have that

(8.5) min  min  PY(Tg, (z) > RZ(a)) > K, 227¢/6,
w€Ly, yED(z,rn)

For any finite r > 0 there exists ¢ = c(r) > 0 such that P(T, > Typ,r)) > ¢
for all n sufficiently large and all 2 # 0. Consequently, by (2.1) we have that

P(T: > Top(ay,)) = ¢ /logrn > Kn¥'% for some ¢ > 0, all n sufficiently large
and all z # 0. Combining this with (8.5) and the strong Markov property at
T5D(x,r,) Tesults with (8.4), thus completing the proof of Theorem 1.3.

PROOF OF LEMMA 8.1. Let ZAﬁB ={2€Z,3:2#0,d(x,2) <0573, 3},
where ZAnﬁ/ denotes for each 0 < 3/ <1 a subgrid of Z%{n of spacing 47g/y,—4

such that 0 € ZAn,B/. Fixing £ € (0,2a) and n € (0,1) to be chosen later, let
a=2a+¢, a = (1+2n)%a and

W2 = {y € Dz 7an-6) : Tica(4) > Rf_a(a)}

Fixing = € Z%Qu let C:={W*< K,zlﬁ(l_a)_‘r’&} and for any z € ZAjiB define

the events A :={R}(a) > at}}, B, :={N] 5, 4(a) < ngn-4(a’)} and C, =
(W= < Kﬁﬁ(l‘“)‘“}. Observe that A, N B, implies that W* > W? and
hence A,NB,NC CC, for any z € ZA;’;/’ . Further, setting a = 2a — £ and
considering the events F, := {7k, () > R7(a)} and H, := {R}(a) > at}},
we have that if x € Lk, (o), then H, UF, holds for each z € 256 Note that
by the preceding A, NF,NC C (F,NBS)UC, for each z € ZA;’;”B and hence

{z € Lk,(a),C}C | JH.[JALU (ﬂ(AZ NF.N C))

z
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clJu.|JAsu (ﬂ Cz> U®E.nBY).
With |ZA;’§ B| < K; for all € >0 and n sufficiently large, we thus have that

Pn < K,%a+€P( max R (a) > at;) + K,%a+€P< min R;(a) < at;)

2 2
zEZKn zEZKn

+ K297 max P( max W?< K,%B(l_a)_55>
z€Zy 2€ZT

+ K0T max P(Tk, (z) > R;y (@), N go—a(a) > ngp—a(a’))
x@EZiB
:::pni)+'pnj.+‘pn2 +‘pn3'

By (7.4) we have that p, o — 0 as n — co. With a > 2a, by (3.18), similar
to the derivation of (7.4) we get also that p, 1 — 0 as n — oo.

Turning to deal with the term p,, 2, consider the o-algebra G = ﬂz e Gg=@,
n,B

for G* corresponding to R =rg,_4 and R =rg,_5 in Lemma 2.4. Since

D(Z',rpn-4) € D(2,7-1) \ D(2,7pn-4) for any 2,2’ € Z7 5, it follows that

conditional upon G, the random variables {f/lv/z are independent with

}zeézﬁ
W? measurable on the o-algebra H*(ngn—4a(a’)) corresponding to r = rg,_¢

in Lemma 2.4. With |ZAjf’ﬁ| > n? for all n sufficiently large, it follows from
the latter lemma that

Pn2 = K2F¢ max IE( H P(WZ < Kgﬁ(l—a)—56|g)>
zeéﬁﬁ
2

< K,%a+€((1 +0(1,)) max P(W* < K,%ﬁﬂ—a)—%)) — 0,

2 n—00
zEZKn

provided that for some universal constant ¢ >0

(8.6) min P(WZ > K,%B(l_a)_%) >ec.

zEZin
Applying (3.19) for R=rgu_4, 7 =7gn—5 and N =ng,_4(a’), we have that
for o/ = (14 2n)d’3?/2 and n large enough,

8.7 P(R%,_4(a") > ath) — 0.

(8.7) e (Rfn-a(a’) > a'ty) —

Further, if R, ,(a’) < a't},, then W= >|Lk, (o) D(2,73,_)|. Thus, tak-
ing n >0 and ¢ > 0 small enough for o/ < 3% and 28(1 —a) — 40 < (28 —
2d'/B3), we get (8.6) by combining (8.7) and Theorem 1.2.
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It thus remains only to show that p, 3 — 0 in order to complete the proof
of the lemma. To this end, let @ = (1 + 2n)a, recall the set Go(n) [taking
n=mn in (6.1)] and note that

K0t max  P(Tk,(z) > R;(a), [N g, (@) — 1] = )

<
Pn,g = (z,2)eGo(n)

~

+ K0 max PN 5,(@) < 141, N, g (a) > 1+21)

72 "
ze Kn

+ Kﬁa"'% max P(Nj, g,_4(@) > (1+ 277)2)

2
zEZKn

= ﬁn(ﬁ) + Pn.a + Dn,5,

where

Nﬁzn,ﬁn—4(a) = Nﬁzn,ﬁn—4(a)/nﬁn—4(d)

and the bound above (and in particular the last term p,, 5) follows from the
inclusion

{7 gn-a(@) > ngn—a(a'), N g, (a) < (14 20)} € {NFp go-a(@) > (14 20)°},

which is obtained by unraveling the definitions.
Since @ =2a — & and v1(B') = 1, we have by (6.4) that for any 5’ € [B(1 —

a)75]7
(88)  Ba(f) < sup g CeamOR ¥ g

BrelB(1—a), 8,172 —11>n oo

for e = e(a, 8,m) and & = (o, B,7n) sufficiently small, using the fact that
(7, 8") — F1 g (7y) is continuous and Fy g(y) > Fy p(1) =1 for v # 1.

By the strong Markov property of the simple random walk at RZ(a) and
the bound of (6.3) at v= ((1+2n)a — (1+n)a)/(a — a), we have that

~

< Kzo‘ 2e max PY(N? a—a)>
Pna = By ez n,ye@ (2:7m) ( n,Bn( ) /7)
(8.9)

2a+3e—(a—a)Fy g(v)

< K, — 0,

n—o0
for £ = (v, B,m) small enough, since 7y — oo and (a—a) Fo,s(v) = 28 Fo 5(3 +
14n)—>o0as 0.

We complete the proof of the lemma by showing that p, 5 = O(e
To this end, first note that by (2.4), the probability that the number of
excursions from 9D (z,7p,—5) to D(z,7,-4) until time Typ(.,,,, ) exceeds
2nmp,_4(a) is bounded for large n and all z by (9/10)m#n—4(2) = O(e=2n%).
Hence, using the strong Markov property at Ty p ) and translation invari-

_n2)‘

Z,TBn

ance of the simple random walk, it suffices to show that P* (Ngn gn—a(@) >
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1+42n) = O(e~2""), uniformly in z € dD(0, 78n ). Let P, denote probabilities
with respect to the random walk in Z%{n. Then, uniformly in € 9D(0,rg,),
by conditioning on the c-algebra G of excursions from 9D(0,75,) to
0D(0,73,—1) and twice using Lemma 2.4 [for r = rg,_5, m = ng,(a), first
with K = K,, and then with K = Kg,], we see that

Pi(ﬁgn,ﬁn—4(a) >1+ 277)
(8.10) K
= (14 0(1,))P5, (N gn—a(@) > 1+ 2n).

Then, for @ = (1 + n)a/2, uniformly in = as above P%n(Ron(&) >aty,) =
—92n2 T = — —2n?

O(e=?"") by (3.19) and P n(R%n_4((1—|—277)a) <atp,)=0(e 27 by (3.18).

So, the right-hand probability in (8.10) which can be rewritten as P%_(RY (a) >

R%n_4((1 +2n)a)) is uniformly in 2 at most O(e~2""). O

PrROOF OoF LEMMA 8.2. With ZAMB/ as in the proof of Lemma 8.1, let
zg () denote the point in ZAnﬁ/ closest to z, and Zg , = {z € ZAn,ﬁr : \]\Affl’ﬁ,n(d) —
1| <n}. Taking h <2, to be chosen below, set §; = (h/2)? for j =0,1,...
and let ¢ be the smallest integer so that 5, < (1 — «). Let W””(,) be as
in (8.1), but with the set L, (@) of (7.3) instead of L, (). Note that if
R%(a) < at}, for all z € Z% | then Lk, () C Lk, (@) and W*(-,-) < W*(-,").
Also, automatically W*(0, 8y) < KELB (l_a), so for all n sufficiently large the
event W% > K,%ﬁ(l_a)%& implies that W* (841, 8;) > K,%Bj(l_a)Hé
j=0,...,0—1. Thus, we bound the event {z € Lk, (o), W* > Kﬁﬁ(l‘“”“}
in the definition of p,, by the union of the events {RZ(a) > ot} for some z}
and {z € L, (@), W=(Bjs1,8;) = KUY gor j=0,....0— 1. Split-
ting the latter events according to whether zg; (x) € Zp; 5 or not, we get
that

for some

-1 -1
Dn < Pn,0 + an,j + Zﬁn(ﬁj)y
7=0 7=0

where

Pnj = KfLO‘JrE max P(z € /an(d),zﬁj () € Z8:m»
xEZ%n

= (11— S
W= (By41, B;) > Ko (1m00H40y

By (7.4) we know that p,o— 0 and by (8.8) also p,(8;) = 0 for j =0,...,
0—1.
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Turning to deal with p, j, let D, j(z) denote the annulus D(z,75,,-3) \
D(x,7g,,,n—3). Since, for any w >0 and z € Z%(n,

P(z € L, (@), 25,(x) € 25,5, W (Bjs1,55) > w)

<w™! Z P(x,y e EAKn(d), zp,(T) € 25, 1),
yEDn,j(x)

while log7g,,—3/log K, — B and v4(8;) < /T —n, which we may assume
by taking 7 sufficiently small, it follows from (6.5) that for all n large enough
- KT2La(1+ﬁj)—25

Dn. i ma P(z, el a),zg,(x) € Z3.
an — x,yEDii-(x) ( Y Kn( ) ﬁj( ) 63777)

< sup Kia(l-l—ﬁ )—&F,L’B/(\/l—n)—cg'

 Bl—w)<p'<p
Then, p,, ; — 0 as n — oo for 7, sufficiently small and h < 2 sufficiently close
to 2 using the fact that (y,h,5") — Fj g/(7) is continuous and F g (1) =
1+ /. Possibly decreasing ¢ and & for (8.8) to hold we complete the proof
of (8.3). O

9. Upper bounds for pairs of late points. Recall that F}, 5(v) = 25~ +
h~?3. We begin by showing that

(9.1)  2+28—2a inf Fhg(y)
v€la 8

_{2+2ﬂ_4a/(2_ﬁ)7 1fﬁ§2(1_\/a)7

S 81— va) -4 - ya)?/p, i B=2(1- Va),

where I'y g = {7 > 0:2—-25—2aF) g(y) > 0}, thereby establishing the equiv-
alence of (1.8) and (1.11). Indeed, as noted before, F, 5(7) is quadratic, with
minimum value F5 g(y2) =2/(2 — 3) achieved at o (8) =1/(2—-0) <1. It is
easy to check that I'y g is the interval [y_, ;] for

(9.2) ve =74(a, B) = max{1 £ a”/%(1 - B),0}.

Since 72 < 1 <4 we see that yo € I'y, g if and only if 7_ < 79, leading to the
explicit formula

(9.3) pla, B) =2+ 2B — 2ok g(max{y_,y2})

[where we denote hereafter the left-hand side of (9.1) as p(a, 5)]. Combining
this with the fact that v_(«a, 8) > 12(8) is equivalent to 5> 2(1 — /), we
obtain the identity (9.1). Clearly, 8+ p(«, 3) is continuous on (0, 1) and by
(9.1) it is also monotone increasing in § [for 8 > 2(1 — y/a) by inspection,
while for 8 <2(1 — y/a) we have that dp/djs > 1].
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We prove in this section that for any 0 < o, 8,6 < 1,
(9.4) Jlim P({(z,y):3,y € Lic(a),d(w,y) < K7}| > KreD+15) g,

To this end, let

(95)  Vagpn={(2,9):2,y € L, (@), 7gn—3 < d(z,y) <73}

It suffices (as usual) to prove that (9.4) holds for K, = n7(n!)3, uniformly in
4 € Z. Further, logrg,_3/log K, — (3, so fixing 0 < «, 3,0 < 1, it is enough
to show that

(96) Tim P(|Wa000] > K5*DT) =0,

Note that [W, o s1—a)nl < Kgﬁ(l_a)\ﬁKn(a)\ for some universal ng =
no(a, ) < oo and all n > ng, while

pla, ) >2428 —2aF (1) =2(1 — o) +268(1 — «),
so that it follows from (1.2) that

. «,B)+46
T}L)H;OP(|\IIQ,O,B(1—Q)JL| > Kﬁ( ) )
(9.7)
< lim P(|Lx, (a)] > K700 =0,

The following lemma will be proven below.

LEMMA 9.1. We can choose h < 2 sufficiently close to 2 and a < 2«
sufficiently close to 2« such that for any B’ € [B(1 — ), 5]
(9.8) g =P (| Wappn| > KLPIT39) 0

n— o0

where

Vanpn={(y):2,9€LK,(a),"shn/2-3 <d(@,y) <Tn—3}

Fix h <2, @ < 2a according to Lemma 9.1. We then set 3; = 8(h/2)7
and ¢ as the smallest integer such that 5y < f(1 —a). By Lemma 9.1 we
have that g, 3, —0, as n — oo for j =0,...,£ — 1. Combining this with
(7.5), the monotonicity of 8+ p(«, ) and (9.7), we establish (9.6).

PROOF OF LEMMA 9.1. Let D,, g (z) denote the annulus D(x,74,—3) \
D(x,75hn/2—3). Fix 0 <n < 1 to be chosen below, abbreviating v =v_(a, ),
Y =(1—n)y-(a/2,8") and v, = y,(B"). We will argue separately depending
on whether or not 7, <~,. Consider first the case where v, <v,. Applying
(6.5) at v =, we conclude that for all n large enough,

~ —aF}, g 0
max max P(z,ye Lk, (a) <K, " o

xEZ%n yeED,, 5 (z)
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By (9.3) at &, this implies that if v, <, then

’ I~ ggr(n,a,h)—48
dn,p’ < Kgp(a,ﬁ )-38 Z Z P(l‘,y € £Kn(a)) < Kgﬁ et )
©€L, YED, 5(x)

where gg/(n,a,h) = 2aF; g (max{y_,72}) — aF} g (max{vs,s}). (Here
max{7y., 7, } = V.) Note that gz (0,2a,2) =0 for all 5’; hence for any § >0
we can and shall take h sufficiently close to 2, @ < 2« sufficiently close to 2«
and 7 > 0 sufficiently small so that gg (n,a,h) <0/2 for all ' € [3(1—a), 3].
Clearly, this choice of parameters guarantees that g, g e 0 whenever ~, <
Yh-

Keeping this choice of h, a and 1, we turn to deal with the case where
Y« >, denoting by Z, g the subgrid in Z%(n of spacing 47/, 4. Let zg/(x)
denote the point closest to x in ZAn,ﬁr SO

~za(x), . > ~

PV @ <92 <P min (¥ @) <92) = a9
1S n,8’

Then, using again (9.3) at 8" and the bound (6.5), now for v =y, >y, we

get that

Qg San(8) + K7 ST S Playye L, (@), N7 (@) 2 2)
v€LF, YyED, ()

< gn(B) + F22 e trexi-mh) =20

X max max P(z,y € Lk, (a),N? 5, (@) >~>
zeZ%n 2D (2rgr 2) ( Yy Kn( ) n,B n( )— 7 )
d(@,Y) 273/ 23
ggr(n,a,h)—90
< gu(B) + K57
(Here max{vy.,vn} = 7«.) As we have seen, our choice of parameters guaran-
tees that gg(n,a,h) < /2. Moreover, since v, < 1 <~ [for any 8’ € (0,1)],
it follows by (6.3) that for any € > 0 and all n large enough,

(% )+e 2-2p"—aFy gr(v«)+2e

= —aFy g
(9.9) an(8) < |Znp|Kn"OF < Kn

Note that for h <2 we have ~;, > 1/2. Hence, using our assumption that
v« > 7, and the definition of ~,, we have that y_(a/2,8") > 1/2 > 0. This
guarantees that v_(a/2, 8’) is the lower boundary of {v:2—28"—aFy g (y) >
0}. It follows that 2 — 23" — aF} g(7+) < 0 uniformly in ' € [5(1 — «), f] for
which ~, > ~,. Hence we can find £ > 0 so that ¢,(5) % 0 uniformly in
this set of values of 4, implying in turn that g, g % 0. This completes the

proof of Lemma 9.1. [
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10. Lower bounds for pairs of late points. Fix 0 < «, 5 < 1. Recall the no-
tation K,, = n7(n!)? and the sets W, o g, of (9.5). We show that if v_(a, 8) <
y<land1l—a>6d>¢>0aresuch that 2—28 — (2a+ &) Fy () > 20, then

2+2B—(2a+£)F2,6(v)—55)

(10.1) dim P ([Wa0,60] > Ko =1,

uniformly in 4 € Z. In view of (9.3), taking &, 6 | 0 followed by v € (v—_(a, 5),1)
that converges to max(y_(«, 3),72(8)), we get the lower bound in Theo-
rem 1.4 for the subsequence K,,. By the uniformity in 4 this bound extends
to all integers.

Fixing v, 0 and £ as above, set a = 2a + &, recall the notation 7y, ng(a),
Ri(a) and N7 (a) of Section 4 and let

2
(10.2) i, = 3a* (k - %n) logk, fn<k<n,

where a* = a(1 —v8)?/(1 — B)?, so that i, =n,(a) and fig, =v*ngn(a).
Let Z, C Z% be a maximal set of points in Z3 \ D(0,7,) which are
47,44 separated, such that (0,2r,) € Z,,. We will say that a point z € 2,

is (n, B)-qualified if N X ny for all fn <k <n—1 and in addition

W* = {y € D(zrs0-1)  Tic, (y) > Ri(@)}| = K772
(compare with the definition of n-successful points in Section 4). If

min R;(a) > at},,
zEZ%{n

then
Woopnl > D (WP > [{z€ 2,: 2 is (n, f)-qualified }| K 27C~1)=47,
ZEZ,
Since P(minzezi Ri(a) < at}) — 0 as n — oo (see the term p, in the
proof of Lemma 8.1), and (1 — 3)a* = aFp g(y), we thus get (10.1) as soon
as we show that
(10.3) nh_)ngoP(\{z € Z,:zis (n, B)-qualified}| > K(1=#AC=a")=0) 1,

The following analogue of Lemma 4.2, whose proof is deferred to the end
of this section, is the key to the proof of (10.3).

LeMMmA 10.1.  For any x,y € Z,, let l(z,y) = max{k:D(x,r, + 1) N
D(y,r + 1) =@} An [note that l(x,y) > Bn + 4]. Then there exist b > 10
and qp > (Tn/rgn)_““”’(l") such that

(10.4) P(z is (n,B)-qualified) = (1 + o(1,))Gn,
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uniformly in ¥ € Z and z € Z,. Furthermore, for any € > 0 we can find
C =C(b,e) < 00 such that for all n and any x,y € Z,, with l(z,y) <n,

a*+e
(10.5) P(z,y are both (n,B)-qualified) < (j,?C”_l(m’y)nb(T—") ,
"U(x,y)
while for all n and xz,y € Z,, with l(x,y) =n,
(10.6) P(x,y are both (n,3)-qualified) < (1+ 0(1,))q,>.

The proof of (10.3) then proceeds exactly as the proof of (4.3), where
the condition 2 — 28 — aFp g(y) > 29 implies that a* < 2 and by (10.4) the

expected number of (n, 3)-qualified points is Kr(ll_ﬁ)(2_a*)+o(1”). So, with

Vi= Z P(x,y are both (n, 3)-qualified), {=pn+4,...,n,
Y€ Zn,l(x,y)=~L

it suffices by (10.6) to show that

n—1
(10.7) Z Vi< 0(1n)|Zn|2an2-
{=pn+4
With C), denoting generic finite constants that are independent of n, for
any ¢ € [fn +4,n) and = € Z, there are at most C’orgﬂ/r%nJr4 points y €
Z, N0 D(x,2(rg11 + 1)). Consequently, we have by (10.5) and the definition
of I(x,y) that for any ¢ € [fn +4,n),

2 a*4e
T T
w§02|zn|( ¢+l > a,?nbon—f(—”) .
T Bn+4 Ty

Similarly to the derivation of (4.9), taking € < 2 — a* and summing over ¢
results with (10.7), hence completing the proof of (10.3).

ProoOF or LEMMA 10.1. Let Rj, ,, denote the time until completion
of the first m excursions from 9D(z,rg,—1) to 0D(2,73y,), and set Az =
—~ 2 —~

(Wi, > KIP77072) for Wi = {y € D(zrgu4): Tie, (4) > R |- Re-

call that 7ig, = ng,(v?(2a +£)), so applying (3.19) with R=173,, r =rs,_1
and N =g, + fn, we see that for all m <ng,, + fn,

P(W;, = |D(z,r5n-4) N L, ((a + )76

> P(Rjm < (a+E0726%) = 1 of

Hence, by Theorem 1.2 we have that

)
1,).

(10.8) P(AZ)=1—o(1,) uniformly in m x Mg,
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Starting at 0 ¢ D(z,7s,) we see that the event Afn belongs to the o-algebra
H*(m) corresponding to r =rg,_2, R=7g,—1 and R’ =rg, in Lemma 2.4.
Further, if the event {NV; s, = m} € G§,, occurs, then the law of A% =

(W= > KR a7) } conditioned upon G, is the same as the law of Az
conditioned upon Qén. Consequently, by Lemma 2.4 and (10.8), uniformly

. Bn
in m'~ ngy,,
(10.9) P(AB,|G5,, Ny gn =m) = P(AL G5, Ny g, =m) =1 —o(1y).
With M; = {l,...,n—1}, by (10.9) and the fact that {N; K ke Mg, } €
an we get that
P(z is (n, B)-qualified) = P(NZ j, £ fig, k € Mpn; A,,)

k ~
> E(N] g~k € Mgyiq;
m s
Nri,ﬁn =m; P(Aén|gén7 Nfz; Bn — m))
= (1+0(1,))P(N, K k€ Mgy,).
Therefore, taking m,, =1, = n,(a), by (5.9) we get (10.4) for

~ m + my — 1
(10.10) @, = Z H ( +1 e > pg%(l — pg) T
MBns-sMn—1 {=n

[me— ng|§€

It is not hard to check that our choice (10.2) implies that for some C' < 0o
and all k € Mg, if |m —ng| <k and [l +1— 7Ny <k +1, then

‘@ L 2 - C
—((B=98)/(1—~B))n| ~ klogk’
which by adapting the proof of [3], Lemma 7.2, shows that uniformly in

ko k1~
my ~ Ny and Mgy~ Mgy,

C'f—3a" -1 Mgl +mp — 1 Ck—3a -1
< +1 k ) M 1 _ mk+1 <
7\/@ < ( my Py (1 —pk) = Jlogk

with 0 < C”,C' < oo independent of k. Putting (10.10) and (10.11) together
we see that G, = (rn/rs,) "% T°07) as claimed.

It suffices to prove the upper bounds of (10.5) and (10.6) with the events

{z is (n, B)-qualified} replaced by the larger events A(z,n, ) := {N; ; £ Ak,

k € Mg, }. The proof is a rerun of the argument used in Section 5 to prove
(4.5) and (4.6), respectively, replacing the events {z is n-successful} by

(10.11)
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A(z,n, (), taking p = and fn + 4 instead of p'n, excluding 0 from the
sets J; and I; and replacing everywhere there g, with ¢,, ngy with n; and a
with a*. Indeed, the effect of the values 7% is in the application of (10.11)
whenever (5.7) is used in Section 5. [

11. Complements and unsolved problems. (A) Let L¥ denote the num-
ber of times that x € Z? is visited by the simple random walk in Z? up to
the time Typo,,) of exit from the disc of radius n. For any 0 <« <1, set

Ly
Since log Typ(o,)/ logn — 2 almost surely as n — co (see, e.g., [8], equation
(6)), our result ([3], (1.3)) is equivalent to

log | ¥
(11.2) lim 01l oy
n—00 logn
Following the line of reasoning of this paper, we expect that for any 0 <
a, < 1, choosing Y;, uniformly in ¥, (a),

(11.3) lim sup 128 Yn(@) 0 D(Yy,n?)|
‘ n— o0 logn

=26(1—«) a.s.

We also expect that the analysis in this paper can be extended to yield

(L4)  tim 28HEY € n(0):d(z,y) <07}

n—00 logn

=pla, )  as.

(B) Our study of planar random walk suggests that the analogous results
hold for the planar Wiener sausage. Let S.(t) = {x € T?: 35 <t,|W,—z| <¢e}
denote the set covered by the Wiener sausage up to time ¢, where W; is the
Brownian motion on the two-dimensional torus T2. Consider the uncovered
set U.(a) =T?\ S.(2a(loge)?/7) for 0 < a <1 (in [4] we show that U.(a)
is empty if a > 1). With Leb denoting Lebesgue’s measure, we then expect
that

(11.5) lim 08L0WUQ) o

e—0 loge
and for any z € T2, 1 > 8 > \/a,

1-p
(11.6) lim log Leb(U. (o) N D(x,e' 7))
e—0 loge

=2— (26 —2a/pB) a.s.

We also expect that for 0 < a, 5 < 1 and Y. chosen according to Lebesgue
measure on Ug(a),
. log Leb(Ue (o) N D(Y.,e'=P))

(11.7) ;1—>0 loge

=2-26(1—a) a.s.
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and that

lo Leb(U.(a) N D(z,e'P)) dx
(118 lim 8 Ju. (o) L£eb(Ue(a) N D( )

lim loge =4—p(a,B) a.s.

We believe that these results can be derived by arguments similar to those
used here, but have not verified it.
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