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We consider a random walk in an i.i.d. Cauchy-tailed conduc-
tances environment. We obtain a quenched functional CLT for the
suitably rescaled random walk, and, as a key step in the arguments,
we improve the local limit theorem for p®,,(0,y) in [Ann. Probab.
(2009). To appear|, Theorem 5.14, to a result which gives uniform
convergence for pis, (z,y) for all z,y in a ball.

0. Introduction. In this paper we will establish the convergence to Brow-
nian motion of a random walk in a symmetric random environment in a
critical case that has not been covered by the papers [1, 3]. We begin by re-
calling the “random conductance model” (RCM). We consider the Euclidean
lattice Z¢ with d > 2. Let E,; be the set of nonoriented nearest neighbour
bonds, and, writing e = {x,y} € Ey, let (ue, e € E4) be nonnegative i.i.d. r.v.
on [1,00) defined on a probability space (£2,P). We write fizy = iz ) = fya;
let ppy =0 if x4y, and set p, = Zy ey -

We consider two continuous time random walks on Z¢ which jump from x
to y ~ x with probability fi;y /.. These are called in [1] the constant speed
random walk (CSRW) and wvariable speed random walk (VSRW), and have

generators

(0.1) Lo@)f(@) = pa(@)™ D pay (W) (f(y) = f(2)),
Yy

(0.2) Ly () f(@) = pay(w)(f(y) = f(2)).
Yy

We write X for the CSRW and Y for the VSRW. Thus X jumps out of
a state x at rate 1 while Y jumps out at rate u,. We will abuse notation
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slightly by writing PZ for the laws of both X and Y started at x € Z¢ in the
random environment [ (w)]. Since the generators of these processes differ
by a multiple, X and Y are time changes of each other. More explicitly, as
in [3], define the clock process

t
(03) 5= [ mv.ds
0
and let A; be its inverse. Then the CSRW can be defined by
(0.4) X =Ya,, t>0.

In the case when p, € [0,1], and P(pe > 0) > p.(d), the critical probability
for bond percolation in Z¢, the papers [7, 11] prove that both X and Y satisfy
a quenched functional central limit theorem (QFCLT'), and that the limiting
process is nondegenerate. The paper [1] studies the case when pue € [1,00),
and proves that for P-a.a. w the rescaled VSRW, defined by

(0.5) Y\ =n Y., >0,

converges to (oy Wy, t > 0) where W is a standard Brownian motion, and
oy > 0. It is also proved there that Si/t — Epug € [1,00]. It follows from
(0.4) that the CSRW with the standard rescaling,

X" =X, >0,
converges to ooW where
— JV/\/ 2dE e, if Epe < 00,
oC = .
0, if Epe = cc.

If Eye = 0o it is natural to ask if a different rescaling of X will give a
nontrivial limit. In the case when d > 3, pi. € [1,00) and there exists a € (0,1)
such that

(0.6) P(pe > u) ~ u% as u — 00,
then [3] proves that the process
Xt(n’a) = nian2/at, t>0,

converges to the “fractional kinetic motion” with index «. (For details of
this process, and its connection with aging see [4-6].) These papers leave
open the case when a= 1. In this paper we assume that (p.) satisfies (0.6)
with a = 1; for simplicity we take ¢ =1/(2d), so that u. satisfies
(0.7) Pl >1) =1,

1

. P, > u) ~ —— '
(0.8) (fre > ) 5 as u — 0o
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We define the process
(0.9) X" =n" X2 gognys £ 0.

Our main theorem follows:

THEOREM 1. Let d> 3, and assume that p. satisfies (0.7) and (0.8).
Then for P-a.a. w, (X, P%) converges in D([0,00);RY) to o1 W where o1 =
av/\/§ >0, and W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion.

As in [3] we prove this theorem by using (0.4) and proving convergence
of a rescaled clock process. Let

2

n“t
(n) 1
1 = ds;
(0.10) 50 = o [ s
then it is easy to check that if A" is the inverse of S, then
(0.11) x" = Yj’gﬁ)y t>0.

It follows that to prove Theorem 1 it is enough to prove.

THEOREM 2. Let d> 3, and assume that p. satisfies (0.7) and (0.8).
For P-a.a. w, under the law PS,

(0.12) (S™ t>0)=(26t>0)  on C(0,00);R).
»N 1 A%t .
REMARK 1. For A € [1,00), let $;™ = 577 Jo py,ds. Thenif n <X\ <
(n+1),
n?logn g < St(A) < (n+1)2log(n+1) g+ D)

t .

(n+1)2log(n+1) ° n?logn

It follows that the convergence (0.12) holds for (St(’\),t > 0)x>1, and hence
Theorem 1 extends to (Xt()\)))\zl = (AT X2 10g M)A 1

As in [3], the result is proved by estimating the growth of the clock process
S, 0 <t <n’T. Since the limit of the processes S (") is deterministic, overall
this case is much easier than when « € (0,1): after suitable truncation it is
enough to use a mean—variance calculation. There is, however, one respect
in which this case is more delicate than when a < 1. When a < 1 it turns
out that the main contribution to S,27 is from visits by Y to = such that
en?/a < iy < g~ 1p2/a (see Sections 5 and 7 of [3]). When o =1 one finds
that each set of edges of the form E; = {e:2"'n < p. < 2n},i=1,...,logn,
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has a roughly comparable contribution to S,27, so a much greater range of
values of u. need to be considered.

To motivate the proof, consider the classical case of a sum of i.i.d. r.v. &,
with P(& >t) ~t~1. We have that if

[nt]
(0.13) Ut(n) = (nlogn)™* Zfi,
i=1

then supy<;<r \Ut(n) —t| — 0 in probability. Let a; = i(log4)? where 8 € (1,2),
and & = &i1(g,>q,)- Then Y~ P(&; # ;) converges, so it is enough to consider
the convergence of

[nt]
(0.14) V" = (nlogn) 1y ¢,
=1

A straightforward argument calculating the mean and variance of

[nt]
(0.15) M™ = (nlogn) ™'Y (€ — E¢))

i=1

then gives convergence of U™, [Note that one does not have a.s. conver-
gence, since P(maxgn-1<;<9n & > 2" log2™) ~ ¢/n.]

The equivalent arguments in our case rely on good control of the pro-
cess Y. Define the heat kernel and Green’s functions for Y by

(016)  pPay)=PE(YVizy),  ¢°(n,y) = /O ey dt.

We extend these functions from Z¢ x Z¢ to R? x R% by linear interpolation
on each cube in R% with vertices in Z?. Let W be a standard Brownian
motion on R? and let Wi = oy Wy, so that W* is the weak limit of the
processes Y (") Let

(0.17) ki(z) = (2102 )~ Y% exp(—|z|?/20%)

be the density of the W*.

A key element of the arguments is the following strengthening of the local
limit theorem for p%,,(0,y) in [1], Theorem 5.14, to a result which gives
uniform convergence for p, (x,y) for all z,y in a ball.

THEOREM 3. Let d > 2, and assume pe satisfies (0.7). For any € > 0,
0<d<T <oo and K >0, we have the following P-almost sure uniform
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convergence:

d,w
n nr,n
liminf inf  nf " Peze(n19)
l4+e  nooo 6<t<Tz|ly|<K  ki(z,y)

(0.18)

d,w
n nr,n
<limsup sup sup M <l+e.

n—oo 6<t<T o lyl<k  Kt(Z,y)
This result is proved in Section 1.1.

NorTATION. We write
B(m,r):{yEZd:\x—m <r} and Bg(z,r) :{yeRd:\x—m <r}.

If e ={ze,ye} € Eq4, we write e € B(x,r) if {x,y.} C B(z,r). We will follow
the custom of writing f ~ g to mean that the ratio f/g converges to 1, and
f =< g to mean that the ratio f/g remains bounded away from 0 and oco.
For any a,b€ R, a Ab:=min(a,b), and a V b:=max(a,b). Throughout the
paper, ¢,C,Cq,C’, et cetera, denote generic constants whose values may
change from line to line.

REMARK 2. One can also consider the more general case when the tail
of p. satisfies

1 p
]P’(,uezu)wcm as u — 00,
u

where p > —1 (so that Eue = 00). Define for ¢ >0

X(”) _ n71Xn2(logn)1+Pta when p> —1,
t - —IX h -1
n n?(loglogn)ts when p .

Then using the same strategy as in this article one can show that for P-a.a. w,
(X P%) converges to a (multiple of a) Brownian motion.

1. Preliminaries.

1.1. Heat kernel: Proof of Theorem 3. We collect some known estimates
for p¥(x,y) and g*(z,y) which will be used in our arguments.

LEMMA 4. Let n € (0,1). There exist random variables U, (x € Z%) and
constants ¢; such that
P(U, >n) < c1 exp(—can), for alln>1.
(a) [1], Theorem 1.2(a). There exists c3 >0 such that for all x,y and t,

Py (2,y) < ct™ 2.
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(b) [1], Theorem 1.2(b). If |x —y| V /t > U, then
pi (2,9)

<

{C4td/26xp(—05|x—y|2/t), when t> |z —vyl,
cxexp(—cslz — y|(1VIog(iz — yl/1)),  when < |z —y].

(c) [1], Theorem 1.2(c). If t > U2V |x — y|}*7, then
Pt (2,y) > cgt™ Y2 exp(—cr|z — y[*/1).
(d) Let 7(x,R) =inf{t > 0:|Y; — x| > R}. If R>U,, then
P¥(7(z,R) <t) < cgexp(—cg R?/1).
(e) [3], Lemma 3.4. When d > 3,
(1.2) 10U < g¥(z,2) < eq1.

(f) [3], Proposition 3.2(b). When d >3, if |x| > Uy, then

C12

(13) 9°(0.7) < o

(g) [3], Lemma 3.3. There exists c13 >0 such that for each K >0, if
(1.4) by, = c13(logn) /™,
then with P-probability no less than 1 — c14 K% ™2 the following holds:

(1.5) max U, <b,.
|z|[<Kn

In particular, (1.5) holds for all n large enough P-a.s.
(h) [1], Theorem 5.14. For any § >0, P-a.s.,

(1.6) lim sup sup [np“s, (0, ) — k(z/n)| = 0.

o0 pezd 126
(i) There exists 6 > 0 such that for x,y,y' € Z¢,

0
Iy—y’IVUy> '

(L7) 0l () = ey (2,9))] < cast™ O/ ( n

PrROOF. (d) The tail bound on 7(z,R) in (d) follows from Proposi-
tion 2.18 and Theorem 4.3 of [1]. (i) This follows from [1], Theorem 3.7
and [2], Proposition 3.2. [

We begin by improving the local limit theorem in (1.6).
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LEMMA 5. Foranye>0, K>0 and 0<d <T < oo, there exists e >0
such that P-a.s., for all but finitely many n,

{pzzt(nl‘la ny1)

sup sup
P, (N2, ny2)

S :\xi\7|yi|§K,lx1—leﬁsb,\?ﬂ—yzlé%}
<t<

<l+e.

ProOOF. By Lemma 4(g), we can assume that the event {max| <, Ur <
b, } holds. So, by Lemma 4(i) we get that for all ¢t > 9,

b 9

nlpa, (nw1,nyr) — Py (nar, ny2)| < 502 |y —yo|f v

On the other hand, by Lemma 4(c), there exists 1 > 0 such that for all n
large such that n26 > b2 vV n!t1(2K)1H7 all § <t < T and |z1],|y1| < K,

np¥s, (na1,ny1) > e1.

Hence
P, (N1, ny2) <C(5—(d+9>/2 0
P, (e, nyr) | €1

The conclusion follows by taking e, small enough so that

§5—(d+0)/2
07-€§<\/1+5—1,

€1
and then interchanging the roles of  and y in the argument above. [J

bn

1- Ay — 2|’ v

ProOOF OF THEOREM 3. Let g9 > 0, to be chosen later. We first show
that for any fixed |z|,|y| < K, P-a.s.,

d,w
n nr,n
——— <liminf inf M
(19) (L+eo)t = nooo s<i<T ky(z,y)
1.9
dw
n nr,n
< limsup sup M

< (14¢e0)*
n—oo o<t<T  ki(T,y) ( )

The proof is similar to that in Lemma 4.2 in [3]. First fix an &, so that
the LHS in (1.8) in Lemma 5 is bounded by 1+ &p. For any path ~ €
D([0,00);RY), define the hitting time o(y) = inf{t:y; € B(x,&5)}. Then by
the QFCLT for the VSRW Y (") we get that P-a.s.,

1175nE5”1{Y§?}(n))+t € B(y,ep)}

- E0<1{U(W*) < oo} k(W) 2) dz>,

2€B(y,ep)
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where W* is the limit of the VSRW Y (™). So, writing o = o(Y(™), for all
large n,

PAYY) € By, )Y/, 0 < o0) = S P Y, 2)

o o
z€B(ny,nep)

> (14 e0) 7Y B(ny, nep)| - pa, (nY, ™, ny)
> (14 £0) 2| B(ny, nep)| - p2, (nz, ny).

Note that |B(ny,nep)| ~ n? - Vol(Bg(y,ep)); using this and the analogous
result for ky(z,y), we get that

lim sup n?pz, (na, ny) - P (a(Y ™) < 00) < (14 £0)* Po(o(W*) < 00)ki(x, y).

But by the QFCLT for the VSRW Y™ again, lim,, P2(o(Y ™) < c0) =
Py(c(W*) < o0), hence we get the desired upper bound. The lower bound
in (1.9) can be proved similarly.

We now let x,y vary over Bgr(0, K). Find a finite set {z1,..., z,} such that
Br(0, K) is covered by the balls Bgr(z;,¢p). By the previous argument, P-a.s.,
for all i,j =1,...,0, n%“,,(nz;,nz;) /ki(2, 2;) is bounded above by (1+¢)*
for all large n. Given z,y € Br(0,K), choose z;,z; so that x € Br(z;,¢p),
y € Br(zj,€p). Then using (1.8),

ndpz%(nx,ny) B ndpz%(nzi,nzj) . ndpz%(nm,ny) . ke(2i, 25)
kt(%y) k’t(ZZ,Z]) ndp:iQt(nzivnzj) k’t(l‘,y)

<(1+¢0)°

for all large n. Taking (14 ¢¢)® < 1+ ¢ gives the upper bound in (0.18), and
the lower bound can be proved similarly. [

1.2. Convergences after truncation. For any given a > 0, we introduce
the following truncation of u,:

(1.10) fre = ﬁgn) = He* L{po<an2}s iz = ﬁ;n) - Z iy

y~x

Then we have
(1.11) Efi ~ log(an?), Ep2 < Can?,
where C' is a constant independent of a and n. Note that p, and p, are
independent if |x —y| > 1.

LEMMA 6. Let K >0 and d> 3.

(a) If f:Br(0,K) — R is continuous, then P-a.s.,

1 ~

(1.12) S it (w/n) =2 / () dz.

d
n logn \x\gKn BR(O,K)
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(b) If g: (Br(0,K))?> =R is continuous, then P-a.s.,

1

(1.13) g

> Taliyg(x/n,y/n) —4 / g(z,y) da dy.

|lz]ly|<Kn (Br(0,K))?

ProOOF. In both cases we use a straightforward mean—variance calcula-

tion.
(a) Write I,, for the LHS of (1.12). Then as Efi, ~ log(an?) ~ 2logn,

E#o
1.14 I, f d_59 flx)d — 0.
(1.14) Mg;{ﬂ (x/n)n /|x|§K (z)dx as n — 0o

If |z —y| <1, then | Cov (i, fiy)| < Var(gp) by Cauchy-Schwarz. So

2
Varp(I,,) < _lflls Z Var (fio)

n2d(logn)2
n2d(logn)? wi<Kn
C . C
———an" < ————.
~ni(logn)? ~ ni2(logn)?

So, for any € > 0 we deduce

Varp(1,) - c(e)

P(|I, - EI,| >¢) < 5

£ ~ ni2(logn)?’

and so by Borel-Cantelli, we have that |1, —EI,| < ¢ for all large n.
(b) Let J,, be the left-hand side of (1.13). Write B = B(0, Kn) and

1 -~
Iy = "2 {log n)? S Bafiyg(z/ny/n),
&) ¢ weBlo—y|<3
1 ~ ~
Iy = Wgn)Q Z Loy (z/n,y/n).

z,yEB,|z—y|>3

Then since fizfiy < {2 + ﬁz,

cllglloo
E[J,| < ngd QZEHx\lglloo_W~

As this sum converges, by Borel-Cantelli J), — 0 P-a.s.
For J]! we have

~ \2
B = o Y gyt [ glaydedy

2d 2
n*¢(logn
( & ) z,yEB,|x—y|>3 |z],|y|<K



10 M. T. BARLOW AND X. ZHENG

Furthermore,

C
Varp(J),) < —5~——7
arg(Jy) < n4d(logn)*

<D < > |Cov<ﬁxﬁy,ﬁx/ﬁy/>|>.

z,yEB,|lz—y|>3 “z/,y'€B,|x'—y'|>3

(1.15)

If all of x,y, 2,y are at a distance greater than 1 apart in the sum in (1.15),

then Cov(figfiy, fiz'flyy) = 0. So, after relabelling, we only have to handle

two cases: when |z —2/| <1 and |y — /| <1, and when |z —2/| <1 and

ly —y'| > 1. Write K], and K] for these two sums. Observe that in both

cases, since |z —y| >3 and |2/ — ¢/| > 3, we have |y —z| > 1 and |y — 2| > 1.
In the first case,

(1.16) | Cov(Latly, Har Ly )| < Efigfler - Bpiyfiy < en’?,

and so

chdn4 C

/
< .
Ky < nid(logn)* — n2d—4(logn)*

In the second case,
| Cov (L flys o fy )| < Bfig i - Efiy gy < cn’ (logn)27
and so as the sum in K contains O(n3?) terms

enin?(logn)? c
n(logn)* — n2(logn)?

Hence ), Varp(J))) < oo, proving (1.13). O

K// S

n

Finally we state a simple lemma which can be proved by direct computa-
tions.

LEMMA 7. For any K >0,
(a)
> Pi=0m?).

1<|z|<Kn

O(n), when d=3,
Z lz[*72% = { O(logn), when d=4,
1<|z|<Kn O(l), when d>5.
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2. Estimates involving Green’s functions. For the usual simple random
walk on Z¢, d > 3, Green’s function g(z,z) is a positive constant for all z. In
our case, the best available lower bound [see Lemma 4(e)] gives that P-a.s.,
for all large n, and for all |z| < Kn, ¢¥(z,z) > C/(logn)@=2/1. As this is
not quite strong enough for the truncation arguments in the next section,
we now derive some more precise bounds on sums of Green’s functions in a
ball.

Recall that E; denotes the set of edges in Z? and in Lemma 4(g) we
defined b, = ci3(logn)/". For e = {x.,y.} € Fy, let B(e,r) = B(xe,7) N
B(ye,r). For e = {x¢,ye} € Eq and 2 € Z9, let

(2.1) Yn(e) = Cegt[{Tes Ye }, Ble, b)Y,
(2.2) n(2) = Cett [z, B(2,bn + 1),

where Ceg[A, B] denotes the effective conductivity between the sets A and
B (see (3.8) in [3] or [10], Section 9.4). Note that both ~,(e) and ~,(x)
are decreasing in n, and v (e) := lim, y,(e) is the effective conductivity
between e and infinity while v () := lim,, v, (x) is equal to 1/¢*(z,z). By
[3], Lemma 6.2, for any k > 1, lim,, Ev,,(e)¥ < co. Note further that p. and
vn(e) are independent, and also that v,(e) and ~,(e’) are independent if
le—€'| >2b, +1. When d > 3, by Lemma 4(e), ¢¥(z,2) < C' < oo, and hence

(2'3) 'Yn(e) > 'Yn(dj) > ’Yoo(x) = 1/gw($7$) > 1/C > 0.

Let ap be large enough so that P(u. > ap) < p.(d) where p.(d) is the critical
probability for bond percolation in Z¢. Let C(e) denote the cluster contain-
ing e in the bond percolation process for which {e is open} = {pe > a,}.
Then we have (see [8], Theorems 6.75 and 5.4)

B(IC(e)| > m) < exp(—cum),
(2.4)
P(diam(C(e)) > m) < exp(—cam), for all m>1
Let

Fo(e) = {diam(C(e)) > 3bn},  7m(e) =7n(e) - 1p,(e)e-

LEMMA 8. (a) For any K > 0, P-a.s., for all sufficiently large n, v,(e) =
vy (€e) for all e € B(0,2Kn).

(b) There exists 6 >0 and I' =T'(0) < oo such that for all n,

Eef7m(e) < T,
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(¢) There exists C = C(d) >0 such that for any K >0, P-a.s., for all
large n,
inf ¢% >C/1 .
ook, 9 (z,x) > C/logn

PRrROOF. (a) First note that

(2.5) ]P’< U Fn(e)> < enexp(—caby /2) = cexp(dlogn — ¢ (logn)'/™).
e€B(0,2Kn)

Since 7 < 1 the RHS in (2.5) is summable, so that, for all but finitely many n,
Yn(€) =~ (e) for all e € B(0,2Kn).

(b) On F,(e)¢ the cluster C(e) is contained in B(e,by,), and each bond
from C(e) to C(e)® has conductivity less than a,. Since there are at most
2d|C(e)| such bonds, we deduce that v, (e) < da,|C(e)|. So,

(2.6) P(v,,(e) > X) <P(da,|C(e)] > A) < exp(—cA).

(c) Using (2.6) it is enough to consider

P(eeér(l&);(n) yr(e) > Xlog n) < dnde=cAlogn

which is summable when A is large enough. [

For any 0 < a < b < 00, define the sets
(2.7) E,(a,b) = {e:an?® < pe < bn*}.
Let m,, be chosen later with m,, > 3b,,. We tile Z? with cubes of the form

Q = [0,m, — 1] + m,Z% so that each cube contains mZ vertices. Let z;,

1 <i<d, be the unit vectors in Z%, and given a cube @ in the tiling let
BQ)={{z,z+z},reQ,1<i<d};

it is clear that E(Q) gives a tiling of Ey, and that |E(Q)| = dmd for each Q.
Let K >0 be fixed, and let Q,, be the set of @ such that QN B(0, Kn+1) #
@. We have |Q,| < (Kn/my,)%.

LEMMA 9 (See [3], Lemma 6.3). Let a,K,6 >0 be fized.

(a) Suppose that Kn//d > m,, > n for some 0 >2/d. Then there exists
A >0 such that P-a.s., for all but finitely many n,

(2.8) é%%zx Z Yn(e) < Amd (an?) 1By, (e).
" e€E(Q)NEx(a,00)

(b) Let 65 < 1/d. Then P-a.s., B(0,n%)NE,(a,00) = @ for all but finitely
many n.
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PROOF. (a) By Lemma 8(a) it is enough to bound the sum (2.8) with
vh(e) instead of 7,(e). Let Q € Q,,. We divide F(Q) into disjoint sets
(E(Q,j),7 € J) such that if e and €' are distinct edges in F(Q,j), then
le —€'| > 3b, — 2, each |E(Q,7)| = (m,/3b,)? := Ny, and |.J| ~ d(3b,)".

Let ne = 1(,, > an2), Pn = Ene ~1/(2d) - 1/(an?), and

&= Z ’Y;z(e)ne-

e€E(Q.5)

Then the r.v. (7),(€),ne,e € E(Q,j)) are independent, and so if # and I' are
as in Lemma 8,

EeS < (14 py(T — 1))V < eNopnT=1),
Hence for any A > 0, writing E¢; = Ny,p,Ev/, (e),
P(&; > NEE;) < exp(~A0Nupa B/, (€) + Nopn(T — 1))
= exp(—Npupp(AE7, (e) =T +1)).
By (2.3),
En,(e) > 1/C-P(F,(e)¢) — 1/C,

hence there exists A > 0 such that for all n large, A0E~,,(e) —I'+1>1, and
SO

P(&; > AEE;) < e VP,
Thus
P(Z & > Amim%@)) < d(3by) e NP,
jeJ

and so since |Q,| < cn? and N,p, > n° for some ¢ > 0, (2.8) follows by
Borel-Cantelli.
(b) We have

P(B(0,n") N Ey(a,00) # @) < en®(an?)~" < en™ 7%

so again the result follows using Borel-Cantelli. [J
3. Proof of Theorem 2.

LEMMA 10. Let w € Q. If for each t >0,
(3.1) St(n) — 2t in P2-probability,
then (0.12) holds.
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PRrROOF. Note that the LHS and RHS are both increasing processes, and
the RHS is continuous and deterministic. The conclusion then follows from
Theorem VI.3.37 in [9]. O

LEMMA 11.  For each e >0 and T >0, there exist K >0 and a > 0 such
that for P-a.a. w, for all t <T, the following two inequalities hold:

1
(3.2) hmsupP ( Z / o iy, =) d5>0> <eg;

2
n?logn
g > Kn

1
(3.3) hmsupP ( Z / ta - L, >an?y 1y, =a} d5>0> <e.

2
n?logn
g | <Kn

PROOF. Write Fi for the event in (3.2). Then by Lemma 4(d),
PY(Fg) < P7(0, Kn) < n’t) < cgexp(—cg K2 /),

provided that Kn > Uy. So, taking K sufficiently large, (3.2) holds for all
sufficiently large n.

Choose 61 = (2+¢€1)/d, 02 = (1 —e2)/(d — 2) where €1 > 0,62 > 2/d (so
that 6y < 1/d) and &1 + €9 < 1. Let m, =n%, and Q,, be as in Lemma 9.
Let n be large enough so that (2.8) holds, and also that

(3.4) B(0,n")N E,(a,00) = 2.
Then

w
(3.5) PY(Y hits Ey(a,00) N BO,Kn))< > Y gw(07$)_
Q€EQn z€E,(a, oo)ng (,)

For z € E, (a,00), if e, is an edge containing x, then by (2.3) 1/¢*(z,z) <
Ynlez). By (3.4) and (1.3) we can bound ¢¥(0,x) by c|z|?>~9.

Let @/, be the set of Q € Q,, such that |z| >m,/2 for all x € Q. Let first
Q € 9,\9Q,,. Then by Lemma 9 and (3.4),

9“0,z _
D RIS C ) DA
z€En(a,00)NQ g ’ € En(a,00)NQ r€FEy (a,00)NQ
< Cnf2=d). )\mz(anQ)*l < C'perterl

So, since there are only 2¢ cubes in Q,, — Q! and £1 +¢e2 < 1 by the choices
of €1 and &9,

(3.6) lim " D z:gg’gzo.

QEQn—Q), x€E,(a,00)NQ
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Now let Q € Q;,, and let zg be the point in @ closest to 0. Then if Q € QJ,,
“(0,x _
O e ELD DI e
g (1:71:) z€Ey (a,00)NQ
(3.7 < clxgl* - Amd (an?)~?
<dXa'n? Z |x\2_d.
reQ

So, summing over Q € Q
P <Y hits E,(a,00) N ( U Q>> <cha 'n? Z 1V |z])*?
QeQ;, z€B(0,(K+1)n)
<INK +1)%a7 1,
and so taking a large enough and noting (3.6), (3.3) follows. O

By Lemma 11 to prove (0.12) it suffices to consider the convergence of

n2t
) 1 -
St " n2logn Z Mx'/o Lo} 05
lz|<Kn

(3.8)

1 _ t
= o 2 P [ Lo s

lz|<Kn

where i, is as in (1.10). Taking expectations with respect to P0 we have

2t
ogm _ 1 ~ "
EwSt - n2logn Z M:B/O pfj(O,x)ds
lz|<Kn

(3.9)

1 _ [t
:logn Z /,,L$/0 pngr(o,:};‘)dr.

|z|<Kn

LEMMA 12. For any € > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that, P-a.s. for all
sufficiently large n,

(3.10) B9 <.

PrROOF. By Lemma 4(g), we can assume 7 is large enough so that
{max; <y Uz < bp}. Hence, by Lemma 4(b), if |z| V v/ > by, then

P2(0,2) < cat= 2 exp(—cs|z[?/t), when t > |z|,
T Leaexp(—esla), when t <|z|.
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Hence, by decomposing according to whether |z| < b, or |z| > b, we obtain

0g(n) _ 1
E 55 wZlogn Z L - / % (0,2)ds

|[z|<Kn
(3.11) I / c(1vs)~4? ds
2logn | % *

3.12 ! " cpeeala d
(3.12) n2 og Z cqe s

bn <Ld<](n
(3.13) + % / s 42e=cslal’/s gg.

n/log |
bn<Ld<I(n

Write f , 1=1,2,3, for the terms in (3.11)—(3.13). Since the integral in
(3.11) is bounded by JoCe(1V s)~42ds < 0o, we have

d

Ee(D < Efiy < en”2(logn)?/™.

“n2 log
Similarly for (3.12) we have

E¢®) < en2 Z calzle=l?l < !n2,
lz|<Kn

As these sums converge it follows from Borel-Cantelli that @(f) <¢/3 for all
large n, for i =1, 2.
It remains to control (3.13). First note that when s > 1,

(3.14) S T2 < O(k).
x€Z4

So, interchanging the order of the sum and integral in (3.13),
@ _C

"~ n?logn

Efip - n25 < C'6.

Setting t = s/|z|? we have

2

n<d 00
(3.15) / cys™H2emeslH’/5 gg < C|x\2_d/ = 2emes/t g < Oa>.
|z 0

Hence, applying Lemma 7 we get
C

C
Varp(§) < S 2L el S o

4 2
nilogn)® | foekn
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By Chebyshev’s inequality and Borel-Cantelli we then get that for § small
enough, P-a.s. for all sufficiently large n, @(13) <eg/3. O

ProroSITION 13. Let

(3.16) 1(K,t,0) / / x)dzxds.
ly| <K

When d >3, for any K >0, 0<d<T < o0, and t € (4§,T], P-a.s.,

(3.17) lim EO(S™ — 5) =24, (K, t,5).

n—oo

PrOOF. By Lemma 6(a), it suffices to show that P-a.s.,

Z L - / P2, (0,2) —n " kg(z/n))ds — 0.

|z|<Kn
The LHS is bounded in absolute value by

1
ndlogn

g

> e+ T sup sup [n?p (0,2) — k(z/n)).
jol<Kn  @€21S20

This converges to 0 P-a.s. by Lemmas 6(a) and 4(h). O

ProproSITION 14. When d > 3, for any e >0, K >0, 0<d<T < o0,
and t € (6,T], P-a.s.,
lim sup Eg(§§”) — gén))Q
(3.18) t N
<e+8(1+e¢) / ks(a:)/ ky(xz,y)drdsdxdy.
|z|,|y| <K 0

Proor. Using the Markov property and the symmetry of Y,
Eg(s(n) . S5n))2
t t—s
(logn < Z 'u‘v'uy /p:zj%(o»x)/o szT(l',y) d?“ds).
||, ly|<Kn

We begin by proving that, given € > 0, there exists d; > 0 such that P-a.s.,
for all large n,

2

(3.19) Toar?

01
> Ty /pnz (0,56)/ Pz, (2,y) drds <e.
0

|z],|y|[<Kn
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By Lemma 4(a) we have p¥, (0,2) < cn~? for all s > 6 and so the LHS of
(3.19) is bounded by

C YL
(320) W Z Hx,Ufy/ pn2r($7y) dr
el Jyl<Kn 0
C o n261
(3.21) = W Z /ixﬂy/o by (xay) dr
|$|,|y\§Kn,|$—y|>1
C n261

.22 —_— Ly [ “(x,y)dr.

(3.22) + nd+2(logn)2 Z H uy/o pr(@,y)dr

|$|,|y\§Kn,|$—y|§1

Write A,, and B,, for the terms in (3.21) and (3.22).
The first term can be handled in the same way as in Lemma 12. Let

B = B(0,Kn), and write A, = A,(ll) + A,(f) + AT(?) where

C o n2s,
(3.23) AL = ST > i fly / P (2, y) dr,

C |z—yl
) A=Y N g / X
(3 ) n nd+2 (logn)2 ,Ua::uy 0 pr (.T, y) d?“,

n26,

¢ ~ w
(325) AV = —mr—s Y Tl / P (2, y) dr.
ndt2(logn)? - lz—y|
YEB,|z—y|>bn
For (3.23) we have
C
EAV < ——— Z E(fzft )/ cs(1Vs)~42ds
= d+2 2 y
" (IOgn) z,y€B,1<|z—y|<bn 0
C d dyd
= nd+2K ntby,
(logn)4/n
— n2 b

and since this sum converges, we have A,(ll) <e/4 for all large n, P-a.s. The

term EAT(?) is bounded in the same way as was the term 5,(12) in Lemma 12.
For (3.25),

C
B e~
An’ < nd+2(logn)?
(3.26)

n2s

1
<Y Ry [ s Pem(-csl—yf?/s)ds.
x,yGB,\xfy\>bn |$_y|
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Using (3.14) we have

C
(3) odme N2 28
EA < T2 (log n)? n®(Epp)” - n“6; = O(01).

We now bound Varp(Ag’)). By (3.15), the integral in (3.26) is bounded by
clz —y[>~7, so

C
AN« o~
Varp(A;/) < n2d+4(logn)4

X Z Z w1 — g1 [Py — g1
1,91 €B,|r1—y1|>bn x2,y2€ B, |x2—y2|>bn
X | COV (Jgy fyy > Fag Flys )] -

We now bound this sum in the same way as was done for the variance in
Lemma 6(b). Let

Cl = {(3317332>y1,y2) € B4:‘xi _yi‘ > bnaz = 1)27 ‘xl —J}2| < 1) |y1 _y2| < 1})
Co = {(21,22,y1,y2) € Bt |2 —yi| > bp,i = 1,2, w1 — 22| <1, |y — 42| > 1}

Note that if |z — z2| <1, then since |z; — y;| > by, none of the y; can be
within distance 1 of x;. If (z1,...,y2) € C1, then | Cov (L, fly, , fias fy, )| < cnt,
while if (z1,...,y2) € Ca, then | Cov (i, fy, » fiasfiys )| < c(logn)?n?. So,

C _ _ IO
2d+4 4 Z |x1 - yl‘2 d‘$2 - ?/2|2 <. |COV(H961MZ/17H$2MZ/2)‘
n24t4(logn)
(#1,...,y2) €C1
< _c Z (1V |z —y1])*2ent
~ n2d+i(logn)t
z1,y1€B

C d 4—2d
- - 1V |z —
= n2d(logn)4n ek Z (V21 —wl)
y1€B(z,2Kn)

Cn
~ ni(logn)*’

where in the last inequality we used Lemma 7(b).
Also,

W2 (log ) S e — P Y — yo* Y Cov(fia, fig, » fiy iy,
(#1,...y2) €C2

¢ E : 2—d 2—d
< n24+2(logn )2 21 =y w2 — wol
(xlv"'va)ECQ
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n2+2(log n)2 1Ogn )2 ) Yo WV m—ml)P AV e —yal)*

z1€B y1,y2€ B(x,2Kn)

C 2
SW( Z (1\/‘yl|)2_d>

y1€B(0,2Kn)
- Cnt B C
~ nd*t2(logn)?2  nd2(logn)?’

Thus ), Varp(Agl?’)) < 0o, and so if 47 is small enough then by Chebyshev’s

inequality and Borel-Cantelli, P-a.s. for all sufficiently large n, A,(f) < g/4.
To finish the proof of (3.19), it remains to bound the term (3.22). By

Lemma 4(a), [/ i p¥(x,y)dr < C. Therefore by Cauchy-Schwarz,

C n26,
_ ~ 7 (3
Bn — nd+2 (logn)2 Z quy \/0 pn2r(.’£; y) d’r
lo|<Knly—a|<1

<
nd+2 log n)2 Z

|z|<Kn
Hence
c d 2
and since Varp(fi2) < cnf,
C d 6 C

\V; B)< — — . . <—7——.
arp( n) = n2d+4(logn)4 noent s nd—Q(logn)4

Since this bound is summable, (3.19) follows.
It remains to show that for any §; > 0, P-a.s.,

t t—s
S iady [ pn0) [ pi G drds
1

|zl ly|[<Kn

t t—s
<8(1+ E)/ </ ks(0,$)/ kr(x,y)dr ds> dx dy.
|||yl <K \J§ 0

This follows easily from Theorem 3 and Lemma 6. [J

i
1mnsup (logn)?

PrOOF OF THEOREM 2. By Lemma 10, it suffices to show that for any
t>0and 0<e<t/2, for P-a.a. w,

(3.27) lim PO(|S™ — 2t > ¢) <.
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Write

(3.28) S — 2t = (8" = §{) + S5 + (S - S5 — BO(S - 57
+ (BO(S™ = 8\ — 24, (K, t,6)) + (24, (K, 1,5) — 2t).

By Proposition 13, P-a.s., (Eg(gt(") - gén)) —2A1(K,t,0)) = 0. Let 0 <egp <
£/16, to be chosen later. Choose K large enough so that the LHS in (3.2) is
bounded by ¢, and also
(3.29) sup |A1(K,t,0) — (t —9)| <eg <e/16.

0<o<t
Now choose a > 0 large enough so that the LHS in (3.3) is also bounded
by €¢. Hence, for all large n,

PO(1S™ — 8™ > 0) < 22 < £/4.

Next choose 0 < 6 < t/2 so that by Lemma 12 for all sufficiently large n,
EgSén) < £?/16, and hence PB(S(gn) > ¢/4) <e/4. Furthermore, by Proposi-
tions 13 and 14 and (3.29),

lim sup Varp(S{™ — S\ < g +8(1 4 ) - (t — 6)2/2 — (2(t — 6 — £0))?

<eo(1 4+ 4t + 4t);
hence by Chebyshev’s inequality,
limsup PO(|S\™ — 80 — EO(SI™ — 5U)| > e /4) < 16(1 + 412 + 4¢) - 0 /.

Taking &g so small that eg < £/16 and 16(1+4t2+4t)-g¢/e% < /4, we obtain
(3.27). O
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