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We introduce a random walk in random environment associated
to an underlying directed polymer model in 1+ 1 dimensions. This
walk is the positive temperature counterpart of the competition in-
terface of percolation and arises as the limit of quenched polymer
measures. We prove this limit for the exactly solvable log-gamma
polymer, as a consequence of almost sure limits of ratios of parti-
tion functions. These limits of ratios give the Busemann functions
of the log-gamma polymer, and furnish centered cocycles that solve
a variational formula for the limiting free energy. Limits of ratios of
point-to-point and point-to-line partition functions manifest a duality
between tilt and velocity that comes from quenched large deviations
under polymer measures. In the log-gamma case, we identify a fam-
ily of ergodic invariant distributions for the random walk in random
environment.

1. Introduction. In directed polymer models the definition of weak disor-
der is that normalized point-to-line partition functions converge to a strictly
positive random variable. In strong disorder these normalized partition func-
tions converge to zero. Weak disorder takes place only in dimensions 3 + 1
and higher and under high enough temperature, while lower dimensions are
in strong disorder throughout the temperature range; see [3, 5-8, 12, 20| for
reviews and some key results.
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We work in 1+ 1 dimensions with the explicitly solvable log-gamma poly-
mer. We show that ratios of both point-to-point partition functions and
tilted point-to-line partition functions converge almost surely to gamma-
distributed limits. Out of this basic fact we derive several consequences.

(i) Limits of ratios of partition functions give us limits of quenched poly-
mer measures, both point-to-point and point-to-line, as the path length
tends to infinity. The limit processes can be regarded as infinitely long poly-
mers. Technically they are random walks in correlated random environments
(RWRE). When we average over the environment, this RWRE has fluctu-
ation exponent 2/3, in accordance with 1+ 1 dimensional Kardar—Parisi-
Zhang universality. This polymer RWRE is also a positive temperature coun-
terpart of a competition interface in a percolation model. (This terminology
comes from the idea that percolation models are zero-temperature polymers.
Remark 2.1 below explains.) For the RWRE we identify a family of station-
ary and ergodic distributions for the environment as seen from the particle.
The averaged stationary RWRE is a standard random walk.

(ii) Logarithms of the limiting point-to-point ratios give us an analogue
of Busemann functions in the positive temperature setting. Busemann func-
tions have emerged as a central object in the study of geodesics and invariant
distributions of percolation models and related interacting particle systems
[1, 4, 11, 16, 21]. Our paper introduces this notion in the positive tempera-
ture setting. We show how Busemann functions solve a variational problem
that characterizes the limiting free energy density of the log-gamma poly-
mer.

A theme that appears more than once is a familiar large deviations duality
between the asymptotic velocity of the path under polymer distributions and
a tilt introduced into the partition function and probability distribution. In
this duality the mapping from velocity to tilt is given by the expectation of
the Busemann function. In particular, this duality determines how limits of
ratios of point-to-point and tilted point-to-line partition functions match up
with each other.

A word of explanation about our focus on the log-gamma polymer. The
ultimate goal is of course to find results valid for a wide class of polymer
models. We could formulate at least some of our results more generally.
But the statements would be complicated and need hypotheses that we can
presently verify only for the log-gamma model anyway. For general polymers,
just as for general percolation models, we cannot currently prove even mild
regularity properties for the limiting free energy. Thus we chose to focus
exclusively on the log-gamma model (except for the general discussions in
Sections 2 and 5).

We expect that much of this picture can eventually be verified for gen-
eral 1+ 1 dimensional directed polymers. Our hope is that this paper would
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inspire such further work. For example, it is clear that the solution of the
variational formula for the free energy in terms of Busemann functions works
completely generally, once a sufficiently strong existence statement for Buse-
mann functions is proved. Busemann functions with tractable distributions
are an essential feature of the exact solvability of the log-gamma polymer.
They can be used to construct a shift-invariant version of the polymer model,
which was earlier used for deriving fluctuation exponents and large deviation
rate functions [15, 28].

The log-gamma polymer was introduced in [28] and subsequently linked
with integrable systems and interesting combinatorics [2, 10, 22]. The log-
gamma polymer is a canonical model in the Kardar—Parisi—Zhang univer-
sality class, in the same vein as the asymmetric simple exclusion process,
the corner growth model with geometric or exponential weights and the
semidiscrete polymer of O’Connell-Yor [9, 17, 23, 24, 29, 30]. These exactly
solvable models are believed to be representative of what should be true
more generally.

Organization of the paper. The paper is essentially self-contained. One
exception is that in Section 5 we cite variational formulas for the free energy
from [25, 26]. Here is an outline of the paper:

Section 2. Introduction of the polymer RWRE in a general context as the
positive temperature counterpart of the competition interface of last-passage
percolation.

Section 3. Introduction of the log-gamma polymer. The shift-invariant
log-gamma polymer is formalized in the definition of a gamma system of
weights.

Section 4. Limits of ratios of point-to-point partition functions for the
log-gamma polymer.

Section 5. Busemann functions are constructed from limits of ratios of
point-to-point partition functions and used to solve a variational formula
for the limiting free energy. Duality between tilt and velocity.

Section 6. Limits of ratios of tilted point-to-line partition functions for
the log-gamma polymer. Duality between tilt and velocity appears again.

Section 7. Limits of ratios of partition functions yield convergence of poly-
mer measures to the polymer RWRE. The limit RWRE has fluctuations of
size n?/3 under the averaged measure.

Section 8. A stationary, ergodic distribution for the log-gamma polymer
RWRE.

Section 8. Several auxiliary results, including a large deviation bound for
the log-gamma polymer and a general ergodic theorem for cocycles.
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Notation and conventions. N ={1,2,3,...} and Z; ={0,1,2,...}. For
ne€N, [n]={1,2,...,n}. x Vy=max{r,y} and x Ay = min{x,y}. On R?
the ¢ norm is |z|; = |z1|+ |z2|, the inner product is x -y = x1y1 + T2y2, and
inequalities are coordinatewise: (x1,z2) < (y1,y2) if x, <y, for r € {1,2}.
Standard basis vectors are e; = (1,0) and ez = (0,1). Our random walks
live in Zi and admissible paths x. = (x})}}_, have steps 2z, =z} — 21 €
R = {e1,e2}. Points of Z2 are written as u,v,x,y but also as (m,n) or
(7,7). Weights indexed by a single point do not have the parentheses: if
z = (i,7), then 5, =m; ;. For u <v in Z2 , 11, , is the set of admissible paths
from xp =u to x|, _,|, =v. Limit velocities of these walks lie in the simplex
U={(u,1—u):ue|0,1]}, whose (relative) interior is denoted by int. Shift
maps 7T, act on suitably indexed configurations w = (w;) by (Tyw); = Wy4s.
E and P refer to the random weights (the environment), and otherwise E*
denotes expectation under probability measure p. The usual gamma function
for p>01is I'(p) = [;° " 'e " dx, and the Gamma(p) distribution on R is
L(p)tar~te @ dx. Uo=T1"/T and ¥; = ¥}, are the digamma and trigamma
functions.

The reader should be warned that several different partition functions
appear in this paper. They are all denoted by Z and sometimes with addi-

tional notation such as Z. It should be clear from the context which Z is
meant. Each Z is a sum of weights W (x.) of paths z. from a collection of
nearest-neighbor lattice paths. Associated to each Z is a polymer probability
measure Q on paths, Q{z.} = Z~1W(x.).

2. The polymer random walk in random environment. In this section
we introduce a random walk in random environment (RWRE) associated
to an underlying directed polymer model. This walk appears when we look
for the positive temperature counterparts of the notions of geodesics and
competition interface that appear in last-passage percolation. Percolation
and polymers are discussed in this section in terms of real weights, without
specifying probability distributions.

2.1. Geodesics and competition interface in last-passage percolation. We
give a quick definition of last-passage percolation, also known as the zero-
temperature polymer. Let {w, :z € Zi} be a collection of real-valued weights.
For v <wv in Zi let II,, denote the set of admissible lattice paths z. =
(xi)o<i<n With n=|v —u|; that satisfy zo =u, z; — x;—1 € {e1,e2}, z, = 0.
The last-passage times are defined by

Gyy= max E Wz, s ugvinZi.
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A finite path (z;)o<i<n in I, is a geodesic between u and v if it is the
maximizing path that realizes G, ., namely, G,, , = > 1 | wy,. Every subpath
of a geodesic is also a geodesic. Let us assume that no two paths of any
length have equal sum of weights so that maximizing paths are unique. This
would almost surely be the case, for example, if the weights are i.i.d. with a
continuous distribution.

It is convenient to construct the geodesic from u to v backward, utilizing
the iteration

Gu,a: = Gu,a:—el \ Gu,a:—eg + Wy

Start the construction with z,, = v. Suppose the segment (zj,zg11,...,%n)
of the geodesic has been constructed. If z; > u coordinatewise, set
(2 1) " {wk — €1, if Gu,a:k—el > Gu,a:k—ega
. k—1— .
T — €2, if Gu,xkfel < Gu,xkfez-

If x4 - e, =u- e, for either r =1 or r =2, then define the remaining segment
as (xo, ey l‘k) = (u + Z'egfr)ogigk.

For a fixed initial point u € Z%—? the geodesic spanning tree T, of the lattice
U+ Zi is the union of all the geodesics from u to v, v € u + Z%r.

The competition interface ¢ = (¢r)rez, is a lattice path on Zi defined
as a function of {GO,v}uezﬁr . It starts at ¢9 =0 and then chooses, at each

step, the minimal G-value,

{ pr t+e1, if G07¢k+61 < G(],(kareQ,
Pk+1 = .
YK+ ez, if GO,gok+e1 > GO,ka-I—eg'

The relationship between Ty and ¢ is that ¢ separates the two subtrees
To,e15 To,e, Of To rooted at e; and es. Since every Zi lattice path from O has
to go through either e; or ea, To = {0} UTg e, U T, as a disjoint union. For
each n € Z, ¢, is the unique point such that |p,[1 =n and for r € {1,2},
{¢n + ke, :k € N} CTpe,. Note that we cannot say which tree contains ¢y,
unless we know that ¢, — ¢,—1 = e, in which case ¢, € To,. If we shift ¢
by (1/2,1/2), then it threads exactly between the two trees (Figure 1).

The term competition interface comes from the interpretation that 7o,
and 7o, are two competing clusters or infections on the lattice [13, 14].
The model can be defined dynamically. The clusters at time t € Ry are

To,e.(t) ={v € Toe, : Gow <t}

(2.2)

2.2. Geodesics and competition interface for a positive temperature poly-
mer. Let {Vw}xezi be positive weights. Define point-to-point polymer par-

tition functions for u <wv in Z%— by

[v—ul1

(2.3) Zuw= > I V!

x. €Ly =1
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Fia. 1. The competition interface shifted by (1/2,1/2) (solid line) separating the subtrees
of To rooted at e1 and es.

and the polymer measure on the set of paths II, , by

|[v—ul1

1
Zu

(2.4) Quo{z.} =

Vol x el

Y=l 7

Our convention is to use reciprocals V, ! of the weights in the definitions.
The reason is that this way the weights in the log-gamma polymer are
gamma distributed and features of the beta-gamma algebra arise naturally.

REMARK 2.1. A conventional way of defining polymer partition func-
tions is

u,v
z.€1Ly

Zﬁ, = Z E) D

with an inverse temperature parameter 0 < 3 < co. In the zero-temperature
limit 8~ log Zﬁvv — Gyup as B — 00, and the polymer measure Qg,y concen-
trates on the geodesic(s) from w to v. This is the sense in which last-passage
percolation is the zero-temperature polymer. See Remark 3.2 below for this
point for the log-gamma polymer.

We implement noisy versions of rules (2.1) and (2.2) to define positive
temperature counterparts of geodesics and the competition interface.
Fix a base point u € Z%r and define a backward Markov transition kernel
7 on the lattice v+ Z2Z by 7 (u,u) =1, and
V;;;lZu,a:—er Zu,a:—er

2.5) T (z,x—e) = = for r € {1,2},
( ) ( T) Zu,;r Zu,$—e1 + Zu,a:—eg { }
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if both « and x — e, lie in v + Zi. The middle formula above gives the
correct values on the boundaries of u—i—Za_ where there is only one admissible
backward step, T (u +ieq,u+ (i — 1)e,) =1 for i > 1 and r € {1,2}.

For a path z. € II,,,, comparison of (2.4) and (2.5) shows

|[v—ul1

Qu,v{w-}: H %u(l‘i,l‘i_l).
=1

So the quenched polymer distribution @, , is the distribution of the back-
ward Markov chain with initial state v, transition 7%, and absorption at .
The distributions @, , are the noisy counterparts of geodesics. The nesting
property of geodesics manifests itself through conditioning. Let u < z <w <
v in Z%r. Let A, ., be the set of paths in II, , that go through the points 2
and w. Given y. € 1L, ., let B, be the set of paths in II, , that traverse the
path y. (i.e., contain y. as a subpath). Then

Qu,U(By. |Az,w) = Qz,w{y-}'

Define the random geodesic spanning tree 7, rooted at u by choosing, for
each x € (u+Z2) \ {u}, a parent

T —eq, with probability 7T (x,z — e1),
2o =]

T — eg, with probability 7% (z,z — e2).

Now that we have the positive temperature counterparts of geodesics, we
can find the positive temperature counterpart of the competition interface
by reference to the tree 7y rooted at 0. Let 7o, be the subtree rooted at
er, so that 7o = {0} U T, UToe, as a disjoint union. The lemma below
shows that there is a well-defined path X. that separates the trees 7p ., and
70.,e, and evolves as a Markov chain in the environment defined by the par-
tition functions. In other words, this random walk in a random environment
(RWRE) is the positive temperature analogue of the competition interface.
The picture for X. is the same as for ¢ in Figure 1.

LEMMA 2.2. (a) Given the choices made in (2.6), there is a unique
lattice path (X, )nez, with these properties: Xo =0, X, — X,_1 € {e1,ea},
and for each n and r € {1,2}, {X,, + ke, :k € N} C Ty, .

(b) Xy, is a Markov chain with transition matriz
(2.7) T = Zorer zeZ?,re{l,2}

T, r+er Z&;Jrel + Z&;JFGQ ) + )

PRrROOF. (a) To prove the existence of the path, start with X, =0, and
iterate the following move: if v(X,, +e; + e2) = X,, + €, set X011 =X, +
€3_p.
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(b) Given the path (Xj)7_, with X, =z, we choose X, 11 =x + e; if
~v(x + e1 4 e2) = x + eo which happens with probability

—1
ZO,ereg ZO,erel

= oo -1
ZO,:B-I—el + ZO,$+62 ZO,$+e1 + ZO,:B+€2

and similarly for X, 41 = + e3 with the complementary probability. [

A genuine RWRE transition probability satisfies 7 y(w) = 7o y—a(Tpw)
for shift mappings (7, w)eri acting on the environments w. We augment the

space of weights to achieve this. We need to be precise about the sets of sites
on which various classes of weights are defined.

DEFINITION 2.3. A collection of positive real weights

(67 7,¢, g) = {gxu Nz—ez>s foel > 593761762 T e NQ}
satisfies north-east (NE) induction if these equations hold for each x € N2

CI*Bl

————— and
Nr—eo + foel

7793762
( ) Nr—eo + foel

(29) gxfelfez =Ng—ey T+ foel-
North—east induction simply keeps track of ratios of partition functions.

Take as given the subcollection of weights {&; ;. 70,0, :4,j € N} on Z2, and
construct the polymer partition functions

[vl1 gi,ja (17‘7) € N2>
(210)  Zowo= Y. []Vai' withVi;={ mio, €N, j=0,
I.EHO,U =1 CO,j? Z = 0,] c N
Then define
Z0.0- Z0 0
(2.11) Ne = 22 and (=222 for g € N2,
ZO,x ZO,x

Now the subsystem (&,7,() satisfies (2.8), as can be verified by induction.

To get the full system (&,7,¢,€) just define €, = Nyye; + Cope, for o € Z2.

Note that (2.11) is valid also on the boundaries, by the definition (2.10) of
Z ke, for k € N. The reason for the distinct notation {n;, (o ;} for boundary
weights in (2.10) is that these are also ratios of partition functions, just as
7. and (, in (2.11). We shall find that in the interesting log-gamma models,
the boundary weights {n; 0, (o ;} are different from the bulk weights {&; ;}.
The role of the ¢ weights is not clear yet, but they will become central in
the log-gamma context.
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Define the space of environments

- N24+(NxZ Z4 xN)+72
QNE:{WZ(£7U7C7§)ER+ HEREEe i

(2.12) v
(&,1,¢, &) satisfies NE induction}.

Translations act via T,w = (&, 4 N2, N24+NxZy » (o474 xNs €Z+Zi) for z € Z2 , where
we introduced notation £, n2 = {&.44 }zen2, and similarly for the other con-
figurations.

DEFINITION 2.4. The polymer random walk in random environment is
a RWRE with environment space {dxg and transition probability

Nate C$+62
213) w w)=—"———— and 7 W)=——r—"".
( ) x,x+e1( ) Nete, + Ca:+e2 I’IJFBQ( ) Neter T Ca:+e2

This definition is the same as (2.7) with partition functions (2.10). The
quenched path probabilities P“ of this RWRE started at zg =0 are defined
by

n
(2.14) PY(Xo=0,X1=21,.... Xp =) = [ [ a_, 0, ().
k=1

Distributions of X,, are again related to polymer distributions and partition
functions. Define

‘U‘l—l
> -1 2
Zo0= § ng veEZ.
I.GHO’U =0

In contrast with (2.10), this time the weight at the origin is included but the
weight at v excluded. From (2.9) and (2.14) we derive two formulas. First,
the distribution of X, is a ratio of partition functions

o ZO,:B

T

for € Z2 such that |z|; =n.

Then if the walk is conditioned to go through a point, the distribution of
the path segment is the polymer probability in § weights: for . = (z;)7_, €
HO,xn )

PW(XO :O,Xl :.1‘1,...,Xn :xn‘Xn :.I‘n)
1 n—1
==—[]&' =Qoan{z.}.

0,zn ;—
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3. The log-gamma polymer. This section gives a quick definition of the
log-gamma polymer and its Burke property. Let 0 < A < p < o0.

DEFINITION 3.1. A collection (&,7,¢,€) = {€4,No—ens Co—eys Ea—ey—en 1T €
N2} of positive real random variables is a gamma system of weights with
parameters (A, p) if the following three properties hold:

(a) NE induction (Definition 2.3) holds: for each x € N2, almost surely,

C$—e1

————  and
Nz—es + foel

Nx = gxm;wy Cx = gx
Ne—es + foq
(3.1)
61761762 = Nx—es + foq .
(b) The marginal distributions of the variables are
(3.2) mp ~ Gamma()\), Cz~Gamma(p—\) and &, & ~ Gammal(p).
(c) The variables {&; j, 0,0, 4,7 € N} are mutually independent.

A triple (§,7,() is a gamma system with parameters (A, p) if conditions
(a)—(c) are satisfied without the conditions on &.

Note that the &-weights are defined only in the bulk N2, while the &-
weights are defined also on the boundaries and at the origin. Variables 7,
and (, can be thought of as weights on the edges, while £, and £, are weights
on the vertices. Edge weights will also be denoted by
(33) Tx—er,x = Tz and Te—eg,x = Cx

A natural way to think about equations (3.1) for a fixed x is as a mapping
of triples (Figure 2),

(3.4) (gxy Nx—eqs foel) — (TI:m Cxa gx761*€2)'

This mapping has the property that if (§z,7z—ey, (z—¢,) are independent
with marginals (3.2), then the same is true for (7;,(z,&z—e,—e,), as can be

o s

<$*f’«1 — Car

771'—612 61—61—62

Fia. 2. Mapping (8.4) that involves variables on a single lattice square. The picture
illustrates how southwest corners are flipped into northeast corners in an inductive proof
of the Burke property.
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checked, for example, via Laplace transforms. Consequently a gamma system
(&,m,(,€) can be constructed by repeated application of equations (3.1) to
independent gamma variables given in (c).

An equivalent way to define the gamma system is to first construct the
following polymer partition functions from the weights given in (c¢): for 0 <
u < v in Z3—>

|[v—ul1 gi,ja (17]) S N2>
(35) Zuw= > [ Va,' withVij=< mo, i€N,j=0,
z.€lly,, =1 o5 1=0,7€N.
Then, for z € Z2 and r € {1,2} such that z — e, € Z%, define
Tr—er,x — ZO,$—e,« .
" ZO,x

The weights 7, and (, are then defined via (3.3). Now we have a gamma
system (£,7,¢), which can be augmented to a gamma system (£, 7, ¢, €) since
¢ is a function of (1, ().

Mapping (3.4) furnishes the induction step in the proof of the Burke
property of the log-gamma polymer ([28], Theorem 3.3): for any down-right
path on Z%r, the 7-variables on the path, the £ variables strictly to the
northeast of the path, and the & variables strictly to the southwest of the
path are all mutually independent with marginal distributions (3.2). The
induction proof begins with the path that consists of the e;- and es-axes.
Southwest corners of the path can be flipped into northeast corners by an
application of (3.4), as illustrated in Figure 2.

As an application of the Burke property, consider the down-right path
consisting of the north and east boundaries of the rectangle {0,...,m} x
{0,...,n}. Then the Burke property gives us this statement:

36 variables {ni,n7 Cm,jygifl,jfl 01 < ) < m, 1 < j < n}
(36) are mutually independent with marginals (3.2).

REMARK 3.2. Let us revisit the zero temperature limit (Remark 2.1).
The log-gamma polymer does not have an explicit 5 parameter, but p rep-
resents temperature. Replace p by €p in the definitions above, so that &, ~
Gamma(ep). Then as € [0, —clog&, = w,, a rate p exponential weight.
For u <wvin N,

|[v—ul1
elog Zy , = €log Z exp{—s_1 Z Elogfxl}
i=1

. €Ly
|[v—ul1
= max g Wz = Gy as € \(0.
I-GHu,v

=1
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In other words, we have convergence in distribution to last-passage percola-
tion with exponential weights.

An important function of the polymer path is the exit point or exit time
texit Of the path from the boundary: texit =te, V te,,

(3.7) te, =max{k >0:xz; = (i,0) for 0 <i <k}
and
(3.8) te, =max{f >0:x; =(0,j) for 0 < j </}.

Note that for each path ¢., At., =0. Partition functions (3.5) based at 0
can be equivalently written as

texit |’U|1
(3.9) Zow= Y ( Txill,xi)< 11 ggcjl), veZ:.

I-GHO,U =1 j:texit'i'l

In a (A, p) gamma system we have the means E(logn; o) = ¥o(A) and

(3.10) E(108 Zo,(mmy) = —mPo(A) —no(p — A).

The second one comes from

(3.11) log Zo,(m,n) = — Z log ni,0 — Z 10g Gm, 5
i=1 j=1

a sum of two correlated sums of i.i.d. random variables. Above Wy =T"/T" is
the digamma function. It is strictly increasing on (0, 00), with ¥4(04) = —oo
and Uy(oco) = co. Its derivative is the trigamma function ¥; = ¥{ that is
convex, strictly decreasing, with ¥;(0+4) = oo and ¥;(c0) = 0.

The asymptotic directions (or velocities) of admissible paths in Z2 lie in
the simplex U = {u= (u,1 — u):u € [0,1]}. Fundamental for the behavior
of the log-gamma polymer is a 1-1 correspondence between velocities u € U
and parameters A € [0, p], for a fixed p. The characteristic direction for (A, p)
is

Pi(p—A) Ui(N)
(312w <xw> TN TN F Ui A)) <t
Conversely, for u= (u,1 — u), the unique parameter (u) = 6(u) € [0, p|] for
which u is the characteristic direction is defined by #(0) =0, #(1) = p and
(3.13) —uP(0(uw)+ (1 —u)¥i(p—0(u)=0  forue(0,1).
Function 0(u) is a strictly increasing bijective mapping between u € [0, 1]
and 0 € [0, p].

The function §(u) will appear throughout the paper. Let us point out that
if (m,n) = cu, then the right-hand side of (3.10) is minimized by A = 6(u).
As we shall see, this identifies the limiting free energy for the log-gamma
polymer with i.i.d. Gamma(p) weights. Notationally, A, «,r denote generic
parameters in [0, p|, while 6 is reserved for the function defined above.
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4. Limits of ratios of point-to-point partition functions. Fix 0 < p < co.
Let ii.d. Gamma(p) weights w = {w,:x € Z2} be given. Define partition
functions

|[v—ul1—1
(4.1) Zuw= > ] wi'' 0<u<vinZi.
=0

. €11y v i=

Note that the weight at « is included and v excluded, in contrast with defini-
tions (2.3) and (3.5). This is for convenience, to have clean limit statements
below.

Suppose a lattice point (m,n) € N? tends to infinity in the first quadrant
so that it has an asymptotic direction in the interior of the quadrant. Let
A € (0, p) be the unique value such that the following assumption holds:

Ui(p—A
(4.2) mAn—oo and %—)%
When (4.2) holds we say that (m,n) — oo in the characteristic direction of

(A p).
The central theorem of this paper constructs gamma systems out of i.i.d.
weights by taking limits of ratios of point-to-point partition functions.

THEOREM 4.1.  On the probability space of the i.i.d. Gamma(p) weights
w = {wy:x € Z2}, there exist random variables {&},n)_.,, C2_e, : A€ (0,p),2 €
N2} with the following properties:

(i) For each A€ (0,p), (&}, 0, ¢M w) is a gamma system with parame-
ters (A, p). Furthermore, if on the same probability space there are additional
random variables (g,ﬁ,é) = {g},ﬁx,eyg,el 2 € N2} such that (é,ﬁ,g,w) is
a gamma system with parameters (v, p), then (€,7,C) = (£%,1,¢%) a.s.

(ii) Suppose a sequence (m,n) — oo in the characteristic direction of
(AN, p), as defined in (4.2). Then, for all x e N X Z, and y € Z4 x N, these
almost sure limits hold:

Zx,(m,n) Zy,(m,n)

(4.3)  nm= lim

and (= lim
(m,n)—00 Za:—el,(m,n) Y

(m,n)—o0 Zy—ez,(mm)
and, furthermore, for all 1 <p < oo,

lim E[‘log Za:,(m,n) —log Za:—el,(m,n) — log ni\‘p] =0 and
(m,n)—o00
(4.4) \
lim E[|log Zy (mm) =108 Zy_cy (mn) — 108 ¢, ] = 0.
(m,n)—o0
(iii) The weights are continuous in A, and the edge weights are monotone
wm A\: for each x for which the weights are defined, almost surely,

(4.5) Mt <m? and QM >C2 0 for M < g
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and

(4.6) 775}_”7;; C2—>C;;, 5;\—>§Z as A —v.

The rest of this section proves Theorem 4.1. The reader not interested
in the (rather technical) proof can proceed to the next section where these
limits are applied to solve a variational problem for the limiting free energy.

The proof relies on the following lemma for gamma systems. Let (£,7,¢,€)
be an (o, p)-system according to Definition 3.1. Using the & weights, define
partition functions

(4.7) Zu,v = Z H (fxi)_l, 0<u<wvin Zi,

and for r e N x Z, and y € Z+ x N edge ratio weights

¥ ZI m,n ¥ Z m,n
(4.8) I$,(m,n) = v’# and Jy,(m,n) = #
Zg—ey,(mn) Z

y—ea,(m,n)

LEMMA 4.2, Let 0 <A< a <A< p. Consider two sequences (m;,n;) —
oo and (mj,7;) — 0o in N? such that

. \Ij _ m - _
m; =N s Yl =)
n; T1(A) mj (N
Then for x e N X Zy and y € Z4 x N,
(49) m jx,(mi,ni) S T]IB S h_m Iv:l?,(ﬁlj,fl]') a.s.
1— 00 j—00
and
]@O jyv(ﬁlj’ﬁ]') S Cy S }i}—rgo jyv(mi’ni) a.s.

PROOF. For notational simplicity we drop the 7,7 indices from (m,n)
and (m,n). We relate ratios (4.8) to ratios of partition functions with bound-
aries. Let ch],%),(m,n) denote a partition function that uses n and { weights
on the north and east boundaries of the rectangle {k,...,m} x {¢,...,n}
and &£ weights in the bulk:

1
NE _
Ly = 11 —
s=k+1 )
n
1
NE _ B
Z(m,0),(mn) = T
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and for 0<k<mand 0</<n

m—1 1 m 1
NE _ 7
(k,0),(m,n) — Z(k,e),(i,n—l)g H
i=k z,n—l S:Z+1 775,”
(4.10)
n—1 3 1 n 1
+ Z Z(k,f),(M7l,])g . C ¢
j= m—1,j t=j+1 m,

In the last formula Z%\IIC’E@’(WH) is decomposed according to the entry points
(i,n) and (m,j) of the paths on the north and east boundaries. If the entry
is at (i,n), the first boundary variable encountered is 1;11, associated to
the edge {(i,n), (i + 1,n)}. The last bulk weight &, ; has to be inserted
explicitly into the formula because Zv(k,g),(m,l) does not include the weight
at (i,m — 1), by its definition (4.7).

The corresponding ratio weights on edges are

ZNE ZNE
_ (kve)v(m’n) _ (k,é),(m,n)
—1,0),(m,n) (k,t—1),(m,n)

Due to the reversibility of the shift-invariant setting, these ratio weights are
the same as the original ratio weights, and thereby do not depend on (m,n).
This is the content of the next lemma.

LEMMA 4.3. For 0 <k <m and 0 <{<n such that the weights below
are defined,

(4.12) Mkt = L0y (mm)  and Co = J(k0),(mn)-

PrOOF. When ¢ =mn in the n-identity or k£ = m in the (-identity, the
claims follow from the definitions. Here is the induction step for 7 ¢, assum-
ing the identities have been verified for the edges {(k—1,¢+1), (k,¢+1)} and
{(k,?),(k,£+ 1)}, closest to the north and east of the edge {(k—1,¢), (k,¢)}:

gk—l,EZ%\]Ig,Ee),(m,n)

Iik0),(mm) =
Z3e,mm) T 201,041, 6mm)
NE NE _
oz 1 Z(kfl,erl),(m,n) Z(k,erl),(m,n) !
- gk—l,é + ZNE ’ ZNE
(k,+1),(m,n) (k,0),(m,n)

- Ch, 041 Ch—1,041)
=1, (1 2 = (e + Gooo1) | 14+ 222

Nk, 041 Nk.¢
= Nke-
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The third equality is the induction step. The fourth equality uses (3.1) twice.
O

We need one more variant of ratio weights, namely the types where the
last step of the path is restricted to either e; or es. Relative to any fixed
rectangle {k,...,m} x {¢,...,n}, define the distances of the entrance points
of the polymer path x. € 1, ¢) (m,n) On the north and east boundaries to the
corner (m,n),

(4.13) ty, =max{r >0:2y_in¢i=(m—i,n) for 0<i<r}
and
(4.14)  t7, =max{r>0:Ty ginr—j=(m,n—j) for 0<j<r}

For a subset A of paths, write Z(A) for the partition function of paths

restricted to A (in other words, for the unnormalized polymer measure).
Then define, for r € {1,2},

Jer 30 iy (8. >0) ]
(kve)v(m’n) - ZNE (t* N 0) an
(k_lﬂe)v(m,n) Cr

(4.15) NE
Jer — Z(k,f),(mﬂl) (t:r - 0)
(k,£),(m,n) ngéfl),(m,n) (t; > 0)

We are ready to prove Lemma 4.2. We go through the proof of (4.9), the
case for J being the same. Applying Lemma A.1 from the Appendix (to a
reversed rectangle) gives

Mkt + LG 0y (ma 1) — Tht) < L0y, (mom)
(4.16)

< ket (I{el?,z),(mﬂ,nﬂ) — Nk,0)-

Taking (4.12) into consideration, the task is

(m}%goo{j(elz,f),(erl,nJrl) - I(k,f),(m+1,n+1)}
(4.17) .
3 1
<0< lim {15 ) a1 ar1) ~ Lk, oir1,at1) )
(m,n)—00
We do the first limit for es. The second is similar. Introduce the parameter
N— m—+n
Ti(p—A)+¥1(N)
with the property that (m,n)/N — (¥1(p — A), U1(A)). The first inequality
of (4.17) follows from showing that Ve >0 Ja > 0 such that

(4'19) ]P){I(e]?7e)7(m+1,n+1) = I(k,é),(erl,nJrl) + E} < 2¢” N

(4.18)

— 0O
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Introduce the quenched path measure Ql(\,LEe) that corresponds to the

(mn)
partition function in (4.10):

NE o
7o Z(k,e),(m+1,n+1)( >0)

oot mt1) :
(k,0),(m+1,n+1) I(\Eu),(mﬂ,nﬂ)(t >0)- Z%\]ICE 1,0),(m+1,n+1)

Ik o), (ma1,n+1)

< .
Q?]F—l,f),(m—f—l,n-{—l) (tzz > O)

For small enough €y the probability in (4.19) is bounded above by the sum

(4.20) P{Rka<m+1n+n }-%P{kale (m+ 1011 (t6, > 0) > en}.

2
Note that the event in the QNF-probability was replaced by its complement.
A sequence 0 < en N\, 0 will be chosen below.

By (4.12) I(.0),(m+1,n+1) has Gamma(a) distribution, and so the first
probability in (4.20) is bounded by e~/

We show that the QNF-probability in (4.20) is actually a large deviation
by replacing (m,n) with a direction that is characteristic for («, p). The next
lemma contains the idea for replacing (m,n).

LEMMA 4.4. Let (m,n) satisfy m >m and £ <n <n. Then
QU ) (e > 0) = QU5 (. (EE, > 1 —m).

PROOF. A path in Il ¢) (m,n) that satisfies 7, >0 must use one of the
edges {(i,n —1),(i,n)}, k <i<m — 1. Otherwise it hits the east boundary
first and 7, = 0. Decomposing according to this choice of edge and using
definition (4.10),

= 1 Zim,
NE i,n),(m,mn
i=k t,n—1 (k,€),(m,n)

By Lemma 4.3 the last ratio does not depend on (m,n), and (m,n) can be
replaced by (m,n). This moves the northeast corner in definition (4.10) to
(m,n), as well as the reference point of ¢} in (4.13). Since the sum still
runs up to m — 1, it now represents paths in I ¢y (,n) that hit the north
boundary to the left of (m,n). This proves Lemma 4.4. [J

Take
(4.21) (m,7) = ([N W1 (p— )| +k — 1, INWy ()| +0),

essentially the characteristic direction for («,p). Since A < @ and ¥ is
strictly decreasing, there exists v > 0 such that for large enough N, m >
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m+14+ Ny and n<n— N~v. Put ey = e NN for a small enough §; > 0.
Then for large enough N,

]P){Ql(\lIcE—l,é),(m-I—l,n—l—l) (tzl > 0) = EN}

(4.22)
< P{Ql(\IIELE),(m,ﬁ) (te, > Nv) = e PN} < eme,

The last inequality came from Lemma A.2 in the Appendix where we can
take ky =1 and § <. Both probabilities in (4.20) have been shown to
decay exponentially in N, and consequently (4.19) holds. This completes
the proof of Lemma 4.2. [

Turning to the proof of Theorem 4.1, we begin by showing the a.s. con-
vergence in (4.3) for a fixed sequence and fixed A. Later, when we finish the
proof of Theorem 4.1, the comparisons of Lemma 4.2 allow us to extend the
limit to all sequences with an asymptotic direction. Define ratio variables by

Z Z
(4'23) Nz, (m,n) = 7 nm) and Cy,(m,n) = 7 wlmr)

Ifelv(mvn) y7627(m7n)

forre NxZy and yeZ4 x N.

PROPOSITION 4.5. Fiz 0 <A < p and fix a sequence (m,n) — oo as in
(4.2). Then for all x e N X Z, and y € Z4 x N the almost sure limits
(424) Ny = lim Nz, (m,n) and CZ/ = lim Ty, (m.n)

(m,n)—o0 (m,n)—o0

exist and have distributions 1, ~ Gamma(\) and ¢, ~ Gamma(p — \).

ProoOF. We treat the case of the n variables, the case for  being iden-
tical. For a while, until otherwise indicated, we are considering a fixed se-
quence of lattice points that satisfies (m,n) — oo as in (4.2). To avoid extra
notation we refrain from indexing the lattice points, as in (myg,ny). Later
we can improve the result so that the limit only depends on A and not on
the particular sequence (m,n) — oo.

We show that for 0 < s < oo the distribution functions

G*(s) = ]P’{ lim N, (mn) < s} and

(m,n)—o0

(4.25)
G*(S) = ]P){ lim Nz, (m,n) < 8}

(m,n)—o00

satisfy G*(s) = G«(s) = F)\(s) where
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is the c.d.f. of the Gamma()) distribution. Since lim 7, (. n) < Ena(m,n),
this suffices for the conclusion. Working with the distributions allows us to
use any particular construction of the processes.

Let {U;;} be ii.d. Uniform(0,1) random variables. For i,j € N and o €
(0,p) define

(4.26) it =Fy ' (Up) and (5= Flj_la(Uo,j).

This gives coupled weights 77, ~ Gamma(a) on the south boundary and

ng e Gamma(p — «) on the west boundary of the positive quadrant. For
the bulk weights take an i.i.d. collection {0, },en2 of Gamma(p) weights
independent of {U; ;}.

As mentioned after Definition 3.1, the mutually independent initial weights
{oi,j,ﬁf"o,fg"j 24,7 € N} can be extended to the full gamma (a,p) system
(o,7%,(2, 6[0‘}). The construction preserves monotonicity of the edge weights,
so that

ﬁffjgﬁg’,j and ”2 for a <v.

Superscript [a] reminds us that even though the variables {(71[70;] }ij>o0 are
ii.d. Gamma(p) for each a € (0,p), they were computed from a-boundary
conditions. Define partition functions

[v—ul1—1

(4.27) Zi=>" ] @kh™ o0<u<vinZ?

z.€lly,» =0

and edge ratio weights

o3

} 7 el
(4.28) o o Twlmm) g fld L Tumn)
$7(m,n) Z[Ol] Y, (m n) Z[a}
z—e1,(m,n) y—ea,(m,n)

For each a € (0,p), we have equality in distribution of processes

7la]
(4.29) {I(z-l—lj (m,n)"](i,j—I—l) (mn)> zg} {771+1,J) (mn)» (i,5+1),(m,n) wm}

These processes are indexed by {(i,7), (m,n) € Z3 : (m,n) > (i +1,j 4+ 1)}.
The equality in distribution comes from identical constructions applied to
i.i.d. Gamma(p) weights: on the left to 1%, on the right to w. Now in (4.25)

Wwe can use any process {I (]m n)}

For any 0 < a1 < A < ag < p, applying Lemma 4.2 to two gamma systems
(O—? /’70[1 Y Eal 6—[a1}) and (0-7 ﬁaQ 9y EQQ? 6—[a2]) gives

(4.30)  lim I}

(m,n)—o00

0, (mm) = Myy and hm 1[2‘2[]) (mun) < < M7 a.s.
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By the equality in distribution (4.29),

G.(s) = ]P’{ lim I < s} <P < s} = Fa, (s) \ Fa(s)

(m,n)—o00
as ap ' A, and
G*(s) = P{(mﬁw j([Z,Qé}),(m,n) < 5} > Fo,(s) /1 Fa(s) as ag \y .

This gives F)\(s) < G*(s) < G«(s) < F\(s) and completes the proof of Propo-
sition 4.5. U

Proposition 4.5 gave the a.s. convergence of ratios along a fixed sequence
and for a given A € (0, p). Next we construct a system of weights (£,7,(,w)
from the limits (4.24) by defining

Ee =M+ (4 for x € N2,

PROPOSITION 4.6. The collection (§,m,(,w) is a gamma system with
parameters (X, p), that is, it satisfies Definition 3.1.

PrOOF. Equations (3.1) follow from the limits (4.24) and

Zx+e1,(m,n) + Zerez,(m,n)
Wy = .

Z$,(m,n)

By the equality in distribution in (4.29), it also follows that the limits in
(4.30) exist,

(4.31) I,Lf”j:( }ir)n f([?,]a,(m,n) a.s.

Let 0 < a1 < A < g < p. Utilizing (4.29), (4.30) and (4.31),

(n, w) £ ([leal glealy > (g glealy — (2, 6)

and

(n.w) £ (12, 51) < (°2,61°71) — (1, 61).
a2\ A\
The inequalities and the convergence are a.s. and coordinatewise. The con-
vergence follows from the continuity of definitions (4.26) in « and the con-
tinuity in equations (3.1) that inductively define the (7%,¢(%, (%) weights.
The consequence is that

(4.32) (n,w) £ (7,5 ).
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Equations (; = Wy—ey — Nr—egte; and & =10y + ¢ map (n,w) to the full
system (&,7n,(,w). The same mapping applied to the right-hand side of (4.32)
recreates the system (o,7*,¢*, ™), which we know to be a (), p) gamma
system by its construction below (4.26). O

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1. Fix a countable dense subset D of (0,p)
and VA € D a sequence (m,n) — oo that satisfies (4.2). By Propositions 4.5
and 4.6, we can use limits (4.3) along these particular sequences to define,
almost surely, (), p) gamma systems (2, n*, ¢}, w) for A € D. Monotonicity
(4.5) is satisfied a.s. for A1, Ay € D by Lemma 4.2. [The point is that the Z
partition functions in (4.7) are the same for all systems (£}, 7%, ¢}, w).]

Monotonicity and known gamma distributions give also the limits in (4.6)
when A — v in D. For example, suppose A /' v in D. Then limy », ny <,
but both are Gamma(v) distributed and hence coincide a.s. The limit £} —
€Y comes from the limits of n and ¢ and &} =n) + ).

Extend the weights to all A € (0, p) by defining

(4.33) m =inf{n’:ve DN (X p)} =sup{nd:ac DN(0,\)}

with the obvious counterpart for ¢} and then £} =} + (2. The inf and the
sup in (4.33) must agree a.s. because (i) the sup is not above the inf on
account of the monotonicity for A € D, and (ii) they are both Gamma(\)
distributed. By the same reasoning, for A\ € D definition (4.33) gives a.s.
back the same value 1) as originally constructed.

To check that the new system (£}, 7%, ¢}, w) is a (A, p) gamma system, fix
a sequence D 3 «a; /A, and observe that equations (3.1) are preserved by
limits, and the correct distributions come also through the limit. Extending
properties (iii) utilizes monotonicity again. Limits (4.3) of ratios for arbitrary
sequences, including for A ¢ D, come from the comparisons of Lemma 4.2
with the sequences fixed in the beginning of this proof.

The uniqueness in part (i) follows from Lemma 4.2 because the limits
(4.3) imply that 72 <7, <792 for all a; <v < as.

As the last item we prove the LP convergence (4.4). Let Nz, (m,n) and
Cy,(m,n) be as in (4.23). It suffices to show that for each p € [1,00), there
exists a finite constant C'(p) such that

(4.34)  E[[logny, (mn "] < C(p) for all (m,n) in the sequence.

The argument for (y (,, ) is analogous, or comes by transposition. The proof
splits into separate bounds for plus and minus parts. The plus part is quick.

Zamn) Za (m.n) “w
- > Wr—eq

Z:B_el,(mvn) wx—iel (Zx,(m,n) + ZI*El*FBQ,(M,ﬂ))

from which, for all x, (m,n) and 1 <p < oo,

E[(log™ 1, (m,n))"] < C(p) < 0.
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For the minus part, pick a € (0,\) and € > 0. In the next derivation use
distributional equality (4.29), bring in the ratio variables (4.11) and (4.15)
with north—east boundaries with parameter «, and finally use the Schwarz

ila] .
Ly mmy 2 Iai,l(erl,nJrl) from (4.16):
E[(log_ nx,(m,n))p]

=El(log™ I,%,,.,))"]

z,(m,n

inequality and

= E[(logf IVE((]mm))pv I;}(erl,nJrl) < (1 - 6)Ix,(erl,nJrl)]

+E log# ’ o <1
Iv[a] T, (myn) —

z,(m,n)
Ehwsinin > (= agmsrann)
(435) < {E[(log™ ja[g(}m,n))ZP]}l/Q{P(I;,l(mH,nH) < (1= ) o mrrns)

log
I$,(m+1,n+1)

(4.36)  + E[

p 1
1 .
} + log T
By Lemma 4.3 I, (;,41,5+1) 18 @ Gamma(a) variable, and consequently line
(4.36) is a constant, independent of x and (m,n).
It remains to show that line (4.35) is bounded by a constant. From

NE
& o Zx,(erl,nJrl) (tzl > 0)
,(m+1,n+1) — 7NE
wlm ) z—e1,(m+1,n+1) (tzl > 0)
NE NE
Zx,(erl,nJrl) z,(m+1,n+1) (t:l > 0)
— 7 NE

z—e1,(m+1,n+1)

= Ix,(m+1,n+1)Q§,I€m+1,n+l) (t:l > 0)

and a switch to complements, we deduce that the probability on line (4.35)
is bounded by

(4.37) PLQY (g 1y (e, > 0) > €.

This probability can be shown to be bounded by e~*V for a constant a > 0
exactly as was done for probability (4.22), where N is defined by (4.18) and
is proportional to both m and n. This time o < A, and so the characteristic
direction (m,n) for («, p) defined as in (4.21) satisfies m < m — N~ and 1 >
n+ N~ for some v > 0. Qualitatively speaking this means that in (4.37) the
direction (m,n) proceeds too fast along the ej-direction, compared with the
characteristic direction, and thereby renders the event t7, > 0 a deviation.
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Last we need to control the moment on line (4.35). Let = = (k, () € Z2%.

From the definition of the ratio weights in (4.28) and the partition functions
in (4.27), with superscript [a] dropped to simplify notation,

1 Zx—el,(m,n) L b .1 Z$+beg,(m,n)
7o - 7 :Z HUOE*BlJrjez Z

Ix,(m,n) x,(m,n) b=0 ]:O x,(m,n)
n—~{ b—1
Z _ Ox+j .
S 6_ _1 o H . T+jes S 2n . emaXOSbSnSb . max & _1 ey
arver Il G e tjen 0<b<n TTeLTVe2
b=0 7=0

where S; = Z;;B(log Gptjes —108Tp—ei4jes) is @ sum of mean-zero i.i.d. vari-
ables with all moments. Consequently

2p
E

log™ <Cl E[ SQP} E[ log & 2?]
og <Clogn+ Orgggxnl b 7|+ Orgggn\ 08 e, |

1
flel

z,(m,n)
< Cn* < CN?.

Combining the two last paragraphs shows that

line (4.35) < ON?Pe=*N < O(p).

Combining all the bounds verifies (4.34) and thereby the LP convergence in
(44). O

5. Busemann functions and a variational characterization of the free en-
ergy. In this section we turn the limits of ratios of point-to-point partition
functions into Busemann functions, and use these to solve a variational for-
mula for the limiting free energy. The parts from this section needed for the
sequel are definition (5.9) of the velocity u(h) associated to a tilt h, and the
large deviation bound (5.15). The latter is needed for the proofs in Section 6.

We consider briefly general i.i.d. weights w = (LU;,;)gCGZgr on a probability

space (£2,6,P) assumed to satisfy
(5.1) Je > 0: E(|log wo|*™¢) < oo.

Later we specialize back to wp ~ Gamma(p). It is convenient to use ex-
ponential Boltzmann-Gibbs factors. Let p(e;) = p(e2) = 1/2 be the kernel
of the background random walk X, with expectation E and initial point
Xo = 0. Define the potential g(w) = —logwy + log2. In this notation the
point-to-point partition function (4.1) is

n—1
ZO,U:E[ezk=09(Txk“’),Xn:v], n=|vl.
Introduce a tilted point-to-line partition function

(5.2) 2l ) = EleXi=0 90Xt Xx] = (hy hy) € R and N € N.
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The set of limit velocities for admissible walks in Z2 is U = {(u,1—u):0 <
u < 1}, with relative interior int¥ = {(u,1 —u):0 <wu < 1}. For each u=
(u,1 —u) el, let &,(u) = (|nu),n — [nul). Define limiting point-to-point
free energies

Apop(u) = lim n~'og Zo ;. (u)» ucl,

and tilted point-to-line free energies

Apoe(h) = Jim N~ tlog Zgj(N), h=(h1,hs) € R?.

Under assumption (5.1) these limits exist P-a.s., Apg, is continuous and
concave in u and Ay is continuous and convex in h [25].

We recall two variational formulas, valid for i.i.d. weights under assump-
tion (5.1). First, a convex duality between the free energies ([25], Remark 4.2,
also proved below in (5.14))

(53) Apgp(u) = hiélﬂé{l\pgg(h) —u- h}

Let 6, denote the class of centered cocycles F:§) x {e1,ea} — R that satisfy
Fel', EF(w,z) =0 for z € {e1,e2}, and a cocycle property F(w,e;) +
F(T,,w,e2) = F(w,e2) + F(Tc,w,e;) P-a.s. Then we have the variational
formula ([26], Theorem 2.3),

o (w)+h-z+F(w,z)
(5.4) Apoe(h) —I}élcgoO]P’—esssuplog Z p(z)e? w2,
z€{e1,e2}

We solve (5.3) and (5.4) for the log-gamma model. The next corollary
turns the limits of Theorem 4.1 into Busemann functions, and states the
properties needed for the development that follows. Recall the function
O(u) € [0, p] of (3.13), the unique parameter such that u is the characteristic
direction for (8(u), p).

COROLLARY 5.1 (Corollary of Theorem 4.1). Assume {wy} are i.i.d.
Gamma(p).

(a) For each velocity u € intU and for each x,v € Zi, the P-almost sure
limit
(5'5) Bu(wv .1‘) = T}i_{rolo(log ZO,:%n(u)—I—U —log Za:,:i"n(u)—f—v)

erists and is independent of v.
(b) The sequences {B"(Tje,w,e1):1 € Zy} and {B*(Tje,w,e2):5 € Z4 }
are i.i.d. with e~ B"(@e1) ~ Gamma(f(u)) and e~ B"(®2) ~ Gamma(p—6(u)).
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We call B" a Busemann function, by analogy with the Busemann func-
tions of last-passage percolation which are limits of differences G 3, (u)4+v —
G5, (u)+v- Of course we are merely re-expressing limits (4.3) in the form

Za:-{—el Zn(u)+v  O(u)

—BY(Trw,e1)
e = Nyore -

= lim
n—ro0 z,&n(u)+v

The admission of the perturbation v in (5.5) gives the cocycle property,
(5.6) BY(w,z) + B*(T,w,y) = B (w,x +vy).

As a function of u € intU/, define the tilt vector
2

h(u) = (hi(w), ho(w)) = =Y "E[B"(w, e;)]e;

i=1
= (Wo(0(u)), ¥o(p — 0(u))).

Note that h(u) is not well defined for u on the axes. #(u) converges to 0 (to
p) as u approaches the y-axis (x-axis). Then one of the coordinates of h(u)
approaches —oo. The function

(5.8)  u=(u,1—u)rs hi(u) — ho(u) = Uo(d(u)) — To(p — O(u))

(5.7)

is a continuous, strictly increasing function from u € (0,1) onto (—o0,00).
An inverse function to (5.7), R? > h+— u(h) € intl, is given by

u = u(h) uniquely characterized by the equation
h1 —hy =¥o(0(u)) — Vo(p — H(u)).

Note that u(h) is constant when h ranges along a 45 degree diagonal. If
h =0 there is no tilt, u(0) = (1/2,1/2), and 6(u(0)) = p/2.
From these ingredients we solve (5.3).

(5.9)

THEOREM 5.2. Let u= (u,1 —u) € intU. Tilt h(u) kills the point-to-
line free energy: Apog(h(u)) =0 Vu € intU. Furthermore, h(u) minimizes in
(5.3) and so

(510)  Agap(u) = —u- h(w) = —ulo(8(u)) — (1 — u)To(p — O(w)).

Define the centered cocycle

(5.11) F%(w,z) =—-B%(w,z) — h(u) - z, z € {e1,ea}.

THEOREM 5.3.  Given h= (hy,hs) € R?, the equation
hl(u) — hg(u) = h1 — hg
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determines a unique u € intU. Then F™ € €y is a minimizer in (5.4). The
right-hand side of (5.4) is constant in w, so the essential supremum can be
dropped: P-a.s.,

Ap2€ = log Z eg(w )+hez Y (w,2) —hg(u) 1 hy

ze{er,e2}

=—Wo(p—0(u)) + ho.

(5.12)

REMARK 5.4. Theorem 5.2 is the third calculation of the explicit value
of Apop(u). This result was first derived in [28] together with fluctuation
bounds. The simplest proof is in [15] where the minimization of the limit of
the right-hand side of (3.10) is done with convex analysis. The value (5.12)
of the tilted point-to-line free energy has not been computed before.

REMARK 5.5 (Large deviations). Let us observe how the duality between
tilt h and velocity u in (5.3) is a standard large deviation duality. The tilted
quenched path measure is

(5.13) wlz) =

eXico 9T @)t Xy pro 1.

Z (N)
The quenched large deviation rate function for the velocity is (P-a.s.)

Ih(v):—h\IJn lim N~'og Qf vy {IN ' Xy —v| <6}

N—o00
= Apgg(h) —h-v— Apgp(v).
The last equality uses the continuity of Ap, and Lemma 2.9 in [25]. The
limiting logarithmic moment generating function is
h
Agn(a)= lim N~ 'log E%.m [e"XN] = Apop(h + a) — Apae(h) P-a.s.
N—o00

By Varadhan’s theorem these are convex duals of each other:

(5.14) In(v) = sup{a-v —Aqn(a)}

acR

which is the same as (5.3). For the next section we need the minimizer of
I1,. By (3.13), (5.10) and calculus, I}, is uniquely minimized by u(h) defined
by (5.9). Consequently the walk converges exponentially fast: for § > 0,

(5.15) lim NﬁllogQg(N)ﬂN*lXN—u(h)\ >0} <0 P-a.s.
N—o0 ’
Function A, extends naturally to all of R2 by homogeneity: Ayo,(cu) =

cApop(u). Part of the duality setting is that the mean of the Busemann
function gives the gradient VyAp,(u) = —h(u).
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The remainder of this section proves the theorems.

Proor orF THEOREM 5.2. That F" is a centered cocycle is clear by
(5.6). Let

m—1
fu(w,x) = Z Fu(Txiwaxi-i—l - xl) = _Bu(wam) - h(u) "z
=0

be the path integral of F'. The admissible path {z;}", above satisfies 29 =0
and x,, = x, and the cocycle property implies that f" depends on the path
only through the endpoint z. Corollary 5.1(b) verifies exactly the sufficient
condition (A.6) for (A.5), for the function F'" itself. From Theorem A.3 in
the Appendix,

[/ (w, )|

max 0 a.s.
:veZi: |z|1=n n

This ergodic property slips f"(w, X,,) into the exponent in the free energy
limit, and shows that tilt A(u) kills the point-to-line free energy,

Apae(h(w) = Tim 0" log B[eXk=0 9T} +h(w) X ]

= lim n~log E[eXiz0 9(Txw)+h(w)-Xntf*(w,Xn))
n—oo

(5.16)
— lim ' log E[eSr=o 0T, w)Hh() (X = Xe)+F (T, w, X1 = Xe))]
n—oo

=0.

The third equality uses the definition of f" as the path integral of F. The
last equality comes from

Z p(z)eg(w)Jrh(u)-erF“(w,z)

36{61762}
(5.17) = Z p(z)eg(w)fBu(w’z)
z€{e1,e2}
= hm Zze{eheQ}p(Z)@g(w)Zz,in(u) = hrn 7207%’”(11) = 1
n—o0 20,5 (u) n=00 205 (w)

Fix u € Y. Since | X, |1 = n, the expression on the right-hand side of (5.3)
satisfies

Apgg(h) —u-h= Apgg(hl - hQ,O) —u- (hl - hQ,O)
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and so, as a function of h, is constant along 45 degree diagonals. So the
minimization needs one h point from each diagonal, which is what parame-
terization h(v) of (5.7) achieves by virtue of the bijection (5.8). The upshot
is that

Apop(u) = inf {Apo(h(v)) — h(v) - u}

veintU

= inf {—=Ah(v)-u}=—h(u)- u.

veintU

The last step is calculus: from explicit formula (5.7), h(v) - u is uniquely
maximized at v =u. This completes the proof of Theorem 5.2. [J

PROOF OF THEOREM 5.3. Since |X,|; =n and by (5.16),

Apae(h) = lim ™" log B[eXi=o #(Txi )+

= lim n~'log E[eZt=0 9(Tx,wIth(W-Xn] _ o (1) 4+ hy = —hy(u) + he.

n—o0

On the other hand, by (5.17),
logZp(z)eg(w)-I—h-z-I—F“(w,z) _ logZp(z)eg(w)+h(u)~z+F“(w,z) o hg(u) + hy

z z

= —hg(u) +h2. O

6. Limits of ratios of point-to-line partition functions. Armed with the
limits of Theorem 4.1 and the large deviation bound of Remark 5.5, we prove
convergence of ratios of tilted point-to-line partition functions. With the tilt
parameter h = (hy,he) € R? and Z,,,, defined as in (4.1), let

ZQ,(N) = Z €h'(vix)Zx,v for NeNand |z|; < N.
vex+73 : [v1=N

This is the same as (5.2) with a general initial point x. Recall definition (5.9)
that associates a velocity u(h) = (u(h),1 —u(h)) to a tilt h, and definition
(3.13) that associates a parameter 6(v) to a velocity v.

THEOREM 6.1.  Fiz 0 < p < 00, and let i.i.d. Gamma(p) weights {’wx}xezi

be given. For X € (0,p), let (£, n*, (Y, w) be the gamma system constructed
in Theorem 4.1. Then for h = (h1,hs) €ER?, 2 ENxZ,,y€Z, x N, P-a.s.,

: Za}cl,(N) 6(u(h))
N ehigh and
(6.1) erent)
Zh
lim — 2™ bum),

—h h
N—roo e7%2 Zac—eg,(N)
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In other words, the limit of ratios of point-to-line partition functions tilted
by h is equal to the limit of ratios of point-to-point partition functions in
the direction u(h)

h
2 e
N—oo e~ h1 Z!Elel’(N) (m,n)—o00 foel,(m,n)
and
h
P M N A Ut

)

N—oo e~ h2 Zg_e%(N) (m,n)—o0 Zgg_e%(m,n)

provided m/n — u(h)/(1—wu(h)). We see the duality between tilt and veloc-
ity from Remark 5.5 again. We do not presently have a proof of LP conver-
gence as we did for the point-to-point case in (4.4).

In Section 7 the limits of ratios from Theorems 4.1 and 6.1 give conver-
gence of polymer measures to random walk in a correlated random environ-
ment. The remainder of this section proves Theorem 6.1.

PROOF OF THEOREM 6.1.  We prove (6.1) for the horizontal ratios (first
limit). Begin with a lower bound, and let o > 0.

h
Za.v)
. h
€ hlZa:—el,(N)
_ Z eh'(vfx)Zx_el,U ) Z;B,U
N “hy 7h
v:|vi=N € hlZ$—61,(N) Z$_617'U
Z
- Z QZ—el,(N){XNf\th:v}Z i
v:|v[1=N T—e1v
h Za:,(m,N—m)
= Z QI*BL(N){XNf‘xh+1 - (m, N — m)}—

7 -
m: |m—Nu(h)|<Ndo z—e1,(m,N—m)

Above we introduced a tilted quenched point-to-line polymer measure

1 N—|yl1—1
(6.2) QQ,(M{%} = el @N =1y, —¥) H w;il
i=0

h
Zy,(N )

for paths z. from z¢ =y to the line |zy_},,[1 = N.

Apply construction (4.10) to the gamma system (£*,7*,¢* w) to define
partition functions Z* and associated polymer measures Q* with north-
ern boundary weights {n;\’N_m 41}1<i<mt1 and eastern boundary weights
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{1 1<i<N—m+1. Recall the dual exit points (4.13)-(4.14). By an appli-
cation of Lemma A.1 (to the reversed rectangle),

A *
Z$,(m,N—m) > Z$,(m—|—1,N—m+1) (tel > O)

- )\ k
foel,(mJme) foel,(erl,meJrl) (tel > 0)

Z)\

A % z,(m+1,N—m+1)

> Qx,(erl,meJrl){tel > 0} Y (b LN )
rz—e1,(m+1,N—m

A A
= Qx,(erl,meJrl){t:l > 0}771

The last equality came from Lemma 4.3. Note the notational distinction:
QZ (V) is the tilted point-to-line polymer measure, while ng is the point-

to-point polymer measure with boundary parameter .
We have the lower bound

Zh
(V)
g2 2 QXN =(m, N —m)}
z—e1,(N)  m:|m—Nu(h)|<Néo
X Q$,(m+1,N—m+1){ e1 > }779:'

Let 0 < A < 6(u(h)). Define parameter M oo by N(1 — u(h)) =
MY(0(u(h))). Let (m,n) =z + ([MU1(p—A)],|[MT1(N)]), a velocity es-
sentially characteristic for (A, p). As m varies in the sum on the right-hand
side of (6.3), let (my,n1) = (m+1,N —m+1). Since ¥, is strictly decreas-
ing, if we fix Jp > 0 small enough, there exists ¢y > 0 such that, for large
enough N,

n—ny 2M‘I’1()\) —M\Ill(ﬂ(u(h))) — Néby—2> Megg
and
mip—m> Nu(h) —No+1—x—MUi(p— ) > Me.

On the second line above we also use definition (3.13) of u(h).
Following the idea of Lemma 4.4 and (4.22),

P[Qi\,(m—l—l,N—m—H){t:z > O} > €

< P[Q;\,(m,ﬁ){t; > Meg} > e 0150M) < gmereoM,

75150M]

Since there are O(N) m-values, Borel-Cantelli and (6.3) give, for large
enough n,

h
Zy (N

,hl h
€ Z:v—el,(N)

>y (1—e 0MQE o {IXN—jopi+1 — Nu(h)| < Néo}.
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By the quenched LDP (5.15) for the point-to-line measure, the last proba-
bility tends to 1. Thus we obtain the lower bound

Z
N) s AP as we let A 2 O(u(h)).

lim
N—o0 e~ foel,(N)

For the upper bound we first bound summands away from the concentra-
tion point of the quenched measure:

eh-((m,me)fx)

Z e—ht Zh

m: |m—Nu(h)|>Ndg z—e1,(N)

Z$,(m,N—m)

eh-((m,me)fx)Z

z,(m,N—m)
< Wz —e Z Zh
m: |m—Nu(h)|>Ndg z,(N)

<we—e; Q vy {| XN —[a; — Nu(h)| > Néo} — 0.

For the remaining fractions we develop an upper bound:

Z)\

z,(m+1,N—m+1) (tZQ > 0)

Za:,(m,N—m) <
— 7
foeh(m,me) Z;n—el,(m+1,N—m+1) (tzQ > O)

A
1 Zx,(erl,meJrl)

= A )
Qa:—el,(m—f—l,N—m—f—l){t:Q > O} Zw—el,(m-l—l,N—m-i—l)

_ A
=— . .
Qa:—el,(m—f—l,N—m—f—l) {tBQ > O}

Combining these,

Zh
(V)
e~ Z$h = Z Q2761,(N){XN7|I|1+1 = (m, N — m)}

z—e1,(N)  m:|m—Nu(h)|<Néo

77)\
X = +o(1)
A * )
1— Qa:—el,(m—f—l,N—m—f—l){tel > O}

where the o(1) term tends to zero P-a.s. Proceed as for the lower bound,
this time choosing #(u(h)) < A < p to show that the Q*-probability above
vanishes exponentially fast. This completes the proof of Theorem 6.1. [J

7. Limits of path measures. As in Section 4, fix p € (0,00) and assume
that i.i.d. Gamma(p) weights w = {w, :x € Z%} are given on a probability
space (2,8,P). Let Z, , be the point-to-point partition function defined in
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(4.1), with associated quenched polymer measure

1 |[v—ul1—1
Quoiz.} = Z H w;il, x. €y y.
WY i=0

Let point-to-line polymer measures be defined as before in (5.13) or (6.2).
For A € (0, p), let (£*,17*,¢*,w) denote the gamma system of weights con-
structed in Theorem 4.1. In this environment, define RWRE transitions on
72 by
Jr

A
T]I+61

—1_ and
A A
Mete; T C:v+e2

ﬂ_w,)\(

T, x+e)=
(7.1)
<£\+62

w,A
T (.’L‘,.’L‘ + 62) = ~ .,
nx+el +CI+62

Let P“ be the quenched path measure of the RWRE started at 0. It is
characterized by the initial point and transition

PUMNXg=0)=1, PYM Xy = y| X = 2) =79, y).

We wrote P instead of P“* because the quenched distribution is a func-
tion of the weights w, through the limits (4.3) that appear on the right
in (7.1). In other words, the probability space has not been artificially aug-
mented with the variables that appear in definition (2.12): everything comes
from the single i.i.d. collection w.

Let Zzi\,'u denote the partition function defined by (3.9) in gamma system

(M), ¢ w). Adapt the notation from (3.3) in the form

A —
A {nerelv Z=eq,

T =
T,x+z A .
Cereg? z=e9.

Then we can rewrite transition (7.1) as

T
7Tw’)‘(.1‘,.1‘ —I-Z) = — ac,ac—l—z)\
Tx,erel + Tx,ereg
(Zé\,a:-I—z)_l

- z € {e1,ea}.
(Zg\,erel)il + (Z&x+62)71’ ’
In other words, this RWRE is of the competition interface type defined by
(2.7) in Lemma 2.2. The next theorem shows that these walks are the limits
of the polymer measures on long paths, both point-to-point and point-to-
line.
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THEOREM 7.1. The following weak limits of probability measures on the
path space (Z?F)Z+ happen for P-a.e. w.

(i) Let 0 < X< p, and suppose (m,n) — oo in the characteristic direction
of parameters (X, p) as defined in (4.2). Then Qq (. n) converges to PwA,
(i) Let h € R%. Then as N — oo the tilted point-to-line measure Qf (V)

converges to Pwfuh),

PRrROOF. Fix a finite path xg as with 2o =0. Then (m,n) > x s for large
enough (m,n), and

7 M-1
Q mn {XOM Z M} = M H w - _) H xz,xz+1
0,(m,n) (m,n)—o0 i Wy,
(7.2)
M-1
T (@i, 2i41) = PN Xou = 2o}
1=0

We applied limits (4.3) and used property w, = n tey T ¢ e, Of the gamma
system (€M, 7", ¢*, w) from Theorem 4.1. There are countably many finite
paths and these determine weak convergence on the path space. Hence P-
a.s. limits (7.2) give claim (i).

The proof of (ii) is the same with limits (6.1) instead. [

The RWRE P%* has the fluctuation exponent of the 1+ 1 dimensional
KPZ (Kardar—Parisi-Zhang) universality class: under the averaged distribu-
tion, at time n, the typical fluctuation away from the characteristic velocity
of (\,p) is of size n??. The reason is that the RWRE is close to a poly-
mer, and we can apply fluctuation results for the shift-invariant log-gamma
polymer. Below E denotes expectation over the weights w. Recall the char-
acteristic velocity uy , from (3.12).

THEOREM 7.2. There exist constants C1,Co < oo such that for N € N
and b>Cq,

(7.3) EPYM| Xy — Nuy ,| > bN?/3} < Cob~2.
Given € > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that
(7.4) Jim_ EPYM|Xy — Nuy ,| <SN?3} <e.

PRrROOF. For each N let (m,n) = ([cNU1(p— )], |cNV1(N)]) where ¢ >
0 is fixed large enough so that m An > 2N. Define 0 <k <1 by k= =
c(W1(p—A)+¥i(A)). Then up to errors from integer parts (km, kn) = Nuy ,.
(See Figure 3.)
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n
N

Knf----- --C

Km N m

Fic. 3. [llustration of the proof of Theorem 7.2. The thickset RWRE path avoids the disk
of radius SN?/3 (dark grey small disk) but enters the disk of radius bN?/® (light grey large
disk) centered at (km,kn) = Nuy,,.

Fix (m,n). We couple the RWRE P“ with the polymer that obeys the
quenched distribution Q)‘NE defined by applying construction (4.10) to
the gamma system (5)‘,?7)‘, C)‘, ). In other words, the boundary weights n*
and ¢* are on the north and east, the bulk weights come from w and the
distribution of the weights is described by (3.6), with w taking on the role
of £. This is the stationary log-gamma polymer to which results from [28]
apply.

Define the path X. € o, (n,n) by letting it follow the RWRE until it hits
either the north or the east boundary of the rectangle {0,...,m} x{0,...,n},
and then follow the boundary to (1m,n). The next calculation shows that the
quenched distribution of X. is Q’\NE n) Let z. € Ily (5,,n)- To be concrete, let

0 <k <m and suppose x. hits the north boundary at xp., = (k,n):
k4+n—1 _\

. . 1
WA _ _ TjTj+1 —1
PYNX.=x.)= H v H Wy,
]:0 J 0,(I€,TL) ]:0
1 k4+n—1 m
— A 1
= H wle. H ()
0,(m,n)  j=0 i=k+1
1 k4+n—1 m
_ -1 A ANE
= ZANE H Wy, H (mn) = Q) ,(m,n) { 3
0,(m,n) =0 i=k+1

The last equality is the definition of Q(’)\NEZ n){x} The equality Z(’)\I(\In]f n) =
Z)\

0,(m,n)
weights.

With ¢ large enough, the boundary does not interfere with behavior
around (km,kn) = Nuy,. In (7.3)~(7.4) we can replace EP¥M.} with

comes by applying Lemma 4.3 to a telescoping product of ratio
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EQSIEIE n){} The result follows from Theorem 2.3 of [28], after a harm-
less reversal of the lattice rectangle to account for the difference that in

([28], Theorem 2.3), the boundary weights are on the south and west. [

8. The log-gamma polymer random walk in random environment. In
the previous section we saw that the limits of log-gamma polymer measures
are polymer RWREs with transition (2.13), where the weights come from
a gamma system with some parameters (), p). In this section we identify a
stationary, ergodic probability distribution for the environment process of
a polymer RWRE. We expect this stationary Markov chain to be the limit
of the environment process when its initial distribution is an appropriate
gamma system (Remark 8.3 below).

The process of the environment as seen from the particle is

Tx,,w = (€x,4+N2, NX +NxZ > (X4 Zp XN fxnmi)-

The state space of this process is the space Qng of weight configurations
w=(&n,¢,€) that satisfy NE induction, as defined in Definition 2.3 and
(2.12).

Let 0 < a, 8 < 0o and p=a +  + 1. Define probability distribution p®?
on the space Qng as follows: let the variables (1ye,,(Neys {n2) be mutually
independent with marginal distributions

(8.1) m;0~ Gamma(a),(p ; ~ Gamma(3),&; ; ~ Gamma(p), 1,7 € N.

The remaining variables {1, Cz,€z—e,—e, : € N?} are then defined by north—
east induction (2.8)-(2.9).

A few more notational items. G, denotes a Gamma(a) random variable
and E generic expectation. Let P denote the distribution of the random
walk on Z%_ that starts at 0 and has step distribution

«

- =1— pley).
pley) = 5 p(e2)
Let us call this the (797, aLiﬁ) random walk. An admissible path is denoted

by zon = (x0,21,...,%,) With 29 =0 and steps z; = — 251 € {e1,e2}.

The Burke property is not valid for u®? because p # o+ 3, so under u®?
the weights do not form a gamma system (Definition 3.1). However, the &
weights still turn out to have a tractable distribution which we record in the
next proposition.

PROPOSITION 8.1.  Under u®?, the marginal distribution of {&}xezi is

given as follows. Let {hx}xezi be arbitrary bounded Borel functions on R...
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Then for n €N,

B [ I1 m(&)}

xeZ? :|z|1<n

— > P(Xom=20n) [ Bhey(Gass)
z0,n€{0}x (22 )" k=0

X 11 Ehy(Ga+p+1)-
lyl1<n:yé{zon}

In other words, the distribution of the ¢ weights is constructed as follows:
run the (ﬁ, 0%5) random walk, put independent Gamma(« + () variables
on the path, independent Gamma(a + § + 1) variables off the path, and

average over the walks.

THEOREM 8.2. Let the environment w have initial distribution p®? on
the space Qng of (2.12), and let the walk X, obey transitions (2.13):

(a) The environment process Tx,w is a stationary ergodic Markov chain
with state space QNE.

(b) The averaged distribution of walk X, is the homogeneous (557, aL-iﬁ)
random walk.

Note the contrast in the behavior of the walk X,. According to The-
orem 7.2, when the environment has the distribution of a gamma system
of weights, the averaged walk has fluctuations of order n?/3. By part (b)
above, when the environment has the p®#? distribution, the averaged walk
is diffusive.

REMARK 8.3 (Simulations). Suppose the environment process starts

from a gamma system with parameters (A, p), with p > 1. Simulations sug-
a B ) =

gest that then T, w converges to u®? such that a+ 5 = p—1 and (m, P

u,), ,, the characteristic direction (3.12) of the original setting.

Under the environment distribution p®#, the averaged distribution of the
walk X, is the diffusive (357, aLj—ﬁ) random walk. Simulations suggest that
under its quenched distribution the walk localizes, with a positive fraction
of overlap between two independent walks in the same environment.

REMARK 8.4. We can look at the environment as seen from the walk
with a more general boundary, instead of simply the axes. Let 0 = {y;};ecz
be a down-right path in Z? that goes through ey, 0 and e;. That is, y_; = e,
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yo=0,y1 =e; and y; —y;i—1 € {e1,—e2}. Let J ={z: Tk eN:x — (k, k) € o}
be the lattice strictly to the northeast of o. Weights assigned to this setting
are such that {{;:z € J} are i.i.d. Gamma(p). On the path edge weights
have different recipes to the northwest and southeast of the origin:

horizontal edge northwest of 0: i < 0,y; — y;—1 = €1 : 7, ~ Gamma(a + 1),
vertical edge northwest of 0: i <0,y; — y;—1 = —e2:(y,_, ~ Gamma(/3),
horizontal edge southeast of 0: i > 1,y; — y;—1 = e; : 1, ~ Gamma(w),
vertical edge southeast of 0: i > 1,y; — y;—1 = —e2:(y, , ~ Gamma(f + 1).

These weights are stationary as we look at the system centered at X,,. The
proof goes along the same lines as given below.

REMARK 8.5 (A degenerate limit and an invariant distribution as seen
from a last-passage competition interface). The results above require p > 1.
In the limit o\, 0, 8\, 0, p\, 1, the ™!, ¢! weights blow up. We rescale so
that logarithms of edge weights converge to exponential random variables,
and bulk weights vanish. Let € > 0, p=ca+¢8+ 1, and consider the weights

(51(\152), 771(@ ZpCZ)xN) under the distribution °*¢?. The independent weights
of (8.1) now satisfy for i, j € N

(8.2) {Efj) ~ Gamma(p), 775,50) ~ Gamma(ea), C((f} ~ Gamma(ef3).
We can construct the weights in (8.2) as functions of uniform variables as
in (4.26). Then the following limits as € \,0 can be taken pointwise:

—elogél) »0,  —elogny = Ip ~ Exp(a),

and
—¢log Céej) — Jo,; ~ Exp(f).
The NE induction equations (2.8) converge to the equations
(8.3) Ln=(Ip—cy—Joe))t and Jo=(Jo_c, —Ip_e,)".
The RWRE transition probability converges to a deterministic transition:

()
(&) Tete W lpey < Jutey} = 70 as € \(0.

x,r+eq (5) (5) x,r+eq
nx+€1 + C96+62

The limit leads to an invariant distribution for a last-passage system. Equa-
tions (8.3) describe inductively the increment variables

I, = GO,x - GO,xfel and J, = GO,x - GO,I*BQ

s
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of a degenerate last-passage model with boundary weights {I; o, Jo ; : 4,5 € N}
and zero bulk weights. This distribution on (Inxz, ,Jz, xn) is invariant for
the environment seen from the location ¢,, that starts at ¢y =0 and obeys
the transition

84) 79 = 1{I,ie, < Jope,} and 70 Hlpse, > Jose, ).

x,x+er T, x+ez

Given the environment, this defines a deterministic path ¢. on Z%r. We
recognize in (8.4) the jump rule of the competition interface (2.2).

The remainder of this section is taken by the proofs. To prove station-
arity of the Markov chain it suffices to consider the partial environment
(NNey s CNeys Enz) because the other variables of the state are functions of
these. The notation here is that nne, = {7ie, }ien, and similarly for other
cases. The next lemma proves everything in Proposition 8.1 and Theorem
8.2, except the ergodicity.

LEMMA 8.6. Fiz n €N and an admissible path xo, with o= 0. Fiz

a finite set T C 72, disjoint from (z, + Z%_) U{zr}o<ken. Let {hi}trez,
and {gu}uezi be collections of bounded Borel functions on Ry. Let f be a

bounded Borel function on RTFN'FNQ. Then

EX | P2 (Xop = 20.0)

n—1
X H hk(éﬁl?k) : H gu(gu) : f("?a:n-i—Nel,Ca:n-i-NeQaga:n-i-N?)
k=0

uel
(8.5)
= P(XO,n = $O,n)
n—1
x [T EPi(Gass)l - [ Blgu(Gatpi1)l CBPC [ (11ey s Civen» En2)-
k=0 ue’l

REMARK 8.7. Note that the independent (ka) cannot go up to k=
n because £x, = Nx, +e; + Cx, +er» and these belong in the future of the
walk. Adding the statements over x(, gives the invariance of 18 and the
distribution of £. For a fixed xo,, We get the averaged distribution of the
walk and also the statement that when the walk looks at the & weights in
its past, it sees G4 g-variables on its path and G4 s41-variables elsewhere.

Lemma 8.6 is basically a consequence of size-biasing beta variables. The
formulation we need is in the next lemma, whose proof we leave to the
reader.
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LEMMA 8.8. Let the gamma variables below with distinct subscripts be
independent. Then

G, Ga Gg
El—2 f(q, e \g(a, WG, +GC
[Ga+Gﬁf< +A+1 Ga+G5>g< +A+1 Ga+G5> (G + 5)]

o«
a4+ p

Ef(Gat1) - Eg(Gp) - ER(Gaqp).

PrROOF OF LEMMA 8.6. We assume that the first step of the walk is e;
and calculate the distribution. Introduce functions ® to represent north—east
induction (2.8)-(2.9), specifically to calculate the £ weights on the vertical
line z - e; =0 and ¢ weights on the vertical line x-e; =1, for x - ey > 1,

(gNez > <e1 +N€2) = (gNez ’ <€1+62 ) C61+62+N62)

Ce
= (‘I)l (7761 +e29 C62+N627 661 +€2+N62)7 661+62 727
?761 + CEQ

@2(7761+627 <€2+N€2 s 661+62+N62 )) .

Let hg,g, fi be bounded Borel functions of their arguments. The first
equality below implements definitions. In the second equality below apply

(8.6) to the triple (Go,Gg,Gatp+1) = (MeysCen»rEer+es), and note that all
other variables are independent of this triple. Let GS?B 41 denote an i.i.d.
Gamma(a +  + 1) sequence. Augment temporarily the probability space
with independent G,41 and Gy variables that are also independent of all

the other variables in fs:

PY(X1 = e1)ho(0)9(Enes) F1 (Mer+8er ) f2(Certmes ) F3(Eoy 1nv2)]

o, B
— RH [Lh(](nel —+ Cez)fl (7]31+N61)f3(£61+N2)
7761 + C€2

B

n
X g <®1 <£el+62 i) C62+N62 ) §e1+62+N62) >
Ney T Ges

Ges

A
crres 7761 + Ceg

7]
@2 <§e1 +e2 = ; Ce2+N627 561 +62+N62> ) :|
7761 + €2

o«
a4 p

o,B
x B [g((pl(GaJrlaC62+N627§e1+62+N62))

E[h0(Gar)| X" [1(Ney+ne)JEX " [f3(Eey 4n2)]
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X f2(G/B’ (1)2(Ga+1’ C€2+N62 ) £€1+e2+Ne2))]
= 5Bl (Gas Bl (G LB fa (e )

< BR [fo(Cien ) B [ f3(x2)]

= a+5E[ho(Ga+ﬁ)] 9(GL 2, B EF [ f1(ver) fo(Grves) f3(n2))-

In the second-to-last equality, inside f; and f3 we simply shift by —e;y.
Inside f variable G g furnishes (,. Here is the key point: at this stage the
Burke property applies to the mappings (®1,®2) because G,41 furnishes
Tey+es, and thereby the parameters of the input weights satisfy (a4 1)+ =
p. The beta size-biasing put us back into the setting of a gamma system.
Thus (®1,P2) outputs two independent sequences. The first one denoted

by Ggfﬁ 41 is 1i.d. Gamma(a + 8+ 1) and it represents the distribution of

£Ne,- The second one is i.i.d. Gamma(8), which we take to be CeyiNe,- In
the last equality we can combine the three p®?-expectations because the
independence is in accordance with the definition of u®?.

Standard arguments generalize the product fi fof3 so that

Euaﬁ [Pw(Xl = el)ho(fo) (SNBQ)F(??€1+N617C€1+N€27§61+N2)]
= ple1)Elho(Gass) Elg(GR , DB [F (e, , ey En2)]

for Borel functions hg, g, ' such that the expectations make sense. Reflection
across the diagonal gives the alternative formula where the first step is ez

instead of eq, §N62 is replaced by §Nel and G atft1 is replaced by Ggilﬁ 41

Referring to the goal (8.5), let Zop =T \ (21 + Z2) and take g(£.) =
[Tuez, gu(€,). We can combine the e; and ey cases into this statement, which
is (8.5) for n=1:

E“aﬁ Pw(X hO 60 H Gu gu ) 77$1+N617<I1+N627611+N2)
u€ly
(8.7) g
= p(21)E[ho(Gasp)] - [ [ Elgu(Gasrss1)] - B [F (e, Cens En2)].
u€ly

To obtain (8.5), do induction on the length n of the path. Let 7' =7 N
(z1+7Z2%). In (8.7) take

F(nNGNCNezvgNQ Hﬂ-wz*xlyx%i»l 961 H hk‘ gfk 961

X H gu—I—a:l fu : (n$n_$l+Nel7C$n_$l+Ne2’§IBn—IL’1+N2)'
uel' —
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Assuming (8.5) holds for paths of length n — 1, the right-hand side of (8.7)
turns into the right-hand side of (8.5). O

The ergodicity claim of Theorem 8.2 is in the next lemma.

LEMMA 8.9. With initial distribution u®P, the stationary process Sy =
(T]Xn+N617CXn+N€2f é‘Xn-I—NQ) 18 GTQOdiC.

PROOF. Denote a generic state by S = (e, (Ne,, Enz)- It suffices to
show that, for any function f € L'(u®?), the averages

n—1
n~ 'Y ES[£(Sk)]
k=0

converge to a constant in L'(u®?) (]27], pages 91-95). By approximation in
LY (™), it suffices to prove this for a local function f, that is, a function
of the variables s = (1;0,0,5,&i.j)i,je[a) for an arbitrary but fixed M € N.
Let s = ¢(S) denote the projection mapping, and let the projection of the
stationary process Sp be s, = ©(Sn) = (1x,4(1,0)» CX+(0,5) » EXn+(ij) irj [ M] -

Process s, is also a stationary Markov chain, with state space ]R%_M M
and invariant distribution v = u®# o p~!. Under v coordinates of s are in-
dependent with distributions 7; o ~ Gamma(«), (o ; ~ Gamma() and & j ~
Gamma(p).

Given state s = (1:,0, (0,5, &i.5)i,je[nm], We compute the variables {1, (,:z €
[M]?} via north—east induction (2.8). The transition from state s to a new
state goes by two steps: (i) randomly shift s by e; or es; (ii) add fresh
variables to the north or east to replace the variables lost from south or
west in the shift of the M x M square.

Precisely speaking, from s = (1;0,C0,5,&i)i e[ the process jumps to
either t’ or t”, according to the following two cases:

(a) The shift is e; and t' = (41,0, C1,4:&i+1,5)i,je[m) Where the new inde-
pendently chosen variables are nyr41,0 ~ Gamma(a) and €p741,; ~ Gamma(p)
for j € [M].

(b) The shift is €2 and t"’ = (’I’]i,l, Co,j+17£’i,j+1)i,j€[M} where the new inde-
pendently chosen variables are (o a7+1 ~ Gamma(/) and &; yr4+1 ~ Gamma(p)
for i € [M].

The probabilities of the two alternatives are

Ney Ces
Ney + Cez Ney + CBQ .

Let m(s,dt) denote the transition probability of the Markov chain s,: the

shift followed by the random choice of new coordinates to complete the
square [M] x [M]. The task is to check that s, is an ergodic process.

7(s,t') = and 7(s,t") =
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Two general observations about checking the ergodicity of a Markov tran-
sition P with invariant distribution v. (i) Suppose v has a density with re-
spect to a background measure A. Then it is enough to check that, for v-a.e.
x, P(xz,dy) has a density p(z,y) with respect to A(dy) such that p(z,y) >0
for A-a.e. y. For then, if A is a v-a.s. invariant measurable set such that
v(A°) >0, taking x € A° in

14(x) = P(z, A) = /A p(,y)\(dy)

shows that A(A) =0 and thereby v(A) = 0. (ii) It is enough to check the
ergodicity of some power P™.

We show that for m = 2M + 1, 7" (s,dt) has a Lebesgue almost every-
where positive density on RE_M +M? et B be a Borel subset of RE_M M2
Write

(8.8) T8 = (Na(,0)» Ca+-(0,5) Eat (i) 15 J € [M])
for the shifted configuration in the M x M square:
m o.B w
(s, B)= Y E"[1p(Tus)Pe{Xm =x}e(S0) =]

x€Z? :|z|1=m
(8.9)
= Z E‘uaﬂ [E”a,ﬁ{lB(TxS”Hx}P(‘)u{Xm = x}|90(50) = S]'

IEZi Hzli=m

On the first line above, g’ represents the choices of fresh coordinates
while the shifts are in the quenched probability Py'{X,, = x}. After that we
conditioned on the o-algebra (Figure 4)

(8.10)  Ho=0{nNe,, (Neo» €y {&ijii<x-e1—1lor j<xz-ex—1}}.

o 9
9
9
o 9
9
o 9
o 9
9
o 9

© © © 6 ¢ © ¢ 60
e © © © ¢ 6 0 0 ¢
>

Fic. 4. The o-algebra H.. The dark black sites in the interior and the thickset lines
on the azes denote the {&,n,(} variables that generate H,. The gray lines denote {n,(}
variables computed via north—east induction from information contained in Hs. Finally
the lighter gray sites denote & variables independent of H.
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X, =z implies |z|; = m, and then m = 2M + 1 guarantees that #,
is large enough to contain the event ¢(Sy) =s. The quenched probability
Py{X, =z} is also Hy-measurable. Of the variables that make up 7,s in
(8.8), the &4 ;)’s are independent of H,, but the 1, 0)’s and (,4(0,5)’s
depend on H, through the equations

Na4-(i,—1)
Nat(i-1) T Cot(i-1,0)

(811)  May(1,0) = Eat(40)

and
Cer(fl,j)
Nt (0,j—1) + Cot(=1,5)

Co1(0.5) = Ea+(0.9) Jj=1...,M.

The situations for {1, 0)} and {C4(0,j)} are symmetric, so let us look at
equation (8.11) closely. H, contains variables {(y;7,1¢,—1):7 € [M]} because
these can be computed by north—east induction from the variables listed in
(8.10), so these are taken as given in (8.11). Variables {4 0):7 € [M]} are
picked i.i.d. Gamma(p), independently of H,, while variables {(,(i—1,0):% =
2,...,M} are calculated along the way from the equations

Cat(i—2,0)
Nat(i—1,—1) T Cot(i—2,0)

(812)  Cor(i-1,0) = Ear(i-1,0) i=2,...,M.

Regarding {Cz;7,4(5,—1) 1% € [M]} as given parameters, equations (8.11) and
(8.12) show that the vectors 7 = (1,4(;,0) 17 € [M]) and & = ({54(:,0) 7 € [M])
in (0,00)™ are bijective functions of each other, and these functions are ra-
tional functions with positive coefficients. (The coefficients themselves are
functions of {Cz;734(5,—1):% € [M]}.) Thus the Jacobians of these functions

cannot vanish on (0,00)". Consequently, from the everywhere positive den-
sity of £ [product of Gamma(p) distributions], we get an everywhere positive
density fi for 7, for every given value of {(y; 7,4 ¢,—1):% € [M]}.

This argument can be repeated to get an everywhere positive density fo
for the vector ¢ = (Cot(0,5) 2 € [M]), for every given value of the variables
specified by the conditioning on H,.

Let f denote the (everywhere positive) density of the vector ({,4(; jy:7,Jj €
[M]). With this notation we can write

B [1p(Tes) [ He =/ , 1e(u,v,w) fi(u) f2(v) f(w) dudv dw,
]RiM-‘—M

where the right-hand side is not a constant, but the densities f; and fo de-

pend also on the variables specified by the conditioning on H,. On the right

the densities are multiplied due to independence that comes from depen-

dence on disjoint sets of £ variables. This formula can be substituted into

(8.9) to conclude that 7 (s,-) has an a.e. positive density on (0, oo)2M+M2,
O
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APPENDIX: AUXILIARY RESULTS

This appendix contains a comparison lemma for partition functions, a
large deviation bound for the log-gamma polymer and an ergodic theorem
for cocycles.

A.1. Comparison lemma for partition functions. Let arbitrary weights
{Vgg}gcezgr be given, and define partition functions as in (2.3). For a subset

A C1I,,, define the restricted partition function (unnormalized polymer
measure) by

Recall the definitions of the exit points (3.7)—(3.8). The restriction A =
{te, > 0} means that the first step of the path is e;. In other words, Zy ,(t., >
0) =V, 'Ze, », defined for z-e; > 1.

LEMMA A.1. For m>2 and n > 1 we have this comparison of partition
functions:
Zo,(m—1,n)(te, >0) - Z(1,1),(m—1,n) - Zo,(m—1,n)(te; >0)
ZO,(m,n) (te1 > 0) B Z(l,l),(m,n) a ZO,(m,n) (t62 > 0)

(A1)

Proor. Consider the ratio weights for these partition functions:

Ny = ZO,:v—el (te1 > 0) _ Ze1,$—e1 and 7, = Z(l,l),w—el

’ Z0.2(te, > 0) Zey T Zana
o= Zoa—es(tey >0) _ Zey e and ¢, — Z(l,l),:v—eg

Z0,2(te, >0) Zeiw Z11)z
On the boundary of the lattice N2, these ratios satisfy
~ ?’]‘70 ~ .o
Gy=V1;=C,; and my=Vii———<V1 =11  fori,j>2.
7i,0 + Gi—1,1

NE induction (2.8) preserves these inequalities and gives the first inequality
of (A.1). The second comes analogously. [

A.2. Large deviation bound for the log-gamma polymer. Let 0 < a <
p, and let (£,71,() be a gamma system of weights with parameters (o, p)
according to Definition 3.1. Let Zy, be the partition function defined by
(3.9) in this gamma system, with the corresponding point-to-point quenched
polymer measure

texit ‘U‘l
1 1 1
Qoota.} = Zow (ZI—II T{$i—1,$i}> ( H S >’ z. € Ho,o.

’ J=texit+1
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Let the scaling parameter N > 1 be real valued. Let (m,n) € N? denote the
endpoint of the path. Measure the deviation from characteristic velocity by

(A.2) EN=|m—NV¥i(p—a)|V|n—N¥i(a)l.

LEMMA A.2. Let sy be defined by (A.2). Let § > 0. Then there are con-
stants 0 < d1,¢,¢1 <00 such that the following estimate holds. For (m,n) €
N2, N>1 and u> (1Vcry VIN),

P[QO,(m,n){tq > u} > efdlu] < e C1u

Same bound holds for te,. The same constants work for (c,p) that satisfy
0 < a<p and vary in a compact set.

PrROOF. Let < «, and take two gamma systems: (£,n%,(%) with pa-
rameters (a,p) and (£,7°,¢?) with parameters (3, p). Couple them so that
they share the &-variables, and nf <n¢ and Cf > (¢ hold. This can be
achieved by imposing these same conditions on the variables in part (c)
of Definition 3.1, and then noting that the inequalities are preserved by
(3.1). Let Z« and Z” be partition functions computed in these two systems:

QO,(m,n) {t€1 = u}

1 texit 1 m+n
(A.3) == > 1t Zu}(H F)( 11 ngl)

O’(m7n) x.EHO,(m,n) i=1 2’0 j:texit+1
B lu] B
0,(m,n) .0
— o a C
ZO’(m7n) =1 ?72’0

In the bounds below, X = X — EX denotes a centered random variable.
Recall the mean (3.10). Let §; > 0. From (A.3)

]P)[QO,(m,n){tm > u} > e_élu]

Lu)
< P{Z(lognfo — logniy) = 51U}

(Ad) -
+P{log Z, (o) — 108 Z5 0y = (L] —m)(Po(a) — Wo(B))
+n(Yo(p—B) — Yo(p — @) — 201u}.

Standard large deviations apply to log-gamma variables, so Jco > 0 such
that

lw)
P{Z(logmﬂ,o —lognfy) = 51U} <e

i=1
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Taylor expand to second order the Wy-differences inside the last probability
in (A.4). Keeping 6 > 0 fixed, pick ; >0 and o — 5> 0 small enough and
¢ < oo large enough. Then for another small constant cs > 0, the probability
simplifies to

P{log Z ) — 08 Zg.

Ov(mvn) 2 Cgu} S 6_041“

The bound comes again from i.i.d. large deviations, by virtue of (3.11). O

A.3. Ergodic theorem for centered cocycles. With a bit of extra effort
and with future use in mind, we prove this ergodic theorem more generally
than required for this paper. Fix a dimension d € N. Let R C Z¢ denote
an arbitrary finite set of admissible steps that contains at least one nonzero
point. 0 € R is also acceptable. Admissible paths (z)}_, satisfy z —xp_1 €
R. Let M =|R| be the cardinality of R.

Define
Gt = {Z b,z:b, €Z+},

zZER

and let G =Gt — G be the additive subgroup of Z? generated by R. Let
(2,6,P) be a probability space equipped with a semigroup (7;),cg+ of
commuting measurable maps T, :Q — €. In other words, the assumptions
are that Ty =id and T,y =T, o T}, for z,y € G*. Generic points of € are
denoted by w. Assume P invariant and ergodic under (7}),cg+: that is,
PoT, =P, and if T, 1A= A Vz € G" then P(A) € {0,1}.

Let F':2 x R — R be a centered cocycle, by which we mean these prop-
erties:

(i) Vz€R:F(w,z) € L}(P) and EF (w, 2) = 0.
(i) The closed-loop (or cocyle) property: if {z;}}_, and {z}}}", are two
admissible paths such that zo = x{, and x,, = 2},,, then
n—1 m—1
Z F(T,,w,zpy1 —ap) = Z F(szw,xzﬂ — ).
k=0 £=0
Note that the closed-loop property forces F'(w,0) =0 if 0 € R.
Define the path integral of F' for (w,z) € Q x G by

n—1 m—1
f(wax) = ZF(Tkiw)xk+l - J}k) - Z F(szwvszrl - l‘%),
k=0 =0

where (z)}_, and (z})}", are any two admissible paths from a common
initial point xy =z, to x, =z and to z}, = 0. In particular f(w,0) =0. The
closed-loop property ensures that f is well defined.

Let D, ={x:3z1,...,2, € R such that z; + -+ + z, =z} denote the set
of points accessible from 0 in exactly n steps.
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THEOREM A.3.  Let F' be a centered cocycle. Assume there exists a func-
tion F:Q x R — R such that F(w,z) < F(w, z) for all z € R and P-almost
every w, and that satisfies

- 1 _
(A5)  Tim Im max — Y [F(Thpiw,2)| =0  VzeR\{0}.

— <
INOn—oo|z|1<n N 0<i<ns
Then for P-almost every w

; f(w,2)
Im max ———
n—00 €D, n

=0.

An assumption similar to (A.5) was useful in [25, 26] in studies of poly-
mers. If, for each z € R\ {0}, the variables {F(T;.w,z2)}icz, areii.d. then
by Lemma A.4 of [26] a sufficient condition for (A.5) is

(A.6) dp > d: E[|F(w,2)["] < co.

Our application of Theorem A.3 is to the centered cocycle F'" in (5.11). By
Corollary 5.1 this satisfies the i.i.d. condition and even has an exponential
moment. Thus hypothesis (A.5) is satisfied by F" in (5.11), and Theorem A.3
holds for F = F = F",

As an auxiliary result toward the main theorem, we prove a limit for
averages over rectangles of any dimension. The following result is a discrete
version of Lemma 6.1 of [18].

THEOREM A.4. Let F be a centered cocycle. Letr € [M]={1,2,..., M},
21, ..., 2y distinct points from R, and 0 < a; <b; for 1 <i<r. Then

[nbi]—1 [nbr]—1
. f(wyklzl+"’+krzr)_
(A7) lim — g g - =0 P-a.s.

n—oo N’
ki=|na1 | kr=|nar|

It is enough to consider the case a; =0, for the general case is obtained
by successive differences and sums of such cases. Then to simplify notation
we take b; = 1. We separate a part of the proof as a lemma.

LEMMA A5, Let 1<j<r <M and g:[0,1]" = R continuous. Then
P-a.s.

n—1 n—1

o1 _
(A8) lim — Z e Z g(n 1(k17 K k:T))F(TkIZI+"'+errw’ Zj) =0.

n—oo N’
k1=0 kr=0

PRrROOF. Fix j. Let h(w) denote the a.s. limit of the left-hand side of (A.8)
for g =1, given by the pointwise ergodic theorem ([19], Theorem 6.2.8). We
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show that h is invariant under each shift 7T,, z € R. By the closed-loop
property (now for j € {1,...,7})

1 n—1 n—1
nr Z Z F(Tklzl+k222+"'+k7‘2rw7Zj)
k1=0 kr=0

1 n—1 n—1 n—1 n—1
+§ E E E E F(TklZl+k2z2+“‘+nzj+"'+krzrw7z)

k1=0 kj,1=0kj+1=0 kr=0

1 n—1 n—1 n—1 n—1
IJE E E E F(Thy 2y +hozo ot 0+ bz Ws 2)

k1=0 kj,1=0 kj+1=0 kr=0

n—1 n—1

1
4 F Z e Z F(Tklzl+k22’2+"'+kr2’r(Tzw)’Zj)'
k1=0 k,«:O

The closed loop above is taken for fixed T,z 4 tkj_12j 1 +kjp1 2401+ hrzn@-
The two paths are {z;,2z;,...,nz;,nz; + 2z} and {z,2 + zj,2 + 22j,...,2 +
nz;}.

The first sum converges to h(w), the last one to A(7T,w). By the pointwise
ergodic theorem the first sum on the right converges to 0 because it has only
n"~! terms. Consequently all terms converge a.s. The second sum on the
left must also vanish in the limit because it converges to zero in probability.
We get h(w) = h(T.w) Vz € R and conclude by ergodicity and the mean-
zero property of F' that h =0. Then (A.8) follows by a Riemann sum-type
approximation. [

ProOF OF THEOREM A.4. This goes by induction on r. For r =1,
rearrange

182 fwkzy) 1215 1 k+1
EZ¥:EZE F(E21W7Z1):EZ<1_ n )F(TkZ1W7zl)'
—0 k=1 i=0 k=0

An application of (A.8) with g(y) =1 — y gives conclusion (A.7) for r =1.
Suppose that (A.7) holds for some r € {1,...,M — 1}. Let us show it for

r—+ 1.

n—1 n—1 n—1

1 f 7k ++kr r+kr T
Sy ey, Y Hehmrrhe that)

k1=0  kp=0ky11=0

-1 n—1

n—1 n
1
nr+2 Z Z [f(w, k121 + -+ Epzp)

k1=0  kp=0/ky41=0
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+ f(Tk121+~~+errw> kr-l—lZT-I-l)]

1 TS z_:l f(w,k:lzl—l—'“—i-krzr)
o ko "
1 n—1 n—1

+ nr+2 Z Z f(Tk1Z1+~~~+krzTWakr+1zr+1)

k1=0 kr4+1=0

1 n—1 n—1 f(w’klzl—k-"‘i‘krzr)
SER SIS .

k1=0 k=0

+1+1
TLT"H Z Z < - i )F(Tk121+"'+kr+1zr+1w>ZT-I-l)'

k1=0 kr+1 0

As n — oo on the last line, the first sum goes to zero by the induction
hypothesis and the second sum by (A.8) with g(y1,...,yr+1) =1—yr+1. O

PrROOF OF THEOREM A.3. Fix a labeling z1, ...,z of the steps in R.
We first prove
(A.9) lim min f(w,2) > 0.

Let 6 > 0 and aj, = k§/(4M) for k € Z. For k = (k. .., k) € ZY define
sets

M
Bpx= {Z sizit | nag, | <s; < |nag,4+1] forie [M]}

i=1

For each z € D), we can pick By, ; = B, k(,) such that every point y € By, »
can be reached from x with an admissible path of at most nd steps. (The
assumption x € D,, implies x = Zf‘i 1 biz; with Zf\i 1 bi =n. For each ¢ take
k; minimal such that |nag,| > b;.) Our strategy is to replace f(w,z) with
an average of f over B, ;. Note that there is a fixed finite set K of vectors
k such that the above choices can be made from {B,, x :k € K} for all large
enough n and all z € D,,.

For every x € D,, and every y € B,, , fix a path from z to y such that the
steps 21, 22, ..., 2y are taken in order. Recall that F'(w,0) =0. Then for any
such pair z,y, Wlth designated path (z;)/",

m—1
flw,z) Z F(Ty,w,xi — xi) H{xip #xi}
=0
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m—1

> flw,y) — Z F(Tyw, iy — i) 1{wip1 #2;}
=0

>fen - X { e ¥ ATl
servgoy \UsEnTo S s

Above rg = max{|z|; : # € R}. The error term is independent of z,y. Average
over y € By, ;, and then take minimum over x € D,,,

-1 | -1
Cfwa) 1 T T s 4 )
min > min Z Z
z€Dn M keK Ny n
7 os1=[nag, | sM:\_nakMJ
1 _
_ Z { IIE}QX - Z |F(Tu+izw,z)‘},
serfop UisIro T s

where N,, x = Hi]‘il(LnakiHJ — [nag,]) ~ CnM. As n — oo, the first term on
the right vanishes by Theorem A.4. After that let § — 0, and assumption
(A.5) takes care of the last term. Bound (A.9) has been verified.

To prove

(A.10) lim max fw,)

<0,
n—ooxEeD, n

we repeat the argument but with more rectangles.
For @ # 1 C [M] and k = (k;)ic; C Z!!1, define

Bnix= {Zszzz | nag, | < s; < |nag,41] forie I}.
i€l
For each = € Dy, pick By, o = By, (2) k(«) S0 that  can be reached from every
point y € B,, , with an admissible path of at most nd steps. The additional

flexibility of choice of I(z) accommodates points x = Zf\i 1 biz; such that
some b; < |nap| and therefore a rectangle B, i that uses all M steps cannot
be placed “upstream” from x. As before, there is a fixed finite set K from
which all the vectors k(z) can be chosen, for all z € D,, and large enough n.
For every x € D,, and y € B,, ; fix a path from y to = such that the steps
zj, j € I(z), are taken in order. Then for any such pair x,y, with designated
path (x;)",,
m—1
flw,z) = fw,y) + Y F(Tow,wit1 — zi)1{wip1 # i}
i=0
m—1
< flwy)+ Y F(Trw,wip — z) Hmig # 2}
i=0
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<ient X { e ¥ ATl |

<
ervjoy SIS
Again average over y € B, ; to obtain
f(w,z)
max ———=
z€Dy, n
lnak, 41]-1 ek 1-1
1]
< fw,s5,2j, +- + Sjmzjm)
< max DY
keK Nn,[,k n
o#IC[M] sp=lrak; I sy =lnag | |
1 —
+ Z max — E |F(Tu+izw7z)‘ 3
|ul1<2nro M -
z€R\{0} 0<i<nd

where Ny, 13 ~ Cnlfl and T = {ji,... ,Jr)}- Bound (A.10) follows as above.
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