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DYSON FERRARI-SPOHN DIFFUSIONS AND ORDERED
WALKS UNDER AREA TILTS

DMITRY IOFFE, YVAN VELENIK, AND VITALI WACHTEL

ABSTRACT. We consider families of non-colliding random walks above a hard
wall, which are subject to a self-potential of tilted area type. We view such
ensembles as effective models for the level lines of a class of 2 4+ 1-dimensional
discrete-height random surfaces in statistical mechanics. We prove that, under
rather general assumptions on the step distribution and on the self-potential, such
walks converge, under appropriate rescaling, to non-intersecting Ferrari-Spohn
diffusions associated with limiting Sturm-Liouville operators. In particular, the
limiting invariant measures are given by the squares of the corresponding Slater
determinants.

1. INTRODUCTION

Random walks under area tilts mimic phase separation lines in certain low-
temperature two-dimensional lattice models of statistical mechanics, particularly
in the regime of pre-wetting. A prototypical example is the two-dimensional Ising
model in a large box with negative boundary conditions and a small positive mag-
netic field h. In such circumstances, the £-interface is pushed towards the boundary
of the box and its fluctuations above flat segments of the boundary are expected to
be of order h~1/3. Rigorous justification of the latter claim is still an open problem
(but see [21] for partial results in this direction). Instead, the papers [12, 15] are
devoted to a refined analysis of effective random walk models of such interfaces. In
particular, the full scaling limits were identified in [15], for a large class of effective
random walks, as Ferrari-Spohn diffusions [10].

In this paper, we consider ensembles of n non-colliding random walks which
are subject to generalized area tilts. Precise definition are given in Section 3.
These ensembles are intended to model non-intersecting level lines for certain low-
temperature 2 + 1-dimensional interfaces (which themselves are intended to model
two-dimensional random surfaces of lattice statistical mechanics). A prototypical
example is the SOS model, see [3, 1] and references therein, or even more so its
version with bulk Bernoulli fields which was introduced in [13]. In either case, low-
temperature level lines have the structure of Ising polymers whose effective random
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walk representation is discussed in [11] and is based on the general fluctuation theory
of ballistic walks with self-interactions as developed in [16].

In Section 2, we introduce and briefly discuss the class of limiting objects, which
we call Dyson Ferrari-Spohn diffusions. The latter can be alternatively described as
Ferrari-Spohn diffusions conditioned to remain ordered, or as ergodic n-dimensional
diffusions driven by the log-derivative of the Slater determinants of the corresponding
Sturm—Liouville operators. The construction is well understood: We refer to [19,
Section 2| for extensive details on determinantal random point fields in general and
Fermi gas in particular, and to [7, Section 3] where such diffusions are discussed for
specific kernels in the context of random matrix theory.

Properties of Dyson Ferrari-Spohn diffusions, in the form we need them, are
formulated in Theorem 2.1. To keep our exposition self-contained and to stress the
role played by the Karlin-McGregor formula, we sketch the proof.

Our effective model of ordered walks under area tilts is introduced in Section 3,
while our main result, Theorem A, is formulated in Subsection 3.4. In Subsection 3.6,
we introduce the rescaling notation which is employed in all the subsequent argu-
ments. The step-by-step structure of our arguments is explained in Subsection 3.7.
The details of the proofs are given in Sections 4-7 and in the Appendix. The or-
ganization of these sections is described in Subsection 3.8. Many of our technical
estimates rely on strong approximation techniques and on a refinement of recent
results on random walks in Weyl chambers and on cones [0, &].

2. STURM—LIOUVILLE OPERATORS AND DYSON FERRARI-SPOHN DIFFUSIONS

2.1. One particle. Consider the Sturm-Liouville operator

1 d?
=—-— — 2.1
S — (), 1)
where ¢ is a non-negative symmetric C3-potential satisfying
lim ¢(r) = oc. (2.2)
|r|—o00

We can either think of L as being defined on Ly(R; ) with zero boundary conditions
at zero, or as being defined on Ly(R). It is classical fact [5] that L has a complete
orthonormal family of eigenfunctions

L(,Dz = —€;; O<er <e < /‘ oQ. (23)

The Krein—Rutman eigenfunction ¢y is positive on (0, 00), respectively on R.

In the case of the half-line, L has a closed self-adjoint extension from Cy(0, 00),
whereas in the case of R it has a closed self-adjoint extension from Cy(R). In both
cases, the domain of the closure is given by

D) = {f = fpn : Y enfi < oo}, (2.4
k k
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We proceed to discuss the half-line case only; the full-line case would be a literal
repetition.
L is a generator of a contraction semigroup T, on Lo(R,): For f = >" frok,

Tf(r) =) fre ey (2.5)
k

This semigroup has the following probabilistic representation: For r > 0, let P” be
the (sub-probability) path measure of the Brownian motion started at r and killed
upon hitting the origin. Then, for any f € D(L) and any ¢ > 0,

Tof(r) = B {e o aBOd r(B())}. (2.6)

Clearly, T; is an integral operator with kernel h; given by
hu(r,s) =D e (r)pn(s). (2.7)

2.2. n non-colliding particles. Let us fix n € N and define
A ={reR":0<r < <r} (2.8)

Let L; be a copy of L acting on the i-th variable. Consider the closed self-adjoint

extension of
Z L = Z(%W - Q<7’z')> (2.9)
1 KA

1

from Co(A;") and let T, be the corresponding contraction semigroup on Ly(A}).
In probabilistic terms, T, can be described as follows: For an n-tuple r € AT, set

Er=E"QE?®.. @ E™.
Let B be the n-dimensional Brownian motion, and define
T=min{t : B(t) ¢ A’} (2.10)

In other words, 7 is the minimum between the first collision time and the first time
the bottom trajectory exits from the positive semi-axis. Then,

T/ f(r) = B, {2 b aBeNds £(B(1))1,5, ). (2.11)

T, is an integral operator on Ly(A}) and, by the Karlin-McGregor formula, its
kernel k; is given by

ke(r, s) = det{h:(r;, s;)}. (2.12)
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2.3. Limiting behaviour. Let

@1(r1)  pa(r1)

@n(r1)
r r n(r
A(r) = det <P1(: 2) 902(: 2) ) ¥ ( 2) ' (2.13)
@1(rn) p2(rn) -+ palra)
Note that A € Ly(A}) .
Theorem 2.1. Set D,, =" e,. Then,
1tlirn Pk (r, 5) = A(r)A(s). (2.14)
—00
Moreover, for any f € Ly(AS) and for any t > 0,
. E {e % Iy a(Bi)ds f(X (1)) pey, )
T E,{e- Sl abiasy
Dt .
- Er{e_ZifoQ(Bi(s))dsf(ﬁ(t))A(ﬁ(t))]lt<T+}
Alr) ~
Dt

= —TF Té+’l“.
= & TTUAE) 2SI

(2.15)
In its turn, S;" is a diffusion semigroup with transition kernel

q(r,s) = ZTTZ)F%(E 5)A(s), (2.16)

which is self-adjoint on Ly(AT, A?); the generator of the corresponding ergodic dif-
fusion on At is given by

1~ 6
Or =52 53+ Vigd)(r) Vv
1 Tt

1 ) 9
Proof. Let us introduce the column vectors
po(r1)
r
T L
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and the volume form F(cy,...,¢,) = det[c, ..., ¢,). Under our assumptions, (2.3),
(2.7) and (2.12) imply, asymptotically as t — oo, that

P tr(r,5) (140 (1)) = F( 3 wels)be, 3 welsa)bes oD alsn)ln)

=F(br,....0x) > (=1 ] @o,(s0), (2.18)
/=1

o

and the first claim (2.14) follows. Above, o runs over all permutations of {1,...,n}
and sgn(o) = £1 denotes the signature of o.
Modulo some technicalities, (2.15) follows from (2.14) and the Markov property.
Finally, &,, in (2.17) is the generator of S;", since the generator of T, is the closed
self-adjoint extension of (2.9) from Co(A;) and since, by direct computation,

(32, ) at) = -D.Aw) (2.19)

1

OJ

2.4. Dyson diffusions for Sturm—Liouville operators. For every n € N, the
diffusion

dz(t) = dB(t) + Vleg(A)(x(t)) dt, (2.20)

with the generator &, described in Theorem 2.1, lives on A’ and is reversible
with respect to A2%(r)dr. In the sequel, we shall use P} for its distribution on
C((—o00,+00), A}) and ;T for the restriction of this distribution to C([—T, T, A).
Without loss of generality, let us assume that A%(r) is a probability density (on A}).
Note that the latter has a determinantal structure:

A%(r) = det{Kn(rs,75)}, (2.21)
where the kernel K, is given by

Kn(r,s) = @u(r)ei(s). (2.22)
=1
In particular, the level density distribution is given by
1 1 9
pu(r) = —Kn(r,r) = n ZW(T)‘ (2.23)

There are similar determinantal formulas for level spacing, gap probabilities, etc.
We note that the unpublished work [2] contains results on the universality of scaling
limits (as n — 0o) in this general Sturm-Liouville context.
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3. ORDERED WALKS WITH AREA TILTS.

3.1. Underlying random walks and ordering of trajectories. The setup fol-
lows [15].

Let p, be an irreducible random walk kernel on Z. The probability of a finite
trajectory X = (X1, Xo,..., Xg) is p(X) = [ [, px,,,—x,. The product probability of
n finite trajectories X = (X!,... X" is

P(X) =[] p(x"). (3.1)

(=1

Assumptions on p. Assume that

Z zp, =0 and p has finite exponential moments. (3.2)
z€EZL

In the sequel, we, in order to facilitate the notation, shall assume that the variance
satisfies,
o’ => Fp.=1 (3.3)
Z2€EZL

Sets of trajectories. Let u,v € N. As in [15], Xjf’N7+ is used to denote the set of

trajectories X starting at u at time M, ending at v at time /N and staying positive
during the time interval {M,... N}.

Let u,v € N"NAY and M, N € Z with M < N. Let Py, be the family of n
trajectories X starting at u at time M, ending at v at time N and satisfying

1 2 n .
0<X; <Xj<--<X}! Vie{M+1,...,N—1}. (3.4)

For u,v € N, let A}y , be the set of n trajectories X starting at u at time M,
ending at v at time N, staying positive during the time interval {M,... N} and
satisfying

¢ kv
X;#X; Vje{M,...,N}and ( # k. (3.5)

For N > 0, we shall use the shorthand notations Px% = P\ and Py’ =

u,v

¥ . The same convention applies for the shorthand notations A%% and A%,
The model which we define below is a polymer measure over ordered trajectories
v~ The families A"y | are needed for an application of the Karlin-McGregor

formula.

3.2. The model. Let {V)} 50 be a family of self-potentials V\ : N — R,. For
a finite trajectory X = (Xu,..., Xy), let p(X) = Hi]iMH p(X; — X,_1) be its
probability for the underlying random walk, and let us introduce the tilted weights

wi(X) = e~ T X p(x), (3.6)
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Given u,v € N and A > 0, define the partition functions and the probability distri-
butions

u,v u,v 1
Zy'a= > walX) and Py’ \(X) = Z W) Lxepye - (3.7)
XePy", NoA
In the case of an n-tuple X = (X!,...,X") of trajectories, we consider the product

weights wy (X) = [, wa(X"). If S is a finite or countable set of such tuples, then
the corresponding restricted partition functions are denoted by

Zy[8] =) wa(X). (3.8)

Xes

We shall use the shorthand notations Zy% , = Z\[Py5] and ZA]%%”\ = Z,\[Px4].
Finally, let us define the probability distribution P%, , on Py7 by

u,v 1
Pr4aX) = Zar— wWa(X)Lizepys - (39)
N,+,\

The term YV, +1 VA(Xi) represents a generalized (non-linear) area below the tra-
jectory X. It reduces to (a multiple of) the usual area when V)(z) = Azx. As in [17],
we make the following set of assumptions on V,:

3.3. Assumptions on V) and the scale H,. For any A > 0, the function V) on
[0, 00) is continuous, monotone increasing and satisfies

Vi(0) =0 and lim Vy(z) = oc. (3.10)
T—00
In particular, the relation
H3VA(Hy) =1 (3.11)

determines unambiguously the quantity Hy. Furthermore, we make the assumptions
that limy o Hy = oo and that there exists a function ¢ € C*(R™) such that

Lim HV\(rHy) = q(r), (3.12)
uniformly on compact subsets of R. Note that Hy, respectively H3, plays the
role of the spatial, respectively temporal, scale in the invariance principle which is
formulated below in Theorem A.

Furthermore, we shall assume that there exist A > 0 and a (continuous non-
decreasing) function go > 0 with lim,_,,, go(r) = oo such that, for all A < A,

HVi(rHy) > qo(r) on R, (3.13)

Finally, we assume that gy grows to oo sufficiently fast; namely, for any x > 0,

/ e ") dr < oo. (3.14)
0



8 DMITRY IOFFE, YVAN VELENIK, AND VITALI WACHTEL

Presumably, our main results hold without assumption (3.14). However, since it
is rather soft and since it implies the claim of the technically very convenient
Lemma 4.2 below, we decided to keep it.

Remark 1. A natural class of examples of family of potentials satisfying assump-
tions (3.10)-(3.14) is given by Vi(z) = Az® with o > 0. For the latter, Hy, =
AV @) and q(r) = qo(r) = r®. In this way, the case of linear area tilts @ = 1
corresponds to the familiar Airy rescaling Hy = A\~/3.

3.4. The result. We set hy = H, . The paths are rescaled as follows: For t € h3Z,
define .

Then, extend z* to any ¢ € R by linear interpolation. In this way, given 7" > 0 and
u,v, we can talk about the induced distribution IP’]QVﬂT/\ on the space of continuous

functions C([—T,T],A;).

Theorem A. Let Ay be a sequence satisfying

. . A L.
J\}l—{noo A =0 and ]\}lm ay = ]\}lm = 00. (3.16)

Fiz any C € (0,00) and any T > 0. Then, the sequence of distributions PR*,

converges weakly to the distribution BT of the ergodic diffusion z(-) in (2.20),
uniformly in v, u, < CH,,.

3.5. Non-strict constraints. In the sequel, we shall focus on the strict constraints
expressed in (3.4). However, a rather straightforward modification of our arguments
would imply that the conclusion still holds when the ordering in (3.4) is non-strict,
that is, when we instead require that

0< X! <X2<...<X' Vje{M,.. N} (3.17)

Namely, let P}y o be the family of n trajectories X starting at u at time M, ending

at v at time N and satisfying (3.17). As in the case of strict ordering, we use
abbreviation Py = P2y v Define (recall (3.1))

ZJEV”%’)\ = Z e Z?:l ZﬁV:,N V/\(Xf) P(X)
XGPJ%;%O
and
~ X 2 v XD P(X)
u,v S PN
PTV,O,)\ (X) = Zg,y I{XG'PJ%:%} .
N,0,\

Corollary 3.1. Under the same assumptions, the conclusions of Theorem A hold
for the family of measures Py ).
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3.6. Rescaling and the corresponding notation. It will be convenient to adjust
our notations to the running scales hy. Define:

N)\ = h)\N, AI,A = A;{ N (N)\>n and Z)\ = hiZ (318)
In this way, 2*(t) in (3.15) belongs to A, for every t € Zj.
For a,b,t € Z) and r,s € A;/\, we shall write, with a slight abuse of notation,

r,s Hyr,Hys s r,S DT,S r,s
Py = 77 a2\ and similarly for Py \, Prr \ AL and ALs T (319

The same conventions apply to partition functions (e.g., we shall write Z;; N =

Z\[Pr2 "t a)) and for probability distributions (e.g., we shall write P, | for a € Z
and 7,5, € A} ).
With the above notations, Theorem A can be restated as follows: Let

lim Ay =0 and lim ay = oo. (3.20)
N—oo N—oo
Then, the family of distributions Pﬁii Ay converges weakly to the distribution ;7

of the ergodic diffusion z(+), uniformly in r,, s, < C.

Our proofs rely on the properties of the underlying rescaled random walks (without
area tilts). The corresponding notation for the latter follows the above convention
adopted for polymer measures: Given A > 0 and r € N}, we use Pf for the law
of the rescaled walk started at time zero at r. The restriction of P} to the set of

trajectories which stay in A+ during the interval [0, ¢] is denoted by Pt + - When
the end-point t is clear from the context, we will sometimes use the shorthand
notation PZ ;. Finally, given s € N} and t € Z,, we use

PR =Pi(- [2(t)=s) and Pit =P (- |2'() =23). (3.21)

3.7. Structure of the argument. As )\ | 0, the following notion of convergence
is employed: Consider the spaces (5(Ny) and £5(A;' ) with scalar products

o) = hy Z f(r)g(r) and, respectively, (f, g)2.n = h} Z f(r)g(r). (3.22)

reNy [EA:

Let py 1 Lo(Ry) — £2(Ny) and pr, @ Lo(A)) — EQ(A;/\) be linear contractions; for
instance, to fix the ideas, set

T T1 Tn
! / u(s)ds and py u(r) = in/ / U($)Lyepty ds.
h/\ (r=hx)+ hx (ri—=hx)+  Jrm—ha)+ o
(3.23)
Above, s = sV 0 for any s € R. Let us say that a sequence u, € ¢(N,) converges
to u € Ly(Ry), which we denote u = lim uy, if

lggl llux — paull2n = 0. (3.24)

pau(r) =
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The same definition applies for sequences u, € @(An ,) and, accordingly, for the
limiting w in Lo(A;}). Note that, in both cases, if u = limy o uy and v = limy g vy,
then

lim (uy, va)a :/ u(r)v(r)dr, respectively, lim(uy,vy)2x :/ u(r)v(r)dr.
A0 0 A0 AY
(3.25)

STEP 1. (Convergence of one-dimensional and product semi-groups.) Recall that T,
is an integral operator whose kernel h; is defined in (2.7). [15, Proposition 3] implies
that if a sequence f\ € f5(N,) converges to f € Ly(R), then, for any ¢ > 0,

iy 32 Ao = | mtroseas (3.26)

in the sense of (3.24) above. In particular, for any f,g € Co(Ry),

liigh’\ Z Z g(r) Tfr W S(s) / / r)hi(r, s) f(s) drds. (3.27)

reN) seNy

We claim:

Proposition 3.1. Assume that the sequence fy € @(A;A) converges to f € Co(AT).
Let o be a permutation of {1,...,n}. Then, for anyt > 0,

1)1\1161 Z HZ;Z:‘/’\Z / Hht Tiy 8o, ) f(8) ds, (3.28)
§€A:’; =1 An =1
in the sense of (3.24) above. In particular, let f,g € Co(AS). Then, for anyt > 0,

s Y Y )HZ:TQ /A+/A+ Hht ris 50) f(5) drds. (3.29)

reAt | seAl i=1 i=1

STEP 2. (Karlin—-McGregor formula and probabilistic estimates.) Let r,s € A:’A
By an application of Karlin—-McGregor formula (see [17, Section 5]),

det{Z, 7} = Z ) Z[ A, (3.30)

Above, (s,)i = So,-

Recall our notation for rescaled norms: || fall3, = 3 >°, f3(r). We claim:

Theorem 3.1. (a) For any ty > 0 and for any non-trivial permutation o # Id,

lim 3 AR = (3:31)

4
§€An,/\
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in the sense of (3.24), uniformly int >ty and in || fr]|2x = 1.
(b) For any ty > 0,

lim > (24 = 2P ) fals) = (3.32)

§€AZA
as well, also uniformly in t >ty and || fr|l2, = 1.

Recall our notation Zt+)\ = Z/\[PtJr)\] and r¢(r,s) = det{h:(r;,s;)}. Proposi-
tion 3.1 and Theorem 3.1 imply:

Theorem 3.2. For any t > 0 and any sequence f\ € KQ(A;/\) with limy o fr = f,

lim Z Z" Liafa(s) /A+ ke(r, 8) f(s) ds. (3.33)

A0
§EA:

In particular, for any f,g € Co(Al),

l/gghn Z Z r)Z S (8) /M /A+ r)ke(r, s) f(s) drds. (3.34)

ﬁEAmA§€Am
STEP 3. (Tightness.) We claim:

Proposition 3.2. Fix any T > 0. Under the conditions of Theorem A, the family

{Pgiz Ay ) Of probability distributions on C([=T,T], A}) is tight.

STEP 4. (Mixing.) We claim:
Theorem 3.3. For any C' < oo, there exist c1,co > 0 such that, for any K > 0,

(B30 = By < 1075, (3.35)

holds uniformly in A small, a,b € Zy with a,b > (K+T) and uniformly inr,s,w, z €
A;/\ with 1y, Sy, W, 2n < C.

STEP 5. (Convergence of finite-dimensional distributions.) Fix 7> 0. Let Ay | 0
and let ay € Z,, satisfy limay = co. Let f,g € Co(A)) be two non-negative and
non-identically zero functions. For M € Zy, M > T, define the partition functions
(rescaled as in (3.19))

M+)\:hnzz M+)\f) >0 (3-36)

red; seAf

and let IP"]’J T)\ be the corresponding induced probability distribution on C([—T', 77, A}).
By Theorem 3. 3, under the conditions of Theorem A,

7,51 ngT |
aN+)\N M+)\N

=0, (3.37)

lim lim HIP’

M—00 N—o00 var

uniformly in r,,s, < C.
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Let now =T < t; < ty < ...t,, < T and let uy,...,u, € Co(Al). By Theo-
rem 3.2,

I;gE?wffA(Hui(f@i))) =
=1

J9() [ Frn(rrDun (') [ un(@™) [ Sart,, (0™, 8) f(s) dsdr™ - - - dr

I ] 9(r)ran(r S)f(§) dsdr ’

Above, all integrals are over Af. In view of (2.14) and by the definition of the
semigroup S; in (2.15), the formulas (3.37) and (3.38) imply:

Proposition 3.3. Fix T > 0, =T < t; <ty < ...t,, < T and let uy,...,u, be
bounded continuous functions on At. Let \y and ay satisfy the assumptions of
Theorem A. Then,

7,8 AN —
dm Eoy s (H wilZ ) =

[82 >/qt2 W) [ fan (339

uniformly inry, s, < C. Above, q; is the transition kernel of S, as defined in (2.16).

(3.38)

STEP 6. (Conclusion of the Proof.) By Proposition 3.2, the sequence of measures
{]PZ;Z Ay TnoSn < C’} on C([-T,T],A}) is tight for any T > 0 fixed. By Proposi-
tion 3.3, its finite-dimensional distributions converge to the finite-dimensional dis-

tributions of the Dyson diffusion z(-) in (2.20). O

3.8. Organization of the technical part of the paper. We still have to prove
Theorem 3.1, Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 and Theorem 3.3. This will be done in
Section 4, Section 5 and, respectively, in Sections 6 and 7. The proof of Theorem 3.3
is by far the most techically loaded part of the paper, and it relies on the probabilistic
estimates (I.1)-(I1.3), which are based on strong approximation techniques and on
invariance principles for random walks in Weyl chambers. The derivation of (I.1)-
(I.3) is relegated to the Appendix.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1

4.1. Preliminary estimates. Let us start with three preliminary estimates. The
first one is just a rough local CLT estimate for the underlying random walk without
area tilts: Recall that whenever we write quantities like Zt . we are implicitly
assuming that t € Zy = h3Z and that r,s € N, = h,N.

Lemma 4.1. For any ty > 0, there exists a finite constant c¢1(to) such that

sup sup Zt+)\ < c1(to)hay, (4.1)

t>to r,s€Ny
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for all \ sufficiently small.

Indeed, since V), > 0, Z:i/\<P’"( At) = s). O
Next, following [15], let us introduce
r,0 7,8
Zt+A—ZZt+>\ (4.2)
seENy

Lemma 4.2. For any ty > 0, there exists a finite constant ca(to) such that
sup hy Z t+/\ < ea(ty), (4.3)
t>to el

for all \ sufficiently small. Furthermore,

lim suph 70— =0, 4.4
K—oo t>tF0) A TEZN b ( )
7‘2[%

uniformly in X sufficiently small.

Proof. Note that Lemma 4.2 is in general wrong without the additional Assump-
tion (3.14). On the other hand, under Assumption (3.13), it is straightforward to
check that there exists k = k(tp) > 0 such that

sup Z:E \ < emrminfao(r/2)r 1 (4.5)
t>to
for all A small and all » € N,. Both (4.3) and (4.4) follow now from (3.14). O

The third estimate is again on the underlying random walk, or more precisely on
two independent copies (x’\, y’\) of this walk. Namely,

Lemma 4.3. For any dp € Ry and K € R, fized,
limmax max PY@P}(z(8) > y(0); 2*(t) # v (1) VE € [0,0]NZy) = 0. (4.6)

A—0 §>00 O<u<v<K

Proof. The claim follows from [20, Theorem 1] and local limit asymptotics for ran-
dom walks with exponential tails. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem 3.1 (a). Pick fy € £(A} ) with [|fy[|5, = 1. Set
ur(r) = D ZAATEI ). (4.7)
seAf

In order to prove (3.31), we need to check that, whenever o # Id,

lim by ) ua(r)? =0, (4.8)

A0
reAl



14 DMITRY IOFFE, YVAN VELENIK, AND VITALI WACHTEL

uniformly in f with || f,\||§ , = 1. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 4.1,

(2: ZAAT (s ) (E: 4 ?fx)(E: Z\ATENf ))

seAl sEA seA

<calte) Y ZATE (4.9)

+
§€An,)\

If o # Id, then there exist ¢ < j such that o; > o;. In this case,

8o 75,0
Z Al t+)\]<Xt)\T”“TJ HZtﬁ-m

§€A: N k#i,j

where Z;’E’/\ were defined in (4.2) and, for 7,5 € AJ,, we define s* = (s1,5)" =
(s2,51) and

XZA@) = Z ZX[At +*>\] (4.10)

+
SEAS |

In view of Lemma 4.2, (4.8) would follow once we check that

+ _
I3 Y X =0, (4.11)
reA7,
Given K > 0, let us define
= sup h >z, (4.12)
reNy
r>K
By (4.3) of Lemma 4.2,
R Y xA() < AE) + 260 (K)ea(to) + 73 D x/\(r). (4.13)
reAd, reA,
o 0<r <ra<K

Next, by (4.4) of Lemma 4.2, the term ey (K

)
in A\ small enough. Moreover, choosing § = KL
that

— 0 as K tends to infinity, uniformly
> to

2 dp, we infer from Lemma 4.3
li + =0 4.14
{5 P o XA E) = O .

and hence the third term in (4.13) tends to zero (as A tends to 0) for any K fixed.
(4.11) follows. O



ORDERED WALKS UNDER AREA TILTS 15
4.3. Proof of Theorem 3.1 (b). Fix t; > 0. We should check that
im  swp WY @@ZLAS N\ PEIAE) =0, (4.15)

A0 = =1
llgxllz x=I1Fxll2,x z,geAj{/\

uniformly in ¢ > to. By definition, any path z* € Ay} \ﬁff_ , (of the random walk
in discrete Zy-time, rescaled as in (3.15)) has to exit A:,)\ on its way from r to s.
Let 7_ and 7, 74 € Zj, be, respectively, the times of the first and the last visits to
{AY AJS Again, by definition of .At I x» the points 2*(71) belong to
Ay os = {w,, - weAl,},

for some permutation o # Id, which of course depends on the particular realization
of z*. Since either

(i) 7 <t/2 or (ii)t—71y <t/2,
(4.15) follows by the same arguments as employed for the proof of (3.31) (although,
in case (ii), the latter should be applied to the reversed walk).

Indeed, let us fix a permutation o # Id. Consider the following modification

of (4.7): Set n =0"! and
uy(r) = max ZA[Aiff’/\]f,\@). (4.16)

u€(t/2,t]
éeAn,)\

For 7,5 € A}, define,
pa(r,s) = Zy[zN0) =, 2 (7_) = s,].

Above, {2*(0) = r, 2*(7_) = s,} is the set of trajectories started at time zero in r
and arriving, at their first exit from A}, to the point s, € [A}],. Clearly, for any
A >0,

Furthermore, under Assumption (3.14), there exists a constant ¢z such that

> palr,s) < s, (4.18)

for all A\ small enough.

We can now bound from above the contribution of (i) with z*(7_) € [A],], to
the sum in (4.15): applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the bounds (4.17)
and (4.18),

Y ga(r)palr, s)ua(s) < v/es|gallaalluallan

r,s

and one can proceed as in the Proof of Theorem 3.1 (a) to show that limy o ||ux|[2x =
0, uniformly in f such that || fyll2a < 1.
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5. PROOF OF PROPOSITIONS 3.1 AND 3.2

5.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let us consider f € Co(R%) and fy € l55(NY}).
The convergence limy o fy = f is still defined via (3.24) with

(r1— hA)+ (rn—hx)+

If uy € €2(N}) converges to u € ILQ(]R“) then, evidently, u, 2 u,\]lA+ € l(A)))

converges to u 2l at € Lo(AY). Hence, (3.28) will follow if we check that

hm Z H Z[f; / H he(ri, s (5.2)
sEN”i 1 + i=1
whenever f € Co(R") and limy o fr = f.

Next, we may assume without loss of generality that fy = py,f. Hence, there
exists R > 0 such that both f and f\ vanish for r ¢ [0, R]" 2 Qg. In other words,
we can restrict our attention to fy € 5 \(NY N Qg) and f € Co(Qp).

The rest is a monotone class argument based on (3.26): Let Hp be the family of
bounded measurable functions on Qg such that (5.2) holds. By (3.26), the family Hpr
contains all the products [[;_, fi(r;) of bounded and measurable functions fi,..., f,

n [0, R]. In particular, 1o, € Hg. Next, by linearity, f,g € Hg clearly implies
that af + bg € Hp for any a,b € R. Finally, if

0< fW <@ <.
is a non-decreasing family of functions from Hp and if f = lim f* exists and is
bounded, then limy,_,, ||f — f®||2 = 0. Since py, are contractions, || fy — fik)Hg,)\ <

|f — f®]; for all A > 0. On the one hand, in view of Lemma 4.1 and (4.2), an
application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yields

Z(ZH Zitn(s) < (h”ZHZZf;) <01(t0)nhi\bzs:uz\(§)2>

S i=1 r,s i=1

< (er(to)ea(to)) " luall3n, (5.3)
uniformly in ¢ > ¢y. In particular,

1> H Zi2(1a(8) = B2 (5)],0 < (ealto)ea(to)) "l = £,

s =1
uniformly in ¢ > ¢3. On the other hand,
Hht Ty s — fP(9) dsll, < IIf = fa.
+ =1

(5.2) follows, for instance, by a diagonal procedure.
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5.2. Proof of Proposition 3.2. Note that our proof of Theorem 3.3 below, and
hence our proof of Proposition 3.3, does not rely on the tightness property which
we are trying to establish here. By Proposition 3.3 the one-dimensional projections
of P27 | | that is, the distributions of z¥(¢) for each fixed |t| < T, converge.

Ny HAN?
Then, according to [I, Theorem 8.3], the family {Piiiim} is tight if for all

positive v and 3 there exist § € (0,1) and Ny such that, uniformly in ¢t € [T, 77,
P an (sup |z (s) =2 (H)] 2 9) <68, N = No. (54)
SE[t,t+4]
Since ay tends to infinity, it suffices to prove (5.4) for ¢ = 0.
Recall that T is fixed. We may assume that ay > T. Now, the exponential
mixing bound (3.35) implies that the following holds uniformly in M > 27"
P {8 £71(5) =21 001 27)

<o B, (sup 2(s) — 2 (0)] 29). (59
se|0,

Since the potentials V), in the definition of tilted measures are non-negative, the
latter probability is controlled in terms of the underlying random walk:

1
Zo7—Pav( sup 27 (s)

z —2(0)] = 7).
s€[0,0] M4y 5€[0,6]

It follows from Theorem 3.2 and the definition of the kernel x; that there exists
¢y = (g, f) such that

g,f —co M
ZM7+7AN Z € :

From these estimates and (5.5), we conclude that

r,s; T
P ( o 2™ (s) — 22V (0)] > )

S efclM +€CQMP)\N( sup |£)\N<S)

— 2™ (0)] > 7).
s€[0,0]

An application of the standard functional CLT (recall our assumption (3.3) on unit
variance) yields the inequality

limsup Py, ( sup 2 () — 2 (0)] > 7) < o148
N—o00 s€[0,0]

Consequently,

lim sup ]P’iii )\N( sup |z (s) — 2™ (0)] > fy) < M | ge2M—7?/45
N—o0 Y s€[0,9]
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Choosing M = 80 35 (and assuming that the parameters are tuned in such a way that
M > 2T'), we finally obtain

lim sup IPE*’+ Ay (SUD 2V (s) — 2™ (0)] > 7) < 2ec87" /80,

N—o0 s€[0,8]

where ¢3 = min{¢, 1}. Thus, (5.4) is proved.
6. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.3

Throughout this section, we shall assume that H; € N; this implies that Z C Z,.
In particular, the values of rescaled walks z*(¢) in discrete Zy-time are well defined
for any ¢ € Z.

6.1. Regular set A’ regular intervals and good blocks. Fix n < oo large
enough and € > 0 small enough. The regular subset A" C AT is defined as (under
the convention that xy = 0):

Ar={zeAl :2,<n and min(z; —z;_1) > €}. (6.1)

i<n

The notion of regular interval is defined relative to a given continuous A f-valued
function z(-). Namely, an interval [¢, ¢ + 1] is said to be regular if

z(0),z((+1) € AY" and max x,(t) < 2. (6.2)
tel,0+1]

Consider now the intervals D, = [2¢,2(¢ + 1)], which we shall call blocks. A block is
a union of two successive unit length intervals,
Dy =[20,20+ 1)U 20+ 1,2(¢ + 1)] £ D; U D .

We shall say that Dy is good if both D/ and D, are regular. If the notion of goodness
is defined with respect to random trajectories, namely 2*(-), then we shall also use
D, for the corresponding event.

Lemma 6.1. Define AJ” =Ab"N A+ . There exist two constants c1,co such that
cthy <Pgs .\ (2N(1) =5 | Do) < 2}, (6.3)
uniformly in X small and inr,s,z € A:;
We prove Lemma 6.1 in Subsection 7.2.

6.2. Good blocks for a couple of trajectories. Consider now a couple of in-
dependent trajectories (z*(-),y*(-)) (rescaled as in (3.15)), distributed according
to
ICEN
Set 3M = min{a, b}. For D, C [-2M,2M], let us define
D, = {Dy is good for both z* and y*} and M, = Z lo,. (6.4)

—M<e<M-1
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mipcd | D L L] | bl 1]

T 77 TI Z T T Z //

FIGURE 1. Decomposition of the line into blocks. The shaded blocks rep-
resent jointly good blocks. Note that, in this case, the couple (z*(-),y*(*))
must be such that all trajectories stay inside the shaded area above jointly
good blocks and cross the bold line segments in such a way that their n
paths xi\, e ,xﬁ‘b, resp. y{‘, ... ,y;}, are e-separated. Consequently, z*(-) and
y*(-)) can be coupled with positive probability, independently over each
such jointly good block.

Lemma 6.2. There exist v > 0 and k > 0 such that
P @PyE (Mo <vM) < e M, (6.5)
uniformly in X small, M large and r,, S,, U, v, < C.

The proof of Lemma 6.2 is relegated to Subsection 7.3.

6.3. A coupling argument. Fix ) small, a negative integer a < —27T and r € A:{;
For K € N and u,v € A:{”;, define

%{2() IPLEKH A ® Pa 2K+1,+, ,\( ’ 9;()7 (6.6)

where, similarly to (6.4), we define
D7 = {Dy is regular for both z* and y*}.

In this way, ®, = D, N D). As before, the number M, of good blocks D, for
te{l,...,K — 1} is defined by

K—-1
M, = Z lo,. (6.7)

=1
Let Fr = F2 be the o-algebra generated by rescaled trajectories (3. 15) [—2T,0].
For the o-algebra generated by a couple of such trajectories ( A, y A )), we use

Fr x Fr. Given A € Fr, A x € stands for the event that 2*(-) € A without further
restrictions on y*(-); 2 x A is defined similarly. Define

Y(m) =sup sup sup {QE(A X QMo >m) —Qp(Qx A; My >m)}. (6.8)

K>mu UEA+ ot AEFT

Lemma 6.3. There exists § > 0, which does not depend on A\, a and r, such that

P(m) < (1—-9)™ (6.9)
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Proof. The idea of the proof is sketched in Fig. 1.
Let K, u and v be as above. Define

T =max{l < K : ©, occurs}.

For any A € Fr x Fr, consider the decomposition
QF*(A; Mo > m) Z QE* (A Mo > msT = (). (6.10)

In its turn, let us decompose each summand in (6.10) as
PAMe=mir=0) = Y QR(AMo>m;T=0C{zyk),  (6.11)
zyeh |
where we used the shorthand notation
{z,ybe= {220+ 1) =2;y 20+ 1) =y}
Now the Markov property implies that
QR (A Mo >m | 7= {z, y}) = Q4 (A My >m — 1). (6.12)
Therefore,

Qi (A Mo 2 m) = Z ST QY (AMo > m 1)
=1 QgeA:'
Q¥ ({z,y}te | T=0)QE*(r =1). (6.13)

This means that, for any A € Fr, and for any m, K, u, v in question, the following
holds:

Q%Q(A X QMQ > m) — %Q(Q X AMO > m)
=D {QH(AXx UMy =m—1) = Q7 (2 x A My >m—1)}

L,y
x Q({z,yde | 7= 0O)QE (T =1). (6.14)

Since, evidently,
QA X G Mo=m—1) = Q" (2x A Mo >m—1), (6.15)

all the terms with = y in (6.14) vanish. On the other hand, each unordered pair
x # y is encountered exactly twice. Hence, again in view of (6.15), the contribution
of each unordered pair x # y to the right-hand side of (6.14) is equal to

{Q (Ax UMy >m—1) —Q*(2x AMo>m—1)}
< {QE ({zye | 7=0) — Q¢ ({y.z}e | 7=0)}. (6.16)
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On the other hand, by Lemma 6.1,
@K ({x y}g‘T—f
<
@ “{y,z}e | 7=10)

uniformly in all the situations in question. Set ¢ = . Then, (6.17) implies that the
expression in (6.16) is bounded above by

vm = 1)1 = ) max{ Qi ({z.y}e [ 7= 0. Qk*({y 2}e | 7= 0))
<(m—1)(1 - ){Q" ({z yde | 7= 0) + Qi ({ga}e | 7 =€)} (6.18)

Since Q%" is a probability measure, substituting (6.18) into (6.14) yields the con-
clusion (6.9) of the lemma. O

S Co, (617)

6.4. Conclusion of the proof. We are in a position to conclude the proof of
Theorem 3.3. Let a,b > (T + K) and r,5,w,2 € A\ with 7, 85, wn, 2, < C. Let
A be an event generated by the rescaled trajectories of (3.15) on [T, T]. Then,

]P)ii )\(A) - wa,f,)\<A) IPLZF A @ Pb +, ,\(]leQ ILQXA)'

Consider a pair of trajectories (z*(-), y*(+)), sampled from P2y @ P\ Let My
be the number of jointly good blocks D, with T" < 2¢ < T + K — 2, respectively
~-T-K<20<-T-2.

By Lemma 6.2, there exist v/, k" > 0 such that, up to the 2e~
may restrict our attention to the event

Ex ={M; >VK}n{M_>/VK}.
On the other hand, by Lemma 6.3,
}Pa A& IEDb o+ A(HEK(ILAXQ - IQXA))‘ <(1- 5)V/K'

Our target exponential mixing bound (3.35) follows.

/ .
#K correction, we

7. PROOF OF LEMMAS 6.1 AND 6.2

7.1. Probabilistic estimates. Our proofs of Lemma 6.1 and 6.2 rely on strong
approximation techniques and on refined information on random walks in Weyl
chambers. There are three inputs, (I.1)-(I.3), which are stated below, but proved
in the Appendix. In the sequel, we fix n sufficiently large; in particular, n > C,
where C' is the constant which appears in Theorem A. Furthermore, we fix € > 0
sufficiently small.

First of all, we claim that, for any 0 < a < b < oo, there exists v = v(a,b) > 0
such that

P;Jr/\( (t) = z, max 1:2(5) < 2n) > vhy, (I.1)

s€[0,t]

uniformly in ¢ € [a,b], r,z € A1} o and A small.
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Next, let
T=inf{t>0: 2" €A} (7.1)
be the first exit time of the path from A+ We then claim that, for any 0 < a < b <

00, there exists p = p(a, b) such that the followmg two lower bounds hold uniformly
int € [a,b], u€ Al with u, <n and in A sufficiently small:

f’%/\(m[ax]x (s) <2n|7>1t)>p, (I1.2)
" Rsefort
P;+/\( ()EA:§|512%>535()<277 T>1t) > p. (I.3)

7.2. Proof of Lemma 6.1. Since, by definition, the area-tilt of every path in D
is uniformly bounded, it suffices to prove the lemma for random walks without area
tilts. That is, we need to show that

il < PR (1) = 2| Do) < ol 72
uniformly in r,s,2 € AZ;
We start by noting that upper bounds for f’i’/\(Dg,g’\(Z) = 5) and f’i/\(g’\(l) =

2, Dy, 2*(2) = 5) follow from the classical inequalities for concentration functions.
Indeed, by [9, Theorem 6.2], there exists a constant ¢z such that

Pl () =y) S PY('() =y) < tn/g —5h% (7.3)
uniformly in 7,y and ¢ > 0.
Consequently,
T C3 n
P’ (Do, 2*(2) = 5) < P}(27(2) = 5) < 75/4 (7.4)
and

uniformly in r,s,2 € A:/{
The corresponding matching lower bounds follow from (I.1). Indeed,
P% L\ (@*(1) = 2, Do, 2(2) = 5)

_ pr A D2z A A
=PLa(z'(1) =z maxz, () < 2n)P% (1) =5, ymax z,(t) < 2n)

(I.1)
Z C4h§\n, (76)

for any r, z,s € A:/{ Since the cardinality

|AL] > es(e)n™hy™, (7.7)
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we infer, by summing over z in (7.6), that
P. (2(2) = 5, Do) > cgh}. (7.8)

It remains to note that the lower bound in (7.2) follows from (7.4) and (7.6), and
that the upper bound in (7.2) follows from (7.5) and (7.8).

7.3. Proof of Lemma 6.2. The proof of Lemma 6.2 proceeds in two steps.
Consider the 5-blocks

A
DéS) = D5€_2 U D5g_]_ U D5g U D5K+1 U D5€+27

where £ € {—|M/5],...,|M/5]|} C Z.
Let us say that a 5-block Dé5) is pre-good (relative to a trajectory z*(+)) if both

: A : A
t £ <. 7.9
i (1), o zp(t) <1 (7.9)

Given a couple of trajectories z* and 3*, let @E’) denote the event that Df) is
pre-good for both z* and y*. B

STEP 1. Note that the definitions are set up in such a way that Ds, is the middle
section of DES). We claim that there exists p; = p1(n,€) > 0 such that

P 6,40 (Dy is good | D(()B) is pre-good) > pi, (7.10)

uniformly in r, s € A; , and A sufficiently small.
As a result, for any ¢ € {—|M/5],...,|M/5]} C Z,

P o B, (0 | D) 2 (7.1)

uniformly in r, s, u,v € A;: , and A small enough.

By the Markov propert};, this means that any jointly pre-good 5-block gives rise
to a good block in its middle section with probability at least p?, regardless of the
behavior of trajectories outside this particular pre-good 5-block.

STEP 2. In this second step, we control the density of jointly pre-good 5-blocks DEB)
which lie inside [—2M, 2M]. Define

: LM/5]
MP= 3 1.
j=—1M/5]

We claim that there exist #® > 0 and x® > 0 such that
B 0 B, (M) < 0 < o an

uniformly in A small, M large, a,b > 3M and 7, Sy, Un, v, < C.
Evidently, (7.11) and (7.12) imply the target bound (6.5).
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tl tQ

e avad W%WM K

D_Q D_1 DO_ D(—]‘r D1 DQ

FIGURE 2. A picture of the 5-block Dé5). In the picture, this 5-block is
pre-good, since the top-most path (here n = 3) visits the shaded areas in
the blocks D_s and Ds; the corresponding random variables ¢; and 9 are
also represented. The event Dy also occurs: the top-most path stays inside
the shaded area above the block Dy = D, U Dar and the n = 3 paths stay
€ apart from each other and the bottom wall at the boundary of Dj and
Dar (the corresponding positions of the 3 paths there are marked with dots).

7.4. Proof of (7.10). We are going to show that

]P)%g—TlA—i-Tg,—i-,)\(DO) > p1, (7.13)

uniformly in w,v with u,,v, < n, T1,Ty € [0,2] and \ sufficiently small. The
target (7.10) is an immediate consequence by the Gibbs property and conditioning on
the left-most ¢ € [—4, —2] and the right-most ¢, € [4, 6] such that z}(t_), z)(t,) <
7; see Fig. 7.4.

The proof boils down to deriving an appropriate upper bound on the partition

function 7% and an appropriate matching lower bound on the constrained

2—T1 A+ Ts,+,)
partition function Z%’f_T174+T27+7/\[D0].

In the sequel, Z* stands for the reversed random walk with transition probabilities
P, = p_,. Let 7 be the first exit time of #* from A:/{ We assume that the constants
v and p in the probabilistic estimates (I.1)-(1.3) are chosen in such a way that the

corresponding bounds hold for the reflected process as well.

STEP 1. (An upper bound on Z%’Qy_TlA +Ty.x-) Since we are dealing with non-
negative potentials,

2 o avmyrn < Pyip (7> 2+T) max P35, (z)(2) = s) Py gy (T > 2+ T))

rseAt 7

< Clhi\lpg+Tl7)\(T > 2+ Tl) P§+T2A(7N' > 24+ Tg) (714)

The second inequality follows from the concentration bound (7.3).
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STEP 2. (A lower bound on Z%) /. ;.7 | 4[Do].) By our assumption (3.13),

Z%éy—TlA—‘rTg,—‘r,)\(DO) Z
—10nqo (2 U A A —
e 40 n)P727T1,4+T2,+,>\ (Do,te[_QrP%{(4+T2]xn(t) <2n,2°(4+ 1) = g). (7.15)

Above lsft . Is the provisional notation for the restriction of the law of the rescaled
walk started at time s at v to the set of trajectories which stay inside A; ), during
the time interval [s, t].

The probability on the right-hand side of (7.15) is bounded below by the following
product of three factors:

DU A A +,r
Phpa(m > 24 T, max z(t) < 20,282+ Th) € A, )

t<

X min p§’+7A(Do,£’\(2):§)

r.s€A ]

5 - A -\ o
X P3ipa (7> 2+ T, max #0() < 20,22+ T3) € A, ). (7.16)

On the one hand, in view of (7.8), the middle factor is bounded below by csh%. On
the other hand, the probabilistic bounds (I.2), (I.3) imply that the left-most factor

in (7.16) is bounded below by pzlf’irTl’ \(1 > 2+4T7). Similarly, the right-most factor
in (7.16) is bounded below by p*Pj ;, (7 > 2+ Tp). Hence,

Z% sty sl Dol > cap*hl PgmA(T > 24 1)) 15§+T27A(% >24Ty).  (7.17)

Since
U,V
Z727T1 A+To 4, [DO]

Y

W,V _
IP>—2—T1 ,4+T2,+,>\(D0) - Fwy
—2-T1,4+T5,+,\

(7.13) directly follows from (7.14) and (7.17). O

7.5. Proof of (7.12). We start by deriving a lower bound on partition functions,
as this will allow us to exclude sets of pathological trajectories.

Lemma 7.1. There exist constants ¢; = c1(n) and co = ca(n,n) and a sufficiently
large value Ty = To(n) such that, for all T > T,

Zpia > e TPy (22 (2T) = 2), (7.18)
uniformly in X small and in z,,w, <.

Proof. The point is that constant ¢; does not depend on 7, only on the dimension
n. The dependence of ¢; on n is expressed in terms of the dependence of € (in the
definition of the regular set A’} see (6.1)) on n. We shall work with a fixed small
value of € > 0 which satisfies

ne < 1. (7.19)
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In the sequel, we consider T > 2. Let A} (a) = AT\ N{z : x, < a}. Consider the
events

E = {max ap(t) < 2n,z(1) € A;:,Br\(l)}’

t€[0,1]

&= { max 2h(t) <2n,z(2T —1) € A:;(l)} (7.20)

€[2T—1,2T)

and

Er = {teranaTX ”xn (t) < 2}.

On the one hand, by (3.13),

Z%i)\ > e~ 2nq0(2n)—2nqo(2)T pZQT,Jr,)\ (5_’€T’ 5+,£/\(2T) _ g)' (7.21)
On the other hand,
. h
Py (2*2T) = 2) < P, (7> )P, (7 > 1) T”)}2 (7.22)

Above, we relied on the concentration bound (7.3).

In order to compare the probabilities appearing in (7.21) and (7.22), note that
an application of (I.1)-(I.3) (and the observation that, as in (7.7), the cardinality
}A:;(l)‘ > cy(€)hy") yields

PZET,—&-,)\(S—v &r, &y, T (2T) - Z) > C5P1 )\(T > 1)13%)\( )
) <

. w " B
e )PQ(T veal, ooy’ Tt 22T —1)) =v). (7.23)

However,
n P} ax ap(t) <2, 22T -1)) =v) > e OThy (7.24
ygg}xlﬁ(l) Q(T_l)’—i_’/\(te[()I,IQl(T}il)] 7a(t) z(2( ) =v) > xo (7.24)
Indeed, consider n walks x7, £ = 1,...,n, which go from u, to v, inside space-time

tubes of width €/4 centered around the space-time segments [(uy,0), (ve, 2(T — 1)].
By construction, these walks stay in A:; yN{z : =, < 2}. By a coarse splitting into
time-blocks of lengths of order €2, we bound from below the probability of staying
within such tubes by e~%()7  Applying the local CLT for the last step, we bound
from below the probability of ending up in z by a multiple of h%. (7.24) follows.

The bound (7.18) is a direct consequence of (7.22) and (7.21), (7.23) and (7.24). O

Let us resume the proof of (7.12). Without loss of generality, we shall assume
that @ = 3M and b > a. In the sequel, the trajectory z* is sampled from ]P’" o and

y is sampled from Pb+ - Recall that 7, s,,, up, v, < C <.
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B_ B.

ZBNT ST GTY 70 A BN 30

FIGURE 3. The definition of the random variables B_ and B,. Note that
the shaded areas are necessarily below the path v and thus contribute to
the area-tilt.

In principle, b can be much larger than M. Let us verify that one can restrict
our attention to the case where b is of the same order as M. Define the random
variables By > 0 via (see Figure 7.5)

—2M — B_ = max{t < —2M : y)(t) < n} (7.25)
and, accordingly, 2M + B, = min{t > 2M : y)(t) < n}. By the Gibbs property,

Pﬁi,\(Bi = bi)

W,z 3 A 1 A
B W Foohsanrshy (t€(72]\¥[rllbI},f2M] Tult) /}te[QMrglﬁ+b+)xn<t) >n). (7.26)

Therefore, in view of (3.13),

Pr A(@T) = 2)

]P)%f- W(B:=by) < e~ (b—+b+)ao(m) 1o+
> wn,ZnSﬁ

: (7.27)

)

SW,2
T,+,\

where we have set ' = 4M + b_ + b,.. Using the lower bound (7.18) on ZA%fk, we
conclude that

IP’%”_%A(Bi =b) < 67(6)668(6)M7(b—+b+)qo(n)_ (7.28)

Therefore, if we choose 1 so large that

qo(n) > 2cs(e), (7.29)

then we may ignore the case by > M.

Consequently, (7.12) will follow once we check that

I8 u,w 5 —k(®)
Py en ® P—bl,b27+,>\(Mé ' < vOM) < e M, (7.30)

uniformly in A small, M large, by, by € [2M,3M] and 7, Sy, U, vy < 1.
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If we choose v® to be sufficiently small, for instance smaller than 0.2, then,
by (3.13),

Pyy .\ P (M < v M)
w1y P A (@BM) = )P, L (¥ (b) = w)

S e_ 10 r,8 u,w — — : (7'31)
Z3M 422 by oA
Taking n and M large enough and applying (7.18), we arrive to (7.30). 0

APPENDIX A. STRONG APPROXIMATION TECHNIQUES.

In order to prove (I.1), we are going to apply strong approximation techniques
from [0]. By rescaling, it is sufficient to consider the case t = 1.

In the sequel, P% denotes the restriction of the law of the n-dimensional Brownian
motion B started at r to the set A},
Define

Ocz) ={y : lyi— 2| < g for all ¢}.
It follows easily from [0, Lemma 17] that

PL \(z}1—7) € O.(z ) max At) < 2n)

—

= PL(B(L—1) € O(2). max B,(1) < 20) +o(1),

uniformly in r, 2z € A:; This implies that there exists a constant c¢(e,n,v) > 0 such
that

P (N1 =7) € Ocl2), max m(t) < 20) > cfen,7), (A1)

forallr, z € A+ Since O(z) is separated from the boundary of A7) we may choose
v so small that the probability that the random walk 2* started at y € Oc(z) has,
at time 7y, the value z and leaves A:{’ ), before time + is quite small. This heuristic is

made precise in [0, Lemma 29]. In our notation, we can state that result as follows:
There exist a > 0 and ¢; < oo such that

lf)g

@ (7) = 2 maxa(t) < 2n)

> Py(a’(7) = z, maxap(t) < 20) — ey~ e 0,

By a similar argument, one can show that

P%(i)\(')/) =2z, maX.Z' (t) < 27’]) > P ( (’y) = 2’) —C f}/ n/2 a772/'7ht\b_

Finally, by the standard local limit theorem,
PX(z*(7) = 2) > e37 203,
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As a result, we have the bound
HY (A A
PLA’(7) = z maxa,(t) < 20) 2 cah,

uniformly in y,z € A:; Combining this bound with (A.1), we infer that

Pl aA2(1) = z,maxa;(t) < 2n) > cshf, (A.2)
. . _l’_’r
uniformly in r, 2z € An’ \- O

APPENDIX B. INVARIANCE PRINCIPLES FOR RANDOM WALKS IN WEYL
CHAMBERS

Conditional limit theorems and conditional invariance principles for random walks
in different cones have been studied in [6] and [3]. All the results in these papers
are proved in the case when the non-rescaled walk starts at a fixed point. In this
paragraph, we give certain improvements of these results to the case when the start-
ing point of the non-rescaled walk may grow (but we shall consider walks in Weyl
chambers only).

More precisely, we shall the following subsets of the euclidian space:

e chamber of type A: {2 <22 < ... <.}
e chamber of type C: {z:0 <2y <19 < ... <.}
e chamber of type D: {z: |x1| <zy < ... <z}

Let uy denote the unique (up to a constant multiplier) positive harmonic function

on W:
e if W is the chamber of type A, then uw (z) = [[,_;(z; — 2;);
o if W is the chamber of type C, then uy (v) = [, zx [ 1, (25 — 27);
e if W is the chamber of type D, then uy (z) =[] 2 g2

Proposition B.1. Let W be a Weyl chamber of type A, C' or D. Let T be the first
exit time from W, that is,

T=inf{t >0 : 2(t) ¢ W}.
Then, asrT =1, — 0,
Pi(z (1) € - |7>1) = pu  weakly,

where  is the probability measure on W with density proportional to uw(x)e*mz/?

A

Furthermore, under lf’i, x converges weakly on C10,1] to the Brownian meander

in W started at zero.

By “Brownian meander in W7, we mean a Brownian motion conditioned on staying
in W up to time one. If the starting point lies inside W, then one has a condition
of positive probability. However, if the starting point lies on the boundary of W,
then the probability of the condition is zero and it is not at all clear how one can
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construct such a process. Garbit [ 1] has constructed Brownian meanders started
at zero for a quite large class of cones. This class includes Weyl chambers.

Proof. The main difference with [0, Theorem 3] is that we find the limit for con-
ditional distributions without determining the asymptotic behavior of Pi(T > 1).
(Recall once again that [0, Theorem 3] is proven under the assumption r = hya for
some fixed a € W.)

Fix some € € (0,1/2) and define the stopping time

Vye = 1inf{t >0 : 2Mt) € Wit
where
Wye={z € W : dist(x,0W) > H, *}.

According to [0, Lemma 14],

Pi(r > Hy* vy > Hy™) < e X, (B.1)
uniformly in 7. Since we consider lattice random walks, there exists r, such that

Pi(r > 1) > PP(r > 1).
(If W is of type A or C, then we may take ro = hy(1,2,...,n), while if W is of type
D, then we may take 7o = hy(0,1,...,n —1).) According to [0, Theorem 1],
PY(r > 1) ~ O11,

where p is a positive constant depending on the type of W only. Consequently,

~

PL(r > 1) > Coli?, (B.2)
uniformly in r. Combining (B.1) and (B.2), we infer that

PE H*QE . H*QE
T B e > 7)oy, (B.3)
Pi(r>1)

uniformly in r. Furthermore, it follows from the exponential Doob inequality that

P} ( max |z*(t) — 2N0)] > ) < e 2R
tSH;ZE

where 0, — 0 sufficiently slowly. This implies that, whenever |r| < ),
P§<maxtgH;2€ zM(t)| > 26,)

Pi(r > 1)

It follows now from (B.3) and (B.4) that, uniformly in r,
Pi(r>1)=(1+0(1)P5(r > 1,1y, < H™, max |z(t)] < 26,) (B.5)
SU) e
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and

Pi(z*(1) € A, 7> 1)
= (1+0(1)P5(z*(1) € A, 7 > 1,u < H % max |z(t)| < 26) (B.6)
A€

t<v
for any compact A C W.
Using the Markov property at time v, and applying [0, Lemma 20], we obtain
from (B.5) and (B.6)

lsi(T >1) = (c3+o(1)) R} ]:]§ [UW(QA(V)\’e)) P Une < H/\_%,trilax lz(t)| < 29)\}
SVN e
and

Pi(z*(1) € A,7 > 1) = (cs + 0(1)) B2 / uw (2)e 1 2dz
A

~

x B [uw(g’\(y,\ve)); Upne < H;k,tglax lz(t)| < 26&].
SV e

Thus, the proof of the first statement is completed.
To prove the functional convergence, it suffices to repeat the proof of [, Theo-
rem 1] using (B.3) and (B.4) instead of the corresponding estimates therein. O

Corollary B.1. Let W be the chamber of type C. If r = r, — r* € OW, then the
sequence Pﬁ(g’\(l) € A|T > 1) converges weakly. The densities of limiting laws on
W has are uniformly bounded. Moreover, z* converges weakly on C[0,1] towards
the Brownian meander in W started at r*.

Proof. We just split the original set of random walks into a finite number of subsets
in such a way that the differences of coordinates of the starting points in every block
converge to zero and the differences of coordinates from different blocks stay bounded
away from zero. Then, the probability that different blocks do not intersect is
bounded away from zero and, consequently, the conditioning on {7 > 1} is equivalent
to conditioning every block on staying in the corresponding chamber. (If 77 > 0,
then every block is a random block in a chamber of type A, while if ] = 0, then
the lowest block is a random walk in a chamber of type C' and all other blocks are
random walks in chambers of type A.) 0

Proof of (1.2). Assume that there exists a sequence r(j) such that
» ﬂ(]) A <
Py (r?gxxn(t) <2n | 7>1) = 0.

Since we are looking at starting points r with r, < 7, there exists a convergent
subsequence r(ji). Let r* denote the limiting point. It follows immediately from
the usual functional CLT that the case r* € W is impossible. But, if r* € W, then
we may use Corollary B.1 to conclude that the Brownian meander in W started at
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r* leaves the set {z € W : x, < 2n} with probability one. However, this would
contradict [18, Theorem 3.2]. Thus,
inf Pl/\(maxx (t)<2n|7>1)>0, (B.7)

rira<n t<1
which implies (I1.2). O
Proof of (1.3). Fix some € > 0 and define

Wee={z €W : |z;41 — ;] <€ for some i > 0}.
Assume that there exists a sequence r(j) such that

P (2M(1) € Wees macad(t) < 20 | 7> 1) > /2

We may again assume that r(j) converges to r* and this limiting point can not lie
in W. But, if r* is on the boundary of W, then the conditions of Corollary B.1 are
satisfied and the contradiction follows now from the boundedness of the density of
the limiting law and the fact that vol(W<. N {z : z, < 2n}) < Csn" e

As a consequence we have that, for all e small enough,

mf P;+/\( A1) e A:;,malxx()<2n|7'>1)>1—e/ (B.8)

Combining (B.?) and (B.8), we conclude that (I.3) holds for ¢ = 1 and all e suf-
ficiently small. Using Brownian scaling, we conclude that (I.3) is valid for all
t>0. OJ
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