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CONFINEMENT OF BROWNIAN POLYMERS UNDER GEOMETRIC
AREA TILTS

PIETRO CAPUTO, DMITRY IOFFE, AND VITALI WACHTEL

ABSTRACT. We consider tightness for families of non-colliding Brownian bridges above a hard
wall, which are subject to geometrically growing self-potentials of tilted area type. The model
is introduced in order to mimic level lines of 2 4+ 1 discrete Solid-On-Solid random interfaces
above a hard wall.

1. BROWNIAN POLYMERS UNDER GEOMETRIC AREA TILTS.

1.1. Introduction. Ensembles of non-intersecting random lines, both in the discrete and con-
tinuous setups, as well as their scaling limits as the linear size of the system grows, play a
significant role in the probabilistic analysis of various problems in random matrices, interacting
particle systems and effective interface models; see e.g. [10, 17, 22 8 2 1, 18 24,7, 9] and
references therein.

A salient feature of these ensembles is that the unconditional reference distribution of the
individual random lines is assumed to be the same for all the random lines in a stack. The
ensuing exchangeability paves the way for an application of Karlin-McGregor type formulas,
and gives rise to various determinantal structures.

In this paper, we introduce a model consisting of an unbounded number of non-intersecting
Brownian bridges, above a hard wall and subject to geometrically increasing area tilts.

Thus, in our model reference statistics of individual lines depends on their serial numbers -
there is a stronger pressure towards the wall on paths further down the stack. The main result
of the paper is that the ensemble in question does not blow up as the number of bridges grows
to infinity. There is a longer program to attend to: In subsequent works we shall describe the
limiting (infinite) line ensemble and try to derive appropriate scaling limits from tilted random
walks and, eventually, from level lines of discrete random interfaces. Indeed, the main motivation
comes from the study of the fluctuations of level lines in the random surface separating low-
temperature phases in the solid-on-solid (SOS) approximation of the 3D Ising model. Before
describing our model and main results, let us give more details about the context where the
model naturally arises, we refer to [1, 5, 15, 19], for further information.

1.2. Level lines of SOS interfaces above a hard wall. Given a large integer L, consider
the square box Ay of side 2L in Z?2, centered at the origin. The (2 4 1)-dimensional SOS Gibbs
measure on Ay, with zero boundary conditions is the distribution py, over integer height functions
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FIGURE 1. Left: sketch of the top four nested limiting lines Ly, h = 1,...,4
within the square Q = [—1,1]2. The shaded region contains only macroscopically
flat portions of the lines. Right: fluctuations of the lines on a scale of smaller
order obtained by zooming in the shaded region.

@ : A — Z, such that the probability of each given configuration ¢ is proportional to

exp (—ﬁz () — sﬂ(y)|> :

Ty

where 5 > 0 denotes the inverse temperature, and the sum extends over all pairs of neighbouring
sites in Z2, with the boundary constraint ((y) = 0 for all y € Z? \ A;. When f is larger than
some fixed constant, which we assume throughout this discussion, the surface ¢ with distribution
wr, is typically flat around height zero with local upward and downward fluctuations of depth A
with density roughly proportional to e=*8% for all h € N. If the surface is constrained to stay
above a hard wall, that is py, is conditioned on the event {p(x) > 0,2 € A}, then it is well
known that the wall pushes the surface globally to a height

H(L) ~ 415 log L,
see [3, 4]. This phenomenon, known as entropic repulsion, is heuristically explained as follows: a
global shift of the surface from height A —1 to height h provides room for downward fluctuations
of depth h, which gives a bulk entropic gain of order |Ar|e~*" while forcing an energy loss
proportional to the size of the boundary |0Ap|; the surface then stabilises when energy and
entropy balance out, that is when h equals H(L) ~ ﬁ log L.

In [5] it was shown that at equilibrium, the SOS surface above the wall is characterized by a
uniquely defined ensemble I, consisting of the nested macroscopic contours (closed loops in the
dual lattice, within Ap)

F={nC- CvyCOAL},

where n = H(L), with the interpretation that 7, is the (H(L) — h)-th level line of the surface,
so that ¢ grows from at most H(L) — h to at least H(L) — h 4+ 1 upon crossing 7,. Moreover,
it was shown that the contour ensemble satisfies a law of large numbers, that is if the box Af
is rescaled to the square @ = [—1,1]2, then when L — oo, the contours concentrate around a
limiting shape consisting of infinitely many nested loops £1 C Lo C --- C 9Q. The loops Ly,
can be identified via constrained Wulff variational principles: each single L is a rescaled Wulff
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plaquette such as that already studied in the context of 2D Ising model [21]. A related low
temperature SOS-type model which, under appropriate rescaling, features a stack of identical
Waulff plaquettes was studied in [12].

In our case nested loops L, are strictly ordered by inclusion. However, apart from round
pieces in the neighbourhood of the four corners of @) (which are different for different plaquettes
Lp-s), all Ly, h > 1, contain flat pieces, where they coincide with the boundary of @; see Figure
1. In particular, there exists u € (0,1) (with u = u(f8) — 1 as § — oo) such that the portion
I, = [—u,u] x {—1} C 0Q of the bottom side of @ is contained in all loops L1, L2, ...

To study fluctuations of the level lines of the surface it is then necessary to zoom in the
shaded region from Figure 1 and understand at what rate the contour ensemble I' converges to
the flat limit there as L — oo. In this direction, it was shown in [5] that the maximal distance

of the top contour 1 from the bottom boundary of @ is typically of order L3+t and that
fluctuations of that order appear on every subinterval of length L%+°(1), where o(1) denotes a
quantity vanishing as L — oo.

In a first attempt, we may approximate the n paths in the above mentioned region by n
ordered height functions ¥ = {91, ..., ¢y} with free endpoints, where ¢; : [-L, L] — N, ¢;(z) >
Yir1(z) > 0 for all z; see Figure 1. As discussed in [5], contour analysis based on cluster
expansion techniques shows that the statistical weight of a configuration ¥ of such lines is
essentially given by

- aX!

exp ( > 5B+ sz)]) . (11)
Here E(;) = Y, |¥i(x + 1) — 9;(x)| denotes the energy cost of the i-th path, a = a(8) > 0
and A = A(f) > 1 are suitable constants, A(¢;) = Y. ;(x) is the area between the path 1
and the bottom layer at height zero, while the term a\® quantifies the entropic repulsion felt
by the i-th path, which in these new coordinates becomes an effective attraction to the bottom.
In agreement with their mutual order, the attraction felt by the i-th path is stronger than the
attraction felt by the (i — 1)-th path. It should be remarked that in the description (1.1) we are
completely neglecting some nontrivial interaction terms between the paths 1);, which account
for possible weak attractive and repulsive potentials along the polymer boundaries (pinning
effects); while these terms should be indeed irrelevant if 3 is sufficiently large, showing that this
is actually the case can be a challenging problem; see [5, 13].

1.3. Ferrari-Spohn and Dyson-Ferrari-Spohn diffusions. The expression (1.1) describes
a growing number of ordered random walks above a wall with geometrically growing area tilts.
The case of a single walk n = 1 is an effective random walk model for the critical pre-wetting
problem in the 2D Ising model; see [21, 23]. This case was recently studied in [11], where it was

shown in particular that if £ = L%, then the rescaled path

1
z(t) = —
(t) i
as L — oo converges weakly to the stationary Ferrari-Spohn diffusion, namely the reversible
diffusion process on R, with potential given by the logarithm of the Airy function, which was
first introduced in [11]. On the other hand, for fixed n, and for A = 1, the ensemble of random
lines described by (1.1) has been analysed in [16], where it is shown that the vector of rescaled

Pi(tl),  teR, (1.2)



4 PIETRO CAPUTO, DMITRY IOFFE, AND VITALI WACHTEL

trajectories
2(t) = = (10, va0) . tER

converges weakly to the stationary Dyson-Ferrari-Spohn diffusion, that is the determinantal
process on R’} corresponding to n non-intersecting Ferrari-Spohn diffusions.

1.4. The model and the result. The case of n ordered random walks with n growing with
L (e.g. n  log L as in the original setting of SOS level lines) and A > 1 will be the subject
of a separate paper. At this stage it is even unclear whether, under the Ferari-Spohn scaling
(1.2), such ensemble has a meaningful limit. This is precisely the issue which we explore here.
For simplicity, and in order to stress main quantitative features of the phenomenon under con-
sideration, we shall consider a continuous analogue of the above model, where discrete random
walk paths are replaced by Brownian motion paths. The corresponding model then becomes
the ensemble of non-intersecting Brownian motions X; > X;41 > 0,i=1,...,n on [-T,T], for
some T > 0, with free endpoints, deformed by the statistical weight

exp (- Z ax'A(XZ-)> (1.3)

where a > 0, A > 1 and A(X;) = f_TT X;(s)ds.

If n =1 then taking T" — oo one recovers (without further rescaling) the stationary Ferrari-
Spohn diffusion. Similarly, if n is fixed and A = 1, then T" — oo yields the stationary Dyson-
Ferrari-Spohn diffusion. The invariant measure of the latter is given by Slater determinants
associated to the eigenfunctions of Airy differential operator with Dirichlet boundary condition
at the origin. Asn — oo there are various (edge, bulk, .. .) scaling regimes, which were described
on the level of the corresponding determinantal point processes in [1].

In our case; n growing with 7" and A > 1, no scaling is needed and the random line ensemble
described by (1.3) will have a very different limiting behavior, and a very different weak limit
which would, with appropriate modifications related to the nature of area tilts, fall into the
framework of N x R-indexed Brownian-Gibbs ensembles as developed in [3]. Indeed, it seems
natural to conjecture that as n — oo and T' — oo (regardless of the order), the process converges
to a unique N x R-indexed random line ensemble, in particular that for every k € N the top k lines
X1,..., X weakly converge to a stationary k-dimensional process. For the moment, guessing
the precise structure of the limiting process remains an intriguing question. On the other hand,
the route to proving convergence per se is, in light of the stability results we derive here, rather
clear - see Remark 1 following (1.4) below. This issue will be addressed in a forthcoming separate
paper.

Here we focus on deriving uniform stability properties of the system of paths associated to
(1.3) as n, T — oo. Namely, we prove the following strong confinement statement about the top
path X; (and hence about the whole stack which is sandwiched between X; and the wall): Fix
e >0 and let [/]  denote the positive part. Then expectations of curved maxima

E X1(t) — |t|° 1.4
sup B max [X1(0) = 1] ) < . (14)

are uniformly bounded in T and n. See Theorem 3.1 for the precise statement.
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Remark 1. The bound (1.4) paves the way for importing techniques and ideas developed in
[2], in particular for deriving appropriate adjustments of Proposition 3.5 and of the tightness
arguments employed for the proof of Proposition 3.6 of the latter work. Indeed, fir k € N and an
interval (—a,a) and, forn >k and T > a, consider top k paths X1, ..., Xy of the line ensemble
of n non-intersecting Brownian motions on [T, T] under geometric area tilts (1.3). But then
(1.4) means two things: First of all, by Brownian scaling and stochastic domination - see Subsec-
tions 1.5.1 and 1.5.3 below, the height of the (k+1)-st path X1 is, uniformly inn and T, under
control in the sense that it sits below a random integrable shift of the appropriate rescaling of t€.
Nezxt, given a realization of Xyy1, the top paths X1, ..., X could be, by Brownian-Gibbs prop-
erty, resampled according to Brownian bridge measures modified by exponential weights (1.3).
But these weights are, by the very same (1.4), also subject to a uniform control. Resampling
with respect to reference Brownian bridge measures (that is with zero area tilts) is precisely the
procedure employed for Airy line ensembles in [8]. As a result many probabilistic estimates could
be, up to uniformly bounded corrections, inherited from the resampling estimates developed in

[]-

We proceed with precise notation for the polymer measures we study here.

1.4.1. Notation for underlying Brownian motion and Brownian bridges. In the sequel
we shall use the same notation for path measures of underlying Brownian motion and Brownian
bridges and for expectations with respect to these path measures. For S < T and x € R, let
P be the path measure of the Brownian motion X on [S,T] which starts at x at time S;
X(S) = x. We can record P§ 1 as follows:

50 (FO0) = [ BE (POO) (15)

where Bi¢Y. the unnormalized path measure of the Brownian bridge X on [S, T] which starts at
x at time S and ends at y at time T'; X(S) =z, X(T) = y. In this notation
(y—=)?

For an n-tuple x € R", set
Z n
Psr=Pir®9Pgr @ @Pgy.
Similarly for n-tuples z,y € R", set
Y Ty x2,Y Tn,Yn
Byr =Bgy ®Bgr” @ @By

For symmetric intervals S = —T we shall employ a reduced notation P%, Bi’g and so on.

1.4.2. Partition functions and polymer measures with geometric area tilts. Given a
function h, the signed h-area under the trajectory of X is defined as

T
Al (X) = /S h(t) X (£)dt. (1.6)
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We shall drop the superscript if h = 1 and use Ag 1 (X) accordingly. For n € N define
A ={z€eR": 21> >z, >0} (1.7)

Polymer measures which we consider in the sequel are always concentrated on the set Q;r g7 of
n-tuples X,
OFgr={X : X(t) e Al Vte[s,T]} (1.8)

Following our convention we shall write Q:T = Q:L' o
Given n > 1, a > 0 and A > 1 consider now the partition functions

Z:é{( ;A éBLg <]lQ+ e Tll‘v‘iflAT(Xi))

(1.9)

’T'LTa)\ A+A+ nTa)\dedy

Partition functions Z,, 7(a,\) give rise to polymer measures P, 7 [- |a, A]. with geometric area
tilts p; = aX*"!. Namely,

2 - —vy - S AT (X))
P PO o) 2 5t [ B (P01, e SO ary (110

1.4.3. Main result. The main result of this note could be formulated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let P, 1 [ |a, A] be the (one-dimensional) distribution of the position of the top
path X1(0) under P, 1 [- |a, \]. That is

P [f(X) |a, A] = P [f(X1(0)) [a, A,

for bounded measurable f : R — R. Then for any fixed a > 0 and X > 1 the family of one-
dimensional distributions {Pnr |- |a, A|},, ¢ is tight. In other words the top path does not fly
away as the number of polymers and the length of their horizontal span grow.

Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of a much stronger confinement statement for the
curved maximum of the whole path - see Theorem 3.1 below.

1.5. Structure of the proof. The proof is built upon a recursion which relies on the Brownian
scaling and on stochastic domination for (a more general class of) polymers with area tilts:

1.5.1. Brownian scaling. Consider the following mapping of an n-tuple X of paths on an
interval [—A%/3T, A>/3T to n-tuple Y of paths on [T, T7:
1
Y()= WX()\QB )- (1.11)
The next lemma states that if Y is related to X via (1.11), then Y has distribution P, 7 [ |a), A]
if and only if X has distribution P, 73275 [+ |a, A].

Lemma 1.1. For alln,T, a,\, and z,y

—1/3z A\—1/3
Ve Yy

nT)\Q/d(a, A) = A_fZ

(aX, \). (1.12)
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Furthermore, for any bounded measurable function F on Qn T
Por [F(X) [aM ] = P, pyasa |[F(XO) Ja, A (1.13)

where XA = ﬁg(v/&).

Proof. For any v > 0, consider the map Q+ AT ™ Qn o defined by

X0ty =~"2X(yt), te[-T,T).
The normalized Brownian bridge ensemble
zy
= g
B, (1)
has the Brownian scaling property:
11
CHGXO) =17 7 GX)], v >0, (1.14)

where G is any bounded measurable function on Q:,T. We apply (1.14) with
G(X) = 1gy (X)e BN ArlX),
n,T

and v = \?/3. Since, the area under the path scales as

Xi(t)dt =
—T2\2/3 )\1/3 7

A
this yields (1.12). The proof of (1.13) is similar, with

1 /T N T XN

GX) = F(X)]lmT(K) o ST AN TLAR(X;)

1.5.2. A general class of polymers with area tilts. Let us say that two continuous' func-
tions f and g on [—T,T] satisfy f < g if f(t) < g(t) for any ¢t € [-T,T]. By construction, if
X e Q+T, then 0 < X,, < X1 < --- < Xy. For every n € N and T > 0, let us consider the

following general class P;zﬂ [~|h_, hy, d of polymer measures which is parametrized by:

a: Boundary conditions z,y € A}.

b: Two non-negative continuous functions h_ < hy on [—7,T], which are called the floor
h_ and the ceiling h.

c: A tuple of n (not necessarily ordered) positive continuous functions p = {p1,...,pn}
which are called area tilts. a

Here and below the assumption of continuity is for convenience.
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Then, setting

Q%,T = QN {ho < Xy < X1 <y}, (1.15)
define: 3
P, % [AX[h_ by, p] o e—Z?ATZ(Xi)JLQ%TBi’g (dX). (1.16)

The corresponding partition function is denoted Zf’%(h_, hy,p).

There is a version of (1.16) which permits more g7eneral boundary conditions: Let v and 1 be
n-tuples of functions on Ry. For z € A} set v(z) = Y7 vi(z;), and n(x) = Y7 7;(x;). Similarly,
set AZ(X) = 327 A%(X;). Then,

v,n e
P;,} [dX\h_,h+,d X /A+ /AJre AT(K)]IQ

The corresponding partition function is denoted Zg’;(h_, h.,p). This notation could be made
formally compatible with (1.9) as follows: if we define 6,(y) = coly+,, and, for a tuple  define

z 5,0,
the n-tuple 8, = {0y, ..., 0x,}, then Z 7(h_,hy,p) = Z " (h_, he, p).

p (X)e @B (dX) e W dady. (1.17)

n, T

Reduced notation. In the sequel we shall, unless this creates a confusion, employ the following
reduced notation: If n,v are identically zero, we shall drop them from the notation. We refer
to this as the case of free (or empty) boundary conditions. Similarly we shall drop from the
notation the floor h_ whenever h_ = 0 and the ceiling hy whenever hy = co. Furthermore, we
shall write a, A instead of p whenever p = {a, an,..., a/\”*l}. Finally we shall drop n whenever
talking about just one polymer, n = 1. In this way we make new notation compatible with
(1.10).

Below we shall tacitly assume that boundary conditions v, n are chosen in such a way that
the corresponding polymer measures are well defined. In Appendix A this assumption will be
justified for a class of boundary conditions v, n, including free boundary conditions.

1.5.3. Stochastic domination. Equip Q:LFT with the partial order <, defined by
X <Y iff X;<Y;, forall 1,

FKG
and let < denote the associated notion of stochastic domination of probability measures.

Lemma 1.2. For anyn and T, h- < g, hy < gy, p = K, the following holds. If, x < u and
y < v, then

x, FKG _ o
Po% b by p] < PRS-, g4 5] - (1.18)

Moreover, for an n-tuple x = {Xx1,...,Xn} of smooth boundary condition let x' be the n-tuple of
corresponding first derivatives. Then,

9 FKG _vn
Py [lhs by, pl = P [g— g4 8] (1.19)

whenever, h— < g_, hy < g%, p > & and, both & = V' and ' = n'. In particular, (1.19) holds if
§ =v and { = n (by approzimation without any assumptions on smoothness).

The proof of Lemma 1.2 is given in Section B below.
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1.5.4. A recursion. Consider our polymer measure P, 7 [- |a, A]. Let us record X = (X1, X),
where X = (Xo2,...,Xpt1). It is easy to see that the conditional, on X, distribution of
X is precisely P, 7 [|X1,a\ A] with ceiling X;. By (1.19) it is stochastically dominated by
Py, 1 [-|aX, A]. Therefore, if F' is a non-decreasing function on Q;T,

Eniir |[F(X)la,A| < B [F(X)]aA A (1.20)
Let f be a non-decreasing functional of X;. Then, conditioning on X,
Ent17 [f(X1) | X2|a, A] = Ep [f(X)| X2, 4] (1.21)

is, by (1.19), a non-decreasing functional of the floor X,. Applying (1.20) with F(X) =
Er [f(X)’ X, a] and then using the scaling property (1.13), this means:

Enp1r [f(X1)|a, Al < Epp [Er [f(X)| X1,a] [a), 2]

(1.13) X1 (A%/3.) a] a )\] (1.22)

=" E, s |Er f(X)\

2\1/3

Inequality (1.22) sets up the stage for various recursions which eventually lead to tightness
statements like the one formulated in Theorem 1.1. In particular, a natural choice of f(X) =
maxye_77] X (t) in (1.22) leads to a proof of tightness (in n) of the maxima for each T fixed,
but clearly is not suitable for proving tightness uniformly in 7". In order to prove Theorem 1.1
we introduce a kind of curved maximum, and use (1.22) to control it uniformly in n and 7. Both
the usual and the curved maxima are discussed in the subsequent sections.

Remark 2. Let us also remark that the above reasoning can be used to control the height of the k-
th path X, in terms of the top path Xi. Indeed, as in (1.20) one has that X1 under Py, 1 [-|a, A]
is stochastically dominated by Xy, under P,,_q 1 [-|aX, N]. Iterating, it follows that Xji1 under
Py, [-|a, A] is stochastically dominated by X1 under Pp,_j [-\a)\k, )\]. By (1.13) therefore Xj11
under P, 7 [-|a, \] is stochastically dominated by \"*/3X, where X1 has law Pk a2 [|as Al
In implementing the recursions, we shall repeatedly use the following easily verified fact, which
crucially depends on the linear structure of area tilts: For any number £ > 0, any tilt p and

any floor h, the distribution of (Y — &), when Y is distributed according to Pp [-|£ 4 h, p], is the
same as the distribution of Y under Py [-|h, p].

2. TIGHTNESS OF MAXIMA.

In this section we shall prove the following proposition, which can be considered as a warm-up
towards the much stronger statement of Theorem 3.1 below:

Proposition 2.1. For any a > 0, A\ > 1 and T fized, there exists a constant C(a,\,T) such
that

nh_)nolo E,r LEI[IE?CT} X1(t)|a, )\} =C(a,\,T) < 0. (2.1)

Proof. Define

M, r(a,\) 2 E, 1 [ter[ri%ﬁXT] Xl(t)‘ a, )\] . (2.2)
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When n = 1, we simply write Mr(a) for M; r(a, ). Clearly, Mr(a) < oo for all a,T > 0. Asin
the first line of (1.22) we obtain

Mn+17T(a,/\) < En,T |:ET [ max X ‘Xl, :| ‘a/\,)\] . (23)
te[-T,T)

Using stochastic domination and the remark at the end of Section 1.5.4, we may replace the
floor X by the constant floor £ = max;c|_7 1) X1(t) to obtain

ET[ max X (t)| X1, } < Mrp(a)+ max  Xi(t).
te[-T,T) te[-T.,T)
Thus (2.3) implies the recursive estimate

Mn+17T(a, )\) < MT(CL) + MmT(CI)\, )\) (2.4)

Iterating, for any n € N:
M, 7(a,\) ZMT a\k). (2.5)
Stochastic domination implies also that the sequence M, r(a, ) is monotone in n and therefore
lim M, r(a,\) = sup M, r(a,\) < ZMT (aXb). (2.6)
e neN k=0

From the scaling relation (1.13):

1
Mr(b) = iMpps(1),  b>0. (2.7)

From (2.7) it follows that the sum in (2.6) is finite if e.g.

Mr(1) < CT*, (2.8)
for some constants C > 0,a € (0,3), for all T > 1. The bound (2.8) can be derived from
the explicit representation (A.4) for the partition functions. Since we prove much stronger

estimates in the next section we omit the details here. Notice in particular that the argument
for the estimate (3.27) below actually allows us to prove that

Mp(1) < Clog(1+1T), (2.9)
forall T > 1. O

3. CURVED MAXIMUM AND UNIFORM TIGHTNESS.

Let us start with explaining our notion of curved maxima. Let ¢(t) = [t|* with a € (0, 3).
Given a continuous function h on [T, T define (see Figure 3)
5;’:( )=min{y >0 :y+¢>h}= max [h(t)—(t),. (3.1)
te[-T,T)
Informally, fg(h) is the minimal amount to lift ¢ so that it will stay above h. We think of fg (h)

in terms of the curved maximum of h on [T, T].
Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of the following result:
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FIGURE 2. The curved maximum §&,.

Theorem 3.1. For any a >0,A > 1 and o € (0, 3):

supmaxE, 7 [{g(Xl)\a, A < o0
T n

11

(3.2)

Our proof of Theorem 3.1 comprises several steps. The first one is a reduction to the key fact

(3.8) below, about single polymers above concave floors.

3.1. Reduction to a statement about single polymers above concave floors. The func-

tional h — fg(h) is increasing, and we can take advantage of (1.22):

2/3.
Enrrr [€5(X0) T ) X7 a] la, )\] .

a,)\] < IEn,)\2/3T [ET \L/3

Set .
— 2/3,\ _ —
(1) = sae (W0) = gy o) =i 5590

By the definition of 53;,
1 1 2/3 1 2/3
le()\wSt) < i3 (63,“ (X1) + SD(AQ/St)> = m@? (X1) +pald),
Hence, the stochastic domination (1.19) implies
X1 (A3
1 ) a]

Er {Z(Y)‘ A\L/3

TN2/3 X
<E, (X1)

Eg(Y)! W+¢A,a] = s&?)\T+ET [£Z(Y)Iw,a] .

(3.3)

(3.6)
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In the last equality above we relied on the linearity of area tilts, see the observation at the end
of Section 1.5.4. Going back to (3.3) we conclude:

Ens17 [€5(X1) |a, A] < ﬁ[@n,w/g [ NP(x0) |ay A} +Ep [€L(Y)|erna] . (3.7)

FIGURE 3. Path Y and £J(Y) under Er [-|

Consider

A
My = mp(a, \) = Sl%pIEnyT [{Z(X1)|a, )\] .
If my < oo, then (3.7) implies that
1 T
Mn+41 < Wmn + Sl%p ET [é-(p (Y)’ P (1] .
Hence (3.2) follows as soon as we shall check (see Figure 3.1) that

mi(a,A) < sngT [fg(Y)‘ @i, a] < oo. (3.8)

Since fg (+) is monotone increasing, the first inequality in (3.8) follows by stochastic domination
(1.19). The key point is to prove the second uniform bound (3.8).

In the sequel we shall assume that ¢ = 1 and, accordingly, shall drop it from all the nota-
tion. For instance, Ep H ©x, a] becomes Er H gpA], and the corresponding partition function is
recorded as Z7(yy). Moreover, we drop the superscript T and write &, for 65 .
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3.2. Straightening of the boundary and Girsanov transform. The idea to use Girsanov’s

transform appeared in [20]. The floor should be smooth, and the singularity of ¢, at zero is a
nuisance. However, by (1.19) the bound
supEp [£,(Y)| h] < oo. (3.9)
T

with any h > @) implies (3.8). We shall take a smooth symmetric h = h) > ¢, in such a way
that:

(3.10)

| =

¢ — hy is monotone on Ry, hy = ¢, outside some [—Tp, Ty and max RA(t) <

Recall that

Py [-| 4] B” . T<X>11,HX) dydz

hh(T

(3.11)
PT ( 7eiAT( )]]-h<X> dJ?,

ZT(h) /h(T)

where P7. is the law of Brownian motion X on [T, T] which starts at « at time —T.

We are going to derive a representation of Zr(h) and, accordingly, of Pr[-|h] in terms of
polymers over flat wall, but with different tilts and boundary conditions. It, therefore, makes
sense to stress full names for boundary conditions, floors and tilts. So, according to the notation
introduced in (1.17), we are going to derive a representation of the quantities Z%O(h, 1) and
]P’%O [-|h, 1] corresponding to empty boundary conditions.

Define U(t) =Y (t) — h(t) and uw = x — h(—T'). Thus U satisfies the SDE

dU(t) =dY (t) — ' (t)dt, U(-T) = .

By Girsanov (used in the second equality below),

Ar(h)pz, (e_AT(X)]lX>h> =Pr (e_AT(U)]lQ{(U)>

) ) (3.12)
— P& (e— JIp W 0dX (05 [2(h (t))th—AT(X)]lQ; ( X)) ,
In the last line above X is a P/-Brownian motion. Under P,
T
/ R (t)dX (t) Xh’ / X(t)h"(t
-T
Putting things together we conclude: Set
vr(u) = b (T)u = —h'(=T)u. (3.13)
Then,
Ar(ht3 (1)) 290(h, 1) = ZXT¥7(0,1 — 1), (3.14)

A completely similar computation implies that the distribution of ¥ under IP’OO[ |h, 1] can be
represented as the distribution of X + h = X + hy where X has distribution P77 [-|0,1 — h"].
Since for Y = X + hj,

E (V) =inf{€>0 : Y <E+¢} =& n, (X) 2 &4, (X), (3.15)
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we conclude that one can rewrite the expression in our target (3.9) as

sup E777 (€4, (Y)[0,1 — A7)
T

Since, by construction, 1 — A" > %, the stochastic domination (1.19) enables a reduction to:

1
Sl%pE;T’VT [gw(Y)‘O, 2] < oo. (3.16)

Furthermore, since by construction, h'(T) > 0 for all T large enough, the second part of
Lemma 1.2 implies that (3.16) will follow from

1
sup Ep [%(Y)\o, 2] < 00, (3.17)
T
which corresponds to empty boundary conditions. For the rest we shall focus on proving (3.17).

3.3. Proof of (3.17). We start with some useful estimates for the partition functions
Zyi = 2y (0,00,1/2).

Here and for the rest of this proof, with slight abuse of notation we adopt the convention that
if a is omitted from the notation then it corresponds to the case a = %

First of all note, that for any a > 0 the heat kernel Z&’ty(o, 00, a) has the following expansion:
Let k§, k¢, ... be the normalized (Dirichlet) eigenfunctions of % —az on Ly (Ry), and let 0 >
—Xo > —A1 > ... be the corresponding eigenvalues. Of course Ay = Fwy and x§ o< Ai (br — wy),
where 0 > —wy > —w; > --- are zeroes of Airy function Ai, and b = ¥/2a. Then, see e.g.
Problem 1 in Chapter 9 of [0], {s{} is a complete orthonormal system, and by Riesz-Fisher and

the elementary spectral theory the (Dirichlet) heat kernel
o0
Zgl =D € (@)t (y), (3.18)
m=0

where we used the shortcut xy = s for a = 1/2. The eigenfunctions k,,(z) are uniformly
bounded. Furthermore, it is known that zeros of the Airy function decrease relatively fast:
wy ~ ck?/3 as k — oo. These facts allow one to conclude that, uniformly in ¢ > ¢o > 0,
[ee]

max Z5 7 < max ||, )% Z e Mmt < Oftg)e Mot (3.19)

z,y ’ m 0
Note that if the path X (s) starting at 2 does not go below x/2 then the corresponding area is
greater than xt/2. Therefore,

oo
| zivay<etapg, (TE?X )< 2> |
0 <

Using standard bound for the tail of the normal distribution, we conclude that there exist tg > 0
and v = y(to) > 0 such that

(o9}
/ Zypdy < e ” (3.20)
0



POLYMERS UNDER GEOMETRIC AREA TILTS 15

for any « > 0. Combining (3.19) and (3.20), we obtain
Zoi = / / Z5,10 201210 Zo fp tcl

< C(tg)e=0t=2t0) / / 282700 dudy
o Jo
< Cy(tg)e ote™ @)t > 3¢, (3.21)
It follows from the representation (3.18) that

tliglo e/\OtZI’y = ro(2)ro(y)

uniformly on compact subsets of (0,00)?. Combining this with (3.21) one can easily obtain

o0 2
lim ez, = (/ Iig(ﬂ?)dl‘) . (3.22)
0

T—00

We now derive an upper bound for the tail of the random variable &, where ¢ = 1\ = ¢ — h,.

By (3.10) and (3.4) v is a symmetric function, it is monotone on Ry, and it equals to /\31@

outside [—Ty, Tp].
Due to the symmetry of the function 1,

Pr (&u(Y) > 7)) < 2Pp (Y (t) > 4p(t) + r for some t € [0,T7) .

There is no loss of generality to assume that T" € N.
Splitting [0, 7] into intervals of unit length and using the monotonicity of ¥, we get

T-1
r (&) >r) <2 Pr ( max Y (t) > ¢(k) + 7’) . (3.23)
k=0

telk,k+1]

For every k <T — 1 one has
Pr| max Y(t) > ¢(k) / / Z00 QTY(r)Z, Z0v0  dedy (3.24)
te(k,k+1] ZT 0,T+k*k 0,7—k—1 )

where

QY (r) =By ( A’“”““(Y);ter[g%i”}”(t) > (k) + 75 1o+ (Y)> :

It is immediate from (3.21) that

Z(())%ik < CeMoTHR) =77 and Zgyjlo o1 < CeMoT=k=1)c=y, (3.25)

Applying these estimates and (3.22) to the corresponding terms in (3.24), we obtain

Pr < max Y (t) > ¢(k) + r> < C/Oo /00 Qi’y(r)e_W(x+y)dxdy, k<T-—1. (3.26)
o Jo

telk,k+1]
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Set g(t) = (2%)_%e_t2/2 and recall that Bg{(1) = g(y — ). By symmetry, we may assume
without loss of generality that x < y. By the reflection principle for the Brownian bridge,

z,Y < z,Y
QY(r) < B, (r[g;;] Y(t) > (k) + )

:{ gy — ), y > (k) +r,
gy —2¢(k) —2r+z), y<ok)+r

Therefore,
e (y— (k)T e
/ QY (r)dr < / gy —x)dr + / g(y — 2¢(k) — 2r + z)dr
0 0 (y— (k)T

1 oo
— (- vk ey -2+ 5 [ g(=)dz
2¢(k)+2(y—y (k)T —z—y

< (= w7+ Sy > 9(k)/2) + O PO

Combining this with (3.26), we conclude that

/ Pr ( max Y (t) > (k) + 7‘) dr <Ce W2 T 1.
0 telk,k+1]

Since ¢ (x) grows sufficiently fast, we conclude that, uniformly in T,
T-2 .o
Z/ Pr ( max Y (t) > ¢(k) + 7"> dr < C. (3.27)
— Jy tefk k1]

For k =T — 1 one has

1 0o oo 0., .
Py <t€[17{lé_l}1<’T] Y(#)>9(T-1)+ r> = ZT/O /0 Zo,2T—1QT31(T)dxdy'
Using (3.22) and (3.25), we get
T (te[l}li_%fﬂ (t) > ( )+r> < /0 /0 e QYY (r)dxdy (3.28)
We infer from the definition of Q7Y (r) that
/0 Q7Y (r)dy <P7_y 1 <teg}f_l¥’T] Y(t) > (T —1)+ 7’) :

Integarting now over r, we obtain

0 0 0 T \t€l0,1]
<(@z—(T - 1))++2/ PY, (Y(1) > r)dr
(Y(T-1)—=z)*

<@ =T —1))" +g(T-1)—2)7).
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Integrating (3.28) over r and applying the latter bound, we arrive at

/ Pr ( max Y (t) > (T —1) + r) dr < CeVIT=1/2, (3.29)
0 te[T—1,T]

It remains to note that (3.17) is immediate from (3.23), (3.27) and (3.29).

APPENDIX A. POLYMER MEASURES ARE WELL DEFINED

We shall describe conditions under which probability measures in (1.16) are well defined,
or, equivalently, under which the corresponding partition functions Zf’%(h,, hy,p) are finite.
Define the minimal tilt on the interval [-T',T] as

= ap = mi i t) > 0. Al
a=ar=mn mn Pr(t) (A1)

and let a be the corresponding tuple of constant functions. Evidently,
2,y @,y
an“(h—v h+7£) < an“(oa OO’Q)

Define u = {x1,...,z,—1} and v = {y1,...,yn—1} and assume that Zﬁ’fl 7(0,00,a) < co. Then,

Zi’:yp((),oo,g) = 7" 1(0,00,a) - EX*, [B;n,yn (e—aAT(Y)]_0_<Y_<Xn71> 0, 0074

n (A.2)

< ZT%’_QLT(O, OO,Q)Z;{n,yn (0,00,a) < --- < H Z;myk (0, 00, a),

1
where the first inequality above folows by removing the constraint ¥ < X,,_1.
Consequently, general partition functions in (1.17) may be bounded above as
v n o0 OO
Z;%(h_, hy,p) < H (/ / eVk(£)Zj{?9(0)QO,CL)Qnk(y)dxdy> . (A.3)
k=1 /0 70

As it was already briefly explained in the paragraph preceding (3.18), the kernel Z7¥(0, 00, a)
has the following expansion:

o0
Z7(0,00,a) = Y e M k(@) (y). (A4)
0
We, therefore, conclude:
Lemma A.1. Consider (A.1). Let ko, k1,... be the normalized eigenfunctions of % —azr on

Lo (Ry), and let 0 > —X\g > —A1 > ... be the corresponding eigenvalues. Assume that
o

D e < / e_”‘“(z)/{g(:n)dm) ( / e_”k(y)/{g(y)dy> < 0

(=0

is absolutely convergent for every k = 1,...,n. Then, Pi’% [ |h_, h.,.,d in (1.17) is well de-
fined. In particular, it is well defined whenever e Vk-s and e "k -s belong to Lo(Ry), and, since
limy o fyoo Ai(z)dz exists and finite, the measures Py, [ ‘h_,h+,g] are well defined also in
the case of empty boundary conditions v,n = 0.



18 PIETRO CAPUTO, DMITRY IOFFE, AND VITALI WACHTEL

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF THE STOCHASTIC DOMINATION LEMMA

Proof of Lemma 1.2. As in the proof of Lemma 2.6 in [8] we construct a coupling for discrete
random walk ensembles via Markov chains and then obtain the desired result by appealing to
the invariance principle. The presence of area tilts and boundary conditions makes our setting

slightly different from that of [3]. For completeness we provide the details below.
We start with the case of fixed boundary conditions (1.18). For each N,n € N, let Ty = |TN|,
and consider vectors of integers xny = (zn1,...,ZNy) and Yy = (YnN.1,---,YNn), such that, as

N — oo, ﬁxN,i = (14 0(1))z;, ﬁyN,i = (14+0(1))y;, for i = 1,...,n. Given the floor and
ceiling functions h4, consider height functions hy 4 such that \/LﬁhNi(k) = (14o0(1))hs(k/N),
uniformly in k € {—Tn,...,Tn}. Let Q(N,n) denote the set of vectors W = (W1,...,W,)
where W; denotes a lattice path {W;(k) € Z, k = =Ty, ..., Tn} satisfying |W;(k+1) — W (k)| =
1 for all £ € {-Tn,...,Tny — 1} and such that 0 < W;11(k) < W;(k) for all i, k. Finally,
let IP’]%%LT Hh_, hy, B] denote the probability measure on Q(NN,n) associated to the partition
function

1 n
— 372 21 Apy, v (Wi)
E : ]]'w(_TN):ﬁva(TN):EN]lWIShN,Jr]th,fSWne v/ )

WeQ(N,n)
where
TN
Apn(Wi) = > pilk/N)Wi(k).
k=—Tn
Next, define the rescaled paths Wy (t) = ﬁﬂ(t]v), t € [-T,T], where the value of W at

non-integer points is defined by linear interpolation. Call I@’Jz\}%ﬂﬂ [-|h_, hy, d the law of the
continuous paths EN induced by IP’]&\}%L T [-\h_, hy, B]' Since for all 4, the Riemann sum

TN

Ap N (W) = S prlh/N) W a(k/N)
k=—Ty

1
N3/2

approximates the integral f_TT pi(t)WN,i(t)dt, the invariance principle implies that for all fixed
n, T, the probability measures ]IA%\}%Z T ['|h,, hy, d converge weakly as N — oo to the probability

measure PigT [-|h,, hy, B] )
The same construction can be repeated for the measure ]P’%QT [lg—,9+,k]. It is not hard

to check that, under the current assumptions, the sequences TN, Yp UNUN and AN+, 9N+

associated to the given boundary data can be chosen in such a way that, for all N large enough:

hN,i(k) < gN,i(k) for all £ = —TN, . 7TN;
for every i, xn; < un,, and yn; < vny;

for every i, xn; and un, are integers with the same parity, and the same applies to
YN,i> UNLi;
the set of W € Q(N,n) satisfying the boundary constraints

W(-Tn)=zn, W(TN) =y, Wi <hny, by - < Wy,

is not empty, and the same applies with uy,vy and gy +.
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Then, the desired statement

T,y FKG ,
]P);} ["h_7h+7ﬁ-| = ]P)%y% [‘|g—7g+7ﬁ]7

follows if, for all large enough N, we can construct a coupling (W, W') on Q(N,n) x Q(N,n) of
the probability measures ]P’%V%LT [-\h_, hy, d and IP’]Q\}%L’T [l9—, 9+, k] such that with probability
one for each i =1,...,n, k= —Tn,...,Tn one has W;(k) < W/(k).

The coupling (W, W’) is defined as a limit of Markov chain couplings. We consider the heat
bath chain for the discrete polymer ensemble. This is the discrete time Markov chain on Q(N,n)
such that at each time step a vertex k € {—Tn+1,...,Ty—1}, anindexi € {1,...,n}, and areal
number U € [0, 1] are picked independently and uniformly at random; if W;(k —1) # Wj(k + 1)
then nothing happens; if W;(k — 1) = W;(k + 1), then W;(k) is replaced by W;(k — 1) + 1 if
U < pi,i and by Wi(k — 1) — 1 if U > py;, where we use the notation

e72pi(k/N)N_3/2

T 14 o2m(k/N)N-2

Pk,i

if the new polymer configuration W violates either of the constraints W € Q(N,n), W <
hn -+, hy,— < Wy, then the proposed update is rejected; otherwise the current configuration is
updated accordingly. The above defined Markov chain is reversible with respect to the measure
Z,Y . . . . . e ey e
P [-|h—, ht, p], and converges to it as time goes to infinity, for any valid initial condition.
Now, suppose that W, W' are two polymer configurations in Q(N,n) such that Wy < hy 4,
hn— < W, and W{ < gn 4, gn— < W), and suppose further that W;(k) < W/(k) at every
i, k. A coupling of the single Markov chain step for this pair is obtained by repeating the above
described updating procedure with the same choice of random numbers k, ¢, U for both copies.
Since hy+ < gn+ and p; > k; it follows that the new polymer configurations must satisfy again
Wi(k) < W/(k). Indeed, because of the parity assumption on the boundary heights, the first
violation of this condition could only appear at a site k such that

Wik —1)=Wi(k+1) = W/(k—1) = W/(k+1),

and in this case the conditions hy + < gn+ and p; > k; guarantee that the order is preserved.
Repeating this procedure at each time step yields a Markov chain coupling such that if at time
zero one has Wj(k) < W/(k) at every ¢, k, then this condition is preserved at all times. The
initial polymer configurations can be chosen by taking W as the minimal element of (N, n) such
that W(-Tn) = zn, W(Tn) = Y Wi < hy4,hy— < Wy, and W’ as the maximal element
of Q(N,n) such that W (—Ty) = uyn, W(Tn) = vy, Wi < gn4,9n8,— < Wy. As pointed out
above, these initial configurations are well defined. It follows that at time zero, and thus at all
times, W;(k) < W/ (k) at every i, k. By taking time to infinity one obtains the desired coupling
of IP’]%QHT [-|h—, by, p| and Pyt 19— g+, &]. This ends the proof of (1.18).

To prove the statement (1.19), we need to take into account the boundary conditions encoded

by the functions &,(,v,n. Let IP’%’,%LT [~|h_, hy, d denote the probability measure on Q(N,n)
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associated to the partition function

Z Z Lw (—1w)=¢, w(Tw)=r 11 <hy 4 Lhy <, X
Lr WeQ(N,n)

% o= D&l /VN) o= X1 Gilri /VN) g~ warz L1 Appn (W)

?

where £,r range over all vectors (ki,...,k,) € Z™ such that 0 < k, < kp—1 < -+ < ki, and
hn .+ is such that ﬁh]v,i(k) = (1 4+ o(1))hs(k/N), uniformly in k& € {-Tn,...,Tn}. As

above we call ]@,%Qn T [-]h_, hy, d the law induced on the rescaled continuous paths WN- Then,
approximating the sum over £, by integrals, the invariance principle implies that for all fixed

n, T, the probability measures I@)%,gn T [~|h_, hy, d converge weakly as N — oo to the probability

measure IP’%%F Hh_, hy, B]' Therefore, the desired statement

£ FKG v
Por [h— by, p] < P 7 [l9-,9+.5], (B.1)

follows if, for all N large enough, we can construct a coupling (W, W') on Q(N,n) x Q(N,n) of
the probability measures IP’%}%I’T [-|h—, hy, p| and IP’]Z\,ﬂnT [l9—, 9+, k] such that with probability
one for each i = 1,...,n, and k = =Ty, ..., T, one has W;(k) < W/(k).

The coupling (W, W') is defined as before with the only difference that the random index k
is now picked uniformly in {—Tn,...,ITn}. If & ¢ {—Tn,Tn} then we repeat the previously
described update rule. If k = —T, then the height W;(—Tx) is replaced by W;(—Tn + 1) + 1
fU <p_qyi(Wi(=Tny +1)) and by Wi(=Tn +1) = 1if U > p_pyi(Wi(—=Tn + 1)), where

e 20i(=Tn/N)N=3/? (~V¢;(a)

D-Ty.il@) = 1+ e-20i(~Tn/N)N=3/2 o —Veéi(a)’

and we use the notation

Ve(a) =& (2R) -6 (7).
Similarly, W/(—Ty) is replaced by W/(=Ty + 1) + 1 it U < ¢_7,,; (W/(=Tny + 1)) and by
VVZ-/(—TN + 1) —1ifU > (j—TN,i (VVZ-/(—TN + 1)), where

o—2ri(TN/N)N=3/2 . —Vvi(a)

Q—TNJ(G) = 1+ e—QHi(TN/N)N*?’/Q e—Vl/i(a)’
with
Vl/i(a) =V (%) — VU (%) .

As before we may assume without loss of generality that the configurations W;, W/ at time
zero are such that W;(—Tx) and W/(—Ty) have the same parity and that the same applies to
Wi(Tn) and W/(Tn). Note also that the parity of these boundary values does not change with
time. Thanks to this parity constraint, the first violation of the order W; < W/ can occur at

site k = —T'x only if for some ¢ one has W;(—Tn + 1) = W/(—Tn +1). Therefore, it is sufficient
to show that for all ¢ > 0:

Véi(a) — Vy;(a) > 0.
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The bound above follows immediately from the assumption &/(z) > v/(z), x > 0. This implies
that our coupling preserves the order at the boundary —7x. The same argument applies to the
boundary at T. A repetition of the previous argument then concludes the proof of (1.19). O
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