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ASYMPTOTICS OF THE DETERMINANT OF DISCRETE LAPLACIANS
ON TRIANGULATED AND QUADRANGULATED SURFACES

K. IZYUROV AND M. KHRISTOFOROV

ABSTRACT. Consider a surface 2 with a boundary obtained by gluing together a finite number
of equilateral triangles, or squares, along their boundaries, equipped with a vector bundle with
a flat unitary connection. Let Q° be a discretization of this surface, in which each triangle or
square is discretized by a bi-periodic lattice of mesh size &, possessing enough symmetries so
that these discretizations can be glued together seamlessly. We show that the logarithm of the
product of non-zero eigenvalues of the discrete Laplacian acting on the sections of the bundle
is asymptotic to
A|Q°] + B|OQ°| + C'logé + D + o(1).

Here A and B are constants that depend only on the lattice, C'is an explicit constant depending
on the bundle, the angles at conical singularities and at corners of the boundary, and D is a
sum of lattice-dependent contributions from singularities and a universal term that can be
interpreted as a zeta-regularization of the determinant of the continuum Laplacian acting on
the sections of the bundle. We allow for Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions, or mixtures
thereof. Our proof is based on an integral formula for the determinant in terms of theta function,
and the functional Central limit theorem.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let €2 be a connected surface, possibly with boundary, obtained by gluing finitely many equal
equilateral triangles, or squares, along their boundaries. Thus, €2 may have conical singularities
and piece-wise straight boundary with corners; the cone and wedge angles either all belong to
2k, or to Tk, k € N; we refer to the former situation as a triangulation and the latter one
as a quadrangulation. The boundary of €2 will be decomposed into two parts, 9p€2 and I,
that will carry Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions respectively; we assume that there
are finitely many points separating the two. We assume that €2 is equipped with a finite rank
vector bundle with a unitary flat connection ¢. We furthermore allow {2 to have finitely many
punctures, distinct from the set of conical singularities, and allow ¢ to have monodromy around
those punctures. Our main results and techniques are new already in the case of a trivial line
bundle, and the reader interested in the simplest situation may think of this case.

We summarize our setup briefly here, referring to Section [2| for the detailed definitions.
By a lattice, we mean an (infinite) undirected planar graph with non-negative weights on
edges embedded bi-periodically in the plane C. Given a lattice which is symmetric under
reflections z +— Z and under rotation by 7 or % (such as e.g., the square lattice in the case of
quadrangulations and the triangular lattice in the case of triangulations), we can discretize
by this lattice scaled to have small mesh . We denote the discretized surface by Q°, see Figure
[} In what follows, by a lattice-dependent constant, we mean a quantity that does not depend
on §, but may depend on the underlying lattice and weights (and, in the case of D,, on local
geometric data); a lattice-independent, or universal quantity, is allowed to depend only on €2,
the boundary conditions, and the connection ¢. The parallel transport of ¢ along the edges
gives a discrete connection, and we can consider the corresponding discrete Laplacian Am’“",
with Dirichlet/Neumann boundary conditions approximating those in 2. We will denote the
rank of ¢ by d. The subject of the present paper is the asymptotics of det* A% as § — 0,
where det* stands for the product of all non-zero eigenvalues.
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Determinants of discrete Laplacians on triangulations and quadrangulations

We make the following conventions regarding the parameters, see Section [2| for details. The
mesh size § is defined so that the lattice has =2 vertices per unit area. Thus, for a given
lattice, 0 = %0 for a constant &y and an integer N. We denote by |Q°| the size of °, measured in
the number of fundamental “plaquettes” (triangles or squares) in their discretization; thus as
§ — 0, [29] is of order §-2. Similarly, |[0p°|, |Ox2°| denote the size of Dirichlet and Neumann
parts of the boundary, measured in the number of plaquette sides, thus |0pQ°|, [Ox 2| have
order 6. We will also assume that the weights on the graph are normalized so that the random
walk on Q9 converges to the standard Brownian motion.

Our main result is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. As § — 0, one has the following asymptotics:

(1.1) log det* A ¢ = A |Q°| + Bp - |0pQ°] + By - [On Q| + C - log 6 + D + o(1),

where:
e A and Bp = —Bys are lattice-dependent constants that are expressed in terms of con-

tinuous time lattice heat kernels, see , .

e (' is a lattice-independent constant given by

C = —2dimker A®¥ — (. Z Cy,

peCUTUP

where A% stands for the Friedrichs extension the Laplacian on §) acting on sections of
@, see Section[3; the sum is over the set of conical singularities, corners, and punctures
of Q, and the values C, for a cone C* of angle o, corners T4, TS, Tarp of angle a
with Dirichlet, Neumann, changing Neumann-to-Dirichlet boundary conditions, and a
puncture PM with monodromy operator M are given by

(0% T (6% T
Coe =———; Cra = Oypa = — — —
¢ 127 3a’ TR T 10 120
— a m . _ =2 - —1 k\71.—2
CT?\/’D —E+m, Cp]\l =T Z(l—d %QTI'M )k

k=1
e the constant D has the form

D=d- Y  D,+logdet;A%?,
pECUTUP
where D, are lattice-dependent constants (entirely determined by the lattice and angle,

boundary conditions, or the monodromy at a puncture p); and detZAQW 1s the zeta-
reqularized determinant of A¥, see Section @

Q

FIGURE 1. An example of a surface €2, glued of five equilateral triangles, and its
discretization €2° by triangular lattice. In this case, §2 has one conical singularity
of angle %’r and five boundary corners of angle %” Note that the discrete triangles
are glued so that the local graph structure at the edges is no different from that
in the bulk of the triangles.
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Determinants of discrete Laplacians on triangulations and quadrangulations

The constants A, Bp, By depend linearly on the rank d of the bundle, i. e., when divided by
d, they only depend on the underlying lattice and the weights.

There is a lot of previous work on the subject. Discretizations of Laplacian were studied
by Dodziuk [10] on a class of discretizations Riemannian manifolds in arbitrary dimension. He
established [10, Section 5] the convergence of the eigenvalues and the spectral zeta function of a
combinatorial Laplacian with weights inherited from the Riemannian metric on the underlying
manifold. Cardy and Peschel [5] conjectured that the asymptotic of partition function of
any critical 2D model of a Riemann surface should take a form similar to (L.I). Since the
determinants of the discrete Laplacian and its vector bundle versions are partition functions of
a number of lattice models, such as dimers and double dimers, discrete GFF, spanning trees
and cycle-rooted spanning forests [28 [30, BT, 1], B, 25], 27, B7, 24], our results can be viewed
as a rigorous proof of a particular case of the Cardy—Peschel conjecture. Duplantier and David
[13] computed the asymptotics of the determinant of the discrete square lattice Laplacian on
a torus and a rectangle; their results were extended to cylinder, Mobius strip and Klein bottle
by Brankov-Priezzhev and Izmailyan-Oganesyan—Hu [4, 23]. The approach in these papers is
based on the fact that these geometries have large groups of symmetries acting on them, and
hence the discrete Laplacian can be diagonalized explicitly. The determinant is then an explicit
product, whose asymptotics is still non-trivial, but doable e.g. by Euler-Maclaurin formula.

Kenyon [28] proved the asymptotic expansion of the type in the case of the square lattice
and planar simply connected rectilinear domains, with a slightly weaker control of the corner
contributions. In this general setting, the explicit diagonalization of the discrete Laplacian is
not available; instead, Kenyon’s method is based on tracking the variation of the determinant
of the Laplacian when cutting the domain along vertical or horizontal line, using a relation
to the dimer model. Ananth Sridhar [44] extended this result to the case of the Laplacian
with smoothly changing inhomogeneous weights, by variation of these weights starting from
Kenyon’s result.

Recently, Finski [16, [I7, 18] obtained a version of Theorem in the case of the square
lattice quadrangulations of Riemann surfaces with Neumann boundary conditions and cone
angles restricted to integer multiples of 7, and with a slightly weaker control of the corner and
cone contributions. In particular, that work extended the aforementioned result of Kenyon to
multiply connected domains, and directly connected the constant term D to the (-regularized
determinant of the Friedrichs extension of the Laplacian, settling two of the open problems
stated in [28] Section 8|. Like ours, Finski’s method uses the discrete spectral (-function, but
otherwise it is rather different. He starts by proving, by Rayleigh method, the convergence of
individual eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the discrete Laplacian [I7]. From this, together
with some estimates such as uniform Weyl’s law, it follows that the discrete spectral (-function
converges to its continuous counterpart in the region where its defining series converges ab-
solutely. In order to deduce the asymptotics in a neighborhood of the origin, Finski follows
Miiller’s proof of Ray—Singer conjecture, and regularizes the (-function by comparing it to the
trace of a sum of “localizations” of the powers of the Laplacian subordinate to a partition
of unity. These localizations live on squares and on a number of model surfaces constructed
using the infinite cones and infinite angles, and it turns out to be possible, with some work, to
compute their asymptotics.

The zeta-regularized determinant of the Laplacian detZAQ’“" that appears in the constant
term of the expansion (|1.1)) goes back to Kronecker [32] who computed it for the torus. It
has subsequently received a lot of attention with the introduction of analytic torsion by Ray
and Singer [41], 42] and the celebrated proofs by Cheeger and Miiller of its equivalence to the
R-torsion. On the physics side, its importance stems from its role as a partition function of
conformal field theories, and in particular, from its conformal transformation properties given
by the Polyakov—Alvarez formula [2] 40}, [39], see also [I] and the references therein for the most
recent developments. For other related recent work, see [22, [43] 44, [46], 12].
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The result of Theorem improves on the state of the art in the following ways. First, our
class of surfaces is more general, in that it allows for conical (and corner) angles any multiples
of 2 or 7, and also for punctures. Second, we work simultaneously with general geometries
that do not admit an explicit diagonalization of the Laplacian and in a wniversal setting,
allowing for discretizations by arbitrary doubly periodic lattices, possibly with weights, with
enough symmetries. Third, we allow for mixed Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions.
Finally, we improve the estimates of the corner and cone contribution from C),logd + o(logd)
to Cplogd + D, + o(1).

We also propose a new proof. The method is similar to that used by Chinta—Jorgenson—
Karlsson [7, 8] and Friedli [I9] who studied the square lattice Laplacians on a torus: we use a
representation for log det* A% as an integral transform of the theta function, i.e., the trace of
the discrete heat kernel. We then break the integral into parts that we analyze separately, see
the key formula . The main idea is to regularize the discrete heat kernel by subtracting the
heat kernel on one of a discretized model surface — the full plane, the half-plane, a punctured
plane, a cone, or a corner — that matches the geometry of €° locally. This immediately isolates
the volume term A-|Q°| in , and also the boundary, cone and puncture contributions, whose
asymptotics can be analyzed separately by studying heat kernels on model surfaces. On the
other hand, the regularized trace of the heat kernel receives only Brownian scale contributions,
and after rescaling converges to its continuous counterpart, more or less, by the local Central
limit theorem. We derive this convergence from the functional CLT in the plane and the
parabolic Harnack inequality of Delmotte. To complete the asymptotic analysis, we need to
pass to the limit under the integral; to this end, we employ a large deviation estimate for small
t and a uniform spectral gap bound for large ¢.

Thus, essentially, we only use three ingredients: the functional Central limit theorem, para-
bolic regularity, and the fact that microscopically, our lattice approximation “looks the same
at all places”. The only reason we do not consider more general surfaces (e.g., allowing for
conical singularities with arbitrary angles, or for genuinely curved surfaces) is that those do
not admit nice discretizations with this last property; see Remark [9.2] To see the difficulty it
entails, note that the constant A, being essentially the free energy per lattice site in the infinite
volume limit, is lattice-dependent; if the lattice is different in different places of °, then A will
also fluctuate, and the volume term in the asymptotics may be hard to control with meaningful
precision. This is why we believe that approximation schemes such as Dodziuk’s are too gen-
eral to admit asymptotic formulae like . On the positive side, apart from the volume term
, the rest of our analysis, at least in the absence of the boundary, does not use regularity
of the lattice in any essential way. This leaves hope that the method can be applied to more
general surfaces and approximations in sufficiently integrable case, e.g. on isoradial graphs.

Note that if we only want to study the the difference log det* A% ¥ —log det* A% %2 the afore-
mentioned volume term cancels out, as do most of other terms in the asymptotics, and and our
method yields a simple proof the asymptotics 2(dim ker ¢; — dim ker ¢5) log 0 + log detZAwl —
log detZAQ’“’?, using only the functional CLT and the parabolic regularity. Such differences are
of interest since they often compute interesting topological observables in the models, see e. g.
[11], 12, 25, 26l 24], and there are a number of results in this direction. Dubédat and Gheissari
[12] proved convergence for tori in a different way under even weaker assumptions and Kassel—
Kenyon [25] proved a similar result on general Riemann surfaces, without identifying the limit.
A remark on cancellation of the singular terms in this setting is also made by Kenyon [28],
for trivial line bundles with different simply-connected domains, and Finski [I§], for general
bundles.

Some of the ingredients of our proof could be alternatively established by the methods [17,
18]; e. g., the convergence of theta function in the Brownian scale follows easily from the
convergence of rescaled eigenvalues and the uniform Weyl law, as does the spectral gap estimate
of Lemma 5.5l Arguably, our proofs via the functional CLT are more streamlined; for example,
cones and conical singularities, that seem to be a source of technical difficulties in [I7], do not
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enter this part of our proof at all, since the Brownian motion avoids them almost surely. On the
other hand, some intermediate results and techniques in [I7, [I8] are of independent interest.

Our method gives the explicit values of A, Bp = —Br and D, as sums of integrals of discrete
(continuous time) heat kernels on the discretizations of the plane, half-plane, corners, or cones.
Note, however, that to determine those constant, it suffices to compute the asymptotics in
some simple geometry; for example, a torus for A, or a cylinder or a square (with corresponding
boundary conditions) for Bp, By. Thus, on the square lattice, it follows from [13, Eq. (4.24)
and (5.14)] that

4 1 1 1
AD:—G—logQ, Bg:§1og(\/§—1), Bﬁ=§log(\/§—1)—§log2-
T

where G is the Catalan’s constant 1 — 55 + 2 — ... Note that [I3] computes Bp and B}, on
two different discretizations of a square (see Figure [4)), shifted with respect to each other by
%%—z’%, and B} is related to By, by the Uniform Spanning tree duality. By contrast, our identity
Bp = — By holds for a fized discretization. An expression for A in terms of polylogarithms is
known, by a different method, for isoradial graphs with critical weights, including the hexagonal
and the triangular lattices [29, Theorem 1.1]. In Section , we compute closed-form expressions
for Bp = —By for triangular lattice (rotated in two different ways), for the square lattice
rotated by 45°, and give an alternative computation in the case of a non-rotated square lattice,
recovering the result of [13]. Note that the specific values of the constants are sensitive to
conventions such as the definition of |(2°| and the normalization of weights, hence e.g. the extra
—log2 in A” above compared to [13, 28, [18].

In our proof, we employ the functional Central limit theorem with an error bound that we
derive from Einmahl’s multidimensional KMT coupling [I4]. The only place the error bound is
used in earnest is when we sharpen the asymptotics of the contribution of cones and corners to
(L.1), from C,logd + o(log ) in [28, 18] to C, log d + D, + o(1). (We also use the error bound it
in the computation of the boundary contribution; however, there we do not need the functional
CLT, so e. g. Berry-Esseen bounds would suffice.) Since any power law error bound suffices
for that, one could use e. g. the Skorokhod embedding instead, cf. [34, Theorem 3.4.2|; see
also [34, Section 7.2] for simple proofs of the KMT coupling on the square and the triangular
lattices. The same error bound allows one to track the rate of convergence in Lemma [5.6]
Corollary [6.4] and (6.2), (6.6)), improving the o(1) in to O(67) with p > 0. The recent
independent work [21] gives explicitly the error bound on the square lattice; it also shows that
similar methods allow one to treat polygonal boundaries with any rational slopes.

The assumption that the weights are symmetric is only used in the proofs of technical Lemmas
5.6, where we found it convenient to use the parabolic Harnack inequality of Delmotte [9];
we note that we use the continuous time version that is significantly simpler than the discrete
time one. With some work, these lemmas, modified accordingly, can be given alternative proofs,
allowing one to lift the symmetry assumption. The same applies to the unitarity of ¢, which
can probably be relaxed under the assumption that the real parts of the eigenvalues of the
Laplacian remain positive.

We are grateful to Eveliina Peltola and Nikolai Reshetikhin for interesting discussions, and
to the referees for many useful suggestions. The work is supported by Academy of Finland in
the framework of Center of Excellence in Analysis and Dynamics research and Academy project
“Critical phenomena in dimension two”, and the ERC advanced grant 741487. The work of
M. K. was supported by Russian Science Foundation grant 19-71-30002.

2. LAPLACIANS, HEAT KERNELS AND ZETA FUNCTIONS

Although we are mainly interested in the discretizations of the Riemann surfaces, we start
from a more general setup. Let G = (V, £) be a connected finite undirected graph with weights
w, > 0 assigned to its edges. A vector bundle of rank d over G is a collection of d-dimensional

complex vector spaces V, attached to its vertices z € V. A connection on a vector bundle is a
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collection of linear isomorphisms ¢,, = goyx Vz — 'V, for each pair x ~ y of adjacent vertices.
From now on, we will only consider unitary connections, that is, each V. is equipped with an
inner product and the maps ¢,, are unitary. A section f of a vector bundle is a choice of an
element f(z) € V, for each z € V; we will take the liberty to refer to it as a section of ¢ in
order to lighten the notation. When the vector bundle is unitary, the linear space of it sections
comes with the inner product (f;g) = > .,(f(2); g(z)).

The Laplace operator A% acts on sections of the vector bundles by the formula

(AG’SDf Z wxy (pyzf( ))

(yx)e€

Note that with respect to the inner product as above, we have

(A% i g) = 2 3wl f () — F(2): 9ue0(0) — o(a)

(zy)e€

which shows that A%% is non-negative and self-adjoint and therefore diagonalizable with real
non-negative eigenvalues.
We define the heat operator associated to A% by

PE? = exp(—tA%?),

This is again a linear operator acting on the linear space of sections of the vector bundle. By
linearity, we can write (PtG’SOf)(y) = > e PO¥(x,y,t) f(z), where P9#(x,y,t) : V, = V, is a
linear operator, called the heat kernel.

The trace of PtG’@ is called the theta function. By computing the trace first as the sum of
eigenvalues, and then as the sum of the diagonal elements, we get the theta inversion identity

(2.1) 0% (t) =Tr PF¥ = Y e M=) TrP%(x,u,t).

AET(AG:#) x€V

The zeta function associated to A%# is the Mellin transofrm of ©%%(t), defined for s € C as

s = YL AT

0£NET(AC#)

Let k = dim ker A%, By subtracting k from both sides of the theta inversion formula, multi-
plying by #*~! and integrating, one gets

1 o
(2.2) G (s) = —/ (O%2(t) — k)t*~'dt, if Re(s) >0
I'(s) Jo
note that the integral converges at infinity because of the positivity of the eigenvalues. Our
main motivation for studying the zeta function is the identity

(2.3) — (€)' ()= Y logh=logdet* (A%¥).

0#£NET(AG:¥)

We will need a probabilistic interpretation of the heat kernel. Let ~, denote the continuous
time random walk on the weighted graph (G;w), that, being at € V, moves following expo-
nential clock to an adjacent vertex y with intensity w,,. We denote Py = Pan_120 0" " O Pagz1 s
where 79 = xg ~ x1 ~ -+ ~ x, = 7 are the vertices visited consecutively by v up to time t.
We denote by P* and E* the probability and the expectation with respect to this random walk
started at x. We have the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1. We have

(24) PGM(xa Y, t) :6Ex(907[0,t] ]I’YtZy)'
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Proof. Denote the right-hand side by PS#(z,y,t). We observe that
0P (,y, 1) + AT PO (2, y, 1) = 0,

and the same system of ODEs with the same initial conditions holds for P%%#(x,y,t), and the
solution is unique. 0

We use to extend the definition of the heat kernel to infinite graphs.

In what follows, the graph GG will be a discretization of a triangulated or a quadrangulated
surface €2, as in the introduction. To discretize €2, choose an infinite locally finite weighted
connected graph C% with vertices embedded in the plane; we assume that the embedded
weighted graph is bi-periodic with periods either 1 and % + \/732 (for triangulation case), or
1 and i (for quadrangulation case) and has &;* vertices per unit area. We moreover assume

that C% is preserved under rotations by /3, respectively, 7/2, around the origin, and under
reflections with respect to the real line. We denote C° = %C‘SO, where 0 = d/N, N € N| so that

C° has 02 vertices per unit arca. Let T denote the unit triangle {0;1; 5 + \/ng} (respectively,
the unit square {0,1,1 +4,i}). We denote by Q° the discrete surface obtained by discretizing
each triangle/square in Q with 7% = C° N T; since C? has all the symmetries of C%, these
discretizations can be naturally glued together. We will interchangeably use § and N = §pd~*
as mesh parameters of the discretization. We do not require C% to be properly embedded, i.e.,
edges are allowed to intersect; however, we do assume that the graph obtained by removing
edges connecting a vertex strictly inside 7" with one strictly outside 7' is still connected, so that
Q% is connected.

As an example, Z + iZ and 3 + % + Z + iZ can serve as C* (with §, = 1 in this case) in
the quadrangulated case, leading to two different families of discretizations (one of them will
have vertices at cone tips). The square lattice rotated by 45° yields another discretization. The
triangular and the hexagonal lattices can serve as C% in the triangulation case, with dy = %g
and 0y = 4‘/75 respectively, and also one may choose to rotate them, see Figure .

It is easy to show (see Lemma below) that the continuous time random walk on C° satis-
fies the Central limit theorem, i.e., converges, as 0 — 0, to a Brownian motion, whose covariance

matrix must be scalar, because of the symmetries. We will assume that the weights w,, are

chosen so that this matrix is the identity, i.e., 7 p PO (z,y,672) 228 [ 5 exp(—%)dy

for any disc B. This can always be achieved by simultaneously multiplying all the weights by
a common factor, which only affects the values of the lattice-dependent constants in (|1.1]).

Let us comment on the boundary conditions. We will assume that if a point p € 9Q2 of
Dirichlet-to-Neumann change is at a corner, then, at Q°, the boundary conditions also change
at the corresponding corner, and if p is an inner point of a side of one of the triangles/squares,
then it is approximated by sequence of points p° — p at distance m®/N, m’ € N, from the
corner of that triangle (or square). To define an action of A%’ on a section f with Dirichlet
(respectively, Neumann) boundary condition at a boundary segment [, we extend f across [ by
f(z*) = Ff(2), where z — z* is the reflection with respect to [; if there are vertices on the
Dirichlet boundary, we only consider sections f that are zero at those vertices. This procedure
may lead to non-symmetric weights that are gauge equivalent to symmetric ones; the above
formulae are not affected. We adopt the convention that when writing the sum over z € Q°
(as e.g. in ([2.1))) we do not include vertices lying on the Dirichlet part of the boundary, but do
include those on the Neumann part.

An approximation p? to a puncture p will be realized as a point of Q disjoint from any edge
of Q%: we moreover insist that it is an image under scaling of a fized point in a fundamental

domain of C%.
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3. HEAT KERNELS AND THETA FUNCTIONS IN THE CONTINUUM

We recall a continuous version of the above theory, in which the random walk v° on Q° is
replaced by the Brownian motion 7, on €2, reflected at 02 and absorbed at 0p€2. This is only
needed for the interpretation of the constant term in the asymptotics ; a reader willing
to accept (3.3H3.5)) as the definition of the zeta-reguralized determinant of the Laplacian may
skip most of the rest. Recall [38] that the Laplacian on surfaces with conical singularities is not
essentially self-adjoint; hence some care is needed when specifying its self-adjoint extension, see
also [17, Section 2.3].

We start by constructing the Brownian motion on €2, which can be done by elementary
means. Let { be two copies of glued along the boundary with conical singularities removed;
we can define the Brownian motion 4 on Q by coupling it to the Brownian motion % in the
plane, lifting ¥ to Q by local isometries. The lifting is well defined at least up to the first time 4
hits a conical singularity of ), but this can only happen when % hits a point of a triangular or
a square lattice, i.e., with probability 0. Hence, almost surely for Leb(Q) a. e. starting point,
4, is defined for all t. We then define 7, to be 4; reflected to Q2 and stopped upon hitting 0pf2.

Lemma 3.1. The Markov process ~y; is symmetric with respect to the Lebesgue measure on €.
Moreover, for each fized t > 0, its transition kernel P*(-,-,t) is bounded, and it is smooth away
from 0N and the cone tips.

Proof. See Section [L0] O

The following construction is general for symmetric Markov processes, see [45], Section 1.4]
or [20, Section 1.4]. Let L*%(Q) be the set of L? sections of . Define the Markov semi-group
P L29(Q) — L29(Q) by

(3.1) (P 1)) =E [o3], (F(0)]
= [ B[l U =] Paandy = [ P

yeN

From the symmetry of 7; and the unitarity of ¢, we see that PtQ"p are self- "PH <

P9 pointwise. Hence, by Cauchy—Schwarz,

|2 1)@ / [P (,y,1)| do / P2,y )| 1 F @I dy < |I£117

e., for each t > 0, P% is a self-adjoint contraction on L2#(Q). The semi-group P/ is

strongly continuous: it is enough to check that Ptg’w f— = f in L? for a continuous f, in

which case the convergence clearly holds uniformly. Put D{*? = ¢~1(I — P{*¥); by looking at
the spectral decomposition of the semigroup {PtQ"P}t>0, we see that <D;Q “f, f) is decreasing
in t. We define the Dirichlet form E¥%(f, f) = limpo(D;**f, f) on the set D(£%#) of all
f € L?%(Q) for which the limit is finite. The form £%% is non-negative and closed [45, Lemma
4.2], and we denote by A% the unique non-negative self-adjoint operator associated to £%¢,
called the generator of {P"*},~o. In terms of the common spectral projections E, for P,
we have PP7f = [ e MdE\f, A% f = [~ )\dEAf, and E%%(f,g) = [ MdE\f,g), with
the domains L2#(Q), D(A%¥) = {f € L*?(Q) : [~ A2 (dE\f, f) < oo} and D(E™¥) = {f €
L2#(Q) : [ N(dE\f, f) < oo} respectively.

Since P#(-, - t) is bounded, P> is Hilbert-Schmidt, and hence P5¥ is trace class for all
t > 0. Therefore, we can define the spectral theta function by
(3.2) OMP(t) =Tr PP = ™ t>0.

=1



Determinants of discrete Laplacians on triangulations and quadrangulations

VAVAVAVViVAV.VAVAV.VN
AVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA

X 5 5
R (el AYAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAV/
&\%\ﬁ*‘\y € 2‘,‘ - Cu A\VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA
AVANA AVAVAVAVAVAY . VAVAVAVAVAVAVA
AATAAYAYVAR SV AVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA
AATAVY Y AVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA
RN SANNANNNNNNNNNN
WA Y,
Y >
'ANNAVAY)' AV,
VAVAVAUTATARNANY
RSSO oA
AVAVAVAYAY A 5 5 \VAVAVAVAVAVAV.V, VYV
AVAVAVAVAVAYAS QRN 00 =79 L T VAVATA L 5 5 Ay AT ATAYA
st @ \VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA 00 =C NYAYAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAV
\VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA x — AVAVAVAYAYAVAYAVAYAY
KR K Nt Kol SEEEEE
YA VAVAVAAVAAYY X FAVAVAVAVAVAVAAVAV
TAYAAAATAAAATAT \VAV.VAVa VaVAVAVAVAVAVAVAV. Y, VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA

CORRRARAAANANAAS

| VAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA

FIGURE 2. The discretized surface Q° is a plane, half-plane, a infinite cone or
an infinite wedge, depending on the local geometry of % near .

where 0 < A\; < Xy < ... are the eigenvalues of A%%. We have, for any f € L?(Q),

/Q PR,y ) f(y)dy = (P2 ) (@) = D_(Papa) (@) (s £) = D e uulw) (W f),

i=1
thus, for any vector v € V,,, P9 (x,y,t)v = >, e il (2)(¢;(y),v), so that Tr P9 (z, x,t) =
S e (i (x); i (x)) and, integrating, we arrive at the continuous theta inversion identity,

(3.3) / Tr P29 (2, 2, ) do = ©F%(t).
€
We define the spectral zeta function by
1 o, ¢]
(3.4) (H(s) = —— - / (O%2(t) — k)t tdt, Res > 1,
I'(s) Jo

postponing the proof of convergence to Section @ Here k = dim ker A®%: we can also describe
k explicitly (for a connected Q) as follows: if dp§) # (), then k& = 0, otherwise, k is the dimension
of the mazimal trivial sub-bundle. This identity follows from Lemma |5.5] which uses the latter
definition k, and whose conclusion, together with (5.4)), implies that both ©°(¢) —k and ©(t) —k
tend to zero as ¢ — oo. In particular, k = dimker A%® = dimker A%"¥ = k9. Alternatively,
one could note from Lemma, that, if 1 € ker A®¥, then (V¥, V¥) = 0, that is, ¢ is a
covariant constant, also known as a flat section, cf. [I7, Corollary 2.6].

As in the discrete case, we have (*¢(s) = >_. \;® whenever either the series or the integral
converges absolutely. Moreover, in in Section [9] we analytically continue (¢ into a
neighborhood of the origin, c¢f. [6]. In analogy with (2.3, this allows one to define the zeta-
regularized determinant of A% (cf. [41) 42]) by

(3.5) log det] (A%?) = — (CQ"p)/ (0).

It is possible to describe the form £%% and its domain D(E%¥) (or, equivalently, the generator
A?) more explicitly, which we postpone to Section .

4. THE KEY FORMULA FOR THE DETERMINANT OF THE DISCRETE LAPLACIAN

For notational simplicity, we first assume there are no punctures, and also that the lattice
is such that there are no vertices at conical singularities. We will then discuss the necessary
modifications in the general case.

Given z € €2, we define €2, to be one of the model surfaces, namely, a plane, a half-plane,
an infinite cone, or an infinite wedge, that agrees with €0 locally near x. More precisely, fix a
small » > 0 in such a way that the 2r-neighborhoods of the tips of the conical singularities and
the boundary components do not overlap or self-overlap. We define r, := r/sin(a/2) if a < 7
and r, = r otherwise. We then define €2, to be the wedge of angle « if x is at distance at most
ro from the tip of a corner (see Figure 3) with angle «, else, if x at distance < r from 09 (or
a conical singularity), we define €2, to be the half-plane (respectively, the cone); else, 2, is a

plane.
9
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In a similar way (with the same r independent of ), we define the infinite graphs Q° dis-
cretizing each respective €2,. These graphs, when they have a boundary, come equipped with
boundary conditions inherited from €2°. We define the heat kernel P in each of the discrete
model domains Q9 by , with ¢ the trivial connection on the rank one bundle, and the
random walk being stopped at the Dirichlet boundary and reflected at the Neumann one.

We start from and rewrite it as

(¥ (s) = % /500 (@Q‘S#)(t) - k) L at

zeQ?
d & E) 5 d o0 5
PQz _P(C ) s—1 . / PQI s—1
) Z/ ( (x, 2,t) (z,2,t) )t dt ) > Pz
zeqs V0 2eQd

d o 5
P(C . 7wzt s—1
+F(S)Zﬂ/o ( (z,z,1) )t dt
672
+ Z/ —wztts 1dt ( )/ k,ts—l dt,
0

where w, = Zyw Wgy. This identity is valid for 0 < Res < 1, since each integral defines an
analytic function in that region (see Lemma below for large ¢ bounds). Moreover, all the
integrals but the last two are in fact analytic at least in —1 < Re s < 1; indeed it follows from
that P (z,z,t) = e =t - Id 4+ O(t2), where e+ is the probability that the random walk
does not move at all by time ¢, and O(t?) is the probability that it makes at least two steps,
which is bounded from above by maxyer(1 —e™*")(1 —e~*#*). The last two terms are equal to

525
dZw ()’

zeNd

and since 1/T'(s) = s(1+ 0(1)) as s — 0, the derivative of (% at zero evaluates to
(4.1) —logdet* A% ¥

&) d 52 p
= /;2 <@Q‘S,‘P(t> — /{) Yt —|—/ Z (Trpgé’tp(l.,x’t) —d- pﬂg(l_’m’t)) Tt
5 dt
_d/wngth +d/ZPmet — P (2,2 ))t
+ dz (/ (PC T, T t) th) % — lngm) + 2k lOg(S — k’YEuler-

This is our key formula; analyzing it term by term will lead to . The last two terms are
already explicit, and we see the —2k = —2dim ker A®%# contribution to the logarithmic term
n . For the first three integrals, going back to the probabilistic interpretation of the heat
kernel, we observe that only the walks with > =1 steps contribute, hence, these terms converge
to their continuous counterparts by Central limit theorem, see Section [5[ and Corollary for
details. As for the fourth term, we note that the summands are zero unless x is r—close to a
conical singularity or to the boundary. Thus, the whole sum only depends on the number of
conical singularities and their angles, and on the geometry of the boundary. We treat it in

Section [Gl
10
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Turning to the fifth term in (4.1]), denote

e dt e dt

(4.2) A, = / (P‘C(S (x,x,t) — e’“’zt> - log w, = / (Pca(x,x, t) — e’t> —.
0 0

t

and observe that this quantity only depends on the vertex of 7% corresponding to z in the dis-
cretization procedure, in particular in the vertex-transitive case this is just a constant. Assume
first that there are no vertices of C% on 0T%. Then, subdividing the vertices of 2% into scaled
copies of T% the fifth term above gives the leading term of the asymptotics :

(4.3) dY Ay=—A-|Q] where A:=—d > A,
zeQ) x€T%

If there are vertices of 7% on 9T but not in its corners, then the contribution of those should be
included in the definition of A with weights % This leads to a miscount for the contribution of
the vertices on 92, which we absorb into the |0Q°] term by re-defining the constants By, Bp,
cf. the second term in below. Similarly, if there are vertices at the corners of 7%, they
should be counted with weight % or }L, which leads to a miscount for boundary corners and
cones which we absorb into D,,.

In the case there are punctures, in an r-neighborhood of a puncture p, we define €2, to be
the punctured plane C° \ {p}, equipped with the connection ¢, obtained by first restricting
to the neighborhood of p and then extending it to a flat connection on the whole C° \ {p}. We
then simply use PC\PYer instead of d - P in the above formulae. If there are vertices at the

corners of T' (and thus at the conical singularities), then the asymptotics of the heat kernel at

a conical singularity p of angle o reads P% (p, p, t) = £Le~w'-1d 4 O(t%), where p is a corner of

T’ hence we should replace P (p, p,t) in the above formulae by & - P (p, p,¢). This results

21
in additional constant contributions to the asymptotics that can be absorbed into D,,.

5. CONTRIBUTIONS FROM THE CLT PART

The goal for this section is to prove convergence of the first two terms in the key formula.
We start with five fairly standard Lemmas, whose proof is deferred to Section We denote
Qf :=0QUCUP

Lemma 5.1. (Functional CLT) For any T > 0, any x € Q\Q', any sequence 2° — x, and any
bounded, continuous function f on the space of paths v : [0,T] — Q (equipped with sup-norm

convergence), one has
3

T 020 mg
E [f(r)/[%,d*2T])i| = E [f(vom)] -
Lemma 5.2. (Short time large diameter bound) For every € > 0, there are constants C,c > 0
such that, for all x € Q% allt > 0 and all § < c,

P*(diam (fyﬁ)véfzﬂ) >e) < C -t

Lemma 5.3. (Uniform bound of the heat kernel) For each € > 0, there are constants C,c > 0
such that, for all § < c,
(5.1) PY (z,y,67%) < C§°
whenever either dist(z,y) > ¢, ort > €.

Lemma 5.4. (Holder reqularity of heat kernels) There exists a number 6 > 0 such that, for any
n > 0, there exists a constant C,, with the following property: if dist(x,y) < %dist(x,QT) < %77
and t > n?, then

(5.2) Pﬂs’w(x,x, (5’225) - PQS’@(:U,y, 5’215) <Cy,-|r— y\g 62,

where, to make sense of the left-hand side, we identify the vector spaces V,, y € B(x, 2), using

a trivialization of ¢ over B(x,1). "
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Lemma 5.5. (Spectral gap) There are constants C,c > 0 independent of &, such that for all 6
small enough, one has

(5.3) ’695(6‘215) — k‘ <Ce™™ t>1.
We are in the position to prove convergence of the first two terms in the key formula:

Lemma 5.6. We have the following convergence results:
(5.4) / (@Q‘W(a—%) - k:) % as 830 / (©%%(t) — k) %
1 1

and
dta56—>0
E:TPQ*" 572) —d. P §7%)) —
(5.5) /em r (z,x, ) — *(x, z, )>t —

/ / (Tr P*%(z,2,t) — d - P (2, 2,1)) dwﬂ
0o Jo

Proof. In view of Lemma 5.5 for (5.4)), it suffices to prove the convergence
T ol dt as 0—0 Q, dt
/ O] ’“0((5_215)? — / O #(t)— ; dx.
1 1

for any fixed T > 0. Let 0 < 1 < 19, and let {1;} be a partition of unity for {2 such that
diam(supp ¢;) < n for all j. We write

/ @Q(s 215 dt Z/ 21/1] TerQ Pz, 0" 2t)dt

x€NS

and split the sum according to whether j € J := {j : dist(supp ¢;, 2") > n}. By Lemma ,

Z/ > () Te P W(azxa%)%< > D W(x)C8® < CA(n),

i¢J x€Q’ dist(z,Q1)<2n9 J

where A(n) 2 0 is the area of {x € Q : dist(z,QF) < 2n}. For j € J, we may
apply Lemma to any x,y € suppvy;. Averaging 1| with weights %, where
J

S; =3 seqs ¥j(z), multiplying by ¢!, and integrating yields

/ > (@) T PP (w2, 67%) —/ S (@) (y) T PP (2, y, 6” 2t)% < Gy Sjil'd”

zeQd z,yeQd

Summing these bounds over j € J yields the upper bound C,,|Q°[6?n%, which goes to zero
uniformly in § as n — 0. Finally,

1 P N dt
Z Ui ()i (y)Te P (,y, 67 t) =E Tr (7} Vo,6- Qt])%(%)t )
a:yGQ‘; 1
with the initial point X chosen at random with P(X = z) = ¢;(x)/S;, and we pick a trivial-

ization of go over supp ¢;. The expression inside the expectation is continuous with respect to
the path 7°, therefore, by Lemma u . ) converges to its continuous counterpart

T —1
E* { /1 Tw(wo,ﬂ)%(%)dt} = /1 ( /Q 1/@') EQ%(%)%(@J)TFPQ’”(%y7t)dxdy. =: I

In view of the bounds we have collected, we have that

r 5 dt as 0—0
/ % ’”((5*2t)7 — lim lim » I;.
1

no—0 n—0
Jje€J

12
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Since the continuous heat kernels satisfy the suitable counterparts of Lemmas 5.4| (for

instance, as a consequence of the discrete bounds and the convergence), an argument as above
gives that the latter quantity is equal to flT @Q’“’(t)%, as required.

For , the same argument as above, applied to ©° and each of Q°, gives the convergence
of the integral from t; to 1, for any fixed ¢, > 0. Hence, it suffices to show that the integral

from 0 to ¢y, converges to 0 as tg — 0 uniformly in §. We can write
Tr PY9 (2, 2,6 %) — d - P% (x,2,6 %) = B [Tr (Vo.5-26) Ly a2 — d - L5,y —2]

where v and 4 are random walks on 2 and €, respectively, coupled in such a way that they
coincide up until 7, := min{s : dist(ys-2,, ) > r}. On the event 7, > ¢, the expression in the

expectation is zero. Hence, we can write

Te PY (2,2, 62) — d - P (a, x, 5*%)‘

<d-P(r. <t) ( sup  P¥(y,z,67%)+ sup P%(y,z, 5_23)>

s<t,|ly—z|>r s<t,|ly—z|>r
< Od-P(r, < 1)§* < C't36%
where we have used Lemma [5.3] and then Lemma Summing over x gives a bound on the

integrand in the left-hand side of (5.5)) that is independent of § and integrable at 0. This
concludes the proof. O

6. LOCAL CONTRIBUTIONS

S
In this section, we compute the asymptotics of the local term ) s ]g; (x) in ‘) where

(6.1) 1% (z) = / (Pch (z,2,1) — P® (2,7, t)) %

0
Each of the model surfaces A = H, T, C* has scaling acting on it, and Iéf (x) = Iéfg (N - x).
Thus, decreasing d by going from N to NV + 1 is tantamount to adding new terms to the sum,
corresponding to those x whose distance to a conical singularity, the boundary, or a puncture is
between TNL_H and r. The asymptotics of those new terms is governed by Central limit theorem.
We postpone the proof of the following Lemmas to Section (10}

Lemma 6.1. (Local CLT with error bound) If A is one of the model surfaces, \° its discretiza-
tion, and € > 0, then there exist ¢ > 0 and C' > 0 such that

572 pN (z,y,6 %) — PM(x,y, t)‘ < C§-max{t ' 1},
for all o, allt € (69,079) and x,y at distance at least € from the tip (if A is a wedge or a cone).

Lemma 6.2. (Uniform tail bound for the heat kernel) If A° is one of the model surfaces, then
there exists C' > 0 such that, for any 6,t > 0 and x,y € A°,

PN (2,y,672) < Co*Y,

Let A1 > zy be a continuous model surface equipped with boundary conditions. Let A be
another model surface that contains an isometric copy B’(xq, ) of the ball B(xg,n) C A; not
containing tips of a wedge or a cone, with corresponding parts of the boundary having the same
boundary conditions, and let A‘ig be their discretizations that respect the isometry. We will
denote, for z € B(xg,n),

i) = [T (P ) - PN @)

where we identify the points in B(z,n) with their isomorphic copies. We use a similar notation

for discretizations A{, of A, We have the following Lemma:
13
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Corollary 6.3. In the above setup, there exist p > 0 and C > 0 such that
‘5*212(1?(9;) — I (x)| < 0o
for all 6 and all x € B(x, 7).

Proof. Let q be as in Lemma At small times ¢t < 672, we repeat the argument in the end
of the proof of Lemma for d =1 and A‘iQ instead of 95 Q°: this gives

)PAg (x,:v,é_Qt) —pM (x,x,5_2t)‘ < C8%t, <81

and, integrating,

5u/2 5 5 dt .
/ (PA2 (,2,072) — PM (x, 2, 5-%)) =| <o
0

At large times t > 67, we use Lemma [6.2| to get

/ (PAg (:E,x, 5_225) — pM (x,a:,d_gt)) % < 2052/ t72dt < 20619,
1) 54

—q

Clearly, similar estimates, with right-hand side divided by 42, hold for continuous heat kernels,
e.g., as a consequence of convergence. At intermediate times 62 < ¢t < 679, we apply Lemma
to each of A; > separately to get

o —2 pAS -2 A ot
/ 0 P72 (x,x,(5 t) — ph2 (x,x,é t)’ -
s

q/2

N

IN
o

5—4a
< C(Sq/ @max{t’l, 1} <2Cq8(log 6! + 5*%) 52,
5

q/2

Combining all the estimates above yields the result. U

Corollary 6.4. We have

Z/ PQ :L‘l‘td?—>// Plextd
62

xeQ’

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma , we change the variable t — 6=2t. We then use Lemma
ensure that the sum and the integral over the ng-neighborhood of the boundary and singularities
tends to zero with 7y, uniformly in §. This allows to consider the sum over the complement
of that neighborhood only. In that region, we argue as in the proof of Corollary that the
summand converges to the integrand uniformly: apply Lemma on the integral from 1 to
0~7 and Lemma to the integral from 07 to infinity. The only difference with the proof of
Corollary is that now we do not need to deal with small ¢. O

6.1. Conical singularities. Let us compute the contribution of an r-neighborhood of the tip
of a conical singularity with angle « to (| . Changing the scale to dy, we see that

a,d a6
2 I&tw= 3 "),
T€CI:|z|<r x€C*%0:|x|<rN

where | - | denotes the distance to the tip; that is, decreasing § for a fixed r simply results in
adding new terms to the sum. The asymptotics of those terms as |z| — oo can be read off
Corollary [6.3} if rN < |z| < r(N + 1), then

18" (x) = 18" (%) =% I¢ (%) +O(87) = 1€ (1) - 82J2| 2 + O (|2 >7),
14
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R5

r

Tg

Ta Y06 Y16
0Q?°

F1GURE 3. A decomposition of a neighborhood of a boundary segment. The
rectangle R’ includes two sectors Yo‘fl and a triangle I'); in this case, I = ()
since the corresponding angle is greater than w. The shaded sectors of radii
7o =1/sin§ for a = 27/3 and ro = r for a = 47 /3 > m are the regions for which
Q) is a wedge; in the white part of R?, Q2 = HP.

where 1 is any point at distance 1 from the tip, and we used rotational invariance of IS (ax),
Brownian scaling I&" (ax) = a=2IE" (z), and the relation 6N = §y. The error term O(|z|~277)
sums to a constant over C%% and, recalling that C® has &, 2 vertices per unit area, we have

> = 22+ Do+ 0(1) = a - og(rN) + D + o(1).
zeCx:1<|z|<rN

x€C®%0:|z|<rN

Taking into account that log(rN) = logr + log g — log d, we conclude

(6.2) S I8 (2) = —a - IE (1) logd + Dy + 0(1),

x€C®%0:|z|<rN

where D, is a (lattice-dependent) constant.

6.2. Boundary segments. Let [ C 0f) be a side of a triangle or a square comprising §2; we
introduce a local coordinate in which [ is identified with (0;1) C OH. Let [° be the corresponding
segment of Q°. Let ap; be the angles of the wedges at its endpoints 0 and 1, and denote
&1 = min{wg1/2;7/2}. We consider the contribution to of the points that are at distance
at most 7 from {°, but at the distance greater than ry,, = r/sin(dg) from its endpoints 0 and
1, respectively. This contribution reads

(6.3) DI @) = YIS @) = D IE (@) = YIS (@) = Y IE (@),

TERY z€Ty z€T§ z€YP z€YP
where
R={zecH :Smz<r0< Rex <1}
Y = {x € H : |2| < 74y;0 < arge < Go}; Vi={oseH |z —1| <re;m—ad <arg(zx —1) <7}
={rcH’:Sma <r;ay <argr <n/2}; T\ ={recH :Qmz<rnr/2<arg(zx—1)<m—d},
see Figure [3} the boundary conditions in H® above are inherited from 1°. We first treat the

sum over R?, which we can split into N = 6p6~" strips R (k) := {Smz < r, £ < Rex < &1}

that all give equal contributions. As in the cone case, we see that decreasing J is tantamount
15
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to adding new terms to the sum over R2(0), i.e.,

Z = Y E@=B-If)- Y 2((Sma2)?+0((Sma) 7))

2€RS(0 2R’ (0) 2R (0)\R, (0)
=B —IE(i) - (rN) ' + O(N~'7))
where B = Y ven I(C(;O (x) is a lattice-dependent constant, so that
ST I (@) = BN - IE@)r + 0(),
TERS

where we can compute, with the sign s = £+1 depending on the boundary conditions as sy = +1
and sp = —1,

> dt o dt 1 _odt 1
[g(l) :/0 (PH(’L,Z,t)—PC(’L,Z,t))YIS/0 PC(Z,—Z,t)7:S/O %67?728‘5,

The contributions of Y051 to (| . Wlll cancel the corresponding contributions from corners, thus
we will leave them as they are for a while. The contribution of FO 1 iIs computed as in the cone
case, applying Corollary n 6.3 and then using Brownian scaling and shift invariance of IZ(7) :

t(a .
Z Ig; (y) =s- Z (Sma) 7265 (I¢ (1) + O(Sma™)) = s- 004(:0) logd + Dy, + o(1),

yGFg 0<Sz<rN;
Go<argr<m/2

and similarly

t(A R
Z 15 (y) = s~%:1)log5+Dm +o(1).

yery

6.3. Boundary corners. We parameterize a boundary corner T¢ by a local coordinate z so
that T* = {z € C : 0 < argz < a}, and denote we denote by Y% (respectively, Y2,,) the

set Y (respectively, Y{) corresponding to the boundary segment adjacent to T on the left
(respectively, on the right). We also denote Y4q := {z € T : [z] < ro} \ (Vo UYi),
which is non-empty if and only if @ > 7. The contribution of T to (6.1) can be written as

LU SN R C R VR UCRD SR AR SE

z|z|<ra zeY? z€Y? xeYlet

middle right
+ Y Ee+ Y H@

:DEY;"lght zeyictt

where H° stands for the upper-half plane H? rotated counterclockwise by o — 7 around 7 (so
that its boundary coincides with the left boundary of the corner), and the boundary condi-

tions T*° H HY are inherited from those in Q9. The first three terms yield, similarly to the
computations above,

—éé’f’ -log 6 + fo’ + o(1),
where
. & o o o a—m/2 o
(6.5) b = / I, (€) do + / 127 (e)df + 1osr / 127 (") b,
0 a—& = ° w/2

D are constants and b, b € {D, N'} are boundary conditions on H, H.
16
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Observe that when collecting the contributions to (6.1]) along 9Q°, the last two terms in (6.4)
cancel out the corresponding terms in ((6.3). The total contribution of the r-neighborhood of

0 to (6.1) is therefore
(6.6) Bp-N-|0pQ| + By - N - |0xQ| — IEP (4)r~Y0pQ| — IEY (i)r o]
— (Z Cp) log & + Z f)giibm +0(1),
peY i€Corners

where C), depends only on the angle and the boundary conditions b, be {D, N'} on the segments
adjacent to the p ~ T?I; as
cot(min{$§; 5 })
47 ‘
Taking into account the discussion at the end of Section ] we have

(6.7) Cre = O — (s + 53) -

- 1
(6.8) Bow=—d [BonFy D, A,

x€T%N[0,1)

where the sum is over the vertices in one boundary edge of the fundamental domain 7°%.

6.4. Punctures. Using a suitable modification of Lemma similarly to the conical singu-
larity case, we have, in the local coordinate where p = 0,

69 Y 1L O@ =20 3 8 (el 4+ Ol )

z€Co:|z|<r x€C%0:|z|<rN

— 21 (1) 10g 6 + Dy, + 0(1).

7. EXPLICIT COMPUTATIONS FOR THE LOGARITHMIC TERM

In this section, we compute the integrals involving heat kernels that contribute to the loga-
rithmic term of the asymptotics. The results are not new. Namely, as pointed out in [I8] 21],
the constant C' in is related to the spectral zeta-function by C' = —2(o(0), see Remark [0.1]
The value of (o(0) has been computed in a much greater generality by Cheeger, see [6, Theorem
4.4] and the discussion thereafter.

Here, we propose an alternative computation based on the following identity for the heat
kernel on the universal cover of a punctured plane:

Lemma 7.1. We have, for the heat kernel P := Pm
® . dt 1
/ P(l,e“t) - — = —.
0

t 7roz2

Proof. We use the Brownian loop measure of Lawler and Werner, see [35] or [33] Section 5.6],
defined as a o-finite measure on the space of unrooted closed loops in a Riemann surface A by

*1
(7.1) = [ PN e
0

where P? is the heat kernel in A with Dirichlet boundary conditions, and ,u A,z 1s the Brownian
probability measure on the paths from z to z of duration t. We Wlll only need the conformal
invariance of this measure, see [35, Proposition 6] which is stated for planar domains, but the
proof, being a local computation, extends verbatim to Riemann surfaces. Consider the annular
region A, o = {r < |z| < 1}/{z ~ ¢z} in the cone of angle , A, its universal cover, and

let E denote the set of loops in A, , that wind around the annulus once counterclockwise. The
17



Determinants of discrete Laplacians on triangulations and quadrangulations

map ¢ : z — —ilogz maps A,, onto the cylinder O,, = S,/{z ~ z + a}, where S, = {0 <
Smz < —logr}, so, by the conformal invariance, we have

i
(7.2) / / PAe (26, OdS = i, (B) =

o dt
~ ho, (0(E)) = [ [P e
{0<Re z<a}NS, t

Note that by scaling invariance, the total pce measure of the loops that wind around C* and
intersect a given circle |z| = r does not depend on r. We claim that it is also finite. Indeed,
by conformal invariance, we can pass to the cylinder O, = C/{z ~ z + a}, when the circle is
mapped to I, ;== {w : Smw = h}, and then use that for some ¢, C' > 0,

Hop ey 7 N #0) < Cee

Also, PO (z,z,t) ~ Ct~3 as t — oo. These two bounds imply that the contribution to
from the points z with |Smz — h| > 1 is finite. Since the probability that a bridge with a
small ¢ winds around O, is exponentially small, the region |Smz — h| < 1 also gives a finite
contribution.

Hence, up to O(1) as r — 0, the left-hand side of ([7.2)) equals

dt Lt < dt
/ / (2, ze™, t)— / |z|_2/ P(1,e t)— = —ozlogr/ P(1, e, t)—.
o 7% o 0 ¢ 0 t

We conclude by comparing this to the right-hand side of (7.2]), which is, up to O(1),

e dt 1 a2 dt 1
/ / PC(Z,Z+a,t)—:—alogr/ w087
{0<Re z<a}NS, JO t 0 2mt t T

e~

Since C \ {0} also covers each of the cones C* = C/{z ~ ¢®z}, we have

P (z,y,t) = Z P(xz,ye™ t).

(\:m z— h)

We now can compute, using that >~ 1/k* = %,

(73) I(C _/ (ZP Oﬂk t P(1,€27rik,t)) %

keZ
- 11\ x 1
B (k)2  w(27k)2) 302 127

keZ\{0}

By the reflection principle, we have PY" (z,y,t) = P (z,y,t) & P (z,7,t) for T® = T4
and T* = T4 respectively, and hence, using that ), _, (v + k)~2 = r?sin"? 7z, we get

(7.4) /0 : /0 > ( (2ak)? (271rk;)2 + (26 +1 20k)? T (20 +1 27rk‘)2> v

keZ\{0}

/2 2 /2
s o s o 1
Ty i —2<—9>— a9 F — 29 1Y 4
2o 247 da? /0 (Sm o 7r2(92> T n (Sm Iz
1
T @ Lt e

240 24w 4w 2
Using that, by reflection principle applied to the line argz = «, we have
(7.5) PYp (2,y,t) = PY% (x,y,t) + PY% (x, e?ey, t) :
(7.6) PY3 (2,y,t) = PV (2,y.t) = P'¥ (2,6%°7,1),
18
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(+) ©) (©) (>) (A)

FIGURE 4. The lattices considered in Section |8 their fundamental domains and
half-strips R%

a similar straightforward but tedious computation yields

2 T . s a 1 1 o

7.7 TPV () = ——— — — 4 ot —:
(7.7) /0 Hy (") 48 24w 4« + 47 o 2’
(7.8) /g LA (ef)dp = ——— — 2y 11 .42
o Hp 48 247 | 4o 41 2

Now we are ready to collect the values of Cye for a < 7 C’DD and C’N N consist of two equal
terms given by (7.4} . with the Cotangent terms canceling out the corresponding terms in (/6.7)),
while C’DN is given by the sum of and .D above. If a > 27, then we need, in addition,
to compute the contribution of the thlrd term in which is done similarly, and change the
integration limits in , (7.7{7.8) to T; we leave it to the reader to check that the answer is
(unsurprisingly) given by the same analytic expression in a.

In the case of a puncture, we can compute

. dt
Ig\{o}v%@p _ / <Z Tr Mk: 27TZ]€ —d- Z P 27rzk ) ?

keZ keZ
- 1 1 1 - 1
keZ\{0}

8. EXPLICIT COMPUTATION OF THE CONSTANT B FOR SOME LATTICES

In this section, we show how the exact values of Byr = —Bp can be computed for several nice
lattices, see Figure [, We assume d = 1, since, as remarked before, the constants A, Bp, By
depend linearly on d. We note that the values By, and By are related to each other by planar
UST duality, see [13, Section 5], therefore, in fact, each of Bj;, By, B3, BD can be deduced
from the results in [I3]. Similarly, it can be deduced from duality that By, = By, and hence
Bf/ = BS = 0. Here, we give a direct self-contained computation.

For each of those lattices, the constant éN = —Bp can be expressed in the form
. dt dt
b= 3 0= 3 [Trteaaf- TSPt
mGRig(O) a:eRgg(O) 0

where S = {Z — 2 | z € R2(0)}, and we shift the lattice (+) so that it has a vertex at the
origin. For the lattice (+) (resp. (0)), we have S = {v € C® : Rev = 0,Jmwv < 0 odd}
(resp., S = {v € C® : Rev = 0,Imov < 0 even}). For the lattices (O), (>), (A), we have
={veC%: Rev=0,Smv < 0}.
Denote (X;,Y;) :=7C", started at the origin. Since P (0,y,t) = P (0,7,t), one has

fooo P(X; =0 and Y; is odd) % % = 4+
(8.1) QBX/ = fooo Xt = 0 and Y; is even) — P(X; =Y, = 0)) %, « =,
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Let vZ be the continuous time symmetric random walk on Z that moves with intensity 1. Note
that in the cases * = 4,1, O, >, we have X; 2 a*yh., with g+ = g7 =1, B¢ =2, " = \%
In the cases * = 4+ and * = [, X; and Y; are independent. We compute P(+Z is even) =
S(L+e?) = K®(t) and P(7f = 0) = e "Iy(t) = K%(t) where Io(t) = = [ e'“*?d¢ is the
modlﬁed Bessel function of the first kind (see [7] or the computation in the end of this section).
Recall from Section 4| that in all cases, [[* (P(X, =Y, =0)—e ) L =—-A.
Below we will use the formula

(8.2) / (e Io(t) —e™™) % = log(a — va? — 1) +log2b for a > 1,b > 0,
0

which follows from the formula for the Laplace transform of the Bessel function, [;* e~ Iy(t) dt =

1/va? — 1, a > 1, by taking the derivative of . with respect to a and matching the behavior
as a — o0.

With these observations, we are ready to evaluate the right-hand side of (8.1)) for x =
+,0, &, e

Bi=g [ KHO0-K=@) T

- i Uooo (e ho() = e7) %_ /OOO (e 1o(t) =€) Ci ilog(i% V8) = —1og(\/§— 1),

2 tJo
=log 2 e zlog(:/i—l)
. 1 [ dt
By | (e -rx=vi=0) T
0
1 o dt o dt
=3 / (e Ip(2t) — e )?—/ (P(X; Yt_())—ef)7
0 L, J0 ,
=0 A
. 1 dt
> = Z —
By=g [ (K550 -Rx=vi-0) T
1 e dt o dt
25/‘G”ﬁ%@w@w—eﬁ7—/(M&znzm—e?T
0 0

. / G J

—log V3 —Za
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and plugging into (6.8]) gives
Bl = —Bj = —% log(v/2 — 1);
By =—Bp = %(log(ﬁ— 1) —log2);
By =—Bp =0
B = —-B} = —ilog 3.

In the case x = A\, X; is equal in law to a scaled copy of a continuous time walk on Z jumping
by —2,—1,1,2 with intensities ‘/, 2‘[, 2V3 V3 respectively. Its generator is A = f(Az), where

6 6
f(z) ::~%(x + 3z) and Agz is the generator of 72. When considered on (Z/MZ), both
A and A have eigenfunctions ¢,,(z) = e 77\7”, and the eigenvalues are \,, = 1 — cos <& 27”’”

and Am = f(Am), respectively. Thus, for any M we explicitly find that P(X, € MZ) =
a7 Z _exp(—tf(1 — cos Z)) and, passing to the limit as M — oo, we have

1
P(X;=0) = / exp(—tf(1 — cos2mis)) ds,
0

dt 1

= ——/ / (exp(—tf(1 — cos2mis)) — exp(—t)) —ds— 2/1 log f(1 — cos2ris) ds
0

9. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

To identify the universal constant term in , we derive an analog of the key formula in the
continuum. This is slightly more delicate than in the discrete because the continuous heat kernel
is more singular at ¢ = 0, in particular, there is no s for which the integral f PC(z, z,t)t*"1dt
converges. Therefore, we perform the analytic continuation in two steps. Starting with ( .
we write

(9.1)
T(s)¢"%(s) = /°° (@Q’@(t) - k) ot +/ /1 (Tr P2 (x,2,t) —d - P9 (x, :U,t)) t7 1 dtdx

1
+d// (P9 (z,2,t) — P®(2,2,t)) t* 1d:cdt+d|9|/ 5t Lat — / Kt~ dt.
0

The first two terms converge for all s and rest converge when Res > 1. The last two terms

evaluate to =~ — & T,et’s have a closer look at the third term. To construct its analytic

2m(s—1) s
continuation to s = 0, we first remark that it is, in fact, already analytic for Re s > % Indeed,
for x € H, let p := Smz; by Brownian scaling, P™(z,z,t) = p=2P%(i,i,t/p?) and thus

. -2 Cp?es=2 Res < 1;
/ | P (z,2,t) — Pc(x,:c,t)| [t57 1| dt = (27r)_1p2%”_2/ e_%]ts_Ql dt < ¢ Cllogp|, Res=1,
0 0 C, Res > 1.

Hence, the integral in the third term in over x : €}, = H converges absolutely for all s
with Res > % For €2, a cone, the same scaling argument leads to the same bound with p the
distance to the tip, thus, the contribution of those x converges absolutely for e s > 0. Finally,
near a corner, we break the integral down as in (6.4]) and treat the first three terms as in the

cone case and the last two as in the half-plane case.
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Now, for % < Res < 1, we can write

1

) o
/0 (P (2, 2,t) — Po(a, 2, 8)) " dt = [$(z, 5) —/1 P, 0t — o

where I32(z,s) := IS (P2 (x,z,t) — PM(z,2,t)) t* " dt, cf. the notation in Section @ The
last two terms give a contrlbutlon that is analytic over e s < 1, hence our task is to analyti-
cally continue fQ [8” (x,s). We split it into contributions of neighborhoods of cones, boundary
segments, corners and punctures, and leverage the fact that for the scaling on each of €2, one
has 127 (z,8) = a®> 2 I2*(ax, s). For Q, v C* = C/{z ~ €2}, we thus get

2s
02 [ =10 [ aPrtea )
zeC:|z|<r zeC:|z|<r 2s
This is analytic for fes < 1 when divided by I'(s), which is the only thing we care about;
when we eventually evaluate the derivative at 0, we get some value that can be absorbed into
the constant Dca. For the contributions of boundary segments and boundary corners, we split
their neighborhoods as in Sections [6.2] and [6.3] The integral over R, yields

T2sfl

(9.3) / [z, ) dz = I5(, s) - / P 2dp = I(i,5) - 1.
Smaz<r,0<Rexr<1 0 s —

For the other contributions, note that those of Y ; cancel out as in Sections (6.2/16.3]), and other
contributions can be treated as in the cone case, eventually contributing a constant that can
be absorbed into Drya; same applies to punctures. Dividing (9.1]) by I'(s) and differentiating at
s =0, we get

(9.4)
— log det;A™¥ —/ (@m () // (Tr P*#(z,2,t) —d - P (a2 t)) at —dx

—d// P (1, 1) at dx— kyuer — 107 (1) 0pQ — I8V (i)r~on Q| + Z D,.

peCUTUP

Remark 9.1. The equation also allows one to see that in fact, C' = —2((0). Since r( e ™S
near the origin, (o(0) only receives the contributions from those terms in the right-hand side
of that have a pole at the origin, that is, the third term and —%. The third term is split
into the contributions from near boundary segments, i.e., where €2, = H, and the contributions
from neighborhoods of the punctures, the cone tips and the corners. The former is evaluated
at (9.3) and has no pole at the origin, and the contribution from a cone tip is computed in
ith the residue at s = 0 matching the coefficient found in . A similar result holds

for boundary corners and punctures.
We are in the position to put everything together and prove Theorem [I.1}

Proof of Theorem[1.1. We look at the key formula (4.1) term by term. The first three terms
converge to the first three terms of by Lemma and Corollary . The fourth term
can be broken into the contributions of neighborhoods of conical singularities, punctures, and
the boundary, whose asymptotics is given by , , , and the constants C), are made
explicit in Section [7} The fifth term gives the “volume” contribution that is discussed in the
end of Section [l O

Remark 9.2. The underlying triangulation or quadrangulation structure of €2 was only used in

the discretization procedure, but otherwise it plays no role in the proof. While we found no

elegant way to state Theorem in a more general form that would account for that, we give

an example: let T o = C°/(w)Z + wiZ) be a sequence of discretized tori, whose periods wy,
22
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converge as 0 — 0 to wy o € C\ {0} with we/w; ¢ R. Then, the asymptotics (1.1 holds, and

since there are no boundary or corners/cones, it takes the form
log det* A% = A . !wa,wg| — 2dimker A% ¥ . log § 4 log detZAQ’” +o(1), 0—0.

This extends the results in [13] [7, 8, [19]. The above proof applies verbatim; also note that the
symmetries of the lattice (other than the double periodicity) are not needed here, as long as
the embedding is such that the random walk converges to the Brownian motion.

10. PROOF OF THE LEMMAS

In preparation for the proof of Lemmas [3.1] [T1.1I, we prove the following bounds on the

transition kernel PQ(x, y,t) of for the process 4 defined in Section |3, in particular, establishing
the existence of this transition kernel.

Lemma 10.1. The transition kernel Pﬂ(x, y,t) exists, and there is a constant C' > 0 such that
if Br(xo) C Q is isometric to a Euclidean disc, then

. C 2
(10.1) Pz, y,t) < ﬁe’%, Vo ¢ Bgr(xg),y € Bg(:co),t > 0;

2

: C
(10.2) |P(z,y,t) — PS(x,y,t)| < ﬁe_%, ¥,y € Ba(x),t > 0.

Proof. If 7 is the Brownian motion in C started at the origin and 7 = min{¢ : |§(¢)| > r}, then,
by symmetry, P(|%| > r|r < t) > 1. Therefore,

’r2
(10.3) P(diam (§j0,q) > 2r) < P(7. < t) < 2P(|5] > r) = 2e” 7.

Define the sequence of stopping times 79 = 0, Topr1 = min{t > 7o @ |5 — xo| = %R}, Top =
min{t > mor_1 : |% — xo| = R}. If ¢ is any non-negative continuous function supported inside
Brya(x0), we have E*¢(%;) = > pe i E*[@(91)Lielryy_1.my]]. Conditionally on F (%o, ) and on
the event t € [mor_1, Tog), the distribution of 4; is that of the (time-shifted) Brownian motion
started at a point on 83%(1’0) and conditioned to stay in Br(zo). If P(z,v,t) denotes the heat
kernel of this conditioned Brownian motion, then we have, for some C' > 0,

(10.4) sup p(:z:,y,t) < =
2€0B 3R (20),yEB g (20),t>0 R
a4 2
Indeed, by Brownian scaling, we may assume R = 1. Write PP(z,y,t) = >, e Nt (x)i(y)
and Q(z,t) = [, PP(z,y,t)dy, where 1; and \; are normalized eigenfunctions and eigenval-

ues of the Laplacian in the unit disc D with zero boundary conditions. We have 13(35, y,t) =
lz—yl?

PP(2,y,t)/Q(x,t), and PP(z,y,t) < PS(x,y,t) = 55¢ 2 . From this, it follows that P(z,y,t)

is bounded for small ¢ and P(z,y,t) == 1, (y) for large t, and (10.4)) follows. We arrive at

> C
B0 <Y g | [ 0] Ple frusm)
k=0

C / 2C _R?
< — | Pl <t) < —e st / 10)
R? Bg (z0) R? B% (o)

which proves (10.1). To prove (10.2)), let 7 = min{s : |9s — 29| = R} and note that the

Brownian motions 4, are coupled to coincide up to 7, so that
[E*¢(%) — E*¢(3)| < (EE" (¢(3)|7 < t) + EV (¢(F)|m < t))P(1r < ),
and ((10.2) follows by (10.1]) and ({10.3]). O
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Proof of Lemma[3.1. We first check that 4; is a Leb(Q)—symmetric Markov process. For g, o €
Q) and small €y > 0, fix a ball B.(Zy) C C and an isometry & of B, (Zo) to B:,(Zo). Let
¥ : [0,7] = C be a path with ¥(0) € B.,(&). If its lift 4 ends up in B, (g), we denote
by o,(¥,0) the isometry of B, (7o) to B, () obtained by extending & along ¥ (otherwise,
o,(%, ) is undefined.) We denote by ) the set of all g, obtained in this way, and by ¥, the set
of all isometries o, (¥, ) modulo shifts. If 4 ends up in B.,(Zo), we define 0,(%,5), X and X,
similarly. Note that X', ) are discrete sets in the plane, and X, ¥, are finite with |3,]| = [3,].
We now write, for the coupled Brownian motions 7, ¥,

/ Pﬁ(’% € B, (1)) dz
z€eB., (i‘o)

P* (0y(Y0,9: 0) ~ 0’| = §) P°(2, 9, t) didy,

O'GZIO' €3, goey ¥ T€Bes (0) Y EB<y (d0)

where ~ stands for equality of isometries modulo shifts. By the reversibility of the planar
Brownian notion, denoting by 4! the time-reversal of ¥,

P (O-y(r?[(),th 0) ~ O'IWt = g) = P* (Uz(ﬁ/[alt]’ J/) ~ O-H/t = g) =Y (0-:c<7[0,t}7 OJ) ~ O-Wt = 3:") .

Also, PC(i,7,t) = P%(y,%,t), and if we shift every point in ) to some fixed point in this set,
then the point Z, gets shifted to every point in X'. Collecting all these observations together,
we end up with

/ P*(% € B, () dit = / PY(4, € B.. (0)) i,
ZE€Be, (Zo)

§€ B2, (40)

which implies that 4, is Leb(Q)—symmetric. The transition kernel of the reflected process can
be written as ]5(:1: y,t)+ P(a: 7, 1), implying symmetry, and killing upon hitting a closed subset
preserves the class of symmetric processes.

For the boundedness, the bound - and the symmetry 1mp1y that PQ(x y,t) < CRZ%if
either = or y are at distance at least R from any conical tip of Q). Now, fix a small R > 0, and
let z € Bg(y), where g is a conical tip. If y ¢ Bg(x), then P%(z,y,t) < CR™2 by the strong
Markov property with respect to exit time from Bg(z). Else, coupling the Brownian motions
in  and in the infinite cone C,, up to exiting Bgr(zo), we similarly obtain

PQ(x, y,t) < CR™2 + PCo (x,y,t).

Coupling to the Brownian motion in C, we have P%o(z,y,t) < > ey PC(&,9,t) < const(t, a)
where ) is the finite set of endpoints of paths in C starting at & that lift to a path from x to y.
For the smoothness, if Bg(zo) is Euclidean, y € BR(xO) and = ¢ Bg(zg), we can write as in

the proof of -

F

7—2k71j| ?

and note that all the derivatives of P(x,y,t) are uniformly bounded over z € 83% (x0), y €

33 Yt Z EE [ 772k717y7 t— TQk_1>HtE7'2k—177'2k

Bg(:co), t > 0. Since R is at our disposal, this proves smoothness for z # y; for x = y, one can

use a similar decomposition, on the event that ¢ < 7, we can use that the heat kerned in the
disc is smooth. 0

In order to prove Lemma [5.1] we first invoke the functional CLT in the plane:

Lemma 10.2. (Coupling the random walk to the Brownian motion.) It is possible to multiply
the weights wy, by a common factor so that for any n > 0, there exist C,e > 0 such that for
24
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any 6, T > 0 the random walk vg,zt on C° can be coupled to the Brownian motion v, so that

(10.5) P | sup [75-s, — 7| > Tit1§3-21| < Cexp(—(T5 %))
te[0,7

Proof. For the random walk 750011 C%, we define a sequence of times to = 0,

tryr ;= min{t >t +1: 750 = 70 o1

~Y

where 2 means equality modulo a shift of C%. Then ¢, and %,S have i.i.d. increments with
exponentially small tails; because of the symmetries of the lattice, the increments of 'yff have
zero mean and a scalar covariance matrix ¥. Let 7 = Et;. Put n = [2771672T'] . Einmahl’s
version of KMT theorem ([I4, Theorem 4], plug in H(t) := exp(v/1), & := dyni /3) provides a
coupling of vflf and a Brownian motion 7; with covariance matrix > such that

do

P |sup [, — 3| > gni < Ky n-exp(—Kani).
k<n

with K7, depending only on C*. We put v; = ;. For t > 0 we set k(t) := max{k : t; < t},

then ) <t < tpp4+1. We estimate

(10.6) 0 =l <1 = in, |+ ey, = Yokl + ek — .

By Chernoff bound, given n > 0, we have P(|t), — 7k| > nz+7) < C exp(—cn?") for each k < n.
Therefore, P(3k < n : [ty — 7k| > n2™) < Cnexp(—cn®). In particular, P(3t < T672 : k(t) >
n) < Cnexp(—en2m). Also, P(Fk < n : tppy — by > n2t7) < Cexp(—cn”). Together, this implies
that P(3t < T072 : |t — 7k(t)| > 2n2t7) < Cnexp(—cn”). For the Brownian motion ~,, for
cach fixed k < n, we have P(3t : |t — 7k| < 20277 |y, — v > %On%“’) < C - exp(—cn?).
Summing over k, we conclude that P(3t < 67T : |y — Yrk| > %‘)ni*”) < C-n-exp(—cn").
Also, because of exponential tails of t;, — t;_;, we have P(3t < 62T : |y — %k(t)\ > ‘5°n4) <
C - n - exp(—c(n'/* +n?1)). Combining the estimates of the three terms in 6) together, we
see that
P| sup |y — > Sonitn| < C exp(—n°),
te[0,75-2]

for any e < min(n; ). Scaling time by 62, the lattice by N, and the weights w,, so that
N7t vs5-2, ~ 85" - is a standard Brownian motion, yields the result. U

Proof of Lemma[5. Let Q (respectively, Q%) be two copies of Q glued along the boundary.
The random walk ’y‘fs 24 in 2% (respectively, the Brownian motion 4; in ) can be coupled
to a random walk ¥ 6 2 0 C? (respectively, to planar Brownian motion %) by moving in

the same way locally; note that the BM in Q) never visits conical singularities. By ,
ﬁ%,gﬂ can be coupled to ¥ in such a way that sup,p|¥2-s, — % — 0 as § — 0 almost
surely. On the event of probability 1 that 4} does not visit conical singularities, this implies
dist(90-,, %) < 722, — | for all t < T eventually. Reflecting the random walk and the
Brownian motion at the Neumann boundary does not increase distances. If 7 (resp. 79) is the
first time 4; (resp. 42_,,) hits Op$Q (vesp. 9p€2°), then, almost surely, 4; will have points on
both sides of the boundary in each interval (7,7 + ). On that event, almost surely, 7% — 7
and hence % 25 = Yo T herefore stopping at Dirichlet boundary also does not affect the
convergence, and SUp;<r dist (73 Vis—24); ;) — 0, almost surely. This completes the proof. U

Proof of Lemma[5.3 Tt suffices to prove the bound for the walk on C° (by passing first to Q? as
in the proof of Lemma and then assuming by Markov property that x is at distance at least

/10 from conical singularities). If ¢ > 5%, we use Lemma|10.2{and bound P(diam fy[%,té_g] >¢) <
25
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P(diam o, > £)+P(sup,c(o [725-2—7s| > §). The first term converges to 0 super-polynomially
in t while the second one bounded from above by C - exp(—(t6~2)¢) < C - exp(—t~35) provided
that ¢t < 1 and 8227 < <.

If t < &2, then 6=2¢ < t36-L. Pick ¢ > 0 in such a way that for all § small enough, the

random walk on C° needs at least K := [¢0~!] steps to reach diameter . The probability
of this is bounded by P(X > K), where X is a Poisson random variable with mean MK,

and M = 30" MaXyecio LDy Way H /K < ts, with ¢ a constant depending on C% and e. If
M < %, then, for any a > 0, we have by Stirling bound

oo n K
]P’(X > K) < E me—MK < Q%G—MK < 2MaKeK(1—M+(1—a)logM)'
n.: .
n=K

Since 1 — M +log M < 0 for M < 1, we can pick a > 0 such that the exponential is bounded

by 1 for all M < 3, ie., P(X > K) < 2(c’t§)aLé5_1J. For § small enough, the exponent is at

least 20, and so we have P(diam fyf&tk% >¢) <P(X > K) <2t provided that ¢ < (¢)76. O

For z € Q% and r > 10N~ > 0, denote Q(z,7) := [0;7%] x B(z,r). The parabolic Harnack
inequality (PHI) asserts that there exists a constant C'y such that, for any d, any x, r such that
B(z,r) N dpQ° =0, and any u positive and satisfying

(10.7) A =62 A%y
in Q(x,r), one has

(10.8) inf w>Cy sup u,
Q4 (z,r) Q—(z,r)

where Q_(z,7) = [3r?% 377 x B(z,%) and Q4 (z,7) = [2r%r%] x B(z,%). In our setting, PHI
follows from [9, Theorem 1.7]. Delmotte uses normalized Laplcian in which the random walk
jumps at rate one; however since he allows for jumps from a vertex to itself, the two setups are
equivalent; note that we rescale the graph distance but don’t rescale time, hence the additional
factor of 62 in ([10.7).

Of the three conditions of [9, Theorem 1.7], the volume doubling condition DV (C;) and
uniform ellipticity conditions A(c) are obvious in our setting: they state that |B(z,r)| <
C1|B(z,2r)| for any x,r, and min,., w,, > cw, for any z, respectively. This third one, the
Poincaré inequality P(Cy), asserts that

S w(f@) T < Y (@) -0 Tome——— 3 waf(x)

w
B(zo,r) x~y€B(x0,2r) ZIGB(IO’T) T B(zo,r)

Recall (see e.g. [15]) the classical proof of the Poincaré inequality for a ball B: by Cauchy-

2

Schwarz, (f(x)—f(y))? < (f[my] IVf(z) dz) < |z—y| J,,, IVf(2)]* dz, from which the Poincaré
inequality follows by integrating over x,y € B. This proof extends to the discrete settings of
balls in C°, simply by replacing integration with summation, in particular, integration over a
segment [zy] with summation over Hd-neighborhood of [zy] for a large enough fixed H. In the
final step, we sum with weights w,w,; note that w,, in the right-hand side can be ignored since
they are uniformly bounded away from 0. For balls in an infinite cone or an infinite wedge, it
suffices to map the cone or the wedge by a bi-Lipschitz map to the plane or the half-plane and
apply the same proof, increasing H if necessary. Since we only apply PHI to balls in model
surfaces, these cases are all we need. A typical example of a function u that PHI is applied to
is P (zg, z, 02¢).
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We recall the standard argument that PHI implies Holder regularity of solutions to (10.7)),
namely, there exist § > 0 and Cyg > 0 such that any § > 0 and for Q(x,r) as above, one has

lz—y

0
(10.9) lu(r?, z) — u(r®,y)| < Crs - ( ) - 0SCQnU, Y € B(x,r).

To prove 1) note that if @ is u normalized so that infg @ = 0 and supg, ) @ = 1, and
SUPQ_ (3, U > %, then

C
0SCQ, (2, = sup @ — inf 4 <1-— ey
Qr(ar) Q@) 2
If supg (pmy @ < %, then passing to 1 — u leads to the same conclusion. Hence, oscg, (»,u <
€+ 08CQ(z,r) U, With ¢ =1 — CTH < 1. Applying the same reasoning to Q4 (z,r) and iterating, we
conclude that if |y — 2| < Z, then |u(r?,z) — u(r?,y)| < Foscq,u, yielding (10.9).
Proof of Lemma([5.3. Since turning Dirichlet boundary into Neumann one only increases P
by passing to €2° as in the proof of Lemma 5.1, we may assume that 0Q° = (. Let M =
M2, = SUD;>. dist(x.)>n PQ(S(gn,y,(S_Qt)7 and fix tg > e and zg,yo with dist(zg,y0) > n such
that PQ(S (w0, Y0, 6 2ty) > . Applying PHI to P (x,-,-) and to Q(yo, /) shifted in time by
to — <, we find that P? (xg,y,5 2t) > Oy if dist(y, yo) < vE/2 and t € [to + £, o + £]. Since
> PQ (w0,y,07%t) = 1, this implies, for n = 0,
M?,
Ch 25

il -wl< L)<,

that is, M2, < C(e)6%. If n # 0 is fixed and € < 4n?, then dist(y, yo) < £ implies dist(y, zo) >

n/2. By Lemma we have D7 vt o )5n/2 PY (g, y,672t) < C(n)t3, thus
A45
Cue Iy - wl < L < Ol

ie, M, < C’(n)%t?’. Note that if M?, > Mj_ . then we could take to < 2¢ and thus ¢ < fe
in which case the last inequality becomes Mgn < ("(n)d?c%. Hence, M{in = Mfo(n),n < Mfo(n)p
for some g¢(n) > 0.

Proof of Lemma[5.4). Since ||PY#(x,y,7)|| < P¥ (x,y,7), we have, by Lemma
OSCQ(PQ P(x,-,) < C8,

where @ = [t — Z—Q,t] x B(x,1). Since the matrix components of P%#(x, -, 6~2t) satisfy (10.7),
the result now follows directly from ((10.9)). O

Proof of Lemmal5.5. The proof proceeds case by case.

Case 1. Suppose that dpQ # 0, thus k = 0. Since ||P2#(x,y,t)|| < |PY (z,y,t)|, it suffices
to prove the result for the trivial line bundle. The probability that by time 1, the Brownian
motion 7, started at x has hit the Dirichlet boundary is a positive continuous function on
Q, hence it is bounded from below, say by 27. Hence, for § small enough, the probability
that the random walk 7:;5—2 , hits the Dirichlet boundary before ¢ = 1 is bounded below by 7,
independently of the starting point. By Markov property, this implies that the probability that
it does not hit dpQ° by time ¢ is bounded above by (1 —n)l, i.e.,

> Py, 67 < (1)t
yeNs

Using PHI as in the proof of Lemma , we see that this implies P’ (z,y,07%) < C6%*(1—n)H
for any z,y. Summing this bound over z = y € Q° yields the desired result.
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Case 2. Suppose that 2 has no Dirichlet boundary and ¢ is the trivial line bundle, thus
k = 1. We claim that the heat kernel P?’(z,y,72t) at time ¢ = 1 is uniformly contracting in
the total variation distance, i.e., there exists n > 0 such that for any 1, x5, and any § small
enough, one has

1
(1010) 5 Z ‘PQé(xlvyaé_Q) - PQ(S(:UQaya(S_Q) S 1-— -
)

Indeed, for any test function ¢» > 0, by compactness, we have for the continuous heat kernel,

1
inf/ P® (:E,y, 5) Y(y)dy =: 2¢4 > 0.
z Jo

since the expression under infimum is positive and continuous in z. Hence,
inf Z P (z,y,67%/2) Y(y) > cy.
! yens
for 6 small enough. If supp ¢ C B(yo,r), say with with » = 1, this implies that

. 5 _
inf sup PY(z,y,6%/2) > 02,
T ye€B(yo,r)

and hence, by PHI, inf, inf cp, ) P L,y 672) > Crcy0®. This gives the desired improve-
ment on the trivial bound of 1 on the LHS of (10.10). Now iterating ([10.10]), we see that

22 ‘PQ 331,%5 2t) PQJ($27y75 Qt)’ (1_77)“J7 hence

ZPQJ(x,x,é_zt) — k= ZPQé(x,x,5_2t) g (Z PQS (y,x, 6~ 2t)>
1 ox) -2 ol -2 Lt]
= iy 2 (P 0720 = P¥ gy 0720) ) < 20 (1= )
T,y

for all 6 small enough, independently of ¢, as required.

Case 3. Suppose that 2 has no Dirichlet boundary and & = 0. Pick any z, € €, and
(non-contractible) loops (1), . . . Bn) rooted at xq such that {¢(v;)}}—, do not have a common
eigenvector of eigenvalue 1; if such loops did not exist, then the translations of the common
eigenvector would form a covariant constant. Pick a a small r such that B(xg,r) is contractible,
and, for z,y € B(zo,r), denote, for i = 0,1,...,n, P(?;(x,y,t) = Px([yﬁ)7t]} = B, = v),
where () is a contractible loop, and we identify the points of B(xg,r) in order to compute
the homotopy type of a non-closed path. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that c§* <
P(%é (r,y,0 %) < ¢16% for each i and each x,y € B(xg,r) and all § small enough; the upper
bound follows from Lemma and the lower one is done exactly as in Case 2. We can write

g — x
(10.11) [PP#(z,y,6-20)]) = B (1f5m20)li

ZSO z) ny,(S )

where in the last term, we used that ||90(7[0 s-24)|| < 1 as ¢ is unitary. We claim that

120, i (B
10.12 n
( ) c§pisscl*l}),|lvll=1 (> im0 Pi)

Indeed, the fraction is strictly smaller than 1 unless all ¢(5(;))v are non-negative multiples of

each other, but since p(y) = Id, this would mean that v is a common eigenvector of eigenvalue
28
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1. Applying (10.12)) to (10.11]), we get, for any = € B(xg,r) and all 6 small enough,

S|Py )

yeQd

< (1 =n)P(E)+ P(E) <1—vo

where E = {73, € B(zo,r) and Ji : [’y[%’é_g]] = [Bu)}, and we have used that P(E) >

Zye Blror) P(%;; (z,y,57%) is uniformly bounded from below. Since the bounds obtained, in fact,
did not depend on zg, the proof is now completed as in Case 1.

Case 4. Suppose that ) has no Dirichlet boundary. Let ¢y be the trivial sub-bundle of the
maximal dimension of ¢, which is a direct sum of trivial line bundles. Since ¢ is unitary, we
have ¢ = ¢y ® g for o the (point-wise) orthogonal complement to g; moreover, ¢z has no
trivial line sub-bundles. Applying Case 2 to ¢y and Case 3 to ¢; concludes the proof U

Proof of Lemma[6.1. It suffices to consider the case when A is a cone (or, in particular, a
plane). Indeed, P (z,y,¢) = P (z,y,t) + PT (z,7,t), with § denoting the reflection with
respect to the boundary and the sign being + for Neumann boundary condition and — for
Dirichlet one. Similarly, for a corner T with Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions, one
has ]P’Ta’a(x, y,t) = IP’CM";(:U, y,t) + ]P’Cm’é(a:, y,t), where the cone C2*9 is obtained by gluing two
copies of T along the boundary. Finally, PYBN (x,y,t) = IP’T%Q’&(JC, y,t)+ PY5 (x,9y,t), where
T is obtained by gluing two copies of T%’f\/ along the Neumann boundary.

The proof below is for the case when there is no vertex at the tip of the cone; we explain
the necessary modifications for that case in Remark We begin by comparing the prob-
abilities P(v2_,, € B(y,¢)) and P(y, € B(y,e)) (hereinafter P = P”) for a mesoscopic scale
§ < €(8) < 1 to be specified later and t < T := §10; the goal is to show that they agree
up to O(max{t™!,1}£26*) for some p > 0. We couple 70_,, and y; to the planar random walk
and the Brownian motion &%_Qt],f% by the same local moves, and assume that ’yg 20 Ve are
coupled as in Lemma say, with n = 5. Pick a positive v < 3 — 21 — s5(5 +n), so that
Tit1§271 < 6. We put D = {supiepo.y \75,% | >0}, T = {lnfte (0,T) (dlSt(%,O)) < 20"},
where 0 is the tip of the cone, and B := {g(§) — ¢ < dist(v;y) < £(d) + §”}. On the event
DN T*, we have sup;e (o1 V22, — | < 8, therefore, on D°NTCNBC, either 73,7 € B(y, )
or 72 2, ¢ B(y,¢) simultaneously. This implies

(10.13)  [P(75-, € B(y,e)) — P(% € B(y,e))| < P(D) +P(B)
+ ‘P(,yg*?t S B(y>5)7DC7T) - P(’Yt € B(y75)aDCaT)| :

We have P(D) < C-6'° and P(B) < Ced” -t~ ! provided that ¢ > ¢, thus it remains to estimate
the last term. Let o denote the rotation of the cone around its tip by 7/3 (we assume here €2
is triangulated, the other case is completely similar), and let & be the rotation, by the same
angle, of the plane obtalned as a quotlent the universal cover of the cone punctured at its tip;
thus 6% = Id and o = = Id. We have V3_s, € Upo® (B(y,€)) if and only if 425, € Upo* (B(y,¢)),
and thus, as above,

(10.14) }P(vg_zt € Upo®(B(y,e), D%, T) — P(y, € Upa®(Bl(y, <)), D )\
< ‘P(ﬁ/g*?t < Uk&k<B(y75>’Dc>T) ]P)(% S Uk0k<B( )) D¢ 7—)‘
<P(BNT)<Cest!

Now let 7 := min{¢ : dist(;,0)) < 2:6"}. On T, to estimate the difference between probabilities

)
to arrive to B(y,¢) and to o(B(y,¢)), we use strong Markov property with respect to 7. We
29
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have
5 5
e [ € B9 ~ P [ € 01809

) 0.—1 5
PYs-2- [735—2@77) € B(y,é)i| —P (’ya_QT) [735—2@77) € B(yag)i| ’
< sup |P*(732 € B(y,e)) —P*(73-2, € B(y,e))|.

z,2€B(0,367),t<T

We estimate the expression in the supremum separately for ¢ > 106" > (367)? and for t < 104”.
In the first case, we use Holder continuity @ with r = 362, time shifted by t — r2 > 0, and
bounding the oscillation by 1; this gives the bound of < C - §%2. In the second case, we use
Lemma [5.2] to get the bound of < C'§% < §%3. We infer that

m v
3—aIP(7§_2T € Upo®(B(y,2)), D%, T) — P() 2y € B(y,2(8)), D, T)| < C- 6%

A similar estimate holds for the continuous heat kernel. Therefore, we finally get

(1015) |P(1is1 € B(y,e)) — P(yr € B(y, o))
<O 4057 +Ced” t7 < Ce2 - max{t !, 1}
with p > 0 if we choose £(9) := 0* with u small enough.
Now, for k > 0, as in the proof of Lemma 5.3 we can bound

sup  P(yl,, = z) < C5*,
tZ‘ﬂTﬁ,zeB(y,e)

Using this to bound the oscillation in the Holder bound ((10.9)), we get, for t > 6%,

1 SN ok B .
—]P’(fyg,% € B(y,¢)) _P(”Ygf% =y)| < (6_”) 522 — guO+2—(2+0)s _. 52+,

1 B(y,e)|
provided that x is small enough (in which case also € < §” so that the Holder bound applies).
A similar estimate holds for the continuous heat kernel. Combining this with (10.15)) gives the
claim. 0

Remark 10.3. If there is a vertex at the tip of the cone, then the coupling of ”yg_gt and ’yg_gt
fails after the moment the former hits the tip, in particular, the distributions of the first time
they leave the tip will be different. However, forcing fAyg_Q , to leave the tip simultaneously with
73_,, yields a coupling of 7 ,, to 'Ayg,gtJrT such that still 42,, € Upo® (B(y,¢)) if and only if
%;_ZHT € Upe" (B(y,€)) . Here 7 a random variable given by a sum of N i. i. d. contributions,
where N is the number of visits to the tip. The expectation of N, and hence that of 7, is
O(log(672t)), and therefore it will introduce a negligible error into the above computations.

Proof of Lemma[6.9. As explained in in the proof of Lemma[6.1], it suffices to consider the case
of a cone. Moreover, since, in the notation of that proof, 72 ., € Up{c*(y)} if and only if
A3, € Up{d"*(y)}, it is in fact sufficient to consider the case of a plane, where it is immediate
from the local Central limit theorem. O

11. APPENDIX: THE DOMAIN OF THE DIRICHLET FORM &%

For a unitary vector bundle ¢, the point-wise scalar product (-;-) induces the scalar product
on the set L*#(Q) be of L? sections of ¢, given by [,,(f(x); f(x))dx, and also on gradients of nice
enough sections, using (V¥ f(z); V¥ f(z)) = (9, f(2); 0, f(x)) + (,f(x); 9, f(x)), where (v,n)
are isometric local coordinates, and we identify f with a function f using a local trivialization
of p. We thus define H*?(Q) := {f € L*¥(Q) : V?f € L*}, equipped with the scalar
product (f; f) + (V¥ f;V2f). Put Hy¥(Q) = {f € H*(Q) : f = 0 on 0pf}; the vanishing
on the boundary can be understood in the sense of the trace operator in the theory of Sobolev
spaces, or, more elementarily, by requiring that the extension of f by 0 across the boundary
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has a finite H' norm. It is well known that for piece-wise smooth boundaries, H é’w(ﬂ) is
the closure in H%?(2) of the set of f € H“¥(Q) supported away from 9pQ (cf. [45, before
Theorem 4.11] or [36].) The next lemma describes explicitly the Dirichlet form E%¢(f, f) =
limp ot~ (1 — P>%) f; f), defined in Section .

Lemma 11.1. We have D(EX%) = Hy#(Q) and EX4(f, f) = (V2 f,V?f) for any f € D(E%#).

In other words, the generator A% is the Friedrichs extension of the Laplacian acting on
smooth sections of ¢ compactly supported away from 0p§2, corners, conical singularities and
punctures. Before giving the a proof, we remark that this also follows from the general theory.
By [20, Theorem 7.2.2], we can define +y, as the unique diffusion associated to the Dirichlet form
Epm(f, f) = (Vf; V[) with the domain D(Egyr) = HA(Q). Moreover, if A C Q is isometric to a
domain in the plane, then, up to hitting A \ Oz €2, the distribution of v; coincides with that of
the Brownian motion in A reflected at Oy [20, Theorem 4.4.2 and Example 4.5.3]. Therefore,
this construction of 7; coincides with the one given above. This proves Lemma for trivial
line bundle; for the general case, observe that the multiplication by smooth functions preserves
both D(£%¢) and Hy¥(Q), hence we can reduce the result to the case of the trivial line bundle
using a suitable partition of unity.

Proof of Lemma[11.1 Denote by S the set of conical tips, corners, and punctures of 2. Let
C;77(€) be the set of all smooth sections of ¢ that are supported away from S and dp{2, and
which extend smoothly across v by ¢(T) = ¢(x), where & — T is the reflection in €. Using
a trivialization of ¢, we can locally identify a section ¢ € C5”#(Q) with a function ¢; expanding
the latter in a Taylor series and using (10.1H10.2)), it is easy to see that

t—0

R N —%(35 +0)b(n)

uniformly and hence in L?(§2), where (1, v) — ,, is an isometric local chart. Therefore, we have
C5%(Q) C D(EX¥), and EX% (¢, @) = (p, A¥¢) = (V¥¢,V?¢) for all ¢ € C57¥ (). Since the
form £%% is closed, this implies Hy?(Q) € D(E%%) and EX(f, f) = (V2 f, V9 f), f € Hy? (),
once we show that C5>%(Q) is dense in H,*? ().

The density is proven by a series of standard arguments. First, we can approximate any
f e Hé’w(Q) supported away from S and dpQ2 by ¢ € C577(12), by extending f by reflection
across Oy (2 and mollifying. Second, any f € H é"p(Q) can be approximated by bounded sections
in Hy%?(2), by truncation at level lines (cf. [20, Example 1.2.1]): let gr(v) = m, v €
R?, then, approximating gr with smooth functions and applying the chain rule, we see that
If — grflin < ssr VAL VEF) + f|f‘>R<f, f) — 0 as R — oo. Finally, to approximate
a bounded f € Hé’“”(Q) by those compactly supported away from S, let zp € S and put

¢-(z) = max {O,min {1 + loglz=z0] 1}} . Then, ¢.(z) =0 for |z — z| < €, and

—loge 7

If =@ Fli = I = 0)FI72 + (1= 6 V2 F I + [ F V(L= d)]l7-
Since we have 0 < ¢.(z) ' 1 as € — 0, the first two terms above tend to zero as ¢ — 0 by

dominated convergence theorem, and ||fV(1 — ¢.)||7> < sup [f|* |V(1 — 2|32 < ez — 0.

We turn to the proof of D(EX¥) C Hy¥(Q). For f € D(EX¥) and ¢ € C37¥(Q), we have
E9(f,¢) = lim(f, D" ¢) = (f, A%0).
On the other hand, by Cauchy-Schwarz,
EX9(f.0) < (EX(£.1))? (E%¢(6,0))? = (EX9(f. 1)) (V¥6, V)2
It follows that ¢ — (f, A¥¢) extends to a bounded linear functional on H é’W(Q), and thus so

does ¢ — (f, A¥¢) + ( [ o). Therefore, by Riesz-Markov, there exists feH é’“"(Q) such that
(f,A¢0)+ (f, ¢) = (V2 NV?90) + (f,0), ¢ € C57%. If ¢ is in addition compactly supported away
31
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from 99, the last expression is equal to (f,A?@) + (f,¢). In other words, h = f — f satisfies
A¥h 4+ h = 0 in the weak sense. But then, by elliptic regularity, A is smooth in the interior of
Q\ S; also, since Hy?(Q) C D(EX%), we have h = f — f € D(E™%). Thus, it is enough to prove
that if h € D(£%¢) and h is smooth, then h € Hy?(Q).

We follow [45] Section 1.4]. Write

(PP f)(@) =B [p7h (FO0)| = BE” |67l (F(w))

0] = [ RSPt dy
Q

where szftf(y) =E* [‘P;{;,t] (fy)|n= y] . In the trivial bundle case, one simply has Ri}ftf(y) =

f(y). Due to the reversibility of v and the unitarity of ¢, we have <R¥,ﬁtf(y), g(x)) = (f(y), Riﬁtg(x))
Hence, we can write (cf. [45, Lemma 4.8])

(D7 fr9) = EMD(f.9) + EZV(f.9),

where

0.0 = 5 | (e = RIS ). 9(0) = REg) P o,y dody,

£00(f,q) = / (1 - Qi) (x)g(x) da.

and Q,(z) = [, P*(z,y,t)dy is the probability that v, started at 2 did not stop by time ¢.
For a compact set K C € and K., its small neighborhood, and h € D(£%¢) smooth, we have

1
EM(h.h) > / (h(y) = Bofih(w), h(y) — By k() P (2, y, dady
Kex K
= / (Voh(x), Voh(x)) de,
K

as is readily seen by identifying h with a function h using a local trivialization near each
and using Taylor approximation of & and . Taking a supremum over all such K, we
conclude that h € H"%(Q).

Finally, we refine D(£%¢) ¢ H'¥(Q) to D(EX¥) C Hy¥(Q). We do the trivial line bundle
case; the general one only differs by heavier notation. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 be a smooth function
compactly supported in a Euclidean neighborhood of x € dp2\ S and identically equal to 1 in
a smaller neighborhood. If f € D(E?), then we have E@V(of, ¢ f) < ED(f, f) and

1

E0(of 0f) = o

/Q Q(f(x) — f(y))*¢(2)* P (x,y,t)dxdy

2t
and both terms remain bounded as t — 0. Hence, also ¢f € D(EY). Identifying supp ¢ f with
a subdomain of the upper half-plane H equipped with Dirichlet boundary conditions, due to
(10.2), we have 3(P%(z,y,t) — P¥(z,y,t)) — 0 and $(Qf — Qf) — 0. We conclude that
of € D(EM), where EX(f, f) = limy ot "X (DEf, f). If g denotes ¢ f extended to the lower half-
plane by g(z) = —g(z), then we have PE(¢f) = PFg in H, and E¥(¢f, ¢ f) = %EH(g,g), so that
g € D(ET). But it is easy to see, using Fourier transform, that D(%) = H'(C) [45, Example
4.1). If g(z) = —g(2), then we can only have g € H'(C) if g = 0 a. e. on R. We conclude that
f=0a. e on 0pQd. O

+ / ( / 1<¢<x>—¢<y>>2p9<x,y,t>dy) feyde.
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