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MULTI-TYPE SHAPE THEOREMS FOR FPP MODELS

LEANDRO P. R. PIMENTEL

ABSTRACT. An Euclidean first-passage percolation (FPP) model describing the compet-
ing growth between k different types of infection is considered. We focus on the long time
behavior of this multi-type growth process and we derive multi-type shape results related
to its morphology.

1. INTRODUCTION

In standard planar first-passage percolation [I1] each pair x and y of nearest-neighbor
of Z? has an edge connecting them and each edge is equipped with a non-negative random
variable (passage time) which may be interpreted as the time it takes for an infection to be
transmitted from x to y. We assume these random variables are i.i.d. with a continuous
distribution F. The passage time t(y) for a nearest-neighbor path + is simply the sum of
the passage times along the path. For x,y € Z?2, the first-passage time from x to y, which
we denote T'(x,y), is the infimum of ¢(vy) over all paths v from x to y. For t > 0, let B(¢)
be the set of sites x reached from the origin 0 by time ¢, i.e. T(0,x) < t. One may think
of sites in x € B(t) as infected and those in B(¢)¢ as healthy, and that at time 0 the origin
0 is infected by some type of disease. The process {B(t) : ¢t > 0} is then a model for the
growth of an infection.

An interesting aspect of the evolution of the infection, namely the tree of infection, is
constructed as follows. First notice that, since the passage time distribution is continuous,
for all x,y € Z? there is (almost surely) an unique time-minimizing path (or geodesic)
from x to y, which we denote p(x,y), such that T'(x,y) = t(p(x,y)). Thus p(x,y) may
be interpreted as the path through which the infection was transmitted from 0 to x. With
this picture in mind, the tree of infection I is defined by the union of edges e € p(0, x) over
all x € Z%. Newman [T6] has shown that the number K (T') of topological ends of I, i.e. the
number of semi-infinite self-avoiding paths in I, is infinite provided an exponential moment
condition on F and a certain hypothesis concerning the uniformly bounded curvature of
the asymptotic shape of B(¢). In spite of the curvature hypothesis is plausible it has so far
not been proved.
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In order to study the tree of infection, Hégggstrom and Pemantle [9, [I0] have in-
troduced a multi-type growth model as follows. At time 0 we start with & different
sites of Z2%, say xi,...,X;, each one representing a different type of infection. A site
y € Z2 is then infected at time min {T(Xl,y), . .,T(Xk,y)} and it is acquired by the
infection which first arrives there, i.e. by the unique type j € {1,...,k} such that
T(x;,y) = min {T(Xl,y), . .,T(Xk,y)} (Figure M) . It may happens that at some early
stage one of the types of infection completely surrounds another one, which then is pre-
vented to grow indefinitely. If this does not occur, or equivalently, if all types of infection
grow unboundedly, we say that k-coexistence occurs.

k=2 k=4
FiGURE 1. Growth and Competition

Turning back to the question of topological ends of I', Haggstrom and Pemantle have
noticed that if k-coexistence occurs with positive probability then K(I') > k occurs with
positive probability. They also have shown that, if one considers an exponential passage
time distribution then 2-coexistence occurs with positive probability, and thus K(I") > 2
occurs with positive probability. Later Garet and Marchand [7] and Hoffman [T2] have
extended this last result for stationary and ergodic FPP models on Z.

In this work we focus on the long time behavior of this multi-type growth model. How-
ever, differently from the above mentioned authors, we choose a first-passage percolation
set-up on a random Delaunay triangulation [23] whose spherical symmetry (isotropy) en-
sures that the asymptotic shape of the corresponding growth process is an euclidean ball.
This choice allows us to prove various statements concerning minimizing paths, such as
IP(K () = oo) = 1, who could mostly only be conjectured by Newman in the standard
model. In this setting, the main results we will prove are the following:

e If a type of infection survives then the region it conquers is (asymptotically) a cone
with a random angle (Theorem [I, Remark [I);

e If the k initial sites form a regular polygon centered at the origin with radius r,
then the probability that & coexistence occurs tends to 1 when r tends to infinity.
Moreover, for all ¢ > 0, the probability that for all j € {1,...,k} the region
conquered by infection j contains (asymptotically) the cone with axis through 0
and x; and angle 7 — € also tends to 1 (Theorem B).
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The main idea to prove our results is to explore the relation between this multi-type
growth model and the asymptotic behavior of T'(x,y,) —7(0,y,) when y, goes to infinity
along a ray of angle o (Theorem Bl and Theorem H). We also study some roughening
aspects of the one-dimensional boundary between the infections, namely the competition
interface, which were pointed out by physicists in numerical simulations [, 22] (Remark
). We note that analogous problems in the context of last-passage percolation and totally
asymmetric exclusion processes were treated by Ferrari and Pimentel [B] and Ferrari, Martin
and Pimentel [6]. Deijfen, Haggstrom and Bagley [3] have also considered isotropic multi-
type growth models in R? where the growth is driven by outbursts in the infected region.

1.1. Multi-type growth process. Consider the random graph D := (D,, D.), named
the Delaunay triangulation, constructed as follows. The vertex set D, C R? is the set
of points realized in a two-dimensional homogeneous Poisson point process with intensity
1. To each vertex v corresponds an open and bounded polygonal region C, (the Voronoi
tile at v) consisting of the set of points of R? which are closer to v than to any other
v’ € D,. The edge set D, consists of non oriented pairs (v, v’) such that C, and C, share
a one-dimensional edge (Figure ). One can see that (with probability one) each Voronoi
tile is a convex and bounded polygon, and the graph D := (D, D,) is a triangulation of
the plane [I8]. The Voronoi tessellation V := (V,,V,) is defined by taking the vertex set

F1GURE 2. The Delaunay triangulation and the Voronoi tessellation

V), equal to the set of vertices of the Voronoi tiles and the edge set V., equals to the set of
edges of the Voronoi tiles.

Each edge e € D, is independently assigned a nonnegative random variable 7, from a
common distribution F (the passage time distribution) that is independent of the Poisson
process D,. We assume throughout that I is continuous and that

/e“xF(dx) < oo for some a € (0,00). (1.1)

We denote by (2, F,P) our underline probability space, i.e. from each realization w € €
one can determine the Poisson point process as well the passage time configuration. This
model inherits the euclidean (translation and rotational) invariance of the Poisson point
process.
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The passage time t(y) of a path v in D is the sum of the passage times of the edges in

y:
t(y) := ZTQ.

ecy

The first-passage time between two vertices v and v’ in D, is defined by
T(v,v') == inf {t(7); v € C(v,v")},

where C(v,Vv’) the set of all paths connecting v to v/. We extend the first-passage time
T to x,y € R? by setting T(x,y) := T(v(x), v(y)), where v(x) is the almost sure unique
vertex v € P with x € C,. We say that p(v,v’) € C(v, V') is a geodesic between v and v’
if t(p(v,v')) = T(v,v'). For each x,y € R? we denote p(x,y) := p(v(x),v(y)). One can
see that if F is a continuous function then, almost surely, for all v, v’ € D, there exists a
unique geodesic p(v,v’) 20]. A self-avoiding and semi-infinite path p = (vy,vs,...) in D
is called a semi-infinite geodesic if for all v;, v;, € p, the path (v;, vji1, ..., vi) is the unique
geodesic connecting v; to vy.

Given k different points xy, ..., x; € R?, the initial configuration of seeds, we define the
multi-type growth process {(Bx,(t), ..., Bx,(t)) : t >0} by

B, (t) == {x € R? : x € ¢(C,) for some v € By, (1)},

where

goos

By, (t) :={veD, : T(x;,v) <t and _IIllin’k{T(Xl,V)} =T(x;,v)},

and ¢(Cy) denotes the closure of the tile C,. If there exists j < [ such that vy, = vy, then
we set By, as before and By, (t) = 0.

When k£ = 1 then we have a single growth process By(t) which represents the set of
points reached by time ¢ from the initial seed x. For a continuous distribution F satisfying
() the following shape theorem [20), 24] holds: there exists a constant u(F) € (0, 00),
namely the time constant, such that for all € > 0

P((1 —€)tD(1/p) € Bo(t) € (1+€)tD(1/p) eventually ) =1,

where D(r) ;= {x € R? : |x| <r} and 0 := (0,0).

When k > 2 the process { (B, (t), ..., Bx,(t)) : t > 0} is a model for competing growth
on the plane where each point x € R? is acquired by the specie j € {1,...,k} which first
arrives there. The competition interface v is the one-dimensional boundary between the
species when t = oo. This interface can be seen as a finite union of polygonal curves
determined by edges in V (the Voronoi tessellation) which are shared by tiles in different
species. A branch of the competition interface is a self-avoiding path ¢ = (x,),>1 in V
such that {x, : n > 1} C .
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For each o € [0,27) we say that a self-avoiding path (x,),>1, with vertices in R? and
such that |x,| = oo when n — oo, is a a-path if

X )
lim — = €' := (cosa,sina) .
ey T3]

In this case we also say that (x,)y has the asymptotic orientation €. This is equivalent
to

lim ang(x,,e®) =0,
n—oo

where ang(x,y) denotes the angle in [0, 7] between the points x,y € R2. Thus, a sufficient
condition for a path (x,),>1 to be a a-path for some « € [0, 27) is, for some fixed ¢ € (0,1)
and some constant ¢ > 0, for sufficiently large n

ang(Xn, Xm) < X,/ 7% whenever m > n

which is the so called d-straightness property for semi-infinite paths introduced by Newman
[T6].

Theorem 1. For k > 2 let )y be the event that, for the competing growth model with
k-different species, there exists a finite subset © := {01, ...,0,,} of [0,27) such that every
branch ¢ of the competition interface is a 6()-path for some § € ©. Under {I1), P() =
1.

Remark 1. In Section[] (part[f-4) we will give a sketch of the proof that for all o € [0, 27)
P(Gzaforsomeﬁe@) =0,

and that if £ € (3/4,1) then, almost surely, for all branch ¢ = (X,)n>1 of the competition
interface there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

ang(X,, €% < c|x,|¢7! eventually .
Let x1(r) = (0,7),...,xx(r) be the vertices of a regular polygon with k sides and radius

r. For each j = 1,..., k define the projection of the random set B} := By, ()(c0) onto S*,
the set of unit vectors |x| = 1, by

S,, ={x=¢"¢ S' : L(a) C B’ for some s > 0},

where Ly (a) denotes the line starting from x and with direction €. For each € € (0, 7/k)
and j € {1,...,k} define

S;(e) :={x €S': ang(x,x;(r)) <

—€}.

e

Theorem 2. Let k > 2. Under {I1), for all e > 0
lim P(S;(e) €S, forall j=1,...,k)=1.

n—oo
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1.2. Busemann type asymptotics and the competition interface. To illustrate the
approach we follow in this work to study the competition interface assume that k = 2.
Consider the line Lg(a) starting from the origin 0 and with direction ¢®. Then we have
three possibilities: i) either it intersets the competition interface infinitely many times; ii)
or it is eventually contained in By, (00); iii) or it is eventually contained in By, (00). Notice
that the former implies

lim inf (T(xl, se') — T'(xa, sem)) < 0 < limsup (T(Xl, se') — T'(xa, sem)) ,

S§—00 S$—00
while the second implies
limsup (T(x1, se"*) — T(x2,s¢")) <0,

5§—00

and the third implies
0 < liminf (T'(x1, s€’*) — T'(x2, s¢')) .

§—00
It turns out that the above expressions resemble Busemann type asymptotics for T' (see
Ballmann [I] for more details on this subject). Newman [I6, [[5] has shown for the lattice
model that, under suitable assumptions on the curvature of the limit shape, T'(x1,y,) —
T(x2,y,) attains eventually a nonzero value H®(x,x5), called the Busemann function.
By following his method, and by taking profit of the isotropy in our model, we will show:

Theorem 3. For o € [0,27) let Qo) be the event that for all v,v € D,, there exists
H(v, V), nonzero for v # v, such that
lim (T(v,x) = T(v,x)) = H*(v, V). (1.2)

[x|—o00
x/|x|—et®

Under (1), P(Qo(a)) = 1.

For x,y € R? we set H(x,y) := H*(v(x),v(y)). It was conjectured by Howard and
Newman [I4] that

H*(nep, 0
lim A(né, 0) = —u(F) cos o,
n— 00 n
where €) := (1,0). This observation is related to the asymptotic behavior of our multi-type
growth model and the key result to show Theorem [ is the following theorem, which is a

small step towards the above conjecture.

Theorem 4. For a € [0,7/2) let Q1 (a) C Qo(a) be the event that

.. . H%nep,o) H%(ney,0) COS (v
—u(F) <1 f ———— =2 <1 — < —u(F)——. 1.3
p(IF) < lim inf === < lim sup ————= < —p(F) = (1.3)
Under (1), P(Q(a)) = 1. In particular, with probability one,
H°(neéy, 0
lim H'(ne1,0) = —u(F).
n— o0 n

IWe also refer to [13], where an analog result is proved in an Euclidean first-passage percolation set-up.
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Overview. In Section Pl we will deduce Theorem [l and Theorem [ from Theorem Bl and
Theorem . In Section B we will start by defining the probability space where our model
takes place and we will show a modification lemma that will play an important rule in the
study of coalescence of semi-infinite geodesics. After that we will study some geometrical
aspects of Voronoi tilings. We note that in the Delaunay triangulation context some
technical difficulties are imposed by its long range dependence. Some of them will be
avoided by making references to results of a previous work of the author [20 21]. In the
third part we will recall some geometrical lemmas concerning the d-straightness of semi-
infinite paths. Finally, in Section H will study existence and coalescence of semi-infinite
geodesics to show Theorem B and Theorem H It will largely parallel the analog study
develop by Newman et al [T4} [I5, 16, 7] in the lattice and in the Euclidean FPP models.

2. PROOF OF THE MULTI-TYPE SHAPE THEOREMS

Proof of Theorem [Il. For each j = 1,...,k, let S; denote the set of unit vectors e’ such
that L.is(8) C By, (o0) for some s > 0 and let

So == (Ué-:lSj)c.
Let
D, :={e” : B =2kr/2" for some 1 < k < 2"}
and D := U,>1D,,. Consider the event NaepQ(a) that for all @ € D and v,v € D, there
exists H*(v, V), nonzero for v # v, such that
lim (T(v,x) = T(v,x)) = H*(v, V).

[x]—o00
x/|x|—ete

By Theorem B, IP’( NaeD Qo(a)) =1.

We claim that, on this event, every branch of the competition interface is an #-path for
some 6 € [0,27). To see this, notice that if e'* € Sy then for some j; # ja, Lo () intersects
infinitely many times the region By, (o0) and the region By, . Thus

liminf (T(x;,, se"*) — T(x;,, s€'*)) < 0 < limsup (T(x;,, se'*) — T(x;,, s’*)) ,
S5—00 5§—00
which implies that D NSy = (). Let C} be the cone consisting of points re’® such that
r>0and € (2rk/2", 2n(k+1)/2"). Now, if DNSy = 0 and ¢’ € D then every branch
¢ of the competition interface can not intersect infinitely many times the line Lg(5). So,
for each branch ¢ of the competition interface we can find a sequence of cones (C}. ),>1,
with n — oo and CZ::l C Cj , such that ¢ is eventually contained in C} . This implies

that ¢ must be a #-path for some 6 € [0, 27).
O

Proof of Theorem 2. Since
P(S;(e) € 8j) =P(Si(e) € S})
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for all j =1, ..., k, we only need to prove that
TILIEOP(Sl(e) cS))=1. (2.4)
To do so, for each j =1,... k let of :=n(j — 1)/k, & := % and A, = NE_ | Al, where

k

Al =My [H (ré’f,ré?) > 0]

Let off“:= T —eand o “ == (2r — T) + € and set
By(€) := Ny, x[H (rd¥, ré") > 0 and H"(rek, ré¥) > 0] .
By Theorem €
lim P(A, N B,(¢)) =1. (2.5)

T—00
The connectivity of the regions B yields that, on A, N B,(¢), Si(€) € Sj. Together with
&3), this yields (Z4) and the proof of Theorem Bl is complete.

O

3. AUXILIARY RESULTS

3.1. The probability space. During the subsequent proofs we will consider the following
construction of (€, F,P), the underline probability space of our FPP model. Let uy =
(0,0),us,... be a ordering of Z? and for each k > 1 let

By = u, +[-1/2,1/2)%.
Consider
={N; : k>1},
a collection of i.i.d. Poisson random variables with intensity 1;
U, ={Ug; : 1 > 1},

a collection of independent random points in the plane so that Uy ; has an uniform distri-
bution in the square box By;

7;:{7-]:"7" :1>1,m>k,n>1andn >1[ whenever k = m},

a collection of i.i.d. non negative random variables with common distribution F (the
passage time distribution). We also impose that all these collections are independent of
each other.

To determine the vertex set D, = P, at each square box By we put N points given by
Uk, ..., Ukn,. This procedure determines a Poisson point process P from the collections
N and U, with k > 1. Given e € D, we know that there exist an unique pair (U, Up.n),
where either m > k or m = k and n > [, so that e = (Ug, Upn). Set 7. = T,Z”I"
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For each k > 1 denote by (QF, F* P*) the probability induced by the random variable
Ny and the collections Uy, Tj,. The probability space (€2, F,P) is defined to be the product
space of (QF F* P*) over k > 1.

An important step in the construction of the Busemann function is the proof of the
coalescence behavior of semi-infinite geodesics with the same asymptotic orientation. In
this proof, we will use the following modification lemma. Let K be the collection of all
finite sequences

I=((kjlj,myny)),_, € (N (3.6)

where ¢ > 1, (kj, 1, mj,n;) # (k;, l;,mi,ny;) for j # i, ky < ... <k, and either k; < m; or
l; <nj. Toeach I € K corresponds a random vector (T,zz_bf'l;"j)jzl ¢ We denote (Q, Fr,Py)

the probability space induced by this random vector. Let
QO = {@; : Jwr € Qp with (W7, wy) € Q}

and denote by P; the probability law P restricted to this subset. For each I C K, A C Q
and w; € Q; define

.....

Af gy ={ws € Q1 w = (w1,wq) € A}.
Let {R; : I € K} be a family of events R; € F; such that P;(R;) > 0 for all I. Then
define the map on F by

D/(A) = {w; € Q : Py(Ar,,) > 0} x Ry

Suppose that W(w) is a random element of K, which may be interpreted as the set of
indexes (edges) whose passage time value will be modified. For A C Q, let

D(A) == Ure [{wr € Qr + A(I)10, # 0} x Ry,
where A(I) := AN [W = 1I].
Lemma 3.1. For each A € F, ®(A) contains ®(A) € F defined as the following union
P(A) = Urex®r(A(D)).
Furthermore, if P(A) > 0 then P(®(A)) > 0.

Proof of Lemma B If P;(A(1);w,) > 0 then A(I);,, # 0 and so ®(A4) C D(A).
Since K is countable and A = Urex A(I), if P(A) > 0 then there exists I € K such that
P(A(I)) > 0. For this I, by Fubini’s theorem

0<P(A()) = / Pr(A(I) 10y ) Pr(duwn). (3.7)

Q

Let R
A[ = {’LUl : ]P)[(A(I)[’wl) > 0} .

By B0, P, (fl[) > 0. According to the definition of ®;,
P(q)f (A([))) =P (A))P;(R)) > 0.
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Since ®;(A(I)) € ®(A), we conclude that P((A)) > 0.
0J

3.2. Some geometrical aspects of Delaunay triangulations. In this part we are going
to study some geometrical aspects of Delaunay triangulations. Let x,y € R? and construct
a path y(x,y) := (v1,..., vx) in D connecting v(x) to v(y) as follows: set vy := v(x); if
vy # v(y) let vy be the (almost-surely) unique nearest neighbor of v; such that the edge
of C,, that is perpendicular to the line segment [vy, vy| cross [x,y]; given v; with [ > 1,
if v; # v(y) then we set v;y; to be the (almost-surely) unique nearest neighbor of vy,
different from v;_y, such that the edge of Cy, that is perpendicular to [v;, v;41] cross [X,y];
otherwise we set k := [ and the construction is finished. We denote |y(0, né})| the number
of edges in (0, ney).

For z € R? and L > 0 let
Bl =Lz +[-L/2,L/2

For n > 0 consider the set &, composed of edges (v,v) € D, with C, N Bl # 0 or
C; NBL # 0 for some z € [0, ney]. We denote |E,| the number of edges in &,.

Lemma 3.2. There exists constants zj,c; > 0 such that for alln > 1,
P(|7(0,né1)| > zn) < e “*" whenever z > 2, (3.8)

and
P(|€n| > 2n) < e™*" whenever z > 2 . (3.9)

The proof of this lemma is performed through renormalization ideas developed in [21].
To avoid some repetitions we give a sketch of the proof and leave the details to the reader,
which can be filled by following the arguments in the proof of Proposition 2.2 in [21] (which
is exactly the proof in (BX)).

Proof of Lemma 2. For z € Z? and L > 0 divide a square box BZ into thirty-six
sub boxes of the same length, say By,...,Bss. We stipulate B is a full box if all those
thirty-six sub boxes have at least one Poissonian point (Figure B).

fffffffffffffffffffffffffffff

fffffffffffffffffffffffffffff

fffffffffffffffffffffffffffff

fffffffffffffffffffffffffffff

FIGURE 3. Renormalization: a full box
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We say that A := (B},,...,BL ) is a circuit of boxes if (zi,...,2;) is a circuit in Z?
(in the usual sense). Let A be the closed polygonal path composed by the line segments
connecting Lz; to Lz;;1, where j = 1,...,k — 1, together with [z;,2;]. To each circuit A

we associate two subsets of the plane: A denotes the interior of the bounded component
of R*\UF_; B while A will denote the interior of the bounded component of R*\A. Now,

assume that A := (ij)le is a circuit composed by full boxes. By Lemma 2.1 in [21], we
have the following geometrical property: if Cy, N A™ # () then C, C A™. One important
consequence of this is that the set of vertices used by (0, né}) or by &, are both contained
in the region R, limited by the smallest circuit of full boxes surrounding the line segment
[0, néy]. Therefore to show Lemma B2 is enough to prove the analog decay for the number

of Poissonian points in R, 2.

Notice that, since each box is full independently of each other and the probability that
it occurs goes to 1 when L goes to infinity, for a fixed large Ly > 0, the probability that
R,, contains more than zn boxes decays as e”“*" (see for instance Grimmet [g]).

Now, the number of points in R,,, say R, is the sum of independent Poisonian random
variables. This is less or equal to M,,, the maximum of the number of points in R over all
connected regions R intersecting at most m boxes the origin 0. Thus, on the event that
R, contains less than zn boxes, we have R, < M,,. On the other hand, M,, can be seen
as a Greedy lattice animal model and for such a model we can also show, for large ¢ > 0,
that the probability that M,, > ém decays as e~“" (Lemma 2.3 of [21]).

By cooking together the arguments in these two last paragraphs one obtains that the
probability that the number of points in R,, is greater than zn also decays as e~ ", for
some constant ¢ > 0 and sufficiently large z.

O

Let Tp denote the graph metric on D, i.e. for v,v € D,, Tp(v,Vv) is the minimum
number of edges that one path should pass to go from v to v. Notice that Tp(v, V) is the
first-passage time between v and v if one associates to each edge e the passage time value
1. For each A,B C R? we set Tp(A,B) to be the minimum of Tp(v, V) over all pairs v
and v such that C, N A # () and C; N B # (). By the shape theorem, we have:

Lemma 3.3. There ezists v € (0,00) such that almost surely

. Tp(A,ne + B)
lim =v
n—oo n

We notice that v does not depend either on A and B or on « € [0,27). One can also
see that, if we denote A = A(FF) the supremum of the support of F then

w(F) <E(r.)v < \v

2Recall that, by the Euler formula, the number of edges and vertices in a triangulation have the same
order.
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(one must assume that F is not concentrate in one point, which is the case since F is
continuous).

We shall also use the following lemma, which is (5.2) of Lemma 5.2 in [I4]:

Lemma 3.4. For & € (0,1) and r > 0 let A¢, be the event that there exists x € R?* with
x| < 2r and |x — v(x)| > 7¢. Then, for some constant ¢; > 0,

IP’(AS,T) < ¢ e

3.3. d-straightness of semi-infinite paths. Recall that for a € [0, 27) we have defined
that a self-avoiding path (x,,),>1, with vertices in R? and such that |x,| — oo when n — oo,

is a a-path if
lim " = ¢ .= (cosa,sina)
n—o00 |Xn|

and that a sufficient condition for a path (x,),>1 to be a a-path for some a € [0, 27) is
that, for some fixed § € (0,1) and ¢ > 0, and for large enough n

ang(X,, Xm) < [X,|7° whenever m > n

(0-straightness). A sufficient condition for §-straightness is given by the next lemma, which
is exactly Lemma 2.7 in [14]:

Lemma 3.5. If (x,)n is a sequence of points in R? with |x,| — oo when n — oo, and
such that for all large n

[Xns1 — Xp| < %0170 and d(x,, (X1, Xm]) < 1% |' 0 form >n,
then there exist a contant ¢ > 0 such that for all n sufficiently large,

ang(Xn, Xm) < ¢|x,|™° whenever m > n. (3.10)

We also consider the d-straightness property for trees (we have the tree of infection in
mind) as follows. For € € [0, 7) let

C(x,¢) := {y € R*\{0} : ang(y,x) < ¢}.
If 7 is a tree embedded in R?, for each pair v,v € T let R (v,?) be the set of all v € T

such that the unique path in 7 connecting v to v touches v. For § € (0,1), define that T
is d-straight at v if, for all but finitely many v € T,

Rowt (v, V) C v+ CF —v,c|v —v[?).

We say that a subset P of R? is omnidirectional if, for all M > 0, the set composed of
unit vectors v/|v| with v.€ P and |v| > M is dense in S'. The above lemma, which
is Proposition 2.8 in [I4], states that d-straightness implies existence of an asymptotic
orientation:

Lemma 3.6. Assume that T is a tree embedded in R?, whose vertex set is locally finite
but omnidirectional, and such that every vertex has finite degree. Assume further that for
some vertex v, T is §-straight at v. Then T satisfies the following:
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(1) Every semi-infinite path in T starting from v has an asymptotic orientation;

(2) For every o € [0,2m) there exist at least one semi-infinite path in T starting at v
and with asymptotic orientation .

(3) Every semi-infinite path (vy,)n>1 in T starting from v is -straight about its asymp-
totic orientation €, i.e. ang(vy, ) < c|v,|™° eventually.

4. SEMI-INFINITE GEODESICS AND THE BUSEMANN FUNCTION

4.1. Semi-infinite geodesics: existence. Recall that a path p = (vy,vy,...) in Dis a
semi-infinite geodesic if for all v;, vy € p, the path (v;,vji1, ..., Vi) is the unique geodesic
connecting v; to vi. Semi-infinite geodesics starting from v € D, and with asymptotic
orientation e are denoted p ().

Proposition 4.1. Let €2y be the event that for all semi-infinite geodesic p there exists
a = a(p) € [0,27) such that p is a a-path, and that for all o« € [0,27) and for all v € D,
there exists at least one geodesic starting from v and with asymptotic orientation '®. Under

L32), P(2) = 1.
The first step to show the existence of semi-infinite geodesics and its convergence is the

following result on the fluctuations of 7', which is exactly Corollary 1.1 in [21]:

Lemma 4.1. Under (L), for all k € (1/2,1) there exist constants 0, c; > 0 such that for
allr > 1 and s € [cy(log )Y, cor”]

P(|T(0,réy) — pr| > sr*) < e
The second step is to parallel Newman and Piza [I7] to prove that the control of the

fluctuations of T' can give the control of the fluctuations of a minimizing path connecting
0 to ré; about the line segment [0, ré;]|. Precisely, for £ € (0,1) let

Ct:={x € R? : d(x,[0,7¢]) <r°},

where [x, y] denotes the line segment connecting x to y and d(x, A) denotes the euclidean
distance between x and A C R2.

Lemma 4.2. For all £ € (3/4,1) there exist constants ¢, > 0 such that for all v > 1
P(p(0,ré1) € C5) < e
Proof of Lemma B2 Let k € (1/2,1), k € (k,1) and set & = (k+1)/2. Let
CH* = {x € RA\CS : d(x,CE) < r°}.
Denote by F,. the event defined by the following properties:

® Vo, Vi S C§
e for all edges e = (v, V) with |v| < 27 or |V] < 27 we have that |[v — V| < 7.
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Notice that F¥ C A¢,/3 (as in Lemma B4, and thus
P(FY) < cre T/

For each z € Z? consider the random variable
T, = max {T(z,v)}.

v=z|<1
We claim that, under ([TI), for some constants cs, c3 > 0

P(T, > 1) =P(To > r") < cpe™ " .

(4.11)

(4.12)

To see this, notice that Ty < Zeeé’l Te, Where &) is the set of edges e = (v, V) in D, with

Cy NB§ # 0 or Co N By # 0. By Lemma B2 E(exp(al&i])) < oo for some a > 0.
Combining this with assumption (I and the independence between the Poisson point

process and the passage time distribution, one obtains (E12).

Now,
[p(0,7¢1) Z CE]NF, C
[Fve D, NC* : T(0,v)+ T(v,rér) = T(0,r&)] C A(r),
where
A(r) == [3z € Z°NCL* : T(0,2) + T(z,réy) < T(0,7€)) + 2T,] .
Let
A(z,réy) == plz — réy| + plz| — plréy].

Thus

T7(0,z) 4+ T(z,ré1) <T(0,réy) + 271,
if and only if,
A(z,r&) < (T(0,r&)) — pr) + (p|z| — T(0,2))+
(nlz —ré\| = T(z,ré1)) + 2T,
This implies that A(r) C U3_yA;(r), where

A —
a) = (e znCis - 7, > 2Tl
A —
Ailr) = [Elz € 2’NCy* : [T(z,ré1) — plz —réy]| > %} ,
A —
Ay(r) = [F2 € 22N CE : |T(0,2) - plz|| = %} ,
2 1,¢ ~ - A(Z,'f’éi)
As(r) = [Fz € Z2NCH* : |T(0,ré)) — plréy|| > T] .

Combining this with ([I3]) one gets that
3

P(p(0,ré1) Z CF) < P(F7) + Y P(4(r)) .

J=0

(4.13)

(4.14)
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Notice there exist constants by, by > 0 such that for sufficiently large » > 0 and z €
Z* N CH¢ we have that

R41

bl,,ﬁ = b1T25_1 < A(Z, Téi) < bg’f’5 = b27’T ) (415>

and
rt < |z, |z —rey| < 2r. (4.16)

Together with Lemma (ET), (EETH) and (EZI6) yield that for some constant ¢; > 0
P(A;(r)) <e o’ (4.17)
Combining (@Il with (1), (EI2), and ([EID) one can finish the proof of this lemma.
U

For v € D, let T, be the union over all v € D, of the unique geodesic between v and v
(the tree of infection at v). Therefore, 7, is a tree spanning all D,. Thus, the third step
is to use Lemma and the concept of d-straightness for trees discussed before.

Proof of Proposition H.Il. Combining Lemma and Lemma B4 with the Borel-
Cantelli’s lemma, one has that for all § =1 — ¢ € (0,1/4), almost surely, the assumptions
of Lemma BH hold for all semi-infinite path (geodesic) (v;,),>1 in Ty. So, Ty, is d-straight at
v. Since, with probability one, a realization of the Poisson point process is omnidirectional,
together with Lemma this yields Proposition Bl

O

Remark 2. Let £ € (3/4,1). The almost sure (1 — &)-straightness of the tree of infec-
tion also implies that for all o € [0,27), if (v1,Va,...) i a semi-infinite geodesic with
asymptotic orientation €' then

ang(va, ') < c|vu[*!

for sufficiently large n.

4.2. Semi-infinite geodesics: uniqueness and coalescence. Concerning uniqueness
of semi-infinite geodesics we have:

Proposition 4.2. For a € [0,27) let Q3(a) be the event that for all v € D, there exists at
most one geodesic starting from v and with asymptotic orientation e'“. Assume only that
F is continuous. Then P(Q3(a)) =1

Proof of Proposition 2. For (k,l) € N?, let A,(k,l) be the event that Uy, € D, (or
equivalently, N, > [) and there exists two semi-infinite geodesics starting from v = Uy,

with asymptotic orientation e, and such that after v they do not intersect each other.
Thus,

()" C UpgpenzAalk, 1) .
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Now, semi-infinite geodesics starting from the same vertex are not allowed to cross each
other and, if a semi-infinite geodesics is caught between two semi-infinite geodesics with
the same asymptotic orientation ¢ then it must have the asymptotic orientation e’ (by
planarity). Therefore, if we denote by dy the degree of the site v = Uy then

{a €0,2m) : 1a,pp(w) =1} < dv(w).
(|A] is the cardinality of the set A). In particular, almost surely,

/ 1Aa(k,l)da =0 y
[0,2r)
and so, by Fubini’s theorem,

0= /[02W)P<(Q3(a)) >da B / (/[027r ! Qs(a) cda)dIP =
1 d dIP / / d dIP—O
/5‘2(/[;)727'( Z Aalld a Z 0,27) @D a

) (k) (k,1)

Consequently, there exists I C [0,27) with total Lebesgue measure so that for all a € I,
P(€25(cr)) = 1. Since P(Q3(c)) does not depend on «, this yields Proposition B2

O

The last result we require to construct the Busemann function is the coalescence behavior
of semi-infinite geodesics with the same asymptotic direction:

Proposition 4.3. For a € [0,27) let Q4(a) C Q3(a) be the event that for all v,v € D,,
if pv(@) and py(«) do exist (and are unique) then they must coalesce, i.e. there exists
c=c(v,v,a) € D, such that

pv(@) = p(v,c)Upc(a) and py(a) = p(v,c)U pe(a).
Assume only that F is continuous. Then P(Qu(a)) = 1.

We note that the almost sure statement in Proposition B3 is for fixed « € [0, 27). As we
will see later, almost surely, there exists a random direction 6 so that neither uniqueness nor
coalescence hold. Indeed, we will show (in part L)) that every branch of the competition
interface follows one of those random directions for which coalescence does not hold?®.

Let S(a) denote the union over all v € D, of py(a). Then S(a) is a forest with say
N(w) disjoint trees. Notice that, on [N(a) < 1] N Q3(c), there are no site disjoint semi-
infinite geodesic with asymptotic orientation e’®. So, Proposition will follow if we
prove that P(N(a) < 1) = 1. As noted by Licea and Newman [T5], in this set up we
can apply the Burton and Keanne [2] method. This method requires several steps which
we will be organized as independent claims. To state the first one, let § € Q (the set of
rational numbers) and x; = (z;(1), 2;(2)),%; = (Z;(1), 7;(2)) € Q* for i = 1, ..., j such that

3For more on the non coalescence of semi-infinite geodesics see Section 1.3 in [14]
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:51(2) < .- <z(2) and 7;(2) < --- < %(2). Assume further that z;(1) < —§ and that
z;(1) > 0. Denote by As(x1,...,X;j,X1, ..., X;) the event determined by the following:

at each Ds(x;) and Ds(X;) there is an unique vertex v; and Vv; respectively;
each e; = (v;, 7;) is an edge in D, and e; € py,(0);

after v;, py,(0) has vertices only with strictly positive coordinates;

all py,(0) are disjoint.

Claim 1. If

P(N(0) >2) >0
then
P(As(x1, X2, X3, X1, X2,X3)) >0,
for some 6 € Q and x;,%; € Q*,i=1,2,3.

Since Q is enumerable, if 0 < IP’(N(O) > 2) then there exist § € Q and x;, Xy, X;, Xy € Q?
such that
0< ]P)(A(;(Xl, X9, X1, 5(2)) .

Let ¢,, be the maximum between the second coordinate of x, and X, and let ¢, be the
minimum between the second coordinate of x; and x;. Consider the rectangle

Ry :=[—9,6] X (¢s —6,¢cn +9).
Let zg be the circumcenter of the rectangle Ry and let My be the vertical length of Ry.
For each | € Z set z; := zy + {M(0,1). Denote R; := 2z, + Rg and
A(l) = As(x, xb, %), L),

where X} := x; + 2, € R; and X! := x; + 2. Thus, P(A(l)) = P(A(0)). By the Fatou’s
lemma,
0 <P(A(0)) < P(limsup A(1)) < P( Uy, A(l) NA(ly)) .
!

Therefore, there are [, [, such that
0< IP’(A(ll) N A(lg)) )

Without lost of generality assume that [y < l5. We claim that, in this case, the geodesic
starting from Vl1 can not intersect either the geodesic starting from Vl1 or the geodesic
starting from V2 This is so because 0therw1se (by planarity) the geodesic starting at V1
would intersect the geodesic starting from V2 , which contradicts the definition of A(ly).
Thus,

A(l) N A(l) C As(xl xb B x %l %)
which yields Claim [II

The second step is given by the following claim: for m,k > 0 let F,, ; be the event that
some tree in S(0) touches a vertex in the rectangle

R o= {(z(1),2(2)) : 0 <z(1) <mand |z(2)] <k},
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but no other in
Q.. = {(x(l),x(Q)) cx(l) < m}\Rm,k.
Claim 2. If for some 6 € Q and x;,%; € Q2,7 = 1,2,3 we have
P(As(x1, X2, X3, X1, X2, X3)) > 0
then
P(Fnx) >0,
for some m, k > 0.

To prove this claim we shall use a local modification argument based on Lemma BTl
and we will divide this proof into two parts: in the first one we will assume that F has
unbounded support while in the second one we will assume that ' has bounded support.

Part 1: F has unbounded support. Let § € Q and x;, Xy, X3, X1, X2, X3 € Q? given
by Claim [l Let Ry := [=6, ] X [¢s — 0, ¢, + §], where ¢, be the maximum between the
second coordinate of x3 and X3 and let ¢, be the minimum between the second coordinate
of x; and x;. Denote by = the set of edges which cross the rectangle Ry and the vertical
coordinate axis. Then e; := (v;,V;) € = for all configurations in As(x;,Xs, X3, X1, X3, X3)
(recall that x; € Cy, and %; € Cy,).

Define the event B, by those configurations such that for all e = (vq,vy) € = there
exists v with connecting v; to vy, with ¢(y) < A, but not using edges in =. Since

lim P(B,) =1,

A—00

we can choose a sufficiently large A > 0 such that
P(Ag(xl,XQ,x3,)~(1,)~(2,)~<3)ﬂB)\) > 0. (418)

Now we apply Lemma Bl To do so define W(w), a random element of K, by the
following procedure: given w € € set

W(W) = ((kjvljvnﬁmj))j:l q

.....

by ordering all (k,l,m,n) (according to [EH)) so that e(w) = (Upy(w), Unna(w)) € E(w)
and 7o < A. Thus W is an ordered representation of the indexes of the edges e € = with
To < A

For each I € K let
Ry :=(\,4+00)! C Qy =RY,
and let
A= Ag(Xl, X9, X3, 5(1, 5(2, 5(3) N B)\
(given by (EIH)). Since F has unbounded support, P;(R;) > 0 for all I € K. By Lemma
BT, there exist a measurable ®(A) C ®(A).

Now consider a configuration @ € ®(A) C ®(A). By definition, there exists I € K,

wi € O, wy € Q and @ € R; such that @ (w1,@2) and (wy,wq) € A. Since wy
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and @y concern only travel times which are associated to I and wy < @y (considering the
canonical order in R?), the paths py,(0)(w;,ws) for i = 1,2,3 remain disjoint geodesics,
with asymptotic orientation €7, for the configuration @ = (wy,@3). By the same reason,
@ € By. On the other hand, since @y € Ry, we have that for all e € =, 7.(©) > A and
thus no geodesic could have an edge in Z. Therefore ®(A) C F,, x, where k := max{c, ¢, }
and m := 6 + max{Z(1), Z(1), Z3(1)}. Since P(A) > 0, we also have that 0 < P(®(A)) <
P(ka), which yields Claim Pl when F has unbounded support.

Part 2: F has bounded support. Consider again § € Q and x1, Xg, X3, X1, X2, X3 € Q?
given by Claim [l Let é; := (0,1), ¢,, :== (0,¢,) and ¢, := (0,¢;). For ¢, > 0 and m > 0,
let

Qm7g = mf?l + [—€m€2, €§2]

and let BSF be the event that for every z € [cq, ¢,] and every u € Q,,, ¢,

T(z,u) < (u+e)m. (4.19)
By the shape theorem, we have that for any ¢ > 0 and for sufficiently small €,
lim P(Bg) =1. (4.20)
m—o0

Denote by Cy, , the event that for each i = 1,2,3, py,(0) touches the hyperplane with
direction €, and containing (0,m) for the first time (coming from v;) within the vertical
segment Q,, . Since all those geodesics are 0-paths,

lim P(Cf,) =1 (4.21)

m—0o0

for all € > 0.

For m,k > 0 let C,, ; denote the event that for each i =1,2,3, py,(0) does not intersect
the region consisting of points (z(1),z(2)) € R? such that (1) € [0,m] and |z(2)] > k.
Thus, for any fixed m > 0,

lim P(ka) =1 (4.22)

k—o0

(by the same reason to obtain (EZII)).

Let x,y € R? and recall the definition of the path v(x,y) given in Section Bl (part B2).
By Lemma B2

lim P(|v(0,né)| > cin) =0, (4.23)
n—oo

for some contant ¢; > 0. We also have considered the graph metric 7p and, by Lemma
SIS

hIIl TD([c37 Cn]v Qm,g) - (424)

n—00 m

For each ¢« = 1,2,3, let p; denote the piece of py,(0) between v; and the first time it
intersect [mé, — émes, méy + émes), say at the point u;. For z € [cq, ¢, and u € Q. ¢,
let ¢(z,u) be the path connecting z to u, which first moves vertically by using v(z, vy),
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then follows pi, then moves vertically again by using v(uy,u). Thus, on the intersection
between Aj(x1,X2, X3, X1, X2,X3), CF,, Cn i and BgS, we have that

t(gb(z,u)) = t(V(Z>V1)) + t(pl) + t(v(ul, u)) <

Ay(cs, €n)| + (1 + €)m + Ay(mey — émes, mey + émey)| . (4.25)

We also have that, by [E23) and E24) (since u(F) < A(F)v), there exists €, € > 0 such
that for all € < ¢g, € < €,
lim P(D(X e€) =1. (4.26)

m—ro0

where D(\, €, €) is the event that
Av(cs, €p)| + (1 + €)m + Ay(méy — émeés, mey + émes)|
< (A=) Tp([cs; Cnl, Qmee) -
Let ) )
A = As(x1,X2, X3, X1, X2, X3) N Cy, N Crue N BN D(A €, €).

Combining ([A20) with [EZT), [E2ZJ) and EZG), we get that P(A) > 0 for sufficiently
small ¢ > 0 and € > 0 and for sufficiently large m > 0 and £ > 0. Notice that for all

configurations in A, and every z € [c,, ¢,] and u € Q,,,; we must have that
T(z,u) <t(d(z,u)) < (A= €)Tp([cs, Cul, Q) - (4.27)

Now we are able to use Lemma Bl again. Let = be the set of edges in the interior of the
region bounded by p1, ps, [cs, €,] and Qe Define W(w) as follows: given w € € we set

Wi(w) = ((kj, ljomyong))

by ordering all (k,1,m,n) (according to (BH)) so that e(w) = (Ury(w), Unn(w)) € E(w)
with 7o < A — €. So W represents the indexes of the edges e € = with 7. < A — €. For
each I € K, let Ry := (A —¢,\)? C Q; and take A above defined. Since F(A —¢€) < 1 then
P;(R;) > 0. Thus, by Lemma (B]) there exists a measurable ®(A) C ®(A).

Pick a configuration @ = (wy,ws) € ®(A). By using the same argument we have done
for the other case, one can see that the paths pg,(0)(wy,ws) for i = 1,3 remain disjoint
geodesics, with asymptotic orientation €;, for the configuration @w. The same holds for
puy(0) and for the inequality (Z27). On the other hand, by (E=Z7), no path p connecting
z € [cs,¢y) to u € Q¢ that is entirely containing in the region E can be a geodesic for
the configuration w because, otherwise,

T(Z7 u) = t(p) > <)\ - €>TD([Csa Cn]7 Qm,é) .
This allows us to conclude that
D(A) C ©(A) C Fp

(with m, k > 0 given by the definition of A). Since P(A) > 0 we have that 0 < P(®(A)) <
P(Fm,k), which yields Claim P when F has bounded support.
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The third and last step is:
Claim 3. IP’(ka) =0 for all m,k > 0.

In fact, consider a rectangular array of non-intersecting translates R ; of the basic
rectangle R, = RY, k and of Q, = QO indexed by z € 72, and also consider the
corresponding event F7, ;. Notice that if F% , and F7, , occur, then the corresponding trees

in §(0) must be dlSJOlIlt Thus, if Ny is the number of z € [0, L]? such that F72 , occurs,
then
N, < |{ edges crossing the boundary of [0, L]*}|.

However, by Lemma B2 the expected value of the number of edges crossing the boundary
of [0, L)? is of order L. By translation invariance,

E(NL) = HLP(FM7]€),
where 7y, is the number of rectangles R7, , intersecting [0, L]?. Since ny is of order L?, the
assumption IP’(ka) > 0 leads to a contradiction.
Now we are able to prove Proposition B3

Proof of Proposition Combining Claim [[l with Claim Pl and Claim Bl one obtains

P(N(o) <1) =P(N(0) <1)=1. (4.28)
By noticing that Q3 N [N(a) < 1] C Q4(a) one can see that Proposition B3 follows from
Proposition 22 together with (2J).

O

4.3. Existence and asymptotics for the Busemann function. The idea to prove
Theorem B is to combine existence, uniqueness and coalescence of semi-infinite geodesics
in a fixed direction e to show that if z, — oo along this direction then for sufficiently
large n we have

T(X> Zn) - T(y> Zn) = T(X’ C) - T(y> C) )
where c¢ is coalescence point in direction e’ (Proposition EE3)). We begin by introducing
what we mean by convergence of paths. Assume that (v,),>0 is a sequence of finite

paths with vertices in R?, and for each n > 0 denote v, = (z8,z,.. .,z1). We define
that 7, converges to a semi-infinite path v = (xg,x; ...), and we write v = lim, . Vn,
if for all k& > 1 there exists n, > 1 so that v, = (xo,X1,..., Xk, 2}, ,...,2; ) for all

n > ng. For each sequence (z,),>o of vertices in R? with |z,| — oo and z € R? we denote
I1(z, (2,)n>0) the set of all semi-infinite paths p so that there exists a subsequence (n;);q
with lim; o p(2, 2,;) = p.

1 has the asymptotic

Lemma 4.3. Let ; be the event that, for all a € [0,27), if (Zn)n>
Zy)n>1) 1S semi-infinite
1.

orientation € then: i) I1(z, (2,)n>1) # 0; ii) every p € I(z, (
geodesic with the asymptotic orientation ¢**. Under ([I1), P(Ql)
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Proof of Lemma Let T be the tree with vertex set U,>1p(z,2,) and oriented
edges (u,v) € D, (in the Delaunay triangulation) so that p(z,u) C p(z,v). Notice that
T is an infinite tree. Since every vertex in the Delaunay triangulation has finite degree,
the same is true for the vertices in 7. Therefore, by a standard compactness argument,
H(z, (Zn)nzl) # (). To show that every p € H((Zn)n21) has the asymptotic orientation
e consider D C S! as in the proof of Theorem [l By Proposition EZIl and Proposition
2, almost surely, for all 3 € [0,27) such that e?® € D there exists an unique semi-infinite
geodesic starting from v(z) and with asymptotic orientation ¢?’, which we have denoted by
p2(B). Now, let By, 3, € [0, 27) such that €1, ¢ € D. Assume further that, by following
the counter-clokwise orientation of S!, the unit vector e’ is in between the unit vectors
e’ and €2, Notice that the paths p,(31) and p,(82) bifurcate at some point v and have
no further points in common. On the other hand, (z,),>o has the asymptotic orientation
e, Therefore, once k is large enough, p(z,z;) should be in between p,(51) and p,(532),
and thus the same is true for any limit p. Since D is dense in S', it follows that p has the
asymptotic orientation e*.

O

Proof of Theorem [Bl Consider the intersection between €2; (path convergence, Lemma
E3) and Q4(cr) (coalescence and uniqueness of semi-infinite geodesics, Proposition E3).
In this case, if (2z,),>1 has the asymptotic orientation e’® then lim,, . p(X,z,) = px(a).
Together with coalescence, this yields that for x,y € R? there exists ¢ = c(x,y,a) € D,
and ng > 0 such that

p(x,2,) = p(x,¢) Up(c,z,) and p(y, z,) = p(y,c) U p(c, z,)
for all n > ng, which implies that
T(x,z,) — T(y,z,) =T (x,¢) —T(y,c)
for all n > ny.

O
Proof of Theorem M. Let H® be the hyperplane that pass through a, := a,e'® and réj,
where a, = r/cosa. Let x, be the crossing point between the linear interpolation of pg(«)
and H? that maximizes the distance from a,. We claim that

—T(re1,0) < H*(re1,0) < T(réy, x,.) — T(x,,0). (4.29)
The left-hand side of ([29) follows directly from the triangle inequality for 7', since
H(re1,0) = T(x,c,) — T(y,c,) (as in the proof of Theorem B). To show the right-
hand side, notice that if x, € p(0, c,) then ¢, € p(0,x,) which implies that c, € p(réy, x,).
Thus

H%(réy,0) =T(rey,c,.) —T(0,c,) =T (re1,x,) — T'(x,,0).
If x, € p(0,c,) then
T(0,c.) =T(0,%x,) + T (x,,¢C;) .
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Consequently,
H®(réy,0) =T(ré\,c,) —T(0,¢c,) = (T(réy, c,) — T(c,, %)) —T(0,%,). (4.30)
Since (again the triangle inequality)
T(réy,c,) —T(c.,x,.) <T(réy,x,),
E30) yields ([E29).

Now,
T(re1,x,) —T(x.,0) =

(T, %) — plrés — a]) (= 1))
—|—(,u|a,,| —T(XT,O)) ( = 12(7’))

ulré — ay| — pla] ( - Ig(?“)).

By Remark [ if we pick £ € (3/4,1) then for some constant ¢ > 0, almost surely, |x,—a,| <
cré for sufficiently large . On the other hand, by the triangle inequality,

|T(x,,rée1) —T(a,,re1)| < T(x,,a,) and |T(x,,0) — T(a,,0)| < T(x,,a,).

Thus
I T(re r) ¢ — T . maxi, cr T A, Z
lim sup [ 11(r)] < lim sup [ T(ré1, a,) — plrér — a.| + lim sup |z—a|< T )}
r—00 r r—00 r r—00 r
and
I (0 r) T maX|z—a,.|<cr T A, Z
oy 2O o 10,20 —plal] | el Ta 7))
r—00 r r—00 r r—oo r

Combining Lemma Al with translation invariance one gets that for all € > 0
ZIP’(|T(7’€1,aT) — plrér — a,|| > er) < oo and ZPOT(O,aT) — play|| > er) < oo
r>1 r>1

Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli’s lemma,

[T'(réy,ar) — plrér — a || 70, a,) — plav|

lim sup =0 and limsup =0.

r—00 r r—00

In [21] (Lemma 4.3 there) it is proved that, for some constants co, zg > 0, if © > z then
P(T(0,z) > z|z|) < e~

By noticing that, with high probability, the number of vertices belonging to a ball of radius
cré is of order %, one can get that, for all € > 0,

ZIP’ ( max {T(0,2)} > er) < oco.

=1 |z|<cré
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Thus, together with the Borel-Cantelli’s lemma (and translation invariance), this yields

max|,_a, <cré17'(ar, 2) }

lim sup =0
r—00 r
Consequently,
I I
lim sup [4(r)] = lim sup |2(r) =0.
r—00 T r r
Since
. I3(r) sina — 1 oS (v
lim =pu = —py—
r—oo T COoS (v 1+sina
we finally have that
lim T(réy,x,) —T(x,,0) — cosa_
=00 r 1+ sina

Together with (E24)), this yields Theorem Hl

4.4. Competition versus coalescence. In this section we give a sketch of the proof of
the statements in Remark [l Let ¢ := (21, 2o, ...) be a branch of the competition interface.
Thus this branch marks the boundary between two different species, say j; and j5. Assume
further that if one moves along z,,%,1,... then on the right hand side we always see
species j; while on the left hand side one see species jo. By Theorem [0 this branch has
the direction e? for some 6 = 0(yp). For [ = 1,2, let (v}),>1 be the sequence of vertices in
D, N By, , so that the tile C,: has an edge boundary that belongs to ¢ . Thus, we have

that v! has the asymptotic orientation €”(*) (since, by Lemma 4] the distance between
vl and the corresponding branch of the competition interface is small if compared with
|Vi|). Together with Lemma EZ3 this yields that there exists a subsequence (1, )m>1 and a

semi-infinite geodesic p;, with asymptotic orientation 6(p), so that p(x;, vl ) — p;. Since

p(x;,v!) is a geodesic connecting two points in By, (00), we have that p(x;, vi) C By, (o0)

and thus p; C By, (00).

Consequently, we have two geodesics p; and py with the same orientation ), but
which do not coalesce (because p; C an for [ = 1,2). By Proposition B3], this occurs with
zero probability which shows the first statement of Remark [I.

By Remark B for all £ € (3/4,1), p1 and ps are (1 — £)-straight about its asymptotic
orientation ¢?(¥). Since ¢ is caught between p; and p,, this also implies that ¢ is (1 —

¢)-straight about its asymptotic orientation ¢?(*), which shows the second statement of
Remark [T
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