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Abstract Let S, be a simple random walk (SRW) defined on Z3. We con-
struct a stochastic process from S,, by erasing loops of length at most N¢,
where o € (0,00) and N is the scaling parameter that will be taken to in-
finity in determining the limiting distribution. We call this process the N
loop erased walk (N® LEW). Under some assumptions we will prove that for
0<a< ﬁ, the limiting distribution is Gaussian. Here ( is the intersection
exponent of random walks in Z3. For a > 2 the limiting distribution is equal
to the limiting distribution of the loop erased walk.

Key Words Loop erased walk, N* loop erased walk


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0411551v1

1. INTRODUCTION

A loop erased walk (LEW) is a stochastic process constructed from the sim-
ple random walk (SRW) by erasing paths that lead to the formation of loops.
G. Lawler has proven that the limiting distribution of LEW in Z¢,d > 4 is
Gaussian (see [L1]). The low dimensional cases remain open. It is conjec-
tured, however, that it is non-Gaussian.

In this paper we consider a stochastic process constructed from the SRW in
Z3 by erasing loops using only finite memory. At each step the first N loops
will be erased (see section 2 for the definition of N loops). Here a € [0, 0o,
and N is a scaling parameter which will be taken to co in determining the
limiting distribution of LEW. We call this process the N LEW. Note that
a = 0 is the case of SRW and a = oo is that of LEW. Under some as-
sumptions we will prove that the N* LEW has a Gaussian distribution for
0<a< ﬁ, where ( is the intersection exponent of random walks in Z3.
For o > 2 we will show that the N LEW has the same limiting distribution
as the original LEW. It can be implied from our work that if there is a critical
1

point . then it must be between % and 2. The existence of o, and the
1

behavior of the N loop erased walk for T <a< 2 remain open.
2. The N* LOOP ERASED WALK
Let A = [S;, Si+1,...S;] be a segment of a path of an SRW. We say that A

forms an N® loop if S; = S; and 0 < |i—j| < N for some fixed N and a.
Let 0,(0) = sup{y : S(j) = 0,|j] < N}, and for i > 0 0,(i) = sup{j >
0a(i—1):8(j) = S(oa(i—1)+1),|j—0a(i—1) =1 < N*}. We define the
N® LEW by 5™ = S(04(7)). From now on we write o (i) for o, (7). However,

sometiems we expilicitly write o, (i) to indicate to the reader the dependence
§()
of o(i) on a. Our goal is to find limy_,« SNLW, for some 7 in Z3. We say

that n belongs to an N® loop if 3¢ and j such that ¢ < n < j with S; =
S; and |i — j| < N®. For each n we say n is N loop free if n does not
belong to an N* loop. Suppose n is N loop free. Then loop erasing before
n and after n are independent. If n is N loop free, then n is not erased.
However the converse is not in general true. In order to analyze the behavior
of gj(VN) for large N we need to investigate how many steps of the SRW
remain after the first N loops have been erased. Note that we may still
have some small loops remaining after the first N loops have been erased.



However, the algorithm to generate S, only requires finite memory depending
on n. Let po(j) = i if 0y < j < 0441. Then,p,(o(i)) = i, od(pa(j)) < j.
Let Y, = 1 if o(i) = n for some ¢ > 0, and Y,, = 0 otherwise. Then
p(n) = 7, Y; is the number of points remaining of the first n points after
the first N loops are erased. Let a, o, = E(Y, ) be the probability that the
n'" point is not erased. For the asymptotic behavior of p,(N), we have,

Theorem 2.1 For 0 < a < legv K,O‘a(fvv) — 1 in probability as N — co.

G. Lawler proved analogous results in higher dimensions for @ = oo (see
[L1]). Our next result is about the limiting distribution of the N LEW. Let
Fy be defined by Fy = [04(NV)aes, ()] Here by [-] we mean the greatest
integer function. Then we have,

Theorem 2.2 (a) S% — @, where ® is a normal random variable.
(b) Suppose ay,q ~ const - N~ for some q > 0. Let 7y = N~9(1=9_ Then
75"“%*/;’\’ — .

Clearly, ¢ satisfies 0 < ¢ < a(. However, we were unable to prove the exis-

tence of ¢. For a sufficiently large o we have,
Theorem 2.3 Let cy = (E(|S5,w)[*)"? and dy = (E(|Se,,[*)"2

Suppose that 272 op S%V) converge in distribution. If o > 2, then
limpy 00 &'CQ—J\(;N) = limy_eo &%\’), in distribution. Here o(N) = 0,(N) with a =
00.

3. PROOFS

For 0 < j < k < oo, we denote by Z(j, k) the indicator function of the event
"there is no N® loop free point between j and k including 7 and k”.

Lemma 3.1 There exist constants c¢;, co such that if 8 > «, then E(Z(k —
NP E)) < ¢rem2N"™

Proof: From Theorem 1.1 of [L2] it follows that there is a ¢z such that in
the interval [k — 4N°| the probability of an N® loop free point is at least cs.



Consider now an interval I of length N® divided into iN A= small intervals
of length 4N“. Then the probability of no N loop free point in I is bounded
by (1 — ¢3)1V°™" which can be written in the form ¢;e—e2V""™

Suppose that for some k, where 0 < k < N, N® loops are erased only on
S|k, 0), so that Sy is considered to be the origin. Let Yy be the probability
that Sy is not erased in this procedure. Clearly E(Yyi) = an—_g. Now
suppose 0 < k < N — NP, for some 8 < 1 and Z(N — N?, N) = 0. Then
it can be shown that Yy = Yn, and hence by Lemma 3.1, |axy — anyi| <
P{Yxn # Yni} < E(Z(N — N?,N)) < ¢;e==N""" Thus, for N < k < N,

lar — ay| < cre= N T < clay NN ™® (1)

Proof of Thm 2.1 For each N, choose 0 < jp < 71 < Jo < ... < jm = N,
such that j; — ji_1 ~ N'7¢7% wuniformly in i. Then m ~ N®¢9. Erase
loops on each interval [j;, j;+1] separately. Let Y} be the indicator function
of the event 7Sy is not erased in this finite loop-erasing”. Let Ky = [0, 0],
and ¢ > §. Then, for i = 1,...,m, define the intervals K; and K, by
Ki = [ji_N1—2o¢C—517ji]’ KZI = [ji,ji+N1_2a<_El]. Let RZ‘, 1= 1, .oy, be the
indicator function of the event {3 no N® loop free point in K or in K;4;}.
Note that R; = 0 if and only if IN® loop free point in K; and in K;,,. Thus
if j;+ N2 <k < i — N2 and R; = 0, thenY), = Y. Therefore
for a sufficiently large N,

13"V, = Y| <2NtTecratt L oNiei Nt R (2)
k )
Let A\=1—2a( — ¢; — a. Then,
1
P{}. R > [N} < Aeye2N? o=y (3)

Since € is arbitrary, for o < Tl2c> A > 0 and the right side of (3) goes to 0

as N — oo. Let now e, << min{e; — &; 2}. Then using (2) we get

P(Y Y- Vi > Ne¢e) < PR, > izvé—ﬁz}. ()
k i



Put 6 — e = 7. Then (4) goes to 0 by (3). From (4) it follows that
NaN S Yi— Y, — 0in probability. We can write > Ve=1+ > X, where

X, are the independent random variables, X; = ibz_jli,l Y. Then, using (3)
and Chebyshev’s Inequality, we can show, m >k Y, — 1 in probability.
k

From (3) and Lemma 3.1 follows that E(XY_Y}) ~ Nay, completing the
proof of the theorem.

Propositon 3.1 Let (V) = 0,(N) be defined as in section 2. Then
(a) % — 1 in probability as N — oc.

(b) Assume ay ~ = for some ¢ > 0 and let 7py ~ M ~9/(179,

Then Z TM — 1 in probability as M — oo.

U(Mt)%(Mt)
My

converges to 1 a.s.for any sequence M, > t*. By Theorem 2.1 3Q" C Q
such that P(Q') = 1 and 5 Nt) —1 =0, Yw € Q. Let N, be a sequence

such that Nt’ > t5. Then for a ﬁxed t there exists a sequence &; such that
£ < N, < (& +1)%. Note that ¢t < &. For w €
pa(€)((& + 1%ay) ™ < pal V) (Niay)) ™ < pal6e + 1" (Gay) ™" (5)

By Theorem 2..1 and (2) the upper and lower bounds of this inequality con-
verge to 1 in probability. Substituting o(M,) for N, gives M;(o(M;)asar,)) ™ —
1

Proof of (a): Let s > 0 be a constant. It suffices to prove that

Proof of (b) From (a) we have o(M;)ayu,)(M;)™* — 1. By assumption,
%W — 1. Therefore, U(]l\;[ff(jg — 1,as t — oo. Since this holds for all

M, > t5, o(N)(NY(I=0)=1 1 in probability. By Proposition 3.1a, 207

a(N)
% — 1 in probability. This and Proposition 3.1a imply a,)(7y) " —

1 in probability. Using Prop.3.1a again, we get, o(N)7y(N)~! — 1 in probability.
Hence [04(N)ag, v)](N)~" — 1 in probability.

Proof of Thm 2.2 The proof of Theorem 2.2 follows from Theorem 3.1 and
Proposition 3.1.

Theorem 3.1 Let X; be iid. random variables with E(X;) = 0 and

bt



Var(X;) = 1. Let v, be p081tlve integer valued random variables such that
“2— ¢ in probability. Then ﬁ converges in distribution to a standard
normal random variable N

Proof of Thm 2.3 For each N, choose 0 < j; < jo... < Jp, satisfy-
ing j; — ji-1 ~ N N°*—N' < j; < N° Let X = Y, 1y, Then,
E(Z(N* — N',N*)) < c;e=N""". Consider the interval [0, N*] divided into
subintervals of length N*,t < 5. Then, P{p(N*®) < N*7!} < ¢ N*te=e2N""
awd PN < o(N') < PLNY < plo(N)} < oN—tean™

Let M = N*~*. Then, P{o(M) > M5} < (e;M)e e . We show the
L? norm of the difference of the N LEW and the LEW goes to 0. Let

Soa(N) o-(N)H 2\\30(1\7) Saa(N)H?

ey = max{cy, dy}. Then, ||~
Let § = {w €  : Ja loop between i and J 0<i < aa(N \z —j| > N°},

—{WEQ.Elaloopbetweenzandj0<z<0a() o(N) > N+, |i —
j| > N} and G = {w € Q : |M| > M}. Let Z be the indicator

S5 S S S
function defined on S. Then, ”(N)e—““v)”z = E(M I) =

X
Jo Beeel  7ap 4 —'Sg(m 72200 74P, Then Ve > 0 3 M, such that
VM > Mo,fG M IdP < ¢, if M > M,. Consider now the sec-
ond summand with M = My, Jge B0 =00l 7ap < M2 [ Tdp = M2 -

eN

Elye+Ely < M3 - {Elr} +aN* eV ™} o M2 SNTT 5050 v ol 4
s—2t4+3a/2

Nt < MQ(JJVVZ/; + e N5~te=2N""") For o > 2 there exist s and ¢ such

that the last term goes to 0.
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