arXiv:2409.00995v1 [math.PR] 2 Sep 2024

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS

BY CHENXU HAO^{1,a}, XINYI LI^{2,b}, IZUMI OKADA^{3,c} AND YUSHU ZHENG^{4,d}

1School of Mathematical Sciences, Peking University, ahaochenxu@pku.edu.cn

2Beijing International Center for Mathematical Research, Peking University, bxinyili@bicmr.pku.edu.cn

3Department of Mathematics and Informatics, Faculty of Science, Chiba University, ciokada@math.s.chiba-u.ac.jp

4Academy of Mathematics and Systems Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, dyszheng666@gmail.com

On the trace of a discrete-time simple random walk on Zd for d ≥ 2, we consider the evolution of favorite sites, i.e., sites that achieve the maximal local time at a certain time. For d = 2, we show that almost surely three favorite sites occur simultaneously infinitely often and eventually there is no simultaneous occurrence of four favorite sites. For d ≥ 3, we derive sharp asymptotics of the number of favorite sites. This answers an open question of Erdős and Révész (1987), which was brought up again in Dembo (2005).

1. Introduction. Let (S_n)_{n≥0} be a discrete-time simple random walk on the integer lattice Z^d for d ≥ 1. We write ξ(x, n) = #{0 ≤ j ≤ n : S_j = x}; ξ^∗(n) := sup_{y∈Zd} ξ(y, n) for the local time of site x at time n and maximal local time at time n, respectively.

There is a considerable amount of interest and a huge literature on the asymptotics of ξ^∗(n) (as well as its counterpart for continuous-time random walk) and the distribution of thick points (also called α-favorite points, which are sites that achieve at least a proportion of the maximal local time). Erdős and Taylor (1960) (see [16]) gave sharp bounds on ξ^∗(n) for d ≥ 3 and derived up-to-constants bounds for d = 2, with upper bound conjectured to be appropriate. Nearly forty years later, the seminal work [8] by Dembo, Peres, Rosen and Zeitouni confirmed this conjecture, which states lim_{n→∞} ξ^∗(n) (log n)^2 = 1 π a.s.,

(1.1)

for d = 2 and also established the growth exponent of thick points. Later on, Rosen gave in [28] a random walk proof of this conjecture (see also [6] for a refinement of this argument). The link between local time of random walk and Gaussian free field (which corresponds to log-correlated when d = 2) sheds deeper insight on this subject. Another proof of the Erdős-Taylor conjecture was given in [19] exploiting this link with GFF. In [26], one of the authors of this work derived the growth exponents of pairs of thick points. In [21], Jego identified the scaling limit of the occupation measure of thick points of random walk as the supporting measure of thick points of Brownian motion, first constructed in [2] partially and later extended to the full range of parameters in [1]. A very precise conjecture was also made in [20] on the finer asymptotics of ξ^∗(n) (see (1.4) for the exact statement) and the structure of near-favorite sites of 2D random walk. It was partially shown by [29]. We also mention that results of the same flavor have been established on regular trees; see [5].

MSC2020 subject classifications: Primary 60F15, 60J55. Keywords and phrases: Random walk, local time, favorite site. 1

For any n ≥ 0, we denote by

K^{(d)}(n) := { x ∈ Z^d : ξ(x, n) = ξ^∗(n) }

the set of favorite sites at time n. A major direction of research is the cardinality of K^{(d)}(n). A classical question of Erdős and Révész [13, 14] reads as follows: (1.2) Can #K^{(d)}(n) = r occur infinitely often for r ≥ 3 and d ≥ 1? For d ≥ 3, the answer is positive: Erdős and Révész themselves showed in [15] that a.s. #K^{(d)}(n) = r i.o. for any r ∈ Z^+. When d = 1, it was proved (first for favorite edges in [31] and later for favorite sites in [30]) that a.s. #K^{(1)}(n) ≤ 3 eventually^1 and it remained open for a long time whether #K^{(1)}(n) = 3 i.o.. Much later, Ding and Shen showed in [11] that this is indeed the case. A similar result also exists for favorite edges (see [18] for more details). We also refer readers to [25] for a survey on favorite sites.

In this work, we will give a complete answer to the open question (1.2) of Erdős and Révész by characterizing the asymptotic behavior of #K^{(d)}(n) for d ≥ 2.

For d = 2, we show that the number of favorite sites has the same behavior as the d = 1 case (note that trivially lim inf_{n→∞} #K^{(d)}(n) = 1).

THEOREM 1.1. (d = 2) Almost surely,

lim sup n→∞ #K^{(2)}(n) = 3.

For d ≥ 3, we greatly refine the result in [15]: we derive the following sharp asymptotics of #K^{(d)}(n).

THEOREM 1.2. (d ≥ 3) Almost surely,

lim sup n→∞ #K^{(d)}(n) log log n = − 1 log γ_d , where γ_d := P[S_n ≠ S_0, ∀n ≥ 1], which is the probability that a simple random walk never returns to the starting point.

We also mention that in the proof of Theorem 1.1, through refining the argument of [28], the following lower deviation of ξ^∗(n) is derived, which improves upon (1.1) and is of independent interest.

PROPOSITION 1.3. For any δ > 0, there exist constants C = C(δ) > 0, such that

(1.3) P ( ξ^∗(n) < 1 π (log n)^2 − (log n)^{8/5+δ} ) < Ce^{− exp((log n)3/5)}.

Compared to conjecture in [20], which reads (under our setup) as

(1.4) √ ξ^∗(n) − 1 √ π log n + 1 √ π log log n^{law}−→ Gumbel^∗,

where Gumbel^∗ stands for (plausibly a mixture of) Gumbel distribution, this bound is rather crude and most likely further improvable with some extra effort, but sufficient for our use.

1We say that a sequence of events (An)n≥1 occurs eventually, if lim infn→∞ 1A_n = 1.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 3

We now briefly comment on the strategy of the proof. The lower bound of #K^{(2)}(n) follows from the observation that at the first (favorite) site of local time m is created^2, which we denote by T^1_m (typically ≈ exp( √ πm) := n), with high probability the random walk creates another site with local time m within the next n steps. For this site to become the second favorite site, the probability cost is almost that of the random walk to avoid the first favorite site during n steps, which is of order m^{−1/2}. The analysis of the cost of creating a third favorite site is similar. One then applies generalized second Borel-Cantelli lemma to conclude that three favorite sites occur infinitely often.

The upper bound of #K^{(2)}(n) is much more delicate. To bound the probability of seeing extra favorite sites, we investigate ξ(·, T^k_m), k = 1, 2, 3, the local time profile at the creation of the first three (favorite) sites of local time m. The key idea is that with high probability, there cannot be too many near-favorite sites (with local time close to m), which can serve as candidates for future favorite sites of local time m. Once we have good control over the number, location and the local time gap of such candidate sites, we can use classical hitting probability bounds to calculate the cost of producing extra favorite sites.

A crucial observation that enables us to carry out this program lies in the decomposition of local time profile into the local (≈lazy) and external (≈non-lazy) parts: if we were looking at a lazy random walk, then conditioned on the profile of the non-lazy local time, the lazy local time of a certain site depends only on the non-lazy local time of that site, and this conditional law is explicit. This observation allows us to modify independently the local time of a certain site and calculate precisely the cost of such operations. Similar but weaker properties exist for simple random walk, where we regard numbers of two-step excursions in a certain direction as lazy local time. As a result, we are only able to manipulate half of the sites; see (2.13) and (2.14) for more details. To overcome this, in Section 4.2 we group neighboring lattice points into pairs and work with such pairs instead.

We then apply three rounds of screening using different methods. In the first round, we apply Proposition 1.3 to produce a preliminary bound on the behavior of the lazy local time (see Proposition 4.5). We then use an analogy with the urn model (see Lemma 2.7) and the local time profile to produce a second screening (see Proposition 4.8). Finally, through the analogy with another variant of the urn model (see Lemma 2.8) we produce a bound (see Proposition 4.9) sufficient to control the occurrence of the fourth favorite site.

We also remark here that in the proof of upper bound we did not pursue a sharp control on the cost of seeing an extra favorite site. Heuristically speaking, Proposition 4.9 (see (4.8) for the definition of κ_1) indicates that when maximal local time is m, the cost is bounded by m^{−(1/3+c)} with some small c > 0, which is barely sufficient for the application of Borel- Cantelli but does not match the explicit lower bound m^{−1/2} from Section 4.1 at all.

Finally, we turn to Theorem 1.2. The key observation is that when d ≥ 3, thick points are formed in an independent fashion. In the proof, we use a quantitative bound (see (3.8) for precise statement) from [7] on the rareness of pairs of thick points to exclude possible pairs of favorite sites that are formed within a short period (see Lemma 3.2 for detail). We then use bounds on hitting probability of random walk and the Borel-Cantelli lemmas to derive precise asymptotics on the number of favorite sites.

REMARK 1.4. We now briefly discuss some open questions that spring from this work.

1. In a series of work [4, 24, 3], precise asymptotic escape rate of the elements of K^{(1)}(n) were derived. The transience of K^{(2)}(n) was established in [8] (transience of K^{(d)}(n) is trivial for d ≥ 3). It is then very natural to wonder how fast favorite sites escape to infinity in two dimensions.

2As we are going to see, there is considerable advantage in measuring the time elapsed by the growth of ξ∗(·), which we denote by m throughout this work, rather than the natural time n.

2. The proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.1 exploits the distinctive structure of the graph Z^2. However, we expect the same behavior for the asymptotics of favorite sites for all periodical planar lattices. Can one develop an argument which is more robust and works on all lattices (and more general walks)?

We now briefly discuss the organization of this work. Section 2 is dedicated to preliminaries, including various classical estimates on hitting and escape probabilities of random walk, decomposition of local time profiles and relevant calculations, as well as two versions of the urn model that serve as toy models in the analysis of the local time profile. Sections 3 and 4 contain the proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.1. Finally, we give the proof of Proposition 1.3 in the Appendix, as it is rather technical and relatively independent from other parts of this work.

Finally, let us explain the convention concerning constants and asymptotic relations. We denote by c, c^′, C and C^′ positive and finite constants whose values are universal (apart from dependence on d) and may change from line to line. Extra dependence of these constants upon other variables is marked at the first occurrence. If (a_n) and (b_n) are non-negative sequences, then, we write a_n ≲ b_n if there exists c > 0 such that a_n ≤ cb_n for all n and a_n ≍ b_n if a_n ≲ b_n and b_n ≲ a_n. For a sequence (a^′_n), we write a^′_n = O(b_n) if |a^′_n| ≲ b_n. For a sequence (c_n), we write c_n = o(b_n) if lim_{n→∞}^{bn}_{cn} = ∞.

Acknowledgement. HC is supported by China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (No. GZC20230089). IO is supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant-in-Aid for Early-Career Scientists (No. JP24K16931) (I.O.). XL is supported by National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2021YFA1002700 and No. 2020YFA0712900) and NSFC (No. 12071012). YZ is supported by China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (No. 2023000117).

2. Preliminaries. We start with general notation. For any l ∈ R, [l] stands for the largest integer less than or equal to l. On Z^2, we set e_1 = (1, 0), e_2 = (0, 1), e_3 = (−1, 0), and e_4 = (0, −1). Denote by

Z^2_e := {x = (x_1, x_2) ∈ Z^2 : x_1 + x_2 is even}, and Z^2_o := Z^2 \ Z^2_e

For x ∈ Z^d and r ∈ R^+ , we write D(x, r) = {z ∈ Z^d : |x − z| ≤ r} for the (discrete) ball of radius r centered at x.

We now turn to random walk. Recall that (S_n)_{n≥0} is a discrete-time simple random walk on the integer lattice Z^d, d ≥ 1, starting at S_0 = a and let P^a and E^a stand for the respective probability measure and expectation. We write P = P^0 and E = E^0 for short. We write S_{[i,j]} for the sub-path (S_i, S_{i+1}, ..., S_{j−1}, S_j). From time to time we also tacitly regard S_{[i,j]} as a subset of Z^d, when no confusion arises. We also write S_{(i,j)} = S_{[i+1,j−1]} for short. For A ⊂ Z^d, x ∈ Z^d, n ∈ N, we use H to denote the first hitting time. More precisely,

H_A := inf{k > 0 : S_k ∈ A}; H_x := H_{{x}}; H_{x,y} := H_{{x,y}}.

We also write H_A(n) = inf{k ≥ n : S_k ∈ A} − n for the first hitting time after time n. For a subset A ⊂ Z^2 and x, y ∈ Z^2, define the following Green’s function G_A(x, y) as G_A(x, y) = ∞∑ i=0 P^x(S_i = y, i < H_Ac ).

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 5

By Theorem 1.6.6 and Proposition 1.6.7 of [22], we have the following estimates for the Green’s function,

G_{D(0,R)}(x_0, 0) =

{_2

π log R + c_0 + O(R^{−1}) if x_0 = 0, 2 π log(R/ |x_0|) + O(|x_0|^{−1}) if x_0 ≠ 0, where c_0 is a finite constant.

We now record a few classical estimates on hitting probabilities of 2D random walk.

LEMMA 2.1 (d = 2). For any n ≥ 1, P ( H_0 ≥ n ) − π log n = O ( 1 (log n)^2 ) ; (2.1)

inf_{x∈Z}2P ( H_{0,x} ≥ n ) ≍ 1 log n . (2.2)

For any x ∈ Z^2, P ( H_x < H_0 ) ≳ 1 log |x| . (2.3)

For any r > 0 and x_0 ≠ 0,

P(H_{D(0,r)}c < H_0) = 1 2 π log r + c_0 [ 1 + O ( 1 r log r )] ,

P^{x0} (H_0 < H_{D(0,r)}c ) = 2 π log(r/ |x_0|) 2 π log r + c_0 [ 1 + O ( 1 |x_0| log(r/ |x_0|) )] . (2.4)

Moreover, we have that uniformly in r < |x| < R, P^x ( H_{∂D(0,R)} < H_{∂D(0,r)} ) = log(|x| /r) + O(r^{−1}) log(R/r) , P^x ( H_{∂D(0,r)} < H_{∂D(0,R)} ) = log(R/ |x|) + O(r^{−1}) log(R/r) . (2.5)

See [16, (2.5)] for a proof of (2.1). A quick modification of [27, Lemma 20.1] and [27, (19.7)] yields (2.2) - (2.3). We can derive (2.4) from the observations:

P^0(H_{D(0,r)}c < H_0) = 1 G_{D(0,r)}(0, 0) and P^{x0} (H_0 < H_{D(0,r)}c ) =

G_{D(0,r)}(x_0, 0) G_{D(0,r)}(0, 0) , and derive (2.5) from [22, Exercise 1.6.8]. We omit the proofs.

We will also need the following estimate for d ≥ 3.

LEMMA 2.2 (d ≥ 3). For any n, k ≥ 1, sup x_1,...,x_k∈Z^d P ( H_{{x1 ,...,xk }}(n) < ∞ ) ≲ kn^{−d/2+1}. (2.6)

PROOF. By a simple computation, sup x_1,...,x_k∈Z^d P ( H_{{x1,...,xk}}(n) < ∞ ) ≤ k sup_{x∈Zd} P ( H_x(n) < ∞ ) ≲ kn^{−d/2+1}, where the last inequality follows from the classic bound transition kernel of simple random walk (see [22, Theorem 1.2.1]).

We now turn to favorite sites. As discussed in Section 1, it is much more convenient to make calculations in terms of the growth of maximal local time. To this end, we define the following stopping times. For any m ∈ Z^+, let

T^0_m = 0 and T^k_m = inf { n > T^{k−1}_m : #{x ∈ Z^d : ξ(x, n) ≥ m} = k } for k ≥ 1 and L^k_m = S_T k_m

(2.7)

stand for the time and location where the k-th site with local time no less than m is created. We also define corresponding σ-algebras:

(2.8) F^k_m := σ{S_{[0,T} k_{m]}}. Let M^k_m := { ∃ n ≥ 0 s.t. #K^{(d)}(n) = k and ξ^∗(n) = m } = {T^k_m < T^1_{m+1}}

(2.9)

be the event that k favorite sites of local time m occur simultaneously. Since ξ^∗(n) → ∞ a.s., we have for any k ∈ Z^+, { #K^{(d)}(n) ≥ k infinitely often in n

}_{a.s.} = { M^k_m infinitely often in m } , which the readers should always keep in mind. Note that the event M^k_m can also be represented as

M^k_m = U^2_m ∩ · · · ∩ U^k_m with U^j_m := { S_n /∈ {L^1_m, . . . , L^{j−1}_m } ∀ n ∈ (T^{j−1}_m , T^j_m] } . (2.10)

From the observation that M^k_m = {T^k_m < T^1_{m+1}}, it is easy to infer that for all m, k ≥ 1,

(2.11) M^k_m ∈ F^1_{m+1}.

As discussed in Section 1, the decomposition of local time is a crucial tool in the analysis of the 2D favorite sites. Observe that for each n ≥ 0, the process S perform a geometric number of excursions (S_n, S_n + e_1, S_n) before following another two-step path. Heuristically, these excursions are considered as the “holding times” of S and the remaining part of S is considered as the “jump chain”. In addition, it is more convenient to do this decomposition according to the parity of the time when the excursions start. To this end, we let

L := {k ≥ 2 : k is even and S_{k−2} = S_{k−1} − e_1 = S_k},

L^′ := {k ≥ 2 : k is odd and S_{k−2} = S_{k−1} + e_1 = S_k},

and write

N_n := n − 2#(L ∩ [2, n]) − 1_{{n+1∈L}}, N^′_n := n − 2#(L^′ ∩ [2, n]) − 1_{{n+1∈L}′_}.

(2.12)

Denote by ~S (resp. ~S^′) the trajectory obtained from S by removing all two-step excursions (S_{k−2}, S_{k−1}, S_k) with k ∈ L (resp. k ∈ L^′). In particular, for any n ≥ 0, ~S[0, N_n] (resp. ~S′[0, N ′_n]) can be obtained from S[0, n] by removing all two-step excursions (S_{k−2}, S_{k−1}, S_k) with k ∈ L ∩ [2, n] (resp. k ∈ L^′ ∩ [2, n]) and the one-step path (S_{n−1}, S_n) if n + 1 ∈ L.

We decompose the local time ξ of S into the contributions of “jump chain” and “holding times” respectively. Precisely, let ~ξ(x, n) := #{j ∈ [0, n] : ~S_j = x}, ~ξ^′(x, n) := #{j ∈ [0, n] : ~S^′_j = x} be the local times of ~S and ~S^′ respectively and for x ∈ Z^2_e,

ξ_L(x, n) := #{k ∈ L ∩ [2, n] : S_{k−2} = x}, ξ_L(x + e_1, n) := ξ_L(x, n) + 1_{{n+1∈L,Sn−1=x}},

ξ^′_L(x, n) := #{k ∈ L^′ ∩ [2, n] : S_{k−2} = x}, ξ^′_L(x + e_1, n) := ξ^′_L(x, n) + 1_{{n+1∈L}′_{,Sn−1=x}}.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 7

Then we have for all x ∈ Z^2, ξ(x, n) = ~ξ(x, N_n) + ξ_L(x, n) = ~ξ^′(x, N^′_n) + ξ^′_L(x, n). (2.13)

We also call ~ξ(x, N_n) and ξ_L(x, n) (as well as ~ξ^′(x, N^′_n) and ξ^′_L(x, n)) the “external” and “local” (or “lazy”) parts of ξ respectively.

We record the following crucial observation on such decomposition of local time: the distribution of lazy local times depends on the external local times in an explicit fashion. Various versions of the conditional law of ξ_L given ~ξ are presented in Section 4.2. Since each step of the “jump chain” is accompanied by a geometric “holding time” with success probability 15/16, the conditional laws are closely related to the laws of finite i.i.d. sum of geometric random variables, i.e., negative binomial distribution. Hence we introduce the following notation. p(i, j) := (i + j − 1)! (i − 1)!j!

15^i 16^{i+j} = P (^i∑ ℓ=1 γ_ℓ = j ) , (2.14)

where {γ_ℓ : ℓ ≥ 1} are i.i.d. geometric random variables with success probability 15/16. We also let p̄(i, j) := p(i, j − i), which is related to the conditional law of ξ given ~ξ.

We will need the following estimates on p(i, j). Lemma 2.3 allows us to compare the order of p̄(i, j_1) and p̄(i, j_2) for different j_1 and j_2, which will be crucial in the proof of Proposition 4.8 relating the analysis of local time to urn models.

LEMMA 2.3 (Local central limit theorem). Let σ^2 =^{16}_{225} be the variance of γ_ℓ. Then there exists ρ > 0 such that uniformly in all i, j ≥ 1 with |i − j| < ρi, p̄(i, j) = 1 √ 2πσ exp { − ( j −^{16}_{15} i

)_2

2σ^2i + O ( 1 √ i + | |j −^{16}_{15} i | |^3

i^2 )} . Lemma 2.4 contains moderate deviation type estimates that will be useful in the proof of Proposition 4.5.

LEMMA 2.4 (Moderate deviation). For any sequence (a_n) with^{an√}_n → ∞ and^{an}_n → 0,

lim_{n→∞} n a^2_n log ∑ j>^1_{15} n+a_n p(n, j) = − 1 2σ^2 , (2.15)

lim_{n→∞} n a^2_n log ∑ j<^1_{15} n−a_n p(n, j) = − 1 2σ^2 . (2.16)

Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 follow from the standard theories. The readers are referred to [24, Section 2.3.1] and [10, Section 3.7] for details.

In the proof of Theorem 1.1, we also need bounds on the upper deviations of the local times ξ and ~ξ at the origin, and the stopping time T^k_m when k favorite sites of local time m do occur.

LEMMA 2.5 (d = 2).

• For any α > 0, there exists c = c(α) > 0 such that for all n ≥ 2, P { ξ(0, n) ≥ α(log n)^2 } ≤ n^{−πα}(log n)^c. (2.17)

• Let K_2 = K_2(β) :=^{15}_{16π} (log n)^2 − 2(log n)^β with β ∈ (1, 2). Then for 1 < β < 2 and all n large , P ( ~ξ(0, n) ≥ K_2 ) ≤ n^{−1}e^{8(log n)β−1} .

(2.18)

PROOF. (2.17) is [16, (3.11)]. For (2.18), we note that ( ~S_{2n})_{n≥0} is a Markov chain. The covariance matrix of the increments equals^{16}_{15} I_2. It follows from the local limit theorem that P ( ~S_{2n} = 0 ) = 15 16 1 πn [ 1 + O ( 1 √ n )] . Following the same routine as that in [16, Sections 2 and 3], we get P ( ~ξ(0, n) ≥ K_2 ) ≤ [ 1 − 1 15 16π ( log n + O(1) ) ]_{K2}

= n^{−1}e^{2·}(^{1516π} )^{−1(log n)β−1 +O(1)} ≤ n^{−1}e^{8(log n)β−1}

for n large.

LEMMA 2.6 (d = 2). Let

(2.19) ψ_m = ψ_m(δ) := exp { π^{1/2}m^{1/2} + π^{13/10+δ/2}m^{3/10+δ/2} } . Then for any δ > 0, there exists c = c(δ) > 0 such that for all m, k ≥ 1, P ( T^k_m > ψ_m, M^k_m ) < e^{−cm}. (2.20)

PROOF. We can readily check that m = 1 π (log ψ_m)^2 − 2(log ψ_m)^{8/5+δ} + O [ (log ψ_m)^{6/5+2δ} ] . Thus by Proposition 1.3, for m large, P ( T^k_m > ψ_m, M^k_m ) ≤ P ( ξ^∗(ψ_m) ≤ m )

≤ P ( ξ^∗(ψ_m) < 1 π (log ψ_m)^2 − (log ψ_m)^{8/5+δ} )

< Ce^{− exp} (_{(log ψm)3/5}) < e^{−cm} for some c > 0.

2.1. Two toy models. In this subsection, we give two versions of the urn model which serve as toy models for the analysis of the local time of random walk. In the text below, the readers should think of balls as sites, labels of urns as values of local times and “ball x being placed in m-th urn” as “site x having local time m”. See Propositions 4.8 and 4.9 for the actual statement in terms of local time.

Consider infinitely many urns labeled by integers 1, 2, 3, . . ., and n distinguishable balls labeled from 1 to n. Each ball is independently placed into k-th urn with probability p_k > 0. Let F_k denote the number of balls in the k-th box, and write X_n := max{k : F_k > 0}, for the urn with largest label which contains at least one ball.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 9

LEMMA 2.7. If for any m ≥ 1, p_m ≲ p_{m+1}, then there exists c > 0 such that for any m, h ≥ 1, P ( F_m = h, X_n = m ) ≤ exp(−ch). PROOF. Suppose p_m ≤ Cp_{m+1} for all m ≥ 1. It is not hard to see that conditionally on X_n ≤ m + 1 and F_m + F_{m+1} = h, F_m follows a binomial distribution with parameter ( h,^{pm} p_m+p_{m+1} ) . Hence P ( F_m = h, X_n = m ) ≤ P { F_m = h | | X_n ≤ m + 1, F_m + F_{m+1} = h} ≤ ( p_m p_m + p_{m+1} )_h ≤ ( C 1 + C )_h ≤ exp(−ch) for some c = c(C) > 0.

LEMMA 2.8. For any m > 0, pick two integers 0 < g_m < f_m < m and some integer J_m > 0. If uniformly for all m > 0, k ∈ (m − g_m, m] and l ∈ (m − f_m, m − g_m], p_k ≲ p_l, (2.21) then, for any j ∈ N, P (^m∑ k=m−g_m+1 F_k = j + 1 | | |Xn = m, m∑ k=m−f_m+1 F_k ≤ J_m ) ≲ (g_m f_m )_j · J^j_m. (2.22)

PROOF. By (2.21), max m−g_m+1≤i≤m {p_i} ≲ min m−f_m +1≤i≤m−g_m {p_i} =⇒ p_m + ... + p_{m−gm+1} p_m + ... + p_{m−fm+1} ≲ g_m f_m . For any l ∈ [j + 1, J_m], P (^m∑ k=m−g_m+1 F_k = j + 1 | | |Xn = m, m∑ k=m−f_m+1 F_k = l )

≲ l! (l − j)!j! (p_m + ... + p_{m−gm+1} p_m + ... + p_{m−fm+1} )_j · (p_{m−gm} + ... + p_{m−fm+1} p_m + ... + p_{m−fm +1} )_{l−j}

≲ J_m! (J_m − j)!j! · (g_m f_m )_j ≲ ( g_m f_m )_j · J^j_m. This implies (2.22).

3. Favorite sites for d ≥ 3. In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. We first define various events which facilitate the analysis of favorite sites for d ≥ 3 and then prove some key properties. We then proceed to the proof of Theorem 1.2. We tacitly assume d ≥ 3 throughout this section.

3.1. Characterization of the event M^k_m. In this subsection, we rewrite the event M^k_m (recall (2.9) for the definition), i.e., the occurrence of k-favorite sites of local time m as the intersection of events that are easier to analyze. Recall the definition of T^k_m and L^k_m in and below (2.7). For m, k ∈ Z^+, let

A^k_m := { S_n ∉ {L^1_m, . . . L^{k−2}_m }, for any n ∈ [T^{k−1}_m + m/2, T^k_m ∧ T^1_{m+1}] } ⋂ { S_n ≠ L^{k−1}_m , for any n ∈ (T^{k−1}_m , T^k_m ∧ T^1_{m+1}] } ; stand for the event that the walk (S_n) does not hit the sites {L^1_m, . . . L^{k−2}_m } between T^{k−1}_m +^m_2 and T^k_m ∧ T^1_{m+1} and also does not hit L^{k−1}_m between T^{k−1}_m + 1 and T^k_m ∧ T^1_{m+1}. We also define ~A^k_m := {S_n ∉ {L^1_m, . . . L^{k−2}_m }, for any n ∈ [T^{k−1}_m , (T^{k−1}_m + m/2) ∧ T^k_m ∧ T^1_{m+1})} and B^k_m := A^1_m ∩ . . . ∩ A^k_m; ~B^k_m := ~A^1_m ∩ . . . ∩ ~A^k_m. In fact, it is not difficult to see that M^k_m = B^k_m ∩ ~B^k_m. (3.1) Moreover, we have the following result.

LEMMA 3.1. Almost surely, there exists M = M(ω) ∈ Z^+ such that for all m > M and k ≥ 1, 1_M k_m (ω) = 1_Bk_m (ω). Consequently, for any k ≥ 1, { M^k_m infinitely often in m

}_{a.s.} = { B^k_m infinitely often in m } . We postpone the proof till the end of this subsection and turn to the maximal local time.

Recall the statement of Theorem 1.2 for the definition of γ_d, and write

α := α(d) = − 1 log(1 − γ_d) . (3.2)

For ϵ ∈ (0, 1), we denote by

D^ϵ_n := {( 1 − ϵ 2 ) α log n ≤ ξ^∗(n) ≤ ( 1 + ϵ 2 ) α log n } the event that at time n, ξ^∗(n) is close to its expected value, and by E^ϵ_n := {P_n = 0}, where

(3.3) P_n := n∑ i=1

(i+α log n)∧n ∑ j=i+1 1_{{min(ξ(Si ,n),ξ(Sj ,n))≥(1−ϵ)α log n,Si,Sj ∉S(i,j) ,Si≠Sj }} i.e., the event that there are no pairs of thick points “within a short distance each other” before time n.

LEMMA 3.2. Let δ > 0 be defined as (3.7) below and fix ρ > 0 such that ρδ/2 > 1 + δ. Then for any ϵ ∈ (0, 1) with (1 + δ)(1 − ϵ)^2 > 1 + δ/2, there exists C = C(ϵ) > 0 such that P ( ⋃ n≥N (D^ϵ_n ∩ E^ϵ_n)^c ) ≤ CN^{−δ/ρ}. (3.4)

Consequently, P ( D^ϵ_n ∩ E^ϵ_n occurs eventually ) = 1.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 11

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.2. The bound on P((D^ϵ_n)^c) is quite classical; see e.g. [16, lines 4-7 in the proof of Theorem 13 and line 4 on p. 162]. It then suffices to bound (E^ϵ_n)^c.

By [7, (4.1)], with t_y := P(H_y < ∞), for any u ∈ N, P ( ξ(0, ∞) + ξ(y, ∞) > u ) = ( 1 − γ_d/(1 + t_y) )_u . (3.5)

By [27, Lemma 17.13], we know for any y ∈ Z^d \ {0}, t^2_y < t_y ≤ 1 − γ_d, which implies

−2 log(1 − γ_d/(1 + t_y)) > − log(1 − γ_d) = α^{−1}.

(3.6)

Then it is not hard to deduce from (3.5) and (3.6) that with δ := inf_{y∈Zd\{0}} −2 log(1 − γ_d/(1 + t_y)) α^{−1} − 1 > 0, (3.7)

for any a > 0 and n ∈ N, sup y∈Z^d\{0} P ( ξ(0, ∞) + ξ(y, ∞) > 2αa log n ) ≤ n^{−a(1+δ)}. (3.8)

Recall the constant ρ in the statement of the lemma and the definition of P_n in (3.3). We now define a variant: for n, ~n > 0 let P_{n,~n} := n∑ i=1

(i+α log n)∧n ∑ j=i+1 1_{{Si,Sj ∉S(i,j ,Si≠Sj ,min(ξ(Si ,n),ξ(Sj ,n))≥(1−ϵ)α log ~n}}. Note that for any N ∈ [n^ρ, (n + 1)^ρ), P_N ≤ P_{(n+1)}ρ_{,n}ρ . Hence ⋃ n≥N^ρ (E^ϵ_n)^c ⊂ ⋃ n≥N { P_{(n+1)}ρ_{,n}ρ > 0 }

and it suffices to prove P ( P_{(n+1)}ρ_{,n}ρ > 0 ) ≤ Cn^{−(1+δ)}. (3.9)

Writing Ŝ_l := S_{i−l} − S_i and ~S_l := S_{j+l} − S_j , for any 1 ≤ i ≤ (n + 1)^ρ, i + 1 ≤ j ≤ (i + α log(n + 1)^ρ) ∧ (n + 1)^ρ,

P ( S_i, S_j ∉ S_{(i,j)}, S_i ≠ S_j, min(ξ(S_i, (n + 1)^ρ), ξ(S_j , (n + 1)^ρ)) ≥ (1 − ϵ)α log n^ρ )

≤ ∑ z∈Z^d P ( S_j − S_i = z, i∑ l=0 1{Ŝ_l ∈ {0, z}} + (n+1)^ρ −j ∑ l=0 1{ ~S_l ∈ {0, −z}} ≥ 2(1 − ϵ)α log n^ρ ) .

(3.10)

Observing the simple fact that for non-negative random variables X, Y , { X + Y ≥ q } ⊂ [1/ϵ]⋃

r=0 { X ≥ rϵq, Y ≥ [1 − (r + 1)ϵ]q } , one has,

RHS of (3.10) ≤ ∑ z∈Z^d P(S_j − S_i = z) · [1/ϵ]∑

r=0 P (^i∑ l=0 1{Ŝ_l ∈ {0, z}} ≥ 2rϵ(1 − ϵ)α log n^ρ )

· P (^{(n+1)ρ −j} ∑ l=0 1{ ~S_l ∈ {0, −z}} ≥ 2[1 − (r + 1)ϵ](1 − ϵ)α log n^ρ )

≤ ([1/ϵ] + 1) sup_{y∈Zd\{0}} P ( ξ(0, ∞) + ξ(y, ∞) ≥ 2rϵ(1 − ϵ)α log n^ρ )

· sup y∈Z^d\{0} P ( ξ(0, ∞) + ξ(y, ∞) ≥ 2[1 − (r + 1)ϵ](1 − ϵ)α log n^ρ )

(3.8) ≤ Cn^{−ρ(1+δ)(1−ϵ)2} ≤ Cn^{−ρ(1+δ/2)}. Summing over i, j and using that ρδ/2 > 1 + δ gives (3.9).

Note that P ( ξ(0, ∞) > αa log n ) = (1 − γ_d)^{αa log n} = n^{−a}.

Compared with (3.8), we see that it is much harder to produce a pair of thick points than to produce one thick point. This is the main intuition behind the proof.

We now turn back to Lemma 3.1.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.1. We fix some ϵ satisfying the conditions in Lemma 3.2. By Lemma 3.2, we know that almost surely, there exists N_0 = N_0(ω) ∈ Z^+ such that for any n > N_0, D^ϵ_n ∩ E^ϵ_n occurs. In particular, if ξ^∗(n) = m, then

(3.11) exp ( m (1 + ϵ/2)α ) ≤ n ≤ exp ( m (1 − ϵ/2)α ) . LEMMA 3.3. Fix M^′ = M^′(ϵ) > 0 such that

(1 − ϵ)α log { exp ( m + 1 (1 − ϵ/2)α ) + m 2 } ≤ m for all m ≥ M^′,

(3.12)

and write M = M(ε, ω) := M^′ ∨ 2α log N_0. Then almost surely, for any m > M and k ≥ 1, if M^k_m occurs, then ~A^{k+1}_m occurs.

PROOF. We proceed by contradiction. Assume that for some m > M and k ≥ 1, M^k_m occurs but ~A^{k+1}_m does not occur. In this case, we observe that by (3.11),

(3.13) exp ( m 2α ) ≤ T^1_m < T^k_m < T^1_{m+1} ≤ exp ( m + 1 (1 − ϵ/2)α ) , and the random walk (S_n)_{n≥0} must have hit L^k_m at time T^k_m and one of L^1_m, . . . , L^{k−1}_m (say L^{k′}_m) before n^′ := T^k_m + m/2. Since n^′ > N_0, α log n^′ ≥ m/2, and m ≥ (1 − ϵ)α log n^′.

by (3.13) and (3.12), we know that on the one hand, E^ϵ_n′ occurs, and on the other hand, L^k_m and L^{k′}_m qualify as a pair of thick points in the calculation of P_n′ , which yields a contradiction.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 13

Turn back to the proof of Lemma 3.1. Thanks to (3.1), it is plain that if M^k_m occurs, then B^k_m occurs. For the other direction, we claim that for any ω satisfying the conclusion in Lemma 3.3, m > M , and k ≥ 1, if B^k_m occurs, then M^k_m occurs. Indeed, the event M^1_m always occurs. Based on this and further using Lemma 3.3 and the relation that M^j_m = M^{j−1}_m ∩ A^j_m ∩ ~A^j_m, we can recursively prove that M^j_m occurs for j = 2, . . . , k. This completes the proof.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2. By Lemma 3.2, it suffices to show that a.s., lim sup m→∞ N_m log m = − 1 log γ_d

(=: β), where N_m := sup{k : T^k_m < T^1_{m+1}}.

We start with the upper bound. Let U_m := [(1 + ϵ)β log m]. On the event G_m := ⋂ n≥exp(m/2α) (D^ϵ_n ∩ E^ϵ_n) ,

if {N_m > U_m} = M^{Um+1}_m occurs, it follows that T^1_{m+1} − T^j_m > T^{j+1}_m − T^j_m ≥ m/2, and thus S_T j_m /∈ S_{[T} j_{m+1,T} j_{m+m/2)} for any j = 1, . . . , U_m.

By applying the strong Markov property at T^j_m, j = 1, . . . , U_m successively, we see that P ( {N_m > U_m} ∩ G_m ) ≤ P ( S_0 /∈ S_{[1,m/2)} )_{Um}

≤ ( P ( S_0 /∈ S_{[1,∞)} ) + P ( S_0 ∈ S_{[m/2,∞)} ))Um (2.6) ≤ (γ_d + cm^{−d/2+1})^{Um} ≤ Cm^{−(1+ϵ)}. Therefore, P ( N_m > U_m ) ≤ P ( {N_m ≥ U_m} ∩ G_m ) + P ( G^c_m

)_(3.4_) ≤ Cm^{−(1+ϵ)}. The upper bound then follows from the Borel-Cantelli lemma.

We now turn to the lower bound. Note that for k > 1, (3.14) A^k_m ⊃ {H_{{L}1_{m ,...,L}k−1_{m }}(T^{k−1}_m + m/2) = ∞} ∪ {H_Lk−1_m (T^{k−1}_m ) = ∞}. Recall the definition of F^k_m in (2.8). By the strong Markov property, the definition of γ_d and (2.6), (3.14) implies that P(A^k_m|F^{k−1}_m ) ≥ γ_d − ckm^{−d/2+1}. In addition, note that trivially A^1_m holds. Since for any m, k ≥ 1, A^k_m, B^k_m ∈ F^k_m, picking K_m := [(1 − ϵ)β log m], by tower property of conditional expectation applied to the filtration (F^k_m)_{k≥1}, P(B^{Km}_m |F^1_m) ≥ K_m∏

j=2 (γ_d − cjm^{−d/2+1}) ≥ cm^{−1+ϵ}. Hence, ∞∑ m=1 P ( B^{Km}_m | | |F^1_m ) ≥ ∞∑ m=1 cm^{−1+ϵ} = ∞. Note that similar to (2.11), B^k_m ∈ F^1_{m+1}. The generalized second Borel-Cantelli lemma (see e.g., [12, Theorem 5.3.2]) then implies that a.s., B^{Km}_m occurs infinitely often. By Lemma 3.1, this implies a.s., M^{Km}_m also occurs i.o.. In other words, P(N_m ≥ K_m i.o.) = 1. This finishes the proof of the lower bound.

4. Favorite sites for d = 2. In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 4.1, we give the more straightforward lower bound. The proof of the upper bound is much more demanding and will be laid out in the subsequent subsections.

4.1. The lower bound in Theorem 1.1. Recall the representation

M^k_m = U^2_m ∩ · · · ∩ U^k_m

in (2.10). Then we have

LEMMA 4.1. There exists c > 0 such that for i = 2, 3, P ( U^i_m | |F^{i−1}_m ) ≥ cm^{−1/2}. (4.1)

PROOF. By the observation that it is easier to create another site with local time m than the first one, and the strong Markov property, we have P ( U^3_m | |F^2_m) ≥ P{S_n /∈ {L^1_m, L^2_m} for n ∈ (T^2_m, T^2_m + T^1_m ∘ θ_{T 2m} ] | |F^2_m} = P ( H_{{0,y}} > T^1_m )| y=S_T 1_m −S_T 2_m .

(4.2)

Note that for any y ∈ Z^2, P ( H_{{0,y}} > T^1_m ) ≥ P { H_{{0,y}} > T^1_m, T^1_m ≤ e^{2m1/2} } ≥ P { H_{{0,y}} > e^{2m1/2} } − P ( T^1_m > e^{2m1/2} ) (2.2) ≥_( 2.20) cm^{−1/2} for some universal c > 0. Substituting back to (4.2) gives (4.1) for i = 3. The case i = 2 is proved in the same way.

PROOF OF LOWER BOUND IN THEOREM 1.1. By tower property of conditional expectation, we have P ( M^3_m | |F^1_m) = E { P ( U^3_m | |F^2_m)1_{U 2m} | |F_{1m}} (4.1) ≥ cm^{−1/2}P ( U^2_m | |F^1_m) (4.1) ≥ cm^{−1/2} · cm^{−1/2} = c^2m^{−1}.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 15

Again, by the generalized second Borel-Cantelli lemma (recall (2.11) for measurability), we get that almost surely, M^3_m occurs infinitely often, or equivalently lim sup_{n→∞} #K^{(2)}(n) ≥ 3, as desired.

4.2. Preliminaries for the upper bound in Theorem 1.1: decomposition of local time. In this subsection, we elaborate on the idea of decomposition of local time, first introduced in Section 2, and pair the lattice according to parity and state some relatively straightforward observations.

Recall the definitions of N_n, N^′_n, ~S, ~S^′, ~ξ, ~ξ^′ and p(i, j) in Section 2. We define ~T (x, l) := inf{j ≥ 0 : ~ξ(x, j) = l}, and ~T^′(x, l) := inf{j ≥ 0 : ~ξ^′(x, j) = l}. (4.3)

Write

X := { (x, x + e_1) : x ∈ Z^2_e } for a “pairing” of Z^2. The motivation for introducing such a pairing will be revealed in Section 4.4 (where more pairings will be introduced too). We use x to denote a generic element in X and for x ∈ Z^2, x(x) represents the unique element in X which contains x. For x = (x, x + e_1) and n ≥ 1, we write

ξ(x, n) := ( ξ(x, n), ξ(x + e_1, n) ) , ξ_L(x, n):= ( ξ_L(x, n), ξ_L(x + e_1, n) ) , ~ξ(x, n) := (~ ξ(x, n), ~ξ(x + e_1, n) ) . We also write

ξ^+(x, n) := ξ(x, n) ∨ ξ(x + e_1, n), and ξ^−(x, n) := ξ(x, n) ∧ ξ(x + e_1, n),

and define ~ξ^±(x, n) in a similar fashion. Moreover, we also define ξ^′, ξ^′_L, ~ξ^′, (ξ^′)^±, (~ξ^′)^± for (x, n) ∈ X × N through replacing ξ and ~ξ in the above definitions by ξ^′ and ~ξ^′ respectively. In the following, we occasionally identify m ≥ 1 with the 2D vector (m, m). For example, we will write m − ~ξ(x, n) instead of (m − ~ξ(x, n), m − ~ξ(x + e_1, n)). Let N^{−1}_− (n) := inf {j ≥ 0 : N_j = n} , N^{−1}_+ (n) := sup {j ≥ 0 : N_j = n} ,

and define

h_n := ( N^{−1}_+ (n) − N^{−1}_− (n) ) /2 for even n,

which is the number of consecutive excursions ( ~S_n, ~S_n + e_1, ~S_n) in the path of S right after the N^{−1}_− (n)-th step. We write h(x, l) = h_n when n = ~T (x, l). (4.4)

Moreover, we also define (N^′)^{−1}_± , h^′_n, and h^′(x, l) through replacing N_j by N^′_j in the above definitions.

The following propositions are more sophisticated versions of (2.14) whose proofs are still fairly straightforward. We only prove Proposition 4.3. Observe that for n ∈ N and x = (x, x + e_1) ∈ X,

ξ_L(x, n) ≠ ξ_L(x + e_1, n) if and only if n + 1 ∈ L and x = S_{n−1}.

(4.5)

Since L contains neither N^{−1}_− (n)+1 nor N^{−1}_+ (n)+1 (otherwise N_N −1_{− (n)+1} or N_N −1_{+ (n)+1} = n − 1 < n = N_N −1_{± (n)}), we have for any n ∈ N and x = (x, x + e_1) ∈ X,

ξ_L(x, N^{−1}_− (n)) = ξ_L(x + e_1, N^{−1}_− (n)) and ξ_L(x, N^{−1}_+ (n)) = ξ_L(x + e_1, N^{−1}_+ (n)).

Also note that the σ-algebra generated by ~S_{[0,n]} contains the information on (~ξ(x, n) : x ∈ Z^2).

PROPOSITION 4.2. For any n ≥ 0, conditionally on ~S_{[0,n]}, {h_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ n} are i.i.d. following a {0, 1, . . .}-valued geometric distribution with success probability 15/16. Consequently, ( ξ_L(x, N^{−1}_± (n)) : x ∈ X ) are conditionally independent with the following distribution.

• If n is odd, then for any x = (x, x + e_1), ξ_L(x, N^{−1}_− (n)) = ξ_L(x, N^{−1}_+ (n)) and P { ξ_L(x, N^{−1}_− (n)) = l | | | ~S_{[0,n]} } = p(~ξ(x, n), l). • If n is even, then for x = (x, x + e_1) ≠ x( ~S_n), ξ_L(x, N^{−1}_± (n)) has the same law as that in the previous case; while for x( ~S_n) = (x, x + e_1), P {( ξ_L(x, N^{−1}_− (n)), ξ_L(x, N^{−1}_+ (n)) ) = (l_1, l_2) | | | ~S_{[0,n]} } = p(~ξ(x, n) − 1, l_1)p(1, l_2 − l_1).

PROPOSITION 4.2^′. For any n ≥ 0, conditionally on ~S^′[0, n], { h^′_j : 0 ≤ j ≤ n } are i.i.d.

following a {0, 1, . . .}-valued geometric distribution with success probability 15/16. Consequently, ( ξ^′_L(x, (N^′)^{−1}_± (n)) : x ∈ X ) are conditionally independent with the following distribution.

• If n is even, then for any x = (x, x + e_1), ξ^′_L(x, (N^′)^{−1}_− (n)) = ξ^′_L(x, (N^′)^{−1}_+ (n)) and P { ξ^′_L(x, (N^′)^{−1}_− (n)) = l | | | ~S^′[0, n] } = p(~ξ^′(x + e_1, n), l).

• If n is odd, then for x = (x, x + e_1) ≠ x( ~S^′_n), ξ^′_L(x, (N^′)^{−1}_± (n)) has the same law as that in the previous case; while for x( ~S^′_n) = (x, x + e_1), P {( ξ^′_L(x, (N^′)^{−1}_− (n)), ξ^′_L(x, (N^′)^{−1}_+ (n)) ) = (l_1, l_2) | | ~S^′[0, n] }

= p(~ξ^′(x + e_1, n) − 1, l_1)p(1, l_2 − l_1).

We now give the “stopping-time versions” of Propositions 4.2 and 4.2^′. Note that by (4.5), for any m, k ≥ 1 and x = (x, x + e_1) ∈ X \ {x(L^k_m)},

ξ_L(x, T^k_m) = ξ_L(x + e_1, T^k_m).

PROPOSITION 4.3. For any m, k ≥ 1 and k distinct points {y_1, . . . , y_k} ⊂ Z^2, conditionally on ~S_{[0,NT km ]}, L^j_m = y_j for j = 1, . . . , k, and M^k_m, ( ξ_L(x, T^k_m) : x ∈ X \ {x(y_j ) : j = 1, . . . , k} ) are independent with the following distribution. For x = (x, x+e_1) ∈ X\{x(y_j ) : j = 1, . . . , k}, P { ξ_L ( x, T^k_m ) = l | | | ~S_{[0,NT km ]}, L^j_m = yj ∀ j = 1, . . . , k, M^k_m }

= 1_{{l<m−~ξ+ (x,NT km )}} p(~ξ(x, N_T k_m ), l) ∑m−^~ξ^+(x,N_T k_m )−1 i=0 p(~ξ(x, N_T k_m ), i) .

PROOF. Fixing m and k, for any even n ∈ [0, N_T k_m ], let

ĥ_n := { h_n, if n < N_T k_m , [( T^k_m ∧ N^{−1}_+ (n) − N^{−1}_− (n) ) /2 ] , if n = N_T k_m ,

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 17

which is the number of consecutive excursions ( ~S_n, ~S_n + e_1, ~S_n) right after the N^{−1}_− (n)-th step before time T^k_m. We define ĥ(x, l) := ĥ_n when n = ~T (x, l) (recall (4.3)). Note that by adding such excursions to the path ~S_{[0,NT km ]}, we get either S_{[0,T} k_{m]} or S_{[0,T} k_{m−1]}. Here the latter case happens if and only if T^k_m + 1 ∈ L, which is also equivalent to {L^k_m = ~S_{NT km} + e_1}.

Thus under the conditioning, to get the whole path S_{[0,T} k_{m]}, it remains to decide { ĥ_n : 0 ≤ n ≤ N_{T km} , n is even } or equivalently { ĥ(x, l) : x ∈ ~S_{[0,NT km ]} ∩ Z^2_e, l = 1, . . . , ~ξ(x, N_{T km} ) } . This naturally defines a bijection Φ from all possibilities of {ĥ(x, l)}, denoted by Ĥ, to all possibilities of S_{[0,T} k_{m]}. We observe that Ĥ is the collection of {ρ(x, l) : x, l} satisfying

• for any x ∈ ~S_{[0,NT km ]} ∩ Z^2_e with x(x) ∈ {x(y_j ) : j = 1, . . . , k}, ~ξ(x,N_{T km} ) ∑ l=1 ρ(x, l) + ~ξ^+(x, N_T k_m ) = m − 1 { y_k = ~S_{NT km} + e_1 = x + e_1 } ; (4.6)

• for any x ∈ ~S_{[0,NT km ]} ∩ Z^2_e with x(x) /∈ {x(y_j ) : j = 1, . . . , k}, ~ξ(x,N_{T km} ) ∑ l=1 ρ(x, l) + ~ξ^+(x, N_T k_m ) < m. (4.7)

Also note that for any ρ ∈ Ĥ, P ( S_{[0,T} k_{m]} = Φ(ρ) ) ≍ ( 1 4 )_{length of Φ(ρ)} ≍ ( 1 4 )_{NT km +2}^∑_{x,l ρ(x,l)}

= ( 1 4 )_{NT km} ∏ x,l ( 1 16 )_{ρ(x,l)}

(∗) = ( 1 4 )_{NT km} ( 16 15 )_{[NT km /2]+1} ∏ x,l {( 1 16 )_{ρ(x,l)} ( 15 16 )} , where N_T k_m on the right-hand side particularly represents the length of the conditioned path of S_{[0,T} k_{m]} and (∗) follows from the observation that # { (x, l) : x ∈ ~S_{[0,NT km ]} ∩ Z^2_e, l = 1, . . . , ~ξ(x, N_T k_m ) } = [N_T k_m /2] + 1.

Hence we get {ĥ(x, l) : l} for x ∈ ~S_{[0,NT km ]} ∩ Z^2_e are conditionally independent, and for each x, {ĥ(x, l) : l} has the same law as independent geometric random variables with success probability 15/16 conditioned on their sum satisfying (4.6) or (4.7) according as x(x) ∈ {x(y_j) : j = 1, . . . , k} or x(x) /∈ {x(y_j ) : j = 1, . . . , k}. This easily leads to the conclusion.

18 PROPOSITION 4.3^′. For any m, k ≥ 1, conditionally on ~S^′_{[0,N} ′_{T km ]}, ( L^j_m : j = 1, . . . , k ) , and M^k_m, ( ξ_L(x, T^k_m) : x ∈ X \ {x(L^j_m) : j = 1, . . . , k} ) are independent with the following distribution. For x = (x, x + e_1) ∈ X \ {x(y_j ) : j = 1, . . . , k}, P { ξ_L ( x, T^k_m ) = l | | | ~S^′_{[0,N} ′_{T km ]}, L^j_m = yj ∀ j = 1, . . . , k, M^k_m }

= 1_{{l<m−~ξ+ (x,N} ′_{T km )}} p(~ξ(x + e_1, N^′_T k_m ), l)

∑m−^~ξ^+(x,N^′_T k_m )−1 i=0 p(~ξ(x + e_1, N^′_{T km} ), i) .

4.3. Preliminaries for the upper bound in Theorem 1.1: local time bounds. Henceforth we fix

(4.8) κ_1 ∈ (1/3, 7/20).

The goal of this subsection is to prove Proposition 4.5, a crucial step in the proof of the upper bound. This proposition dictates in a quantitative fashion that with high probability, the lazy part of the local time of “near-favorite” sites (whose formal definition will be introduced in the next subsection) must behave relatively normally.

We start with a large deviation bound on the stopping time T^k_m from Lemma 2.6. We now pick δ = 7/5 − 4κ_1 in the definition of ψ_m in (2.19), i.e., let

(4.9) ψ_m = ψ_m(7/5 − 4κ_1) := exp { π^{1/2}m^{1/2} + π^{2−2κ1} m^{1−2κ1} } , which satisfies m = 1 π (log ψ_m)^2 − 2(log ψ_m)^{3−4κ1} + O [ (log m)^{4−8κ1} ] . (4.10)

Then Lemma 2.6 particularly implies that there exists c > 0 such that for any m, k ≥ 1, P ( T^k_m > ψ_m, M^k_m ) < e^{−cm}. (4.11)

Next, we record an estimate on the number of near-maxima of local time.

PROPOSITION 4.4. For sufficiently large m, P ( # { x ∈ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, ψ_m) > 15 16 m − m^{4/5} } > e^{16m1−2κ1} ) < e^{−m1−2κ1} , (4.12) P ( # { x ∈ Z^2_o : ~ξ^′(x, ψ_m) > 15 16 m − m^{4/5} } > e^{16m1−2κ1} ) < e^{−m1−2κ1} . (4.13)

PROOF. (4.13) follows from (4.12) by considering the shifted path ~S ∘ θ_1 and using the Markov property. Thus we only need to prove (4.12).

Using (4.10), we have for m large, P ( # { x ∈ 2Z^2 : ~ξ(x, N_{ψm} ) ≥ 15 16 m − m^{4/5} } > e^{16m1−2κ1} )

≤ P ( # { x ∈ 2Z^2 : ~ξ(x, ψ_m) ≥ 15 16π (log ψ_m)^2 − 2(log ψ_m)^{3−4κ1} } > e^{16m1−2κ1} ) . (4.14)

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 19

Note that E ( # { x ∈ 2Z^2 : ~ξ(x, n) ≥ 15 16π (log n)^2 − 2(log n)^{3−4κ1} })

≤ E ( # { 0 ≤ j ≤ [n/2] : ~ξ(0, n) ∘ θ_{2j} ≥ 15 16π (log n)^2 − 2(log n)^{3−4κ1} })

≤ (n/2 + 1)P { ~ξ(0, n) ≥ 15 16π (log n)^2 − 2(log n)^{3−4κ1} }

(2.18)

≤ e^{8(log n)2−4κ1} for sufficiently large n. Thus an application of Markov’s inequality yields that

RHS of (4.14) ≤ e^{8(log ψm)2−4κ1} /e^{16m1−2κ1} < e^{−m1−2κ1} .

We finally arrive at the goal of this subsection. Recall σ^2 =^{16}_{225} defined in Lemma 2.4. Henceforth we fix a large c_∗ such that 1 2σ^2 16 15 c^2_∗ ≥ 18.

For any interval I = [a, b) ⊂ [0, m), let (4.15) Θ(k, m, I) := Θ_−(k, m, I) ∪ Θ_+(k, m, I) where Θ_−(k, m, I) := { x ∈ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, N_T k_m ) ≤ 15 16 a − c_∗m^{1−κ1} , ξ(x, T^k_m) ∈ I } , Θ_+(k, m, I) := { x ∈ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, N_T k_m ) > 15 16 b + c_∗m^{1−κ1} , ξ(x, T^k_m) ∈ I } , and Θ^′(k, m, I) is defined by replacing Z^2_e, ~ξ, N , ξ by Z^2_o, ~ξ^′, N^′, ξ^′ respectively.

PROPOSITION 4.5. For any ε > 0, there exists c = c(ε) > 0 such that for all m, k ≥ 1 and I = [a, b) ⊂ (m − m^{4/5−ε}, m], P { Θ(k, m, I) ∪ Θ^′(k, m, I) ≠ ∅, M^k_m } < e^{−cm1−2κ1} . PROOF. It suffices to show that P { Θ(k, m, I) ≠ ∅, M^k_m } < e^{−cm1−2κ1} , and (4.16) P { Θ^′(k, m, I) ≠ ∅, M^k_m } < e^{−cm1−2κ1} . (4.17)

We will prove only (4.16). The proof of (4.17) is quite similar and hence omitted.

First, let us prove P ( Θ_−(k, m, I) ≠ ∅, M^k_m ) < e^{−cm1−2κ1} . (4.18)

By (4.11), P(N_T k_m > ψ_m, M^k_m) ≤ P(T^k_m > ψ_m, M^k_m) < e^{−c1m} (4.19) for some universal c_1 > 0. Recall the notation h(x, l) defined in (4.4). We observe that on {N_T k_m ≤ ψ_m}, {Θ_−(k, m, I) ≠ ∅} ⊂ { Θ̇_{ψm} (m, a) ≠ ∅ } , (4.20)

where

Θ̇_{ψm} (m, a) := { x ∈ Z^2_e : Ξ̇_m(x) +

Ξ̇_m(x)∑

j=1 h(x, j) ≥ a }

with Ξ̇_m(x) := ~ξ(x, ψ_m) ∧ (^{15}_{16} a − c_∗m^{1−κ1} ). Indeed, on {N_T k_m ≤ ψ_m}, for any x ∈ Z^2, { ~ξ(x, N_{T km} ) ≤ 15 16 a − c_∗m^{1−κ1} , ξ(x, T^k_m) ≥ a }

⊂ ⋃ n∈[0,ψ_m] { ~ξ(x, n) ≤ 15 16 a − c_∗m^{1−κ1} , ξ ( x, N^{−1}_+ (n) ) ≥ a }

⊂ Ξ̇_m(x) +

Ξ̇_m(x)∑

j=1 h(x, j) ≥ a . Let E_m := { # { x ∈ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, ψ_m) ≥ 15 16 m − m^{4/5} } ≤ e^{16m1−2κ1} } . Combining (4.19), (4.20), and Proposition 4.4, it is enough to show that P ( Θ̇_{ψm} (m, a) ≠ ∅, E_m ) < e^{−cm1−2κ1} . (4.21)

We divide the points in Θ̇_{ψm} (m, a) into two parts:

Θ̇^1_{ψm} (m, a) := { x ∈ Θ̇_{ψm} (m, a) : ~ξ(x, ψ_m) ≥ 15 16 a − c_∗m^{3/4} } ; Θ̇^2_{ψm} (m, a) := { x ∈ Θ̇_{ψm} (m, a) : ~ξ(x, ψ_m) < 15 16 a − c_∗m^{3/4} } . By Proposition 4.2 (In the proof of (4.17), we shall use Proposition 4.2^′ instead.), conditionally on ~S_{[0,ψm]}, the events { Ξ̇_m(x) + ∑^{Ξ̇m(x)}_{j=1} h(x, j) ≥ a } , for x ∈ Z^2_e ∩ ~S_{[0,ψm]}, are independent with probability (recall that p̄(i, j) := p(i, j − i)) ∑ j≥a p̄(Ξ̇_m(x), j). (4.22)

In particular, it follows from (2.15) that for any ε > 0 and η ∈ (0, 1), there exists M = M(ε, η) ∈ Z^+ such that for all m > M and a ≥ m − m^{4/5−ε}, we have

• for x with ~ξ(x, N_T k_m ) >^{15}_{16} a − c_∗m^{3/4},

(4.22) ≤ ∑ j≥^1_{16} a+c_∗m^{1−κ1} p(Ξ̇_m(x), j) ≤ ∑ j≥^1_{16} a+c_∗a^{1−κ1} p ( 15 16 a, j ) < e^{− 12σ2 1615 ηc2∗m1−2κ1} ;

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 21

• for x with ~ξ(x, N_T k_m ) ≤^{15}_{16} a − c_∗m^{3/4},

(4.22) ≤ ∑ j≥^1_{16} a+c_∗m^{3/4} p(Ξ̇_m(x), j) ≤ ∑ j≥^1_{16} a+c_∗a^{3/4} p ( 15 16 a, j ) < e^{− 12σ2 1615 ηc2∗m1/2} .

Also note that there exists M^′ = M^′(ε) > 0 such that for all m ≥ M^′ and a > m − m^{4/5−ε}, # { x ∈ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, ψ_m) ≥ 15 16 a − c_∗m^{3/4} } ≤ # { x ∈ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, ψ_m) ≥ 15 16 m − m^{4/5} } ≤ e^{16m1−2κ1} on E_m.

Fixing η ∈ [^{17}_{18} , 1), since^1_{2σ2}^{16}_{15} c^2_∗ ≥ 18, we have^1_{2σ2}^{16}_{15} ηc^2_∗ ≥ 17. It follows from the above analysis that for m > M ∨ M^′ and a > m − m^{4/5−ε}, P ( Θ̇^1_{ψm} (m, a) ≠ ∅ | | | ~S_{[0,ψm]} ) 1_{Em} ≤ 1 − (1 − e^{−17m1−2κ1} )^{e16m1−2κ1} , P ( Θ̇^2_{ψm} (m, a) ≠ ∅ | | ~S_{[0,ψm]} ) ≤ 1 − (1 − e^{−17m1/2} )^{ψm} .

Consequently, there exists c_2 = c_2(ε) > 0 such that P ( Θ̇_{ψm} (m, a) ≠ ∅ | | ~S_{[0,ψm]}) 1_{Em} < e_{−c2m}^{1−2κ}1 , (4.23)

which implies (4.21).

The proof of P ( Θ_+(k, m, I) ≠ ∅, M^k_m ) < e^{−cm1−2κ1} (4.24)

is similar. Let

Θ̊_{ψm} (m, b) := { x ∈ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, ψ_m) > 15 16 b + c_∗m^{1−κ1} , Ξ̊_m +

Ξ̊_m∑

j=1 h(x, j) < b }

with Ξ̊_m :=^{15}_{16} b + c_∗m^{1−κ1} . Then on {N_T k_m ≤ ψ_m}, {Θ_+(k, m, I) ≠ ∅} ⊂ { Θ̊_{ψm} (m, b) ≠ ∅ } . Thus it is sufficient to show that P ( Θ̊_{ψm} (m, b) ≠ ∅, E_m ) < e^{−cm1−2κ1} , which is obtained using the same arguments as before and (2.16). We omit the details.

Combining (4.18) and (4.24), we get (4.16).

REMARK 4.6. As we shall see in the next subsection, it is quite crucial that the exponent 1 − κ_1 in the “deviation term” in the definition of Θ(k, m, I) (see (4.15) and below) is strictly less than 2/3. To this end, Proposition 1.3 plays a significant role, which provides extra information on the behaviors of ~ξ(·, ψ_m). We emphasize that using only the conditional law of ξ(·, ψ_m) given ~S_{[0,ψm]} (as that in the proof of Proposition 4.5) without any extra information, one cannot obtain a bound with exponent less than 3/4. To be more precise, writing

Θ̇^{(δ)}_{ψm} (m, a) := { x ∈ Θ̇_{ψm} (m, a) : ~ξ(x, ψ_m) < 15 16 a − m^{3/4−δ} } , for δ > 0, and using the same arguments as that in the proof of Proposition 4.5, we can show that P { Θ̇^{(δ)}_{ψm} (m, a) ≠ ∅ | | | ~S_{[0,ψm]} } 1{_{#{x: ~ξ(x,ψm)> 1516 m−m3/4−δ }>ψm/2}} ≥ 1 − (1 − e^{−cm1/2−2δ} )^{ψm /2} → 1. Namely, when the path ~S_{[0,ψm]} exhibits atypical behaviors (from the perspective of Proposition 1.3), it is possible that Θ̇^{(δ)}_{ψm} (m, a) ≠ ∅. This suggests it is necessary to rule out certain atypical behaviors of ~ξ to get a finer bound.

4.4. Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.1. In the sequel, we fix κ_2 ∈ (1/3, κ_1) and δ = κ_2/N with large N such that κ_1 > κ_2 + 2δ > 1/3 + 4δ. Let Λ := {δ, 2δ, . . .} and Λ_0 := Λ ∩ [0, κ_2].

We start by making one more reduction for the upper bound. Recall the pairing X of Z^2 introduced at the beginning of Section 4.2 and define Π^k_m := ⋂_k i,j=1 { (L^i_m, L^j_m) /∈ X } . We now introduce two more pairings. Write

Y := {(x, x + e_1) : x = (2x_1, x_2), x_1, x_2 ∈ Z} and Y^′ := {(x, x + e_1) : x = (2x_1 + 1, x_2), x_1, x_2 ∈ Z}.

Let Υ_m =

⋂_4 i,j=1 { (L^i_m, L^j_m) /∈ Y } and define Υ^′_m similarly with Y replaced by Y^′.

LEMMA 4.7. Uniformly in m ≥ 1, P ( M^4_m, Π^4_m ) ≲ 1 m^{3(κ2−2δ)} . (4.25)

Similarly, P ( M^4_m, Υ_m ∪ Υ^′_m ) ≲ 1 m^{3(κ2−2δ)} . (4.26)

PROOF OF THE UPPER BOUND IN THEOREM 1.1 ASSUMING LEMMA 4.7. In this proof, we write X_1 = X and Π^k_{m,1} = Π^k_m to emphasize the role of “e_1” in the two definitions. For j = 2, 3, 4, we define X_j (resp. Π^k_{m,j} ) through replacing e_1 by e_j in the definition of X_1 (resp. Π_{m,1}). Then using the same arguments, we can show that for any j = 1, 2, 3, 4, P ( M^4_m, Π^4_{m,j} ) ≲ 1 m^{3(κ2−2δ)} . By an elementary combinatorial argument, given any four distinct points x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4 ∈ Z^2, one can find at least one pairing of Z^2 among X_j , j = 1, 2, 3, 4, Y and Y^′, such that each pair in that pairing contains at most one of x_j , j = 1, 2, 3, 4. Hence, one can readily check that

P(M^4_m) ≤ 4∑ j=1 P ( M^4_m, Π^4_{m,j} ) + P ( M^4_m, Υ_m ∪ Υ^′_m ) . We finish the proof by applying Lemma 4.7 and Borel-Cantelli.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 23

We now turn to the proof of Lemma 4.7. We only prove (4.25) as the proof of (4.26) is almost identical. To control the probability of M^4_m, as discussed in Section 1, we define the following set of near-favorite sites of S at time T^k_m: for α ∈ (0, 1], let

M^k(m, α) := { x ∈ Z^2 : x(x) ∈ X \ {x(L^1_m), . . . , x(L^k_m)}, ξ(x, T^k_m) ∈ (m − m^α, m) } . (4.27)

As we are going to see (in the proof of Lemma 4.10), if the event M^k_m occurs, with very high probability the (k + 1)-th favorite site of local time m has to be one of the near-favorite points at time T^k_m. Hence the analysis is reduced to that of the size and location of near-favorite sites with certain local time gap.

To this end, we need the following propositions, which, with two rounds of “screening” on the size of the set M^k(·, ·), provide (in (4.29)) a probability bound on the appearance of near-favorite sites which is sufficient to rule out the i.o. occurrence of M^4_m.

Recall the definition of Θ(k, m, I) and Θ^′(k, m, I) above Proposition 4.5 and write

Θ^k_m := Θ(k, m, [m − m^{κ1} + 1, m)) ∪ Θ^′(k, m, [m − m^{κ1} + 1, m))

for short.

PROPOSITION 4.8. Fixing c̄ = c̄(ε) > 1 satisfying (4.39) below, let c_0 = log(2c̄). Then for any ε, C > 0, there exists c = c(ε, C) > 0 such that for any m, k ≥ 1 and α ∈ [κ_1, 4/5−ε], P ( #M^k(m, α) > Ce^{c0mα−κ1} (log m)^2, M^k_m, Π^k_m ) < e^{−c(log m)2} .

(4.28)

PROPOSITION 4.9. Uniformly in k ≥ 1 and α ∈ (0, κ_1), P { M^k(m, α) ≠ ∅, Θ^k_m = ∅ | | #M_k(m, κ_1) ≤ (log m)_2,

M^k_m, ~S_{[0,NT km ]}, ( L^j_m : j = 1, . . . , k ) } ≲ (log m)^2 m^{κ1−α} . (4.29)

The proof of Propositions 4.8 and 4.9 is postponed to the next subsection.

PROOF OF LEMMA 4.7. Recall the notations defined in the beginning of Section 4.4. Note that P ( M^4_m, | | |L^k_m − L^{k+1}_m | | | > e^m for some k = 1, 2, 3 )

≤ P ( M^4_m, T^4_m > e^m

) (2.20) < e^{−cm} for some universal c > 0. Hence it suffices to show that uniformly for (α_k : k = 1, 2, 3) ∈ (Λ ∩ [0, 1])^3 and m ≥ 1, P ( M^4_m, Π^4_m, e^{mαk −δ} /3 ≤ | |L_{km} − L_{k+1m} | | ≤ e_m^αk for k = 1, 2, 3) ≲ 1 m^{3(κ2 −2δ)} . Here the “/3” in the event is only used to ensure that when α_k = δ, e^{mαk −δ} /3 = e/3 < 1, so that all the possibilities of | |Lk_m − Lk+1_m | | are included.

We begin with a lemma, which states that the event that m − ξ(L^{k+1}_m , T^k_m) is far greater than log | L^k_m − L^{k+1}_m | is of negligible probability. The proof is postponed to the end of this subsection.

LEMMA 4.10. There exists c = c(δ) > 0 such that for any m, k ≥ 1 and α ∈ Λ_0, P ( M^{k+1}_m , Π^{k+1}_m , | | |L^k_m − L^{k+1}_m | | | ≤ e^{mα} , ξ(L^{k+1}_m , T^k_m) < m − m^{α+δ} ) ≤ e^{−c(log m)2} .

Recall the representation M^k_m = U^2_m ∩· · ·∩U^k_m in (2.10). Based on this lemma, Proposition 4.5, and Proposition 4.8, we need only to prove that for any k = 1, 2, 3:

• In the case α_k ∈ (Λ ∩ [0, 1]) \ Λ_0, P ( U^{k+1}_m , Π^{k+1}_m , e^{mαk −δ} /3 ≤ | | |L^k_m − L^{k+1}_m | | | ≤ e^{mαk} | | | M^k_m, Π^k_m, e^{mαj −δ} /3 ≤ | |L^j_m − L^{j+1}_m | | ≤ e^{mαj} for j ≤ k − 1 ) ≲ 1 m^{κ2−2δ} ; (4.30)

• In the case α_k ∈ Λ_0, P ( U^{k+1}_m , Π^{k+1}_m , e^{mαk −δ} /3 ≤ | |L_{km} − L_{k+1m} | | ≤ e_m^αk , Q_{km} | | M^k_m, Π^k_m, e^{mαj −δ} /3 ≤ | |L^j_m − L^{j+1}_m | | ≤ e^{mαj} for j ≤ k − 1 ) ≲ 1 m^{κ2−2δ} , (4.31)

where Q^k_m := { ξ(L^{k+1}_m , T^k_m) ≥ m − m^{αk +δ}, Θ^k_m = ∅, #M^k(m, m^{κ1} ) ≤ (log m)^2 } . In the first case, we have { M^{k+1}_m , e^{mαk −δ} /3 ≤ | |L^k_m − L^{k+1}_m | | ≤ e^{mαk} } ⊂ { H_0 < H_{D(0,e}m^κ2_{/3)}c } ∘ θ_T k_m . Then (4.30) follows from the strong Markov property and (2.4).

In the second case, we note that { M^{k+1}_m , Π^{k+1}_m , e^{mαk −δ} /3 ≤ | | |L^k_m − L^{k+1}_m | | | ≤ e^{mαk} , Q^k_m }

⊂ { H_0 < H_{D(0,em}α_k −δ_{/3)c} } ∘ θ_T k_m ∩ { M^k(m, α_k + δ) ≠ ∅, Θ^k_m = ∅, #M^k(m, κ_1) ≤ (log m)^2 } . An application of the strong Markov property gives

LHS of (4.31) ≲ 1 m^{αk −δ} P ( M^k(m, α_k + δ) ≠ ∅, Θ^k_m = ∅, #M^k(m, κ_1) ≤ (log m)^2 | | | M^k_m, Π^k_m, e^{mαj −δ} /3 ≤ | |L^j_m − L^{j+1}_m | | ≤ e^{mαj} for j ≤ k − 1 ) . Further using Proposition 4.9 gives (4.31).

PROOF OF LEMMA 4.10. For x ∈ Z^2 and n, l ≥ 0, we define T (x, n, l) := inf{j ≥ l : ξ(x, j) − ξ(x, l) = n}, i.e., the n-th hitting time of x after time l. In this proof, we will frequently consider the events A(σ, β) := { T (S_σ, m^β, σ) < H_Lk_m (σ), σ < ∞ }

for β > 0 and various random times σ ≥ T^k_m.

Fixing m, k, α, let β_0 = α + δ, β_j = α + δ + j(κ_1 − α − δ) for j = 1, . . . , [^{1−α−δ}_{κ1−α−δ} ] + 1. We partition the event { M^{k+1}_m , Π^{k+1}_m , | | |L^k_m − L^{k+1}_m | | | ≤ e^{mα} , ξ(L^{k+1}_m , T^k_m) < m − m^{α+δ} }

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 25

into disjoint events B_j (j = 1, . . . , [^{1−α−δ}_{κ1−α−δ} ] + 1), where

B_j = { M^{k+1}_m , Π^{k+1}_m , | |L_{km} − L_{k+1m} | | ≤ e_m^α , m − m_{βj} ≤ ξ(L_{k+1m} , T_{km}) < m − m_{βj−1} } ⊂ { M^k_m, Π^k_m, A ( H_Lk+1_m (T^k_m), β_{j−1} ) , | | |L^k_m − L^{k+1}_m | | | ≤ e^{mα} , ξ(L^{k+1}_m , T^k_m) ≥ m − m^{βj} }

=: B^′_j.

We now show that H_Lk+1_m (T^k_m) is contained in a collection of stopping times, which enables us to use the strong Markov property to calculate the probability.

Let us define the stopping times we are concerned with. For j = 1, . . . , [^{1−α−δ}_{κ1−α−δ} ] + 1, let

F_j := { x ∈ Z^2 : | |x − L^k_m | | ≤ e^{mα} , ξ(x, T^k_m) ≥ m − m^{βj} } . We define σ^j_i as follows:

σ^j_1 := inf { n ≥ T^k_m : S_n ∈ F_j } , σ^j_{i+1} := inf { n ≥ T^k_m : S_n ∈ F_j , S_n /∈ {S_{σ1} , . . . , S_{σi} } } . Namely, σ^j_i are the times after T^k_m when the process hits a new point in F_j . Since L^{k+1}_m ∈ F_j on B^′_j , we have H_Lk+1_m (T^k_m) ∈ {σ^j_i : i ≥ 1} on B^′_j . Consequently, B^′_j ⊂ ∞⋃ i=1 { A(σ^j_i , β_{j−1}), M^k_m, Π^k_m } . Note that a.s., σ^j_i < ∞ for i = 1, . . . , #F_j and σ^j_i = ∞ for i > #F_j . It follows from Proposition 4.8 that for j ∈ [ 1, [^{1−α−δ} κ_1−α−δ ] + 1 ] with β_j ≤^7_{10} ,

P ∞⋃ i=e^{c0mβj −κ1} (log m)^2 +1 { A(σ^j_i , β_{j−1}), M^k_m, Π^k_m }

≤ P ( #F_j > e^{c0mβj −κ1} (log m)^2, M^k_m, Π^k_m )

≤ P ( #M^k(m, m^{βj} ) > e^{c0mβj −κ1} (log m)^2, M^k_m, Π^k_m

)_{(4.28)} < e^{−c(log m)2} for some universal constant c > 0. For j ∈ [ 1, [^{1−α−δ} κ_1 −α−δ ] + 1 ] with β_j >^7_{10} , it holds trivially

that #F_j ≤ Ce^{2mα} ≤ Ce^{2mκ2} < e^{c0mβj −κ1} (log m)^2 for m large, which implies that P ∞⋃ i=e^{c0mβj −κ1} (log m)^2 +1 { A(σ^j_i , β_{j−1}), M^k_m, Π^k_m } ≤ e^{−c′(log m)2} for some universal constant c^′ > 0 and all m ≥ 1, j ∈ [ 1, [^{1−α−δ} κ_1−α−δ ] + 1 ] with β_j >^7_{10} .

On the other hand, let g(y) := P { T (0, m^{βj−1} ) < H_y } for y ∈ Z^2. Then an application of the strong Markov property yields that for any j = 1, . . . , [^{1−α−δ}_{κ1 −α−δ} ] + 1 and i ≥ 1, P ( A(σ^j_i , β_{j−1}) ) = E [ g ( L^k_m − S_σj_i ) 1{_{σji <∞}} ]

(∗) ≤ ( 1 − c_1 m^α )_mβj−1 ≤ exp { −c_1m^{βj−1 −α} } = exp { −c_1m^{βj −κ1+δ} } ,

26 where (∗) follows from the fact that | | |L^k_m − S_σj_i | | | ≤ e^{mα} . Therefore for any j = 1, . . . , [^{1−α−δ}_{κ1 −α−δ} ] + 1,

P ( B^′_j ) ≤ e^{−(c∧c′)(log m)2} + e^{c0mβj −κ1} (log m)^2 ∑ i=1 P ( A(σ^j_i , β_{j−1}) ) ≤ e^{−c2(log m)2}

for some constant c_2 = c_2(δ) > 0. Note that [^{1−α−δ}_{κ1−α−δ} ] + 1 < (κ_1 − κ_2 − δ)^{−1} + 1 < 1/δ + 1. Hence there exists c_3 = c_3(δ) such that P { M^{k+1}_m , Π^{k+1}_m , | | |L^k_m − L^{k+1}_m | | | ≤ e^{mα} , ξ(L^{k+1}_m , T^k_m) < m − m^{α+δ} }

≤ [^{1−α−δ} κ1−α−δ ]+1 ∑ j=1 P ( B^′_j ) ≤ e^{−c3(log m)2} .

Then the proof is completed.

4.5. Proof of Propositions 4.8 and 4.9. This subsection is dedicated to the proof of Propositions 4.8 and 4.9. We refer readers to Section 2.1 for two variants of the urn model which serves as toy models of the arguments in this subsection. More precisely, the proof of (4.35) and (4.48) will be accomplished using the same ideas as that in the proof of Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8, respectively.

To ease the analysis, we define

M^k_e (m, α) := { x ∈ Z^2_e : x(x) ∈ X \ {x(L^1_m), . . . , x(L^k_m)},

ξ(x, T^k_m) = ξ^+(x(x), T^k_m) ∈ (m − m^α, m) } , M^k_o(m, α) := { x ∈ Z^2_o : x(x) ∈ X \ {x(L^1_m), . . . , x(L^k_m)},

ξ(x, T^k_m) = ξ^+(x(x), T^k_m) ∈ (m − m^α, m) } ,

(4.32)

which are related to M^k(m, α) via: { M^k(m, α) ≠ ∅ } = { M^k_e (m, α) ∪ M^k_o (m, α) ≠ ∅ } , and

(4.33) #M^k(m, α) ≤ 2 [ #M^k_e (m, α) + #M^k_o (m, α) ] . (4.34)

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.8. Fixing ε, C > 0, we simply write ρ = ρ(C, α, m) := Ce^{c0mα−κ1} (log m)^2. Recall (4.34). We claim that it is enough to prove that there exists c = c(ε, C) > 0 such that for all m, k ≥ 1 and α ∈ [κ_1, 4/5 − ε], P ( #M^k_e (m, α) > ρ, M^k_m, Π^k_m ) < e^{−c(log m)2} .

(4.35)

Indeed, we have #M^k_o (m, α) = #M^k_e (m, α) ∘ θ_1, M^k_m = M^k_m ∘ θ_1, and Π^k_m = Π^k_m ∘ θ_1 on {ξ(0, T^k_m) < m − m^α}. Note that by Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6, P ( ξ(0, T^k_m) ≥ m − m^α, M^k_m ) ≤ P ( ξ(0, e^{2m1/2} ) ≥ m − m^α ) + P ( T^k_m > e^{2m1/2} , M^k_m )

< e^{−c1m1/2}

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 27

for some c_1 > 0. It follows that P ( #M^k_o (m, α) > ρ, M^k_m, Π^k_m )

≤ P ( #M^k_e (m, α) > ρ, M^k_m, Π^k_m ) + P ( ξ(0, T^k_m) ≥ m − m^α, M^k_m )

< e^{−c2(log m)2}

for some c_2 > 0, which leads to (4.28).

We now prove (4.35). To estimate the probability, we shall first restate the above event in terms of the local times ξ ( x, T^k_m ) for x ∈ X. To this end, we define the following three types V^{(i)} = V^{(i)}(α, k, m) of x:

V^{(1)} = { x ∈ X : ξ^+(x, T^k_m) = m, ξ^−(x, T^k_m) < m } , V^{(2)} = { x = (x, x + e_1) ∈ X : ξ^+(x, T^k_m) = ξ(x, T^k_m) ∈ (m − m^α, m) } , V^{(3)} = { x = (x, x + e_1) ∈ X : ξ(x, T^k_m) ≤ m − m^α or ξ(x, T^k_m) < ξ(x + e_1, T^k_m) < m } . Then we have { #M^k_e (m, α) > ρ, M^k_m, Π^k_m } = { #V^{(2)} > ρ, D^k_m } , where

D^k_m := { #V^{(1)} = k, V^{(1)} ∪ V^{(2)} ∪ V^{(3)} = X } . Thus

LHS of (4.35) = P ( #V^{(2)} > ρ, D^k_m ) . (4.36)

Next, we shall further divide the elements in #V^{(2)} and estimate the cardinality of each part. Let

I_ℓ = [a_ℓ, b_ℓ) := [m − ℓm^{κ1} , m − (ℓ − 1)m^{κ1} ) for ℓ = 1, . . . , [m^{α−κ1} ] + 1,

and divide the elements in V^{(2)} into ([m^{α−κ1} ] + 1) disjoint parts:

V^{(2)} =

[m^{α−κ1} ]+1 ⋃ j=1 V^{(2)}(ℓ) with V^{(2)}(ℓ) := { x ∈ V^{(2)} : ξ^+(x, T^k_m) ∈ I_ℓ } .

LEMMA 4.11. Let ρ_ℓ = ρ_ℓ(C, m) := Ce^{c0(ℓ−1)}(log m)^2. There exists c = c(ε, C) > 0 such that for all m, k ≥ 1, α ∈ [κ_1, 4/5 − ε], and ℓ = 1, . . . , [m^{α−κ1} ] + 1, P ( #V^{(2)}(ℓ) > ρ_ℓ, D^k_m ) < e^{−c(log m)2} .

(4.37)

The proof of Lemma 4.11 is postponed. Back to (4.36), using Lemma 4.11 and the equality that #V^{(2)} =

∑_{[m}α−κ1_{]+1}

ℓ=1 #V^{(2)}(ℓ), we have with ρ^′_ℓ = ρ_ℓ ( (1 − e^{−c0} )C, m ) , LHS of (4.35) ≤

[m^{α−κ1} ]+1 ∑ ℓ=1 P { #V^{(2)}(ℓ) > ρ^′_ℓ, D^k_m }

< [m^{α−κ1} ]+1 ∑ ℓ=1 e^{−c1(log m)2} < e^{−c2(log m)2} for some c_1 = c_1(ε, C), c_2 = c_2(ε, C) > 0 and all m, k ≥ 1 and α ∈ [κ_1, 4/5 − ε]. That concludes the proof.

Now we prove Lemma 4.11. The main idea is as follows. We simply write Θ_ℓ := Θ(k, m, I_{ℓ−1} ∪ I_ℓ) which equals ∅ with high probability by Proposition 4.5. Note that on {Θ_ℓ = ∅},

V^{(2)}(ℓ) ∪ V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1) ⊂ { x ∈ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, N_T k_m )= ~ξ^+(x(x), N_T k_m ) ∈ [ 15 16 a_ℓ − c_∗m^{1−κ1} , 15 16 b_{ℓ−1} + c_∗m^{1−κ1} )}

=: ~V^{(2)}(ℓ)

(4.38)

for each ℓ = 2, . . . , [m^{α−κ1} ] + 1. It can be shown that conditionally on ~ξ(·, N_T k_m ) and Θ_ℓ = ∅, independently for each x ∈ ~V^{(2)}(ℓ), the probabilities of {x ∈ V^{(2)}(ℓ)} and {x ∈ V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1)} are comparable, which together with (4.38) and the large deviation principle implies that with high probability, #V^{(2)}(ℓ) is bounded by a constant multiple of #V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1) for ℓ = 2, . . . , [m^{α−κ1} ] + 1. This gives (4.37) in the case ℓ ≥ 2 (assuming the case ℓ = 1).

The proof for the case ℓ = 1 is similar yet more involved due to the fact that ξ(x, T^k_m) ≤ m on M^k_m which prevents us from using the same compare at time T^k_m. To overcome this, we enumerate all the possibilities of the path ~S_{[0,NT km ]} and compare the probabilities at time N^{−1}_+ (n) on {N_T k_m = n}.

Let us start with the following property of p̄(i, j) which is immediate from Lemma 2.3.

LEMMA 4.12. For any ε > 0, there exists c̄ = c̄(ε) > 1 such that for all α ∈ [κ_1, 4/5 − ε], ℓ ∈ [ 1, [m^{α−κ1} ] + 1 ] , i ∈ [_{15} 16 a_ℓ − c_∗m^{1−κ1} ,^{15}_{16} b_{ℓ−1} + c_∗m^{1−κ1} ] , and j_1, j_2 ∈ I_ℓ = [a_ℓ, b_ℓ), c̄^{−1}p̄(i, j_2) ≤ p̄(i, j_1) ≤ c̄p̄(i, j_2). (4.39)

PROOF OF LEMMA 4.11. First, we assume (4.37) for the case ℓ = 1, i.e., there exists c = c(ε, C) > 0 such that for all m, k ≥ 1 and α ∈ [κ_1, 4/5 − ε], P ( #V^{(2)}(1) > C(log m)^2, D^k_m ) < e^{−c(log m)2} .

(4.40)

We shall prove (4.37) under the assumption (4.40).

The proof uses the same ideas as that in the proof of Lemma 2.7. We claim that there exists c > 0 such that for any ℓ = 2, . . . , [m^{α−κ1} ] + 1, P ( #V^{(2)}(ℓ) > 2c̄#V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1), D^k_m, Θ_ℓ = ∅ | | #V^{(2)}(ℓ) + #V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1) )

≤ e^{−c} [_{#V (2) (ℓ)+#V (2) (ℓ−1)}] . (4.41)

Indeed, observe that conditionally on V^{(2)}(ℓ) ∪ V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1), D^k_m, and Θ_ℓ = ∅, (4.38) holds and the events {x ∈ V^{(2)}(ℓ)}, for x ∈ V^{(2)}(ℓ) ∪ V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1), are independent with probability ∑ j∈I_ℓ p̄(~ξ(x, |η|), j) ∑ j∈I_ℓ p̄(~ξ(x, |η|), j) + ∑ j∈I_{ℓ−1} p̄(~ξ(x, |η|), j) (4.39) ≤ c̄ 1 + c̄ . Therefore under the conditioning, #V^{(2)}(ℓ) is stochastically bounded by a binomial random variable with parameter ( #V^{(2)}(ℓ) + #V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1),^{c̄}_{1+c̄} ) . Then (4.41) follows from the large deviation principle.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 29

Recall the definition of ρ_ℓ in the statement of Lemma 4.11 and that c_0 = log(2c̄). In particular, we have ρ_ℓ = 2c̄ρ_{ℓ−1}. Fixing C > 0, we write

q_ℓ := P ( #V^{(2)}(ℓ) > ρ_ℓ, D^k_m ) . Then for any ℓ = 2, . . . , [m^{α−κ1} ] + 1, q_ℓ ≤ P ( #V^{(2)}(ℓ) > ρ_ℓ, #V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1) > ρ_{ℓ−1}, D^k_m )

+ P ( #V^{(2)}(ℓ) > ρ_ℓ, #V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1) ≤ ρ_{ℓ−1}, D^k_m, Θ_ℓ = ∅ ) + P (Θ_ℓ ≠ ∅)

≤ q_{ℓ−1} + P (Θ_ℓ ≠ ∅) + P ( #V^{(2)}(ℓ) > 2c̄#V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1), #V^{(2)}(ℓ) + #V^{(2)}(ℓ − 1) > ρ_ℓ, D^k_m, Θ_ℓ = ∅ )

≤ q_{ℓ−1} + e^{−c1m1−2κ1} + e^{−cρℓ} for some c_1 = c_1(ε) > 0 by Proposition 4.5 and (4.41). Further using (4.40), we get

q_ℓ ≤ q_1 + ℓ∑ j=2 (e^{−cρj} + e^{−c1m1−2κ1} ) < e^{−c2(log m)2} for some c_2 = c_2(ε, C) > 0, which concludes this part of the proof.

Next, we shall prove (4.40). Let Ψ^k_m := {S_T k_{m +1} = S_T k_m + e_2} with e_2 = (0, 1). By the strong Markov property, Proposition 4.5, and the observation that D^k_m ⊂ M^k_m, it suffices to show that P ( #V^{(2)}(1) > C(log m)^2, D^k_m, Ψ^k_m, Θ^k_m = ∅ ) < e^{−c(log m)2} .

(4.42)

Here the introduction of Ψ^k_m ensures that L^k_m = ~S_{NT km} , which simplifies the following proof.

Define I_0 = [a_0, b_0) := [m + 1, m + m^{κ1} ). We use η = (η_0, η_1, . . . , η_n) to denote a generic nearest-neighbor path in Z^2 with finite length |η| = n. Let η_{end} := η_n be the ending point of the path.

The notation V^{(j)}_η for j = 1, 2, 3 is defined through replacing T^k_m in the definition of V^{(j)} by N^{−1}_+ (|η|). Let

V^{(2)}_η (ℓ) := { x = (x, x + e_1) ∈ X : ξ^+(x, N^{−1}_+ (|η|)) = ξ(x, N^{−1}_+ (|η|)) ∈ I_ℓ } for ℓ = 0, 1, . . . , [m^{α−κ1} ] + 1 (here we include the case ℓ = 0) and

D_η := { #V^{(1)}_η = k, V^{(1)}_η ∪ V^{(2)}_η ∪ V^{(3)}_η = X, ξ ( η_{end}, N^{−1}_+ (|η|) ) = m } . In particular, we have

x(η_{end}) ∈ V^{(1)}_η on D_η .

(4.43)

In the sequel, we mainly focus on the even points in each x ∈ V^{(2)}(ℓ), i.e. { x ∈ Z^2_e :

x(x) ∈ V^{(2)}(ℓ) } . By abuse of notation, we continue to write V^{(2)}(ℓ) for this set.

With the above notations, we have for any r > C(log m)^2, P ( #V^{(2)}(1) = r, D^k_m, Ψ^k_m, Θ^k_m = ∅ )

= ∑ η P ( #V^{(2)}(1) = r, D^k_m, Θ^k_m = ∅, Ψ^k_m, ~S_{[0,NT km ]} = η )

≤ ∑ η P ( #V^{(2)}_η (1) = r, D_η , θ(|η| , m, κ_1) = ∅, ~S_{[0,|η|]} = η ) , (4.44) where the sum is over all the paths with finite length and θ(n, m, κ_1) := { x ∈ Z^2_e : ξ ( x, N^{−1}_+ (n) ) ∈ I_0 ∪ I_1, ~ξ(x, n) /∈ [15 16 (m − m^{κ1} ) − c_∗m^{1−κ1} , 15 16 m + c_∗m^{1−κ1} )} . We mention that in the definition of θ(n, m, κ_1), the enlargement of the range of ξ(x, n) from I_1 = (m − m^{κ1} , m) to I_0 ∪ I_1 is prepared for the later proof.

Now we use the same ideas as that in the proof of Lemma 2.7. With (4.43) in mind, let

~D_η := { #V^{(1)}_η = k, V^{(1)}_η ∪ V^{(2)}_η ∪ V^{(3)}_η ∪ V^{(2)}_η (0) = X, ξ ( η_{end}, N^{−1}_+ (|η|) ) = m, x(η_{end}) ∈ V^{(1)}_η } . Then we can write P ( #V^{(2)}_η (1) = r, D_η , θ(|η| , m, κ_1) = ∅, ~S_{[0,|η|]} = η )

= P ( #V^{(2)}_η (1) = r, #V^{(2)}_η (0) + #V^{(2)}_η (1) = r, ~D_η , θ(|η| , m, κ_1) = ∅, ~S_{[0,|η|]} = η ) .

(4.45)

It follows from Proposition 4.2 that conditionally on V^{(2)}_η (0) ∪ V^{(2)}_η (1), ~D_η , θ(|η| , m, κ_1) = ∅, and ~S_{[0,|η|]} = η, we have

V^{(2)}_η (0) ∪ V^{(2)}_η (1) ⊂ { x ∈ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, |η|)= ~ξ^+(x(x), |η|) ∈ [15 16 (m − m^{κ1} ) − c_∗m^{1−κ1} , 15 16 m + c_∗m^{1−κ1} )}

and the events { x ∈ V^{(2)}_η (1) } , for x ∈ V^{(2)}_η (0) ∪ V^{(2)}_η (1), are independent with probability ∑ j∈I_1 p̄(~ξ(x, |η|), j) ∑ j∈I_1 p̄(~ξ(x, |η|), j) + ∑ j∈I_0 p̄(~ξ(x, |η|), j) ≤ c̄ 1 + c̄ . In particular, let

Q = Q(r) := P ( · | | | #V^{(2)}_η (0) + #V^{(2)}_η (1) = r, ~Dη, θ(|η| , m, κ1) = ∅, ~S_{[0,|η|]} = η ) . Then by the Stirling’s formula, Q ( #V^{(2)}_η (1) = r ) ≤ O ( 1 √ r ) ( c̄ 1 + c̄ )_r Q ( #V^{(2)}_η (1) = [ c̄ 1 + c̄ r ])

≤ e^{−c2 r}Q ( #V^{(2)}_η (1) = [ c̄ 1 + c̄ r ])

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 31

for some c_2 > 0. Consequently,

RHS of (4.44) = ∑ η Q ( #V^{(2)}_η (1) = r ) P ( #V^{(2)}_η (0) + #V^{(2)}_η (1) = r, ~D_η , θ(|η| , m, κ_1) = ∅, ~S_{[0,|η|]} = η )

≤ e^{−c2r} ∑ η Q ( #V^{(2)}_η (1) = [ c̄ 1 + c̄ r ])

· P ( #V^{(2)}_η (0) + #V^{(2)}_η (1) = r, ~D_η, θ(|η| , m, κ_1) = ∅, ~S_{[0,|η|]} = η )

≤ e^{−c2r} ∑ η P ( #V^{(2)}_η (1) = [ c̄ 1 + c̄ r ] , #V^{(2)}_η (0) = r − [ c̄ 1 + c̄ r ] , ~D_η, ~S_{[0,|η|]} = η )

(∗∗) ≤ e^{−c2r},

(4.46)

where (∗∗) follows from the fact that the events B_η := { #V^{(2)}_η (1) = [_{c̄} 1+c̄ r ] , #V^{(2)}_η (0) = r − [_{c̄} 1+c̄ r ] , ~D_η, ~S_{[0,|η|]} = η } are disjoint, i.e.

B_{η1} ∩ B_{η2} = ∅ if η^1 ≠ η^2.

(4.47)

Indeed, (4.47) trivially holds when η^1 ≠ η^2 and | η^1 | = | η^2 | . Next, we consider the case | |η1 | | < | |η2 | |. Note that on B_η , { x ∈ X : ξ^+(x, N^{−1}_+ (|η|) − 1) ≥ m } = ( V^{(1)}_η \ {x(η_{end})} ) ∪ V^{(2)}_η (0), { x ∈ X : ξ^+(x, N^{−1}_+ (|η|)) ≥ m } = V^{(1)}_η ∪ V^{(2)}_η (0).

In particular, # { x ∈ X : ξ^+(x, N^{−1}_+ (|η|) − 1) ≥ m } = k + r − [ c̄ 1 + c̄ r ] − 1, # { x ∈ X : ξ^+(x, N^{−1}_+ (|η|)) ≥ m } = k + r − [ c̄ 1 + c̄ r ] . In the case | |η1 | | < | |η2 | |, we have N^{−1}_+ ( | |η1 | |) ≤ N^{−1}_+ ( | |η2 | |) − 1. Then the above analysis tells

us that on B_η1 ∩ B_η2 , k + r − [ c̄ 1 + c̄ r ] = # { x ∈ X : ξ^+(x, N^{−1}_+ ( | |η^1 | |)) ≥ m}

≤ # { x ∈ X : ξ^+(x, N^{−1}_+ ( | η^2 | ) − 1) ≥ m } = k + r − [ c̄ 1 + c̄ r ] − 1, which implies (4.47).

Finally, by summing over r > C(log m)^2 in (4.46), we get (4.42).

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.9. By (4.33), it is enough to show that P { M^k_e (m, α) ≠ ∅ | | Θ(k, m, [m − m_{κ1} + 1, m)) = ∅, #M_k(m, κ_1) ≤ (log m)_2,

M^k_m, ~S_{[0,NT km ]}, ( L^j_m : j = 1, . . . , k ) } ≲ (log m)^2 m^{κ1−α} , (4.48) and P { M^k_o (m, α) ≠ ∅ | | | Θ^′(k, m, [m − m^{κ1} + 1, m)) = ∅, #M^k(m, κ1) ≤ (log m)^2, M^k_m, ~S_{[0,NT km ]}, ( L^j_m : j = 1, . . . , k ) } ≲ (log m)^2 m^{κ1−α} . (4.49)

We shall only give the proof of (4.48), for (4.49) can be proved in the same way.

In addition to the conditioning in (4.48), we further condition on M^k(m, κ_1) and denote by Q = Q ( M^k(m, κ_1) ) the conditional probability. Then we have M^k_e (m, α) ⊂ { x ∈ M^k(m, κ_1) ∩ Z^2_e : ~ξ(x, N_T k_m ) = ~ξ^+(x(x), N_T k_m ) ∈ (15 16 (m − m^{κ1} ) − c_∗m^{1−κ1} , 15 16 m + c_∗m^{1−κ1} )} . (4.50)

It follows from Proposition 4.3 (In the proof of (4.49), Proposition 4.3^′ will be used instead.) that the events { x ∈ M^k_e (m, α) } , for x in the set on the RHS of (4.50), are conditionally independent with probability (recall again that p̄(i, j) := p(i, j − i)) ∑_{m−1} j=m−m^α+1 p̄(~ξ(x, NT^km ), j) ∑_{m−1} j=m−m^κ1 +1 p̄(~ξ(x, NT^km ), j) . By Lemma 2.3, uniformly in i ∈

(_{15} 16 (m − m^{κ1} ) − c_∗m^{1−κ1} ,^{15}_{16} m + c_∗m^{1−κ1} ) and j_1, j_2 ∈ (m − m^{κ1} , m), p̄(i, j_1) ≍ p̄(i, j_2). Consequently, there exists universal c_1, c_2 > 0 such that for all x ∈ M^k(m, κ_1) ∩ Z^2_e, c_1 m^{κ1−α} ≤ Q { x ∈ M^k_e (m, α) } ≤ c_2 m^{κ1−α} . Further noting the conditioning { #M^k(m, κ_1) ≤ (log m)^2 } , we get Q { M^k_e (m, α) ≠ ∅ } ≤ c_2(log m)^2 m^{κ1−α} , which implies (4.48).

REFERENCES

[1] Aïdékon, E., Hu, Y. and Shi, Z. (2020). Points of infinite multiplicity of planar Brownian motion: measures and local times. Ann. Probab. 48(4): 1785–1825.

[2] Bass, B. F., Burdzy, K. and Khoshnevisan, D. (1994). Intersection local time for points of infinite multiplicity. Ann. Probab., 22(2): 566–625.

[3] Bass, R. F. (2023). The rate of escape of the most visited site of Brownian motion, Electron. J. Probab., 28(20), 1–12.

[4] Bass, R. F. and Griffin, P. S. (1985). The most visited site of Brownian motion and simple random walk. Z.

Wahrsch. Verw. Gebiete 70: 417–436.

[5] Biskup, M. and Louidor, O. (2024). A limit law for the most favorite point of simple random walk on a regular tree. Ann. Probab., 52(2): 502–544.

[6] Bass, R. F. and Rosen, J. (2007). Frequent points for random walks in two dimensions, Electron. J. Probab., 12: 1–46.

[7] Csáki, E., Földes, A., Révész, P., Rosen, J. and Shi, Z. (2005). Frequently visited sets for random walks.

Stoc. Proc. Appl., 115: 1503–1517.

[8] Dembo, A., Peres, Y., Rosen, J. and Zeitouni, O. (2001). Thick points for planar Brownian motion and the Erdős-Taylor conjecture on random walk. Acta Math., 186: 239–270.

[9] Dembo, A. (2005). Favorite points, cover times and fractals. Lectures on probability theory and statistics., 1869: 1–101.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 33

[10] Dembo, A. (2009). Large deviations techniques and application. Springer.

[11] Ding, J. and Shen, J. (2018). Three favorite sites occurs infinitely often for one-dimensional simple random walk. Ann. Probab., 46: 2545–2561.

[12] Durrett, R. (2019). Probability: theory and examples. Cambridge University Press. [13] Erdős, P. and Révész, P. (1984). On the favourite points of a random walk. In Mathematical Structure– Computational Mathematics–Mathematical Modelling, vol. 2: 152–157.

[14] Erdős, P. and Révész, P. (1987). Problems and results on random walks. In Mathematical Statistics and Probability Theory, vol. B: 59–65.

[15] Erdős, P. and Révész, P. (1991). Three problems on the random walk in Zd. Studia Sci. Math. Hungar., 26:

309–320.

[16] Erdős, P. and Taylor, S. J. (1960). Some problems concerning the structure of random walk paths. Acta Math. Acad. Sci. Hungar., 11: 137–162.

[17] Feller, W. (1991). An introduction to probability theory and its applications, vol. 2, John Wiley & Sons. [18] Hao, C., Hu, Z., Ma, T. and Song, R. (2024). Three favorite edges occurs infinitely often for one-dimensional simple random walk, Comm. Math. Stat. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40304-023-00382-2.

[19] Jego, A. (2020). Thick points of random walk and the Gaussian free field. Electron. J. Probab. 25: 1–39. [20] Jego, A. (2021). Critical Brownian multiplicative chaos. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 180: 495–552. [21] Jego, A. (2023). Characterisation of Planar Brownian Multiplicative Chaos. Comm. Math. Phys., 399: 971– 1019.

[22] Lawler, G. F. (1991). Intersections of Random Walks. Birkhäuser.

[23] Lawler, G. F. and Limic, V. (2010). Random walk: a modern introduction. Cambridge University Press. [24] Lifshits, M. A. and Shi, Z. (2004). The escape rate of favorite sites of simple random walk and Brownian motion. Ann. Probab., 32: 129–152.

[25] Okada, I. (2016). Topics and problems on favorite sites of random walks. Stochastic analysis on large scale interacting systems, 129-139, RIMS Kôkyûroku Bessatsu, B59, Res. Inst. Math. Sci. (RIMS), Kyoto.

[26] Okada, I. (2020). Exponents for the number of pairs of α-favorite points of a simple random walk in Z2.

Stoc. Proc. Appl., 130: 108–138.

[27] Révész, P. (2005). Random walk in random and non-random environments, 2nd ed. World Scientific. [28] Rosen, J. (2005). A random walk proof of the Erdős-Taylor conjecture. Period. Math. Hungar., 50: 223–245. [29] Rosen, J. (2023). Tightness for thick points in two dimensions. Electron. J. Probab., 28(18): 1–45. [30] Tóth, B. (2001). No more than three favorite sites for simple random walk. Ann. Probab., 29: 484–503. [31] Tóth, B. and Werner, W. (1997). Tied favourite edges for simple random walk. Combin. Probab. Comput., 6: 359–369.

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.3

In this appendix, we give a proof of Proposition 1.3, adapting the arguments from Sections 3-6 of [28]. Let K_n = 16e^nn^9 and fix ϵ > 0. It suffices to show that for n large, P [ ξ^∗(H_{D(0,Kn)}c ) ≥ 4 π (log K_n)^2 − (log K_n)^{8/5+2ϵ} ] > exp { −n^{3/5+ϵ/3} } . (A.1)

Indeed, we note that there exists c > 0 such that for any n ≥ 1, P [ H_{D(0,Kn)}c ≥ (K_ne^{(log Kn)3/5+ϵ} )^2 ] ≤ exp { −c(log K_n)^{3/5+ϵ} } ≤ exp { −cn^{3/5+ϵ} } . Letting J_n := (K_ne^{(log Kn)3/5+ϵ} )^2, (A.1) implies that for n large, P [ ξ^∗(J_n) ≥ 1 π (log J_{n+1})^2 − (log J_{n+1})^{8/5+3ϵ} ]

≥ P [ ξ^∗(H_{D(0,Kn)}c ) ≥ 4 π (log K_n)^2 − (log K_n)^{8/5+2ϵ} ] − P [ H_{D(0,Kn)}c ≥ J_n ]

> exp { −n^{3/5+ε/2} } ≥ exp { −(log J_n)^{3/5+ϵ/2} } . By interpolation, we have P [ ξ^∗(n) ≥ 1 π (log n)^2 − (log n)^{8/5+3ϵ} ] > exp { −(log n)^{3/5+ϵ/2} } , and consequently, P [ ξ^∗(n/e^{(log n)3/5+2ϵ} ) ≥ 1 π (log n)^2 − (log n)^{8/5+4ϵ} ] > exp { −(log n)^{3/5+ϵ} } . By partitioning the random walk path of length n to e^{(log n)3/5+2ϵ} segments of length n/e^{(log n)3/5+2ϵ} each and using the independence of increments, we obtain Proposition 1.3.

REMARK A.1. The proof of (A.1) is a refinement of the arguments in Sections 3-6 of [28]. Both [28] and our work consider certain subsets of thick points, whose probability is easier to bound below. The major difference is that we modify the definition of K_n and r_{n,k} below, which enables us to improve the estimates of the first moment as shown in (A.4) below; while with the definitions in [28], one can check that the first moment (of the corresponding subsets of thick points considered here) can not exceed exp { −C(n/ log n) } for some C > 0, which is not enough for the proof of (A.1).

Fixing x ∈ Z^2 and n ≥ 1, let η̄_0 = 0 and for i ≥ 1, η_i = inf{t ≥ η̄_{i−1} : S_t ∈ ∂D(x, r^0_n)}, η̄_i = inf{t ≥ η_i : S_t ∈ ∂D(x, R_n)}. We define G^x_{(Rn,r0n)} as the σ-algebra generated by the excursions {e^{(i)} : i ≥ 1}, where e^{(i)} = {S_t : η̄_{i−1} ≤ t ≤ η_i} is the i-th excursion from ∂D(x, R_n) to ∂D(x, r^0_n) (for i = 1, the excursion begins at t = 0).

x η̄0 = 0 η1 η̄1η2η̄2 η3η̄3 e(1)

e(2) e(3)

FIGURE 1. Excursions {e(i) : i ≥ 1}. The two concentric disks are D(x, Rn) and D(x, r0n). The blue curve (both solid and dashed parts) is the sample path of S, the three solid sections of which are e(1), e(2), and e(3) respectively.

For each i ≥ 1, let ζ̄_{i,0} = η_i and for j ≥ 1, define ζ_{i,j} := inf{t ≥ ζ̄_{i,j−1} : S_t ∈ ∂D(x, r_n)}, ζ̄_{i,j} := inf{t ≥ ζ_{i,j} : S_t ∈ ∂D(x, r^0_n)}. Let v_{i,j} := {S_t : ζ_{i,j} ≤ t ≤ ζ̄_{i,j}} and Z^i := sup{j ≥ 0 : ζ̄_{i,j} < η̄_i}. Then (v_{i,j} : j = 1, . . . , Z^i) are excursions from ∂D(x, r_n) to ∂D(x, r^0_n) during the i-th excursion from ∂D(x, r^0_n) to ∂D(x, R_n) and we define H^x_{(Rn,r0n,rn),i} := σ(v_{i,j} : j = 1, . . . , Z^i).

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 35

η̄0 = 0 η1 = ζ̄1,0 η̄1 ζ1,1ζ̄1,1 ζ1,2 ζ̄1,2v1,1 v1,2

FIGURE 2. Excursions {vi,j : j = 1, . . . , Zi}. The disk D(x, rn) is added in this figure. The two red dashed sections are v1,1 and v1,2 respectively and Z1 = 2 in this case.

Fixing n ≥ 1, for any m ≥ 1, let H^x_{(Rn ,r0n,rn)}(m) be the collection of events H_n which can be written as a countable union of disjoint events in the form H_{n,1} ∩ H_{n,2} ∩ · · · ∩ H_{n,m} with H_{n,i} ∈ H^x_{(Rn,r0n,rn),i}. (Be careful that H^x_{(Rn,r0n,rn)}(m) is not a σ-algebra.) Moreover, we say

H_n ∈ H^x_{(Rn,r0n,rn)}(m) satisfies Condition (∗) with parameter λ > 0

if for any y, z ∈ ∂D(x, r_n) and each H_{n,i} in the above union, ( 1 − λn^{−3} ) P^y(H_{n,i}) ≤ P^z(H_{n,i}) ≤ ( 1 + λn^{−3} ) P^y (H_{n,i}). (∗) Here with slight abuse of notation we also denote by P^y the law of (v_{i,j} : j ≥ 1) conditioned on Z^i ≥ 1 and v_{i,1} starts from y. We show the following lemma using the same arguments as that in Lemma 6.3 of [28].

LEMMA A.2. Fix (R_n, r^0_n, r_n) with r^0_n ≥ 2r_n and^{Rn}_{r0n} ∧ r_n ≥ n^3. Then for any λ > 0, there exists λ^′ > 0 such that for all m, n ∈ N with 1 ≤ m ≤ n^{5/2}, H_n ∈ H^x_{(Rn,r0n,rn)}(m) satisfying Condition (∗) with parameter λ, x ∈ Z^2, and y_0, y_1 ∈ Z^2 \ D(x, r^0_n), ( 1 − λ^′mn^{−3} log n ) P^{y1} (H_n) ≤ P^{y0} (H_n | G^x_{(Rn ,r}0_{n)}) ≤ ( 1 + λ^′mn^{−3} log n ) P^{y1} (H_n).

(A.2)

A.1. Proof of (A.1). Let K_n = 16e^nn^9. We define r_{n,k} = e^{n−k}n^9 for k = 0, . . . , n and r_{n,n+1} = n^6. In particular, we have r_{n,0} =^1_{16} K_n. Write U_n = [2r_{n,0}, 3r_{n,0}]^2. Let N^x_{n,k} be the number of excursions from ∂D(x, r_{n,k−1}) to ∂D(x, r_{n,k}) before H_{∂D(0,Kn)} for k = 1, . . . , n + 1. Fixing 0 < δ < δ^′ < 1, a point x ∈ U_n is called (n, δ)-successful if

N^x_{n,1} = 1, | | |N^x_{n,k} − 2k^2 | | | ≤ k^{1+δ} , ∀k = 2, . . . , n, and N^x_{n,n+1} ∈ [_{2n2−n1+δ} 3 log n , n 3 ] . We set

Y (n, x) = 1 {x is (n, δ)-successful} ,

Y^′(n, x) = 1 { ξ(x, H_{D(0,Kn)}c ) ≥ 4 π (log K_n)^2 − (log K_n)^{1+δ′} , x is (n, δ)-successful } . Obviously, P { ξ^∗(H_{D(0,Kn)}c ) ≥ 4 π (log K_n)^2 − (log K_n)^{1+δ′} } ≥ P { ∑ x∈U_n Y^′(n, x) ≥ 1 } .

Unx r_{n,0}r_{n,1}r_{n,2} D(0, Kn) 0

FIGURE 3. D(0, Kn), D(x, rn,k), and Un.

In the following, we shall prove P { ∑ x∈U_n Y^′(n, x) ≥ 1 } ≥ exp { −n^{(1−2δ)∨3δ+o(1)} } . (A.3)

Once it is proved, taking δ = 1/5 and δ^′ = 3/5 + 2ϵ gives (A.1). The proof will be completed by the second moment method. Recall that for non-negative sequences (a_n) and (b_n), we write a_n ≲ b_n if there exists c > 0 such that for any n ≥ 1, a_n ≤ cb_n. And write a_n ≍ b_n if a_n ≲ b_n and b_n ≲ a_n. When a_n(x) and b_n(x) are functions, we say a_n ≲ b_n uniformly in x (resp. a_n ≍ b_n uniformly in x) if the above constant c does not depend on x.

PROPOSITION A.3. (1) One has, inf_{x∈Un} E[Y^′(n, x)] ≍ sup_{x∈Un} E[Y^′(n, x)] ≥ exp { −2n − n^{[(1−2δ)∨3δ]+o(1)} } . Consequently,

I^′_n := E [ ∑ x∈U_n Y^′(n, x) ] ≥ exp { −n^{[(1−2δ)∨3δ]+o(1)} } ; (A.4)

(2) Let l(x, y) := min{m ≥ 1 : D(x, r_{n,m}) ∩ D(y, r_{n,m}) = ∅}. Then uniformly in x, y ∈ U_n with l(x, y) ≤ n − 3 log n, E [ Y^′(n, x)Y^′(n, y) ] ≤ exp { 2l(x, y) + n^{[(1−2δ)∨3δ]+o(1)} } E [Y^′(n, x)]E [Y^′(n, y)]. PROOF OF (A.3). We write Q_n := inf_{x∈Un} E [Y^′(n, x)]. Then it follows from Proposition A.3 (1) that uniformly in x ∈ U_n, Q_n ≍ E [Y^′(n, x)]. And consequently, I^′_n ≍ K^2_nQ_n.

Note that the definition of l(x, y) implies that |x − y| ≤ 2r_{n,l(x,y)−1}. Since there are at most C_0r^2_{n,l−1} ≍ K^2_n/e^{2l} points in the disc D(x, 2r_{n,l−1}), it follows from Proposition A.3 (2)

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 37

that ∑ x,y∈U_n 2r_{n,n−3 log n}≤|x−y|≤2r_{n,0} E [ Y^′(n, x)Y^′(n, y) ]

≤ ∑ x∈U_n n−3 log n+1 ∑ l=1 ∑ y∈U_n:l(x,y)=l exp { 2l + n^{(1−2δ)∨3δ+o(1)} } E [Y^′(n, x)]E [Y^′(n, y)]

≍ K^2_n n−3 log n+1 ∑ l=1 K^2_n e^{2l} exp { 2l + n^{(1−2δ)∨3δ+o(1)} } Q^2_n

≍ (I^′_n)^2 exp { n^{(1−2δ)∨3δ+o(1)} } .

(A.5)

On the other hand, ∑ x,y∈U_n |x−y|≤2r_{n,n−3 log n} E [ Y^′(n, x)Y^′(n, y) ] ≲ ∑ x,y∈U_n |x−y|≤2r_{n,n−3 log n} Q_n ≲ n^{24}K^2_nQ_n

≲ n^{24}K^2_nQ_n exp { n^{(1−2δ)∨3δ+o(1)} } I^′_n ≍ (I^′_n)^2 exp { n^{(1−2δ)∨3δ+o(1)} } , (A.6)

where the third inequality comes from Proposition A.3 (1).

Combining (A.5) and (A.6) and then using the second moment method gives (A.3).

A.1.1. Proof of Proposition A.3 (1). First, we shall show that uniformly in x ∈ U_n,

E [Y^′(n, x)] = ( 1 − O(n^{−1}) ) E [Y (n, x)]. (A.7)

Based on this, it suffices to prove the following lemma.

LEMMA A.4. inf_{x∈Un} E[Y (n, x)] ≳ sup_{x∈Un} E[Y (n, x)] ≥ exp { −2n − O ( n^{[(1−δ)∨3δ]+o(1)} )} . PROOF OF (A.7). It is plain that E [Y^′(n, x)] ≤ E [Y (n, x)]. Thus we need only to show E [Y^′(n, x)] ≥ ( 1 − O(n^{−1}) ) E [Y (n, x)]. Recall that G^x_{(rn,n,rn,n+1)} is the σ-algebra of excur- sions from ∂D(x, r_{n,n}) to ∂D(x, r_{n,n+1}). Since Y (n, x) ∈ G^x_{(rn,n,rn,n+1)},

E [Y^′(n, x)]

≥ E P 2n2−n1+δ 3 log n∑

j=1 L^{x,j} ≥ 4 π (log K_n)^2 − (log K_n)^{1+δ′} | | | G^x_{(rn,n,rn,n+1)} ; Y (n, x) = 1 ,

(A.8)

where L^{x,j} is the number of visits to x during the j-th excursion from ∂D(x, r_{n,n+1}) to ∂D(x, r_{n,n}). Let m_n :=^{2n2−n1+δ}_{3 log n} . The main idea is to apply Lemma A.2 to the event { ∑_{mn} j=1 L^{x,j} ≥^4_π (log K_n)^2 − (log K_n)^{1+δ′} } . We claim that m_n∑

j=1 L^{x,j} ≥ 4 π (log K_n)^2 − (log K_n)^{1+δ′} ∈ H^x_{(rn,n,rn,n+1,n}6_{),j} (m_n) (A.9) and satisfies Condition (∗) with parameter 1 for n large.

Indeed, the event can be written as a disjoint union of events ⋂_{mn} j=1 { L^{x,j} = a_j } , for nonnegative integers {a_j : j = 1, . . . , m_n} with m_n∑

j=1 a_j ≥ 4 π (log K_n)^2 − (log K_n)^{1+δ′} ,

which implies (A.9).

For Condition (∗), we note that for each excursion, conditionally on starting from y ∈ ∂D(x, r_{n,n+1}), its number of visits at x has the same law as the product of a Bernoulli random variable with success probability P^{y−x}(H_0 < H_{∂D(0,rn,n)}) and an independent {1, 2, . . .}- valued geometric random variable with success probability P^0(H_{∂D(0,rn,n )} < H^+_0 ), where H^+_0 = inf{t ≥ 1 : S_t = 0}. It follows from (2.4) that there exists constant c_0 > 0 such that P^{y−x}(H_0 < H_{∂D(0,rn,n)}) = 2 π · 3 log(n) 2 π · 9 log(n) + c_0 [ 1 + O ( 1 n^6 log n )] , P^0(H_{∂D(0,rn,n)} < H^+_0 ) = 1 2 π · 9 log(n) + c_0 [ 1 + O ( 1 n^6 log n )] , from which we can easily deduce Condition (∗).

Moreover, since the excursions are independent conditionally on their starting points, it is also seen from the above analysis that E [^{2n2−n1+δ} 3 log n∑

j=1 L^{x,j} ] = 4 π n^2 − 18 π n^{1+δ} + O ( 1 n^4 log n )

= 4 π (log K_n)^2 − 18 π (log K_n)^{1+δ} + o ( (log K_n)^{1+δ} ) . Since δ < δ^′, it is not hard to use the properties of geometric distribution to show that P 2n2 −n1+δ 3 log n∑

j=1 L^{x,j} ≥ 4 π (log K_n)^2 − (log K_n)^{1+δ′} = 1 − O(n^{−1}). Hence applying Lemma A.2 to (A.8) gives (A.7).

Turning to Lemma A.4, the basic idea is to relate N^x_{n,k} to the number of upcrossings of some Markov jump process (MJP) in the same way as that in Section 4 of [28], which translates the estimates of E (n, x) into estimates on upcrossings of MJP. The hardest part of the estimates is to handle the contribution made by the deviation | | |N^x_{n,k} − 2k^2 | | |. We shall show that this contribution can be bounded by the small value probability of the maximum absolute value of one-dimensional Brownian motion.

Let us introduce the MJP which we are concerned with. Let m̄ = (m_2, . . . , m_n) ∈ N^{n−1} and M = M_n(δ) := { m̄ ∈ N^{n−1} : ∀ k = 2, . . . , n, | m_k − 2k^2 | ≤ k^{1+δ} } . Let X^0 be a MJP on {0, . . . , n + 1} which is killed upon hitting 0 and has transition probability p^0(x, x ± 1) = 1/2 for x ∈ [1, n − 1],

p^0(n, n + 1) = 1 − p^0(n, n − 1) = 1 1 + 3 log n

, p^0(n + 1, n) = 1.

In particular, the trace of X^0 on {0, . . . , n}, denoted by X, is a simple random walk on {0, . . . , n} killed upon hitting 0.

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 39

REMARK A.5 (Basics on upcrossings). Denote by u_ℓ the number of upcrossings of X^0 from ℓ − 1 to ℓ. Then u_ℓ is a Markov process whose transition laws are negative binomial distributions: ( u_{ℓ+1} | u_ℓ = b )_d = b∑ j=1 γ^ℓ_j , where for ℓ = 1, . . . , n − 1 (resp. ℓ = n), {γ^ℓ_j : j ≥ 1} are i.i.d. {0, 1, . . .}-valued geometric random variables with success probability 1/2 (resp.^{3 log n}_{1+3 log n} ).

LEMMA A.6. Let p(a, b) := P^1(u_{ℓ+1} = b | u_ℓ = a) for ℓ = 1, . . . , n − 1. Then uniformly in x ∈ U_n, E [Y (n, x)] ≍ ∑ m̄∈M n−1∏ ℓ=2 p(m_ℓ, m_{ℓ+1}).

PROOF. For any m̄, we let H_n(m̄) (resp. H^0_n(m̄)) be the collection of sample paths of X (resp. X^0) such that the number of upcrossings from ℓ − 1 to ℓ equal to m_ℓ for ℓ ∈ [2, n] (resp. and the number of crossings from n to n + 1 is ≥^{2n2 −n1+δ}_{3 log n} ). Then we have ∑ m̄∈M P^1[X^0 ∈ H^0_n(m̄)] = ∑ m̄∈M P^1(u_2 = 1) n∏ ℓ=2 P^1(u_{ℓ+1} = m_{ℓ+1} | u_ℓ = m_ℓ) (∗) ≍ ∑ m̄∈M n−1∏ ℓ=2 p(m_ℓ, m_{ℓ+1}) ( ≍ ∑ m̄∈M P^1[X ∈ H_n(m̄)] ) , where (∗) follows from

P^1(u_2 = 1) = P^1(X^0_1 = 2, X^0_T 0,+_{1 +1} = 0) = 1/4

(here T^{0,+}_1 := inf{j ≥ 1 : X^0_j = 1}) and the fact that there exists universal c > 0 such that for any n ≥ 1 and | |b − 2n2 | | ≤ n1+δ ,

P b∑ j=1 γ^n_j ∈ [ 2n^2 − n^{1+δ} 3 log n , n^3 ] > c. Thus it suffices to show that uniformly in x ∈ U_n, E [Y (n, x)] ≍ ∑ m̄∈M P^1[X^0 ∈ H^0_n(m̄)].

To this end, we let t_0 := H_{∂D(x,rn,1)} and define t_1, . . . , t_q (q is random) to be the successive hitting times after t_0 of different elements of {∂D(x, r_{n,0}), . . . , ∂D(x, r_{n,n+1})} until the first crossing from ∂D(x, r_{n,1}) to ∂D(x, r_{n,0}). Setting Φ(y) = k if y ∈ ∂D(x, r_{n,k}), let h_j := Φ(t_j ) for j = 1, . . . , q. Fixing m̄, it follows from (2.5) that uniformly for any sample path φ ∈ H^0_n(m̄) and z ∈ ∂D(x, r_{n,1}), P^z (h = φ) = ( 1 + O(n^{−6})

)_{2(|m̄|+n}3_)

P^1 ( X^0 = φ ) ,

40 where |m̄| = ∑_n j=2 m_j and the power comes from the fact that the length of the path φ ∈ H^0_n(m̄) is bounded by 2(|m̄| + n^3). Since uniformly in m̄ ∈ M, ( 1 + O(n^{−6})

)_{2(|m̄|+n}3_) = 1 + O(n^{−3}), we have uniformly in z ∈ ∂D(x, r_{n,1}), ∑ m̄∈M P^z (h ∈ H^0_n(m̄)) = ( 1 + O(n^{−3}) ) ∑ m̄∈M P^1(X^0 ∈ H^0_n(m̄)).

Hence by the strong Markov property, we have uniformly in x ∈ U_n, E [Y (n, x)] = E ( 1_{{H∂D(x,rn,1 )<H∂D(0,Kn ) }} ∑ m∈M E^{St0} [ 1_{{h∈H}0_{n(m̄)}}P^{Stq} ( H_{∂D(0,Kn)} < H_{∂D(x,rn,1)} )] )

≍ ∑ m̄∈M P^1[X^0 ∈ H^0_n(m̄)],

where we use the fact that there exists constant c > 0 such that for all x ∈ U_n, y ∈ ∂D(x, r_{n,0}) ∪ {0}, and n ≥ 1, c < P^y ( H_{∂D(x,rn,1)} < H_{∂D(x,} 1_{2 Kn)} ) ≤ P^y ( H_{∂D(x,rn,1)} < H_{∂D(0,Kn)} ) ≤ P^y ( H_{∂D(x,rn,1)} < H_{∂D(x,2Kn)} ) < 1 − c. This finishes the proof.

PROOF OF LEMMA A.4. It can be seen from Lemma A.6 that inf_{x∈Un} E[Y (n, x)] ≍ sup_{x∈Un} E[Y (n, x)]. For the second inequality in Lemma A.4, it suffices to show the following proposition.

PROPOSITION A.7. ∑ m̄∈M n−1∏ ℓ=2 p(m_ℓ, m_{ℓ+1}) ≥ exp { −2n − n^{[(1−2δ)∨3δ]+o(1)} } . PROOF. It is enough to fix ε > 0 and show that for n large, ∑ m̄∈M n−1∏ ℓ=2 p(m_ℓ, m_{ℓ+1}) ≥ exp { −2n − n^{[(1−2δ)∨3δ]+ε} } . (A.10)

By the local limit theorem (Cf. Section 2.3.1 of [23]), there exists ρ > 0 such that uniformly in all b, b^′ ≥ 0 with |b^′ − b| < ρb, p(b, b^′) = 1 2 √ πb exp { − (b − b^′)^2 4b + O ( 1 √ b + |b − b^′|^3 b^2 )} . In particular, since for any m̄ ∈ M, | |m_ℓ − 2ℓ2 | | ≤ ℓ1+δ for all ℓ ∈ [2, n], we have uniformly in m̄ ∈ M, p(m_ℓ, m_{ℓ+1}) = 1 2 √ πm_ℓ exp { − (m_{ℓ+1} − m_ℓ)^2 4m_ℓ + O ( 1 √ m_ℓ + (m_{ℓ+1} − m_ℓ)^3 m^2_ℓ )}

= 1 √ 2π2ℓ exp { − (m_{ℓ+1} − m_ℓ)^2 8ℓ^2

+ O(ℓ^{3δ−1}) } .

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 41

Therefore n−1∏ ℓ=2 p(m_ℓ, m_{ℓ+1}) = (_{n−1} ∏ ℓ=2 1 √ 2π2ℓ ) exp { − n−1∑ ℓ=2 (m_{ℓ+1} − m_ℓ)^2

8ℓ^2

+ O(n^{3δ}) } . For any m̄ ∈ M, we let Δ_ℓ = Δ_ℓ(m̄) := m_ℓ − 2ℓ^2. Then uniformly in m̄ ∈ M, 1 8 n−1∑ ℓ=2 (m_{ℓ+1} − m_ℓ)^2 ℓ^2 = 1 8 n−1∑ ℓ=2 (4ℓ + 2 + Δ_{ℓ+1} − Δ_ℓ)^2 ℓ^2

= O(n^δ) + 1 8 n−1∑ ℓ=2 (4ℓ + Δ_{ℓ+1} − Δ_ℓ)^2 ℓ^2

= O(n^δ) + 2n + n−1∑ ℓ=2 Δ_{ℓ+1} − Δ_ℓ ℓ + 1 8 n−1∑ ℓ=2 (Δ_{ℓ+1} − Δ_ℓ)^2 ℓ^2 . Observe that n−1∑ ℓ=2 Δ_{ℓ+1} − Δ_ℓ ℓ = n−1∑ ℓ=2 ( Δ_{ℓ+1} ℓ + 1 − Δ_ℓ ℓ ) + n−1∑ ℓ=2 Δ_{ℓ+1} ℓ(ℓ + 1) = Δ_n n − Δ_2 2 + n−1∑ ℓ=2 Δ_{ℓ+1} ℓ(ℓ + 1) = O(n^δ). Hence we get uniformly in m̄ ∈ M, n−1∏ ℓ=2 p(m_ℓ, m_{ℓ+1}) = (_{n−1} ∏ ℓ=2 1 √ 2π2ℓ ) exp { −2n − n−1∑ ℓ=2 (Δ_{ℓ+1} − Δ_ℓ)^2 8ℓ^2

+ O(n^{3δ}) } , and consequently, ∑ m̄∈M n−1∏ ℓ=2 p(m_ℓ, m_{ℓ+1}) = exp { −2n + O(n^{3δ}) } ∑ (Δ_2 ,...,Δ_n): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈[2,n] n−1∏ ℓ=2 b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1}),

(A.11)

where b_ℓ(k_1, k_2) :=^{1√}_{2π2ℓ} exp { −^{(k1−k2)2}_{8ℓ2} } . For the following proof, we shall introduce a lemma whose proof will be postponed till the end of this subsection.

LEMMA A.8. For any ρ ∈ (0, 1), ∑ (Δ_nρ_{+1},...,Δ_n): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈(n^ρ,n] n−1∏ ℓ=n^ρ+1

b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1}) ≥ exp { −O(n^{[3−2ρ(1+δ)]∨2δ} ) } .

Take ρ ∈ (0, 1) such that 3 − 2ρ(1 + δ) < 1 − 2δ + ε. Let k = sup{m ∈ N : ρ^m ≥ 3δ}. Note that uniformly in ℓ ∈ [2, n − 1], b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1}) = exp { −O(n^{2δ}) } . Using this in the last term in (A.11) for ℓ = n^{3δ/ρm} =: q_m, m = 0, 1, . . . , k, we can decompose the sum into ∑ (Δ_2 ,...,Δ_n): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈[2,n] n−1∏ ℓ=2 b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1})

= exp { −O(n^{2δ}) } ∑ (Δ_2 ,...,Δ_n): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈[2,n] ∏ ℓ∈[2,n−1]\{q_0,...,q_k } b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1})

= exp { −O(n^{2δ}) } ∑ (Δ_2 ,...,Δ_{q0} ): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈[2,q_0] q_0−1∏

ℓ=2 b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1})

· k∏ j=0 ∑ (Δ_{qj +1},...,Δ_{qj+1} ): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈[q_j +1,q_{j+1}] q_{j+1}∏

ℓ=q_j +1

b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1}) ,

(A.12)

where q_{k+1} := n. It follows from Lemma A.8 that k∏ j=0 ∑ (Δ_{qj +1},...,Δ_{qj+1} ): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈[q_j +1,q_{j+1}] q_{j+1}∏

ℓ=q_j +1

b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1})

≥ exp { −O(n^{[3−2ρ(1+δ)]∨2δ} ) } ≥ exp { −O(n^{(1−2δ)∨2δ} ) } for n large. For the other term, we have ∑ (Δ_2 ,...,Δ_{q0} ): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈[2,q_0] q_0−1∏

ℓ=2 b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1}) ≥ ∑ (Δ_2,...,Δ_{q0} ): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ ∀ ℓ∈[2,q_0] q_0−1∏

ℓ=2 b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1})

= ∑ (Δ_2 ,...,Δ_{q0} ): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ ∀ ℓ∈[2,q_0] q_0−1∏

ℓ=2 ( 1 √ 2π2ℓ exp {−O(1)} ) = exp { −O(n^{3δ}) } .

Therefore for n large, ∑ (Δ_2 ,...,Δ_n): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈[2,n] n−1∏ ℓ=2 b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1}) ≥ exp { −n^{[(1−2δ)∨3δ]+ε} } .

Substituting back into (A.11), we get (A.10). That concludes the proof of Proposition A.7 and Lemma A.4.

PROOF OF LEMMA A.8. We define f : R^{n−nρ} → R by

f(Δ_nρ_{+1}, . . . , Δ_n) = ( 1 √ 2π2n^ρ exp { − Δ^2_nρ_{+1} 8n^{2ρ} })_{n−1}∏ ℓ=n^ρ+1

b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1}).

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 43

Recall that [x] is the largest integer less than or equal to x. Then it is easy to see that uniformly in (Δ_nρ_{+1}, . . . , Δ_n) with |Δ_ℓ| ≤ ℓ^{1+δ} for ℓ ∈ (n^ρ, n],

f([Δ_nρ_{+1}], . . . , [Δ_n]) = exp { O(n^δ) } f(Δ_nρ_{+1}, . . . , Δ_n).

It follows that ∑ (Δ_nρ_{+1},...,Δ_n): |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈(n^ρ,n] n−1∏ ℓ=n^ρ+1

b_ℓ(Δ_ℓ, Δ_{ℓ+1})

= exp { −O(n^{2δ}) } ∑ (Δ_nρ_{+1},...,Δ_n)∈Z^{n−nρ}: |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈(n^ρ,n] f(Δ_nρ_{+1}, . . . , Δ_n)

= exp { −O(n^{2δ}) } ∫ |[Δ_ℓ]|≤ℓ^{1+δ} ∀ ℓ∈(n^ρ,n] f([Δ_nρ_{+1}], . . . , [Δ_n]) n∏ ℓ=n^ρ+1

dΔ_ℓ

≥ exp { −O(n^{2δ}) } ∫ |Δ_ℓ|≤ℓ^{1+δ} −1 ∀ ℓ∈(n^ρ,n] f(Δ_nρ_{+1}, . . . , Δ_n) n∏ ℓ=n^ρ+1

dΔ_ℓ

= exp { −O(n^{2δ}) } P (| |B_4^∑ℓ−1_{j=nρ j}2 | | | ≤ ℓ^{1+δ} − 1 ∀ ℓ ∈ (n^ρ, n] ∩ N )

≥ exp { −O(n^{2δ}) } P ( |B_t| ≤ n^{ρ(1+δ)} − 1 ∀ t ∈ (0, 4n^3] ) ,

(A.13)

where B is a 1D Brownian motion starting from 0 and we use the fact that f(Δ_nρ_{+1}, . . . , Δ_n) is the density function of ( B_4^∑ℓ−1_{j=nρ j}2 : ℓ ∈ (n^ρ, n] ∩ N ) . The law of the maximum absolute value of Brownian motion is (Cf. page 342 in [17]) P ( sup 0≤t≤u |B_t| < r ) = 4 π ∑ k≥0 (−1)^k 1 2k + 1 exp { − (2k + 1)^2π^2 8r^2 u } . Thus we have P ( |B_t| ≤ n^{ρ(1+δ)} − 1 ∀ t ∈ (0, 4n^3] ) = exp { −O(n^{3−2ρ(1+δ)}) } , which leads to the conclusion.

A.1.2. Proof of Proposition A.3 (2). Recall that l(x, y) = min{m ≥ 1 : D(x, r_{n,m}) ∩ D(y, r_{n,m}) = ∅}. In this part, we fix x, y ∈ U_n such that l(x, y) ≤ n − 3 log n and simply write l = l(x, y). Let ~l := l + 3 log n.

The idea of the proof is as follows. Lemma A.2 tells us that what happens inside D(y, r_{n,~l}) is almost independent of what happens outside D(y, r_{n,l}). We will see that most of N^x_{n,k} are determined by what happens outside D(y, r_{n,l}) and it is trivial that N^y_{n,k}, k ≥ ~l +1, depend on what happens inside D(y, r_{n,~l}). Hence by removing the restrictions on other N^x_{n,k} and N^y_{n,k} from the event {Y (n, x) = Y (n, y) = 1}, the obtained event can be decomposed into two almost independent parts. The probability of each part can be estimated using the connection between N^x_{n,k} (or N^y_{n,k}) and the upcrossings of some MJP.

Let ~N^y_{n,~l} be the number of excursions from ∂D(y, r_{n,ℓ}) to ∂D(y, r_{n,~ℓ}) before H_{∂D(0,Kn)}. For any subset I ⊂ {1, . . . , n} and x ∈ U_n, we set

Γ̇^x_n(I) = Γ̇^x_n(I, δ) := { | |N^x_{n,k} − 2k^2| ≤ k^{1+δ} ∀ k ∈ I } ,

44 Γ^x_n(I) = Γ^x_n(I, δ) := Γ̇^x_n(I) ∩ { N^x_{n,n+1} ∈ [ 2n^2 − n^{1+δ} 3 log n , n^3 ]} . The cases we will pay special attention to are I = I_l or J_l with I_l := {1, . . . , l − 3} ∪ {~l + 1, . . . , n} and J_l := {~l + 1, . . . , n}. In the sequel, we shall use the link between ~N^y_{n,~l}, N^y_{n,k} (~l + 1 ≤ k ≤ n + 1) and upcrossings

of MJP. So it is necessary to give an upper bound for ~N^y_{n,~l} to control the error term. Observe that E ( Y^′(n, x)Y^′(n, y) ; ~N^y_{n,~l} > n^{5/2} ) ≤ P (| |N^y_{n,l} − 2l^2 | | ≤ l^{1+δ}, ~N^y_{n,~l} > n^{5/2} ) . (A.14)

With the same idea as in Lemma A.6, N^y_{n,l} and ~N^y_{n,~l} can be related to the number of upcrossings of MJP. Letting {γ_j : j ≥ 1} (resp. {X_j : j ≥ 1}) be a sequences of i.i.d. {0, 1, . . .}- valued geometric random variables with success probability^{3 log n}_{1+3 log n} (resp. Bernoulli random variables with success probability^{3 log n}_{1+3 log n} ), we have

(A.14) ≲ P

2l^2 +l^{1+δ} ∑ j=1 γ_j > n^{5/2} ≤ P 2n^2 +n^{1+δ} ∑ j=1 γ_j ≥ n^{5/2}

= P n^{5/2}+2n^2+n^{1+δ} ∑ j=1 X_j < 2n^2 + n^{1+δ} < e^{−cn5/2} for some constant c > 0. Hence thanks to Proposition A.3 (1), it suffices to show that E ( Y^′(n, x)Y^′(n, y) ; ~N^y_{n,~l} ≤ n^{5/2} )

≤ exp { 2l + n^{[3δ∨(1−2δ)]+o(1)} } E [Y^′(n, x)]E [Y^′(n, y)]. (A.15)

Recall that G^y_{(rn,l,rn,~l)} is the σ-algebra generated by the excursions from ∂D(y, r_{n,ℓ}) to ∂D(y, r_{n,~ℓ}). It is easily seen that D(y, r_{n,l−3}) ⊃ D(x, r_{n,l}), which together with D(y, r_{n,l}) ∩ D(x, r_{n,l}) = ∅ implies that Γ^x_n(I_l) ∈ G^y_{(rn,l,rn,~l)} (because we only lose the information on the excursions from ∂D(y, r_{n,~l}) to ∂D(y, r_{n,l}) which does not affect N^x_{n,k} for k ∈ {1, . . . , l − 3} ∪ {l + 1, . . . , n} ⊃ I_l). Therefore E ( Y^′(n, x)Y^′(n, y); ~N^y_{n,~l} ≤ n^{5/2} ) ≤ P ( Γ^x_n(I_l) ∩ Γ^y_n(J_l) ; ~N^y_{n,~l} ≤ n^{5/2} )

= E [ P ( Γ^y_n(J_l) | | G^y_{(rn,l,rn,~l)} ) ; Γ^x_n(I_l), ~N^y_{n,~l} ≤ n^{5/2} ]

= n^{5/2}∑

m=0 E [ P ( Γ^y_n(J_l) | G^y_{(rn,l,rn,~l)} ) ; Γ^x_n(I_l), ~N^y_{n,~l} = m ] . (A.16)

Let us denote by ~N^y_{n,k}(m,~l) (resp. N^y_{n,k}(m,~l + 1)) the number of excursions from ∂D(y, r_{n,k−1}) to ∂D(y, r_{n,k}) until completion of the first m excursions from ∂D(y, r_{n,l}) to ∂D(y, r_{n,~l}) (resp. from ∂D(y, r_{n,~l}) to ∂D(y, r_{n,~l+1})) for k ≥ ~l. Set ~Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l) = { | | ~N^y_{n,k}(m,~l) − 2k^2 | | | ≤ k^{1+δ} ∀ k ∈ Jl, ~N^y_{n,n+1}(m,~l) ≥ 2n^2 − n^{1+δ} 3 log n } ,

FAVORITE SITES FOR SIMPLE RANDOM WALK IN TWO AND MORE DIMENSIONS 45 and Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l + 1) = { | |N^y_{n,k}(m,~l + 1) − 2k^2 | | | ≤ k^{1+δ} ∀ k ∈ Jl, N^y_{n,n+1}(m,~l + 1) ≥ 2n^2 − n^{1+δ}

3 log n } , i.e. replacing all N^y_{n,k} in the definition of Γ^y_n(J_l) by ~N^y_{n,k}(m,~l) and N^y_{n,k}(m,~l + 1) respec-

tively. Observe that Γ^y_n(J_l) = ~Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l) on { ~ N^y_{n,~l} = m } . It is easy to see that ~Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l) ∈ H^y_{(rn,l,rn,~l,rn,~l+1)}(m). Moreover, by considering the link between ~N^y_{n,k}(m,~l) and the number of upcrossings of

some MJP, we can deduce that ~Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l) satisfies Condition (∗) with some parameter λ > 0 uniform for all 0 ≤ m ≤ n^{5/2}. Hence it follows from Lemma A.2 that uniformly in m, n ∈ N with 0 ≤ m ≤ n^{5/2} and y ∈ U_n, P ( Γ^y_n(J_l) | G^y_{(rn,l,rn,~l)} ) 1{_{~N yn,~l=m}} = P ( ~Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l) | G^y_{(rn,l,rn,~l)} ) 1{_{~N yn,~l=m}} = ( 1 + O(n^{−1/2} log n) ) P ( ~Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l) ) 1{_{~N yn,~l=m}}. (A.17)

REMARK A.9. The following results are also obtained using the link between ~N^y_{n,k}(m,~l) and the number of upcrossings of MJP. Uniformly in y ∈ U_n, (1):

sup_{m≥0} P ( ~Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l) ) ≤ ( 1 + O(n^{−3}) ) sup m_{~l+1}:|m_{~l+1}−2(~l+1)^2 |≤(~l+1)^{1+δ} P ( Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l + 1) )

≤ exp { O(~l^{2δ}) } inf m_{~l+1}:|m_{~l+1}−2(~l+1)^2 |≤(~l+1)^{1+δ} P ( Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l + 1) ) ; (2): E [Y^′(n, y)] ≥ ( 1 + O(n^{−3}) ) P [ Γ̇^y_n({1, . . . ,~l + 1}) ]

· inf

m_{~l+1}:|m_{~l+1}−2(~l+1)^2 |≤(~l+1)^{1+δ} P ( Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l + 1) ) ; (3): P [ Γ̇^y_n({1, . . . ,~l + 1}) ] ≥ exp { −2~l − ~l^{[3δ∨(1−2δ)]+o~l (1)} }

≥ exp { −2l − n^{[3δ∨(1−2δ)]+o(1)} } ; (4):

P [Γ^y_n(I_l)] ≤ exp { O(n^{2δ} log n) } E [Y^′(n, y)]. The first two inequalities come from the Markov property of the upcrossings. The third one can be seen from the analysis in §A.1.1. The last one is obtained using the same arguments as that in (A.12).

The first three inequalities in the remark imply that

sup_{m≥0} P ( ~Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l) ) ≤ exp { 2l + n^{[3δ∨(1−2δ)]+o(1)} } E [Y^′(n, y)]. Substituting back into (A.17) and (A.16), we get uniformly in y ∈ U_n, n^{5/2}∑

m=0 P ( Γ^y_n(J_l) | | G^y_{(rn,l,rn,~l)} ) 1{_{~N yn,~l=m}} ≤ ( 1 + O(n^{−1/2} log n) ) n^{5/2} sup_{m≥0} P ( ~Γ^y_n(J_l, m,~l) )

≤ exp { 2l + n^{[3δ∨(1−2δ)]+o(1)} } E [Y^′(n, y)], and consequently, uniformly in x, y ∈ U_n, E ( Y^′(n, x)Y^′(n, y) ; ~N^y_{n,~l} ≤ n^{5/2} )

≤ exp { 2l + n^{[3δ∨(1−2δ)]+o(1)} } E [Y^′(n, y)]P [Γ^x_n(I_l)] (∗) ≤ exp { 2l + n^{[3δ∨(1−2δ)]+o(1)} } E [Y^′(n, x)]E [Y^′(n, y)], where (∗) comes from the last inequality in Remark A.9. That concludes the proof of (A.15) and Proposition A.3 (2).