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UNIVERSALITY FOR LOZENGE TILING LOCAL STATISTICS
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ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider uniformly random lozenge tilings of arbitrary domains ap-
proximating (after suitable normalization) a closed, simply-connected subset of R? with piecewise
smooth, simple boundary. We show that the local statistics of this model around any point in the
liquid region of its limit shape are given by the infinite-volume, translation-invariant, extremal
Gibbs measure of the appropriate slope, thereby confirming a prediction of Cohn-Kenyon-Propp
from 2001 in the case of lozenge tilings. Our proofs proceed by locally coupling a uniformly
random lozenge tiling with a model of Bernoulli random walks conditioned to never intersect,
whose convergence of local statistics has been recently understood by the work of Gorin-Petrov.
Central to implementing this procedure is to establish a local law for the random tiling, which
states that the associated height function is approximately linear on any mesoscopic scale.
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1.1. Preface. Over the past several decades, a significant amount of effort has been directed to-
wards understanding the effect of boundary conditions on the behavior of two-dimensional statistical
mechanical models. A well-studied class of systems in this context consists of dimer (or tiling) mod-
els, due to their exact solvability. Indeed, for such models, many quantities of interest (including
partition and correlation functions) can be expressed as determinants of an inverse Kasteleyn ma-
trix. One may then hope to asymptotically analyze these determinants in order to either predict or
prove precise, universal physical phenomena in the large scale limit; see, for instance, the surveys

of Kenyon [40], 42].


http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.09991v4

2 AMOL AGGARWAL

One of the first such results concerned the limit shape phenomenon exhibited by domino tilings,
stating that the height function of a uniformly random tiling of a large domain is likely to concentrate
(after suitable normalization) around a global limit. This was first established for the Aztec diamond
domain by Cohn-Elkies-Propp [15], who provided an exact form for the limit shape. Later, this
result was substantially generalized by Cohn-Kenyon-Propp [16] to domino tilings of essentially
arbitrary domains. The latter work expressed the limit shape through a variational principle,
namely, as the maximizer of a certain (explicit) concave surface tension functional. In the case of
lozenge tilings, this was later rewritten by Kenyon-Okounkov [43] as the solution to a non-linear
first order partial differential equation that can in many cases be solved through the method of
characteristics.

A salient feature of these limit shapes is that they are inhomogeneous for generic choices of the
boundary, that is, the local densities of tiles can (non-negligibly) differ in different regions of the
rescaled domain fR. In fact, for certain boundary data, these local densities can exhibit sharp phase
transitions. These are commonly known as arctic boundaries, across which the behavior of the tiling
changes from asymptotically deterministic (frozen) to random (liguid or bulk). In the context of
dimer models, such a phenomenon was first established by Jockusch-Propp-Shor [35] for uniformly
random domino tilings of an Aztec diamond, although a similar notion had been studied earlier for
Ising crystals (see the books of Cerf [I2] and Dobrushin-Kotecky-Shlosman [19]).

Thus a question of interest, originally mentioned by Kasteleyn [38] in 1961, is how the boundary
data affect the local statistics (joint law of nearly neighboring tiles) of a random tiling. A precise
predicted answer to this question was proposed as Conjecture 13.5 of [16], which suggests that
these local statistics should be determined by the gradient of the global limiting height function
H : R — R for the tiling model. More specifically, around some point v in the liquid region of ‘R,
they should be given by the infinite-volume, translation-invariant, extremal Gibbs measure with
slope equal to VH(v); the uniqueness of such a measure was established by Sheffield in [59]. For
dimer models, these measures are now well-understood, as the work of Kenyon-Okounkov-Sheffield
[44] expresses them as determinantal point processes with explicit kernels; in the case of lozenge
tilings, they are known as certain extended discrete sine processes.

For lozenge and domino tilings, this prediction has been shown to hold true for several special
choices of the boundary data. These include (¢g-weighted) lozenge tilings of the hexagon [2, 6] [3T], of
domains covered by finitely many trapezoids [30, [55], of sectors of the plane [5l [7], and of bounded
perturbations of these domains [48]; skew plane partitions [9, 52l 53] 4] with periodic weights
[6I] and symmetry constraints [4]; and domino tilings of the Aztec diamond [14} 36] with periodic
weights [I3] 27] and of certain families of polygonal domains with no frozen regions [39, 57, 58].

Most of these results (with the exceptions of |30} [48]) are based on an asymptotic analysis of the
inverse Kasteleyn matrix (or some other, boundary-specific determinantal structure). However, in
many situations, the entries of this matrix can be unstable under boundary perturbations. Partly
for this reason, results on local statistics had until now remained unavailable for any tiling model
under general boundary data.

In this paper we establish the local statistics prediction for lozenge tilings of arbitrary domains
approximating (after suitable normalization) a closed, simply-connected subset of R? with piecewise
smooth, simple boundary; see Theorem below. This attains the same level of universality for
convergence of lozenge tiling local statistics as was shown for the global height profile in [16].

Unlike most of the previously mentioned works, our method does not make direct use of a
Kasteleyn matrix. Instead, we proceed by locally comparing a uniformly random lozenge tiling of a
given domain to an ensemble of Bernoulli random walks conditioned to never intersect. The latter



UNIVERSALITY FOR LOZENGE TILING LOCAL STATISTICS 3

s ’ ! ’ v ! I
/ , ! /S, l I
g T T T
1 | P ! ! /’ [
—+— T T T —t
| , ,
’ ! , ! I |
- Vo + * + T
S - | 4
s ! ,
L L ' +
7 7
| | L,/ | | |
1 ' 1 ' '
e e
, I \l\ , I I
q e e e e e
ug

FIGURE 1. Depicted to the left is the domain R to be tiled; the vertices vy =
(0,90) € R and ug = (0,90 —T) € R; and a neighborhood of vg. Depicted to the
right is part of the tiling in this neighborhood and the associated non-intersecting
path ensemble Q (dashed).

model was introduced by Koénig-O’Connell-Roch in [45] and can be viewed as a random lozenge
tiling, whose boundary conditions are partly free (but not uniform). In particular, when run under
suitable initial data and for a sufficiently long time, its limiting local statistics are also governed by
an extended discrete sine process.

The benefit to this random walk model is that its algebraic structure appears to be more amenable
to asymptotic analysis than does the Kasteleyn matrix. In particular, the recent work [32] of Gorin-
Petrov provides a general result on the convergence of its local statistics, a special case which can
essentially be stated as follows. Suppose thafll 1 <« U <« T < V are integers and that a is an initial
sequence of particle locations that is of approximately constant density on any length U subinterval
of [zg — V,z9 + V]. Then the local statistics of the non-intersecting random walk model, run for
time T with initial data a, converge around site x( to an extended discrete sine process. This result
will be used extensively in our analysis of lozenge tiling local statistics.

More specifically, let M denote a uniformly random tiling of a large domain R, and fix some vertex
vo = (x0,Yo) € R. Our framework will proceed by coupling M with a non-intersecting random walk
ensemble, in such a way that the two models coincide in a large neighborhood of vy with high
probability. Let us outline how we exhibit such a coupling. In what follows, we let N denote the
diameter of R; fix an integer 1 < T' <« N; and define the vertex ug = v — (0,T) = (zo,yo —T) € R.

First, we interpret M as an ensemble Q of non-intersecting paths, and let q denote the locations
where these paths intersect the horizontal line {y = yo — T'}; see Figure [l Second, we introduce
two particle configurations p and r that coincide with q inside a large neighborhood ug, but are
obtained by perturbing q to the left and right, respectively, outside of this neighborhood. Third, we
define two non-intersecting random walk ensembles P and R with initial data p and r, respectively,
and show that there exists a coupling between (P, Q,R) such that Q is likely bounded between

LGiven sequences (a1, as,...) and (b, bs,...) of positive real numbers, we write ay < by if imy_ oo Z—x =0.
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FIGURE 2. Depicted in the middle is the non-intersecting path ensemble Q with
initial data q. Depicted above and below are the ensembles P and R whose initial
data p and r are obtained by perturbing the particles in q away from ug to the left
and right, respectively (black vertices). Near ug, these initial data coincide with q
(white vertices). Each path in Q is between the corresponding ones in P and R.
In the shaded region, all three path ensembles coincide.

P and R; see Figure Fourth, we use identities from [32] to prove that the expected difference
between the height functions associated with P and R tends to 0 in a large neighborhood of wg
(containing vg). Fifth, using the ordering between (P, Q,R) and a Markov bound, we conclude
that one can couple these three ensembles to coincide near vy with high probability.

Next, using the results of [32], we show that the local statistics of P converge, after run for time
T > 1, to an extended sine process around site xg. Since ug = (zg,yo —T) = vo — (0, 7)), it follows
that the local statistics of P converge to this limit around vy. Due to the coupling between (P, Q)
around vy, we then deduce that the same statement holds for M.

Fundamental to implementing this procedure will be to first establish a local law for uniformly
random lozenge tilings; this result is given by Theorem below and essentially states the fol-
lowing. For any mesoscopic scale 1 < M <« N = diam(R), the height function associated with
M is approximately linear with slope VH(N ~lvg) in an M-neighborhood of vg. Equivalently, the
densities of tile types in M in any mesoscopic neighborhood of vy is governed by the (gradient of)
the global profile .

In the context of the above coupling framework, this local law will serve two primary purposes.
To explain the first, recall that the results of [32] impose the existence of scales 1 K U < T < V
such that the initial data a for a random walk ensemble is regular on length U subintervals of
[xo — V, 2o + V]. The local law will enable us to quickly verify this condition for p and r, under
essentially any choice of 1 < U <« T <« V. In particular, we may take these scales to grow quite
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slowly with respect to N, which will be useful since the coupling between (P, Q, R) will only hold
if T is sufficiently smalf] compared to N. The second purpose of the local law will be to exhibit
the previously mentioned coupling between (P, Q,R) such that Q is bounded between P and R.
Indeed, although the results of [32] can be used to approximate the drifts of the paths in P and
R, they do not seem to have direct implications about the paths in Q (which are derived from a
uniformly random tiling, and not from an ensemble of non-intersecting Bernoulli random walks).
Therefore, the local law will be necessary to approximate the drifts of these paths.
Thus, our task can be described as threefold.

(1) Local Law: Establish a local law for M.

(2) Comparison: Exhibit a coupling between M and an ensemble P of non-intersecting Bernoulli
random walks, such that the two models coincide around vy with high probability.

(3) Universality: Use results of [32] to show that the local statistics of P around vy are given
by an extended discrete sine process, and conclude that the same holds for M.

The above outline closely resembles the three-step strategy introduced by Erdés-Yau for proving
bulk universality for local eigenvalue statistics of Hermitian random matrices; see the survey [20],
the book [25], and references therein. There, they also first establish a local law, which states that
the eigenvalue density of an N x N random matrix H in intervals of length N°~! is governed by the
(global) semicircle law. Second, they consider the matrix H; = H + t'/2GUE, whose eigenvalues
are obtained by running Dyson Brownian motion on the spectrum of H for some short time ¢t < 1,
and show that its local statistics are universal. Third, they compare the local statistics of H and
H,; to conclude that those of H are universal

From this perspective, our use of the non-intersecting Bernoulli random walk model is analogous
to their use of Dyson Brownian motion as the “source” of universal local statistics. Moreover,
the proofs of the short-time universality results for discrete random walk ensembles in [32] can
be compared to those for Dyson Brownian motion in the original work of Erdés-Péché-Ramirez-
Schlein-Yau in [ZI]E Indeed, both were based on an asymptotic analysis of an explicit correlation
kernel, which in the former work was due to Petrov [55] and in the latter work was due to Brézin-
Hikami [10] and Johansson [37]. In fact, the discrete random walk model of [45] can be viewed
as a discretization of (the 8 = 2 case of) Dyson Brownian motion, as the former exhibits a limit
degeneration to the latter.

However, the implementation of the remaining tasks in our outline is considerably different from
that in the random matrix three-step strategy. For instance, the comparison step in the latter is
typically justified through either a reverse heat flow [2I] or resolvent comparison theorems (originally
due to Tao-Vu [60, 61] and later developed by Erdés-Yau-Yin [26]). Both are heavily based on the
fact that the random point configuration of interest is governed by a matrix model. Since this
feature is absent for lozenge tilings, we instead implement the comparison through the probabilistic
coupling procedure described above.

Our proof of the lozenge tiling local law is also quite different from that of its random matrix
counterpart. The latter was originally established by Erdés-Schlein-Yau in [22], based on a combi-
nation of a multiscale analysis with linear algebraic identities satisfied by the random matrix. Local

20ur choice for the dependence of T on N will not be explicit, but we at least require 7' < loglog N.

3The second and third steps of this three-step strategy in fact correspond to the third and second tasks listed
above (in the context of lozenge tilings), respectively.

4Since [21], alternative routes to establishing universality for local statistics of Dyson Brownian motion, based on
an analysis of the underlying stochastic differential equation, have been developed in [23] 24} [46], [47].
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laws have also been proven for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas independently by Bauerschmidt-
Bourgade-Nikula-Yau [3] and Leblé [50], and for a class of discrete S-ensembles by Guionnet-Huang
[33]. The proofs of those results are based on the combination of a multiscale analysis with explicit
identities for the probability density function of the underlying model. These methods do not seem
to be applicable to random lozenge tilings of arbitrary domains, whose associated point process
lacks both a matrix model and an explicit form for its probability density function.

Still, a multiscale analysis will be central in our proof of the lozenge tiling local law, which will
proceed as follows. Here, we suppose that vg = (0,0) and that the domain R approximates the
disk By of radius N centered at vy, but impose no assumptions on the associated boundary height
function.

1. We establish two effective global laws for the height function H associated with M. These
state that, after suitable normalization, H approximates the global profile H to within an explicit
error wy, with high probability. The first global law applies to essentially arbitrary boundary data,
with an error of order wy ~ (log N)~¢ for some small ¢ > 0. The second has an improved error
estimate of wy ~ N~¢ but only applies when H exhibits no frozen facets (is facetless). Both laws
will be necessary, since the (log N)~¢ error appearing in the first would accumulate if applied too
many (of order log N) times. To prove the first, we largely proceed as in [16], with the exception
of a (seemingly new) effective variant of Rademacher’s theorem quantifying the “locally linearity”
of an arbitrary Lipschitz function. To prove the second, we closely follow the work [49] of Laslier-
Toninelli, by first using monotonicity results to compare the tiling M to one of a hexagonal domain
and then using the integrability of the latter.

2. We establish deterministic properties for maximizers appearing as global profiles in the varia-
tional principle. More specifically, we prove, (i) a stability estimate for how their gradients change
upon perturbations of boundary data and, (ii) a condition for the boundary data under which the
associated maximizer is facetless. The former will be used to compare two maximizers with ap-
proximately equal boundary data, and the latter will be used to verify when the second global law
mentioned above is applicable. To prove these properties, we first use the results of De Silva-Savin
[18] to reduce them to estimates on solutions to uniformly elliptic partial differential equations, and
then apply known bounds in the latter context.

3. Using the two sets of results described above, we establish a scale reduction estimate that
essentially states the following. Let M > 1 denote an integer, and consider a random tiling of
a domain approximating a disk Bjy; of radius M. Suppose that the associated boundary height
function gives rise to a facetless global law G, within some error A > (log M)~!=¢. Restrict the
random tiling to a domain approximating the smaller disk Bj;/s. Then, with high probability, the
boundary height function on this smaller domain gives rise to a facetless global law F, within some
improved error u < A, and F satisfies |[VF — VG| < X around N~ 1oy = (0,0); see the left side of
Figure 3

4. We inductively apply the scale reduction estimate on a decreasing sequence of disks centered
at vg = (0,0); see the right side of Figure Bl In particular, after of order log N such applications,
we pass from approximating the height function H by #H on the original domain R of size N
to approximating it by some profile F' on an arbitrary mesoscopic neighborhood of vy. Since
the gradient around (0,0) of the profile approximating H remains approximately constant after
each application of the scale reduction estimate, F' will be approximately linear of slope V#(0,0).
Hence, H will be approximately linear of this slope on any mesoscopic disk centered at vy, thereby
establishing the lozenge tiling local law.



UNIVERSALITY FOR LOZENGE TILING LOCAL STATISTICS 7

B

VF ~ VH(N~1v)

.
Vo

FIGURE 3. Depicted to the left is a diagram for the scale reduction estimate. In
Bis/s, the normalized height function M —1H is approximately equal to F and G.
In the shaded region, we have that VF ~ VG. Depicted to the right is a diagram
for the inductive proof of the local law.

The remainder of this section is organized as follows. In Section we define the lozenge tilings
and height functions on the triangular lattice; in Section [[L3] we recall the definition of a certain
extended discrete sine process; in Section [[L4] we state our results on universality for local lozenge
tiling statistics; and in Section we outline the organization for the remainder of the paper.

It would be of interest to extend the results of this article to dimer models on other lattices.
Currently, the most accessible such model appears to be the uniformly random domino tiling on
a subdomain of Z2. Although the framework described above largely applies in this context, it
uses two exactly solvable features of lozenge tilings that have not yet been developed for domino
tilings. The first is the integrability of the model on a sufficiently broad family of domains so
as to encompass all possible second order Taylor expansions of any global height proﬁleE In the
lozenge tiling case, these constitute hexagonal domains [48, 55, [56]; for domino tilings, it seems
likely that such a family of domains is provided in the work [II] of Bufetov-Knizel. The second
is the convergence of local statistics under general initial data for an ensemble of discrete random
walks, conditioned to never intersect, associated with the tiling model. For lozenge tilings, this was
provided in [32]. Given both of these statements for the domino tiling model, it might be possible
to apply our methods to analyze its local statistics on arbitrary domains.

Before proceeding, let us introduce some notation that will be used throughout the article.
For any integer d € Z>; and subset S C RY, we let S and S = 9S denote its closure and
boundary, respectively. Additionally, for any function f : § — R and subset &’ C S, let f|s
denote the restriction of f to S’. Moreover, for any real number ¢ € R and vector w € R%, we set
cS+w= {cs +w:se€ S} C R%. We further let E¢ denote the complement of any event E.

5This is used in the proof of the second effective global law, with the improved power-law error; the proof of the
first effective global law (with logarithmic error) should apply to other models with little modification.
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FIGURE 4. The triangular lattice T is depicted to the left. The three different
types of lozenges (tiles), along with their associated height functions, are depicted
to the right.

1.2. Lozenge Tilings and Height Functions. In this section we describe the model of interest
to us, namely, lozenge tilings on the triangular lattice and their associated height functions.

To that end, we first define the triangular lattice T to be the graph whose vertex set is Z? and
whose edge set consists of edges connecting (z,y), (2',y’) € Z? if and only if (' — x,y' —y) €
{(1,0),(~1,0),(0,1),(0,—1),(1,1),(=1,=1)}. The faces of T are therefore triangles with vertices
of the form {(z,y), (x+1,y), (@ +1,y+1)} or {(z,y), (z,y+1), (x+1,y+1)}. We refer to the left
side of Figure [ for a depictionﬁ For any induced subgraph R C T, we let V(R) denote its set of
vertices and F(R) denote the union of its faces (viewed as a two-dimensional subset of R?). We say
that R is simply-connected if F(R) is. A domain R C T is a simply-connected induced subgraph of
T. Its boundary OR C V(R) is the set of vertices v € V(R) adjacent to a vertex in T \ V(R).

A dimer covering of a domain R C T is defined to be a perfect matching on the dual graph of
R. A pair of adjacent triangular faces in any such matching forms a parallelogram, which we will
also refer to as a lozenge or tile. Lozenges can be oriented in one of three ways; see the right side
of Figure [ for a depiction. We refer to the topmost lozenge there (that is, one with vertices of
the form {(:1:, y),(zy+ 1), (x+1,y+2),(z+1,y+ 1)}) as a type 1 lozenge. Similarly, we refer to
the middle (with vertices of the form {(z,y), (x + 1,y),(z + 2,y + 1), (z + 1,y + 1)}) and bottom
(vertices of the form {(z,y), (z,y + 1), (x + 1,y + 1), (z + 1,y)}) ones there as type 2 and type 3
lozenges, respectively.

A dimer covering of R can equivalently be interpreted as a tiling of R by lozenges of types 1, 2,
and 3. Therefore, we will also refer to a dimer covering of R as a (lozenge) tiling. Denote by €(R)
the set of such tilings of R; if &(R) is nonempty, then we call R tileable.

01t is typical to depict lozenge tilings on the hexagonal lattice, in which adjacent edges meet at angles of g and
not g Our reason for instead depicting them on Z? is to simplify notation for the height function when embedding
the tiling in R2.
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Example 1.1. For any A,B,C € Z>1, the hexagon with vertices {(0,0), (A,0),(0,B),(C,B +
C),(A+C,B+C),(A+C,C)} is an example of a tileable domain. We will refer to this domain
as a A x B x C hexagon (although its sidelengths are in fact A, B, and C/2). See the right side
of Figureld for an example.

Following Section 3 of [16], a free (lozenge) tiling of a (not necessarily tileable) domain R is
defined to be a lozenge tiling of a possibly larger domain R’ containing R, each tile of which
intersects R in at least one face. Stated equivalently, it is a tiling of R, in which lozenges are
permitted to extend past OR and include at most one face of T \ R.

Free lozenge tilings admit alternative, equivalent descriptions in terms of height functions. More
specifically, a height function H : V(R) — Z is a function on the vertices of V(R) that satisfies

f) = f(u) € {0,1}, whenever u= (z,y) and v € {(a:—l— Ly),(z,y+ 1), (x+1,y+ 1)},

for some (z,y) € Z?. We refer to the restriction h = H|ygr as a boundary height function.

For a fixed vertex v € V(R) and integer m € Z, one can associate with any free tiling of R a
height function H : V(R) — Z as follows. First, set H(v) = m, and then define H at the remaining
vertices of R in such a way that the height functions along the four vertices of any lozenge in
the tiling are of the form depicted on the right side of Figure [l In particular, we require that
H(z+1,y)— H(z,y) = 1 if and only if (x,y) and (z + 1,y) are vertices of the same type 1 lozenge,
and that H(z,y+ 1) — H(x,y) = 1 if and only if (z,y) and (z,y + 1) are vertices of the same type
2 lozenge. Since R is simply-connected, a height function on R is uniquely determined by these
conditions (and the value of H(v) = m).

Furthermore, it can be quickly verified that any height function H : V(R) — Z gives rise to a
(unique) free tiling of R. We refer to the right side of Figure [{l for an example; as depicted there,
we can also view a lozenge tiling of R as a packing of F(R) by boxes of the type shown on the left
side of Figure Bl In this case, the value H(u) of the height function associated with this tiling at
some vertex u € V(R) denotes the height of the stack of boxes at w. Observe in particular that, if
there exists a tiling M € €(R) associated with some height function H, then the boundary height
function h = H|sg is independent of M and is uniquely determined by R (except for a global shift,
which was above fixed by the value of H(v) = m).

1.3. Infinite-Volume Gibbs Measures. Although in this paper we will be primarily interested in
uniformly random lozenge tilings of finite domains, certain infinite-volume measures on T will arise
as limit points of local statistics for our model. Therefore, in this section we recall a two-parameter
family of such measures from [40] 4T} 53 59].

To that end, let P(R) denote the space of probability measures on the set €(R) of all lozenge
tilings of some domain R C T. We say that pu € PB(T) is a Gibbs measure if it satisfies the following
property for any finite domain R C T. The probability under p of selecting any M € &(T),
conditional on the restriction of M to T \ R, is uniform.

Moreover, for any w € Z2, define the translation map &,, : Z2 — Z? by setting &,,(v) = v — w
for any v € Z2. Then &,, induces an operator on *B(T) that translates a tiling by —w; we also refer
it to by &,,. A measure pu € P(T) is called translation-invariant if &, u = p, for any w € Z*. We
further call a translation-invariant measure u € B(T) extremal if, for any p € (0,1) and translation-
invariant measures pi, po € PB(T) such that u = puy + (1 — p)us2, we have uy = p = uo.

Let p € B(T) be a translation-invariant measure, and let H denote the height function associated
with a randomly sampled lozenge tiling under u, such that H(0,0) = 0. Setting s = E[H(l, 0) —
H(0,0)] and ¢t = E[H(0,1) — H(0,0)], the slope of s is defined to be the pair (s, ).



10 AMOL AGGARWAL

H+1 H+1 — 13

H H+1

FIGURE 5. Depicted to the right is a lozenge tiling of the A x B x C hexagon,
with (A, B,C) = (5,4,3). One may view this tiling as a packing of boxes (of the
type depicted on the left) into a large corner, which gives rise to a height function
(shown on the right).

Observe that, if we denote
(1.1) T={(s,t) R : s+t <1},

and its closure by 7, then we must have (s,t) € T. Indeed, s, t, and 1 —s—t denote the probabilities
of a given lozenge in a random tiling (under p) being of types 1, 2, and 3, respectively.

It was shown as Theorem 9.1.1 of [59] that, for any (s,t) € T, there exists a unique translation-
invariant, extremal Gibbs measure p = ps, € PB(T) of slope (s,t); such a measure is known to
arise as a limit point of lozenge tilings of a large torus, conditional on its height function having
average slope (s,t) (see Section 5.21 of [40] or Section 4 of [4I]). An explicit form for the correlation
functions for these measures was provided in Proposition 8.5 of [16] and Section 6.23 of [40], based
on methods introduced earlier in [38]. To explain this further, we require the following definition.

Definition 1.2. Given a domain R C T and a tiling M € &(R), let X = X(M) denote the set of
all (z,y) € Z? such that (:C + %, y) is the center of some type 1 lozenge in M.

We refer to the left side of Figure[ for a depiction. It is quickly verified that the tiling M € &(R)
is determined by the location set X(M) of its type 1 lozenges (unless both R = T and X(M) is empty,
which will not be relevant for this work). As explained in Sections 3.1.7 and 3.1.9 of [53], if a random
tiling M € &(T) is sampled under the translation-invariant, extremal Gibbs measure s, of some
slope (s,t) € T, then the law of X = X(M) can be expressed as a determinantal point process. Its
correlation kernel is an extended discrete sine kernel, which was introduced as Definition 4 of [53]
and is given as follows. In the below, H = {z € C: Sz > 0} C C denotes the upper-half plane.

Definition 1.3 (|53} Definition 4]). Fix ¢ € H. For any 1,2, y1,y2 € Z, the extended discrete
sine kernel (also called the incomplete beta kernel) Ke(x1,y1;x2,y2) is defined by

1

’Cf(xlvyl;fl?myz): %

1S
/7 (1 _ Z)yl—yzZIQ—Il—ldz7
13

where 2 is integrated along an arc of a ellipse from & to £, which intersects R in the interval (0, 1)
if y1 > y2 and which intersects R in the interval (—o0,0) if ¥y < yo.
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FIGURE 6. Depicted to the left is a tiling M; the black and white vertices shown
there are the elements of X(M) and X(M) + (%, O), respectively. Depicted to the
right are two possibilities for the contour for z in Definition [[L3} the dashed curve
corresponds to the case y; < y2 and the solid one to the case y; > yo.

We refer to the right side of Figure[@ for a depiction of the possible contours for z in Definition [[.3]
For any & € H, Theorem 2 of [53] indicates that there exists a measure u = ue € P(T) such that

(1.2) P ﬂ {(xkayk) € DC(M)} = det [ICE(Iiayi;Ijvyj)]lgi)jgmv
k=1

where M € &(T) is sampled under e, and m € Z>; and (z1,y1), (¥2,92), .-, (Tm, ym) € Z* are
arbitrary. The measure p is called the extended discrete sine process with complex slope €. If

(s,t) € T and £ = e”is%t)), then it is further known (see equation (36) of [53] and Section

sin(r—mws—mt

6.23 of [40]) that pe = s -

1.4. Results. In this article we will be interested in understanding the convergence of local sta-
tistics of uniformly random lozenge tilings of large domains. More specifically, we will consider a
uniformly random tiling of some large tileable domain Ry that approximates (after normalization
by %) some subset & C R? and whose boundary height function approximates (again, after nor-
malization by %) some function b : R — R. Then, we will understand how the local statistics
of this random tiling behave around some vy € V(Ry), as N tends to co. As Theorem below
indicates, they will converge to one of the translation-invariant, extremal Gibbs measures p,; from
Section

The determination of this slope (s,t) will require some additional notation. To that end, recall
the set T from (LI and its closure 7. Define the Lobachevsky function L : R — R and surface
tension o : T — R by, for any 2 € Rsg and (s,t) € T, setting

(1.3)  L(z) = _/Oz log [2sinz|dz;  o(s,t) = %(L(ws) + L(rt) + L(x(1 — s —t))).

Now, fix a bounded, open, nonempty set 8 C R with boundary 9R. Let Adm(R) denote the set
of Lipschitz functions F : & — R such that VF(z) € T for almost every z € R; for any function
[ 0R = R, set Adm(%R; f) = {F € Adm(R) : Floms = f}. We say that f admits an admissible
extension to R if Adm(fR; f) is not empty. For any F' € Adm(fR), define the entropy functional

5(F)—AU(VF(Z))dZ.
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Given some h : OR — R admitting an admissible extension to R, we call a function H €
Adm(R; b) a mazimizer of £ on R with boundary data b if E(H) > E(G) for any G € Adm(R; h).

Remark 1.4. Tt is known (see Proposition 4.5 of [I8]) that there exists a unique maximizer H : R —
R of £ on R with given boundary data b.

Under the notation above, the limit shape for the height function associated with a random
lozenge tiling of Ry with boundary height function hx (which, as mentioned previously, converge
to MR and b, respectively, after suitable normalization) was shown as Theorem 1.1 of [16] to converge
in probability to this maximizer H, as N tends to oo; this result is restated as Proposition 2.1]
below. Such a phenomenon is known as a variational principle for tilings. The pair (s, t) described
previously indicating the slope for the limiting local statistics of this tiling around vy will then
given by VH(v), if limy_ oo N 1oy =0 € R.

Let us now explain the sense in which N~!'Ry its normalized height function N ~'hy “converge”
to R and b, respectively. To that end, for any subset S C R? and points z1,z2 € S, let ds(z1,z2) =
inf, |y|, where v C S is taken over all paths in S connecting x; and x2, and |y| denotes the length
of v. Next, we say that a sequence of subsets Ry, Rs,... C R? converges to R C R?, and write
limpy 00 Ry = R, if for any § > 0 there exists an integer Ny = No(d) > 1 such that the following
two properties hold whenever N > Ny. First, for any x € R, there exist zy € Ry and 2’ € RNRy
such that

(1.4) max {dw (z,2'), dw (xn,3)} < 0.

Second, for any zx € Ry, there exist z € R and '’ € RN Ry such that (4) again holds/T

In this case, we moreover say that a sequence of functions hy : Ry — R converges to h : IR —
R, and write limy_,oc by = b, if for every real number § > 0 there exists an integer Ny = Ny(§) > 1
such that the following two properties hold whenever N > Ng. First, for each x € 0fR, there exist
zn € ORy and 2’/ € RN Ry such that (IF) and |hn(zn) — h(z)| < § both hold. Second, for each
Ty € ORy, there exist x € OR and =’ € R N Ry such that the same inequalities are satisfied.

We can now state the following theorem indicating that the local statistics of a uniformly random
lozenge tiling of Ry around vy converge as N tends to oo to the unique translation-invariant,
extremal Gibbs measure of slope V(v). In the below, we recall the shift operator &,, and measure
st from Section [[3

Theorem 1.5. Let R C R? denote an open, simply-connected, bounded domain whose boundary
is a piecewise smooth, simple curve. Let h : OR — R denote a function admitting an admissible
extension to R, and let H € Adm(R;h) denote the mazimizer of £ on R with boundary data .
Further let v € R denote a point in the interior of R such that VH(v) = (s,t) € T.

Let R1,Rs,... C T denote simply-connected, tileable domains with boundary height functions
hi,ha, ..., respectively. Define hy : O(N"1Rx) — R by setting hy(N~tu) = N= hy(u) for each
u € ORy, and suppose that imy_oo N"'Ry = R and limy_00 by = h. For each N € Z>1, let
un € P(Ry) denote the uniform measure on E(Ry) and vy € V(Ry) denote a vertex such that
limy oo N oy = 0. Then, imy_ oo Gy N = s i distribution.

"In |16, [44] [59], variational principles for tiling models were established when the domains iy “approximate R
from the inside.” This constitutes the specialization of the above definition when i C R, in which case one may
take ' = z in ([4)). Although our results can be phrased under this more restrictive notion of domain convergence,
one might also be interested in the case when PR does not contain the Yiy. Since admissible and height functions are
1-Lipschitz on the metric spaces (R, dy) and (R, dn, ), respectively, it can quickly be seen that the results from
[16} [44] [59] also apply to the slightly more general notion of domain convergence described above.
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1.5. Outline. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. We begin in Section 2] with
some preliminary definitions and results concerning uniformly random tilings, maximizers of &,
and non-intersecting Bernoulli random walk ensembles. We then implement the three tasks listed
in Section [Tl However, in order to most directly explain how these statements together imply
Theorem [L.5], the exposition will proceed in reverse order.

So, in SectionBlwe first state the local law for lozenge tilings (Theorem [B.6) and the local coupling
between a uniformly random lozenge tiling and ensembles of Bernoulli random walks conditioned
to never intersect (Proposition BI2]). Then, we establish Theorem assuming these two results.
In Section @ we prove the coupling statement (still assuming the local law), following the outline
provided in Section [[.T}

Next, in Section [0 we state two effective global laws for the height function of a random lozenge
tiling. The first (Theorem [5.1)) applies to arbitrary boundary data and provides an error estimate
of (log N)~¢; the second (Theorem [5.2) only applies to boundary data giving rise to a global
profile exhibiting no frozen facets but has an improved error estimate of order N~¢. We also
state a condition (Proposition [54) for when the boundary data of a maximizer of £ gives rise
to a facetless global profile. Assuming these results, we then establish a scale reduction estimate
(Proposition (.6 indicating that estimates for height functions associated with lozenge tilings are
retained (and sometimes improved) when one decreases the size of the domain.

Next, in Section [6] we establish Theorem (the local law) through an inductive application of
Proposition (the scale reduction estimate) on a decreasing sequence of domains. In Section [7]
we establish the first effective global law applicable to general boundary data, and in Section [} we
establish its more precise variant that only applies to facetless global profiles.

In Appendix[Aland Appendix[Blwe establish properties about maximizers of £. More specifically,
in the former we prove a stability result (Proposition 2-I3) for the gradients of these maximizers
under boundary perturbations, and in the latter we establish Proposition[5.4] (the condition on which
boundary data give rise to facetless global profiles). We conclude in Appendix [C] by establishing
an effective estimate (Proposition [[.2)) for the number of lozenge tilings of a torus with a given
approximate slope, which is used in the proof of Theorem [5.1lin Section [7l

Acknowledgments. The author heartily thanks Alexei Borodin for many stimulating conversa-
tions and valuable encouragements. The author also would like to express his profound gratitude
to Tristan Collins, Vadim Gorin, Jiaoyang Huang, Benjamin Landon, Nicolai Reshetikhin, Chen-
glong Yu, Boyu Zhang, and Jonathan Zhu for helpful discussions. The author further thanks the
anonymous referees for their useful comments on an earlier draft of this paper. This work was
partially supported by the NSF Graduate Research Fellowship under grant numbers DGE1144152
and DMS-1664619.

2. MISCELLANEOUS PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce some notation and collect several preliminary results that will be
useful for the proof of Theorem[I.Hl In particular, in SectionZ.Ilwe recall the global law, a monotone
coupling, and a concentration estimate for random lozenge tilings. Then, in Section we state
several properties concerning maximizers of £, and in Section 2-3] we recall the definition of and a
concentration estimate for a certain model of random non-intersecting path ensembles.

2.1. A Global Law and Monotonicity for Tilings. In this section we recall three results
concerning random tilings from [I5], [16]. The first is a variational principle (limit shape result) for
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the height function associated with a uniformly random tiling of a given domain. It was established
as Theorem 1.1 of [I6] (see also Theorem 9 of [40]) and can be stated as follows.

Proposition 2.1 ([I6, Theorem 1.1]). Adopt the notation of Theorem [[3, and let Hy denote
the height function associated with a uniformly random lozenge tiling of Rn (with boundary height
function hy ). Then, for any w > 0, we have that

lim P max |N_1HN(’U)—H(N_1’U)‘ >w| =0.
N—oo |veEV(RN)NNR

As Proposition[ZJ]applies to general boundary data, it will be useful for the proof of Theorem [[.5]
in Section However, observe that it does not indicate how w can be chosen to depend on V.
More quantitative results of this type will be given by Theorem 5.1 and Theorem below.

The second result of this section provides a monotone (order-preserving) coupling between two
different uniformly random (free) lozenge tilings. To describe it further, we first require the following
definition for the set of height functions on a domain with a given boundary height function.

Definition 2.2. For any finite domain R C T and boundary height function h : R — Z, let
&(h) = &(h; R) denote the set of all height functions H : V(R) — Z for which H|sgr = h. We
will often implicitly extend H by linearity to a function on the union of the faces of R, sometimes
writing H : F(R) - Ror H: R — R.

As explained in Section [[L2 if R is tileable and h denotes a boundary height function associated
with some tiling of R, then there is a bijection between &(h) and the set €(R) of all tilings of R.
If R is not tileable, then there is a bijection between &(h) and the set of all free tilings of R with
boundary height function given by h.

Now we can state the following result, which appears as Lemma 18 of [I5] and provides a coupling
between uniformly random height functions on a domain, in such a way that their ordering on the
domain’s boundary is preserved in the domain’s interior.

Lemma 2.3 (|15, Lemma 18]). Fiz a finite domain R C T and two boundary height functions
hi,he : OR — Z such that hi(u) < ha(u), for each w € OR. Let Hy,Hs : V(R) — Z denote
uniformly random elements of ®(hy1), ®(he), respectively. Then it is possible to couple Hy and Hay
on a common probability space such that Hi(v) < Ha(v) holds almost surely, for each v € V(R).

The third result of this section is a concentration estimate for a uniformly random height function
on a domain; it appears as Proposition 22 of [I5] and is given as follows.

Lemma 2.4 ([15, Proposition 22|). Fiz a finite domain R C T and a boundary height function
h:90R — R; let H : V(R) — Z denote a uniformly random element of &(h). Further fix o real
number M > 0 and a verter v € V(R) such that there exists a path in R from v to OR of length at
most M. Then, for any r € Rsg, we have that

2
(2.1) PUH(U) —E[H(v)] } > er/Q} < 2exp < - ;—2)
2.2. Maximizers of £. In this section we state several properties and bounds satisfied by max-
imizers of &; throughout this section we recall the notation of Section [[4 The first is a (likely
known) comparison principle stating that, if two maximizers of £ on some domain R are ordered
on the boundary 9%R, then they are also ordered on the interior of fR.

Lemma 2.5. Fiz some bounded, open, connected subset R C R2? with Lipschitz boundary, and
two functions h1,ba : OB — R admitting admissible extensions to R. For each i € {1,2}, let
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H; € Adm(%R; h;) denote the mazimizer of £ on R with boundary data b;. If h1(z) < ha(z) for each
z € OR, then Hi(z) < Ha(z) for each z € R.

Proof. Define the subset 4 = {z € R : Hi(z) > Ha(z)} C R, which is open since both H; are
continuous. Furthermore, since h; < b, the continuity of the H; implies that H1(z) = Ha(z), for
each z € 940. Next define the functions Hs : R — R and H4 : R — R by setting

Hs(z) = Hi(z), for z ¢ 4, and Hs(z) = Ha(z), for z € U,
Ha(z) = Hao(z), for z ¢ i and Hy(z) = Hi(z), for z e sl

Then, Hz and H4 are 1-Lipschitz, since both #(z) and Ha(z) are. In particular, VH3(z) and
VHa(z) exist almost everywhere (with respect to Lebesgue measure), and so VHz(z) € T and
VHa(z) € T hold for almost every z € R, as the same holds for #; and Hs.

We claim that Hs and H4 are maximizers for £ on fR. Indeed, we have

5(7-[3)+5(H4)=/ 0(V7—[3(z))dz+/110(7-[3(2))d2+/m 0(V’H4(z))dz+/a(v7-[4(z))dz

R\U 1

:/m\no(V’Hl(z))dz—l—/ﬂa(?—[g(z))dz—i—/m\u
=E(H1) + E(Ha),

which implies that H3 and H,4 are maximizers for £, since H, and Hs are (and Hi|gm = Hslom and
Holom = Halos). Since Hi and Hs have the same boundary data on R, it follows from Remark [[4]
that H; = Hs. This implies that £ must be empty, and hence H;(z) < Ha(z) for all z € R. O

\ ¢t

U(VHg(z))dz—i-/U(VHl(z))dz

U

Remark 2.6. If we adopt the notation of Lemma but omit the assumption h; < ha, then we
have that sup,cg |H1(2) — Ha(2)| < sup,cam [b1(2) — h2(2)|. Indeed, denoting the latter quantity
by ~, this follows by applying Lemma 25 to the pairs (h1, ha + ) and (b1 + 7, bh2).

Next, recall 7 from (II)). For any € € (O, %), we define the set
(2.2) T = {(s,t) €T :d((s,1),0T) > a} cT,
where d(z,S) = inf,es |2 — w| denotes the distance from a point z € R? to a set S C R2.

Remark 2.7. For any fixed € € (0, 1), it was shown as Theorem 10.1 of [I6] that the function o from
(C3) is uniformly concave and smooth on the set 7z. Moreover, on T, the function o is (weakly)
concave and uniformly Hoélder continuous with any fixed exponent « € (0,1).

Before proceeding, it will be useful to recall the elliptic partial differential equation satisfied by
maximizers of £.

Remark 2.8. Suppose that R is an open set with smooth boundary and there exists a real number

e € (0,%) such that VH(2) € T¢, for each z € R. Then it is known (see Theorem 11.9 and Theorem

15.19 of [29]) that all second derivatives of H are continuous in the interior of JR, and that H solves
Euler-Lagrange equations for o. Abbreviating 0, = % for any variable z, these are given by

0 (0,0(VF(2))) + 0, (010 (VF(2)) ) =0,
which is equivalent to

(2.3) > ak(VF(2))0;00F(2) = 0,

J.k€{z,y}
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where
1 1 1 1

tan (7(1—s—t)) * tan(ws); By(8,1) = tan (7(1 —s —t)) * tan(mf);

Oy (s, t) =

(2.4) .

tan (7(1—s—t
Additionally, any solution F' to (Z3]) on % with F|gm = b, such that VF(z) € T for each z € R,

is a local maximizer of £ on R with boundary data h. Since ¢ is concave, F' is in fact a global
maximizer of £ and so F' = H by the uniqueness of such maximizers (recall Remark [[4)).

Agy(s,t) =

)) = ay.(s,1).

Remark 2.9. Although Remark 2.8 indicates that H satisfies an elliptic partial differential equation
when V#H(z) is bounded away from 9T, it does not directly provide information about the set
S ={ze€M:VH(z) € T} on which this occurs. Theorem 4.1 of [I8] implies that S is open and
that V7 is continuous on S, if R has Lipschitz boundary.

Let us next state the second result, which bounds the C2-norm (defined in Section Bl of a
maximizer of £ whose gradient is everywhere uniformly in the interior of 77 its proof, which follows
quickly from Remark [Z.8 and known estimates on uniformly elliptic partial differential equations,
will be given in Appendix [A1] below. In what follows, for any z € R? and r € R, we define the
open disks

(2.5) Bi(2) = {weR?: jw—z|<r} CR% B, =B,.(0,0); B=B;=58(0,0).

Lemma 2.10. For any fized € € (O,%), there exists a constant C = C(e) > 1 such that the
following holds. Let b : 0B — R denote a function admitting an admissible extension to B, and let
H € Adm(B;h) denote the mazimizer of £ on B with boundary data b. If VH(z) € T. for each
z € B, then |H — H(0,0)Hcg(gl/z) <C.

Remark 2.11. Although Lemma [210] was only stated on B, an analog of it also holds on B, for any
p € Ry (where the associated constant C' will now depend on both € and p). Indeed this follows
from the scale-invariance of the variational principle, which states that if we define H(®) : B, =R
by setting H(P) (2) = p~'H(p~'2) for each z € B,, then H(” is a maximizer of £ on B,,.

Observe that Lemma is an interior estimate on the C2-norm of H, since it does not provide
bounds close to the boundary 98 of the domain. A global estimate of the latter type is false without
further regularity assumptions on the boundary data b.

Before stating the next result, we require some notation on (nearly) linear functions.

Definition 2.12. Fix a subset U C R? and pair (s,t) € R?. We say that a function A : U — R is
linear of slope (s,t) if A(z) — A(2") = (s,t) - (z — 2'), for any 2,2’ € U. Furthermore, for any ¢ > 0,
we say that a function f : U — R is d-nearly linear of slope (s,t) (on U) if there exists a linear
function A : U — R of slope (s,t) such that sup,c;; | f(2) — A(2)] < 6.

Now we have the following proposition that provides an interior estimate for the effect of a C°
boundary perturbation on the gradient of a nearly linear maximizer of £ (and also provides a C?
estimate for such maximizers). Its proof will be provided in Appendix [A2] where we will first use
results from [I8] to reduce it to an estimate on uniformly elliptic partial differential equations, and
then apply known bounds (Schauder and interpolation estimates) in the latter context.

Proposition 2.13. For any fized real number € € (O, %), there exist constants 6 = 6(g) > 0 and

C = C(g) > 1 such that the following holds. Let h1,ha : OB — R denote two functions admitting
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FIGURE 7. Depicted to the left is an ensemble Q = (qu,qfl,qo,ql,qz,qg)
consisting of six non-intersecting paths. Depicted to the right is (part of) the
associated free lozenge tiling of A = A5,

admissible extensions to B and, for each i € {1,2}, let H; € Adm(B;b;) denote the mazimizer of £
on B with boundary data b;. If there exists a pair (s,t) € Te such that b; is §-nearly linear of slope
(s,t) on OB, for each i € {1,2}, then

(2.6)

o [VH1(2) = VH2(2)| < Cmax [ba(z) —ba(2)]; max [[Hi = #:(0.0)|ag, ) < ©
2.3. Non-Intersecting Path Ensembles. In this section we recall the definition and some prop-
erties of a certain model of random non-intersecting paths. To that end, we begin with the following
definition. In the below, for any k € Z>1 and two k-tuples a = (a(1),a(2),...,a(k)) € R* and
b = (b(1),b(2),...,b(k)) € R*, we say that a < b if a(j) < b(j) for each j € [1,k]. We additionally
define the Weyl chamber

Wi = {(i1,d2,...,0k) €ZF 1iy <ip <---<ir};  W=[JW,.

Definition 2.14. Fix an integer ¢ > 0. A path of length t is a sequence q = (¢(0),¢(1),...,q(t)) C
Z such that ¢(s) — q(s — 1) € {0,1}, for each s € [1,t]. A path ensemble is a family Q =
(Aps A1y - - - G) C Z' of sequences, each q;, = (g1 (0), qx(1), . .., qx(t)) C Z of which is a path
of length ¢. The ensemble Q is called non-intersecting if q;, < qy,,, for each k € [-m,n—1]. Setting
a(s) = (¢=m(8), q1-m(5), ..., qn(s)) for every s € [0,1], the path ensemble Q is non-intersecting if
and only if each q(s) € W.

By viewing s as a time index, q; = {qk (s)}s describes the space-time trajectory of path k in
the ensemble Q, which may either not move or jump to the right after each time step. Moreover,

s) = {qk(s)}k denotes the set of positions of the paths in Q at time s.

It will be useful to embed Q in the discrete upper-half plane Z x Zx( by first placing a vertex at
(qr(s), s) for each (k,s) € [=m,n] x [0,t], and then by connecting (gx(s), s) and (qi(s +1),s+ 1)
by an edge for each (k,s) € [-m,n| x [0,t — 1]. This produces a family of non-intersecting paths
on Z x Z>, as shown on the left side of Figure [7l

It will also be useful to introduce notation for the sets of non-intersecting path ensembles that
start and end at given locations; this is given by the following definition.
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Definition 2.15. For any ¢ € Z>(, let 20¢ denote the set of all non-intersecting path ensembles
Q whose paths are all of length ¢. Next, fix m,n € Z with —m < n and two sequences a =
(a,m, A1y~ v ey an) € Wand b = (b,m, b1 _my ey bn) € W. We say that a non-intersecting path
ensemble Q = (q_m,ql_m, .. .,qn) € 20¢ has initial data a if q,(0) = ag, for each k € [—m,n].
Similarly, it has ending data b if qx(t) = by, for each k € [—m, n].

Let 20¢ C 2% denote the set of all non-intersecting path ensembles Q € 20¢ with initial data
a. Additionally, let ‘,ZU;b C 25! denote the set of all non-intersecting path ensembles Q € 23¢ that
have initial data a and ending data b.

Fix t € Z>1, and define the domain A = A* = Z x {0,1,...,t} C Z%. Recalling the notation
from Section on free tilings, let us associate with any non-intersecting path ensemble Q =
(A s A1y - - -+ Gy ) € W' a free lozenge tiling M = M(Q) of A. To that end, define the set

(2.7) X(Q) = {(:C,s) cAl:x ¢ {q_m(s),ql_m(s), . ,qn(s)}} C A

and associate with Q the unique free tiling M of A whose type 1 lozenges are centered at the
vertices of X(Q) + (%,0). Stated alternatively, M determined by setting X(M) = X(Q), where we
recall the set X(M) from Definition See the right side of Figure [7] for a depiction (where there
we have shifted the non-intersecting paths to the right by %, to make them more visible).

Under this correspondence, lozenges of types 2 and type 3 in M correspond to space-time locations
where a path jumps to the right or does not move, respectively; these constitute the tiles on the
right side of Figure[7 through which a path passes. In this way, any free tiling M of A is associated
with a unique non-intersecting path ensemble Q = Q(M) € 23* (possibly with infinitely many

paths). Thus, any height function H : A — Z gives rise to a unique such ensemble.

Remark 2.16. Tt is quickly verified that, for any (x1,s), (x2,s) € A such that x; < x, the number
of paths in Q that intersect the interval [(3:1 — %, s), (xg — %, s)] is equal to zo — 1 — (H(:zrg, s) —
H(xq, s)) Moreover, for any (z,s1), (z,s2) € A such that s; < so, the number of paths in Q that
intersect the interval [(:1: — %, 51), (:1: — %, 52)] is equal to H(z,s2) — H(x, s1).

Next, let us recall a model for random non-intersecting path ensembles that was introduced in
Section 3.1 of [45]. Here, we set [p| =Y 7 p; for any p = (P—m,P1—ms-- - Pn) € RMTHL

Definition 2.17 ([45, Section 3.1]). Fix a real number 8 € (0, 1); integers ¢,m,n with ¢ > 0 and
—m < n; and a sequence a = (a_m, Al—mmy -« an) € W. Define the probability measure P = Pg.o =
Pg.a:t on WL as follows. For any non-intersecting path ensemble Q = (qu, Aims s qn) € Wt
with initial data q(0) = a, set

(2.8) PQ) = la®l-lal(1 — g)mensni-la®ical T a(t) —g;(t)

ap — a;
—m<j<k<n BT %

As in Definition 214} here we have denoted q; = (g (0),gx(1),...,qx(t)) for each k € [—m,n], and
a(s) = (¢-m(5),q1-m(5),- -, qn(s)) for each s € [0,1].

As indicated in Proposition 3.1 of [45], the measure Pg., is the probability distribution for a col-
lection of m 4+ n + 1 mutually independent random walks starting at positions (a—m, @1—m, ..., an),

which at each time either do not move or jump to the right with probabilities 1 — 8 and 3, respec-
tively, conditioned to never intersect.

Remark 2.18. Fix sequences a = (a_m,al_m, .. ,an) € Wand b = (b_m,bl_m, .. .,bn) e w,
and let Q € W, denote a random non-intersecting path ensemble sampled from the measure Pg.,,
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conditioned to have ending data b. Then it quickly follows from the explicit form (28] for P that
the conditional law of Q is uniform on ‘,ZU‘;;b.

Remark 2.19. Using the explicit form (2J) for P, it can be shown that the family {q(s)}s of
sequences forms a Markov process with time parameter s.

Next we have the following lemma, which is a concentration estimate for the height function
associated with a non-intersecting random path ensemble sampled from the measure Pg.5. Its proof
is similar to that of Proposition 22 of [15] (restated as Lemma [2:4] above), but we include it below.

Lemma 2.20. Fiz an integer t > 0; a real number 8 € (0,1); and an integer sequence a € W. Let
Q € W, denote a random non-intersecting path ensemble sampled under the measure Pg.a, and let
H :Zx{0,1,...,t} — Z denote the unique height function associated with Q such that H(0,0) = 0.
Then, for any real number A > 1 and vertex v € Z x {0,1,...,t}, we have that

PUH(’U) —E[H()] ’ > A} < 2e A2t

Proof. For each integer s € [0,t], let Fs denote the o-algebra generated by the random variables
{H(u) cu € 7 x{0,1,. ,s}} Furthermore, for each vertex v € Z x {0,1,...,t} and integer
s € [0,], define the random variable H()(v) = E[H(v)|F,]. Then, as s ranges over [0,¢], the
sequence {H(*)(v)} forms a martingale with the property that |H ™1 (v) — H®)(v)| <1 for each
veZx{0,1,...,t} and s € [0,t — 1] N Z. Therefore, the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality yields

PUH(U) - E[H(U)H > A] = P“H(t)(v) - H(O)(v)‘ > A} < 2e~A%/2
for any vertex v € Z x {0,1,...,t}. 0

3. CONVERGENCE OF LOCAL STATISTICS

In this section we establish Theorem assuming two results (namely, a local law and a local
coupling statement, given by Theorem and Proposition below, respectively) that will be
proven later in this paper. This will essentially proceed by coupling a random tiling My of the
domain Ry locally around the vertex vn with a random non-intersecting path ensemble sampled
according to the measure Pg.o from Definition 217 (for a suitable choice of 8 € (0,1) and a € W).
The benefit of the latter model is that it is more amenable to methods of exact solvability, as the
results of [32] show that it is a determinantal point process with an explicit kernel whose asymptotics
can be analyzed for general # and a.

Thus, we begin in Section Bl by recalling these results of [32]. Then, in Section B.2] we state a
local law for uniformly random lozenge tilings with nearly arbitrary boundary data, which implies
that the limit shape result Proposition 2.1 holds on scales much smaller than N. Next, in Section[3.3]
we define two sequences p,r € W and state a result indicating that My can be locally coupled
with random non-intersecting path ensembles with initial data p and r. In Section [3.4] we use the
local law Theorem to establish certain estimates on p and r that will be necessary to apply the
results from [32]. We then conclude with the proof of Theorem [ in Section

3.1. The Correlation Kernel of Pg.,. In this section we recall results from [32] realizing the
random walk model Pg., from Definition [ZI7] as a determinantal point process. To that end, for
T € Z>o and a non-intersecting path ensemble Q € 207, we recall the set X(Q) from (7). The
following lemma, which follows from Theorem 2.1 of [32] and Kerov’s complementation principle
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FIGURE 8. Depicted above are the contours for w (dashed) and z (solid) from
@I). The black vertices are the elements of [x — ¢, ] N a; the gray ones are those
of [t — t,z] \ a, and the white ones are those of a\ [z — ¢, z].

for determinantal point processes (see Proposition A.8 of [8] or Remark 2.4 of [32]), indicates that
X(Q) is a determinantal point process and evaluates its kernel, if Q is distributed according to Pg.a.
It can be viewed as a discrete analog of the Brézin-Hikami identity (see Section 4 of [I0] or Section
2 of [37]) that realizes the 8 = 2 case of Dyson Brownian motion as a determinantal point process
with an explicit kernel.

In the below, we recall the Pochhammer symbol (a) = H?;g(a—l—j), for any @ € C and k € Z>.

Lemma 3.1 ([32, Theorem 2.1]). Fiz integers T > 0 and —m < n; a real number 8 € (0,1); and
an integer sequence a = (G—pm, A1—m,-- -, an) € W. Let Q € WL denote a random non-intersecting
path ensemble sampled from the measure Pg.a, and recall the set X(Q) from 7). Then for any
integers k > 0; t1,ta,...,tx € {0,1,...,T}; and 21,23, ..., 2 € Z, we have that

k
P ﬂ {(zj,t;) € X(Q)}

= det [ (Il)tl7x]’t )]1<z]<k’

where for any x,y € Z and t,s € Z>o the kernel K(x,t;y,s) = Kg.a(z,t;y,s) is given by

t_
K((E, t; Y, 8) = 1m:y1t:s - 1z>y1t>s(_1)m_y+l ( S)
21 r—y

(z—y+1)sq (1-8\"""° L Zz—a;
(3.1) _(3—1 (27i)? j{f W — )41 < B > H w—an

j=-m

sin(mw) dwds.

sin(mz) w — z

Here, the contour for z is a line from y—s—f—%—ioo to y—s—i—%—i—ioo, and the contour for w is positively
oriented and encloses the elements in the intersection {x—t,x—t+1,...,2}N{a—m,@1—m,- -, 0n},
but does mot intersect the contour for z.
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We refer to Figure 8 for a depiction of the contours in Lemma B} if z —t < y — s < «, then the
contour for w might instead be a union of two disjoint circles. The independence of the right side
of 3I)) on T is a consequence of the fact that Q is a Markov process (recall Remark [Z19)).

The next result we require from [32] provides large-time asymptotics for the kernel K(x,t;y, s)
from (BI)). To that end, we first recall the following definition from equation (2.5) of [32].

Definition 3.2 (|32, Equation (2.5)]). Fix an integer sequence a = (a—m, @1—m,--.,an) € W. For
any real numbers 0 < X <Y (we allow Y = 00), set

D@ X,Y)=| Y 1

ag
lar|€[X,Y]

Let us next describe a condition, due to Theorem 2.12 of [32], under which the kernel Kg.a(x,t+
T;y,s+T) from (B.I) converges to the extended discrete sine kernel K¢ (x, t;y, ) from Definition [I.3]
as T tends to oco. Before providing its precise statement, let us take a moment to outline it.

Let a € Wy, with T' < N, and assume that a satisfies the following two conditions. First,
D(a; X,00) < 1 whenever T'S X < N. Second, there exist scales 1 <« U < T« V < N (which
can all be N-dependent) and some p € (0, 1) such that a approximates the Lebesgue measure with
density p on subintervals of [—V, V] of length U. Then, for any 8 € (0,1) and bounded z,y,t, s € Z,
Kga(z,t +T;y,s+T) converges to Ke(z,t;y,s) for some explicit & = £(5,p) € H, as T tends to
0.

It will be useful for this rate of convergence, given by ¥n below, to be uniform in various
parameters. So, in what follows, B will bound |z|, |yl,|s|, |t| from above; ¢ will bound the distance
from 8 and p to {0, 1} from below; and ky will dictate the separation of scales 1 K U < T < V «
N, the rate of convergence of a to (a multiple of) Lebesgue measure on [—V, V], and the bound on
D(a; X, 00).

Lemma 3.3 ([32, Theorem 2.12]). For any fized real numbers 0 < ¢ < 1 < B and sequence
Kk = (K1,K2,...) C Rsg of real numbers tending to 0, there exists a sequence ¥ = ¥(¢c, B,k) =
(1,09,...) C Rsg of real numbers tending to 0 such that the following holds. Let U,T,V,N € Z
denote integers such that m;,l <U < knT < K3V < k% N. Further fix p € (¢c,1 —c) and a € Wy
satisfying the following two assumptions.

(1) For each real number X € [knT, k' N], we have that D(a; X;00) < k.

(2) For any interval I C [=V, V] of length U, we have that (p — kn)U < |anI| < (p+ kn)U.
Additionally let B € (¢,1 — ¢) be a real number, and set & = (1 — ﬁ)_le”i(l_p). Then for any
integers t,s € [0, B] and z,y € [—B, B], we have that ’Kg;a(:t,t—i—T;y, s+T)—Ke(z, t;y, s)’ <UIn.

Remark 3.4. The uniformity of the error |Kg.a — K¢| < In in (¢, B, k) was not explicitly stated
in Theorem 2.12 of [32] but can be quickly derived from Theorem 2.7 of [32] and the proofs of
Theorem 2.12 and Lemma 6.9 there.

One might view Lemma as a discrete (and slightly more precise) analog of the § = 2 special
case of Theorem 2.4 of [46] and Theorem 2.2 of [47] on local statistics of Dyson Brownian motion.

3.2. The Local Law. In this section we state a local law for uniformly random height functions
(equivalently, free tilings), given by Theorem [3.6] which will be established in Section [6 below. In
what follows, we will assume that the domain of the tiling approximates a disk (in the sense of
Assumption B8 below), but make no restrictions on the boundary height function. This will suffice
for the purposes of establishing Theorem [[5 through a suitable restriction of the tiling there.
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In what follows, we recall the notation on disks from (2.3]).

Assumption 3.5. Suppose a real number € € (O, %) is given. Let N € Z>1 denote an integer, and
define the simply-connected induced subgraph R = By N'T C T. Further let h : 0R — Z denote a
boundary height function on dR. Let H : V(R) — Z denote a uniformly random element of &(h)
(recall Definition 2.2)); also let M = M(H) denote the associated free tiling of R. Extend H to By
by linearity on F(R) and arbitrarily on By \ F(R), in such a way that it is 1-Lipschitz on By.

Set R = B = By, and define h : IR — R by setting h(z) = N"1H(Nz) for each z € OR. Let
H € Adm(R;h) denote the maximizer of £ on R with boundary data b; also let vy € V(R) denote
some vertex such that Ben(vg) N'T C F(R) and VH(z) € Tz (recall Z2)) for each z € B.(N~tvy).

Now let us proceed to describe the local law for lozenge tilings. To that end, under the notation
of Assumption B9 first observe that Proposition 2] and a Taylor expansion together suggest that
the random height function H is with high probability approximately linear in an wN-neighborhood
of vg, with slope VH (N ~1vy), if w > 0 is small but independent of N. A local law for tilings would
indicate that H is with high probability approximately linear in an M-neighborhood of vy, with
the same slope VH (N ~1uvp), for (essentially) any scale 1 << M < N. The following theorem states
that this holds; its proof will be provided in Section below.

Theorem 3.6. For any fized real numbers ¢ € (O, %) and D > 0, there exist constants C; = Cy () >
1 and Cy = C2(e, D) > 1 such that the following holds. Adopt the notation of Assumption[33, set
c= Téoo’ and let M € Z satisfy

C1 <M< Nexp(— 5(10g10gN)2).

Then, there exists a random (dependent on H) pair (s,t) = (s(vO;M),t(vo;M)) € Tcj2 and an
event T' = T'(vg; M) such that

(3.2) P[] < CoM~P; |(5,t) = VH(N"vg)|1re < (log M)~
and
(3.3) sup  |M~L(H(u) — H(vo)) — M~ (u — vp) - (s, t)‘lpc < (log M)~1—¢

wEB (vo)

If M > 1, then the first bound in ([3:2]) shows that I'¢ is an event of high probabilityﬁ Moreover,
B3) and the second estimate in (3.2) together yield

(3.4) sup

wEBn (vo)

MY (H (u) — H(ve)) — M~ (u — vp) VH(Nflvo)’lpc < 2(log M),

which indeed indicates that H is approximately linear on By (vg), with slope VH (N ~1vg). However,
the error in this linear approximation is of order (log M)~¢, while the bound 3] shows that
there exists a linear approximation (of possibly slightly different slope) with the improved error of
(log M)~1=¢. This improved bound will be useful for estimating the quantity ® in Section 3.4l

8However7 this is no longer true if M is of constant order, which is consistent with the non-degeneracy of the local
statistics around vg in the large N limit.



UNIVERSALITY FOR LOZENGE TILING LOCAL STATISTICS 23

3.3. Coupling Tilings With Non-Intersecting Random Path Ensembles. In this section
we state a result, given by Proposition below, that locally couples the restriction (denoted by
Q) of a uniformly random free lozenge tiling M for a domain R to a neighborhood of some vertex
up € V(R), with two random non-intersecting path ensembles (denoted by P and R) under suitably
chosen initial data. To that end, we must first explain how to select these initial data, which will
be perturbations of a sequence q = q(0) € W given by the following definition. In the below, we
will assume for notational convenience that the vertex ug around which we will eventually couple
is equal to (0,0); this restriction can be removed by translating R.

Definition 3.7. Suppose an integer £ € Z~1; a finite domain R C T with [-8¢4,8¢4] x [0, ¢] C F(R);
and a free tiling M of R are given. Recalling the set X(M) from Definition [[L2] define the integer
sequence q = q(0) = q*69(0) by

q={ze[-2020NZ: (2,0) ¢ X(M)}.

Stated alternatively, q = q(0) denotes the set of positions (z,0) € [~2¢%,2¢4] x {0} along the z-axis
such that (x + %, O) is on an edge of a type 2 or type 3 lozenge in M. After interpreting M as
a non-intersecting path ensemble (through the discussion in Section [Z3]), these correspond to the
locations where paths of M intersect the interval [—2¢4,2¢4] x {0} of the z-axis; see Figure [l

Label the elements of q(0) = (¢—m(0), q1—m(0),...,a(0)) € W so that go(0) < 0 < ¢1(0), and
abbreviate ¢; = ¢;(0) for each j € [-m,n]. Viewing M as a path ensemble as above, define the
non-intersecting path ensemble Q = Q(M;l) = (q_m, Qi - - ,qn) € Qﬁg to be the one obtained
by restricting the m 4 n -+ 1 paths in M passing through q(0) to the strip A* = Z x {0,1,...,¢}. In
particular, the initial data for Q is q = q(0). Set q; = (¢;(0),¢;(1),...,q;(¢)), for each j € [-m,n],
and q(s) = (g—m(5), q1-m(s) ..., qn(s)), for each s € [0, 4.

Remark 3.8. Let Hq denote the height function associated with Q (as explained in and above
Remark 2.16), such that Hg(0,0) = 0. Then, for any height function H : V(R) — Z associated
with M, we have that Hq(u) = H(u) — H(0,0) for each vertex u € [—2¢4,2/4] x [0, /).

To continue, it will be useful to define a subset of the Weyl chamber consisting of sequences
without long consecutive subsequences or large gaps.

Definition 3.9. For any k € Z~1, let Z(k) C W denote the set of a = (a_m,a1-m,...,a,) € W
such that a;jyr—1 > a; + k for each j € [-m,n — k + 1] and such that a;1; —a; < k for each
j € [-m,n — 1]. Equivalently, Z(k) is the set of a € W that do not contain any subsequence of k
consecutive integers or any gap of size at least k.

Next, we introduce two perturbations p and r of the sequence q from Definition [3.7lthat will serve
as initial data for the random non-intersecting path ensembles to be coupled with M. Assuming that
q € Z(¥), these sequences p and r will coincide with q on the subinterval [—2¢,2¢] C [—2¢4,2¢4]
and will be determined outside of this subinterval by (mildly) shifting q to the left and right,
respectively.

Definition 3.10. Adopt the notation and assumptions of Definition B7l If q € Z(¢), then define
the sequence p = p(0) = p(@9(0) = (P=m(0),p1-m(0),...,pn(0)) € W as follows. In the below,
we abbreviate p; = p;(0) for each j € [-m,n].

(1) For each j € [-m,n] such that —2¢ < ¢; < 2¢, set p; = g;.

(2) For each i € [1,£3) and j € [-m,n] such that —2(i + 1)¢ < q; < —2il, set p; = q; — i.
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(3) For each i € [1,£%), let j(i) € [1,n] denote the smallest integer such that 2il < ;i) <
2(i + 1)€ and q;(;) — qj(i)—1 > 1; such an index j(é) is guaranteed to exist, since q € Z(¥).
Also denote j(¢£3) = oo, and set p; = g; — i whenever j(i) < j < j(i+ 1) (and p; = ¢; when
20 < q; < Qj(l)).
If g € Z(¢), then similarly define r = r(0) = r@9(0) = (r_,(0),71-m(0),...,7,(0)) € W as
follows. In the below we again abbreviate r; = r;(0) for each j € [-m,n].
(1) For each j € [—m,n] such that —2¢ < ¢; < 2, set r; = ¢,.
(2) For each i € [1,¢3), let j(i) € [-m,0] denote the largest integer such that —2(i + 1)¢ <
¢y < —2il and gj;)+1 — gy > 1; also let j(0) = —oo. Then, set r; = g; + ¢ whenever
ji —1) <j <j(i) (and r;j = g; when g;1) < q; < —20).
(3) For each i € [1,£3) and j € [—m,n] such that 2if < ¢; < 2(i + 1)¢, set r; = q; + i.
If instead q ¢ Z(¢), then define p,r € W arbitrarily.

Before proceeding, let us briefly take a moment to explain our choices in Definition We will
eventually wish to couple Q with (suitably chosen) random non-intersecting path ensembles with
initial data p and r around (0, 0); see Proposition below. This is our reason for imposing that
P, q, and r coincide on [—2¢, 2¢].

It will also be useful to further impose that p; +¢ < ¢; —¢ < g; +£ < r; — ¢ when |j| is sufficiently
large, as this will guarantee that the j-th path in Q is between the j-th path in any ensembles in
‘,mf, and 20%; the latter will in turn be useful to produce couplings using the monotonicity result
Lemma In order to ensure this while altering the local density of q as little as possible, we
stipulated that p; = g; — ¢ whenever —2(¢ + 1)¢ < g; < —2i¢ (and similarly for r;).

However, if we had replaced the third part in the definition of p with the analogous p; = ¢; — ¢
whenever 2(i + 1)¢ < g; < 2i¢, then we might have py, = pg4+1 for some k € [-m, n] (for example, if
qr = 2if and qr41 = 2i€ + 1). In this case, p ¢ W and would therefore not serve as suitable initial
data for a non-intersecting path ensemble. Thus, we should only allow gx+1 — pr+1 > qx — pr if
gk+1 > qx + 1. This is the reason for introducing the indices j(4) in Definition BI0, whose existence
is guaranteed by imposing that q € Z(¢) (which occurs with high probability, as we will show in
Corollary B.14]).

Given Definition 310, we next require notation on random non-intersecting path ensembles with
initial data p and r.

Definition 3.11. Suppose real numbers 51,82 € (0,1) are given, and adopt the notation and
assumptions of Definition Let P = (P_,sPi—ms---»Pn) € wf, denote a random non-
intersecting path ensemble sampled from the measure Pg, ., from Definition [ZI7 Similarly, let
R=(r_,m,t1-m,...,Ip) € mﬁ denote a random ensemble sampled from Pg,.,.

For each j € [-m,n], set p; = (p;(0),p;(1),...,pj(¢)) € Z*F! and, for each s € [0,4], set
p(s) = (P=m(s); P1—m(s), .., pn(s)) € W. Define r; and r(s) similarly.

Now we state the following proposition, which will be established in Section [£3]below. It exhibits
nearly equal 1,32 € (0,1) such that, under the notation of Assumption B.5 Definition B.7, and
Definition [B.I1] it is possible to couple P, Q, and R so that they coincide on a large region around
(0,0), off of a small probability event. In the below, the “near equality” of 51 and B2 will be
quantified by dy; the “small probability” by ¢y; and the “large region” by Ax. We also recall the
notation on disks from (ZH) and say that P|s = Q|s = R|s for any subset S C Z? if p; = q; = r;
whenever either (p;,7) € S, (¢;,7) € S, or (rj,j) € S.
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Proposition 3.12. For any fixed real number € € (O, %), there exist two sequences § = 0(g) =

(01,02,...) CRsg and ¢ =<(e) = (s1,52,.-.) C Rsg of real numbers tending to 0, and a sequence
A= A(e) = (A1, Aa,...) C Z>1 of integers tending to oo, such that the following holds. Adopt the
notation of Assumption (3.3, suppose that vy € B.nyz, let £ = N9, and set

sin(7t) _
sin(rt) +sin (7(1 — s —t))’
Further adopt the notation of Definition[3 and Definition[311], and set A = [— Ay, An]X [0, An] C
Z2. Then, there exists a mutual coupling of P, Q, and R on a common probability space such that
PPla=Qla=Rla] >1—cn.

We refer to Figure [2] for a depiction.

(3.5) (s,t) = VH(0,0); B=

B1=p8—0n; B2 =B+ 0dn.

3.4. Bounding ©. To establish Theorem [[.5] we wish to show that the local statistics of Q (from
Definition B7)) are governed by the discrete sine kernel, as N tends to co. Due to the coupling
provided by Proposition B.12] it suffices to instead establish that those of P (or R) are. To do this,
we will apply Lemma B3] to the pairs (a,3) € {(p, B1), (r, 62)}, to which end we must confirm that
p and r satisfy the two assumptions listed in that lemma. In this section we implement this task, by
establishing Corollary BI4] below (which will also be used to prove Proposition in Section []).

To verify the first assumption stated in Lemma [B.3] we begin with the following lemma that
provides a general condition on an integer sequence w € W under which ®(w; X,Y") is small;
this will later be applied when w is (possibly a shift of) p or r. In the below, we recall from
Section that associated with any non-intersecting path ensemble is a tiling and therefore a
height function, which is unique except for a global shift. Thus, we may associate with any integer

sequence W = (W—_y, Wi—m,--., W) € W a height function h : Z — Z, which is determined by
imposing that h(0) = 0 and
(3.6) h(y) — h(z) =y —z — |wN[z,y)|, for any x,y € Z such that z < y.

By Remark 216| this is the restriction to the z-axis of a height function for the tiling associated
with any path ensemble with initial data w.

Lemma 3.13. Fix real numbers ¢,c € (O,%), C>1,and 2 < X <Y, as well as an integer

sequence W = (W, Wi—m,-..,Ws) € W. Let hy, : Z — Z denote the height function associated
with w satisfying B.6) and h(0) = 0. Suppose that, for each k € Z>1 with X < 28 <Y, there
exists some py, € (g,1 —€) such that

(3.7) |hw(y) = hwe(2) = prly — )| < Ck=1702F,
for any x,y € [-2FFL 2FH N [-Y,Y|NZ. Then, D(w; X,Y) < 16Cc e~ (log X)~°.

Proof. Fix k € Z>; with X < 28 < Y, and set U,V € Z by U = max{2*"1, X} and V =
min{2*+1 Y}; let us estimate

1 1
D(w;U, V)= — + —.
( ) V<wzj<U Wi U<wzj<v Wi
To that end, set wN[-V,=U] = (—24, —Za-1,.-.,—21) € Wy and wN[U, V] = (y1,92,-.-,Up) €
Wy, for some a,b € Z>p. For notational convenience, also set x; = oo if ¢ > a and y; = oo if
i > b. Then observe from B.0) that z; = U — hw(—2;) + hw(=U) + j for any j € [1,a], and
y;j = U + hw(y;) — hw(U) + j for any j € [1,0].
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Denote X = [Ce™1k~1=2*1]. Then since pi, € (¢,1—¢) and |hw(y) — hw(z) — pr(y — z)| < =F
for any integers x,y € [V, V] (by (B1)), the above two identities for z; and y; imply that z;_x <
y; < x5 for each ¢ € Zs . Thus,

oo

o9 ¥ Loy Loy (I Lysloget

w w x;
Viw<—U Y Ucu<v i i Zx \Yi i—X

where to deduce the second statement in (B.8) we used the bound y; > 2*. By similar reasoning,
8C
(3.9) 2. ot 2 g
Vw0 va<v @

Now let ko € Z>1 denote the minimal integer such that 2¥ > X. Then, summing (3:8) and (39)
over k yields

1 1 2
D(w; X,Y) = Z —<4a*102k10 6C¢ 320

X<lwy <y F—ho eck§ ~ ce(log X)°
from which we deduce the lemma. 0

Using Lemma and the local law Theorem B.6] we can now establish the following corollary
that verifies with high probability that w € Z(¢) (recall Definition BX9) and that it satisfies the two
assumptions listed in Lemma B3] if w is a shift of one of the sequences p or r from Proposition [3.12]
(it will be useful to allow such shifts for the proof of Proposition [l in Section ). The third
condition stated in this corollary does not appear as an assumption in Lemma 3.3 but will be useful
for Proposition 4] below. In what follows we recall for any k € Z and a = (a—pm, @1-m,---,0n) €
Zmtrtl that a+ k= (a_pm +k,a1-m + k, ..., an + k).

Corollary 3.14. Fiz real numbers € € (O, %) and D > 0; adopt the notation of Assumption [3.3;
suppose that vo € B.nj2; and set £ = N9\, Further adopt the notation of Definition [374 and
Definition [3 10 set (s,t) = VH(0,0) € Tc; and fix a real number A € [2,4].

Then, there exist a constant C C(e,D) > 1 and an event T = T' 4y with P[] < CA™P such that
the following holds. Set ¢ = 20000, let k € [-2A3, 243 NZ; and let W = (W_pn, W1—pm,---,Wy) €
Wnint1 denote either the sequence p+k or v+ k. Then, on the event T'°, we have q € Z({) and
the following three bounds.

(1) For any real number X > A2, we have that ®(w; X, 00) < 384c e~ (log X)~°
(2) For each interval I C [—2A3,2A3] of length | AY? |, we have that
(1—s—5(logA)~)AY2 < |[wnI| < (1—s+5(logA)¢)AY2

(3) Assume k = 0. Then for each integer j € [AY/?, ], we have that (14 £)j <w; <% and,
for each integer j € [—m, —AY?], we have that L <w; < (1+5)j.

Proof. Let us begin by defining the event I'. To that end, fix a vertex v € Beyjo N'T C F(R) N

B.n/2(vo) and an integer M € [A1/2,6€4] Then Theorem B8] (applied with the vy and e there
equal to v and § here, respectively) yields a constant C' = O(E, D) > 1; an event I'(v; M); and a
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pair (s(v; M), t(v; M)) € T4 such that we have the three estimates

P[I(v; M)] < CM~15P, ‘(S(U;M),t(v;M)) - VH(N_lv)‘lp(v;M)c < (log M)~¢;
(310) 1 1 —1—c
sup M (H(w) = HE) = M= v)- (s(05 M), (03 M) [Trsanye < (log M)~
uweby (v
Then, set

604

r=ra= |J U T,

M=|A'/2| vEB, 43NT

so that the first estimate in (3.I0) and a union bound (using the fact that |By s N'T| < 10(2A43)2 =
40A®) together imply that

P[] <404°-C Y M7'P <40CAS- AUT15P)/2 < 40C AP,
M=A'/?
Next let us verify that q € Z(¢) holds on I'°. To that end, the third bound in (BI0) yields

(3.11) sup
u€Bps(v)

M7 (H () = H(©)) = M = v) - (s(v; M), 805 M) [1re < (log M),

for each M € [A'/2,6¢%] and v € Bygs N'T. In particular, since (s(v; M), t(v; M)) € T./4, we have
that s(v; M) € (%, 1-— %) So, (BII) and the fact that A < ¢ together imply that, on I'¢,

% < Z — (log £)™1=¢ < =Y (H(j + £,0) — H(j,0)) <1 — Z +(logf) "t <1— %

for each j € [—2¢%,2¢4), if ¢ is sufficiently large. By (3.6]), this implies that ¢j4¢—1 — ¢; > ¢ and
gj+1 — q; < £ for each j, and so q € Z(¢) on I'® for sufficiently large ¢.

Thus it remains to verify that, on I'°, the sequence w satisfies the three bounds listed in the
corollary. Let us fix some k € [-2A43,243] and suppose that w = p + k, as the alternative case
w = r + k is entirely analogous. We begin by establishing the first bound in the corollary, to which
end it suffices to show that D (w; X,Y) < 384c'e ! (log X)~¢ whenever A'/2 < X <Y < 20*+3¢3,
since |w_p,|, |w,| < 20 + 3¢3. To do this, we apply Lemma and must therefore verify the
approximate linearity bound B.1).

Now, fix some z € [-2A43 — k, 243 — k] and let h, denote the height function associated with p
as defined in (3.6)). Since q € Z(¢), it follows from Definition B.I0 that for any interval I C [—2¢* —
303, 20* 4 303] there exists a translation I of I by at most £3 such that “qﬁﬂ —[pNI|| < 7Y +1.
Therefore, by B.8); B11); Remark38 and the fact that £~ 1|I| < 573/* whenever |I| < 204433 <
504, there exists for any M € [A'/2,20* 4 3¢3] some integer T = Z(x; M) € [—~6¢*,6¢%] such that the
following holds. Denoting @ = (7,0) € V(R), we have for sufficiently large A that

sup M7 (hp(a -+ y + k) —hp (o + k) = M~ ys (T M)|1r.
(3.12) ye[—M,M]
< (logM)~1=¢ 4 6M /4 < 2(log M)~ 1€,

Thus, Lemma B13 (812), and the fact that s(uy; M) € (%, 1— %) together yield ®(w; X,Y) <
384c¢ e~ (log X)~¢ whenever A2 < X <Y < 2¢*+3¢3. As mentioned previously, it follows that
w satisfies the first bound listed in the corollary. The second bound there follows from B.6]); 12);
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the second statement of (3.10); the second bound in (Z6) (with Remark 2I1) on Be(N ~tvp); and
the fact that |N~'v — N~1vy| < 2N 1A% < 2N~2/3 (which holds since A < £ < N'/9).

To verify the third, observe that .12) and (s(w; M), t(a; M)) € T.;4 together imply on I'® that
M M
i—ghﬂM)gO—E)M; (E—Qﬂfg%@wng—iﬁ
) 5 ) 5
for each integer M € [Al/ 2 20* + 303 and sufficiently large A. Thus, for any positive integers

My, My > AY? with My + My < 20* + 303, we have on I' that

M; + My +1
% <|pN[=My, My]| < (1 - %) (My + Ms + 1),
for sufficiently large A, which by ([B.6]) quickly implies that p satisfies the third estimate listed in
the corollary. 0

3.5. Proof of Theorem In this section we establish Theorem To that end, we begin
with the following theorem that establishes the convergence of local statistics of uniformly random
tilings of large domains subject to Assumption In what follows, we recall the extended discrete
sine kernel K¢ from Definition [[L3] and the set (M) associated with a tiling M from Definition

Theorem 3.15. For any fixed real number € € (O, %) and integers k, B > 1, there exists a sequence

w = w(e, k, B) = (w1, w2,...) C Rsg of real numbers tending to 0 such that the following holds.
Adopt the notation of Assumption[T3}; set vg = (x,y) € V(R); and define VH(N "tvg) = (s,t) € Tz
and & = e”iS% € H. Further fiv integer sequences X = (x1,T2,...,7%) € ZF and y =
(Y1,Y2,---,yr) € ZF such that |z;], |y;| < B for each j € [1,k]. Then, letting K = Kyxy = Ky y.¢
denote the k x k matriz whose (i, 7) entry is equal to Ke(x;, yi; x;,y;), we have that

k
]P’[ ﬂ (z+z5,y+y;) € DC(M))} —detK

J=1

(313) < WN.

Proof. We will proceed by first locally (around vg) coupling the non-intersecting path ensemble
associated with M with suitably chosen random path ensembles sampled according to the measure P
from Definition 217, and then by using the results from Section [3.]to analyze the latter ensembles.
To that end, let § = d(¢) = (01,d2,...) € Ry and ¢ = ¢(e) = (<1,62,...) C Rsg denote the
sequences of real numbers tending to 0 and A = A(e) = (43, Az, ...) C Z>;1 denote the sequence of
integers tending to oo provided by Proposition B.12 after decreasing the elements of A if necessary
(in such a way that they still tend to co), we may assume that Ay < NY20 Then set T =Ty =
LATNJ and define ug = (3:, Yy — T) € 72, so that Beny2(uo) C Ben(vo). We may further assume after
shifting R if necessary that ug = (0,0), and let us denote

sin(7to)

VH(0,0) = (s0,t0) € Tes fo = sin(rto) + sin (7(1 — so — to)) ;

(=1ly=|NY.

Now, recall the sequence q € W and non-intersecting path ensemble Q € Qﬁf; from Definition 3.7,
as well as the initial data p,r € W from Definition Further set 51 = By — dny and [ =
Bo + dn, and recall the random non-intersecting path ensembles P, R € 20¢ from Definition B.111
Additionally defining the domain A = [-Ay, Ax] x [0, Ax] C Z2, it follows from Proposition B.12]
(where the (s,t) and 8 there are equal to (sg,to) and Sy here, respectively) that there exists a
coupling between P, Q, and R for which P[P|A =Qla = R|A} > 1— ¢y (in what follows, R will
not be used, but P will be).
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Letting Mp = M(P) denote the tiling associated with P (as in Section [2.3)), we therefore obtain
(3.14)

k
]P’{ﬂ {(z+aj,y+y)) € DC(M)}} —detK

j=1

< ‘]}D{ﬁ {(zj,y; +T) € DC(MP)}} —detK‘ +on

= ’det [Kgl;p(xi,yi +T5x5,y; —I—T)} — detK’ + <N,

where to obtain the last equality in (314 we recalled the kernel K from (B.]) and used Lemma 311

To estimate the right side of (314, let &; = B1(1 — B1)~te™* and K; denote the k x k matrix
whose (4, j) entry is K¢, (z, ¥:; x5, y;). We will first use Lemma to establish the convergence of
det [Kg,;p(2i,yi + T;25,y; + T)] to det Ky, and then show that det Ky converges to det K.

To implement the former task, we must verify that p satisfies the two assumptions listed in
Lemma [33] To that end we apply Corollary B4 where the D, A, (s,t), and w there are equal to
1, Ay, (so,t0), and p here, respectively. This yields a constant C; = Cj(¢) > 1 and an event I" with
P[] < C1AR', such that on T we have q € Z(¢) (recall Definition [3:9) and that p satisfies the
following two properties. First, denoting ¢ = 55555, we have that D (p; X, 00) < 384c~'e ! (log X )¢

for any real number X > A}V/Q. Second, for any interval I C [—A%;, A%/] of length LA}VQJ, we have

that (1 — s — 5(logAN)*C)A}\{2 <|lpnI|<(1—so+ 5(10gAN)*C)A}V/2.

We now apply Lemma [3.3] with the ¢ there equal to 5 here; the 3 there equal to 31 here;

the p there equal to 1 — s¢ here; the xy there equal to (loglog Ax)~! here; the U there equal
to LA}\{QJ; the V there equal to A% here; the a there equal to p here; and the N there equal to
m+n+1 € [463,40* +1] here. On I'°, it follows that p satisfies the two assumptions listed in that
lemma, which therefore yields a sequence ¥ = d(e, B) = (91,02, ...) C Rs¢ of real numbers tending
to 0 such that

|Kpip (@i, yi + Tixj,y; + T) — Ke, (26, 93525, y5) | 1re <IN,

for any 4,7 € [1,k]. Due to the uniform boundedness of the ’IC& (@i, yis T4, y])’ over the parameters
|z, |yl |25, ly;] < B, it follows after increasing the elements of ¥ if necessary (in such a way that
they still tend to 0) that

(3.15) ’ det [Kpyp (i, yi + T5 25,y + T)] — det Ky ’1Fc <.

Since det [Kp,p(zi, yi + T x5, y; + T)],det Ky € [0,1] (as both are probabilities associated with a
determinantal point process), (3.14), (BI5), and the fact that P[] < C; A" together yield

k
(3.16) ]P’[ ﬂ {(z+2j,y+y)) € DC(M)}} —detK| < |detK —detK;| + Iy +on + C1 AN
j=1
It therefore remains to bound |det K — det K|, to which end one must bound [£ — &1|. To
do this, recall from Assumption that VH(z) € Tz for each z € B.js C B-(N~'vg). Since H
is a maximizer of £ on By, it follows from Lemma (and Remark 2.1T]) that there exists a
constant Co = Ca(g) > 1 such that |VH(0,0) — VH(N "tvg)| < CoN~Hug| < C2AyN~!, and so
|S — Sol + |t — t0| < 2CQANN_1 < CQN_I/z.
Due to the uniform continuity of £ in (s,t) over (s,f) € 7z; the uniform boundedness and
continuity of Ke¢(xi, yi;x;,y;) over |z, lyil, |z, ly;] < B and £ in compact subsets of H; and
the uniform continuity of det K in the K¢(z;,y:;2;;y;), we deduce the existence of a sequence
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w = w(e, B) = (w1,ws,...) C Rsp of real numbers tending to 0 such that |det K —det K;| < .
Combining this bound with (BI6) and decreasing the elements of w if necessary (in such a way
that they still tend to 0) yields BI3)). O

Now we can establish Theorem

Proof of Theorem [[.4. Through a suitable shift, we may assume that v = (0,0). Moreover, through-
out this proof, let My € E(Ry) denote a uniformly random tiling of Ry, and abbreviate the
set Xy = X(Mpy) from Definition Further fix integers 1 < k < B and two k-tuples x =
(z1,22,...,2,) € ZF¥ and y = (y1,¥2,...,yx) € ZF, such that |z;|,|y;| < B for each j € [1,k].
Additionally denote & = e”“%, and let K denote the k x k matrix whose (7, j) entry is
equal to the extended discrete sine kernel K¢ (s, yi; 24, y;) from Definition [[3l For arbitrary such
k, B,x,y, it suffices to show that

(3.17) lim

N—o0

k
]P)|: m {’UN + (l’j,yj) S :X:N}:| — detK‘ =0.
j=1

The difference between (B.13) and BI7) is twofold. First, the former only applies to domains
approximating disks in the sense of Assumption B.5 while the Ry are not restricted to satisfy this
assumption. Second, the latter states convergence of local statistics to a Gibbs measure of slope
VH(v) = (s,t), while the former would to one of slope VHy (N ~1vy), where Hy is the maximizer
of £ with boundary data by (instead of h). To remedy the first point, we restrict My to a free tiling
of some sufficiently large disk. To remedy the second, we show that limy o, VHx (N toy) = H(v).

We begin with the former. To that end, first recall from Remark that VH is continuous on
the open set S = {z € R : VH(z) € T} C R. Therefore, since VH(v) € T, there exists some
e =¢e(H) > 0 such that B.(v) CRNNy_; N 'Ry and VH(z) € T: for each z € B.(v).

Now, let Hy denote the height function on Ry associated with Mpy. Then Proposition 2.]]
yields the existence of a sequence @ = @ (R, h, {Rn}, {hn}) = (@1, @2, ...) C Rsg of real numbers
tending to 0 such that, if we define the event

QN:{ sup INT'Hy (u) — H(N ') >wN},
ueV(Ry)NNR

for each N € Z>1, then limy_,oo P[] = 0.

Thus, let us restrict to the event Qf; and further restrict My to a free tiling My of By (No)N
T =By NT. Let }NEN C Ry denote the domain tiled by this free tiling; let EN : BINEN — 7Z denote
the associated boundary height function; and define HN : 8(N71}§N) — R by setting HN(N’lu) =
N~'hy(u) for each u € dRy. Further setting R = B.; h = H|,5; and H = H|g, it follows
that (97{,5,7:[’, v, }N%N,%N,HN, vy ) satisfy the conditions of Theorem on Q%,. Moreover, since a
uniformly random tiling of any domain satisfies the Gibbs property (recall Section [[3), the law of
the tiling JT/[N is uniform on @(ﬁN). In particular, it suffices to establish this theorem assuming
that % = R and Ry = Ry, and thus we replace (R, b, %, Ry, hx,by) with (R, b, H, R, hy, bx)
to simplify notation. So, after a suitable shift, we may assume that we are in the setting of
Assumption (whose N is equal to |eN] here).

In this case, R = B.. As in Assumption B35 extend Hy to Bey by linearity on F(Ry) and
arbitrarily on B.y \ F(Rxy), in such a way that it is 1-Lipschitz on Bey. Also define gn : O9R — R
by setting gn(2) = N"1Hx(Nz) for any z € OR, and let Hy € Adm(R; gn) denote the maximizer
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of £ on R with boundary data gy. Denoting (sx,tn) = VHn (N toy), let us show that (sy,tn) ~
(s,t) = H(v) = VH(0,0), to which end we apply Proposition 213l

Recalling the constants é = d(¢) € (0,1) and C = C(e) > 1 from that proposition, the continuity
of VH on S yields a constant w = w(H) € (0,2) such that

(3.18) sup |VH(2) — (s,1)] <

Al S,

Furthermore, since H and the H are admissible; since R = B.; and since we have limy_,o, gy =
limy 00 by = B, it follows from Remark [Z8] that, for any fixed ¢ € (0, 1),

dw?
< VR

(3.19) sup |Hn(z) — H(2)| < sup |Hn(z) — H(z)| < 1

2€B,, 2€0B.
for sufficiently large N. Thus, (BI8) and (BI9) together imply (by the mean value theorem) the
existence of a linear function A : B, (v) — R of slope (s,t) such that sup,ep_ |H(2) — A(2)] < %
and sup,cz_ [Hn(z) —A(z)| < &, for sufficiently large N. Hence, Hy and H are 3-nearly linear of
slope (s,t) on B, and so (by Remark 2.17]) the conditions of Proposition [ZI3lapply. Then the first
bound in (Z.6]), B19), the continuity of VH on S, and the fact that limy_.c N oy =0 = (0,0)

together imply for sufficiently large N that

|(sv.tn) = (5,0)] < |[VHN (N on) = VH(N on)| + [VH(N o) — VH()|

< C sup [Hn(z) — H(z)| + 9 < 209.
z€B.,

Since 1} was arbitrary, this implies that limy_ o0 (Sn,tn) = (8, 1).

Now, let &y = e”isN% for each N € Z~1, and define the k& x k matrix Ky whose
sin(m—mwsy—7tn)
(i,7) entry is equal to K¢y (@i, yi;;,y;). Since we have assumed that we are in the setting of

Assumption 3.0 it then follows from Theorem [3.15] that

lim
N—o0

k
]P)|:ﬂ {’UN + (l’j,yj) € MN}] —detKy| =0,

j=1

which yields (BI7), in view of the facts that limy_ oo En = &; that Ke(xs, yi; 25, y;) is continuous
in £ € H when |x;|, [yi], ||, |y;| is uniformly bounded; and that det K is continuous in K. O

4. COUPLING RANDOM NON-INTERSECTING PATH ENSEMBLES

In this section we establish Proposition To do this, we first exhibit a mutual coupling
between P, Q, and R such that their height functions are ordered on [—£3,¢3] x [0,/] (stated
alternatively, each path of Q in [—¢3,¢3] x [0, /] lies between the corresponding paths in P and R)
with high probability. Then, we show that the expected difference between the height functions
associated with P and R tends to 0 on A, as N tends to oo. Together with a Markov estimate,
these two facts will yield a coupling between P, Q, and R, such that they likely coincide on A.

We implement the former task in Section Il To establish the latter fact, we first require an
estimate bounding the effect on the kernel Kpz.5 from (3.)) resulting from a perturbation of 8 and
a; this will be provided in Section We then bound the expected difference between the height
functions associated with P and R and conclude the proof of Proposition in Section A3l
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4.1. An Ordered Coupling. Before establishing Proposition B.12] which exhibits an exact cou-
pling between (P,Q,R) around (0,0), we will in this section establish as Proposition {1l the
existence of a coupling between (P, Q, R) that ensures with high probability that they are ordered,
in the following sense. For any integer ¢ > 1 and non-intersecting path ensemble E € 2¢, let
Hg : Z x {0,1,...,t} denote the height function associated with E (as explained in and above
Remark [2T6]), such that Hg(0,0) = 0.

The following proposition then indicates that it is possible to select § = (1,0, ...) from Propo-
sition in such a way that there exists a coupling between (P, Q,R) so that Hp < Hq < Hgr
occurs on [—£3,¢3] x [0, £] with high probability. In the below, for any set S, subset &' C S, and
functions F,G : § — Z, we say F|s' < G|g if F(z) < G(z) for each z € §’.

Proposition 4.1. For any fized real numbers € € (0, 4) and D > 0, there exist a constant C' =
C(e,D) > 1 and a sequence § = §(¢) = (01, 02,...) C Rsq of real numbers tending to 0 such that the
following holds. Adopt the notation of Assumption[3.3; suppose that vy € B.y2; let £ = LNl/QJ ; and
set ((s, t),ﬂ,ﬂl,ﬂg) as in (BH). Further adopt the notation of Definition [371 and Definition [F11],
and set § = [—£3,03] x [0,£] C Z%. Then, there exists a mutual coupling of P, Q, and R on a
common probability space under which IP’[HP|5 < Hqls < HR|5} >1-CN—P

In order to establish Proposition A1l we will apply Lemma 23] to which end we must exhibit
a coupling under which Hp|ss < Hgqlos < Hr|ss occurs with high probability. On the event
{q € Z()} (recall Definition B.J), Definition BI0 will be seen to imply that Hp < Hq < Hg holds
on the bottom, left, and right sides of 98.

To establish this bound on the top side of 98, we will approximate the drifts of the paths in
P and R. To do this, recall from above Remark in Section that the space-time locations
of the right jumps performed by paths in a non-intersecting path ensemble E coincide with the
locations of type 2 lozenges in the associated tiling M = M(E). The following definition, which is
analogous to Definition for X (M), provides notation for the set of such locations.

Definition 4.2. For any domain R C T and tiling M € &(R) of R, let Y(M) denote the set of
vertices (z,y) € V(R) such that (x,y+ 1) is the center of a type 2 lozenge in M. If M = M(E) is the
tiling associated with a non-intersecting path ensemble E, then we abbreviate Y(E) = Y(M(E)).

After suitable averaging over (z,y), one might view P[(z,y) € Y(E)| as prescribing the typical
number of rightwards jumps in E around (z,y). When E = Q, the local law Theorem implies
that this quantity (after averaging around (0,0)) is approximately equal to ¢t. Now we can establish
the following proposition, which indicates the existence of a sequence ¢ in Proposition [ Isuch that
P[(z,y) € Y(P)] is slightly smaller than ¢ and P[(z,y) € Y(R)] is slightly larger than ¢.

Proposition 4.3. For any fixed real number ¢ € (O,%), there exists a sequence 6 = 6(g) =

(01,02,...) C Rsq of real numbers tending to 0 such that the following holds. Let { = |[N'/°];
adopt the notation of Assumption (3.5 and suppose that vo € Benyz. Further set ( s,t), 8,61, B )
as in B8); adopt the notation of Deﬁmtwn [Z74 and Definition [311; and recall the event ' = T’y
from Corollary[314) Then, after restricting to the event I'°, we have

(4.1) P[(k,T) € Y(P)] <t —2(loglog N)~*; P[(k,T) € YR)] >t + 2(loglog N) ',
for any integers k € [—£3,03] and T € [¢3/4,4].

Proof. The bounds in [@I]) will follow from a suitable application of Lemma [B.I] and Lemma 3.3l
To that end, first recall the kernel Ka.g from (BI)); fix integers k € [—¢3,¢3]; and T € [¢3/4,¢]; and
let w denote either the sequence p — k or r — k.
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Let us verify that w satisfies the two assumptions listed in Lemma on I'°. To do this, apply
Corollary BTl (where the A there is equal to ¢ here), which implies upon restriction to I'“ that
w satisfies the following two properties. First, denoting ¢ = m, we have that D (w; X, 00) <
384c¢ e~ (log X)~¢ for any real number X > ¢'/2. Second, for any interval I C [—-2¢3,2¢3] of
length |¢*/2], we have that (1 — s — 5(log¢)=¢)¢*/2 < [wnI| < (1 — s+ 5(log£)=¢) (/2.

Next, fix an arbitrary real number b € (£,1 — £), and set ( = (, = b(1 — b)~'e™. Then
apply Lemma [3.3] with the ¢ there equal to § here; the 3 there equal to b here; the p there equal
to 1 — s here; the ry there equal to (loglogf)~! here; the U there equal to [¢'/2] here; the V
there equal to £3 here; the a there equal to w here; and the N there equal to m + n + 1 here.
As shown above, w satisfies the two assumptions listed in that lemma, so there exist sequences
¥ =9(e) = (h,P2,...) C Rsg of real numbers tending to 0 and B = B(e) = (B, Ba,...) C Z>1 of
integers tending to co such that

(4.2) | Koow (21, T + y1; 22, T + y2) — K¢ (21, Y1522, y2)| < I

for any x1,xo,y1,y2 € Z satisfying |z1|, |y1|, |x2], |y2| < Bn.

Now let tp € (0,1) be such that b = sin(wtb)(sin(wtb)—i—sin(w—ws—ﬂtb))_1, and let W € 20%, de-
note a random non-intersecting path ensemble sampled from the measure Pp.y from Definition [ZT7
To establish (1)), we use the fact that IC¢ is the kernel for the translation-invariant Gibbs measure
pe € B(T), defined by (L2), with slope (s,tp) (recall Section [[3). In particular, if M, € &(T) is
randomly sampled under p¢, then P[(z,y) € Y(M¢)] =ty for any (z,y) € Z2.

This fact, Lemma B 2], and the limits limy oo 9ny = 0 and limy_,oo By = oo together
yield a sequence v = y(¢) = (71,72, - ..) C Rs of real numbers tending to 0 such that

(43) [P[(0,7) € Y(W)] — to| = [P[(0.7) € Y(W)] — P[(0,7) € YM)] | < 7.

Let 6 = d(¢) = (d1,02,...) C Rso denote a sequence of real numbers tending to 0 with the
following property. If we denote 81 = 8 — dn and B2 = 8+ dn, then

tg, <t—2(loglog N)™! — yn; tg, >t +2(loglog N) ™! + .

The existence of this sequence § and the fact that it only depends on & follow from the definition
BA) of 8 and the fact that (s,t) € Tz, respectively.

Now set b € {Bl,ﬁg} in ([@3) depending on whether w € {p — k,r — k}, respectively. Since
P[(0,T) € Y(W)] is equal to P[(k, T) € Y(P)] or P[(k,T) € Y(R)| depending on whether w = p—k
or w =1 — k, respectively, ([43) yields (@.I)). O

Now we can establish Proposition 1]

Proof of Proposition [{.1} Throughout this proof we adopt the notation of Proposition As
mentioned above, we will establish this proposition using Lemma [2.3] to which end we must exhibit
a coupling between (P, Q, R) such that Hp|ss < Hglos < Hr|ss with high probability. To do this,
recall that the event I' = Iy satisfies P[['] < C¢~19P < CN~P for some constant C = C(e, D) > 1,
since £ = [N'/?]. Let us condition on q and further restrict to the event I'¢, so that q € Z(¢)
(recall Definition and Corollary B14]).

Then Definition 310 implies that p; < ¢; < r; for each j € [-m,n]. Thus, sincep =q=r
on [—2¢,2/], it follows from Remark [2T6] (or (3.6])) that Hp(x,0) < Hq(z,0) < Hgr(z,0), for each
x € [—£3,03]. This verifies Hp < Hq < Hg on the bottom side of J8.
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Let us next address the left side of 8. To that end, Definition 310 implies that p; < ¢; — % and
r; > ¢+ % when ¢; < —g. Moreover, the second part of Corollary B.I4and the fact that (s, ) € 7
together imply for N sufficiently large that # < |pnIl|,|qnI|,[rNI| < (1—£)|I], for any interval
I C [—£3,£3] of length at least £'/2. Together with (B.6), these two facts imply that Hp(—¢3,0) <
Hq(—63,0) — ££ < Hq(—£3,0) — 2 and Hq(—¢3,0) +2¢ < Hq(—%,0) + 2 < Hg(—(,0). Since
Hp, Hq, and Hg are all 1-Lipschitz, it follows that Hp < Hq < Hgr on {—¢3} x [0,¢] C 88; this
addresses the left side of 8. By similar reasoning, we have the same bound on {£3} x [0, ¢], which
addresses the right side of 98.

To establish this bound with high probability on the top side of the boundary [—¢3, £3] x {¢} C 98,
we first use Proposition L3 to bound the expectation E[Hw (k, £) — Hw (k,0)] for each W € {P, R}
and k € [—£3,03], and then we apply the concentration estimate Lemma When W = P,
Remark .16 Proposition 4.3] and the fact that Hp is 1-Lipschitz together imply that
(4.4)

E[Hp(k, () — Hp(k,0)] < 203* + eTGIE% , P[(k,T) € Y(P)] < 2¢%* + (t — 2(loglog N) )¢,

on I'¢, for each k € [—£3,¢3]. Therefore, denoting the event

1
Qp = H ¢) — H, 0 llt———— | Ul
P {me{r—l%fﬁ] (He (. 0) p(2,0) > ( 1oglogN)} ’
we deduce from Lemma 220, Corollary B4, ([@4), and the fact that £ = |[N'/?| that P[Qp] <
CN~P, after increasing C if necessary. Similarly, set ¢y = T(l)oo’ and define the events

l
¢ {me?-l%fpﬁ alrt) = Hale0) £|><1ogN>C°}U |

QR—{ max,, (Hr (e, () ~ Hi(z0) <€<t+@>}“

wE[—13,63]

Implementing analogous reasoning as above, we obtain P[Qr] < CN . Furthermore, the local
law Theorem [3.6] the fact that £ = | N/?], and a union bound together yield P[Q2q] < CN P, after
again increasing C' if necessary. Setting Q = Qp UQq U Qg, it then follows that P[Q2] < 3CN~P.

Now, recall from Definition that on I'® we have Hp(z,0) < Hq(z,0) < Hgr(z,0), for each
x € [—£3,03]. Hence, it follows that Hp(z,l) < Hq(z,f) < Hgr(z,{) for each z € [—£3,¢3] on Q°,
which in view of the above implies that Hplass < Hqlas < Hrlos on Q°. Thus, Lemma 23] and
Remark [Z18] (the latter of which quickly implies that Hwl|s, conditional on Hw|ss, is uniformly
distributed on & (Hw|as), for each W € {P,R}) yields a mutual coupling between (P, Q, R) with
]P)[HP|5§HQ|5§HR|5] Zl—P[Q]Zl—?)CN_D. [l

4.2. A Perturbative Kernel Estimate. We would next like to refine the coupling from Propo-
sition [I] to ensure with high probability that Hp = Hg = Hgr on some large neighborhood A of
(0,0). To do this, we will bound the expected difference E[Hg (z, y) — Hp(x,y)] for each (z,y) near
(0,0). Since P and R are sampled according to Pg,., and Pg,.r, respectively (recall Definition 217,
Lemma Bl indicates that E[HR(x, y) — Hp(x, y)} can be expressed through the correlation kernel
Kga(z,t;y,s) from [BI). Thus, to bound this expected difference, we will require a bound on
[ Kpyir — Ky ipl-
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In this section we establish the following proposition, which provides such an estimate on |Kg.s —
Kgr.ar| in the more general setting when |3 — /3’| is small and a = a’ in a neighborhood of 0. In what
follows, the parameter ¢ will dictate the size of this neighborhood, and we will also impose further
assumptions (the second and third one below) on a and a’ that essentially bounds the associated
quantities © (recall Definition [B.2)) and the global densities of a and a’.

Proposition 4.4. For any fized real number ¢ € (0, %) there exists a constant C = C(g) > 1 such
that the following holds. Fix real numbers c, 6, B, 3,3 € Ry and an integer £ > C satisfying
¢,6 €(0,1);  Be(1,(Y?); BB e(el-e; [B-p|<0.

Further let a = (a—m,@1—m,...,an) € W and a' = (a’_,,,,a}_,,,...,a,) € W denote two integer
sequences with ag < 0 < a1 and afy < 0 < af, satisfying the following three assumptions.

(1) We have that an[—£,0] =a' N[-¢,4].

(2) For anyv € Z and X,Y € R such that |v| < 3B < X <Y < max{—a_m, an}, we have that

max {D(a—v;X,Y),D(@ —v; X,Y)} < (log X)~“.
(3) For each integer j € [B,n], we have that aj,a} € ((1+¢)j,e"'j) and, for each integer
j € [=m, —B], we have that a;,a; € (¢71j,(14¢)j).

If v,y € Z and t,s € Z>o satisfy |x|,|y|,t,s < B, then we have that

max { ‘Kﬁ;a(x, t;y, s)|, ‘Kgl;a/ (z,t;y, S)‘} < (C’B)CB;

(4.5)
}K,@;a(l',t; y,8) — Kpgr.ar(m, 85y, s)} < (CB)CB((logf)_c/CB + 51/03).

Proof. Throughout this proof, we assume that £ > C > 400e~%. For any w,z € C, denote the
integrand appearing in the definition B.1)) of K (x,t;y,s) by

(z-y+ 1,1 1 sin(rw) (1—5)“ =

(w—12)ty1 w— 2z sin(mz) B w—a;’

and define Z(a’; ') = Z(a’; f’; w; z) similarly. It is quickly verified that we may select contours for
w and z in (@I such that the bounds

I(a; B) = I(a; By w; z) =

j=—m

1 1 1
(4.6) |w| <[-5B,5B]J; d(w,Z) > 7 |Rz| < 3B; |lw— z| > 6 Rz — 5 € Z,
all hold, and such that the length of the w-contour is at most 40B; here, we recall that d(w,Z) =
mingez |w — k|. Thus, we begin by estimating ’I(a; [3)’ and ‘I(a’; [3’)’ assuming (L4).
Let U,V € Z satisfy —20e71B < —U <V <20z~ !B. Then, under (&8]), we have the six bounds

(4.7)

\%4 w—s
zZ—aj _ 50B/e B —6B
< 16: il < 2 \50B /¢ (|cx . < = 6B.
‘w—z = 16; H w — a; < (24e7°B) (1921+1) ’ 1-p =
Jj==U
— 1 s— i I -

(z—y+1)s-1 <16(5B + |%Z|)B; S{n(ﬂw) < 9PTB-ISz, H < 16.

(w — )41 sin(7z) T WA

Here, [-U,V] C [-20e7!1B,20e7'B] C [~¢l,ef] C [-m,n] due to the third property satisfied by
(a,a’) and the facts that B < ¢'/2 and £ > 400e~*; thus, the quantity on the left side of the
second inequality in (1) is defined. That bound then holds since H;;fU ’w - aj’_l < 16 (as
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d(w,Z) > 1 and the elements of a are mutually distinct) and H;;fU |2 — aj] < (IS2] + [Rz| +

20<€_2B)41B/6 < (24e72B)%0B/= (12| + 1)503/5, where we have used the facts that |Rz| < 3B and
la;| € [— 208723 , 20672 B] for each j € [~U, V]. Moreover, the first inequality in (7)) holds since

1g; the third holds since e < ﬂﬁ < e ! and [w—s| < 6B; the fourth since |(w—)i41| > %

and (z —y 4+ 1)s-1 < (2] + |y| + B) < (5B + |S‘yz|)B; the fifth since Rz — 3 € Z and |w| < 5B;
and the sixth since d(w,Z) >

Now, in order to bound |Z(a;3)| (the analogous estimate on |Z(a’; 3')| is very similar), we will
first replace the terms z — a; appearing there with Rz — a; for |j| sufficiently large. To that end,
fix U,V € Z and M € Ry such that 20e™'B < M < 20e72B; such that —20e7'B < —U <V <
20 1'B; and such that a_y_1 < —M <a_y <ay <M < ay+1. The third condition satisfied by
a and a’ guarantees that such U, V, M exist. Denoting b; = a; — Rz for each j € [-m, n], we then
have that

lw—2z| > &

-U-1 n

a; — 2 a; — 2
1 J I J
" jzl_—[m a; — Rz e j—ll:]-:i-l a; — Rz
-U-1 (x 2 2 n k)2 2
(Sz2) +b< 1 (S2)* + b3
(O 15 ()
j=—m j=V+1 J

Recalling that |Rz| < 3B; that a_y_1 < —M < —20e~!B; that ayy1 > M > 20e~!'B; and that
(14 2)|j] < la;j| < e~ )| for each j € [-m,n], it follows upon setting ¢ = (1 +£) 7!z that

(4.8)
U aj _ n o) C2 +]
log j:l_—[m Py +log 3-1:1/ — %Z ; ( < g/ log ( 1) dx = n(,

where we have used the fact that log (1 + x_2) is decreasing in x.
Next, since |w — Rz| < 8B and |a; — w| > |aj| — 5B > 15B for j < —U or j > V, we have from
a Taylor expansion that

—-U n
1 1
logg_l__[m< >+IOgH ( —9?2) (%Z_w)j;maa‘—%_mz_w); aj — Rz
2 [ & 1 . 1 <1
— 2 J—
<slw-Re| | Y e T > o | <1928 > 5 < 14B.
j=—m j=V Jj=15B

Moreover, since Rz < 3B, the second condition imposed on a and a’ implies that

—-U n

|(3‘%z—w) Z aj—13%2+(§Rz_w)Zaj—1%z

j=-m j=V

=|w—Rz|D(a—RNz; M,Yy) < 8B(log M)~

where Yy = max{—a_,, a,} and we have used the fact that |w — Rz| < 8B. Thus,

o ] (322) ] (3522

Jj=—m

< 22B.

(4.9)
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Combining ([L3]), (£9), the fact that 1 — 1—}% > 5, the six bounds listed in (7)), and applying the
entirely analogous reasoning for a’, we deduce that

(4.10) max{|I(a; B8), |z 5')|} < 8—4503/53603/5(|SZ| n 1)608/56_8|$Z|-

Since the contours in (BI) can be taken such that w and z satisfy [@6]) everywhere on these contours
and such that the contour for w in B is of length at most 40B, the first bound in ([@3]) follows
from integrating (ZI0) over w and z (and the fact that (;:Z), (Sf—'l), < BB).

To establish the second bound in @), fix some 0 < r < £ (to be specified later) and observe
by integrating ([@I0) over w and z such that |Sz| > r and setting £ = |Jz| that

‘Ka;g(;v,t;y, s) — Ka/;g/(x,t;y,s)‘ < 5—5003/53703/5/ (5 + 1)608/56755(15
(4.11) T
+80rBP ™ sup |Z(a; B;w; 2) — Z(a'; B w; 2) ],
where w, z € C are taken over all pairs of complex numbers satisfying (Z.0).
To estimate the second term on the right side of (@I1)), let us fix Uy, V € Z and Mj € R such that
el < My < ¢; such that Uy, Vj € [e4, £]; and such that a_y,—1 < =My < a_y, < ay, < My < avy41-
Then, set

Vo

J(a;8) = J(a; fw; 2) = (z=y+1s1 1 sin(rw) H z —a;

(w—12)ty1 w— 2z sin(mz) w—a;’

j=—Uo

and so the first assumption on a and a’ implies that

I(a;ﬁ)ZJ(a;ﬁ)<ﬂ)w_s ﬁ Z:aj %ﬁflz—aj'

)
/3 w a; w— a;
J=Vo+1 T j=—-m J

/ / 1_ﬂ/ v s Z_a./j _Uo_lz_a;
I(a;ﬂ)—J(a;ﬂ)< 5 > 11 11 -

(4.12)

!/ !/
i=Vor1 ¥ T % ;2 j
Then, through entirely analogous reasoning as used to deduce ([@I0), we have that
(4'13) ‘j(a; ﬂ)‘ < 5745OB/EBGOB/E(T + 1)603/5'

Now let us estimate the difference between the terms in Z(a;3) and Z(a’; ) not contained in
J(a;8) = J(@’;8). To do this first observe that since |8 — 8| < §; 8,8 € (g,1 — ¢); and
|lw—s| < |w|+ s < 6B, we have

ain (550 (5E) T e s [ <oms
Next, we bound the quantity
ot — 2 boa;— 2
log _1_[ aj—w + log ‘_H aj—w .
Jj=—m j=Vo+1
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To that end, a Taylor expansion and the fact that My > ef > 2(3B + r) > 2|z| together imply

L toaj— 2
I |
a; a;
j=-m j=Vo+1
—Up—1 n —Up—1 1 n 1
a ) 2T Y. =
j=—m 9 j=Vo+1 Y j=—m J j=Vo+1 J

o0

SEID YD S +2|z|2(‘
<

1
< |2|D(a; Mo, Yo) + 42| Z =
j=Mo+1

2|(log Mo)~° +de 1227,

where we recall that Yy = max{—a_m,, a,}; the analogous bound holds if z is replaced by w, a; by
a;, or both. Summing over all four such replacements and using the fact that My > el > £1/2 yields

—Uo n
log | | a; — %z + log II 4~z S4|Z|(10g£)_c+8€_1|z|2£_1;
j=—m aj —w =V a:j — w
(4.15) )
—Up a;—z n a;—Z . e
logj_l | CL; —w +10ng/ CL; —w < 4]z|(log€) =€ + 8 |z~
=—m =V

constraint r < ££). Then, the fact that e® <1+ 2z for « < 1, (I12), @I3), @Id), (I5), and the
third estimate in (1) together yield

}I(a; ﬁ) —I(a';ﬂ')’ < 8—5008/53608/5(,,, + 1)608/a(|2|(10g£)—c + |Z|2€_1 + 5),

Let us assume that r, ¢, and z satisfy 4|z|(log¢)~¢ + 8¢~ ![z[>¢~! < L (in addition to the previous

which upon insertion into [@II)) (using the fact that |z| < 3B + |Jz|) implies the existence of a
constant Cyp = Cy(e) > 1 such that

‘Ka;ﬁ(fb,t; v, S) _ Ka/;ﬁ/(«f,t; n S)‘ < 575003/531303/5 </ (5 + 1)603/567‘55([&-

(4.16) +(r + 1)7B/% ((log £)~¢ + ¢~ + 5))
< (CyB)CoP (e-”ﬂ + (r+1)%B ((log )~ + 5)).
. . _ —~1/2CoB .
We now deduce the proposition by taking r = ((log 0=+ 6) in ([@I6). a

4.3. Proof of Proposition In this section we establish Proposition 312l To that end, we
begin with the following lemma, which under the notation of Proposition [£.1] bounds the expected
difference E[Hr (z,y) — Hp(z,y)] if (z,y) in some large neighborhood of (0,0).

Proposition 4.5. Adopting the notation of Proposition [{-1] there exists a sequence A = A(e) =
(A1, Az, ...) C Z>1 of integers tending to oo such that

(4.17) ‘IE[HR(:E,y)} — E[Hp(x,y)]} < A;V5, for each (z,y) € [-An, ANn] X [0, AN] N 72.
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Proof. Condition on q, and recall the event I' = I'y from Corollary B4l Since that corollary
yields a constant Cyp = Cy(e) > 1 for which P[I'] < Co¢~°, and since |Hw (z,y)| < 24y for each
W e {P,R} and (z,y) € [-An, An] X [0, An], to establish (LIT) we may restrict to the event I'°.

Then q € Z(¥¢) (recall Definition B), so Definition implies that Hp(z,0) = Hgr(z,0) for
each x € [—{,¢]. Therefore, recalling the set Y(E) from Definition .2, we have by Remark 2.T6] that

(4.18)
E[Hg(z,y)] - E[Hp(z,y)] = (E[HR(x,y)} —E[HR(x,O)]) — (E[Hp(x,y)] —E[Hp(x,())})

=3 (Bl 1) € Y®)] - Pl T) € Y(P)] ).
T=0

for any integers z € [—¢,¢] and y € [0, ¢].

To bound the right side of (£I8), recall the set X from Definition Since X determines the
tiling M| 4, it also determines Y, and so it suffices to bound the total variation distance between
the random variables X(R) and X(P) (after restricting to a neighborhood of (0,0)). To that end,
recall from Lemma [3.1] that the correlation functions of X are governed by the kernel K from (3.
So we begin by bounding | K, (2, t;y, s) — Kg,:p(x, 15y, 5)|-

To do this, fix a real number B € (1,¢/?) and let T'g denote the event from Corollary 314} which
satisfies P[['g] < CoB~°. Then apply Proposition B4 with the ¢ there equal to & here; the c there
equal to T(l)oo here; the B there equal to Ay here; the (a,a’) there equal to (p,r) here; and the
(8, ') there equal to (81, B2) here. Observe that p and r satisfy the three assumptions listed in that
proposition, on the event I';. Indeed, Definition implies that they satisfy the first assumption
listed there on I'G, since then p,r € Z(B) C Z(¢) (recall Definition B.9). That they also satisfy the
second and third follows from the first and third parts of Corollary [3.14], respectively.

Then, on I'G this proposition yields a constant C' = C(e) > 1 such that

max{’Kﬂﬂp(:Eut;yu 8)’, ‘K@z;r(;v,t;y, 3)’} < (CB)CB;
|Kpip(@,tiy,8) — Kpye(@, 1y, 5)| < (CB)CB((logN)fl/CB +611V/CB)7

for any z,y € Z and t,s € Zxq with |z|,|y|,t,s < B; here, we have used the fact that ¢ = | N'/?]
(and have recalled the notation oy from the statement of Proposition [4.1]).

Next, for any sets x = (z1,22,...,2x) CZ and y = (y1,Y2,--.,Yk) C Z>0, let Kx denote the
k x k matrix whose (i, j) entry is equal to Kg, .p(xi, yi; z;,y;). Similarly, let K;)y denote the k x k
matrix whose (i, j) entry is equal to Kg,.r(7;,y;;;,y;). Then, setting B = [-B, B] x [0, B] C Z2,
it follows from (£I9) that

s _ 1/CB
(4.20) (IJ%?))(GB |det Kxy — det K} | < (12CB)89F ((log N) /P + 5N/ ),

(4.19)

for sufficiently large N and on I';. Summing (£20) over all (at most 26B%) pairs of sequences
x = (z1,22,...,2) € [-B,Bl and y = (y1,¥y2,-..,yx) C [0, B] such that (z;,v;) # (z;,y,) for
i # j, and using the fact that P[['g] < C1B~5, it follows from Lemma [B.] that the total variation
distance between X(P|5) and X(R|z) is at most C; B~5 + (24CB)18C B ((log N)~1/CB 4 (5]1\,/03).

Since X determines Y, the same estimate holds for the total variation distance between 1(4(P|93)
and Y(R|z). So, (@I8) implies whenever (z,y) € B that

E[Hr(2,y)] - E[Hp(z,y)] < 201B~* + (24CB)" % ((log N)~H/F 4 5)/“F),
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due to the deterministic bound ‘Hp (z,y)|, |Hr(z, y)’ < 2B. Then, we deduce the proposition upon
setting Ay = B = min{logloglog N,loglogdy'}. O

Now we can establish Proposition [3.12]

Proof of Proposition[Z12 By Proposition[d] there exists a constant C; = C;(g) > 1 and a mutual
coupling between (P, Q,R) under which P[Ql} < C1N~2, where we have denoted the event Qf =
{Hp|s < Hqls < Hr|s} and recalled that § = [—¢,¢3] x [0, {]. Additionally, Proposition ELH yields
asequence A = (A1, Az, ...) C Zx of integers tending to oo such that E[Hg (z,y)] —E[Hp(z,y)] <
Ay, for each (v,y) € A = [-An, An] x [0, Ay]. Denoting ¢y = 484> for each N € Zs1, it
follows that ¢ = (&) = (s1,¢2,-..) C R is a sequence of real numbers tending to 0 such that
E[Hr(z,y)] — E[Hp(z,y)] < @—va, for each (z,y) € A. We may assume that Ay < N'/2° and
that ¢y > N—1/20,

Then, since P[Q;] < C;N~2 and since the 1-Lipschitz properties of Hp and Hgr imply the
deterministic estimate ‘HR(x,y) - Hp(x,y)’ < 4Ap for each (z,y) € A, it follows that

0 < E[Hr(z,y)|] — E[Hp(z,)|9%]
= (B[Hr(z,9)] ~ E[Hp(zy)] )PI§] " - (E[(HR(%?/) - Hp<x,y>)1gl})mﬂ-l

SN _2 SN
<2 _ 4 RC1ANNT2 <
= gpaz, PN TS e

for each (z,y) € A and sufficiently large N. Therefore, since |A| < 6A4%;, we deduce that

> E[Hr(e,y) - He(r,y)|05] < -
(z,y)eA

Thus, a Markov estimate and the fact that Hp|4 < Hgr|a on Qf together yield an event 25 C Qf
with P[Qo] < =&, such that Hp|s = Hr|a on Q5 N Qf. Letting @ = Q; U Qy then implies
P[Q] < gTN—i—ClN_2 < ¢y for sufficiently large N. Furthermore, since Hp|4 < Hql|a < Hr|a on 5,
we must have Hp|4 = Hqla = Hr|a on Q°. Hence P[Hp|A = Hqla = HR|A} >P[Q° >1—qn,

andsoP[P|A=Q|A=R|A}21—<N. |

5. A SCALE REDUCTION ESTIMATE

By the content of Section [B] and Section [, in order to establish Theorem it suffices to prove
the local law Theorem This will proceed by induction on (the logarithm of) the scale M.
In particular, after establishing an initial estimate that consists of verifying (8:2) and (B3)) when
M ~ ﬁ is sufficiently large, we will show that if the bounds ([B.2]) and (B3)) hold on some scale

M then they also hold (with a mild error) on the smaller scale %. In this section we establish this
type of “scale reduction estimate,” given by Proposition below; using this result, we will later
prove Theorem in Section

We begin in Section [B.1] by stating two global laws for lozenge tilings, with effective error rates,
and a Holder estimate satisfied by maximizers of £ with suitable boundary data, which will be
established in Section [7] Section [} and Appendix [B] below. Next, we state the scale reduction
estimate Proposition in Section B2} there, we also provide some preliminary definitions and

results that will be used in its proof. We then prove Proposition [5.6]in Section
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5.1. Effective Global Laws and a C>® Estimate. Recall that Proposition 2] provided a global
law for height functions associated with uniformly random lozenge tilings. For the proof of Propo-
sition [5.6] it will be useful to have an effective version of that result, which makes the dependence
of the error @ on N there explicit. In this section we state two different such effective global laws,
given by Theorem [5.1] and Theorem below, which will be established in Section [{land Section [§]
respectively.

The former (Theorem (1)) holds in greater generality, in that it applies to arbitrary boundary
data subject to Assumption[3.5] while the latter (Theorem[5.2]) only applies to boundary data whose
associated limit shape does not exhibit frozen facets. However, the error is smaller in Theorem [5.2]
which will make it useful in the proof of Proposition Therefore, we will also require a condition
under which the assumptions in Theorem [5.2] can be verified; this will be given by Proposition [5.4]
which provides gradient and Hélder estimates for maximizers of £ under suitable boundary data.

The first of these two effective global laws is given by the following result, whose proof will
be provided in Section [(.3] below. In what follows, we adopt the notation and assumptions of
Assumption B35 so that VH(N1vg) € Tz, meaning that N ~1vg is in the liquid region for H.

Theorem 5.1. For any fized ¢ € (0,1), there exists a constant C = C(g) > 1 such that the
following holds. Adopting the notation and assumptions of Assumption[3.3, we have that

< Ce™V.

NN (H(u) ~ H(vo)) — (H(N""u) - H(vao))‘ > (log )~ 1/400

u€Be N (vo)

Pl max

Before proceeding, let us briefly explain an issue that will arise if one attempts to use only
Theorem[5.Tlin the proof of Theorem[3.6l As mentioned previously, that proof will be by induction,
reducing the scale M there by factors of 8 at a time. In particular, to pass from the initial scale of
ﬁ to significantly smaller scales requires of order log N reductions. The error incurred by each

reduction will approximately be given by that of the global law and so, if this error is (log N )_1/ 400

as in Theorem [5.], then the total error accumulated will diverge with N.

Thus, although Theorem [E.1] will be used in the proof of Theorem B.6] we will also require a
variant of that global law with a smaller error estimate, namely one of order (log N)~'~¢ for some
¢ > 0. Unfortunately, for general boundary conditions, we do not know how to show such a result.
Although one can likely increase the exponent ﬁ in Theorem [5.1]to some extent, a limitation in the
proof of that theorem to directly improving the exponent to exceed 1 appears in the effective variant
of Rademacher’s theorem, given by Proposition [[.6] below. The error there is of order (log N )_1/ 10,
and it is not certain to us whether the bound still holds with error (log N)~!.

However, for certain families of boundaries, a more precise variant of the global limit shape
theorem was implicitly established in [49]. In particular, it was essentially shown there that if the
normalized boundary height function b “approximately” gives rise to a global profile exhibiting no
frozen facets (that is, its gradient is everywhere in the interior of 7'), then the limit shape result can
be established with a smaller error estimate. Here, the term “approximately” refers to the existence
of “barrier functions” g1, g2 : 9% — R whose associated maximizers on R exhibit no frozen facets,
such that g1 < h < g9 and |ga — ¢1] is small.

To state this result, we first require certain families of (semi)norms on function spaces. To that
end, for any integer d > 0 and subset R C RY, let C(9R) denote the set of real-valued continuous

functions on K. Furthermore, for any d-tuple (y1,72,...,7d) € Z%O, define |y| = E?:l ~; and
0, = Hle(ai)'“, where we have abbreviated 0; = % for each i € [1,d].
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If R is open, then for each k € Z>q let C*(R) denote the set of f € C(R) such that 9, f € C(R)
for each v € Z2 ) with |y| < k. Further let C¥(R) denote the set of functions f € C*(R) such that
O, f € C(R) extends continuously to R, for each v € Z<, with |y| < k.

For any f € C(R), a € (0,1], and k € Z>g, additionally define

1llo = I fllosn = sup | £(2)]: o = Flosn = sup LW =G
zER y,z;f)% |y Z|
U = ko = [from = max 10,71 [flka = [k = max [0, fla.
o ZZO yeE >0
Iv|=k Iv|=k

Define the Hélder space C*(R) to be the set of f € C*(R) such that [f]x.am, < oo, for any
compact subset Rg C R. Also define C**(R) = {f € C*(R) : [flr,a;m < 00}. By restriction, we
have that C¥®(9R) C C¥*(U) for any subset U C . Let us define norms on these spaces by setting

k

1fleran = 1F1k = S Uflsos I leragn = £k + [Flia-

=0

Now we can state the second effective limit shape theorem; its proof will be given in Section B3]
below. As mentioned above, this result imposes the existence of barrier functions g1, go that bound
the boundary height function of a (free) tiling from above and below, respectively, whose associ-
ated maximizers of £ exhibit no frozen facets. It additionally assumes global C? bounds on these
maximizers of order slightly smaller than log N, as well as C*“ bounds whose exponent o appears
in the error estimate.

In what follows, we restrict to the case when R = B = B1(0,0) (recall the notation on disks
from (21))), as this will suffice for our purposes. We also recall the sets 7 and &(h) from (Z2]) and
Definition 2:2] respectively.

Theorem 5.2. For fized real numbers € € (O, %); a,v € (0,1); and D > 0, there exists a constant
C =C(e,a,v,D) > 1 such that the following holds. Fix an integer N € Z>1; set R =By NT; and
let h: OR — 7Z denote a boundary height function on OR.

Suppose that there exist two functions g1, g2 : OB — R admitting admissible extensions to B and
satisfying the following three assumptions. In the below, G1,Ga € Adm(B) denote the mazimizers
of £ on B with boundary data g1, g2, respectively.

(1) For any z € OB and v € OR with |[v — N~'z| <4N~1, we have g1(z) < N7 h(v) < gao(2).
(2) For each z € B and i € {1,2}, we have VG,(z) € Tz.
(3) For each i € {1,2}, we have ||G; — G;(0,0)]|c2(5) < (log N and ||G; —Gi(0,0) g2 ) <
(log N)*'0.
If H : V(R) — Z denotes a uniformly random element of &(h), then
max P[N"'H(v) < Gi(N"'v) —2N~*/°] < CN~P;
vEV(R)

max P[N"'H(v) > Go(N~'v) + 2N /%] < CN~P.
veV(R)

(5.1)

Remark 5.3. If |g1 — g2| < A then Remark[Z.6l and Theorem [£.2] together imply that Proposition 2]
holds, with @ = A + 2N ~%/%. In particular, if A < (log N)~'~¢, then @ < (log N)~'~¢.
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The special case of Theorem 5.2 when |G| c2(g) is uniformly bounded in N can be deduced from
the proof of equation (44) of [49]. However, since the setting in [49] is a bit different from the one
here, and since we also must address the situation when [|G;| .- (B) is not uniformly bounded, we
will provide the proof of Theorem in Section [§ closely following the framework of [49].

Given Theorem [5.2] it will be useful to understand under what conditions will a maximizer of £
on a disk (which we will take to be B /5, instead of B, since this will be the setting for applications)
satisfy the second and third assumptions listed there. Such an assumption is provided by the
following proposition, whose proof will be given in Appendix [B] below. This condition essentially
imposes for some small A > 0 that the boundary data b : 9B,,3 — R is the restriction to 9Bz of
some ¢ € C?(Byg) with HSDHC?(E/s) < A7!, and that there exists a nearly linear boundary function
g on the larger domain 9B whose associated maximizer is close to (within A of) b on 9B,,5. We
refer to the left side of Figure [0l for a depiction.

In the below, we recall the notation on nearly linear functions from Definition

Proposition 5.4. For any fixed real numbers ¢,0 € (0, %) and o € (O, %] , there exists a constant
§ = d(e,0) € (0,1) such that the following holds. Let b : 0B1/s — R denote a function admitting
an admissible extension to Bysg; let H € Adm(By/s;h) denote the mazimizer of £ on Bys with
boundary data b; and let A € (0,9) be a real number.

Suppose that there exists a function g : OB — R admitting an admissible extension to B; a pair
(s,t) € Tz; and a function ¢ € 62(51/8) satisfying the following three assumptions. In the below,
G € Adm(B; g) denotes the mazimizer of € on B with boundary data g.

(1) We have SUD. 9B, /¢ |G(z) = b(2)| < .

(2) The function g is N2?-nearly linear of slope (s,t) on OB.

(3) We have [l — ¢(0,0)lc2g, o) < A7 and oo, o = b.
Then, denoting = A\'*+0/3 we have that

(5.2) Sup [VH(2) — (s,)] < AP9/16; 1 — 1(0,0
ZEb1/8

El/8

)||C2’Q(El/g,#) < 2\0/2-1

Observe that the first bound in (52)) is a global gradient estimateE as it applies on all of the
domain B, /5 of H. Moreover, since (s, t) € T¢, it implies for sufficiently small § that VH(z) € T, for
each z € By /g, and so H exhibits no frozen facets. The second bound in (E2) is an interior estimate,
and is therefore slightly different from what is imposed in the third assumption of Theorem
However, it is “nearly” a global estimate, since it applies quite close (of distance u < A) to the
boundary, and will therefore eventually suffice for our purposes.

Additionally, recall that Theorem requires that the C?-norms of the G; and G> there are
bounded by (log N)'~¢. Since the second estimate in (5.2 bounds this norm by \*/2~! we may
take A = (log N)~'7¢ (for some small constant ¢ = c¢(d) > 0) while still ensuring that |H —
H(0, O)Hcg(gl/gw) < (log N)!=¢. This fact will later be useful for showing that the scale reduction

estimate Proposition below remains valid when its error X is of order (log N)~1=¢.

5.2. An Improved Estimate Upon Scale Reduction. In this section we state the scale re-
duction estimate, which is given by Proposition and will be established in Section below.
However, before doing so, let us introduce notation for when Theorem [£.2]is applicable and yields
a global law whose error is of order A.

9The exponent %30 there can be replaced by any constant less than 6.
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@'331/8 =h~ G‘aBus

FIGURE 9. Depicted to the left is the setting for Proposition 5.4l Depicted to the
right is the setting for Definition [5.§ where, on the complement of I, .., we require
that ® be approximately linear on the shaded disk.

Definition 5.5. Suppose we are given an integer N € Zx>; and four real numbers ¢ € (O, %),
p € Ry, and ¢, € (0,1). Define the simply-connected induced subgraph R = B,y NT C T,
and further suppose that a boundary height function h : R — Z and a function g : 0B, — R
admitting an admissible extension to B, are also given. For any real number A € (0, p), we say that
the parameters (N;e; p;<; a; h; g) are A-confined if they satisfy the following three properties. In
the below, G € Adm(B,; g) denotes the maximizer of £ on B, with boundary data g.

(1) For each point z € 9B, and vertex v € R such that [z — N~'v| < 4N~!, we have that

l9() = N-Th(v)] < X.
(2) For each z € B,, we have that VG(z) € T./».

(3) We have that ||G — G(Ov())cha(E o< clog N.

Observe in particular that, if ¢ < (log N)~" for some v > 0, then Theorem applies on the
slightly smaller domain B,_», when the parameters (N;e;p;<;a;h;g) are A-confined. By the 1-
Lipschitz property of height functions and Remark [5.3] this can be seen to imply that a uniformly
random height function H : V(R) — Z of &(h) (recall Definition 2.2) likely approximates the
maximizer H : B, — R of £ on B, with boundary data N~'h (within an error of 3\ + 2N /%),

Thus, the scale reduction estimate, which we recall should provide bounds for H on By/g given
analogous ones on By, will essentially state the following. If (N;e;1;¢; a5 h; g) are A-confined, then
with high probability there exists f : 9B;/s — R, which is in a sense “close to” the restriction of the
maximizer G € Adm(B; g) of £ to 9By s, such that (N;e; %;n;a;Hb(BWSﬂT);f) are p-confined,
for some p < % and k < 87179; these altered values of y and ¥ are to account for scaling by %.

The following proposition provides such a statement precisely, under the additional assumption
that g is nearly linear (recall Definition [Z12)). Its proof will be given in Section
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Proposition 5.6. For any fized real numbers ¢ € (O, %) and D > 0, there exist constants C; =
Ci(e) > 1 and Cy = Ca(e, D) > 1 such that the following holds. Let N be a positive integer;
define the domain R = By N'T; let h : OR — Z denote a boundary height function on R; and let
H :V(R) — Z denote a uniformly random element of &(h). Further fix parameters
J— 1 .
“ = 17500°
Suppose that there exist a pair (s,t) € T. and a function g : OB — R admitting an admissible
extension to B that satisfy the following two assumptions.

¢ =(logN)™% e [(logN)_l_o‘,<15].

(1) The function g is <'°-nearly linear with slope (s,t) on OB.

(2) The parameters (N;e;1;¢; a5 h; g) are A-confined.
Let G € Adn(B; g) denote the mazimizer of £ on B with boundary data g. Then, there exists an
event T with P[T] < CoN~—P such that

-1 -1
(5.3) ug{%}é) |G(N~'u) = N'H(u)|1pe < 6A.
Moreover, on T'°, there exists a random (dependent on H) function f : 0By/s — R admitting an
admissible extension to Bysg and satisfying the following two properties. Here, we set p = ¢*\ =
(log N)’O‘Q/\ and let F' € Adm(Byg; f) denote the maximizer of £ on By /g with boundary data f.
(1) We have the bounds

sup |F(z) — G(z)] <X sup |VF(z) — VG(z)| < C1A.
2€B1 /8 2€B1 /32

(2) The parameters (N;e; %; 6i4;a;H|a(BN/8mrﬂ-);f) are p-confined.
We refer to the left side of Figure [ for a depiction, where the M there is N here.

Remark 5.7. One would like to inductively use Proposition by applying it; then scaling by %
(that is, replacing % with N); and repeating. Assuming that such a procedure can be implemented

(as will be shown to be the case in Section [B), observe that, since y = (log N)™* A < A, after
a~2 applications of Proposition 5.6, A\ would decrease from an initial value of (log N)~1°% >
(log N)~1/400 to its minimum possible value of (log N)~'~®. Then, (53) would imply that H
satisfies a global law with error 5(log N)~!~®, which (as mentioned after Theorem [5.1) will be
useful for establishing the local law Theorem Thus, Proposition also serves as a way of
decreasing the error in the global law from (log N)~¢ to below (log N)~!. We will explain this in

more detail in Section

Now, let us define the event I" from Proposition 5.6} it will essentially be the one on which either
(E3) does not hold or H is not locally approximately linear. In what follows, we extend H to By
by linearity on F(R) and arbitrarily on By \ F(R), in such a way that it is 1-Lipschitz on By.

Definition 5.8. Adopt the notation and assumptions of Proposition Define ® : B — R by
setting ®(z) = N"1H(Nz), for each z € B. Then define the event

(5.4) Ty = {sup |®(z) — G(2)| > 6)\}.

zEB
Moreover, for any zo, 2 € B such that Bgy /14 (20) C Biys and |z — 20| < ¢, define the event

Pugiz = {[2() = 9(z0) = (2 = 20) - VGi(zo)| > <A}
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Set I' = Ty UUT .,;z, where the union is over all 29, z € B with Bg) /c14(20) C Bis and z € Bea(20).

We refer to the right side of Figure[@for a depiction. Observe that (&3] holds on ', due to (&.4);
we will bound P[I'] in Lemma [ I0 below. Next, let us describe the function f from Proposition [£.6}
it will be determined by first convolving ® with a suitable smooth function v, supported on scale
¢\, and then restricting to B; s (we will later see that these choices make f of distance ¢A < A
from ®, so it is closer to ® than g is assumed to be, while still having some regularity). This is
made precise through the following definition.

Definition 5.9. Adopt the notation and assumptions of Proposition Set ¥ = ¢\, and let
1 : R? - R>( denote a smooth, nonnegative function supported on By, such that

(5.5) Y(w)dw = 1; 9] comzy < 10973 [9hler (rzy < 20073 Y]z (r2y < 60971
R2
Further define the function ¢ : By — R by setting

(5.6) o(z) = /}R2 Oz — w)p(w)dw, for each z € B s.

Denote f = <p|331/8, and let F' € Adm(B,/s; f) denote the maximizer of £ on B; /g with boundary
data f.

We will verify that f satisfies the two properties stated in Proposition in Section .31 We
conclude this section with the following lemma that estimates P[I']. The bound on P[I'g] will follow
from Theorem 52, and the bound on each P[I',,..] will follow from first applying of Theorem [B.1]
on disks of radius 8¢ AN < N centered at Nz and then using a Taylor expansion.

Lemma 5.10. For any D > 0, there exists a constant C = C(g, D) > 1 such that P[['| < CN~PD.

Proof. By a union bound and the fact that ® is 1-Lipschitz, it suffices to show the existence of a
constant C' = C'(e, D) > 1 such that

(5.7) Py < CN~P; P[\@(z) — ®(z0) — (2 — 20) - VG(20)|1rg > C<'OA| < Ce M,

for any fixed 29,z € B such that Bgy/c14(20) C Biys and z € Bea(z0). Here, we have implicitly
used the fact that it suffices to take a union bound of (57) over (zp,z) among vertices in the
mesh N7 . (B;/5 N T) satisfying the above conditions. Indeed, for any pair (zo,z) satisfying
Bsx/c14(20) C Byys and z € Bea(zo) that lies outside of this mesh, let (zp, ') denote the pair inside
of this mesh closest to it. Then, assuming (&.7) for (2, 2’), we have
[B(2) = B(z0) — (= — 20) - VGl20)| < |0()) — () — (= — 20) - VG| + |0(2) — (=)
+ |<I)(zo) — @(26)| + (|z — 2|+ |20 — 26|) |VG(26)|
+ |2 = 20| - [VG(20) — VG(20)]
S CSPAN+ AN 4|29 — g - |G = G(0,0)[|c2(B, ,5)
< OMANFANTIO L N710 . ¢log N < M),
where the second bound holds since ® is 1-Lipschitz and |z — zp| < ¢\ < 1, and the third holds
from the third part of Definition

To establish the first bound in (7)), we apply the 1-Lipschitz properties of H and G; Theorem[5.2]
on the domain B(;_»)y NT, where the functions (g1, g2) there are (G|3317k —3X,Glog,_, —|—3/\) here
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(and whose assumptions are satisfied by the A-confinement of (N;e;1;¢; ;h;g) and the Lipschitz
properties of F' and G); and a union bound to deduce that

Pl | {®0k) <Gk -3x—2N"""lu ] {®()>G(z)+3x+2N"*/°}| <C1N"P,

z€EB1_x zEB1_ A

for some constant C; = Cj(g, D) > 1. This estimate; the 1-Lipschitz properties of ® and G on By;
the fact that 2N~/ < X for sufficiently large N; and (5.4)) together imply the first bound of (5.7).

We now establish the second bound in (51). Fix 2o,z € B with Bgy/c14(20) C Byys and 2z €
Bca(20); for notational convenience, let us assume that 2o = (0,0). Further denote r = ¢~ 14);
abbreviate 4 = Bg, = Bs;(20); and condition on ®|z\y (or, equivalently, on H|[g,\ns). Then
associated with H|yy is a free tiling of NYNT; denoting A = NUNT, the law of H|4 is then given
by that of a uniformly random element of &(H |s4) by the Gibbs property (recall Section [[3]).

Next, we will rescale by 7~1 and use the global law Theorem 5.1l to approximate (rN)~'H|4 by
a maximizer of £ on Bg = r~4l. Since 7 > ¢\, a Taylor expansion will then show that ® is likely
almost linear (with error of order r~*¢\ = ¢1%) on B.,.

To implement this, define the function y : dBs — R by setting x(z) = (rN)"'H(rNz) =
r~1®(rz), for each z € dBs. Then let = € Adm(Bs; x) denote the maximizer of £ on Bg with
boundary data x. In order to apply Theorem Bl on A (with the e, h, and H there equal to £
X, and Z here, respectively), we must first verify that VE(z) € 97,4 for [z < £,
Assumption

To that end, define G() : Bg — R by setting G(")(2) = r~'G(rz) for each z € Bg, and observe
(by Remark 2TT)) that G(") is a maximizer of € on Bs. We will first bound |2 — G| on Bs and
then use Proposition 213 to compare VZ to VG. Since VG (2) = VG(rz) € Tz /2, this will show
VE(z) € Tz)4 for z € B.

To do this, observe that (5.4) yields sup, ¢z |®(2) — G(z)|1rg < 6], and therefore

R
as imposed in

(5.8) sup |=2(z) — G(T)(z)‘lps = sup |x(z)— G(T)(z)‘lpg < 6rIN =661
z€Bg 2€0Bsg
where to derive the first equality we used Remark
In order to apply Proposition 213, we must next show that = and G(") are both nearly linear.
To that end, first observe that since g is ¢'%-nearly linear of slope (s,t) on B, there exists a linear
function A : B — R of slope (s,t) on B such that sup,¢p |g(2) — A(2)| < <'°. Then, since (s,t) € Tz
and ¢ C By /4, we deduce from Proposition2.T3| (applied with the (b1, b2) there equal to the (g, Alas)
here) that there exists a constant Cy = Ca(g) > 1 such that sup,cy |VG(2) — (s,t)| < Cac'® < Cag
and [[G — G(0,0)l¢2gy < C2. Next, recall the constants ¢ = §(%) > 0 and C3 = C5(5) > 1 from
Proposition I3 and assume that N is sufficiently large so that 64Cor + 6C5¢'4 < min{%, i}
Now denote (so,t0) = VG(20) = VG(0,0) € Tc/2. From a Taylor expansion and the bound
[Glle2m) < C2, we obtain

sup ‘G(T) (z) — G"(0,0) — z - (so, to)| =r~'sup|G(z) — G(0,0) — z - (so, to)|
z€Bs zeu
< Cor~tsup |z — 2|? = 64C,r,
z€eyU

where we have used the fact that VG (0,0) = VG(0,0) = (so,t). It follows that G is g—nearly
linear of slope (sg, tp) on Bg, which together with (58] implies that = is §-nearly linear with slope
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(s0,t0) on Bg. Therefore, Proposition .13 (with Remark 2.TT]) applies and by (B.8) yields
(5.9) sup IVG(2) = VE(2)|1rg < Csc™; 12 =2(0,0)llc2(g)1rg < Cs.

Since VG (z) € Te/2 for each z € By (due to the A-confinement of (N;¢;1;¢; a; h; g)), it follows
from the first bound in (5.9) that VZ(z) € 74 for each 2z € B./4 C B and N sufficiently large. This
implies that Assumption [3.5]is satisfied, where the N there is [rNV | here; the € there is § here; the
R there is A here; the h there is H|g4 here; the H there is = here; and the vy there is Nzo = (0,0)

1/400

here. Thus Theorem 5.1 the fact that ¢*> = (log N)~¥/%% > (log|rN])~ , and the fact that
H and E are 1-Lipschitz together yield a constant Cy = Cy4(¢) > 1 such that

(5.10) P < Cge™™N

sup [N (H(NzZ) = H(0,0) = (E07"2) — £(0,0)) 105 > <

ZEBET/4

Moreover, a Taylor expansion and the second bound in (59]) together imply
(5.11) |2(r~'2) = £(0,0) — 7'z - VE(0,0)[1re < C5r 2|2 < O™,

whenever |z — zg| = |z| < ¢\ = ¢1°r. Combining the first statement of (5.9), (5-I0), (5.11)), and the
facts that r = ¢~ 4\ and VG((0,0) = VG(0,0) imply the existence of a constant C5 = C5(g) > 1
such that

—rN
< Cye™ ™Y,

N=Y(H(Nz) - H(0,0)) — 2 - VG(0, 0)‘1FS > Ce®r

ZEBcA

(5.12) ]P’[ sup

whenever |z| < ¢\ = ¢1®r. So, we deduce the second bound in (5.7) from (5.12) and the facts that
®(z) = N"'H(Nz) and r = ¢ 1\ O

5.3. Proof of Proposition In this section we establish Proposition B.6f throughout this
section, we adopt the notation of Section It suffices to show that f satisfies the two properties
listed in Proposition on the event I'“. To that end, we begin with the following lemma, whose
second statement verifies that it satisfies the first one there.

Lemma 5.11. There exists a constant C = C(g) > 1 such that the following two statements hold
for sufficiently large N. First, we have that

(5.13) sup |VG(z) — (s,t)| < Cs.
z631/4

Second, we have that

(5.14) sup |G(z) — F(2)|1re <7\ sup |VF(z) — VG(2)|1re < CA.
2€B1 /8 2€B1 /32

Proof. To establish (B.13)), recall the constant § = §(e) from Proposition and assume that N
is sufficiently large so that 7T\ 4+ ¢ < é. The first property imposed on g in Proposition yields
a linear function A : B — R of slope (s, ¢) such that sup,cyp|9(2) — A(2)| < ¢'® < ¢ < 6. Then
applying Proposition (and in particular the first bound in (Z.6)), with the (b1, h2) there equal
to (g, Alog) here, we obtain (L.I3).

Next, to establish (EI4), we restrict to I' and first bound |¢(z) — G(2)|1re for z € OBys.
The definition (56) of ¢ and the facts that H is 1-Lipschitz; that fR2 (w)dw = 1; and that 1 is

nonnegative and supported on By together imply that SUD.coB, ‘cp ®(2)| < ¥ < A. Moreover,
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() yields sup,ep |®(2) — G(2)|1re < 6, and so SUD. B, lo(2) — G(2)|1re < TA. Hence, the
first estimate in (5.14) follows from Remark 2.6 and the fact that f = ¢|os, -

Now let us establish the second statement of (5I4]). To do this first observe that, by applying
Remark with the (H1,Hza) there equal to (G, A) here, we obtain that G is ¢!%-nearly linear on
B. This and the bounds sup.cyp, |F(2) = G(z)|1re < 7Xand TA+¢ < § together imply that F is
d-nearly linear on By/s. Therefore, we may apply Proposition 213 (and Remark 2.TT]) to the pair
(F,G), and so the first bound in (Iﬂﬂ) and the first bound in (B.14) together yield

sup |VF ‘lpc < C sup |F (Z)‘]_Fc <T7CA,
2€B1 /32 2€0By /s
for some constant C' = C(e) > 1. This yields the second estimate in (G.14]). O

Next, we must verify that the parameters (N; £; é; a1 O H|a(BN/8mr); f) satisfy the three condi-
tions of being p-confined listed in Definition 5.5l To establish the first, observe for sufficiently large
N and any z € 0B, /g that we (deterministically) have that
(5.15) sup |[NT'H(Nz) — f(z)| = sup |®(2) — @(2)] < p— AN,

2€0B, 3 Big
which follows from the definitions (5.6)) of ¢ and the facts that [, 1)(w)dw = 1; that 1 is nonnegative
and supported on By; that H is 1-Lipschitz; and that ¥ = ¢\ < u — 4N ! (since p = ¢*\). Again
since H is 1-Lipschitz, this verifies the first property in Definition (whose g and A there are f
and p here, respectively).

That f satisfies the second and third conditions in Definition will follow from a suitable
application of Proposition [5.4] to which end it suffices to verify the conditions of that proposition
(whose h and H are f and F here, respectively). The following lemma will be used to verify the
third one there.

Before stating it, let us mention that by the 1-Lipschitz property of ® and rescaling by 9!, one
can quickly deduce that the second derivatives of ¢ are bounded by 9. However, since 9 > A1,
this would not verify the third assumption in Proposition 5.4l The below lemma will improve this
Y71 estimate by powers of ¢, through use of the fact that we are restricting to the complements of
the events I, (on which @ is not nearly linear) from Definition [5.8

Lemma 5.12. For N sufficiently large, we have that ng ©(0,0) ||c2 1re < ¢t

/6)
Proof. To estimate ng ©(0,0) ||C2(B . we must bound Hcp ©(0,0) Hcl(B and |6i(9jcp(zo)‘ for
any 4,5 € {x,y} and 2o € Bys. To do the former, observe that the deﬁmtlon E8) of p; the fact
that ® is 1-Lipschitz; and the fact that the function ¢ from Definition 5.9 is positive, supported on
By, and satisfies fR2 w)dw = 1 together imply for sufficiently large N that

e = ¢(0,0)|ex g, ) = By [Vo(z)|+ sup |e(z) — ¢(0,0)]

Bise 2€By /6

(5.16)
< sup |[V®(z)|+ sup |®(z) — ®(0,0)| + 209 < 2.
2€B1 /5 2€B1/6

Thus, it remains to estimate the second derivatives of ¢. To that end, it will be useful to rescale
by 91, So, define () : R? — R? by setting P (2) = 924p(9z2), for each z € R?. Further fix
20 € By/g, and define o) . : By/29 — R and @ 81/619 — R by setting

) (2) =971 (D(W2) — D(20) — (V2 — 20) - VG(z0)); ¢ (2) = / 2z~ w)p® (w)dw,
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for each z € By/p9 and each z € By/gy9, respectively. We then have for any i,j € {z,y} that
10:0;0(20)| =071 ]aiajch) (97 120)|, and so it suffices to estimate the latter quantity.

In view of the fourth statement of (53], the fact that 9;0;4")(9712) = 9¥10;0;4(z) for any
z € R?, and the fact that () is supported on B, we have that

(5.17)
|8i8j<p(z0)‘1pc = 19_1 |818J<p(19) (19_120)‘11'&: = 7.9_1]_FC

/ D (971 2 — w)3;0;97) (w)dw

R2

< 600 M 1re / |2 (97129 — w)|dw < 24007 2¢HN.
B

To deduce the last estimate of (B.I7) we used the fact that

< 19_1§14A,

zeBﬁ(ZO)Fgozz —

|2 (97 29 — w) | 1pe <971 (20 — Vw) — (20) + Pw - VG(20)) 1n

whenever w € B, where the first bound holds since I' C ﬂze&a(%) I'%,.. and the second holds

from Definition 5.8 for I',,,.. We now obtain the lemma from (5.I6) and (GI7) (applied to each
20 € Byjg), since ¥ = ¢A. O

Now we can establish Proposition

Proof of Proposition[5.60l By Lemma [E.I0, there exists a constant Co = Cs(g, D) > 1 such that
P[] < CoN~P. Furthermore, the definition (5.4) of 'y C I' implies that (5.3) holds on I'°. There-
fore, it suffices to show that f from Definition 5.9 satisfies the two properties listed in Proposition 5.6l
The first is verified by (&.14).

It remains to show that the parameters (N;s; %; 30 H|8(BN/SQT); f) are p-confined, to which
end we must verify that they satisfy the three properties listed in Definition [0.0] after restricting
to the event I'“. The estimate (5I5) and the 1-Lipschitz property of ® together imply that they
satisfy the first one listed there.

To verify that they also satisfy the second and third, we apply Proposition [5.4] with the (e, 6, «)
there equal to (5, ﬁ, ﬁ) here; the (b, H) there equal to (f, F) here; the A there equal to 7\
here; and the (g, (s,t),cp) there equal to (g, (s,t), go) here. Let us verify that these parameters
satisfy the three assumptions listed in Proposition (.41

The first bound in (5.14]) implies that SUD. 9B, /¢ |f(2) = G(z)| < 7A on I'%; this verifies the first
condition in Proposition 5.4l The second follows from the fact that g is assumed to be ¢!®-nearly
linear with slope (s,t) € 7z on 9B and that ¢! = (log N)~/170 < (log N)~1/1890 < (7))2¢ (since
A > (log N)~'~). Moreover, the third follows from the fact that f = ¢[ss, . (recall Definition 5.9,
Lemma [5.12] and the fact that ¢MA™1 < ¢A20—1 < (7))20-1,

Thus, Proposition [5.4] applies, where the p there is equal to (7A)'%/% < ¢*\ = u here (the
first inequality holds since A < ¢1°). Then combining the first estimate in (5.2)) with the fact that
(s,t) € Tc yields VF(z) € T./, for each z € By/g and N sufficiently large. This verifies that F
satisfies the second property of Definition

Moreover, combining the second estimate in (5.2)) with the bound A > (log N)~17% = ¢(log N)~!
implies for sufficiently large N that 64||F||C2,a(gl/g_u) < 64(TN)?/271 < (log N)'=9/%c-1 < clog N
(since (log N)~%/2 = (log N)~1/700 < (log N)~1/8750 = ¢2): hence, F satisfies the third condition
in Definition This verifies that the parameters (N;s; %; oeket H|8(BN/SQT); f) are p-confined
and therefore establishes the proposition. O
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6. PROOF OF THE LoCAL Law

In this section we establish the local law Theorem 3.6l As mentioned previously, this will proceed
by induction on (the logarithm of) the scale M, using Proposition to ensure that estimates on
some scale M are essentially retained on the smaller scale %. We begin in Section[6.11by introducing
notation for this multi-scale analysis, and then we establish Theorem in Section

6.1. Domains, Events, and Height Functions. In this section we introduce several events and
functions that will be used in the proof of Theorem B.6t see Figure [I0l for a depiction. We begin
with the following definition for the sequence of domains on which we will apply Proposition
Throughout this section we adopt the notation (and in particular recall N, v, €, and H) of As-
sumption and also recall the notation on disks from (23]

Definition 6.1. Fix o = =155 Let ¢o = (log N) ™%, and define the integers N1, K € Z>1 by setting
N; = 8K to be the unique integral power of 8 in the interval [¢3! N, 831 N). For each k € [1, K] NZ,
further define

N;, = 8 FNy; st = (log Np) ™% Ry, = By, (vo)NT.

The next definition introduces the error parameter A\; that we will use when we apply Proposi-
tion on the domain Ry.

Definition 6.2. For each k € [1, K] N Z, define Ay € R+ inductively, by setting
A= §020, and Ar = max {8§,‘§‘_1/\k,1, (1ogNk)*1*O‘}, for k> 1.

Further let C3 > 1 denote a uniform (independent of N and k) constant such that

(6.1) M < O363°, if 1 <k < 3(loglog N)?; M < C3(log Ni) ™17, if 2% <k < K.
The constant C3 from Definition is quickly verified to exist, since ¢ = (log N;)~“ and
1 ~15
=155 > 2

Next, we will inductively apply Proposition 5.6 on the domains Ry, from Definition [6.1] to obtain
sequences of functions {Gr}, {Fy} and events {T'x}, {Qx}. The following definition provides some
of the initial elements (namely, Gy and ) of these sequences.

Definition 6.3. Define the (linear) function G; € Adm(B) by setting
(6.2) Gi(z) = 2 VH(N "vg) + Ny 'E[H (vo)], for each z € B.
Additionally, define the event

QO_{ max 5

_ _ A
i Ny 1H(u) -Gy (]V1 l(u - vo))’ > 2 }

For k£ > 1, the event Qj will be the one on which the assumptions of Proposition are not
satisfied on Ry (assuming Gy is given). This is made precise through the following definition. In
what follows we recall A-confinement from Definition

Definition 6.4. Fix k € [1, K]NZ, and suppose G, € Adm(B) is given. Set (s, tr) = VG,(0,0) €

T; let gp, = Grlos; and define the event € on which at least one of the following two assumptions
is not satisfied.

(1) The function Gy is ¢;%nearly linear of slope (s, tx) on B.
(2) The parameters (Nk; 5Lk o H|aRk;gk) are \g-confined.
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Ry—1 Gi(2) = 8Fk_1 (%) Ry,

FIGURE 10. Depicted above is a diagram for some of the parameters in Section [6.1}

Observe that, unlike in Proposition [5.6] Definition [6.4] does not impose that (s, tx) € Tz/2. This
will be established separately, as a consequence of Lemma below. We also did not impose that
Gy, be a maximizer of £, although this will eventually follow from its definition (see Remark [67)).

The next definition essentially sets I'x to be the event I" from Proposition 5.6 applied on Ry, and
also introduces the event I" = I'(vg; M) from Theorem B.6 when M € {Ny, N3, ..., Ni}.

Definition 6.5. Fix k € [1, K]NZ; suppose G, € Adm(B) is given; and let Cy = Cy(g) > 1 denote
the constant Cy () from Proposition 5.6l Then let T’y denote the event on which at least one of the
following two conditions is not satisfied.

(1) The event m?:o Q¢ holds, and we have the bound

6.3 Ny H () = G (N (= w0)| < 6
(6.3) (oo N (u) = G (N (u = v0)) | < 6
(2) There exists a function f : 0B1/s — R admitting an admissible extension to B, /g satisfying
the following two properties. In the below, we let Fy, € Adm(B /s; fx) denote the maximizer
of & on By /g with boundary data f.
(a) We have the bounds

(6.4) sup | Fi(2) — Gr(2)] < 7Ax; sup |VFi(z) — VGi(z)| < Corr.

z€By/8 z2€B1/32

(b) The parameters (Nk; 55 %; 50O H|aRk+1;fk) are %—conﬁned.

For each k € [1, K| N Z, define the event I'(vo; Ni) = U§:1 T';. Further set I'(vo; No) = Qo.

The previous definitions have assumed that Gy, are given, and so we must now explain how to set
them; this will be done recursively (recall G; is provided by ([6.2)). Assuming that Gi_; is given,
one first defines the function Fj, through Definition and then defines Giy1 by rescaling Fy.
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Definition 6.6. Fix k € [2, K] N Z, and suppose Gj_1 is given. On T'(vg; Ni—1)¢, set Fy_1 €
Adm(By/s) as in part 2 of Definition 6.5 on the complementary event I'(vo; Nx—1), set Fr_1 €
Adm(B, /5) arbitrarily. Then define Gy € Adm(B) by setting Gi(z) = 8F_1 (%), for each z € B.

Remark 6.7. Observe by induction and the scale-invariance of the variational principle (recall Re-
mark 2.TT)) that, on T'(vg; Nk—1)¢, Gk is a maximizer of £ on B with boundary data gr, = Gi|as.

Under this notation, we will establish Theorem [3.6lin Section [6.2] below. We conclude this section
with the following lemma that bounds P[Q].

Lemma 6.8. There exists a constant C' = C(g) > 1 such that P[Q] < Cexp(—N/?).

Proof. Observe that since Ry = By, (vo) N'T, since ¢i? < (log N)~1/410 and since VH(z) € T for
each 2z € B.(N~tvg) (recall Assumption3.5)), we have from Theorem [F.Ilthat there exists a constant
Cy = C4(e) > 1 such that

(6.5) P [ max
uwe€V(R1)

N7Y(H(u) — H(vp)) — (H(N'u) — H(N_lvo))‘ > gém} < Cge™V.

Next, since the diameter of R is at most 2N, Lemma 2.4 implies that

(6.6) PUH(UQ) - E[H(Uo)]‘ > N5/6} < 2exp (— ]\1];3) .

Moreover, Lemma 210, the fact that VH(z) € T for each z € B.(N~'vg), and the fact that
L € [¢3',8¢3"] together yield a constant Cs5 = Cs() > 1 such that

(6.7) max
u€V(R1)

(H(N 1) = H(N " 00)) = N 71w = vp) - VH(N ') < Caeil®.

Now the lemma follows from (6.5), (6.7), (6.6), the fact that A; = ¢3°, the fact that J1 € [2!,8¢2!],
and the explicit form ([62]) for G;. O

6.2. Proof of Theorem In this section we establish Theorem [B.6F throughout this section,
we recall the notation introduced in Section[6.Il We begin by verifying that the gradients (s, tx) =
VGi(0,0) are in 7 /5. The following lemma indicates that this is the case by showing that their
distance to VH(N ~tvg) € TZ is small, upon restricting to the event I'(vg; Nx_1)¢. It further shows
off of this event that the gradient of Gj_1 is approximately constant (with error (log Ny )17,
where ¢y = 18(1)—00) on By 4, for k sufficiently large. In what follows, the phase, “sufficiently large
N, means that there exists a constant C' = C(g) > 1 such that N > C' (that is, “sufficiently large”
only depends on ¢).

1
18000’
(1) For any k € [1, K] NZ with Ny sufficiently large, we have that

‘(Sk,tk) - V’H(N_lvo)‘lp(vo;]kal)c < (log Nk)_co.

Lemma 6.9. Setting cop = the following two statements hold.

(6.8)
(2) For any k € [1, K]|NZ with k > 2(loglog N)?, we have for N and Ny sufficiently large that
)

sup ‘Vkal(z) — (Sk,tk)‘lF(UO;Nkil)c < (log Ny,) <o,
2661/4

(6.9
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Proof. Observe from Definition 6] that VGj41(z) = VF;(%), for each j € [I,K — 1] and z € B.
Together with the fact that VG = VH(N ~1vg) (recall ([6.2)), this yields

k—1

[VGi(2) = VH(N o) < D [VGja (87771 2) — VG5 (87742
j=1
(6.10) )=
- Z |VFJ' (877%2) - VGj(8j7k2)|, for each z € B.
j=1

Furthermore, the second statement of ([64]) gives ‘VGJ- (0,0) — VF; (O,O)’lF(UO;NFl)c < Gy, for
each j € [1,k — 1]. Together with (6I), (€10), and the fact that (sg,tr) = VGi(0,0), this yields

k—1 k—1
’(Sk,tk) — VH(Nilvo)’].p(vo;Nkil)c < Cy Z A; < 2350003§30 + CoCs Z(log Nj)ilia
j=1 j=1

< 2350003§§O + Cnga_l(log Nk)_a
< (log Ny,)~°°,
for sufficiently large Ny, which verifies (6.8]).

Now set £ = £}, = [(loglog Nj)?| and assume that k > 2(loglog N)?. Let us first approximate
VGi-1(2) = VGr_¢(8'72) = VGj_¢(0,0) for each z € By/4. To that end, observe that from the
fact that VGi—;(2) = VFs_j_1(%) for each j € [1,k — 1] and z € B; the second bound in (64);
(6.1); and the fact that k — ¢ — 1 > 23 for sufficiently large N that

sup ‘VGk_l(z) — VGk_g(Sl_éz)ylp(vo;NFl)c

2€B1/4
l—1
< Z sup ‘Vkaj (817j2) — VGk—j—l(87j2)|1F(UO;Nk,1)C
J=1 2€B1/4
-1
(6.11) = J; 2218154 }VFk—j—1(8_JZ) - VGk—j—l(8_JZ)’1F(110;N1¢—1)C
-1
= Z sup ’Vkajfl(Slijz) — VGk,jfl(glijz)’]_F(UO;Nkil)c
i=1 2€B1 /32
—1 l—1
< COZ)\kfjfl < CoCs Z(log Ni—j—1)" 7% < CoCsl(log Ni) 7.
j=1 j=1

Moreover, since the parameters (Nk,g; SiLiqu—rs o5 Hlor,_y; gk,g) are \g-confined on I'(vo; Ng—1)¢,
we have from the third property listed in Definition Bl that ||Gi—¢—Gr—¢(0, O)”C2(El/2) < log Nj—y.
Therefore, since £ > (loglog Ni)?, we have for sufficiently large N that
sup |VGr—¢(8'72) — (Sk—t, th—e)| Lr(ue: Ne_1)e
2681/4
< sup ’Vkag(Z) — Vkaz(O, 0)‘1p(UO;N,€71)c

zGBSlfe

< 87 Gret = Gr—t(0,0) 2, ) Irwosni 1)e < 8" log Ni—g < (log Nip) 2,
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which together with (611]) implies

(6.12) sgp |VGro1(2) = (Sk—t: th—e)| Lr(ugsnye_1)e < 2C0C5L(log Nj) ™~

2€By /4
Applying (6.12)) twice (once with general z € B;,4 and once with z = (0,0)); using the fact that
(sk,tr) = VG1(0,0) = VF},_1(0,0); and applying the second bounds in both (64) and (61) (with
the fact that k — 1 > 23%), we deduce

sup  |VGr-1(2) = (k:tk)| 1r(oos Ny 1)
2631/4

< sup |VGr-1(2) = (Sk—t th—t) | Lr(wo;Ne_1)e + |(Sk=1, th=1) = (Sk—t tret) |11 (ugsNp_1)e
2€B1/4
+ |k tk) = (Sk=1:th—1) | Ir(og;Ne_1)e
< 4CoC3l(log Nip) ™' % + [V Fe—1(0,0) — VG—1(0,0)| Lr(ug;ny 1)
< 400036(10g]\7k)7170‘ + Colp_1 < (1OgNk)7lico,
for sufficiently large N and Nj. This yields (€9). O

Next, we require the following proposition indicating that Q5 C T'(vg; Nk—1). This essentially
implies that the function Gy, is “well-behaved” if the functions F; are for each j € [1,k — 1], which
will be useful for applying Proposition on Ry (after having applied it on all previous R;).

Proposition 6.10. For sufficiently large Ny, we have that Q C T'(vg; Ng—1).

Proof. Since G is linear of slope VG = VH (N tvg) € Tz, one can quickly verify using Defini-
tion [6.3 and Definition [6.4] that 9y C Q¢ = I'(vg; No). So, in what follows, let us assume that k > 1
and restrict to the event I'(vo; Ny—1)°. To show that Qf holds, we must verify that g, and Gy
satisfy the two properties listed in Definition 6.4

Let us first show that the parameters (Nk; 5 Lo s H|aRk;gk) are A\g-confined; this will follow
from rescaling. Indeed, recall from the second part of the second condition of Definition that
the parameters (Nk_l; 55 é, <%4 s Hlor,; fr— 1) are ’\8k -confined on the event I'(vg; Niy—1)¢. From
this and the facts that Ny_; = 8Ny, and G (z) = 8F},— 1( ) for each z € B, we deduce that ‘gk
N ' H(v)| =8| fr-1(2)— N, H(v)| < A whenever |z— N, 'v| = 8|Z2—N, ' v| < 32N = 4N, "
Hence, (Nk; S Lok o5 Hlor,; gk) satisfy the first condition listed in Definition

They also satisfy the second, since VG (z) = VFi_1(%) € T./4 for any z € B. That they satisfy
the third for Nj sufficiently large follows from the estimate

||Gk —Gk 0 0 cha 81 A < 8~ 1= aHFk 1 _Fk 1 0 0 ||C2°‘(l5’1/g ’\k/g) =~ 8737Q§k7110gNk,1

)
S Sk IOgNk.

Hence, the parameters (Nk; Silicr o H|aRk;gk) are Ai-confined, and so to show that €2f holds it
remains to verify that Gy, is ¢{%-nearly linear with slope (sg,tx) = VG (0,0) = VFj_1(0,0) on B.
To do this, first define the linear function ¥ : B /5 — R by setting ¥(z) = z- (s, tx) + Gx—1(0,0)
for each z € By/g. Then define Ay : B — R by setting Ay(z) = 8@(%), for each z € By/g. The first
statement of (64 and the identity Gj—1(0,0) = ¥(0,0) then give
sup G (z) — Ag(2)| =8 sup |Fy1(2) = ()| <8 sup |Gr-1(2) — U(2)| + Th

z€ z€By/8 2€B1s

< sup ‘VG]C 1() Sk,tk)‘+7/\k,1.
zGBl/s

(6.13)
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Denoting ¢ = 2 (loglog N;)?|, we will bound the right side of (G.I3) separately in the cases when
2<k<{land ¢ <k < K. In the latter case, it follows from (@1)), (69), and (EI3) that

sug ’Gk(z) — Ak(z)| < (log Ni) 717 + 701 <620,
FAS

for Ni sufficiently large. Hence, Gy, is g,io—nearly linear (s, tx) when k > £.
So let us assume instead that 2 < k < £, in which case it follows for sufficiently large N from

1), @TI0) (with the k there equal to k — 1 here), and the second bound in (64) that

k—2
sup |VGr_1(2) — VH(N 'uvg)| < Z sup ‘VGj(Sj_k'Hz) - VFj(Sj_kHz)’
2€B1/4 j=1 2€B14

k—2

(6.14) =" sup |VG; (877 22) - VE;(877F22)|

j=1 2€B1 /32

4
< Cy Z)\J < CQCgf(&O < C&S.
j=1

From two applications of (6.I4)) (one with general z € B; /3 and one with z = (0,0)), (6.I)), the fact
that (s, tr) = VG(0,0) = VF,_1(0,0), and the second bound in ([G.4), we deduce that
sup |VGr-1(2) = (sk, te)| < sup |VGr-1(2) = VH(N'vg)| + |[VGir-1(0,0) — VH(N 'vg)]

zGBl/s 2681/8
+ ‘VGk_l(O, 0) — (Sk,ﬁk)|
< 2¢5% + | VG-1(0,0) — VFr_1(0,0)| < 255" + Core—1,

for N sufficiently large. Since (6.1]) implies 2¢}° + (Co + 7)A\p—1 < {0 for N sufficiently large, we
deduce from BI3)) that Gy is ¢ %nearly linear when k < £. Thus, Q¢ holds on I'(vg; Nx—1)¢. O

Using Proposition 5.6 we can establish the following corollary that bounds the probability of
Iy NT'(vo; Nk—1)¢, namely, the event on which Fj, is not well-behaved given that the {F}}, < are.

Corollary 6.11. For any fized real number D > 0, there exists a constant C = C(e,D) > 1 such
that P[T'x N T(vo; Nk—1)¢] < CN; P for any k € [1, K] NZ.

Proof. By Proposition [6.10, we may assume that Ny, is sufficiently large so that Q C T'(vo; Nk—1);
thus, it suffices to bound P[I‘k N T (vg; Ng—1)¢ N Qz] This will proceed through an application of
Proposition 5.6, with the N, ¢, (s, ), h, g, A there equal to Ng, 5, (sk,tr), H|or,, gk, \r. here, respec-
tively. To verify that these parameters satisfy the assumptions of that proposition on I'(vg; Ni—1)N
Q¢ first observe that Definition yields 615 < A, < (log Ni)~'=2 for sufficiently large Nj. Ad-
ditionally, on I'(vg; Nx—1)¢, Remark [6.7 implies that G}, is the maximizer of £ on B with boundary
data gi. Moreover, (6.8) and the fact that VH (N ~1vg) € T2 (recall Assumption B.5) together imply
that (sg,tx) € T2/2 on I'(vo; N—1)¢, for Ny sufficiently large. Furthermore, on €, the parameters
(N;.C; 55156k 0 H|aRk;gk) are \p-confined and gy, is g,io—nearly linear with slope (s, tx) on 0B5.

Thus Proposition applies upon restricting to I'(vo; Ni—1)¢ N Q. Since ¢ ; Ap—1 < %’“ (recall
Definition B.2)), that proposition yields a constant C' = C(g) > 1 and an event I'y with P[] <
CON, P, such that (G3) and the second condition in Definition 6.5 both hold on fi NT(vg; Ng—1)¢N
Qf. Since we also have I'(vo; Ny—1)° N Qf = T'(vg; Np—1)® N ﬂ?:o Q5 (as U;:é Q; C Iy C
T'(vo; Ni—1)), it follows that T N T'(ve; Ne—1)° N Q5 € N, Q5.
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Therefore, f‘g N T'(vo; Nk—1)¢ N Qf satisfies the two conditions listed in Definition [6.5] and so
I € Ty UT (vo; Ni—1) U Q. Tt follows that P[Tx N T (vo; Nie—1)° N Q5] < P[Tk] < CN,; P, and so
P[x N T (vo; Nx—1)¢] < CN,7P by Proposition G101 0

Now we can establish Theorem

Proof of Theorem[30. If k € [1, K| denotes the integer such that M € (Ng41, Ng], then define the
event I' = T'(vg; M) = I'(vo; Ni,) (from Definition B.5) and the pair (s,t) = (s(vo; M), t(vo; M)) =
(Sk, tk) = VGk(O, 0)

Let us first bound P[I']. To that end, observe since Definition implies that T'(v; Ni) = Qo U
U;?:l (T;NI(vo; Nj—1)¢), LemmalG8 and Corollary[6.11] together yield a constant Cy = Cy(e, D) > 1
such that

k k
P[T'(vo; Ni)] < D P[T; N T(v0; Nj—1)°] + P[] < Cu Y N; P + Cuexp(—N'?),
=1 j=1
and so P[['] < CoM P, for some constant Cy = Cs(g, D) > 1. This verifies the first bound in (32);
the second follows from (G.8)) and the fact that I'(vg; Nx—1) C T'(vo; Ni).

It remains to verify ([B3). To that end, set ¢y = g5 (as in Lemma [9); recall that ¢ = 55555
and observe since I'(vp; Ng—1) C I'(vp; Ni) = T that, for any vertex u € By (vg) N T and Ni
sufficiently large, we have

\M*l (H(u) — H(vg)) — M~ (u— vp) - (s, t)‘lpc

< 64‘Nkfl (H(w) = H(v)) = (Gro1 (N (1 = 00)) = Gr-1(0,0)) |11

+ 64]Gk,1 (N4 (= v9)) — Gr1(0,0) — Nty ( — o) - (s, t)‘lpc

<128 max
weV(Ry—1)

N H(w) — Ge(N (w — o)) }11% +8 sgp |VGr-1(2) — (sk.tr)|1re
z€By /8

< T68)\—1 + 8(log Ni) ™17 < 768C3(log Nj—1) = + 8(log Ni) 1% < (log M)~ '~

Here, to deduce the first and second estimates we used the fact that Ng; = Ngp1 < M < Ni =

N’“gfl; to deduce the third we used (G.3), the fact that k& > 2(loglog N)? (since M < Nexp ( —

5(loglog N')?)), and ([9); to deduce the fourth we used (@1); and to deduce the fifth we used the
fact that M is sufficiently large. This implies that T and (s, t) satisfy (8:2) and (B3). O

7. THE GLOBAL LAW UNDER GENERAL BOUNDARY DATA

In this section we establish the global law Theorem [B.Il which holds under general boundary
data subject to Assumption Its proof will closely follow that of Theorem 1.1 of [16], except for
an effective variant of Rademacher’s theorem (provided by Proposition below) that gives rise
to the (log N)~¢ type error bound. As in [16], we will proceed by counting the number of height
functions approximating some given F. To that end, we will select a triangulation of the domain
R such that F is approximately linear on (the boundaries of) most triangles in this triangulation;
estimate the number of free tilings on each triangle with given, nearly linear, boundary data; and
then sum over all triangles and determine which height function F' is asymptotically most common.

We begin in Section [II] by providing an effective estimate for the number of free tilings of a large
triangle, whose boundary height function is approximately linear of some given slope (s, t); this will
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proceed as in Sections 3 and 4 of [16], where a similar count was given but effective error bounds
were not provided. Next, the “approximate linearity” of F' on “most triangles” in the triangulation
was justified in [16] through Rademacher’s theorem. However, since this result does not immediately
appear to provide an explicit error estimate, we establish a variant of this result in Section [[.2] with
an effective error bound of order (log NV)~¢ that is sufficient for our purposes. Using these results,
we then prove Theorem 5.1l in Section

7.1. Estimates for the Number of Tilings of a Triangle. In this section we establish the
following result, which is an effective analog of Corollary 4.2 of [16] that estimates the number of
tilings of a triangle, whose boundary height function is nearly linear of a given slope. In what
follows, we recall the set &(h) from Definition and the surface tension o from (L3).

Proposition 7.1. There exists a constant C' > 1 such that the following holds. Fix an integer
N € Z>1; a real number ¢ € (N’1/75, 1); a pair (s,t) € T; and a linear function g : R? = R of
slope (s,t). Let T =Ty C T denote the either one of the triangles {(z,y) € Z2,:0 <z <y < N}
or {(:v,y) € Z2>0 0<y<z < N}, and let h : 0T — 7Z denote a boundary ﬁeight function such
that max,car |7L(Z) —g(2)| <<N. If|&(h)| # 0, then

(7.1) o(s,t) — O3 <2N~2log|&(h)| < o(s,t) + O/,

Moreover,

(7.2) o(s,t) — Cs'/® < 2N~%log (Z }@(h)}) < o(s,t) + Csl/3.
h

where h is summed over all h : 0T — 7Z such that max,cor ‘h(z) - g(z)’ < GN.

To establish Proposition [T, we first approximately enumerate tilings of an N x N torus. This
result is stated as Proposition[.2} as in Sections 7 and 8 of [I6], its proof (to appear in Appendix [C]
below) will be largely facilitated by an exact determinantal identity for this specific count. We
then use comparison and concentration estimates to asymptotically express counts of torus tilings
in terms of counts of triangle free tilings whose boundary height functions approximately coincide,
thereby establishing Proposition [Z.1}

We begin by introducing some notation on torus tilings. To that end, for each N € Z>q,
let Py denote the N x N discrete torus on the triangular lattice, on which we identify vertices
(z,y), (2',y') € T if and only if N divides both z — 2’ and y — 3’. For any tiling M of Py, let
N1 (M), No(M), and N3(M) denote the numbers of type 1, type 2, and type 3 lozenges in M,
respectively (recall Section [[2]). Since Py has 2N? faces, we have N7 (M) +N2(M) +N3(M) = N2.

For any w € R+ and (s,t) € T, let

N (M)
N2

Na(M)
N2

(7.3) @(s,t;w;PN):{MEG(PN): €ls—w,s+w; E[t—w,t—i—w]}.
Recalling the function o from (3], it was shown as Theorem 9.2 of [I6] (see also Theorem 8 of
[40]) that N~2log |€(s,t;w; Py)| ~ o(s,t), for large N, small w, and any (s,t) € T. The following
proposition makes that result effective, by approximating N ~2log ‘Q‘S(s, t; w; PN)‘ to within N—1/75
if w = N~ Its proof will be given in Appendix below, closely following that of Theorem

9.2 of [16].
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Proposition 7.2. For sufficiently large N and any (s,t) € T, we have that
(7.4) o(s,t) — N~ < N2log |[€(s,t; NV Py)| < o(s,t) + N7/,

Given Proposition [[.2] to establish Proposition [Z1] it will be useful to compare the number of
height functions with similar boundary data on a given domain. To that end, we have the following
lemma, which appears as Proposition 3.6 of [16]; it essentially states that the number of tilings
of a domain, whose boundary height function is nearly linear of given slope, is approximately
independent of the specific boundary conditions. Although it was stated in [I6] with the parameter
¢ below as a small constant, it can be quickly verified from the proofs there that one can in fact
take ¢ > N~1/4, as indicated below.

Lemma 7.3 (|16, Proposition 3.6]). For any ¢ > 0, there exists a constant C = C(e) > 1 such that
the following holds. Fix an integer N € Z>1; a real number s € (N_1/4, 1); and a simply-connected,
convex domain R C T of area at least eN? and diameter at most e 'IN. Further let hy, hy : OR — Z
denote two boundary height functions on R, such that |(’5(hz)‘ %0 for eachi € {1,2}. If there exists
a linear function g : R? — R such that max.cor |hi(z) — g(2)| < <N for each i € {1,2}, then
N72|log|&(h1)| — log |&(ha)|| < C|c*/?1ogs].

Next, observe that any lozenge tiling of the N x N torus Py gives rise to a free tiling M (recall
the terminology from below Example [[T)) of the N x N square Sy = [0, N] x [0, N] C T, which is
associated with a (unique) height function H : V(Sy) — Z such that H(0,0) = 0. The following
lemma, which is similar to Proposition 3.4 of [I6], provides a concentration estimate for this height
function.

Lemma 7.4. Fiz an integer N € Zs>1; a real number ¢ € (0,1); and a pair (s,t) € T. Let
M € €&(s,t;5; Py) be sampled uniformly at random, and let H : V(Sy) — Z denote the height
function on Sy = [0, N] x [0, N] associated with M, such that H(0,0) = 0. Then, for any r € Rsy,
we have
1/2 —2r?
(myyl)rg[mng]zPUH(:r,y) sz —ty| > 8r(lz|+|yl) "~ + 2§N] < 2.
Proof. This bound will follow from a suitable application of the concentration estimate Lemma [Z.4]
to which end we must first evaluate the expectation E[H (z,y)] — E[H(0,0)]. So, for any (z,y) €
V(Sn), let p1(z,y) and p2(z,y) denote the probabilities that there is a type 1 lozenge in M with
center (:E + %, y) and that there is a type 2 lozenge in M with center (:v, Y+ %), respectively. Then,
pi(z,y) = IE[H(:E + 1,y)} - E[H(m,y)] and po(z,y) = E[H(:v,y + 1)] - E[H(m,y)]

Next, since the uniform measure on €(s, ¢;¢; Py) is translation-invariant, p; = p1(x,y) and pa =
p2(z,y) are independent of (z,y); so, E[H (z,y)] — E[H(0,0)] = p1z + pay, for any (z,y) € V(Sn).
Moreover, since M € &(s, t;¢; Py), we have that p1 € [s —¢,s+ <] and py € [t — ¢, t + <], and thus
|E[H(z,y)] — s& — ty| < <(z +y). Inserting this bound into 1)) then yields the lemma [ O

Now we can establish Proposition [7.11

Proof of Proposition 71l First observe that (TIl) and (T2) are equivalent (if a larger value of C
is taken in (Z2))), due to Lemma and the fact that there are at most (26N + 1)*" possible
boundary height functions h : 0T — Z for which max.car |h(z) — g(2)| < <N. Thus, we only

10Although Lemma [27] was not stated to hold with respect to the uniform measure on €(s, t;<; Py), with H(0, 0)
conditioned to equal 0, it can be quickly verified from the proof of Proposition 22 of [I5] (very similar to that of
Lemma [2:20) that it does.
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establish (T.2). Again by Lemma [[3] (and the Holder continuity of o stated in Remark [Z7), we
may assume that g(0,0), g(N,N) € Z. As in the proof of Corollary 4.2 of [16], we will prove (T2
by comparing ‘®(h) (s,t;w; PN)‘for suitable w.

To that end, define the two triangles ") = T](Vl) ={(z,y) €Z: :0<ax<y<N}CT
and T®? = T2) = {(z,y) €22, :0<y <z < N} CT. Then, fix an index i € {1,2}; set
j=3—1i=1{1,2}\ {i}; and suppose that h(") : 9T — Z is a boundary height function satisfying
max,cy @ (2) — g(z )| < ¢N. Then, the boundary height function RG) . 9TU) — 7 defined
by setting h(j)(:v,y) = 9(0,0) + g(N,N) — h)(N — z, N — y) for each (z,y) € 9T also satisfies
max,cyro |9 () — g(2)| < <N. Therefore,

(7.5) > |em®) =3 s ()]

R h(2)

where, for each i € {1, 2}, R . 9T — 7 is summed over all boundary height functions such that
max, 57 B (z) — g(z)‘ < GN.
Now let § = F(s,t;5; N) C €(Py) denote the subset of tilings M of Py such that

<N
H(z,y) — H(0,0) — sz — ty| < 3=
m,gfré%’fm' (,y) = H(0,0) — sz —ty| <

where H : V(Sy) — Z denotes the height function associated with M such that H(0,0) = 0 and
Sn = 1[0, N] x [0, N]. Then for sufficiently large N we have that

‘6 S, 767PN)‘
2

Here, the first estimate follows from Lemma [74] and the fact that ¢ > N~/7%. The second follows
from the definition (73] of &(s,t;w; Py) and the fact that H(x + 1,y) — H(x,y) =1 (or H(x,y +
1) — H(z,y) = 1) if and only if (z + 1, y) is the center of a type 1 lozenge (or (z,y + %) is that of
a type 2 lozenge, respectively).

Next, observe that any element of § (after translating the associated height function, if necessary)
gives rise to a pair of tilings M on T and M® on T(®, whose boundary height functions
h) - 9T — Z satisfy max.eor [h()(2) — g(2)| < <N, for each i € {1,2}. Thus,

< [3] < |€(s, 856, Py)|-

’ S, 767PN)’

(7.6) Z}@ ) }Z’@ Q@) ’>|g|> ,

h(1) h(2)

where h() : 0T — Z is again summed over all functions for which max.cor [V (2) — g(2)| < <N,
for each i € {1,2}. Thus, (Z6); (T5); Proposition 2 the fact that ¢ > N~/ > 6N~1/70; and
the existence of a constant C' > 1 such that
max max o(s,t) — o(so, to) < O/,
ls—s0|<s |[t—to|<s
holds for any (sg,%0) € T and ¢ € (0,1) (recall Remark [2Z77)) together imply the first bound in (72)).
To establish the second bound in (T2]), fix some M € F. As mentioned above, M gives rise to
a pair of tilings MY on T and M® on T, whose boundary height functions A : 9T — 7Z
satisfy max.cor |h(V(2) — g(2)| < <N, for each i € {1,2}. For fixed such ") and h®, any pair of
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tilings MM and M® on TM and T? with boundary height functions h(") and h(?, respectively,
gives rise to a unique tiling M € &(s,t;¢; Py), and so

(7.7) & (nm)]

&(h®)] < Je(s,tii Py

Therefore, the upper bound in ([Z2) follows from (Z.7)); Lemma [7.3, ([T3); the fact that there are at
most (26N +1)*N possibilities for each A" satisfying max.cor [h(V (2)—g(2)| < <N; Proposition 7.2
the fact that ¢ > N~/ > N~1/70. and the existence of a constant C' > 1 such that

o(s0,t0) — min  min o(s,t) < Cst/?,
[s—so0|<¢ [t—to]|<¢
for any (so,to) € T and ¢ € (0,1). This establishes (Z.2) and therefore the proposition. O

7.2. Triangulations With Approximately Linear Boundary Data. In order to establish
Theorem B.1] we will estimate the number of tilings of R whose height function approximates a
given one F' : V(R) — Z. To that end, we first select a triangulation of R so that F is nearly linear
on the boundaries of most triangles, and then apply Proposition [Tl to approximately count the
number of tilings of each triangle. The existence of such a triangulation in [I6] was a consequence
of Rademacher’s theorem. In this section we establish an effective variant of Rademacher’s theorem
that gives rise to explicit error estimates.

To state this result, we first require the following definition that quantifies the approximate
linearity of a function.

Definition 7.5. Fix a < b € R and ¢ € Ry. A function f : [a,b] — R is ¢-linear on [a,b] if

(b—x)f(a) + (= a)f(b)

“up |f(@) = flap ()] << )l ’

z€la,b] b—a

is the linear function on R with fi,4(a) = f(a) and fi,4)(b) = f(b). Moreover, if T C R? is a
triangle, then a function f : 0T — R is ¢-linear on OT if is ¢-linear on each of the three sides of 9T

where  fi, 5 (7) =

The following proposition now provides the effective variant of Rademacher’s theorem that will
be required for our purposes.

Proposition 7.6. There exists a constant C > 1 such that the following holds. Fix integers
n,v € Zxy with C < v < 2v < n, and set N = 2". Define the triangle Ty = {(z,y) € R%,:0 <
r<y< N} C R?, and let F : Ty — R denote an 1-Lipschitz function.

Then, there exists an integer m € [v,2v] with the following property. Set M = 2™ and let
{Fi}Yier denote the set of faces of 2"~™T = M~INT that are entirely contained in Ty, for some
index set T. Then there exists a subset J C T, with |J| > |Z| — M>*(log M)~/ such that F is
(log M)~/ linear on 0F;, for each j € J.

To establish Proposition [[.6] we first introduce the following weaker version of ¢-linearity that
will be a bit more convenient to analyze.

Definition 7.7. Fix a,b € R with a < b. A function f : [a,b] — R is ¢-semilinear on [a,b] if

f<aT+b) B (f(a);f(b)>

We next require a certain family of dyadic intervals.

1
b—a

<g




62 AMOL AGGARWAL

Definition 7.8. Fix a,b € R with @ < b. For any integers ¢,k € Zx>( such that ¢ < 2k set
Pik = Dikab = @+ i27%(b — a). Further define the dyadic interval Q; x = Qi kb = [Pik,Dit1.k)s
for each i € [0,2% — 1].

Now we have the following lemma indicating that, if a 1-Lipschitz function is ¢-semilinear on
sufficiently many dyadic scales, then it is nearly 2¢-linear.

Lemma 7.9. Let m € Z>( denote an integer; ¢ € Rso denote a real number; and f : [a,b] — R
denote a 1-Lipschitz function. If f is ¢-semilinear on Q; for all integers k € [0,m] and i €
[0,2% — 1], then f is (2¢ + 27 ™)-linear on [a,b].

Proof. Observe that the function fi, () from Definition is 1-Lipschitz since f is 1-Lipschitz.
Let xg € [a, b] be such that | f(z0) — fla,4)(20)| is maximized; there exists some integer € [0, 2™ — 1]
such that o € Qp,m. Setting p = W = pon+1,m+1 (which is the midpoint of the interval
Qh,m), we deduce from the 1-Lipschitz properties of f and fi, s that

(7.8) |f(@0) = flap) ()| < |f(P) = frap()] + 27 (a —b).
Since f is ¢-semilinear on each Q; x, we obtain for each k € [0,m] and i € [0,2F — 1] that
1
| f(p2ir1.k41) = frap)(P2ir1.641)] < B (’f(pi,k) — flan@ii)| + | FPiv1k) = flam (pi+1,k)\)

f(pix) + f(pi+1,k))
2

+

f(p2i+1,k+1) - (

< k) — ; 27 %(a—b
_Ogljillga?f_l\f(pg,k) Jam®iw)] +27 (a = d)s,

from which we deduce upon maximizing over i that

. _ . ) ) —k(, _
oo X, |FPik1) = frap)(Pigs1)] < pnax | |f (i) = flam(@sk)] +27"(a = b)s.

Summing over all k € [0,m] and using the fact that p = pan+1,m+1, we obtain that
[f(P) = fras(P)] < (@ = b)Y 27" < 2(a— b,
k=0
which upon insertion into (78] yields the lemma. O

Now, to establish Proposition [.6] we will restrict the function F to lines parallel to the sides
of Ty and exhibit many small scales on which these 1-Lipschitz, one-dimensional restrictions are
approximately linear. In view of Lemma [7.9] we would therefore like to show that one-dimensional
Lipschitz functions are often semilinear on small scales. The following definition introduces sets on
which a function f is not linear or semilinear.

Definition 7.10. Fix a,b € R with a < b, and let f : [a,b] — R denote a function. For any k € Z>,
and ¢ € R, let A(s; k) = Af(s; k) denote the set of indices i € [0, 2% —1] for which f is not ¢-linear
on Q; k. Similarly, let S(s; k) = S¢(s; k) denote the set of indices i € [0,2% — 1] for which that f is
not ¢-semilinear on @; .

Furthermore, for any ¢, € Ry and integers n > m > 0, let X (¢;%;m,n) = Xs(s,¥;m, n) denote
the set of indices k € [m, n—1] for which ‘A(g; k:)‘ > 92k, Similarly, let Y(s; 9;m, n) = Vs (s;9;m,n)
denote the set of k € [m,n — 1] for which |S(; k)| > 92",
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In particular, Xy (or Vy) denotes the set of scales in k € [m,n) for which f is not ¢-linear (or
¢-semilinear, respectively) on a d-proportion of the dyadic intervals Q; . In order to establish
Proposition [7.6] we will show that || is small for 1-Lipschitz f. The following lemma bounds
|Vrl; an estimate on |Xy| is then deduced as a corollary below.

Lemma 7.11. If is f is 1-Lipschitz, then ‘y(g,ﬁ;m,n)‘ < (¢20)~1 for any integers n > m > 0.

Proof. By scaling, we may let [a,b] = [0, 1]. For each k € Z>; and i € [0,2% — 1], denote

er (3 1) wam (1)) 1 C5Y)

Then, c2;11,k+1 = Cix + dik and co4, 141 = Cik — dj k, S0 that

2 2 2 2
(7.9) 2651, + 2di 1, = €34 1 T Coig kg1

Repeated application of (7.9) yields

n—1 2k 1 2" —1

—k 2 2 2
E 2" E dif +2"ch 0= E Cin <27,
k=0 i=0 i=0

where in the last inequality we used the fact that ¢;,, <1 (since f is 1-Lipschitz). It follows that

2k_q

n—1
(7.10) SN <1
k=0 =0

Now, for each k € Z>; and ¢ € Ry, let s, = 2"“|Sf(<;k)‘. Then, since d; , > ¢ whenever
i € S¢(s,k), (CIN) implies that S27-0 s, < S7) s, < <2 Hence, there are at most (c29)~!
indices k € [m,n — 1] for which s; > ¢, and so we deduce that |V(c,9;m,n)| < (¢29)7". |

Corollary 7.12. If f is 1-Lipschitz, then ’X(g; I;m, n)‘ < 1944(s59) 7L for any integers n > m > 0.

Proof. We will proceed by first comparing ‘X(g;ﬁ;m,n” to ‘y(c;ﬁ;m,n)‘ (with slightly altered
parameters), and then applying Lemma [T.T1l Since the 1-Lipschitz property of f implies that
it is 1-linear on [a,b], we may assume ¢ < 1. Then, let » € Z~; denote the integer for which
2T < s <2l

Now, suppose that i € A(s; k), for some k € Z>;. Then, Lemma yields the existence of
indices j = j(i) € [k, k+7] and h = h(i) € [i277F, (i +1)297% — 1] such that h € Sf(§,j); since the
pair (h,j) determines 4, it follows that |A(<; k)‘ < Zf:; |S(§,])‘ Thus, if k € X(s;9; m,n), then

5

This implies the existence of an index j € [k, k + 7] for which

5

where in the third inequality we used the fact that r +1 <27 < 651,

k+r

>

Jj=k

> 92*.

2k 9297 2927
> >

7.11
( ) “r+1~7r4+1 = 36’
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Thus, with any k € X(¢;9; m,n) we can associate an index j = j(k) € y(g, qsg,m n—+ r) such
that £ < j < k+ r. Since there are at most r» + 1 such j for any fixed k, we deduce that
¢ ¢ AN 5 a1
1 < 1944(s°¢
y(3 36 m"“) s (r+ )<324> < 1944()
where in the second inequality we used Lemma [TT1] to estimate ||, and in the third we again used
the fact that r +1 < 2" < 6¢~1. This implies the lemma. O

’X(g;ﬁ;m,n)’ <(r+1)

Now we can establish Proposition

Proof of Proposition 7.8 Extend F to an 1-Lipschitz function on R2. Then, for any line £ C R?
parallel to one of the three lines {y = 0}, {x = 0}, or {y = = + 1}, we define a function f, (which
will essentially be the restriction of F' to ) as follows. First, if £ = {y = n} for some n € R, then
define fp : [0, N] — R by setting fo(2) = F(z,7) for each z € [ N]. Second, if £ = {x = £} for some
¢ € R, then define f; : [0, N] = R by setting fo(z) = ( ,2). Third, if £ = {y = x + ¢} for some
¢ € R, then define f, : [0, Nv/2] — R by setting fo(z F(% ¢+ \/—) In either of these three
cases, define the sets Xy = Xy, (v 071/% v, 20) and Ao(k) = Ay, (v k), for any k € [v,2v),
where we recall X and A from Definition
Next, for each integer j € [0,22], define the lines

651) — {y — j2n—2v}; 652) — {ZE — j2n—2v}; £§3) — {y =z +j2n—2v}'

Then, for any fixed integer k € [v, 2v), all edges of Ty N 2"~*T are among the Q; y-subintervals of
the lines in the union
2k

U (6, U2, U ).
h=0

Now set X( )= e(l) for each i € {1,2,3} and j € [0,22"]. Let us show that there exist an integer
€ [v,2v) and ¢ ‘small” integers wq, wa, w3 € [0,22°7™] such that
(7.12) mé¢ X5 ux ua)

22v— mh+w1 22v— mh+w2 22v— 7nh+w3
holds for “most” h € [0,2™).
To that end, for any integers i € {1,2,3}; k € [v,2v); and j € [0,22"~F), define the sets

(7.13)
Wi(j; k) = {h €0,2F) ke XQ(Q kh+J} Ji(k) = {j € 0,227%) : (Wi (js k)| > 071/921@};
Z; = {k € [v,2v) : ‘31(@’ > v_1/922v—k}-

We claim that 27 U 25 U Z3 # [v,2v); the integer m in (I2)) will then be an element of
[v,20) \ (21 U 25 U Z3). To that end, first observe that since g, is 1-Lipschitz for any line ¢, setting

¢ =v"Y9 =¥ in Corollary [[.I2 and summing yields
221;
(7.14) S a7] < 58320322 + 1),
i€{1,2,3} j=0

Then (ZI3) implies that | Z;| + | 22| + | 23| < 116640%/? < v — 1, for sufficiently large v. Indeed,
there would otherwise exist at least 11664v2/322" > 58320%/3(22Y41) integer quadruples (i, h, j, k) €
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{1,2,3} x [0,2%) x [0,22"~F) x [v,2v) such k € X;Q,khﬂ, which would contradict (ZI4). So, for
sufficiently large v there exists an integer m € [v,2v) \ (21 U 23 U Z3), which therefore satisfies
131(m)] + [J2(m)] + [Js(m)| < 3v=1/9222=™_ So, if we define the interval 7 and sets K; by
= [O, 4v_1/922”_m] NZ; Ki=T\ (&(m) ﬂI), for each i € {1,2,3},
then there exist w; € K1, we € Ko, and w3z € K3. For this choice of (wq,ws,ws) and m, each
w; ¢ J;(m), and so (TI2) holds for all but at most 3v~/92™ indices h € [0,2™).

Next, set W; = W;(w;;m) for each i € {1,2,3} and denote W = Wy U W, U Ws. Then, (T.12)
implies that "AZ)%WLH (m)’ < v™1/92™ holds, for any i € {1,2,3} and h € [0,2™) \ W. This
and the fact that [W| < 3v71/92™ together imply that, for all but 120~1/922™ = 120~ 1/9M? pairs
(h1,h2) €0,2™) x [0,2™), F is v~/%-linear on all three intervals

|:(2n—mh1 + 2n—2vw1, 2n—mh2), (2n—mh1 + 271—21)11}17 2n—m(h2 + 1)):| ;
(7.15) [(2"*"%1, 2" (hg 4+ 1) + 2" wy), (2" (hy +1),2" ™ (he + 1) + 2”*2%02)};
[(2"7”%1, 2" hy 4 2" wg), (2" (hy +1),2" " (hy + 1) + 27%2%03)}-

We refer to Figure [IT] for a depiction of these intervals.

Now, observe that if ¢, p € Ry are real numbers; I = [a,b] C R is some finite interval; G : I — R
is a ¢-linear function; and H : I — R is a function satisfying sup,¢; |G(2) — H(2)| < p(b— a), then
H is (¢+2p)-linear on I. Combining this with the facts that F' is 1-Lipschitz; that F is v~ /9 linear
on the three intervals (7.I5) for all but 120~/9M? pairs (hy, hs); and that max {|wi |, |wa|, |ws|} <
4y~ 1/922v=m e deduce that F is 9v~1/9-linear on all three intervals

(2™ hy, 2" ™ hy), (27 Ry, 2 (hy + 1))} ,

(7.16) (2" hy, 27 (hy + 1)), (2" (b + 1), 2™ (hs + 1))};
(2™ hy, 2" ™ hy), (2™ (hy + 1), 27" (hy + 1))} ,

for all but 120~ Y9 M? pairs (hy, k) € [0,2™) x [0,2™). Applying similar reasoning to the intervals
(2™ hy, 2" ™ hy), (2™ (hy + 1), 2“*”%)};

(7.17) :(2"—7"(111 +1),2 M hy), (2 (hy + 1), 27 ™ (hy + 1))};

(27 ™y, 27 hy), (20 (b + 1), 27 (hy + ”)} ’

and observing that the family of triples of intervals of types (Z.16) and (Z.I7) include all boundaries
of the faces of Ty N2"~™T, and recalling that 2™ = M and v < m < 2v, we deduce for sufficiently
large v that there are at most 240~ 9 M? < (log M)~*/19M? faces F of Ty N 2" ™T such that F
is not (log M)~/1% linear on 97F. O

7.3. Proof of Theorem [5.1l In this section we establish Theorem [5.1] by estimating the number
of tilings of R whose height functions approximate a given one F (where we recall the notation
from Assumption 35]). To that end, we begin with a lower bound on this quantity when F' = H is
the maximizer of £ with boundary data b.
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(277 0y, 277 (g + 1) + 272w ) @ (27 (g + 1), 277 (hy + 1) + 27~ 20w,)

(2 rrrrr (111 + 1)7 on "L(}I'Z + 1) 4 on 2’“103)
(27 hy + 27200, 277 (hy 4 1))
(27, 27 (hy + 1))? i Bl - o (2™ (hy +1),2" "™ (hy + 1))

7
2
| /
- - —2v, 4
(2= hy, 27 hy 4 27 20y) ,
7

I
(27" hy, 27 Ry) b ’ (27 hy 4 2720, 20 )

FIGURE 11. The solid and dashed intervals above are those listed in (Z.I5) and
(TI8), respectively. The dashed ones form a face of 2"~ ™T.

In what follows, for any domain R C T; boundary height function h : 0R — Z; height function
F : R — R; and real number U € Rsq, we let &(F;h;U) denote the set of height functions
H : V(R) — Z satisfying H|sr = h and max,ey(r) |H(v) — F(v)| <U.

Proposition 7.13. Adopt the notation of Theorem [5.1), and define HN) : R — R by setting
HWN) (v) = NH(N~v) for each v € V(R). Then, there exists a constant C' = C(g) > 1 such that

N2 log ‘@(H(N);h; (IOgN)_1/21N) > 5(7{) . C(IOgN)_1/63.

Proof. For any real number A > 0, recall the triangle T4 = {(:v, y) eRZ,:0<z<y< A} from
Proposition[r.6l Since R = ByNT, we have that R C Tyn — (N, N). Define F' : V(R) — Z by setting
F(u) = LH(N) (u)] for each u € V(R); then F is a height function on R, since H € Adm(%R;h). Let
G : R? — R denote a 1-Lipschitz extension of F to R2.

Apply Proposition [[.6l where the f there is equal to the G here, and the n and v there are such
that the N here satisfies 4N < 2" < 8N and N'/* < 2¥ < 2N'/%, This yields an integer m € [v, 2v]
such that the following holds for sufficiently large N. Letting M = 2™ € [N'/4 4N'/?] and {.’fi}z
(for some index set Z) denote the faces of 2"~™T that are contained entirely inside R, there exists a
subset J C T such that | 7| > Z —2M?(log N)~'/1% and such that G is 2(log N)~!/*-linear on 9F;
for each j € J (recall 4log M > log N). For any j € 7, define g; : 0F; — 7Z by setting g; = Glag,;
here, we view 0F; C T (instead of as a subset of R?). Further set p = (log N)~1/2L.

We claim that any height function H € &(h) such that H|ss5, = g; for each j € J satisfies
max,cv(g) |H(v) — HWN) (v)| < pN for sufficiently large N. Indeed, for any u € V(R), we have that
|H(v) — HWN) (v)| < |H(u) — G(u)| + 2|v — ul, since H and G are 1-Lipschitz. Thus, if v is in the
interior of some F; with j € 7, then |H (v) = H™) (v)| < |H(u) — G(u)| +2[v — u| < 32N3/* < pN,
for any u € 9F; (since then H(u) = G(u) and the diameter of F; is at most 16N3/4).

If instead v is not in the interior of some JF; with j € J, then let B = B,n/2(v). Then, for
sufficiently large N, B either contains a vertex in OR U Uj€ 7 0F;, or it contains at least p>M?
faces of 2"~™T that are either not among {F;};cs or not entirely contained in R; indeed, this

2

can be quickly deduced from the facts that the area of each such face is QNW and that of B is

#. The facts that | 7| > Z —2M?(log N)~'/10; that there are at most 12M faces in 2"~ "™T that



UNIVERSALITY FOR LOZENGE TILING LOCAL STATISTICS 67

are not entirely contained in R (since R = By N'T); that M > N/4; and that p = (log N)~ /%!
together imply that the latter cannot occur. So, there exists some v € R U |J jeT 0F; such that
2|v — u| < pN, and we again obtain |H(v) — H™ (v)| < |H(u) — G(u)| + pN = pN.

Hence, recalling the set &(h) from Definition 2.2, we have that

(7.18) 161N s pN) | = [ |6(95)]-
JjET
For each j € J, let (sj,t;) € T denote the slope of the plane passing through (’U, F(v)) € R3,
for each of the three corners v of F;. Stated alternatively, (s;,t;) is the unique pair such that
F(v) — F(u) = (sj,t;) - (v —u), for any two of the three corners v,u of the triangle ¥;. Then
applying (ZI) with the N and < there equal to 4% and p = (log N)~!/2! here, respectively, we
deduce from (TI8) that

N21og [6(HN); h; (log N)"/2IN) | > 2M2)71 Y (s, t5) = CLM ~*(log N) /%) 7],

VISVA

> (2M2)_1 Z U(Sj,tj) — 801 (log N)_1/63,

ISVA
for some constant C; > 1. To deduce the second inequality in (Z.I9), we used the bound |J| <
| < 2M2N—2|R| < 8M2.

Next, the facts that o is concave and uniformly Holder continuous with exponent % (recall

Remark Z7)); that the area of N~ is (2M?)~!; and that HY) is 2(log N)~/1%-linear on each J;
together yields a constant C'y > 1 such that, for any j € J, we have

(7.19)

(7.20) 2M2/ o(VH(z))dz < m%xa(s, t) < o(sj,t;) + Co(log N)~1/20,
N*lij $

where in the second term in (Z20) the maximum is taken over all pairs (s,t) € T such that
s;—2(log N)~V10 < s < 55+ 2(log N)~*/10 and t; — 2(log N)~1/10 <t < t; + 2(log N)~1/10.
The lemma now follows from inserting (Z.20) into (ZI9) and using the facts that o is uniformly

bounded on T that |Z| — |7| < 2M?(log N)~'/10; and that |Bx \ U;ez Fi| < 61\]\/;2 < 6N7/* (which

holds since R = By N'T and M > N1/4). O

Next, we provide an upper bound on the size of &, although the precise form of this set will be
slightly different from that in Proposition More specifically, for some finite domain R C T;
boundary height function h : R — Z; integer K € Z>1; and function Fg : KT — Z, let & (Fg; h)
denote the set of height functions H : V(R) — Z such that H|pr = h and H|gr = Fk. This is the
set of height functions in &(h) whose values on the rescaled lattice KT are determined by F.

The following lemma upper bounds ‘QS k(Fr; h)| essentially by &(H ), for some function Hy.

Proposition 7.14. Adopt the notation of Theorem [ let F : T — Z denote a height function on
R such that Flog = h; let K = 2% denote the integral power of 2 such that N8 < K < 2N'/8;
and set Fix = F|gr. Then there exists a constant C > 1 and a function Hx € Adm(R;h) such
that |Hix(N~1v) — N~1F(v)| < N7Y/8 for each v € V(R), and

N~2log |k (Fi;h)| < E(Hi) + Clog N) =1/,

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition[.14, let G : R? — R denote an arbitrary 1-Lipschitz extension
of F to R? and let n € Z>1 be such that 4N < 2" < 8N. Applying Proposition [Z.6] then yields the
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existence of m € Z>; such that M = 2™ € [N'/4 4N'/2] and the following holds for sufficiently
large N. Letting {.’fi}z denote the faces of 2"~™T contained inside R, there exists a subset J C 7
such that | 7| > Z — 2M?(log N)~'/1% and G is 2(log N)~!/!%-linear on §F; for each j € J.

Set Hx(N~1v) = N7L1F(v), for each v € (2""™T N R) U OR; extend Hx to the interior of each
N~1F; by linearity for each i € Z; and extend Hy arbitrarily (so that it remains admissible on
R) to R\ U,z N 'Fi. Observe here that Hx (N~'v) is not necessarily equal to N~'F(v) for
ve KTNR, since K < % =2nm,

We claim that the proposition holds for this choice of Hx. To show that it satisfies the first
property listed there, observe since F' and Hx are 1-Lipschitz that |Hx(N~'v) — N7'Fx(v)] <
|Hgx(N~tu) — N7 F(u)| + 2N v — uf for any v,u € V(R). Since any vertex v € V(R) is of
distance at most 16 M ~'N from either OR or one of the three vertices of some F;, it follows that
|HK(N~'0) = N~'Fi(v)| < 32M~' < N~'/8. This verifies the first condition on H-.

To establish the second, let (sj,t;) € T denote the slope of the plane passing through (v, F(v)) €
R? at the three corners v of F;, for each j € J (as in the proof of Proposition [[.I3]). Then observe
for sufficiently large N that any H € & (Fg; h) must be (log N)~'/!’-nearly linear of slope (s;, ;)
on 9F; for each j € J, since G is (log N)~'/1%-nearly linear of slope (s;,%;) on each 9F;; since
H|gr = Fx = G|kr; since K(%)fl < 8N~1/8; and since H and G are 1-Lipschitz. Then, there
exists some constant C' > 1 such that

N~*log |6 (Fi;h)| < (2M?) 72 " o(s;,t;) + 2N 2
€T

R\ | J 55|+ Cllog N)~'/%

VISVA

R\Urfi

i€l

(7.21) < / o(VHK(2))dz + 2N 2 +2C(log N)~1/33
R

g/ o(VHr(2))dz + 3C(log N) /33,
R

Here, to deduce the first bound, we used the second estimate in (2)); the fact that any H €
Sk (Fi;h) is (log N)~'/ i nearly linear of slope (s;,t;) on 0F;, for each j € J; and the fact
that any face of R can be in one of three possible tiles. To deduce the second, we used the
facts that H g is linear of slope (s;,t;) on F; for each j € J; that o is nonnegative; and that that
| 7| > |Z| —2M?(log N)~'/'. To deduce the third, we used the fact that R = By NT (which implies
that there are at most 12M faces of 2"~™T that do not lie entirely inside R). The proposition now
follows from (Z.21). O

Next, we require the following lemma, which provides an effective bound on the distance from a
function F to the maximizer H of &£, given that E(F) ~ E(H).

Lemma 7.15. For any ¢ € (O, %), there exists a constant C = C(e) > 1 such that the following

holds. Let & C R? denote a simply-connected closed subset, and let h : 9R — R denote a function
admitting an admissible extension to R. Also let H € Adm(R;h) denote the mazimizer of £ on R
with boundary data by, and F € Adm(fR; h) denote another admissible extension of b to R.

Let § € (0,1); suppose that E(F) > E(H) — 0; and let zo € R be a point such that B:(z0) C R
and VH(w) € Tz, for each w € B:(z). Then,

sup
weBe (ZO)

(H(w) — H(z0)) — (F(w) - }'(zo))‘ < C§Y/s,
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Proof. Fix wg € B.(20), and set w = lwo—z0l " For notational convenience, let us assume that

zo = (0,0) and that wg = (2w,0). Recall from Remark [Z7] that o is uniformly concave on T¢,
meaning that there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(¢) > 0 such that

o 81—|—SQ tl —|—t2 > U(Sl,tl)—FU(SQ,tQ)
2 72 - 2
for any (s1,t1) € Tz and (s2,t2) € T. Therefore, letting G = ]:JQFH, it follows from integration that

C/B‘w(o,w) [VH(z) - V]:(z)ﬁdz S /9% (U(Vg(z)) - %(O'(VH(Z)) + U(Vf(z))))dz

_sig) - EHER)

where we have used the fact that £(G) < E(H) < E(F) + 6. Hence,

(7.22) /Bw(o,w) |VH(z) = VF(2)|dz < w (g_i) 1/2 .

Next, we will exhibit a path from wgy to zg of length at most 7w, along which |VH — V.F| is
typically bounded above by a multiple of w=16'/2. To that end, for each p € [—1,1], let us define
the function v, : [0,7] — B, by setting v,(f) = (wcosf + w, pwsin@), for each § € [0, 7], so in
particular ,(0) = wo and v,(7) = z9. Then, it follows from changing variables that

/Bw(o,w) |V f(2)]|dz = w? /11 /02” V£ (7,(0)) ’(sin 6)2d9dp,

for any function f : B, — R. In particular, taking f = VH — V.F and applying ((22) yields
1 T - 1/2
w/ / - V}'(%(H))‘(sm 0)%dodp < ( ) .
-1Jo 2c

Therefore, there exists some p € [—1,1] such that VH(z) and VF(z) are defined for almost all
z € v, and

(7.23) w /0 i

Thus, since H, F € Adm( )
[(H(w0) = H(z0)) = (Flawo) = F(z0))|
< \(Hm(w—al/%) —Hm(al/ﬁ))) - (Flopta = 89) = F (670 + 4617
m—51/6
< [0 | (0000 = 97 y0)) o) + 454

m—8t/6
< 45—1/%/ ‘VH (v,(0)) — VI(%(e))}(sm 0)%d0 + 46"/° < (6¢7/% +4)6'/6,
51/6

+c((s1 — s2)% + (t1 — t2)?),

N |

c

VH(,(0)) - V}'(yp(@))’(sin@ o < <72r5>

are 1-Lipschitz on B, (0,w) and =, is 1-Lipschitz on [0, 7], we obtain

where in the third bound we used the facts that |~yf’)(9)| < w and that sinf > # whenever

0 € [6Y/6 7 — 6"/, and in the fourth bound we used (Z.23). O
Now we can establish Theorem [5.11
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Proof of Theorem[51l Let U = U(h) = V(h; R) denote the set of height functions H : V(R) — Z
such that H|sr = h and

egla)(( : N7t (H(u) — H(vo)) — ('H(N*lu) — H(Nflvo)) ‘ > (log N)71/400.
u N (Vo

It suffices to estimate P[H € 2], to which end we will bound |U| using Proposition [7.14] and
Lemma So, let K be as in Proposition [[.14] and observe that ‘KT N R‘ < 4K72N?. Thus,
the number of restrictions Hx to KT of some height function H : V(R) — Z such that Flor = h
is at most (2N)*E N < O} exp(N5/8), for some constant C; = Cy(g) > 1 (since H must be
1-Lipschitz).

It follows from Proposition [[.14] that there exists a constant Co = Cy(¢) > 1 such that

(7.24) U] < exp <N2<sup E(Hi) + Ca(log N)~1/33 4 OQN—1/8>>,
Hi

where the supremum is taken over all Hx € Adm(fR;h) such that

(725) zEB:r(lJ%)El’Uo)

(M (2) — Hre (N ")) — (H(2) — H(N " vg)) ‘ > (log N)~1/400 _ 3N—1/8,

For sufficiently large N, Lemma [7.I5 implies that supy,, E(Hk) < E(H) — (log N)~1/%%, where
the supremum is again taken over all Hx € Adm(%R;h) satisfying (Z.25). Inserting this into (Z.24)),
we obtain

(7.26) || < exp (N2 (EMH) - (10gN)71/65)).
Moreover, since Proposition [[.13] yields a constant Cs = C3(¢) > 1 such that
‘ﬁ(H(N);h; (logN)_l/mN)‘ > exp (Nz(é'(’H,) — C’g(logN)_l/63)),
it follows from (Z.20) that
(7.27)
P[H € 0] < |Q3|‘®(H(N); h; (log N)*l/ﬂzv)}_l < exp (N2 (Cs(log N) /62 — (log N)*1/65)).

The theorem now follows from the fact that the right side of (T.Z7)) is bounded by Cye~, for some
constant Cy = Cy(e) > 1. O

8. THE GLOBAL LAw WITHOUT FACETS

In this section we establish Theorem [5.2] following Sections 6 and 7 of [49]. As in that work, this
will proceed by locally comparing a uniformly random height function on R to one on a hexagon.
So, we begin in Section Bl by introducing notation and recalling results from [49, 56] on hexagonal
tilings. Next, in Section we establish Theorem [5:2] assuming a certain inductive statement given
by Proposition below. We then establish Proposition in Section B3]
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(¢,b+¢) h=c (a+c,b+c)

b=z
(0,0) h=c
£
=0
b (a+c,c)
Y
h=y

00  p—p (@0

FIGURE 12. Depicted above is a hexagon Xg . ; its inscribed ellipse £ = £44.¢
(shaded); and the associated boundary height function b = b, p.c.

8.1. Results on Hexagonal Domains. In this section we recall certain estimates on tilings of
A x B x C hexagons (recall Example [[LT) due to [49, 56]. To that end, recall that we seek an
estimate on the rate of convergence of the height function associated with a uniformly random
lozenge tiling of a domain to its global law. In the special case when the domain is an A x B x C'
hexagon, essentially optimal error estimates were established in [56]. Before stating this result, we
require the following definition that provides the limiting height profile associated with a typical
tiling of such a hexagon.

Definition 8.1. Fix real numbers a,b,c > 0, and let X, C R? denote the hexagon with vertex
set {(0,0), (a,0),(0,b), (a +¢c,c), (c,b+c),(a+c,b+c)}. Further let £, . denote the interior of
the ellipse inscribed in the hexagon X ...

Additionally define hg 4 : 0Xqp,c — R? by setting

Bape(z,y) =0, if0€{z,y}; Bap.e(z,y) =, ifz=y+a;
Dape(z,y) =z, ifb+z=y; Bapc(z,y) =c, if either z =a+cory=>b+c,

whenever (z,y) € 0X4p,. In particular, b, . denotes the unique normalized boundary height
function (recall Section [[2)) associated with a tiling of the [aN | x |[bN| x |¢N | hexagon, such that
Bab,c(0,0) = 0; see the right side of Figure Bl and Figure [[2 for a depiction.

Let Hap.c @ Xa,p,c = R denote the maximizer of £ on X, 5, with boundary data b, p ..

Remark 8.2. Fix ¢ > 0. Then, it is known (see, for instance, Theorem 1.1 of [17]) that $4p(2) is
uniformly smooth on the domain {z € Labe:d(z,080p,c) > 19} C Xap,c, for any triple (a,b,c) €
R3, such that a + b+ ¢ =1 and min{a, b, c} > 9.

The following lemma now states an effective global law for hexagons tilings, with error N°~1 for
any 0 > 0. It originally appeared as Lemma 5.6 of [56], although it was stated in its below form as
equation (13) of [49].

Lemma 8.3 (|56, Lemma 5.6]). For any fized real numbers ¢,6 € (0,1) and D > 0, there exists
a constant C = C(9,6,D) > 1 such that the following holds. Fiz an integer N € Z>1 and real
numbers a,b,c € (¥,1); set A = |[aN|, B = |bN|, and C = |c¢N]. Abbreviate the A x B x C
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hexagonal domain X = X4 p,c, and let h : 0X — Z denote the associated boundary height function
with h(0,0) = 0. Let v € X be a vertex such that N~*v € £, and d(N~1v,08,.c) > 9.
If H : X — Z denotes a uniformly random element of &(h), then

P[‘N’lH(v) — Bape(N 1) > N‘H} <CN-D.

Next we require a way of “locally comparing” a tiling of a domain, whose associated global profile
H : R — R exhibits no facets, to that of a hexagon. To that end, following [49], we will match the
gradient and Hessian of H at any given point in R to those of some hexagonal global profile $, 4 ¢
at some point in £q p.c.

More explicitly, we may express the gradient and Hessian of H at some fixed z € R by a
local quadruple of parameters (s,t,&,m) € T x R%. Here, (s,t) = VH(z) € T; £ = 92H(2); and
n = 0y H(z). Observe that the final component 9,8,H(z) = 0,0,H(z) of the Hessian is determined
by (s,t,&,n) from the Euler-Lagrange equation (Z3)) satisfied by H (recall Remark [Z8]).

The following lemma, which appears as Theorem 4.4 of [49], essentially states that the local
quadruple (s,t,&,7n) associated with a point of any global profile H can be equated with that at
some point in the inscribed ellipse £4,51-q—p C X of an a x b x (1 —a —b) hexagon X = X4 5.1—a—b-
To state it, we first define the domain

ED = {(a’7 ba Ia y) € R4 : (a‘7 b) € Ta (‘Ivy) € £a1b71*a*b}'

Here, we interpret the first two components (a,b) of a quadruple (a,b,z,y) € ) as parameters
defining the a x b x (1 —a — b) hexagon X, 4.1—q—p. The pair (z,y) is then viewed as a point in the
interior of the inscribed ellipse £ p,c.

The following result appears at Theorem 4.4 of [49] and essentially states that local quadruple
appearing in a maximizer of £ “arises” from an element of ).

Lemma 8.4 ([49, Theorem 4.4]). Define the map ¥ : Q) — T x R? as follows. For any (a,b,z,y) €
ED’ SEt T(6117 b, I’ y) = (S, t7 5’ "7)7 whel]ﬁe

VH(x,y) = (s,t);  BHzy) =& 0p9(x,y) =,
and we have abbreviated $ = Hqp,1-a—b. Then, U is a diffeomorphism.

8.2. Proof of Theorem In this section we establish Theorem assuming Proposition
below. Since the proofs of the two estimates in (5 are very similar, we only detail that of the
second. Following Sections 6 and 7 of [49], this will proceed by introducing a sequence of functions
®g > Py > ... > &, such that P; ~ G and N~'H < ®; holds deterministically. Then, we will use
the results from Section B.1lto show that N~'H < ®; implies N g < ® ;1 with high probability,
for each 1 < j < J — 1. By induction, this will yield the upper bound N~'H < ®; ~ Gs.

To implement this procedure, let us abbreviate go = g and G2 = G; we recall throughout that
VG(z) € T: for each z € B, that is G does not have any frozen regions in B. Define ®j : B — R by
setting ®o(z) = G(z) + 3, for each z € R. Since H and G are both 1-Lipschitz, the first assumption
on G listed in Theorem 5.2 yields N~1H (v) < ®¢(N~1v) deterministically, for each v € V(R) and
sufficiently large N.

Following equation (46) of [49], we also define w € R, J € Z>q, and ®; : B — R for each j € [0, J]
by setting

(8.1) w=N"% J=[3w -1  ®(2) =G(z) - jw+3,
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for each z € B. Defining for any j € [0, J] and v € V(R) the event
(8.2) Q;(v) = {N"'H(v) > ®;(N'v)},

we have the following proposition, which is similar to equation (46) of [49] and states that N=1H <
®; implies N~'H < ®;; with high probability.

Proposition 8.5. There exists a constant C = C(e,a, v, D) > 1 such that the following holds. For
any integer j € [1, J] and vertex v € V(R), we have that

P[Qj(v)ﬁ m Qj_l(u)c] < CN—P,
u€V(R)

Assuming Proposition 835l we can quickly establish Theorem

Proof of Theorem[5.2. Since ®;(2) < G(2) + 2w + 3 and N~1H(v) < ®¢(N~'v) holds determin-
istically, a union bound and Proposition together yield a constant C = C(e, o, v, D) > 1 such
that

max P[N"'H(v) > Go(N~'v) + 2w]

veV(R)
U (@0 ) 9a0r)

veV(R) uwEV(R)

< max P[Q;(v)] < Z]P’[ < CJ|RIN~P=% <120NP,

veV(R)

J=1

since J < 3N and |R| < 4N?. Since 2w = 2N~/5, this establishes the second estimate in (5.1);
the proof of the former is entirely analogous and is therefore omitted. g

We will establish Proposition also through an inductive procedure. To that end, following
equation (50) of [49], define p,{ € R and % : B — R by setting

(8.3) p=N"VA (= (log )% p(a,y) =T — e — e,
for each (z,y) € B, where T € R is chosen such that inf,cp1(z) = 2.
Now let K € Z>; denote the largest integer for which ( —) sup,ep¥(z) < % Following

equation (52) of [49], define for any j € [0, J] and k € [0, K] the function ¢;.;, : B — R by setting
(8.4) vk(2) =G(z) — (j + 1w+ (1 - —> wip(z) +3p+3, foreach z € B.

Similar to in (82), for any vertex v € V(R) and integer pair (j,k) € [0, J] x [0, K], we define the
event

(8.5) Qjik( {N YH(v) > Sﬁj;k(NA”)}'

The following proposition, which is analogous to Proposition 6.7 of [49], indicates that N~'H >
¢j:k—1 implies N™'H > ;.1 with high probability. Its proof will be given in Section below.

Proposition 8.6. There exists a constant C = C(e, a, v, D) > 1 such that the following holds. For
any pair (3,k) € [0,J] x [1, K] and vertex v € V(R), we have that

P[ij(v)ﬁ N Qj;kl(u)c]§CND.

u€V(R)
Assuming Proposition 8.6l we now can establish Proposition
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Proof of Proposition[83 First observe that since (1 — %) sup,ep ¥(2z) < % <2 <inf,ept(z) and
p < § for sufficiently large N, we have for any j € [1, J] and z € B that

(8.6) @ik (2) < 05(2) < ®;-1(2) < pji0(2).
Therefore, Proposition[8.6] (8.6]), and a union bound together yield a constant C' = C(e, o, v, D) > 1

such that
P Q) ‘< P Q)
2P0 () 8] < m plaon 1) o]
ueV(R uweV(R
K
<>? U (ﬂj;uv) n N Qj;m(u)ﬂ
k=1 Lvev(Rr) weV(R)
< CK|R|IN P73 <4CN—P
where we have used the facts that K < N and |R| < 4N2. O

8.3. Proof of Proposition In this section we establish Proposition 8.6l following the proof
of Proposition 6.7 given in Section 7 of [49]. To that end, recall the notation of Section B2 fix
some pair (j, k) € [0,J] x [1, K] and vertex v € V(R), and define

CN—k+41

(8.7) © = Pjik—1; Q= U Qjip—1( N

u€V(R)

Throughout this section, we restrict to the event €2°.

Remark 8.7. By the third property listed in Theorem[5.2land the definition (83)) of ¢ (which implies
that e¢ grows slower than any polynomial in N), for any § > 0 there exists a constant C' = C(§) > 1
such that

1 K
v/2 ¢ 4.
(88) |G =G(0,0)]|ca < (logN)™/2¢; (< e < ON; ons Sl SRSl
Now, for N sufficiently large, observe that since H and G are 1-Lipschitz; since N~1h(u) <
G(N~lu) + % < G(N~tu) + p for any u € OR (by the first assumption on G listed in Theorem [5.2]
and the fact that G is 1-Lipschitz); and since (j + 1)w < 3 for each z € B and j € [1, J], the bound

(8.9) N'H(@w) < ¢jp(N 1), holds deterministically if d(v, OR) < pN.

Thus, we will assume in what follows that d(v,0R) > pN, so B,n(v) C B,n(v) C F(R).

In this case, let us briefly outline how we will establish Proposition[8.6 in the below, we recall the
notation of Example [[LT] and Definition Bl As mentioned previously, this will proceed by locally
comparing the tiling of R around v with a uniformly random tiling of a suitable [aN | x |[bN | x |¢N |
hexagon around some point Nzy. More specifically, we will exhibit a triple (a,b,c) € Rs¢ and a
point 20 € Lape C Xap,e such that ¢log, (v-10) < Nab.clon,(z) and 0ik(N710) > $4p.c(20)
(after suitably globally shifting 4 p.c, if necessary). Since the normalized height function N~'H
is bounded above by ¢, Lemma and Lemma B3] will then imply that N71H (v) < H4.0(20) <
¢j:(N~1v) with high probability, thereby establishing Proposition

The triple (a,b,c) € R3, and point 29 € £, will be determined (through Lemma R4) by
imposing V$a.p.c(20) = V(N ~1v) and fixing the second derivatives of £, at 2o in a specific
way. To make this more precise, we require some additional notation.
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For any pair (s,t) € T, function F' € C?(B), and point z € B, define the vectors p(s,t) € R* and
qr(2) € R* by setting
(8.10)
p(S, t) = (amm(sa t)v amy(sa t)v ayl‘(sv t)a ayy(sv t))v qF(Z) = (aiF(Z)a aﬂ?ayF(Z)5 ayaEF(Z)v ajF(Z))v
where we recall the functions a,j, from ([2:4). Then the partial differential equation ([23) is equivalent
to stipulating that p(VF(z)) - qp(z) = 0 holds for each z € B; in particular, this holds for F = G.

We next establish the below lemma, whose first part shows that ¢ does not exhibit facets and
whose second provides an estimate on p and q that will be useful for what follows.

Lemma 8.8. There exists a constant Cy = Co(e,a,v) > 1 such that the following two statements
hold for N > Cy.

(1) For any z € B, we have that V(z) € T, /3.

(2) For any z € B, we have that
P(Ve(2) -a6(2)
p(Ve(2)) - ay(2)
Proof. Fix z = (z,y) € B. From the definitions [84]) of v and (83)) of ¢, we find that
(8.12) |V(2) = VG(2)| = kw|Vip(z)| < 2kw( max{e$”, e¢¥}.

Next, from the second bound in (88); the fact that max {x, y} < 1; and the identity w = N—/5
we deduce the existence of a constant C; = C, (a, v) > 1 with 2kw¢ max{e$®, ¥} < Chw!/?. Using
the fact that VG(2) € T. and taking N sufficiently large so that C;w!/? < 5, we obtain Vo (z) € Tz /2
from (8I2); this implies the first statement of the lemma.

To deduce (BII) observe that, since p(VG(2)) - qg(z) = 0 and each a;; is uniformly Lipschitz
on 7Tz (recall ([Z4)), there exists a constant Cy = Ca(e, ) > 1 such that

p(Ve() - aa2)] = | (p(T6() - B(VG(2)) a2

Thus, since |qg(2)| < 2[|G = G(0, 0)llc2g), it follows from (BI2) and the first bound in (B.8) that

71//4.

(8.11) < rw(log N)

< G| Ve(z) = VG(2)||ac(2))-

(8.13) ‘p(ch(z)) . qG(z)‘ < 40ykw¢?(log N)™"/? max {ec", eV}

Moreover, the fact that Vo(z) € T:/2 and the explicit form ([2.4) for the aj;. together yield a
constant ¢; = ¢1(e,) > 0 for which min {a.. (V(2)), a,,(Ve(2))} > 1. Thus, since q,(z) =
( — (%e7,0,0, _<2eCy), we deduce that
(8.14) ‘p(Vgo(z)) . qw(z)’ > ¢1¢% max {e¢%, %Y},

Thus, (8TIT) follows from (8I3), (BI4), and the fact that N is sufficiently large. O

Now, similar to in equation (72) of [49], define the vector qg(z) € R* (here, we view © as an
index and do not necessarily require that it be a function in C?(B)) by setting

B P(Ve(2)) -ag(2)
(8.15) a0 (2) =qe(z) — P(Ve(®) au(e) qy(2), for each z € B,

where the fact that p(V(z)) -qy(2) # 0 for each 2 € B was established as (8.11]) (see also (8.14))).
Observe that qg satisfies the linear variant of (Z3) given by p(Ve(2)) - qe(z) = 0.
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The lemma below establishes the existence of a triple (a, b, c) € R?;O and a point zp € £, such
that Vio(N~1v) = V$,.p.(20) and the second derivatives of £, at zo are given by qg (N ~1v).

Lemma 8.9. There exists a constant C = C(e,a,v) > 1; a triple (a,b,c) € R2y; and a point
20 € £q.b,c such that the following holds. Assuming N > C and abbreviating $ = $Hq.p,c, we have

1 1 1
(8.16) a+b+c= 13 min{a, b, c} > — CC d(z0,0La,c) > o
and
(8.17) Vo(N™') =VH(2);  de(N™ ') = ag(20)-

Proof. This will follow from a suitable application of Lemma B4 and rescaling by ¢~!. However, it
will first be useful to estimate the second derivatives of ©. So, for sufficiently large N, observe that

P(Ve(2)) -ag(2)
p(Ve(2)) - a,(2)
< 2(log N)' ™" + 2kw sup max ‘8 djb(z)|

zeBi,j€{z
< 2(log N) 7% + 4rw(Zet < (1ogN)1 vi2 = ¢,

where to deduce the second inequality we used the first bound in (8) and 8IIl); to deduce the
third we used the explicit form (B3] for ¢; and to deduce the fourth we used the second bound in
(83) and the fact that w = N~*/5,

Now observe for any z € X4, and i,j € {z,y} that

V9ab.c(2) = VOca.chcc(C2); 0i0i9a,b,c(2) = €0i0i9¢a,ch,cc(C2).

Therefore, ([8IR); the fact that Vio(N~1v) € T-/2; and Lemma [8.4] (scaled by ¢™1) together imply
the existence of a constant C' = C(e, a, v) > 1, real numbers a, b, ¢ > 0, and a point zy € L4, such
that (8I6) and the identities

(819)  Vo(N'v) =VH(2);  ge(l;N"'v) = 979(20); go (4 N~1v) = 979(20),

all hold; here, we have abbreviated ) = 4,5 and set qg(z) = (q@(l; 2),q0(2; 2),q0(3; 2), qo (4; z))
It remains to establish the last identity in (8I7).

To that end, observe from the definition [8IH) of © and the fact that $ is a maximizer of &
that p(Ve(N 1)) - qg(N"'v) = 0 = p(VH(20)) - a4 (20). Therefore, it follows from (8IJ) that
qo(2;2) = qo(3;2) = 0,0,9(20) = 0y0:9(20) (where the first equality follows from the definition
®ID) of qg, and the fact that the second and third coordinates of q(z) are equal, as are those of
a1y (2)). Thus, Ge(N~"0) = q (). 0

Under the notation of Lemma [80] we have the following lemma that is similar to equation (88)
of [49] and indicates that the relative height of ¢(N~'v) with respect to ¢|g,(n-1,) is larger than
that of $(z0) with respect to g, (zy)-

sup max |8831/) )|

o <2||G — G 0, 0 2
sup|de ()] < 2] e + sup, max

(8.18)

Lemma 8.10. Adopting the notation of Lemmal89, there exists a constant Cy = Cy(e,a,v) > 1
such that the following holds. Let u € B,n(v) denote a vertex of R, and set wo = zo+ N "'(u—v) €
B,(z0). If N > Cy, then

p(N 1) = o(N"1u) > $H(20) — H(wo) + w?|wo — 20|,
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Proof. For any function f € C?(B) and point z € B, denote the Hessian H(z2) of f at z by
02f(2)  0u0,f(2) }
H(z) = b potd
D=1 0,0,0) 32502
Then, a Taylor expansion and the identity wy — 2o = N ~*(u — v) yield a constant C; > 0 such that

P(N ") = H(wo) — (p(N 1) = H(20)) — (Vep(N"H0) = V9 (20)) - (wo — 20)
(8.20) — (wo — 20) - (Hp(N"v) — Hy(20)) (wo — ZO)‘

< C1|w0 - ZO|2+Q(||<P - <P(0a O)HCM(E) + ||55||c2,a(5,)(z0)))'

To estimate the right side of (820), observe that the fact that $4p.c(2) = (T 9acbc,cc(C2);
(BI6); and Remark (with scaling by () together yield a constant Cy = Cs(g,v) > 1 such that
||53||C2,Q(EP(ZO)) < Cy¢' . Additionally, we have for sufficiently large N that
(s.21) o = ¢(0,0)llc2.0m) < G = G(0,0)]| 2.0 5 + £t — 1(0,0)|[c2.0 5
' < (logN)10+2mu<36< < 2(10gN)10.

Here, to deduce the first estimate, we used ([84); to deduce the second, we used the third assumption
imposed on G in Theorem and the explicit form (B3] for ¥; and to deduce the third we used
the second bound in (88) and the fact that w = N~/5.

Hence, from 820); B2I); (B8I7); and the fact that (1T < (log N)!°, we deduce the existence
of a constant C3 = C3(e, o, v) > 1 such that

(8.22)
P(N~"u) = H(wo) = ((N~10) = H(20)) — (wo — 20) - (He(N~'v) = He(N"v)) (wo — Zo)‘
< Cslwp — z0)*T™*(log N)'°.
Next, observe from the definitions ([84) and BI5]) of ¢ and O, respectively, that
P(Vo(N ') -ag(N ')
P(Ve(N 1)) - qu(N~1v)
Now since (811) implies for sufficiently large N that
P(Ve(N ') -ag(N~'v)
P(Ve(N 1)) - qu(N 1)

and since the explicit form (83) for ¢ implies that Hy (N ~1v) is negative definite with eigenvalues
bounded above by —(Ze~¢, we deduce from (822) and ([823) that

(8.23) H,(N'v) — Ho(N 'v) = < + mu) H, (N 1v).

+ kw > kw(l — (logN)_”/4) > %,

kw(Ze ¢ |lwy — 2o
2

P(N"1u) — H(wo) — (9(N " v) — $(20)) < Calwo — 20/** (log N)*° —

kw(2e™C|lwg — 2o|?
- 4
for sufficiently large N. Here, to deduce the second and third inequalities in ([824]) we used the
second and third bounds in (88) and the facts that |wg — 20| < p= N~/* and w = N—/5,
The lemma then follows from (824)). O

(8.24)

< —w2|w0 - zo|2,

Now we can establish Proposition
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Proof of Proposition[86 By ([B3), we may assume that d(v,0R) > pN. Adopt the notation of
Lemma B3] and denote the aN x bN x ¢N hexagon from Example [T by X = NX,;., where
we assume for notational convenience that alN,bN, cN, % € Z>1 and Nz € Z2. Let x : 0X = Z
denote the boundary height function on X determined by setting its value at (0,0) to be

w?p?
Sk

1(0,0) = No(N~"0) — Ny(z0) — N [

and setting x(u) = Nbgpo(N"1u) + x(0,0) for any u € dX (where we recall b p . from Defini-
tion[8I)). Let = : X — Z denote a uniformly random height function in &(y) (recall Definition 22)).
On the event Q¢ = ﬂueV(R) Qj.k—1(u)¢, we will show that H|sp,,(v) is likely bounded above by

ElBa, (20)-

To that end, apply Lemma B3] with the N there equal to % here and the a, b, ¢ there equal
to a¢, b¢, ¢C here, respectively. Using (8I0); the fact that Hacpccc(2) = Cﬁ(f); the second

estimate in (88); and a union bound, we deduce for any é,D > 0 that there exists a constant
Cy = Ci(e,a,v,6,D) > 1 such that

2.2

P N7'E(u) — H(N " u) — o(N 1) + H(z0) + —L| > NO-1| < yN—P-2,

max
ueBpN(NZO)ﬂT

In particular, setting u = Nzp and u € 0B,(Nzp) N T, we obtain that

2.2
(8.25) P [N*E(Nzo) > p(N~1v) — % + NH} < COyN~P-2,
and
(8.26)
max PINT'2(u) < o(N"'v) — H(20) + H(N " u) — ﬁ ~ N1 <Oy N~P2
w€dB N (N2z0)NT - 0 2 ! ’

respectively. Now, by the third bound in (88) and the facts that p = N=%/4 and w = N=%/%> >
N~1/5 we have for § = 2% that w?p? > 4N°~1 if N is sufficiently large. Thus, taking § = 2% in
(B26) and then applying Lemma R0, yields

2.2
w
< ClN_D_2,

8.27 P|N"'= N lu+ Nly—
(8.27) ue%ﬁ;@zom[ (u) <@(N"'u+N""v—z) +

and 0 E(u)|g, y (z) 1s likely larger than N¢|g (). Since N~'H is bounded above by ¢ on the event
Q° = Nyevr) Yisk—1(w)¢, B2T) implies that

(8.28) max )]P’ [E(u)lm < H(u— Nzy+v)lge| < OLN"P~2,

u€dB,N (N zo

meaning that H|g, () is likely bounded above by Z[og,  (nzy) on Q.

Thus, restricting to the tiling of R to B,n(v) N T; restricting the tiling of X to B,n(Nzo) N T;
applying Lemma [23} and using a union bound in [828)) over all u € 0B,n(Nzo) NT, we deduce the
existence of a coupling between = and H such that ]P)[E(Nzo)lgc < H(v)lgc} < 4CiN~P. This,
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(B25), the fact that w?p? > 4N°~! and a union bound together imply

< 501N_D,

w2p?
P[H(U)lm > (SD(N_IU) - 4p >1szc

from which we deduce the proposition since ¢(N~1v) — ¢, (N"1v) = N~ lwyp(N 1) < % for
sufficiently large N. In the latter statement, the first equality follows from (84]) and the second
estimate from the facts that Y(N~"1v) < T < 2e¢ +2 < 2eH1; that ¢ = (log N)'~*/2; that
w=N"/5> N5 and that p = N~ V4 O

APPENDIX A. PROOFS oF LEMMA 2.10] AND PROPOSITION [2.13]

In this section we establish Lemma [2.10] and Proposition 2131 We begin in Appendix [A.1] by
first recalling several known estimates about uniformly elliptic partial differential equations and
then deducing Lemma 210 as a consequence. We next prove Proposition [Z.13] in Appendix

A.1. Proof of Lemma [2.70. In this section we first recall several results from [29] about regu-
larity properties of uniformly elliptic partial differential equations, and then use them to establish

Lemma 2101

To that end, let us fix an integer d > 0 and an open subset )& C R?. Following Section 6.1 of
[29], we define variants of the norms from Section [5I] where we now weight by the distance from a
point to the boundary of R. First, for any z, 2’ € R, set

d, = d,(R) = d(z,0R); dy v =d, »(R) =min{d,,d. }.
Additionally, for any function f € Ck®(R); integers k,m € Zs¢; and real number « € (0, 1], set

10 = 1108 = [ ey = max sup d*™(a, £(2));

vEZ‘éo zENR
lvI=k
m m maaf(y)_af(z)
[f];c,a) = [f];c’a),% = Sup Sup dlyg:‘; + ‘ 7 Z‘ |7
y,2€R yezd ly — =
VEE g2k
é (m)
LAE™ = 1AIEE = 171K 0 = DU 1k = (1l = 11K + 1AL
j=0
which give points closer to 9% “smaller weight.” Here, we recall from Section B.1] that 0, =

Hle(ai)% for any d-tuple (v1,7v2,...,7d) € Z‘éo.
Observe (see equation (6.11) of [29]) that, for any f, g € C%%(R), these norms satisfy

(A1) 1£gll5™ < max {| £ llgllo, 11/ ollg 172 }-

The following lemma, which appears as Theorem 6.2 of [29], provides the interior Schauder
estimates for solutions to uniformly elliptic partial differential equations with Hoélder continuous
coefficients. Although these bounds hold in all dimensions d > 2, we only state them for d = 2.
Throughout, we recall from ([Z35]) that B = Bj is a disk of radius 1 centered at (0,0) (as such, it has
smooth boundary, and so the results mentioned below from [29] will apply).
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Lemma A.1 (|29, Theorem 6.2]). For fized real numbers B € Rsg and a € (0,1), there exists a
constant C = C(B, ) > 1 such that the following holds. For each j, k € {z,y}, let aji,b; € C%*(B)
denote functions such that azy = ay, and

(0) (1) . 11 .12
max |la, < B; max _||b;lg.0 < B; inf E a;r(2)6& > B ,
J.ke{zy} lailo.o je{zy} 1831l ZGBJ- o ik (2)8:8; €

all hold for any & = (&;,&,) € R%. Let g € C%*(B) denote a function, and suppose that F' € C**(B)
satisfies the elliptic partial differential equation

(A.2) Z a;;(2)0;0LF(2) + Z b;(2)0;F(z) =g, foreach z € B.
jikefz,y} je{zy}
Then, | Fl5% < C(IF o + l19l16%)-

We will be interested in properties of solutions to certain families of non-linear, uniformly elliptic
partial differential equations. The following result, which appears as Theorem 10.1 of [29], provides
a comparison principle for such solutions.

Lemma A.2 (|29, Theorem 10.1]). Fiz a constant B > 0 and, for each j,k € {x,y}, let aji €
C'(R?) denote functions such that az, = ay, and

(A.3) ziélﬂ{? Z ajr(2)&& > BE)?, for any & = (&:,¢,) € R?,
jikefz.y}

Moreover, for each i € {1,2}, let f; : OB — R denote a continuous function, and suppose that
F;: B — R with F; € C%(B)NC(B) is a solution to the partial differential equation

(A.4) Z a;k(VF(2))0;0cF(2) =0, for each z € B,
Jykelz,y}

with boundary data Filop = fi- If f1(2) > fa(z) for each z € OB, then Fi(z) > Fy(z) for each
z € B.

The following lemma provides interior regularity estimates for solutions to equations of the form
(A4). This result is known (for instance, see Chapter 3.6 of [1I]), but we quickly outline its proof.

Lemma A.3. For a fized integer m € Z~1 and real numbers r, B € Rsq, there exists a constant
C(r,B,m) > 1 such that the following holds. For each j,k € {x,y}, let aj, € C™ 1 (R?) denote
functions such that agy = ay, and
(A.5) max _|ajklem-1rey < B inf > ar(2)g& > BTUEP,
Jke{z,y} 2€R2?
Jke{x,y}
for any &€ = (&4,&,) € R%. Then for any continuous function f € C(OB) such that ||f|lo < B, there

exists a uniqgue F € C*(B) N C(B) satisfying the partial differential equation (A4) with boundary
data Flog = f. Moreover, F € C™(B) and HF”CM(E,T) <C.

Proof (Outline). For any a € (0,1), the existence of a function F € C?*(B) satisfying (A4)) follows
from Theorem 12.5 of [29]; its uniqueness is a consequence of the comparison principle Lemma
for equations of the form (A4]). Therefore, it remains to estimate | F|| cm(B,_,)- Bounds of this
type are known to follow from an initial estimate on [F]¢1.a(s,_,) and an inductive application of
the Schauder estimate Lemma[ATl Let us briefly outline this procedure.
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To that end, for each j,k € {z,y} define the measurable function @, : B — R by setting
aji(2) = ajx (VF(z)) for each z € B. Then, the a;, satisfy |[a ;o < B and (A3). Since F € C*(B)
satisfies (A.4)), it also satisfies the linear equation
(A.6) Z ajk(2)0;0kF(2) =0, for each z € B.

jike{z,y}

Therefore, Theorem 12.4 of [29] yields constants & = «(B) > 0 and C; = C1(B) > 1 such that
[F] go()l < C1]|F||o- By the comparison principle Lemma [A2] for equations of the form (A.4]), we have
that | Fllo < [|fllo < B, and so [F]{") < (1 B.

Now since ||aji[ci2y < B and a;,(2) = aju(VF(2)), it follows that ||a:jk;||((3¢0) = [Zijk]éo) +
l@;kllo < [F]g?()l||ajk||cl(R2) + B < C1B% + B. Together with the interior Schauder estimate
Lemma [AT] and the fact that |F||o < B, this yields a constant Co = C3(B) > 1 such that
|F||L) < Co; thus, 1Pl .., <mPr3Cs.

To bound the higher derivatives of F', one differentiates (A.6]) with respect to some i € {z,y}.
Denoting G = 0, F, this yields

(A7) D G(2)00G2) + Y bi(2)0,G(2) = — Y Eu(2)06F(2),

J.k€{z,y} j€{z,y} J.k€{z,y}
Jik#i

for some coeflicients {ZJ} and {¢;,} obtained by taking (order 1) derivatives of the {@;;}; observe
that (A7) is an equation of the form (A.2). One can quickly verify using (AJ]) that

~ (0
10k ll6 s, .. < 2laple@) I Fleg, .+ 2laile@) 1 Fllas, )
for any ¢,j,k € {x,y}. So, the estimates
(AS) ||ajk||C2(R2) < B; ||Fi||C2’°‘(El,T/m) < m3r_302,

yield a constant C3 = Cs(r, B,m) > 1 such that ||8iajk||((3?gz;61,r/m < (5. Combining this with
(A7), Lemma [A] the second bound in (A.g)), and (Al1]), we deduce the existence of a constant
Cy = C4(r,B,m) > 1 such that ||G||é?()l;814/m < C4. Recalling that 9;F = G and ranging over
1 € {x,y} then yields ||F||C3’a(gl—2r/m) <m*r~4Cy + ||F|lo £ m*r—*Cy + B.

Repeating this procedure m — 3 additional times, we deduce the existence of a constant C' =
C(r,B,m) > 1 such that ||F[|¢.n.c@, ) < C. This implies the lemma. O

We can now deduce Lemma 2.10

Proof of Lemma[210. By suitably shifting h, we may assume throughout this proof that #(0,0) =
0, and so ||h]lo < 1 as H is 1-Lipschitz on B. Then since VH(z) € 7T for each z € B, Remark 2.8
implies that H € C%(B) N C(B) satisfies the partial differential equation ([Z3)) (where we recall that
the a;;, there are defined by ([2.4)).

Now, recall from Remark [Z7] that the function ¢ from (L3) is uniformly concave and smooth
on Tc/o. Thus, since aj, = 0;0r0 for each j,k € {x,y}, there exist a constant B = B(g) > 0 and
functions aj; € C'(R?) satisfying as, = ay, and the following three properties.

(1) For any j,k € {z,y} and (s,t) € T2, we have that a;x(s,t) = a;x(s,1).
(2) For any j,k € {z,y}, we have that |[a;x||c2r2) < B.
(3) The bound in (AZ3) holds.
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Then the first of these properties, together with Remark 2.8 and the fact that VH(z) € T: for
each z € B, implies that H satisfies the equation (A4]). This, together with the m = 2 case of
Lemma [A3] and the second and third properties listed above, yields the lemma. O

A.2. Proof of Proposition [2.13l In this section we establish Proposition 2.13] To that end,
we first recall the following result, which appears as Theorem 4.3 of [I8] and provides an interior
approximation for the gradient of a nearly linear (recall Definition [Z12])) maximizer of £.

Proposition A.4 ([I8, Theorem 4.3]). For any fized € € (0, %), there exists a § = () > 0 such
that the following holds. Let b : OB — R denote a function admitting an admissible extension to B,
and let H € Adm(B;b) denote the maximizer of £ on B with boundary data Y. If there exists a pair
(s,t) € Te such that H is 6-nearly linear of slope (s,t) on B, then sup.ep, ,, |VH(z) — (s,1)] <e.

To establish Proposition LT3, we will first use Proposition [A4] to show that VH;(z) € T./»
for each ¢ € {1,2} and z € Byj;. Then Remark will imply that H; and Hs both satisfy
the same uniformly elliptic, non-linear partial differential equation on By 3. So, we must bound
|V’H1(2) - VH2(2)| assuming that the #H; satisfy the same uniformly elliptic partial differential
equation. This will be facilitated through the following proposition.

Proposition A.5. For any r € (0,1) and B € Rsg, there exist constants § = 6(r, B) € (0,1) and
C = C(r,B) > 1 such that the following holds. For each j,k € {z,y} let aj, € C*(R?) denote
functions satisfying azy = ay, and

. : _ _ 12
(A.9) gmax e < B inf ) ap(2)g6 > BT

Jrke{z,y}

for any &€ = (&4,&,) € R%. For each i € {1,2}, let f; € C(OB) denote a continuous function such
that sup,cpp | fi(2)| < B. Additionally, for each i € {1,2}, let F; € C*(B)NC(B) denote the solution
to the equation

(A.10) Z a;i(VFi(2))0;01Fi(z) =0, for each z € B,
jikefz.y}
with boundary data Filop = fi. If sup,ecop |f1(2) — f2(2)| < 6, then
(A.11) sup ‘VFl(z) - VFQ(Z)’ < C sup ’fl(z) - fg(z)‘
z€B1_» 2€0B

To establish Proposition [A.5] we will use the following lemma, which is an interpolation estimate
that bounds derivatives of a function in terms of its higher (and lower) derivatives. Although the
proof of Lemma is very similar to that of Lemma 6.32 of [29], the precise form of the two
statements are slightly different; so, we will provide its proof.

Lemma A.6. For any integers k > j > 0 and real number r € (0,1), there exists a constant
C = C(k,r) > 1 such that the following holds. Let F € C*¥(B) denote a function, and suppose that

A, B € Ry are such that A > ||FH0;13‘17T/2 and B > [F];“O;Blﬁp. Ifr > C(%)l/k, then
(A.12) [Flyom,., < CAYI/*Bilk,

Proof. Since the proof of this lemma is similar to that of Lemma 6.32 of [29], we only establish it
in the case (j,k) = (1,2); the proof for general k > j > 1 is very similar.

To that end, set tg = (%)1/2
i € {z,y} and z € Bi_, such that |0;F(z)| > 3(AB)'/2. For notational convenience, we assume

; let 7 € (2t0,1); and assume to the contrary that there exists some
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i =z and 0;F(z9) > 3(AB)/2, as the proofs in the alternative cases i = y or 9;F(zy) < —3(AB)/?
are entirely analogous; further set w = (1,0) € R®. Then the facts that [Flz0.5,_,, < B and
r > 2ty together imply that |9, F (20 + tw) — 0, F(20)| < Bt < (AB)'/2 for each t € [0, ).

Thus, 8, F (2o + tw) > 2(AB)Y/? whenever t € [0, o], and so integration over t yields [F(zo) —
F(z0 + tow)| > 2A. This contradicts the fact that ||Fllo;s,_, ,, < A, which verifies (A12). O

Now we can establish Proposition [A.5]
Proof of Proposition[A.3. Denoting
¢ = sup |f1(2) — fa(2)

z€0B

)

we deduce from the comparison principle Lemma [A.2] for partial differential equations of the form

(A10) (see also Remark [2.6)) that
(A.13) sup |Fi(z) — Fa(z)] < max sup | F;(2)| < B,
zEeB i€{1,2} zepB

where the second bound follows from the fact that |f;(z)| < B, for each i € {1,2} and z € 9B.
Moreover, the m = 5 case of Lemma [A.3] yields a constant C; = Cy(r, B) > 1 such that

(A.14) e, 1 Fillesa,_,,5) < Cr-

Thus (AT2) (with the F there equal to F}y — F; here; the A there equal to ¢ here; the B there equal

to Cy here; and the (j, k) there equal to either (1,5) or (2,5)), together with (A.13) and (A.14),

yields a constant Cy = Cs(r, B) > 1 such that

(A.15) sup [VEi(2) = VE(2)] < Cos*? || = Bl o g
2€B1_r/a

3/5
1-r/4) < G,

whenever r > Co¢'/?. To improve the first bound in (AIH) to (AII), define g : B — R by setting
g(z) = ¢ 12 (Fa(z) — Fi(2)), for each z € B.
Then the first bound in (A.I3)) and (A.15]) together yield

(A16)  llgllos,_,,, <<% l9ller@, ., < 205%/10; lglle=a, ., < Coct/10,

Next, setting i = 2 and Fy = Fy 4+ ¢'/2¢ in (AI0), we obtain

(A.17) Z a;r(VF(z) + §1/2Vg(z)) (0;0KF1(2) + gl/zajﬁkg(z)) =0.
1<5,k<2

Then, subtracting the i = 1 case of (AI0) from (A7), we deduce that
> (i (2)9:0k9(=) + vin(Imsn(2) - Vg 2)
jike{z,y}

= =23 (Vo) win(2)00k9(2) + v (2 hi(2) + 52 hsn(2) 5009 (2) ),

J.k€{z,y}

(A.18)

where for each j, k € {z,y}, we have defined i, vji, hji € C(B) and ki : B — R? by setting
i () = aji (VF(2)); kjk(2) = Vaje (VFi(2)); vik(z) = 0;0cF1(2);

(4.19) hjk(z) = ¢t (ajk (VF1 (z) + gl/QVg(z)) — ajk (VFl (z)) — §1/2Vg(z) -Vaji (VF1 (z))),
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for each z € B. Now, observe that (A.Il), (A.14)), and the fact that [la;x|lc+r2) < B together imply
the existence of a constant C3 = Cs(r, B) > 1 such that

(A20) illensn@, o <Csi Irp@leors@, n <Csi @i, ., < Ca

Since the aji satisfy (AJ), it follows from (AIS), (AJ), and the o = 3 case of the interior
Schauder estimate Lemma [A]] that there exists a constant Cy = Cy(r, B) > 1 such that

(2

1/2
19057 2, < Callgllos,_ o+ Cas™?  max H(w(z)-mjk<z>>ajakg<z>HOJ/Z;BHM

Ji.ke{z,y}

+C4§1/2 klél?f ||ij ||o 1/2B1_ 14

+C4<kaax Hhﬂc )0;0kg(2 H01/281 r/a

Thus, by (AJ) and (A.20), there exists a constant C5 = Cs(r, B) > 1 such that
(A. 21)
1/2
1915 s, 0 < Css2 (19182 s, N9 er B, oy + 191 ais,9caca,
+lgllcs@, o loller@, 0+ 1los, s + IR0 0, )

+ C5§(||h||0 ;Bi— T/4||g||2 1/2:B1_ /4 ||h||0 1/2;8,_ T/4||9||c2(317”4)) + C5||g||0§6177‘/4'
Now, (A16]) yields a constant Cg = Cg(r, B) > 1 such that

max {gllerg, .00 1915 jam, 0o I9llc@, o0 WP, s NS o, 13

< max {llgllcz(z, ., 1Pllerca, 0} < Cos
where the bound on HhHCl(ElfW;) follows from differentiating the definition (AI9) of h; (AT4);
(A.IG); the fact that ||ajk||ca(r2) < B for each j, k € {z,y}; and a Taylor expansion.

Inserting the first bound of (AJ6); (A22); and the fact that ||g||2 /281 s
into (A.21)) then yields a constant C7 = C7(r, B) > 1 such that

(1 - O7§1/2)||g||2 1/23B1 s = C7§1/2

(A.22)

= ||g||2 1/2:B1 /4

whenever r > Cy¢'/%. Thus, if § < min {8—55, o 1} and ¢ < §, we obtain that

(A23) [Fl - F2]2)0;817T/2 < 647‘_3||F1 = 64r—3 1/2 < 128077‘_3§

F2||2 /2By )y ||9||2 /2By )y

The proposition now follows from inserting (A.23]) and the first bound of (AI3) into the (j, k) =
(1,2) case of (AT2). O

We can now deduce Proposition 2.13]

Proof of Proposition[2Z.13. Since the function b; is §-linear with slope (s, ¢) on 9B for each i € {1, 2},
there exists a linear function A; : B — R of slope (s, t) such that sup,cgp |hi(z) — As(2)| < 8. Thus,
Remark 2.0 implies that sup, ¢z [H;(2) — Ai(2)]| < 6.

We may assume throughout this proof that #;(0,0) = 0 = H2(0,0); then, the fact that H;
and Hz are both 1-Lipschitz on B implies that ||h1]|o, ||h2llo < 1. Moreover, since A; and Az have
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the same slope (s, t), it follows that |A1(z) — Aa(z)| = [A1(0,0) — A3(0,0)| < 26 for each z € B.
Denoting A = Ay, we then obtain sup,p |Hi(2) — A(2)| < 36 for each i € {1,2}.
Now, for each i € {1,2}, set

Fi =Hilg, ,.; fi=Hilos,,,; <= sup |b1(z) — ba(z)],
1/2 2€08B

so in particular F; € Adm(Bo; f;) is the maximizer of £ on By, with boundary data f;. Then,
Remark 2.0 yields sup.cpp, , |f1(2) = f2(2)] < sup,ep|Hi(z) — Ha(z)] < <.

Next, assume that the 36 here is less than the 6(5) of Proposition [A4l Then, Proposition [A4]
and the fact that A is of slope (s,t) € 7o C T2 together imply that VF;(z) = VH;(z) € T2, for
each 7 € {1,2} and z € By/3. Then the second estimate in (2.8]) follows from Lemma (and
Remark 2.TT]), applied to the F;.

To establish the first, we will proceed as in the proof of Lemma Specifically, Remark 2.§]
implies that each F; € C*(By2) satisfies ([Z3) on By 2 (where we recall that the aj; there are given
by (Z4))), with boundary data f;. Moreover, similarly to as indicated in the proof of Lemma [Z10]
there exist a constant B = B(e) > 0 and functions aj, € C*(R?) satisfying a,, = a,, and the
following three properties.

(1) For any j,k € {z,y} and (s,t) € T4, we have that a;x(s,t) = a;;(s,t).
(2) For any j,k € {z,y}, we have that |[a;|c1(r2) < B.
(3) The bound (A3) holds.

Then, Fy and F; satisfy the equation (A.IQ) (for each z € By/9), with boundary data f; and
fa, respectively. Thus, for each i € {1,2}, Lemma [A.3] implies that F; € C° (By/2) and Lemma [2.5]
implies that sup.cyp, , |fi(z)|] < sup.eop |Bi(2)| < 1. So, Proposition [A5 (with Remark ZIT)
yields constants C' = C(g) > 1 and g = do(g) > 0 such that

sup ’VFl(z) — VFQ(Z)} <C sup }fl(z) — fg(z)’ < Cs,
ZEBI/4 26861/2

whenever ¢ < §y. Thus, we deduce the first bound in (28) by additionally imposing § < do. O

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [5.4]

In this section we establish Proposition[5.4l To that end, we begin in Appendix [B.1] by establish-
ing a (likely known) boundary variant of the Cordes-Nirenberg estimate; this is a global C1** bound
on solutions to linear elliptic partial differential equations, whose coefficients are assumed to be
nearly constant but not necessarily continuous. We then use this estimate to prove Proposition [£.4]

in Appendix [B.21

B.1. A Hélder Estimate for Solutions of Elliptic Equations. In this section we establish the
following lemma, which will be used in the proof of Proposition [5.4] in Appendix below. It can
be viewed as a two-dimensional boundary variant of the Cordes-Nirenberg estimate (the interior
version of which is given, for instance, by Theorem 5.21 of [34]), as it bounds the C1*®-norm of a
solution to a linear, nearly constant coefficient, uniformly elliptic partial differential equation, for
any o € (0,1). Since this statement essentially follows from the results in Chapter 12 of [29] on
two-dimensional elliptic partial differential equations, we only outline its proof.

Lemma B.1. For any fized real numbers B > 1 and o € (0, 1), there exist constants 6 = §(B,a) >0
and C = C(B,«) > 1 such that the following holds. For each j,k € {z,y}, let Ajr € R denote real
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numbers such that

(B.1) x| |[Aje| < By Agy = Ayas > A& = BTUEP,
’ b j.ke€{zy}

for any & = (&:,&,) € R%. Further fix measurable functions aji, : B — R such that az, = ay, and
SUp,cp ‘ajk(z)—Ajk‘ <6, for each j,k € {x,y}; a real number M € Rs1; and a function ¢ € C?*(B)
such that |[¢||caz < M. If F € C2%(B) denotes a solution to the equation

(B.2) Z a;1(2)0;0,F(2) =0, for each z € B,

J.k€{z,y}

with boundary data F|ag = ¢lon, then [Fl1,an < CM.

Proof (Outline). Throughout this proof outline, we recall the bounded slope condition from equa-
tion (12.41) of [29] and the notion of a (K, K’')-quasiconformal mapping from equation (12.2) of
[29]. Let us fix a sufficiently small constant dy = do(«) € (0, 1), to be specified later, and suppose
that § < dg. By the linearity of (B.2)), we may also assume M = &y and, through a linear change of
variables in F', we may further assume A;; = 1= for each j, k € {z,y}.

Then, it is quickly verified (see Remark (4) preceding Lemma 12.6 of [29]) that ¢|sp satisfies the
bounded slope condition on 0B with constant 4(/¢||c2@), < 4d0. Therefore, since I satisfies (B.2)
with boundary data ¢|sp, Lemma 12.6 of [29] implies that [F]1 0.8 < 4d9. Moreover, the maximum
principle (see Theorem 9.1 of [29]) for equations of the form (B.2) yields || Flo.z < [l¢llo < do.
Hence, || F[l¢1 @) < 500.

Next, define G : B — R by setting G(z) = F(z) — ¢(z), for each z € B. Then

(B.3) ||GHCI(E) < HFHCI(E) + H‘PHCI(E) < 6do,

and G satisfies

(B.4) Z a;,(2)0;0,G(2) = — Z a;,(2)0;0kp(2), for each z € B.
Jke{z,y} jike{z,y}

Let x = r(69) € (0, %) denote a small constant (dependent only on &, and therefore only on a), to
be specified later. Since

(B.5) [Fl1i,0:8 < [Gl1,a:8 + HQOH@(B) < S%%[G]I,Q;BHBK(ZD) + do,
20
it suffices to bound [G1,4;808, (=), for any zo € B.

Thus, fix some point zy € B, and first assume that Ba,(z0) C B. As in the beginning of Section
12.2 of [29], define the complex function G : B — C by setting G(z) = 9,G(z) — i9,G(%), for each
z € B. Then, recall that G satisfies (B.4); observe that the right side of (B.4)) is bounded by
4(1+do)[l¢llc2 (@) < 8do; and observe that both eigenvalues of the 2 x 2 matrix A(z) = [ak(z)] are
in the interval [1 — 3dg, 1 + 34o] for each z € B, since |a;i(z) — 1j—x| < o for each j,k € {z,y}.
Therefore, it follows from the beginning of Section 12.2 of [29] (see equation (12.19) there and below,
with the (v, i, €) there equal to (1 4 69, 1640, dp) here) that G is a (1 + 104y, 6550)—quasiconformal
mapping, for dy sufficiently small.

Therefore, since [|Gllo < 2/[Gl|¢1 (5 < 1280 (recall (B3)), Theorem 12.3 of [29] yields a constant

Cy = C1(dp) > 1 such that [G] g(zo;g < (1, whenever o < 1—563/2. Therefore, selecting dg < (155)2
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and recalling that Ba,(z9) C B, we deduce that
(B.6) (G108, (20) < K (Gl ns < K710

This bounds the right side of (BA) if Bax(20) C B.

So, let us assume instead that d(zg,0B) < 2k, in which case we proceed as in Remark (4)
following Theorem 12.3 of [29] (see also the end of Section 12.2 of [29]). More specifically, we first
map By (z0) N B to an open subset A of the upper half-plane H; next define G on 2 and reflect it
into the real axis boundary of 2(; and then apply Theorem 12.3 of [29] to this extension of G. In
what follows, we assume for notational convenience that zp = (0,w — 1), for some w € (O, 2&).

Then, for x sufficiently small, there exists a domain 2 C H C R? and a uniformly smooth
diffeomorphism ¢ : B — 2 such that the following three conditions hold (see Figure for a
depiction). First, ¢(20) = wi. Second, ¢ maps {(z,y) : |z| < K} N 9B to the real interval
[—k, k] C R. Third,

V(Be(20) NB) C{z+iy:x € [—rrl,ye0,26]} CA

Denoting the Jacobian of 1 by J(z) = [Jix(2)], we may select 2 and ¢ (satisfying the above three
properties) so that sup,cp |Jik(2) — Lizk| < 8o for each i,k € {1,2}, if & = k(do) € (0,%) is
sufficiently small.

Now, define G : 2 — R by setting G(z) = G(¢~1(z)) for each z € A. Then, (B.3); (B-4); the fact
that |Jik — 11‘:1@‘ < dp; and the boundedness of ||1p~! ||CQ@) together imply the existence a uniform
constant Cp > 1 and functions aj, : A4 — R and g : A — R satisfying the following two properties.
First,

(B.7) Y a(2)90:G(z) =,

jke{z,y}
for each z € 2, with boundary data é|ag[ = 0. Second, for each z € 2, we have the bounds

(B8) - max }Zi]k(z) — ]-j:k} < 0250; }f](z)’ < Cydp.
jrke{z,y}

Similarly to as above, define G : A — C by setting G(z) = 9,G(z) — iayé(z) for each z € A. As
previously, (B7); (B8); and the beginning of Section 12.2 of [29] together yield a uniform constant
C3 > 1 such that G is a (1 + C3d¢, C380)-quasiconformal mapping on 2. Moreover, by (B3] and
the boundedness of |¢~1 le2(ar)» there exists a uniform constant Cy > 1 such that [|Gllo;a < Cado.

Next, define AcCC by setting
A=AUS, where S= {x—i—iy S [—ﬁ,m],y € [—2&,0]}.

We refer to the right side of Figure I3 for a depiction. Extend G to A by reflection, that is, we set
Glx+iy) = —8zé(x—iy)—i8yé(x—iy) whenever z+iy € S; equivalently, RG(x+iy) = —RG(z—1iy)
and SG(z + iy) = SG(x — iy). Since Glog = 0 and G € C2(B), it can quickly be deduced that G
admits a Lipschitz extension to [—#, x| (and therefore to 2).

Then, since G is (14+C'3¢, C3d0)-quasiconformal on 2 and since 9, RG(z) = —0,RG(Z); 0, RG(z) =
0, RG(Z); 0,86 (2) = 0,8G(Z); and 9,3G(z) = —9,SG(Z) all hold for any z = z + iy € S, it fol-
lows that G is (1 4+ C30q, C3dp)-quasiconformal almost everywhere on 2A. This, the fact that G is
Lipschitz on 2, Theorem 12.3 of [29] (sce also Appendix A1l of [28] for the case when G is not dif-
ferentiable everywhere), and the fact that [|Gl|o.5 = [|Gllo;a < Cado then together yield a constant
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FiGURE 13. Under %, the disk B is mapped to the domain . Then 2 is obtained
from 2 by augmenting the dashed square S.

C5 = C5(09) > 1 such that [g]g’) 5 < C5 whenever ag < 1 — (20360)1/2. Selecting &g < (14;003)2 and
Pleqen 3
using the fact that d(zo, Ql) > k2, it follows that

(G108, (z0)n2t < [Gl0,03B,(20) < 571[9](()2@ < K71Cs.

This, with the uniform boundedness of H1/)’1||C2@), yields a constant Cs = Cg(a) > 1 such that
[G1,0:8,.(20)n8 < Cs. This bound, (B.5)), and (B.6) together imply the lemma. O

We conclude this section with the following analog of Lemma [B] for solutions to a non-linear,
elliptic partial differential equation of the form (A]), whose coefficients aj are nearly constant.

Corollary B.2. For any fized real numbers B > 1 and a € (0,1), there exist constants 6 =
d(B,a) > 0 and C = C(B,a) > 1 such that the following holds. For each j. k € {xz,y}, let
Ajr € R satisfy (BI). Furthermore, fix measurable functions aji : R?* — R such that azy = ay,
and sup, cge |aje(z) — Aji| <8 for each j k € {z,y}.

Let M € Rsy, and let ¢ € C%(B) denote a function such that lolle2m < M. If F € C?(B)
satisfies equation (A, with boundary data F|og = plog, then [Flia8 < CM.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [A.3] define the measurable function a;; : B — R for any j,k €
{z,y} by setting @;x(z) = a;x(VF(2)), for each z € B. Then sup,cp|ajr(z) — Ajx| < 6, and
F € C%(B) satisfies the linear equation (A.6]), with boundary data F|ss = ¢|ss. Thus the corollary
follows from Lemma Bl O

B.2. Global Gradient Estimates for Minimizers of £. In this section we establish Proposi-
tion [£.4l To that end, we begin with the following proposition that establishes the first bound in

E2).

Proposition B.3. Under the notation of Proposition[5.7), SUP.cp, |VH(2) — (s,1)] < A150/16,



UNIVERSALITY FOR LOZENGE TILING LOCAL STATISTICS 89

Proof. Through a shift, we may suppose that ¢(0,0) = 0. Recall the functions a;; : T — R from
(24), and define the real numbers A, = a;x(s,¢) for each j, k € {z,y}. Then, since (s,t) € Te,
there exists some B = B(g) € R~ such that (BJ]) holds.

Fix a = 1— £ and let 6y = do(,6) and Cy = Cy(e, ) denote the constants (B, ) and C(B, o)
from Corollary [B:2] respectively; further fix v = 570. By the uniform continuity of the ajx on 7¢ /s,
there exists a constant @ = w(e,6) € (0,5) and functions ajr € C*(R?) for each j,k € {x,y} such
that ajr = ax; and the following two properties hold.

(1) For each j,k € {z,y} and z € B (s,t), we have that ajx(z) = a;jx(2).
(2) For each j,k € {z,y}, we have that sup,cps |ajr(2) — Ajr| <.

Now let us for the moment suppose that ¢ € C>%(B; /8)- Under this assumption, Theorem 15.13

of [29] guarantees the existence of a solution F' € C**(By5) to the equation

(B.9) > a(VF(2))0;0cF(z) = 0,

Jke{z,y}
for each z € By g, with boundary data Fag, , = b = ¢[sB, s- We will show that F' = H by showing
that |VF(z) — (s,t)| < @, for each z € Bys.

To implement this, let us first verify that G also satisfies the equation (B.9) on By /4. To that
end, the second assumption on g listed in Proposition (4] yields a function A : B — R such
that sup.cyp |9(2) — A(2)| < A%. For sufficiently small 4, this implies that (g, A|os) satisfies the
conditions of (b1, h2) in Proposition [ZI3] That result then yields a constant C; = C1(g,8) > 1 such
that
(B.10) sup |VG(2) — (s,t)| < C1 sup |g(z) — Az)| < O\,

2€B14 z€0B

Hence, VG(z) € B (s,t) C T/ for each z € By /4 and sufficiently small §. Therefore, from the
first property satisfied by the a;i, we deduce that ajy (VG(Z)) = ajk (VG(Z)) for each z € By y;
moreover, by Remark 2.8 G satisfies the equation (Z3) on By/4. Together, these two facts imply
that G also satisfies (B.9) on By /4.

Now, by the third property listed in Proposition [5.2t Corollary [B.2, whose M there equals A\20—!
here; and scaling by & (as in Remark [ZIT]), there exists a constant C1 = Ci (e, 6) > 1 such that

(B.11) [Fl1,a8, s < C1A? 71

Denoting v = A7, we claim for sufficiently small § that

(B.12) sup  |VF(2) — (s,1)] < 4N199/20,
2€B1/8-0

The proof of (BI2) will be similar to that of Lemma [A6] with the C° bound on F there
replaced by the proximity of F' to the nearly linear function G here. Specifically, assume to the
contrary that there exists some 29 € By/3_, such that ‘VF(Z()) - (s,t)’ > 4\199/20 Then, either

|0, F (z0) — 5| > 2N190/20 oy |0y F(20) — t| > 2\199/20 " Let us assume the former, and also that
O F (20) > 5+ 2A199/20 Then (BII) (and the fact that a =1 — &) yields

elignf(‘ ) (azF(Z) _ S) > 2)\190/20 _ Olya>\2971 > )\190/207
4 v (20

for sufficiently small . Denoting w = (1, 0), it follows from integration that

(B.13) F(z0 + vw) — F(z9) — sv > A99/20y = \170/20,
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However, the first property satisfied by G listed in Proposition £.4] and the comparison prin-
ciple Lemma [A2] for equations of the type (A) (see also Remark 28] together imply that
SUD.cp, |F(z) = G(z)| < A. This, with the bound (B.I0), yields for any zo € Bi_, and suffi-

ciently small § that

sup ‘F(z) — F(z0) — (s,t) - (2 — zo)‘ < sup ‘G(z) — G(z0) — (s,t) - (2 — zo)‘ + 2
z€B,(z0) z€B,(20)

< C1 ¥y 42X < 3),

which contradicts (B.I3). This establishes (B.12).
Next we bound sup_cp, |VF(z) — (s,t)|. To that end, observe from (B.II) and (BI2) that

’VF(Z)_(S,t)’ < sup ’VF(ZQ)—(s,t)’—i— inf ‘VF(Z)—VF(Z())‘
(B.14) 20€B1/8—0 20EB1 /50

< 4)\199/20 +Va[F]l,a;Bl/g < 4)\190/20+Cl)\29_1l/1_9/20 < )\159/16,

for any z € By/s and sufficiently small §. Hence, VF(z) € Bg(s,t) for each z € Byg, and so
@k (VF(Z)) = aji (VF(Z)) by the first property satisfied by the a;i. Therefore, F' € 02(31/8) solves
the Euler-Lagrange equations for the function ¢ (from ([3])), which yields F' = H by Remark 2.8
Thus, the proposition in the case ¢ € C**(Bys) follows from (]mb

If instead ¢ ¢ C?*(Bys), then let @1, ¢2,... € C*%(Bys) denote a sequence of functions con-
verging to ¢ in CQ(El/g). For each j > 1, let H; € Adm(B,/s) denote the maximizer of £ on By s
with boundary data ¢;[as, - Then the above reasoning implies that SUD.e53, ¢ ‘VHj(z) — (s, t)’ <
159716 for sufficiently large j.

Now let us use Proposition 2.T3] to show that lim; o, VH;(2) = VH(z), for each z € Bys.
To that end, fix zo € Bys and let v € (O, %) be such that B,(z0) C Bys. Define the functions
H*) B — R and ’Hg-y) : B — R by setting

H®) (z) = 1/*1(7-[,(20 +vz)— ’H,(zo)); ng) (z) = 1/*1(7-[,]-(20 +vz)— Hj(zo)),

for each z € B and j > 1. Then, H®) and each H;V) are maximizers of £ on B; furthermore,
VH(z0 + vz) = VAW (2) and VH;(z0 + vz) = VH")(2) for each z € B and j > 1. So, the bound
SUD.cp, |VH;(2) — (s,t)] < AY0/16 implies sup, ‘V’H,S»V)(z) — (s,t)| < A199/16 for sufficiently
large j. In particular, H;V) is A199/16 Jinear with slope (s,t) on B.

Since Remark 2.6l implies that sup,cog, (2, |H(2) = Hi(z)] < SUD.¢B, lgj(2) —p(z)| < vA1DO/16

for sufficiently large 7, it follows that H*) is 2A15¢/16_linear with slope (s,t) on B. Therefore, for
sufficiently small ¢ and large j, Proposition yields the existence of a constant Cy = C3(e) > 0

HObserve that the condition ¢ € €2 (El/s) was only stipulated in order to ensure that F' € CQ(El/s). The
bounds above did not depend on HQOHCZ“"(EUS); they only depended on ||4p||c2(gl/8) < N\20-1
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such that
lim |[VH(20) — VH;(z0)| = lim [VH®(0,0) — VH'"(0,0)]
J—0 j—oo
< Cy lim sup |’H,(”)(z) - ng) (2)|
J—7 0 2coB

= Cov™" lim sup |H(z0 + vz) — H;(z0 + vz)|
J=© €08

<G lim sup |p(2) —¢;(2)] =0,
J0 2€0B, 8

where in the fourth statement we applied Remark and in the fifth we used the fact that the ¢;
converge to ¢ in C2(El/8). Thus lim; o VH;(2) = VH(z), for each 2z € By g, so the proposition
follows from the fact that sup.ep, |VH;(z) — (s,1)| < AI50/16 for sufficiently large j. O

Now we can establish Proposition [5.41

Proof of Proposition [5.4 By Proposition[B.3] the first bound in (5.2]) holds, so it suffices to establish
the second. To that end, we will assume throughout this proof that #(0,0) = 0.
For any 29 € By s, define the rescaled function HW B — R by

HI (2) = H=0) () = = (H(20 + pz) — H(z0)), for each z € B.
Then, for each z € B; j, k € {z,y}; and « € (0, 1), we have that
(B.15)
VHW (2) = VH(20 + p2); [H(M)]z,a;g = 1" M08, o) [HW]

3
4,0;By 2 = g[H]4,0¢;BH/2(2‘0)-

Next, by the scale-invariance of the variational principle (recall Remark 2:1T]), the function H (1)
is a maximizer of £ on B. Therefore, Lemma2.10, (B.13]), and the first bound in (5.2)) together yield

a constant C; = Cy(g) > 1 such that [7—[(“)] 1,6/43B4 /2 < HH(#)H@(EIM) < €}, since £ (0,0) = 0.

To bound the C*?*-norm of H", we will use the interior Schauder estimate Lemma [A1l This
will be facilitated by first removing the “approximate slope” of #(*), so let us define the functions

F(z) = FW20)(2) = HW (2) — (s,1) - 2; aji(2) = aj (VHW (2)),

for each j, k € {z,y} and z € B. Observe that the first bound in (5.2]) implies that VH(z) € T¢ 2, for

each z € By /g and sufficiently small . Thus VHW(2) € 7T¢ /2 for each z € B and so, by Remark 2.8
F satisfies the linear equation (A.2)), with the b; and g there equal to 0.
Now, the fact that [’H(“)]l 0/4:B1 2 < (1 and the uniform smoothness of aj; on 7./ (recall

Remark 2.7) together imply the existence of a constant Ca = C2(¢) > 0 such that [|a;k|lo,6/45,, <

C5. Thus, the interior Schauder estimate Lemma[Alyields a constant C5 = C3(g,6) > 1 such that
(BIG) [H(M)}270/4;Bl/4 = [F]2,9/4;81/4 S ||F||C2x9/4(gl/4) S CBHFHO;Bl/z'
To bound the right side of (BIf]), observe since F'(0,0) = 0 that

(B.17) 1E oty 2 < [V Elos = [[VH® = (5,8 o = [VH = (5. )] g, oy < A
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where the third and fourth statements of (B.I7) follow from the first equality in (B.IH) and the

first bound in (5.2)), respectively. Inserting (B.IT) into (B.If)), using the second identity in (BI5),
and recalling that H is 1-Lipschitz and that p = A*%/8 we deduce for sufficiently small § that

[Hll 2048, ) < [Ml2.0/4:8, )5, +2

< N_1_0/4 sup [H(M;ZO)]
20€B1/8

—1-6/41150/16 0/2—1
2)9/4;81/4+2§03M A +2<A .

This yields the second statement of (5.2 and therefore establishes the proposition. O

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

In this section we establish Proposition [[.2] whose proof will closely follow Sections 6, 7, and 8
of [I6]. As in that work, this will proceed by comparing torus tilings of a given (approximate) tile
type proportion with suitably weighted torus tilings. Thus, we begin in Appendix by recalling
and asymptotically analyzing the partition function for this weighted count of torus tilings. Then,
in Appendix we provide a variance estimate for weighted tilings that enables one to compare
them with unweighted tilings of a given approximate tile type proportion. Throughout this section,
we recall the notation of Section [1]

C.1. Enumerating Weighted Tilings of a Torus. In this section we establish Lemma
below, which approximates the number of lozenge tilings of Py that are weighted in a certain way.
To state that result, we first require some notation.

Fix a,b,c € Ry, and define the weight of a tiling M € &(Py) to be w(M) = wgp (M) =
aN1OpN2O N2 Further define the measure v = Vape = VabeN € PB(Pn) that assigns a
tiling M € €¢(Py) probability (M) = Z~1w(M), where we have denoted the partition function
Z = Zn(a,b,¢) = 3 pee(py) WM) to ensure that } Sy e pyy V(M) = 1.

The following lemma is a modification of Lemma 7.3 of [I6] with explicit error estimates. In
what follows, we set

1
3=3(a,b,c) = W/y[ylog(a—i— bz + cw)w ™tz dwdz,

where log denotes the principal branch of the logarithm, and the contour « for w and z is a positively
oriented circle of radius 1 centered at 0.

The following lemma is a variant of Lemma 7.3 of [I6] with an error estimate of order N~1/4,

Lemma C.1. There exists a constant C > 1 such that, for any real numbers a,b,c € Rsq and
integer N € Z~1, we have that }N‘2 log Zn(a,b,c) — 3(a,b, c)’ < CN—Y4,

Proof. The proof will closely follow that of Lemma 7.3 of [I6]. To that end, let us assume by scaling
that 0 < ¢ < b <a =1 and that N is odd (the alternative case when N is even is similar). Then,
recall from equation (3) and Section 6 of [40] that

~ Zoo+ Zo1 + Zo — 211,

(G n(@b,c) 2 ’ m%ﬁfl} 5 < Znlabie) i,}g%i(l} !
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a

FIGURE 14. Depicted above are the angles 6y and g from the proof of Lemma[C.1]
(and Lemma [C2]).

where ZOQ = Zoo;N(a,b, C), ZOl = Z01;N(a,b,c), ZlO = Zlo;N(a,b,C), and le = le;N(a,b,c) are
defined (see Section 4.16 of [40]) by
N—-1N-1
Zog = H H (a + b€2ﬂ—ij/N + Ce2ﬂik/N); Zig = ZOQ;N (a, beﬂ—i/N, C);
(02) 7=0 k=0
Z01 = ZOO;N (CL, b, Ceﬂi/N); Z11 = ZOO;N (CL, beﬂ—i/N, Ceﬂ—i/N) .

The second estimate in (C]) and the definition ([C.2)) of the Z;; together suggest that N2 log Z ~
3(a, b, c), except for the fact that terms in the products defining the Z,; might be singular.

To address this issue, define 6y, g € (%, %) as follows. If @ > b+ ¢, then set g = 1 = g.
Otherwise, set (6p, o) to be the unique pair in (%, 1) X (1, %) satisfying a + be™% 4 cemivo =
0; see Figure [[4 Further set (50,{50) = (2-6p,2— ) € (1, %) X (%, 1), which also satisfies
a + be™% 4 cemP0 = (. The pairs (0o, vo) and (50, @0) correspond to the possibly singular terms
in the products defining the Z;;.

Let us first approximate the terms in these products that are not close to these singularities. To
that end, one can quickly verify since ¢ < b < a = 1 that

(C.3) ja+b+em? 4 ce™| > 6%, if max {|6 — ol, [0 — o] } > 4.
Combining (C3) for § = N~2/3 with the bound
|logz —log 2’| < |z — 2| (% + |z_1’|) , forany 2,2 € C,
we obtain
’ log (a + be?™ /N 4 ce?™k/N) _log(a + be™ + ce”i“")’ < %,

if |22 — 6o, |2 — 8| > AN/, 10 — 65),]0 — fo| > AN"V/3; and |% — 6], |2k — o] < 2 all hold.
Integrating therefore yields

2542 2k+2
N

2 27ij /N omik/NY _ N i in 167
(C.4) |AN"?log (a+be*™ /N + ce ) /2_] ” log (a4 be™’ + ce'™)dfdyp| < N5
N N
whenever |2WJ — 90|, ‘% — 50‘ > 4N~1/3_ An analogous statement holds if QNJ is replaced by 23—;1 or

2k by 25HL which can be used to evaluate the other Z;; from (C22).
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Next we estimate the maximum possible values of the terms in the products defining the Z;
that are close to the singularities. To that end, observe that
2j+1  ~ 1
.y } > _—
N 0 }} =~ 2N

. 2j 2] = : 2j+1
max{lg}gljv{ W—GO}, ——90}}, min {} —90},

N 1<j<N N
and so it follows from (C.3) that
(C.5)

< 2log(8N),

max{ min log |a+ be?frij/N + Ce271'i/€/N|7 min log |a+ beﬂ'i(2j+1)/N 4 ce27ri/€/N|}
1<j<N 1<j<N

for any integer k € [0, N]. Additionally, integrating (C.3) yields

27
(C.6) max / /
wo€{00,00} J |0 —wo|<—2 0

~1/3

Now we deduce the lemma from the second statement of (CIl); (C2)); summing (C4) over all j
such that ’%ﬂ — 90’, ’%ﬂ — 90’ > 4N1/3 (or such that ’% — 90}, ’% — 90} > AN~Y3 if the
second element on the left side of (C.3)) is larger); summing (C.5]) over the remaining j € [1, N];

and (C56). O

C.2. Variance Bounds and Proof of Proposition In this section we establish Proposi-
tion To that end, we begin with the following lemma that estimates the expectations and
variances of the A;(M) enumerating the tile types of a weighted random lozenge tiling M as con-
sidered in Appendix Variants of this result without the effective error bound of order N —1/32
were established as Proposition 8.2 and Proposition 8.4 of [I6]. Since the proof of the below lemma
is similar to that of those results from [I6] (with the analogous modifications as implemented in the
derivation of Lemma [C]), we only outline it.
In what follows, we define p, = p,(a,b,c) and p, = pp(a, b, c) by

(C.7)

1 a 1 -1 1 // bz 11
.= dedw;,  pp= s [ e w e dadu,
P (27i)2 /7/7 atbztew © W Po (2mi)? J, J, atbztew TN

where the contour v for w and z is again a positively oriented circle of radius 1 centered at 0.

167 log N
N1/3

log (a + be™0 4 cei“’)dﬁdcp‘ <

Lemma C.2. There exists a constant C' > 1 such that, for any N € Z~1 and a,b,c € Ry such
that max{a,b,c} < N'/32min{a,b,c}, the following two statements both (simultaneously) hold for
at least one value of K € {N, N + 1}.

(1) Under the measure v = Vg p ., we have that

(C.8) K 2E[N,(M)] — pa| < CK1/32;

K E[N2(M)] —pb’ < CK~ '3,

(2) Under the measure v = vgp e, we have K~4Var [./\/Z(M)} < CK=Y32 for each i €
(1,2,3).

Proof (Outline). The proofs of the first and second statements of this lemma closely follow those
of Proposition 8.2 and Proposition 8.4 of [16], respectively. Therefore, we will only explain how to
establish the first and omit the proof of the latter. Furthermore, since the verifications of the two
bounds in (C8) are entirely analogous, we will only discuss that of the former. Throughout this
proof, we assume by scaling that 0 < ¢ <b<a=1.
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Let us fix a constant p € (0,1) (which we will later set to %) and first suppose that b+ ¢ >
a+ 40N ~#. Recall the definitions of (6y, ¢g) € (%,1) x (1, %) and (é\o,g’ﬁo) € (1, 3) % (%,1) from
the proof of Lemma (see Figure [[d)). The bounds 0 < ¢ <b<a=1and b+c¢>1+40N"*
then imply that b > 5 , ¢ >40N"# and 0y < 1 —6N"H, so one can quickly verify for sufficiently
large N and any 6, ¢ E [0, 27] that

(C.9) |a+be™ + ce™| > NfQ“min{|9—9o| + ¢ = wol, |0 — bo| + | — @0‘}-

Now, we claim that minjez ‘90 — %’ > K~17# holds for at least one K € {N,N + 1} when
N > 10Y/#. Indeed, assume to the contrary that this estimate is false for both K € {N, N + 1}.
Then, we must have that ‘% — o] < N7'7# and |ﬁ — 60| < N7'7# or that |% — o] < N71m
and |]J\,L+11 — 90‘ < N~'7#, In the former case, subtracting yields % < 4N~* and so 6y < BN~H,
which for N > 10Y/# contradicts the fact that 6, > % In the latter case, subtracting yields
|1 — %| < 4N~* and so 1 — 6y < 5N—H, which contradicts the fact that 6y < 1 — 6N ~#. Thus,
minjez }90 - %| > K~17# holds if K = N or if K = N +1; let us assume the former and also that
N is odd (the latter is so that the identities below match with those in the proof of Lemma [CT]).

Next, recall the definitions of the Z;; from (C.2)) in the proof of Lemma Since E [N (M)] =

4 9Z it follows from the first identity in (C.I) that

Z da>
Nl (M) 1 810g ZOO 810g ZlO 810g Z01 810g Z11
E = —
{ N2 N\, T T, T, ’

(C.10)

where ¢;; = GQZZ"]' if (i,7) # (1,1) and ¢11 = AL In particular, by (CI)) and the fact that each

Z,; is nonnegative (due to (C2)), ¢;; € [—1,1] and cgo + co1 + ¢10 + ¢11 = a. So, it suffices to show

that ’%% log Z;; — pa} < ON~Y/32_for each i, € {0,1} and some constant C' > 1. Let us only

verify this bound for (4,5) = (0,0), since the proofs in the other three cases are entirely analogous.
To that end, we have from (C.2)) that

a 810gZ il
00
(Cll) N2 aa - gkg a -+ be27r1g/N + ce2mik/N’

which suggests that it should converge to p, as N tends to oo, except again that the denominators
of certain summands can be singular.
Let us first address the summands that are not close to these singularities. To do this, let
€ (0,1) be a constant (which we will later set to %) and observe from (C.3)) that if ’%ﬂ —90‘ > 4N~V

and |2 — §0| > AN~ then |a + be?™I/N + ce2mk/N| > N=2v_ So, it follows from (C9) that, for
sufficiently large IV,

1 1
a+ be2mij/N + ce2mik/N o a + be™0 + cemie

47
< Ni-4v’

whenever }%ﬂ — 9}, }% — cp’ < % Hence, if }% — 90} > 4N~" and }%ﬂ — 9\0’ > 4N7Y, then

4 ey d6dy
N2 (a 4 be2mij/N + CeQTrik/N) %J 2k a + bemif 4 cemip

167

(C.12) < Naar

} 2j+42 2k+2
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Next, let us estimate the (j, k) terms for which % is possibly close to either 6y or 50. To that
end, we use ((C29) and the fact that max { |3 — 6o, |3 — fo|} > N~17# to deduce that

N
by ;
N2 P a-+ be2mij/N + ce2mik/N

N
2 1 1
(0-13) < N2 ; (Nlﬂ _|_N72,u|627rik/N _ ewi¢0| + N-1-n 4 N72u‘e27rik/N _ ewi%‘)
N
2 1 1 16log N
< + < .
— N1-2m kz::l (NM +12k — Npo| ~ N#+ |2k — N@ﬁ) - N2

Additionally, one can quickly deduce from (C.9) that

(C.14)
/ /2” dfdy N / /2” dfdyp
|6—60|<aN—> JO a+ be”ie + ceﬂ'ig& ‘979/\0|<4N7U 0 a—+ be”w + Ceﬂ—i(p

for instance by decomposing the integral over (8, ) into dyadic annuli centered at (6, @o), (9A0, gpo),
(905 @)7 and (907 %) . ) _

Then by (CIT); summing (C12) over all j such that |2 — 6| > 4N~ and |& — 6| > 4N,
summing (C.I3) over all remaining j; (C14); and (C.7), we deduce that

< 256 N1V

0 10g Zoo — Pa| < 256(N~1 4 N2~V 1og N + N2#~V) < N~1/16

a
N2 Qa

for sufficiently large N, upon setting v = % and p = 11—5 Similar reasoning provides analogous
bounds on |7% £ log Zi; — pa|, for the remaining (i, j) € {0,1}, and so the first statement of the
lemma follows from (C.IQ) if b+ ¢ > a + 40N /15,

Now suppose instead that a > b+ ¢+ 40N~/ Then set @’ = b+ ¢+ 40N~/ and so, by the
above, we have K_2|E[N1(M)} —por| < K=1/16 under the measure v/ = Vo' be:ic for at least one
K € {N,N+1}. For this K, we have E, [N1(M)] > E,, [N7(M)] since E, [N7(M)] is nondecreasing
in a. Thus, K 2E, [/\/1 (M)] > po — K~V for sufficiently large N.

Using the fact that p,s > 1 — CK /32 for some constant C' > 1 (which can be deduced from
the definition (C) of p, and the facts that a’ = b+ c+40N"1/1% and ¢ > N~1/32) it follows that
K72E, [Mi(M)] > 1-2CK~'/32. Thus, |K ?E, [Mi(M)] —pa| < 20K /32 since 1 - CK /32 <
Par < po < 1. This yields the first part of the lemma; as mentioned previously, we omit the proof
of the second since it closely follows that of Proposition 8.4 of [16]. O

Given Lemma[C.Iland LemmalC.2], the proof of Proposition[7.2 closely follows that of Proposition
9.1 and Theorem 9.2 of [I6] and so we will only outline it below.

Proof of Proposition [7.2 (Outline). Throughout this proof, for any M € Z>1 we abbreviate €); =
&(s,t; M~1/70, Py;). First observe that, if (s,t) ¢ Toy-1/32, then Lemma 3.5 of [I6] (with the &
there equal to 7N /32 here) implies that N=2log|€x| < CN~/321og N for some constant C' > 1.
Thus, in this case, the proposition follows from the facts that that ¢ is uniformly Hélder continuous
of exponent 3 on 7 (recall Remark [Z7) and that o(s,t) = 0 for any (s,t) € 7.
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Hence, we may assume that (s,t) € T;y-1/52. Set a,b,c € Ry so that max{a,b,c} = 1 and
(s,t) = (pa, Pp); as indicated in Section 6.23 of [40] or Theorem 8.3 of [16], such a choice is known
to exist and can be quickly verified to satisfy min{a,b,c} > N~'/32. We will show for some
K € {N, N + 1} that (Z4)) holds, with the N there replaced by K here. The verification that this
implies the same bound for K = N is omitted, as it is essentially given in the proof of Theorem 4.1
of [16].

This will proceed by approximating K ~2log|€x| ~ K~ 2log Zx(a,b,c) — sloga — tlogh — (1 —
s—t)logc. To that end, the first and second parts of LemmalC.2] together with a Markov estimate,
imply for sufficiently large N that P[M ¢ €x| < K~1/4%0_if M is sampled under v; equivalently,

(1— K140 7 (a,b,¢) < exp Z N1 OOpN NsOO ) < 7 (a, b, ¢).
Mee g

Since min{a,b,c} > N~1/32 we have that
‘Kleog (aNl(M)bN2(M)cN3(M)) — (s loga+tlogb+ (1 —s—1) logc)‘ < K~/ log K,
for any M € €k, and so
K ?log ((1— K140 74 (a, b, c)) — (sloga+tlogb+ (1 —s—t)logc) — K~Yog K
< K ?log|€k| < K ?log Zk(a,b,c) — (sloga+tlogh+ (1 —s —t)logc) + K Y/ 0g K.
Thus, Lemma implies for sufficiently large IV that

‘K_210g|(’3K| - (3(%1770) — (sloga + tlogh+ (1 —s—t)logc)) < KV,

Hence, the proposition follows from the fact (shown in the proof of Proposition 9.1 of [16]) that
o(s,t) = 3(a,b,c) —sloga — tlogb+ (s +t —1)loge, if a,b,c € Rxg satisfy (pq,ps) = (s,1). O

REFERENCES

[1] L. Ambrosio, A. Carlotto, and A. Massaccesi, Lectures on Elliptic Partial Differential Equations, Lecture Notes.
Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa 18. Edizioni della Normale, Pisa, 2018.

[2] J. Baik, T. Kriecherbauer, K. T.-R. McLaughlin, and P. D. Miller, Discrete Orthogonal Polynomials: Asymptotics
and Applications, Ann. Math. Studies, Princeton Univ. Press, 2007.

[3] R. Bauerschmidt, P. Bourgade, M. Nikula, and H.-T. Yau, Local Density for Two-Dimensional One-Component
Plasma, Commun. Math. Phys. 356, 189-230, 2017.

[4] D. Betea, J. Bouttier, P. Nejjar, and M. Vuleti¢, The Free Boundary Schur Process and Applications I, Ann.
Henri Poincaré 19, 3663-3742, 2018.

[5] A. Borodin and P. L. Ferrari, Anisotropic Growth of Random Surfaces in 2 + 1 Dimensions, Comm. Math. Phys.
325, 603-684, 2014.

[6] A. Borodin, V. Gorin, and E. M. Rains, ¢-Distributions on Boxed Plane Partitions, Sel. Math. 16, 731-789, 2010.
[7] A. Borodin and J. Kuan, Random Surface Growth With a Wall and Plancherel Measures for O(c0), Comm. Pure
Appl. Math. 63, 831-894, 2010.

[8] A. Borodin, A. Okounkov, and G. Olshanski, Asymptotics of Plancherel Measures for Symmetric Groups, J.
Amer. Math. Soc. 13, 491-515, 2000.

[9] C. Boutillier, S. Mkrtchyan, N. Reshetikhin, and P. Tingley, Random Skew Plane Partitions With a Piecewise
Periodic Back Wall, Ann. Henri Poincaré 13, 271-296, 2012.

[10] E. Brézin and S. Hikami, Extension of Level-Spacing Universality, Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 264-269, 1997.

[11] A. Bufetov and A. Knizel, Asymptotics of Random Domino Tilings of Rectangular Aztec Diamonds, Ann. Inst.
H. Poincaré Probab. Statist. 54, 1250-1290, 2018.

[12] R. Cerf, The Wulff Crystal in Ising and Percolation Models, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1878, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 2006.



98 AMOL AGGARWAL

[13] S. Chhita and K. Johansson, Domino Statistics of the Two-Periodic Aztec Diamond, Adv. Math. 294, 37-149,
2016.

[14] S. Chhita, K. Johansson, and B. Young, Asymptotic Domino Statistics in the Aztec Diamond, Ann. Appl. Prob.
25, 12321278, 2015.

[15] H. Cohn, N. Elkies, and J. Propp, Local Statistics for Random Domino Tilings of the Aztec Diamond, Duke
Math. J. 85, 117-166, 1996.

[16] H. Cohn, R. Kenyon, and J. Propp, A Variational Principle for Domino Tilings, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 14,
297-346, 2001.

[17] H. Cohn, M. Larsen, and J. Propp, The Shape of a Typical Boxed Plane Partition, New York J. Math. 4,
137-165, 1998.

[18] D. De Silva and O. Savin, Minimizers of Convex Functionals Arising in Random Surfaces, Duke Math. J. 151,
487-532, 2010.

[19] R. Dobrushin, R. Kotecky, and S. Shlosman, Wulff Construction: A Global Shape from Local Interaction,
Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 1992.

[20] L. Erdés, Universality of Wigner Random Matrices: A Survey of Recent Results, Russian Math. Surv. 66,
527-626, 2011.

[21] L. Erdés, S. Péché, J. A. Ramirez, B. Schlein, and H.-T. Yau, Bulk Universality for Wigner Matrices, Comm.
Pure Appl. Math. 63, 895-925, 2010.

[22] L. Erdés, B. Schlein, and H.-T. Yau, Local Semicircle Law and Complete Delocalization for Wigner Random
Matrices, Comm. Math. Phys. 287, 641-655, 2009.

[23] L. Erdés, B. Schlein, and H.-T. Yau, Universality of Random Matrices and Local Relaxation Flow, Invent. Math.
185, 75-119, 2011.

[24] L. Erdss and K. Schnelli, Universality for Random Matrix Flows With Time-Dependent Density, Ann. Inst.
Henri Poincaré Probab. Statist. 53, 1606—1656, 2017.

[25] L. Erdés and H.-T. Yau, Dynamical Approach to Random Matriz Theory, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 2017.

[26] L. Erdés, H.-T. Yau, and J. Yin, Bulk Universality for Generalized Wigner Matrices, Prob. Theory Rel. Fields
154, 341-407, 2012.

[27] M. Duits and M. B. J. Kuijlaars, The Two Periodic Aztec Diamond and Matrix Valued Orthogonal Polynomials,
To appear in J. Eur. Math. Soc., preprint, https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.05636.

[28] R. Finn and J. Serrin, On the Holder Continuity of Quasi-Conformal and Elliptic Mappings, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 89, 1-15, 1958.

[29] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order, Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
2001.

[30] V. Gorin, Bulk Universality for Random Lozenge Tilings Near Straight Boundaries and for Tensor Products,
Commun. Math. Phys. 354, 317-344, 2017.

[31] V. Gorin, Nonintersecting Paths and the Hahn Orthogonal Ensemble, Funct. Anal. Appl. 42, 180-197, 2008.
[32] V. Gorin and L. Petrov, Universality of Local Statistics for Noncolliding Random Walks, To appear in Ann.
Prob., preprint, https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.03243.

[33] A. Guionnet and J. Huang, Rigidity and Edge Universality of Discrete 3-Ensembles, To appear in Comm. Pure
Appl. Math., preprint, https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05527.

[34] Q. Han and F. Lin, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations, Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1, American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1997.

[35] W. Jockusch, J. Propp, and P. Shor, Random Domino Tilings and the Arctic Circle Theorem, preprint,
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/9801068.

[36] K. Johansson, The Arctic Circle Boundary and the Airy Process, Ann. Prob. 33, 1-30, 2005.

[37] K. Johansson, Universality of the Local Spacing Distribution in Certain Ensembles of Hermitian Wigner Matri-
ces, Comm. Math. Phys. 215, 683—-705, 2001.

[38] P. W. Kasteleyn, The Statistics of Dimers on a Lattice: I. The Number of Dimer Arrangements on a Quadratic
Lattice, Physica 27, 1209-1225, 1961.

[39] R. Kenyon, Conformal Invariance of Domino Tiling, Ann. Prob. 28, 759-795, 2000.

[40] R. Kenyon, Lectures on Dimers, In: Statistical Mechanics, Volume 16 of IAS/Park City Math. Ser., American
Mathematical Society, Providence, 191-230, 2009.

[41] R. Kenyon, Local Statistics of Lattice Dimers, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 33, 591-618, 1997.

[42] R. Kenyon, The Planar Dimer Model With Boundary: A Survey, In: Directions in Mathematical Quasicrystals
(M. Baake and R. V. Moody, ed.), Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, 307-328, 2000.



UNIVERSALITY FOR LOZENGE TILING LOCAL STATISTICS 99

[43] R. Kenyon and A. Okounkov, Limit Shapes and the Complex Burgers Equation, Acta Math. 199, 263-302, 2007.

[44] R. Kenyon, A. Okounkov, and S. Sheffield, Dimers and Amoebae, Ann. Math. 163, 1019-1056, 2006.

[45] W. Kénig, N. O’Connell, and S. Roch, Non-Colliding Random Walks, Tandem Queues, and Discrete Orthogonal
Polynomial Ensembles, Electon. J. Probab. 7, 1-24, 2002.

[46] B. Landon and H.-T. Yau, Convergence of Local Statistics of Dyson Brownian Motion, Comm. Math. Phys.
355, 949-1000, 2017.

[47] B. Landon, P. Sosoe, and H.-T. Yau, Fixed Energy Universality of Dyson Brownian Motion, Adv. Math. 346,
1137-1332, 2019.

[48] B. Laslier, Local Limits of Lozenge Tilings are Stable Under Bounded Boundary Height Perturbations, To appear
in Probab. Theory Relat. Fields, preprint, https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.01370.

[49] B. Laslier and F. L. Toninelli, Lozenge Tilings, Glauber Dynamics, and Macroscopic Limit Shape, Commun.
Math. Phys. 338, 12871326, 2015.

[50] T. Leblé, Local Microscopic Behavior for 2D Coulomb Gases, Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 169, 931-976, 2017.

[51] S. Mkrtchyan, Plane Partitions With Two-Periodic Weights, Lett. Math. Phys. 104, 1053-1078, 2014.

[52] S. Mkrtchyan, Scaling Limits of Random Skew Plane Partitions With Arbitrarily Sloped Back Walls, Commun.
Math. Phys. 305, 711-739, 2011.

[53] A. Okounkov and N. Reshetikhin, Correlation Function of Schur Process with Application to Local Geometry
of a Random 3-Dimensional Young Diagram, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 16, 581-603, 2003.

[54] A. Okounkov and N. Reshetikhin, Random Skew Plane Partitions and the Pearcey Process, Commun. Math.
Phys. 269, 571-609, 2007.

[55] L. Petrov, Asymptotics of Random Lozenge Tilings via Gelfand-Tsetlin Schemes, Probab. Theory Relat. Fields
160, 429-487, 2014.

[56] L. Petrov, Asymptotics of Uniformly Random Lozenge Tilings of Polygons. Gaussian Free Field, Ann. Prob. 43,
1-43, 2015.

[57] M. Russkikh, Dimers in Piecewise Temperleyan Domains, Commun. Math. Phys. 359, 189-222, 2018.

[58] M. Russkikh, Dominos in Hedgehog Domains, preprint, https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10012.

[59] S. Sheffield, Random Surfaces, Astérisque 304, 2005.

[60] T. Tao and V. Vu, Random Matrices: The Four Moment Theorem for Wigner Ensembles, preprint,
arXiv:1112.1976.

[61] T. Tao and V. Vu, Random Matrices: Universality of Local Eigenvalue Statistics, Acta Math. 206, 127-204,
2011.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.1976

	1. Introduction
	2. Miscellaneous Preliminaries
	3. Convergence of Local Statistics
	4. Coupling Random Non-Intersecting Path Ensembles
	5. A Scale Reduction Estimate
	6. Proof of the Local Law
	7. The Global Law Under General Boundary Data
	8. The Global Law Without Facets
	Appendix A. Proofs of  and 
	Appendix B. Proof of 
	Appendix C. Proof of 
	References

