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CAPACITY OF THE RANGE OF RANDOM WALK:
THE LAW OF THE ITERATED LOGARITHM

AMIR DEMBO AND IZUMI OKADA

ABsTRACT. We establish both the lim sup and the lim inf law of the iterated logarithm (L), for
the capacity of the range of a simple random walk in any dimension d > 3. While for d > 4,
the order of growth in n of such LIL at dimension d matches that for the volume of the random
walk range in dimension d — 2, somewhat surprisingly this correspondence breaks down for
the capacity of the range at d = 3. We further establish such L. for the Brownian capacity of
a 3-dimensional Brownian sample path and novel, sharp moderate deviations bounds for the
capacity of the range of a 4-dimensional simple random walk.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let 74 denote the first positive hitting time of a finite set A by a simple random walk (srRw)
on Z%, denoted hereafter (S,,),s0. Recall that the corresponding (Newtonian) capacity is
given for d > 3, by

Pi(ry < )
A):= Y P(ry=00)=1
Cap(4) EA; (T4 = 00) = lim — =7

The asymptotics of the capacity R, := Cap(R,) of the random walk range R, := {S1,...,5,}
is relatively trivial for d = 2 (for then R, = @ log (diamR,), see [23, Lemma 2.3.5]).
In contrast, for d > 3 such asymptotic is of an on going interest. Indeed, applying ergodic
theory, over 50 years ago Jain and Orey [20] established the strong law

. R,

lim — =a; a.s., forall d=>3,

n—oo 1

where a; > 0 iff d > 5. Recall Green’s function for the 3-dimensional Brownian motion
« 1
Gi(x.y) = f Qary eI = —|x —y|!,
0 2
and the corresponding Brownian capacity of D C R?,

Capy0)" s=int{ [ [ Gatxtdoutan) : ) = 1}.
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More recently, Chang [13] showed that for d = 3,
R, o 1

Vi 3

whereas Asselah et al [4] showed that in this case further, for some C finite,

C'\n<E[R,]<CHn.

We denote throughout by X the centering X = X — E[X] of a generic random variable X. In
higher dimensions d > 4, the centered capacity R,, converges after proper scaling to a non-
degenerate limit law, which is Gaussian iff d > 5 (see [6] for d = 4 and [4, 32] for d > 5).
For d > 5, estimates of the corresponding large and moderate deviations are provided in [1]
(but they are not sharp enough to imply a LiL), while the central limit theorem (crr) is further
established in [16] for R, and a class of symmetric a-stable walks, provided d > 5a/2. We
also note in passing the asymptotics in [9, 7, 8] of R, for a critical branching random walk on
7%, d > 3, conditional to have total population size n.

In view of these works, a natural question, which we fully resolve here, is to determine
the almost sure fluctuations of n — R, for the skw, in the form of some L. (possibly after
centering R, when d > 4). Specifically, using hereafter log, a = log(log,_, a) for k > 2, with
log, a for the usual logarithm, here is our first main result, about the srw in VA

CapB(B[O’ 1])’

Theorem 1.1. For d = 3, almost surely,

R,
(1.1) lim sup =1, lim inf

— 1’
n—oco h3(}’1) =00 I’l3(l’l)

where

6 A on2
(1.2) hy(n) := %(lo& n) ilog,n,  hs(n) = ‘/;” Jn(log, n)-".

Utilizing (3.21), we also get from Theorem 1.1 the following consequence about the Brow-
nian capacity of the 3-dimensional (Brownian) sample path.

Corollary 1.2. For d = 3, almost surely,

C BJO0, . C BJO0,
lim su —apB( [0, ) =1, limmf—apB( [0, )

p = = 1 .
noeo 3\3hy(n) n=o 34/3i3(n)

We next provide the LiL for the centered capacity R, of the range, first in case of the srw
on Z* and then for skw on Z¢, d > 5.

Theorem 1.3. For d = 4, almost surely,

R, R,
(1.3) hm sup =1, liminf =-1,
hy(n) e fry(n)
where for some non-random 0 < ¢, < 0o,
n?nlogyn . nlog, n

(1.4) ha(n) = g ms = et
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Theorem 1.4. For any d > 5, the LiL-s (1.3) hold almost surely, now with
(15) hd(}’l) = ild(l’l) =0y \/211(1 + 1{d=5} lOg n) logzn, d>>5,

where the non-random, finite O'fl > 0 are given by the leading asymptotic of var(R,) (c.f. [32,
Thm. A] for o5 and [4, Thm. 1.1] for o4, d > 6).

Remark 1.5. Our proof of Theorem 1.4 via Skorokhod embedding, also yields Strassen’s LiL
for the a.s. set of limit points in C([0, 1]) of the functions {t — hy(n)"'R,,}, for any d > 5.

For sRw on Z* it is shown in [6, Thm. 1.2] that the moment generating function (MGF),
(1.6) Mg(Q) := E[eMG([O,l]z)] ’

of the non-Gaussian limit of ((logn)?/ n)R,, is infinite for all large enough A. En route to
Theorem 1.3, we establish the following complementary exponential tail result for y([0, 1]°),
which is potentially of independent interest (see also Lemma 4.6, where we establish the
uniform in n boundedness of the mcF of ((logn)?/ n)R,).

Proposition 1.6. For Ms(-) of (1.6), the value of
Ao =sup{d > 0 : Mg(A) < oo}
is strictly positive and finite.

We note that R, ~ nE [f’S"/z(%Rn = oo0)] at any fixed n > 1 and d > 3, where P and %,
denote the law and the first hitting time by an i.i.d. copy of the skw. Similarly, the volume
of R, in any dimension (d > 1), is approximately nP(ry > n). It has been observed before,
see for example [4, Sec. 6], that the typical order of growth of E[PS">(tgx = co)] at any
d > 3, matches that of P(t) > n) atd’ = d — 2, yielding the same order of growth in n for
R, at d > 3 and for the volume of R, at " = d — 2. In Theorems 1.3 and 1.4, our LiL for
d > 4 adheres to such a match with the scale for the LiL of the volume of R, atd’ = d — 2
(see [10, 11, 21] for the latter LiL at any d’ > 2, as well as the limit distribution results for
the volume of the Wiener sausage at d’ > 2, and the corresponding LiL at 4’ > 3, in [25] and
[15, 17], respectively). In contrast, this relation breaks down at the lim sup LiL for d = 3, with
the appearance of the novel factor (log; n)™! in Theorem 1.1. Nevertheless, even at d = 3 the
relevant deviations of R, are due to those in the diameter of R,,, except that the upper tails for
these two variables differ in their growth rates. Specifically, our proofs in Sections 3.1 and
3.3 yield the following (sharper) result.

Proposition 1.7. Let M,, := max,<;<, |S:|. For sRw of Z*> and any € > 0,
P({R, 2 (1 = ohs(m} N {M, > (1 — e)y(n)} io.)=1,
PUR, < (1 + ©hs(m)}y N {M, < (1 + e(n)} io.) =1,
where y(n) := \[(2/3)nlog, n and §(n) := n+/(1/6)n(log, n)™".

Proposition 1.7 implies that almost surely, the lim sup (resp. liminf) of R, are essentially
attained simultaneously with those for M, since for d = 3, almost surely,

M, .. .M,
(1.7) limsup —— =1, lim inf — =1.
n—oo W(n n—0o0 l,b(n)



4 AMIR DEMBO AND IZUMI OKADA

Indeed, by the invariance principle it suffices for proving (1.7) to show the equivalent a.s.
statement for 3-dimensional Bessel process, and the latter follows by mimicking the proof of
Chung’s one-dimensional LiL (see [14]), starting with the estimate (3.24). We note in passing
that in addition to explicitly characterizing the value of ¢, in Theorem 1.3, the following
analog of Proposition 1.7 in case d > 4, is also still open.

Open problem 1.8. Consider the skRw S; = (Sl.l, . ..,S?) €7l d>4 Ford =d-2, let
S =(Sh...,8¢,0,0)and Vy(n) = {S¥,...,8L). Pick non-random 4 (n) such that a.s.

lim sup Va () =
n—oo wd’ (l’l)
We then conjecture that for h,(n) of Theorems 1.3-1.4 and any € > 0,

P({R, = (1 = Oha(m)} N {Vp(n) = (1 = eWpa ()} i0) = 1.

While we consider throughout only the discrete time sRw whose increments are the 2d
neighbors of the origin in Z¢, due to sharp concentration of Poisson variables, all our results
apply also for the continuous time srw with i.i.d. Exponential(1) clocks and up to the scaling
n — (1—p)n, also to the p-lazy discrete time skw. By definition of R,,, our results apply to any
random walk on a group with a finite symmetric set of generators, whose words are isomor-
phic to those of the sRw (e.g. an invariance of our results under any non-random, invertible
affine transformation of the walk). We note in passing the recent work [28] on the strong law
for any symmetric random walk on a group of growth index d and the corresponding crT in
case d > 6, suggesting the possibility of a future extension of our LiL-s in this context.

Beyond the intrinsic interest in R,, its asymptotic is also relevant for the study of intersec-
tions between two independent random walks (e.g., see [23, Ch. 3]). Similarly, [2, 3] utilize
bounds on R, to gain insights about the so called Swiss cheese picture for d = 3. Further, to
understand Sznitman’s [33] random interlacement model, one may use moment estimates for
the capacity of the union of ranges (c.f. [13] and the references therein). Finally, the capacity
equals the summation of all entries of the inverse of the (positive definite) Green’s function
matrix (see (2.2)), a point of view which [29] uses, for d = 2, to estimate the geometry of late
points of the walk.

As for the organization of this paper, we prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 3, relying on novel
relations between the capacity and Green’s function which we explore in Section 2. Our
proof of Theorem 1.1 further indicates that the lim sup-LiL is due to exceptional time where
R, has a cylinder-like shape, with one dimension being about y/(n) while the other two are
O(Y(n)/(log, n)) (see Lemma 2.1 and Section 3.2). In contrast, the liminf-LiL seems to be
due to times where the shape of R, is close enough to a ball of radius ¥(n) to approximately
match the capacity of such a ball (see (3.31) and (3.32)).

Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4, respectively. Our
proofs rely on the decomposition (4.2) of R,, as the sum of k independent variables {U ;}
which are the capacities of the walk restricted to the k parts of a partition of [1, n;], minus
some random A,, » > 0 (which ties all these parts together). For any d > 5 the effect of A, «
on the LIL is negligible, so upon coupling R,, with a one-dimensional Brownian motion, we
immediately get the LiL for the former out of the standard LiL for the latter. As seen in Section
4, the situation is way more delicate for d = 4, where EA, ; =~ hy(n) dominates for a suitable
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slowly growing k = k, the fluctuations of the i.i.d. {U;}. The lim sup-LiwL is then due to the
exceptional (random) sequence {n;} where A, ; = o(ha(ny)), while the lim inf-LiL is due to the
exceptional {n;} for which A, , = iz4(nk) > EA,, . Indeed, whereas Theorem 1.3 is proved
via the framework developed in [11, Section 4] for the LiL for the volume of R, in the planar
case (d’ = 2), special care is needed here in order to establish tight control on the moderate
deviations of A, and U, in case d = 4 (c.f. Lemmas 4.1, 4.3, 4.6 and 4.7, which may be of
independent interest).

2. CAPACITY GEOMETRY AND GREEN’S FUNCTION

The following asymptotic for the 3-dimensional capacity of cylinder-like domains (which
we prove at the end of this section), is behind the factor (log; n)~! in the lim sup-LiL of (1.1).

Lemma 2.1. Form > 1 andr > k € N, let
C(l, 1) :=(EZ) N {(x1, %2, X3) 1 X0 + x5 < 1%, 1 < x3 < m).
Fixb <2/3, 1,y = o(m), 1y T 00. If Cpu(1,7,) 2 Cpu 2 Cpu(€, 1) for some € < 12, then

_ CapCn)
2.1 1 _T
1) s m(log(mfrm)' 3

Remark 2.2. In the sequel we prove a stronger result, namely that the upper bound in (2.1)
holds as soon as C,, is contained in a union C)(r,,) of at most m/r,, balls B(z;, r,,) of radius
rn in Z3, of centers such that |zj, — zi| < r for 1 <i < m/r,, (where C,(1,r) is merely one
possible choice for C(r)).

Indeed, in Section 3 we will see that lim sup of R, is roughly attained on the event {S! >
Y(n)} for Y(n) of Proposition 1.7, with R, then having approximately the shape of such C,,
for m = y(n), and r,, = cm/ log, n, hence from Lemma 2.1 we find that

R, ~ Cap(Cy) ~ %m(IOg(m/ )" & glﬂ(n)(loga n,

which is precisely A3(n) of Theorem 1.1.
We proceed with two lemmas relating the capacity of skw with its Green’s function,

G(x,y)= ) P'(Si=y).
i=0

To this end, partition Q by the last time the walk visits X = {x; # x,--- # x;}, to get that

J
2.2) 1= Z G(xi, x)P"(ry = ), VI<i<]j.

=1
Lemma 2.3. For any set X = {xi, ..., x;}, with {x;} not necessarily disjoint,
2.3) J < Cap(X) < /

maX1s£sj{Z{:1 G(x;, xo)} min1s£sj{2,j:1 G(x;, X))
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A

Proof. The set X of size |X| = k < j consists wLoG of disjoint points X = {X; # X -+ # X},
where X, appears m, > 1 times in X (and )}, m, = j). Setting v(¢) for the index of x;, in X
and g, := (m,)"'PY (14 = o), we see that

k J
(2.4) Cap(X) = Cap(X) = > P¥(1y =) = > qu)
v=1 (=1

and moreover, summing (2.2) over i < j, we get that

Jk J J
(2.5) i=) D Gl 2P (g = 00) = " gy Y Glxi, x0).
i=1 v=1 =1 =1
The bounds of (2.3) are an immediate consequence of (2.4) and (2.5). [ |
Lemma 2.4. For Z; = {xy,...,x;;}, Zo = {Xj,+1, .., Xj+j,} With {x;} not necessarily disjoint,
Ji1+ )2

Cap(Z, U Z,) < Cap(Z,) +

- —
MiNyez, \zz{Zfiljz G(x;, x)}

Proof. Since 74,7, < Tz, it follows that

(2.6) Cap(Z, U Z,) < Cap(Z,) + Z PX(tzuz, = ).

xX€Z; \Zz

For X enumerating the disjoint points in Z; U Z,, v({), ¢, as in Lemma 2.3, we have that

Jiti2

Z P (tz,uz, = ) = Z RGY NS AVAR
xX€Z; \Zz (=1
Jiti2 Jiti2
i+ 2= Z Gt Z G(x;, xc) -
=1 i=1
Combining these identities with (2.6) yields the stated upper bound. [

Remark 2.5. In particular, applying Lemma 2.4 for
Z = U Z, Z, = U Z;,
i€(jiJ =1 i€[1,j1u(J-jJ]
we have that for any Z; ¢ 7%, 2j < J,
S 1Zi
minxezl Z;'Izl ZyeZ- G(-x’ )’)

Proof of Lemma 2.1. By the monotonicity of A +— Cap(A), it suffices to provide a uniform in
¢ < r? lower bound on Cap(C,,(¢, r,,)) and a matching upper bound on Cap(C%*(r,,)). With
ICu(L, )| = (1 + 0o(1))memr2 €73, we get such a lower bound from Lemma 2.3, upon showing
that for srw on Z?,

(2.7) Z G(x,y) < 3(1 + o()rat> log(m/ry,), Ve <

m°
YECm(Corm)

Cap(Z, U Z,) < Cap(2£,) +

VxeC,r,).
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With b < 2/3, the right-side of (2.7) diverges in m for any ¢ < r?. Further, with m/r,, T oo
and G(x, y) bounded, it suffices to sum in (2.7) over [x—y| > 2> > ¢ and use the asymptotics

3+0(1) 1
e |x =yl

(for example, see [23, Thm. 1.5.4]). Setting u,, = m, we have for any v,, T oo and r €

(72, Viurm], at most Cr2¢=3 points y € C,,(€, 1) with |x — y| € [r,r + 1], while for each

r € [Vulm,uy) there are at most (27 + o(1))r2 ¢~ such points in C,(¢,r,). Thus, taking

V2 < log(m/r,,) yields

3+0(1) i > M
ZG( S 5A [Cfrz/3 rdr+27rrmf r dr]

yEC YmI'm
(2.9) = 3+ o)l log(u/ (rmvm)),
from which (2.7) immediately follows. Turning to upper bound on Cap(C}(r,,)), take now

Up = (m/r,)"% and v,, := (m/r,) T oo for some €, — 0, splitting C*(r,,) to Q; U Q»,
where

(2.8) G(x,y) =

o= |J Bam, o= |J Ba@mw.

€ (U, (M ] i) =t i€ (U (M| Ty )=ty

Note that C*(r,,) has at most (47/3+0(1))r2m, possibly overlapping, points. Thus, combining
Lemma 2.4 with the upper bound of Lemma 2.3, we get the upper bound of (2.1), once we
show that for some §,, — 0,

(2.10) > Gy = @ +6rlogm/r,),  VxeQr,
YECH(rm)

2.11) Z G(x,y) > Q ~log(rn/ ). Vx € ;.
YEQ>

Fixing x € B(z;, r») C Q1, consider only the contribution to the Lus of (2.10) from all points
y € B(zj, r,,) with |j — i| € [v,,, u,,]. For such a pair [y — x| < (|j — i| + 3)r,,, hence by (2.8),

+oD)

G(x, z
(x,y) 7

o=,

resulting with

Umn

> Gy z 227 0(1) 'B(O al i = @+ o) logu/vi)

YeCH(rm) J=Vm

which for our choices of u,, and v,, is as stated in (2.10) (for some 9,, — 0, uniformly over
x € Qy). Further, O, consists of two sets with an equal number of elements, each of diameter
at most (1 + o(1))u,,r,,. Thus, we get by (2.8) that for some ¢ > 0,

D G0y 2|l @ura) ™, Vx€ Qs
e

and (2.11) follows upon choosing €,, — 0 slow enough so that (m/r,,) > log(m/r,,). [ |
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3. LIL FOR SRW ON Z>: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

To ease the presentation we omit hereafter the integer-part symbol [-] and divide the section
to four parts, establishing the lower and then upper bounds, first for the lim sup-Li. of (1.1)
and then for the lim inf-LiL of (1.1).

3.1. The lower bound in the limsup-LiL. Recall

YU(t) := 4/(2/3)tlog, t, hs(t) = gw(t)(log3 7,

of Proposition 1.7 and Theorem 1.1, respectively, and for the skw (S,,) on Z* consider the
corresponding events

1+46
Ac={Sl 2y}, Ar=A ) ZG(OS” (+2 )h;(t)}

Our next lemma whose proof is deferred is key to the lower bound in our lim sup-LiL.
Lemma 3.1. For srw (S,,) on Z* and any 6 > 0, there exists {; — 0 when t — oo, such that
(3.1) P(A) <24,P(A).

Given € > 0, we choose g > 1 large and § > 0 small so for 1, := ¢" — ¢"! and all large n,

(32) = f6h3<zn> > (1 - ().
We then partition Z, to disjoint intervals I, := (¢"~', ¢"] N Z of length ¢ and set the events
A= Sk -Sho 2@, A= [0o=a+ 46)h3( ik
where
V(i) := > G5 S0).
tel,
Setting

H,(i) := ZG(S,,S{;)>(1+45) i€[l,1],

=1

h()}

note that by the stationarity of the skw increments, A,, ILAI,,(q”‘1 + 1)) 4 (A,,, H, (i)). Further,
the event A, is invariant to any permutation of the srw increments {X, j < t}, whereas given
A, the event H,(i) depends only on {S, — S;,¢ € [1,¢]}. Further, the permuted increments
X]’ = X(i+j) mod(r) result with S[ = S[H' - Si for all € € [1, t— l], whereas Xj = X(i+l—j) mod(r)
result with S, = S; -, , for all £ € [1, i]. Since G(x,y) = G(—x,—y) > 0, it thus follows that
conditional on A, the random sum in each of the events H,(i) is stochastically dominated by
twice the random sum in the event A*. Consequently, (3.1) yields that

(3.3) max{P (H,()| A} <24, - 0.
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Next, consider the 1ndependent events G, := {|A,| > (1 — )t,}, where A, is the subset of all
those i € I, for which H,(i) does not hold From Markov’s inequality and (3.3) it follows that

4’" - 0.

(34)  P(GIA,) = P(L| - A > 61, 14,) < —ZP(H ()| A,) <

n i€l,

Setting x(1) := +/2log, ¢, note that (S)) is the partial sum of {-1,0, 1}-valued, zero-mean,
i.1.d. variables of variance 1/3. With

o —u?/2

du
+ 2«
we have by the asymptotic normality of the moderate deviations for such partial sums (see
[30, Thm. VIIL.2.1]), that

P(A,) = P(A,) = P((t,/3)'7 S| 2 x(t,))

D(x) :=

(&)

n+/logn ’

for some positive c¢; and ¢, = ¢2(g). Hence, by (3.4), for all n large enough,

(3.5) = (1 + o())D(x(t,)) > c1x(t,) " e "1 >

o 1 . (653
P(G,) = PA, NG, > EP(A") > Zn—\/loﬂ.
Having {G,} independent with }, P(G,) = oo, we deduce by the second Borel-Cantelli lemma
that a.s. the events G, hold for infinitely many values of n. Since
Ry = 1S ilien, € Ry

we have by the monotonicity of A — Cap(A), the non-negativity of G(x,y), Lemma 2.3 and
the definition of A,, C I, that

A o 1Als (@)
mason (0,0) (1 + 401,
Consequently, in view of (3.2) we have on the event G, that

1-0
n > > -
Ry 2 75h3(tn) 2 (1 = ©)hs(gn)

which since G,, holds infinity often, establishes the lower bound in the lim sup-LiL (along the
sub-sequence ¢", and with R» 2 R, of roughly the shape of Cy,,, of Lemma 2.1).
To prove Lemma 3.1, setting

Vii=14 ) G0,S),  1<[0,1NZ,

tel

R, > Cap(R,) >

note that Lemma 3.1 is an immediate consequence of the following.

Lemma 3.2. Fixing 6 € (0, 1), fory, := t(log, t)"'(log; t)*/* and some ¢; — 0,

(3.6) P(Viow, L P(A,),

ot
_h())

(1+26)t)<{P(A).

3.7 P\Vi,.q =
( ) ( (vl = 2h3(t)
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Our next lemma provides sharp tail estimates for the path of the one-dimensional walk
(S ), which are key for proving (3.6) and (3.7), respectively.

Lemma 3.3. Fixing 6 € (0, 1), for some C < oo, {; — 0 and all t large enough,

(3.8) sup{P(S, > w(r) — VO < CP(A,),

<y

C 3 20
(3.9) P(ANL) <44P@A), L= ge@] 572 (1+ 5>t}'

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Letn, := vy,/t = (log, 1)*/*/(log, 1), setting x(t, r) := (x(£)— V3r)/ V1 = r
for r < i, and x(¢) = x(¢,0) := 4/2log, t. Then, in view of the uniform Gaussian approx-
imation of (3.5), we get (3.8) once we show that uniformly in r < 7, the standard Gauss
measure of [x(z, r), o), is at most C times the Gauss measure of [x(¢), o). Note that , — 0
and x(¢) — oo as t — oo, hence x(¢,r)/x(t) — 1 uniformly in r < n,. It thus remains only to
show that for some C < oo and all 7 large enough,

(3.10) inf{x(t, r)* — x(t)*} > —2log C .
r<n;

Next, setting u = x(¢) \/r, our expression for x(, r) is such
(1 = P)x(t, r)* = x(*] = > = 2V3u + 3r > -3,

yielding (3.10) and thereby also (3.8).
Next, setting s; := jt/(log, t), we partition (y;, t] into the disjoint intervals J; = (s, Sj.11,
j € [(logs 1)*?,1og, ). We likewise partition the events A, N L¢ according to whether the

(‘i'%t} equals vy, or alternatively which interval J;

contains 7;. Note that if 7, > s; then § i,- > (ﬁ);)’t and conditioning on the srw filtration at

7, € J;, we get by the strong Markov property (and i.i.d. increments), of the srw, that

stopping time 7, := inf{¢ > y, : §} <

P(A; N {t; € J}}) < qi(sj,0)sup p,(t — 5,0),

SEJj

where

Y(t)s; )

Y(t)(0r +r)
a+on > +)

. 1
pilry) = P(S; > =

ai(sj,y) = P((S}), =
and (S;,), := S, Vv 0. The only other way for the event L{ to occur, is by having

t
S;f < (ﬁ(_:?g =A/log, .

Partitioning to {S;t € I}, for I; := [(log, t — 1)A, — A, (log, t — 1)A;) when 0 < i < log, ¢, and
liog,; := (—=00,0), yields that

P(A; N {S)l,t € 1)) < gy, iA + A)p,(t — 1, i)
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and consequently,

P(ANL) < Y PANIS) €I+ ) PAN{T € J})

<(I+log, 0| sup gy +A)pt =y i+ sup  qi(s;, 0)p(t = 5,0)|.

ye[0,A, log, 1] seJj,j>(logs 1)>/?
As P(A;) = p.(t,0), we thus get (3.9), if for some {; — 0
(3.11) 45,0t = 5,0 < - i pi,0), Vi (log s e,
e
(3.12) @Yo,y + A)pi(t = y1,y) < pi(t,0), Vy < A/log,1.

log, t
Starting with (3.11), note that s; > s; > 1 and p,(r,y) > 0 only if r > 6y(#)/2. Thus, a
uniform normal approximation applies for both ¢,(s;, 0) and p,(t—s, 0), and with all arguments
of @(+) being only O(x(¢)) for x(t) = +/21og, t, such approximations hold, as in (3.5), with
o(1) relative error. Further, note that u = s/t € [n,, 1) with 5;/t > u— &, where g, := (log, HL
Hence, by the preceding, we get (3.11) upon showing that

— x(1) x(H)(1+6—u) 4 =
(3.13) sup {O(——Vu—-¢ )@ DO(x(1)).
uem,,n{ (1+5 ) ((1 +6) V1 - )} log, 1
Upon taking the logarithm of both sides of (3.13), recalling that |log @(y) + logy + y*/2| is
bounded at y — oo, that x(¢)s; is bqunded and n, > 2¢g,, we find (after some algebra), that it
suffices for (3.13) to have for some {; — 0 as t — oo,

1 S
(3.14) sup { - (log, () + = log(u™ = 1)} < log, - = log; 1.
uelm.1) 2 2
where , )
1 —
Ou) = u N (1+06—-u) g u 0 .
(1462 (1+62(1—u) 1—u(l+06)?

Since u +— 6(u) is non-decreasing, the supremum on the left-side of (3.14) is attained at
u = n,;, where for large ¢ it is at most —%(log3 £)*2. This is more than enough for (3.14) to
hold, thereby establishing (3.11). We next turn to (3.12), which analogously to (3.13) is a
consequence of

x(1) x()(1+6—-vn,) &
©-13) SEE]{ ( \/_( B ’)) ((1+5)\/1— )}<10 gt

Restricting to v < 1/2, we bound the left-most term by one and take the logarithm of both
sides to find that (3.15) holds because for v < 1/2,

(1+5_V77t)2 1> n:0
(1+6)*(1 =n,) “1+6

and x(¢)*n, = 2(log, 1)*? > log, . To complete the proof of (3.15), it thus suffices (similarly
to (3.14)), to have for some ¢; — 0, that

(3.16) sup { — (log, t)@t(v)} <logl, — log, ¢,
ve[1/2,1]

D(x(1)).
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where it is easy to check that

2 2 2
v (I+6—-vn) n:0
6,(v) = + -1>6,1)> .
W= Tarera-m 2V 2 T5p
The preceding suffices for (3.16) and thereby for (3.12), thus completing the proof. [

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Starting with (3.6), note that for some C; < oo and any £ > 0,
E[GO,S)1= Y P’(S;=0) < Ci(1+ Vo).
i=C

Further, recall from (2.8) that G(0, y) < C,/(1 + |y|) for some C, < oo and all y € Z*. Hence,

(3.17) E[G(0,S)14,]1 < Co(1 + \/2)_1P(At) + Z GO, y)PAS,=y}NA).
Iyl< Ve

With (S., S, = S¢) £ (Sr,8,-¢) for skw ($,,) which is independent of (S,.), if y € Z? is such
that |y'| < [y| < V¢, then
PUS: =y} NA) < P(S¢ =y)P(S L, > w(t) - Ve).
Therefore, thanks to (3.8), for any £ < vy, the right-most term in (3.17) is at most,
E[G0,S)IPSL, > u(r) - Vo) < C;(1 + VO 'CP(A,)).

We thus deduce from (3.17), that for some Cs, Cy4 < 00,

Vi

Vi
EWVioal = D EIGO, 80141 < GPA) Y (1+ VD™ < CaP(A) V7.
=0

=0

Consequently, by Markov’s inequality and our choice of ;,

ot
P(Vioy 2 m)) < LP(A),

where our choice of y, results with §; := C4h3(1) \fy:/(6t) = 0 as t — oo.
Turning to (3.7), recall our choice of y, implying that

1
Z E < log(t/y,) <logst.

Le(ynt]

Further, with h3(2) = (7/3)y(1)(log, )7, it follows that t/(2hs(1)) = %(t/ Y(1))(log, t). Conse-
quently, for all # large enough, the event L, of (3.9) implies, thanks to (2.8), that

3+0(1 3+0(1) (1456 1426
+ oll) st < +270T( )(l;;t))t(logﬂ)ﬁ(z%(t))t.

Vo= Y G(0,S)) <

Ce(yt] te(ynt]

Since the same conclusion applies when A{ holds (in which case V(,, ; = 0), we see that (3.7)
is an immediate consequence of (3.9). [ |
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3.2. The upper bound in the limsup-Li. Recall that R, is non-decreasing. Further, for any
t, = ¢", g > 1 we have that eventually h;(z,)/hs3(t,—1) < g. It thus suffices to prove the
upper bound in our lim sup-LiL only along each such sequence ¢, (thereafter taking ¢ | 1 to
complete the proof). To this end, fix ¢ > 1 and 6, > 0, setting m := (1 + 6)*¢(z,) and
rm = m/b,, T oo for b, := 2n(1 + 5)6(log2 t,) (80 rp = () /(2n(1 + 6)° log, #,)). We aim to
cover R,, by the union C} (r,,) of b,, balls of radius r,, each, with the centers of consecutive
balls at most r,, apart. Indeed, as shown in Section 2 (see Remark 2.2), this would yield
R, <(1+6+ o(1))*hs(t,), so we then conclude by takingd | O and g | 1.
Specifically, starting at Ty = 0, set the increasing stopping times

T; Z:il’lf{k>Ti_1:|Sk—STiil|>l’m—1}, Vi>1,

noting that the event {7}, > t,} implies the aforementioned containment R, € C}(r,,). Fur-
ther, with exp(—(1 + ) log, #,) < Cn~1*9 summable, upon employing the first Borel-Cantelli
lemma, it remains only to establish the following key lemma.

Lemma 3.4. For any q > 1 and small 6 > 0, there existn > 0 and C < oo such that

(3.18) Py, <t,) < Cexp(—(1 +9)log, t,) Vn.

m

Proof. By the strong Markov property and the independence of increments of the walk, we
see that T}, is the sum of b, i.i.d. copies of the first exit time 7 of the (discrete) ball
B(0, r,, — 1), by the 3D-srw. Since r,, > 1, we may wrLoG replace T by the first exit time
of 3D Brownian motion from B(0, \/§rm), which can thereby, due to Brownian scaling, be
further replaced by 372 T}, with T} := inf{t > 0 : |B;| > 1} the Brownian hitting time of the
unit sphere S?. Note that #, = 3r2nb,, and as b,,/(2n) = 3m*/(2t,) = (1 + 6)°(log, 1), it
suffices to show that for some n = n(6) > 0 and all m,

| &

(3.19) P(b_ Z T, < ,7) < e (-0 bulm)
moi=1

where T; are i.i.d. copies of 7. To this end, covering S? by ¢, balls of radius ¢ each, centered
at some 6; € S?, we have by the triangle inequality that
max{(f;, B;,)} > 1-6.
Hence, fixing 4 > 0, we get upon applying Doob’s optional stopping theorem for the martin-
gale M, = 3, exp(A{6;, B,) — A*t/2) at the stopping time T, that
cs = My = E[M5z,] > el(l_‘s)E[e_AzT‘/z].

Consequently, by Markov’s inequality, we have for any 1, 4,6 > 0 and integer b > 1, that

1 & 27 Ca1—s\P
(3.20) P ; T <n) < e™PE[ T < (cpe P00
Taking the optimal A = (1 — §)/n it is easy to check that for n < n(6) = 6(1 — 6)*/(2logcy),
the Lus of (3.20) is at most exp(—(1 — 6)*h/(21)). We thus got (3.19) for any 6 > 0 provided
n < n(9), thereby completing the proof. [
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Remark 3.5. One has for any 6 > 0 small and all t large enough, the classical bound
P({n]z}x 1S > (1 + 5)31//(0) < CeI+D)logy 1
<k<t

We need in (3.18) a stronger result, since for any b,, and r,, > 1,

{1n<lki)t( |Sk| > bmrm} - {Tbm < t”}’

and while b1, = (1 +8)*y(t,), our crude use of 6-cover of S* in proving Lemma 3.4 requires
us to also have b, /(log,t,) — 0as ¢ | 0.

3.3. The upper bound in the liminf-LiL. For any A ¢ R? and r > 0, let
Nbd(A, r) := ] B(x,7)

X€EA
denote the r-blowup of A. Utilizing [13], we first relate R, with a suitable Brownian capacity,
as stated next.

Lemma 3.6. We can couple the srRw with a 3D Brownian motion (B,,t > 0), such that

R, 1
== as.

(3.21) M Cap IO /3]~ 3

and for any 6 € (0,1/2),

i R, 1
(3-22) o Cap,(Nbd(BIO, n/3L,n72 ) 3
Proof. The results were essentially shown in [13]. Indeed, [13, (4.15)] shows that (3.21) holds
when each ratio is restricted to the events E,, while it is also shown that a.s. E, holds for all
sufficiently large n (combine [13, (4.2)] with Borel-Cantelli). Hence (3.21) also holds without
such a restriction. Turning to show (3.22), let P denote the probability of an independent
Brownian motion (B,). Fixing § € (0,1/2) and some y, € Z3 such that |y,| = n'/?**, we
similarly obtain (after dispensing of events E,), that by the same argument as in [13, (4.4)],
a.s. one has for all large n,

Cap,(Nbd(B[0, n/3],n'/*™))
= (27 + o(1))n"**° B(Nbd(B[0, /31, n'*°) N (v, + B[O, o)) # O|B[0, n/3]).

By [13, (4.13) & (4.4)], a.s., the latter expression is for all n large (1 + o(1))Capgz(B[0, n/3]).
Thus,

a.s.

lim Capg(B[0,n/3]) _
n—oco CapB(Nbd(B[O, n/3], n1/2—6))
which in view of (3.21) completes the proof of (3.22). .

Proceeding to show the upper bound in the lim inf-Li, let #(n) := 7 +/n/(21og, n), that is

r(n) = V3¥(n) for J(-) of Proposition 1.7. Recall that by [18, Lemma 1.1] or [22], and
Brownian scaling, for some ¢ > 0 and all 7, r > 0,

a.s.,

Ilzf
(3.23) P(sup {|Bsl} < r) > 2ce 27 .

s€[0,7)
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We have used in (3.23) also that the largest eigenvalue of the Dirichlet Laplacian in the unit
ball in R? is —j%, where j = Ja-2)2.1 denotes the first positive zero of the Bessel function
of the first kind with index (d — 2)/2, and in particular that j,,; = 7 (see [34, Page 490]).
Considering (3.23) for r = r(s,), s, = n" and the Brownian increments in the disjoint intervals
I, = [s,-1, s,) of length ¢, = s, — 5,1, result with

(3.24) P( sup{|B; — B, ||} < r(sn)) > cexp(—log, s,) =

rel, nlogn’

Thus, thanks to the independence of Brownian increments on the disjoint /,, we get from the
second Borel-Cantelli lemma that

(3.25) P( lim inf ((s,)" sup{|B, — B, |}) < 1) - 1.

tel,

Further, as +/s,-1(log, s,-1) = o(r(s,)), by Kinchin’s L. for the Brownian motion,

(3.26) P( lim sup(r(s,)~" sup |B,]) = 0) -1

n—o0 1<Sp—1

Combining (3.25) and (3.26), we deduce that
P( lim inf(r(s,)"' sup |B]) < 1) 1.
n—oo t<sp
This of course implies that also

(3.27) P( lim inf(r(n)™" sup |BJ]) < 1) -1,

t<n

Recall that for any » > 0 one has that r‘1CapB(B(O, r)) = Capg(B(0, 1)) = 27 (= «; on [12,
Page 356]). By (3.27), for any € > 0, a.s. B[0,n] c B(0, (1 +¢€)r(n)) for infinitely many values
of n, in which case also Capg(B[0, n]) < 2n(1 + €)r(n). That is,

(3.28) P(CapB(B[O, nl) < 2x(1 + Or(n)  io. ) - 1.

By Brownian scaling, the sequence { V3Cap 5(B[0,n/3])} has the same law as the sequence
{Capg(Bl[0, n])}. Thus, in view of (3.21), we can also construct a coupling so that for any
€ > 0, we have that a.s.

<(1 + €)

" 33

for all n large enough. With r(n) = %%(n), it thus follows from (3.28) that

R,

Cap,(B[0,n]),

P(R, < (1+ehs(n) io.)=1,

and taking € | 0 establishes the stated upper bound in our lim inf-LiL.
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3.4. The lower bound of the liminf-Li.. Fixing a > 0, we have by [12, (1.4)], that for any
f(® 1 oo such that f(£) = o(*?),

(3.29) hm&bgP(led(B[O fl.a)| < ( \f) f(t)3/2a)) 1,

where w; denotes the volume of the unit ball (using here that the largest eigenvalue of the
Dirichlet Laplacian in the unit volume ball in R® is w3 n%). Fixing 6 € (0, 1/2) as in (3.22),
Brownian scaling by time factor 3n?°~! yields equality in distribution between the sequences

INbd(B[0, n/3],n'>)| £ 37202 |Nbd(B[0, 1, 37'/).

Thus, considering (3.29) for a = 3712, t = n? and f(1) = (1 — €)*n*(log, n)~!, we arrive at

P(|Nbd(B[o,n/3],n”2—5)| <(- e)%ﬁ(n)3w3)

267 2-1/2 of TV, 0 ~1\3/2
:P(|Nbd(B[O,n 1,312 < (1 - e (%) (i (og, )™ w3)

<Cexp(—(1 — e)*(log, n)).
Considering n; = g*, we get by the first Borel-Cantelli lemma, that for fixed ¢ > 1 and € > 0,

B 1/2 6
(3.30) lim inf INbA(BLO. 7:/31, 1 ) >(1-¢€)? as.
koo w3 ()’

With n + |Nbd(B[0, n/3], n'/>7%)] monotone increasing and (q*)/d(g"") — 1 as k — oo
followed by ¢ | 1, we deduce from (3.30) that

¢ INbd(B[0.7/3]. n 270

(3.31) limin >1 as.
”_’°° ws P(n)?
Next, recall the Poincaré-Carleman-Szeg6 theorem [31], that for any r > 0,
(3.32) inf {CapB(A)} = Capg(B(0, r)) = r Capg(B(0, 1)) = 27r.
|Al=w3r3

Recall that /15(n) = Zy(n). Hence, by (3.32) for A = [Nbd(B[0, n/3],n'/?)|, we have in view
of (3.30) that
. Capy(NbA(BI0. /3], n'>)
lim inf , a.s.,
n—eo 3h3(}’1)

which together with (3.22) yields the stated lower bound for the lim inf-LiL of R, in Z°.

4. LIL FOR SRW ON Z*: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3
Hereafter we consider for integers 0 < a < b < ¢, the random variables

4.1) R, := Cap(R(a, b)), Vave =Rap + Rpe — Ry 2 0.

e . d .
Note that by shift invariance R,, = Ro-o = Rp-, and R, is independent of R, (due to the
independence of increments). In particular, for any increasing {n,} starting at ny = 0, one has
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the decomposition

k
(4.2) Ry = > Uj=Ans,
=1
in terms of the independent variables U; := R, , ,, and the sum of non-negative variables
k=1 k-1
(43) Ank,k = an_l,nj,nk = VO,nj,nj+1 .
=1 =1

As we shall see, the fluctuation in }’; U; is negligible for the LiL-s of Theorem 1.3 where
EA, x = hs(n;), the limsup-LiL being due to the exceptional times with A, x = o(EA, k),
while the liminf-LiL is due to the exceptional times where A, ; = iz4(nk) > EAy i In
contrast, we show in Section 5 that A, ; has a negligible effect when d > 5, where the LiL
follows the usual pattern for sums of independent variables (namely, that of the L. for a
Brownian motion).

4.1. The lower bound in the limsup-Li. Recall Green’s function for the 4-dimensional
Brownian motion,

1 -2
4.4) Gy, y) = 5lv =)™
We start with a key lemma that improves upon the upper bound of [6, Prop. 4.1].

Lemma 4.1. Suppose (S,,) and (S,,) are two independent sRw on Z*, while (B5,s > 0),
(Bs, s = 0) are two independent, standard 4-dimensional Brownian motions. Let

1 5 1 1 B
X, = — G(S:i,S0), Y := Gg(Bs, Br)dsdt .
-~ ), GsL8) fo fo 5B, B)ds

i,te[1,n]

Then, for some C < oo and any p,n € N,
4.5) E[X"] < CPp!, E[YP] < CPpl.
One immediate consequence of (4.5) is that for any ¢ < 1/C,

(4.6) sup E[¢"*"] < o0, E[e"] < .

Proof of Proposition 1.6. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.1. Indeed, recall from [6,
Prop. 4.5], that the limit in L?,

2n71

Yo([0,17) =2 )" " (@A) - Ea(A})

=1 k=1
exists, where for any n > 1 and k < 27!,
“4.7) a(Ay) = f Gg(B, Brdsdt,

A

n
k

Ay =2k =2)27", 2k = 1)27") x (2k = 1)27",2k27"] .
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Note that {a(A})};-; are 1.i.d. for any fixed n > 1, with a(A} ) = 27"Y. Thatis, {a(A})} satisfies
[26, properties (i) and (ii)]. Upon replacing the upper bound of [26, Lemma 2] by (4.5), it
is not hard to check that the proof of [26, Thm. 1] yields here that the moment generating
function Mg(A) of (1.6) is finite for sufficiently small 4 > 0. By Holder’s inequality, and in
view of [6, Thm. 1.2], it follows that A, € (0, 00), as claimed. ]

The following elementary bounds are needed for proving Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.2. There exists C < oo such that for any t > 0 and x,y € R*,

(4.8) E[|B, — 2] < Cminf{r™", |x 2} < Cr ™,

(4.9) E[B, - "B =y < V2 (xl v D) <20 Py — o7,
(4.10) E[B, — X718, =y ] < 2C Py — &

Similarly, for|-|, =|-|V 1, anyi>0and x,y € Z*%,

(4.11) E[S; - x[;*] < Cminlil;", |xI7} < Clil; " 1xl;,

(4.12) E[IS; = 2718 = y17'1 < Clil (s v k)™ < 2C1 Py = &7
(4.13) E[IS; = X218 =y < 2C015 Pl y =«

Proof. Denoting by ¢,(x) := (27rs)7> exp(—%) the density at x of the Gaussian law of S, we
get from (4.4) after change of variables that

E[|8; = xI7*] = 27°E[Gp(B;, 0] = 27T2f ¢s(x)ds = 1 i (Ix? /1) = Xt/ 1xP)

for the finite decreasing functions ¢,(r) := 1 flw u2e™ 1 du, oy(r) = 3 fr S w21 gy,
Thus, (4.8) holds for any C > ¢(0) V ¢,(0). Next, by Cauchy-Schwarz and (4.8),

E(B; — x7'1B, = yI™)) < (E[B: — x7D2(ENB, - yI7°D'? < Cr 'yl
Exchanging x with y yields the first inequality in (4.9), whereby the second inequality follows
(as |x —y| < |x| + [y] < 2|x] Vv [y]). Now, by the triangle inequality, for 5, # x # y,

ly — xl16; — x|_2|ﬁ, - yl_l <8 - x|_1(|ﬁl - xl_l + 18 — yl_l),

so taking the expectation and using (4.8) and (4.9) to bound the rus, results with (4.10).
With §y = 0, clearly (4.11) holds at i = 0, while for i > 1, recall [23, Thm. 1.2.1 and 1.5.4]
that for some C finite and any x € Z*,

(4.14) P(S; = x) < Ci?e /4 (2 v i)',
(4.15) C a2 < G(0,x) < Clx|;*.
By (4.15),

ElIS; - 6121 < CE[G(S;, x)] = C ) P(S; = x).

=i
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Further, for some C finite and alli > 1, x € Z*,

D v o < Gl vy < Cmindi! 1),

=i
Thus, in view of (4.14), the same computation as for (4.8) yields the first inequality of (4.11).
The second inequality of (4.11) follows (as a A b < Vab for any a,b > 0), and since the
strictly positive | - |, satisfies the triangle inequality on Z*, we get first (4.12), and then (4.13),

by the same reasoning that led to (4.9) and (4.10), respectively. [ |
Proof of Lemma 4.1. From (4.13), forany p > 2,1 < s; <--- < s, and {y;,...,y,} € Z%,

p-1

E[[ [1Ss =218, = vl

i=1

p-2

=E[ [ |185 =028 = Sy = 0pt = S, IS, = S, = 0 = S0 |
i=1
p-2

SClsp—l - Sp—2|;1/2|yp - yp—IEIE[ 1_[ |Ss,~ - yi|;2|Ssp_2 _yp—1|;1] 5
i=1

where we set throughout sy = 0 and yy = 0. Thus, by induction on p > 1,

p—1 p—1

p
(4.16) E[[ [185 =318 = vl | < €7 [ [hsi= sl [ [ i =yl
i=1

i=1 i=1
Next, note that by (4.11), for any p > 1,

]—[|Ss, yil?] =E] ]—[ =218, =S5 = 0p = S5, )

=1
p-1
1/2 -2 -1
<C|Sp—Sp 1|+/ l—[|S‘yi_yi|+ |Sx,,,1 _yp|+ ]

i=1

Hence, setting 1y = 0, in view of (4.16) and the independence of (S;) and ),

p p
(4.17) l—[|S =S <] [isi— sl e[ 180 - 8003

i=1 i=1
Suppose that 7,1y < -+ < 1, for some permutation o of {1,..., p}. Then, conditioning on
(S,,i< I#(p-1)), We get by (4.12) and the independence of increments, that when o(p) = ¢,

p
E[]i[wt,.—st,.lul]scua(p)—ra(,,_m;” ]—[|St K i P P ]—[|St, Sl

i=0+2

Such o is a bijection from {1,...,p — 1} to{l,..., £ - 1,{+ 1,..., p}, setting 07(0) = 0 and
continuing inductively according to the values of 0'( J), for j=p-— l ..., 1, yields that

P P
(4.18) E[[ [, -8, < €[ [ oty = tog-nl”
i=1 j=1
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Combining (4.17) and (4.18), we conclude that for any non-decreasing (s;) and (7)),

P
-1/2 -1/2
|lsi — siz1ly / l_l ltoj) = o)l &

J=1

(4.19) E[[ 15, -8, <c*

p
i=1

p
-1

1

There are at most k” words of length p composed of k distinguished symbols. Hence, we
deduce from (4.19) that for any n, p € N, by (4.15),

1 ~ P p 2
P —CP L -2 2p P, —(p—k)/2
(4.20) E[X]]< —C E[ E 1S; =8 ; ] <C [;:1 k’n Jin

ice[1,n]
k
1 Si Sii1\-1/2
M| (RN
n L 1\p n
1<si<<sp<n i=1
Considering 6; = s;/n, we see that {J; ,} are for each k € N, the Riemann sums of

k
(4.21) Jy = f ]—[(9,- —0,.1)"2do, - - - do, < CHk!)™V?
0=0p<0;<...<0<1 i=1

(for the inequality, see e.g. [26, proof of Lemma 2]). Note that J, = (Q*1)(0) for the positive
linear operator (Qf)(x) = fol_x y 12 f(x + y)dy on C([0, 1]). Setting (y), = [yn]/n, we have
that Ji,, = (Q*1)(0) for the positive linear operators (Q, f)(x) = fol‘x<y);1/2 F(X)n + O)n)dy.
It is easy to see that (Q, f) < (Qf) are both non-increasing whenever f(-) is non-increasing.
By induction on k > 0, we thus have that Q1 < Q*1, pointwise, so in particular J;,, < J; for
any k,n € N. Further, k! > (k/e)* and Jin = O unless k < n. Hence, in view of (4.20) and
(4.21) we find that

P P
ElX1) < c[ ) A el > KOCh /ey 2| < pcirerpr
k=1 k=1

and the uniform moment bounds (4.5) on X,, follow. Turning to the moments of Y, note that

p
E[Y"] < !f f E o = B ldsy - ds,dr, - dt,.
P 0<s51<...<5,<1 JO<h <..<8, <1 [ZHIIB IBt() ] : P g

o i=1
In view of (4.21), it thus suffices to show that for some C < co and any p € N,
p 3 p p
@22y E[ Y| |Bs-Bu.? < Cpt| [6si= s | - 507
o =1 i=1 j=1

We can assume wLoG that {8, ,[}tj, i, j < p} are all distinct, as are the times {s;};<, and {7} <,.
Thus, following our proof of (4.19), while using (4.8)—(4.10) instead of (4.11)—(4.13), yields
(4.22), thereby completing the proof of the lemma. [

The next lemma, whose proof is deferred to the end of this section, allows us to complete
the proof of the limsup-LiL lower bound for srRw on Z*,
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Lemma 4.3. For any interval I, consider the range R; = {S}ic; and R, = (S} of two
independent sRw-s. Denoting by P and T, the probability and the hitting time to a set A by
another independent SRw (S ;), for i € [nyq,n — Ny, ), 0, 1= n(logn)™, a > 0, let

(4.23) 8o = Lisieriona)) P R Riimna itnsn] = ),
(4.24) Zna = Elgna®] = E[Lis,, Ry 2m P> (Br,, = 00)],

with g,,(i) = 1 whenever i € [0,ny,) U (n — nyy, nl, and g, ,(i) defined analogously for the
sRw (§,). We have that EY,,,, < C \Jnm for some C finite and all m,n € N, and if n < m < n,
then further,

(4.25) EY,, < C+nm(logn)™?,
(4.26) E|(Yym - Y,,)| < Cnm(logn)™",

fJor some C = C(€,a) < oo and any € > 0, o > 4, where

Yom = Y 800G 808mal0) ¥, = BpoBa », G180,
i 1,n], ie[1,n],
tef1,m] te[1,m]

Equipped with Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.3, we proceed to derive the limsup-LiL lower
bound for skw on Z*. Specifically, with n — R, having a similar structure as |R,| for the
srRw on Z?, we adapt the proof in [11, Prop. 4.4] of the limsup-LiL lower-bound for the latter
sequence. Specifically, set p = [(—« + logyn)/(log2)] with k < oo large and k = 27 (so
k = ylog, n for small ¥y < e™). Centering both sides of (4.2) for n; = jm, m = n/k (assumed

for simplicity to be integer), we have that for ii.d. U; := R(j-1ym » and the non-random
@n = ER,,

k k=1
(4.27) Ry =kpus =60+ D U= D Vosmirim-

=1 =1

Further, denoting by 6 the time shift S; — S, we set
X(A,B):= )" 3" P'(taup = )Gy, )P(1p = ),

YEA z€B

and for all i € (0, n],
(4.28) (@) = 1is gri P°'(Bx, = 00) < gna(i)
(see (4.23)), recalling from (4.1) and [6, Prop. 1.6] that
0 < Vo jmirm < XRjm> R(jm, (j + Dm]) + x(R(jm, (j + Dm], R))

<2 Z Z Py(TR,-m = 00) G(y,2) PZ(TR(jm,(jH)m] = 00)
yEij ZGR(jm,(j"' ym]

jm  m

=2 Z Z hjm(l) G(Si, Sjm+€) hm(f) o ejm

i=1 (=1

jm
(4.29) <237 @inali) G(S 58 juse) Enall) © 0y = 2W;.

m
i=1 (=1
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Setting in addition

m—1 m

(430) Kj = gjm,afgm,af Z Z G(S Jm—i> Sjm+€)’
i=0 (=1
jm=1 m

(4.31) W= 8aBe D D G jneisS ),
i=m (=1

we see that for any fixed j,
(4.32) Wi-W.-W.=Yum-Y,

Next, taking the expected value in [6, Prop. 2.3],

p 21'71 p 21'71

(4.33) kpuie = @n = D D EDali, D1 = D ) Elenti, 1.

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

As each €,(i, j) > 0 is bounded by the intersection of the ranges of two independent sRw-s of
length n/2', we have that max; ; E[€,(i, j)] < logn (see [23, Section 3.4]), and with at most
27 < Clogn such terms, we conclude that

p 21’—1 p 21’—1
(4.34) D Elealis 1= Cllogn) < kg =@ < Y > Elxalis )1
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

Further, in view of [6, Prop. 6.1], for a/(A}) of (4.7) and n] := n2'~ we find that uniformly
overi < p = o(logn),asn — oo,

2(logn))* X
(1, 1D)] > Ela(AD)] = f E[Gy(B,. B))dsdt
ni A{
1 ) s _log2
= 5 ElAI] fA sl s = 2

where we have used (4.4), as well as having fAl It — s|"'dsdt = log2 and E|B,|™> = 1/2. As
1
Elx.(i, )] = E[)(,,;(l, 1)] for all i, j (see [6, Prop. 2.3]), and

log n> nlog,n
oy =T o
og?2

p=(+o(1) 3 Gogy

(see (1.4)), it thus follows that

22 log2 n*n

435 ) > Ebn(i, )l = (1+o(1)p

=1 j=1

42 2logn)? = (I + o(1))hy(n),

and combining (4.34) and (4.35) we arrive at
(4.30) knji = n = (1 + 0o(1))ha(n).
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In view of (4.27), (4.29) and (4.36), we get our limsup-LiL lower bound, precisely as in [11,
Proof of Prop. 4.4], once we find for any € > 0, constants ¢; < o, ¢; > 0 and events

k
(4.37) Gee( U, 2 - (1;;;)2 ﬂ B,

so P(Gy) > %c’g and for any k, m as above and € > 0, the event G, implies that

k-1

o logz n
4.38 W, < .
(4.38) Z I (log m)?
To this end, it suffices to construct events F'; such that for some ¢3 < oo,
k C3m
(4.39) P(Fy) = ¢, Fy C {r?ix{w < Gog m)2}

Indeed, we shall see that P(C;) < 4c2 for k < ylog, n, y > 0 small and n — oo, where

nlog3n} { nlog3n}
= W , = W > em2S3l
i {%:d—f >S(logm)z 2 j;n—f>8(logm)2
C '—{m W,-w.-Wwy> " }
PENE TSI TS ogme )

Taking Gy := Fy N, C¢ this would imply that P(Gy) > lc’g for large k, and it is easy to check,
as stated, that (4.38) then holds on such G;.
Next, utilizing the union bound, (4.32), Markov’s inequality and (4.26), we get that

i k-1
P(C3)S; (W W, - W (logm)Z) jZ (””m__'mz(logm)z)

(log m)* k=1 ) o k-1 ' X .
= m? ZE[(YJ'"W — Y, ] < C(logm) E J < Ck“(logm) ,
J=1

=1

In particular, for @ > 8 + 2ylog(1/c,), k as above and n = mk > ny, the preceding bound
implies that P(C3) < 4ck Turning to deal with w, and W, upon expressing (4.24) via the

independent SRw-s S, Sti=8Spi—=SpandS; =S, =Sy, atn’ = ny,, it follows from [4,
(1.4)] that

Zna = Elljogr: P (g ur- 011y = )]
2
(4.40) = P(0 ¢ R, R N (RE UR([0,n = 11) = 0) = (1 + 0(1))%(]0g n)!

(note that logn’ = (1 + o(1))logn). In view of (4.30), we note that {m—l(gm,a)—@j} are, for
odd j, independent copies of X,, of Lemma 4.1 (except for now including also ¢ = 0 in X,).
It thus follows from (4.6) and (4.40) that for some ¢ > 0, and all k, m,

E[exp(cm (log m)* Z <exp(k/c)

jodd
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Hence, for n = mk, one has by Markov’s inequality that
P(Cy) < exp(—e&cklogy n)exp(k/c)

decays as n — oo, faster than ic’é. By the same reasoning, this applies also for C,.
Finally, in view of (4.15), (4.31) and (4.40), for some C < oo and any m, J,

Cm?

j-1
4.41) W, < : D dist(R((s = Dym, sm]), R((jm, (j+ Dm]) .
s=1

(logm

=

Asin [11, Proof of Prop. 4.4], fixing a unit vector u, we let F; := N’ ,(A; N B;) for

A = {Sg : S, C B(iVmu, Vm/8), R((i — Dm,im]) C B((i - %) Vmu, % \/E)}

The event F) guarantees that the distance of R((s — 1)m, sm]) from R((jm, (j + 1)m]) be at
least (j — s — 1/2)vVm, so (4.41) results with the rus of (4.39) (for ¢ = CY.(r — 1/2)72
finite). As for the Lns of (4.39), first note that {B;, j > 1} are i.i.d. and for any 6 > O there
exists ¢; = ¢;(6) finite, such P(B{) < ¢ uniformly in m (see [6, Thm. 1.2]). Further, by the
invariance principle, there exists ¢, > 0 such that,

lim inf {P°(A))} = inf {P(|8;-2u|< 1/4, su —u| < 3/2)} > 2c,.
mwsoeﬁwwg){ (A))} ﬁoeB(W){ (181 | <1/ te[og]LBt | <3/2)} > 2¢,

As F;is measurable on o(S;,i < jm), by the Markov property of the skw and its independent,
stationary increments, for any j > 1,

P(A;NBjIF;-)) > inf  {P°°(A))} - P(BS) > cs,
S0€B(0, Vm/8)

provided ¢ > 0 is small enough and m > my finite, thereby establishing the Lus of (4.39).
We conclude this sub-section by proving Lemma 4.3. To this end, for @ > 0 let
Ia(n) = [na,n - na]2 N {(l, .]) . j_ i > na} P

setting for (iy, ;) € I,(n) and n’ = ny,, the events

(n) . _ (n") (n) . _ (n")
Hi1 L U Hil (I/l) ’ Hi],iz o« U Hi],iz(u’ V)’
lul< V" log n’ lul.vl< Vi log n’
H"w) = {S; =Siw =u},  H" )= H" @ O(S), = Siyw +Siew =Sy = v}.

i1,02

E ry(m)  ry(m)
Similarly, Hfl ’Hfl,fz’

H{™ (i) and H\") (i, 7) for the srw (S o), (€1, £2) € I,(m) and m’ = my,.

Lemma 4.4. Fix a > 2, € > 0 and a permutation  of {1, 2}. Then, for n® <m < n,

(442)  Fy(u. @) :=E[G(S ;.8 ¢) | H" () 0 HY ()] = (1 + O((log n)* " NEIG(S ;.. 5],
Fa(u,v,it,7) :=E[G(S;,, 8¢, )G(S 1, S ¢ )IH") (u,v) 0 H") (i2,7)]

(4.43) =(1 + O((log n)* " *)EIG(S ;,, 51, )G(S i, § 1, )],

uniformly over (i1, i) € I,(n), (€1, €) € I,(m), |ul, |v| < Vn'logn’ and |iil, |¥| < Vm’ logm'.
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Proof. For (i1, i) € I,(n), the law of (S, ;) given H") (u,v) isas (u+ S\ . u+v+S, )
for an independent skw S El). Similarly, when (¢y,¢,) € I,(m), the law of (S gl,S~ ¢,) given

ﬁg";z(ﬁ, P)isas (it + S E,})_m, i+7v+S 2)_3m) Consequently,

Fi(u, i) = E[G+ S iy, i+ S¢,-m)]

Fouov.i.7) = { ElGu+S .1+ 8 ()G + v+ Siy gy, i+ +Sp5)], i mi= 1,
ElGu+ S, t+v+Sp3mw)Gu+v+S, sy, i+Se_w)], if m =2.

Note that for some C = C(¢) finite, ¢ = c(e€) > 0, any m > n® and ({1, {»),

(4.44) P((H{™)) < P(H{",)) < 2P(S 2| > V' logm') < Ce™ ™"

with the same bound applying also for P((Hfl",)iz)c). Now, by (4.15) and (4.19) (at p = 1, 2),

(4.45) E[GS, Sl < Cit'2e' 2

(4.46) E[G(S:.54,)G(S 1,80, )] < Ciy (i — i)™ 26, (6, = )72,

with the Lus of (4.45) and (4.46) being the expected values of F(-) and F,(-) according
to the joint law of the corresponding srRw increments (for independent skw S; and S;). In
view of (4.44), it thus suffices to bound the maximum fluctuation of F(-), s = 1,2 over
lul,lv] < Vn’logn’ and i, || < Vm'logm’, by C(logn)*>~® times the rus of (4.45) and
(4.46), respectively. To this end, since F(-) depends only on u — it and F,(-) depends only on
u—iandv—-7vifr =1,oronu+v—itand v+ vif 1y = 2, we may wLog fix it = ¥ = 0 and
consider the maximum fluctuation of
Fi(u) = E[Gu+S -, S 6,-m)]
Fou,v) = { E[G(u + Sil—n’aS:L’l—m’)G(V + Si2—3n’sS!2—3m’)], if 7 =1,

’ E[Gu+Si-w,St-3m)GOV+S i3, Se-w)],  if m =2.

over |ul,|[v] < 3Vn logn’. Further, with both n,/n" and m,/m’ diverging (as (logn)®), it
follows that uniformly over (i1, i) € I,(n), ({1, >) € I,(m) and m > n®, the rus of (4.45) and
(4.46) also bound F(0) and F»(0, 0), respectively. Consequently, it suffices to show that for
some C finite and all |u|, [v] < 3 \/Wlog n,

(4.47) IF1(u) — F1(0)] < C(log n)* " F1(0),
(4.48) |F(u, v) — F»(0,0)] < C(log n)>"*F,(0,0).
Turning to this task, since t, := €, — €, —2m’ > 0,13 :=i, —i; —2n’ > 0, G(x,y) = G(y — x,0)
and S; @ —S;, we can further simplify the functions F(-) to be
Fi(u) = E[G(S,,u)],

F (l/l V) - E[G(St1 5 M)G(S t+h+13s V)], lf T = 1,
2\, E[G(S ti+ts M)G(S t+13 5 V)], lf m = 2,

where 1| =i} + {; —n’ —m’. Denoting by p;(u) := P(S; = u), it is easy to check that

(4.49) Fiw) = piw),  Fav) =) p;p,),

Jo>n Jisj2
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where the sum is over j; > t; and j, > t; + 1, + t3 in case ® = 1, and over j; > t; + 1,
j» > t; + 3 when r; = 2. By the local crr for the sRw on Z*, we have for some C < oo that

pi(w) + pji(u) - Cluf? <O N2l < 2

2A0) + prr(0) 1| < 9; = Cn'(logn’)’t;” <2C(logn)
throughout the range of parameters considered here (utilizing the fact that jg, ji, j» > 11 >
ny/2). The same bound applies with v instead of u, and plugging these bounds in (4.49)
results with (4.47)-(4.48), thereby completing the proof of the lemma. [

Proof of Lemma 4.3. To show (4.26), fix a permutation r of {1, 2} and consider the variables

80 = 8na((1)8m.a(ln))8n.a(12)8m.a(Cry),
81 1= 8nal()8ma () 08mas 82 = 81.08ma&na(i2)8ma(lr,),
G:= G(Silasf,,l )G(S i, S'e,,z)-
1\~Iote that g, ,(i) and g, ,({) are measurable on F; := (S, — §;, j € (=n',n’]), n’ := ny,, and
Fe = Serj—Sej€ (=m',m]), m" = my,, respectively. Further, when (i, 1) € 1,(n) and
(€1, 6») € 1,(m), under the event Hgﬁ;l(u, V) ﬂﬁgng)z(ﬁ, 7) the law of G given 7, F,, ¥, and F,
is determined by H\") (u,v) N H," ) (it, %). Thus, for s = 0, 1,2, and any such (i, i), (¢, £2),

— (n") gm) ~ ~
E[gs ngl(:l/l)Z (u’v)mﬁ?ln-;)z (ﬁ’f/)] - E[gv le(f/z)z (“’v)mﬁ?;l,?z (ﬁ,\?)E[ngil ,iz(u’ V) N Hfl ,fz(u’ V)]] .

With g, > 0 and E[g,] = 8, ,8... Whenever (i1, i2) € I,(n) and ({1, £2) € I,(m), we get from
(4.43) (of Lemma 4.4), that for some universal C < oo,
L2, G150 o 1= Elgy1 o o, 1EIG]|
0.0 (1.l

i1, i1,in

(n") gm) ~ ~
S R A ol [EIGIH () 0 B @, )] - EIG)

lul,vI< Vn' logn’,
|&],[7|< Vm' log m’

(4.50) <C(logn)* 3, .80 EIGI.

In addition, with g; € [0, 1], G uniformly bounded and (logm)/(logn) > €, we have from
(4.44) that

E[gs gl(H(n)

i1,
(4.51) < 2Cellogn”,
Combining (4.50) and (4.51) for s = 0, 1, 2, we thus find for the zero-mean

i, ]+ Elgsl o oo, (JEIG] < CUP((H,,)) + PHY, )

C
i1sip flfz)

8= 80— 81— 82+ raBma = (80a(iDZnalr) = BraBa)(8na(i)8malle) = ZnaBma) -
that uniformly over n, (i, i) € I,(n) and (¢4, {>) € I,(m),
(4.52) |Elg - G| < 3Clog Y™ g2 800 EIG] + 6Ce™08 ™"

Further, as |g| < 1, we have from (4.15) and (4.19) at p = 2, that for some C, < oo and
uniformly over all (i1, i») € [1,n)?, (€1, 6,) € [1,m]?,

(4.53) |Elg- G| < EIG] < Caliy A i)™ Plia — in[;2 (81 A )7 2160 = 01112
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Next note that from (4.40) we have for some C;, C < oo,

C
—2 =2 3 —1/2). =12 p—1/2 _ -1/2
g"ﬂgmﬂz Z ElG] < (log n)*(log m)* Z i =l TG =l

T Gl P, 153 Siysn
(1.eelLmP? Ishsbsm

- Cnm
= (logn)*(logm)*
With the right most term of (4.52) being o(n~>), it follows that the overall contribution to

E[(fn -2, 2] =5 Y, Y Elg -6l

T (iyi)ell,n]?,
(61,62)e[1,m]?

from iy, i, € [n,,n — n,] with |i — i;| > n, and ¢4, ¢, € [m,, m — m,] with |6, — £;| > m, is at
most O(nm(logn)~>"%), as specified in (4.26). Further, the sum over the rus of (4.53) under
any of the following three restrictions

lih — i1| < ng, 1 ANip < Ry, I Vip>n—n,,

is at most O(nm Vn,/n) = O(nm(log n)~*'?). With (log m)/(log n) > e, this applies also when
summing the rus of (4.53) under each of the analogous restrictions |£, — ;| < mg, {1 ACy < my,
orf; Vi, >m—m,. Asa/2 <2+ a, we have thus established (4.26).

Turning to (4.25), we similarly have from (4.42) of Lemma 4.4 that for some C < oo and
¢ > 0, uniformly over m € [n,n], i € [n,,n —n,] and € € [m,, m — m,],

E[810(D8nalOOG(S 1,8 )1 < [1+ Clog 1)1 8,,,81o EIG(S 1, S )] +2Ce 2"
(454) < C(lOg n)—zi—l/zf—l/z + 2Ce—c(log m)?

(using in the latter inequality also (4.40), (4.15) and (4.19) at p = 1). As logm > elogn, the

sum of the rus of (4.54) over i < n and £ < m is at most as specified (ie. O(+/nm(logn)=2).

Further, even when i < n, or { < m, ori > n—n, or { > m — m,, we still get the bound

Ci~'2¢7172 on the Lus of (4.54). The sum of i~'/2¢7!/2 subject to any one of the latter four

restrictions is at most O(\/mgn) = O(ynm(log m)~*/?), which is as required (for @ > 4).
Finally, recall that for some C, C; finite and all m,n € N,

EY,., < Z Z E[G(S;,S)] < C3 Z Z i1V < Cnm,

i=1 (=1 =1 (=1
as claimed. [
4.2. The upper bound in the limsup-LiL. As in case of the capacity limsup-Li. lower bound,

we adapt here the relevant element from the proof of the limsup-LiL of |R,| and sRw Z2, namely
[11, Prop. 4.1]. To this end, we first establish a key approximate additivity for ¢, := ER,.

Lemma 4.5. There exists ¢’ finite, such that for any a,b € N,

a*(a + b)
4.55 0<@,+@p—@Qusp < ————,
(4.55) S Gt e = Par < C )

where ¢, := ER, and a := min(a, b)/(a + b).
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Proof. Starting at the expected value of (4.1), we get by the same reasoning we have used in
deriving (4.29), that

a b
0 < E[Voaass] = Pa+ 95 = Pars < 2E ) > 8aalDG(Si, S D8pal0) = 2EY .
i=1 (=1
Assuming wLoG that a < b, it thus suffices to verify that EY,, < Ca'*b**/(log b)* (yielding
(4.55) for some ¢’(C) < ). Indeed, for a > Vb this follows from (4.25), whereas if a < Vb
then even the bound EY,;, < C Vab which we have from Lemma 4.3, suffices. [ |

Utilizing Lemma 4.5, we establish sharp tail estimates for max jsn{ﬁ ;} (in particular, im-
proving upon [19, Lemma 2.5]).

Lemma 4.6. For some ¢ > 0, C < oo and all n,
(logn)” n)2

n O<J<n

(4.56) E[e?"1<C, D" := = max{R,}.

Proof. Following the proof of [11, Lemma 4.3], it is easy to verify that (4.56) is a direct
consequence of having [11, (4.5) & (4.6)] hold in case of G/ : (log oz’ i, J < n. Furthermore,
this argument applies even if the power «'/? on the right- most term in [11, (4.5)] is replaced
by a!/4. Thus, it suffices for our purpose to verify that for some ¢, ¢, < oo and all a, b > 0,

— S — min(a, b)\1/4 (a + b)
4.57 Ryp—R,—R,06, < ,
(4.57) * b2 0s < (=) (log(a + b))?

C2b2

4.58 Ry, 06,
(4.58) ELRy 0 671 < s
Setting ¢; = ¢’, note that we have (4.57) in view of Lemma 4.5 and the non-negativity of
Vo.a.arp Of (4.1), whereas for (4.58) see [6, Cor. 1.5]. [}

For the limsup-LiL upper bound, by Borel-Cantelli it suffices to show that for any g > 1,
v>0and e >0,

1 2
(4.59) > P(( LM ax (Ry) = (— + 28)klog k) < o0,
7 m ri— l<£<rz
where r; = ¢, k = 27 for p = [(logy + log, r;)/ log 2] and m = [r;/k]. Now, considering (4.2)
forn; = jm, j < k" and np = € it follows from (4.55) that

(log m)? — Oy, (ogm) ,
(4.60) max (Rj}< ) DY+ T(k O = uom) + €
j=1

m (k'=1)ym<t<k’m

where DE.'") are i.i.d. copies of D' of Lemma 4.6. With K’ — (k’¢,, — ¢y,») non-decreasing
and D™ > 0, the maximum over k¥’ < k of the rus of (4.60), is attained at k" = k. Further, en
route to (4.36), we showed that as p = o(logm) — oo,
1 (logm)?
klogk m

2
@) (ko= ) = =
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Thus, noting that (4.56) results with

k
P( ). D" > gklogk) < Clesckioeh
=1
which is summable over i for our choice of k = ylog i, we have established (4.59) and thereby
completed the proof of the limsup-LiL.

4.3. Non-random and positive liminf-LiL. Setting hereafter h4(n) := n(log, n)/(log n)*, we
first show that the [—o0, co]-valued,

R,
Cy ::—liminf{_ },
r=eo Lhy(r)

is non-random. Indeed, recall (2.6) that Cap(R,) — Cap(R[k, r]) € [0,k]. Thus, for any k
finite, changing R, without altering S, yields at most a difference of k in the value of Cap(R,),
implying by the Hewitt-Savage zero-one law that ¢, is non-random. To show that ¢, > 0, it

suffices to establish this for the sub-sequence r;,, = r; + 2n;, where n; := 27 and ro := 0. To
this end, setting Q, := |R(0, n] N R(n, 2n]| we have from [6, Prop. 1.6] that

(462) VO,n,Zn > 2 '(iPle ]{G(Sja S[)}Rn Rn,Zn - Qn .
Jtel1,2n

Recall from [23, Section 3.4] that EQ,, < Cylogn for some Cy < oo and all n. Hence, by
Markov’s inequality
(4.63) P(AZ) := P(Q, > (logn)*) < Cy(logn)™>.

Further, recall [6, (1.4) and Cor. 1.5], that ER, > n/(logn) and Var(R,) < C;n*/(logn)* for
some C; < oo and all n large, in which case by Markov’s inequality

n 2logny2 4¢C,
P(R, < < Var(R,) < ——.
( 210gn) ( ) ar®y) (log n)?
Consequently, by the union bound,
(4.64) P(AS) = P(min(Ry, Ryzn) < 570—) < 8C;(logn) ™.
’ 2logn

Next, from (4.15) we have that

o , - , -1
Fim = {;22::};(1 IS;1< Vm} = j,fel[rll,gkm]{G(S]’S[)} > (4Cm)~".

Setting ¢ = 1/(10C) it thus follows from (4.62) that for all n = km > n’(C), on the event
G,:=Fn.NA,NA,,

v S 2 ( n
02 = ACm\2logn

Similarly to our derivation of the Lus of (4.39), it follows from the invariance principle that
P(Fim) > c’é for some ¢, > 0 and any k,m > 1. By (4.63)-(4.64) this implies in turn that
P(G,) =2 %c’é for k = 27 = [ylog, n], provided y" := ylog(l/c;) < 2and n > n’. To
summarize, we have that for ¢’ = cy > 0and all n > n’,

P(Vonon 2 ¢ hu(m)) = (logn) ™.
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The same applies for the mutually independent {V,, 1., }, hence upon fixing y" < 1/2 we
get by the second Borel-Cantelli lemma, that a.s.

(4.65) tim sup {As(n) 'V, enrp ) 2 ¢ > 0.

j—oo

Now, as in (4.27), forany r > 0,n > 1,

(466) ]_er,r+2n = Z‘Pn — Yo t Fr,r+n + Fr+n,r+2n - Vr,r+n,r+2n .
Considering (4.34) for p = 1 (that is, k = 2), we see that as n — oo,
log n)? log n)? n*log?2

Further, recall (4.59) that for any ¢ > 0,

(4.68) D PR, = (1+6)hy(n)) < .
J

The same applies of course also for ﬁnj o #'7 and ﬁnj o @7*"  so with hy(n)/ha(n) — 0, we
deduce from (4.65)-(4.68) (at n = n; and r = r;), that a.s.

rj,rjel } ’

ligr_lglf{m(nj < —lirjiilp{fz4(nj)—l Vrj,rj+nj,r,-+1} <-c.

Now from (4.57) (ata = rj, b = 2n;),
C1Tj41

R.. <R, +R,, +—"—,
" ! (log ”j+1)2

rjslj+1
and since rj,1 < 3n;, dividing by /4(n;) and taking limits, yields that

-3¢, < lim inf{fm(nj)_l Em} < =’ + lim sup {714(nj)_1 I_Q,j} .
J J—ooo
The last term is a.s. zero (as (4.68) applies also for {r;} instead of {n;} and h4(n) /ha(n) = 0),
so we conclude thatc, > ¢’/3 > 0.

4.4. Finiteness of the liminf-Li.. We show that ¢, < ¢, < oo by following the proof of the
upper bound of [10, Thm. 1.7] (on the liminf LiL of |R,| in Z?), while replacing [10, Thm.
1.5] and [10, Lemma 10.3], respectively, by

(4.69) sup {(log m)(log, n)*P( = R, > ¢, ha(n) )} < o0,
(4.70) sup {(log n)* P( n/glg}in(ﬁn ~R) > ehy(n))f < o0,

holding for some ¢, < oo, any € > 0 and some gy(€) > 1.

Similarly to |R,|, the capacity is sub-additive (see (4.1)), and upon centering satisfies (4.57),
which is the analog of [10, (10.2)]. Thus, the bound (4.70) follows as in [10, Proof of Lemma
10.3], now using (4.56) to arrive at [10, (10.14)] and to bound the raus of [10, (10.15)]).
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Since |R, — Ry| < |n — n'|, it suffices to prove (4.69) only for n = mk, k = 27, p =
[(log, n)/ log2]. Setting such values and n], := 27"n for 1 < u < p, we have as in (4.27), now
using an alternative expression for A, of (4.2), that

k p 2!4—1
“4.71) —R, = Ay — Z Uj, Ank = Z Z Vj-2m,.@j-vn, 2, »
j=1 u=1 j=1

with £ i.i.d. copies { il of R,, and the i.i.d. variables (Vej-om,.j-tm,2jn,} per fixed u > 1.
Since Var(R,,) < Cym?/ (log m)* it follows by Markov’s inequality, that
k
— — - _ Clkmz 2Cl
472 P(=) U;>ech < (ec,h : < .
(4.72) ( j 2 €cohu(m) < (ec,hu(n) logm)® = e Pklog 17

J=1

Setting ¢, > (1 — e)‘lcjl, we arrive at (4.69) out of (4.71), (4.72) and the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. For some ¢, > 0 and any 1 > 0,

1 — -
(4.73) lim sup log P(A,x > Ahy(n)) < —cyA,
n

n—oo 2

where A, are as in (4.3) for k = 27 and p = [(log, n)/ log 2].

We note in passing [19, Lemma 2.6], which is somewhat related to Lemma 4.7. The proof
of Lemma 4.7 relies in turn on our next result.

Lemma 4.8. Set p = [log, n] and for any r € N, the partition Il.(r) = ((i = Dr,ir] of N.
Consider for n], := 27"n and each 0 < u < p, the i.i.d. variables

" Z D GELS), <=2

(n},) (nf,)
’Elz,ul 561 "

Then, for some c, > 0,

u—1

2
S

J=1

_ P
(4.74) sup E[¢%9"] < oo, Z

neN

Il
—

u

Proof. With the skRw having independent and symmetric increments, one easily verifies that
(" )@ ~X,;, for X, of Lemma 4.1. Consequently, from (4.5) and (4.6) we know that
(4.75) @(A) == sup E[exp(12“a"")] < 1+ c® < oo,
u,neN
for some ¢ < co and all A > 0 small enough. The uniform mGr bound of (4.74) then follows as
in [26, Page 177, Proof of Thm. 1], upon setting ay = a/(ln“), ¢; = by, > 0 of [26], and noting
that (4.75) suffices in lieu of both [26, Lemma 2] and the scale invariance of [26, property
(i1)]. ]
Proof of Lemma 4.7. For u < p, consider the i.i.d. variables W, ; := W) o 02j-2yn;,» With
W= 3 2aDG(Si,S rim)gmal®) © O

i,te[1,m]
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having the law of W; of (4.29) and their (i.i.d.) approximations Ku = ngn o (for 8ma(*)
and g, , of Lemma 4.3). Setting

2u71

2u71
=S Way  Z= W,
J=1 J=1

it follows by Cauchy-Schwarz and (4.26) that for some C < oo, any u < p and all n,
(4.76) E[(Z, - 2,7 < 22“VE[(W,, - W, )] < Cn*(logn) ™.

In particular, taking @ > 8 + 2¢; A yields, by the union bound and Markov’s inequality that for
any € > 0,

P( i(zu ~Z,) 2 ehy(n)) < Zp] P(Z, =2, 2 ep” hu(n)
u=1 u=1

4.77) < Cp*(ehs(n)2n*(logn) " < C’e *(logn) ™.

We also find for our choice of k, see (4.61), that

-
EA, ;= §h4(n)(1 +o(l)).

Similarly to (4.29), we have that V(a2 2j-1ym,2 ) < 2W,; for any u, j. In view of (4.71)
and (4.77) it thus suffices to establish (4.73) with A,, k replaced by

i Z, - —h4(")

u=1
which in view of (4.40) and the definition of ®,,, can be further replaced by
m n

2
g (logn)z((_ +0(1))®, - log, n).

Moreover, by (4.76),

\E o(hy(n)),

(10g )"/ o) -

and combining [6, Lemma 6.5] with the considerations as in (4.44) and after (4.54), we
deduce that for large m,

2E[W™] =1+ 0o(1)E[Vomom] -
It then follows that

P 2
2 ) EZ, = (1 +o(1) T hy(m)
=1

and consequently,
2

%E@n = (1+o(1))log, n
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Thus it suffices to establish (4.73) with Z,,,k replaced by

™ on =

———0,,
32 (log n)?

which in turns follows from (4.74), upon setting ¢; = 327~ *¢c, > 0. [

5. LIL FOR SRW ON Z¢, d > 5: PrRoOF oF THEOREM 1.4

Since R, for the skw on Z¢, d > 5, has similar structural properties to the size of the range
of the skRw on Z?2, we establish Theorem 1.4 by adapting the proof in [11] for the LiL of the
latter sequence. Specifically, setting p, := +/nlogn when d = 5 and otherwise p, := /n, we
have from [32, Thm. A] in case d = 5, and from [4, Lemma 3.3] when d > 6, that

.1 =
(5.1) }ggp—llli’nllz =0y

We proceed with the following variant of [4, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 5.1. Recall the notations of (4.1) and for any 0 < a < b, set

Voo = sup{Vapsds  Vap i= sup{Vias).

t>b s<a

Then, for some C, finite, any £ > 1 and all a < b,
(5.2) EWVL,1< Cofub—a),  E[V.,] < Cap fulb - a),
where

fs(m)= \n, fo(n)=logn, fum)=1 Yd>T.

Proof. By the shift invariance of the sRw, we may wrLoG set a = 0. Further, in view of [6,
(2.9) & (2.11)], for a fixed set A, the function

B — Cap(A) + Cap(B) — Cap(A U B)

is non-decreasing (and bounded above by Cap(A)). In particular, the value of \70,,, is attained
for t — oo. Thus, from [4, Prop. 1.2] we arrive at

(5.3) Vou <2 > Gy =2 Y Glxy),

xeR,; yeR(n,co0) xeR, ye??m

where R, denotes the range of an independent srw. Similarly, the value of Vo, is attained
at s — —oo, with the right-side of (5.3) also bounding \70,,, (we then have R(—o0, 0] instead
of R(n, o) in (5.3)). Thereafter, adapting the proofs of [4, Lemma 3.1 & 3.2] yields (5.2).
Indeed, with pyi(x,y) := P*(S, = y) the square of a transition probability, we have as in the
proof of [4, Lemma 3.1], that for even k > 0 and any a € Z¢,

Sai= ) GO,0GO,Y)pilx.y +a) < 5o

x,yeZd
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In case of a lazy srw, this applies for any k& > 0, so summing over k < n yields that

(54)  max{ ) GO.NGONGxy+a)= ) GO.0G0.)G,(x.y)

x,yeZd x,yezZd

- Z Gn(0, x)G(0,»)G(x,y) < Cq fa(n),

x,yeZd

where we have utilized [4, (3.4)] for the latter inequality. Further, as in [4], up to an increase
of C, value, (5.4) extends to the original skw. Now, similarly to [4, (3.5)], it follows from

(5.3) that
¢ ¢ 4
EWVe, ) <2 Y E[| [ LaeE[ | | Le00]] [ GGy,
i=1 i=1 i=1

Xy

where L,(x) denotes the total sRw local time at x € Z¢, during time interval [1, 7] (and the
same bound applies for E [Vg’n]). For ¢ = 1 we thus get (5.2) out of (5.4) (as E[L,(x)] =
G,(0,x) and E[L,(y)] = G(0,y)). The general case then follows by an inductive argument,
as in the proof of [4, Lemma 3.2], utilizing also that @ = 0 is optimal in (5.4). [

Utilizing Lemma 5.1, we next establish the analog of [11, Lemma 3.3] for R,.
Lemma 5.2. For any d > 5, m > 3, there exists c,, finite, such that for allb > a > 0
(5.5) IRy = Ra Il < CmpPba-

Further, for some ¢,, finite and any A > 0, b > a > 0,

(56) P(rn[ai]{lﬁn - ]_ea|} > /lpb—a) < Z'm/l_m .

Proof. Note that
Vous = Ra + Ry — Ry € [0, V],

for Va,b of Lemma 5.1. In particular, for any m > 3, b > a,
0 < E[Voupl" < E[V],,1 < EIVZ,] < Camfalb — @)™ = 0(p}-,) .

We can thus replace R, — R, in (5.5) by R,;, and thereby due to the shift invariance of the
increments, set wLog a = 0 (whereupon R, = 0). Hence, analogously to [11, (3.34)], it
suffices for (5.5) to show inductively over £ > 1, that sup,{L, 5} is finite for

1 —
Lue:= —lRllc .
Pn

The induction basis £ = 1 is merely (5.1). Further, with
lim p3, sup Vo2l = 0,
n—eo a<2n

by the preceding decomposition, we can and shall replace R,, in the induction step, by

d ~
R, +Rn,2n =R,+R,,
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where R, denotes the capacity of the range of an independent second srw. For any £ > 2, by
the induction hypothesis sup,{L, } are finite for all kK < 2(¢ — 1), hence

20-2
k p20-k ._
sup Z ( k)Ln,k Loy i=cr <.
N —

Recalling that p, < 27'2p,,, we thus get similarly to [11, (3.37) & (3.38)] that
)1/(25)

b

L2n,2€ < On(l) + (2_(5—1)Lﬁ’€2£ i 2_€C£

from which it follows as in [11] that sup {L,; 5} is finite. Finally, for any n € [2/7!,2/), j > 2,
we have as in the preceding that

d N
Ryi = R, + Ryjyy — Vi i

Upon centering, taking the 2¢-th power and isolating the 2¢-th power of R, the preceding
identity results with
[L2/,2€ + Oj(l)]M +cr 2 (Pn/sz)NLifzg > 4_€Li€25-

Thus, sup,{L, .} is finite as well, completing the induction step and thereby establishing (5.5).
Finally, we get (5.6) out of (5.5) precisely as in deriving [11, (3.39)] outof [11, (3.40)]. =

Centering both sides of (4.2) we arrive at
k
(5.7) Ry = > Uj= By,
j=1

with A, ; of (4.3) and the zero-mean, independent variables U j = ﬁnj_l,,,j. Proceeding to
show that an,k has a negligible effect on E,,k, first recall from (5.1) that

(5.8) lim

whereas (5.5) ata = nj_;, b = nj, amounts to

(5.9) ENU™ < (CmPrjny)" -

In case d = 5 we take the same values of «, 8 < 1/2 and {n;} as in the proof of [11, Thm.
2.1]. Lemma 5.1 at £ = 4 is then the analog of [11, (3.2)], and utilizing itata = nj_;, b = n;,
J < k, we find by following verbatim, the derivation of [11, (3.9)], that for some c finite

. A il
(5.10) limsup—— <c¢ a.s.
k—o0 P Vnk(log nk)ﬁ

Thereafter, substituting (5.10) for [11, (3.9)] and (5.9) to get [11, (3.16)], by the same rea-
soning as in the proof of [11, Thm. 2.1], we find that a.s.
(5.11) lim ha(m) "' [R,, — TaB:]=0,

for some one-dimensional standard Brownian motion (B,,t > 0). As shown after [11, (3.17)]
(apart from replacing [11, Lemma 3.3(b)] by (5.6)), the stated L1 is then a direct consequence
of Kinchin’s LiL for the latter Brownian motion.
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In case d > 6, we take {n;} again as in the proof of [11, Thm. 2.1], except that now this is
done for the choice of @ = 1. Then, by Lemma 5.1, for C = C;, and any 1 < j <k,

Var(V,,, , n0) < Clog(n; —nj-1))* < Clogny)” .
Consequently, for any 8 > 0 and all k, by Markov’s inequality and (4.3),
P([A i 2 ) < Var(A,, ) < Cn PR (log ng)?

Since |{nk} N [2¢, 2€+1)| < ¢ for any ¢ > 1, eventually k < (logn;)*>. Hence, by the first
Borel-Cantelli lemma, we have that for any g > 0,

(5.12) limsupn;”

k—o0
We then get (5.11) by following, as for d = 5, the proof of [11, Thm. 2.1], utilizing again
(5.8)-(5.9), while having now, via (5.12) at 8 < 1/2, a negligible contribution at scale p, =
vn (instead of (5.10) and the scale +/nlogn throughout [11, (3.13)-(3.17)]). Finally, recall
that ng., — nxy < ni/€ whenever n;, € [2¢,2°"). Hence, in view of (5.6) at m = 6 and
A = ehy(n)/ \ngs1 — ni, we have that for some ¢, finite, any £ > 0 and n; € [2¢,2¢%1),
P( max {[R,—R,l} > ehy(ny)) < c. 7.
nEg,Ng+1)

With at most € values of such n;, by the first Borel-Cantelli lemma, the events on the LHS a.s.
occur only for finitely many values of k and the stated L. thus follows, as before, from (5.11).

A,,k,k| <1 as.
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