
ar
X

iv
:1

01
2.

16
77

v1
  [

m
at

h.
P

R
]  

8 
D

ec
 2

01
0

Harmonic deformation of Delaunay triangulations
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Abstract

We construct harmonic functions on random graphs given by Delaunay triangulations of ergodic
point processes as the limit of the zero-temperature harness process.
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1. Introduction

Let S be a homogeneous intensity-1 Poisson process onR
d and letSo = S∪{0} its palm

version. CallP andE the probability and expectation associated toS. The Voronoi cell of a
points in So is the set of sites inRd that are closer tos than to any other point inSo. Two points
are neighborsif the intersection of the closure of the respective Voronoicells has dimension
d−1. The graph with verticesSo and edges given by pairs of neighbors is called the Delaunay
triangulation ofSo. The goal is to construct a functionH : So → R

d such that the graph with
verticesH(S) and edges{(H(s),H(s′)), s ands′ are neighbors} has the following properties:
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(a) each vertexH(s) is in the barycenter of its neighbors and (b)|H(s)− s|/|s| vanishes as|s|
grows to infinity along any straight line. If such andH exists, the resulting graph is theharmonic
deformationof the Delaunay triangulation ofS. This problem has been solved in the graph
induced by the supercritical percolation cluster inZ

d by Biskup and Berger [5] and Matthieu
and Piatnitski [15]; the functionH(s)− s is calledcorrector in those papers. See also Caputo,
Faggionato and Prescott [7] for a percolation-type graph inpoint processes onRd.

Figure 1: Delaunay triangulation of a Poisson process and its harmonic deformation.

The coordinatesh1, . . . ,hd of H areharmonic functionsfrom So toR; that ishi(s) is the mean
of {hi(s′), s′ neighbor ofs}. The sublinearity of the corrector, requirement (b) above,amounts
to ask thathi haveinclination 1 in the direction of thei-th canonical vector. Roughly speaking,
a function f : Rd → R hasinclination α in the direction u(a unit vector) if( f (Ku)−Kα)/K
converges to zero asK goes to infinity.

Fixing a directionu, we construct a harmonic functionh : So → R with inclination one in
the directionu as the limit (and a fixed point) of a stochastic process introduced by Hammersley
called harness process. The process is easily described by associating to each points of So a
one-dimensional homogeneous Poisson process of rate 1. Fixan initial surfaceη0 : So → R and
for each pointsat the epochsτ of the Poisson process associated tosupdateητ(s) to the average
of the heights{ητ−(s′), s′ neighbor ofs}. It is clear that ifh is harmonic, thenh is invariant for
this dynamics. We start the harness process withη0 = γ, the plane defined byγ(s) = s1, where
si is thei-th coordinate ofs and show thatηt(·)−ηt(0) converges toh in L2(P ×P), whereP is
the law of the point configurationSandP is the law of the dynamics.

We prove that the inclination is invariant for the harness process for eacht and in the limit
whent → ∞. In a finite graph the average of the square of the height differences of neighbors
is decreasing with time for the harness process. Since essentially the same happens in infinite
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volume, the gradients of the surface converge under the harness dynamics. It remains to show
that: (1) the limit of the gradients is a gradient field and (2)the limit is harmonic. Both statements
follow from almost sure convergence along subsequences.

A key ingredient of the approach is the expression of the inclination of a surface as the scalar
product of the gradient of the surface with a specific field (see Section 4). This implies that the
limiting surface has the same inclination as the initial one.

2. Preliminaries and main result

Point processes. Let S∈ N be a homogeneous Poisson process onR
d of rate 1; callP its law

andE the associated expectation. HereN is the space of locally finite point configurations of
R

d; use the notations for elements ofN . The elementss of s are calledpointsand the elements
x of Rd are calledsites. The Palm version ofS is the point processSo = S∪{0}. For s∈ N let
theVoronoi cellof s∈ s be defined by Vor(s) = {x∈ R

d : |x−s| ≤ |x−s′|, for all s′ ∈ s\ {s}}.
If the intersection of the Voronoi cells ofs ands′ is a (d−1)-dimensional surface, we say that
s ands′ are Voronoi neighbors. Let thegraph G(s) = (s,A(s)) with A(s) := {(s,s′) : s and
s′ are Voronoi neighbors ins}. If S is a Poisson process,G(So) is a triangulation a.s. called
theDelaunay triangulationof So. To a sitex ∈ R

d we associate thecenterof the Voronoi cell
containingx: Cen(x) = Cen(x,s) = s∈ s if x∈ Vor(s); if x belongs to the Voronoi cell of more
than one point, take any rule to decide who is the center. Let

Ξ1 := {(s,s) ∈ R
d ×N : s∈ s}

Ξ2 := {(s,s′,s) ∈ R
d×R

d×N : s,s′ ∈ s}.

Functionsη : Ξ1 → R are calledsurfacesand functionsζ : Ξ2 → R are calledfields. If η(s,s) =
η(0,τss) for everys∈ s we say thatη is a translation invariantsurface. A fieldζ is covariantif
ζ(s′−s,s′′−s,s) = ζ(s′,s′′,τss) for all s,s′,s′′ ∈ s. A field ζ is aflux if ζ(s,s′,s) =−ζ(s′,s,s) for
all s,s′ ∈ s. Theconductancesinduced byG(s) is the fielda defined by

a(s,s′,s) := 1{sands′ are Voronoi neighbors ins}. (2.1)

TheLaplacianoperator associated to(s,a) is defined on surfacesη by

∆η(s,s) = ∑
s′∈s

a(s,s′,s)[η(s′,s)−η(s,s)] (2.2)

Thegradientof a surfaceη is the field defined by

∇η(s,s′,s) = a(s,s′,s)[η(s′,s)−η(s,s)].

For fieldsζ : Ξ2 →R thedivergencedivζ : Ξ1 → R is given by

divζ(s,s) = ∑
s′∈s

a(s,s′,s)ζ(s,s′,s).
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Hence∆η(s) = div∇η(s), for everys∈ s. To simplify notation we drop the dependence on the
point configuration when it is clear from the context. The Laplacian, gradient and divergence
depend on the conductances, but we drop this dependence in the notation, as they are fixed by
(2.1) along the paper.

A functionh : Ξ1 → R is calledharmonicif ∆h(s) = 0 for all s∈ s.

Let u∈ R
d be a unit vector. We say that a surfaceη hasinclinationIu(η,s) in the directionu

if the following limit exists and does not depend ons

Iu(η,s) := lim
K→∞

η(Cen(s+Ku),s)−η(s,s)
K

. (2.3)

Theinclinationof a surfaceη is the vectorI (η) = (Ie1(η), . . . ,Ied(η)), whereek, k= 1, . . . ,d
are the canonical vectors inRd.

Given a surfaceη, let Msη be the surface obtained by substituting the heightη(s) with the
average of the heights at the neighbors ofs:

(Msη)(s′) =

{

1
a(s) ∑s′∈s\{s}a(s,s′)η(s′) := η̄(s), if s′ = s

η(s′), if s′ 6= s,
(2.4)

wherea(s) = ∑s′∈Sa(s,s′). Take a point configurations and define the generator

Ls f (η) = ∑
s∈s

[ f (Msη)− f (η)]. (2.5)

That is, at rate 1, the surface height ats is updated to the mean of the heights at the neighbors
of s. We show that forP -almost alls there exists a Markov processηt(·,s) on the space of sur-
faces with generatorLs which is callednoiseless Harness process. We construct this process as
a function of a family of independent one-dimensional Poisson processesT = (Tn, n= 1,2. . .)
independent of the point configurationS. ConsiderS= (sn,n≥ 1), an arbitrary but fixed enumer-
ation of the points ofS(for instance,sn may be then-th closest point to the origin). The process
is constructed by updating the surface atsn at the epochs ofTn. Let P be the distribution ofT and
E its expectation.

Theorem 2.1. Let So be the Palm version of the Poisson process and letγ be a surface with
covariant gradient, inclination I(γ) ∈ R

d and C (|∇γ|r) < ∞ for some r> 4. Then: (a) There
exists a harmonic function h: Ξ1 → R with h(0,So) = 0 andI (h) = I (γ) P -a.s. (b) ifηt is the
harness process with initial conditionγ, then,

lim
t→∞

EE[ηt(sn)−ηt(0)−h(sn)]
2 = 0,

for any n≥ 1. (c) In dimensions d= 1 and d= 2, h is the only harmonic function with covariant
gradient.
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Let c∈R
d; theplaneγ(s,So) = c·s, s∈So satisfies the hypotheses of the theorem withI(γ)=

c. The theorem says that a surface with inclinationc evolving along the harness process and seen
from the height at the origin converges to a harmonic function h with the same inclination and
with h(0) = 0.

Let H = (h1, . . . ,hd), wherehi is the harmonic function obtained in Theorem 2.1 for the
inclination 1 in the directionei . The graph with verticesH(So)= (H(s), s∈So) and conductances
ã(H(s),H(s′)) := a(s,s′) is harmonic:

H(s) =
1

a(s) ∑
s′∈So

a(s,s′)H(s′) (2.6)

that is, each point is in the barycenter of its neighbors in the neighborhood structure induced by
the Delaunay triangulation ofS. This graph, called theharmonic deformationof the Delaunay
triangulation, does not coincide with the Delaunay triangulation ofH(So).

Random walks in random graphs and martingales. Let Yt = YSo

t , be the random walk on
So which jumps froms to s′ at ratea(s,s′). The random walkH(Yt) on H(So) is a martingale
becauseH(So) is harmonic. Hence it is straigthforward to verify that the walk H(Yt) satisfies the
conditions of the martingale central limit theorem (Durrett, [9, p. 417 ]) and so the invariance
principle holds in this case. The extension of the invariance principle from the walkH(Yt) to the
walk Yt requires the sublinearity in|s| of the correctorχ(s) = H(s)−s.

Mathieu and Piatnitski [15] and Berger and Biskup [5] constructed the corrector whenG(S) is
given by the supercritical percolation cluster. Both papers prove sharp bounds on the asymptotic
behavior of the corrector and, as a consequence, the quenched invariance principle forYt for
every dimensiond ≥ 2. A key ingredient in those proofs are heat kernels estimates obtained
by Barlow [1] (in [5] they are used just ford ≥ 3). Previously, Sidoravicius and Sznitman [16]
obtained the quenched invariant principle ford ≥ 4. Several papers obtained generalizations of
similar results on subgraphs ofZd ([2, 6, 15]).

Caputo, Faggionato and Prescott [7] proved a quenched invariance principle for random
walks on graphs given by ergodic spatial point processes also based on the construction of the
corrector. They consider random conductances with exponential decay governed by i.i.d. energy
marks, which does not include the Delaunay-Voronoi case.

We obtain harmonic functions as limits of the zero temperature harness process. The in-
clination of a surface is obtained as a scalar product with a specific field and it is invariant for
the process. This allows to show that also the harmonic limits have the same inclination as the
starting surface.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 3 we give basic definitions, define the space
H of gradients of surfaces as a Hilbert space and show a useful integration by parts formula. In
Section 4 we show that the inclination of a surface can be seenas the inner product of its gradient
with a specific field inH . In Section 5 we construct the process by means of the Harris graphical
method. In Section 6 we prove the main theorem. Section 7 deals with the uniqueness of the
harmonic function ind = 2. In Section 8 we give a brief description on how to export these
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results to general stationary point processes.

3. Point processes, fields and gradients

Let N = N (Rd) be the set of all locally finite subsets ofRd, i.e., for all s∈ N , s(B) is
finite for every bounded setB⊂ R

d, wheres(B) is the number of points ins∩B. We consider
the Borelσ-algebraB(N ), the smallestσ-algebra containing the sets{s∈ N (Rd) : S(B) = k},
whereB∈ B is bounded andk is a positive integer. For anyx∈ R

d, denote byτx the translation
by x in R

d, τxs= {s−x : s∈ s}.

Ces̀aro means and the spaceH . Let C be the measure inΞ2 defined onζ : Ξ2 →R by

C (ζ) =
∫

Ξ2

ζdC =
1
2

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s,So)ζ(0,s,So) (3.1)

This measure is absolutely continuous with respect to the second order Campbell measure asso-
ciated toP with densityZ(u,v,s) = a(u,v,s)δ0(u). The spaceH := L2(Ξ2,R,C ) is Hilbert.

If two fields ζ and ζ′ coincide in every neighbor of the origin, then their difference has
zeroC−measure and hence a field inH is characterized by its values at the neighbors of the
origin (and the origin). Observe also that each class ofH has a covariant representant (the one
that is obtained by extending to the nodes that are not neighbors of the origin covariantly, i.e.
ζ(s,s′,s) := ζ(0,s′−s,τss) for s,s′ ∈ s). So hereafter, when we refer to a field inH , we assume
that is its covariant representant.

The spaceH was previously considered by Mathieu and Piatnitski [15] ina context where
(So,a) are given by the infinite cluster for supercritical percolation in Z

d. The Hilbert structure
of this space is useful to obtain weak convergence for the dynamics once one proves that they
are bouned in norm.

Let ζ ∈ Ξ2 and define its Cesàro limit by

C(ζ) := lim
ΛրRd

1
2|Λ| ∑

{s,s′}∩Λ6= /0
a(s,s′,S)ζ(s,s′,S).

whereΛ = Λ(K) := [−K,K]d ⊂ R
d. SinceS is ergodic, by the Point Ergodic Theorem [8,

pp. 318] we have that almost surelyC(ζ) = C (ζ). In the same way, for translation invariant
functionsη : Ξ1 →R we can define, with a slight abuse of notation its Cesàro meanand we have
C(η) = C (η) = E(η(0,So)).

We now state the well known Mass Transport Principle.

Lemma 3.1(Mass Transport Principle [3, 4, 11, 13]). Let ζ : Ξ2 → R be a covariant field such
that eitherζ is nonnegative orE ∑s∈So |ζ(0,s,So)|< ∞. Then

E ∑
s∈So

ζ(0,s,So) = E ∑
s∈So

ζ(s,0,So). (3.2)
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Proof. Let Bz= [−1
2,

1
2]

d+z. Then

E ∑
s∈So

ζ(0,s,So) = E ∑
s∈S∩B0

∑
s′∈S

ζ(s,s′,S) = ∑
z∈Zd

E ∑
s∈S∩B0

∑
s′∈S∩Bz

ζ(s,s′,S)

= ∑
z∈Zd

E ∑
s∈S∩B−z

∑
s′∈S∩B0

ζ(s,s′,S) = E ∑
s∈S

∑
s′∈S∩B0

ζ(s,s′,S) = E ∑
s∈So

ζ(s,0,So).

Sinceζ is covariant, the surfacesη(s,So) = ∑s′∈So ζ(s,s′,So) andη′(s,So) = ∑s′∈So ζ(s′,s,So) are
translation invariant. Hence the first and last identities follow from the refined Campbell formula
[8, 12]. The third identity follows from stationarity. Fubini grants the interchange of sums and
expectations.

Lemma 3.2 (Integration by parts formula). Let φ : Ξ1 → R be a translation invariant surface
andζ : Ξ2 → R a flux. Assumeζ ∈ H andE [a(0)φ2(0)]< ∞, then

C (∇φ ·ζ) =−C (φ ·divζ). (3.3)

Proof. Note that

C (∇φ ·ζ) =
1
2

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s,So)∇φ(0,s,So)ζ(0,s,So)

=
1
2

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s,So)φ(s,So)ζ(0,s,So)−
1
2

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s,So)φ(0,So)ζ(0,s,So)

=
1
2

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s,So)φ(s,So)ζ(0,s,So)−
1
2

E [φ(0,So)divζ(0,So)].

Sinceζ anda are covariant andφ is translation invariant,a(s,s′,So)φ(s′,So)ζ(s,s′,So) is covariant
and Lemma 3.1 implies

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s,So)φ(s,So)ζ(0,s,So) = E ∑
s∈So

a(s,0,So)φ(0,So)ζ(s,0,So)

= −E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s,So)φ(0,So)ζ(0,s,So) = −E [φ(0,So)divζ(0,So)].

We used thatζ is a flux anda is symmetric.

4. Inclination

Let η be a surface with covariant gradient∇η ∈ H . A new definition of inclinationJu(η) is
given as the internal product of the gradient field∇η with a conveniently chosen fieldωu. We
prove that this definition coincides with the previous inclinationIu(η). For neighborss,s′ ∈ S
let b(s,s′;S) be the(d−1)-dimensional side in common of the Voronoi cells ofs ands′ and let
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s′

b(s,s′;So)bu(s,s′;So)

Figure 2: Definition of the fieldωu for u= e1

bu(s,s′;S) be thed− 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure of the projection ofb(s,s′;S) over the
hyperplane perpendicular tou (see Figure 2). Define

ωu(s,s
′;S) :=

1
2

sg((s′ ·u)− (s·u))bu(s,s
′;S)a(s,s′;S). (4.1)

Our second definition of inclination is

Ju(η) := C (∇η ·ωu). (4.2)

Proposition 4.1. Let η be a surface with covariant∇η ∈ H . Then

Iu(η) = Ju(η), (4.3)

P almost surely.

Before proving the proposition we show some technical lemmas. LetOu be thed−1 dimen-
sional hyperplane orthogonal tou: Ou = {y∈R

d : y·u= 0}. Fory∈ Ou let lu(y) = {y+αu;α ∈
R} the line containingy with directionu. Fix s∈ N , defineLu(y,s) := {s∈ s: Vor(s)∩ lu(y) 6=
/0}, the set of points whose Voronoi cell intersects the linelu(y).Definew : Rd ×Ξ2 → R and
θ : Rd×Ξ1 → R by

w(y;s,s′,s) =

{

1 if b(s,s′,s)∩ lu(y) 6= /0;

0 otherwise
,

the indicator thats ands′ are neighbors and its boundary intersects the linelu(y). Define

θ(y;s,s) = ∑
s′∈s

s′a+(s,s′,s)w(y;s,s′,s),
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wherea+(s,s′,S) = a(s,s′,S)1{(s′ ·u)> (s·u)}. In words, fors∈ Lu(y,s), θ(y;s,s) is the neigh-
bor of s in the directionu such that their boundary intersectslu(y). The above definition is valid
only for those “good”y such thatlu(y) does not contain points belonging to three Voronoi cells,
neither intersect more than one point in the boundary of two cells. The set of those goody has
full d−1 Lebesgue measure; in the sequel we take only those goody.

Forx∈R
d, letx∗ ∈ Ou be the projection ofx over the hyperplaneOu. Observe thatw satisfies

w(y;s,s′,s) = w(y−x∗;s−x,s′−x,τxs), (4.4)

and
θ(y;s,s)−x= θ(y−x∗;s−x,τxs), (4.5)

for all x∈ R
d.

Lemma 4.2. Let ζ ∈ H be a flux and u,y∈ R
d. Then

E ∑
s∈S

ζ(s,θ(y;s,S),S)1Lu(y,S)(s)1A(s·u) = ℓ(A)C (ζ ·ωu) (4.6)

for all A ∈ B(R) with Lebesgue measureℓ(A)< ∞.

Notice that{(s·u) : s∈ Lu(y,S)} is the one-dimensional stationary point process obtained
by projecting the points ofLu(y,S) to lu(y). One can think that each points has a weight
ζ(s,θ(y;s,S),S). The expression on the left of (4.6) is the average of these weights for the points
projected overA. The expression on the right of (4.6) says that this average contributes to the
expression as much as the Lebesgue measure of the projectionoverOu of the boundary between
s and its neighbor inL to its right.

Proof. By rotation invariance we can takeu= e1 and by translation invariancey= 0. In this case
Ou = {x∈ R

d : x1 = 0}, s·u= s1, the first coordinate ofs andx∗ = (0,x2, . . . ,xd). Define

g(s,s) := ζ(s,θ(0;s,s),s)1Lu(0,s)(s)1A(s1).
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From (4.4), (4.5), the Generalized Campbell formula and Fubini,

E ∑
s∈S

|g(s,S)|=
∫
Rd

E |g(s,τ−sS
o)|ds

=

∫
Rd

E |ζ(0,θ(−s∗;0,So),So)|1Lu(−s∗,So)(0)1A(s1)ds

= ℓ(A)
∫
Rd−1

E ∑
s′∈So

|ζ(0,s′,So)|1{θ(−s∗;0,So) = s′}1Lu(−s∗,So)(0)ds∗

= ℓ(A)E ∑
s′∈So

|ζ(0,s′,So)|

∫
Rd−1

1{θ(s∗;0,So) = s′}1Lu(−s∗,So)(0)ds∗

(we abuse notation by callings∗ thed−1 dimensional vector(x2, . . . ,xd)). Fors′ ∈ So such that
a+(0,s′,So) = 1,

{s′ = θ(−s∗;0,So), 0∈ Lu(−s∗,So)}= {lu(−s∗)∩b(0,s′,So) 6= /0},

that is,−s∗ ∈ bu(0,s′,So). Hence
∫
Rd−1

1{θ(−s∗;0,So) = s′}1Lu(−s∗,So)(0)ds∗ =
∫
Rd−1

1{bu(0,s′,So)}(−s∗)ds∗ = ωu(0,s
′,So).

It follows that

E
∣

∣

∣∑
s∈S

g(s,S)
∣

∣

∣
= ℓ(A)Eo ∑

s′∈So

a+(0,s′,So)|ζ(0,s′,So)|ωu(0,s
′,So)< ∞.

So we can repeat the above arguments to prove

E ∑
s∈S

g(s,S) = ℓ(A)Eo ∑
s′∈So

a+(0,s′,So)ζ(0,s′,So)ωu(0,s
′,So). (4.7)

From the Mass Transport Principle (Lemma 3.1) and since

a+(s,0,So)ζ(s,0,So)ωu(s,0,S
o) = a−(0,s,So)ζ(0,s,So)ωu(0,s,S

o)

it follows that

E ∑
s∈S

g(s,S) = ℓ(A)
1
2

E ∑
s′∈So

a(0,s′,So)ζ(0,s′,So)ωu(0,s
′,So) = ℓ(A)C (∇η ·ωu).

Proof of Proposition 4.1.Again without loosing generality we takeu= e1 andu·s= s1. Initially
consider discretet =K ∈Z. Since∇η is covariant and Cen(·) is translation invariant (in the sense
that Cen(x−z,τzs)+z= Cen(x,s)),

η(Cen(s+Ku,So),So)−η(s,So) = η(Cen(Ku,τsS
o),τsS

o)−η(0,τsS
o).
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SinceSo is point-stationary, if the limit in (2.3) exists, it is independent ofs∈ So.

Let AK := [0,K]×R
d−1 and define

s̄K = argmax{(s·e1) : s∈ L(0,So)∩AK}, sK = θ(0;s̄K,S
o),

that is,sK is the first point ofL(0,So) to the right ofAK.

Let ZK = η(Cen(Ku,So),So)−η(sK(So),So) and observe that (see Figure 3)

η(Cen(Ku),So)−η(0,So) = ∑
s∈L(0,So)∩AK

(η(s,So)−η(θ(0;s,So),So))+ZK (4.8)

From (4.8),Iu(η) can be written as

Iu(η) = lim
K→∞

1
K ∑

s∈L(0,So)∩AK

∇η(s,θ(0;s,So),So))+
ZK

K

= lim
K→∞

1
K ∑

s∈So

∇η(s,θ(0;s,So),So))1L(0,So)(s)1[0,K](s1)+
ZK

K
, (4.9)

So we have to show that

Ĩ := lim
K→∞

1
K ∑

s∈So

∇η(s,θ(0;s,So),So))1L(0,So)(s)1[0,K](s1)+
ZK

K
= C (∇η ·ωu), (4.10)

µo-a.s., whereµo is the law ofSo.

Since∇η andωu are covariant, the inclination is invariant under translationsτu, so we can
forget the point at the origin and work with the stationary processSwith law P .

Since(ZK)K≥0 is a stationary sequence, the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.2
show thatE |Z0| ≤ C (div|∇η|ℓ(Vor(0)))< ∞, and soZK/K goes to zero almost surely asK goes
to ∞.

1
K ∑

s∈S

∇η(s,θ(0;s,S),S)1L(0,S)(s)1[0,K](s1) =
1
K

K−1

∑
k=0

∑
s∈S

∇η(s,θ(0;s,S),S)1L(0,S)(s)1[k,k+1](s1)

=
1
K

K−1

∑
k=0

φ(τkuS) (4.11)

whereφ(S) := ∑s∈S∇η(s,θ(0;s,S),S)1L(0,S)(s)1[0,1](s1).

Since the law ofS is mixing, taking limits whenK → ∞, by Birkoff’s ergodic theorem,

lim
K→∞

1
K

K−1

∑
k=0

φ(τkuS) = E [φ(S)] = C (∇η ·ωu) P −a.s., (4.12)

by Lemma 4.2. Ift is a continuous parameter (K = t) the result also holds once one note that

lim
t→∞

1
t
|η(Cen(tu,So))−η([t]u,So)|= 0 P −a.s.
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5. The harness process

Given a configuration of pointss∈ N we construct the processηγ
t with values on the space

of surfaces, with initial condition given by a surfaceγ : Ξ1 → R and generator given by (2.5).

5.1. Graphical Construction

Let T = (Tn, n=1,2, . . .) be a family of independent Poisson processes of intensity 1,Tn⊂R,
independent ofSo. For fixeds∈ N and an arbitrary enumeration of the points ofs= (s1,s2, . . .)
we use the epochs ofTn to update the heights atsn as follows. Fixt > 0 and define a family
(Bs

[t,u];u≤ t,s∈ s) of backward simple random walks onsstarting ats∈ sat timet and jumping
at the epochs inT as follows: setBs

[t,t] = s and if at timeu+ the random walk is atsn andu∈ Tn

then the walk chooses uniformly one neighbor ofsn (that is, with probability 1
|a(sn,s)|

) and jumps

over it. For this introduce independent variablesU = (Uk
n , k,n≥ 1); the variableUk

n is used to
perform thek-th jump fromsn. These jumps are independent ofT andS. We callP andE the
probability and expectation induced by(T, U ). Let P = P ×P and callE the expectation with
respect toP.

pt(s,s
′,S,T) = P(Bs

[t,0] = s′ |S,T),

the probability thatBs
[t,0]= s′ conditioned on the sigma field generated by(S,T). Defineηγ

t (s,S,T)

as the mean ofγ(Bs
[t,0]) conditioned on the sigma-field generated by(S,T):

ηγ
t (s,S,T) = ∑

s′∈S

pt(s,s
′,S,T)γ(s′). (5.1)

The time evolution of theη process is:ηγ
0(s,S,T) = γ(s) and if s= sn andt ∈ Tn is an epoch of

Tn, then

pt(s,s
′,S,T) = ∑

u∈S

a(s,u,S)
a(s,S)

pt−(u,s
′,S,T),

soηγ
t (s,S,T) is updated by

ηγ
t (s,S,T) = ∑

s′∈S
∑
u∈S

a(s,u,S)
a(s,S)

pt−(u,s
′,S,T)γ(s′) = Msη

γ
t−(s,S,T), (5.2)

while ηγ
t (s

′,S,T) remains unchanged fors′ 6= s.

Lemma 5.1. Givenγ : Ξ1 → R with ∇γ ∈ H , the processηγ
t (·,S, ·), is well definedP -a.s. and

has generator given by(2.5).

Proof. To prove that the process is well defined we need to show that the sum on the right hand
side of (5.1) is finiteP -a.s. But it follows directly by Proposition Appendix A.2 inthe appendix
that

E|ηγ
t (0,S

o,T)| ≤ E ∑
s′∈So

pt(0,s
′,So,T)|γ(s′,So)| ≤Ct.

12



This shows that the process is almost surely well defined at the origin. By point-stationarity the
result is immediately extended to alls∈ So. The fact thatηγ

t (·,S, ·) has generator given by (2.5),
follows from (5.2) sinceS is locally finiteP -a.s.

We have constructed the processηγ
t as a deterministic function ofS andT, the point con-

figuration plus the time epochs associated to the points. That is, a random function inΞ. Let
(S,T) = ((sn,Tn), n≥ 1) andτs(S,T) = ((sn−s,Tn), n ≥ 1), for s∈ S. Sincept(s,s′,(S,T)) =
pt(0,s′−s,τs(S,T)), if γ(0,s) = 0 for everys∈ N o and∇γ is covariant,

ηγ
t (s,(S

o,T)) = ∑
s′∈So

pt(s,s
′,(So,T))γ(s′,So)

= ∑
s′∈So

pt(0,s
′−s,τs(S

o,T))γ(s′−s,τsS
o) + γ(s,So)

= ∑
s′∈τsSo

pt(0,s
′,τs(S

o,T))γ(s′,τsS
o) + γ(s,So) = ηγ

t (0,τs(S
o,T)) + γ(s,So).

(5.3)

If we call
ψt(s,(S

o,T)) := ηγ
t (0,τs(S

o,T)), (5.4)

then we have rewriten the process as a translation invariantsurfaceψt plus the initial condition:
if η0 = γ, then

ηt = ψt + γ (5.5)

In particular, it follows that∇ηγ
t is a covariant (random) fieldP-a.s.

The dependence ofηγ
t on (S,T) will be dropped from the notation when clear from the con-

text.

The following bound –shown in the Appendix– implies that theprocess is well defined (as
an element inH ) for all time.

Lemma 5.2. If C (|∇γ|r)< ∞ then

C (|∇ψγ
t |

r) ≤ 2r−1
E[a(0)|ψγ

t (0)|
r]< ∞.

As a consequence of (5.5) and Lemma 5.2 we can now show that theinclination is invariant
under the dynamics.

Lemma 5.3. Given u∈ R
d, Iu(η

γ
t − γ) = 0, a.s. for all t≥ 0.

Proof. First observe that

divωu(0,S
o) = ∑

s∈S

ωu(0,s,S
o) = ∑

s∈S
(s·u)>0

bu(0,s,S
o)− ∑

s∈S
(s·u)<0

bu(0,s,S
o) = 0, P −a.s.

because each term in the substraction is the(d−1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure of the pro-
jection of the Voronoi cell of the origin over the hyperplaneorthogonal tou. Recall that for any

13



t ≥ 0, ηγ
t = γ+ψγ

t for the translation invariant surfaceψγ
t defined in (5.4), so we can integrate by

parts to get

Iu(η
γ
t ) = C (∇ηγ

t ·ωu) = C (∇γ ·ωu)+C (∇ψt ·ωu)

= C (∇γ ·ωu)−C (ψt ·divωu) = C (∇γ ·ωu) = Iu(γ).

6. The process converges to a harmonic surface

In this section we show that ifγ is a surface with inclinationI (γ), whose gradient is inH and
has more than 4 moments, then there exists a surfacehγ with ∇hγ ∈ H such that∇ηγ

t converges
strongly inH to ∇hγ. Furthermorehγ is harmonic and has the same inclination asγ. We split the
proof in several lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. If C (|∇γ|r)< ∞ for some r> 4, then for all t> 0

d
dt

C (|∇ηγ
t |

2
) =−2E

[

a(0)−1
∣

∣∆ηγ
t (0,S

o,T)
∣

∣

2
]

. (6.1)

Proof. We drop the dependence on the initial conditionγ, So andT and writeηt = ηγ
t (·,S

o,T).
Let T2 =

⋃
sn∈V2

Tn, the epochs corresponding to sites inV2, the set of second neighbors of the
origin. Define the events

F1 := F1(t,h) = {|T2∩ [t, t+h]|= 1};

F1,s := F1,s(t, t+h) = F1∩{|T (s)∩ [t, t+h]|= 1}∩{s∈V2};

F2 := F2(t,h) = {|T2∩ [t, t+h]| ≥ 2}.

Note that givenS, T2 is a Poisson process with intensity|V2|, hence

P(F1|S
o) = E[1F1|S

o] = |V2|he−|V2|h, (6.2)

P(F1,s|S
o) = he−|V2|h1V2(s), (6.3)

P(F2|S
o)≤ h2|V2|

2. (6.4)

We have to compute

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s)(|∇ηt+h(0,s)|
2−|∇ηt(0,s)|

2)(1F1 +1F2) = I + II (6.5)

Using that

|∇ηt+h(0,s)|
2−|∇ηt(0,s)|

2 = [∇ηt+h(0,s)−∇ηt(0,s)]
2+2∇ηt(0,s)[∇ηt+h(0,s)−∇ηt(0,s)].

and

∆⋆η(s) :=
1

|a(s)| ∑
s′∈So

a(s,s′)(η(s′)−η(s)) = Msη(s)−η(s),

we compute each term in (6.5). AssumeF1 occurs.

14



• If the mark is neither at the origin nor at a neighbor of it, then a(0,s) = 0, ∇ηt+h(0,s) =
∇ηt(0,s), and the difference is zero.

• If the mark is at the origin anda(0,s) = 1,

|∇ηt+h(0,s)|
2−|∇ηt(0,s)|

2 = [−M0ηt(0)+ηt(0)]
2+2∇ηt(0,s)[−M0ηt(0)+ηt(0)]

=−2∇ηt(0,s)∆⋆ηt(0)+ |∆⋆ηt(0)|
2. (6.6)

• If the mark is at somes such thata(0,s) = 1, we have∇ηt+h(0,s′) = ∇ηt(0,s′), for all
s′ 6= s. So

|∇ηt+h(0,s)|
2−|∇ηt(0,s)|

2 = [Msηt(s)−ηt(s)]
2+2∇ηt(0,s)[Msηt(s)+ηt(s)]

= 2∇ηt(0,s)∆⋆ηt(s)+ |∆⋆ηt(s)|
2. (6.7)

GivenSo, the processT2∩ [t, t+h] is independent ofηt , so conditioning onSo by (6.2), (6.3),
(6.6) and (6.7), we get that the first term in (6.5) equals

hEe−|V2|h ∑
s∈So

a(0,s)(2∇ηt(0,s)∇∆⋆ηt(0,s)+ |∆⋆ηt(s)|
2+ |∆⋆ηt(0)|

2).

By monotone convergence and the Mass Transport Principle (3.2),

lim
h→0

1
2h

E∑
s∈S

a(0,s)(|∇ηt+h(0,s)|
2−|∇ηt(0,s)|

2)1F1

= 2E∑
s∈S

a(0,s)∇ηt(0,s)∇∆⋆ηt(0,s)+
1
2
E∑

s∈S

a(0,s)(|∆⋆ηt(s)|
2+ |∆⋆ηt(0)|

2)

= 2E∑
s∈S

a(0,s)∇ηt(0,s)∇∆⋆ηt(0,s)+Ea(0)|∆⋆ηt |
2 (6.8)

Now we compute the second term in (6.5). Let 1/p+1/q= 1, then

h−1E ∑
s∈S

|∇ηs(0,s)|
21F2 ≤ h−1[E(∑

s∈S

|∇ηs(0,s)|
2)p)]1/p[E1F2)]

1/q.

Integrating respect toP we obtain

h−1
E∑

s∈S

|∇ηs(0,s)|
21F2 ≤ h−1[E(a(0)p−1 ∑

s∈S

|∇ηs(0,s)|
2p)]1/p[E1F2]

1/q

≤ Amr(s)[E |V2|
2]1/qh2/q−1,

for some constantsA, r > 0, wheremr(s) is ther-th moment of a Poisson random variable with
means. Choosingq< 2 and applying this bound fors= t ands= t +h we get

lim
h→0

1
2h

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s)(|∇ηt+h(0,s)|
2−|∇ηt(0,s)|

2)1F2 = 0. (6.9)
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From (6.5), (6.8), (6.9) and the integration by parts formula we obtain

d
dt

C (|∇ηt |
2) = 2C (∇ηt∇∆⋆ηt)+E[a(0)|∆⋆ηt |

2]

=−E[a(0)|∆⋆ηt |
2].

Corollary 6.2. If γ satisfies the hypotheses in Lemma 6.1, then

(a) C (|∇ηγ
t |

2) is non-increasing in t;

(b) C (|∇ηγ
t |

2) is strictly decreasing at time t if and only ifηγ
t is not harmonic for(a,So);

(c) limt→∞ a(0)−1∆ηγ
t (0) = 0, P-a.s. and in L2(P), P -a.s.;

(d) limt→∞ ∆ηγ
t = 0 P-a.s.

Proof. Let

Zt :=
|∆ηγ

t (0)|
2

a(0)
= a(0)|∆⋆ηγ

t (0)|
2,

and observe that from Lemma 6.1 we have
∫ ∞

0 E[Zt ]dt < ∞. Fix t0 = 0 and denote 0= t0 < t1 <
t2 < .. . the ordered epochs of the superposition of the Poisson processes associated to the point
at the origin and its neighbors. This is a Poisson process with intensitya(0)+1. For eachn≥ 0,
givenSo, Ztn is independent of(tn+1− tn). Hence,

∫ ∞

0
EZtdt = E

∫ ∞

0
Ztdt =

∞

∑
k=0

E[Ztk(tk+1− tk)] =
∞

∑
k=0

E

( Ztk

a(0)+1

)

< ∞,

Hence,
∞

∑
k=0

∆ηγ
tk(0)< ∞ and lim

t→∞
∆ηγ

t (0) = 0 P-a.s.

TheL2(P) convergence follows by dominate convergence using that∆ηγ
t (0)≤ ∑∞

k=0 ∆ηγ
tk(0).

Proof of (a) and (b) of Theorem 2.1.We drop the dependence on the initial surfaceγ. Consider
the numbering of the points ofSo introduced by Holroyd and Peres [13]. Under this numbering
τsnS

o has the same law asSo for all n∈ Z.

Existence. We want to prove the existence ofh : Ξ1 → R, harmonic inG(So), with ∇h
covariant and such that for alln∈ Z

lim
t→∞

E|a(0,sn)∇ηt(0,sn)−a(0,sn)∇h(0,sn)|
2 = 0.

Observe that

E|a(0,sn)(∇ηt(0,sn)−∇h(0,sn))|
2 ≤ E∑

s∈So

a(0,s)|∇ηt(0,s)−∇h(0,s)|2

= 2C (|∇ηt −∇h|2).
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So, it is enough to show that∇ηt → ∇h strongly inH . Since by Corollary 6.2,C (|∇ηt |
2)

is bounded,∇ηt is weakly compact, and hence for every sequence{tk}k≥0, there exists a subse-
quence{tk j} j≥0 and a fieldζ∞ ∈ H such that

lim
j→∞

C (∇ηtkj
·ζ) = C (ζ∞ ·ζ), for all ζ ∈ H . (6.10)

Uniqueness.Let {tk}k≥0 be a subsequence such that∇ηtk ⇀ ζ∞, a weak limit. By (5.5),

C (|ζ∞|
2) = lim

k→∞
C (∇ηtk ·ζ∞) = C (∇γ ·ζ∞)+ lim

k→∞
C (∇ψtk ·ζ∞). (6.11)

whereψt is defined in (5.4). Integrating by parts and using Hölder,

|C (∇ψtk ·ζ∞)| = lim
j→∞

|C (∇ψtk ·∇ηt j )| = lim
j→∞

|C (ψtk ·∆ηt j )|

≤ lim
j→∞

E(a(0)|ψtk|
2)1/2

E(a(0)−1|∆ηt j |
2)1/2 = 0, (6.12)

by Corollary 6.2. Therefore,
C (|ζ∞|

2) = C (∇γ ·ζ∞). (6.13)

Let ∇ηtk ⇀ ζ∞ and∇ηt j ⇀ ζ′∞ subsequences converging to two weak limitsζ∞ andζ′∞. By (6.10)
and (6.11),

C (ζ∞ ·ζ′∞) = lim
k→∞

C (∇ηtk ·ζ
′
∞) = C (∇γ ·ζ′∞)+ lim

k→∞
C (∇ψtk ·ζ

′
∞) = C (|ζ′∞|

2), (6.14)

by (6.12) and (6.13). The same holds forζ∞ and soC (|ζ′∞|2) = C (|ζ∞|
2) = C (ζ∞ · ζ′∞). This

impliesC (|ζ∞ −ζ′∞|2) = 0, i.e. there is a unique limit point.

Strong convergence.By (5.5) and integration by parts,

C (|∇ηt |
2) = C (∇γ∇ηt)+C (∇ψt∇ηt) = C (∇γ∇ηt)−C (ψt∆ηt). (6.15)

From Hölder’s inequality,

(C (ψt∆ηt))
2 ≤ E(a(0)|ψt(0)|

2)E
( |∆ηt(0)|2

a(0)

)

. (6.16)

Since by Lemma 6.1E |∆ηt |
2

a(0) is integrable, there exists a subsequence(tk)k≥0 such that

lim
k→∞

tkE
( |∆ηtk(0)|

2

a(0)

)

= 0.

From Lemma Appendix A.3 in the appendix,

lim
k→∞

EE|γ(B0
[tk,0]

)|2

tk
tkE

|∆ηtk(0)|
2

a(0)
= 0. (6.17)
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Using (6.13), (6.15) and (6.17),C(|∇ηt|
2)→ C (|ζ∞|

2), and hence∇ηt converges strongly inH
to ζ∞.

Zero divergence.By Hölder’s inequality

lim
t→∞

E(a(0)−2|∆ηt −divζ∞|
2) ≤ lim

t→∞
C (|∇ηt −ζ∞|

2) = 0.

It follows now by Corollary 6.2 that

divζ∞ = 0 P-a.s. (6.18)

Covariance.As we’ve pointed out before, a fieldζ ∈ H is characterized by it’s values on the
edges leaving the origin. Therefore, by takingζ∞(s,s′,So) := ζ∞(0,s′−s,τsSo) we can consider
ζ∞ to be covariant.

Gradient field.To show thatζ∞ is a gradient field we prove that it verifies the co-cycle prop-
erty, that is there existsN ⋆ ⊆ N , with P (So ∈ N ⋆) = 1 and such that for alls∈ N ⋆ and every
closed pathsi0,si1, . . . ,sik = si0 ∈ swith a(si j ,si j−1)=1, j =1, . . . ,k we have∑k

j=1 ζ∞(si j ,si j−1,s)=
0.

Let n,m∈ Z. Sincea(sn,sm)∇ηt(sn,sm)
L2(P)
→ a(sn,sm)ζ∞(vi ,v j), we have a subsequence that

converges almost surely. Denote byNn,m⊂N the set where convergence holds. Using a standard
diagonal argument we get a subsequence(tk)k≥0 such that

a(sn,sm)∇ηtk(sn,sm)
a.s
−→ a(sn,sm)ζ∞(sn,sm) for all n,m∈ Z.

DefineN ⋆ =
⋂

n,m∈ZNn,m. Since the co-cycle property holds for everyt the a.s. convergence
implies the co-cycle property forζ∞.

Inclination. Since the inclination is a continuous functional inH and it is constant for the
dynamics, the limitζ∞ has the inclination of the initial surface in every direction. This completes
the proof of (a) and (b) of the theorem.

7. Uniqueness of Harmonic Functions ind = 2.

In this section we prove uniqueness (up to a constant factor)of the harmonic function with
covariant gradient ford = 2 using the following result of Berger and Biskup. They show unique-
ness of the harmonic function on the supercritical bond-percolation cluster inZ2, but the proof
can be easily adapted to our case. The details can be found in [10].

Theorem 7.1(Theorem 5.1 of Berger and Biskup [5]). For c∈R
2, let γ(s) = c·s, and h: Ξ1 →R

be a harmonic function for a(·, ·,So) with covariant gradient andI (h) = I (γ). Then

lim
n→∞

1
n

max
s∈S∩[−n,n]2

{|h(s)−c·s|}= 0, P -a.s. (7.1)
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Proof of (c) of Theorem 2.1. It is enough to show that ifh: Ξ1 → R is a harmonic function
with I (h) = 0, then∇h = 0 or, equivalently,C (|∇h|2) = 0. Recall that if∇h ∈ H then, with
probability 1,

C (|∇h|2) = lim
n→∞

1
2n2 ∑

s∈S∩[−n,n]2
∑
s′∈S

a(s,s′)|∇h(s,s′)|2

Let Sn = S∩ [−n,n]2. Using thath is harmonic rewrite the sum at the right hand side as

∑
s∈Sn
s′∈S

a(s,s′)|∇h(s,s′)|2 = ∑
s∈Sn

s′∈S\Sn

a(s,s′)(h(s′)+h(s))∇h(s,s′)

Then, withP−probability 1,

C (|∇h|2) = lim
n→∞

1
2n2 ∑

s∈Sn
s′∈S\Sn

a(s,s′)(h(s′)+h(s))∇h(s,s′).

Since this limit exists a.s., we are done if we can show that the r.h.s converges to zero in proba-
bility. Observe that
∣

∣

∣ ∑
s∈Sn

s′∈S\Sn

a(s,s′)(h(s′)+h(s))∇h(s,s′)
∣

∣

∣
≤ max

s∈Sn,
s′∈S\Sn

{a(s,s′)|h(s)+h(s′)|} ∑
s∈Sn

s′∈S\Sn

a(s,s′)|∇h(s,s′)|.

Let Un := {There existss∈ Sn ands′ ∈ S\S2n such thata(s,s′) = 1}. It’s not hard to show that
P (Un)≤ K1e−K2n for some constantsK1,K2 > 0. Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli and Theorem 7.1,
givenε we can taken big enough such that

2n−1 max
s∈Sn,s′∈S\Sn

{a(s,s′)|h(s)+h(s′)|} ≤
1
n

max
s∈S2n

{|h(s)|}< ε.

It follows that
lim
n→∞

2n−1 max
s∈Sn,s′∈S\Sn

{a(s,s′)|h(s)+h(s′)|}= 0, P -a.s.

and therefore it is enough to show that there exists a sequence (Zn)n≥1 such that

Zn ≥
1
n

φn(S) :=
1
n ∑

s∈Sn

∑
s∈S\Sn

a(s,s′)|∇h(s,s′)|,

almost surely andZn converges in probability.

GivenA,B∈ B(Rd), let φA,B(S) := ∑s∈S∑s′∈Sa(s,s′,S)|∇h(s,s′,S)|1A(s)1B(s′), and observe
that

EφA,B =
∫
Rd

E ∑
s′∈τ−sSo

a(s,s′,τ−sS
o)|∇h(s,s′,τ−sS

o)|1A(s)1B(s
′)ds

= E ∑
s′∈So

a(0,s′,So)|∇h(0,s′,So)|ℓ(A∩ τs′B) (7.2)
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Let An= [−n,n]2 andXn be the family of half planes defined by the borders ofAn, and disjoint
with An. It’s clear that

∑
s∈Sn

s′∈S\Sn

a(s,s′)|∇h(s,s′)| ≤ ∑
B∈Xn

φAn,B(S).

We now show the convergence of1
nφAn,B(S) for a fixedB∈ Xn. The convergence of the other

terms follows from the same arguments.

Before proceeding, we have yet another approximation to take care of. LetHn=R× [n,+∞),
Gn = [−n,n]× (−∞,n], and observe that

φAn,Hn(S)≤ φGn,Hn(S), a.s..

Let us see what happens with a fixed line first. To do that, letG = [0,1]×R
− andGo

n =
[−n,n]×R

−. Now, if we defineT = τe1, by the covariance of∇h and Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem,
it follows that

lim
n→∞

1
n

φGo
n,H0(S) =

1
n

lim
n→∞

n−1

∑
k=−n

φG,H0(T
kS) = 2E [φG,H0(S)]< ∞ a.s.

By the covariance of∇h it follows that

lim
n→∞

P (|φGn,Hn(S)−2E [φG,H0(S)]|> εn) = lim
n→∞

P (|φGo
n,H0(τne2S)−2E [φG,H0(S)]|> εn) = 0,

and the result follows.

8. Stationary point processes

Let Sbe a stationary point process inRd with Palm versionSo. Theorem 2.1 can be extended
to Ssatisfying the following assumptions.

A1 The law ofS is mixing.

A2 For every ballB⊂ Rd, |S∩∂B|< d+2.

A3 E exp(βa(0,So))< ∞ for some positive constantβ.

A4 C (ω2
u)< ∞ for everyu∈ R

d.

A5 Saperiodic, meaning thatP (∃x∈ R
d \{0} : τxS= S) = 0.

A6 E [∑s∈So a(0,s)|s|r]< ∞ for somer > 4.

A7 So can be written asSo = {sn; n∈ Z}, andτsnS
o law
= So for everyn∈ Z.
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A8 E [ℓ(Vor(0,So))2]< ∞.

The reason for most of the assumptions above are clear from the proofs on the previous
sections. AssumptionA1 is needed to guarantee that the Ergodic Theorem holds in (4.12). A2
is used to define the Delaunay triangulation. Although this does not hold for the supercritical
percolation cluster, the proof in this article can be adapted to deal with that case. Assumption
A3 is used several times but it can be replaced for finite moment of third order for the number
of neighbors. AssumptionA5 is used in the appendix, in order to recover the random walk from
the environment process.

9. Final Comments

9.1. Invariance Principle

The key ingredient to obtain an invariance principle from the existence of a harmonic defor-
mation of the original graph is a uniform sublinear bound of the corrector as in (7.1). This bound
follows from the arguments of Berger and Biskup [5] ind = 2 and hence the quenched invari-
ance principle holds in the Delaunay triangulation of a Poisson process and also for an ergodic
process that satifies assumptionsA1-A8. Details can be found in [10]. Ford ≥ 3 the proofs of
a quenched invariance principle rely on heat kernel estimates like those obtained by Barlow [1],
which do not follow from the sublinear behavior of the corrector along lines. An extension of
these bounds to our case would imply the invariant principlein the Delaunay triangulation.

9.2. The process trajectory is orthogonal to the space of harmonic functions.

Since the inclination in the directionu∈ R
d is a continuous functional inH , by Riesz Theo-

rem, there exist a fieldωu ∈ H such that the inclination is given by the scalar product withωu.
In our case, we have found explicitly that field (the one givenin (4.1)).

Given an initial conditionγ, the processψt = ηγ
t − γ is a translation invariant surface and has

zero inclination. The convergence of∇ψt follows from the convergence of∇ηγ
t , and the limiting

field is the gradient of the corrector∇χγ := ∇hγ −∇γ, for hγ given by Theorem 2.1. Integrating
by parts and using translation invariance, forζ ∈ H with divζ ≡ 0,

C (∇(γ−ηγ
t )ζ) =−C ((γ−ηγ

t )divζ) = 0, for all t ≥ 0.

Henceγ−ηγ
t is orthogonal to the subspace of fields inH with zero divergence (which contains

the gradients of all harmonic functions). In fact,∇hγ is the orthogonal projection of∇γ over this
subspace. In particular, we have

∇γ = ∇hγ +(∇γ−∇hγ) (9.1)

Mathieu and Piatnitski [15] also considerL2(Ξ2,C ). Equation (9.1) corresponds to their
decomposition of the space asL2(Ξ2,C ) = Lsol

2 ⊕Lpot
2 . Takingγi(s) := (ei ·s), i ≤ d, the function

χ := (χγ1, . . . ,χγd) is what they call thecorrector.
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9.3. Regularization effect.

The regularization effect observed in Fig. 1 can be explicitly formulated as follows. If one
takesn arbitrary pointss1, . . . ,sn ∈ R

2, the barycenter minimizes the following sum of scalar
products

arg min
x∈R2

n

∑
k=1

[(sk−x) · (sk+1−x)] =
1
n

n

∑
k=1

sk. (9.2)

wheresn+1 = s1. Take a point configurationsands,s′ ∈ sneighbors in the Delaunay triangulation
of s. The directed edge(s,s′) is shared by the trianglesss′α+ andss′α−, whereα+(s,s′) is the
first common neighbor ofs ands′ in the clockwise direction andα−(s,s′) is the other common
neighbor. We show the following extension of (9.2) to harmonic surfaces.

Lemma 9.1.Let S be a stationary point process. Then the harmonic deformation of the Delaunay
triangulation of S minimizes

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s)
[

G(s) ·G(α+(0,s))
]

(9.3)

among deformations G: So 7→ G(So) of So such that G(0) = 0 and the corrector G(s)− s has
coordinates with gradient inH .

We prove this Lemma below. Given a surfaceη : Ξ1 → R define the fieldsζη
+,ζ

η
− : Ξ2 → R

by
ζη
±(s,s

′) := a(s,s′)∇η(s,α±(s,s
′)).

Any two surfacesη,φ : Ξ1 → R satisfy

C (∇ηζφ
+) = C (ζη

−∇φ). (9.4)

Also note that

∑
s′∈So

a(s,s′)ζη
±(s,s

′) = ∆η(s) and ∑
s′∈So

a(s,s′)ζη
±(s

′,s) = 0. (9.5)

If φ is a translation invariant surface (that isφ(s,s) = φ(0,τss)) then, by the mass transport prin-
ciple,

2C (∇φζη
±) = E ∑

s∈So

a(0,s)∇φ(0,s)ζη
±(0,s)

= E φ(0) ∑
s∈So

a(0,s)ζη
±(s,0)−Eφ(0) ∑

s∈So

a(0,s)ζη
±(0,s)

= −C (φ∆η) = C (∇φ∇η), (9.6)

where the first identity in the bottom line follows from the integration by parts formula and the
second one from (9.5).
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Lemma 9.2.

d
dt

C (∇ηtζ
ηt
+ ) =

1
2

d
dt

C (|∇ηt |
2) =−E

[

a(0)−1 |∆ηt(0,S
o)|2

]

. (9.7)

Proof. Using (9.4) and∇ηt = ∇γ+∇ψt ,

2C (∇ηtζ
ηt
+ ) = 2C (∇γζγ

+)+2C (ζγ
−∇ψt)+2C (∇ψtζ

ηt
+ )

= 2C (∇γζγ
+)+C (∇γ∇ψt)+C (∇ψt∇ηt)

= 2C (∇γζγ
+)+C (∇γ∇ηt)+C (∇ψt∇ηt)−C (|∇γ|2)

= 2C (∇γζγ
+)+C (|∇ηt |

2)−C (|∇γ|2),

where the second identity follows from (9.6). This shows thefirst identity in (9.7); the second
identity is (6.1).

Proof of Lemma 9.1.Lemma 9.2 shows thatC (∇ηtζ
ηt
+ ) is non-increasing, and that it is strictly

decreasing if and only ifηt is not harmonic and hence

C (∇gζg
+) = 0 if and only ifg is harmonic

Takinggi as the coordinates ofG and using thatG(0) = 0, we get (9.3).

9.4. Some simulations.

In Figure 4 we show some pictures of this object. The first two pictures show level curves
of (a linear interpolation of) the surfaceγ−h. In the first one blue means negative, red means
positive and in black is the (inflated) boundary. In the second one, several level curves are
drawn. From blue (minimum) to red (maximum). Use the picturein the bottom-right to interpret
the colors of the intermediate values.

The next picture is the Voronoi tilling of the harmonic points. Observe that this is not (neces-
sarily) the dual graph of the harmonic graph given by the harmonic deformation of the original
Delaunay triangulation since this is not necessarily the Delaunay triangulation of the points. Is
easy to construct examples where this in fact happens, and itcan be seen in simulations. How-
ever, it can be appreciated in simulations that the density of triangles in the harmonic graph that
are not Delaunay triangles is very low.

Finally, on the bottom-right, the level curves of the harmonic surface with inclination(1,0)
is shown, that is the limit of the dynamics with initial condition given by the planeγ(x,y) = x.
Observe that the surface is pretty close to the original condition.
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Figure 4: Some harmonic pictures
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Appendix A. The Random Walk and the Environment Process

Theenvironment seen from the particlewas used by De Masi et al. [14] to show the averaged
invariance principle for the random walk in the supercritical bond-percolation cluster. We adapt
some of those results to our setting.

Let s∈ N ands∈ s. Let X̃n be a discrete time random walk onG(s) with law P̃s defined by
X̃s

0 = s and forn≥ 1,

P̃s(X̃
s
n = s′′|X̃s

n−1 = s′) =
a(s′,s′′,s)

a(s′,s)
.

That is, the walk starts ats and if it is ats′ ∈ s, then it chooses a neighbor uniformly at random
and jumps over it. Let̃Es be the expectation with respect toP̃s.

To build the continuous time walk, letN = {Ts;s∈ N} be a rate 1 homogeneous Poisson
Process inR+, independent of(X̃n)n≥0, and define

Xt := X̃N(t), (A.1)

whereN(t) = N(0, t] is the number of points ofN in the interval(0, t]. Let Ps= P̃s⊗Q, whereQ
is the law ofN in (N (R+),B(N (R+))). The law ofX0

t coincides with the law of the walkB0
[t,0]

defined in Section 5, so that the results below hold forB0
[t,0].

Given the process̃X0
n (with initial state 0∈ s), define the process

sn = τX̃n
s.

This process can be thought as theenvironment as seen from the particlemoving according to
X̃0

n . The processsn is Markov with values inN and for alln, 0∈ sn. We usePs to denote the law
of sn in N Z

+
with initial states .

Let M be the set of aperiodics:

M = {s∈ N : τxs 6= s for all x∈ R
d, x 6= 0}. (A.2)

If s is aperiodic, then the trajectory ofsn determines univoquely the trajectory of the walkX̃0
n .

The Poisson Process is aperiodic almost surely.

Let Sbe an ergodic point process inRd, with Palm versionSo. Denote byνo the probability
measure on(N ,B(N )) given by

∫
f (s)νo(ds) =

1
Ea(0)

E [a(0) f (So)].

for bounded measurablef : N → R.

Lemma Appendix A.1. The process(sn)n≥0 is reversible and ergodic underνo.
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Proof. To check reversibility, letf ,g: N →R be bounded measurable functions. Defineφ(s,s′,So)=
a(s,s′,So) f (τsSo)g(τs′S

o) and observe thatφ is covariant and integrable, and therefore, by means
of the Mass Transport Principle (Lemma 3.1)

∫
Es f (s)g(S1)νo(ds) = (1/Ea(0))E ∑

s∈So

a(0,s,So) f (So)g(τsS
o)

= (1/E [a(0)])E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s,So) f (τsS
o)g(So)

=

∫
Es f (S1)g(s)νo(ds).

To show ergodicity, letA∈ B(N ) be such thats0 ∈ A implies thats1 ∈ A. If s∈ A thenτss∈ A
for everys∈ s. In fact, by the connectivity ofG(s), given s∈ s there existsn > 0 such that
τss∈ θnA= A. Therefore, it follows that

Po(A) := P (So ∈ A) = lim
ΛրRd

1
|Λ| ∑s∈S

1τsS∈A ∈ {0,1}

and, asνo ≪ Po andPo ≪ νo, it follows thatνo(A) ∈ {0,1}.

Using the previous Lemma and Hölder’s inequality we get

Proposition Appendix A.2. Let r ≥ 1 and γ : Ξ1 → R. If C := E [∑s∈Sa(0,s)|γ(s,So)|r ] < ∞
then

E|γ(Xt)|
r = EE|γ(Xt)|

r ≤ E(a(0)E|γ(Xt)|
r)≤Cmr(t),

wheremr(t) is the r-th moment of a Poisson random variable with rate t.

To obtain estimates forC (|∇ηγ
t |

r) we study the process of theenvironment as seen from the
random walkeron So, as in [14]. The law ofSo is reversible and ergodic for this process, which
allows us to make estimates on the original random walk. See more details in the Appendix. Let
B0
[t,0] as in Section 5 be a random walk on the points ofSo starting at 0∈ So, and denote its law

by P0
So.

Proof of Lemma 5.2.By the Mass Transport Principle Lemma 3.1 and Proposition Appendix A.2,

C (|∇ψt |
r) =

1
2
E ∑

s∈So

a(0,s)|∇ψt(0,s)|
r ≤ 2r−2

E ∑
s∈So

a(0,s)[|ψt(0)|
r + |ψt(0)|

r ]

≤ 2r−1
Ea(0)|ψt(0)|

r ≤ 2r−1
Ea(0)|γ(B0

[t,0])|
r ≤ 2rC (|∇γ|r)mr(t) P −a.s.,

wheremr(t) denotes ther−th moment of a Poisson random variable with meant.

The following Lemma is a part of the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [14].
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Lemma Appendix A.3. If γ : Ξ1 →R is such that

E ∑
s∈S

a(0,s)|γ(s)|2 < ∞,

then

lim
n→∞

E(a(0)E|γ(X̃n)|
2)

n
< ∞, (A.3)

and

lim
t→∞

E(a(0)E|γ(Xt)|
2)

t
< ∞. (A.4)
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versidade de São Paulo, Brasil, 2009.
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