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Abstract

We construct harmonic functions on random graphs given bgubay triangulations of ergodic
point processes as the limit of the zero-temperature hapresess.
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1. Introduction

Let Sbe a homogeneous intensity-1 Poisson procesR®and letS® = SU {0} its palm
version. Call? and‘E the probability and expectation associatedstoThe Voronoi cell of a
pointsin & is the set of sites iiRY that are closer te than to any other point ig°. Two points
are neighborsif the intersection of the closure of the respective Vorooglis has dimension
d — 1. The graph with verticeS° and edges given by pairs of neighbors is called the Delaunay
triangulation ofS°. The goal is to construct a functidt : © — RY such that the graph with
verticesH(S) and edgeq(H(s),H(s)), sands are neighbork has the following properties:
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(a) each verteX (s) is in the barycenter of its neighbors and (Bl(s) — g|/|s| vanishes ass|
grows to infinity along any straight line. If such ahidexists, the resulting graph is tharmonic
deformationof the Delaunay triangulation d&. This problem has been solved in the graph
induced by the supercritical percolation clustetZ by Biskup and BergeﬂS] and Matthieu
and Piatnitski]; the functiokl (s) — sis calledcorrectorin those papers. See also Caputo,
Faggionato and Prescott [7] for a percolation-type gragioint processes oRC.
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Figure 1: Delaunay triangulation of a Poisson process anthitmonic deformation.

The coordinatehy, . .., hq of H areharmonic functionérom S° to R; that ish;(s) is the mean
of {hi(s), s neighbor ofs}. The sublinearity of the corrector, requirement (b) ab@amepunts
to ask thath; haveinclination 1 in the direction of the-th canonical vector. Roughly speaking,
a functionf : RY — R hasinclination a in the direction u(a unit vector) if(f(Ku) — Ka)/K
converges to zero d§ goes to infinity.

Fixing a directionu, we construct a harmonic functidn: $° — R with inclination one in
the directionu as the limit (and a fixed point) of a stochastic process intced by Hammersley
called harness process. The process is easily describeskbyiating to each poistof S a
one-dimensional homogeneous Poisson process of rate anHinitial surface)p: S° — R and
for each poins at the epochs of the Poisson process associated tipdaten(s) to the average
of the heights{n:_(s), s neighbor ofs}. Itis clear that ith is harmonic, thet is invariant for
this dynamics. We start the harness process witk- y, the plane defined by(s) = s;, where
s is thei-th coordinate o and show thaty;(-) —n¢(0) converges td in L2(? x P), where? is
the law of the point configuratioBandP is the law of the dynamics.

We prove that the inclination is invariant for the harnesscpss for each and in the limit
whent — oo. In a finite graph the average of the square of the heightrdifiges of neighbors
is decreasing with time for the harness process. Since tbethe same happens in infinite



volume, the gradients of the surface converge under theehamynamics. It remains to show
that: (1) the limit of the gradients is a gradient field andtf@) limit is harmonic. Both statements
follow from almost sure convergence along subsequences.

A key ingredient of the approach is the expression of thenatibn of a surface as the scalar
product of the gradient of the surface with a specific fiela (Sectioi4). This implies that the
limiting surface has the same inclination as the initial.one

2. Preliminaries and main result

Point processes. LetSe A be a homogeneous Poisson procesBbof rate 1; call? its law
and E the associated expectation. Hekgis the space of locally finite point configurations of
RY; use the notatios for elements of\(. The elements of s are calledbointsand the elements
x of RY are callecsites The Palm version oBis the point procesS® = SU{0}. Forse A( let
the Voronoi cellof s € s be defined by Vdis) = {x e RY: |[x—s| < [x—¢|, for all § € s\ {s}}.

If the intersection of the Voronoi cells afands’ is a(d — 1)-dimensional surface, we say that
s ands' areVoronoi neighbors Let thegraph G(s) = (s, 4(s)) with A4(s) := {(s,s) : sand

s are Voronoi neighbors is}. If Sis a Poisson process;(S°) is a triangulation a.s. called
the Delaunay triangulatiorof S°. To a sitex € RY we associate theenterof the Voronoi cell
containingx: Cen(x) = Cen(x,s) = s € sif 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

= = {(s9)eRIxN:ses}
= = {(s9,5)eRIxRIxA:s5 €s}.

Functionsn : =1 — R are calledsurfacesand functiong : =, — R are calledields If n(s,s) =
n(0,tss) for everys € swe say thaty is atranslation invariantsurface. A field( is covariantif
{(S—s95"—s,5 =((d,9, 1) for all s,5,s" € s. Afield Cis afluxif {(s,5,s) = —{(S,s,s) for
all s,s' € s. Theconductancesduced byG(s) is the fielda defined by

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

TheLaplacianoperator associated {s,a) is defined on surfaces by

AH(S, S) = Z a(s,s’,s) [rl(S’,S) - r](57 S)] (2.2)

ses

Thegradientof a surface is the field defined by
DI‘](S,S’,S) - a(S,S/,S> [r] (sl7s> - I‘](S, S)]
For fields(: =o — R thedivergencaliv(: =1 — R is given by

divi(s;s) =} a(s,s,s){(ss,s).

ses



HenceAn(s) = divn(s), for everys € s. To simplify notation we drop the dependence on the
point configuration when it is clear from the context. The lagpan, gradient and divergence
depend on the conductances, but we drop this dependence notation, as they are fixed by

(2.1) along the paper.
A functionh: =; — R is calledharmonicif Ah(s) =0 forallse s.

Letu € RY be a unit vector. We say that a surfapbasinclination I,(n,s) in the directioru
if the following limit exists and does not depend sn

(Cens+Ku),s) —n(s,s)
K .

1(n,9) = Jim 1 (2.3)

Theinclinationof a surface is the vectorZ (n) = (e, (N), . .., Ie,(N)), Wwhereg, k=1,....d
are the canonical vectors if'.

Given a surface), let Mgn be the surface obtained by substituting the heigls) with the
average of the heights at the neighbors.of

nes), ifs#s,
wherea(s) = S¢csa(s, s). Take a point configuratiosand define the generator
Lsf(n) = [f(Msn) — f(n)]. (2.5)

Ses

That is, at rate 1, the surface heightsas updated to the mean of the heights at the neighbors
of s. We show that forP-almost alls there exists a Markov procesgg(-, s) on the space of sur-
faces with generatdrs which is callednoiseless Harness proceda/e construct this process as

a function of a family of independent one-dimensional Rmisgrocesse$ = (T,,n=1,2...)
independent of the point configurati®hConsideiS= (s,,n > 1), an arbitrary but fixed enumer-
ation of the points of (for instances, may be then-th closest point to the origin). The process
is constructed by updating the surfacegat the epochs of,,. Let P be the distribution oT and

E its expectation.

Theorem 2.1. Let S be the Palm version of the Poisson process and le¢ a surface with
covariant gradient, inclination (y) € RY and ¢(|0y|") < o for some r> 4. Then: (a) There
exists a harmonic function g, — R with h(0,S°) = 0and 1(h) = I(y) P-a.s. (b) ifn; is the
harness process with initial conditionthen,

lim ZE[nt(sn) —ne(0) — h(sn)]? = 0,

forany n> 1. (c) In dimensions & 1 and d= 2, h is the only harmonic function with covariant
gradient.



Letc € RY; theplaney(s, ) = ¢-s, s€ S satisfies the hypotheses of the theorem With =
c. The theorem says that a surface with inclinatt@volving along the harness process and seen
from the height at the origin converges to a harmonic fumchiovith the same inclination and
with h(0) = 0.

Let H = (hg,...,hg), whereh; is the harmonic function obtained in Theoréml2.1 for the
inclination 1 in the directio®. The graph with verticeld (S°) = (H(s), s€ $°) and conductances
a(H(s),H(5)) := a(s,d) is harmonic:

HiS) = —— T alss)H(E) (2.6)

se

that is, each point is in the barycenter of its neighbors @érteighborhood structure induced by
the Delaunay triangulation & This graph, called thearmonic deformatiomf the Delaunay
triangulation, does not coincide with the Delaunay tridagan ofH (S°).

Random walks in random graphs and martingales. LetY; = Yts), be the random walk on
S which jumps fromsto ' at ratea(s,s). The random walkd(Y;) on H(S°) is a martingale
becauséd () is harmonic. Hence it is straigthforward to verify that thelkH (Y;) satisfies the
conditions of the martingale central limit theorem (Dulr,r@, p. 417 ]) and so the invariance
principle holds in this case. The extension of the invargménciple from the wallH (Y;) to the
walk Y; requires the sublinearity ifs| of the correcto(s) = H(s) —s.

Mathieu and Piatnitskm5] and Berger and Biskﬂp [5] comstied the corrector whei(S) is
given by the supercritical percolation cluster. Both pagepve sharp bounds on the asymptotic
behavior of the corrector and, as a consequence, the qukimokaiance principle foiy; for
every dimensiord > 2. A key ingredient in those proofs are heat kernels estisnalgained
by Barlow ﬂ] (in B] they are used just fa > 3). Previously, Sidoravicius and Sznitm[16]
obtained the quenched invariant principle tbr 4. Several papers obtained generalizations of
similar results on subgraphs Bf ([2,16,/15]).

Caputo, Faggionato and Prescoft [7] proved a quenchediamear principle for random
walks on graphs given by ergodic spatial point processeslased on the construction of the
corrector. They consider random conductances with exg@ielecay governed by i.i.d. energy
marks, which does not include the Delaunay-Voronoi case.

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

The paper is organized as follows. In Secfién 3 we give basfinitions, define the space
H of gradients of surfaces as a Hilbert space and show a uséégjration by parts formula. In
Sectiorl 4 we show that the inclination of a surface can be agéme inner product of its gradient
with a specific field in{. In Sectiorlb we construct the process by means of the Haaphecal
method. In Sectiofl6 we prove the main theorem. Setfion &deitth the uniqueness of the
harmonic function ind = 2. In Sectior B we give a brief description on how to exporséhe
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results to general stationary point processes.

3. Point processes, fields and gradients

Let AL = AL(RY) be the set of all locally finite subsets B, i.e., for alls e A/, s(B) is
finite for every bounded sd@& c RY, wheres(B) is the number of points isNB. We consider
the Borelo-algebraB(4(), the smallest-algebra containing the sefs € A((RY): S(B) = k},
whereB € B is bounded ané is a positive integer. For anye RY, denote byry the translation
by xin RY, 1,s= {s—x:se s}.

Cesaro means and the space/. Let C be the measure i, defined on(: =, — R by

C(Z):/EZZdC:%E a(0,5,)2(0,s &) (3.1)

Sc

This measure is absolutely continuous with respect to tbergborder Campbell measure asso-
ciated to? with densityZ(u,v,s) = a(u,V,s)(u). The space/ := Ly(=2,R, C) is Hilbert.

If two fields ¢ and {’ coincide in every neighbor of the origin, then their difiece has
zero C—measure and hence a field # is characterized by its values at the neighbors of the
origin (and the origin). Observe also that each clas$/dfas a covariant representant (the one
that is obtained by extending to the nodes that are not neighdif the origin covariantly, i.e.
{(s,9,s) := (0,5 —s,1s9) for 5,5 € 5). So hereafter, when we refer to a field:#, we assume
that is its covariant representant.

The spaceH was previously considered by Mathieu and Piatnitski [15% icontext where
(S, a) are given by the infinite cluster for supercritical percialatin Z¢. The Hilbert structure
of this space is useful to obtain weak convergence for theuhyrs once one proves that they
are bouned in norm.

Let € =, and define its Cesaro limit by

1
Cl):= lim ——
© A RI 2N {s,g%/\#o

where A = A(K) = [—K,K]OI c RY. SinceSis ergodic, by the Point Ergodic Theorem [8,

pp. 318] we have that almost sureélyf{) = C({). In the same way, for translation invariant
functionsn: =1 — R we can define, with a slight abuse of notation its Cesaro raadmwe have

C(n) =c() =Z(n(0,9).
We now state the well known Mass Transport Principle.

a(s,s,9)(s,9,9).

Lemma 3.1(Mass Transport Principl&[ﬁl 4,11 13Detl : = — R be a covariant field such
that either is nonnegative o § s |{(0,s,S°)| < . Then

EY 0,5)=E Y {(s0,9). (3.2)

ES ES



Proof. LetB, = [—3, 39+ Then

£Y (0,sS) = E {(ss,S) = £ {(s,9,S
se se;Bos’Z zezd se;Bos’e;Bz ( )
= > E % > Uss.§ =% 5 s5.9 =L {s09).
zeZd

—28€SBg seSTeSBy se

Sincel is covariant, the surfacegs, S°) = Syc9((s,9,S’) andn’(s,S) = Sgex{(S,s S) are
translation invariant. Hence the first and last identit@®fv from the refined Campbell formula
[E @] The third identity follows from stationarity. Fubigrants the interchange of sums and
expectations. (]

Lemma 3.2 (Integration by parts formula)Let @: =1 — R be a translation invariant surface
and{: =, — R a flux. Assumé € % and E[a(0)¢?(0)] < =, then

C(0g-0) = —C(¢-divq). (3.3)

Proof. Note that
90 =2z 5. a(0.5 S)10,5 (0.5
2 Sc

= }ﬁ ;a(o, 5,9)¢(s,$°)L(0,s,S°) — }Z a(0,s,3°)9(0,$°)(0,s,°)
2 Sc 2 Sc

= %%S;ja(o, 5,9)¢(s,$°)L(0,s,S°) — %Z[(p(o, )divZ(0,9)].

Since anda are covariant angis translation invariant(s, s, S°)@(s, S°){(s, s, S) is covariant
and Lemma3]1 implies

a(0,s,$)@(s,$)Z(0,s,S) —f% a(s,0,8)@(0,8°){(s,0,9°)

= —£ Y a0,5 )90, )(0,5) = —E[p(0,S)divZ(0,S)].

ES

We used thaf is a flux anda is symmetric. O

4. Inclination

Let n be a surface with covariant gradidnt) € #. A new definition of inclinationf,(n) is
given as the internal product of the gradient fielg with a conveniently chosen field,. We
prove that this definition coincides with the previous inalion 7,(n). For neighbors,s € S
let b(s,s;S) be the(d — 1)-dimensional side in common of the Voronoi cellssdnds’ and let



Figure 2: Definition of the fieldo, foru=¢e

bu(s,s;S) be thed — 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure of the projectiob(sefs’; S) over the
hyperplane perpendicular to(see Figurél2). Define

wy(s,s;9) = %sg((s’-u) —(s-u))by(s,¢;9a(s,s;9). (4.1)
Our second definition of inclination is

Ju(n) == C(0On - ). (4.2)

Proposition 4.1. Letn be a surface with covariarifin € #. Then

[u(r]) :]u(r])7 (4-3)

P almost surely.

Before proving the proposition we show some technical lesirhatO, be thed — 1 dimen-
sional hyperplane orthogonalto O, = {y € RY : y.-u=0}. Fory € Oy letly(y) = {y+au;a €
R} the line containingy with directionu. Fix s€ N[, defineLy(y,s) := {s€ s: Vor(s) Nly(y) #
0}, the set of points whose Voronoi cell intersects the lig(g).Definew : RY x =, — R and
0:RYI%x=; »Rby

1 if b(s,s,s) Nlu(y) # 0;
0 otherwise

)

w(y;s,s’,s):{

the indicator thas ands’ are neighbors and its boundary intersects thel|j@. Define

B(y;s,s) = SZ sa’(ss,sw(y;ss’s),
€S
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Figure 3: Points of (0,s) (red and big). The horizontal line lg.

wherea® (s,s,S) = a(s,s,9)1{(s-u) > (s-u)}. In words, fors € Ly(y,s), 0(y;s,s) is the neigh-
bor of sin the directionu such that their boundary intersetjéy). The above definition is valid
only for those “good’y such that,(y) does not contain points belonging to three Voronoi cells,
neither intersect more than one point in the boundary of telts.c The set of those goodhas
full d — 1 Lebesgue measure; in the sequel we take only thoseygood

Forx e RY, letx* € Oy be the projection of over the hyperplan®,. Observe thaw satisfies
wW(y;s,s,s) = Wy — X*;S—X,S — X, TxS), (4.4)

and
B(y;s,8) —x=0(y—X*;S— X, 1x9), (4.5)
for all x e RY.

Lemma 4.2. Let € A be aflux and uy € RY. Then

g2 ZSZ(S, e(y’ S, S>7 S) 1Lu(y7S)(S> 1A(S' U) = E(A) C(Z ) %) (4.6)

for all A € B(R) with Lebesgue measuféA) < co.

Notice that{(s-u) : s€ Ly(y,S)} is the one-dimensional stationary point process obtained
by projecting the points of,(y,S) to I,(y). One can think that each poisthas a weight
{(s,0(y;s,S),S). The expression on the left ¢f (4.6) is the average of thesghigefor the points
projected oveA. The expression on the right ¢f (#.6) says that this averagéibutes to the
expression as much as the Lebesgue measure of the projeeéoQ, of the boundary between
sand its neighbor i to its right.

Proof. By rotation invariance we can take= e; and by translation invariange= 0. In this case
Oy={xe RY : x; = 0}, s-u= g, the first coordinate o andx* = (0, Xz, ...,Xq). Define

g(S, S) = Z(S7 9(0; S, S)v S) 1Lu(0,s) (S) 1A(Sl) :



From [4.4),[[4.5), the Generalized Campbell formula andfiub
E S, S :/ Elg(s,1_sS)|ds
S;JQ( )| i 19(S, TS|

= [ ERO.8(-50.8).9)[1, s ) (O)1a(s)ds
:E(A/R £ Y 1208,9)[L{8(~50,S) = §}1, (s ) (0)dS

seS

zz\zogsﬂ/ 1{6(s30,S°) =S}, ,(_¢.5(0)dS

seS

(we abuse notation by callirgj thed — 1 dimensional vectofxy, .. .,Xq)). Fors € S such that
at(0,s,%) =1,

{d =6(-s%0,%), 0€ Ly(-s",S)} = {lu(-=s")Nb(0,s,S) # 0},
that is,—s* € by(0,5, ). Hence

L4 HO(-S50.8) =11 5.9)(0)d8 = [ 1059 (~5)dS = (0.5, S)

It follows that

05 ng(s,S)‘ = (A)E° Y a"(0,8,%)[{(0,¢,5) (0.8, ) < o0

ge

So we can repeat the above arguments to prove

fzsg (sS)=(A)L° y a"(0,5,9°){(0,5,S°)w(0,8,S). 4.7)

seS

From the Mass Transport Principle (Lemmal 3.1) and since
a'(s,0,8”){(s,0,8)an(s,0,S°) =a (0,s,8”)¢(0,5, )y (0,5, S°)
it follows that

Z:ngss ) =LA)SE Y a a(0,s,3°)2(0,9,)wy(0,5,S°) = £(A) (0N - wy).
e

OJ

Proof of Propositio 4J1 Again without loosing generality we take= e; andu-s=s;. Initially

consider discrete= K € Z. Sincelln is covariant and Cen) is translation invariant (in the sense
that Cernix— z,1,8) + z= Cen(x, s)),

n(Cens+Ku,s),S) —n(s,S) = n(CenKu,1s3),1sS°) — nN(0,1sS°).
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SinceS is point-stationary, if the limit in[(2]3) exists, it is indendent ok € .
Let Ac := [0,K] x R4~1 and define
s« =argmax(s-e) :s€L(0,S°)NA«}, s« =0(0;%,S),
that is,s¢ is the first point ofL(0, S°) to the right ofAk.
Let Zx =n(CenKu,S),S) —n(«(S°),S) and observe that (see Figlie 3)
n(CenKu),$)—n(0,8) = % (n(sS)-n(6(0;59).S))+Z  (4.8)

seL(0,8°)NAk

From [4.8),1,(n) can be written as

ILy(n) = lim 1 > Dn(s,G(O;s,SO),SO))-I-Z—K
K=o K ol (0®)nan K
Z
= lim = ;Dn 5.6(0i5 ). )L o) (9 Lo (S1) + 7 (4.9)

So we have to show that

— jim ;Dn $0(0:59).) 0w (Ilow(s0) + = = C(ON- @), (4.10)

K—oo K

Uo-a.S., wheregy, is the law ofS°.
Sinceldn andwy, are covariant, the inclination is invariant under transla 1,, So we can
forget the point at the origin and work with the stationarggessSwith law 2.

Since (Zk )k >0 is a stationary sequence, the same arguments as in the groefnonal4.2
show thatE|Zp| < C(div|On|¢(Mor(0))) < o, and saZx /K goes to zero almost surely Esgoes
t0o o,

1 1 K-1
— Y 0n(s,6(0;s,95),9)1 (S)loki(s1) = — 0n(s,6(0;s,9),9)1 (s)1 (s1)
K sgs L(0,9\>/H0K] K kZ Zs L(0,9\S) L[k k+1]
1 K-1
= X Z O(TkuS) (4.11)

where@(S) := 3 scs0n(s,8(0:s,5),5) 1 (0,5(S)L0,1(S1)-
Since the law o is mixing, taking limits wherK — o, by Birkoff’s ergodic theorem,

lim lelcp S = E[Q9)] = ¢(On-wy) P—a.s, (4.12)

K—o K

by Lemmd.4.PR. It is a continuous parametdf  t) the result also holds once one note that

tlmfl\n(Cer(tu,So)) (L) =0 P-as.
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5. The harness process

Given a configuration of pointse A’ we construct the procesg with values on the space
of surfaces, with initial condition given by a surfage=; — R and generator given by (2.5).

5.1. Graphical Construction

LetT =(Ty,n=1,2,...) be afamily of independent Poisson processes of intensityd R,
independent 08°. For fixeds € A and an arbitrary enumeration of the pointsef (s1,%, .. .)
we use the epochs df, to update the heights & as follows. Fixt > 0 and define a family
(Bﬁyu};u <t,se s) of backward simple random walks @rstarting ats € sat timet and jumping

at the epochs it as follows: seB[S q= sand if at timeu+ the random walk is &, andu € T,
then the walk chooses uniformly one neighboggfthat is, with probablhtyIa ‘) and jumps

over it. For this introduce independent variables= (UK, k,n > 1); the varlabIeU" is used to
perform thek-th jump froms,. These jumps are independentloaindS. We callP andE the

probability and expectation induced by, U). LetP = 2 x P and callE the expectation with
respect td.

the probability thaBﬁyO} — ¢ conditioned on the sigma field generated ByT ). Definen)(s,S,T)
as the mean oi(Bﬁ 0}) conditioned on the sigma-field generated(ByT ):

n(s,ST) =g pi(s,S,ST)y(S). (5.1)
€S

The time evolution of the process isng(s,ST) =y(s) and ifs= s, andt € T, is an epoch of
T, then
a(s,u,9)
p(sS,ST) = p—(u,s,ST),
( ) ugg a5 ( )

son{(s,S,T) is updated by

_ Y
S SyT SZSUES S S S’ S7T) (S’) - Msntf(svg-r)? (52)

while n)(s,S T) remains unchanged fef # s.

Lemma 5.1. Giveny : =; — R with Oy € #, the process){(-,S,-), is well definedP-a.s. and
has generator given bf2.3).

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

En{(0.8.T) <E Y m(0.8,8T)ly(s, &) <Ct.

e
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This shows that the process is almost surely well definedeabttigin. By point-stationarity the
result is immediately extended to ale S°. The fact thah{(-,S,-) has generator given by (2.5),
follows from (5.2) sinceSis locally finite P-a.s. O

We have constructed the procegsas a deterministic function & and T, the point con-
figuration plus the time epochs associated to the pointst iSha random function irx. Let
(ST)=((sn,Th),n>1) andts(ST) = ((sn—5,Tn),n > 1), forse S. Sincep(s,s,(ST)) =
P(0,S —s,15(S T)), if y(0,s) = 0 for everys € A° andlly is covariant,

"IY(S,(SOJ)): Z p[(s,s’,(S’,T))y(s’,S’)

seP
= Z Pt (0,8 —5,15(S, T)) y(S —5,1sS°) + y(s,S)
se
= Y pOS TS, TS S) +v(s,S) = n{(0,15(S,T)) + (s, S).
SeTsP
(5.3)
If we call
W (s, (S,T)) :=n{(0,15(S,T)), (5.4)

then we have rewriten the process as a translation invasuafacey; plus the initial condition:
if no =Yy, then

Nt =Yt +y (5.5)
In particular, it follows thatdn, is a covariant (random) fielé-a.s.

The dependence off on (S, T) will be dropped from the notation when clear from the con-
text.

The following bound —shown in the Appendix— implies that fliecess is well defined (as
an element iH) for all time.

Lemma5.2. If C(|0y|") < o then
C(I0W|") < 2 'E[a(0)|(0)|] < .

As a consequence df (5.5) and Lemimd 5.2 we can now show thatdieation is invariant
under the dynamics.

Lemma 5.3. Given uc RY, Iy(nY —y) =0, a.s. for all t> 0.

Proof. First observe that

divay,(0,) = § wy (0,8, ) = bu(0,s,S°) — bu(0,5,S°) = 0, P —a.s.
(0,8) sgS ( ) (%50 ( ) (%SO ( )
Su)> Su)<

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

13



t > 0,n{ = y+yy for the translation invariant surfadg defined in[(5.4), so we can integrate by
parts to get

() = c(Onf-wy) = C(Oy- )+ C(Og - o)
= C(Oy-wy) — C(Y -divay) = C(Oy-wy) = lu(y). O

6. The process converges to a harmonic surface

In this section we show thatyfis a surface with inclinatiod (y), whose gradient is it and
has more than 4 moments, then there exists a surfaaith Chy € # such thatln{ converges
strongly in# to [h,. Furthermoreh, is harmonic and has the same inclinatioryag/e split the
proof in several lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. If C(|0y|") < o for some r> 4, then for allt> 0

d

(o) = —2& a0 anf(0. &, 1) (6.1)

Proof. We drop the dependence on the initial conditjp$® andT and writen; = n{(-,<°, T).

Let T2 = Us,ev, Tn, the epochs corresponding to sitesvn the set of second neighbors of the
origin. Define the events

Fii=Fu(t,h) = {|TN[t,t+h]| = 1};
Frs:= Fus(t,t+h) = Fn {|T(s) N[t,t+h]| = 1} N {se \L);
= Fo(t,h) = {|TN[t,t+-h]| > 2).

Note that givers, 7, is a Poisson process with intensjt|, hence

P(F|S) = E[1f,|S°] = [Vo|he V2N, (6.2)
P(F16|S°) = he V21, (s), (6.3)
P(F|S) < h2|V,)2. (6.4)
We have to compute
E 'S a(0,s)(|0ntn(0,9)[* — 0Nt (0,9)%) (1, + 1r,) = | +11 (6.5)

SE
Using that
|0nt4+1(0,9)]* = 0n¢(0,5)[* = [ONt4r(0,) — ONe(0,5)]* 4 20N¢(0,5) [Nt 1(0,S) — Nt (0, 5)].

and

a(s) = = 3 als)n(s)—n(s) = Men(s) —n(s).

()| ¢oep

we compute each term in_(6.5). Assufeoccurs.

14



e If the mark is neither at the origin nor at a neighbor of it,rtta€0,s) = 0, On¢n1(0,s) =
[On:(0,s), and the difference is zero.

e If the mark is at the origin and(0,s) = 1,
[ONt4n(0,9)1* —0Nt(0,5)[* = [~Mont (0) +1:(0)]? +20n¢(0,5)[~Mon: (0) + i (0)

= —20N:(0, 94N (0) + (4™ (0)|> (6.6)
e If the mark is at some such thata(0,s) = 1, we havelln;,1(0,s) = [n¢(0,s), for all
s #s. So
|ONe+n(0,9)[% = |0Ne(0,8)|* = Mt (8) — Nt (8)]% + 20N¢(0,5) Mt (8) + 1 (S)]

= 20n¢(0,5)ANe(s) + |A* N (5)]%. (6.7)

GivenS’, the procesg, N [t,t+ h] is independent afi;, so conditioning ors’ by (6.2), [6.3),
(6.8) and[(6.)7), we get that the first term[n (6.5) equals

hge Nalh %a(o, s)(20n¢(0,5)0A*N:(0,S) + [A* N () |2+ |A*N: (0)]?).

S

By monotone convergence and the Mass Transport Prin€ighe (3

1
lim E a(0,s)(|0N¢1n(0,9) 2 — 0N (0,9)[) 1,
h—0 2h

:2&«:25 (0,9)0N¢(0,8)0A (0, 8) + EzsaOS (1A ()2 + |A*Ne (0)[2)
Sc

= 2K 25 (0,5)0n¢(0,5)0A™N (0, 5) + Ea(0)[A™n; > (6.8)

Now we compute the second termin(6.5). Lép}1/q= 1, then

h™'E ZSIDns(O, s)|*1r, < hl[Z(ES\Dﬂs(O, s)|%)P)]YPIELR,)] YA

Integrating respect tB we obtain

h™ 1k zsmns(o, s)|?1r, < h Y[E(a(0)P 1 |Ons(0,5)|?P)] Y P[E1R,) Y
Se

se

< A’ (8)[E|Vo ||/,
for some constant&,r > 0, wherem'(s) is ther-th moment of a Poisson random variable with

means. Choosingy < 2 and applying this bound fa=t ands=t + h we get

1
lim IE a(0,9)(|0Nt+n(0,8)|2— |ONt(0,5)[?) 1, = 0. (6.9)
h—02h
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From [6.5), [(6.B),[{6]9) and the integration by parts formuk obtain

d
gt (10N = 2C(On0A"y) + Efa(0) |a*ne )

= —E[a(0)a™n¢|?]. H

Corollary 6.2. If y satisfies the hypotheses in Lenima 6.1, then
(a) (|On{}?) is non-increasing in t;
(b) c(|0ny|?) is strictly decreasing at time t if and onlyri{’ is not harmonic fora, &°);
(c) lim;_,wa(0)~1AnY(0) = 0, P-a.s. and in k(P), P-a.s.;
(d) limioAn = 0P-a.s.

Proof. Let
_lanf(0)]2 oY/ (2
2= = 20O,
and observe that from Lemrhab.1 we hg{feE[Z]dt < . Fixto = 0 and denote 8-ty < t1 <
t> < ... the ordered epochs of the superposition of the Poisson ggesessociated to the point
at the origin and its neighbors. This is a Poisson procedsintiénsitya(0) + 1. For eacn > 0,
givenS’, 7 is independent oftn+1 —tn). Hence,

© e [Tt )= SR ) cw
/OEZ(dt_E/O tht—kZOE[Ztk(tk+l )] 2 a(0>+1)< ’

I
M
Py

Hence,
Y Anf(0) <o and limAn{(0)=0 P-as.
o t—o0
TheL,(P) convergence follows by dominate convergence usingﬁthé(tO) < zﬁ’:OAn{((O). ]

Proof of (a) and (b) of Theorem[2.1. We drop the dependence on the initial surfpc€onsider
the numbering of the points & introduced by Holroyd and Perés__t13]. Under this numbering
15,S has the same law & for all n € Z.

Existence. We want to prove the existence bf: =; — R, harmonic inG(S°), with Oh
covariant and such that for alle Z

lim E|a(0, 5)0n¢(0, s0) — a(0,50)Uh(0,80)|* = 0.
Observe that
B1a(0.5)(I(0.5) ~ CNO.5) < B3 (0.9 (0.9) - Th(0.9)°
S

= 2C(|0ne — Oh|?).
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So, it is enough to show thain; — Oh strongly in . Since by Corollary 612¢(|0n;|?)
is bounded[In; is weakly compact, and hence for every sequeftigho, there exists a subse-
quencefty; } j>o0 and a field( € H such that

,-'L”lo C(Ony, -{) = C(lw-Q), forallle . (6.10)

UniquenessLet {ty }\>o be a subsequence such thaf, — (., a weak limit. By [5.5),
C(|Zl?) = lim C(Ony L) = C(Oy-Le) + lim C(Ouy, - Loo). (6.11)
K—s00 k— 0
wherey; is defined in[(5.14). Integrating by parts and using Holder,
< lim E(a(0)|yx[*)"*E(a(0) H|an |32 = o, (6.12)
j—ro

by Corollary[6.2. Therefore,
C(|2l?) = C(OV-an). (6.13)

Let Ony, — e andOny; — i, subsequences converging to two weak lingitsandd;,. By (6.10)
and (6.11),

C(CaTlo) = Jim C(Ony-T) = C(Oy-Lo)+ Jim OO Lo) = C(TL?),  (6.14)

by (6:12) and[(6.13). The same holds far and soC(|Z|?) = C(|lw|?) = C(Zw - T). This
implies C(|Ze — T,|?) = 0, i.e. there is a unique limit point.

Strong convergenc®y (5.8) and integration by parts,
C(|0nel?) = C(ByOng) + (O One) = C(ByEne) — C(Wdny). (6.15)

From Holder's inequality,

2 21 ( 1BN(0) 2
(Can))? < B@O)WO)FE(=6)- (6.16)
Since by Lemm]@ﬁ?&%z is integrable, there exists a subsequeftgg-o such that
: ANy (0)7\
fim 12 (=55 = ©
From Lemma Appendix Al3 in the appendix,
~EENVBL o) AN, (0)2
fim TR SR = 0 6.17)
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Using [6.13),[(6.15) and (6.1 7,(|0n¢|?) — C(|¢|?), and hencéln; converges strongly it
t0 (oo.

Zero divergenceBy Holder’s inequality

lim E(a(0) %A — diviw|?) < lim ¢(/on —Zs|?) = 0.

t—o0

It follows now by Corollan[6.P that

divi, =0 P-a.s. (6.18)

Covariance As we've pointed out before, a fielfde # is characterized by it's values on the
edges leaving the origin. Therefore, by takiigs,s,S) := {»(0,S — s, 1sS°) we can consider
{« to be covariant.

Gradient field.To show that., is a gradient field we prove that it verifies the co-cycle prop-
erty, that is there exista(* C A, with P(S € A’*) = 1 and such that for a € A’* and every
closed patfsi, s, ..., =S, €switha(s;,s, ;) =1, =1,....kwe haves*_; lw(s;.5, ,.5) =
0.

Letn,me Z. Sincea(sn, Sm)INt(Sn, Sm) LZ—(H;) a(sn, Sm){w(Vi, Vj), We have a subsequence that

converges almost surely. Denotefm C AL the set where convergence holds. Using a standard
diagonal argument we get a subsequeigg-o such that

a(Sn, Sm) 0Nt (Sny Sm) 23 a(Sn, Sm)es(SnySm) for all nme Z.

Define AT = Nnmez Aom- Since the co-cycle property holds for everthe a.s. convergence
implies the co-cycle property fd.

Inclination. Since the inclination is a continuous functional4fand it is constant for the
dynamics, the limit. has the inclination of the initial surface in every direatid his completes
the proof of (a) and (b) of the theorem. O

7. Unigueness of Harmonic Functions ird = 2.

In this section we prove uniqueness (up to a constant factdhe harmonic function with
covariant gradient fod = 2 using the following result of Berger and Biskup. They shawgue-
ness of the harmonic function on the supercritical bondqdation cluster irZ?, but the proof
can be easily adapted to our case. The details can be fod@]in [

Theorem 7.1(Theorem 5.1 of Berger and Biskdﬂ; [Sporc€ R?, lety(s)=c-s,andht =1 -+ R
be a harmonic function for(g, -, S°) with covariant gradient and (h) = I(y). Then

Iim} max {|h(s)—c-s|} =0, P-a.s. (7.1)

N— N seS7[—n,n|?
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Proof of (c) of Theorem[2.1.. It is enough to show that ifi: =; — R is a harmonic function
with I(h) = 0, thenOh = 0 or, equivalently(|0h|?) = 0. Recall that ifCh € # then, with
probability 1,

1
c(|Oh?) = lim = a(s,s)|0h(s,g)[?
e 2N seSn%mn]? #gs

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

Zﬂa(s,s’)\Dh(s,s’)F: Zﬁ a(s,s)(h(s) +h(s))Oh(s,s)
2’665 5'265\31

Then, with?—probability 1,
1
C(|0h?) = lim = a(s,s)(h(s) +h(s))Oh(s,<).
im g 3, s <))+ h(s)h(ss)
ses\s

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

|3, alsS)h(E) +he)On(s )| < maxfals)hE +h(E))} 5 alss)Oh(ss)

Sc Sc

Jes\S SES\S des\s
Let Up := {There exists € S, ands € S\S, such thata(s,s') = 1}. It's not hard to show that
P(Uy) < Kie~K2" for some constantsé, K, > 0. Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli and Theoreml7.1,
givene we can taken big enough such that

ot max {als$)h(s) + ()]} < £ max{n(s)} <.

It follows that

. 1 . :
lim 2n™ Se&rr;aegs]{a(s ,S)|h(s) +h(s)|} =0, P-as.

and therefore it is enough to show that there exists a sequ&ng>1 such that

Zn> Squ(S) = - 3. ¥ alsS)mnss),
SES\Sy

n nse

almost surely and,, converges in probability.

GivenA B € B(RY), let@ap(S) := TscsTsesa(s s, S)|0n(s s, S)|1a(s)1s(5), and observe
that

Tgnp = / E a(s, 8, 1_s)|0h(s, ¢, T_c)|1a(s)1(<)ds

S’GT SN

= Y a(0,¢,8)[0h(0,5,S)|((ANT¢B) (7.2)

geP
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Let A, = [—n, n]? and.X, be the family of half planes defined by the bordersgfand disjoint
with A,. It's clear that

a(s.s)|Oh(s,s) < 5 on,g(S).
se BEXnh
seS\S

We now show the convergence]ﬁrpAmB(S) for a fixedB € X,. The convergence of the other
terms follows from the same arguments.
Before proceeding, we have yet another approximation @d¢ake of. Letd, = R x [n, 4),
Gn = [—n,n| x (—o, n|, and observe that
(pAan<S) S %mHn(S)? as.

Let us see what happens with a fixed line first. To do thatGlet [0,1] x R~ andGp =
[—n,n] xR™. Now, if we definel = 1¢,, by the covariance dilh and Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem,
it follows that

] 1 1. n—-1
im “gegre(S) = = lim 5 06.Ho (TXS) = 2E[@e 1, (S)] < a.s.

n—sco N Nn—e, &
By the covariance oflh it follows that
1M 2(|96,,1,(S) — 2 (96, 16(S)]| > £n) = lIM P(|g6g Ho(The,S) — 2 (9, 15(S)]| > €n) =0,

and the result follows. OJ

8. Stationary point processes

Let Sbe a stationary point processi{ with Palm versiors®. Theoreni 211 can be extended
to Ssatisfying the following assumptions.

Al The law ofSis mixing.
A2 For every balB c RY,

SNoB| <d+2.

A3 Eexp(Ba(0,3)) < » for some positive constaft

A4 C(uf) < o for everyu € RY.

A5 Saperiodic, meaning that(3x € RY\ {0} : 1,S=S) = 0.

A6 E[Soa(0,9)|9] < o for somer > 4.

A7 & can be written a§° = {s;; n € Z}, andt, S ' <0 for everyn € Z.
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A8 E[((Vor(0,5°))?] < .

The reason for most of the assumptions above are clear frenpribofs on the previous
sections. AssumptioAl is needed to guarantee that the Ergodic Theorem holds if)(4AR
is used to define the Delaunay triangulation. Although tliesdnot hold for the supercritical
percolation cluster, the proof in this article can be adaptedeal with that case. Assumption
A3 is used several times but it can be replaced for finite momiethtial order for the number
of neighbors. AssumptioA5 is used in the appendix, in order to recover the random walk fr
the environment process.

9. Final Comments

9.1. Invariance Principle

The key ingredient to obtain an invariance principle frora éxistence of a harmonic defor-
mation of the original graph is a uniform sublinear boundhef torrector as i.(71.1). This bound
follows from the arguments of Berger and Biskﬁb [5]dr= 2 and hence the quenched invari-
ance principle holds in the Delaunay triangulation of a Basprocess and also for an ergodic
process that satifies assumptidxis-A8. Details can be found il'm.O]. Fal > 3 the proofs of
a quenched invariance principle rely on heat kernel esamidte those obtained by Barlow [1],
which do not follow from the sublinear behavior of the cotoga@long lines. An extension of
these bounds to our case would imply the invariant prindiptae Delaunay triangulation.

9.2. The process trajectory is orthogonal to the space ofrtwanic functions.

Since the inclination in the directiane R is a continuous functional ifi, by Riesz Theo-
rem, there exist a fieldy, € # such that the inclination is given by the scalar product wogh
In our case, we have found explicitly that field (the one give@.1)).

Given an initial conditiory, the procesgx = n{ — yis a translation invariant surface and has
zero inclination. The convergence G follows from the convergence afny, and the limiting
field is the gradient of the correctalyy := Ohy — Oy, for hy given by Theoreri 211. Integrating
by parts and using translation invariance, {ar # with div{ =0,

C(O(y=n!)Q) = —C((y—n))divQ) =0,  forallt>0.

Hencey— n/ is orthogonal to the subspace of fieldsAfiwith zero divergence (which contains
the gradients of all harmonic functions). In facly is the orthogonal projection afly over this
subspace. In particular, we have

Oy = Ohy+ (Oy—Chy) 9.1)
Mathieu and Piatnitski [15] also consideg(=2, C). Equation [(9.1) corresponds to their
decomposition of the space bg(=>, ) = L3°' @ LI Takingyi(s) := (& -5), i < d, the function
X = (Xys»---» Xyy) is what they call theorrector.
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9.3. Regularization effect.

The regularization effect observed in FId. 1 can be expjiédrmulated as follows. If one
takesn arbitrary pointssy,...,s, € R?, the barycenter minimizes the following sum of scalar
products

Sl

xeR2

argmin > (5 X)- (S %) = - 3 s ©2)
k=1 k=1

wheres, 1 = s1. Take a point configuratiomands, ' € sneighbors in the Delaunay triangulation
of s. The directed edgés, ) is shared by the trianglesa . andssa_, wherea, (s,;S) is the
first common neighbor of ands’ in the clockwise direction and_(s,s) is the other common
neighbor. We show the following extension bf (9.2) to hario@urfaces.

Lemma9.1.Let S be a stationary point process. Then the harmonic deftomof the Delaunay
triangulation of S minimizes

E %a(o, ) [G(s) - G(a+(0,9))] (9.3)

among deformations GS’ — G(S°) of S such that GO) = 0 and the corrector Gs) — s has
coordinates with gradient it

We prove this Lemma below. Given a surfage=1 — R define the fieldaﬂ,lrl = — R

by
{1 (s,9) := a(s,¢)0On(s,a.(ss)).

Any two surfaces), @: =; — R satisfy

C(OnZ?) = c(Z10g). (9.4)
Also note that
S as)l(ss)=mn() and 3 ass)Cl(E,s) =0 (9.5)
e ge

If @is a translation invariant surface (thatg&s, s) = @(0,1sS)) then, by the mass transport prin-
ciple,

ZC(D([Z1> = £ a(ov S) D(p(()? S)Zl(()? S)

Se

= E£90) %3(075)11(870) —£9(0) 2503(0,5)11(075)

se S
= —C(@An) = ¢(Oedn), (9.6)
where the first identity in the bottom line follows from thdegration by parts formula and the
second one froni (9.5).
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Lemma 9.2.

d 1d
g CAZ) = 5 5(10nd?) = ~E |a(0)~HAn:(0.8°) ). (9.7

Proof. Using [9.4) andIn; = Oy+ Oy,

2c(Onelt) = 2c(ye)) +20(2 Og) +2¢(0WlT)
= 2C(0yZ}) + C(OyOwy) + C(OyOny)
20(Oy2%) + C(Dyane) + C(OwOne) — C(|0V1?)
= 2C(0yZ}) + ¢(Iond?) — €101,

where the second identity follows from (9.6). This showsftrs identity in [9.T); the second
identity is (6.1). O

Proof of Lemm&a9]1Lemma 9.2 shows thaI’(Dr]tZT) is non-increasing, and that it is strictly
decreasing if and only 1fi; is not harmonic and hence

C(0gt?) =0 ifand only ifgis harmonic

Takingg; as the coordinates @ and using tha6G(0) = 0, we get[(9.B). O

9.4. Some simulations.

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

The next picture is the Voronaoi tilling of the harmonic panObserve that this is not (neces-
sarily) the dual graph of the harmonic graph given by the lmsmimdeformation of the original
Delaunay triangulation since this is not necessarily thiEal®ay triangulation of the points. Is
easy to construct examples where this in fact happens, aad ibe seen in simulations. How-
ever, it can be appreciated in simulations that the densifiyamgles in the harmonic graph that
are not Delaunay triangles is very low.

Finally, on the bottom-right, the level curves of the harmesurface with inclinatior{1, 0)
is shown, that is the limit of the dynamics with initial cotidn given by the plang(x,y) = x.
Observe that the surface is pretty close to the original itimmd
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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 particie&s used by De Masi et aﬂ14] to show the averaged
invariance principle for the random walk in the supercatioond-percolation cluster. We adapt
some of those results to our setting.

_ Letse A ands e s. Let X, be a discrete time random walk @j(s) with law Ps defined by
X§=sandforn>1,

5 os  nes o as,s’s)

PS(Xn - S/ |Xn,1 - Sl) - a(s’,s) .

That is, the walk starts &tand if it is ats' € s, then it chooses a neighbor uniformly at random
and jumps over it. LeEs be the expectation with respectig

To build the continuous time walk, lé = {Ts;s € N} be a rate 1 homogeneous Poisson
Process iR ;, independent ofX,)n>0, and define
X = XN(I)? (Al)

whereN(t) = N(0,] is the number of points dfl in the interval(0,t]. Let Ps= Ps® Q, whereQ
is the law ofN in (A((RT), B(A((RT))). The law ofX? coincides with the law of the walR?

[t,0]
defined in Sectiohl5, so that the results below holda‘m.

Given the proces¥? (with initial state Oc s), define the process
Sh= T;(nS.

This process can be thought as #revironment as seen from the partict®ving according to
X,?. The process, is Markov with values i\’ and for alln, 0 € s,. We usePs to denote the law
of s,in AZ" with initial states .

Let M be the set of aperiodie
M = {se N\ : 1,5+ sforall xe RY, x £ 0}. (A.2)

If sis aperiodic, then the trajectory gf determines univoquely the trajectory of the waﬂ,R.
The Poisson Process is aperiodic almost surely.

Let Sbe an ergodic point processitf, with Palm versiors®. Denote by, the probability
measure oA, B(\)) given by

[ 19v(ds) = o a0 1)

for bounded measurabfe Al — R.

Lemma Appendix A.l. The proces$s,)n>o is reversible and ergodic undey.
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Proof. To check reversibility, lef,g: A’ — R be bounded measurable functions. Def(gs, ) =
a(s,s,3) f(1s)g(1¢S) and observe thagis covariant and integrable, and therefore, by means
of the Mass Transport Principle (Lemmal3.1)

/ Esf (S)g(SuVo(ds) = (1/Fa(0))E S a(0,s, ) f()g(1s)

ES

= (/Z[a0))E %a(O,S,SO)f(TsSO)g(SO)

S

= / Esf( S)Vo(ds).

To show ergodicity, leA € B(A) be such thagy € Aimplies thats; € A. If s€ Athentsse A
for everys € s. In fact, by the connectivity ofj(s), givens € s there existsn > 0 such that
1sS € 6,A = A. Therefore, it follows that

1
Po(A) = P(L € A) = Jim ZslTssgA € {0,1}

and, as), < P, and?P, < Vo, it follows thatvy(A) € {0,1}. O

Using the previous Lemma and Holder’s inequality we get

Proposition Appendix A.2. Letr>1landy:=; — R. If C:= E[S«sa(0,9)|y(s,S)|"] < o
then
Ely(X)[" = EE|y(X)|" < E(a(0)Ely(X%)[") < Cm'(t),

wherem'(t) is the r-th moment of a Poisson random variable with rate t.

To obtain estimates faf(|0n)|") we study the process of tlevironment as seen from the
random walkeron $°, as in I The law o is reversible and ergodic for this process, which
allows us to make estimates on the original random walk. Sme atetails in the Appendix. Let

Bﬁ 0 @S in Sectionl5 be a random walk on the pointSbétarting at 0= S°, and denote its law

by PS..

Proof of Lemma5]2By the Mass Transport Principle Lemimal3.1 and Propoditiopefglix A.2,

C(|0w|") = —E % a(0,s)|0g(0,8)|" < 272E 5 a(0,8)[|y(0)|" + [y (0)]']
sc
< 27'Ea(0)|y(0)|" < 2 *Ea(0)|y(BR g)" < 2'C(IDy")m'(t) P-as,
wherem' (t) denotes the—th moment of a Poisson random variable with mean O

The following Lemma is a part of the proof of Theorem 2.@][14

26



Lemma Appendix A.3. If y: =3 — R is such that

2 Zsa(O, 9)IV(s)|* < o0,

then N

lim EEOENI) A3)
and )

fim Z(a(0>Et|v(Xt>| ) o, (A4)
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