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Abstract

For log-correlated Gaussian fields on R? with d > 2, Ding-Gwynne-Zhuang (2023) established
the existence of subsequential limits of exponential metrics obtained from appropriate approx-
imations. For v € (0, \/ﬁ), we define a weak y-exponential metric to be a map h — Dy, that
assigns to a sample of a log-correlated Gaussian field h a continuous metric on R? satisfying
a list of axioms. We prove that every subsequential limit of exponential metrics built from
appropriate approximations of h is a weak y-exponential metric in this sense. Moreover, we es-
tablish general properties that hold for any weak exponential metric: (1). sharp moment bounds
for several natural distances; (2). optimal Holder exponents when comparing Dj, and the Eu-
clidean metric; and (3). Hausdorff dimension and a KPZ relation. These results extend the
two-dimensional Liouville quantum gravity metric theory to higher dimensions. Along the way
we derive several useful properties for log-correlated Gaussian fields including the equivalence
between white-noise decomposition and convolution, and a shell independence lemma.
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1 Introduction

1.1 High-dimensional Liouville first passage percolation

Liouwille first passage percolation (LFPP) with parameter £ > 0 is a family of continuous metrics
on C obtained by integrating et"s along piecewise continuously differentiable paths, where {he}es0
is a continuous approximation of the Gaussian free field (GFF) h. It was shown in [DDDF20,
GM21,DG23a,DG23b] that, after appropriate normalization and as e — 0, LEFPP converges to a
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limiting metric known as the Liouville quantum gravity (LQG) metric. This metric describes the
conjectural scaling limits of random planar maps; see [She23, DDG23]| for surveys. Recently, there
has been progress toward extending LFPP theory to higher dimensions [DGZ23|. One expects that,
after appropriate normalization, the high-dimensional LFPP (defined below) also converges to a
limiting metric on R

We now discuss the definition of high-dimensional LFPP. Let d > 2. A whole-space log-
correlated Gaussian field (LGF) ¢ is a random generalized function on R? defined modulo an
additive constant, whose covariance is given by

Covl(6, fu(on )] = [ fla)faly)log —— dedy, (11)
RdxRd |z =y

for Schwartz functions f1, fo with zero average. See [DRSV17,LSSW16] for background on LGFs.
When d = 2, the LGF coincides with the GFF, whereas for d > 3 they are distinct. With a slight
abuse of notation, throughout this paper we say that a random generalized function h on R? is a
whole-space LGF if it has the same law as a whole-space LGF viewed modulo an additive constant.
We specify the additive constant when needed.

Consider a radially symmetric real-valued function K on R? with [, K(z)dz = 1 as defined in
Remark 1.1. For € > 0, set K.(z) = e ?K(¢~'2), and let h be a whole-space LGF. We consider the
mollification

hi(z) :=hxK.(z) = / h(w)Ke(x — w) dw, >0, z€RY (1.2)
Rd
and the associated exponential metric
1
Di(wy) = inf / ERPO) P dt, oy € RY, (1.3)
P:z—y Jo

where the infimum is over piecewise continuously differentiable paths P : [0,1] — R joining z and
y. Define the normalizing constant

a. := median(Dj, (0, e1)), (1.4)

where e; = (1,0,...,0). It was shown in [DGZ23] (combined with Proposition 1.10) that there
exists & € (0,00) such that for all £ € (0,&.), as € — 0, the family {aZ7! D5 }.~0 is tight in the
local uniform topology on R% x R?, and each subsequential limit induces the Euclidean topology on
R?. The goal of this paper is to formulate a list of axioms defining a weak exponential metric and
to prove that every such subsequential limit satisfies these axioms. This is analogous to the role
of [DFG™20] in the construction of the two-dimensional LQG metric. We further expect uniqueness
of the weak exponential metric up to a multiplicative constant, which would imply convergence in
probability; cf. [GM21,DG23b] for the planar case.

Remark 1.1. Let £ : R — R be any radially symmetric, compactly supported, smooth function
satisfying [ R(z)?dz = 1. Set

1 2md/? ood1’A()‘2
K=F " (— / =L R(t)|#dt ],
(d/2) Jiq
where £ denotes the Fourier transform of & We refer to Lemma 2.9 for properties of K. In
particular, K is a radially symmetric, real-valued function with fRd K(z)dx =1, and

sup max{|K(z)], |$|2d_1|K($)‘} < 0.
z€R4



When d is even, K is Schwartz. Note that K is not necessarily positive. Asshown in Proposition 1.10,
convolving h with K. yields a smooth field with the same law as the white-noise decomposition
considered in [DGZ23]. Therefore, applying their Theorem 1.2 yields the tightness of the metrics
{az 1D,‘i}5>0 as ¢ — 0. Indeed, we expect that the tightness result should hold for any K with
sufficiently rapid decay at infinity.

1.2 Axioms for weak exponential metrics

We now define weak exponential metrics. The theory may be parameterized by & € (0,&.), or
equivalently by ~ € (0, \/ﬁ) The relation between v and € is

Q&) = d + 1, or equivalently ¢ = l, (1.5)

v o2 dy
where Q(€) is the distance exponent of high-dimensional LFPP as in [DGZ23, Proposition 1.1]!
and d, is the Hausdorff dimension of the weak exponential metric (Corollary 1.9). Except in the
case d = 2, v = /8/3, & = 1/4/6 (the Brownian map case [Le 13, Miel3]), we do not know an
explicit closed form relating v and £. We refer to [CZ25] for the fact that v and ¢ determine each
other uniquely and for quantitative bounds between them.
We recall some metric space notation.

Definition 1.2. Let (X, D) be a metric space. For a curve P : [a,b] — X, the D-length of P is

len(P; D) := 51T1p2 D(P(a;), P(aiy1)),
i=1

where the supremum is over all partitions a = a1 < az < --- < an+1 =b. For' Y C X, the internal
metric of D on'Y is

D(z,w;Y):= inf len(P;D) for all z,w €Y,
P:z—w
where the infimum is over all paths P in'Y joining z and w. We say (X, D) is a length space if for
any z,w € X and e > 0 there exists a path from z to w whose D-length is at most D(z,w)+¢. If a
metric D on an open set U C R% induces the Euclidean topology, we say D is a continuous metric.

We say a random generalized function h on R? is a whole-space LGF plus a continuous/bounded
continuous function if one can couple h with a random continuous/bounded continuous function
f:RY — R such that the law of h— f is that of a whole-space LGF. Let {h,(2)},0 .cga denote the
spherical average process of h, which admits a continuous modification by Kolmogorov’s continuity
theorem (see, e.g., Section 11 of [LSSW16]). In particular, a whole-space LGF h, with additive
constant chosen so that hq(0) = 0, can be viewed as a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous
function.

Let D'(RY) be the space of generalized functions on R? endowed with the weak topology. For
v € (0,v/2d), a weak y-exponential metric is a measurable function h + Dy, from D'(R%) to the
space of continuous metrics on R if the following holds whenever h is a whole-space LGF plus a
continuous function:

I Length space. Almost surely, (R?% D) is a length space.

'Proposition 1.1 there is stated for a fixed kernel £ in the white-noise decomposition; however, Q(¢) and &, are
independent of that choice; see [CZ25, Remark 1.1].



IT Locality. For every deterministic open set U C R?, the internal metric of D, on U is measur-
able with respect to h|y.?

III Weyl scaling. For each continuous f: RY — R, define

len(P;Dy,)

(e - Dy)(z,w) := inf / SFP®) gy for z,w € RY, (1.6)
P:z—w Jg

where the infimum is over all paths from z to w parametrized by Dp-length. Then almost

surely Dy 5 = ¢! . Dy, simultaneously for all continuous f.

IV Translation invariance. For each z € R? and all z,y € R?, almost surely
Dh(~+z)(x>y) = Dh(x +z,y+ Z)

V Tightness across scales. There exist deterministic constants {c,},~o such that for any
R > 0, the laws of the metrics
—1_—£h,(0
{cr e ()Dh(r-,r-)}0<r<R
are tight with respect to the local uniform topology on R% x R%, and every subsequential limit is

a continuous metric on R?. Moreover, when & is a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous
function, the same conclusion holds with R = oo.

We do not specify ¢, in Axiom V, since Theorem 1.6 shows one may take ¢, = <.
Our first main result is that any subsequential limit of {aZ'D$}.50 as e — 0 satisfies these
axioms.

Theorem 1.3. Letvy € (0, \/ﬁ) For every sequence €, — 0 there exists a subsequence £ and a weak
~v-exponential metric Dy such that for any h which is a whole-space log-correlated Gaussian field
plus a bounded continuous function, the rescaled exponential metrics a{_:_lD,aZ converge in probability
to Dy, along &.

We expect that for v € (0,v/2d) the weak exponential metric is unique up to a multiplicative
constant, and that aE_IDfL converges in probability to a limiting metric as € — 0. In two dimensions
this was proved in [GM21]. We hope to adapt the arguments of [GM21, DG23b] to establish
uniqueness and full convergence in higher dimensions in future work.

1.3 Properties of weak exponential metrics

We now derive properties of weak exponential metrics. Fix v € (0,v/2d) and recall £, Q, and dy
from (1.5). Let Dy, be a weak ~y-exponential metric, and let h be a whole-space LGF with the
additive constant chosen so that h;(0) = 0.

The next theorem records moment bounds for several types of distances, extending the two-
dimensional results in [DFG'20, Theorems 1.8-1.11].

Theorem 1.4. Let U C R? be connected and open. Then:

2Suppose h is a whole-space LGF plus a continuous function. For an open set U, the o-algebra generated by hlu
is the Borel o-algebra generated by the random variables (h, ¢) with ¢ smooth and compactly supported in U. For
a closed set K, the g-algebra generated by h|x is defined as (.., o (h|B.(x)), where B:(K) is the e-neighborhood of
K.



1. Diameters. For any connected compact set K C U that is not a singleton,

( sup Dp(z,w; U))

z,weK

E
2

2
< 00 for allp € <—oo, dd7>

2. Set-to-set distance. For any two disjoint connected compact sets K1, Ko C U that are not
singletons,
E[(Dn(K1, K2;U))P] < o0 for allp € R.

3. Point-to-set distance. For any connected compact set K C U that is not a singleton and
anyx € U\ K,

E[(Dy(z, K;U))"] < 00 for allp € (—oo, 2%d7>. (1.7)

4. Point-to-point distance. For any distinct x,y € U,

E[(Dh(:):,y; U))p] < 00 for allp € <—oo, 26?;”). (1.8)

Remark 1.5. The exponents in 1, 3, and 4 are expected to be sharp. For the set-to-set distance
in 2, we in fact obtain a superpolynomial concentration bound; see Proposition 4.7. Analogous
moment estimates with modified exponents hold in the presence of marked-point singularities. For
example, if we add an a-singularity «log —— at marked points 2 with o < @, then (1.7) and (1.8)

|-—a]

hold with p < @, which should be optimal.

Recall ¢, from Axiom V. We can in fact take ¢, = 59, extending the planar case [DG23c,
Theorem 1.9]. If full scaling invariance

Dh(mﬂ’y) - Dh(T‘)-&-QIOgT‘(x?y)? r>0, wzye€ Rd,

were known for weak exponential metrics, Theorem 1.6 would be immediate. At present we only
assume tightness across scales.

Theorem 1.6. The constants in Aziom V may be chosen as ¢, = 9. Equivalently, for any weak
exponential metric Dy and any h that is a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function,
the laws of

{r= Qe O Dy (1) Yocr<oo

are tight with respect to the local uniform topology on R* x R?, and every subsequential limit is a

continuous metric on RZ.

We next identify the optimal Holder exponents comparing Dy, with the Euclidean metric, in
the spirit of [DFG*20, Theorem 1.7].

Theorem 1.7. Let vy € (0,v2d) and let Dy, be a weak y-exponential metric.

1. The identity map (R%,|-]) — (R, Dy) is almost surely locally Hélder continuous with any
exponent smaller than £(Q — V'2d), and almost surely not locally Hélder continuous with any
exponent larger than £(Q — v/2d). Note that Q = % +3 > v2d.



2. The identity map (R, Dy,) — (R%,|-|) is almost surely locally Hélder continuous with any
exponent smaller than €~1(Q ++/2d)™Y, and almost surely not locally Hélder continuous with
any exponent larger than £€~1(Q +v/2d) 1.

Knizhnik-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov (KPZ) relation [KPZ88| gives a quadratic correspondence
between Euclidean and quantum scaling dimensions. In two dimensions, a metric KPZ relation for
the LQG metric was established in [GP22], relating the Euclidean Hausdorff dimension of a set
to its Hausdorff dimension with respect to the LQG metric. We prove the metric KPZ relation
for weak exponential metrics in higher dimensions. For X C R¢, write dim%X for its Euclidean
Hausdorff dimension and dim;{X for its Dj-Hausdorff dimension.

Theorem 1.8 (KPZ relation for weak exponential metrics). Let v € (0,v2d) and let Dy, be a weak
y-exponential metric. If X C R? is a deterministic Borel set or a random Borel set independent of
h, then almost surely

dim§, X = £Q dim}, X — 3 (dimj,X)”,
1
§
Taking X = R? in Theorem 1.8 yields:

dim], X = 2 (Q — 1/Q? — 2dim}, X).

Corollary 1.9. Let v € (0,v2d) and let Dy, be a weak y-exponential metric. Then the Hausdorff
dimension of R% with respect to Dy, is almost surely dy.

1.4 Useful results about log-correlated Gaussian fields

One of the key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 1.3 is the equivalence between the white-noise
decomposition of the LGF and convolution with an explicit family of kernels. This extends Lemma
2.4 in [HG23| which is for the heat kernel.

Suppose £ : R? — R is a radially symmetric, compactly supported, smooth function satisfying
Jga &(z)?dz = 1. Let W(dy,dt) denote the space-time white noise on R? x (0,00). For & > 0,
define

be(x) = /R /:O RO Wdy,d), @ e R (1.9)

Then h. can be defined as a random continuous function modulo a global additive constant (see,
e.g., Section 4.1.1 of [DRSV17]). Recall the kernel K from Remark 1.1, which can be obtained
explicitly from R.

Proposition 1.10. Let h be a whole-space LGF. For anye > 0 and x € R, let Ko (7) = e 9K (z/¢).
Then b, agrees in law with hx K., viewed as a random continuous function modulo a global constant.

See Lemma 2.9 for properties of K and for a proof.

1.5 Proof strategy

The proof adapts the two-dimensional arguments of [DFG*20, GM20, Pfe24, GP22, DG23c] with
modifications to handle higher dimensions. We highlight three technical obstacles and explain how
we address them.

First, the approximation scheme in [DGZ23] is given by the white-noise decomposition, which
is not convenient for verifying the axioms, in particular Axiom II (locality). To circumvent this,



in Proposition 1.10 we show that the same approximation can be realized as convolution of h with
an explicit family of kernels, following computations in [HG23|. This representation allows us to
adapt the arguments of [DFG*20, GM20] to prove Theorem 1.3.

Second, the annulus independence lemma [MQ20, GM21], which is used to propagate reg-
ularity events and control the LQG metric (see [DDG23, Section 4.2]), is specific to the two-
dimensional GFF. We therefore prove an analogue for the LGF, namely near independence across
shells (Lemma 2.7). The proof uses the domain Markov property for the LGF based on d/2-
harmonic extension as described in [LSSW16]. Such near independence is used repeatedly through-
out this paper and may be of independent interest for the study of the LGF. Some care is also
needed to deal with the spherical average process of the LGF, which does not have the same law
as Brownian motion.

Third, planar arguments that force intersections of macroscopic paths do not extend to higher
dimensions. In particular, the distance around an annulus used, for example, in [DFGT20, Def-
inition 3.7] does not make sense in higher dimensions, since paths do not disconnect shells. We
therefore use the notion of distance around a shell (see (1.10)) and use it to build stringing argu-
ments that replace planar intersection arguments.

The organization of the paper is as follows. Section 2 records properties and estimates for
log-correlated Gaussian fields, Section 3 proves Theorem 1.3, Section 4 establishes the properties
of weak exponential metrics and proves all results stated in Section 1.3.

1.6 Basic notation
Numbers

For quantities a = a(r) and b = b(r) depending on a parameter r, we write a = o,(b) (respectively
a = O,(b)) if a/b — 0 (respectively a/b remains bounded) as r — oo or r — 0, as indicated by
context. We write a <, b if a = O,(b) and b = O,(a). For a family of events {E¢}.~0, we say that
E# occurs with polynomially high probability if there exists p > 0 such that 1 — P[E¢] = O(eP) as
e — 0. It occurs with superpolynomially high probability if this holds for every p > 0.

Euclidean space

Throughout we work in R? with d > 2. We write | - | for the Euclidean norm. For z € R? and
r>0,let B.(z) ={2 €R?: |z — 2| <r}. For 0 <r < R < oo define the shell

A, r(x) := Bgr(z) \ Br(z).

The Fourier transform is

FUNQ) = Q)= [ e fla)dn for R

Metrics

Let D be a metric on R?. For a shell 4 = A, g(z), the D-distance across A is the D-distance
between its boundary components, namely D(9B,(z),0Bgr(z)). The D-distance around A is
D(around A) := sup D (P, P»; A), (1.10)
Py,P
where the supremum is over all continuous paths P;, P» C A that each join the inner to the outer

boundary, and D(-,-; A) denotes the internal D-distance on A. Both quantities are determined
solely by the internal D-metric on A.
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2 Properties of log-correlated Gaussian fields

In Section 2.1, we review basic properties of log-correlated Gaussian fields (LGF). In Section 2.2,
we prove the shell independence lemma for the LGF, which is the higher-dimensional analog of
the annulus independence lemma (see Section 4.2 of [DDG23]). In Section 2.3, we show that the
white-noise approximations of the log-correlated Gaussian field have the same law as convolutions
with an explicit family of kernels. In Section 2.4, we show that for this family of kernels, the
convolution approximation can be localized.

2.1 Basic properties of log-correlated Gaussian fields

We first review the background on log-correlated Gaussian fields (LGF'). Most of the material in this
section is from [LSSW16] and Section 2 of [JSW20]. We also refer to [She07] for the two-dimensional
case, which is the Gaussian free field. We let

d
d>2 and 825'

Let S(RY) be the space of Schwartz functions on R?. Define Sp(R?) ¢ S(R?) as the subspace of
Schwartz functions ¢ satisfying ¢(0) = 0, or equivalently, Jga ¢(z)dz = 0. The space S'(R?) of
generalized functions is the dual space of S(R?). Similarly, Sj(R?) is the dual space of So(R?), i.e.,
the space of generalized functions defined modulo an additive constant. For each f € S(R?) (resp.
f€Sy(RY) and @ > —¢ (resp. a > —%H), we define

(=AY f = FHE — (2r[é])* ().

This is well-defined since [£[2*f(£) € L' (R%).
We first consider the whole-space LGF, which is a random generalized function defined modulo
an additive constant. For all f, g € So(R?), define the inner product

(F 9y = 3 (F (- ) = [ y)log —— ddy,
d Rded |z —l/|
where
21—dﬂ.—d/2

r(s)

kg =

Let H~*(R%) be its Hilbert space closure. A whole-space LGF h is a random element in Sj(R%)
such that

(h,6) ~ N0, |63 gay) for ¢ € H*(RY).

We refer to [LSSW16] for well-definedness. Throughout this paper, with slight abuse of notation,
we call a random generalized function h a whole-space LGF if it has the same law as a whole-space
LGF viewed modulo an additive constant. We specify the additive constant when needed. Let
{h+(2)},erd, »~0 denote the spherical average process of h, which admits a continuous modification;

see Section 11 of [LSSW16]. On many occasions, we choose the global constant of h so that
h1(0) = 0.



Next, we consider the LGF defined on an allowable subdomain of R? (not necessarily bounded).
For an open domain D C RY, let C>°(D) denote the space of smooth functions on R? that are
compactly supported in D. Let H{(D) denote the Hilbert space closure of C2°(D) equipped with
the inner product

(f, Dps(rey = ka (£, (=2)"9) 2(wa)-

Definition 2.1 (Allowable domain). We call an open domain D C R allowable if, for all ¢ €
S(RY), there exists C = C(D, ¢) > 0 such that

’(¢79)L2(Rd)| < CHQHHS(W) for all g € H{(D). (2.1)
By [LSSW16, Lemma 4.2], an open domain D such that R\ D contains an open set is allowable.

When D is allowable, define the seminorm || - [[-s(py on S (RY) as in [LSSW16]. Specifically,
for ¢ € S(R?), by (2.1) and the Riesz representation theorem there exists a unique f € H5(D) such
that (4, 9) r2ray = (f, 9)ps(ra) for all g € H5(D). Define [¢[ly—s(p) = [|f |3 (ra)- Note that if ¢ is
supported in R\ D, then f = 0 and ||¢||y—s(py = 0. Let H (D) denote the Hilbert space closure
of S(R?) equipped with || - |l3~s(p). A LGF h on D is a random element in §'(R?) such that

(hy @) ~ N(O, [|]3-s(py) for ¢ € H™*(D).

We again refer to [LSSW16] for well-definedness.
We note that when d is even, (—A)® is a local operator and thus (with V*® understood as the
Fourier multiplier by (27[¢|)®)

1120ty = /D IV f(2)[2da for all f € C(D). (2.2)

However, this does not hold when d is odd. In the two-dimensional case, the LGF on D coincides
with the Gaussian free field on D as considered in [She07].

There is another equivalent way to define the LGF using eigenfunctions; see Section 9 of [LSSW16]
and Section 2 of [JSW20]. Let D be a bounded domain (hence allowable). Let { f,}n>1 denote an
orthonormal basis of H§(D) and define the LGF on D as the formal sum

h = ianfn, (2.3)
n=1

where {a, }n>1 are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables. Then the above sum converges a.s.
in H=¢(R?) for any ¢ > 0.
As follows from the definition, the log-correlated Gaussian field has a scaling invariance property.

Lemma 2.2. The following holds:

1. Let h be a whole-space LGF with the additive constant chosen so that h1(0) = 0. Then, for
any r > 0, h(r:) — h,(0) has the same law as h(-).

2. Let D be an allowable domain and r > 0. Let hp be a LGF on D and h,p be a LGF on rD.
Then hp(-) and h.p(r:) have the same law.



Given a domain D and a generalized function f defined on R%\ D, we say that a generalized
function ¢ : R — R is the s-harmonic extension of f if it satisfies

f‘]Rd\D = ngd\D and  ((—A)°g)[p = 0.
The following domain Markov property is taken from Section 5 of [LSSW16].

Lemma 2.3 (Domain Markov property). Let U C D be allowable domains. Let h be a LGF on D,
and let hY be the s-harmonic extension of hlp\v into U. Then h — hY has the same law as a LGF
on D and is independent of h|D\U.

We also have the domain Markov property for the whole-space LGF, again from Section 5
of [LSSW16].

Lemma 2.4 (Domain Markov property for the whole-space case). Fiz z € R? and r > 0. Let h
be a whole-space LGF with the additive constant so that hy(z) = 0. For each allowable domain
V C R4, let BV denote the s-harmonic extension of h|Rd\V into V. Then, h—hY has the same law
as a LGF on 'V minus its average over 0B, (z) and is independent of h|gayy .

Proof. By Section 5 of [LSSW16], the whole-space LGF h has a decomposition h; + hy. Here, h;
is a random generalized function defined up to a global constant, which is s-harmonic in V' and
determined by h|ga\y. The field hy has the same law as a LGF on V' and is independent of h|gayy .
The lemma follows by subtracting from both sides the spherical average over 0B, (z). 0

Using the eigenfunction definition, one can establish the Cameron-Martin property of LGF'; see
Section 2 of [JSW20].

Proposition 2.5. Let D be a bounded open domain and h be a LGF on D. Fiz f € H§(D). Let
P denote the law of h and Py denote the law of h + f. Then, P and Py are absolutely continuous
with respect to each other. Furthermore, the Radon-Nikodyn derivative is given by

dP | .
(1) = exp( Gl By — o (1. (-2)°F) )

In particular, for any o € R,

JP a 2y dP « 2 —
IE|:<de(h)> :| :exp<a . a|f”’2HS(Rd)> and Ef[(cﬂpf(h)> :| :eXp<aZaHf||3_ls(Rd)>.

Proof. By (2.3) the law of h is the standard centered Gaussian measure on the Hilbert space
H{(D). For any f € H(D), the Cameron-Martin theorem for Gaussian measures on Hilbert
spaces therefore yields

dP

i, 1) = e (311245 0) = O Frasgy ) = ex (1130 ey — K (B (=) ),

which is exactly the desired formula. The moment identities follow from the fact that

1
Bt (<811 = -2V Fi-wi) = gl sy O

10



2.2 Shell independence lemma

The annulus independence lemma for two-dimensional GFF, introduced in [MQ20, GM20], is a
useful tool to study LQG metric; see Section 4.2 of [DDG23]. It says that the restrictions of the
GFF to disjoint concentric annuli (viewed modulo additive constant) are nearly independent. In
this section, we prove the higher-dimensional analog for the LGF: the restrictions of the LGF to
disjoint concentric shells (viewed modulo additive constant) are also nearly independent.

Let h be a whole-space LGF. For r > 0, define the o-algebra

Fri= o ((h = he(0)lgors, o))

Then, for ' > 7, we have F, C F,. Note that h := h—h,.(0) has the law as a whole-space LGF with
the additive constant chosen so that the average over B,(0) is 0. Let h" denote the s-harmonic
extension of h|ga\p, oy into B,(0). Then, by Lemma 2.4, h — h" has the same law as a LGF on
B,(0) and is independent of F,.. For M > 0, r > 0, and ¢q € (0, 1), let

Gor(M) = sup  [DB"(u) — D'’ (v)] < M for all 0 < j < [s] }, (2.4)
u,vE€Bgr(0)

where [s]| denotes the smallest integer not less than s. The following property of the LGF is a
consequence of the Cameron-Martin property (Proposition 2.5).

Lemma 2.6. (Absolute continuity) Fiz 0 < q < ¢ < 1. For any M > 0 and a > 0, there exists
a constant C' = C(q,q', o, M) > 0 such that the following holds. Let h be a whole-space LGF. On
the event Gy, (M), conditioned on F;, the law of (h — hy(0))|p,,(0) 15 absolutely continuous with
respect to its marginal law. Let H denote the corresponding Radon-Nikodyn derivative. Then, on
the event Gy, (M),
max{E[H | F|,E[H*| F.]} < C.

Proof. Let ¢ = (¢ + ¢')/2. Fix a bump function ¢ that equals 1 in B,(0) and is supported in
B;(0), and define v, (z) := (x/r) for x € R We claim that for any function g : R — R that is
s-harmonic in B, (0) and satisfies

sup |Dig(u) —DIig(v)] < M forall 0 < j < [s], (2.5)
u,v€B,.(0)

we have
1r - 9113 (ray < C (2.6)

for some constant C' = C(v,q,q', M) > 0. The lemma then follows by applying Proposition 2.5
with D = B, (0) and f =, - b".

We now prove (2.6). When d is even and hence s is an integer, Claim (2.6) follows from (2.5)
and (2.2). Indeed, by (2.5) and the chain rule, we have |D*(¢, - g)| < Cr~% on Bg,(0). Combining
this with (2.2) yields Claim (2.6).

When d is odd and hence s is not an integer, (2.5) implies

ID* 2 (g - g)| < Cr7*T2 and [D*TVR(gy - g)| < Or T2 on By (0).
By interpolation (or Holder’s inequality in Fourier space),
[[or ‘g”%s([@d) S 1 ‘9”7-15*1/2(Rd) - QHHSH/?(RCI) <C,

which proves (2.6). O
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We can now state the shell independence lemma for the LGF.

Lemma 2.7. Let h be a whole-space LGF. Fiz q € (0,1) and ¢’ > 1. Let {ri}r>1 be a decreasing
sequence of positive numbers such that ri1/m < q for all k > 1. Let {E;, }x>1 be a sequence of
events measurable with respect to o ((h — hy,(0))] ). For K > 1, let N(K) be the number

of k € [1,K|NZ for which E,, occurs.

re/a 'y

1. For any a > 0 and b € (0,1), there exists p = p(a,b,q,q") € (0,1) such that if P[E,,] > p for
all k > 1, then
PIN(K) > bK] >1—e %% for all K > 1.

2. For each p € (0,1), there exists a > 0 and b € (0,1) depending only on p,q,q" such that the
above relation holds.

Lemma 2.7 is a consequence of the following lemma together with Lemma 2.6.

Lemma 2.8. Fiz 0 < ¢ < 1. Let {ry}r>1 be a decreasing sequence of positive numbers such that
Trt1/r6 < q for all k> 1. For K > 1 and M > 0, let L(K, M) be the number of k € [1, K|NZ for
which Ggk, (M) occurs. For each a >0 and b € (0,1), there exists M = M(a,b,q) > 0 such that

PIL(K, M) >bK]>1—e % forall K > 1.

Proof. The proof is identical to the argument in Proposition 4.3 of [MQ20]. The main inputs there
are Lemma 4.4 and the domain Markov property for the GFF, both of which extend to the LGF.
Specifically, Lemma 4.4 of [MQ20] requires Gaussian tail bounds for the oscillation of the harmonic
extension. In the case of the LGF, we can show that there exists ¢ = ¢(g) > 0 such that for all
r>0and M >0,

PG (M)] < ¢ e M, (2.7)

In fact, for u,v € B,(0), DIh™(u) — DIhT(v) is a centered smooth Gaussian process in (u,v) (see
[LSSW16, Theorem 8.3]), and (2.7) then follows from the Borel-TIS inequality [Bor75,ST78]. Using
the scaling invariance of h (Lemma 2.2), we see that the constant ¢ can be chosen independent
of r. Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 give the desired Markov property for the LGF. Thus, we can follow
the argument in Proposition 4.3 of [MQ20] verbatim. Finally, although Proposition 4.3 of [MQ20]
includes an additional constant cq(a, b), we can absorb it into a by choosing M sufficiently large. [

Proof of Lemma 2.7. The proof follows the argument in Section 3 of [GM20]. The main inputs are
Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 therein, which are generalized by Lemmas 2.6 and 2.8, respectively. 0

2.3 Different approximations of the LGF

In this section, we prove Proposition 1.10, more precisely the version below (Lemma 2.9) which
implies it.
We assume that

R is a radially symmetric, compactly supported, smooth function satisfying f]Rd A(r)%dr = 1.
(2.8)
Note that such a function 8 is automatically Schwartz. Let W (dy, dt) denote the space-time white
noise on R? x (0, 00). For & > 0, recall that,

o) = [ [T S Wy, s ere
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Then h. can be defined as a random continuous function modulo a global additive constant.
We now state a more precise version of Proposition 1.10.

Lemma 2.9. Let h be a whole-space LGF. For any K satisfying (2.8), set

B 2nd/2 [
K=F 1<Cb—>\/r(d/2) /|< td 1]ﬁ(t)\2dt>,

which is a radially symmetric real-valued function with fRd K(z)dx =1 and satisfies

sup max{|K(z)|, |z|**}K(z)|} < oo. (2.9)
z€R
Moreover, when d is even, K is Schwartz. For ¢ > 0 and z € R?, let K.(x) = e 9K (x/e). Then bh.
agrees in law with h * K, viewed as a random continuous function modulo a global constant.

Recall from (1.3) that Dj is the exponential metric defined with respect to h} = h x K.. The
above lemma combined with [DGZ23, Theorem 1.2] implies that the rescaled exponential metrics
a_ 1D2 are tight in the local uniform topology. Furthermore, each possible subsequential limit is a
continuous metric. We refer to Lemma 3.3 for details.

Proof of Lemma 2.9. We proceed as in Lemma 2.4 in [HG23]. Let f : R — R be compactly
supported and smooth such that [p4 f(2)dz = 0.

Step 1: Covariance of the white-noise approximation. Let R > ¢, and define the truncated
field

t

Var( [ fnenti) - E(( /. f(z)ha,R<z>dz)2>,

since IE( [ f(2)be.r(2) dz) = 0. By the definition of h. r and the translation invariance of white
noise,

R _
bele) = [ [ 8O Wag ), e R
R4 Je

Then

Var( [ fnenraz) = [ [ 1)) senta - o) dedy (2.10)

where
ke.r(z —y) = E[bo r(2) be r(y)].

A direct computation using the definition of white noise yields

Ker(z) = /Rd /ERt—W“)ﬁ(TL)ﬁ(;‘) dt du. (2.11)

Let F denote the Fourier transform,

FHQ) = f(0) = / ¢=27i0C £ (1) dar.

Rd

Using Plancherel’s theorem and the fact that F(f x g) = f g, we obtain
L | @ @ente = ey = [ fen©IFOPdG.
Rd JRd Rd
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From (2.11),

(€)= | Rt—<d+1>f(m / dﬁ(””‘“)ﬁ(jf)du) (©)dt

t
R ~
:/ (D24 ge) 2 dt
€

R A
:/ LRt 2 dt

S

Since £ is Schwartz, 8 is also Schwartz and |R(z)| < C|z|~ for all z € R%. This implies that the
last integral converges for all ¢ # 0, and moreover

Q) = Jim fnlO) = [ 1RG0 P, (2.12)
Thus,

r z 2)dz | = A F(O)|2dc. .

([ 1Gmetas) = [ rIfPac (2.13)

Since R is radial, it follows from (2.11) that k. g is radial and positive definite. Therefore, . is
radial and non-negative.

Step 2: Covariance of the convolution approximation. By the covariance of the LGF

n (1.1),
ar< F(2)h+ Ks(z)dz>

—5( [ [ £@ )0 K@) b+ K )y )

Rd
1
/ / / Ke(z — u)Ko(y — v) log| ——— ) dudvdzdy. (2.14)
Re JRA JRA JRE lu— vl

Let .
F.(v) := /]Rd Ke(z — u) log<’u_q}’)du.
Then
Fo(Q) = F(Keo = )i = 1€ Re(=0)
where cq = g(dd/ /22) is the constant such that
F (10w 1)@ = caldl ¢ tor ¢ #0,
Hence,

Var(/Rd f(2)h * Ke(z)dz>

= [ [ @i [ Keto - wan)asdy

= F@ )| | e =R (C)]2dC ) dady
ot Sy pa IC]

= [ IHOP RO



Step 3: Choosing the kernel. Choose K. such that

Cd|K5‘2
¢|®

= ke, ie, Ke=F! Cr—>\/ (d/Q)MdA() : (2.15)

With this choice, . agrees in law with h* K. when viewed as a random continuous function modulo
an additive constant.
Since |D7(1/|¢|9%:(¢))] € LY (R?) for all 0 < j < 2d — 1 (Lemma 2.10), we obtain

supd max {|K(x)|, ’37|2d71|Ka(93)’} < 0.
zeR

Moreover, when d is even, \/|(|%4c(¢) is Schwartz (Lemma 2.10), hence K. is Schwartz. By defini-
tion, k. is radial and non-negative, so K. is radial and real-valued. Moreover, by (2.12) and polar

coordinates,
R.(0) = W/Ootd A2 dt = /|ﬁ )2 da.
T\ T(d/2) Jo

Using Plancherel’s theorem and [, &(z)? dz = 1, we see that [pq K- (z)dz = K.(0) = 1.
It follows from (2.12) that &.(¢) = e%41(eC) for ¢ # 0. Therefore, from (2.15), we have K. (z) =
7K (x /) for x € RY. Taking K = K; completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 2.10. Suppose R satisfies (2.8). For e > 0, let

Fe(0) = / “YAGORAE and o(¢) = 1/|19R-(C), ¢ € RY

Then, for all0 < j < 2d—1, |Dio| € LY(RY). Moreover, when d is even, o(C) is a Schwartz function
on R,

To prove Lemma 2.10, we need the following result.

Lemma 2.11. Let f : (0,00) — [0,00) be a non-negative function such that for any integers
a,n >0, sup,~q [ f™M(r)] < co. Let

_ (/Oo f(s)ds) s

Then for any integers a,n > 0, sup,~ [r*g™(r)] < oo.

Proof. The constants ¢ below may change from line to line but are independent of f. We first prove
by induction that, for integers n > 1,

00 1+ =
/ fy)dy > cn fl) =, x>0, (2.16)
’ (supys, [F (y)[) 7

where ¢, > 0 depends only on n. The case n = 1 follows from

f(x)

flw) > 25upyos [/ ()]

flx), z<w<z+

N |
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Suppose (2.16) holds for n = k. We claim that

[f®) ()2

1> *>0. (2.17)
sup, s [ FEHD (1))

/:O sty > e

Indeed,
NG
2 Supwa ‘f(k—’_l) (y)‘

Integrating over w iteratively, this implies that for 0 <1 < k,

1
[FB ) > 1P @), 2<w<a+

|8 () Bt
(supysg |fE+D (1))

1fO(w)] = e

for a positive fraction of w in (x,z + T |f(k|);ﬁ)ll)(y)|). Taking [ = 0 yields (2.17). Furthermore,
y2w

(2.17) implies that for any w > =,

F® ()2 < / " F)dy (sup [FED (g))F < e / " F)dy (sup | FED @)

y>w y>x
Therefore,
k+2
> supy>. [F ) ()]
/ fly)dy > ¢ (supy> — ) — (2.18)
@ (supy>s [fED(y)])
Finally, (2.16) for n = k + 1 follows from the case n = k and (2.18):
1 1 k+2
= 1 )"k ) Tk supy> | f* (y)]
/ f(y)dyzk(k+2)+l Ck /@) Tt /@) 1—1—0( vz = )k+1
: (supy>, [f 0 (y)]) * (supyse [FO@NE  (5UPy2e [FED(W)])
L k(k+2) copies

1

(supysg [fEHD(y)]) BT

Similarly, using (2.17), (2.18) and an induction, for all integers & > 0 and m > 1 we have

S — 1
o <f<x><1+;>k<k+2> L > R @)
- k
(supys | FED (y)))"

. |f(k)( )|k+1+m
€T m
/ fW)dy > cim T >0,

( Supchc |f(k+m) (y> ’) m

Since m can be taken arbitrarily large, this implies that the decay rate of g(r)* = [ f(s)ds at
infinity is at least as fast as that of | f(*)(r)| for each k. Using that the decay rate of [f*)(r)] is
faster than any power of r, it follows that the derivatives of g also decay faster than any power of
r, since the derivatives of g are of the form

n

g(n) (T) = Z g(r)iw Z Cm,a1,a2,....,am H f((li)(r)‘ OJ
=1

m=1 0<ai;<as<..<am<n-—1
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Proof of Lemma 2.10. By definition and changing variables s = t|(|,

o(¢) = /Il (C) = \//j 541 R(s) |2 ds.

Since s%1|&(s)|? is smooth on (0,00), it follows that o(¢) is smooth on R%\ {0}. Furthermore,
Lemma 2.11 implies that the derivatives of o({) have decay rate at infinity faster than |{|™¢ for
any integers o > 0.

It remains to analyze the behavior near ¢ = 0. Since |§i(s)]2 is radial and smooth at 0, it admits
an expansion of the form

|R(s)? = Z ams>™  for small s.

m>0

Hence

/OO s R(s)|2ds = /Oo s R(s)|?ds + Z bin (€)[¢|FH2™
. 0

[q m>0

for suitable coefficients by, (¢), and thus

o(¢) = /OOO s4UR(s)2ds + ) bn(e)[¢]4+2m = C + Y b, (e)I¢|TH™,

m>0 m>0

with C' > 0. When d is even, this expansion shows that o(¢) is smooth at 0 and hence Schwartz.
When d is odd, o(¢) is not necessarily smooth at 0, but for any multi-index «,

18%(¢)| < C'[¢|41 for small |¢].

In particular, for 0 < j < 2d — 1, |DJo| € L' (RY). O

2.4 Localization of the LGF

In this section, we show that the convolution considered in Lemma 2.9 can be localized through
truncation (Lemma 2.12). Throughout this section, let h be a whole-space LGF with the additive
constant chosen such that h;(0) = 0.

Define

BE(2) = ho# Ko(2) = /R Bz — w)dw, (2.19)

and

hi(z) = h* (UK. (2) = y h(w)Ke(z — w)¥.(z — w)dw, (2.20)

where U, : RY — [0, 1] is a radial bump function such that ¥.(z) = 1if z € B /z/5(0) and We(2) =0
if ze¢ R\ B /z(0). We have the following comparison between h? and hr.

Lemma 2.12. Let h be a whole-space LGF with the additive constant chosen so that h1(0) = 0,
and let K be defined as in Lemma 2.9. Then for each bounded open set U C R?, a.s.

glg%iglha(z) — hi(z)| = 0.

To prove Lemma 2.12, we will need the following technical lemma. Recall that by [LSSW16,
Section 11.1] the sphere average process {h,(2)},~¢ .cre is well defined and admits a modification
continuous in both r and z.

17



Lemma 2.13. Let h be a whole-space LGF with the additive constant chosen so that h1(0) = 0,
and let {h;(2)},~0 .cra be its sphere average process. For each R >0, ¢ >0, a.s. we have

w“ B (2)]
p sup -
2€Bg(0) r>0 max{log %7 (logr)z+< 1}

We now prove Lemma 2.12 assuming Lemma 2.13.
Proof of Lemma 2.12. Using polar coordinates and radiality of K., we have

27Td/2

BE) = mo7g /0 P (K. (r)dr,

27Td/2

R = oy | K (e

Therefore,
|hZ(2) = hi(2)] < 2 /OO Hhe(2)] [Ke(r)] d
z) — z T r(Z e\r)|ar.
: ST Id)2) Sz

By Lemma 2.13 (taking ( = 1/2), there exists a random constant C' such that
1
|hr(2)] < Cmax{log —,logr, 1}
T

for all z € U and r > 0. Hence

_ e 1
sup |hZ(z) — hi(z)| <C ¥t max{log =, logr, 1} ¢|K(r/e)| dr.
2eU VE/2 r
Substituting r = et, we obtain
- > 1
sup |hi(z) —hi(z)| <C t* ' max{log —,loget, 1} |K(t)| dt
zeU NG €t
[ee)
< C/ t L VK ()] dt
e

By Lemma 2.9, there exists ¢’ > 0 such that |[K(z)| < C’|z|~2%+! for x € R?. Combining this with
the above inequality,

o0
sup b2(2) ~ (@) <€ [ e,
2eU NG
which tends to 0 as € — 0 for all d > 2. This proves the lemma. O

We now prove Lemma 2.13. We will need the following estimate.

Lemma 2.14. For all R > 0 and ¢ > 0, we have a.s.

lim sup M:
7% .eBR(0) (logr)2 e
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Proof. The process {h.(z) — hy(0) : 2 € Bg(0),r € [3,1]} is a centered Gaussian process with
variances bounded above by an R-dependent constant. By [LSSW16, Section 11.1], this process
has a continuous modification. Therefore,

sup  sup |h,(z) — he(0)] < 0.
z€BR(0) re[d 1]

By the Borel-TIS inequality [Bor75,ST78] (see e.g. [AT09, Theorem 2.1.1]), we have

E( sup sup |hy(2) —hr(O)]> < 00

2€BR(0) re[1,1]

and

Pl sup sup |h(2) —h(0)] > A) < oA
z€BR(0) re[%,l}

for some constant ¢ > 0 only depending on R. Using the scaling invariance of h (Lemma 2.2), we

obtain

Pl sup sup  |h(2) = he(0)] > A ) < ¢ lemed?
€8 1 (0) re[2h—1 2¢]

for all k£ € N. Applying this with A = k375 and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we obtain

im  sup sup A0

=0
k—o0 2€B 1, (0) re[2k—1,25] (log 7“) %-FC

hr(0)
(log )2 +¢

the result. O

Finally, using that — 0 as 7 — oo (as can be seen from direct computation), we obtain

Proof of Lemma 2.15. By [HMP10,CH14], we have a.s.

|he (2)]
sup  sup i
=€Br(0) refo,1) 108(7)

< 00

By continuity of the sphere average process, for any fixed rg > %,

sup  sup |hy(2)] < oo as.
ZEBR(O) TE[%,TO]

Combining these bounds with Lemma 2.14 and using that (log 7“)%‘*'C controls |h,(z)| for large r,
we obtain the stated uniform bound over all » > 0. O

3 Weak exponential metrics: proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. Namely, we verify that all subsequential limits of the rescaled
exponential metrics aZ D5 as € — 0 satisfy Axioms I-—V. The proof mainly follows the argument
in [DFG120] (see also [Pfe24]) with modifications to handle higher dimensions. In this section, we
use h to denote a whole-space LGF (we specify the choice of additive constant when needed), and
h to denote a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function. Throughout this section, we
fix R satisfying (2.8) and choose K as in Lemma 2.9.
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3.1 Convergence among dyadic boxes, Weyl scaling, and tightness across scales

In this section, we consider a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function h. Let Di be
the exponential metric associated with h? defined as in (1.3) with h in place of h, and recall a.
from (1.4) which depends on h. In fact, we will show in the proof of Lemma 3.3 that for different h,
the normalizing constants a. are up-to-constants equivalent as € — 0. For an open domain U C R%,
let Di(-,-;U) denote the Di-internal metric on U. We call a domain of the form z + [0,27"]¢ a
dyadic box, where n is an integer and = € 27"Z%. An open domain U is said to be a dyadic domain
if it can be written as the interior of a finite union of dyadic boxes. Let W be the set of all dyadic
domains.

Lemma 3.1. Let h be a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function. Then the following
hold.

1. Ase — 0, the laws of the rescaled metrics angﬁ(-, -) are tight in the local uniform topology
on RY x RY. Furthermore, each subsequential limit is a continuous length metric on RY.

2. For every sequence {ei}r>1 tending to 0, there exists a subsequence € such that along &,

(a-'Df, {as ' Di(, s W) hwew) — (D, {Dw wew)

where the convergence is in the local uniform topology on R xR and on W x W, respectively.
Moreover, for all W € W, Dw is a continuous metric on W, and we have

D(-, ;W) = Dw (-, W), (3.1)

where D(-,-;W) is the D-internal metric on W and Dyy(-,-; W) is the Dy -internal metric
on W.

Remark 3.2. In the two-dimensional case [DFGT20], it is known that BW is a length metric on W,
i.e., Dw(:,-; W) = Dw(-,-). The main obstacle to extending this result to higher dimensions lies in
establishing the tightness of aZ'D{(,-; W) in the uniform topology on W x W. In [DGZ23], only
tightness in the local uniform topology was obtained, whereas tightness in the uniform topology
was proved in two dimensions in [DDDF20]. Nevertheless, we expect that the tightness result in
the uniform topology can be achieved by adapting the arguments in [DGZ23]. If so, this would
imply that ]_N?W is also a length metric on W in higher dimensions.

We first tailor Theorem 1.2 of [DGZ23] to show the tightness of aZ! Df as e — 0.

Lemma 3.3. Let h be a whole-space log-correlated Gaussian field plus a bounded continuous func-
tion. Then as € — 0, the family of rescaled metrics {az ' Dg(-,")}es0 is tight with respect to the
local uniform topology on R% x R%. Moreover, any subsequential limit is supported on continuous
metrics on R?.

Proof. Let b1 (resp. hi1,o0) denote the variant of b, in (1.9) obtained by integrating over the time
interval (e,1) (resp. (1,00)) rather than (¢,00). Then h.; is a random continuous function and
1,00 is @ random continuous function viewed modulo a global constant. Let Dg be the exponential

metric defined with respect to b, 1, and let 4. be the median of f)g(O, e1). As proved in Theorem
1.2 of [DGZ23], as € — 0 the family of rescaled metrics éa_lf)g(-, -) is tight with respect to the

local uniform topology on R% x R%. Moreover, any subsequential limit is supported on continuous
metrics on R%.
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Let h be a whole-space LGF with the additive constant chosen so that hi(0) = 0. We now
explain how to extend the tightness result to a_ 1DfL. The key ingredient is Lemma 2.9, which
states that h * K. and h. = b, 1 + b1 have the same law when viewed as random continuous
functions modulo a global constant. Therefore, there exists a coupling of A and the white noise
such that

h * Ks - bs,l

is a random continuous function whose law is independent of €. Note that the coupling may depend
on e. With slight abuse of notation, we still use by o to denote h * K. — b, 1. We now work with
this coupling.

By [DGZ23, Lemma 6.7], for any » > 0 and p € (0, 1), there exists R > r (depending on r,p)
such that

liminfP| sup Df(u,v) < D§(9B,(0),0Br(0))| > p.
e u,v€ By (0)

On this event, the ﬁg—geodesic between any two points u, v € B,.(0) cannot cross A, r(0) = Br(0)\
B,(0) and thus lies in Br(0). Therefore, for all u,v € B,(0),

Dg(u,v)gexp<g sup hl,w(w)>bg(u,v). (3.2)

wEBR(O)

Furthermore, on the same event, by considering whether the Dj-geodesic between u,v crosses
A, r(0), for all u,v € B,(0) we have

Di(u) 2 exp( | inf | 1oc(0) ) min{ D, 0). D5 (05 (0).084(0)
weBR(0)

= exp <§ welgpfa(o) 1,00 (w)> Dy (u,v),

where in the last equality we use sup,, ,cp, (o) bﬁ(u, v) < f)g(aBr(o), 0BRr(0)).

Combining (3.2) and (3.3), it follows that as ¢ — 0, the ratios a./a. are bounded from above
and below, and the family of rescaled metrics {aZ'D5 (-, -)}es0 is tight with respect to the local
uniform topology on R? x R,

By [DGZ23, Proposition 6.4], for any R > r > 0 and p € (0, 1), there exists ¢ = ¢(r, R,p) > 0
such that

liIEn_)i(I)lf]P’ ﬁg(@Br(x), 0Bpg(z)) > cég} >p forall x € R

Combining this with

D5 (0B, (x),0Bgr(x)) > exp (f inf bl,oo(w)) DE(@BT(JC),GBR(Q:)) (3.4)

wEBR(x)

implies that every subsequential limit of {a;'D5 (-, )}.>0 as ¢ — 0 is a continuous metric, i.e.,
induces the FEuclidean topology. This proves the lemma for the whole-space LGF. The case of a
whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function can be proved similarly, since the analogs
of (3.2), (3.3), and (3.4) hold. O

The following lemma is used to show that any subsequential limit of ae_lDﬁ is a length metric.
It follows from Lemma 3.3 and the scaling invariance of the whole-space LGF (Lemma 2.2).
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Lemma 3.4. Let h be a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function. For each p € (0,1)
and C > 0, there exists a constant R > 0, depending on p,C, and the law of h, such that for all
r>0 and x € R?,

1
sup Dy (u,v) <

liminf P —
e u,vE B () C

Dy (0B, (x), 8BRT(33))] > p. (3.5)

Proof. We first consider the case of the whole-space LGF h. By Lemma 3.3, for each p € (0,1) and
C > 0, there exists R > 0 such that

D;(9B1/r(0),0B1(0)) | = p-.

1
lim inf P sup  a_ D5 (u,v) < =
e—0 [u,vGBl/R(O) © h C

Combining this with the scaling invariance of h (Lemma 2.2) and the definition of Dj implies (3.5).
For the case where h is a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function, say h = h+ g with
g bounded, we note that

exp <§£{£d9(w)> Dj, < Di < exp (E sup g(w)> 2

weR?
which gives the desired result. O

The following technical lemma is used to show (3.1). It follows from standard arguments for
length metrics.

Lemma 3.5. Let V C U C R? be two open domains, and let {D,} be a sequence of continuous
length metrics on U. Suppose that {D,} converges with respect to the local uniform topology on
U x U to a continuous metric D, and {Dy(-,;V)} converges with respect to the local uniform
topology on VXV to a continuous metric D. Then, D(u,v; V) = ﬁ(u,v; V) for all u,v € V. (Note
that D and D are not assumed to be length metrics).

Proof. Since D,,(+,-) < Dy(+,+;V), we have D < D on V x V. Similar to [DFG+20, Lemma 2.11],
one can show that for all u,v € V' with D(u,v) < D(u,dV), we have D(u,v) = D(u,v). It follows
that the D-length of any path in V' equals its D-length. Hence D(u,v;V) = D(u,v; V) for all
u,v € V. ]

We are now ready to prove Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. The tightness of the rescaled metrics {a_th}Do as ¢ — 0 follows from
Lemma 3.3. Suppose that along €, — 0, the laws of {a_ 1D‘En} converge in the local uniform
topology to D. Again by Lemma 3.3, D is a.s. a continuous metric on R%. The fact that D is a
length metric follows from Lemma 3.4, as we now elaborate.
Fix u,v € R% and § > 0. By definition, for any ¢ > 0 we can choose a path P° connecting u
and v in R? such that
len(P%;a- D) < a- ' Di(u,v) + 6.

Parametrize P by its aZ! Di-length. It follows from Lemma 3.4 that P° is uniformly bounded as
¢ — 0. Moreover, Lemma 3.3 implies that P¢ is uniformly equicontinuous. By the Arzela-Ascoli
theorem, we may pass to a subsequence {e, },>1 along which

(aj' D", PT) — (D, P) jointly in law,

22



where the second convergence is in the topology of parametrized curves.
We claim that len(P; D) < D(u,v) + 6. Indeed, for each fixed partition 0 =ty < t1 < ... < t,
of P, we have

n—1 n—1
S D(P(t), Pltin)) = Y lim a3 DEF (P (1), PP (1)
i=0 i=0 "
< lisrln_i}éf len(P%n; ae,lDf]/")
< ligni%f (a;nlDE”(u, v) +6) = D(u,v) + 0.

Taking the supremum over all partitions, we obtain len(P; lND) < 1~)(u, v) + 0. Since ¢ is arbitrary,
we see that D is a length metric. This proves the first claim in the lemma.

We now prove the second claim. The tightness of {a;'D(-,sW)}eso as € — 0 for dyadic
domains W follows from Lemma 3.3. Using a diagonal argument over W € W, we can pass to
a subsequence along which the laws of aZ'Df and {a;'D(-,; W)}lwew jointly converge. The
equality (3.1) then follows from Lemma 3.5. O

The following lemma is used to prove Weyl scaling (Axiom IIT). Its proof is similar to [DFG™20,
Lemma 2.12], so we omit it here.

Lemma 3.6. Let h be a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function. Let {e,}n>1 be a
sequence tending to 0 such that a;}Dﬁ” converges in law, in the local uniform topology on R% x R,
to a limit D. By the Skorokhod representation theorem, there exists a coupling under which this
convergence holds almost surely. The following property holds almost surely under this coupling.
For every sequence (f,) of continuous functions on R? that converges in the local uniform
topology to a bounded continuous function f, let Dﬁj_f be the exponential metric associated with

h+ fn. Then, as e, — 0, a_ lDﬁ’jrf converges to €&/ - D, as defined in (1.6).
Next, we show tightness across scales (Axiom V).

Lemma 3.7. Let h be a whole-space LGF with the additive constant chosen so that hi(0) = 0.
Let {en}n>1 be a sequence tending to 0 such that (h,az'Di") converges jointly in law to (h, Dy).
Then there exists a deterministic function r +— ¢, > 0 such that the family of random metrics
{c; e OV Dy, (r, 1) Yocreoo has tight laws with respect to the local uniform topology on R x Re.
Moreover, each subsequential limit of these laws is supported on continuous metrics on R,

Proof. For r > 0 define
h"(z) := h(rz) — h.(0).

By the scaling invariance of the whole-space LGF (Lemma 2.2), we have h" 2 .
Step 1: Construction of ¢,. By (1.3), we have

Diér(% v) = Tfleffhr(O)DfL(ru, Tv), u,v € RY.
Dividing by a./, gives
—1 e/ __a —&h(0) (-1
a_ Dy (u,v0) = We S O) (a7 D5 (ru, rv)). (3.6)

23



By Lemma 3.3, the family {a; ' D5 }o<-<1 is tight and any subsequential limit is a continuous metric
on R?. Since h" < h, the same holds for {a;ﬁDZ{T}MKn >0
Along the sequence {ey, }n>1, the right-hand side of (3.6) converges in law to

de

n

¢ e*éhr(O)Dh(r.ﬂm)7 where ¢, := lim

en—0 Tasn/r

provided the limit ¢, exists. On the other hand, by definition of a./, as the median of DZCT(O, e1),
any subsequential limit of a;/%"D;{qr has median distance between 0 and e; equal to 1. Comparing
this median distance in the limit of (3.6) shows that ¢, exists, is finite and positive, and is uniquely

determined by the law of Dj,.

Step 2: Tightness across scales. Rewriting (3.6) using ¢, = lim, o ——=2— and the convergence

ra /r
a_'D;» — Dy in law, we get

a;nl/TD;’ﬁ/r(u, v) = ¢ e O Dy (ru,rv)  in law as g, — 0.

Since the family {ag/erZér}kKn r>0 18 tight and any subsequential limit is a continuous metric on
R?, it follows that the family of laws

{c;le{hr(o)Dh(r.’ ) }0<r<0°

is tight in the local uniform topology on R? x R?, and each subsequential limit is a subsequential
limit of {a;/lTDfL{r}o@q, >0, hence supported on continuous metrics on RY. ]

Remark 3.8. Note that in Lemma 3.7, the tightness is through r € (0,00) instead of bounded
r. Using Weyl scaling (Axiom III), the tightness across scales also holds for a whole-space LGF
plus a bounded continuous function h. However, for a whole-space LGF plus a general continuous
function, the tightness across scales only holds for bounded r, say r € (0, R) where R is fixed;
see Axiom V. In Axiom V of [DFG'20], the authors restricted to the whole-space GFF, so this is
consistent with our treatment.

3.2 Local metric

In this section, we introduce the notion of a local metric and prove that any subsequential limit
of {a7' D5 }.>0 as € — 0 is a local metric. The two-dimensional version was introduced in [GM20]
and proved in [DFG™20].

Definition 3.9 (Local metric). Let h be a whole-space LGF, and let D be a random continuous
length metric on R, coupled with h. We say that D is a local metric for h if for every open set
V C RY, the internal metric D(-,-; V) is conditionally independent of the pair (h, D(-,;R%\ V))
given hly.

Definition 3.10 ({-additive local metric). Suppose (h, D) is a coupling of a whole-space LGF h
and a random continuous length metric on R?. For ¢ € R, we say that D is a &-additive local
metric for h if for each z € R% and each r > 0, the rescaled metric e $" () D is a local metric for
the field h — hy(z), which is a whole-space LGF normalized so that its average over 0B, (z) equals
zero.

We will show the following.
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Lemma 3.11. Let h be a whole-space LGF, and let (h, Dp) be any subsequential limit of the laws
of the pairs (h,a;lDZ). Then Dy, is a &-additive local metric for h. More explicitly, fix z € R?
and r > 0, and choose the additive constant of h so that the average over 0B, (z) equals zero. Let

V C R? be an open set. Then the internal metric Dy (-, V) is conditionally independent of the
pair (h, Dy(-, ;R4\ V)) given hls.

Proof of Lemma 3.11. We argue in several steps, similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.17 in [DFG™20].

Step 1: Reduction to B,(z) C V. Suppose Lemma 3.11 is true whenever B,(z) C V. Fix any
2o € R% and ry > 0 such that By, (z0) C V, and assume moreover that h is normalized so that
hro (Z()) = 0. B

Let z € R and r > 0. Let h be the field defined by

b= h— hp(2),

so that A is a whole-space LGF normalized so that h,(z) = 0. Then Lemma 3.6 implies that
a;lD% — e ) L Dy = D; in law along the same subsequence for which a;'D5 — Dy in
law. We need to show that the internal metric Dj;(-,-; V) is conditionally independent of the pair
(h, D; (-, R4\ V)) given fL|V

Note that f,(20) = —hy(2). Since Byy(20) C V, this implies that h,(2) € o(hls), and hence
hly- = fL|V + he(2) € J(B|V). By assumption, the internal metric Dy (-,+; V') is conditionally inde-
pendent of the pair (h, Dp,(+,-;R?\ V)) given hly (and hence given iL|V) Note that & = h — h,(2) is
determined by h and B’V In addition, we have Dj, (-, ; V) = e=¢hr) . Dy(, V), s0 D;, (-, V) is de-
termined by H|V and Dy (-, V). Similarly, Dj (-, ;R4\ V) is determined by B‘V and Dy (-, ;R\ V).
Hence Dj (-,-; V') is conditionally independent of the pair (h, D; (-, RT\ V) given iL|V This com-
pletes the reduction.

Step 2: Further reductions. Recall ﬁ: from Lemma 2.12, and let D}i be the associated exponen-
tial metric. By Lemma 2.12, along the same subsequence, (h,a; 'D5) converges in law to (h, Dy).
From now we work with D,EL.

Assume without loss of generality that V' # RY (hence R?\ V is allowable). Let B.(2) C V,
and let h be normalized so that h,(z) = 0. By Lemma 2.4, we can then decompose the field h as

hlgay = b+ h (3.7)

where § is a random s-harmonic function on R?\ V which is determined by hly, and his a LGF
in R?\ V which is independent of Al

Step 3: LFPP independence. Fix dyadic domains W C V and W, C R¢ \ V. Choose a
bump function ¢ which is identically 1 on a neighborhood of Wy and whose support is contained
in RY\ V. For e > 0 sufficiently small, the e-neighborhood of Wy is contained in {¢ = 1} and the
e-neighborhood of W is contained in V. Define a new field

Wi=h—g¢h.

On the set {¢ = 1} D Wy we have B’ = h —h = h, so ' and h agree there. By locality of the
exponential metrics,

D5,(sWo) €a(h)  and  Di(-,; W) € a(hly)
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for all sufficiently small €. Since hly- and h are independent, it follows that for each such e
(hls, az'D5 (-, W) and  (h, aZ' D5, (-, s W)

are independent.

Step 4: Passing to the subsequential limit. Let ¢, — 0 be a subsequence along which
(h,as_le,i’“) — (h, Dy) in law. Using Lemma 3.1, we may pass to a subsequence &) — 0 along

which we have the joint convergence in law
P17k L—1 Ak 7
(h,h, a Dk, a D)%) — (h,h, Dy, Dyr),

where Dy, = e~ . D;, by Weyl scaling (Lemma 3.6). By Lemma 3.1, after possibly passing to a
further deterministic subsequence €} — 0 we can construct continuous metrics Dy, and Dy,
on W and Wy, respectively, such that

Dpw (-, W) = Dy(-, W), Dy wi (3 Wo) = Dy (-, s Wo)

and such that the internal metrics a;,lDZk(-, W) and a;,lD;’f (+,-; Wo) converge jointly in law to
k k
Dy, w and Dy w,. The independence from Step 3 is preserved under convergence in law, so in the

limit we obtain o
(h’77Dh(77W)) AL (hﬂDh/(‘7';W0))'

Step 5: Adding the harmonic part. By the previous step, Dp(-,-; W) is conditionally inde-
pendent of (;L,Dh/(-,-;W())) given hly;. By Lemma 3.6, a.s. we have that Dp(-,-;Wo) = (e59 .
Dps)(-, -3 Wp). Hence Dp(-,-; Wp) is a measurable function of h € o(hly7) and Dy (-,-; Wp). Since
h‘Rd\V =h+ b and b is determined by hlj;, we see that h is a measurable function of h and hly.
Thus Dy(-,-; W) is conditionally independent of (h, Dy (-, -; Wy)) given h|y-. Letting W increase to
V and Wy increase to R? \ V now proves the result. O

3.3 Each subsequential limit is a measurable function of A

In this section, we prove that any subsequential limit of {a_ 1D2}5>0 as ¢ — 0 is a measurable
function of h (see Lemma 3.16). The main idea follows [GM20]: if a local metric is determined by
h up to bi-Lipschitz equivalence, then it is measurable with respect to h (see Proposition 3.15).
Along the way, we extend the results of [GM20] to higher dimensions.

Definition 3.12 (Joint local metrics). Let h be a whole-space LGF, and let {D;}1<i<n be random
continuous length metrics on R, coupled with h. We say that {D;}1<i<n are joint local metrics for
h if for every open set V. C RY, the internal metrics {D;(-, V) }1<i<n are conditionally independent
of the pair (h, {D;(-, ;R\ V) }i<i<n) given hlgz. We say that {D;}1<i<n are joint &-additive local
metrics for h if for each z € R% and each r > 0, the rescaled metrics {e‘fhr(z)Di}lggn are joint
local metrics for the shifted field h — h,(z).

Suppose D is a local metric for h and, conditionally on h, we sample D1 and Ds independently
from the conditional law of D. Then (D;, D9) are joint local metrics for h. The proof is analogous
to that of [GM20, Lemma 1.4], so we omit it. If D is £-additive, then (Dj, D) are joint {-additive
for h.
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Proposition 3.13 (Bi-Lipschitz equivalence for local metrics). Let d > 2 and let h be a whole-space
LGF on R%. Let (D1, D3) be random continuous length metrics on R?, coupled with h, which are
joint -additive local metrics for h. There exists a universal constant p € (0,1) with the following
property. Suppose there is a deterministic constant C' > 0 such that for every z € R? and every
r > 0, the event

5(2,7’) = { sup DQ(uvv;BQ'f’(z) \BT/2(Z)) < CDl(aBr/Z(z)uaBT(z»}
u,v€I B (2)

holds with probability at least p. Then almost surely Do(x,y) < C Dy(x,vy) for all z,y € RZ.

This result is the higher-dimension analogue of [GM20, Theorem 1.6], proved there in Section
4. The proof idea is as follows. By choosing p sufficiently close 1 and using the near-independence
across disjoint concentric shells (see Lemma 3.14 below), we can show that for each point in R?
there exists a pair (z,7) such that the ball B, /5(2) contains it and the event £(z,r) occurs. Then,
for any path connecting x and y, we can use these events to detour the path so that the Dy-length
of the new path is bounded above by C times the D;-length of the original path.

The &-additive of local metric allows us to extend the shell independence lemma (Lemma 2.7)
to this setting. Its proof follows verbatim that of Lemma 2.7, so we omit it.

Lemma 3.14. Let h be a whole-space LGF on Re. Let (D1, Ds) be random continuous length
metrics on R, coupled with h, which are joint &-additive local metrics for h. Fiz q € (0,1) and
¢ > 1. Let {ri}r>1 be a decreasing sequence of positive numbers such that riy1/ri < q for all
k> 1. Fiz z € RY Let {E,, (2)}k>1 be a sequence of events measurable with respect to

o ((h=hr(2))]a

For K > 1, let N(K) be the number of k € [1,K|NZ for which E, (z) occurs. For any a > 0
and b € (0,1), there exists p = p(a,b,q,q') € (0,1) (independent of the laws of Dy, D2) such that if
P[E,, (2)] > p for all k > 1, then

)s €D A g g (2)), and e_gh’”k(z)DQC,-;A,,k/q/’q/m(z)).

ri/a’a' T

PN(K) > bK] >1—e % forall K > 1.
Proof of Proposition 3.13. The event £(z,r) is measurable with respect to
e_ghr(Z)D2('a ';A’I’/Q,QT(Z)) and e_ghr(Z)Dl('a ';AT/Q,’I’<Z))7

so we can apply Lemma 3.14 with E,, (z) = &£(z,7%) and 7 = 27%. Choosing a > 100d and any
b > 0, and letting p be the corresponding constant from Lemma 3.14, our assumption P[E(z,7)] > p
implies that, for each fixed z € R?, with probability at least 1 — O('%%) as ¢ — 0,

there exists r € [,/€] N {27% : k € N} such that &(z,7) occurs. (3.8)

By a union bound, we see that the event in (3.8) holds simultaneously for all z € 15524 N B.-1(0)

with polynomially high probability as ¢ — 0.

For now on, fix a sequence ¢ — 0 along which the event in (3.8) holds for every z € lg—dZd N
B.-1(0). We will show that Dy(x,y) < CD1(z,y) for all z,y € R%

Fix z,y € R and let § > 0. Let P a path connecting  and y such that

len(P; D1) < Di(x,y) + 9.

We will build a path from B, z(z) to By, z(y) whose Da-length is bounded by C'len(P; Dy).
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Let T = len(P; D1) and parameterize P by its Dj-length. We inductively define a sequence of
times {tx }x>0 C [0,T]. Set ty = 0 and, if t;, has been defined and ¢;, < T', choose uy, € ﬁZdﬁBsq (0)
closest to P(tx) and let r, € [e,/€]N{27"™ : m € N} be such that £(ug, ri) occurs. By construction,
P(ty) € By, j2(ug). We then define #4411 to be the first time after ¢ at which P leaves B, (uy). If
there is no such time, we stop the iteration. Suppose that we obtain 0 =ty < t; < ... < tps in this
way. Then, for 0 <j < M —1

tiv1 —t; = D1(0B,, j2(u;), 0By, (uj)). (3.9)
Moreover, the event £(u;,r;) implies that for 0 < j < M —1
sup  Da(u,v; Bar; (uj) \ By, j2(uj)) < C D1(0B,, j2(uj), 0By, (uy)). (3.10)

u7veaB7'j (uj)
We now consider the balls {B;,(uj)}o<j<am—1. By construction P C Up<j<amr—1B;,(u;) and
the latter union is connected. Therefore, the set Up<j< M,18Brj (uj) contains a path connecting

By z(z) to By z(y). Let P be any such path. Recording the times at which P moves from one
sphere 0B, (uj) to another and then performing a loop erasure so that no sphere is visited more
than once, we obtain a sequence of points a1, as, ..., ar, such that a; € BQ\/g(CL‘), ay, € BQ\/g(y), and
foreach 1 <i<L-1,

there exists 0 < j(i) < M — 1 so that a; and a;4+1 both lie on 0B, , (u;(;)),
and j(i1) # j(i2) whenever i1 # is.

Therefore,
L—1

Ds(Bs,z(2), By, z(y) ZDz aiyait1) <Y sup Do(u, v; Bar, (W) \ Broy o (Wiay)-
i=1 WEIBr; ) (u;(i))

Since the indices j(i) are all different,

M-1

Dy(Bye(), Boyz(y)) < Y s )Dz(u’v;Bzrj(ug')\Brj/g(ug'))-
=0 u,v€I By (U

Combining this with (3.9) and (3.10) yields

M-1 M—-1
Da(Byye(w), Bye ) € 3 C Da(0By, o(uj), 0Br, (1)) < C 3 (i1 — 1))

< C’len(P; Dl) < C(Dl(.’B, y) + (5)
First letting € — 0 and then letting 6 — 0 yields Do(x,7y) < C Dy(z,y) for all 2,y € RY. O

We now show that if a local metric is determined by h up to bi-Lipschitz equivalence, then it is
measurable with respect to h. The main input is the Efron-Stein inequality.

Proposition 3.15 (Measurability of local metrics). Let d > 2 and let h be a whole-space LGF. Let
D be a random continuous length metric on R% coupled with h. Assume that D is a local metric for
h and that D is determined by h up to bi-Lipschitz equivalence: if we condition on h and sample
D,ﬁ i.i.d. from the conditional law of D given h, then a.s. there exists a random constant C > 1
(depending on h) such that

5(z,w) < CD(z,w), Vz,w e RY.
Then D is a.s. determined by h (i.e., we can in fact take C =1).
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Proof. The proof is the higher-dimensional analogue of [GM20, Theorem 1.7], proved there in
Section 5. Let U C R? be an open bounded connected set. We will show that D(-,-;U) is a.s.
determined by h. Letting U increase to R? yields the desired statement.

The key input is Efron-Stein inequality [ES81]: for any measurable function F' = F(Xy,...,X,)
of independent random variables X1, ..., X,,, and any family X],..., X/ of i.i.d. copies, writing

FO = F(Xy,..., Xi—1, X}, Xig1, ..., Xn),

we have

Step 1: Random shifted grid and path decomposition. Fix ¢ > 0. Sample a random shift
6 uniformly from [0,¢]¢ and let Gy be the union of all coordinate hyperplanes {z) € €Z + 0},
k=1,...,d. Let S be the collection of open boxes of side length e determined by Gg. Let P be
any (random) path in U with finite D-length, chosen measurably from (h, D). Parametrize P by
its D-length. Exactly as in [GM20, Lemma 5.2], using that the parameterized path is independent
of 6, one proves that the set of times at which P hits Gy has Lebesgue measure 0 a.s., and hence

len(P;D) = Y len(PNS;D)  as. (3.11)
Ses;

Let D be independently sampled from the conditional law of D given by h. By assumption, for some
random constant C' > 1, we have C~'D(z,y) < D(z,y) < CD(z,y) for all z,y € R Therefore,
if we parametrize P by its D-length, then the set of times at which P hits Gy also has Lebesgue
measure 0 a.s., which implies that

len(P; D) = Z len(P N S;ZND) a.s. (3.12)
Ses:

Step 2: Reconstruction from grid internal metrics. For S € Sj, let D(-,-;.S) be the internal
metric of D on S. Let Sj(U) be the boxes in Sj that intersect U. We claim that D(-,-;U) is a.s.
determined by

(h,0,{D(-,5) : S € S5(U)}).

Indeed, given these data, let D, D° be two conditionally i.i.d. samples with the same internal metrics
on each box:
D(,,58) =D-,+8) VS e S5(U).

Fix z,y € U and § > 0. Let P be a path from z and y in U with len(P; D) < D(z,y;U) + 9.
Using (3.11), (3.12), and the fact that D and D° agree on each box, we get a.s.

len(P;D) =) len(PNS;D) and len(P;D%) = len(PNS; D% = len(PNS; D).
S S S

Thus len(P; D%) = len(P; D) and hence
D%z, y; U) <len(P;D°) < D(x,y;U) + 0.

Letting § — 0 gives D°(x,3;U) < D(z,y;U). The same argument with D, D? swapped yields
D(z,y;U) < D%z, y;U). Thus D = D a.s. on rational pairs, and hence everywhere by continuity.
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Step 3: Independence across boxes from locality. By the definition of a local metric (Def-
inition 3.9), for any countable family of pairwise disjoint open sets the corresponding internal
metrics are conditionally independent given the field. Thus, conditioning on (h,#), the family
{D(-,;S): S €85(U)} is conditionally independent.

Step 4: Resampling on a single box and Efron-Stein inequality. Fix x,y € U with
D(z,y) < D(x,0U). For S € S5(U), define D° by resampling the internal metric on S from its
conditional law given (h, ), while keeping D(-, -; S) fixed for all S € S5(U) \ {S}. Conditioning on
(h,0) and applying the Efron-Stein inequality with F' = D(z,y; U) and F5) = D3(z,: U) gives

Var[D(w,y;U)|h,6] < % Z E[(Ds(x,y; U) — D(z,v; U))ﬂh,@}
SeS;(U)
) (3.13)
= > E[(DS(:E,y;U) — D(x,y;U))" hﬂ],
SeSs(U)

where we write a; = max{a,0} for a € R and the second line uses symmetry.

Now we show that the right-hand side of (3.13) tends to 0 as ¢ — 0. Let P be a path from z to
y in U with len(P; D) < D(z,y; U)+e?. Using (3.11) and (3.12) together with C~'D < D% < OD,
we have a.s.

D%(x,y;U) = D(z,y;U) < len(P; D) — D(,y; U)
len(P; D°) — len(P; D) + £
—=len(P N S;D%) —len(P N S; D) + &2

< Clen(PNS;D) + e

<
<

Therefore,
3 E[(Ds(x,y; U) — D(x,y:0))* |, 9} < 3 E[(Clen(Pm S; D) +sd)2)h, 9}
SeSs(U) SeS5(U)
<20> Y E [len(P ns: D)Q‘h, 9} + 222 55(U)).
SeSs(U)
(3.14)
Note that
3 E[len(P N S; D), 9} = Ellen(P; D)|h, 0] < E[D(z, y; U)|h, 0] + <, (3.15)

SeSE(U)

which is finite due to the bi-Lipschitz equivalence (see Lemma 5.1 in [GM20]). Moreover, since D
is continuous, we have

max len(PNS;D) =0 as. ase— 0. (3.16)

SeSE(U)

Indeed, since D(z,y) < D(x,0U), the path P stays uniformly bounded away from 90U as ¢ — 0.
If the left-hand side of (3.16) does not converge to 0, then there exists A > 0 and a sequence of
en — 0 such that for each e, we can find S € Sy (U) with len(P N S;D) > A. In that case, we
could replace the segment of P inside S by a path whose D-length is o, (1). This produces a path
connecting x and y with D-length at most

D(z,y;U) + €% — XA+ o0.,(1) < D(z,y;U)
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for all sufficiently small ,,, which is a contradiction.

Combing (3.15) and (3.16), we see that the first term on the right-hand side of (3.14) converges
to 0 as € — 0. Since |S5(U)| = O(c™%), the second term is of order O(¢?) and thus also converges
to 0. Taking ¢ — 0 in (3.13), we conclude that D(z,y;U) is a.s. determined by h whenever
D(z,y) < D(z,0U).

Finally, by considering rational pairs (x,y) and using that D(:,-;U) is a continuous length
metric, we see that D(-,-;U) is a.s. determined by h. Letting U increase to R? yields the desired
result. O

The main result of this section is the following.

Lemma 3.16. Let h be a whole-space LGF with the additive constant chosen so that hi(0) = 0,
and let (h, Dy) be the limit in law of (h,az1D5) along a sequence e, — 0. Then Dy, is almost surely
determined by h. In particular, aa_lDieZ converges in probability to Dy, along €, — 0.

Proof. Let p € (0,1) be the universal constant in Proposition 3.13. Lemma 3.11 implies that Dy
is a &-additive local metric for h, and hence also a local metric for h. Furthermore, Lemma 3.7
implies that there exists A > 1 such that for all z € R? and r > 0,

1
P[DA(0B,2(2),0B,(2)) = A" e > L,
1+p
el

P

sup Dy (u,v; Bay(2) \m) < Ac, )| >
u,vEDBy(2)

If we condition on h and sample two conditionally independent copies D}(Ll), Df) of Dy, then the
pair (D,(ll), D;LZ)) is a joint &-additive local metric for h, and the above bounds imply that the events
E(z,r) of Proposition 3.13 hold for D; = D,(ll) and Dy = D,(f) with probability at least p, with
C = A?%. Therefore, Proposition 3.13 implies that D;Ll) and D;LQ) are bi-Lipschitz equivalent. In
particular, Dy, is determined by h up to bi-Lipschitz equivalence.

Applying Proposition 3.15 now shows that Dy is a.s. determined by h. Finally, by a stan-
dard measurability argument (see Lemma 1.3 in [DFGT20]), we deduce that aZ! D converges in
probability to D}, along this subsequence. O

3.4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section we finish the proof of Theorem 1.3. Let h be a whole-space LGF with the additive
constant chosen so that hy(0) = 0.

Step 1: Defining Dy for a whole-space LGF plus a bounded function and checking
Axioms I, III, TV, V. By Lemma 3.3, for every sequence &, — 0 there exists a subsequence
el, — 0 along which (h, a;nlDZ%) converges in law to (h, D). Lemma 3.16 implies that Dy, is almost
surely determined by h, and the convergence holds in probability. Therefore, we can pass to a
further subsequence ¢!/ — 0 along which (h, a;élDZZ) converges almost surely to (h, Dp).

Let now f : R? — R be bounded and continuous. By Lemma 3.6, almost surely, along ¢/ — 0,
we have a;;DZ%_f — €8 . Dy, for every such f, where e¢/ - Dy, is as defined in (1.6). We set

Dpyyr = et Dy,.

Then Dy, s is a.s. determined by h + f and a;/lDZ;i  converges almost surely to Dy ¢ as €, — 0.
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Thus we obtain a measurable map h — Dy from generalized functions to continuous metrics,
a.s. defined whenever h is a whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function. By Lemma 3.1,
Dy, is a length metric (Axiom I). Weyl scaling for bounded continuous f (Axiom III) follows from
the definition. Axiom IV is immediate from the almost sure convergence. Lemma 3.7 yields the
tightness across scales (Axiom V).

Step 2: Locality (Axiom II) for a whole-space LGF plus a bounded function. Let h be a
whole-space LGF plus a bounded continuous function. We now show that for an open set V C R¢,
Dy(-,-; V) is a.s. determined by h|y. Let O be a bounded open subset of V. It suffices to show that
for u,v € O with Dy(u,v) < Dp(u,d0), the internal distance Dy(u, v; O) is a.s. determined by h|y.
Then we can increase O to V and deduce that Dy(-,-; V) is a.s. determined by h|y .

Let h? be the convolution of h with ¥ K. as in (2.20), and let D{ be the exponential metric
associated with it. Lemma 2.12 implies that lim.s_,qsup, g |h%(z) — hZ(2)| = 0. Therefore, the

1"
almost sure convergence of a;,lDE" to Dy, implies that

lim0 ag_,,ll_)ix (u,v; O) = Dp(u,v;0) almost surely.

el — n

For all sufficiently small €/, the left-hand side is determined by h|y, and hence Dy (u,v; O) is also
determined by h|y . Increasing O to V yields the desired result. This checks Axiom II for h.

Step 3: Extension to a whole-space LGF plus a general continuous function. Let h be a
whole-plane GFF and let f be a (possibly random) unbounded continuous function. For a bounded
open set V C R%, choose a smooth compactly supported function ¢ with ¢ =1 on V and define

D}y s = Dhyos(-5 V).

By locality (Axiom II) in the bounded case, D}‘l/+ s depends only on (h + f)[v and is independent
of the choice of ¢.

Given a continuous path P contained in some bounded V', define its Dj r-length to be the
D}‘L/Jrf-length of P; this does not depend on V' by construction. For z, w € R? set Dpf(z,w) to be
the infimum of the Dy, y-lengths of continuous paths from z to w. Then Dy is a length metric
on R¢ which is a.s. determined by h + f, and for each bounded V we have Dpis(-,5V) = D}‘L/Jrf,
hence determined by (h + f)|v, which implies Axiom II. Axioms III, IV, and V are inherited from
the bounded case.

Combining the three steps, for any sequence e, — 0, we have constructed a map h — Dy, a.s.
defined for every whole-space LGF plus a continuous function, which satisfies Axioms [-V and such
that there exists a subsequence &/ — 0 with the property for any h that is a whole-space LGF plus
a bounded continuous function,

lim a_'Di" = Dy, in probability,

" €
ep—0 "n

which is exactly the statement of Theorem 1.3.

4 Quantitative properties of weak exponential metrics

In this section we establish quantitative properties of weak exponential metrics. In Section 4.1
we prove Theorem 1.6. We prove Theorem 1.4, which records moment bounds for several types
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of distances, in Sections 4.2-4.4. In Section 4.5 we prove Theorem 1.7. In Section 4.6, we prove
Theorem 1.8.

Throughout this section we fix v € (0,v/2d) and let £, Q, d., be as defined in (1.5). Let Dy be a
weak y-exponential metric, and let h be a whole-space LGF with additive constant chosen so that
h1(0) = 0.

4.1 Up-to-constants bounds for the scaling constants c,

In this section we prove Theorem 1.6. The argument follows the planar strategy of [DG23c| with
modifications in higher dimensions. We also show that any two weak y-exponential metrics are
up-to-constants equivalent (Proposition 4.6), a fact that may be useful for establishing uniqueness.

Recall from (1.3) that Dj is the exponential metric built from the mollification A}. In Sec-
tion 2.4 we introduced a localized truncation h?, depending only on the \/z-neighborhood of its
argument. To prove Theorem 1.6, we need to consider a different truncation depending on a smaller
neighborhood. Define

R(z) = 2! /Rd W) B (2 — w)K(z —w)dw  for = € RY, (4.1)

where ¥.: RY — [0,1] is a radial bump function with U (u) = 1 for lu| < 2e(loge™1)!0 and
U (u) =0 for |u| > e(loge™1)!0, and

Ze = /Rd U, (u)Ke(u) du

is a normalizing constant. This normalization makes h* shift by the same additive constant as h.
Let D5 denote the exponential metric associated with h*
The next lemma is the analogue of Lemma 2.12 for h;.

Lemma 4.1. Let h be a whole-space LGF with additive constant chosen so that hi(0) = 0. For
any bounded open set U C R, almost surely

lim sup ’h* ﬁ:(z)‘ =0.

e—0 U

Proof. The argument parallels the proof of Lemma 2.12, using Lemma 2.13. By Lemma 2.13 there
is a random constant C' < oo such that

| (2 )]<C’max{log Jdogr, 1} for all z € U and r > 0.
Using polar coordinates and radiality of \ffg and K., we have
27Td/2
I'(d/2)

Hence, for z € U,

27Td/2

[k d 232 = s [ R K ) dr

he(z) =

—~ 2d/2 0o
Z:h} r b, (2)| K
[Z:02(2) = 1) < Frrg; /Ew oy e @Kl dr

1
< C’/ r¥ 1t max{log —,logr, 1} e~ 4|K(r/e)| dr.
log —1 10/2 T
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By Lemma 2.9, there exists C’ > 0 with |K(z)| < C'|z|~2¢*! for all z € R% Using this and
substituting r = eu, we get

~ o0 1
|Z5h:(z) - h:(z)| <C u?! max{log —, log eu, 1}u =24 du
(loge—1)10/2 Eu
o0 (4.2)
<C w1l Vuu 2 du < (loge™1) 72,

(loge—1)10/2

which tends to 0 as e — 0, uniformly in z € U.
Similarly, for all sufficiently small ¢,

1Z. — 1| = ‘/Rd (Ve (u) — 1) Ke(u) du| < (loge™h) 72

Moreover, Var(h?(z)) = loge~! 4+ O(1) implies that, almost surely for all sufficiently small ¢,

sup |hZ(z)] < (V2d+1)loge™t.
2eU

Combining these estimates and using the triangle inequality gives

sup |h;(z) —ﬁ;(z)‘ < sup ‘Zﬁ;(z) — hi(2)| +|Z- — 1] Z- ' sup |Z€ﬁ:(z)} =0 ase — 0. O

zeU zeU zeU

Recall Dj and a. from (1.3) and (1.4). The main step in proving Theorem 1.6 is Proposition 4.2
below, which compares a_ 1D,€L and Dy. Based on Proposition 4.2, we will then show that ¢,.cs =< ¢;s
with constants depending only on Dy, which implies Theorem 1.6. To prove Proposition 4.2, we
rely on the shell independence lemma. By comparing the metric a_ 1132 (which is close to a_ lDfL
by Lemmas 4.3) and Dy, across shells with radii in [¢!7¢/2,17¢] and showing that regularity events
occur around each point with high probability, we can compare them globally. One subtlety is that
the scaling constants for aglﬁi and Dy, differ by the factor t‘z/g =, where r is the radius, and there
is no a prior bound on this ratio. We argue by contradiction that at a large fraction of scales these
scaling constants are up-to-constants equivalent; see Lemma 4.5.

Proposition 4.2. Fiz R satisfying (2.8) and choose K as in Lemma 2.9. For each ¢ € (0,1), there
exists a constant C > 0, depending only on ¢, R, and the law of Dy, such that the following is true.
Let U € R? be a bounded connected open set. With probability tending to 1 as e — 0,

a_' D5 (B.-¢(2), Ba—c(w); Ba-¢(U)) < C Dp(z,w;U), Vz,we U (4.3)

and

Dy(Baa-¢(2), Ba—c(w); Ba—c(U)) < CaZ' D5 (z,w; U), Vz,w € U. (4.4)

We now prove Proposition 4.2. Fix ¢ € (0,1). For z € R%, € € (0,1), 7 € (g,1), and C > 0, let
E%(z;C) be the event that the following holds:

Dy (across A, 9,(2)) > C e, eéhr (@)

sup  Dp(u,v; Ay 20r(2)) < C,ehr(@)
u,’ueaBr(z)

~ ra./,
a_ ' D5 (across Ayjar(2) 2 C’*lai/eém(z),
£

(4.5)

~ a r
a7l sup Df (0 Ay (2)) < O et (o),

€
u,v€OB(2) de

Note that the roles of a_ 113,81 and Dj, are simply interchanged.
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Lemma 4.3. For fixred p € (0,1), we can choose C > 0 sufficiently large (depending only on p, R,
and the law of Dy, ) such that

P[EE(z;C)] >p, VO<e<r<l1, zeR< (4.6)

Proof. Since Dy, and ]52 are both translation invariant in law by Axiom IV and definition, it suffices
to consider the case z = 0. Estimates for the first two events in (4.5) for Dy, follow directly from
Axiom V. Now we consider the last two events for aZ'D5. Define h"(:) := h(r:) — h,(0). By

Lemma 2.2, we have h" 2 h. Recall from (3.6) that

ra
e/ (Ehn(0)

s

- DZ{T(U, v) Vu,v € RY,

1
a_ Dy (ru,rv) = o/

X a
Recall from the proof of Lemma 3.7 that the family {35_/TD24T}0<5<T, >0 18 tight and any subse-

quential limit is a continuous metric on R%. Therefore, the laws of

(a2 /(S N e (47

are also tight and any subsequential limit induces the Euclidean topology. This implies that the
last two events in (4.5), with Dj replaced by Dj, occur with probability arbitrarily close to 1 as

C' — oo, uniformly over € and r. Applying Lemma 4.1, the same conclusion applies to Dj . O

Define
NE = [e17¢2 110N {27%  k e N} (4.8)

We now apply the shell independence lemma (Lemma 2.7) to this set of radii to compare ae_lﬁi
and Dp; see Proposition 3.13 for similar arguments.

Lemma 4.4. There exists a constant C' > 0, depending only on , KR, and the law of Dy, such that
the following is true. Let U C R be a bounded connected open set. Let ¢ € (0,1) and let R® be a
deterministic subset of N¢ with |R¢| > 1—1(]|N5|. Then, with probability tending to 1 as e — 0, at a
rate uniform in R, we have for all z,w € U

~ Tag/y
a; ' Dj,(B.i—¢(2), Ba—c(w); Ba—c(U)) < C<Hel%x ; 2/ >Dh(z,w; U) (4.9)
r€RE Crag
and .
. Tag/r a —1R”e
Dyp(B.-¢(2), Ba—c(w); Ba-¢(U)) < C’<n€1712nE ca> a_ Dj(z,w;U). (4.10)

Proof. By Axioms IIT and II, the first two events in (4.5) for Dj, are determined by (h—hr(2))]4, ,, ., ()-

By the definition of h. from (4.1), the last two events in (4.5) for 132 is determined by (h —
he(2))4, )40 (2) Tor 7 € N# and all sufficiently small e. Therefore, similarly to (3.8), we can use the
near-independence across shells (Lemma 2.7) and (4.6) to show that there exists C' > 0 (depending
only on (, &, and Dy) such that with polynomially high probability as e — 0, at a rate uniform in
R, the following event holds:

for each u € eZ? N B.-1(0), there exists r € R® such that E2(u;C) occurs. (4.11)

For now on, we assume (4.11) holds and show (4.9) and (4.10). We will only prove (4.9),
and (4.10) follows from essentially the same argument with the roles of a-! Df and D, interchanged.
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Fix z,w € U. Let P a path connecting z and w in U such that len(P; D) < 2Dp(z, w; U). We will
build a path from B.i—¢(z) to B.i—¢(w) in B,i—¢(U) whose a;lﬁi—length can be upper-bounded.

We parameterize P by its Dp-length and let T' = len(P; Dy,). We inductively define a sequence
of times {t;}x>0 C [0,T]. Let to = 0. If #; has been defined and t;, < T, choose uy, € ¢Z% N B.-1(0)
closest to P(ty) and let rp € R such that Ef, (ug;C) occurs. By construction, P(tx) € B, ja(ug)-
We then define t;11 to be the first time after ¢; at which P leaves B, (uy). If there is no such
time, we stop the iteration. Suppose that we obtain 0 =ty < t; < ... < tjs in this way. Then, for
0<j<M-—1,

tj+1 —t; > Dp(across A, o, (u;)).

Moreover, the first and fourth inequalities in the event E7. (uj; C) imply that for 0 <j < M —1,

~ Tide Tidg /.
_1 J9%/r; €hy (u; 2" d/r
a_ sup Dy (u,v; Ay, j20r, (uj)) < C L= ey () < o ———Dp(across A, sz, (uj)).
u,vE€D By, (ujy) s Crjde

Similarly to the proof of Proposition 3.13, we can construct a path P connecting B.i1-¢(z) and
B€17g (w) in UOSjSM_lB2Tj (u]) (hence in le—g (U)) such that

M-1
len(P;a; D) < 3 et sup - Di(u, v Ay o, (ug)
]:0 u,vE@Br]- (uj)

Combining this with the preceding inequalities yields

M—1
aE_lDi(Bakg(Z), B.i-c(w); Ba—c(U)) < C? (max 6/> Dy (across A, /2. (uj))
=0

ra ra
< C? (max 6/r> len(P; Dy,) < 2C? (max 8/T> Dp(z,w;U),
reRE Crae rERE Cpae

which proves (4.9). Inequality (4.10) follows from a similar argument. O

In order to deduce Proposition 4.2 from Lemma 4.4, it suffices to find R C N°¢ such that %
is bounded from above and below, which is in fact a consequence of Lemma 4.4 due to the arbitrary

choice of RE.

Lemma 4.5. There exists C > 1, depending only on ¢, K, and the law of Dy, such that for each
e €(0,1), there are at least |IN®|/2 values of r € N such that

rae/r
Crag

ct< <C. (4.12)
Proof. Take z =0, w = 2e; = (2,0,...,0) and U = By4(0) in (4.9) from Lemma 4.4. We have for
any deterministic R C N with |R| > {5|A/?|, with probability tending to 1 as e — 0, independent
of the choice of RE,

3;152(831/2(0)7 8B1(0)) < aglﬁZ(Bezl—C (2)7 Bal—C(w); Bal—C(U)) < C<max Taa/r>Dh(Z7w; U)

r€RE Crag
R (4.13)
By Lemmas 3.3 and 4.1, we know that as ¢ — 0, a;lDi is tight with respect to the local uniform
topology and any subsequential limit induces the Euclidean topology. In particular, this implies
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that ase — 0, a_ 1132(831 12(0),0B1(0)) is tight and bounded away from 0 in probability. Therefore,
there exists ¢ > 0 such that for at least -5|NV| radii in V¢, we have
Tag/r
crae

>c

raE/T
Crac
Similar we can use (4.10) to show that for at least 1%\/\/5\ radii in AV¢, we have

Otherwise, we could choose Rf so that max,cpe < ¢, yielding a contradiction with (4.13).

Tag/r < c_l
— )

Cras

where we decrease c if necessary. This concludes the proof. O
We now finish the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. By Lemma 4.5, we can pick R® C N¢ with |R¢| > ;5|NV¢| such that (4.12)
holds. Applying Lemma 4.4 with this choice of R completes the proof. O

We now proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Step 1. Let ¢ = 1/2 and fix any 8 satisfying (2.8). We first show that
there exists C' > 1, depending only on K and the law of Dy, such that for all R > 1, the following
holds when ¢ is sufficiently small (which may depend on R):

aE T —
o<l oo it <r <R (4.14)

Crag

This essentially follows from Proposition 4.2. Indeed, by (4.3), with probability tending to 1 as
e — 0, for all z € 9B, 5(0) and w € 9B3,(0), and with U = B,g(0), we have

a_' D5 (across A,9.(0)) < az ' D5 (B.i—¢(2), Ba—c(w); Ba—c(U)) < C Dy(z,w; U).
Taking the infimum over z, w on the right-hand side gives
a_ ' D5 (across Ay2,(0)) < C Dy, (across Ay j2.3:(0)).

By Axiom V, the family {c;'e=¢" () D) (across Ay 2.37(0)) bo<r<oo is tight. Tt follows from (4.7)
(see also Lemma 3.7) that the laws of {aZ!D5 (across AT,QT(0))/(%6%(0))}0@«7 r>0 are tight
and any subsequential limit is positive. Therefore, there exists C' > 1 (independent of R) such that
for all sufficiently small e,
ra
¢ > C‘l%r, V10 ¢ < r < R.
3
The other inequality in (4.14) follows from a similar argument by applying (4.4) from Proposi-
tion 4.2.
Step 2. It follows from (4.14) that for any r, s > 0, as ¢ is sufficiently small,

ra sa rsa

ey = e/r % e/(sr) _ e/(sr) = cor,
e Ae/r ace

where the implicit constants in =< depend only on the law of Dj. Combined with a subadditive

inequality (see, e.g., Lemma 3.8 in [DG23c]), this yields that there exists « € R such that ¢y—»n <

27" for n € N. Using Axiom V and ¢, =< %, we further obtain ¢, =< r® for all » > 0. By

Proposition 1.1 in [DGZ23], we have a. = ' ¢@+°(1) as ¢ — 0. Combining this with (4.14), we
deduce that a = £Q). O
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Now we show that any two weak y-exponential metrics are up-to-constants equivalent.

Proposition 4.6. Fiz v € (0,v2d). Let Dy and l~)h be two weak ~y-exponential metrics. Then
there exists a deterministic constant C' > 1 (depending on the laws of Dy and Dy, ) such that almost

surely
C™'Dy(z,w) < Dp(z,w) < CDy(z,w), Vz,w e RY.

Proof. We claim that for each ¢ € (0,1), there exists a constant C' > 0 (depending only on ¢ and
the laws of Dy, and Dp,) such that for any bounded connected open set U, with probability tending
tolase — 0,

Eh(stl*C (Z)a lefC (w)a BelfC (U)) <C Dh(Z, w; U)a Vz,we U,
Dp(Ba-c(2), Ba—c(w); Ba—c(U)) < C Dy(z,w;U), Vz,we U.

In fact this follows verbatim from the proof of Lemma 4.4, with ae_lﬁi replaced by Eh- Note that

the scaling constants for Dy, and lNDh are the same.
Let ¢ = 1/2. Fix z,w € R% Sending ¢ — 0 in the first inequality gives that almost surely

Dy (z,w) < C Dp(z,w;U). (4.15)

It follows from Axiom V that for any p € (0,1) and A > 0, there exists R > 1 (depending only on
p, A, and the law of D) such that for all » > 0,

Dh(aBr(O)v aBRr(O)) > p.

| =

P| sup Dyluw)<
u,v€ B, (0)

Therefore, the Dj-geodesic between z and w is almost surely contained in some bounded region.
Hence letting U increase to R? in (4.15) yields Dy, (z,w) < CDp(z,w). By considering rational pairs
(z,w) and using that D and Dy, are continuous metrics, we get that almost surely ﬁh(z,w) <
CDh(~z,w) for all z,w € R% The reverse inequality is obtained by interchanging the roles of Dj,
and Dh. L]

4.2 Superpolynomial concentration bound for set-to-set distances

In this section, we prove superpolynomial concentration bounds for the set-to-set distance (Propo-
sition 4.7) and the around distance (Proposition 4.10). The proof strategy is similar to that
of [DFG'20, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 4.7. Let U C R? be connected and open. Let K1, K be two disjoint connected compact
subsets of U that are not singletons. For each v > 0, with superpolynomially high probability as
A — o0, at a rate uniform in r, we have

A e efh ) < Dy (2 Ky, 1Ky 1U) < Acpeth©)

The proof of Proposition 4.7 is another application of the shell independence lemma (Lemma 2.7)
and Axiom V. Using them, with high probability, we can cover rU by small Euclidean shells
{A;2,2-(w)} such that the Dy-across and Dp-around distances are both up-to-constants equivalent
to réQeshr (W) This allows us to control the Dj-distances globally in terms of 79 and eShr(w)  Next,
we compare these quantities with ¢, and e$"=(0) (Lemma 4.9). By choosing the scales appropriately
as functions of A, we obtain the proposition.
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For C > 1, z € R? and r > 0, let E,(z;C) denote the event that

sup  Dp(u,v; Ay jo0,(2)) < CréQe™ @) and  Dy(0B, j2(2), 0B, (2)) > C1r¢Qetn (),
u,v€EIBy(z)
(4.16)
By Axioms IIT and II, the event E,(2;C) is measurable with respect to (b — hr(2))]a, ,,,(») and
thus fits into the assumptions of Lemma 2.7. Moreover, by Axioms IV and V, E,(z; C') occurs with
probability arbitrarily close to 1 as C — oo, at a rate uniform in z and r. Applying Lemma 2.7
yields the following lemma (see, e.g., (3.8) for a similar application).

Lemma 4.8. For each M > 0, there exists C' = C(M) > 1 such that with probability at least
1—O0(eM) as e — 0, at a rate uniform in r, the following holds. For each w € %mzd N B.-1,.(0),
there exists v € [e?r,er] N {27%r : k € N} such that E,.(w; C) occurs.

Next, we upper-bound |h,(w) — hy(0)| for those r and w satisfying the above lemma.

Lemma 4.9. There exists a universal constant A > 0 (depending only on d) such that the following
holds. For each M > X\, with probability at least 1 — O(EM/)‘) as € — 0, at a rate uniform in r, we
have for all w € %er N B.-1,(0) and r € [e®r,er] N {27 Fr : k € N},

R (w) — he(0)] < VM loge™. (4.17)

Proof. By the scaling invariance of h (Lemma 2.2), we may assume r = 1. Note that h,(w) — hy(0)
is centered Gaussian with variance O(loge~!). Therefore, for some universal constant C' > 0 and
any M > 1,

P[|hr(w) — by (0)] > VM loge™t| = O(M/©).
There are at most O(¢~34~19) choices of (w,r). Taking a union bound over all such pairs and
choosing A\ > 0 sufficiently large then yields the desired bound of order O(eM/*). O

We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.7.

Proof of Proposition 4.7. Let X be as in Lemma 4.9 and fix any M > \. Let C = C(M) > 1 be the
constant from Lemma 4.8. Suppose that the events in Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9 both occur. We first
lower-bound Dy (r K1, rKo;rU).

For any path P connecting rK; and rK» in rU, let w be a point in %H‘Zd which is closest to
this path. Let r € [¢%r,er] N {27%r : k € N} be such that E,(w;C) occurs. By construction, P
crosses A, o (w). Therefore, by the event E,.(w;C) from (4.16),

len(P; D) > Dy(0B, jo(w), 0B, (w)) > C e et (),
By Theorem 1.6, we may assume ¢; = t¢% for ¢ > 0. Combined this with 7 > &%r and (4.17), we get
len(P; D) > O~ 1e26Q (Ehe(0)=VMloge™) _ 01 20Q VM  £he(0)
Since P is arbitrary, we obtain
Dy(rKy,vKy;xU) > C1eXQHeVM eh=(0) (4.18)

Choosing ¢ such that CLle2%Q+eVM — A~! we see that the probability that the events in Lem-
mas 4.8 and 4.9 both occur is at least 1 — O.(eM) — O.(¢M/*) as ¢ — 0, which equals

M/

M
1-0a ((CA_l)QEQHm) — OA((CA_1)2€Q+5W) as A — oo. (4.19)
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Since M can be arbitrary large, this holds with superpolynomially high probability as A — oc.
To upper-bound Dy (r K1, rKo;rU), we can find a lattice path (wy,...,wy) on %er connecting
rK; and rKs inside rU, with L < C’e¢=%¢ for some C' = C'(U) > 0. For each 1 < i < L, by
Lemma 4.8, there exists r; € [¢%r,er] N {27Fr : k € N} such that E,, (w;; C) occurs. As in the proof
of Proposition 3.13, we can construct a path P connecting rK; and rK» in Ui<i<r,Bar, (w;) such

that
L

len(]S; Dp) < Z sup  Dp(u,v; Ay, 2,97, (Wi)).
i—1 WVEIBy, (w;)

Using the event E,, (w;;C') from (4.16), Theorem 1.6 and (4.11), we get

L L
len(P; Dy) < 3 Cr§Qethni(w) < 37 (22QpEQEe 0+ loge ™),
=1 =1

Combined with L < C’¢72¢, we get
Du(rKy,vKy;rU) < CC'e2+2%Q—6VM 1£Q £hx (0), (4.20)

Choosing € such that CC’ e~ 20+2Q-EVM — 4 yields the desired upper bound. As in (4.19), since
M can be taken arbitrarily large, this bound holds with superpolynomially high probability as
A — . O

Recall from (1.10) the definition of Dj-distance around a shell. For z € R% and ro > 1y > 0,

Dy (around A, »,(2)) = Ps)ug Dy (Pr, Po; Ary 1y (2)),
1,172

where the supremum is taken over all continuous paths connecting the inner and outer boundaries
of Aryr(2).

Proposition 4.10. Let 7o > 1 > 0. For each v > 0 and z € R%, with superpolynomially high
probability as A — oo, at a rate uniform in r and z, we have

A e e (%) < Dy (around Apyrror(2)) < Ac efhe(®)

Proof of Proposition 4.10. By Axiom IV, we may assume z = 0. The lower bound follows by
considering two fixed disjoint paths P; and P» crossing A;, ,,(0) and observing that (4.18) from the
proof of Proposition 4.7 still holds for (U, K1, K3) = (A, r,(0), P1, ) and the same r. The upper
bound follows by noting that (4.20) in fact holds simultaneously for (K3, K2) = (Py, P2), where P,
and P are any paths crossing A,, ,,(0), with U = A, ,,(0) and the same r. O

4.3 Diameter moment bounds

In this section we prove the diameter moment bound in Theorem 1.4. Let
_ 2dd,
~2

Do and S =(0,1)%

Proposition 4.11. Let U C R be open, and let K C U be a compact connected set with more
than one point. Then for all p € (—o0, pg) there exists a constant ¢, = ¢,(U, K) < oo such that for
all v >0,

< ¢p.

p
E[(c;le_ghr(o) sup Dh(z,w;IfU)>

z,werk
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We will deduce Proposition 4.11 from the following special case.

Proposition 4.12. For all p € (—o0,pg) there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that for all v > 0,

E < ¢p.

P
(c;le_ghr(o) sup Dh(z,w;rS))

Z,WErS

We will need the following lemma on spherical average fluctuations.

'
Lemma 4.13. Let ¢ > d, R > 0, and v > 0. Then, as € — 0, with probability 1 — O (g2 _d)
uniformly in r, we have

sup{|h5r(w) — hy(0)] : w € Br:(0) N %Zd} < qloge L.

Proof. Let s € (0,q). Since t — hg—top(w) — her(w) has a Gaussian tail, there exist constants
c1, ¢c2, p1, p2 such that

P(ctu) = 10)] < (g = loge ™) = 1- 0. (=757 ).

We obtain

M)

P(|he(w) — he(0)] < qloge™) > 1 O.(7).

Now taking a union bound over O.(e~%) values of w € B, (0) N (£Z%) we conclude. O

For the proof of Proposition 4.12 we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.14. Let R > 0 and q > v2d. For each C > 1 and r > 0, it holds with probability
1— -1 V@-2dtoc(l) 45 C = o0, at a rate uniform in r, that

sup{\hgfnr(w) — he(0)] : w € Bre N <2_"_1er>} < log(C21), Vn € N.
Proof. Let E}' be the event defined by
E" = {sup{mg,nr(w) — he(0)] : w € Bpy(0) N (rnflzd)} < 1og(2cq")}.
Let ¢ > 0, and let ag,...,ay be a partition of [¢,(71], ( = ag < --- < ay = (! such that

ap —ap_1 < (forall 1 <k < N.Now using Lemma 4.13 withe =27", v =0, g+ o%k instead of ¢,
we obtain that for any n > 0 such that 2" € [C%-1,C?*], 1 <k < N,

P(EY)) < P(Sllp{\hQ—nr(w) — he(0)] s w € Bre(0) N (Tn_lled)} > (q + a1k> log(Z”)>

—a Mfd (qo +1)2
< 2—%(q+a;1)2—d <c k-1 2 < Cdak_ q 2kak "~ +oc(1)

Using a union bound over n such that 2" € [C%-1, C*] we obtain

(gog,+1)2
P(E", Yn > 0,0%1 < 27 < 0o%) > 1 — ¢ zap o),
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Again using Lemma 4.13 with ¢ = 27", v =0, ¢ + ( instead of g, we obtain

(g+¢)?
P((Er)) <272

and thus adding over all n we obtain

2_
P(E}, Vn e N: oN > C%) >1-— C*“’*%ig%wcu).

Finally, if n > 0, 2" < C€, then using a union bound we obtain

P((ET)°) < %~ S5 o)
and so 2
P(EI?7 VneN:2" > CC) >1-— Cdc_%-‘rOC(l)‘

After maximizing the quantity
(g + 1)2

do —
@ 2

with respect to o, we conclude
P(EYVn>0)>1-— C—q—\/qZ—72d+o<(1)+oc(1)_

Taking the limit as ¢ — 0 we conclude. O
We now Proposition 4.12.

Proof of Proposition 4.12. For p < 0, the bound follows directly from Proposition 4.7, so we may
restrict to p > 0.

Let g € (\/ﬁ, @). Then by Lemma 4.14 we have with probability 1 — C—a- V@ ~2d+oc(1) that
sup{|h2,nr(w) — he(0)] : w € £(0,1)% 0 (2*n*1mzd)} < log(C2%) Vn > 0.
By Propositions 4.10 and 4.7 and Theorem 1.6, we have that
AR < Dy (around B(z, rir) \ B(z, ror)) < Aré@efh=(0),

Since the metric Dy, is continuous, if z € r(0,1)¢ and we let S,,(z) be the the cube of sidelength
27"r containing z, then Diamp, (S, (2)) tends to zero as n — co. Hence

sup  Dp(z,w;r(0,1)%) < C¢rfQeth=(0) Z 2~ (Q@=a=Onton(n) < O (CF)ré@eth=(0)

WESN (2) n=Nc

with superpolynomially high probability in C. Since this holds for every z € r(0,1)? we obtain

that with probability at least 1 — C—9~V@*=2d+oc(1) for each n > Ng := |logy C¢], each cube with
corners in 27"r7Z has Dy (-, -;r(0,1)%) diameter at most Oc(C)ré?eéh=(0), Let R? denote the set of
parallelepipeds of sidelengths 27"r x 27" 11 x ... x 27"~ 1. Now note that we have that for any
parallelepiped R € R there is a path Pr between the smaller faces of R such that

Dacross(Pr) < €27 (@=a=Qgnon(n) £Q (£h=(0)
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where we used the fact that by definition of D,cross, if R, R are parallelipipeds with sidelengths
27"r x 27" Ir x ... x 27" 1p and P, P' are paths connecting the square sides of R and R’ re-
spectively, then Dy (Py, P2) < Dacross(R) + Dacross(R'). Note that any 27 "r sidelength cube whose
vertices have coordinates who are integer multiples of 2~"r contain exactly d29~! parallelepipeds
in R7.

By continuity of the Dy, metric, note that Diamp, (S, (z)) — 0 as n — oo. Therefore

sup  Dp(z, w;r(0,1)%) < CéréQeth=(0) Z 9~ (Q=a=0tnton(n) < O (CE)rEQedh= ()
wESNC(z)

n=N¢

Since this holds for any z € r(0,1)¢, with probability at least 1 — C—1-vVa®=2d+oc() | for each

n > Ng, each cube of sidelength 21 has Dy, (-, -; (0, 1)%)-diameter at most O¢(C&H<)réQeth=(0),
Since 2V¢ < O, we see that

]ED((H‘_Ie_{h“(O))fQ sup  Dp(z,w;r(0,1)%) > é) < ¢ etV —2d)+os(1)
z,wer(0,1)d

Sending ¢ — @ we conclude. O

Proof of Proposition 4.11 using Proposition 4.12. The case p < 0 again follows from Proposition
4.7. Let us assume that 0 < p < pg. Then we can cover K by finitely many translations of dilations
of S, so that S1,...,5, C U. Let ug, pr be such that S; = ur+ prS and pg, > 0. Then by Proposition
4.12 together with translation invariance for Dy, there is a constant C’p such that

Z,WErSk

p
E((c;plke_fhrpk(mk) sup Dh(z,w;rrSk)> )§C’p.

Now using the fact that hy,, (rui) — he(0) is Gaussian with constant order variance together with
Theorem 1.6, we conclude. O

4.4 Moment bounds for point-to-set and point-to-point distances

In this section we prove items 4 and 3 in Theorem 1.4. Recall that h is normalized so that h;(0) = 0.
Items 4 and 3 will follow from the estimates below. In this section we let ¢, := r$?.

Proposition 4.15. Let a € R and set h® := h—alog|-|. If & < Q, then there exists a deterministic
function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) (depending on « and the law of Dy) such that v is bounded near 0
and Y(t)/t — 0 as t — oo, with the following property. For each v > 0, with superpolynomially
high probability as C — oo, at a rate uniform in r, we have

o1 / " e O=E@=0)=v(0) gy < Dy (0,0B,(0)) < -5 / 7 e (0)-E(Q-a)t+ (D) gy
0

roé o€ |,
(4.21)
and the Dpa-distance around A, . .(0) is at most the right-hand side of (4.21).
If a > Q, then almost surely Dya(0,2) = 0o for every z € R\ {0}.

Proposition 4.16. Let o, B € R, let z,w € R? be distinct, and set h®P := h—alog|-—z| — Blog |-
—w|. If a, 5 < @, then there exists a deterministic function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) (depending only
on «,f3, and the law of Dy) such that 1 is bounded near 0 and ¥(t)/t — 0 as t — oo, with the
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following property. For each v > 0, with superpolynomially high probability as C — oo, at a rate
uniform in deterministic z,w,r, we have

Dyes(z,w) > C,l% / > (eshr,t(t))fs(@faﬁfwt) 4 eéhreft(o)*é(QfB)t*w(t)) dt (4.22)
r 0

and

Djos(z,w; Bis(2)) < O / OO(eshmft<0>—s(Q—a>t—w<t>+e&hmft(o>—g<@—mt+¢<t>)dt (4.23)
0

If either a > Q or B > Q, then Dpa(z,w) = 00 a.s..
Note that as a direct consequence of Propositions 4.15 and 4.16 we obtain the following.

Proposition 4.17. Let o € R and h* = h—alog|-|. If a < Q, then for any p < ddT”(Q — «) there
is a constant Cy, such that for any r > 0

E((rf%aﬁe*ﬁhr@)z}ha(o, 8BK(0))>p> <0,

If a > @, then a.s. Dpa(0,2) = oo for all z € 0B;(0).

Proposition 4.18. Let a, 8 € R, and let h := h — alog|- —z| — Blog| - —w|. Set v = @ If
o, B < Q, then for all p < ddT”(Q — max{a, 5}), there exists a constant Cp, > 0 such that for every
choice of z,w as above, we have

E ( (EfﬁQraée*Shr(z)Dm (z, w; Bgr(z))>p> < C)p.

If max{a, B} > Q then a.s. Dja.p(z,w) = co.

Proof of Proposition 4.17. By Proposition 4.15, with superpolynomially high probability as C' — oo
we have that

r—6Qp06e =0 D, (0. 9B, (0)) < / 7 e (0)—hae (0))~€(Q-)t (1) gy
0

Using Proposition A.2 to bound the LHS we conclude. O

Proof of Proposition 4.18. In this case we obtain

r£Qp0e~€h:() Dy (2 s By (2)) < / ~ (eswm<o>—hr(0>>—s<Q—a>t—¢<t> + eahrﬁ<o>—hr<o>>—s<c2—ﬁ>t+¢<t)) it
0

Splitting the integral and using Proposition A.2 we conclude. O

Items 3 and 4 in Theorem 1.4 follow from Propositions 4.15 and 4.16 in the same way that
Theorems 1.10 and 1.11 in [DFG*20] follow from Propositions 3.14 and 3.15 therein.
We now focus on the proofs of Propositions 4.15 and 4.16.

Proof of Proposition 4.15. Let ¢ € (0,1). By Propositions 4.10, 4.7 and Axiom III, together with a
1
union bound over all [0, C¢] N Z, we see that with polynomially high probability as C' — 0,

Do (0B,-1-1(0),0B,-1(0)) > CLe o rr 5% exp(Ehy—k (0) + k) (4.24)
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There is a path from 0By.-r-2(g) t0 OBye-k () With Dya-length at most Ceye—ry—ca exp(§hye—r(0)+Eak)
(4.25)

The Do distance around B, -« (0)\B,.—x-1(0) has Dya-length at most Cc ,—rr % exp(Eh,o—k (0)+Eak).
(4.26)

Moreover, using Propositions 4.10 and 4.7 with £¢ and using another union bound over all k, we

see that with superpolynomially high probability as C' — oo, (4.24), (4.25), (4.26) hold along with

The Dpo-distance around By, —k(g)\Bre—#-2(g) s at most kS ey —Eavexp(Ehy,—1 (0)+Eak) for k < c¢
(4.27)
and

The Dpo-distance around By —k(g)\Bre-r-2(g) 18 at most EScpr—Eavexp(Ehg,—1 (0)+Eak) for k > e
(4.28)

We will assume from now on that (4.24), (4.25), (4.26) hold for k < C%, and (4.27) and (4.28) hold

1
for k > C'¢, since their intersection is an event with superpolynomially high probability.
These conditions imply that with superpolynomially high probability, we have

o-15r Z Eheer (0)=E(@=)k=0(k) < D, . (0,0B,(0))

reé

ct ) o0
Cr —e(O—a)h—
Z Ehre—1 (0)=E(Q—)k—o(k) | e Z kS e€hee—k (0)—E(Q—a)k—¢(k) (4.29)

Ira
1
k=|C¢]+1

Irf

Moreover by (4.25) and (4.26) we have that the Dpa-distance around B;(0) \ Bz (0) is at most the
right hand side of (4.29). ’

Now using the superpolynomial tail estimates on h,.-«(0) — hy(0) together with a union bound
we see that with superpolynomially high probability as C' — oo, we have

1
sup  |hpe-t(0) — hpe—x(0)| < = log C (4.30)
telkk+1] §

for all integers k < ce. Letting ¢(t) = ¢([t]), we see that if (4.30) holds, then for all integers
k<Ct
k+1
(e k (0)—E@Q-a)k—0(k) 5 (-1 / (6heet 0)=6(Q-a)t—(®) gy
k+1
Shac—k (0)—EQ-a)k+o(k) < 0/ ehee—t (0)=8(Q-a)ttu(t) gy

1 .
and hence after summing over integers k < C'¢ we obtain

¢ b

Z (Ehee k(- (Q-)e—6(K) > o / ¢6hee—t (0—EQ-a)t—b(t) gy (4.31)
ct ) 1cT 41

Z Ny~ (0)=(Q—a)k+o (k) < C/ &Pt (0)—E(Q—c )t+¢(t)dt (4.32)
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Since t = hge-t(g) — hr(0) has a superpolynomial tail, if ¢ is chosen small enough such that
2,2
£9(Q —a) > &5, then

00 q 00 2.2
E / e O-€Q-H(0) gy < et / 1 exp<_<§q(Q_a_5q)>t+0t(t)>dt
Iy ey 2

oS- -£E))

AN

By Chebyshev we obtain that

P / T e 0)-EQ-) (1) gy < (hr(0)-CF
ot

decays faster than any (negative) power of C. On the other hand, by a Gaussian tail bound, we
have that .
< 1

c¢)
p / oot (0)—E(Q=a)t+(t) gy - LEh=(0)—=C
0

Decays faster than any negative power of C, thus with superpolynomially high probability,

1
o9 1 c<

/ e&Pre—t(0)=E(Q@=)t4+0(t) g3 < eEhr(O)—021< <2 /L J e&hpe—1(0)=E(Q—a)t+4 (1) 13

0 0

Similarly, with superpolynomially high probability as C' — oo we have that

co )
S KSebhek(O)-EQ-a)k—00) < / (bt (0)—E(Q—a)t—(t) gy
0
k=|CC |41
Combining these last two statements with (4.31) and (4.32) we obtain that with superpolynomially
high probability as C' — oo, (4.21) and the statement right after hold 2C? instead of C. Since this
is true with superpolynomially high probability as C' — oo, this completes the o < () case.
If a > Q, as. eleer(0-8@Q-)k=0(k) > bk for any 0 < B < Q — a for large enough k. By
1

Borel-Cantelli, this implies that Dpa (0, B;(0)) > C~1ePlC°) -5 50 as €' — oco. Since this holds for
all rational r, this completes the proof. ]

Proof of Proposition 4.16. Note that by the LQG coordinate change, the conclusions of Proposition
4.15 still hold if we instead z in place of 0 with a uniform in z and r rate. Since any path between
z and w must contain a path from z to B|._|/2(2) and a path from w to OB|,_,/2(w), by the
lower bound in Lemma 4.15 we obtain the first assertion in Proposition 4.16. We also obtain the
assertion in the case a > @ or 5 > Q.

Now, suppose a < . Using Proposition 4.15 for 8r instead of r we obtain that there is
path from z to 0Bs:(z) of length at most f_ocfoggeghre—t(z)*ﬁ(Q*Q)”lﬁ(t) and the distance around

Bs:(2) \ Bgy/e(z) is also at most f_ocfogseéhre—f(z)*g(Q*a)tﬂ/’(t), with identical statements for w.
Since w € Bgy(z), this implies the Proposition’s statement with 0 replaced by —log8. To obtain
the full result, we first use the fact that ¢ +— h,.—:(z) — hy(z) has an exponential tail to see that

sup  hpe—t(2) < inf hp.—(z) +log C

te[—log 8,0] [0,log 2]
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with superpolynomial probability as C' — co. Hence with superpolynomial probability as C' — oo
we have

[e's) 0o log 2
/ eEhee—t ()—E(Q-)t+u(t) < / Sl ()=E@Q-a)t+(t) | (¢ / 57 et ()—E(Q-a)tH(1)
—log8 0 0

)

with an identical estimate for w. After combining with the statement of Proposition 4.16 with 0
replaced by —log 8 we conclude. 0

Finally we prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Item 1 follows from Proposition 4.11. Item 2 follows from Proposition 4.7.
Items 3 and 4 are proved in Section 4.4. ]

4.5 Holder Continuity
In this section, we prove Theorem 1.7. We will need the following important lemma.

Proposition 4.19. Let K C R? be a compact set and let x € (0,£(Q—+/2d)) and ' > £(Q++/2d).
For each r > 0, we have with polynomially probability that as € — 0 at a rate uniform in v that

u—’UX ’LL—UX

< ¢ e M ODy(u,v) <

Ir Ir

for all u,v € K with |u —v| < er.
For this, we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.20. For all s € (0,£Q), each v > 0 and each z € rK,

(£Q=s)?
P sup Dp(u,v; Boer(2)) < e%cpe@ ) > 1 ¢ 2 (1)
u,VE Ber (2)

as € — 0.

Proof. Note that hacp(2) — he(2) is a centered Gaussian with variance loge™! —log?2 and is inde-
pendent from (h — haer(2))|B,.,(-)- Then by axioms II, III, hoer(2) — hi(2) is independent from

D hgee ()i Bae)(2) = € 2 Dy (u, 05 Boer (2)).

Now using Theorem 1.6 and Proposition 4.11, we have

P
E ( (crlegh'(o) Stelg Dy, (u, v; Bgar(z))> >
U, V& Her

P P
_( Cer E(eﬁp(hgr(z)—hr(z)))E C;le—ihr(O) sup Dy (u,v; Baer(2))
Cr U, VE Bey

2.2
P

< Eng—gT-ﬁ-Oa(l) .

Combining this with Chebyshev we see that

242
P| sup Dp(u,v; Bor(2)) > e¥crethe ggepw—%—l’ﬁos(l)_
u,VE Bey
Taking p = (5%_ %) we conclude. O
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Lemma 4.21. For each x € (0,£(Q — v2d)) and each v > 0, it holds with polynomially high
probability as € — 0 at a rate which is uniform in r that

u—"v X

¢ e MO Dy (u, v; Bojy—og (w)) < |

for all u,v € vK with |u — v| < er. Moreover, it also holds with polynomially high probability as
e — 0 at a rate uniform in r that for each K € Ny and each cube of side length 2~ Xer, with corners
in 2~ KerZ4 which intersects rK, we have

e O sup Dy (u,v;8) < (27Fe)X.
u,veS

Proof. The bound (4.31) follows from Lemma 4.20 applied with s = y and with 27 %¢ for K € Ng
instead of €, and a union bound over all z € B, N (27X ~2erZ?) and then over all K € Ny. O

Lemma 4.22. Let s > £Q, r >0 and z € vK. Then

(s—£Q)? +oc(1)
P(Dp(B:r(2),0Bocr(2))) > 1 — ¢ 2¢? ©

as € — 0 uniformly over r and z € rK.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.20. By Proposition 4.10, c,'e=¢<=(3) D}, (B.;(2), 0Baer (2))
has finite moments of all negative orders which are bounded above uniformly over all z € C and
r > 0. By the same computations as in Lemma 4.20, we have

~1—¢h(2) - —6Qp— 22 10. (1)
E(cre <) Dy (Ber(2), O Baen (2)) p):g p— <5~ +o-

Uniformly over all z € C and r > 0. The rest of the proof proceeds similarly using Chebyshez’s
inequality. O

Lemma 4.23. For each ' > £(Q++v2d) and each r > 0, it holds with polynomially high probability
as € — 0 at a rate which is uniform in r > 0 that

’
u—"v X

¢ Le O Dy (u,v) > .

for all |u —v| < e.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.20 applied with s = x’ and with 27%¢ for K € Ny instead of €
together with a union bound over z € Bey(K) N (275 ~2erZ?) and then over all K € Ny and then
over all K € Ny. ]

Proposition 4.19 now follows from Lemma 4.20 and Lemma 4.23.
Finally the last step is to show that the Holder exponent is optimal.

Lemma 4.24. Let V € R? be an open set. Then almost surely, the identity map on'V equipped with
the Fuclidean metric to (V, Dy|v) is not hélder for any exponent greater than £(Q —v/'2d). Moreover
the inverse of this map is not Holder continuous for any exponent greater than £~ 1(Q + v/2d)~L.
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Proof. By Axiom III, we can assume without loss of generality that h1(0) = 0. We can additionally
assume that V' is bounded with a smooth boundary.

Let A" be the zero boundary part of h chosen so that h — k" is a random function such that
Az (h—hY) =0.

Let a € (—\/ﬁ, \/ﬁ) Let z be sampled uniformly from pf normalized to be a probability
measure. Let P be the law of (h,z) weighted by the total mass pgy (V). Then a sample of the
P measure can be obtained by first sampling i from the unweighted marginal law of h, then
independently sampling z uniformly with respect to the Lebesgue measure and setting h = h —
alog |- —z| + g, where g, is a deterministic continuous function.

By Proposition 4.15, together with the fact that g, is bounded in a neighborhood of z and
Borel-Cantelli we have that

Ta

[ee] ~
_ por() S €h, ot (2)—E(Q—)+ou (1)
Dy(z,0B,(z)) =1 3 /0 e dt
where the o.(t) is deterministic and tends to 0 as t — 0. Using Proposition A.2, we see that

/ % b (@) EQ-a)ttoult) gy _ yor(D) Ehn(z) _ yor(1)
0

Since « can be chosen to be arbitrarily close to v/2d this implies that the identity map from the
Fuclidean metric to the LQG metric is not Holder continuous, and neither is its inverse. This
completes the proof. ]

We now prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The proof follows by combining Proposition 4.19 and Lemma 4.24. O

4.6 KPZ relation for the weak exponential metric: proof of Theorem 1.8

In this section, we prove the KPZ relation for the weak exponential metric (Theorem 1.8). The
proof is similar to Sections 2 and 3 of [GP22].

Recall that h is a whole-space LGF with additive constant chosen so that h;(0) = 0. For
o € [—v/2d,/2d], define the thick-point set

he(z)
= {zeRr?lim 2T — ol 4,

Th {Z < 50 loge—1 “ (433)
By [GHM20, Theorem 4.1]3, we know that if X is a deterministic Borel set or a random Borel set
independent of h, then the Euclidean Hausdorff dimension of X N7, is given by

2
dim?, (X NT*) = max {dim%(X) . % 0}. (4.34)
Moreover, when dimJ, (X) < %2, we have X N T,* = () a.s.
To prove Theorem 1.8, we first prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.25. Let v € (0,V2d) and let Dy, be a weak y-exponential metric. If X is a de-
terministic Borel set or a random Borel set independent of h and o € [—v/2d,v/2d], then almost

surely
Y (e 1 -0 «
dimy, (X NTy") = €0—a) a)dlmH(X NTy).

3Theorem 4.1 in [GHM20] is stated for the two-dimensional GFF, but the same proof extends to the LGF in d > 3.
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We have the following corollary of Theorem 1.8 and Proposition 4.25.
Corollary 4.26. Let X be a deterministic Borel set or a random Borel set independent of h, and
let o =Q — \/Q2 —2dim9, X. Then dim],(X) = dim],(X N T,%). Moreover, we have dim},(R?) =
dim], (7,]) = d,.

Proof of Corollary 4.26 assuming Theorem 1.8 and Proposition 4.25. Taking o = Q—\/Q2 -2 dimg_[ X
in Proposition 4.25 and using (4.34) gives

dim}, (X N 7;) = 2 (Q — /@2 — 2dim}, X),

M=

which equals dim],(X) by Theorem 1.8. O
We will need the following estimate for Dy,.

Lemma 4.27. Let R> 1, a € [-V2d,V2d], § >0, and p € (0, Qig”). Then, for all z € Bg(0),

p —a— L(ja|—6)2 +or
E[l{hr(z)—alogT”SMOgT1}(UUS€qu(Z) Dh(u, v)) ] grfp(Q 0)+35(lal=8)3+ (1)7

S . D<K
u,v€Br(z)

where the o,(1) terms are uniform in z.

Proof. We assume r < 1. The constants C in this proof may change from line to line but are
independent of z and r. By Lemma 2.4, we have

hlB,, () = b+ h, (4.35)

where b is a random s-harmonic function on By, (2) determined by hlga\ g, (), and h is a LGF on
By, (2) (minus its average over 9B1(0)), which is independent of h|ga\ g, (2)-
Define

O:= sup [h(u) = h(v)|.

u,0E By, /2(2)

Since for u,v € By (z), h(u) — h(v) is a smooth centered Gaussian process in (u,v), the Borel-TIS
inequality [Bor75,ST78] implies that there exists a constant A > 0 such that

P[O] >t] < Ae ¥4, t>0. (4.36)
By the scaling invariance of h (Lemma 2.2), we may choose A independent of z and r.

Step 1. We first show that

B[( sup Dy uiByp(2)] <r@te® asr oo, (437)
u,EB(2)

with o,(1) uniform in z.
By Proposition 4.11 and Theorem 1.6 (recall that we may take ¢, = 7¢?), we know that for

every s € (0, 2?/3"’) there exists Cs > 0 such that
E{(efgh”(z) sup Dy (u,v; Bgr/Q(z)))s} < Oy 1898, vr e (0,1), z € R% (4.38)

u,vEB,(z)
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On the other hand, by (4.35) and Axiom III,

_E infweB?,r/Q(z) h(w)

sup  Dj (u,v; Bs,jo(2)) < e sup D (u,v; Bs, j2(2))
u,EB(2) u,vE By (z)

< e (DHE0 gy Dy (u,v; Bay jo(2))

u,vEB,(z)
— (£ (2)40) (effhr(z) sup Dy, (u, v; B3T/2(Z))>.
u,vEB(2)
Fix ¢ > 1 close enough to 1 so that pg < 2;&;7. By Holder’s inequality,

E[(uwsg;pr(z) Dﬁ(U,U;BgT/Q(z)))p} < E[egp(fw(zHO) (e—fhr(z) umselgi(z) D, (U7U;B3r/2(z)))p}

u,veEBLr (2

where in the last inequality we used E[h,(2)2] = O(1), (4.36), and (4.38) applied with s = pq.
Step 2. We now prove the second inequality in the lemma. By (4.35) and Axiom III,

sup  Dp(u, 05 By ja(2)) < ¢ PPz qun D (u,0; By, o (2))
u,EB(2) u,vEB,(z)

(4.39)
< ¢£(0:(2)+0)

sup  Dj (u,v; By, /2(2))-
u,vEB(z)

Since b and h are independent and Dj (-, ; B3y 2(2)) is determined by h by Axiom II, we have

E[(u,vselg(z) Dh(u’U?B?w/Q(Z)))p} < E[efp(’”'(Z”O)} E|:<u,vseuBI:(z) D;l(u,v;Bgr/Q(z))Y]

For any ¢ > 1, Hélder’s inequality gives
E[6r0-(:140)] < g [etpitr (4] Ha B [e€r0u/a-) T e,
Combining this with (4.37), we obtain

IE[( sup Dh(u,v;B?)T/Q(z)))p} < CTEQP—%§2p2q.
u,vEB(2)

Since ¢ can be taken arbitrarily close to 1, we let ¢ — 1 at a sufficiently slow rate as r — 0. Using
that sup, vep, (z) Dn(u, v; B3y 2(2)) > Supy vep, (z) Dn(u, v), we obtain the second inequality.

Step 3. We finally prove the first inequality in the lemma. We first consider replacing h,(z) with
bhr(z). By (4.39), we have

p
E |:]l{|hr(z)—alogrfl\gélogrfl} <u vselle’p(z) Dh(uv ) B3T‘/2(Z))) ]

p
<E [l{\hr(z)—alogr‘lIéélogr_l}esp(hr(Z)JrO) (u vse%p(z) Dy, (u, v; B37’/2(Z))> }

=k []1{\hr(z>falogr—l|galogr—1}65p(hr(z)+o)] N [(u,vselg:(z) Die v Bary 2(2)))13} ’
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where the last equality is by the independence of h and h. For any q > 1, Holder’s inequality gives

(hr(Z)+O)} < efplatd) logr*E[

E{ﬂ{lhr(@—alogrfusalogrfl}eép 1{\hr<z>—alogwws(nogrl}egpo}

- 1/q 1t Ve o e ol o
< efrlorayios IE[ﬂ{\hr(Z)—alogr‘1|§6logr_1}] E{e@oq/(q 1)} < péplatdt(al=0)% /(Ga)tor (1),

Sending ¢ — 1 at a sufficiently slow rate as r — 0 and combining with (4.37) gives

P —a—08)+1(la|—8)2 +or
E[ﬂ{hr(z)_abgrIISMOng}(quequ(z) Dh(u,v;Bgr/Q(z))> } < Tﬁp(Q O)+35(lal=6)7+ (1)

o

Finally, by Holder’s inequality and E[h,(2)%] = O(1), for any fixed ¢ > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such
that

) . P clogr—1!
E[lﬂhr(z)eslogr1}<u7vi‘;pr(z) D03 Baya())) | <52

Combining these two preceding estimates and using sup,, ye g, (») Dn (4, v; B3, /2(2)) 2 supy, yep, () Pn(u, v)
gives the first inequality. O

We now prove Proposition 4.25.

Proof of Proposition 4.25. Fix a € [—\/ﬁ, \/ﬂ] Since X is independent of h, by conditioning on
X we may assume that X is deterministic. By the countable stability of Hausdorff dimension, we
may assume that X is bounded. Suppose that X C Bj/(0) for some M > 1. We also assume that
dim, (X) > %2; otherwise X N T,* = ) a.s. by (4.34), and both sides are zero.

Step 1. We first show that

dim], (X N T*) < dimd, (X N T;9). (4.40)

o
§(Q—a)

Fix any
x> dim, (X) and 0 >0,

which will eventually tend to dim%(X ) and 0, respectively. For u > 0 and integers n > 1, define

. h
T = {z eR?: ] 5(2’_)1 €la—u,a+u] forall0 <e < 2_"}. (4.41)
oge
Recall 7, from (4.33). Then
Tec YT and T = () | T (4.42)
n>1 u>0n>1

We now give an upper bound for dim] (X N 7;?;6’”) for any integer n > 1. Observe that
there exists a random 7 > 0 (depending on h) such that the following holds for all € € (0,7] and
u,v € Bop(0) with |u —v| <e:

|he(u) — he(v)| < Sloge™. (4.43)

(Note that ho(u) — he(v) is a centered Gaussian with variance O(1) for such wu, v, so (4.43) follows
from a union bound over a discrete net and the Borel-Cantelli lemma.)

Since x > dimg_l(X), for any integer k > 1, we can choose a covering of X by balls { B, (2;) }i>1
such that

er <27% and supr; < max{r, 27 "}. (4.44)
i>1 izl
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Let
I:={i>1:B(z,r) N T # 0}.

Then X N 7;?;5’” C UjerB(zi,7i). For any ¢ € I, there exists w € B(z;, ;) N ’77?;5’". By (4.43),
we have |hy,(zi) — hy, (w)] < dlogr; !. By the definition of 7?;6’” in (4.41) and r; < 27", we have
M € [a —d,a + 6]. Therefore,

logr;

|hr; (i) — alogri_1| < 25logri_1.

0. 2dds

Hence, for p € (0, 2 ), Lemma 4.27 (applied with 26 in place of § and R = 2M) gives

E { ; (u,UGS;S(Zi) Dy (u, v))p} < ; E |:]1{|hri(zi)falog rt<26logr; '} (u,UES;S(zi) Dy, (u, v))p}

_ —a—26)+1(Ja|—26)2 +on
< erp(Q a=26)+3(la|=26)% +o (1)’
1>1

where 0,(1) — 0 as n — oo and is uniform in i.
Choose p such that
1
&p(Q —a —26) + S (la] = 20)3 =z + &%
9 +
Because x and ¢ are chosen close to dimg_[(X ) and 0, respectively, and using that d > dimg_[(X ) > %2,

a € [—v2d,V/2d], one checks that such p belongs to (0, 2;“37 ). Combining the preceding inequality
with (4.44), we get for sufficiently large n,

p
E[E ( sup Dh(u,v)> } < E rf+62+on(1) < E r¢ <27k,
icl WVEBr, (2i) i>1 i>1

By Markov’s inequality, with probability at least 1 — 27k/2 the sum in brackets is at most 275/2.
By the Borel-Cantelli lemma, this event occurs a.s. for all sufficiently large integer k. It follows
from the definition of Dp-Hausdorff dimension that for sufficiently large n,

z — 3(|a| —20)% + 62
§(Q —a —20)

dim}, (X N T, < p =

Letting = to dimg[(X ) and using that 7?;6’" is increasing in n gives

: dim$, (X) — (|a| — 26)2 + 62
dim], (X n | | 70 < S0H 2 -
W0 Uz Q- a-29)

Combining this with (4.42) and then letting 6 — 0, and using (4.34), yields (4.40).

Step 2. We now show that

dim, (X N T) > E(Ql_a)dimgg(x N7, (4.45)

Fix any > 0, which will eventually tend to 0. The key estimate we will use about Dy, is
Proposition 4.7: there exists a random integer m, > 1 (depending on h) such that

Dy (8By-m-1(2),0By-m(z)) > 2~ (E@+Im&hy—m(2) (4.46)
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for all integer m > my and all z € 10d2 M7 Bypr(0). In fact, by Proposition 4.7, for fixed m and
z, the event in (4.46) occurs with superpolynomially high probability in 27 as m — oo, which
implies (4.46) by the Borel-Cantelli lemma.

Fix an integer n > 1. We claim that

for any Dj-metric ball B,(z) := {y € R%: Dy(y, 2) < r} that intersects X N 7,2 N T,*%",
) (4.47)
we can cover it by a Euclidean ball with radius rE@-a 28 T g 0,

where the o,(1) term is uniform in z.
We may assume r is sufficiently small. Let m be a large integer to be chosen depending on r.
Let w € B(2) N X NT,*N ’7;:1;5’". Choose wy, € 10d2 m7% closest to w. Then w € Bo—m-1(wp,).

By the definition of 7;?55% in (4.41), we have hy-m(w)/log2™ € [a — §, a + 6] whenever m > n.
Moreover, (4.43) implies that |hg—m(w) — hg-m (wp,)| < dlog2™. Combining these gives

|ho—m (W) — alog2™| < 25log 2™.
Together with (4.46), this yields
DA(OBy (), 0By (1)) 2 2 €08y (m) 5 9 mlE Q=) +0120))

Therefore, if 2@~ +(14203] > 9r then B,(z) is contained in By—m (wy,). This proves (4.47).
It follows from (4.47) and the definitions of Euclidean and Dj,-Hausdorff dimensions that

1
Q- a)+ (142606

dim], (X N TN T 5") dimg_[(X NTN 7?;5’”), Vn > 1.

Therefore,

. . 1
dimy (X075 2 o=+ a2

Combining this with (4.42) and letting § — 0 gives (4.40). O

dim (X n 720 | T

n>1

We now prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Proof of Theorem 1.8. It suffices to prove that

. 1
dim] X = -

el
For the lower bound, note that dim] (X) > dim] (X N 7%) for every a. Taking o = Q —

\/ Q2% — 2dim9_[ X in Proposition 4.25 and using (4.34) gives the desired lower bound.

We now prove the upper bound. We assume that X is deterministic and bounded. Fix
z > dim9,(X), which will eventually tend to dim},(X). By the definition of Euclidean Haus-
dorff dimension, for each integer £ > 1 we can choose a deterministic covering {B,,(z;)}i>1 of X
such that

Q — 1/ Q% — 2dim), X).

er <27k and supr; < 27
i>1 i21

2dd
72 >’

By Lemma 4.27, for any p € (0,

p 1o o
E[Z( sup Dh(u,v)) ] < E erP 5&%p +ok(1)’
i>1 U:UEBri(zi) =

o4



where the 0x(1) term is uniform in i, using that r; < 27%.

Suppose that £Qp — %£2p2 > x. Then, for k large enough, the right-hand side is bounded by
27F. By Markov’s inequality and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, this implies that the sum in brackets
converges to 0 a.s. as k — oco. By the definition of Dj-Hausdorff dimension, we conclude that
dim7,(X) < p. Since this holds for every p with £Qp — 1¢%p? > z, we obtain dim],(X) < %(Q -

V@2 — 2z). Letting 2 — dim{,(X) yields the desired upper bound. O

A Appendix

In this section we prove a general estimate for integrals of exponentials of Brownian-like Gaussian
processes with a continuity estimate condition.
We will consider Gaussian processes X; such that

E(X;) =0, E(X¢) =t + 0(1), (A1)
P( sup X5 — Xo > C) < e @ (A.2)
0<s<1

for some absolute constant Cy. Note in particular that this implies that X; has a Gaussian tail.

Lemma A.1. Let Xy be a centered Gaussian process such that (A.1) and (A.2) hold. Additionally,
let a > 0 be a positive real number, and let Gy := X; — at be the drifted process. Then there exist
positive constants ¢y, co such that

creCato(y < P(sup;oGt > y) < coe(2atoy(D)y
Proof. We will show each inequality independently. First, note that

(21?2

P(sup;>0Gt > y) > P(Gy > y) = P(Xy > 2y) 6_<(2“y)> < ¢~ (Rato)y,

This proves that P(sup;>(G¢ > y) is bounded below. For the other direction, note that
Pl sup G¢>y| < P( sup Gt>y—y%)+IP’ sup sup GS—GtZy% .
0<t<y? t€[0,y2]NZ te[0,y2]NZ t<s<t+1
By (A.2) we have that
2 2 —coyd
P sup sup Gs— Gy >ys | <y e Y7,
t€[0,y2]NZ t<s<t+1

Therefore

AN

Ly2J 4
Pl sup G; >y Z]P’(Xk >y — y%ﬂk) + y2e—c0y?
0<t<y? pars

Ly*] 2
(y + ak) 2 —Coy%
< ok +ye

N
g

[©]

8

A
o
L
[\V]
S
+
Q
2
-
=
=
&

This completes the proof. O
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Now we prove the following bound on an exponential integral of processes satisfying (A.1) and
(A.2).

Proposition A.2. Let X; be a centered Gaussian process such that (A.1) and (A.2) hold. Addi-
tionally, let a > 0 be a positive real number, and let Gy := X; — at be the drifted process. Then
there exist constants c1,co > 0 such that

Clx72a+o(l) < P(/oo thdt > .%') < 02m72a+o(1).
0

Proof. We show each inequality separately. We start by showing the lower bound. Let y = log .
Then note that if Gy >y for t € [£,% + 1], then [;° eCtdt > x. This implies that

> 2y) > "2,

BES

IP’(/ thdt>x> ZP(GtnyortE [Q,erlD >P(Gy >y)=P(X
0 a a a

This proves the lower bound. For the upper bound, we let E be the event

1
E = {Gt < —iat for all t > (logzc)4}.

1 1 1
]P’<Gt > —2at> = IP’<X,5 > 2at> < exp (—8a2t> < x72a,

we see that 1 — P(E) < X 2%, Now we see that if £ holds and

o
/ St dt > x,
0

then supg<;<(1ogz)t Gt > log<m> =logz(1 — o(1)). Therefore

Using that

0<t<(logz)*

IP’(/OOO eCrdt > x) S(1-P(E)) —i—]P’( sup Gy >logx(l — 0(1))).

Using Lemma A.1, we conclude. O
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