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BUSEMANN FUNCTIONS AND GIBBS MEASURES
IN DIRECTED POLYMER MODELS ON Z?

CHRISTOPHER JANJIGIAN AND FIRAS RASSOUL-AGHA

ABSTRACT. We consider random walk in a space-time random potential, also known as directed
random polymer measures, on the planar square lattice with nearest-neighbor steps and general
i.i.d. weights on the vertices. We construct covariant cocycles and use them to prove new results on
existence, uniqueness/non-uniqueness, and asymptotic directions of semi-infinite polymer measures
(solutions to the Dobrushin-Lanford-Ruelle equations). We also prove non-existence of covariant or
deterministically directed bi-infinite polymer measures. Along the way, we prove almost sure exis-
tence of Busemann function limits in directions where the limiting free energy has some regularity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We study a class of probability measures on nearest-neighbor up-right random walk paths in
the two-dimensional square lattice. The vertices of the lattice are populated with i.i.d. random
variables called weights and the energy of a finite path is given by the sum of the weights along the
path. We assume that these weights are nondegenerate and have finite 2 + ¢ moments, but they
are otherwise general. The point-to-point quenched polymer measures are probability measures on
admissible paths between two fixed sites in which the probability of a path is proportional to the
exponential of its energy. This model is known as the directed polymer with bulk disorder and it
was introduced in the statistical physics literature by Huse and Henley [38] in 1985 to model the
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domain wall in the ferromagnetic Ising model with random impurities. It has been the subject of
intense study over the past three decades; see the recent surveys [15, 16, 21].

Many of our main results concern semi-infinite polymer measures, which we will also call semi-
infinite DLR solutions or Gibbs measures to help connect our results to the usual language of
statistical mechanics. Semi-infinite polymer measures are probability measures on infinite length
admissible up-right paths emanating from a fixed site which are consistent with the point-to-point
quenched polymer measures. Some of the natural questions about such measures include whether
all such measures must satisfy a law of large numbers (LLN), whether measures exist which satisfy
a LLN with any given direction, and under what conditions such measures are unique. Ideally one
would like to answer these questions for almost every realization of the environment simultaneously
for all directions.

This is the third paper to consider these questions in 141 dimensional directed polymer models;
the recent [31] and [8] address similar questions in related models which have more structure than
the models considered here.

[31] studies the model first introduced in [57], which is a special case of the model studied in
this paper where the weights have the log-gamma distribution. The authors use the solvability of
the model (i.e. the possibility of exact computations) to introduce semi-infinite polymer measures
which satisfy a LLN with any fixed direction for that model. As alluded to in the fourth paragraph
on page 2283 of [31], the authors expected their structures and conclusions to generalize. We
demonstrate that they do, but in addition to studying more general models, the present paper
considers a much wider class of problems than [31]; hence most of the results we discuss are new
even in this solvable setting.

[8] studies 1+1 dimensional directed polymers in continuous space and discrete time, where the
underlying random walk has Gaussian increments. The authors show existence and uniqueness
of semi-infinite polymer measures satisfying the law of large numbers with a fixed deterministic
direction—but, the event on which this holds depends on the direction chosen. While the model
considered in [8] is not solvable, a symmetry in the model inherited from the Gaussian walk leads
to a quadratic limiting free energy. This is a critical feature of the model, since the method used
in that project relies in an essential way on having a curvature bound for the free energy.

Some of our results, specifically ones concerning existence and uniqueness of semi-infinite polymer
measures in deterministic directions, can likely be obtained with the techniques of [8] if one assumes
or proves a curvature condition on the limiting free energy, which we will denote by A. Proving such
a condition is a long-standing open problem. We prefer to avoid a priori curvature assumptions
for two reasons: first, most of our theorems are valid under no assumptions on A and second, as
we will see in Section 4.1, the stochastic process that is our main tool, the Busemann process, is
naturally indexed by elements of the superdifferential of A, and we believe that understanding the
structure of this object without any a priori regularity assumptions might provide a path to proving
differentiability or strict concavity of A.

We now sketch what we can show about semi-infinite polymers in more detail. Before beginning,
we remark that the set of semi-infinite polymer measures is convex and it suffices to study the
extreme points. Although most of our theorems apply without a priori assumptions on A, they
take their nicest form when A is both differentiable and strictly concave. This is conjectured to be
the case in general. In this case, our results say that except for a single null set of weights all of the
following hold. Every extremal measure satisfies a strong LLN (Corollary 3.6). For every direction
inU ={(t,1—1t):0 <t <1} there is at least one extremal semi-infinite polymer measure with that
asymptotic direction (Corollary 3.3). Except for possibly a random countable set of directions, this
measure is unique (Theorem 3.10(f)). The directions of non-uniqueness are precisely the directions
at which the Busemann process is discontinuous (Theorem 3.10(f)). This set of directions is either
always empty or always infinite (Theorem 3.10(c)). The connection between the non-uniqueness
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set and discontinuities of the Busemann process has not previously been observed. Moreover, this
is the first time the countability of this set has been shown in positive temperature.

We do not resolve the question of whether or not the set of non-uniqueness directions is actually
empty almost surely. As mentioned above, this is equivalent to the almost sure continuity of the
process of Busemann functions viewed as a function of the direction. This latter question can likely
be answered for the log-gamma polymer, where it is natural to expect that the distribution of the
Busemann process can be described explicitly using positive temperature analogues of the ideas in
[25]. Tt is known that this set is not empty in last-passage percolation (LPP), the zero-temperature
version of the polymer model. See Theorem 2.8 and Lemma 5.2 in [29].

Aside from the problems discussed above, we study a number of natural related questions. For
example, based on analogies to bi-infinite geodesics in percolation, it is natural to expect that
nontrivial bi-infinite polymer measures should not exist. We are able to prove non-existence of
shift-covariant bi-infinite polymer measures and of bi-infinite polymer measures satisfying a LLN
with a given fixed direction, but do not otherwise address non-covariant measures. We further
study the competition interface, introduced in [31] as a positive-temperature analogue of the object
from last-passage percolation [26]. In particular, we prove that the interface satisfies a LLN and
characterize its random direction in terms of the Busemann process.

Our results can also be interpreted in terms of existence and uniqueness of global stationary
solutions and pull-back attractors of a discrete viscous stochastic Burgers equation. This is the
main focus of our companion paper [41]. See also [7] and the discussion in [8], which focuses on
this viewpoint.

1.1. Related works. In his seminal paper [58] Sinai proved existence and uniqueness of stationary
global solutions to the stochastic viscous Burgers equation with a forcing that is periodic in space
and either also periodic in time or a white noise in time. Later, [32] extended Sinai’s results to
the multidimensional setting using a stochastic control approach and [22] used PDE methods to
prove similar results for both viscous and inviscid Hamilton-Jacobi equations with periodic spatial
dependence. Periodicity was relaxed in [6, 59], where the random potential was assumed to have a
special form (not stationary in space) that ensures localization of the reference random walk near
the origin and makes the situation essentially compact so the arguments from [58] could be used.
A similar multidimensional model is treated in [6]. See also [3, 24, 33, 39] for zero temperature
results using similar methods.

The connection between solving the stochastic viscous Burgers equation and the existence of
Busemann limits in related directed polymer models was observed in [42] where they treated the
case of strong forcing (high viscosity) or, in statistical mechanics terms, weak disorder (high tem-
perature). See also the Markov chains constructed by Comets-Yoshida [18], Yilmaz [62], Section 6
in [53], and Example 7.7 in [28]. The model we consider is in 141 space-time dimensions, which is
known to be always in strong disorder [17, 44].

The recent papers [8] and [31], mentioned earlier, are more closely related to this work as both
study strictly positive temperature polymers in a non-compact setting and in the strong disorder
regime.

Currently, there are two major approaches to studying the general structure of infinite and
semi-infinite directed polymers in zero or positive temperature. The first approach was introduced
by Newman and coauthors [36, 37, 45, 49] in the context of first-passage percolation (FPP). This
approach requires control of the curvature of A. This property is used to prove straightness estimates
for the quenched point-to-point polymer measures. Existence and uniqueness results then come
as consequences, as well as existence of Busemann functions, which are defined through limits of
ratios of partition functions. This is the approach taken by [8]. See also [4, 5, 12-14, 26, 61] for
other papers following this approach in zero temperature.
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In this paper, we take the other, more recent, approach in which Busemann functions are the
fundamental object. The use of Busemann functions to study the structure of semi-infinite geodesics
traces back to the seminal work of Hoffman [34, 35] on FPP. Here, we construct covariant cocycles
which are consistent with the weights on an extension of our probability space and then use a
coupling argument and planarity to prove existence and properties of Busemann functions. The bulk
of the work then goes towards using this process of Busemann functions to prove the results about
infinite and semi-infinite polymer measures. This program was first achieved in zero temperature
by [19, 20] in FPP and [29, 30] in LPP. [11] also takes this approach to construct correctors, which
are the counterparts of Busemann functions, in their study of stochastic homogenization of viscous
Hamilton-Jacobi equations.

In [31] the desired cocycles were constructed using the solvability of the model. In the present
paper we build cocycles using weak subsequential Cesaro limits of ratios of partition functions,
which is a version of the method Damron and Hanson [19] used in their study of FPP. Our situation
requires overcoming some nontrivial technical hurdles not encountered there which arise due to the
path directedness in our model. An alternative approach to producing cocycles based on lifting
the queueing theoretic arguments of [47] to positive temperature is also possible. These queueing
theoretic results furnished the desired cocycles in [29, 30]. It is noteworthy that the queuing results
rely on a specific choice of admissible path increments, while the weak convergence idea seems to
work more generally.

1.2. Organization. Our paper is structured as follows. We start with some notation in Section
2.1 then introduce the model in Section 2.2. Section 2.4 introduces semi-infinite and bi-infinite
polymer measures (DLR solutions). Our main results are stated in Section 3. In Section 4 we
address existence of covariant cocycles and Busemann functions. Using these cocycles we prove
(more general versions of) our main results on semi-infinite DLR solutions in Section 5. In Section
6, we use these results to show non-existence of covariant or deterministically directed bi-infinite
DLR solutions. A number of technical results are deferred to the appendix. One such result on
almost sure coalescence of coupled random walks in a common random environment, Theorem A.3,
may be of independent interest to some readers.

2. SETTING

After establishing some notation, we introduce the quenched polymer measures and the Gibbs
measures formulation.

2.1. Notation. Throughout the paper (2, 7, P) is a Polish probability space equipped with a group
of F-measurable P-preserving transformations T}, : Q — Q, € Z2, such that T} is the identity map
and T, T = Ty, for all z,y € Z2. E is expectation relative to P. A generic point in this space will
be denoted by w € Q. We assume that there exists a family {w,(w) : x € Z?} of real-valued random
variables called weights such that

(2.1) {w;} are i.i.d. under P, 3p > 2: E[|wy|?] < o0, and Var(wp) > 0.

We assume further that wy(T,w) = wyy(w) for all 7,y € Z?. An example is the canonical setting
of a product space I' = RZ’ equipped with the product topology, product Borel o-algebra &, the
product measure IP’E?W with Py a probability measure on R, the natural shift maps, and with w,
denoting the natural coordinate projection.

We study probability measures on paths with increments R = {e1, ez}, the standard basis of R?,
Let U denote the convex hull of R with rilf its relative interior. Write € = e; + e3. For m € Z
denote by V,, = {x € Z? : z- € = m}. We denote sequences of sites by Ty, = (z; : m < i < n)
where —o0 < m < n < 0. We require throughout that z; € V.
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For x € V,,, and y € V,, with m < n, the collection of admissible paths from x to y is denoted
XY = {Tmn : Tm = T,¥, = y,x; — x;—1 € R}. This set is empty unless z < y. (x < y is
understood coordinatewise.) The collection of admissible paths from z to level n is denoted chn) =
{Zmn + ®m = 2,25 — x;-1 € R}. The collection of semi-infinite paths rooted (or starting) at x

is denoted by X; = {Zmw @ Tm = z,2; — x;—1 € R} and the collection of bi-infinite paths is
X ={2_opmw: i —zi—1 € R}. The spaces X%,Xén), and X, are compact and therefore separable.
The space X can be viewed naturally as Vo x {e1, e2}?” which is separable but not compact. We
equip these spaces with the associated Borel o-algebras X*Y X #(n) x* and X. Given a subset of
indices A, we denote by X Z’y, X f{(n), % and X 4 the associated sub o-algebra generated by the
coordinate projections {x; : i € A}. It will at times be necessary to concatenate or split admissible
paths. These operations will be denoted via the convention @y, , = Ty kTg,n, Wwhere xp, . € X7k and
Tk,n € Xz7. Note that the upper and lower endpoint z; must match in order for the concatenation
to be admissible.

For a o-algebra B, bB denotes the set of bounded B-measurable functions. The space of proba-
bility measures on a metric measure space (I', B), equipped with the topology of weak convergence,
is denoted M (I", B). Expectation with respect to a measure p is denoted E*. For u,v € R? we
use the notation [u,v] = {su+ (1 —s)v:se[0,1]} and |u,v[= {su+ (1 — s)v:s€ (0,1)}. The set
of extreme points of a convex set C' is denoted by ext C'.

2.2. Finite polymer measures. For an inverse temperature 8 € (0,0), x € V,,, and y € V,,,
with m,n € Z, and x < y, the quenched point-to-point partition function and free energy are
n—1 1
Ziy= % o F - iz,

mm’neXg
We take the convention that Zf,x =1and Fxﬁx = 0 while Zgy =0 and Fxﬁ,y = —o0 whenever we do
not have z < y. Similarly, we define the last passage time to be the zero temperature (8 = ) free
energy:

n—1

Goy = F;f’y = max {Z wxi}.

wmyneXg i—m

The quenched point-to-point polymer measure is the probability measure on (X%, X*¥) given by

1 n—1
Q) =g 2y SE
z,y Z",n,neA

for a subset A ¢ X%, with the convention that an empty sum is 0.
For a tilt (or external field) h € R%, n e Z and = € V,, with m < n, the quenched tilted
point-to-line partition function and free energy are

Bh "l Bhe(@n—Tm gh _ 1 B,h
ch,(n) = Z P Limm Wi PR (@n—tm) 4 q Fw’(n) = Blog ZL(n).
mm’neX;n)

We take the convention that Zf’(zm) =1 and Ff(};%) = (0 while Zf’(};) =0 and Ff(};) =—wifn < m.

Again, we define the point-to-line last passage time to be the zero temperature free energy:

n—1
Gy = Fliny = max ){Z wa; + B (20 — wm)}-

(n
Tm,n€Xy i=m
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The quenched tilted point-to-line polymer measure is

Q;j’(ﬁﬁ?(A) - Blh Z B iTm s +Bh-(@n—am)  for A < x{.
’ ZIE;(TL) -Tm,neA

We will denote by Ew’ﬁ the expectation with respect to Q% and similarly E;J(Bn? will denote the

expectation with respect to Q (B - The random variable given by the natural coordinate projection

to level i is denoted by X;. We will frequently abbreviate the event {X,, ,, = Zpn} by {Tmn}-

2.3. Limiting free energy. For 3 € (0,0] there are deterministic functions A® : ]Ri — R and
Agl : R? — R such that P-a.s. for all 0 < C' < o0

B,h B
. By, — M) |[Fy iy = Ay ()]
(2.2) lim max ———— = lim sup = 0.
o uﬁén " P hh<0 n

These are called shape theorems. The first limit comes from the point-to-point free energy limit
(2.3) in [53] and the now standard argument in [48]. The second equality comes from the point-to-
line free energy limit (2.4) in [53] and

(2.3) |F?

R
oim) ~ Foml < 1 =1l

AP is concave, 1-homogenous, and continuous on ]R%r. AIB)1 is convex and Lipschitz on R?. Lattice
symmetry and i.i.d. weights imply that
A (&rer + &ae9) = A (Laer + Erea).
By (4.3-4.4) in [28] A® and Agl are related via the duality

(2.4) AD(h) = sup{A?(€) + h-&} and AP(&) = inf {AD(h) —h-&}.
el heR

h e R? and ¢ € rilf are said to be in duality if
AS(h) = h- € + AP(¢).

We denote the set of directions dual to h by Z/Ig c rild. In the arguments that follow, the superdif-
ferential of AP at ¢ e ]Ri,

(2.5) ON(€) = {veR?:v- (£ =) < AP —A°(Q) V(eR%},
will play a key role. We also introduce notation for the image of & under the superdifferential map
via

oA (U {UER2 I erild : ve&’AB(f)}

The following lemma gives a useful characterization of dA?(U). The proof is a straightforward
exercise in convex analysis and can be found in Appendix C.

Lemma 2.1. For h € R?, —h e dA°(U) if and only if A§1(h) = 0. Moreover, if —h € dAP(€) for
Eerild, then &-h+ AP(€) = 0.
Concavity implies the existence of one-sided derivatives:

B _AB
VAP(£+) - e1 = lim A”(§ +eer) — A°(S)
eNo +e
Bex _ AP

and
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By Lemma 4.7(c) these are the two extreme points of the convex set dA?(¢). The collection of
directions of differentiability of A? will be denoted by

DP = {5 eriid : AP is differentiable at & }

[56, Theorem 25.2] shows that & € D? is the same as VA?(£+) = VAP (£-).
Abusing notation, for £ € rild define the maximal linear segments

U, = {Cemitd : AP(Q) = AP(€) = VAP(£4) - (C— O} = U7 sy

Although we abuse notation, it should be clear from context whether we are referring to sets indexed
by directions or tilts.

We say A? is strictly concave at & € rilf if Z/{?_ = Z/{f + = {£}. The usual notion of strict concavity
on an open subinterval of U is the same as having our strict concavity at £ for all £ in the interval.
Let

ug_u5 uZ/IB [gﬁ,zﬁ], with €7 - e <t

Lemma C.1 justifies setting Z/{ei = {e;} for i € {1,2}, since it implies that the free energy is not
locally linear near the boundary.

If ¢ € D7 then U = U = U7 while if £ ¢ D7 then U AU, = {¢}. For h e R? the set Uj, is
either a singleton {¢} or equals Z/{f or Z/{f ., for some £ € 1ilf dual to h. In particular, it is a closed
nonempty interval.

With the exception of Section 4.1, our results are for a fixed 8 < o0. Therefore, in the rest of
the paper, except in Section 4.1, we will assume without loss of generality that 5 = 1 and will omit
the 8 from our notation.

2.4. Random polymers as semi-infinite Gibbs measures. Given w € (), integers £ > k > m,
x € Vp,, and up-right paths z,,; and xy, with z,, = z and x; > xj, use the point-to-point
quenched measures to define a probability measure /4%74(2177,1700, dYm,») on (Xg, X7) via its integrals
of f e bXx™:

el () = [ £m) 5 s )
= Z J (@ kY, eTe,0) Qs 2, (Y ) -
yk,Zexii

K, o 1s a stochastic kernel from (X, X®) to (X, X(:(;g,z)c)? see [54, Section 7.3|. It is also X}, 0)-Proper:
if g e bXT (e,0)e and f € bX?" then

(2.6) ki o(9f) = gri o f-

Stochastic kernels push measures forward: § f duxy , = E#[k¢,f]. Thus, they can be composed
and a computation (Appendix C) checks the following.

Lemma 2.2. Fizwe Q, me Z, and x € V,,. Then the kernels are consistent: Ky k7 s = Ky, , for
all integers { = s=>r >k >=m.

This consistency along with £, being X(k ¢)-Proper mean that the kernels {/ﬁ‘,;”z :m < k < (}
form a specification. See [54, Definition 7.8].

Definition 2.3. Given w €  and z € V,,,, m € Z, a probability measure II, on (X, X¥) is said
to be a semi-infinite or rooted Gibbs measure in environment w rooted atxifforall £ =k >=m
and any bounded measurable function on X, we have E'[f|X (e.0)e .| = k¢ ,f. The set of Gibbs

measures (or DLR solutions) in environment w rooted at z is denoted DLRY.
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Next is a standard characterization of Gibbs measures. See Definition 7.12 and Lemma 7.13 in
[54]. For the proof see Appendix C

Lemma 2.4. Givenw e Q and x € V,,,, m € Z, I, e DLRY if and only if for all ¢ > k > m
(2.7) kg = T,

Equations (2.7) are the Dobrushin-Lanford-Ruelle (DLR) equations. Note that the DLR equa-
tions only involve the weights {w, : y > x}. Hence, DLRY = DLRY if w, = @, for y > . We call
measurability with respect to o(w, : v > z) forward-measurability.

The next lemma says that our setting is Markovian. The proof is deferred to Appendix C.

Lemma 2.5. Given w € Q2 and x € V,,, m € Z, 11, € DLRY if and only if for all n = m and all
up-right paths T, , with x,, = x:

(2.8) (X = 2mn) = o (X = 2) Q% (Xmn = Tmn)-

Im,Tn

Due to the above, II, € DLRY are also called semi-infinite or rooted quenched polymer measures
in environment w, rooted at x. Note that (2.8) is the positive-temperature analogue of the definition
of a semi-infinite geodesic in percolation.

The DLR equations (2.7) show that DLRY is a closed convex subset of the compact space
M (X,, X), which we view as a subspace of the complex Radon measures on X,. To see this, note
that for y,, , € XZ;; the function @y, o — 1{Zm,n = Ymn} is bounded and continuous on X,. Since
X, is a compact Polish space the collection of DLR solutions (being a closed subset) is compact.
Since the collection of signed measures on paths equipped with the weak-* topology is a locally
convex Hausdorff topological vector space and the unit ball is metrizible in this setting we can
apply Choquet’s theorem. By Choquet’s theorem [51, Section 3|, each element in DLRY is a convex
integral mixture of extremal elements of DLR;, .

2.5. Bi-infinite Gibbs measures. Given w € ) and integers m < n define the stochastic kernel
Ky from (X, X) to (X, Xy n)e) by:

ﬁfn,nf@—oopo) = Z f(ﬂf—oo,mym,nﬂfn,oo)Q;)m,mn (ym,n) .
ym,nexifn

The kernels {/-{‘;7’%” :m,n € Z,m < n} form a specification. They are also X(m,n)-proper: if
g € bX(py ) and f € bX then

(2.9) R 9F) = 9k f-
Moreover, they are consistent: ky, ki, = Ky, for all n = € = k = m. The proof is identical to
that of Lemma 2.2.

RS

)

Definition 2.6. Given w e Q, IT € M (X, X) is said to be a bi-infinite Gibbs measure in environ-
ment w if for all n > m and any bounded measurable function on X we have E™[f | Xmnyel = K-

We denote the set of bi-infinite Gibbs measures in environment w by DLR”.
As in the semi-infinite case, Gibbs measures solve the DLR equations.

Lemma 2.7. Givenw € §, a probability measure I1 € M1 (X, X) is a Gibbs measure in environment
w if, and only if, for all n = m we have

(2.10) k% =1L

m,n
Once again we have a Markovian structure.

Lemma 2.8. Given w € Q, a probability measure 11 € DLR” if and only if for all n = m and any

up-right path ., , the following holds:

(2.11) I Xpn = Tmp) = (X = T, Xy = 20) Qi (Xonn = Tmn)-

Tm,Tn
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The proofs are identical to those of Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5. Due to this last result, measures
T € DLR” are also called bi-infinite quenched polymer measures in environment w. Note that
(2.11) is the positive-temperature analogue of the definition of a bi-infinite geodesic in percolation.

Naturally, conditioning DLR solutions on passing through a point produces rooted DLR solutions.
The proof of the following lemma is a straightforward application of (2.8) and (2.11).

Lemma 2.9. Fiz w € Q). The following hold:

(a) FixxeV,,, meZ, I, e DLRY, and y > x with y € V,,, n = m. Assume 11,(X,, =y) > 0.

T

Let 11, be the probability measure on (X, XY) defined by
Hy(—Xn,Z = xn,é) = Hx(Xn,Z = Tnye | Xn = y)a

for any admissible path x, ¢ starting at T, =y. Then II, € DLR}.

(b) Fiz 1 e DLR'. Fiz x € V,,, m € Z, such that TI(X,, = z) > 0. Let II, be the probability
measure on (X;, X%) defined by

(2.12) IL(Xmn = 2mn) = U Xn = T | X = ),
for any up-right path x, , with x,, = x. Then 1I, € DLR}.

We also study consistent and covariant families of DLR solutions, in the sense of the following
two definitions.

Definition 2.10. Given w € Q we say {II, : x € Z?} is a family of consistent rooted (or semi-
infinite) DLR. solutions (in environment w) if for all x € Z2, TI, € DLRY and the following holds:
For each y € V,,, me Z, x <y, n > m, and for each up-right path z,, , with z,, =y

11, (Xm,n = Tm,n |Xm = y) = Hy (Xm,n = xm,n)-
We will denote the set of such families by DLR".
Define the shift 6, acting on up-right paths by 0,2, , = 2z + Ty -

Definition 2.11. A family {II¥ : x € Z2 ,w € Q} is said to be a T-covariant family of consistent
rooted (or semi-infinite) DLR solutions if for each z € Z2, w + TI¥ is measurable, there exists a
full-measure T-invariant event Q' < Q such that for each w € @/, {II¥ : x € Z?} is consistent in
environment w, and for all z € Z2, TI2% 0 §_, = TI¥.

3. MAIN RESULTS
3.1. Semi-infinite polymer measures. We begin with a definition of directedness. For A < R?
and € € R? let dist(€, A) = infeea |€ — (1.

Definition 3.1. For a set A = U, a sequence z,, € Z? is said to be A-directed if |x,|; — o0 and
the set of limit points of x,/|z,|1 is included in A. We say that II is strongly A-directed if

I{(X,) is A-directed} = 1.
We say that II is weakly A-directed if for any ¢ > 0
lim II{dist(X,/n, A) > e} = 0.

n—aoo
A family of probability measures is said to be weakly /strongly A-directed if each member of the
family is. Sometimes we say directed into A instead of A-directed, almost surely directed instead
of strongly directed, and directed in probability instead of weakly directed.
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When A = {¢} is a singleton, weak directedness into A means II satisfies the weak law of large
numbers (WLLN) while strong directedness means the strong law of large numbers (SLLN) holds,
with asymptotic direction & in either case. We then say that II satisfies WLLN¢ and SLLN,
respectively.

First, we address the existence of directed DLR solutions. Recall at this point that we set § =1
throughout this section.

Theorem 3.2. There exists an event Qexist such that P(Qexist) = 1 and for every w € Qexist and
every £ € U there exists a consistent family in DLR” that is strongly Ug_-directed and a consistent

family in DLR" that is strongly Ugy-directed. If £ ¢ D then for each x € 72 the members rooted at
x, from each family, are different.

The following is an immediate corollary.

Corollary 3.3. For any w € Qeyist and for any £ € rild at which A is strictly concave, there exists
w

at least one consistent family in DLR satisfying SLLNg. If, furthermore, £ ¢ D, then there exist

at least two such families.

For x € V,,,, m € Z, two trivial (and degenerate) elements of DLRY are given by II$ = §,
with 2 = x + (kK —m)e;, k = m, i € {1,2}. These two solutions are clearly extreme in DLRY.
We say that I, € DLRY is nondegenerate if it satisfies

(3.1) I (2pm,) >0 for all admissible finite paths with z,, = z.

m,00

By (2.8) this definition is equivalent to the weaker condition that every point y > z is accessible,
ie I;(y) > 0 for all y > x.

The next lemma states that outside one null set of weights w, convex combinations of II% are
the only degenerate DLR solutions.

Lemma 3.4. There exists an event Qnondeg such that P(Quondeg) = 1 and for all w € Qpondeg
and x € 72, any solution 11, € DLRY that is not a convexr combination of 11, i € {1,2}, is
nondegenerate.

The next result is on directedness of DLR solutions.

Theorem 3.5. There exists an event Qqi, such P(Qqi;) = 1 and for all w € Qqsr, all x € Z2 and any
extreme nondegenerate solution I, € DLRY there exists a & € rild such that one of the following
three holds:

(a) IL, satisfies WLLN; and is strongly Z/{E—dz’rected or strongly Ug-directed,

(b) I, is strongly Ug-directed, or

(c) £ €D and 11, is weakly Ue-directed and strongly directed into U L{E.

If w € Qpondeg, then Lemma 3.4 says the only extreme degenerate solutions of the DLR equations
are IIS, i € {1,2}, which are {e;}-directed. Theorem 3.5 shows that if w € Qqj;, then there are no
nondegenerate extreme DLR solutions directed weakly into {e;} or {es}.

Note that when A is differentiable on rilf we have Uy = Uy = U = Ug for all £ € U. When
A is strictly concave at a point { we have U = Uy = U = Z/[g = {{} Thus, the following is an
immediate corollary.

Corollary 3.6. The following hold.

(a) Assume A is differentiable on rild. For any w € Qqi,, for all x € 72, any extreme solution
in DLRY is strongly Ug-directed for some { € U.

(b) Assume A is strictly concave on rild. Then for any w € Qqir, for all x € 72, any extreme
solution in DLR satisfies SLLN¢ for some £ € U.

We next show existence and uniqueness of DLR solutions.
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Theorem 3.7. Fiz £ € D such that §,§ € D. There exists a T-invariant event Q[g g < Q such
that ]P’(Q[§ E]) = 1 and for every w € Q[5 £l and x € 72, there exists a unique weakfy Ug-directed

solution Hi’“ e DLRY. This Hi’“ is strongly Ug-directed and for any Ug-directed sequence () the
sequence of quenched point-to-point polymer measures Q5 ..~ converges weakly to Hi’“. The family
(IIS% : x € Z2,w € Q} is consistent and T-covariant.

Our next result shows existence of Busemann functions in directions & with §,§,E € D or,
equivalently, 0A(() = {h} for some h and all € Us.

Theorem 3.8. Fiz & € D such that {, € D and let {h} = OA(€). There exists a T-invariant event
Q. withP(Y, ) = 1 such that for allw € Q__, z,y € Z?, and all Ug-directed sequences x,, € V,,,

(€] [€.€] (€]
the following limits exist and are equal
(3.2) B (z,y,w) = lingo(log Zyw, — 108 Zy 4,
(3.3) = T}iiqgo(log Z;:L,(n) — log Z;(n)) —h-(y—z).
Additionally, if ¢ € D is such that {,( € D and £-e1 < (-e1, then for w e Ql[g qn Q’C q and x € 72,
we have - -

Bi(z,z + e1,w) (x,x +e1,w) and

> B¢
(3.4)
B(z,z + ez,w) < BS(z, 7 + e, w).

As a consequence of the above theorem, the unique DLR measures from Theorem 3.7 have a
concrete structure, as the next corollary shows.

Corollary 3.9. Fix £ € D such that §,§ €D and w e Q[SE] AQ . Then II$* is a Markov chain

(€€
starting at x, with transition probabilities 7§:Z+ei = ewy—Bé(y’erei’w), yeZ? ie{1,2}. The family
ng . 2 _ / . _ .
{I;Y 1z eZwe Q[§,£] N Q[é,f]} is T-covariant.

In contrast to Theorem 3.7, Theorem 3.2 demonstrated non-uniqueness at points of non-differen-
tiability of A. It is conjectured that D = rilf; if true, then Theorem 3.7 would cover all directions
in rid and there would not exist directions to which the non-uniqueness claim in Theorem 3.2
would apply. The event on which Theorem 3.7 holds, however, depends on the direction chosen. It
leaves open the possibility of random directions of non-uniqueness. Our next result says that under
a mild regularity assumption, with the exception of one null set of environments, uniqueness holds
for all but countably many points in /. The assumption we need for this is:

A is strictly concave at all £ ¢ D, or equivalently

(3.5) A is differentiable at the endpoints of its linear segments.

The above condition is also equivalent to the existence of a countable dense set Dy = D such
that for each ¢ € Dy we also have ¢,( € D.

Assume (3.5) and fix such a set Dy. Using monotonicity (3.4) we define processes B¢E(z, z+¢;, w)

for ¢ erid and we Qy = ﬂgeDo Q/[ga:
B (z,z+¢) = lim BS(z,z+e) and
C-ecl\i.)éel
€D
(3.6) B (z,z+e) = lim BS(z,z + ¢).
' ¢e1,Ee1 ’
¢eDo
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For w e O let
(3.7) Uy ={¢erid:Jy>a: B (y,y+e1,w) # B (y,y + er,w)}.

For w ¢ Q; set U¥ = @. Note that for any w € Q, U is countable.

The following theorem can be viewed as our main result. Its primary content is contained in
part III, which shows that the discontinuity set of the Busemann processes ahead of x defined
in (3.7) is exactly the set of directions for which uniqueness of DLR solutions rooted at z fails.
This connection has not been observed before in the positive or zero temperature literature. As a
consequence, we obtain that the set of directions for which uniqueness may fail is countable, which
is new in positive temperature. As noted in the introduction, this connection also provides an
avenue for answering the question of whether or not on a single event of full measure uniqueness
holds simultaneously in all directions.

Theorem 3.10. Assume (3.5). There exists an event Quniq with P(Quniq) = 1 such that the
following hold for all x € Z2.

I. Structure of UY:

(a) For any w € Quniq, (tiU)\D c U¥. For each & € D, P{{ e UL} = 0.
(b) For any w € Quniq, UY is supported outside the linear segments of A: For any & € rild with

T

£#& [6Enlly = 0.
(¢) For any distinctn,( €U, P([n, {]nUy # @) € {0,1}. If [n,{]nrid < D and P{[n,{]n UL #
@} = 1, then the set of & € [n,(] satisfying P{¢ is an accumulation point of UG} = 1 is
infinite and has no isolated points.
II. Directedness of DLR solutions:

d) For any w € Quniq, every nondegenerate extreme solution is strongly Ue-directed for some
q 3
¢ erild. The only degenerate extreme solutions are IIS, i € {1,2}.
e) For any w € Quniq and £ € U any weakly Ug-directed solution is strongly Ug-directed.
q 3 3

II1. 4 and the uniqueness of DLR solutions:

(f) For any w € Quniq and § € U\UY there exists a unique strongly Ug-directed solution 5% e
DLRY. Moreover, 5% is an extreme point of DLRY and for any Ue-directed sequence (x,)
the sequence Qy .~ converges weakly to 5%, The family {H%w : x € 72} is consistent.

(g) For any w € Quniq and £ € U there exist at least two extreme strongly Ug-directed solutions
in DLRY.

When A is strictly concave, i.e. Uy = {£} for all £ € U, the above theorem states that outside
one null set of weights w, and except for an w-dependent set of directions (countable and possibly
empty), there is a unique DLR solution in environment w satisfying WLLN, (and in fact SLLNg).

3.2. The competition interface. An easy computation, done in Appendix C, checks:

Lemma 3.11. For x <y the quenched polymer measure Q. is the same as the distribution of the
backward Markov chain starting at y and taking steps in {—ey1, —ea} with transition probabilities

Wy—e;
K2
€ Zm,ufei

e ) =
z,u

u,U—e; ;o U=z

Couple the backward Markov chains {Q;y :y = x} by a quenched probability measure Q¥ on the
space T, of trees that span z + Z2. Precisely, for each y € z+Z2\{0} choose a parent v(y) =y —e;
with probability 7/, . (w), i € {1,2}. We denote the random tree by 7;* € T,. For any y > z
there is a unique up-right path from z to y on 7. Lemma 3.11 implies that the distribution of
this path under Q)7 is exactly the polymer measure Q7 .
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Fix the starting point to be x = 0. Consider the two (random) subtrees 7%, of 73°, rooted at
ei, 1 € {1,2}. Following [31], define the path ¢¥ such that ¢f = 0 and for each n € N and i € {1, 2},
¢ — b5y € {e1, ea} and {¢) + ke; : ke N} < T%,.. The path {(1/2,1/2) + ¢ : n € Z, } threads in
between the two trees 76“721_, i € {1,2}, and is hence called the competition interface. See Figure 3.1.

€2
0 €1

FIGURE 3.1. The competition interface shifted by (1/2,1/2) (solid line) separating the
subtrees 7%, and Tg%, .

By Lemma 2.2 in [31] there exists a unique such path and its distribution under Qf is that of a
Markov chain that starts at 0 and has transitions

—Wy e,
oot e i/ Zoyses

Yy,y+e; —w —w :
tooe erel/ZO,y-i-m te er62/20,@/-*-62

The partition functions Zy , in [31] include the weight w, and exclude wy, while we do the opposite.
This is the reason for which our formula for 7 is not as clean as the one in [31].
The above says that ¢ is in fact a random walk in random environment, but with highly

correlated transition probabilities. Our next result concerns the law of large numbers.

Theorem 3.12. Assume (3.5). There exists a measurable & : Q x Tg — rild and an event Q¢
such that P(Qeif) = 1 and for every w € Qgie:

(a) The competition interface has a strong law of large numbers:

(b) &« has cumulative distribution function
(3.8) Qo{és-e1<&-e1} = 0B (Oerw) o ¢ e iy

Thus, Q% (&« = &) > 0 if and only if BS(0,e1,w) # B&H(0,e1,w).

(¢) &«(w,+) is supported outside the linear segments of A: If n,¢ € rild are such that A is linear
on ]777C[; then QBJ(U ce1 < 5* ce1 < C 61) = 0.

(d) For any & erid, EQF (&« = &) > 0 if and only if € € (rid)\D.

Part (d) in the above theorem says that if A is differentiable at all points then the distribution
of & induced by the averaged measure Qf(d7;”)P(dw) is continuous. Even in this case, part (b)
leaves open the possibility that for a fixed w the distribution of £, under the quenched measure Qg
has atoms.
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3.3. Bi-infinite polymer measures. Theorem 3.7 and a variant of the Burton-Keane lack of
space argument [10] allow us to prove that deterministically U¢-directed bi-infinite Gibbs measures
do not exist if U = D.

Theorem 3.13. Suppose that £,§,E € D. Then there exists an event €. € ] with P(Qbi[ —]) =1
such that for all w € €}, £ 8] there is no weakly Ug-directed measure 11 € DLR”.

We now turn to non-existence of covariant bi-infinite Gibbs measures. A similar question has
been studied for spin systems including the random field Ising model; see [1, 2, 50, 60].

Definition 3.14. A T-covariant bi-infinite Gibbs measure or metastate is an M (X, X)-valued
random variable II* satisfying the following:
(a) The map Q@ — M;(X,X) : w— II¥ is measurable.
(b) P(I* e DLR”) = 1.
(c) For each z € Z2, P (II"** 0 f_, = TI¥) = 1.
A quick proof checks that not only do metastates not exist, but in fact there are no shift-

covariant measures on X. This can be compared to the corresponding result showing non-existence
of metastates for the random field Ising model, proven in [60], where the mechanism is different.

Lemma 3.15. There does not exist a random variable satisfying Definition 3.14(a) and Definition

3.14(c).
4. SHIFT-COVARIANT COCYCLES

We now introduce our main tools, cocycles and correctors, and address their existence and
regularity properties.

Definition 4.1. A shift-covariant cocycle is a Borel-measurable function B : Z? x Z2 x Q@ — R
which satisfies the following for all z,y, z € Z:

(a) (Shift-covariance) P{B(z + z,y + z,w) = B(z,y, T.w)} = 1.

(b) (Cocycle property) P{B(z,y) + B(y,z) = B(x,2)} = 1.

Remark 4.2. We will also use the term cocycle to denote a function satisfying Definition 4.1(b)
only when z,v, 2 > u for some u € Z2.

As has already been done in the above definition, we will typically suppress the w from the
arguments unless it adds clarity. A shift-covariant cocycle is said to be LP(PP) if E[|B(0, ¢;)[P] <
for i e {1,2}.

We are interested in cocycles that are consistent with the weights w,(w) in the following sense:

Definition 4.3. For 3 € (0, ], a shift-covariant cocycle B satisfies S-recovery if for all x € Z? and
P-almost every w:

(4.1) e PBetew) 4 o=BBmaterw) — o=Bualw)  if 0 < B < oo,
min{B(:E,:E +e1,w), B(x,z + eg,w)} = wy(w), if g =o0.
Such cocycles are called correctors.
For a shift-covariant L'(P) cocycle define the random vector h(B) € R? via
h(B) - ei = —E[B(0, ;) | Z]

where 7 is the o-algebra generated by T-invariant events.
The next result is a special case of an extension of Theorem A.3 of [31] to the stationary setting.
See Appendix B. Alternatively, one could pass through the ergodic decomposition theorem.
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Theorem 4.4. Fir 3 € (0,0]. Suppose B is a shift-covariant L'(IP) B-recovering cocycle. Then
(4.2) lim max |B(0,2) + M(B) -z

n—00 xenZ/{mZi n

=0 P-almost surely.

The next lemma shows that S-recovering covariant cocycles are naturally indexed by elements of
the superdifferential AP (/). This explains why we only consider cocycles with mean vectors lying
in the superdifferential when we construct recovering cocycles in the next subsection. A similar
observation in FPP appears in [19, Theorem 4.6].

Lemma 4.5. Assume the setting of Theorem /4.4. The following hold.
(a) —h(B) e oA (U) almost surely.
(b) If —E[h(B)] € dAP(&) for £ eU then —h(B) € dAP(€) almost surely.
(c) If —E[h(B)] € ext dAP(€) for some & € U then h(B) = E[h(B)] P-a.s.

Proof. ITterating the recovery property shows that almost surely

1= Z nge_BB(o’x), if 8 < o0, and
ngnZ/{mZ?F

0= max_ {Go,— B(0,2)}, if3=o0.

venl NZ2
Take logs, divide by ng if 8 < oo and n if 8 = o then send n — o to get
0= r?z}/x{AB(ﬁ) +h(B)-&} = Agl(h(B)) P-almost surely.
S

The first equality comes by an application of (2.2) and Theorem 4.4 and a fairly standard argument
(e.g. the proof of Lemma 2.9 in [53]). The second equality is (2.4). By Lemma 2.1, the above implies
“h(B) € oAP(U).

Since Agl(h(B)) = 0, we have almost surely & - h(B) + A?(£) < 0 for any & € Y. If now ¢ is such
that — E[h(B)] € dAP(€), then again by Lemma 2.1 ¢ -E[h(B)] + A?(¢) = 0, and therefore we must
have & - h(B) 4+ A?(¢) = 0 almost surely. Again, we deduce that —h(B) € dA®(¢) almost surely.

If in addition we know that — E[h(B)] € ext IA®(£) then we must have h(B) = E[h(B)] almost
surely by definition of an extreme point. O

Before discussing existence of shift-covariant cocycles, we mention a few more basic properties
of the superdifferential 0A® ().

Lemma 4.6. For all £ € rild we have & - VAP(E£) = AP(¢).

Proof. Fixe >0andlett = (e+&-e1)/(§-e1) and 6 = e(§-e1)/(€-e1+¢). Then E+ceey = t(§—der).
Rearranging terms and using homogeneity of A? we get

(€-er)e (A€ +eer) — AP()) + (€ e2) 671 (AP(€) — AP (€ — dea)) = AP(€).
Take ¢ and 6 to 0 to get £ - VAP(£+) = AB(€). The other identity is similar. O

Lemma 4.7. The superdifferential map has the following properties:

(a) Let &,¢ eritd, —h € ONP(€), and —h' € ONP(&'). If for some i€ {1,2}, h-e; < b’ -¢; then
h-es—; > h'-e3_;. Consequently, if h-e; = h'-e; then h = I'. If for some i € {1,2},
E-e; <& e, thenh-e; <h -e.

(b) OAP(U) is closed in R?; if &, — € € rild and h,, — h with —h,, € OAP(&,), then —h € OAP(€).
If he —0AP(U) and € > 0, there exist ', h" € —OAN’(U) with h-e; —e <h' -e; <h-e; <
h"-ei <h-e +e.

(c) For each & € rild, dNP(€) = [VAP(&+),VAP(¢-)]. This line segment is nontrivial for
countably many & € rild.
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(d) For each h € R? there exists a unique t € R so that —h + t(eq + e) € NP (U).
Proof. Fix h € R%. Lemma 2.1 and the identity
AD\(h —t(er + e2)) = Al (h) — t

imply that the unique ¢ for which —h +t(ey + e2) € OA®(U) is given by ¢ = Agl(h). This proves (d).
Take &,&',h, b/ as in (a). By Lemma 2.1 we have h - € + A%(¢) = 0. Then
0=AQ() = W &+ A%(Q) = h-§+ AP(©) + (W =) - £ = (W = h) - &

That is, h-£ = h'-€. Similarly, h-& < h/-&'. Part (a) follows. For example, if h > h' coordinatewise,
then we would have h-&" > h'-&’, a contradiction. And now if we have at the same time £-e; < &' -¢e;
and h-e; > h'-ep, then we would have h-ey < h'-eg and hence 0= (h—h')-§ > (h—h')-£ =0,
again a contradiction.

Suppose that h, is a Cauchy sequence such that —h,, € 0A?(U); let h be its limit point in R2.
By definition, there exist &, € U with —h,, € IA®(&,). Since the &, lie in a compact set, there is a
further subsequence along which &, converges to some & € U. Since A? is continuous on U, we may
pass to the limit in (2.5) to see that —h € AP (). This shows that dA®(U) is closed as well as the
last statement in (b).

Now suppose that —h € dAP(€) for & € rild and take € > 0. Let

he = h+cey — Agl(h +cep)(er + ez).
Then part (d) says that —h. € OA?(U). Furthermore, taking n — oo in (2.3) implies that
\Agl(h +eep)| = \Agl(h) - Agl(h +eer)| <e.

Hence, h. -e1 = h-e; +¢ — Agl(h + cey) satisfies
h-e1 <h.-e1 <h-e + 2e.

The first inequality must be strict for otherwise, if h- ey = he - 1, then part (a) would imply that
he - eo = h - e5 which implies Agl(h +ee1) = 0 and hence h, = h + ge;. But then this would imply
that h. - e; > h - eq, a contradiction. A similar reasoning shows that

hoe =h—ce; — Ay (h —eer)(e1 + e2)
satisfies —h_. € IA?(U) and
h-eg—2e<h_.-e <h-ej.

Furthermore, |hyc - ey — h - eg| = \Agl(h + €ey1)| < e and part (a) implies that h - e2 < h - ez and
h_e-e1 > h-ep. Part (b) is thus proved.
For ¢ € rild, Lemma 2.1 along with the definition implies that v € OA?(€) if and only if

(4.3) v-&E=A°E) and w-(=AP() forall (eR2.

Consider the function f(t) = AP(¢ 4 tey), t = —€ - e;. This is a concave function and its right-
derivative f/(04) at t = 0 exists and equals VAP (£4). Concavity then implies that for all t > —¢-e;

F(#) = £(0) < f/(0+)t,
This means that for ¢ € (€ + Rey) n R2
AP(Q) = A€) < (¢ =€) VAT(g+),
Applying Lemma 4.6 this becomes
AP(¢) < ¢ VAP(&y) for (€ (€ +Rey) nRY.
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Homogeneity of A? extends this inequality to all of R?%. This shows that v = VAP (&+) satisfies
(4.3) and is hence in dAP(€). A similar proof works for VA (¢—).

The definition of dA®(¢) now implies that [VA®(£—), VAP (¢+)] = dAP(€). On the other hand,
if v e AAP(€), then for any € > 0 we have

—cv-ep S AP(E) — AP(€ 4 cep).

This implies that VA?(£4) - e; < v -e;. Similar inequalities work for es in place of e; and also for
VAP (¢—) and give us that v € [VA?(+), VA?(£—)]. The first claim in (c) is proved. By concavity,
existence of two-sided e and es directional derivatives at a point is equivalent to differentiability at
that point; see [56, Theorem 25.2]. For a > 0, by homogeneity A% (af) = AP (€); the second claim
in (c) follows from the fact that (by concavity) f defined above and the corresponding function for
e have countably many points ¢ where the left and right derivatives disagree. O

4.1. Existence and regularity of shift-covariant correctors. Fix a probability space (2, F,P)
as in Section 2.1. Let By be the union of {00} and a dense countable subset of (0,0). For 8 € (0, o]
recall the limiting free energy AP from Section 2.3 and let H® = —0AP(U). Let ”Hg be a countable
dense subset of H®. Let Box Hy = {(8,h) : B € Bo,h € Hﬁ} and define By x H' similarly. Let
Q Q x RZ* x{1.2}x(Bo x H5) e equipped with the product topology and product Borel o-algebra,
Q This space satisfies the conditions in Section 2.1 if € does. Let T = {T : 2 € Z*} be the
G-measurable group of transformations that map (w, {teipn: (z,0,8,h) € Z? x {1,2} x (Bo x H)})
to (Tow, {tutzipn: (x,4,8,h) € Z% x {1,2} x (By x Hj))}). Denote by mq the projection map to the
Q) coordinate. We will write w for mq (&) and the usual w, for wy(w).

The next theorem furnishes the covariant, recovering cocycles used in [29, 30] without the con-
dition P(wp = ¢) = 1 which was inherited from queueing theory; see [30, (2.1)]. In [30] the authors
also prove ergodicity of these cocycles. As one can see from the proofs in this paper, ergodicity can
be replaced by stationarity without losing the conclusions of [30]. We do not need ergodicity in the
present project and so do not prove it here. These questions are addressed in our companion paper
[40].

Our construction of cocycles follows ideas from [19]. However, there is a novel technical difficulty
stemming from the directedness of the paths, boiling down to a lack of uniform integrability of pre-
limit Busemann functions. Essentially the same issue is resolved in the zero temperature queueing
literature by an argument which relies on Prabhakar’s [52] rather involved result showing that
ergodic fixed points of the corresponding -/G/1/00 queue are attractive. Instead, we handle this

problem by appealing to the variational formulas for the free energy derived in [28].
For a subset [ c Z? let = ={wxeZ?:2> 2 Vze I}

Theorem 4.8. There are a T-invariant probability measure P on (Q, @) and real-valued measurable
functions B (x,y, @) and B (x,y,®) of (B,h,x,y,0) € (Bg x H') x Z2 x 7% x Q such that:

(a) For any event Ae F, P(rq(&) € A) = P(A).
(b) For any I < Z?, the variables

{(we, B (&, 2,9)) :x e I,y >z, B € By, h e HP}

are independent of {w, : x € I<}.
(c) For each 8 € By, he H®, and x,y € Z*?, BO"E(x y) are integrable and

(4.4) E[BA": (z,x + ¢)] = —h - e;.
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(d) There exists a T-invariant event SA)COC with ]/I\”(QCOC) = 1 such that for each & € QCOC, T,Y,2 €
7%, e By, he HP, and e € {—, +}
B (x4 2,y + 2,0) = B*(2,y, T.0),
Bﬁ’he(x,y,@) + Bﬁ’he(y,z,@) = Bﬁ’he(x,z,@), and

_ B,he 5 _ B,he 5 _ .
e BB (z,x+e1,0) +e BB (z,x+e2,0) =e wa, Zfﬁ<00,

~ o~ o~
.
co J O Ot
AN N N N

min{Bﬁ’hE(:n,:n +e1,0), BPhe(z,x + eg,&})} = wyg, if f = 0.
e) For each & € QCOC, reZ? BeBy, and h,h' € HP with h-e1 < ' - e,
B (2,2 + e1,@) = BPM (2,2 4 €1, D)

B (z,x + e1,0) = B (0 + €1,&)  and

A\

4.9
(4.9) BPh (2,3 + e2,®) < B (2,2 + e2,0)

< Bﬁvh/_<x7x —+ 627&\}) < Bﬁ7hl+(x7x + 627&\))'

(f) For each & € QCOC, BeBy, heH?, and z,y e 72,

BPh(2,y,8) =  lim Bﬁ’h’i(:n,y,u?) and
Meront
-eq -e1
(4.10) ,
BB’th(x,y,@) = lim Bﬁ’hi(az,y,@).
HB3h!—h
h'-e1\\h-e1
When B (x,y, @) = B (x,y,) we drop the +/— and write B%"(x,y,&) and then for
any e € {—, +}
(4.11) lim  BMe(z,y,0) = B (z,y,&).
HPB3h!—h

(g) For each € By and h € H® there exists an event ﬁcontﬂ’h < Qeoe with ]@’(ﬁcomﬂ,h) =1 and
for all © € Qeont gn and all x,y € Z?
B (2,y,8) = B (2, y,0) = B (2,y,).

Remark 4.9. The proofs of parts (a) and (c-f) work word-for-word if the distribution of {w,(w) :
x € Z2} induced by P is T-ergodic and wo(w) belongs to class £, defined in [28, Definition 2.1].

Remark 4.10. In the rest of the paper we will construct various full-measure events. By shift-
invariance of P and P, replacing any such event with the intersection of all its shifts we can assume
these full-measure events to also be shift-invariant. This will be implicit in the proofs that follow.

Proof of Theorem 4.8. For B e (0,0], he R, neN, xeZ? and i€ {1,2} define

h h
Bz, x + ¢;) = Fﬁ(n) - Ff+ei7(n) —h-e

if z-¢ <nand BY"(z,x + ¢;) = 0 otherwise. A direct computation shows that if z - € < n then

(4.12) Bz, x4 ¢;) = B{fﬁ‘m_é(o, ei) o Ty,
(4.13) e~Pws — =B (@ater) | e_BBE’h(x’“eQ), if 8 < o0, and
(4.14) Wy = min(Bg’h(x,x +e1), BP(x, x + e2)), if B =o0.

Moreover, if n > x - € + 1, then
BPMx x +e1) + BPMa + e,z + e1 + e3)

(4.15)
= Bﬁ’h(az,x +e3) + Bﬁ’h(az + e, + €1 + €3).
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We also prove the following in Appendix A.1.

Lemma 4.11. Suppose n > x-€ and that h-e; < h'-e; and h-es = h'-eg. Then for each § € (0, 0],
each n, each x € Z2, P-almost surely

(4.16) B,z +e1) = BYM (2 +e1)  and

' BPh(x,x + eq) < BEW (2,2 + e3).

Next, we employ an averaging procedure previously used by [19, 27, 35, 46], among others. For
each n € N, let N,, be uniformly distributed on {1,...,n} and independent of everything else. Let
P, be its distribution and abbreviate P,, = P® P,, with expectation E,,. Define

ég’h(x, T +e) = Bﬁ;:(:n, T+ e).

Then whenever n > x - €,

~ A~ 1 &
En[Bgvh(x,x + ei)] = Z (E[F(f{;,m.g) — F()é’(?fx-éfl)] —h- ei)
j=xz-e+1
1 n—x-e
(4.17) = —E[F)_ue)] - (T) h-e;.

By (4.13-4.14) we have Bi"(z,x + ;) > w, on the event {N,, > z - ¢}. On the complementary
event we have Bg’h(x, x +e;) = 0. Whenever n > z - ¢,

En[@gh(az, z+e)|] = E, [égh(az, T +e)|— 9K, [min (0, Bz, x + e))]
1 8,h n—x-e
< —E|E; S =——— ) h-e+2E .
n [ 0,(n—:c~e)] < n ) € + [|w0|]
The first term converges to Agl(h), which equals zero if h € H? by Lemma 2.1. Then the right-hand
side is bounded by a finite constant ¢(x, 8, h). If we denote by P, the law of

<w, {Egh(a:,a; +e):xeZ?ie{l,2},8eBy,he H{f})

induced by B, on (Q,G), then the family {P, : n € N} is tight. Let P denote any weak subsequential
limit point of this family of measures. P is then T-invariant because of (4.12) and the T-invariance
of P. We prove next that such a measure satisfies all of the conclusions of the theorem.

Let B%"(x, 2 + e;,0) be the (z,i, 3, h)-coordinate of @ € Q. Since inequalities (4.16) hold for
every n there exists an event €, (which can be assumed to be T-invariant) with P(€2) = 1 such
that for any 8 € By, h,h' € ’Hg with h-e; < k' -e, x€Z? and & € ),

(4.18) Bz, x + e1,0) = BP" (2, + €1,0) and
' BPh(z, 2 + e,) <Bﬁ’h/x,x+eg,@).

Due to this monotonicity we can define

B (0 + €;,0) = lim B,z 4+ ¢;) and
WeHS W -e1  h-er
B (1,0 + e,0) = lim BPh(z, 2 + ¢;).

WeH h-e1\h-e1

Then parts (e) and (f) come immediately.
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Since (4.15) holds for every n we get the existence of a T-invariant event Qg c Q{) with ]f”(ﬁ’o’) =1
and

(4.19) Bz, x + e1,0) + Bz + e1,z + €1 + €2,0)
' = BPMx, 0 4 €9, D) + B (z + en,z + €1 + €2,D)

forallz € Z2, B € By, h e ’Hg, and 0 € SAZ’O’ This equality transfers to B#"*. Set B/ (z4-¢;, 2,0) =
—BPIE (g 2+ e;,®) and for x,y € Z? and @ € ﬁg
m—1
Bﬁ’hi (1’, Y, &\)) = Z Bﬁ’hi (xka Ti41, &\-))7
k=0
where g ,, is any path from z to y with |xg41 — 2|1 = 1. The sum does not depend on the path
we choose, due to (4.19). Property (4.6) follows.

For each n and each A € F, P, (mq(&) € A) = P(w € A). Moreover, for each n and each I c Z2,
the family {wx,ég’h(a:,x +e):xel,feByhce Hg,z' € {1,2}} is independent of {w, : x € I<}.
These properties transfer to P and parts (a) and (b) follow.

Again, since (4.12-4.14) hold for each n, there exists a T-invariant full P-measure event SA)COC c Qg
on which (4.5) and (4.7-4.8) hold. (d) is proved.

Recall (4.17) and that the right-hand side converges to A°(h) — h-e; = —h - e;. We have also
seen that

BM(z, 2 + ¢;) = wel{N, > z - &}.
Fatou’s lemma then implies that B%"(z,z + ¢;) is integrable under P and
(4.20) I@[Bﬁ’h(a:,x + ei)] < —h-e; for Be By, he Hg.

The reverse inequality is the nontrivial step in this construction. We spell out the argument in
the case 5 < o0, with the § = oo case being similar.

Let h = —E[B%"(z, 2 + e1)]ey — E[BP!(z, 2 + €3)]e2, & = o(wy : « € Z2), and define B! (z, x +
e;) = E[BP"(z,z + ¢;)| &]. Then B?h satisfies an equation like (4.19) which we can use to define
a cocycle Eﬁvh(x, y), ,y € Z2. Note that in general this cocycle will not recover the potential, even
if BP" does; it does however have the same mean vector i as B%". By Jensen’s inequality and
recovery,

e BB 0er) | =BBIN0e2) < Fi[BBOer) | (—BBH(00) | g]
(4.21) ~
=E

[675“0 |S] = e Pwo,

For h € H? let € € rild be such that —h € OAP(€). Having conditioned on &, we are back in the
canonical setting where B%" can be viewed as defined on the product space RZ with its Borel
o-algebra and an i.i.d. probability measure IP’?W, where Py is the distribution of wy under P. This

setting is ergodic. Apply the duality of £ and h, the variational formula of [28, Theorem 4.4], and
(4.21) to obtain

1 ~
—h-€&=AP(€) < P-esssup = log Z efro=PBY 0=l < _p. ¢,
w i=1,2

This, inequality (4.20), and the fact that £ has positive coordinates imply h-e; = h-e; for i = 1,2.
In other words,

E[Bg’h(a:,x + ei)] =—h-e; for BeBy,he ’Hg.
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Part (c) follows from this, monotonicity (4.18), and the monotone convergence theorem. Then part
(g) follows from monotonicity (4.9) and the fact that for i € {1,2}, B (x, 2 + ¢;) have the same
mean h. O

It will be convenient to also define the process indexed by & € rild:
Bﬁ’gi(x,y) _ Bﬁv_VAﬁ(fi)i<x7y).

Remark 4.12. Parts (b-f) of Theorem 4.8 transfer to this process in the obvious way. For example
the first set of inequalities in (4.9) becomes

B~ (z,x + e1) = B (v,2 + e1) = B (2,2 + e1) = BV (2,2 + e1)
for £,¢ € rild with € - e; < - e1. (g) becomes the following: for each § € By and ¢ € D? there
exists an event Qcont,ﬁ,ﬁ = Qcont,ﬁ,fVAB(S) with BB’§+($,y,@) = Bﬁ’g_(x7y7&}) = Bﬁé(l"y’&}) for
all W e Qcont,ﬁ,g and all z,y € Z2.

We will need two lemmas in what follows.

Lemma 4.13. For each £ € rild, there exists an event ﬁtilt,§+ such that ]/E\D(ﬁtilt,§+) =1 and
h(BP&+) = —=VAP(¢+) on Quies for all B e Bo. A similar statement holds for £—.

Proof. By (4.4) we have —E[h(BP€*)] = VA®(£+). The claim then follows from Lemma 4.5(c). O

Lemma 4.14. There exists a T-invariant event Qel’e? so that for & € ﬁel,ew reZ? BeBy\{o},
and i € {1,2},

lim BEC(e x4+ e) =w, and lim B (2,2 + e3_4,@) = 0.
rids—e; rids—e;

Proof. Suppose 8 < o and take @ € Q¢oc. Then the claimed limits exist due to the above mono-
tonicity. The second limit follows from the first by recovery (4.7-4.8). Recovery also implies that
BPEE(z, x4+ e;,d) — wy = 0. But then

0 < IAE[lim Bt (2,2 + ¢;) — ww] = IAE[ inf BSE(z, 0 +¢;) — wm]

§—e; gerild
< inf E[BP4E (2,2 + ¢;)] — Elws] = inf VAP(£+) - e; — E[wo] = 0,
Eerild Eerild
where the last equality follows from Lemma C.1. O

Remark 4.15. Lemma 4.14 also holds when 8 = co. The proof in [29, Lemma 5.1] does not use any
of the additional hypotheses in that paper.

As mentioned earlier, in the rest of the paper we assume 8 = 1 and omit it from the notation.
In particular, we write A and # instead of A! and .

4.2. Ratios of partition functions. Following similar steps to the proofs of (4.3) of [31] and
Theorem 6.1 in [30] we obtain the next theorem. Our more natural definition of the B¢* processes
makes the claim hold on one full-measure event, in contrast with [30, 31] where the events depend
on £.

Theorem 4.16. There exists a shift-invariant event ﬁBus such that ]@(QBUS) =1 and for all b €
Qpus, any (possibly &-dependent) & € 1ild, x € Z2, and Ug-directed sequence x,, € Vi, :

_Bé- & . Z — Z _pE+ 5
e B:™ (z,z+e1,0) < lim T+e1,Tn <1 T+e1,Tn <e B&t (z,x+e1,®) and

n— 00 T,Tn T,Tn

4.22
( ) — B+ (z,z+e2,0) : ZﬂUJreQ@n : ZﬂUJreQ@n —BE& (z,04€2,0)
e ’ W lim —— <] ——— <e ’ RN

~
n— 00 T,Tn T,Tn
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Proof. Let Dy be a countable dense subset of D. Let £ € rild and

we QBus = Qv:ov: N ﬂ Qcont,C-

¢eDo
First, consider z, = Z,(£) that is the (leftmost) closest point in V,, to n¢. Then Z,/n — £ as
n — 0. Let ¢ € Dy be such that ¢ -e; > £-e;. Since & € Qcont,c We have B$* = BS. For z € Vy,
yeVy, k., £eZ, and x < y, define the point-to-point partition function
/—1 —
(4.23) ZN =% e ik P
xk,geX%

where @, = BS(u,u + ¢;,®) if y — u € Ne;, i € {1,2} and @, = w, otherwise. For 2 <y —e; — e,
use the cocycle property to rewrite the recovery property as

o~ — o~ Biwater) | ~Blwates) _ ~(B@y)=Ba+ery) | —(BS(ey) B (@ate2))

This implies the recursion

B @) _ o [eB<<x+e1,y> n eB<<x+e2,y>]_

Z}jg , * <y —e1 — e, solves the same recursion with the same boundary conditions on y — z € Ne;,

i € {1,2} and therefore Zglc\lg — ¢B*@Y) for all # < y. Then

NE
T, Zn+el+es :eB<(:(:7x+61,53)‘
Zglv\lfel,fnJrelJreg
For v with z < v < y let Z;(v) be defined as in (4.23) but with the sum being only over
admissible paths that go through v. Apply the first inequality in (C.1) with & such that wy(©) = w,
for y < Zn, wy(®@) = BS(y,y + €;,®) for y with Z,, + e; + ea —y € Ne;, i € {1,2}, v = Ty, and
u = Ty + ey to get

NE =
vain nyi'7l+51+52 (xn + 61)
_ 7 ZNE =
Zx+e1,xn Zx+e17i‘n+e1+ez (fEn + el)
NE = NE
Zm,fn+el+ez (Tn + 1) Zm,fn+e1+e2
= NE ZNE
z,Tn+el+e2 T+e1,Tnter+e

NE 7

_ vain"f‘el"f‘eZ (x” + 61) B¢ (z,x+e1)

(4.24) - ch B mater),

z,Tnt+e1+ez
Using the shape theorems (2.2) and (4.2) and a standard argument, given for example in the
proof of [30, Lemma 6.4], we have

lim n'log Z0E o e, (@n +e1) = sup{A(n) + (£ —n) - VA() :ne [(£-er)er, €]} and

n—00
Tim 07 og Z3% 4oy ey (n + €2) = sup{A(n) + (€ =) - VA(Q) s m € [(€ - e2)en, €]}
By Lemma 4.7(a) VA(C) - e1 < VA(E) - e1 and hence for n € [(£ - e3)es, ],
(€ —n) - VA(Q) < (€ —n) - VA(E) < A(§) — An).
Thus, the second supremum in the above is achieved at nn = £ and the limit is equal to A(§). Set

no = ({-e1/C-en)C e [(€er)er,&]. Forne[(§-er)er, ]
(=) TAQ) = £ (¢ - &) - VAQ)

C-el el
SO (MO ~ £ AM)) = Alm) — Al).

¢-el

N
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Rearranging, we have A(n) + (£ —n) - VA(C) < A(no) + (€ —no) - VA(C). Hence, the first supremum
is achieved at ng. But if equality also held for n = &, then concavity of A would imply that A is
linear on [no, &] and hence on [(,&]. This cannot be the case since ¢ ¢ Us. We therefore have

A(no) + (& —mo) - VA(C) > A(§).

SRR NE - NE - : NE _
This implies that Z,'2 1 e, (Tn +€2)/ 2% o) tes(Tn +€1) = 0 asn — 0. Since Z, 7 1o 1e, =

Zg%ﬂﬁﬁ@ (Zn +€1) + Zg%nﬁﬁw (Zn, + e2) we conclude that the fraction in (4.24) converges to 1.
Consequently,

Tim Z:c+el,:?:n < e—B<(:c,:c+e1)

n—0o0 = ’

Z,Tn

Taking ¢ — & we get the right-most inequality in the first line of (4.22). The other inequalities
come similarly.

Next, we prove the full statement of the theorem, namely that (4.22) holds for all sequences
Ty € Vy, directed into Ug. To this end, take such a sequence and let 7y, (, € rild be two sequences
such that np-e; < &-e; <&-e1 < (o-e1, e — & and ¢, — . For a fixed ¢ and a large n we have

Tp(ne) - e1 < xp-e1 <Tp(C)-er and  Tp(me) - €2 > @y - €3 > Tn(C) - €2

Applying (C.1) we have

Zarer,zn(ne) < Zyter,zn < Zarer,in(C) .

Z"”v’”ﬂ nyfn(cf)

Take n — oo and apply the already proved version of (4.22) for the sequences Z, (1) and Z, () to
get for each ¢

2z 50 (m0)

_ B~ 5 . 2 Z et N
e~ B (zzte1,0) < lim zte1,Tn ztertn - —Bt(z,x+e1,0)

< lim =2 e .
n—00 z,%n n—on T,Tn
Send ¢ — o to get the first line of (4.22). The second line is similar. O

5. SEMI-INFINITE POLYMER MEASURES

In this section we prove general versions of our main results on rooted solutions, starting with
Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Fix x € V,,,, m € Z. Suppose II, is degenerate. By (2.8) there exist y > x
and n = m with y € V,, and I1,(X,, = y) = 0. Then for v > y withv-e =k

0=1I,(Xy =y) > (X =y, Xy = v) = I (Xg = 0) Q7 ,(Xp = ¥).
Hence, II;(X) = v) = 0. This means that
I {vn=m: X, -e1<y-e}+ I {Vn=m: X, - ea<y-ex} =1
Denote the first probability by c. We will show that
I {Vn=m: X, =2+ (n—m)ea} =a and
L{vn=m: X, =+ (n—m)er} =1—a.

If (5.1) holds, then II, = oII$? + (1 — a)IIS'. Let us now prove (5.1).

If & =0, then also II{Vn > m : X,, = 2+ (n —m)ea} = 0 = a. If, on the other hand, o > 0,
then either again II,{Vn > m : X,, = x + (n — m)ea} = « or there exist k¥ > m and v > z with
v-e1 € (0,y - e1] such that

(5.2) [{vn=>k: X, =v+ (n—k)ea} =9 € (0,a].

(5.1)
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Let £ = (v—1x)-e3. Thenv —xz = (k—m — )e; + leg. For any n = k
(5<Hx{Xi:U+(i—k)€2,k<i<n}
= HI{X” =v+ (n - k)e2} Q;),UJr(nfk)ez {XZ =v+ (Z - k)627 k<i< Tl}

n—1
Zxﬂ)ezi:k Wot(i—k)eg

N

Z:E,er(nfk)eg
Zyw eXP{Z?:_kl Wot (i—k)es }
eXp{Zfigikil wwﬂ'ez} eXP{Zf;gnizil Wy (I+n—k)ez+ie }
Lyw exp{Z?;kl (wv+(i—k)ez - Wx+(i+é—k)ez)}

N -1 . k—m—t—1 ‘
€xXp Zi:o Wrties ( €XP Zizo Wat (L+n—k)ez+ier

N

Let Qyondeg be the intersection of the events

n—1
{Eln Sk eXP{Zi=k (%Jr(ifk)ej - war(iJerk)ej)} < e""}

k—m—_{—1
exp{Zi:O w:c-i—(é-‘rn—k)ej--‘rie?,,j}

over all z,v € Z? such that v > z, r € N, j € {1,2}, and integers k > ¢ = (v — ) - ¢; and
m = (v—2x)- (e1 + e2). The event Qpondeg has full P-probability. Indeed, for each r € N

n—1
€Xp Zi: (wv i—k)e; — Wrt(i+l— e‘)
P<3n>k: { k \Wo+(i—k)e; +(i+£ k)]}<ef>

k—m—{(—1
eXp{Zi:O Wyt (L+n—k)ej+iez_; }

eXp{Z?;()l (w61+i62 - w’ieg)}
- ) < e_r> =1.
eXp{Zi:Om W(i+2)eq }

The first equality is because weights are i.i.d. and hence the distribution of the two ratios is the same.
The second equality holds because Z?;Ol (We, +iey — Wie,) 18 a sum of i.i.d. centered nondegenerate
random variables and hence has liminf —oo.

For w € Qyondeg We have

:]P’<E|n>0:

-7
5 < Ly vt
= —1
eZi:o Wat+ieg

for all r € N. Taking r — oo gives a contradiction. Therefore, (5.2) cannot hold. The first equality
in (5.1) is proved. The other one is similar. O

Since {Yn=m: X, =z + (n—m)es—;} c {Vn=m: X, -e; <y-e}, (5.1) implies that for any
W € Qnondegs T € Vi, me Z, I, e DLRY, y € x + 7%, and i € {1,2} we have

(5.3) Hm{{Vn >m: X, e, <y-ef\{Vn=m:X,=x+(n —m)63,i}} = 0.

Lemma 5.1. Fixrwe Q and x € Z2. Let 11, € DLRY be a nondegenerate solution. Then 11, is a
Markov chain with transition probabilities

o (y + €;) Zyy ey
H:c (y) Zx,y+ei ’

(5.4) o (w) =

e y=ux,i€{l,2}.
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Proof. Let v € V,,, and y € V,,, n > m. Fix an admissible path z,,, with z,, = z and z, = y.
Compute for i € {1, 2}
T, (X1 =y + €3) Zyy €2imm

ch(XnJrl =yte |Xm,n = xm,n) = Sl
I, (Xn = y) Ly yte; €5imm T

Hm(XnJrl =Y+ ei) Ly y ey
= : =1L (Xnt1 =y +e | Xn=1y). O
Hzp(Xn _ y) Zm,erei m( n+ 1 | n )
Remark 5.2. The above makes sense even for degenerate solutions. Transitions 7y .. are then
only defined at points y > x that are reachable from z with positive II,-probability, i.e. such that
I1;(y) > 0. One can check that these transitions keep the chain within this class of points.

Next, we relate nondegenerate DLR solutions in environment w and cocycles that recover the
potential {w;(w)}.

Theorem 5.3. Fizx w e Q and x € V,,,, m € Z. Then Il is a nondegenerate DLR solution in
environment w if, and only if, there exists a cocycle {B(u,v) : u,v = x} that satisfies recovery (4.1)
and

(5.5) Mo (Ximin = Tmn) = eZhom o= Be0)

for every admissible path x,,, starting at x,, = x. This cocycle is uniquely determined by the
formula

_ II;(v) Z
5.6 Buw) _ Z22\Y)  Zzu >
(5.6) € T, (u) Zw,v’ U,V =T
It satisfies

Z, ~
(5.7) e Bly) = plle [Zy—X”] forally=zx andn>y-e.
z,Xn

The transition probabilities of 11, are then given by
(5.8) T e (W) = ey BOvTe) oy > g e (1,2},

When II, is given we denote the corresponding cocycle by B'=(u,v). Conversely, when B is
given, we denote the corresponding DLR solution in environment w (that B recovers) by I12.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Given a nondegenerate solution II, € DLRY define B via (5.6). Telescop-
ing products check that this is a cocycle. To check the recovery property write Q% ... (u) =
ZLuew"(Zw,quei)_l. Hence,

efB(u,quel) _I_efB(u,queg)

— Wy

= —Hm(u) (Hm (u+ e1)Q% yye, (W) + T (u + €2) Q0 4ty (u)>

o
= éx—(u) (Hx(u,u +eeX.)+ I (u,u+eze X)) =e Y.

(5.8) follows from (5.4) and (5.6) and then (5.5) follows from (5.8), the Markov property of II,,
and the cocycle property of B.

Conversely, given a cocycle B that recovers the potential, define 7% via (5.8). Recovery implies
that 7% are transition probabilities. Let II, be the distribution of the Markov chain with these
transition probabilities. Again, (5.8) and the cocycle property imply (5.5). In particular, II, is not
degenerate. For y > x adding (5.5) over all admissible paths from = to y gives

(5.9) I, (y) = Zy e 5@
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This and the cocycle property of B imply (5.6). Using y = x,, and solving for e Z(®¥) in (5.9) then
plugging back into (5.5) gives

n—1
. n—l —B(z,xn) _ ez . w
Hm(xm,n) = eSh=m "k = Hm(y)T = H:B(y) :cy(:Em n)
x?y
which says I, is a DLR solution in environment w.
Lastly, we prove (5.7). Let k = y - € = m. Then
Zy x Ly yZ
7 Eﬂm[ Y, n:|: (X, =uv T,y<y,v
wy Zx,Xn 1;/ SC( " ) Zx,v
VeV,
= > T Yo (Xk =)
v=y
veVy,
= Z Hm(Xk =y, Xp = U) = Hm(Xk = y)
vy
veV,
Then (5.7) follows from this and (5.9). The theorem is proved. O

Remark 5.4. We can make sense of the above theorem even for degenerate solutions if we allow
cocycle B to take the value oo.

Remark 5.5. The above theorem gives the following interesting fact. If Bj(u,v) and Bs(u,v),
u,v = x, are two cocycles that recover the potential, then for any s € [0, 1]

B(z,y) = —log(se*Bl(m’y) +(1— 3)6732(9“’)) and B(u,v) = B(z,v) — B(z,u), u,v=x

is also a cocycle that recovers the potential. This is in fact not limited to a convex combination of
two recovering cocycles and works for any convex mixture of them.

The DLR solutions that correspond to cocycles B¢t ¢ e rild, will play a key role in what
follows. We will denote these by Hii@ and the corresponding transition probabilities by 7¢+%.
These transition probabilities do not depend on the starting point z. When B$~ = B¢t = B¢
we also write Hi’“ and 7¢“. In addition to recovering the potential, the B$T cocycles are also
T-covariant when ¢ is deterministic. We next show how these observations relate to the law of
large numbers for the corresponding DLR solution.

Theorem 5.6. Let B be an Ll(Q ]P’) T-covariant cocycle that recovers the weights (wy). There

erists an event QB < Q such that ]P’(QB) =1 and for every & € QB and x € Z? the distribution of
Xp/n under Hm( @) satisfies a large deviation principle with convex rate function Ip(§) = —h(B) -

&—A(), £ eU. Consequently, 2@ s strongly directed into Uy p -

Proof. From equation (5.9) and the shape theorems (2.2) and (4.2) for the free energy and shift-

covariant cocycles we get that P-almost surely, for all € Z?, all £ € U, and any sequence , >
with x, € V,, and z,,/n — ¢

n~t long(Xn =) = n~t log Z 4, — n_lB(az,xn) —O>OA(§) + h(B) - €.

The large deviation principle follows. Then Borel-Cantelli and strict positivity of Ip off of Uy p)
imply the directedness claimed in the theorem. ([l

Next, couple H6 +.& , xv € Z? € erild, pathwise, as described in Section A.1. Denote the coupled
up-right paths by X;Ffl& Y 2 €Vm, meZ, £ erid. When B¢~ = B+ = B we write X%4¥. For
i€ {1,2} set X} et X,f’ei’w =x+ (k—m)e;, k= m.
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When @ € QCOC, the event from Theorem 4.8 on which (4.9) holds, and x € V,,,, m € Z, paths
X®EE8 are ordered: For any &,¢ € U with € -e; < (-e; and any k = m

(5.10) XPE® e S XPPHP e < XPCTP e < XPHP ey,

Theorem 5.7. There exists an event Qexist c Q such that @(ﬁoxist) =1 and for every @ € Qexist,
xeZ? and € € rild, 5+ e DLRY and are, respectively, strongly Ug. -directed. For i € {1,2}, the
trivial polymer measure 115 gives a DLR solution that is strongly U,,-directed.

Proof. Let Uy be a countable subset of rilf that contains all of (rit/)\D and a countable dense
subset of D. Let

ﬁexist = ﬁcoc M ﬂ ﬁCont,§ N ﬂ (§B§+ N ﬁtﬂt,EJr N ﬁB&* N ﬁtilt,ﬁf)'
&elhpn'D §ello
When £ € Uy and @ € SAlBng A Qtﬂté.}. Lemma 4.13 says h(B¢T) = —VA(£+) and then Theorem 5.6
says that Hi*"f’ is strongly U, -directed, for all x € Z2. A similar argument works for Hgf’@.

Now fix & € (rid)\Up and & € ﬁexist. If £ e; < €- ey then pick ¢ € Uy N D such that £ - e; <
C-e1 < &-e1. Then & = (. The ordering of paths (5.10) implies that X,f’EJr’@ 6] < X;’C’@ - e for all
k = m (there is no need for the + distinction for { € Uy N D). Since the distribution of the latter
path is H:%@ and it is strongly U¢-directed, we deduce that

@On_an e1<C-e1=E-ey, H?’a—almost surely.
n—

_ If £ e (ritd)\Up is such that § = &, then let € > 0 and pick ¢ € Uy n D such that £ -e; < (-e1 <
(-eg<&-e1+e=E e +e. This is possible because VA(() converges to but never equals VA(§)
as (-e1 \ & e1. (Note that £ € D.) The same ordering argument as above implies

lm n !X, e <C-e1 <E&-e1+¢, 5% almost surely.
n—0

Take € — 0. Similarly,

lim n 'X, e > & e, Hﬁ_@—almost surely.
n—00 -

Appealing once again to the path ordering, we see now that both Hﬁi’a are strongly directed into
Ug. Since € D we have Uz = Ug_ = Ue. The theorem is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Recall the set Uy from the proof of Theorem 5.7. When ¢ € (rit/)\D and
we Qex1st7 W e Qtﬂt £+ N Qtﬂté‘ and we have by Lemma 4.13

(5.11) E[B¢(0,e1)| Z] = €1 - VA(E=) > €1 - VA(E+) = E[BEH(0,¢1) | Z).

By the ergodic theorem there exists a full P-measure event Q”’ such that for each @ € Q”’ e
(rid)\D, and z € Z? there is a y > x such that B¢ (y,y + el) # B¢t (y,y + e1). This 1mplies
59 2 52,

Recall the projection 7w from Q onto Q. There exists a family of regular conditional distributions
po(+) = B(- |75 (w)) and a Borel set Queg = Q such that P(Queg) = 1 and for every w € Qyeg,
fo(mq (W) = 1. See Example 10.4.11 in [9]. Since

| oty Prae) = B2 = 1

we see that p, (KAZ’O” ) = 1, P-almost surely. Set
(512) Qexist = Qreg N {w € :u'w(ﬁg/) = 1}
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Then P(Qeyist) = 1. We take w € Qexist S0 that ,uw(ﬂf_zl(w) N ﬁg’) = ,uw(ﬁg') = 1. There exists
oe ﬁg’ with 7o (@) = w. For £ € U, the U 4-directed solutions in the claim are 5. O

Theorem 5.8. Fix £ € D. Assume g,Z € D. There exists a T-invariant event Q[g g Q such that

I/PS’(Q[5 a) = 1 and for every & € ﬁ[f € and z € 72, Hii@ = Hi’@ is the unique weakly Ue-directed

solution in DLRY. It is also strongly directed into Ug and for any Ug-directed sequence (xy,) the
sequence of quenched point-to-point polymer measures Q3 .~ converges weakly to 5%, The family

{Hﬁf’ cx e 720 e Q) is consistent and T-covariant.

Proof. Let ng,Cx € rild be such that ny - e; strictly increases to £ - e; and (j - ey strictly decreases
to € - ep. Let

Q[&a = 7"'gsl(Qnondog) @ QCoc N QCont,§ N Qcont,g @ QBus @ QB§+ .

Take & € ﬁ[f 3 Since @ € ﬁBus, Theorem 4.16 implies that for all y € Z? and ke N

Z, - ~ — 7 - -
. y+e1,[nnk) — Bk - y+ea,[nn) — Bk
hm <z o v 2 e (y7y+617w) and hm 7 &b IRd < e (yvy"’_esz)‘

n—o0 Ly |nm] N0 Ly Iy

FixzeV,,, meZ,and y > z. Fix € > 0. Since the choice of & guarantees continuity as n, —¢&
we can choose k large then n large so that

7 — ~ -
+ea,|n _Bn _B¢
y+ez,|nng] <e BT (y,y+e2,®) 5/2 <e B=(y,y+e2,d) c.

2yl |

Let II, € DLR; be weakly U¢-directed. Since ny, (x € rild, both nn, > y and n¢ > y for large
n. Applying (C.1) in the first inequality we have
v)

\%

VA Z
Hx{Xn cer > |nmy e, Xp = y} < Hx{ ytez Xn y+ea,[nmg) X,

Zy.x, Zy,[mka

Z + X _R¢ o
< ch{ ytea, Xn <e Bx(y,y+e2,®) + €,Xn > y} <1.
Zvan

The weak directedness implies the first probability converges to one. Hence,

{ Zy+62 7Xn

lim II, 7
Y, Xn

_B& O
© se Blyyted) €, X, > y} =L
n—

Similarly,

. Zytey, X _Bt o
lim Hw{w > e~ Blyyterd) _ e, X, = y} =1.
n—w Zvan

Using a similar argument with the sequence (i we also get

. Z X _ Bt 5
lim Hx{% > e B (yytezd) _ e, X, = y} =1
n—00
Y Xn
and
. X _BE &
hHOlOHLE{ gg-eh n<e Bt (y,y+e1,@) +€’Xn > y} =1.
n—
Y, Xn

Since &, &, € € D we have VA({—) = VA(E+) = VA(£) and by our choice of @, Bt = B¢ = B¢t =

BS. We have shown that Zytei, Xn/ 2y, x, converges in Il -probability to e~ B yyteid) for every
y =z and i€ {1,2}.
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Using any fixed admissible path from 2 to y and applying the cocycle property of B¢ and the

B (z,y,0)

above limit (to the increments of the path) we see that Z, x,,/Z, x,, — e~ , in IT,-probability.

But if £ = y - € then
ZyXn _ Zy, Xn !
va«Xn Z’UBZ‘ ZZ'vUZUan vay

veV 0

(5.13) 0<

< Q0.

Since w = mQ(©) € Qnondeg, Lemma 3.4 says II, is nondegenerate. Thus, bounded convergence
and (5.7) imply that B¢ is the cocycle that corresponds to II,. In other words, IT, = H%Q. Since
BS = B&* and K e Q) pe+ we conclude that II, is strongly Ue-directed.
For the weak convergence claim, apply Theorem 4.16 to get that for any up-right path z,, , out
of x
eZ;:nlm Wz Zxk’xn
ZZ',Z"!L

k—1 ~ ~
— Ximm @i B @0 — [IEO(X, 1 =z ).
n—00 x ) ’

;xn (Xm,k = $m,k) =

(5.14)

The covariance and consistency claims follow from the covariance of B¢ = BT and the fact that
I15° all use the same transition probabilities 76¥, regardless of the starting point z, as noted right
before the statement of Theorem 5.6. The theorem is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Define Q¢ out of ﬁ[f g similarly to (5.12). Then IP’(Q[5 a) = 1 and for

)

[
s

cach w € Q¢ ¢ there exists Hel g With mq (&3 = w. The claim now follows directly from Theorem

g €
5.8. O
O/ 0 o / O/ P =
Proof of Theorem 3.8. Let Q[QE] = QBus N Q[g,g]’ DeﬁneAQ[é’a out of Qg—], similarly to (5.12).
Then ]P’(Q’[é 5]) =1 and for each w € QI[E q there exists @ € QI[E q with (&) = w. When ¢, € € D,

~

VA(E+) = VAE+) = VA(E+) = VA(E). Since & € Opus © Qeonte N O BE = B¢ =
B¢t = BEF . Theorem 4.16 then implies the limit in (3.2) exists and equals the value of the cocycle
B&(z,y,&). Then (3.4) follows from (4.9).

Take x € V,,, and consider n > m. By [53, Theorem 4.1] the distributions of X,,/n under Q‘;”(hn)
satisfy a large deviation principle with rate function

J(C) = =h-C=A(Q) + Ap(h), (el

By duality, J(-) vanishes exactly on U, = [£,£]. Borel-Cantelli and strict positivity of J off of [¢, ]

imply that v* = ®n>mQ;’€L

Theorem 3.7 to find

cont,g’

n) 18 strongly [€, ]-directed. For i € {1,2} use the weak convergence in

Zh
St _ e B (Q (o + )
a,(n)
— ¢TI (1 4 gy) = ¢~ B (@ateiw)—he;
n—00
(3.3) follows from the above, telescoping products, and (4.6). O

Proof of Corollary 3.9. The claims follow from the observation that the limit in (3.2) is exactly the
cocycle BS. O

Lemma 5.9. Fiz x,y € Z*, w € Q, and 11, € DLRY. Then Z, x,,/Z4.x, is a lly-backward martin-
gale relative to the filtration X[, o).
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Proof. Fix N > n and an up-right path z,1 n with II;(zp41,5) > 0. Abbreviate A = {zp41 —
€1, Tnt+1 — €2}. Write

EHx Z X Zy,wn Hm (fEn,N)
n+1,N = Tn+1,N :
Zx Xn A Zx,xn HSU (xn+1,N)
_ Z 2y, € Lywaia 0
TnEA CC 3 Tn+1 Zx7xn+1

Theorem 5.10. Fizw e Q andx € V,,,, m € Z. Let I, be a nondegenerate extreme point of DLRY.
Then for all u,v = =,

ZU x
(5.15) ZoXn __, o= B ()

II.-almost surely.
Zqun n—0

Proof. By the backward-martingale convergence theorem [23, Theorem 5.6.1] Z, x,,/Z; x, con-
verges Il -almost surely and in Ll(Hx) to a limit Ky y = Kgy(Tm ). A priori kg, is ﬂn X[n,oo)—
measurable. Define

K .
Fyyte; = :c7y+617 forie{l,2} and y ez + Zi with K, > 0.
x?y
Note that
(5.16) Zy+er, Xn +>Z@+emXﬁ g
Zy7XTL Zy,Xn
This implies
(5.17) H;p{Vy =Ky =000 Kyyre, + Kyytres = e—Wy} = 1.

Next, note that
Zy+e1,Xn ) Zy+e1+ez,Xn Zy+ez,Xn . Zy+e1+62,Xn

ZvaTL Zy+el7Xn ZvaTL Zy+627Xn
Thus,

Hw{Vy =T Kgytete = 00T
(5.18)

Ry,y+e1 Ky+ery+er+ea = ’fy,y+ez’fy+ezvy+61+ez} =1

On the event in (5.17)

 JRyyre v i€ {1,2} and y € x + Z3% such that k., >0
vyte 1/2 i€{1,2} and y € x + Z2 such that iy, =0

define transition probabilities. Let II}; be the distribution of the Markov chain X,, » starting at
X, = x and using these transition probabilities.

Note that k; , = 1 and if K, > 0 and 7y y1e, > 0, then Ky yye; > 0and Ky yte, = Kz yhyy+e; > 0.
This means that the Markov chain stays II%-almost surely within the set {y > z : K, , > 0}.

On the intersection of the two events in (5.17) and (5.18), if x,, ; is an admissible path starting
at  and II%(x,, ) > 0, then the above paragraph says k; ,, > 0 for each ¢ € {m,...,k} and then

k—1
k—1
We, Z-: Wx
(5.19) 2 (Tm k) H Togwivr — H Rajmipn €70 = Ry, 6707m 0
i=m

Adding over all admissible paths from z to y € V;. gives
(5.20) I3 (Y) = Koy Zay-
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Putting the two displays together gives

k—1
eZi:mwz.

T ) Q3 k).
:Biy

I (2m,k) = 15 (y) -
In other words, IT¥ € DLRY, II,-almost surely. The L'-convergence implies

. Zy.x _ Bl
El_lx [Hx,y] = lim Eﬂz[ Y, n] = B (:c,y)’
n—w z,Xn

where we used (5.7) for the last equality (since II, is assumed to be nondegenerate). The above,
(5.19), and (5.5) give

k—1 z
Ee [T (2 1)] = eXimm ©oi =B @) — 1 (2, 1).

In other words, I, = SH;(xm'w) 1, (dxmm, o). Since I, was assumed to be an extreme point in DLRY,
we conclude that I, (ITf = II;) = 1. Since II determines x, this says that kg y(Zm,0) = e~ B (z.y)

for all y > « and I -almost every x,, . Now (5.15) follows from writing

Zyx,  Zvx,/ZzX,

’
Zu,Xn Zuvxn/ZlHXn

taking n — oo and applying the cocycle property of Bl=, g

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 3.5. The full proof requires handling some technical issues,
so we begin with a brief sketch of the main idea in the case where A is strictly concave to give a
sense of how the argument works. By (5.15), log Z, x,, —log Zy1¢,,x,, converges Il -almost surely to
B+ (y,y+e1). On the other hand, (3.2) implies that for nice directions &, log Zyne) =108 Zyy ey |ng]
converges P-almost surely to B¢(y,y + e1). This, and the monotonicity from (C.1) imply that if
X, -e1 > né-eq happens infinitely often, then B=(y,y+e1) < BS(y,y +e1) for all y > . But then
coupling 5% and 11, pathwise, as described in Section A.1, implies that almost surely the II,-path
must stay to the right of the Hg’w-path. A similar argument holds if X,, - e; < n& - e; happens
infinitely often. In short, this argument shows that if a subsequential limit point of X,, goes to the
right of a nice direction ¢ with positive probability, then every subsequential limit point must stay
to the right of (. Similarly, if any subsequential limit goes to the left of a nice direction 7, then
every subsequential limit point must stay to the left of . These two statements are only consistent
if the path satisfies the strong law of large numbers for some direction & € rild. The technicalities
in the proof arise because we do not assume strict concavity.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Let Qdir = ﬁoxist N SA)BHS N 661,62 and similarly to (5.12) let Qqir = Qnondeg M
Qreg N {w eN: uw(ﬁdir) = 1}. Then P(Qqi;) = 1. Fix w € Qg;;. There exists & € ﬁdir such that
(W) = w.

Take ¢ € rild. For any y = x we have n{ > y when n is large enough. Then when X,,-e; > [n( - eq|
inequality (C.1) implies

Zy+517Xn > Zy+€1,l"CJ and Zy+62,Xn < Zy+627["CJ
Zy7X7l ZyvlnCJ Zy7X" Zy,lTLCJ

Since @ € Qpus

lim Zy+el,ln<J > efBS*(y,wel@) and Im Zy+ez,ln<J < estf(y,y%z,@)‘

n— 00 y,[nC] n—w y,[nc]
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Putting these facts together with (5.3) we get for £ > 0

Zerez,Xn < Zy+62,l"CJ X, > y}
X b n =
Zy X, Zy Inc]

lim Hx{Xn ~e1 > |nC- elj} < nli_I)Igon{

n—o0

- VA +e9, X _BS— o
< hm HLB{ YTe2,An <e B> (y,y+eg,w) + €,Xn 2 y}
n—90 Zyv«Xn

If the limsup on the left is positive then using (5.15) implies e~ BT ter) < =B (hyterd) 4 ¢
The case of e is similar. Taking ¢ — 0 we get

an(y7y+el) <B£7(y7y+€17&}) and

(5.21) -
B (y,y +e2) = BS (y,y + €2,0)

for each y € x + Zi and ¢ € rild such that
(5.22) nlglgo Hx{Xn -e1 >n( - el} > 0.

Couple {I1,, Hgi’a : ¢ erild} as described in Section A.1 and denote the coupled paths by Yiﬁo
(distribution II,) and X555 (distribution IT5T).

We have already seen that paths X% are monotone in ¢. Similarly, (5.21) implies that for
¢ € rild satisfying (5.22), we have

Y,f’w -ep = X,féi’w -ep forallkeZ,.

Since the distribution of XZ’gi’w is H%f’“ and is strongly directed into Uy (because & € Qexist) we

see that for ¢ € rilf satisfying (5.22)
(5.23) Hm{ lim n ' X, e > ¢ 61} =1.
n—00 —

Here, (- e1 =inf{C-e1: (€U} =1— (- ez Let & €U be such that

¢ e =sup{C-ey:(erild and (5.22) holds for (}.

If the above set is empty, then we set £ = eg. Let & = §’. If ¢ = ey, then & = §1 = eo as well and
we trivially have

(5.24) Hx{ lim 71X, - er > €, - el} - 1.
n—0o0
Assume £’ # ey and take ¢ € rild with ¢ -e; < & - e;. Observe that we can take ¢ arbitrarily
close to . Indeed, if & -e1 < & - eq, then take {1 -e1 < (-e1 < & -e1 to get ¢ =_§/ = & and
¢ =¢,- Ifinstead §; = &', then also §, = & =¢&. Now, as ( — &, VA(¢+) approach but never
equal VA(£1—) because there is no linear segment of A adjacent to & on the left. This forces ¢ and
¢ to converge to &;.

Fix € > 0 and take ¢ € ri/ with (- e; <& -e; and (-e; > &, -e1—e. Then (5.22) holds and
therefore (5.23) holds too and we have -
Hx{li_m n_an-el >§1-el—a} >Hx{li_m n_an-el 2@61} =1.
n—00 - n—00 =

Take ¢ — 0 to get (5.24) when &’ # es.
A symmetric argument (e.g. exchanging the roles of e; and ey) gives

(5.25) Hm{ lim n™' X, e1 <& 61} =1

n—00
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where & = ¢ and £ € U is such that
& e = inf{( ce;: Cerild and lim Hx{Xn -ep <n( - el} > 0},
n—0o0

with £” = ey if the set is empty. ~
(5.24) and (5.25) imply that £, -e1 <" -e1 and £’ - e1 < &, - e1. For example if ¢ € rilf is such

that ¢ -e; > &, - e; then Fatou’s lemma gives

1=Hx{m n X, e <Z2'€1} éHm{E n X, e <C-el}
n—0

n—o0

< EH”’[li_m Il{Xn ce1 < n(-el}] < lim Hx{Xn e < nC'el},
n—0o0 n—aoo
and then ¢ -e; =& - e1.

Also, & -e1 = £ - e;. To see this take (,¢’ € rid with ( -e;7 < (' -e1 < & -e1. Then
I, (X, -e1 = n¢'-e1) — 1 and hence (5.22) holds and (-e; < &' -e1. Take ¢ — £”. We now consider
three cases.

Case (a): If £’ = &, then &' = & = ¢, forcing £ = ¢’ = &1 Let § = £ Weak {{}-directedness
holds by the definitions of ¢’ and £”, since they equal €. Note that & = &, and Uz = [61,&]) = [¢ N &)
Then strong directedness into Ug follows from (5.24) and (5.25). The case {" = & is similar.

Case (b): Assume & # & and € # & but € -1 < &"-e1 < & -e1. Then set £ = &. We have
Eﬂ = ¢ and thus &, = £&. We also have §1 = § and again strong directedness into U follows from
(5.24) and (5.25). The case &3 -e1 < &' -e; <&, - e is similar.

Case (c): In the remaining case, {1 - €1 <&"-e1 <& -e1 <& ey we have [£1,&] = Uy = Ugr. In
this case, A is linear on [&1, {s] and therefore ', " € D. Let { = ¢’. The definitions of {” and &’ give
weak directedness into [§",£'] < [§1,82] = Ug. Strong directedness into U L Ug = [§, £ = €,,6,]
follows from (5.24) and (5.25). -

To finish, note that in all three cases £ € rilf. Indeed, strong directedness into U, would imply
(5.22) and thus (5.21) hold for all ¢ € rit/. Then Lemma 4.14 would imply BY=(y,y + e3) = oo,
contradicting nondegeneracy. Strong directedness into U, is argued similarly. O

For the rest of the section we assume that (3.5) holds. Then, in Theorem 4.8, we can ask
that 1 € By and take HJ to be {—=VA(¢) : € € Dy}, where Dy is the countable dense subset of
rid from the paragraph following (3.5). Theorem 4.16 then implies that for £ € Dy and & €

cont, & BS = B = B¢ is a function of {w,(®) : z € Z2}. This and (4.10)
imply that the whole process { B"* : h € B} is measurable with respect to & = o(w, : z € Z?) c F.

QCoc N QBus N Qv:ont,§ N Q

In other words we do not need the extended space Q. For the rest of the section we write w instead
of @ and more generally drop the hats from our notation.
Recall the definition of the countable random set U¥ < riif in (3.7).

Lemma 5.11. Assume (3.5). Fiz x € Z?. The following hold.

(a) For any n,¢ € rild, {w € Qeoc : A NUY # D} is measurable, where A is any of the four
intervals [n,C], [n, <[, 1n,¢], or |n,¢[. Also, {w € Qeoc : DN UY # @} and {w € Qeoc :
|D nUY| = o} are measurable as are {w € Qeoc : N is a Tight-accumulation point in UL}
and {w € Qeoc = € 15 a left-accumulation point in UL}

(b) For any n,{ €U, P([n,¢] nUy # @) € {0,1} and P([n, (] nUE # @) = 1 if and only if

(5.26) P{w € Qeoc : I € [, ¢] nrild : BS¥(0,e1,w) # B (0,e1,w)} > 0.
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Proof. Let Dy be a dense set of points in D. For 7,( € rild the event {w € Qeoc :|n, ([N UY # T}
can be rewritten as

{w € Qeoe : Jyex + 72 Jie (1,2} W e N VkeN I, & € Donln, C[:
&1 — &l < 1/k, |BS (y,y + e;) — B (y,y + &)1 > 1/5}-

It is therefore measurable. The other cases of the set A can be obtained as decreasing intersections
of the one above and are hence measurable too.

Recall that VA({+) = VA({—) if and only if £ € D. By Lemma 4.7(a), (b), and (c) this holds if
and only if there exist sequences f{,fg € Dy with f{ e <€-ep < fg -eq, lim; f{ = lim; fg = ¢ and
lim; VA(&{) = lim; VA(&%). The event {w € Qeoc : |D N UY| = m} can then be rewritten as

{weacoczaeeNayjex+Zi % e{1,2}, je{l,...,m}, Vke N
I <tl<@ <& <. < <PeDy: |- <1k,

so it is measurable. m = 1 gives {w € Qcoc : D N UY # @}. Intersection over all m gives
{we Qeoe 1 |D NUY| = 0}

The event {w € Qo : 7 is a right-accumulation point in Y%} is the intersection of the events
{ULn,n'] # @} over ' € Dy with ' - e; > n - e;. Similarly for left-accumulation points. Part (a)
is proved.

Fix n,¢ € Y. Similarly to {w € Qcoc : [0, (] nUY # T}, the event

E={weQeoc:yeZTie{l,2},3¢ € [n,¢] n1ild : B (y,y + €;,w) # B~ (y,y + ej,w)}

is measurable. It is also shift-invariant and the ergodicity of the distribution of {w, : = € Z?}
induced by P implies that this event has probability either 0 or 1. It has probability 1 if and only
if

(5.27) P{3i e {1,2},3¢ € [n.¢] nrild : BS(0,¢;) # B (0,¢;)} > 0.

But recovery (4.7) implies that B*(0,e1) # B$(0,e1) is equivalent to BST(0,e2) # B(0, e2).
Therefore, (5.27) holds if and only if (5.26) holds.

If P(€) = 0 then P{w : [n,{] nUy # @} = 0, since the latter is a smaller event. On the
other hand, if P(£) = 1 then (5.27) holds and ergodicity implies that with P-probability one
there is a positive density of sites y such that there exist ¢ € {1,2} and & € [n,(] n rid with
B (y,y + e;) # B (y,y + ¢;). In particular, there exist such sites in Z% and so [,{] nUY # 2.
Part (b) is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 3.10. For & € (rid)\D let n = { = €. Then (4.4) implies (5.26) holds. The first
claim in part (a) follows from applying Lemma 5.11, since there are countably many directions of
non-differentiability. The second claim, about £ € D, comes from the continuity in Remark 4.12.

When { # £ condition (3.5) implies that [{,] < D and hence VA((+) = VA({) and B¢~ =
B¢t = BS for all ¢ € [¢,€]. Part (b) now follows from Lemma 5.11 with = £ and ¢ = €. (There
are countably many & with & # £.)

The first claim in part (c) is the same as the first claim in Lemma 5.11. Fix 1 and ¢ as in the
second claim. Define

A={ee PO nUs #2) =1 v eleClf = [n.cl.
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Note that any point in A is an almost sure (right) accumulation point of Uy. Let & € [n,(] be
such that

g0~ e1 =sup{¢’ - e1: & € [n, (] and P([n, '] n Uy # @) = 0}.

We have P([n,&'] n UY = @) =1 for all & € [n,&[. Taking £ — &, implies the same claim for
[, &o[. Since & € D, part (a) implies the same holds for [n,&]; therefore & # (. The definition of
&o, the (already proven) first claim in (c), and P(§y ¢ UY) = 1 now imply that {y € A and so A is
not empty.

For any € € A and &’ €]¢, [ there exists £ €], £'] such that P([¢", '] n UY # &) = 1. Otherwise,
taking ¢ — ¢ and using P({ € U¥) = 0 we get a contradiction with £ € A. The previous paragraph
shows that there exists £” €]¢”,&'[ n A. Tt follows that £ is an accumulation point of A. (c) is
proved.

Let Quniq be the intersection of Qe N QBus M Qnondeg M Nexist N Qair With the full-measure event
from the already proven parts (a) and (b) and with Qcont,e N Q2 cont ¢ for all of A’s linear segments
[€,€], € # € (if any). Take w € Quniq-

~ Since w € Qnondeg, uniqueness of degenerate extreme solutions comes from Lemma 3.4. Assump-
tion (3.5) implies that

5.28 Us =Us =Us =Uey =Ue forall Eel.
S £ 3 3 3

Then strong directedness of nondegenerate extreme solutions follows from Theorem 3.5 (since w €
Qqir). This proves part (d).

Consider a solution II, € DLR; that is weakly U¢-directed for some & € Y. If { = e; for some
i € {1,2} then the paragraph following Theorem 3.5 explains why it must be that II, = II'. Assume
therefore that & € rild. As explained at the end of Section 2.4, applying Choquet’s theorem gives
the existence of a probability measure v on DLRY such that

I, = J 11, v(dI1,).
ext DLRY

Fix n,( € rild such that n-e; <& -e; and - e; > £ -e1. Then
I {n-e1 <n 'Xp-e1<(-en}
= J {n-e1 <n'X,-e1 <C-er}v(dly).
ext DLRY -

The weak Ug-directedness of II, implies the left-hand side goes to 1 as n — 00. On the other hand,
the strong directedness of extreme DLR solutions, proved in part (d), implies that the probability
being integrated on the right-hand side converges to either 0 or 1. It converges to 1 exactly for
those II, that are strongly [7, (]-directed. Applying bounded convergence we then get

V{1, is strongly [n, ¢]-directed} = 1.
Taking 1 and ¢ to £ we conclude that
(5.29) v{II, is strongly Ug-directed} = 1.

But then this implies that IL, is strongly Ug-directed and part (e) is proved.

Now fix £ e U\UY . Since w € Qeyist and Ug— = Ug, we already know from Theorem 5.7 that Hg’w
is a strongly Ug-directed DLR solution. Let II, be (possibly another) strongly Ug-directed DLR
solution. If £ # £, then assumption (3.5) implies A is linear on [, flceDandwe Qcont,¢ implies

BE = BS = B = BS~. Either way, we have BS~ = B¢~. Similarly, B" = BT, By Theorem
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4.16 we have Il -almost surely, for all y € x + Zi,

e  Zyiere _ 7 ZyterXa _ g
(5.30) e B yterw) o iy Z¥FeLAn o i ZVFendn o =B (yyterw)
n—aw y7XTL n—a Zy,Xn
and
_pB&t R/ — 7 e
(5.31) e B (y,y+e2,w) < lim Zytes, Xn <1 Zytes, Xn <e B¢ (yyte2,w)
n—aw y7Xn n—aw Zy,Xn

Consequently, if £ ¢ U, then for i € {1,2}

lim Zerei,Xn _ e—B‘E(y,y—l-ei,w)
n—o0 Zy,Xn
and hence
lim —Zy’X" _ ¢~ Bizyw)
n—o0 Zx,Xn
II,-almost surely and for all y € x+Z2. Then due to (5.13) and (5.7) applying bounded convergence
we deduce that II, = II$*. The existence and uniqueness claimed in part (f) have been verified.

As explained above Lemma 2.9, one can write I, as a convex integral mixture of extreme
measures from DLRY. This mixture will then have to be supported on DLR solutions that are all
strongly Ue-directed. Uniqueness then implies that they are all equal to II, and therefore II, is
extreme.

The weak convergence claim comes similarly to (5.14). The argument for consistency is similar
to the one below (5.14). (f) is proved.

When & e UY, 15+ are two DLR solutions which, by Theorem 5.7 and (5.28), are both strongly
Ug-directed. The two are different because they are nondegenerate and so if y € x+7Z2 and i € {1,2}
are such that B¢~ (y,y +e;,w) # B (y,y +¢e;,w), then passing through y has a positive probability
under both Hii’“’, and the transitions out of y are different.

Since Hii’“’ are two different Ug-directed solutions, there must exist at least two different extreme
ones. Part (g) is proved and we are done. O

We can in fact prove a little bit more than the claim in Theorem 3.10(g).
Lemma 5.12. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.10(g) we have that 55 are extreme.

Proof. Applying (5.29) to II, = |1 P says that this measure is a convex mixture of extreme DLR
solutions that are all strongly Ug-directed. Then v-almost surely II, is nondegenerate and (5.30)
and (5.31) hold IT,-almost surely. By (5.15), the ratios of partition functions converge I -almost
surely and we have

- T - T
(5.32) e~ B wyterw) < o—BU(yytel) g BT Wuyteaw) 5 —BUE(yyter)

By the cocycle property of BTz we can rewrite the above as

e~ B () (=B (yyterw) < o—Be (my+er) —B(z,y) (~B (yyterw) 5 o~ B (zyter)

and e
Integrating any of (5.5), (5.7), or (5.9) shows that Se‘Bﬁz(“’) v(dIl,) = e B @vw) Therefore

—B&— —B¢— — B¢ —B&— _ B¢ —B¢—
e B (:B:va)e B (y7y+617w) < e B (x7y+617w) B (w7y7w)e B (y7y+627w) > e B (m7y+627w)‘

and e

But the cocycle property of B¢~ says the above are in fact equalities. Hence, it must be the case
that (5.32) were in fact equalities and therefore BUs — B~ p-almost surely. In other words, we

have shown that v = (51_[57 and therefore Hg_ is extreme. A similar reasoning holds for Hfﬁ. O



POLYMER GIBBS MEASURES 37

Proof of Theorem 3.12. Let Dy be a countable dense subset of D containing the endpoints of all
linear segments of A (if any). We define a coupling of certain paths on the tree 75°. Set Q. =

ﬂ<eD0 Q[C q and take w € Q¢¢. For n € N and € Dy let )A(égg’(n) be the up-right path on 7§’ that
goes from 0 to |n¢| and then continues by taking, say, e; steps. Let @g (n) be the joint distribution of
Ty and {)A(OS’;’(") : ¢ € Dy}, induced by QF. By compactness, the sequence @g (n) has a subsequence
that converges weakly to a probability measure. Let @fj be a weak limit. This is a probability

measure on trees spanning Zi and infinite up-right paths on these trees, rooted at 0 and indexed

by ¢ € Dy. We denote the tree by 7%“ and the paths by )?Of;g . The distribution of 7%“ under @fj is
the same as that of 73" under Qf. Furthermore, since by Lemma 3.11 for each n € N and £ € Dy

the distribution of )20%7: ™) under Qp is exactly Qg nc]’ Theorem 3.7 implies that the distribution

of )2'04:(’; under @6" is exactly Hg’w. One consequence is that X 0 is U-directed, @g—almos‘c surely
and for all ¢ € Dy.

We can define a competition interface gg‘;j between the subtrees of ’7?]‘“ rooted at e; and es, and its
distribution under @‘6’ is then the same as the distribution of the original competition interface ¢%
under QF. Since XS¢isa path on the spanning tree ’7%“, {)A(f’w = ey} implies that g/b\jj o1 = XY e
for all n € Z,. This in turn implies the event {lim q@ﬁj -e1/n = (- er}. Consequently, for all ( € Dy,

Qs {lim & er/n < G} ST (X = @) = @001
n—oo

A similar argument gives
(5.33) th{ T 652 - e1/n < C- 61} S w0 B (01 w)
n—

For ¢ € rild with € € Dy taking Dy 3 ¢ — € with ¢ - ey strictly decreasing makes ¢— £. Recall that
w e Applying the above we get

cont,g’
Qg{ lim ¢ -e1/n <¢€- 61} < e0=BE0erw),
n—0o0
Applying (5.33) with ¢ = £ we get
Q‘{)’{ lim ¢~ -e;/n < &- el} > e =B 0e1w),
n—0oo
Since the liminf is always bounded above by the limsup we get
Qs lim 65 - er/n <T-ex} = Q5 { T a1 /n < ooy = 0B 01w,
n—aoo
A similar argument, starting by taking ¢ — £ and applying (5.33), gives
Q‘(‘]‘){ h_m gb‘;i . el/n < é . el} — ng{n@o (#r‘: . el/n < § . 61} — eWO*Bé(O,elch)
n—aoo
for all £ € ritd with £ € Dy. But for £ € Dy we have B*(w) = B&(w) = Bf(w). Hence, all four
probabilities in the above two displays equal ewo=B(0.e1)  We conclude that for any & € Dy
Qi{tim ¢ er/n <& erf = QT gy er/n <o} = e B0,
n—00 -

This implies that {; = lim, o ¢% - e1/n exists QF-almost surely and its cumulative distribution
function is given by (3.8). Parts (a) and (b) are proved. Part (c) follows because B¢* is constant
on the linear segments of A. For (d) observe that

EQBJ{g* = 5} = E[ewo (eiBEJF(O’elyw) _ e*Béi(O,el,w)):L
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which vanishes if and only if P{B¢*(0,e1) = BS~(0,e2)} = 1, which holds if and only if £ € D. O

6. BI-INFINITE POLYMER MEASURES

We now prove Theorem 3.13 and Lemma 3.15, showing non-existence of two classes of bi-infinite
polymer measures. The following is the key step in the proof of Theorem 3.13.

Lemma 6.1. Let B be a shift-covariant cocycle which recovers the potential. Then there is a Borel
set Qp 1o € Q with P(Qp 10) = 1 so that for allw € Qp o and for all x € 7?,
lim max Hf(“) (x) = 0.

n—0o0 YT
lz—yli=n

Proof. By shift-covariance of B, it is enough to deal with the case x = 0. Couple {HyB @, y € 72}
as described in Section A.1 and denote the coupled paths by X7/, or X¥ for short, y € V,,,, m € Z.
Let N, = {y < v:ve XY}). We will call a point z € Z? a junction point if there exist distinct
u,v € Z? such that |N,| = |N,| = c0 and X* and X" coalesce precisely at z.

Suppose now that PQP(|Ny| = ) > 0. The shift-covariance of B implies N, (7,9, Tyw) =
Nyiv(¥,w). Hence, by the ergodic theorem, with positive P ® P-probability there is a positive
density of sites v € Z* with |N,| = co.

By Theorem A.3, for P ® P-almost every (¢,w) and all u,v € Z?, X* and XV coalesce. It follows
from this and the previous paragraph that with positive P ® P-probability there is a positive density
of junction points.

For L € N, let J denote the union of the junction points in [1, L]? together with the vertices
of the south-west boundary of [1,L]?, {ke; : 1 < k < L,i € {1,2}}, with the property that one
of the junction points lies on X*¢. For each junction point z, there are at least two such points
on the south-west boundary. Decompose J; into finite binary trees by declaring that the two
immediate descendants of a junction point z are the two closest points u,v € J;, with the property
that z € X" n X". The leaves of these trees are points in J; which lie on the boundary and the
junction points are the interior points of the trees. This tree cannot have more than 2L + 1 leaves,
but this contradicts that there are on the order of L? junction points, since a binary tree has more
leaves than interior points. Thus P ®P(Ny < o) = 1.

Fix ¢ > 0. We now know that P(|Ny(J,w)| < ) = 1 for P-almost all w. Then there exists
an integer ng = nop(w) such that P (| No(9,w)| =n) < e for n = ng. The claim follows from the
observation that II7(0) = P(0 € X¥) < P(|No(9,w)| = n) for y < 0 with [y|; = n. O

We can now rule out the existence of polymer Gibbs measures satisfying the law of large numbers
in a fixed direction and of metastates.

Proof of Theorem 3.13. Let Qbi,[g,é] = Qpge g N Q[ﬁf] and take w € Qbi{gf]' Suppose there exists

a weakly Ug-directed II € DLR”. Take any x € Z? such that ¢ = II(z) > 0. Fixn < xz-e. If
II(x |y) < ¢/2 for all y € V,, with II(y) > 0, then II(y,z) < cIl(y)/2 for all y € V,, and adding over
y we get ¢ = II(z) < ¢/2, which contradicts ¢ > 0. Hence, there exists a y,, < x such that y, € V,,
II(y,) > 0, and II(z |y,) > ¢/2. But, by Lemma 2.9, II(- | y,) is a weakly Ug-directed element of
DLR{  and, by Theorem 3.7, it must be that Il(z |y,) = 115 (z). But then IT5“ () > ¢/2 for all

3
n, which contradicts Lemma 6.1 since Theorem 5.8 says Hgf = Han ), O

Proof of Lemma 3.15. Suppose that II is a measure satisfying Definition 3.14(a) and Definition
3.14(c). Then for each z € Vj

E[II“(X = z)] = E [II"**(X, = 0)] = E[II¥(X, = 0)].

This is a contradiction since {X( = z}, z € Vj, form a partition of X. O
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APPENDIX A. CourPLED RWRE PATHS WITH {ej,e2} STEPS

A.1. Path coupling. In this section we construct a coupling of a family of random walks in a
random environment (RWRE) with admissible steps {e;, e2} that several arguments in this paper
rely on.

Let (2, F,P) satisfy the assumptions of Section 2. Let P denote the law of i.i.d. Uniform|0,1]
random variables ¢ = {¥(y) : y € Z*} on [0, 1]22, equipped with the Borel o-algebra and the natural
group of coordinate shifts 7,. Define a family of shifts on the product space [0, 1]Zz x ) indexed
by z € Z? in the natural way, via Ty (v,w) = (7yv, Tyw). This shift preserves P QP.

Let A be some index set and let {p® : x € Z?,a € A} be a collection of [0,1]-valued F-
measurable random variables. Abbreviate & = {eq, eg}ZQ. For a € A, construct a random graph
g%(¥,w) = g* € B, via

e = ey if I(z) = pl(w).

For each z € V,,,, m € Z, let X;;;%" = X;55° (9) denote the random path defined via X5, = =
and X, = X7 + g%s0w (9, w) for k > m. We observe that under P, for fixed o, X% has
k—1

the law of a quenched RWRE with admissible steps {ej1,e2} started from z and taking the step e;
at site y with probability pj (w). Two properties follow immediately.

o {el if 0(x) < p(w),

Corollary A.1. The following hold for any w € Q and ¥ € |0, 1]22.
(a) (Coalescence) If for some a € A, xz,y € Z*, and n > max(x - &,y - €) we have X5 (¥) =
X7 O9(0), then XM (9) = X4(9) for all k = n.
(b) (Monotonicity) Fiz x € Vy,, m € Z, and a1,a € A. If pyt(w) < py?(w) for ally = = then
Xp(0) - e1 < X (9) - eq for all n = m.
The proof of Lemma 4.11 is an example of how we use this coupling.

Proof of Lemma 4.11. Tt suffices to work with a fixed 5 € (0,00). The case 8 = 00 comes by taking
a limit. Fix n € Z and construct the coupled paths Xﬁ,jg’oh’w(ﬁ), x €V, m € Z, as above, with

Zﬁvh
eBUJZJrel +Bh'61 :”J:;’}—Lv(n) lf ‘x|1 < n,x > O7

pz(w) = Zslm)
1/2 otherwise.
Note that for x € V,,,, m+ 1 <mn, and 7,5 € {1,2}
h B,h h NeRy
OnFl iy = Botylei (X —2)] and 0 B = ESON lei (X — 2 —¢5)].

It follows that whenever x € V,,,, m < n and 4,5 € {1,2},

On, BIM (1,1 + €j) = EVPMei - Xl — B2 ei - (Xn —€)] —ei - ¢

z,(n) z+ej,(n)
=E [Ci . (Xff’ﬁ’h’“ _ Xﬁ“jﬂvhvw)] '
Then Corollary A.1(a) and planarity imply that
Op, BOM(x,2 +¢;) <0 and  dp,  BPM(x,xz +e;) =0, O

A.2. Coalescence of RWRE paths. We show that the quenched measures of a general 1+1-
dimensional random walk with {e;,e2} steps in a stationary weakly elliptic random environment
can be coupled so that the paths coalesce. The proof is an easier version of the well-known Licea-
Newman [45] argument for coalescence of first-passage percolation geodesics. Notably, the mea-
surability issues which make the Licea-Newman argument somewhat involved in zero temperature
vanish in positive temperature due to the extra layer of randomness coming from the coupling.
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Let p: Q — [0, 1] be a measurable function. Assume weak ellipticity:
(A.1) PO<p<1) =1

Construct random variables {XJ, , : x € V,;,,m € Z} via the coupling described in Subsection
A1 with p,(w) = p(T,w) and write P = P®P. Let P¥ (with expectation operator EY) be the
distribution (on (Z2)%+) of the corresponding random walk in random environment starting at z.

Lemma A.2. Assume (A.1). For P-almost every w, for all x € Z2, P¥-almost every path crosses
all vertical lines to the right of x and all horizontal lines above x.

Proof. By shift-invariance, it is enough to prove the claim for x = 0. For i € {1,2} let Z; be the
T.,-invariant o-algebra. Note that E[logp|Z;] < 0 and E[log(1 — p) | Z2] < 0. The ergodic theorem
implies then that

0 0
P(T]p(Theiw) =0) =P(T](1 = p(Thes)) = 0) = 1.
k=0 k=0
By a union bound, we have that
0
]P’{PSJ(the path has at most finitely many ey increments) > 0} < Z ]P’( P(Toi ke, w) > O> =0.
TeZ2 k=0
A similar argument works for the case of finitely many e; increments. O

Theorem A.3. Assume (A.1). Then P-almost surely, for any u,v € Z* there exists an n € Z with
X;ioo = Xﬁ,oo'

Proof. The proof comes by way of contradiction. Observe that if X“ and X" ever intersect, say
X;, = X5, then we would have Xj; ,, = X . So suppose P{X;', n X} = @} > 0 for some
€V, ve Vg rkeZ. By Lemma A.2 these paths must cross any vertical line to the right of u
and v. Restart the paths from the points where they exit some such vertical line. By stationarity
we can assume u = 0 (hence r = 0), X{ = e, v = keg, and X,]j_?l = key + e1. Thus we have
P{X0, nX72 =2, X) = e1, X} = kes + €1} > 0.

Again by shift invariance X2 n X Z(f,;kgoe 2
Consequently, there exists ¢ > k such that

P{Xg,oolel:,eoQo =4, Xff‘%ﬁXfil,Q? =2, X) = e, Xffl = kea+eq, Xff;ffz = (i+k)ez+er} > 0.

= @ for infinitely many ¢ > 0, with positive probability.

Let £ =i+ k. If X ;fe;) N Xfe;) # & then by planarity Xfi?o intersects Xfe;). So we have integers
0 < k < £ such that

0 kea+ep kea+eq leg 0 _ leg
P{X0p n Xp 3 =2, X0 0 X2 =2, XY = e, X, = Llex + e1} > 0.

Let 7, € N be the first coordinate of the point where X((]),oo first reaches the horizontal line fes +R €.

Let 7'e; be the point at which X87OO exits the horizontal line R, e;. Then we can also find integers
0 < m < n such that

0 kea+e kea+e Le: 0 Le /
P{Xo,oo N kalml =, kalml N X&O% =0, X] =e,X,} =leat+e, 7 =m, 7y = n} > 0.

The event in the above probability is independent of the variables ¥, 1)e, ne, Uy, (0—1)es (Where
for example ¥, 41)e; ne; = {9 (mt1)ers -+ s Unes })- Since P(0 < p < 1) = 1 we have that

0 kea+e kea+e le 1 Le /
P{Xopo N Xk+21,ool =g, kalml A Xg’fo =g, X] =e,X, [} =lea+e, 7 =m, 7 =n,

g, = e1 for x € [m+1,nje; and g, = ep for z € [1,£ — 1]ez} > 0.



POLYMER GIBBS MEASURES 41

:jf

FIGURE A.1. The non-intersecting paths Xgm, X ,]:?frozl, and Xfe;). The variables
¥, on the thick segment on the south edge of the rectangle are such that g, = e;.

The variables ¥, on the west edge of the rectangle are such that g, = es.

Call the above event A;. (See Figure A.1.) On this event, path X ,]jff;l is shielded by the arrows

on the boundary [m + 1,n]e; U [1,£ — 1]ey and by paths X§,, and X! and for any u > 0 with

0,00
u- €= s we have Xffﬂr;j NnXgy,=2.

The Burton-Keane lack of space argument [10] furnishes the necessary contradiction. Indeed, by
P(A;) > 0 and the ergodic theorem there exists an event Ag of positive probability such that on As
for all large enough L and a small enough fixed § > 0, event A; o T, occurs for at least L2 points
z € [0,L]? such that the rectangles z + [0,n] x [0, /] are pairwise disjoint and lie inside [0, L]?.
Then with positive probability we have 6L? pairwise disjoint paths that start inside [0, L]?. Each
of these paths must exit through a boundary point of [0, L]?, but for large enough L the number

of boundary points is < §L?. The theorem is proved. O

APPENDIX B. A SHAPE THEOREM FOR COCYCLES

The results in this section extend [31, Theorem A.3] to the stationary setting. The proof is
identical once one alters the definitions appropriately. Fix a dimension d € N and let R < Z% be
an arbitrary finite set of admissible steps that contains at least one nonzero element. Admissible
paths xo, = (zx)p_, satisfy xp —xp—1 € R. Let M = |R|. Let G = {>,.x b.2 : b, € Z} be the
additive group generated by R.

Definition B.1. A shift covariant-cocycle is a Borel-measurable function B : G x G x{2 — R which
satisfies

(1) (Shift covariance) B(x + z,y + z,w) = B(x,y, T.w) for all x,y, z € G and P-almost all w.
(2) (Cocycle property) B(z, z,w) = B(x,y,w) + B(y, z,w) for all z,y, z € G and P-almost all w.
A cocycle is said to be LP(P) if E[|B(0, 2)|P] < oo for all z € R.

Definition B.2. A function V : R x2 — R is in class L if for every nonzero z € R
— 1
(B.1) lim lim max — Z |V (z, Tyyr-w)| = 0.

eN0N—®0 geG:|z|1<ne N

Boundedness of V' is of course sufficient. If V is a local measurable function of {w, : = € Z%} and
these are i.i.d. with 2 + ¢ moments for some € > 0, then V' € £. More generally, membership in £
depends on a combination of mixing of P and moments of V. See Lemma A.4 of [55] for a precise
statement.
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Let
D, = {xegzﬂbzeZ+,szz::ﬂ,sz:n}
2€R z€R

denote the set of sites which can be reached in n admissible steps.

For A < G let Z4 be the o-algebra generated by events that are invariant under T, for all z € A.
Let T =ZIg.

For a shift-covariant L!(P) cocycle c¢(x) = E[B(0, )| Z] is an additive function on the group G
and hence there exists a vector m(B) € R? with E[B(0,z)| Z] = m(B) -z for all z € G. This vector
is not unique unless R spans R, but the inner products m(B) -z, x € G, are well defined.

Theorem B.3. Suppose B is a shift-covariant L*(P) cocycle and there exists a function V(z,w) :
R xR — R with V € L such that B(0,z,w) < V(z,w) for all z € R and P-almost every w. Then
P-almost surely,

L 1B(0.2) —m(B) 1]

n—0o0 xeD, n

=0.

The rest of this section proves the above theorem.

Lemma B.4. Suppose that B is a shift-covariant L*(P) cocycle. Let x € G. Then P-almost surely,
E[B(0,z)| Zz] = m(B) - z.

Proof. By shift-covariance and the cocycle property,
B(0,nz,w) 4 Bliz, (i + 1)z, w) B S B0, x, Tiyw)

n n n

By Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem the limit exists P-almost surely and equals L = E[B(0,z) | Z,]. On
the other hand, by shift-covariance and the cocycle property, we also have

B(0,nz,Tyw) B(y,y+nr,w) By, 0,w) N B(0,nz,w) N B(0,y, Thyw)

n B n B n n n

The left-hand side converges P-almost surely to L o T, and second term on the right-hand side

converges P-almost surely to L. The first term on the right-hand side converges P-almost surely to

0. This implies that the last term must also converge P-almost surely. Since it converges to 0 in

probability, its almost sure limit must also be 0. Consequently, we have shown that E[B(0,x)|Z,]o

T, = E[B(0,z) | Z,], which implies that E[B(0, z)|Z,] is Z-measurable. Therefore E[B(0,z)|Z,] =

E[E[B(0,z)| Z,]| Z] = E[B(0,z)| Z] = m(B) - z. O

A consequence of the above lemma is that if A < Z% and z € A, then
E[B(0,2)| Za] = E[E[B(0,2)| Z,]| Za] = E[E[B(0,2) | Z]| Z4]
=E[B(0,z)| Z] = m(B) - x.
Abbreviate B(z,y) = B(z,y) —m(B) - (y — z). Note that B is also a shift-covariant cocycle and

that E[B(x,y)| Z] = E[B(0,y — z)| Z] = 0.

Lemma B.5. Suppose that B is a shift-covariant L'(P) cocycle. Let the integers j,r such that
1 <j<r< M be given and let zy,...,2z. € R be distinct. Let g : [0,1]" — R be a continuous
function. Then P-almost surely

(B.2)

n—oo N’

n—1 n—1

o1 , -

lim — Z Z g(n k1, .. k) B(0, 25, Ty oy 4ot k) = 0.
k1=0  ky=0

Proof. The case g = 1 follows from the multidimensional ergodic theorem [43, Theorem 6.2.8], which
in this case says the P-almost sure limit exists and equals E[B(0, z;) | Zy, .. .,3]; and an application
of (B.2). The case of a general continuous g comes by the familiar uniform approximation by step

functions. U



POLYMER GIBBS MEASURES 43

Lemma B.6. Suppose that B is a shift-covariant L' (P) cocycle. Letr € {1,2,..., M} be given and
let z1,...,z- € R be distinct. Let 0 < a; < b; be given for 1 < i < r. Then P-almost surely

[nb1|—1 |nbr | -1 =
. 1 B(O, kizi+ -+ k‘rzr)
lim — . =0.
PR n :
ki1=|na1 | kr=| nar |

Proof. By taking differences and re-indexing, it suffices to consider the case a; = 0 and b; = 1 for
all <. We now prove the result by induction on r. To start the induction, note that

1 Okzl, 1" 1 1) J+1\ =
;Z :E EZB«)’Zl’szlw): - Z 1—7 B(07217sz1w)7
k=0 k=0 "~ j=0 j=0

which by Lemma B.5 goes to 0 as n — o0. Now, suppose the result has been proven for r — 1 and
take r € {2,...,M}. Write

i — = B(0,k121 + - + kpzp,w)
n’ kZ—O TZ—ZO "

= i "21 Z B(O, kiz1+--- + kr—lzr—17W) + i ISi nil E(Ov sz?"?Tk1z1+~~~+k)r—1zrflw)
nr k1=0 k=0 n ' k1=0 kr=0 !

1 G S BOkiz 4 keize,w)

LYY ;

1 e "21 (1_kr+1

k1=0 kr=0

The first term tends to 0 by the induction hypothesis and the second tends to 0 by Lemma B.5. [

Proof of Theorem B.3. Fix a labelling z1, zo, ..., zps of the admissible steps R.We first show that

B
(B.3) lim min (0.

n—o0 €D, n

> 0.

Let 0 > 0 be given and define ay = kd/(4M) for k € Z,. For k = (ki,...,kys) € Z¥ introduce the
notation

{Z sizi 1| nag, | < s < [naki+1j}.

Let K = Zﬂ\r/[ N [0,4M/§ + 1]M. For any n € N and = € D,,, write x = Zf‘il b;z; with Zi‘ilbi =n
and b; € Z,, then take k; minimal such that | nay, | > b;. This way we obtain a vector k(z) € K
such that every point y € €}, i () can be reached from z in at most nd steps.
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For each z € D,, and each y € C,, y(s), fix a path zg 4, £ < dn, from x to y with the property that
the steps z1,..., 2y are taken in order. Denote by py = max{|z|; : z € R}. Then we have

§<07‘T) = B(Ovy) —§<Z',y)

—1
= B(0,y) — Y B(0,741 — 2, Ty, w)
=0
B -1
B(0 Z (w341 — x4, Tpw)L{xiq1 # 24} — 51;2&}\3[(%(3) - %]

> B(0,y) — { V(2 Tors }—E .
Oy - max |urlr;a2>;p00<;n6| (2, Tusizw)| § = Cmax [m(B) - zi

Note that the error term is independent of x and y. Average over y € C), x(,) and then take a
minimum over x € D,, to obtain

_ [nag,+1]—1 [nak,,+1]-1 = M
B(0, ) 1 : X B(0, X2 si%i)
. ) > T\ Li=1 7).
e i) 2 n
s1=|nay, | sm=|nak,, |

1
-3 { max — Y |V(z,Tu+izw)|} § max |m(B) - 2,
seR\jo) - IHSZRe0 TV S M

where Ny = [T, (| nar,41] | nax, |) ~ n™ as n — . The first term on the right-hand side

tends to zero by Lemma B.6 and the second tends to zero after taking n — oo and then § — 0 by
the hypothesis that V' € £. Thus, we have shown that (B.3) holds.

Now, for @ # I < {1,..., M} and k = (k;);e; < ZL{', define

Cnix = {Zszzz Dnag—1 ] <8 < [nakiJ}
i€l

For z € D,, write z = 3™ bz with Y b; = n and b; € Z, and let I(z) = {i : b; > |na1|}. Forie
I(z) choose k; maximal such that |ag, | < b;. This way we get a vector k(x) € Z¥ n[0,8M /§]M = K
such that z can be reached from every point y € C), 7(4) k(z) With an admissible path of at most nd
steps.

For each z,y, take a path from y to x such that the steps z;, j € I(x) are taken in order. Call
this path zg¢. Then

/-1
E(Ov :E) = F(()) y) + E(Ov Ti+1 — i Tmlw)
i=0
B =1
< B(0,y) + Y V(zig1 — x4, Tp,w )+€Ilnz]1\}<\m( ) - zil-
=0 <

Averaging over y € C), () k() then taking a maximum over x € D,, we obtain

B(0 e R L
max (0,z) < max Z Z (0, 20iz1 8i%5:)
zeDnp n keK Nprx n
orlc{l,.,M} 7 si=|nag; 1] syp=lnag; 1]

i1 |

N max LY V(2 Tusiz) | + S max m(B) - =,

< n S
ser\oy hS2neo T Scs
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where N, 1k = Hiﬂl([nakji | =[nag;,—1]) ~ nll and {j1,---,Jin} = I. The same argument as
above now gives

— B(0

lim max (0,2) <0.

n—0o0 xeD, n
The theorem is proved. U

APPENDIX C. AUXILIARY LEMMAS

We start with a lemma that gives an analogue of J.B. Martin’s result [48, Theorem 2.4] on
the boundary behavior of the shape function for directed last-passage percolation, in the positive
temperature setting. It follows immediately from that result by bounding A? above and below
using A® and counting paths.

Lemma C.1. For each 8 >0, as s \, 0
AP (se; + e2) = AP(e1 + sex) = Efwo] + 2+/s Var(wp) + o(v/s).
Proof. For any (8 we have AP(se; + e3) = AP(ey + sep). Using Stirling’s formula, we obtain
N Ns
(N *&NSJ> . Vl;iv;ij/]" (1+ “jvsJ> <1+[N—]‘;J>l "1+ o)
By path counting and approximating each path by the largest path, we also observe that
N + [st)

N7 Gy | Ner+ses) | < (BN)'log Z{ilN(eﬁsQ)J < N7'Go | N(erses) | + (BN) ' log ( N
It follows that

A% (se; +e3) < Aﬁ(sel +eg) < A®(se; + eg) + 71 [log(l +5) + slog(1 + 371)] )
The result follows from log(1 + s) + slog(1 + s71) = 0(1/s) as s \, 0 and [48, Theorem 2.4]. O

Now, we provide the proofs we deferred to this appendix. We begin with the following lemma,
which applies the above and explains why in the definition of dA® (1) we do not consider the cases
h e 0AP(ey) or h e OAP(ey) and which is used in the proof of Lemma 2.1.

Lemma C.2. dA%(e;) = 0AP(e3) = @.
Proof. Suppose that 0A?(e1) is not empty and let —h € dA®(e1). Take £ = e; + ses in (2.5). Then
sh-ey < AP(er) — AP(e1 + sea).

Observe that A%(e;) = AP(es) = E[wg]. Then taking s \, 0 and applying Lemma C.1, we must
have h - e = —0, a contradiction. The other claim is similar. O

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Let € € rild satisfy —h € dAP(€). Setting ¢ = A¢ and using homogeneity, for
all A > 0 we must have

—(1=XNh-£<(1=NAP).

Taking A > 1 and A < 1 and dividing through by (1 — \) gives that we must have —h - £ = AP(€).
For any C € Ri we have

heC+A(C) = —h- (€= ¢) = (A°(§) = A7(¢) <.
Taking a supremum over ( € U gives Agl(h) < 0. Since h- &+ AP(€) = 0, the supremum is achieved
and we must have Agl(h) =0.
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Conversely, suppose that A” p1(h) = 0. Then by continuity, there is { € U with i - § + AP(6)
For any ¢ € R2\{0} we have

¢
heC+AP(Q) = fal [ 47

|C|1>] < [ChAp(h) =0

and hence

—h- (£ =) < AP(€) — AP(0).

This implies that —h € dA®(¢). But by Lemma C.2 0A”(e1) and dA®(es) are empty, so & € rild.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Write

/{2)7£5:),sf(33m,oo) = Z Z f($m,kyk,rgr,sys,€x€,oo)ngjr,ys (gr,s)ka,mg (yk,ﬁ)
i (XL T oEXL2
) iz wi t Y Wy
Z Z f(fEm,kyk,ryr,sys,éxZ,oo) Zw »

Y, 0€Xot Urs€XG7 YrsYs “ Tk, Tp

- Z Z Z Z (@ k Yk e Ur,sYs,0T0,00) X

SYr<YsSTy exyr exys eX
et ey, Y ok Irs€Xur ys.e

1
Z ezjliwyj eXimr Wit 5 ;X
w w
yr,seXZi Zyr,ys T, Ty
Z F @ kU, 0% 0,00) Quey oo Yk ) = Ko f (Tm,o0)-

yk,lexii
Proof of Lemma 2.4. 1f 11, is a Gibbs measure, then (2.7) comes from
EM[f] = EM [EHI [f | Xoe]] = Bl (kg o f] = Taky of -

=0.

O

For the other direction take a bounded measurable function f and a bounded X@ Z)C-measurable

function g. Then, using (2.6) and (2.7) we get

B [grit o] = B [ (91)] = B [gf].
This proves that E=[f | X (k) o] =K, f.

Proof of Lemma 2.5. If 11, € DLRY, then (2.8) follows from
1L (Xmn) = Hx/i%n($mn)

Conversely, assume (2.8) holds for all up-right paths z,,, with z,, = z. Fix £ > n > k > m and

an up-right path x,, ¢ with x,, = x. Then
Hmlicl:,n (l‘m,g) = Q?pjk,mn (l‘k n)H (xm k> $n,€)

- Z Qﬂ%@‘n T ) W (T k Yk n T e)

Yk, nexxn

= Z ka,mn T H)Q;}m,mg (xm,kyk,nxn,é)nx (1’[)

Yk, nexxn

- Q:Bm,xl (xm Z)Hx(xz) = Hx(a;mj).

The penultimate equality came by a cancellation similar to the one in the proof of Lemma 2.2.

0
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Proof of Lemma 3.11. Let - =m and y - € = n. For an admissible path z,, , from x to y write

n—1
w B ez B i Lo € Ly 0
Q% y(@mn) = l_[ = L7,
=m wal =m

Lastly, a lemma that allows us to compare ratios of partition functions.

Lemma C.3. For anyw e Q, x € 72, andu,vex+el+eg+Z2 withu-e1 Zv-e1 and u-es < v-e9

B B B B
(C 1) Zerel, > Zerel v and Zerez, < Zerez,
Zx,u Zx,v Zx,u Zx,v

Proof. Reversing the picture in [31, Lemma A.1] via z — —x gives
B B B
Z:EJrel,y Zerel ,y—eq Zerel,y e1te2

Z2, Z g Z°

T,y—e1 T,y—eite2

for all 2,y € Z? with y > 2 and any choice of w € 2. The first equality in (C.1) comes by applying
this repeatedly with y on any up-left path from u to v. The second equality is similar. ([l
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