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ABSTRACT. We derive an annealed large deviation principle (LDP) for the normalised and rescaled local times
of a continuous-time random walk among random conductances (RWRC) in a time-dependent, growing box
in Z%. We work in the interesting case that the conductances are positive, but may assume arbitrarily small
values. Thus, the underlying picture of the principle is a joint strategy of small conductance values and large
holding times of the walk. The speed and the rate function of our principle are explicit in terms of the lower tails
of the conductance distribution as well as the time-dependent size of the box.

An interesting phase transition occurs if the thickness parameter of the conductance tails exceeds a certain
threshold: for thicker tails, the random walk spreads out over the entire growing box, for thinner tails it stays
confined to some bounded region. In fact, in the first case, the rate function turns out to be equal to the p-th

power of the p-norm of the gradient of the square root for some p € (d%‘_g, 2). This extends the Donsker-

Varadhan-Gértner rate function for the local times of Brownian motion (with deterministic environment) from
p = 2 to these values.
As corollaries of our LDP, we derive the logarithmic asymptotics of the non-exit probability of the RWRC
from the growing box, and the Lifshitz tails of the generator of the RWRC, the randomised Laplace operator.
To contrast with the annealed, not uniformly elliptic case, we also provide an LDP in the quenched setting for
conductances that are bounded and bounded away from zero. The main tool here is a spectral homogenisation
result, based on a quenched invariance principle for the RWRC.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Random motions in random media have attracted the attention of researchers for decades because of vari-
ous reasons. On one hand, they exhibit various critical behaviours that strongly differ from the classical theory
in non-random media, and are sometimes surprising and on the first view counter-intuitive. This makes this
subject a fascinating enterprise, a source of inspiration and beautiful mathematics and an incitation for find-
ing new ideas and arguments. On the other hand, the introduction of randomness in the medium makes
applications in many fields much more realistic and the model therefore much more valuable. For example,
random impurities in glasses, random retardations of electrical currents and much more are most efficiently
modeled with the background of a random medium.

In this paper, we consider a special case of what is often called random walk in random environment; in
fact it is one of its most-studied continuous-time analogues, the random conductance model (RCM), where
the randomness in the medium appears via weights on the bonds. This model was recently studied a lot
(and continues to do so) with stress on the long-time behaviour of the diffusing particle in that medium, the
random walk among random conductances (RWRC). People were interested in deriving laws of large num-
bers, central limit theorems and invariance principles [SS04, FM06, M08, BP07, BD10, ABDH13] in both the
quenched and the annealed setting, under various assumptions on the distribution of the medium. Further-
more, heat kernel estimates [BBHK08] and certain aspects of anomalous behaviour of the walk [BB10] and
connections with trapping models [BC11] were studied. See [B11] for a survey on recent progress on the
random conductance model with special emphasis on homogenisation and martingale techniques.

However, our focus is not on the long-time behaviour in the vicinity of invariance principles in the entire
space, but on the clumping behaviour in given boxes. More precisely, we derive a large-deviation principle
(LDP) for the local times of a RWRC caught in boxes in the annealed setting, i.e., averaging over both
randomnesses. This type of question stands in the tradition of the famous pioneering large-deviation results
for the occupation times of random walks and Brownian motion from the 1970s [DV75-83, G77]. Furthermore,
there are close connections with the Lifshitz tails of the generator of the random walk in the boxes.

The present paper is a continuation of our recent study [KSW12], where we consider fixed boxes, not de-
pending on time. In the present paper, we study large boxes that increase with time. Again, in contrast to the
uniformly elliptic case, which is most often studied, we work under the assumption that the conductances are
positive, but can attain arbitrarily small values, and we specify their lower tails. Then the speed of the LDP is
a power of the time, and the rate function turns out to be the p-th power of the p-norm of the gradient of the
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square root for some p € (dz—fQ, 2). The boundary case p = 2 is the case of the Donsker-Varadhan-Gartner

LDP mentioned above. This explicit form of the rate function makes the LDP rather appealing, and the
question about the minimisers contains interesting analytical questions. This rate function is the continuous
version of the rate function that we introduced in [KSW12].

Like in [KSW12], the annealed asymptotics are determined by a joint strategy of the medium and the walk,
in that the conductances assume very small, time-dependent values in order to help the walk to realise large
holding times in the growing box. Even more interestingly, it also turns out that there is an interesting sharp
transition when the tails of the conductances at zero become thin enough: the optimal strategy consists now
of an even much stronger clumping behaviour; in fact the walk confines to a fixed region that does not grow
with time. In both cases, we are able to say something interesting about the non-exit probability of the walk
from the growing box, and this leads, via a standard device, to the identification of the Lifshitz tails of the
generator of the RWRC, the randomised Laplace operator.

One of our motivations for the present work was the desire to understand the parabolic Anderson model
(PAM) with the underlying diffusion taken as a RWRC, a project that we plan to attack in future. The PAM
describes a random mass flow through a random potential of sinks and sources and is determined by spectral
theory of the Anderson Hamiltonian [GK05, KW13+]. In fact, both the generator of the PAM (the Anderson
Hamiltonian) and the generator of the RWRC are important examples of random operators, and their spectral
properties are of high interest. The interplay between these spectral properties and the long-time behaviour
of the random walk generated makes these two models particularly interesting. As the PAM possesses
self-attractive forces, the description of its behaviour heavily draws on the understanding of the clumping
behaviour in given boxes, i.e., on the research brought out in the present paper.

To contrast with the annealed setting where the conductances help the RWRC by assuming extremely small
values, we also provide in Section 1.6 a quenched (i.e., almost surely with respect to the conductances)
LDP in growing boxes in the uniformly elliptic case, where the conductances are bounded away from zero. In
this case, the conductances form a homogenised environment in which the RWRC satisfies a Donsker-type
invariance principle, and the rescaled local times satisfy an LDP with rate function given by the Dirichlet
energy of the limiting Brownian motion.

In the remainder of this first section, we give an introduction and formulate and comment our main results.
The new contributions of this paper appear in Sections 1.3 (LDPs in large boxes), 1.4 (non-exit probabilities
and a relevant variational problems), 1.5 (Lifshitz tails) and 1.6 (a quenched LDP for uniformly elliptic conduc-
tances). Section 1.7 explains the connection with the PAM, Section 1.8 gives heuristics, and in Section 1.9
we list some interesting problems that are left open in this paper.

1.1 Random Walk among random conductances

Consider the lattice Z? with d > 1 and a family a = (axy)x,yezd of non-negative random variables a,,.
We write Pr for the corresponding probability and (-) for the expectation. We assume that, Pr-almost surely,
Uzy = Qyy forallz,y € Z% and a,,, = 0 unless z ~ y, that is, unless = and y are nearest neighbours in the
lattice. Hence, we attach to any bond on the lattice a positive random weight, and the bonds are undirected.
We also sometimes write a, , instead of a,,. This model is often referred to as the random conductance
model (RCM). The most important object throughout this work will be the associated discrete Laplacian

A =V*A(x)V,  where (A(x))” = 0ijOpnie, TE€ZNij€{L,... d}, (1.1)

e; is the i-th unit vector (with 1 in the i-th component and zero everywhere else) in the lattice and J;; is the
Kronecker delta. On functions f: Z? — R, the random Laplacian acts like

A'f(z) = Y aylf(y) - f@)). (12)

yEZL: y~a
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Fore € N = {ey,...,eq}, the set of unit vectors in the lattice, we introduce a(x,e) as a shortcut for
az 2+ We assume that the conductances are independent and identically distributed, that is,

(a(x, 6))meZd,eeN (1.3)
is an i.i.d. family of random variables.

The operator A is symmetric and generates the continuous-time random walk (Xt)te[gm) in Z%, the ran-
dom walk among random conductances (RWRC). This process starts at x € Z¢ under P? and evolves as
follows. When located at ¥, it waits an exponential random time with parameter 7, = > .. oy Qy,20 1-€1,
with expectation 1/7,, and then jumps to a neighbouring site 2’ with probability a,, ./ /m,. We write E¢ for
expectation w.r.t. 5.

1.2 Large deviations for local times in boxes

The main object of our study is the family of local times of the walk,
t
l(z) = / dx,(2)ds, 2eZ%t>0, (1.4)
0

which register the amount of time that the walker spends in z by time . More precisely, we are interested
in large-deviation principles (LDPs) for %ﬁt as t — 00, conditional on not leaving a given bounded region
B C 7. For a given choice of the conductances a, one of the main statements in that direction was provided
by Donsker and Varadhan [DV75-83] and Gartner [G77].

Theorem 1.1 (Donsker-Varadhan-Gartner LDP on a finite region). Fix a bounded set B € Z¢ containing 0
and a conductance configuration . = (Gay), yeze- Then, under the measures Pg( - |supp(¢;) C B), the
normalised local times %Kt satisfy a large deviation principle on the space

M = {g°: g € *(Z%),supp(g) C B, ||g|l> = 1}

of probability measures on B with scale t and rate function I\ = I¢" — inf v I\, where

2
IGP) =D ) teeielg(z+e)—g(2)], g eM. (1.5)
eeN ze7d
Here, || - ||2 denotes the norm in ¢2(Z%), and the superscript d highlights that 5 is a discrete space. Note

that the terms in the sum on the right-hand side of (1.5) are non-zero only if either 2 € B or z + e € B, that
is, we are looking at a finite sum. More verbosely, the LDP says that the level sets {g*> € M: I{V(g?) < s}
for s > 0 are compact, and that

1
liminf -~ logP4(¢; € O,supp(¢;) C B) > — inf I'V(g%), forO C Mopen, (1.6)

t—oo g2€0

1 .

lim sup i logP¢(¢, € C,supp(¢;)) C B) < — 12nf; I9(g%), forC C Mclosed.  (1.7)
t—oo g<€

Theorem 1.1 is a quenched result, as the conductances are kept fixed. There is no interesting effect coming

from the randomness of the conductances, as the number of involved random variables is finite and fixed.

For the annealed regime, i.e., when also averaging over the conductances, there is an interesting question
that arises. Under what assumptions on the environment is the annealed behaviour on a different scale than
the quenched one? Is it possible that the conductances ‘help’ the walker to spend much time in B by attain-
ing very small t-dependent values, which slow down the movement and increase the holding times? Conse-
quently, there would be an interplay, a compromise, between the medium and the motion. This happens in
the case where the conductances are positive, but can assume arbitrarily small values. More precisely, we
make the following assumption on the lower tails of the conductances.
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Assumption 1.2. Foranyz ~ y € 74,

Pr(a,, >0)=1 and  essinf(a,,) = 0. (1.8)
Moreover, there exist positive parameters 1) and D such that, forany x ~ y € 74,
log Pr(ay, <e)~—De™" ase\,0. (1.9)

The parameter ) measures the thickness of the tails at zero; the two extreme cases correspond to con-
ductances bounded away from zero (7 = oo) and conductances that might be zero as well (7 = 0). Under
Assumption 1.2, the annealed asymptotic behavior of the normalised local times is indeed on a smaller scale
than £. In our recent paper [KSW12], we obtained the following result.

Theorem 1.3 (Annealed LDP, finite region). Suppose that Assumption 1.2 holds. Then, under the annealed
measures (P§( - [supp({;) C B)), the normalised local times +(; satisfy a large deviation principle on the

space M with scale t7+T and rate function Ji = J@ — inf v, J©, where

T = Kp 3.3 oz 4+€) —g2)| 7, g2eM. (1.10)

eeN zc7d
Here, K, p = (1+ 1/n)(Dn)/ 1m0,

1.3 LDPs in growing boxes

Now we come to the main purpose of the present paper: we extend the annealed LDP of Theorem 1.3 to a
region B that depends on time ¢ and tends to Z?. Our main motivation for this problem stems from the wish
to understand a version of the parabolic Anderson model (PAM) where the underlying diffusion is itself taken
random as the random conductance model; see Section 1.7 below.

Consider a spatial scaling function oy, € (1, 00) with 1 < o < t1/2 and replace B by a time-dependent,
growing set B; = a,G N 72, where we fix G C R? as an open, connected and bounded set containing the
origin and having a sufficiently regular boundary. In order to properly incorporate the ¢-dependence of the
set B;, we consider the normalised and rescaled version L; of ¢;, given by

ad

Ly(z) := Ttﬁt(LatxJ), zeRLt>0. (1.11)

Observe that L, is an L!-normalised random step function on R?, having support in G on the event
{supp(¥;) C owG}. Hence, L, is a member of the set

F = {f2 S S L2(G)7 ||f||2 = 1}7
which we equip with the weak topology of integrals against bounded continuous functions G — R. In the
simple case of constant non-random conductances a,, = 1, i.e., simple random walk, it is already known
that L, conditioned on the event {supp(¢;) C «;G} satisfies a large deviation principle on F with scale
tozt_2 and rate function I((f) =J© —infr I, where

]mq%:{Zidg@ﬂwf®=HVN% ] € HY(G), (112

, otherwise,
see e.g. [GKSO07]. Here, the superscript ¢ stands for continuous, as the local times have rescaled to a contin-
uous object. The additional factor of &;2 in the scale results from the transition from squares of differences
(that occur in the Donsker-Varadhan-Gartner rate function) to squares of derivatives in the rate function
above. This also reflects the natural scaling behavior of the Laplacian, and a simple argument involving the
central limit theorem easily shows that tozt_2 is the exponential scale of the non-exit probability from a box
with radius a; up to time .



5

Let us turn to annealed asymptotics in the presence of random conductances. We now establish a continuous
analog to Theorem 1.3. Introduce a new scale function ~y by
n d—2n
v =t

A continuous analog to the rate function in Theorem 1.3 is given by J” = J© — inf J©, where

2n
JO(f2) = {Kn,D Z?:l fG ‘3zf(y)| Hrdy = Ky p Z?:l 10 f1IB, if f e Hy(G), (1.13)
00, otherwise,
where p = 12T77n € (0,2), and K, p is as in Theorem 1.3. (Note that there is no standard notation for this
in terms of V f.) It turns out that J© has compact level sets in the case 17 > d/2 only. This corresponds to
conductances the tails of which at zero are not too thick. In the converse case, we thus cannot hope for a
full LDP to hold. Let us for that reason consider the case ) > d/2 first. Recall that G is a bounded open set
containing the origin with regular boundary.

Theorem 1.4 (Annealed asymptotics, time-dependent region). Suppose that Assumption 1.2 holds, and
assume thatn > d/2. In case d = 1, suppose thatn > 1. Furthermore, assume that the conductances
are bounded almost surely and that axyll{axy < s} possesses, for some € > 0, a density that is non-
decreasing. Pick a scale function (cv);>o such that 1 < a2 < t(logt)~0+m/m,

Then the distributions of L under the conditional annealed measures (IP§( - | supp(¢;) C «:G)) satisfies a
large-deviation principle on F with good rate function J§”.

More explicitly, Theorem 1.4 says that Jéf) is has compact level sets, and

1
li{ninf ” log(P§(L; € O,supp(ly) C avG)) > —K, px'(G,0), forO C F open, (1.14)
—00 t

1
limsup — log(Pg(L; € C,supp({;) C G)) < —K, px'(G,C), forC C F closed, (1.15)
t—o0 ﬁ&

where
d
G =it {3 [ (o) [T ays 1€ HYG) Ifla =12 e Af
i=1 /G

A heuristic explanation of Theorem 1.4 is in Section 1.8. The proof is in Section 4. The technical assumption
on the existence of an increasing density of small conductances will be used in the proof of the lower bound,
where we will confine the conductances very strongly. The technical assumption on the boundedness and
the additional logarithmic term in the upper bound for a; will help us to make the proof of the upper bound
less cumbersome.

There is no reason to expect that the rate function Jéc> is convex. In (1.34) we give an alternative formula
for J', but also this gives no hint at convexity, since the min-max-formula for interchange of infimum and
supremum [DZ98, p. 151] cannot be applied, unlike in [CGZ00] at the end of Section 3. Rather we presume
that J3° is not convex. See [K0O, Prop. 4] for a proof of convexity in the case p > 2.

As we already mentioned in connection with Theorem 1.3, and as we will explain in detail in Section 1.8,
the main contribution of the conductances to the LDP is to assume very small values, in order to make it
easier for the walk to stay in the set a,G for t time units; this is a large-deviation event by the assumption
<oy K tvf?. By the assumption 1 > d/2, the probabilistic cost for this contribution is small enough that
it can be performed all over the growing set o, G N 74, as the cost for assuming small values is not too high.
We will see in the next section that d/2 is precisely the threshold for 7 for this to happen.
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1.4 Non-exit probabilities, variational formulas, and the case 1 < d/2

Let us look at non-exit probabilities and find two independent arguments, a probabilistic and an analytic one,
for the existence of an interesting phase transition, as 7 traverses d /2.

As a corollary of Theorem 1.3, we pointed out in [KSW12] that the non-exit probability from the finite region
B satisfies

log (P4 (supp(¢;) C B)) ~ —tT K, px“(B), (1.17)
where
21
XY(B) = inf{ Z Z ‘g(z +e)— g(z)‘1+n . g € A(Z%), supp(g) C B, g2 = 1}. (1.18)
eeN zezd

In the same way, we obtain as a corollary from Theorem 1.4 that, in the case n > d/2,

d—2n
log(P§ (supp(£:) C uG)) ~ —tT 0, Ky px O (G), (1.19)
where X9 (G) = x“(G, F) is the continuous version of ¥ (B); see (1.16).
However, in the case 7 < d/2, (1.19) is awkward, since the left-hand side is obviously non-decreasing in o,

but the right-hand side is non-increasing. This suggests that x“(G) = 0 in that case. The following result
shows that the non-exit probability is in fact on a slower scale.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose 1 < oy K 700 and that Assumption 1.2 holds. In addition, assume thatn <
d/2. Then,

(i) The level sets of J are not closed and in particular not compact,
(ii) for all finite and connected sets B C Z¢ containing the origin,

lim inf ¢~ 741 log (P4 (supp(t;) C uG)) > —K, px"(B), (1.20)
(iii)
limsup ¢~ 71 log (P4 (supp(t;) C uG)) < —K,; px““(Z%). (1.21)
t—00

In the case 1 = d /2 we have the corresponding lower bound

litm inf ¢~ 741 log (P4 (supp(4) C @) > —K, px‘“(Z%). (1.22)

Hence, the leading-order logarithmic asymptotics of the non-exit probability do not depend on the set G C
R? nor on the scale function ;. The proof of Theorem 1.5 is in Section 5. We will see in Section 1.8 below
that the heuristics for the LDP of Theorem 1.4 also apply for the case 7 < d/2 of Theorem 1.5. Its Assertion
(i) gives a first reason why nevertheless the LDP does not hold true. Assertion (iii) gives another one: Except
for the special case 7 = d/2, we clearly have

n 42 n
v =t L T
This means that the non-exit probability is on a slower (i.e., probabilistically less costly) scale than the one
the LDP in Theorem 1.4 would imply.

A heuristic explanation is the fact that 7 < d/2 corresponds to a high probabilistic cost for very small
conductances. Therefore, the non-exit probability is governed by the event where conductances are very
small only on a bounded number of sites, or at the most on a set of sites much smaller that 5;, in contrast
to the event where conductances are small everywhere which would lead to the scale 7;. The random walk
is then slowed down so much that it does not even leave the smaller set. Theorem 1.5 shows that this is
exactly the behavior that governs annealed asymptotics, at least those of non-exit probabilities, in the case
n<dj2.
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Combining the results of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5, we would like to remark that the scale of the non-exit
_n
probabilities is decreasing in 17 across all values 7 > 0, since under the restriction that 1 < a; < td+1)

d—2n *
v =1t >t foranyn >t = d/2.

The different behaviours in the two regimes are also reflected by analytic properties of the arising variational
problems, as we will see now. In fact, for > d/2, the continuous variational problems are well-behaved
and admit standard compactness arguments, but not the discrete ones, and vice versa. Recall that x“ (G)
equals X (G, F) defined in (1.16).

Proposition 1.6. (i) Assume thatn > d/2. Then,

e x(G) > 0, and the continuous variational problem in (1.16) for A = F possesses at
least one minimiser. In the case d = 1, we need to make the additional assumption that
n>1.

o X 9(Z%) = 0 and the discrete variational problem in (1.18) (with B = 7Z.%) has no minimiser.

(i) Assume thatn < d/2. Then,
e (@) = 0 and the continuous variational problem in (1.16) for A = F has no minimiser.
o XV(Z%) > 0ifand only ifd > 1.

The proof of Proposition 1.6 is in Section 2.

1.5 Lifshitz tails for the principal eigenvalue

Let us denote by \*(B) the bottom of the spectrum of —A® in the connected set B C Z< with Dirichlet (i.e.,
zero) boundary condition. Using the abbreviation a(z,e) = (g z+e, the well-known Rayleigh-Ritz formula
reads
\(B) = inf{ Z Z a(z,e)(g(z+e)—g(2)*: g€ (*(ZY),]|gll. = 1, supp(g) C B}. (1.23)
2€Z4 eeN

Under Assumption 1.2, \*( B) is a positive random variable with essential infimum equal to zero, and its tails
at zero are of high interest from the viewpoint of Lifshitz tails of the random operator —A. In [KSW12], we
proved as a corollary of Theorem 1.3 that, for B a fixed bounded set, the Lifshitz tails are given by

lifgl e"log Pr(\“(B) < ) = —Dx"(B)". (1.24)

Now, Theorem 1.4 also yields the analogous corollary for the Lifshitz tails in the ¢-dependent set B = B, =
a;G N Z* with G C R? as in Theorem 1.4. For simplicity, we restrict to the case where o is a power of ¢.

Corollary 1.7. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 1.4 are satisfied; in particular we assume that

1 > d/2. Furthermore, assume that o, = t*/{*~21) for some s € (0, %-31). Then
1

+1
hgl e log Pr(A\*(ayG N Z%) < %) = — <_X<°)(G)>n (1—s)'75(n +s)"te. (1.25)
e U]

Certainly, from Theorem 1.5, one can deduce an analogous statement also in the case = d/2, but our
precision in the case 17 < d/2 is not high enough for deriving Lifshitz tails.
The proof of Corollary 1.7 is a variant of the proof of (1.24) in [KSW12]. It uses the fact that

log <et’\a(atGmZd)> ~ log <]P)8 (Supp(et) - OCtG)>7 t— o0,

which is easy to show by standard arguments (also using that we indeed prove the upper bound in (1.15)
for any starting point uniformly). Using now the asymptotics from (1.19) and applying de Bruijn’s exponential
Tauberian theorem [BGT89, Theorem 4.12.9] yields the assertion.
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1.6 A quenched LDP for uniformly elliptic conductances

To contrast with the main topic of the present paper (the annealed setting for conductances whose essential
infimum is zero) we give now a result in the quenched setting (i.e., with probability one with respect to the
conductances) for conductances that are bounded and bounded away from zero, in which case the envi-
ronment is called uniformly elliptic. Again, we consider an open bounded set (7 that contains the origin and
a scale function a; >> 1 and consider the RWRC in the growing box B, = «,G N Z%. In this case, the
conductances cannot have any tendency to assume extreme values, but will form a more or less homoge-
neous environment, and the random walk will behave qualitatively like in the LDP of [GKS07] (mentioned
around (1.12)) in this homogenised environment. Accordingly, we will be using techniques from the theory of
stochastic homogenisation, and we will rely on a quenched functional central limit theorem. The latter states
that the RWRC, rescaled in the standard way as in Donsker’s invariance principle, converges in probabil-
ity towards a Brownian motion with covariance matrix c.q; Id, see [ABDH13], e.g. The constant c.;z > 0 is
called effective diffusion constant or effective conductivity and depends in a rather complex way upon the
conductance distribution.

For simplicity, we restrict to the case where G is a cube.

Theorem 1.8 (Quenched LDP for uniformly elliptic conductances). Assume that A < a,, < % almost surely,
for some \ € (0, 1). Moreover, assume that G = (0, 1) is the open unit cube. Then, Pr-almost surely, the
rescaled local times L; under ]P’g( - |supp(4;) C atG) satisfy a large deviation principle on F with scale
ta; 2 and rate function ce; I defined in (1.12).

We will prove this theorem in Section 6. The proof relies on a spectral homogenisation result from [BD03],
which states that the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the rescaled discrete random Laplacian on B; =
a,G N Z? behave on the large scale like those of the continuous counterpart c.:/A on G. We mention that
this assertion has been proved only for i.i.d. conductances yet.

1.7 Relevance for the parabolic Anderson model

As we mentioned above, one of our main motivations for the present study stems from the interest in under-
standing the parabolic Anderson model (PAM) with additional randomness in the diffusivity given by random
conductances. The usual PAM is the solution to the heat equation on Z* with random potential, see [GKO05]
and [KW13+] and the references therein for more background. Consider u: [0, co] x Z° solving the Cauchy
problem

{gu(t, 2) = Ault,2) +E(2)ult, 2), (t,2) € [0,00] x Z¢,
u(0, 2) = do(2), z € 7%,

where £ = (£(z)),cza is areal-valued random potential. For simplicity, we assume that £ is an i.i.d. collection
of random variables. The solution u can be represented in terms of the Feynman-Kac formula as an expec-
tation over a continuous-time simple random walk with generator A. Its total mass U(t) = >, 4 u(t, 2)

can then be written as
Ut) = Eo(exp{ Y €(2)0(2)} ).
2€7Z4
From here, one can already suspect that one of the keys in understanding, or at least proving, the large-
t behaviour would be a good control on the large deviations of the local times of the walks, and in many
research papers this indeed turned out to be decisive. This gets even more convincing when we look at the
expectation of U (t) with respect to £, which equals, as one can see from an elementary calculation,

E0<exp{ Z H(Et(z))}>, (1.26)

z€Z4
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where H(f) = logE(e%(®)) denotes the logarithm of the moment generating function. Since H is a con-
vex function, this term has a self-attracting effect on the random walk, hence the description of the large-t
behaviour requires a deep understanding of the asymptotic behaviour of the local times in boxes on length
scales that are much smaller than the scale of the central limit theorem, i.e., having radii < \/t. The size of
the relevant box depends on the large-¢ asymptotics of H (¢). An example is the case where £(0) has double
exponential tails, where the relevant box turns out not to depend on ¢ [GM98]. For bounded potentials, it has
a radius that diverges like a power < 1/(d + 2) of ¢ [BKO1].

It is of interest to introduce randomness also in the diffusivity, i.e., to replace the Laplace operator A by the
randomised one, A“, and the study of this model is our future goal. From the above, it is clear that all we
have to do for identifying the expected total mass is to replace [y in (1.26) by Ef, i.e., the simple random
walk by the RWRC. Hence, the large-deviation principles of the present paper will be an indispensable help
for this future task.

1.8 Heurristic derivation of Theorem 1.4

Let us present a heuristic derivation of the LDP of Theorem 1.4, will serve also as an outline for the proof of
the lower bound in Theorem 1.4, and it introduces some notation that will be frequently used later. Let us fix
any 1 € (0, 00); the following does not depend on whether 7 is smaller or larger than d /2. We intend to find
the asymptotics for the annealed probability of the event { L; ~ f*} for any f* € F, and we keep in mind
that this event is to be interpreted as { L; ~ f2, supp({;) C a;G}.

The main idea is to find the conductance profile contributing optimally to the probability of the event, and to
apply an LDP for the local times given this particular conductance profile. As opposed to the finite region
case, the optimal realisation of conductances will depend on time. Let us therefore consider the rescaled
conductance field
a(y,e) = Ba(lawyl,e), eeN,yeQG, (1.27)

and the scale function 3; > 1 will be chosen along the way (recall our convention a(z,e) = 4 for
z € Z% and e € N). We consider the event that a, resembles a given function p: G' x N' — (0, 00), i.e.,
we approximate

(P(Ly =~ f?)) =~ (PY(Ly =~ fH1{a; ~ pon G x N'}) (1.28)
for some optimal conductance shape . Let us first calculate the exponential decay rate of the probability of
{a; = p on G x N'}. Based on Assumption 1.2, we obtain

log Pr(a; ~ ¢ on G x N') ~ log < H H Pr (a(z,e) = ;' o(z/au, e)))

eEN zea,GNZ4

cDHY Y s
eeN zea;GNZ

%—tat / ey, e) " dy. (1.29)
eeN

(We will present a more rigorous version of this in Lemma 3.4.) On the other hand, we may evaluate the
P*-probability of {L; ~ f?} on the event {a; ~ @ on G x N} in terms of a rescaled version of the
famous Donsker-Varadhan-Gértner large deviation principle. In analogy with the large deviation principle for
L; mentioned in Section 1.1 for the simple random walk case,

P*(L; =~ f?) Nexp / oy, e 8 f ( )d ) (1.30)

on the event where {a; ~ pon G x N'}. This is weII-aIigned with the rate function given in (1.12), and
Proposition 3.1 in Section 3 gives an account of this in a more rigorous way. Combining the approximations



n (1.29) and (1.30) with (1 .28) we obtain

log (P*(Ly ~ f2)) ~ — / (5.€)(0.£)*(y) dy — Bla / (yoe) "dy.  (131)
eeN

2ﬁt

The decay rate on the right-hand side is minimal if we choose (3; such that

t t 1-‘,1-77
= ﬂad7 |e’ = (—) . (132)
a2, t B dt2

t

Note that the condition oy < tﬁ from Theorem 1.4 ensures that 3; > 1. Furthermore, the optimal scale

is now seen to be equal to

t d—2n
e = Blad = tTha, . (1.33)
t Mt

The optimal shape ¢ is determined by the minimisation of the sum of the two integrals on the right-hand side
of (1.30). Minimizing term by term, we see that

o(y,e) = arginf {r(@ef(y))2 +Dr7": rel0, oo]},

Tt =

which yields
o(y,€)(0ef (1) + Dy )" = Kyp|0.f W), yE€G.eeN,
2n

with K, p as in Theorem 1.4 and p =

as
WwawmﬁMDZ/2h0f @+ZDAW@WM- (130

This ends our heuristic explanation of the LDP in Theorem 1.4.

e In particular, we have identified the rate function J of (1.13)

1.9 Open problems

The present work leaves open a number of interesting questions, both on the analytic and the probabilistic
side. It is open whether or not the rate functions J© and J@ are linked with some interesting operator on
its own right, like the pseudo-p-Laplacian. See [BK04] for the study of a problem that is closely related with
the analysis of the minimiser(s) of J©. Another question concerns the precise behaviour of the minimisers
of the formula for x¥(B) for B 1 Z% in the three cases n < d/2,n = d/2 and > d/2: do we have
convergent subsequences, and does a continuous or a discrete picture arise? On the probabilistic side, it
would be interesting to find methods to determine the asymptotic shape of the local times conditional on
staying in oG for n < d/2, where we expect a discrete picture to arise. Furthermore, the methods of
the present paper are not strong enough to rigorously identify the behaviour of the conductances under
the annealed law, conditional on the walk not leaving the set «;(7; also this is interesting. Moreover, the
quenched setting (i.e., with probability one with respect to the conductances) is rather interesting as well; is
it true that a similar picture as for the PAM arises: the random walk quickly moves to a remote small region
in which the conductances create a particularly preferable environment? And lastly, of course the model that
gave the main motivation of this paper remains to investigated, the PAM with diffusivity taken equal to the
RWRC.

2. THE CHARACTERISTIC VARIATIONAL PROBLEMS

In this section, we prove Proposition 1.6. It follows from a couple of lemmas that we are going to state and
prove. All results of this section are self-contained and do not need any probabilistic input. Nevertheless, the
proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.4 also relies on some of the results presented in this section.
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Let us state, for future reference, a form of the Rellich-Kondrashov theorem, which the reader may find in
[LLO1, Theorem 8.9], for instance.

Theorem 2.1 (Rellich-Kondrashov). Let1 < p < oo and f, f1, f2,... € WyP(G) such that f, — f
weakly. Then

) Ifp <d, then || f, — fllg — 0 forallq with1 < q < 2.
iy Ifp=d, then ||f. — fll, — O forallq € (0,00).
iiiy Ifp > d, then ||f, — fllec — O.

Lemma 2.2. If) > d/2 (in dimension d = 1, assume in addition that % > 1), then the continuous
variational problem in (1.16) for A = F has a minimiser.

Proof. Put p = 21 < 9 and choose a sequence (f,)nen in HA(G) with || fu]le = 1foralln € N that
n+1 0

satisfies
; P — 1
nh—{{olo Z Haeanp =X (G)
eeN
Clearly, the p-norms of all derivatives 0, f,, with ¢ € N must be bounded as the sequence approximates the
infimum. In addition, we may estimate

1fnllp = 11X sny [p + I fadgpa<ay I < Ml fnlla + 1G] =1+ 1G],

which means that the sequence ( f,,),, is bounded in WLP_ Consequently, we may assume that it converges
weakly towards some f € WP, We now have to check the conditions in the Rellich-Kondrashov theorem
above (with the choice ¢ = 2) to establish strong convergence of f,, in L*(G).

Case d > 2:0n the one hand, p > %, so in particular p > 1. On the other, we have p < 2 < d. In order

to use Theorem 2.1 i) with ¢ = 2, we just estimate
dp 2dn

= > 2.
d—p dn+d—2n

Case d = 1: By the additional assumption, p > 1. Therefore, we may either use Theorem 2.1 ii) or iii).

We have now shown that f,, — f strongly in L?(G) and in particular || f||2 = 1. As 0. f, — O.f weakly for
alle € NV and LP-norms are lower semicontinuous with regard to the weak topology (see e.g. [LLO1], Section
2.11), we have that >\ 0. fI5 < > o liminf, o [|Ocfu |5, ie., f is a minimiser. This finishes the
proof of Lemma 2.2. ]

Remark 1 The case d = 1 and p = 21 < 1 is not accessible to the techniques above as the ma
n+1 q p

[ (fG fp)l/p is not even a seminorm if p < 1.

In the following, we write | - |, for the standard 7-norm on RY.

Lemma 2.3. Ifn < d/2, then x')(G) = 0 and the continuous variational problem in (1.16) for A = F
does not have a minimiser.

Proof. It will be sufficient to show that x“(G) = 0. Pick g9 > 0 such that the open ball with radius &
around the origin is contained in (G. The proof is separated into the cases d = 1 and d > 2.

Case d = 1: Here, we have p > 2d/(d + 2) = 2/3. For r > 0, define f,(x) = A,(g0 — |2])" Lfjz|<co}
with A% = % We easily check that f, € Hy(G), || frll2 = Land | f'(z)] = rA, (0 — |2])" Lijpj<co)-
Then,

! el Pt < PP 2 Pl — Cre-t

"(2)P dz = 2rP AP
L@ ar = 2w
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for some constant C' > 0. As the last term obviously vanishes for r — 00, the assertion is shown in the
case d = 1.

Case d > 2: We construct a family (fg)ee (0,c0) Of functions in Hj (G) with || fz|ls = 1and Y, |0 fellh — 0

as ¢ — 0, where we recall that p = 7%.. Choose some 7 € (d/4, d/2) and put
. . -
fa(l’) = (|25 = &™) " Dyjappey,

to obtain

R e

where €2, denotes the volume of the unit ball in R?, C; is some appropriate constant, and the existence
of the integral above follows from v < d/2. Choosing A? = C['c>~9, the functions f. = A.f. are
L*(G)-normed. Moreover, for z € R? with |z, < ¢,

Vi@ = Z]a A(lals™ )]

1 -2 —2y\—1/2 —2y—2 2
A Al )l
i=1

d

= A2 (|2 = ™) Halg Y

=1

We may estimate the p-norm | - |,, on R¢ against a constant C, times the 2-norm | - |, and get that

[ @ <c, [ Viwha .
G G

We calculate the integral on the right as

€ T—4772 p/2
[ 1w = e [ ()
G 0 T — &
w 1 8—47—2 p/2 il (22)
2, p/2( —2y—2 -
= A};/ ,.)/p/ (E v ) g /0 (M——1> S ds.
The integral in the last term is obviously finite if, for some § > 0,

) 1 1

sPrPHTldg <« 00 and ———ds < 0. (2.3)
0 1587 =1

As p < 2d/(d + 2) by assumption, it follows (d — p)/p > d/2 > =, which means the exponent in the first
integral in (2.3) is greater than —1 and that integral is finite. For the second integral in (2.3), we substitute
r = 527 — 1 and estimate

1 1 1
1 1 1 -
/ ———ds = — o+ ) wdr < - / P dr,
1—s s~ —1 2y Jio v Ji-s

which is finite as v > d/4 > 1/2. Thus, with some constant C'3 > 0, (2.1) and (2.2) yield

J(C)(ff) < 035(7—d/2)p/2€—p7—p6d — 035(—2p7—pd—4p+4d)/4'
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The assertion of Lemma 2.3 follows if —2py — pd — 4p + 4d > 0. This is again satisfied as v < d/2 and
p <2d/(d+2). O

Let us in the following consider the discrete variational problem. In the next statement, we write (),, =
[—n, n]¢ N Z2 for the discrete cube of side length 2n + 1.

Lemma2.4. Ifd =1 orn > d/2, then x'Y(Q,) — 0 asn — oo. In particular, x'V(Z%) = 0.

Proof. The case d = 1 is straightforward. We just consider the sequence of functions f,, = n*I/QIl[,nm].
Then, up to a constant that arises from norming,

X(Qn) € 3 1 falz +1) = fulz)|77 = 2077t

2€EZ

and we are done. In the case 7 > d/2, a more careful argument works in all dimensions. For some fixed
and L?(G)-normed g € CL((—1,1)%) (i.e., g possesses continuous partial derivatives and has compact
support), define the discretisations

1/2
g (z) = [n_d/ 92<z + y) dy} : z €7
[0,1)@ n

These are normed and, at least for large n, supported on (),,. Therefore

XQa) <30S g™z + ) — g™ (=) 2.4)

eeN ze7d
By Hélder’s and Jensen’s inequalities, we find

> Sl - gl < Y [

eeN zgzd zeZ’f [0,1)¢

eE/\f 2€74d /[(; 1]d

— nﬁ Z/Rd
eeN
(2.5)

Replacing the difference under the last integral according to the fundamental theorem of calculus, we see
that

24+yte z4+y\|2, 178
() D))
n n

Z+y+e ZHY\ |12, ]
) a5
n n

n

2 1
dy] n+

g(y + %) - 9(y)

d— 2n
r.h.s. of (2.5) = n 7+1

)‘ dsdy} = nt Z/ 10ig(y)|? dy

where the term in parentheses is obviously finite. This shows that the right-hand side in (2.4) tends to 0 as
n — oo and thus completes the proof of Lemma 2.4. ]

Lemma 2.5. Ifd > 1 andn < d/2, then x'V(Z%) > 0.

Rd

Proof. As X<d> (Zd) is non-increasing with ), it suffices to consider the case 7 = d/2 and we abbreviate
p= 77%7:1 = d+2 We prove the case d = 2 and d > 3 separately.

The proofs rely on a discrete Sobolev inequality the reader may find in [S10, Lemma 3.2.10], see also [KS12].
It states that in dimension d > 2, we have for all g: Z? — [0, 00) with g(z) — 0 as |z| — oo

om0 g+ —g(2)l) 2.6

2€74 z€Z4d.eeN
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Case d = 2: Here, p = 1 and 7% = 2. It follows directly from (2.6) that doelf(z+e) = f(2)] = 1for
all normed functions f € ¢?(Z?). This shows the assertion.

Case d > 3: Take an arbitrary normed function f € EQ(Zd) Without loss of generality, we may assume that
f is non-negative. Put @ = 2d 2 > 1, consider (2.6) with ¢ = f and apply the mean value theorem to
each summand. It follows

1< Y [feE+e =)< Y alfz+e) = fRIf(z+e)* "+ f(2)7),

2€7Z4 e€EN z€Z4d . eeN

which in combination with Hélder’s inequality yields

1<2a( Y W+ - 1) (X )

2€74 eeN 2€74
The second sum is equal to 1 as (O‘p__—ll)p = 2 due to the choices p = 2% and o = 242, Rearrangement of
the equation above yields the desired result. 0
Lemma 2.6. Assume ) > <. Consider, forn € N, the boxes Q,, = [—n,n]* N Z". Then
lim x'(Qn) = x'(Z9). (2.7)
n—oo

Proof. As obviously Y@ (Q,,) > x¥(Z%), it remains to show that

limsup x¥(Q,) < x™(Z%). (2.8)

n—oo

To that end, write p = and choose some arbitrarily small 6 > 0. Then there exists some normed

g € (*(Z%) such that

r]—l—l

SN gz +e) —gl2)lP < X0z + 6. (2.9)

eeN ze7d

We will now cut off this ¢ in a sufficiently smooth way to obtain an upper bound for x“(@,,). Define & : R? —
R by

1a |$|2 S 17
E(z) =< 2 —|z|s, 1 <zl < 2, (2.10)
0, |.’L"2 Z 2.

Then, the norm 7(n) of g,, defined as g,(z) = g(2)&(z/n), z € Z% obviously tends to 1 as n — oo,
Moreover, we have in the case p < 1,

X (Qan41) < 1(n ZZ‘gnz‘i‘@ g ()

eeN ze7d

YD gz +e) = g()PE((= + e)/n)"

eeEN zezd

+r(n) Y Y 9Pz +e)/n) —(z/n)[".

eeN zezd



In the case p > 1, we obtain as an analogous estimate by Minkowski’s inequality

Qi) < s (L S+ =)

eeN zezd
- %<ZZ‘9 2 e) = g(PE((= +e)m))
eE./\/ZEZd
<ZZ’9 WIe(z+e)fm) —eCz/m’) "
eeEN zezd

In both cases, the first term on the right-hand side clearly tends to x¥(Z<) + § and its 1/p-th power,
respectively. As § was chosen arbitrarily small, it is enough to show that the sums in the respective second
terms vanish as n — oo. For some positive constants ¢; < ¢, that depend on dimension only, it is obvious
that

|§((z—|—e)/n) —&(z/n)| =0 itz ¢ Qleyn) \ Qlesn) € EN, (2.11)

if . is large enough. Moreover, the same difference is of course always bounded by n~!. Therefore, we may
estimate, with the help of Hélder’s inequality,

ZZ|9(2)|p}€((z+e)/n)_g(z/n)‘PS(d 3 ‘9<Z>|2>p/2(d 5 n_)

eeEN 2€74 zeZd\QLcan ZGQLCZ’LJ
p/2 2p Q_Tp
2 —
<ol Y lg)l)" (n7)
Zezd\Q[can

with a constant cs > 0 that also depends on the dimension only. As g was assumed to be (?-normed, the
assertion follows if only d — 55 = 0. Butthis is tantamount to 7) > d 0J

3. AUXILIARY LARGE DEVIATION STATEMENTS

In this section, we prove two tools that will be important for the proof of the main results later and have
also some interest in their own right: a rescaled LDP of Donsker-Varadhan-Gartner type with deterministic
conductances in Section 3.1, and a version of an LDP for the conductances in Section 3.2.

3.1 Donsker-Varadhan-Gértner type LDP for deterministically rescaling conductances. In this section,
we prove an LDP for the rescaled local times, L;, for a time-dependent sequence of conductances that
rescale to some fixed profile. More precisely, for o: G x N — (0, 00) we define its ‘unscaled’ version by

got(z,e):/ gp(z—ky’e) dy, 2 € By,ee N. (3.1)
[0,1]¢

Qg

Here, we recall that B, = oG N Z<. The following is an extension of [GKS07, Lemma 3.1] from ¢ = 1 (i.e.,
simple random walk) to a much larger class of conductances.

Proposition 3.1. Fix o: G x N — (0,00) such that p(-,e) € C(G) forany e € N and such that m <
w0 < M forsome ) < m < M < oo. Then the rescaled local times L, under P% "¢t conditioned on the
event {supp((;) C oG} satisfy an LDP on F with scale tov, 3, and rate function I, = I&) —infz I
where

e, else.

19(f?) = {Ze@v S 0y, €) (1) (y) dy, iff € Hy(G) 3.2)
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Here, the space F is equipped with the weak topology of test integrals against bounded continuous functions
V:G— R

We follow partly the proof of [GKS07, Lemma 3.1] and use the Gértner-Ellis theorem, i.e., we identify the
exponential rate of exponential test integrals against bounded continuous functions. However, we cannot
rely on the local central limit theorem here, but rather use an eigenvalue expansion. Hence we will have to
control the principal eigenvalue and the corresponding eigenfunction. This will be done in Lemmas 3.2 and
3.3, respectively, which are the two main steps in the proof of Proposition 3.1.

For V' in C,(G), the set of bounded continuous functions G — R, we define its unscaled discretisation
analogously to (3.1):

Vi(z) = / dyV<Z+y>, z €GNzl (3.3)
(0,14

ay

Then, denote by A (¢, V') the principal (i.e., smallest) eigenvalue of —a? A%t +V; in B, with zero boundary
condition. Analogously, we call A;(y, V') the largest eigenvalue of the continuous operator

—AY4+V =-V'AV+V

on Hj(G), where the space-dependent matrix A is given by
Aii(y) = b0y, e), yeG, i,je{l,...,d}.
The Rayleigh-Ritz principle can be written as
M@, V) = f{I9(F) + (V£ )}

It turns out that the discrete eigenvalue converges towards the continuous one if the discrete region grows.
Lemma 3.2. Fix ¢ as in Proposition 3.1. Then, for any V' € Cy,(G),

Im AP (0, V) = (e, V).

Proof. Let us write \\” and A, instead of A{”(¢, V') and A1 (¢, V). We need to show that

limsup A < IS(f*)+ (VS f), forall f e Fand (3.4)
t—oo
hm inf )\( >\ (3.5)

Proof of (3.4). This equation is only non-trivial for functions f in H}(G), so let f be such a function. As
C°(G) is dense in Hjj(G), there exists a sequence of functions f™ € C2°(G) with || f — f™| g < = for
any n € N. Moreover, we may assume that the H !-norms of all these functions ™ are bounded by some
constant NV > (. With the convention

2
fi(2)? = a;d/ f(z + y) dy, 2 € mGNZe,
0,14

we have by the Rayleigh-Ritz formula

W<ap > alznefPEre) - [+ D Vil () (68

2€atGNZA,ee N z€EasGNZ4



We estimate the first sum by

Z% z,e) (n) (z4¢) — (">(z))2

_Oztd;%(&e)[(/[o,l)d Jc(m(%xt—kefdﬂc)é — (41)d f(m(zi—tm)de)ér
a;d;¢t(z7€> /{071)d [f(n)(”%j’e) f(n)(Z;—txﬂ de

< Z/Gsot(toztybe) [f(”)<y+a%> —f“”(y)]?dy

< 045226:/01/Gsot(tatyJae)é’ef(")(vaZ—i)Qdyds,

making use of Hélder’s inequality in the second step, an integral substitution in the third, and the fundamental
theorem of calculus combined with Jensen’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem in the fourth. From here, we may
estimate by the triangle inequality

o LA G 0= S < T [ @)+ R+ Rt R

with

w3 [ [ttt oo (o 2 -0 avas,
Ro= 3 [ el 0.0 - 007 an
Ra= Y [ [edlowl.e) = o(v.0)] .7

Firstly, by H6lder's and Minkowski’s inequalities, we have

IRy| < 2MNZ/01/G [8€f<"> <y n Zf) - aefw)(y)rdy ds,

which converges to zero with ¢ — oo as f™ is bounded and continuous. Again with Hélder's and
Minkowski’s inequalities, we find that | Ro| < 2*X. The term Rj goes to zero with ¢ — oo as ¢ is bounded
and continuous. Finally, convergence of Y. 74 Vi(2) fi™(2)? towards (V f, f) follows in a similar way
by dint of Lebesgue’s theorem. This means we have

2MN
limsup A" < I (f*) + (Vf. f) + - (3.7)

t—o0

foralln € Nand f € Hj(G). Letting n — oo, we obtain (3.4).

Proof of (3.5). We denote by v, the £2-normed and positive principal eigenfunction of the operator —afA“"* +
V; in B; with zero boundary condition corresponding to the eigenvalue )\(f). The strategy is to construct a
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sequence of functions f; € H}(G) satisfying

—a? (A“’tvt, vt) = If;) (ff), (3.8)
hggf (‘/tvl‘n Ut) = hg}gf (Vft7 ft) ) (39)
lim (£l = 1. (3.10)

Given such a sequence, we then easily deduce

liminf (= a? (A%, v) + (Vo w) ) = liminf (A2 (F2) + 122V Fs )

> inf [19(7) + (V4. )| = A

which implies (3.5) as the v; are the discrete principal eigenfunctions.

The construction uses a finite element approach which was used in a similar way in [BK12] and involves
an extension of the discrete eigenfunctions v, onto the continuous space «;GG by linear interpolation along
certain simplices and subsequent rescaling. The unit cube K = [0, 1]d is split into d! simplices as follows:
For each permutation o € X, of the set {1,...,d}, let T, denote the interior of the convex hull of the
integer vertices 0, €5(1), €5(1) + €(2); - -+, €o(1) T ... + €5(a) With ¢; the i-th unit vector. Consequently,
the sets T, with o € X are pairwise disjoint. For Lebesgue-almost all x € R we find o, € >4 such that
x — |z isinT,, . We may consequently define, for £ > 0, aimostall z € oG and i € {1,...,d},

9(x) = (Tou) = [Tou)]) [vt(LxJ + o) T F o) —ve(|2] + 0,y + .o+ e%(i_l))].

Let us now define the sequence f; with the desired properties. If y € G with o,y — | ayy | belonging to
some T, let

fi(y) = O‘?/%t(taty o Zg(t) (3.11)

We may extend the functions f; continuously to the whole space GG as is shown in [BK12], and they are
clearly differentiable in all points y € G with iy — | oy | belonging to some T, which means f; € Hj(G).
It is easily seen that the functions f; satisfy (3.8): For almost all y € G,

O fi(y) = O‘t1+d/2 [vi(Lawy ] +e) = vi([ewy])], e € N,t>0. (3.12)

In particular, d, f; is almost everywhere constant on the boxes a; ' (z + [0, 1]¢) with 2 € o, G N Z4, thus

af (A%, ) = af Z/ ei(lowy], e) [v(lawy] +¢e) — Ut(LatyJﬂ

eeN

_Z/ e Lony], 8ft(y))2d

eeN

/ ey ], €) (O fuly))? dy = —19(£2).
eeN

Let us in a next step show that the functions f; also satisfy (3.10). By the triangle inequality applied to (3.11),
it is enough to show that the L*(G)-norms of each sequence of functions o’ (a-), i = 1,...,d,



vanish as t — 0o. We calculate

HZQ(“ )|l = Oét/ Zg“) awy))
=1

< (/G(yoya)— ey 0))” [0 (L) + €0yt + -+ emy)

=1

2
- vt(LyJ +ep,1) + ...+ eay(i—l))] dy)

U

VAN
g

2
(/ . (1) + o) + -+ o) = 0Ly + oy -+ oyin)|dy)

[+ e =it
- Z er(z,€)[v(z +€) — vt(z)]Q. (3.13)

2€0 GNZ4,eeN

Z

ec

IN
3

The last expression must converge to zero as ¢ — oo as the converse would imply

. 2
lim sup a; ( — A%y, vt) = 00
t—o0

in contradiction to (3.4) that we have already proven. Equation (3.9) is seen as follows. By the triangle
inequality,

)(‘/;fvtavt) - (Vftaft)

Z }V%(Z) - V(Z/Oét)‘ (Ut(z))2

z€EatGNZA

/yv of (w(lay)))” = (filw))’

where the second term vanishes with ¢ — oo due to (3.10) and the fact that V' is bounded. As v; is normed,
) . : 2
we obtain an upper bound for the first term by replacing (vt(z)) with 0, (z;) where

7z = argmax |Vy(2) — V(z/ay)|.

Then, (3.9) follows considering that |V;(z;) — V/(z;/cw)| — 0 as V is uniformly continuous. This finishes
the proof of (3.5). O

Recall that v; denotes the £2-normed and positive principal eigenfunction of —a?A%t +V; in B, = o, GNZ4
with zero boundary condition corresponding to the eigenvalue A" = \!" (¢, V).

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.2,
a2
lim inf —* log v;(0) > 0.

t—o0

Proof. We treat the cases d = 1 and d > 2 separately.
Case d = 1: There is a unique L?-normed g € H}(G) such that

I£(9*) + (Vg,9) = M(p, V)
and g is strictly positive in the sense that for any compact set K C G there exists 6 > 0 such that
g > & almost everywhere on K, thus g > d0; on [—0dy, 52]¢ C G for some fixed positive constants d;, do.
This follows from the spectral theorem for uniformly elliptic operators (compare e.g. [Z90]), note that ¢ is
continuous and 0 < m < ¢ < M < oo by assumption. Let f; be the interpolating sequence we have
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constructed in the proof of the previous lemma. We now show that f; converges to ¢ in L> towards ¢
ast — o0. As every sequence (fy, )ren is @ minimizing sequence with respect to the Dirichlet energy
associated with —@tAf + V;, and ¢ is bounded away from zero, this sequence is bounded in H&(G)
and therefore admits a weakly convergent subsequence that we also denote by (f:, )xen. By the Rellich-
Kondrashov theorem (Theorem 2.1) in the special case p = 2, d = 1, we have f;, — f in L™ for some
f € L*(G). As the minimiser g is unique and

I9(f) + (V. f) < bminf I (£2) + (V fur, fo)

by lower semicontinuity of Ij;’ and continuity of V', we have f = g. For t large enough, we have consequently

fi > 61/2 on [—8y, 0] As f; interpolates ozf/Qvt, this also implies that af/th(O) > §1/2. The decay of
vt(O) is therefore only polynomial in ¢ and the assertion is shown.

Case d > 2: As v, is an eigenfunction of —a?A%* + V} corresponding to the eigenvalue \® (p, V), we
have

1
v (0) = e_/\t(v)(exp{a?A@t - Vt}vt) (0) = e_/\t(v)Egt% [exp{ - / Vi(X5) dS}Ut<X1)]‘
0
Abbreviating v; = max,,gnz« v+ and V, = supg V, we estimate

2
v (0) > vre MVV min PYPY(X = 1),
t( ) -t rCarGNZ4 0 ( ! )
As v; is normed, the decay of its maximal value is slower than exponential as ¢ — oo, so we only need to
consider the exponential decay of the probability term above. With | - | = | - |; denoting the lattice distance,
r the radius of the smallest ball to contain G and S; the random number of jumps a random walk makes up
to time 1, we have

P (X =) = DR (X =S = k) =

k=|z|

2dM —2dr ”Oé{l 2

7) Py (51 > M),

as jump times are independent from jump directions and the random walk can always reach the vertex x by
making its last 2dr [ o, | steps in the ‘right’ direction, since this is the maximum lattice distance within o, G.
Certainly the probability of the random walk generated by A% to make at least || jumps dominates the
probability of the slower simple random walk generated by ozfmA to make at least 2dra; jumps. Thus,

min ]P’gg% (X1=2)> ( Py"™ (S > 2droy)

r€ar GNZ4

2dM>—2dr|'a{| 2
m

_ (QdM> ~2drfat] e—Qdafm i (Qda?m)k

\m k!
k=2dr[a:]

(2da2m)?drlatl

(2dr{a;])!

—2dam

2dM \ —2dr[at]
> (50)
m

In the last line, we observe that the fraction in the end is greater than 1 if o is large enough. Therefore,
log v;(0) > —2daim + o(a}). (3.14)

As we are in the case d > 2 and we have chosen /3, > 1 such that a3; = ta; %3, we may conclude
ozf < ta[zﬁt’l. The assertion follows dividing (3.14) by ta[26[1 and passing to the limit inferior. ([l
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Proof of Proposition 3.1. The proof of the LDP in Proposition 3.1 relies on the Géartner-Ellis-theorem (e.g., in
[DZ98)). It will be sufficient to show that

li ﬁta% ﬁ_l(pt t —
im — log Bt exp4q — 5 | V) Ly)dy ¢ | X C G| = —=Ai(o, V) + Ai(p,0).
t—oo 1 Giei Jg (3.15)

forall V' € C,(G). Then, by the Gartner-Ellis theorem, the desired result follows as the Legendre transform
of the rate function 15}, is given by

V= sup {(V,9°)=155(9%)} = sup {(V,¢°) =15 (9°) }+ M1, 0) = =i, V)+ i, 0). (3.16)
g2eF g2eF

Here, (-, -) denotes the L?(G)-scalar product and we have made use of the well-established fact that the
eigenvalue \{ (i, V) satisfies the variational equality

M(p, V) = inf {I$(¢*) — (V.¢*)}. (3.17)

g2eF

For V € C,(@), introduce the operator P{" on ¢2(oy, G N Z4) by

;D,Vf(z) = Eg;lwf |:exp{ — ﬁtaf /;V(y)Lt(y) dy}]l{X[o’t] C atG}f(Xt) .

Then, (3.15) is shown for all V' € C,(G) if we verify

li 5tat21 <p,V]1 o
fim —=1log P 1(0) = (e, V) (3.18)

for all such V' (including V' = 0). Recalling the notation (3.3) and using that L, is a step function, we
calculate

_ 1 t
Pt%vf(z) = E: o [exp{ - W/ Vi(Xs) ds}]l{X[O,t] - atG}f(Xt)]'
t Jo
Consequently, P; V" admits the semigroup representation
PV = exp{t(A" % — 5702V} = exp {18, 0 2 [oAr — V] |,

where the operator in the exponent is considered in £2(a; G N Zd) with zero boundary condition. Note that
Pf’v has the same principal eigenfunction v; as the operator —ozfAW + V; has, and the corresponding
principal eigenvalue is given by exp { — =t5A{” (¢, V) }. An eigenvalue expansion yields, for each ¢ > 0,

Bra?
t
exp{ = =M (0. V) Hu(0)* < PEV10) < oGP exp { — =500 (6, V) b
B B
Thus, (3.18) follows by Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3. [

Remark 2 In the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1.4, we in fact use Proposition 3.1 for the local
times L, under P% (e1=300) where 0 < § < m instead of PP ¢t It is easily seen that the proof given
above works just as well with this slight modification as we are only subtracting a spatially constant factor
that vanishes as ¢ — 0o. However, we prefer to omit this modification in the proof and in the statement of
the lemma for reasons of conciseness.

3.2 Large deviations for rescaled conductances

In this section, we characterise the asymptotic probability of having a small conductance field. The first
important lemma will be used for the lower bound in Theorem 1.4 and reads like the lower bound of an LDP
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for the rescaled conductances in a growing box. Consider the set
A(B,1,6) = {: BXN — (0,00) | =5 < § <4} (3.19)

and recall the scale function 3; > 1 from (1.32). It turns out that we will need a lower estimate for the
probability of the event that (3;a is (504[2-close to ¢y on B, = G NZ%, ie., liesin A(By, ¢, (50{2). Here,
¢ is the unscaled version of ¢ defined in (3.1).

Lemma 3.4. Fix a scale function 3, > 1, positive numbers m < M and some ¢: G x N' — (m, M)
such that (-, e) € C,(G) foranye € N. Then, forany d € (0,m),

1
hmmfﬁ - log Pr (Bia € A(By, ¢y, 60, %) > DZ/ (y,e) " dy. (3.20)

t—o0 t
eeN

Proof. As a pre-step we first derive this lower estimate for the event that ;a is only d-close, i.e., we prove
(3.20) with 6@[2 replaced by ¢. Assumption 1.2 yields the existence of a non-decreasing map R: [0, 00) —

[0, 00) with R(2) =’ 0 such that, for all £ > 0,
—De™(1+ R(e)) <logPr(a(0,e;) <e) < —De (1 — R(e)).

Therefore, we may estimate

Pr(pa € A(Bo 0,9 = ] | Pr(a(z,e) < 57 @i(z.€)) = Pr(a(z.e) < 57 (pl(z,0) = 9))]

> H [ —DB i (z,0)"M(I+R(5IM)) —Dﬁ?(w(z,e>—6>-"<1—R(ﬁ;1M>>}
o HefDBt ei(z,e)"T(1+R(B, L)
y H [ o—DBY sot(ae)—6)-n<1—R(6;1M)>—w(z,er"(lw(ﬁ;lM))]}_ (3.21)

Pick some positive dy and choose t large enough to satisfy
M N7 1+R(B'M
()" > ARG M)
Thus, for all z € By,
(pe(z,€) = )1 — R(3,1M)) — (=€) "(1+ R(B; M) > 20,M .
We may therefore continue (3.21) by

log Pr(Bia € A(By, ¢4,0)) > —Dp/ Z oi(z,e)7 (1 + R(ﬁt_lM)) +d|a,G| log (1 — e‘2DM715°5?).

Finally, by Holder’s reverse inequality and merging asymptotically negligible terms,

- log Pr(Bia € A(By, 1, 6)) > —Day > pu(z,e) ™ + 0(1)

= =Dai3 (/W (Le)) My +ol1) 2 —Dg/em,e)-"dwo(l)'

Oy

ﬂt

Now we prove (3.20). To estimate the asymptotic probability of the event 3,a € A(B, p;, by %) instead
of A(By, ¢y,d), we need the additional technical condition on the existence of an increasing density for
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small conductances, which we put in Theorem 1.4. Under this assumption, we may easily estimate for some
C € (0,00),any x € (m, M) and all sufficiently large ¢,

Pr(x—at_Z(SSa(z,e)gm) E%Pr(x—éga(z,e)gx)
t

Using this in what we proved so far, i.e., in (3.20) with 6, 2 replaced by d, we obtain
log Pr (ﬁta € A(By, ¢, 6at_2)) > log ( 2d|atG|) + log Pr (ﬁta € A(By, ¢, 5))

Since obviously log ( 2d‘atG‘) = o(f/« ) we arrive at the desired result. O

For the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.4 in Section 4.3 below, we will need also a large-deviations
statement about the rate function of the conductances, applied to the rescaled conductances themselves.
Recall the rescaled conductance field a;(y, €) = Sia(|awy], e) from (1.27) fory € G, e € N.

Lemma 3.5. Fix some scale function 3; > 1. Then, for any ¢ > 0, we have

hmsup logPr Z/ ai(y,e)) 77dy>€>< —De.

t—o0

Proof. Choose some positive < D. By the exponential Chebychev inequality,

P (X [ (e vy 2 ) < et (e {afire Y [ (ouve) v an))

Therefore, it will be sufficient to show that

1
lim sup VI log < exp {afﬁfz Z /G(at(y, e))™" dy}> <0. (3.22)
Pt -

t—o00
We make use of the independence of conductances over edges and obtain after rescaling

(e {atire Y [(atvarran)) < (on{aey 3 (atep ) < (o)™

€ ZEOétGﬂ

for some constant C' > 0 with a = a(0, e1) representing a single conductance. Consequently, it will now
be sufficient to show that (e*® ") < oo for x < D. This is implied by Assumption 1.2. Indeed, with some
bounded residual term - such that 7(s) — 0 as s — o0,

(e* ") = / Pr(e™ " >s)ds <b +/ Pr (a < (logs)™/72/") ds
0 b

=b +/ exp{ — (D/z)(logs)[1 + r(s)]} ds
b
for arbitrary b > 0. Choosing b so large that (D/x)[1 + r(s)] > cforall s > b and some ¢ > 1, we arrive
at (e™") <b+ [ s7°ds < . O
4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

In this section, we assemble the results from the previous sections and prove Theorem 1.4. Recall that we
are working on the space F = {f?: f € L*(G), || f||2 = 1}, equipped with the weak topology of integrals
against bounded continuous functions G — R.
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4.1 Compactness of the level sets of J (.

Let us show that the level sets
Isz{fQE]:: J<°)(f2)§s}, s € [0,00),

of J“) are compact. To that end, choose s > 0 and some sequence ( f,, )nen in 5. Abbreviate p = % We
need to show the existence of some f € I, such that, along some subsequence,

/Gfﬁ(y)V(y)dyH/Gf(y)QV(y)dy ast — 0o (4.1)

for all V: G — TR bounded and continuous. As F is bounded in L?((), the Banach-Alaoglu theorem
implies that there exists f € L?*(G) such that

/G Fa)V (y) dy — /G fWV)dy  ast— oo “2)

forall V € LQ(G), after choosing a subsequence. By Hdélder’s inequality and boundedness of the test
functions, this implies (4.1) for some subsequence. Thus, it remains to show that f € I. For the requirement
that || f||2 = 1, it is necessary to show convergence of f,, in the strong L?(G)-sense. This is implied by the
Rellich-Kondrashov theorem (Theorem 2.1) in analogy with Section 2. At this point, we need the restrictions
on the parameter 7 made in Theorem 1.4 (n > d/2 andifd = 1,7 > 1).

The requirement that J ) ( f2) < s still needs to be verified. Leti € {1, ..., d}. As the sequence (9; f,, )nen
is bounded in L?(G), we may assume that it converges weakly (that is, with respect to integrals against func-
tions V € LY(G) where 1/p+1/q = 1) against some g; € L”(G). As all norms are lower semicontinuous
with respect to the weak topology, we have 3¢ | gillb < s.Since J©(f?) = S 10: f]|5, the assertion
is shown if only 9;f = g; foralli € {1,...,d}. In order to show this, choose some V' € C5°(G) C L(G).
On the one hand,

/ o V) dy — | sV dy.
G G

n—oo

On the other hand,
| rwavway =_ [ rwovia

as 0;V € L*(G) and f, — f weakly in L?(G). The limits above imply (by the definition of the weak
derivative)

/G G(y)V(y) dy = /G W)V () dy

forall V' € C§°(G). This shows 0;f = g; forall i € {1,...,d} as both functions are elements of L”(G),
and C3°(G) is dense in L?(G). This means the level sets I, of J©, and therefore those of .J§”, are compact.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 1.4, lower bound.

Let us go on with the proof of the lower bound. We start by recalling an auxiliary result from [KSW12]. It
ensures a certain continuity property of probabilities of certain events with regard to small changes of the
conductances.

Lemmad.1. Letp,v: Z4x N — (0,00) with0 < 1 (z,e) —e < o(z,e) < h(z,€)+ ¢ forsomee > 0
and allz € Z* and e € N'. Moreover, let F' be some event that depends on the process (Xs)se[o,t] up to
timet only. Then

PY(F) > e =Py (F).
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With this tool at hand, we now turn to the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1.4. Choose an open set O
in F with respect to the weak topology and some function f2 € . Our goal is to prove (1.14). We will write
just {L; € O} for {L; € O,supp({;) C a,G}.

We may assume that f2 € Hj(G) N O since (1.14) is trivial otherwise. For the same reason, it is possible
to assume that f € Wl’p(G) with p = % By convolution with an appropriate mollifier and norming, we
consequently obtain functions f. € Cj(G) such that f. — f ase \, 0 bothin H}(G) and in W?(QG).
As O is open in the weak L>2-topology, it is also open in the strong L?-topology and therefore f. € O for e
small enough. Let us fix such an ¢ > 0 and some M > 0 and define

5 (y,e) = MLV (D)7 |0, fo(y)| 7 A M

2
with the convention 0" »+1 = oo. Note that this function is continuous in the first argument. In analogy with
Section 3, put

z+
gpt(z,e):/ ¢%,5)< y,e) dy, z€ B,,eeN.
[0,1)¢ 0%

Choose some 0 € (0, M~') and 3, such that 3/al = t3; 'a;? (the condition oy < {2 ensures
B; > 1). We restrict the expectation with respect to the conductances to the event where (3;a lies in A; =
A(By, ¢y, 6a; %), where we recall (3.19). We estimate

(P§(Le € 0)) = (P§(L € O)lpaean) > inf Py “(L, € O)Pr(Bia € A,)

2.1 -1 —sar?
> o4 "0 p (00 (1 € O) Pr(Bua € Ay), (4.3)

where the last step is due to Lemma 4.1. Now, by Proposition 3.1 (taking Remark 2 into consideration) and
Lemma 3.4, we obtain (with our particular choice of /3;)
d—2n

liminft o, " log(P4(L, € O)) Z / U2 (y, ) (Def-(y ))2+D¢S\’;’E)(y,e)_") dy—A4ds.

t—o0

As ) was chosen arbitrarily small, we may omit the last term in the above inequality. Moreover, the resulting
scale is seen to be equal to v, from Theorem 1.4. Then, it is quickly verified that

> (A0 000500 + DAL ) dy = 79(12)

as M — oo by applylng the monotone and dominated convergence theorems on the parts of the integral
where 0, f is equal to 0, between 0 and 1 and greater than 1, respectively. Since M was chosen arbitrarily,

11{11111f—10g<IP’“(Lt €0)) > J(f2).
—00 fyt
Letting € ™\, 0, we may also conclude
1
liminf — log(P4(L, € O)) > J(f?)

t—o00 Yt

as O0.f. — 0. f inthe LP-norm. We arrive at the desired lower bound by taking the infimum over all functions
f € H}(G) N O remembering that f was chosen arbitrarily in O.

4.3 Proof of Theorem 1.4, upper bound.

Let us now turn to the proof of the upper bound. Let C be a closed set of probability densities on GG. We will
show that (1.15) holds, even when we replace the starting point 0 by any other site z € B, = oG N Z¢,
possibly depending on ¢, uniformly in . Note that L; € C is equivalent to %ft € C;, where

={g"1 g € C(By).llgll = 1, 0{g* (L ]) € C} (4.4)
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is the set of rescalings of step functions in C. We now fix any starting point z € B, = o, GNZ® and estimate
the probability term with the help of [BHKO07, Theorem 3.6], which states that

P? (Lt € C,supp({;) C atG) = IP’;(%& € Cy,supp(ly) C Bt) < exp{—t 1nf Ao (B, )}ect, (4.5)

where we put

MNBow) = > awy(Vilz) = Vi)™

T,YyEBt: x~vy
Furthermore, C, is an error term that can be estimated as follows.

B
= |By|log (T]Bt\/_t) +log |By| + — | t|
where
nB, :max{grézgt( Z oyl , Iax Z |AZ,
yeBi\{z} " weB\{y}

is bounded in ¢, since the conductances are, according to our assumptions. Furthermore, from our upper
bound on «; in Theorem 1.4, we have that logt < (3"; see (1.32). This shows that the error term C} is
negligible on the scale v; = af3}'; see (1.33).

Now we use Hdlder’s inequality to estimate, for g2 = € C; having support in By,

Na(Biyp) =) Y alze)lg(z +e) - ()]

eeN ze7d

> (S lotz+ 0 —g@1#) "™ (X etz ™)

z,e

(4.6)

Recalling the rescaled conductance field a;(y, e) = [ia(|ya: ], e) from (1.27) and introducing the notation

X(BuC) = inf > D lg(z+e) = glz )7, (4.7)
eGNzGZd
we see that
1 (n+1)/n -1/n
inf Ag(By, it <"+1 (‘”B,C /a , d> .
= (t >_5tOZt (tt Z t\Y, € Yy

Pick some small 6 > (0. By Lemma 4.2 below, we have, for all ¢ Iarge enough,

1 _ -1/
inf A(Brpt) 2 5 X9(G,0) =8 " (S /G (arly. ) "dy) (4.8)
t e

HeCt

Choose now a large positive number M and some small £ > 0 and define on the environment space of
measurable non-negative functions G x N' — (0, o), the events

a={e: T [eworaye (n-vand},  neNn<e 49)

L Z/Gso(y,e)”dsz} and Bzz{sor Z/Gw(y,e)"dygs}. (4.10)

We proceed by combining (4.5) and (4.8) and splitting the expectation w.r.t. the environment as

B,

Mfpe D/
P§(Ly € C,supp(ly) C @) < Pr(ay € By) + » e ™ T2 [0 (G.¢)—0] ™ Pr(a, € A,)
n=1
(n+1)/
et b 00" o ¢ ).
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For the environment terms, we use Lemma 3.5 to calculate their asymptotic behavior, noting that ¢ 3, a;2 =

tCl(t ,, by the choice of 3; in (1.32). The condition a; < td<n+1) ensures that (3; > 1. Noting the definition
of v, in (1.33), this means that

lim supy, ' log(Pg (L¢ € C,supp({;) C 0@G)>
t—o00

< —-DM V max [— [X<C)( ) — ] ( ) D((n — 1)5)} vV —[X(C>(G,C) — 5] %5*%
<-DMV s(up | [ X“(G) - (5}iy i —D } + De VvV —[x"“(G) — 4] eh

Optimizing over y after choosing M large enough and ¢ small enough, and finally taking limits 6 — 0 and
€ — 0, yields the desired result.

Lemma 4.2. Letn > d/2. Fix a closed subset C of F with rescaled version C; defined in (4.4). Then we

have
2n—d

liminf o, X(By, C;) > X'“(G, C).

t—o00

Proof. We may assume that C; is nonempty. Pick minimisers g; € C, of the formula for x¥(B;, C;) in (4.7)

such that
Bt,Ct ZZ|gt2+6 _gt<)

eeN ze7d

(4.11)

Let us consider the rescaled versions ﬁ € L*(@) defined as

Fily) = o gu([awy)).-

Note that ﬁ € C. Due to norming of the sequence ﬁ and closedness of C, we find f € C such that ﬁ — f
in the weak L?-sense, which in turn implies convergence in the weak topology we are considering. Let us
show that

t—o0

lim inf at"“ (B, C) > Z/ 0. f (y n+1 dy,

which instantly yields the desired result. In analogy with the construction in Lemma 3.2, we find functions
f: € H}(G) (trivially extended to R?) such that for almost ally € G, e € N and t > 0,

D fi(y) = o™ [gi(lawy] + ) — gt<LatyJ>]. (4.12)

In particular, 0, f; is almost everywhere constant on the boxes «; (2 + [0, 1]%) with z € Z9, thus

WHZZWtZ—%e gi(2)[7* 1 =a "H / R A
ee/\/

ecN zczd
/ 9 (y)| 7 dy.
eeN

)7 dy

It therefore remains to show that
htrgg}fZ/ 0 fi(y)| 771 dy>2/ 9 ()| dy. (4.19)
eeN
To that end, we need to establish weak convergence of the f; towards f and convergence to 1 of their L2-

norms. Then, (4.13) follows from lower semicontinuity of the functional f2 — 3~/ (|0 f||5 (with p = 12%7),
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which follows from the compactness of the level sets of J©). Here, we require the assumptions made on the
value of 1. According to (3.13), we obtain the desired convergence properties and even || f; — fi|| — 0O if

YD gz +e) = qulz)F =0 ast — oo (4.14)

eeN zezd

As we are on a discrete space and consider normed functions, we may estimate

SN iz +e) —aP <O Y gz + e) — gilz)[7 = OxO(By), (4.15)

eeN zc7d eeN zezd

for some C' > 0. As G is open, it contains the box [—4, §]¢ with some § > 0. With Q; = ay[—4, 6]? N Z4,
we have Y (B,;) < x“(Q;). By Lemma 2.4, the latter vanishes as ¢ — co. Hence, (4.15) implies (4.14),
and the proof of Lemma 4.2 is complete. [l

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5
Let us turn to the case where 1 < d/2.

5.1 Non-compactness of levels sets of J

We start by showing that the level sets fail to be compact in this case. This property seems obvious after
studying the variational problems in Section 2, but let us provide a rigorous proof.

Lemma 5.1. Ifn < d /2, the level sets of J© are not closed. In particular, they are not compact.

Proof. From Lemma 2.3, we obtain sequences (f,,) with f,, € H}(G), |lo = 1forn € N and
JO(f?) — 0asn — oo. In particular, f2 € F and for each level set I, = {f?: J©(f?) < s},
s > 0, we have f2? € I, for n large enough. As the sequence (f,,) is bounded in L?, there exists a weak
limit f. We easily check by Holder’s inequality that

/fg(y) dy—>/f ast — oo

for all bounded and continuous V': G — R, so ( f,,) converges in the right topology. By lower semicontinuity
of norms with regard to weak convergence, J (f?) = 0. That implies | f|lo = 0 which in turn yields
f? ¢ F.Asin particular f? ¢ I, the assertion follows. O

5.2 Proof of Theorem 1.5, upper bound

Now, we proceed by showing the main statement, that is,

limsup ¢~ 1 log (P2 (supp(4) C a@)) < =K, p X' (Z%).

t—o0

Using a spectral Fourier expansion and estimating in standard way, we estimate the probability term as
P§ (supp(£y) C auG) < |onG|* exp{—tA{’(a)}, (5.1)

where Aﬁ”(a) is the principal eigenvalue of the operator A® in the box B; with zero boundary condition.
Using its Rayleigh-Ritz representation and Hoélder’s inequality analogously to (4.6), we see that

N(@) > 57 inf (2 l9(z+ ) = g(=)|1) ("“””(Z (Ba(ze) ") "

z,e

: —1/n
— By " (N (By)) D) /" Z / a(y. e y) . (5.2)
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In contrast to the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.4, we continue the inequality differently by just
estimating YV (B;) > x@(Z?). Choose now a large positive number M and some small ¢ > 0 and
consider the events A,,, By and B, defined in (4.9) and (4.10). We proceed by combining (5.1) and (5.2)
and splitting the expectation w.r.t. the environment as

M/e d
|atG|—2<P8 (Supp(ﬁt) C atG)> < Pr(at € Bl) + Ze—tﬁt_laz Ty (@D (Zd)+1) /1 (ng)=1/n Pr(at c An)

n=1

d
T x (@D (zdy(+1)/ng=1/n

+ eitﬁ{la; PI‘(CLt S Bg)

For the environment terms, we use Lemma 3.5 to calculate their asymptotic probabilities, noting that

d
1 _;_ n.d __ _n_
0, "oy " = Blay =t

by the choice of (3; in (1.32). Again, the condition oy < ey ensures that 3; > 1. The remainder of the
proof is now similar to the analogous part of the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.4, which we do not
spell out.

5.3 Proof of Theorem 1.5, lower bound

For any finite and connected set B C Z containing the origin and any sufficiently large ¢, we simply use
that B C «;G and apply Theorem 1.3, to obtain
limsup ¢~ 7T log (P2 (supp(t;) C uG)) > =K, px"(B),
t—o0
which is exactly (1.20). To obtain the better lower bound in (1.22) in the special case n = d/2, we apply (1.20)
for any [—n,n] N Z% for any n € N. It therefore suffices to show that lim sup,,_,.. X ([—n,n] N Z) <
XY(Z?) in the case ) = d/2. This was shown in Lemma 2.6.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.8

As in the proof of the LDP in Proposition 3.1 via the Gértner-Ellis theorem, the main work in proving Theorem
1.8 consists in proving asymptotic rescaling properties of the principal €Q(Bt)-eigenvalue, but this time of the
random operator a?A“ +V, in B, = a,G N Z% for large t, where the rescaled version V; of a bounded and
continuous function V' was defined in (3.3). This is done using methods from the field of spectral homogeni-
sation, which provides an answer to this question that actually extends to the full spectrum, not only the
largest eigenvalue. Recall that G = (0, 1)d is the open unit cube and that the conductances are uniformly
elliptic, i.e., stay in (A, 1/)) almost surely for some A € (0, 1).

In Section 6.1, we modify a powerful existing result on spectral homogenisation of A® to fit our needs. In
Section 6.2, we use the modified result for a proof of Theorem 1.8.

6.1 Spectral homogenisation in the random conductance model

Let us introduce a number of notations and recall some important facts. Recall that c.¢ is the diffusion
constant of the limiting Brownian motion that appears in the invariance principle for RWRC. Denote by A =
cefr Id the covariance matrix corresponding to the Brownian motion. For some function V' € Cy,(G), the set
of bounded and continuous real-valued functions on G, let us consider the operator

1 .
—SVIAV 4V = A4V

defined on the Sobolev space H&(G). By the spectral theorem for elliptic operators (compare e.g. Zimmer
[290]), the spectrum of this operator is given by a sequence A1 (V') < Ao(V) < A3(V) < ... of eigenvalues
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(counted according to their multiplicity) with corresponding L?-normed eigenfunctions vy, vs, . . . € C°(G).
Fort > 0,let \\”(V) < AP (V) < A\{(V) < ... denote the eigenvalues of —a?A® + V; on (?(B;) with
zero boundary condition, where V; is defined in (3.3) above Then, let vf), U(1t>, ... be the corresponding

normed eigenfunctions. The values /\;-”(V) and functions v "in the case that j is larger than the dimension
of (2(By), say jo, are of no importance and we just define them to be equal to )\jo (V) resp. v“)

Theorem 6.1 (Spectral homogenisation). Fix V' € C,,(G). Then, foreachj € N, ast — o0,

AO(V) — N(V)  and Hv(” ozt_d/QU (O“Jrl H2 — 0. (6.1)

This statement has been proven in the special case V' = 0 in [BD03] with ideas going back to Kesavan
([K79)). In order to generalise their result to cover the case of non-zero potential 1, we state a version of an
intermediate result from [BD03] based on which we subsequently prove Theorem 6.1. In the following, we
tacitly extend any function f: G — R trivially (i.e., with the value zero) to a function f: R? — R and define
fa(2) = f(z/(n+1))forz € Z4and n € N.

Lemma 6.2. Forn € N, let u, € (o(Z%) with supp(u,) C nG and ||u,||s = 1. Assume that
n?|| (A%, ) 1,,¢||2 is bounded.

Then, almost surely, any subsequence (ny,)ren Of strictly increasing integers contains a further subsequence
(7 )ren such that there is a function ¢ € H}(G) such that for all ¢ € C(G) N L*(G) and f € {1} U
{a(-,e): e € N} and foralle € N, asn — oo along fu,

w2 S (2)gn()f(2) — uvjéq@annd% 62)
B 02 3™ a5, €) (un(z + €) — n(2))Pu(2) —»%géawwwwdy 63)

z€7Z4

If the function q is continuous, we have in addition

|t — 1" Y2G,]|s — 0 ast — oco. (6.4)

This result already encapsulates the input from homogenisation theory and ergodic theory. We turn to the
proof of Theorem 6.1 following the same route as the the proof of the analogous result for IV = 0 in [BDO03].

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Write A} and ) instead of A" (V') and A;(V/). As we consider subsets of the lattice,
we may, without loss of generality, assume that «; takes integer values only. With u{”, (", .. the Dirichlet
eigenvalues of the homogeneous discrete operator ——A on oG N Z<, the eigenfunctions v ,J €N
clearly satisfy

2
o (A% gl < A < S, (65)

where A € (0, 1) is the ellipticity parameter for the conductances. As the eigenvalues ,u;” are known to be

of order at_Q, the v;t) satisfy the prerequisites of Lemma 6.2 and we may conclude that, for 7 € N, there are
v; € Rand ¢; € Hy(G) suchthatforall p € C(G) N L*(G), as t — oo,

S (6.6)
o N 0 (2)Ga(z) — / q;(y)e(y) dy, 6.7)
2€7Z4
agz_d)/QZa(z,e)( "(z+e)— m( NPa,(2) — Ceff/Gaer(y)SO(y)dy- (6.8)

z€7Z4
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Let us show that the v/; are eigenvalues of —%A -+ V with corresponding eigenfunction g;. Indeed, for all
¢ € C5o(G), by (8.7),

07 % 30 ((—aPAT 4 VU ()0, (2)) = APar P o ()n(2) 2 s [ et o

z€Z4 z€Z4 teo
(6.9)
On the other hand, by (6.7), (6.8) and integration by parts (using symmetry of the conductances),
_d a
0 N ((—0F AT+ Vvl (2) e, (2))
z€Z4
— 123§ gz, [ (2 4+ €) — 0P(2))t (Gay (2 + €) — @at@))}
274 eeN
—d t
+0; 7N (V20 (2)Ga (2))
z€Z4
Ce
— - —” / 0eqj(y)dep(y) dy + / 4 (y)V (y)e(y) dy. (6.10)
eeEN

In the last step, we also used that a; (P, (2 +€) — @, (2)) — @at (z) as well as V;(z) — V,, (2) vanish at
least in a weak L2-sense. The limits in (6.9) and (6.10) show that the left-hand sides of these two are equal,
which means the v/; are eigenvalues of —%A -+ V with eigenfunction g;. It now remains to show that the
v; are in fact all eigenvalues of that operator and therefore constitute the entire H&—spectrum. This is done
in complete analogy with [BD03], Corollary 2, hence we omit it here for conciseness. As the eigenvalues )\;.”

are ordered, so are the v;. This means we have, for all j € N, )\y) — v; = A\jast — oo and ¢; = vj.
Finally, as the v; are continuous, (6.1) follows from (6.4) in Lemma 6.2. 0

6.2 Proof of Theorem 1.8

The proof is conducted in analogy with the proof of Proposition 3.1 in Section 3. Like in that proof, it will be
sufficient to show that

t
lim —log]Ea[exp{ - /GV(y)Lt(y) dy} ‘XM - atG} = (V) M0, (611

t—o0 at

forall V € C,(G). For such a V, define the operator P on (2(c, G N Z%) by

P16 = B2en { = 5 [ VL) @} 1N © G (X)]

o
Then, (6.11) is implied by showing
lim —1og7>fV11( 0) = -\ (V)

instead. Recalling the definitions (3.3) of V; and (1.11) of L;, we see that

= ViX) s} 10Xy € aiGYCX)].

t

PV f(z) = B [exp { -
Consequently, Pt“’v admits the semigroup representation

PV = exp{t(A" - a; 2V} = exp { — ta;2[ - oA + V] },
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where the operator in the exponent is considered in £2(c,G N Z<) with zero boundary condition. Note
that Pf’v has the same principal eigenfunction as the operator —afA“’t + V; has, and the corresponding
principal eigenvalue is given by exp { — -5 A{" (V) }. An eigenvalue expansion yields, for each ¢ > 0,

t

t .., a NG
e { = ) (0)" < PEYI0) < Gl exp { = A (V)

By Theorem 6.1, \\”(V) — A\ (V) ast — o0, so it remains to show that v;(0) decays only polynomially
as t — oo. Since v; is an eigenfunction of —a?A® + V; corresponding to the eigenvalue A(I”(V), we have

v(0) = e”\gt)(v)(exp{aan = V}}vt) (0)

2

_ e”\gt)(v)]Eg‘ta[eXp{ _ /01 Vi(X,) ds}vt(Xl)]

IO 2
> e M (V) V*Egta [vt(X1)]
where V, is some upper bound for V. Abbreviating v; = max,c,,gnzd V+(2), we estimate
2
v,(0) > e MYV gégl Pyt (X = x).
t

As v, is normed, the decay of its maximal value is only polynomial as ¢ — o0, so we only need to consider
the exponential decay of the probability term above. Here we employ a heat kernel estimate from [BD10,
Theorem 1.2]. It says that there are positive constants c¢1, co such that, for ¢ sufficiently large (depending on
the realisation of the conductances),

B (3 = ) = B (X, =) 2 cpa oo

for all z € Z with |z| < a3. As |z|?/a? is bounded, we have shown that v;(0) decays only polynomially
as t — 00, and the proof of Theorem 1.8 is finished.
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