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Upper tail large deviations of the directed

landscape

Sayan Das Duncan Dauvergne Bélint Virdg

Abstract

Starting from one-point tail bounds, we establish an upper tail large deviation
principle for the directed landscape at the metric level. Metrics of finite rate are in one-
to-one correspondence with measures supported on a set of countably many paths,
and the rate function is given by a certain Kruzhkov entropy of these measures. As an

application of our main result, we prove a large deviation principle for the directed

geodesic.
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1 Introduction

The directed landscape describes random planar geometry: it is expected to be the scal-
ing limit of planar first passage percolation, and has been proven to be the scaling limit
of a rich class of models in the KPZ (Kardar-Parisi-Zhang) universality class, includ-
ing integrable models of last passage percolation (Dauvergne, Ortmann and Virag (2022),
Dauvergne and Virag (2021)), coloured tasep (Aggarwal, Corwin and Hegde (2024)), and
the continuum directed random polymer and the KPZ equation (Wu (2023)).

The directed landscape is best thought of as a random directed metric on the space-
time plane. More precisely, define £ be the set of all continuous functions e from R} =

z,s5,y,t) € R* s < t} to R satisfying the (reverse) triangle inequalit
ymg & q y

e(p;q) +e(g;r) <e(p;r)

for (p;q), (¢;7) € R{. The directed landscape is a random element £ € £. Because of the
triangle inequality, we can think of an element e € £ as a (directed) metric, and view e
as assigning distances between pairs of points (z, s), (y,?) in the space-time plane. The
condition that e only assigns a distance when s < ¢ makes the second-coordinate time-
like, and because of this restriction, there is no contradiction in allowing our directed
metrics to be real-valued. The fact that the triangle inequality is reversed for the directed
landscape is simply a convention.
For a fixed point pair u = (z, 5;y,t) € R the law of £(u) is given by
(y —)*
t—s

where TW is a GUE Tracy-Widom random variable. We call d the Dirichlet metric (with

negative sign). In particular, it can be shown that after scaling

L)L (t—s)PTW +d(u),  d(u)=— : (1.1)

Lo(x,5y,t) = L2, 5596712 1) (1.2)

as¢ — Owe have £. — duniformly on bounded subsets (see Corollary 10.7 in Dauvergne et al.

(2022) for a quantitative version). But how likely is it that L. is close to a different metric?
Our main theorem answers this question. For this theorem and throughout the paper,

we equip £ with the topology of uniform convergence on bounded sets. This is stronger

than uniform convergence on compact sets, since it requires uniform convergence near

the boundary s = ¢ in R.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a lower semicontinuous function I : £ — [0, oo] such that for every
Borel measurable A C £, as € — 0 we have

exp((o(1) — iEOf Ne™3/?) < P(L. € A) < exp((o(1) — i%f Ne=3/?).
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Moreover, 171(0, a] is compact for every a < oo, I"*(0) = d, and I is strictly increasing on
I710, 00).

In other words, the family {£.} satisfies a large deviation principle with speed £3/2

and good rate function /.

Large deviations at speed %2 are typically called upper-tail large deviations in the
KPZ literature. There is no notion of “upper tail” involved in the statement of the theo-
rem. Lower tail events simply have infinite rate at this speed. There is no contradiction
to having different large deviation principles at different speeds, and we expect to see an-
other principle at speed ¢ ~? corresponding to the lower tail. Indeed, in the closely related
setting of first passage percolation, a lower tail large deviation principle at the metric level
was recently established by Verges (2024). What is special for this particular speed is that
I is a good rate function: the sub-level sets are compact. At higher speeds sub-level sets
must contain our entire 70, 00).

Monotonicity of the rate function is a feature of large deviations at the metric level.
It is not expected to hold for important contractions, such as the upper-tail large devia-
tions for the Airy process. Another feature of the metric-level large deviations is a simple

characterization of the rate function, which we describe next.

1.1 The rate function

For e € £ and a continuous function 7 : [s, t] — R, henceforth referred to as a path, define

the length |v|. of v with respect to e by

k

|7]e = inf inf Z6(7(7%'—1),Tz—1;7(7“i),7’i))- (1.3)

keN s=ro<r;<---<rg

=1

The triangle inequality guarantees that |y|. < e(v(s),s;7(t),t), and we call a path v an
e-geodesic if this is an equality.

For the Dirichlet metric, the length is a negative Dirichlet energy: when 7 is absolutely
continuous, we have |y|; = — f; 72, and otherwise |y|q = —oo. Let H! be the set of all
paths v with |y|; > —oo. The metrics in Theorem 1.1 with finite rate can be described
planting good regions in R? on top of the Dirichlet metric.

Given a singular measure 1 on R?, define a directed metric ¢, as follows. For a path

v s, t] = R, let gy = {(y(r),r) : r € [s,t]} denote the graph of , and define

e, s3y,t) = sup pu(gy) + [vla: (1.4)
Y



where the supremum is over all ¥ € H' with domain [s, ¢] satisfying v(s) = z, y(t) = y. In
words, paths are rewarded by covering sets of large ;-measure with their graphs, but are
penalized by the Dirichlet metric for excessive undulation.

Such metrics were studied by Bakhtin (2013) in the case when p is a Poisson point
process. For us, ;1 will be deterministic and without atoms. We note in passing that under
some technical conditions, as a function of y, ¢t the metric e, (z, s; y, t) satisfies a Hamilton-
Jacobi equation (an Eikonal equation) with “forcing term” given by n. The y-derivative
then satisfies a forced inviscid Burgers’ equation.

More precisely, our measures p will be supported on a countable union of graphs
97,7 € I' € H' and have the property that for every v € T, the time-marginal of the
restricted measure 1|, has a Lebesgue density. Finally, all our measures will have finite
Kruzhkov entropy /C(x). For this, define the temporal density p,(z,t) of p, by setting
pu(z,t) = 0 for (z,t) ¢ supp(i), and whenever (z,t) € gy for some v € I, letting p,(z, 1)
be the Lebesgue density of the t-marginal of y,. As long as p, exists, it is well-defined
p-a.e. Then

K0 = [ Vo

The name is motivated by Kruzhkov’s analysis of Burgers” equation and its generaliza-
tions, Kruzhkov (1970). The definition is related to the concept of Rényi entropy, where a
power of the density is integrated against the measure. We call a measure satisfying the

above conditions a planted network measure. Then foralle € &,

I(e) = SK(w) if e = ¢, for some planted network measure 1
00 otherwise.

We will also show that in any finite rate metric, the length of a path v € H' is given by
1(gy) + |7|a- This representation quickly implies the last two claims of Theorem 1.1.

Applications, an alternate characterization, and the proof

In Section 2, a continuation of this introduction, we give several applications of Theorem
1.1 to describe large deviations for marginals of the directed landscape. Among other
results, we describe the joint large deviations of L£(u,), ..., L(u) for any finite collection
of points uy, . . ., uy.

We also present a full large deviation principle for the directed geodesic II. This is
the a.s. unique £-geodesic between the points (0,0) and (0, 1). By the symmetries of the

directed landscape, any L£-geodesic between deterministic points is equal in law to an



affine function of II. The large deviations of the directed geodesic are described by a good
rate function .J : C([0, 1]) — [0, co]. It turns out that .J( f) solves a variational problem, and
its value is between 4/3 times the cubes of the L3/? and L® norms of f, and that both of
these norms are attained for different choices of f. We use our large deviation principle
to show that as a — oo we have P(supy ) [II] > a) = e~ 5t tol@®) o partially solve a
conjecture of Liu (2022a), and to present a new conjecture.

A natural question that arises from our description of the rate function is how to sys-
tematically determine p from the measure e. This can be done by differentiation. For
e € £ and p € R?, define

e(p;p+ (0t,t)) — d(p;p+ (0t,1))

pe(p) = sup lim . (1.5)
pcR t—0t+ t

The limit above can be thought of as quantifying how much excess density the metric e
has at p when compared with the Dirichlet metric. When e = ¢, for a planted network
measure /i, then p, is the temporal density of ;1. Another upshot of this differentiation
approach to understanding finite rate metrics is a formula for the rate function in terms
of an integrated Dirichlet energy. This interpretation is closely related to the predicted
large deviations of the Airy process, which should be the same as those of a Brownian
motion conditioned to remain above a parabola. See Section 10 for details.

Our proof relies only on single-point bounds for the Tracy-Widom random variables,
and builds the geometric picture on top of this by relying on deterministic topological
arguments and the metric structure of the directed landscape. Indeed, most of the proof
is devoted to understanding the deterministic structure of finite-rate metrics in £. Because
we use so little about the structure of the directed landscape, we believe that the methods
should extend quite generally to other first and last passage percolation models, even

non-integrable ones under some mild conditions.

A partial review of previous work

We give a partial literature review here, focusing on work in the KPZ universality class
related to the study of large deviations. See Quastel (2011); Corwin (2012); Zygouras
(2018); Ganguly (2021) and references therein for a broader review of the KPZ universality
class.

Large deviations in the KPZ universality class have been studied by many authors.
The upper tail bound for the Tracy-Widom law can be deduced from results in the original
paper of Tracy and Widom (1994). A probabilistic derivation using the stochastic Airy
operator was given by Ramirez, Rider and Virag (2011).
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One-point large deviations in exactly solvable last passage percolation models have
been explored by Logan and Shepp (1977), Seppdldinen (1998a,b), Deuschel and Zeitouni
(1999), Johansson (2000) using a range of methods. At the process level, large deviations
for tasep (equivalently exponential last passage percolation) in the upper-tail regime were
studied by Jensen (2000) and Varadhan (2004), but the full proof in this regime had to wait
until the recent paper of Quastel and Tsai (2021). A version of Kruzhkov entropy appears
in that paper. To express the rate function there, one has to solve a Burgers’ equation.

In our case, the formulas simplify because we consider the higher, metric level of large
deviations. Also, at this level, we only need to rely on single-point tail bounds as opposed
to the KPZ fixed point-like determinantal formulas used in Quastel and Tsai (2021).

Process level large deviations at different speed (those corresponding to lower tail)
have been studied by Olla and Tsai (2019) for tasep. The recent exciting preprint of Verges
(2024) proves a lower tail large deviation principle in first passage percolation on Z? at
the metric level. A one-point lower tail large deviation principle for this model with d = 2
was previously shown by Basu, Ganguly and Sly (2021).

A study of what happens to the directed landscape and its geodesics at finer fluctua-
tion scales under large deviation events was initiated in Liu (2022b), Liu and Wang (2024).
These papers obtained one-point and multi-point Gaussian convergence for the geodesic
and the KPZ fixed point, respectively, using exact formulas from Liu (2022a). Relying on
probabilistic and geometric arguments, a Brownian bridge limit for the geodesic under an
upper-tail large deviation event was proven in Ganguly, Hegde and Zhang (2023) using
precise bounds from Ganguly and Hegde (2022).

Recently, there has been significant interest within both the mathematics and physics
communities in understanding large deviations of the KPZ equation (Kardar, Parisi and Zhang
(1986)). The works of Le Doussal, Majumdar and Schehr (2016), Kamenev, Meerson and Sasorov
(2016), Sasorov, Meerson and Prolhac (2017), Corwin, Ghosal, Krajenbrink, Le Doussal and Tsai
(2018), Krajenbrink, Le Doussal and Prolhac (2018), Le Doussal (2019), Krajenbrink and Le Doussal
(2019), Corwin and Ghosal (2020a,b), Das and Tsai (2021), Tsai (2022), Cafasso and Claeys
(2022), Ghosal and Lin (2023) obtain results on one-point tails of KPZ equation. Pro-
cess level limits and large deviations for the KPZ equation were studied by Lin and Tsai
(2023) and Gaudreau Lamarre, Lin and Tsai (2023). For some other integrable models in
the KPZ universality class, one-point large deviation principles have been established by
Georgiou and Seppaéldinen (2013), Janjigian (2015), Emrah and Janjigian (2017), Janjigian
(2019), Das and Zhu (2022), Das, Liao and Mucciconi (2023).



Organization

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe various applica-
tions of our main theorem. In Section 3, we collect preliminary properties and estimates
for the directed landscape and Airy sheet, and establish simple extensions of the one-
point bounds of Theorem 3.4. Woven through Section 3 is a heuristic derivation of the
large deviation principle, which is naturally suggested by the preliminaries. In Section 4,
we introduce a subspace of £, where the rate function is finite, and prove properties of
it. The rate function and various approximations for metrics are defined and analyzed in
Sections 5 and 6. In Sections 7 and 8, we prove the upper and lower bounds for the large
deviations. Finally, in Section 10, we express the rate function as an integrated Dirichlet

energy.

2 Applications

In this section, we study the minimizing metric and its rate function for various optimiza-
tion problems. We first prove a proposition which describing a generic structure of the
minimizer for a particular class of optimization problems.

A finite or countable collection of paths is internally disjoint if for all distinct v, ' in
the collection with domains [a, b, [¢,d] and r € (a,b) N (c,d) we have v(r) # ~'(r). We will
use the intuitive notion of rightmost geodesics, see the discussion before Lemma 4.5 for
the precise definition, but otherwise the proposition and its proof only appeal to Theorem

1.1 and the structure of the rate function introduced in Section 1.1.

Proposition 2.1 (Multi-point upper tail decay for the directed landscape).
Fori=1,....k, let (p;; q;) € Ri and o; € R. Then

P(Ea(pz, qz) Z O[Z','L. = 1, ceey k) = eXp(—ﬁeE_?’/z + 0(5_3/2))7 as e — 0. (21)
Here 3 < oo solves the variational problem

B = iGHLI(e), M={ee& elw)>a; fori=1,... k}.

This infimum is achieved by at least one e € M, and any such e equals e, for some measure p

with the following structure.

(a) The support of y is contained in a set of the form \Ji_, gn; where each m; is the rightmost
e,~geodesic from p; to g;.



(b) There is a finite collection of line segments v, . . ., Y, such that Ule gm; = UL, 9, and p,
is p-a.e. constant on each of the line segments g;.

(©) If vi(t) = ~;(t) for i # j, then either (v;(t),t) € Us_,{pe,qc}, or at least three segments
meet at the point (v;(t),t). That is, there exists an index { distinct form i and j so that
7%(t) = 75(t) = 7 (t)-

Proof. To see that 5 < oo, observe that we can find a finite rate metric in M by considering

a measure . supported on straight line segments between p; to ¢; and setting p,, to be a

high enough constant on the graphs of these segments.

Now suppose e,, € M is a sequence of metrics with I(e,) — asn — oo. Since < oo
and sub-level sets of I are compact, e,, has a subsequential limit e*, which lies in M since
this set is closed. Moreover, I(e*) < ( by lower semicontinuity of /. Hence e* = ¢, for
some p and I(e,) = 3.

Next, let 7; be the rightmost geodesic from p; to ¢; under e* (these exist by Lemma 4.7).
The metric ;4 must be supported inside | J_, gm;, since the metric induced by flyge | gr, 18
still in M, and has strictly smaller Kruzhkov entropy if ;1 has mass outside this set. This
gives (a).

Let us consider v defined via p, := p, + ¢ with ¢ > 0. Note thate, € M° and I(e,) —
I(e,) can be made arbitrarily small by choosing ¢ small enough as ;. is supported on
finitely many paths. Thus 8 = inf (- /, and consequently (2.1) is now a direct application
of the Theorem 1.1.

Now, any two distinct paths 7;, 7; must overlap on a closed interval, a simple fact
about rightmost geodesics. Therefore there is a collection of internally disjoint paths
~i,i = 1,...,m such that Ule g = U~ 9. If we choose m minimally, then (c) must
hold for this collection. Indeed, if there were a pair ~;, v; with 7;(t) = 7;(t), then inter-
nal disjointness guarantees that ¢ is an endpoint of the domains [a;, b;], [a;, b;] of v;, ;. If
t =a; = bjort = a; = b;, then we can concatenate v;,v; to give an internally disjoint
collection of m — 1 paths whose graphs cover the same region |J}_, gm;. If t = a; = a; or
t = b; = bj, then either (v;(¢), t) is an endpoint of one of the paths ;, or else there is a third
path v, with 7;(¢) = 7;(t) = 7(?).

Finally, we claim that each 7; must be a straight line, and that p, must be constant along
g7 Itis enough to check this for 7, : [a,b] — R. Define y* = p|ym, 4, and for ¢ > 0 let v,
be the measure supported on the line segment ~; from (v (a), a) to (v1(b), b) and with p,
constant along 7;, and equal to (a®/2 —£)?/3, where « is the average of p,(71(t),t),t € [a, b).

Let i be the measure with p,: = p, V p,.. By a short computation,

K(u) — K(pg) > K(ulgy,) — K(ve)



= /a pu(mi(t), t)*2dt — m/a pu(m(t), t)dt + (b—a)e
> (b o CL)E,

where the final bound uses Jensen’s inequality. Moreover, the ¢ ,-length of any concatena-
tion of paths v;,, ..., 7;, is bounded above by the ¢,.-length of any concatenation of paths
Vi oo, where 7 = v; for i > 2, as long as [¥i[c,. = |71]e,. Using the characterization
of length in terms of the measure y discussed at the end of Section 1.1, this inequality is
equivalent to 12 (v5) + |75 ]a > p(71) + |71|a, which is implied by the claim that

(b—a)(@®? —)** — (b—a)a + ila = Inla-

This inequality implies that if 4, is not a straight line, then ¢,- € M for some £ > 0, which
is a contradiction since IC(y}) < KC(u.) for € > 0. If v is a straight line, then we still have
that (i) € M and so the inequalities in the previous display must all be equalities,
forcing p, to be constant along ;. O

We use Proposition 2.1 to resolve two optimization problems.

Example 2.2 (Back to a single point). For a > 0, consider the one point variational prob-

lem:
inf {I(e) : €(0,0;0,1) > a} = %ag/Q.

By Proposition 2.1, a measure p for the optimizing metric is supported on the straight line
from (0,0) to (0, 1) with p, = oy, a constant, along this line. The bound ¢,,(0,0;0,1) > «
1

implies a; > «. Thus I(e,) = gai’/ ?, which is minimized when o, = a.

Example 2.3 (V or Y?). Let us consider the two-point variational problem:

inf {I(e) : €(0,0; —1,1) > a, €(0,0;1,1) > a}.

By Proposition 2.1, the optimizing measure ;. with temporal density p is supported on
three line segments that meet at some point (r, t):

v:[0,1] = R, v(s) =rs/t, pley — (V) =,
Y[t 1] = R, Y(s) =1 — (s — )4, Plon — (M)? = a1,
Y21 [t,1] = R, Yols) =1 — (s — )%=, Plgre — (1) = @

Note that e,,(0,0; —1,1) = pt + ¢ (1 — t) > o which implies ¢; > (a — pt)/(1 —t). Similarly,
¢ > (a—pt)/(1 —t). We have

t 1 1
Ie,) = 4 / (b 4+ ()?)"2ds + 3 / (g1 ++,(s))2ds + & / (42 ++4(5)?)2ds
0 t t
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(-1,1) (1,1) (1,1) (-1,1)

QWV“i/Qﬁ

(0,0) (0,0)

Figure 1: Optimizers in Example 2.3 for a € [—1, 0] (left) and o > 0 (right).

>

[JNIEEN

r1)2 r—1)2

(tp + %)3/2 . (oo — pt + (1+_1t) )3/2 . (a — pt + (1_1t) )3/2
Vi V1—t V1—t '

with equality if and only if €,(0,0; —1,1) = €,(0,0;1,1) = . Therefore the optimizer e,

must have ¢; = ¢ = (a — pt)/(1 —t). To find the optimizer from this point forward,

we shall minimize the right-hand side above over p,r,t. As a function of r, the above

expression is minimized when r = 0. Thus,

(o —pt+ (1 —¢)71)3/2

V-t

As a function of p, one can check that the above expression is minimized when

I(p,t) :==1(e,) =3 tp>/? + 2

Ala+ (1 —1)Y)
1+3t

p=p'(t) =
Finally, /(p*(t), t) is minimized at ¢* where

0, a € [-1,0],
(V1+1/a—+/1/a)?, a>0.

t* =

We have

214 )2, a € [-1,0],

e =
§+2OA+§(1—|—04) , a>0.

The optimizing metric thus takes a ‘V’ structure for a € [—1,0] and a 'Y’ structure for

a > 0, see Figure 1.

The remaining examples study variational problems with different forms than Propo-
sition 2.1.

Given a finite or countable collection of internally disjoint paths {v; : [a,,,b,] —
R}ier € H' with corresponding weight functions {w; : |a.,,b,,] — R}ic; satisfying w] >

10



—(14)?, we define a measure ;1 on R? by setting its temporal density to be p, = w} + /2
on each gv; and zero everywhere else. We shall call the corresponding metric e, (defined
via (1.4)) to be the metric obtained by planting paths {v;},c; with corresponding weight

functions {w; },c;. For such a metric e, we have

Z / : (i()?) . 2.2)

ZEI

Example 2.4 (Weight function large deviations). Consider the optimization problem:
inf {I(e) : €(0,0;0,t) = w(t), fort € [0,1]},

where w : [0,1] — R is an absolutely continuous function with w(0) = 0, w’ > 0,
and [ [w'(t)*/?dt < co. Then the above infimum is achieved by the metric ¢,,, where
pu.(0,t) = w'(t) for t € [0,1], and p,, = 0 elsewhere. From the fact that |y|.,, = p.(g7) +
|7]a, it is easy to check that e, (0,0;0,t) = w(¢) for t € [0, 1].

On the other hand, let e be any finite rate metric satisfying e(0,0;0,t) = w(t) for t €
[0,1]. Foreachn > land k € {1, 2,...,2"}, let m;,, be the rightmost geodesic from (0, 0) to
(0,k27™) under e. Again these exist by Lemma 4.7. Let ¢,, be the metric obtained from
restricted to | J2—, g7k .. Then {e, },,>1 is an increasing sequence of metrics bounded above
by e. In particular, the sequence e,, is precompact and monotone, so e, 1 ¢* for some
metric e*. We have

lim I(e,) = 1(e") < I(e)

and e*(0,0;0,¢) = w(t) fort € [0, 1]. Let d,, be the metric obtained by planting straight lines
from (0, (k—1)27") to (0, k27") with weight wy, satisfying w;, := 2" [w(k27")—w((k—1)27")].
Then d,,(0,0;0,k27") = w(k2™") for all kK € {1,2...,2"}. Using a similar argument as in
the proof of Proposition 2.1, one can check that /(d,,) < I(e,). We have

2"/22 — w((k— 127,

and so I(d,) — I(e,.) asn — oo, and hence I(e,,) < I(e).

2.1 Large deviations of the directed geodesic

In this section, we present a large deviation principle for geodesics in the directed land-
scape. Letu = (z,s;y,t) € RY, letu. = (z/c, s;y/¢,t) and let y,, : [s,t] — R denote the (a.s.
unique) £-geodesic with endpoints u. as an element of the space of continuous functions

C(]s, t]) from [s,t] — R with respect to uniform convergence.
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Theorem 2.5. For every Borel measurable set A C C([s, t]) we have
exp((o(1) — inf 1)) < P(y,. € A) < exp((0(1) — inf J,)=™).
° A
Here J, : C([s,t]) — [0, o0] is a good rate function satisfying J,(f) = oo when f ¢ H' and

Ju(f):==inf {I(e) : e € Dy(f)} (2.3)
for f € H', where D, (f) C & is the set of metrics where [ is a geodesic with endpoints u.

We will use the abbreviations J = J,0,0.1), P(f) = D(0,0,0,1)(f). Theorem 2.5 is essen-
tially an application of the contraction principle from large deviation theory, but we need
to be a bit careful since there is not a natural continuous map taking metrics to a geodesic
from (0,0) — (0,1). We postpone the proof to Section 9. Here we first establish a few
natural properties of the rate function ./, and then use these to understand J(f) for some
specific examples.

Lemma 2.6. 1. The infimum in (2.3) is always achieved by a metric e € & whenever it is
finite. Moreover, any metric achieving this infimum is given by planting the single path f
with some weight function w.

2. Jasyn(f) = J(Af) where Af : [0,1] — R is given by
Af(r)=(t =) P(f(s + (t = s)r) = [z +r(y — 2))]).

In other words, Af is the function given by transforming the plane under the landscape
symmetry mapping (x,s) — (0,0), (y,t) — (0,1).

3. If f(0) = f(1) =0, f € H' then J(f) is the value of the optimization problem:

minimize %/01(11/(5) + f'(5)%)*? ds,
(f@) — f(s))?

subject to w(t) —w(s) > — —

, 0<s<t<1.

4. Assume f(0) = f(1) =0, f € H'. Think of f" as a random variable defined on [0, 1] with
Lebesgue measure. Then J(f) is the value of the optimization problem

minimize £Ep*?  subjectto E[p|[s,t]] > Var[f'|[s,t]] 0<s<t<1.
sEp j p|ls, 1] [ s, ]

over all random variables p : [0, 1] — [0, 0o). The expectation and variance are conditioned
on the event [s, t].

12



5. For a € R we have J(af) = |a]*J(f).

6. Consider a finite or countable disjoint collection of subintervals {[a;,b;),i € F} of [0,1].
For any path f from (0,0) to (0,1) we have J(f) > > .cp Jpia; ([
(aiv f(al))7 qi = (b27 f(bl))

Proof. For part 1, let e,, € D(f) be a sequence of metrics with I(e,,) | J(f) < co. Then

[aivbi]) where pi =

since the sub-level sets of I are compact, all the metrics ¢,, are contained in a common
compact set and so there exists a subsequential limit e. Since / is lower semicontinuous,
I(e) < J(f). From the definition of path length, it is easy to see that f must also be a
geodesic in e and so e € D(f) and hence [ (e) achieves the infimum (2.3). Since e is a finite
rate metric, e = ¢, for some planted network measure ;1. Consider v = 1|47, and observe
that e, € D(f). Therefore I(e,) = I(e) and so e, = e since [ is strictly monotone. Part 2
follows from the symmetries of £ (see Lemma 3.3).
Next, by part 1 and the formula from (2.2) it is enough to minimize

5 | o+ e

over all absolutely continuous weight functions with v’ > — " that make f a geodesic
in e. Claim 3 spells out this condition. Note that w’ > —f" is implied by the constraint
there. Part 4 is just a reformulation of 3 with p = v’ + f”, and part 5 follows from part
4, since if p solves the optimization problem in 4 for f, then for any a € R, a?p solves the
optimization problem for af.

The inequality in 6 follows by 3. Indeed, the right hand side of the inequality can be

written as the optimization problem
bi 2
i t) —
minimize Z %/ (w'(s) + f'(s)*)%*ds, subjectto w(t) —w(s)> —M,
ieF V% 8
where the constraint is only imposed for pairs s, ¢t with a; < s <t < b; for somei € F'. [

Lemma 2.7 (L?/? and L3-norm bounds). We have

1 3/2 1
([rara) <on<s [ 24

In particular J(f) = 3 fol | f'|3dt whenever |f’| is constant almost everywhere.

If we can find a finite or countable disjoint collection of sets [a;,b;),i € F, whose union
Uicrlai, bi), is a subset of [0,1] of Lebesgue measure 1, such that f(a;) = f(b;) = 0 for all i,
and such that |f'| is constant Lebesgue-a.e. on each of the intervals [a;, b;], then the upper bound
in (2.4) is an equality.

13



If the function f', viewed as a random variable defined on [0, 1] with Lebesgue measure satisfies
the conditional variance bound

E|f'|? = Var(f') > Var[f'|[s,t]], 0<s<t<1,
then the lower bound in (2.4) is an equality.

Proof. Taking w = 0 in Lemma 2.6.3 clearly satisfies the constraint and gives the present
upper bound.
The lower bound follows from Jensen’s inequality and the bound w(1) > d(0,0;0,1) =

/Ol(w/(t)+f'(t)2)3/2dt2</01 ")+ f'(t ) (/f 2dt) 25

In the case when |f’| is constant, these two bounds agree, and we have identified J(f).
For the second claim, we have

T() =D Toan.0b) (Flaw) = > 5 / t)[Pdt = / |f'[Pat,

i€F i€EF

where the first bound uses Lemma 2.6.6, and the first equality uses Lemma 2.6.2 and the
constant |f’| case of the present lemma. For the final claim, if the conditional variance
bound holds, then turning to Lemma 2.6.4, we can set p = Var(f’) = E|f’|* to solve the

3/2

optimization problem. The quantity 3 E£p*? equals the lower bound in (2.4). O

The next lemma computes the rate function for a piecewise linear f with two pieces.

The result is somewhat surprising.

Lemma 2.8. Let f,(0) = fu(1) = 0, fu(a) = 1, and let f, be linear on [0, a] and |a,1]. Then

J(fa) = J(fi_a), and for a € [0,1/2] we have J(f,) = ﬁ
In particular, J(f,) is not thrice differentiable at a = 1/2.

Proof. Leta < 1/2and setb = (1/a + 1/(1 — a))?, the squared difference of slopes of the
two pieces of f. Applying the optimality condition of Lemma 2.6.4 to intervals of the
form [0,¢],t € [2a,1], we get

p20. [lp=NEMsz 0. A0 =A@, 26)

A simple computation shows that p = A satisfies all the constraints of the optimization
problem of Lemma 2.6.4. Next we will solve the problem of minimizing & [/ p?/% subject

to the less restrictive conditions (2.6).
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To show that a minimizer exists, let p,, be a sequence satisfying (2.6) so that fol pf/ 2

converges to the infimum ¢. Since p, has bounded L*2-norm, and hence bounded L*-
norm, it has an L'-weakly convergent subsequence p, — p with fol p*/? < q by Fatou’s
lemma. Weak convergence implies that (2.6) holds for p.

We claim that p # A cannot be a minimizer. Consider p satisfying (2.6) and let f,(t) =
fot(p — A)(s)ds. Suppose that f,(s) = ¢ > 0 for some s € (0, 1]. Let

so = inf{r <s: f,(r) > 6/2}, sy =sup{r >s: f,(r) > §/2}.

Then thereis a set A C [so, s] of positive Lebesgue measure on which p > A+6/4. If s; = 1,
then p* = p — (6/4)1 4 still satisfies the conditions (2.6) since

fp*(u) > fp(u) - %1(u > sp) > 0,

and moreover fol (p*)*? < fol p*2. Hence p cannot be a minimizer. If s; < 1, then we
can find another set B C [s, s1] of positive Lebesgue measure on which p < A — §/4.
By possibly reducing the size of either A or B, we may assume that they have the same
positive Lebesgue measure |A| = |B|. Letn = 15 — 14. Then for all » € [0,6/4], p + 11
satisfies (2.6) since |f,(u) — fopry(u)| < 71(u € [0, 51]). On the other hand,

r=

&«/O (ﬂ+rn)3/2 _ %/nplﬂ < %‘A| (—()\(S) +5)1/2 + ()\(S) . 5)1/2) <0,

so for some small » > 0, p + rn is a better candidate than p. Thus p = A is the unique
minimizer of the less restrictive problem (2.6), and X satisfies all conditions of the stricter
Lemma 2.6.4. We compute the L*/2>-norm of A to get the claim. O

Corollary 2.9. Let 7 be the L-geodesic from (0,0) to (0,1). Then as a — oo

P(n(1/2) > a) = e~ 59°H@)  P(sup|r| > a) = e3¢+,
[0,1]

Proof. Any function f with f(0) = f(1) = 0 and sup ¢y | f| > @ must have

1 1
/12 /2:42
/0|f|z</0 £ = da

by Jensen’s inequality. The upper bounds on the above probabilities then follow from the
left bound in (2.4). The matching lower bound follows from the construction in Lemma
2.8. O

Remark 2.10 (Liu’s conjecture). The first claim partially proves Conjecture 1.5 by Liu

(2022a) for the special case t = 1/2. In forthcoming work, R. Basu and co-authors (Basu
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(2024)), show that the rest of the conjecture is not correct. They also give an independent
proof of the ¢t = 1/2 case starting from (and extending to) exponential last passage perco-
lation. Conjecture 1.5 of Liu (2022a) gives the correct value for having a zero-length path
that takes the value a at time t. When t # 1/2, the zero-length path with the conjectured
rate will not be a geodesic: some shortcuts will have positive length.

Heuristics using large deviations for the Airy process suggest that geodesic under the
large deviation event 7(t) > a for ¢t # 1/2 will not follow a piecewise linear path. In
particular, it will not be f, from Lemma 2.8! Instead, it will have two linear pieces and a
parabola. Solving the optimization problem (or even describing the heuristic behind it) is

beyond the scope of this paper, but we can state the resulting formula as a new conjecture.
Conjecture 2.11. For t € (0,1/2], as a — co we have P(x(t) > a) = e~ ‘> +o(@*) where
(2t)5/2(9b + 4) + 6t2(25b + 13) — 2(2t)3/2(26b + 19) — 48+/2t + 24

3(3 =31 (1—t)22 ’

W(t) = —

with

V726 6(26)3/2 — 143t — 1293 + 72
N (9—8t)V1

In particular, as t — 0 we have «(t) = £ /> + o(1/t?).

The last part should recover the rate function for the semi-infinite geodesic, see Rahman and Virdg
(2021) for the definition.

Lemma 2.7 allows us to construct classes of functions f where either the upper or
lower bound in (2.4) is satisfied. We finish this section by giving a few specific examples

of such functions.

Lemma 2.12. Fix § € (0,1/2) and o > 0, and consider the continuous function f which is
linear on each of the intervals [0, 5], 3,1 — 3], [1 — B, 1] and satisfies f(0) = f(1) = 0, f(8) =
f(1—=p)=a. Thenif § > 1/8, J(f) is given by the lower bound in (2.4).

Proof. By Lemma 2.6.5, it suffices to prove this when oo = 1. Observe that | f'(¢)| = 1/8 on
0, B]U[1—p,1], whereas f’ = 0 on [3, 1—]. Therefore we can compute that Var(f') = 2/4.
On the other hand, for [s,t] with either s > fort < 1 — 3, f’ is a Bernoulli-p random
variable multiplied by 1/ for some p € [0, 1]. Then

Var[f" [s,t]] < 5

with equality if and only if p = 1/2. The condition 8 > 1/8 implies that this is less than or
equal to 2/4. Finally, if s < 8 <1 — < t, then

Var[f’ ‘ [Sth < E[|f/|2 ‘ [S>tH < E|f,|2 =2/B.
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The lemma follows from the last claim of Lemma 2.7. O

It is not difficult to construct other explicit examples where the lower bound is at-
tained. One simple example is f(z) = z(1 — x). The next lemma gives an example where

the upper bound is attained.

Lemma 2.13. There exist functions f with f(0) = f(1) = 1, rate J(f) = oo and fol f(t)2dt <

.

Proof. The following function f is defined through the condition f(0) = 0 and its deriva-
tive. For j € N, set

:1/3 1 1+1/(29)
P =4 e [ 55

-1/3 1+1/(25) 1

=", $ € [TE)

Then fol |f']* < oo. However, |f’| is constant almost everywhere between consecutive
zeros of f, and so by Lemma 2.7 we have J(f) = 2 ['| f/|* = oc. O

Lemma 2.13 constructs an example of a function which will have finite length in any

directed metric with finite rate, but will not be a geodesic in any of these metrics!

3 Preliminaries

In this section we list the preliminaries needed to prove the large deviation principle for L.
These preliminaries also naturally suggest what the large deviation rate function should
be, and so woven through this section will be a heuristic argument for our large deviation

principle. We start by defining directed metrics.

Definition 3.1. A directed metric of positive sign on a set X is a functione : X x X —
R U {00} such that e(x,z) = 0 for all z € X and e satisfies the triangle inequality e(z, z) <
e(x,y) +e(y, z). Wesay thate : X x X — RU{—o0} is a directed metric of negative sign
if —e is a directed metric of positive sign.

Section 5 of Dauvergne and Virdg (2021) builds up a general theory of directed met-
rics. They are a natural generalization of metrics, when the symmetry condition e(z, y) =
e(y, z) is removed. In our context, any function e : R} — R in the set £ can be extended
to a directed metric (of negative sign) on all of R? by setting e(p; p) = 0 for all p € R? and
e(p;q) = —oo when p # g and (p; q) ¢ ]R%. Because of this, we can always think of £ as the

set of continuous directed metrics on the space-time plane, and we refer to elements of £
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simply as metrics. The path length formula (1.3) for e € £ is a special case of the usual
formula for the length of a path in a (directed) metric.

The directed landscape is a random directed metric. It is built from the Airy sheet S,
which is a random continuous function S : R? — R, defined precisely, for example, in
Dauvergne and Virdg (2021), Definition 1.22. In this paper we take the law of the Airy

sheet as a black box as we require only a few properties of the object. We call
So(2,y) = 08(z/0" y/0”)
an Airy sheet of scale 0.

Definition 3.2. The directed landscape £ : R} — R is the unique random continuous
function satisfying

I. (Airy sheet marginals) For any ¢ € R and s > 0 we have
L(z,ty,t+ %) £ S, y)

jointly in all z,y. That is, the increment over time interval [t,¢ + s*) is an Airy sheet
of scale s.

II. (Independent increments) For any disjoint time intervals {[t;,s;] : i € {1,...k}}, the
random functions {L(-,#;;-,s;) : ¢ € {1,...,k}} are independent.

III. (Metric composition law) Almost surely, for any r < s < t and z,y € R we have that

L(x,r;y,t) =max|L(x,r;2,8) + L(z,$;y,1)]. (3.1)

z€R

The triangle inequality for £ is equivalent to the weaker claim that LHS>RHS in the
metric composition law (3.1). The fact that the metric composition law is an equality
implies that £ defines a geodesic space: almost surely, for any point pair (p;q) € R}, we
have

L(p; q) = max |7,
Y:P—4q
For fixed (p; ¢), this maximum is almost surely uniquely attained (i.e. there is a unique
geodesic). Existence and uniqueness of £-geodesics are shown in Dauvergne et al. (2022),
Theorem 12.1 and Lemma 13.2.

Like many scaling limits, the directed landscape satisfies many distributional symme-

tries, which we use throughout.

Lemma 3.3 (Lemma 10.2, Dauvergne et al. (2022)). We have the following equalities in distri-
bution as random continuous functions from Rf — R. Herer,c € R, and ¢ > 0.
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1. (Time stationarity)
Lx,tyy,t+s) £ L{x,t+r5y,t+5+7),

2. (Spatial stationarity)
Lz, tiy,t+8) L Lx+etiy+et+s).
3. (Shear stationarity)
Lz, t;y,t+s) < L(z+ct,t;y+ct+sc,t+s)+sHax—y)?—(z—y—sc).
4. (KPZ rescaling)
Ll tyt+s) < qlg e, q ¢y, ¢t + 5)).

By Lemma 3.3, we can observe that for any fixed u = (z, s;y,¢) € R{, the law of the

random variable £(u) is simply a shifted and rescaled version of the law of £(0,0;0,1):

Lu) 2 (t— $)Y3£(0,0,0,1) — (:Ct_ v” (3.2)

-5
Equation (3.2) provides a good way of thinking about L: it consists of the ‘Dirichlet part’

(x —y)?
t—s '’

d(x,s;y,t) = —

and a noise part, which consists of a Tracy-Widom random variable. One way of thinking
about the rescaling L. is that it provides one way of scaling down the strength of the noise

part to have size €. Indeed, at the level of one-point distributions, by Lemma 3.3 we have
Le(u) £ (t = )2 L£(0,0,0,1) + d(x,5:,1) (3:3)

In order to understand the large deviation behaviour of the whole directed landscape,
we should first try to understand the large deviation behaviour at the level of single
points. By (3.2), it suffices to understand the tails of the Tracy-Widom random variable
£(0,0;0,1).

Theorem 3.4 (see Theorem 1.3 in Ramirez et al. (2011)). Let X = £(0,0;0,1). Then we have
the following asymptotics as m — oo:

P(X >m) = e l5He@m” = p(X < —m) = ¢~ lte@lm’,
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From Theorem 3.4 we can observe that it is much easier to make the directed landscape
large at a single point than to make it small. Heuristically, this is fairly easy to see if we
think of £ as a path metric: to make £(0,0;0, 1) large we need to plant a single good path,
whereas to make £(0, 0; 0, 1) small we need to make all paths bad. This phenomena extends
all the way through to our large deviation principle for £. Indeed, at the £*/?-scale our
rate function will assign infinite rate to any metric e with e(u) < d(u) for some u € R#, and
will assign finite rates only to metrics than can be achieved by planting countably many
paths.

Let us try to describe this more precisely, in a way that derives the rate function /. Let
¢ be any directed metric on Rt with e > d. We will explore the possibility that £, can be
close to e by looking at the behaviour of L. restricted to a single path v : [s,t] — R. For
r<r'est]letu,,» = (y(r),r;y(r'),r"), and consider the event where for fixed § > 0, we

have
|Le(ty ) — e(tupyr)] <6 (3.4)

for all s <r <1’ <t. In other words, this is the event where L. is close to e along . Now,
by Theorem 3.4 and (3.3), the probability of (3.4) for fixed r, ' is given by

exp (—%53/2@(6,%77«/) + O(63/(r" — r)_1/2)) ,

where for u = (z, s;y,t),

—alu 3/2 elu T — 273/2

(t — s)1/2 t—s (t—s)? N

Moreover, by the temporal independence in £ (Property II of Definition 3.2), the events
in (3.4) are independent for disjoint intervals [r, 7], and so the probability that (3.4) holds

for all consecutive pairs r, ' on a partition rqg < r; < --- < r; of [s,t] is given b
P ) p g y

, 1<i<k
=1

k
4
exp (—gs?’/z Z O(e, Uy, ;) + O(kde*?* max (r; — r,-_l)_l/2)> :

which for a fine enough partition, ¢ sufficiently small, and v, e sufficiently nice is well

approximated by e=<"*/(¢), where
4 ! / / 2\3/2
Iv,e) =5 [ @)+ @), w) = llsale

This computation only gives a lower bound on the chance that L. is close to e since we

have only compared the metrics along the single path . This gives alower bound on /(e).
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The general form of the rate function in Theorem 1.1 comes from comparing the metrics

on arbitrary collections of disjoint paths:

where the supremum is over all finite collections of disjoint paths 71,...,7;. The fact
that the rate function is additive over disjoint paths loosely follows from the fact that the
landscape L is derived as a limit of last passage models built on independent noise, so the
behaviour of £ along two disjoint paths should be independent. To prove this, we will

need an asymptotic independence proposition for the Airy sheet.

3.1 Quantitative approximate independence in the Airy sheet

Proposition 3.5. Fix A > 0. Fixany a; < by < ay < by < - <ap <byandc; < dy < ¢y <
dy < -+ < ¢ < dy, and suppose that

Civ1 — d; > 2A, Qi1 — b; > 2A (36)

foralli e {1,...,k —1}. Foreachi = 1,...,k, let A; be a Borel subset of C([a;,b;] % [c;,d;]).
Then

k
P <ﬂ{5 [ai bi) X [eindi]) € Ai}) HP fasbi]xlends) € Ai)| < 2kP(|T|oc > A) (37)
=1 .
< 4ke_c/A3,
where 11 is the a.s. unique L-geodesic in L from (0,0) to (0,1), and ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant.

We refer to Figure 2 for a visualization of the above lemma.

/ U / U U
‘1 dy ¢ dy C3 ds

li / ! / i /
ay by as by aj by

Figure 2: By Condition (3.6) the open quadrilaterals )1, @2, @3 are disjoint.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. The second bound in (3.7) follows from Proposition 12.3 in Dauvergne et al.
(2022), so it suffices to show the first bound. The main strategy behind the proof of Propo-
sition 3.5 is to construct a coupling of k + 1 landscapes (Lo, L1, . .., Lx) such that (£;)¥,
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are all independent and with a high explicit probability Ly(z,0;y,1) = £;(z,0;y, 1) for all
x € |a;,b;] and y € [¢;, d;]. This is a more quantitative variant of the proof of Proposition
2.6 in Dauvergne (2024).

To do this, we first construct a coupling of copies of exponential last passage per-
variables. Fori =1,... ,mleta, =a;, — A0, =b; + A, ¢, = ¢; — A,d, = d; + A, and let Q;

be the open parallelogram with vertices
(@, 0),  (0,0), (g1,  (d,1),

see Figure 2. Due to the condition (3.6), the parallelograms (); are disjoint (see Figure 2).
For n € N, define A, : R? — Z2 by letting A, (z,s) = (|#n?? + sn|, | sn]), and let

9D ifve A, (Q;) forsomei =1,2,... k

v

O (n) = *
i=1

Loosely speaking, ¢ (n) is formed by ‘stitching’ together different collections of expo-
nential weights. The linear scaling operator A, is chosen to set up convergence to the
directed landscape.

We now consider k + 1 copies of exponential last passage percolation using & + 1

collection of weights: (€2 (n))pezz and (€57),ez2 where @ = 1,2,... k. For any points
v, v € Z2 with vy ; < vy fori = 1,2, let Trgi)(vl, v9) denote the last passage value from v,
to v, computed using the i-th collection of exponential weights fori = 0,1, ..., k. Thatis,
llvi—v2llx
(%) _ (@)
Tn (’Ula 'UZ) - WE}EEEJQ Z Sﬂ'j (n) (38)
=0
where 57%) (n) = 57%) for n > 1, and the maximum is over all paths 7 = (7o, ..., T, —vs|)
with To = V1, T|loy—wal;y — V2 and T — Ti—1 € {(1,0), (0, 1)} for all i = 1, ey H’Ul — Ug“l.

Almost surely, for all vy, v, there is a unique geodesic 7 (v, v;) achieving the maximum
in (3.8). Set
LO(z,s,9,t) = dn Y3 [TD (A, (2, 8); An(y, 1)) — 4n(t — s) — 2n*3(y — 2)].

n

By Theorem 1.7 in Dauvergne and Virdg (2021), for each i € {0,1,...,k}, AR L, uni-
formly on compact subsets of R{. Since the prelimits are all defined on the same proba-

bility space, along a subsequence (n,)>*, we have
(Ln(l)v nglf)v sy Lgi)) i) (‘607 ‘Cla ) ﬁk)
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where each £, is a directed landscape and the last k copies, £y, Lo, . . ., L, are independent.
Letting S; = £,(-,0; -, 1), the left-hand side of (3.7) is then equal to

<FH&)%HM%16A}> <rn&

which by a union bound is bounded above by ZZ L P(Soljasbilxjendi] 7 Sillasbix[cidi])-
Therefore letting Sn denote the prelimiting version of S;, to finish the proof, it suffices to

[ai,bi] x [ci,di] € Az}) )

show that forall: =1,...,k we have
lim sup P (S| (o, b1 xesds] 7 S s biixiends]) < 2P([T]lo0 > A). (3.9
We will have S\ [as,bi] X [ci.ds] 7 SV bi]x 1.4, if and only if one of geodesics 77 (A, (z, 0); A, (y, 1))

or 7V (A,(z,0); A,(y, 1)) for (z, y) [al, bi] X [ci, d;] exits the set A, (Q;). By planarity, these
geodesics satisfy the following ordering property: all of the geodesics 7V (A, (z,0); A, (y, 1))
for (z,y) € [a;, bi] X [c;, d;] are contained in the subset of the strip R x [0, n] bounded on
the left and right by 7 (4 (al, 0); A, (b;, 1)) and 7@ (A, (c;,0); A, (d;, 1)) respectively, and
similarly for the geodesics 7(?). Therefore (3.9) is implied by claim that for j = 0,7 we
have

lim sup P(7Y((a;, 0); (bs; 1)) U9 ((¢i,0)n; (diy 1)) € An(@:)) < P([]|o > A). (3.10)

n—oo

Using Theorem 1.7/1.8 in Dauvergne and Virag (2021) for j = 0, 7, the rescaled sets
A 9 (a3, 0); (bis 1)n)] U AL A9 (e, 0 (diy 1))}
converge in law as n — oo in the Hausdorff topology on compact sets to the set
gl U glly := {(Ii(r),7) = 7 € [0, 1]} U {(T(r), ) : 7 € [0, 1]},

where II, is the a.s. unique geodesic from (a;,0) to (¢;,1) in £, and II, is the a.s. unique
geodesic from (b;,0) to (d;, 1). Therefore the limsup in (3.9) is bounded above by P(gll; U
gll, ¢ Q). Noting that IT; <II,, and letting L, (¢) = bjt+a}(1—t) and Ly(t) = cjt+dj(1—1),
we have that

) for some r € [0, 1])

P(gll; Ugll, ¢ Q) < P(ILi(r) < Lq(r
< IIy(r) for some r € [0,1]) < 2P(||I]|s > A),

+ P(Ls(1)

where the final inequality uses the shear and translation invariance of £ (Lemma 3.3), to
translate to statements about geodesics from (0, 0) to (0, 1). This yields (3.10), completing
the proof. O
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Remark 3.6. The second bound in (3.7) where we have appealed to Proposition 12.3 in
Dauvergne et al. (2022) uses more than one-point bounds. However, we note in passing
that the argument for showing A, C A. in Proposition 7.1 yields a proof of the geodesic
tail bound needed here. This proof relies only on Propositions 3.11, 3.12, which we build
from the one-point bounds in Theorem 3.4. Note that a fortiori, Corollary 2.9 determines

the optimal rate in the stretched exponential tail bound for ||II||.

Proposition 3.7 (Airy sheet tails). There is a universal constant cq > 0 so that the following
holds. Let s < t, A > 0and U = {(x;,s;y;,t) : i = 1,...,k} with z; + A < x4, and
Yi+ A <y foralli. Letr : U — Rwithr > d. Let 0 =, O(r,u). Then as as ¢ — 0 we

have
3

P(Ldy 2 1) = expl(o() = 30)=7°2), 0 <=5
Proof. Let Ag = A/((t — s)¥%c'/%). By Proposition 3.5 and scaling,
A3
> < 3y _ _ =3/2 )
P(L]y >) ugjp (u))| < 4kexp(—cAp) = exp <<0(1) - 3)2)6 )

The claim follows if we bound the product using the Tracy-Widom upper tail bound in
Theorem 3.4 and scaling. O

3.2 Neighborhood bounds

The goal of this section is to use to go from pointwise bounds to uniform bounds over
compact or bounded subsets. The methods here are standard: the lower bound follows
by a quick chaining argument, while the upper bound follows from the lower bound and
the triangle inequality. Let u, = (0,0;0,1).

Proposition 3.8. With a universal c, > 0, for every n € (0,1/12) there is c, > 0 so that

P( | inf” < L(u) < —a) < ¢y exp(—a’(n — cee'?)), foralla > 0,e € (0,1/5].

w:||[u—ug||co <&

Proof. This is a standard chaining argument. We specify a nice countable set U C R so
that a dense set of point pairs in the domain of the inf above can be connected by some
concatenation of d-geodesics for u € U. Then we use the union bound and the one-point
bound to show that elements of U are unlikely to have a small £-value.

To define the point pairs, let D = {i/2¥ € [0,1) : i,k € Z} denote the dyadic rationals
in [0,1). For x € Dlet 0.z122 . . . denote its binary expansion with z; = 0 eventually. Define

s(x) so that () is the last nonzero bit in the expansion. Define the map

a:D*\ {(0,0)} = D? ar,y)=0.2...2,,0y1...9,), o =max(s(x),s(y))— 1.
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Iterating o will eventually take any point in D to (0,0). This is how we will build our
chains up to simple similarity transformations ¢;.

Next, we define two similarity transformations ¢, : R* — R?, i = 0, 1 by the following
properties. Let Ry : R? — R? denote the counterclockwise rotation by 6, and set

0o(r) = V2eR_grpu + (0,6),  ¢i(x) = V2R jux + (0,1 — ¢).

In other words, ; takes [0, 1]? to the closed L!-ball of radius € about (0, 4), ¢o(0,0) = (0, ¢),
and ¢1(0,0) = (0,1 —¢). Let u; = (0,£;0,1 — ¢), and set

U ={(2o(p) po(a(p)). p € D} U{ur} U { (¢1(ap)); ¢1(p)), p € D2},
and let Uy = {(, s;y,t) € U : t — s = £27%/2}. By construction, we have the following:

Ul JUr=UcCR}, |Uy| < 2%+ lz—yl
{wyuJ U |Uk| < DT

k>0

€ {0,1} for all (x, s;y,t) € U.

Let A; = ¢;(D?). For every p € A, iterating ¢y o a o 5"

we get a sequence p =
PosP1s---,pe = (0,¢) so that (p;;piy1) € U. Similarly, for every ¢ € A, there is a se-
quence (0,1 —¢) = qo, ...,q = ¢ so that (¢;;¢;+1) € U. Concatenating the two sequences

to connect p to ¢, and using the triangle inequality we get

— . — . —€
AérxlfAl£>£(u1)—l—2b+2S, S:Zrﬁn(ﬁ—d), b—k_or%tnd—m>—4s.

where d is the Dirichlet metric (1.1). By the union bound and scaling properties of the
directed landscape (Lemma 3.3) for any sequence 3, > 0 with total sum 3 we have

o0

P(S < —aBe'?) < 2 P(L(ug) < —aB2").

k=0
Without loss of generality, let a > 2 and let 8, = 227*/!2. Then

P(S S _aﬁgl/g) S C;e—na3 Z 22k+2 eXp(_7,’75]§2k/2) Clle—na
k=0

by the lower tail bound of Theorem 3.4. By the same bound again,

P( inf £ < —a) < P(L(uy) < —a(l —2B8Y3) 4+ 8¢) + P(S < —afe'/?)

Agx Ay
3 1/3 3 3
< 0;76 na’(1—28e 8¢) C;; na

Since the closure of Ay x A; contains all u with ||u — ug||o < £/2, the claim follows. O
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We will now use the lower bound and the triangle inequality to get an upper tail
bound. Let ug = (0,0;0,1).

Proposition 3.9. With a universal ¢y > 0, for every n € (0,4/3) there is ¢, > 0 so that

P( sup  L(u) > a) < ¢y exp(—a®?(n — cpe'/?)), forall a > 0,e € (0,1/5].
w:||lu—ug||oo <e
Proof. Let S denote the sup above, let b > 0 large to be chosen later, and p; = (0, —b%¢), ¢, =
(0,1 + b%). By the triangle inequality, we have
S < Lpi;q) —So— 51, So= inf L(pi;p), Si= inf L(q;q1)-

piplloc<e ¢:llg—(0,1)[|o<e

By the symmetries of the directed landscape (Lemma 3.3), after scaling time by b=?¢~* and

shifting, we have
Sy 28, L pels3 inf £(0,0;z, 5).

|z|<el/3/b2,|s—1|<1/b°
For b large enough, by the lower tail bound, Proposition 3.8, we have P(S;, < —r) <
cexp(—r®/(30b%)) all 7 > 0, € (0,1/5]. With r = 40'/3ba!/2¢'/3, a union bound gives

P(S > a) < P(L(p1; q1) > a(l — 20340Y313671/2)) + 2ce~(4/3)a**
With large enough b, for a > 1 the claim now follows from the one-point upper tail bound

of Theorem 3.4. The a < 1 case will hold automatically if we properly adjust c,,. O

3.3 Efficient covers

The neighborhood bounds in the previous section will lead to tightness bounds for L.
over bounded sets, as long as such sets can be covered efficiently with translates of a
neighborhood under the symmetry group of the landscape. The last claim (3.14) of the

next lemma does show exactly this. The lemma uses the compact sets

B, ={u=(z,8y.t) R} : t — 5> 1/n, |Jul|o < n}, U B. =Rl (3.11)

neN

and the boxes A, = ([—a,a] x [—b, b])%.

Lemma 3.10. Let ; ;. denote the map (z,s) — (272 (x +i+ ks),273(s+j)), and for (p; q) €
R and n € Z* set an(p; q) = (an(p); an(q)) for the diagonal map on R3. Then there exist absolute
constants ry, co > 0 so that

U en(Br) =RY, (3.12)

nez4
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and for all ¢ € Z, a,b > 0 we have
#{n € 7% : ano(Byy) N Mgy # 0} < co(a®2% 4 1)b2%. (3.13)

Moreover, the left-hand side above is 0 if cob < 273
Similarly, for any open neighborhood U of (0,0;0, 1) there exists cy > 0,my € Nand S C
(miUZ)4 so that for any a,b > 0 we have Ao, C |, cq an(U) and for all X € Z we have

#{(i,5,k,\) € S : |\ =€} < cp(a®2* +1)52% (3.14)
and the left-hand side equals 0 if cyb < 273

It is possible, but cumbersome, to prove the lemma by hand. Instead we use a bit of

group theory for a quick proof.

Proof. The maps {; ;1 : (4,7, k) € R*} form the real Heisenberg group Hg, as can be seen

via the matrix representation

T 1 k 7| |z r+1+ks
s|—= 10 1 g5 |s| = s+7
1 0 0 1] |1 1

The discrete Heisenberg group Hy = {; jx1 : (i, 7, k) € Z*} forms a co-compact lattice in
Hp, so there is a compact subset K C Hg with |J ¢y, a(K) = Hg. Let S = {(0,0;0,7) :
r € [1,4]}. Since the diagonal action of Hy, is transitive on each set O, = {(z,s;y,t) € R} :
t —s=r}, wehave

R} = U 0,000 h(S) = U U 0,00 © o h(S) = U an(C), (3.15)

LeZ,he Hg (eZ,a€Hy he K nez

with C = {h(p) : (h,p) € K x S}. The map (h,p) — h(p) is continuous, so C' is compact.
Since every compact set is contained in some B,, (3.12) follows.

For a nonempty intersection in (3.13), 4, j, kK must satisfy
27|z +i+ skl <a, 27 s+ 4| <b, 27|z + sk —y — th| < 2a, 273t —5) < 2b

for some (z,s;y,t) € B,,. Since t — s is bounded below, the third inequality limits the
number of choices for k to at most ¢(a2% + 1). Given £, the first inequality allows at most
c(a2?® + 1) choices for i. The second inequality gives at most cb23 + 1 choices for j. Since
t —s > 1/rq, by the last inequality there are no solutions if 23‘b < ¢, and (3.13) and the
subsequent ‘Moreover” follows.

For the ‘Similarly” claim, by (3.15) and rescaling, for large enough m, € N there exists
a compact ¢’ C U such that R = |, (mz1z)1 0n(C"). Therefore there exists a finite set /" C
(mg'Z)* so that B,, C U,her an(U). The remaining claims follow similarly to (3.13). O
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3.4 Exponential tightness bounds for L.

In this section, we deduce two exponential tightness bounds for L.. These bounds do not

rely on the fine topological structure explored in the coming sections.

Proposition 3.11. For every bounded B C R}, a,d > 0 we have

lim sup £%/2 logP(\Ee(u) —d(u)| > a(t — s)> + 6 for some u = (z,5;y,t) € B) < —ga?’/z.

e—0

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the claim for B = [—n,n]* N R}. For any open or closed D, let

A.1(D) = {g\c(u) — d(u)] > a(t — s)/? for some u = (z, s;y,¢) € D}.
A.o(D) = {g\c(u) — d(u)| > & for some u = (z, sy, t) € D}.

Let n < 4/3. By Propositions 3.8 and 3.9 there exists ¢ > 0 and an open neighborhood
U of (0,0;0,1) so that for i = 1,2 and all ¢ > 0 we have P(A.(U)) < ce™@/)*? and
P(A2(U)) < ce= /)2

Let B* = ([—n/e'/?,n/e'?] x [—=n,n])* N R{. Lemma 3.10 provides a set S C (
that B° C {J,,cg @n(U). Let A be the event in the proposition. Then

Z)* so

1
my

P(A) < P( lﬂ A (B9)) < min P(A.i(an(U))) = min (P(A-1(U)), P(Azjpna 2(U)))

where n, denotes the last coordinate of n, and ¢ is a constant depending on «a, d. Here the
final inequality uses the symmetries of the directed landscape (Lemma 3.3). Thus, by the
cardinality bounds (3.14), for any /¢, € N,

P(A) < c2m ena/ey? 4 © Z QL= (02°/2)% C,ieo(e—n(a/d:’/2 (020 /)y
£

> )
S S

L=y

where ¢, ¢ depends on a, n,n,d but not on ¢ or /. Set ¢, large, then let ¢ | 0 and finally let
n 1 3 to get the result. .

We will only need a very weak version of the following proposition in the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.12. For every compact K C R, let r = min{t — s : (z,s;y,t) € K}, and let
a > 0. We have

a3

lim sup £ logP(ﬁe(u) < d(u) — a for some u € K) < ——
e—0 127
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Proof. Tt suffices to prove the claim for B,, defined in (3.11). For any open or closed D, let
A(D) = {5£(u) < d(u) — a for some u € D}.

Let n < 1/12. By Proposition 3.8, for every 6 > 0 there exists ¢ > 0 and an open
neighborhood U of (0,0;0,1) of diameter at most ¢ so that for and all ¢ > 0 we have
P(A(U)) < ce™e/o)”,

Let B° = {(,s;y,t) : (¢'/%1,5;¢'%y,t) € B,}. By Lemma 3.10 we can find m, € N and
sets S. C (miOZ)4 so that for every ¢ > 0 we have B° C |J, g a@n(U). Let S. denote the
set of n € S! for which «,,(U) N B® # (). By the compactness of B,,, the set Ny = {ny :
n € S.,e > 0} is finite (here n, denotes the last coordinate). Let A. be the event in the
proposition. Then

P(A.) = P(A(B)) <) P(A(an(U)) =Y P(Acjpa(U)) S e/,
nes nes nes
where the final equality is by the symmetries of the directed landscape (Lemma 3.3). By
the cardinality bounds (3.14), #S. < ¢/¢, and so letting ¢ — 0 we get

limsup e* log P(A.) < —n min (a2F)*.
e—0 keNs,u

As § — 0, the minimum above converges to a*/r. Letting 1 T 55 yields the result. O

4 Topology

In this section, we introduce the space of functions on which we define the rate func-
tion and prove some basic properties of the metrics in this space. First, recall from the
introduction that £ is the space of continuous functions ¢ : R — R with the topol-
ogy of uniform convergence on bounded sets, satisfying the reverse triangle inequality

e(p;q) + e(q;r) < e(p;r) for all triples (p; q), (¢;7), (p;r) € R3. The space £ is completely

metrizable with the following metric d. Let B,, = [-n,n]* N R%, and for e, ¢’ € &, let
> d,(e e
d(e, 6/) = ; 2_n#(e’)€/>, where dn(e, 6/) = He‘Bn — el‘Bn ||oo (41)

A general directed metric e € £ does not have enough structure for us to define the rate
function. To work around this, we will define our rate function on a well-behaved subset

D C &€ and simply set it to be oo elsewhere. We call e € £ Dirichlet-dominant if e > d

29



everywhere. For such e and a point v = (z, s;y,t) € R, recall the definition of © from
(3.5), and define

O(e) = sup Z@(e,ui),

UL, U

where the supremum is over all finite sets of points u; = (z;,s;;y;,t;),i = 1,...,k such
that the intervals (s;,t;) are disjoint. The quantity O(e) can be thought of as a measure of

how close e is to the Dirichlet metric, and is closely related to the rate function.

Definition 4.1. For m > 0, let D,, C &£ be the set of functions e satisfying the following
three conditions:

(i) e is Dirichlet-dominant: e > d.
(ii) e is Dirichlet-close: ©(e) < m.
(iii) e satisfies the metric composition law: for any points z,y € Rand s < r < t we have

e(z,s;y,t) = maxe(z,s; z,r) +e(z,r;y,t). (4.2)

z€R
Weset D :=J,,-o Dn-

Property (iii) can be thought of as ensuring that e defines a geodesic space, and later
on we will show that this is indeed the case.

The rate function is only finite on a subset of D. In the remainder of this section we
collect some basic structural properties of D. These properties can loosely be summarized
as saying that each D, is a compact, and that all metrics e € D define geodesic spaces with
quantitatively controlled path lengths.

The first three facts we record are immediate from considering the above definitions
of O(e), D,,,. We leave the proofs to the reader.

Lemma4.2. (i) The function e — ©(e) is lower semi-continuous on the space of continuous
functions e : RY — R satisfying e > d.

(ii) If e € D,,, then forall u = (z, s;y,t) € RY, since O(e) < m we have

e(u) — d(u) < m¥3(t — s)'/3.

(iii) For all m > 0, the set D,, is invariant under the four landscape symmetries from Lemma
3.3.
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For some purposes, it will be more convenient to work with metrics that satisfy the
condition in Lemma 4.2(ii) rather than the bound on ©(e) in Definition 4.1(ii). For this
reason, we let D}, be the set of all e € £ satisfying Definition 4.1(i)(iii) and Lemma 4.2(ii).
Note that Lemma 4.2(iii) also holds for D},. We next prove that D,, is compact, which
will be necessary for eventually establishing our rate function is good. We start with an
equicontinuity lemma. We state this lemma in more generality than we need it here as it

will later be used to prove exponential tightness for the upper bound in Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.3. Let n, m,c > 0, and suppose that e € £ satisfies the estimates
d(u) —e < e(u) < d(u) +m?3(t —s)/* + ¢ (4.3)

forall w = (x,s;y,t) € B,. Suppose also that for some 1 < ¢ and n > m V {, for any points
x,y € [0, and s <ry <ry <t e [—L, (] wehave

e(r,8;y,t) = . Zgé?f(n . e(x, 85 21,71) + (21,715 22, 72) + €(22, 725y, 1). (4.4)

Consider uy = (p1;q1) = (21,513 Y1, 1), U2 = (D23 @2) = (T2, 523 Y2, t2) € By with ||ug — usl|c <
[(tl — 81)3 N (tz — 82)3]/64. Then

le(ur) — e(ug)| < 4e + 12n2Hu1 — u2||iég.

Proof. Set a = ||u; — us|co. Choose s3 € [s1 + /3,51 + 2a'/%) N [sy + al/3, 55 + 2a1/3) and
t3 € (t1 — 223t — o] N (ty — 2213ty — a'/3]. Our restriction on a guarantees that
s3 < t3. By (4.4) we have that

e(u;) = max ]e(pi; 21, 83) + e(21, S35 22, t3) + €(22, t3; ¢i).
z1,22€|—n,n

Therefore by (4.3) we have the estimate

le(ur) — e(ug)| < 4e + 243m?3a1/9

+  sup |d(p1; 2, 83) — d(p2; 2, s3)| + |d(2 ts;q1) — d(2, 835 ¢2) |

z,2'€[—n,n]
By a straightforward computation, the above supremum is bounded by 8n’a'!/2. O
We are now ready to prove our main compactness tool.

Proposition 4.4. Each of the sets D,,, D}, is compact in .
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Proof. First let £, denote the space £ but with the topology of uniform convergence on
compact, rather than bounded, sets. We first check that D, is precompact in &.. For this,
by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem it is enough to check boundedness and equicontinuity on
every compact set By, ¢ € N. Boundedness follows from Dirichlet dominance and Lemma
4.2(ii). Equicontinuity follows from Lemma 4.3, since (4.3) holds with ¢ = 0 on R, and in
the metric composition law in Definition 4.1(iii), by (4.3), on B, we have

e(z, s;y,t) = ng;ié(Re(% s;21,11) +e(21,71; 22, 72) + (22,123 Y, 1)

= max e(x,s;21,71) +e(z1, 715 22,72) + (22,725 Y, 1),
z1,22€[—n,n|

forn=(m+1)({+1).

Next we upgrade this to compactness in &,. That is, for a sequence e,, € D}, we need
to check that any subsequential limit e is in D}, as well. The conditions in Definition
4.1(i) and Lemma 4.2(ii) are closed conditions in the &,-topology, so e must satisty these
conditions.

To check that Definition 4.1(iii) holds for e, observe that Lemma 4.2(ii) and Definition
4.1(iii) imply the following bound on Dj,. For any points z,y € R and s < r < ¢ there
exists a = a(z,y, s, 7, t) such that for all ¢’ € D!, we have

¢ (z,sy,t) = Zerflztxa} e (x,s;2,1)+ € (2,7;9,1).

e(x,s;y,t) > 1+ sup €(x,s;2,7)+€(2,r;y,t).
z¢[—a,q]

These two conditions are also closed conditions in the &,-topology, so both must be satis-
tied by e. Moreover, these conditions imply Definition 4.1(iii) as desired.

To complete the proof of the proposition, it suffices to show that any &,-convergent
sequence e; in D}, is also £-convergent to the same limit e. For this, consider the compact
sets B, defined in (3.11), and observe that for any n’ > nin N, Definition 4.1(i) and Lemma
4.2(ii) imply that

leils, = elz.lleo < lleils, — el5,, lloo +m??(n') 712

The right-hand side above converges to m?3(n’')~'/3 as i — oc since ¢; — e in &,. Taking
n’ — oo then gives thate; — ein &.
For D,,, let e,, be a sequence in D,, with a limit point e € D},. Then e satisfies Definition

4.1(ii) by the lower semicontinuity of ©, Lemma 4.2(i). Thus e € D,,. O

Now, lete € £, and let v : [a, b] — R be any continuous path. Let ¥(r) := (v(r), 7). Re-
call from the introduction that the e-length of v can be defined as follows. For a partition
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P={a=ryg<---<rp=>b}of [a,bl],let

k
e =D e(Fria)i 7)), le= mf g e

= ‘P a partition of [a,b
A path from p to ¢ is a geodesic if |y|. = e(p; q), and a metric e defines a geodesic space
if for every (p, q) € ]R‘Tl there is a geodesic from p to g. The next lemma establishes that all
metrics in D are geodesic spaces. A geodesic 7y from p to ¢ is called a rightmost geodesic
if every geodesic 7' from p to ¢ satisfies 7/ < . First, we construct a candidate for the

rightmost geodesic.

Lemma 4.5. For everye € D, u = (p,q) = (z,s;y,t) € R, and r € [s,t] the function
ze(p; 2, 1) +e(z,75q). (4.5)
has a rightmost maximizer z,(r). Moreover, z,(-) is continuous.

In (4.5) for r € {s,t}, we have extended e outside of R} as discussed after Definition
3.1.

Proof. A maximizer necessarily exists by Definition 4.1(iii), and the continuity of e and
Lemma 4.2(ii) guarantee that a rightmost maximizer exists.

Next, we claim that r — z,(r) is continuous. Indeed, the shape conditions in Defini-
tion 4.1(i) and Lemma 4.2(ii) guarantee that z, is continuous at s, ¢. The continuity of e
implies that z, is upper semicontinuous everywhere. Moreover, the metric composition
law (Definition 4.1(iii)) implies that for any »’ < r € (s, ), the value 2z, (), (r) maximizes
the function (4.5), and so 2z, (;/).¢) (1) < 2u(r). Therefore

z(r') = lirﬁ},nf 2z (1) < h%},nf 2 (1),

where the equality uses that 2, (),q) is continuous at 7/, which we have just established.
Combining this with the upper semicontinuity of z, yields that z, is right-continuous at

r’. A symmetric argument gives left-continuity. O
Next, we show the quadrangle inequality on D.

Lemma 4.6. For e € D, and points (p,q) = (x,s;y,t), (¢, ¢) = (', s";y,t) with x < 2/, and
y <y’ we have
e(p;d) +e(v';q) <elp;q) +e@;q).
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Proof. In the setting of Lemma 4.5, since z < 2’,y < y' and 2, ) — 2(y,) is continuous,
by the intermediate value theorem there exists r € (s,t) with 2, ¢)(7) = 2 ¢ (7). Let

0 = (24 ,¢) (1), 7). By the triangle inequality,
e(p;d) +e(p';q) = e(p;0) + e(0;¢') + e(p's 0) + e(0;9) < ep;q) + e(p;¢). N
Lemma 4.7. The function z, defined in Lemma 4.5 is a rightmost geodesic from p to q.

Proof. We follow the argument from Dauvergne et al. (2022), Lemma 13.2. Any e-geodesic
7 from p to ¢ satisfies v < z, by definition so it is enough to show that z, is itself a geodesic.

For this, is enough to show that for every pair of points r; < ry € [s,t] we have

e(p;q) = e(p; Zu(r1)) + e(Zu(r1); Zu(ra)) + e(Zu(ra); q).- (4.6)

Letting a = 2z, (r,):)(72) and b = 2z, () (1), we have that

e(p; q) = e(p; Zu(r1)) + e(Zu(r1); a, o) + e(a, r2; q),
e(p;q) = e(p; b,71) + e(b, 715 Zu(r2)) + e(Zu(r2); )

As in the proof of Lemma 4.5, a < z,(r2) and b < z,(r;). Therefore adding the above two
equalities and applying the quadrangle inequality in Lemma 4.6 gives that

2e(p;q) < [e(p;Zul(r1)) + e(Zu(r1); Zu(r2)) + e(Zu(r2); q)]
+ le(p; b, 1) + e(b,r1;a,1m9) + e(a, 2; q)].

The triangle inequality for e implies that both of the bracketed expressions on the right-
hand side above are less than or equal to e(p, ¢). This forces (4.6). O

The remaining lemmas in this section aim to understand the structure of finite length
paths in metrics e € D. We start with the special case when e = d, where path length is

given the negative of the Dirichlet energy.

Lemma 4.8. (Lemma 5.1.6, Dembo and Zeitouni (2009)) Let v : [a,b] — R. If v is absolutely
continuous, then

b
ra=- [ WP 47)
and if ~y is not absolutely continuous then ||, = —oc.

Going forward, we write H I for the space of finite Dirichlet energy paths (i.e. paths
for which |y|s # —o0). Lemma 4.8 implies that for all p = (z,s),q = (y,t) the unique
d-geodesic from p to ¢ is the linear function. For general metrics in D, geodesics cannot

wander too far from the Dirichlet geodesics.
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Lemma 4.9. Let (p; q) € RY and let 7 be the (linear) d-geodesic from p to q. Let e € D,,. Let 7
be a path between points p = (x,s),q = (y,t), with ||, > |r|q. Then for any r € [s, t]

(1) — ma(r)| < 2Y3(t — 5)YO\/m[r A (t —7)].
Proof. By symmetries of D,,, (Lemma 4.2(iii)), it suffices to prove the bound when z = s =
y = 0. In this case, €(0,0;0,¢) > 0, whereas by Lemma 4.2(ii)

2 2
€(0,0;2,7) + e(z,1;0,) < == — tz +mrtS o m(t— )t
r -Tr
22
S
rA(t—r)

For z to lie along m, the right-hand side above must greater than or equal to 0, implying
that |z| < 23 \/m[r A (t — r)]t/S. O

Lemma 4.8 also implies that a path has finite d-length if and only if it has finite Dirich-
let energy. This also holds for general e € D by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Let e € D,,, and let -y : [s,t] — R be any path. Then
Ya < 17le < Iyla +m3(t - 5)'°.
To prove Lemma 4.10, we start with a useful lemma based on Jensen’s inequality.

Lemma 4.11. Suppose that e, e, € D with e, > e, and consider a collection of points U = {u; =
(i, i3y, ti) i=1,...k} C ]R‘Tl. Then

k k 3/2 k —1/2
> O(es,ui) — Oe,u) > (Z(e*(ui) - e(ui))> <Z(t,- - s,-)>

i=1 =1 i=1

Proof. We can write

k k
> O(ewui) = O(e,us) = Y flei bisti — si) = f(0,bi, 1 — 54), (4.8)
i=1 i=1
where
)2 3/2
mew) =t b=t + SR pena) - [HEE A

Since e, > e, we have ¢; > 0 for all .. Moreover, Dirichlet dominance of e ensures that
b; > 0 for all i. For fixed ¢,A > 0, the difference f(e,b,A) — f(0,b,A) is monotone

increasing in b, so (4.8) is bounded below by

i A i 32 , 4 ~1/2
Z f(e 0.t —s;) = Z(&/[E — 5:])¥2 [t — 8] > <Z Ez) (Z(tz - 52)) :
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
The final inequality is Jensen’s inequality. 0J
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Proof of Lemma 4.10. The bound |y|; < |7|. follows since d < e. For the second bound, it

suffices to show that
Ve — [Y]ap < m?3(t — )3,

for any partition P. Using Lemma 4.11 with e, = e, e = d and the definition of © we have

(lep = Irlap)®? < ©(e)(t - 5)V%,

which gives the desired bound since ©(e) < m. O

Next, for a path v : [s,t] — R and a metric e define the weight function w, . : [s,t] = R
by w, (1) = |7|(s.1]e- Lemma 4.8 implies that for any path v € H', that the weight function
w, q is absolutely continuous with derivative v/, ; = —[7/|*. This absolute continuity also

holds for general metrics e € D.

Lemma 4.12. Let v € H', e € D. Then w,. is absolutely continuous and w’,, > —|'|?
Lebesgue-a.e.

We define the excess density of e along ~ as the function p, . : [a,b] — R given by
Pre(r) =l (r) +9'(r)* > 0. (4.9)

Proof. Write x_ = —min(z,0) and ;. = max(z,0). We have [w, (t) —w, ((5)]- < |w,q(t) —
w~ q(s)| for any s < t since e > d and Dirichlet weight functions are non-increasing. Since
the weight function w, 4 is absolutely continuous, for w. . to be absolutely continuous it

is therefore enough to show that for any ¢ > 0, there exists § > 0 such that for a disjoint

collection of intervals (s;,t;),i = 1,...,¢ we have
¢ ¢
Dti—s)<d =) (Wyelts) —wye(s))s <e (4.10)

i=1 i=1

Using Lemma 4.11, we have

¢ ¢ 3/2
O(e) = Z O(e, (7(s0);7(t:)) > <Z e(7(s:);7(t:)) — d((7(s:); WJ)) g

i=1

i=1

; 3/2
= <Z(w%e(ti) - w'y,e(si))+> 51/

yielding (4.10) as long as 0 < £°O(e) ™. Ase > d, w/,, > —|y'|* Lebesgue-a.e. O
We finish this section by recording a property of path length under approximation.

Lemma 4.13. If ,, —  pointwise, and e,, — e in D, then limsup,,_,  |7x

€n S |f}/|6'

The proof of Lemma 4.13 is immediate from the definition and we leave the details to

the reader.
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5 The rate function

In this section, we give a path definition of the rate function I, and use this to prove
that it is a good rate function. For e € D and a path v € H', recall the excess density
Prye = W, .+ |7'|* defined in (4.9) and define

b"/
1.0 =4 [ gt 5.1)

Here and throughout the paper we let [a,, b,] be the domain of a path 7.

We say that a finite or countable collection of Dirichlet paths I' is a network if it is
internally disjoint, i.e. for all v,~" € I" with domains [a, b], [¢’, '] and r € (a,b) N (d’, V") we
have v(r) # +/(r). We call the network disjoint if this also holds on [a, b] N [d/, b'].

Definition 5.1 (Rate function). Define the rate function / : £ — [0, co| by setting (e) = oo
for e ¢ D and for e € D, letting

I(e) :==sup I(T, e), where  I(Te):=> I(ve)
r vyerl
Here the supremum is over all networks I'.
In Definition 5.1, we can equivalently take the supremum over all finite networks.

Also, by slightly truncating paths we can take the supremum over all finite disjoint net-

works. Next, we record a few basic properties of the rate function.
Proposition 5.2. The function I : £ — [0, oo| satisfies the following properties:
(i) I(d) =
(ii) For any a < oo, the sub-level set I71[0, o] is contained in Dsy, 4.
(iii) I is lower semi-continuous: if e,, — e in €, then liminf, . I(e,) > I(e).
(iv) Forall a < oo, I71[0, a] is compact in E.

Properties (iii, iv) above together imply that I defines a good rate function.

To prepare for the proof of the proposition, we need a lemma relating the integral
expression of the rate /(v, e) to a partition-based expression of the rate. This partition-
based expression will be used to facilitate proofs throughout the paper.

For e € D,apath v : [a,b] - Rwith~y € H', and a partition P = {rg < ry < --- < ry}

of [a, b] and with the notation z, = max(x,0), define

b W o(T5) — Way o (T5-1 r:) —v(ri—1))? 3/2
Z( ve(ri) = wne(rizy) - (9(rs) = ))) ). (52)

i —Ti—1 (Ti—Ti—1)2 +

I(v,e,P):=

C«Olﬂk
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Lemmab5.3. Lete € D,y € H', v : [a,b] — Rand let P be a partition of [a, b]. Then I (v, e, P) <
I(vy, e). Moreover, for any sequence of partitions P, = {rpo = a < -+ < 7y ) = b} such that
the mesh size m(P,,) := min{r,; — rni—1: 1 =1,...,¢(n)} approaches 0 with n, we have

lim I(vy,e,P,) = I(7,e).

n—o0
Proof. For a function f : [a,b] — R and a partition P = {rq < --- < 1} of [a, b], write [f]p
for the function which for s € [r;,r;11) is given by the average of f on that interval:

1 Ti+1

1P (s) = s,

Then

e P) == [ (! Jp+ (W)Y <2 [ (Wl e+ [(0)20)
3/, 3 Ja

:§l<m¢+Wmesgl(%guw%”=ﬂ%ﬂ

Here the two inequalities both use Jensen’s inequality, and the equality on the middle line
uses that [f + g]p = [f]» + [g]p and that w/ , + (7)* > 0. This yields the first part of the

lemma.

/
v,€

Lebesgue differentiation theorem. Therefore by Fatou’s lemma,

For the ‘Moreover’, observe that [w/, ]p, + ([7]»,)* — !, . + (7')* Lebesgue a.e. by the

o L
liminf 1(y,e,P) 2 5 [ () + (/7)) = I0r.c),
which combined with the first part of the lemma yields the result. O

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Property (i) holds because (v, d) = 0 for any v € H". For part (ii),
consider any e € D. For any path v with endpoints u = (z, s; y,t) we have

e s (hle = 12 _ (17l — d(w))*

Vit—s Vi—s Vi—s

Now let U be any set of points defined on time intervals with disjoint interiors, and for

%m@:/mmwwe

u € U let v, be an e-geodesic between the endpoints of u. Then

(|7ule = d(u))3/2 4
ICEY I ET DS DT 13 ee),
uelU u=(z,s;y,t)eU t—s uelU

So O(e) < 31(e)/4, which yields (ii).
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For part (iii), let e,,(; be a subsequence where lim; . I(e)) = liminf, . I(e,). If this
limit is infinite, then the claim is trivially true, so we may assume this limit is finite, in
which case by part (ii) there exists m > 0 such that e, € D,, for all large enough i. By
compactness of D,,, Proposition 4.4, e € D,, as well, and so its rate function is given by
maximizing over networks.

Therefore for a < I(e), by Lemma 5.3 we can find a disjoint network ~; : [a;,b;] —
R,j=1...,kand partitions P, . .., Py, of the domains of 71, . . ., 7, such that 2521 I(vj,e,P;) >
a. Moreover, we can make the mesh sizes of P; arbitrarily small.

For every n, let 7} be the path from ¥;(a;) to 7,(b;) which equals +; on the points of
P; and is given by the rightmost e,,-geodesic in between points of the partition P;. As
long as the mesh sizes of P; are sufficiently small, since e, € D,, for large enough i, by

Lemma 4.9 the paths 7, @ .., vz(i) are disjoint for large enough 7. Therefore

k
Z 6n(z )_>n—>oo ZIVwe P)
j=1 1=1
and so liminf,, . I(e,) > I(e).
For part (iv), Ds,/4 is compact by Proposition 4.4 and 17'(0, o] is closed by part (iii)
and a subset of D3, 4 by part (ii), so /7'[0, a] is compact. O

6 Finite-rate metrics, measures and Kruzhkov entropy

In this section we give a full description of the structure of finite-rate metrics. As we will
see, metrics are in one-to-one correspondence with measures 1 on R? whose support is
contained in a set of the form gI" := (J_ - gy for some network I" and have finite Kruzhkov
entropy. We call such measures planted network measures.

We first define the temporal density p,(z,t) of u. For v € T, (z,t) € gy define p,(x, )
as the Lebesgue density of the t-marginal of ys,. Set p, = 0 on (gI')°. The temporal
density p,, is well-defined pi-almost everywhere, i.e. it is independent of the network I'.

Define the Kruzhkov entropy by

K (1) :/\@dﬂ.

The name is motivated by Kruzhkov’s analysis of Burgers” equation and its generaliza-
tions, but as far as we know, this is the first time it is used to define an entropy of a

measure.
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Definition 6.1 (Measure to metric). Given a planted network measure 41, define the metric
eu(p; ) = sup p(gm) + |74

where the sup is over all H' paths 7 from p to q. We call such a metric a planted network

metric.

A priori, it is not clear that ¢, even lies in &£, let alone that e, produces a finite rate
metric. We prove this on route to our main structure theorem. Next, for a finite rate

metric e, we say a network I is e-complete if /(e) = I(I', e).

Definition 6.2 (Metric to measure). For a finite-rate metric ¢ and a network I" define

Hre = Z(p’y,edt) o 7_17

~yel

where the notation refers to the pushforward measure, and p, . is the excess density de-

fined in (4.9). Set jt. = pr . for any e-complete network I

At this point, it is not clear that p. is well-defined. This is shown in Proposition 6.7.

However, yir . is well defined for all I'. Its temporal density is given by

prye(t) if (y(t),t) =2 forsome~y el
pr.e(T) = :
0 else

The change-of-variables formula applied to (5.1) implies

[(Fv 6) = %/ \% pF,ed:uF,e = %IC(:UF,E)' (61)

This motivates the main structure theorem.

Theorem 6.3. Definitions 6.1 and 6.2 give a one-to-one correspondence between finite rate metrics
and planted network measures. The maps i — e, and e — p. are inverses of each other. Moreover

I(e,) = %IC(N)-
An immediate corollary of Theorem 6.3 is the following.
Corollary 6.4. I is strictly monotone: for distinct e, e’ € D with e < €', we have I(e) < I(e').

To prove Theorem 6.3 we need the following lemma. It will be useful for eliminating

conflicts when defining s . for two different I'.
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Lemma 6.5. Let e € D, and let v,71 € H' be paths with e-weight functions w.,, w, whose
domains overlap on an interval [a,b]. Let Ko = {r € [a,b] : y(r) = 7(r)}. Then w!(r) = wi(r)
and pr e = p~ . for Lebesgue-a.e. r € K.

Proof. Let K be a closed subset of K. Let ¢ > 0 and let P be a partition of [a, b] so that

Vet > Manlr — €

where we drop e from the notation |v|. and |v|. » for convenience. The open set (a,b) \ K
is a finite or countable union of disjoint open intervals Uy, U, . . .. Let k be so that the finite
set P N ((a,b) \ K) is contained in | J¥_, U;, and that K’ = [a,b] \ JY_, U; satisfies

5+/wi{>/ w!, /w;<5+/ wl. (6.2)
K / K /

The latter can be achieved by the dominated convergence theorem. K’ is a finite union
of disjoint closed intervals V;,..., V). Let P’ be the union of P and the endpoints of
Ui, ..., U,. By construction, P’ \ P C K, and also P N K’ C K, hence P' N K' C K,

which implies |y, p for all i. We bound

P = |my;

k
/ w!, = sl = Y e,
K’ i=1

where U, is the closure of U;. We have

k k k
pr= 3 lle =Y lmyle =Y Iml :/ Wy
=0 =0 =0 K

With (6.2), this gives [, w!, > [, w] — 3¢. Since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, and the roles of v

k
> Yapler — € — Z v, P
=1

k
V] |P — Z |7|UZ~|
i=1

and 7 are symmetric, f " i{ = f x Wr. Since this holds for all closed K C K, we have that
/

w! (r) = wi(r) for Lebesgue-a.e. r € K. The claim for p, , pr . follows by applying this

equality to both e and d. O
To show that e-complete networks exist, we will use the following extension lemma.

Lemma 6.6. Let ¢ > 0, e € D, and I, 11 be finite networks. There exists a finite network I'* D T’
so that for every Borel A C R?

5_'_/ \/pF+,edMF+,e > / \/pH,ed,uH,e-
A A

In particular, 3e + 1(I'", e) > I(I1,e).
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Proof. For v € I',m € 11, let K, . be the set of times ¢t where v(t) = w(t). The set K, =
U'yEF K., . is closed, so (ar, b,) \ K is a countable union of open intervals. Let D, denote

the set of paths given by 7 restricted to the closure of one of these intervals. Let D: be a
finite subset of D, so that I(D:,¢e) > I(D,,e) — ¢/n, where n = |II|. Let

=TulJD:.
We have

v =0 [ a3 [ e 69
~yel well neDs
The first sum in (6.3) is bounded below by

3/2( 3/2
RO Sl BN 012
Lo 2

~ET,mell vel rer /T HANK,

where the equality uses Lemma 6.5. To bound the second sum in (6.3) term we write

LD BV EUUED DY BN CUE BN

1
neDs neDy T (A)NKS

Summing the above bounds we get

([ soas [ @od) = [ o, ©
71 (A)NKx rm—1(A)NKS A

The next proposition implies that /.. is well-defined for finite rate metrics. It also sheds

5+/\/,0p+ dumezZ

mell

light to how lengths are measured in e.
Proposition 6.7. Let I(e) < co. Then
1. Any finite network is contained in an e-complete network.

2. For any two e-complete networks I', 11, we have pip . = pine =: fte. AlSO, pre = pre =: pe
almost everywhere with respect to ..

3. |7le = pe(gy) + |vlafor v € H.

Proof. Let I, be a sequence of finite networks so that /(II,,e) — I(e). Let I'; be the given
tinite network, and for n > 2 construct I',, consecutively as follows. Use Lemma 6.6 to
getI', D I',_1, a finite network with I(I',,e) > I(Il,,,e) — 1/n. Then I' = Un21 I, is an

e-complete network, showing 1.
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For 2,let I’y C I be a finite network with I(I'g,e) > I(e) — 3¢, and define I1, similarly.
Use the notation vr = /prcpure. Let I'y D I'y be a finite network satisfying ¢ + vp, (A) >
v, (A) for all Borel A as in Lemma 6.6. Then for any Borel A we have

I/F(A) < vr, (A) +e< vry (A) +ée= vy (Rz) -y (Ac) +e
< 31(e) — vy (A°) + 26 < 21(e) — vn(A°) + 3e = vn(A) + 3e.

Since A, € were arbitrary and the roles of vr, vy are symmetric, we get vp = vy =: v.

Use the notation gI' = (J, - g7. By the definition, v ((gI')¢) = v ((gIl)¢) = 0. Moreover,
on gI' N glIl, pr. = pn. by Lemma 6.5, and so pr. = pn, v-almost everywhere. Since by
definition ur({z : pr(z) = 0}) = 0, and the same holds for II, we see that yr . = e == pe,
and pr. = pr [e-almost everywhere, proving 2.

For part 3, there is an e-complete network I' containing v, and then pir . (g7) = |V|e— |74
by the definition of jip . 0

Next, we analyze the map i — ¢,. We first check that ¢, € D for any measure p with
finite entropy.

Lemma 6.8. Let i be a measure supported on gl for some network I' and assume that KC(y) is
finite. Then for any path ~, we have
1(g7)??
m =< fdu K(plgy) < K(p). (6.4)
Moreover, defining e = e, by e(p; q) = sup., u(gy) + ||a over all paths v € H' from p to q, we
have that e € Dy,

Proof. The bound (6.4) is immediate from Jensen’s inequality. We will use it to prove that
e € Di)-

A priori, it is not clear that e is continuous. However, e is Dirichlet-dominant by
construction (Definition 4.1(i)) and by (6.4), we have that ©(e) < K(u) giving Definition
4.1(ii). From there continuity of e follows exactly as in the proof of the equicontinuity for
27, in Lemma 4.3 /Proposition 4.4. Finally, from the path definition, for any z,y € R, s <
r <t,

e(z,s;y,t) = supe(x, s;2,1) + e(2, 17y, 1).
z€R

This supremum is unchanged if we replace R by a large finite interval since O(e) < oc.
Continuity of e then implies the metric composition law, Definition 4.1(iii). O

In general, when we try to define a metric through lengths of paths, it may not in the
end give the desired lengths. The next proposition shows that ¢, is well-behaved in this

sense.
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Proposition 6.9. For any measure j supported on gI' for some network I' with K(p) < oo,
setting e = e, we have || = p(gy) + |v|q4 for every Dirichlet path .

Proof. For a fixed partition P on [a.,b,], let S(,P) denote the set of paths 7 € H' from
7(a,) to 7(b,) which equal v on P. The definition of path length and the definition of the
distance e can be combined to give

Ve = inf |[y[cp =inf sup p(gm) + |74, (6.5)
P P reS(v,P)

which shows |y|c > u(gy) + |v|a- Now let i/ = ptf(gy)c, and let O be any open set containing
g7. Then for any partition P,

sup  p(gm) + |7la
7€S(v,P)

<plgy)+  sup  (p(gm) +7wla) vV sup  (p(gm) + [7]a)
weS(v,P),grCO weS(v,P),gnZ O

<plgn)+  sup (e K(W]o) +xla) v sup (K@) +Inla),  (6.6)
m€S(v,P),gmrCO 7€S(v,P),g7Z O
where the second inequality uses (6.4) applied to y/, where ¢, := (b, — a,)'/?. As the
mesh size of P tends to 0, we claim that the second supremum term in (6.6) tends to —oc.
Indeed, the triangle inequality for the L?>-norm implies that for any = € H* from ¥(a,) to
7(b,) we have

VIl = V=l = a = V=4,

and for 7 € S(v,P), gr ¢ O, the first term on the right-hand side above blows up to oo as
the mesh of P tends to 0 whereas the second term is finite. On the other hand,

nf sup (e K(10) + [7la) = e K |o)* + Tl
P reS(y,P),gnCO

As we let the open set O decrease down to g7, K(1'|o) — K(¢']4y) = 0 by the dominated
convergence theorem. This gives that |v|. < u(g7) + |7/a- O

We now have all the ingredients to prove our structure theorem.

Proof of Theorem 6.3. Start with a finite rate metric e, construct y., and let I be an e-complete
network. This exists by Proposition 6.7.3. Then K(u.) = K(ur,.) = 31(I',e) = 31(e) by
(6.1). Now, for all v € H',

Vle = pe(ey) + 17la = [Vey.» (6.7)
where the first equality uses Proposition 6.7.3 and the second uses Proposition 6.9. Finally,

e € D since e has finite rate, and e¢,, € D by Lemma 6.8, and so both ¢, ¢, are geodesic
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spaces by Lemma 4.7 with all geodesics in H' by Lemma 4.10. Therefore (6.7) implies
e=ey.

Now start with 4 supported on gI" with K(p) < co. Then

Ve, = 1(g7) + 7]a (6.8)

for all v € H' by Proposition 6.9. Applying (6.8) to the paths 7|}, , for all r € [a,,b,] we
see that p, ., = p, for any path v and hence p., = p|qn for any network II. Therefore

I(e) = sup I(e,II) = sup /H VPl = 3K (pire,) = 3K (1)
g

by (6.1), and so e, is a finite rate metric with p = f,,. O

We finish this section with a few estimates that will be useful in proving the large
deviation principle, Theorem 1.1. The first lemma will be useful in the large deviation
upper bound on cones. It will be used to show that a metric is large enough if distances

are large on a certain finite set.

Lemma 6.10. Assume e = e, is a finite rate metric and ju is supported on gl for a network I'. By
possibly replacing each of the paths v € T with ¥|(a (a,+b,)/2) A4 Y|[(a, +b,)/2,6,] WE MAY assume
that for any point pair (p; q) = (z, s;y, t) there is at most one path v € I' with v(s) = z, y(t) = y.

We can then unambiguously define ¢®(x, s;y,t) = |Vsgle if 7(s) = x, y(t) = y for some
v €T, and e (z, s;y,t) = —oo otherwise. Let

¢'(u) = supsup » (e” v d)(m(t;), 7(ti1))

Pom o=
Then e’ = e. Moreover, the inner sup is non-decreasing as the partition is refined.

Proof. The refinement claim can be proven by induction as we add an extra time in the

partition. The inequality to check is
sup(e” V d)(p;z, 5) + (€" V d)(w, 5.0) > (€" V d)(p; q).

When d(p; q) > €°(p; ¢) then we can take (z, s) to be the point on the line segment pq and
d in both terms on the left. Otherwise, let v € T so that p, ¢ € gy and take z = v(s) and €°
in both terms on the left.

It follows from the definition that d < ¢’ < e. This implies that ¢’ € D and is of finite
rate. By the definition of length, for any v € I' and [s,¢] C [a,,b,] we have |y qle =
1Vs,4]e- Therefore pir > i, and so e’ = e. O
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Proposition 6.11. Suppose i, j1 are planted network measures such that ., (A) 1 p(A) for every
Borel set A. Then e, — e, in €.

Proof. Since I(e,, ) < I(e,) < oo and sub-level sets of I are compact, ¢,,, has a subsequen-

e = tn(87) + [Vl = w(gy) + 17la = [¥le,. Thus
by Lemma 4.13, |y|c > |7|c,. This shows e > ¢,. On the other hand ¢,, < e for all n since

tial limit e. For any path v we have |y

fn < 1,80 € < €. |

Approximating a finite-rate planted network measure by its restrictions to finitely

many slightly truncated paths we get the following.

Corollary 6.12. Any finite-rate metric can be approximated from below by finite disjoint planted
network metrics.

7 The large deviation upper bound

In this section, we prove the ingredients needed for the large deviation upper bound. The
large deviation upper bound will follow from a version of exponential tightness (Propo-
sition 7.3) and an upper bound on small balls (Proposition 7.4). Both of these bounds use
only the limited inputs of Theorem 3.4, Proposition 3.5 and the topological framework of

the previous sections. We start with exponential tightness.

7.1 Exponential tightness

Here it will be convenient to expand the space £ to the space £ comprising all continuous

functions from ]R‘Tl — R with the same metric d introduced in Section 4.

Proposition 7.1. For every m > 0, there exists a compact set K., C & such that for all § > 0,

lim sup €*/%log P(d(L., K,,) > §) < —3m. (7.1)

e—0

Proof. Throughout we assume m > 1,5 < 1. By definition (4.1) of d, letting ¢ = 2 +
[log,(671)], for f € £ we have

d(ﬁaf) >0 - dZ(Eaaf) > 6/2

Therefore it is enough to construct a compact set K/, in the continuous function space
C(By) of continuous functions from B, — R with the uniform norm, such that (7.1) holds
with dy, K7, 0/2 in place of d, K,,, d. For this, define the events
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A.: For all u € By, we have d(u) — §/10 < L.(u) < d(u) + m?3(t — s)'/3 + §/10. Here
and throughout the proof, we let s, ¢ be the time coordinates of © when the notation

is unambiguous.
A’: For all L.-geodesics m with endpoints in B,, we have gm € Bayy,.

We have P(A.) > 1 — exp(—3¢*?(m + o(1))) as ¢ — 0 by Propositions 3.11 and 3.12.
Moreover, A. C AL. Indeed, suppose there is a geodesic m between points p = (z,s),q =
(y,t) € [—¢,()* that exits Bys,. Then there exists r € (s,t) and 2 = +2m/ such that
L.(p;q) = Le(p; z,7) + L.(2,7; q), and so by the condition on A. we have

d(p;q) — d(p; z,r) —d(z,1;q9) < om?/3 3 + 34/10.

A quick computation shows this is not possible. Therefore to complete the proof, we just
need to construct a compact set K7, so thaton A. = A. N AL we have ||L.|g, — flloc < /2
for some f € K],.

The event A, implies that for any (p; ¢) € By, we have the metric composition law

L.(piq)= max L.(p;z,7)+ L(2,73q)
z€[—2mL,2m/)
(7.2)
= max L.(p;z1,7m1) + Le(21,715 22, 72) + Lo(22, 723 Q).
z1,22€[—2m{,2m/]
Therefore on A., by Lemma 4.3 we have the estimate
1L(u1) — Lo(ug)| < 26/5 + 48m20%||uy — uyl|X/° (7.3)

for all uy, up € By with |Ju; — ug|ee < 02/(64-109m8) and (¢, — s1) V (t2 — s2) > 63/(1000m?).
We use this to construct an approximation to £. with an explicit modulus of continuity.
Fix 8 = m~1807184879(§/10)%, v = 6%/(2000m?), define B, = {u € B, : t — s > 2v} and let
M = B, (BZ)*. Now for u € B), let F. : B, — R interpolate L., by setting

B-lv-ule
ZUEM:||U—UHOO<B[B — |lv = ull]

Fuy= >  Lv) (7.4)

vEM:||lv—ulloc<B

We extend F. to all of By as follows. For u = (z, s;y,t) with t — s < 2, define
Fe(u) = d(u) + [F(z, 87y, s + 27) —d(@, 859, s +29)](t — s — )"

By construction, F. = d off of the compact subset Eg = {u € By:t—s > v}. Moreover, by
the definition of A., F. satisfies a uniform bound on g@ depending only on §, m, £. Finally,

on By, F. satisfies an explicit modulus of continuity depending only on ¢, m, £. This uses
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(7.3), along with the estimate in A, comparing £. and d, which handles F. on B\g \ By.
Therefore by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem on C(B,), there exists a compact set k!, C C(By)
such that on A., we have F, € K . Moreover, by (7.3), (7.4) we have that

|FL(u) — Lo(u)] <26/546/10 =6/2

whent — s > 27. When t — s < 27, we can obtain the same estimate via the bounds in the
definition of A.. Therefore ||L.|p, — F-||c < 0/2, as desired. O

Next, we upgrade Proposition 7.1 to move from the abstract compact set K, to the
explicit compact set D,,,. We will use the notation © introduced in Section 4, and in the
proof we write B(e, ) for the open d-ball of radius £ about a function e € £, and B(K, ¢) =
U{B(e,¢) : e € K}. We will use the following folklore lemma, whose proof we leave to
the reader.

Lemma 7.2. Let C be a closed set and K be a compact set in a metric space (M, d) with CNK = (.
Then d(C, K) = infCXK d > 0.

Proposition 7.3. For every d, m > 0 we have

lim sup €% log P(d(L., Dy,) > 0) < —am. (7.5)

e—0

Proof. Let m,§ > 0 and consider the sets
Cm,é = Km \ B(DTTM 6)

Every e € C,, s satisfies one of the following four conditions:
1. There are points (p; q), (¢;7) € R with e(p; q) + e(q;7) > e(p; 7).
2. There exists u € R} with e(u) < d(u).
3. There exists (p,q) = (z,s;y,t) € Ri and r € (s,t) with

e(p;q) > supe(p; z,1r) + e(z,r;q).
zeR

4. There exists finite set of points U, C R} defined on disjoint time intervals such that

> wer, ©e,u) > m.
We show that in all of these cases we can find 7, > 0 such that

P(d(L.,e) <) < exp(—2e*2(m + o(1)), as ¢—0. (7.6)

If e satisfies property 1, then since L. satisfies the reverse triangle inequality, for small
enough v we have P(d(L.,e) < v) = 0 for all ¢ > 0. If e satisfies property 2, then by
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Theorem 3.4, for small enough v we have P(d(L.,e) < 7) < 2exp(—ye®) foralle € (0,1).
Next, arguing as in the proof of Proposition 7.1, there exists m,f > 0 such that with
probability at least 1 — exp(—42*2(m + o(1)), (7.2) holds. This implies that if e satisfies
property 3, then (7.6) holds for small enough ~.. Finally, if e satisfies property 4, then

since (-, u) is continuous on & for all u, for small enough v, if d(L., ¢) < 7 then

Z O(L.,u) >m

UGUe

By Theorem 3.4 and the temporal independence of L., the probability of this event is at
most exp(—3e*/?(m + o(1)).

Now, since K, is compact, its closed subset C,, 5 is also compact. Therefore the open
cover {O. := B(e,7.) : e € Cy s} contains a finite subcover {O,,,...,0,,}. By Lemma
7.2, we have r := (d((O,, U...UO,,)" Cns) Nd)/2 > 0. Therefore if d(L., D,,) > J then
L. ¢ B(K,,,r)or L. € O, for somei = 1,...,n. The first event is covered by Proposition
7.1, and the second is covered by (7.6). O

Next, we prove the large deviation upper bound on small balls in D,,.

7.2 A bound on small balls

Proposition 7.4. For any e € D, we have

hfrolhmsup e¥%log P(L. € B(e,d)) < —I(e). (7.7)
el0

For the proof, we need a definition. For a network I', define the separation of I as

AT) = imf{]7(r) = 7/(r)] : ¥ £ € T\ € [ay,b,] 1 [a B}, 7.8)

the minimal gap between paths in I'. For a finite disjoint network, we have A(I") > 0.

Proof. Let I' be a finite disjoint network, and let S = {a,,b, : v € I'} be the set of all
endpoints of paths in I'. Define the partition P,,, = (SUn"'Z) N [a,, b,].
Write U'yEF Prry = {to < t1 < --- < tx}. Foralli = 1,... k, let U; be the (possibly

empty) set of all points of the form (F(t;_;); 7(t;)) where v € ', and let U = | J_, U;. Then

P(L. € B(e,?)) < P( (VL) > e ) HP( (N {£( 5}) (7.9)

uelU ueU;
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The last equality follows since £ has independent time increments. Proposition 3.7 to-
gether with (7.9) gives that if |[I'| = 1 or if

(L', n):= Z O(e,u) < coA(T)*n?, (7.10)
uelU

we have

P(EEEB(e,é))<exp( Z@e—éu _3/2)

uel;
In this case, letting 6 — 0 and using that O(-, u) is continuous shows that
n = l(slinhn’lsupg?’/2 log P(L. € B(e,0)) ——Z@ e,u) < —Zl(v,e,ﬂw)
€10 uelU yel

where the last inequality follows from the definition (5.2). By Lemma 5.3, as n — oo we
see that 30(I",n) — I(I', e) so when |T'| = 1 or (7.10) holds, the above calculation is valid
for large enough n. Therefore the left-hand side of (7.7) is bounded above by

—max (sup{I(T',e) : || = 1},sup{I(T',e) : I(T,e) < oo, T finite, disjoint}).

At this point, either the first term in the maximum is oo, in which case /(e) = oo and we
have the result, or else in the second term we can eliminate the constraint that (I, ¢) < oo,

and this term equals I(e) by the discussion following Definition 5.1. O

Next, we assemble the parts to complete the proof of the large deviation upper bound.

7.3 Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.1

Fix any closed set C' C £ and let §, m > 0. By Proposition 7.4, for every e € C'ND,,, we can
find an open ball B centered at e such that

limsup e*/?log P(L. € B) < —I(e) + 4. (7.11)
el0

By Proposition 4.4, D,,,NC'is compact, so it is covered by a finite collection O of such balls.
Let r be the distance of the compact set C' N D,,, and the closed set (| O)¢. By Lemma 7.2,
r > 0. Then

cc(|Jo)ufece d(e,Dy)>r/2}.

Therefore applying (7.11) together with Proposition 7.1 gives that

limsup e*%log P(L. € C') < —min (mf I(e) +9, 4_m) .
€10 eeC 3

Taking m — oo and then § — 0 completes the proof.
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8 The large deviation lower bound

8.1 A bound on cones

Given e € &, define the cone with apex e by
Cone, :={¢' € £: ¢ >e}. (8.1)

In this section, we prove a large deviation lower bound on neighborhoods of cones.
This will be combined with strict monotonicity of I and a topological argument to give
the full large deviation lower bound.

Theorem 8.1. Let e be a finite disjoint planted network metric so that p. is supported on the graph
gl of a finite disjoint network I'. For all § > 0 we have

nmi ionfg3/2 log P(L. € B(Cone,,d)) > —I(e). (8.2)

Proof. We may assume that I(e) < 3m < oo, or else there is nothing to prove. Our first
goal is to reduce the problem to having to control only finitely many values of £.. To-

wards this end, write

Cone, = ﬂ G(u,e —r), Glu,e) ={' € E:e'(u) >e(u)}.

4
r€(0,00),u€R}

so that
D,, N B(Cone,, §/2)¢ C Cone. = U G(u,e —r)°,

r€(0,00),u€R}

an open cover. Since D,,, is compact (Proposition 4.4) so is D,,, N B(Cone,, §/2)¢, and there-
fore we can find a finite subcover {G(u,e —r,)¢: u € Q}. Letr = (§ A minyeg 7,)/2. Then

{G(u,e —2r)°:u € Q} is also a subcover, giving

B(Cone,,5/2) D D, ) Glu,e — 2r). (8.3)
ueq

The set D,, is too small for our bounds. To fix this, we claim that
B(Cone,,8) D B(Dy,7) N (] Glu,e — 7). (8.4)
Indeed, let e; be in the set on the right. Then there exists e, € D,, with d(e;,e2) < r so

that e; € N, G(u, e — 2r). By (8.3) then ey € B(Cone,,d/2). Then e, € B(Cone,, d) since
d >r+0/2, giving (8.4).
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Let S = U sy1ecols: t}, the set containing all time coordinates in (). By Lemma 6.10,

for 7 > 0 we can find a partition P = {t{, < t; < ... < t;} containing S so that the
following holds. First, ¢;,1 — ¢; < 7 for all i. Second, for every u = (z,t;;y,t;) € Q
there exists points (z,t;) = 2, 2i+1,...,2; = (y,t;) with increasing and consecutive time
coordinates t;,t;41, ..., t; so that

Zeo\/d(v) > e(u) —r, where V,, = {(zp_1,2¢) : 0 =i+ 1,...,7}. (8.5)

veEVY

Here the function ¢ is defined in Lemma 6.10. Let U = |J,¢, V2 By (8.5) and the triangle
inequality for L.,

(ﬁ EﬂGue—r)>P(ﬂ{£ ) > v d(u )}) (8.6)

ueQ uelU

Write U = (I, U; with U; = {(,t;_1;y,t) € U}. By the independent increment property
of the directed landscape and the upper tail bound of Proposition 3.7, the right hand side
of (8.6) equals

ﬁp(ﬂ{c ) > 0V d(u) )—exp< Y 420 evd,u)+0(1))> 8.7)

uel; ucelU
as long as the minimal gap A(I") defined in (7.8) satisfies
> 0’ Vd,u) < cAT)? /77, (8.8)
uelU
Finally, by Jensen’s inequality,

doEvdu= > Us pzZ(TT)S <Z/ (r)32dr = 21(e), (8.9)

uelU V€L, (z,s5y,t)EU: vyel’
v(s)==z,v(t)=y

so in particular (8.8) holds for 7 small enough. By Proposition 7.1
P(ﬁg c B(Dm, T)c) < 6_(%m+0(1))873/2.
This together with (8.4) and (8.6)-(8.9) imply the claim. O

Next, we conclude the proof of the large deviation lower bound.
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8.2 Proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1.1

Let O = A°, an open set. If O does not contain finite rate metrics, there is nothing to prove.
So let ey € O with I(ep) < oo. Then ey € D, and by Corollary 6.12, we can find a finite
disjoint planted network metric e < ¢ so that e € O. It suffices to show that

lirg%nf e¥?log P(L. € 0) > —I(e). (8.10)
Recall the set Cone, from Theorem 8.1. We bound P (L. € O) below by
P(L. € On B(Cone,,)) = P(L. € B(Cone,,d)) — P(L. € B(Cone, §) N O°),
and so in view of Theorem 8.1, to prove (8.10) it is enough to show that for some § > 0,

limsup %2 log P(L. € B(Cone,, ) N O°) < —I(e). (8.11)
el0
The closure of B(Cone,,d) N O° is contained in B(Cone,,2J) N O°. By the large deviation
upper bound, it suffices to show that

= inf I(e) > I(e).

PR ven(camianno () 7 1)
If s = oo, there is nothing to prove. Otherwise we can find e,, € B(Cone,, 1/n) N O° with
I(e,) — s. By Proposition 5.2, I is lower semi-continuous with compact sub-level sets, so
e, has a subsequential limit e* € Cone, N O° and s = lim I(e,,) > I(e*). Thus e* > e and

e* # e. Strict monotonicity of I, Corollary 6.4, gives I(e*) > I(e), as required.

9 Large deviations of the directed geodesic

In this section, we use the results of Section 2 to prove Theorem 2.5. By symmetries of £,
it suffices to prove the theorem when (p; ¢) = (0,0;0, 1).

Proof of Theorem 2.5.

J is lower semicontinuous. Consider f, — f uniformly, and suppose that J(f,)
converges to a finite limit, or else there is nothing to prove. By Lemma 2.6, we can find
e, achieving the infimum (2.3) for each f,, and since I is a good rate function, there is
a subsequential limit e of the e,, and I(e) < liminf, ., I(e,). Let u = (0,0;0,1), then
|fnlen, = en(u) — e(u). By Lemma 4.13, |f|. > liminf |f,
geodesic in e. Thus J(f) < I(e), as required.

e, = lime,(u) = e(u), so fisa
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Sub-level sets are compact. By Lemma 2.7, for a > 0, we have that J [0, o] is con-

tained in the set

[£:10.1 > R £(0) = £(1) = 0, / O Pdt < \/3a]).

which is compact in the uniform norm. Since J is lower semicontinuous, J !0, ] is also
closed. Therefore sub-level sets are compact, and .J is a good rate function.

The large deviation upper bound. Let G C £ denote the set of geodesic spaces, see the
definition prior to Lemma 4.5. Since D C G by Lemma 4.7, I = oo outside G. Since also
L. € G almost surely, it follows that L. satisfies the large deviation principle, Theorem
1.1, on G replacing £.

Let A be a Borel subset of C([0,1]), and let S4 C G be the set of metrics that have a
geodesic from (0, 0) to (0, 1) which lies in A. Then

Pleye A)=P(L2 € A). (9.1)

Moreover, if A is closed then S, is also closed by Lemma 4.13, and so by the large devia-
tion upper bound for £. we have
lir?j(l)lp e 3 log Pley € A) < — iSnAfI = — igf J.
The large deviation lower bound. Suppose that A is open in C([0, 1]), and assume
that J(f) < oo for some f € A. By (9.1) and the large deviation lower bound for £. on G
we have

liminfe?log P(ey € A) = —inf I,
e—0 S9

where here the interior is defined with respect to G. Thus it is enough to show that for
any f € Awith J(f) < a < oo, we can find e € S5 with I(e) < a.

Let i be a planted network measure supported on gf so that e, € D(f) and I(e,) =
J(f), and let A be the measure supported on gf with time marginal given by Lebesgue
measure on [0,1]. Let x > 0 and e = e,,.,. By the triangle inequality for L3/?-norms,
I(e)?? < I(e,)¥? + K, and we can set  small enough so that I(e) < a.

Since f is an e,-geodesic for u, f must be the unique e-geodesic for u. This implies

max_ sup <e(p; f(r)y+a,r)+e(f(r)+a,r; q)) < e(u). (9.2)
a€{d,—6} re[0,1]
Letd > 0sothat {g: | f — g|lc <0} C Aand so Sy s—g|<st C Sa-

If e,, € G and e,, — e uniformly on bounded sets, then for all large n (9.2) holds for e,
as well. Any e,,-geodesic g is continuous and by (9.2) cannot intersect f + or f —d, hence
|f — 9ll« < 0 ande, € S4. Since for any e,, — ¢ we have e,, € S, for large enough n, we

have e € 59, as required. O
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10 The rate function as an integrated Dirichlet energy

The goal of this section is to give an alternate characterization of the rate function that
is based on differentiating the metric directly. To motivate this form of the rate function,
we first focus on understanding the one-dimensional spatial marginals = — L(z, s;y,t)
and y — L(z,s;y,t). All of these marginals are rescaled versions of the parabolic Airy
process 2, () = £(0,0;z,1).

10.1 Conjectured large deviations for the Airy process

The parabolic Airy process is the top line in a random sequence of functions (; : R —
R,i € N) known as the parabolic Airy line ensemble. The parabolic Airy line ensemble
can be loosely thought of as a system of infinitely many Brownian motions (of diffusion
coefficient 2) conditioned on the non-intersection event 2l; > 2, > ... and with the
boundary condition 2;(z) ~ —z? as |z| — co. This idea can be made precise through the
Brownian Gibbs resampling property Corwin and Hammond (2014). When restricted to
the top line, this property says that given the function 2, and the values of 2, outside
of an interval [a, b], the function 2, |4 is simply a Brownian bridge between the points
(a,2;(a)) and (b, (b)) conditioned on the event ; > 2.

The shifted process 2 (x) + 22 is stationary, and it is difficult to push 2, far below the
parabola —z?, so the Brownian Gibbs resampling property suggests that a good proxy for
2(, is simply a Brownian motion ‘B (of diffusion coefficient 2) conditioned on the event
B(z) > —2? for all  and given the boundary condition B(z) ~ —z? as || = oo !. We can
hope to understand the large deviations for 2, by first developing a large deviation prin-
ciple for 8. This follows from Schilder’s large deviation principle for Brownian motion.

Let B.(r) = eB(c~/%z), so that B. converges in law to the parabola g(z) = —2? as
¢ — 0. For any absolutely continuous function f : R — R with f(z) > g(z) for all z and

i J() =" =,

define
1 / 2 / 2 1 / 2 2
QU =1 [P — g @ = § [ (F@) — 422)d, (10.)
R R
and set Z(f) = oo for any other function f. Then for f : R? — R, as ¢ — 0, we should

have a large deviation principle which makes precise the statement that

P(B. ~ f) = exp(—£*[Q(f) + o(1))). (10.2)

'To construct B precisely, take the limit in law as a — oo of a Brownian bridge W, : [—a,a] — R with
Wa(a) = Wa(—a) = —a? + 1 and conditioned on the event W, (z) > —z? for all z.
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The large deviation principle (10.2) should also hold for the parabolic Airy process. While
this result is not straightforward due to the more delicate nature of 2, it seems within
reach of current methods, e.g. see Ganguly and Hegde (2022), Dauvergne (2023) for recent
work on related problems. Such a large deviation principle for the parabolic Airy process

can be rephrased in terms of our rate function /. We state this as an open problem.

Conjecture 10.1. For any function f : R — R we have
min{/(e): e € D,e(0,0;-,1) = f} = Q(f). (10.3)

It would also be quite interesting to find a proof of Conjecture 10.1 using only our
definition of I. While we attempted this, we were only able to verify (10.3) for a few
straightforward choices of the function f, see Examples 2.2 and 2.3.

10.2 The rate function in terms of gradients of directed metrics

The above discussion suggests that we may be able to build up the rate function / through
a kind of integrated Dirichlet energy. This is the goal of the present section. Along the
way, we will prove the differentiation formula (1.5) for the planted network measure in
terms of the metric. First, for a metric e € D, define its gradient field De : R* x R —
R, (¢,0) — D,e(8) by letting

D,e(6) = liminf (g q+ (19, t))

t—0t t

As we will see, the gradient field De typically behaves much more nicely than the metric
e itself. In particular, the part of the rate function of e coming from the infinitesimal part
of e around p can be expressed through (10.1). More precisely, we have the following

theorem.

Theorem 10.2. Let e € D be a finite rate metric and let . = p.. Then there is a set S C R whose
complement has Lebesgue measure O such that for all ¢ € R x S, the limit D,e(0) exists for all

6 e Rand A
Q(Dye) = gpu(q)g/ 2 pulg) = sup Dye(6) — Dyd(6).

Theorem 10.2 gives the following corollary.

Corollary 10.3. For any e € D of finite rate, we can write

I(e)= | (Y Q(Duse))ds.
.

zeR
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The inner sum in Corollary 10.3 is over uncountably many elements, but by Theorem
10.2, for Lebesgue a.e. s € R there are only countably many non-zero terms. One way
to think of Corollary 10.3 is by viewing the gradient field D e as the ‘Riemannian metric
tensor” for the directed metric e. With this language, Corollary 10.3 states that we can
build the rate function for the metric by integrating the rate function for the metric tensor

over the whole space.

Proof of Theorem 10.2. Let I" be a network such that gI" contains the support of ;, and for
every 7 € I' define the excess density p, = p, . as in (4.9), which recall is related to p, by
Definition 6.2. Let S C R to be the set of points where
* a,b, ¢ SforallyeT.
e s is a Lebesgue point for v/, |y'|2, p,, p2* for all v € T with s € (a,,b,), and also a
Lebesgue point for

9(2) = max 221z € [ay, b)),

Then S has Lebesgue measure 0, by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, using the in-
tegrability of |7/|?, pf’/ ?and ¢ (whose integral over R is bounded above by K(u)).

Now fix ¢ = (z,s5) € S x R, 0 € R and let 7, denote the rightmost geodesic from ¢ to
¢ := q+ (Or,r). First suppose ¢ ¢ gI' and hence p,(q) = 0. By Lemma 4.9 there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that |r,.(h) — 2| < er?? for all 0 < h < r < 1. Therefore by Proposition

6.7 we can write

1 1 s+r
e =l < 5 [ maxpy (e € ay b)) 1) —al < o) (104)
s ol

By Jensen’s inequality, the right-hand side of (10.4) is bounded above by

1 s+r 2/3
(—/ maxpf’/z(z)l(z € lay, b)), |y(2) — x| < c7’2/3)dz) :

T ~yel

whose limit as » — 0 is 0 since s is a Lebesgue point for g and +/, pi/ ? for all v. There-
fore e(q;¢.) < d(q;q,) + o(r) as r — 0. The opposite inequality also holds by Dirichlet
dominance of ¢, yielding the theorem in this case.

Now suppose ¢ € gI'. By our assumptions on S, there is a unique v € I' such that
q € g7. Decompose 1 = ji1 + 12, Where iy = pifgy, pt2 = jt|(gy)c. We have that

e (@ ar) < e(q:ar) < € (6 @) + €5 (a5 0) — dlg; ar),
and from the previous case e,,(¢;¢.) — d(¢;¢.) = o(r) as r — 0. Therefore it suffices to
prove this case for ;. Letting w’ = p, — |7/|?, our goal will be to show that

—02, 10 =1 (s)l = /4 (s)

Dye(6) = " (10.5)
w'(s) = 24/p4(5)]0 = 7' (s)| + 29/ (s)(0 — w'(s)), [0 = (s)| < /py(s).
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This function is the concave majorant of the parabola —6? and a single spike of height w'(s)
at location +/(s). From here a quick calculation proves the two claims in the theorem. To
prove (10.5), observe that

e (¢;q-) = sup p(mNy)+|mla=o(r) + sup p,(s)M{t:7(t) =)} + |7la, (10.6)

Tq—qr T:q—qr

where here \ denotes Lebesgue measure, and in the equality we have used that s is a
Lebesgue point of p,. Now, since s is a Lebesgue point of 7/, |7|* we have (s + h) =
Y(s) + hy'(s) + o(h) and || s+n|a + o(r) = h|Y'(s)|* + o(h) as h — 0. Therefore in (10.6),
up to a o(r)-term it suffices to optimize over paths 7 that equal v on an initial interval

s, s + hr] and are straight lines afterwards. Hence (10.6) equals

/ h—20 2
o(r) + sup p,(s)hr + hr|y (s)|* + M,
hel0,1] 1—-h

from which the formula (10.5) easily follows after taking r» — 0. O
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