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Scaling limit of wetting models in 141 dimensions pinned to a
shrinking strip
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Abstract

We consider wetting models in 1+1 dimensions with a general pinning function on a shrinking strip.
We show that under diffusive scaling, the interface converges in law to to the reflected Brownian motion,
whenever the strip size is o(N -t 2) and the pinning function is close enough to critical value of the
so-called §-pinning model of Deuschel, Giacomin, and Zambotti [DGZ05]. As a corollary, the same result
holds for the constant pinning strip wetting model at criticality with order o(Nfl/z) shrinking strip.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The standard wetting model

Let (Sk)k=0,1,... be a random walk with increments Sy — Si_1, k > 1, which are i.i.d with law P. We assume
that P has a continuous probability density of the form p(z) = %e‘v(m), so that V' is symmetric and strictly
convex (in the sense that V in C? and V”(z) € [1/c,c| for some ¢ > 1). Symmetry then implies that
E[S1] = 0. We assume also that the normalizing constant x is so that E[S?] = 1.

Denote by by P, the law of S, starting at € R, and let E, be the corresponding expectation function.
For ease of notation we let P = Py and E = Ey.

As a convention throughout the paper expressions of the form P, [A, Sy = y] = E;[1 a1l (Sn)], are to
be read as the density of Sy at y with respect to the measure P, on the event A, More explicitly, for a
random variable Y,

o1
E, [Y]l{y}(SN)] = gg% ZEI [Y]l[yfe,erE](SN)]' (1)

The standard wetting model, also called the J-pinning model, was introduced in [DGZ05]. It is a measure
on Rf where two possible boundary conditions are considered, free and constraint. The constraint case is
defined by

N N

1

Pg n(dx) = % exp (— Z Viz; — xi—1)> H (d%‘]l[o,oo) + 6ﬁ50(d$i)) ) (2)
: i=1 i=1

where zg = xny = 0. Analogously, the free case is defined by

N N
1
P[‘;N(dilf) = ZT exp (— Zl V(.IZ — I11)> ljll (dxzﬂ[O,oo) + eﬁéo(dxz)) 5 (3)

B,N

where zo = 0. Here dw; is the Lebesgue measure on R, and the partition functions Z¢  and ZE{ N are

normalizing constants so that Pg \ and Pﬁfﬁ N are probability measures on Rf .

A remarkable localization transition was proved in [DGZ05] using a renewal structure naturally corre-
sponding to the model. On the heuristic level, the conditioned law on the contact set, the excursions from
zeros are independent and their law is independent of the pinning parameter. Hence one expects to see
that under the conditioning, the (appropriately rescaled interpolated) excursions converge the Brownian
excursions. To analyze the full path one therefore needs an understanding of the contact set distribution.
Whenever N is large, the contact set looks like a renewal process with inter-arrival distribution expressed in
terms of the Green function of the walk.

In particular, making the above intuition accurate and quantitative, in [DGZ05] (and tailored for renewal
theory techniques in [CGZ0G]) the authors proved that there exists some . € R, explicitly defined in
@) below, so that under the standard diffusive scaling and interpolation to continuous paths on [0,1] the
following a limit in distribution holds, with the following laws:



e For 8 < ., the Brownian meander (free case) or the Brownian excursion (constrained case).
e For 5 > (., a mass-one measure on the constant zero function.

e For 8 = ., the reflecting Brownian motion (free case) or the reflecting Brownian bridge (constrained
case).

Moreover, 3. is explicit in terms of the random walk density p. In particular,

e Pe — Z fn, (4)
n=1

where f,, := Py[Cy, Sn, = 0] is the density of S, at zero on the event C,, = {S1 > 0,...,S,, > 0} (remember
(D). We remark already at this stage that

fn:% “3/2 4 o(n=3/2) (5)

and moreover, in the Gaussian case V(z) = 1%, the error term is identically zero [DGZ05, Lemma 1] (see

also (I0) and a few lines below it) and in particular 8. = log (\/%—F > n_3/2).

1.2 The strip wetting model with general pinning function

The strip wetting model is the analogous measures on R which we now define. Fix a one-parameter family
of functions {¢a,a € (0,aq]}, so that ¢, : Ry — R and [ e=(®)dx is finite for 0 < a < ag, where dz is the
Lebesgue measure on R. Let Cy be the event {S; > 0,..., Sy > 0}. We define now P3 y and a € {c, f}.
Whenever we would like to emphasize the pinning functions we also call them the ¢,-wetting model. The
case of free boundary conditions is defined by the Radon-Nikodym derivative

APl (8) = exp <Z ©a(Sn)1i0.4(S )) Le, dP(S), (6)

S"a7

while the constraint case is defined by the Radon-Nikodym derivative
N
. 1
dPgaa,N(S) = ZC—N exp <Z <Pa(Sn)]l[0,a] (Sn)> 11[0,11] (SN)ﬂCNdP(S) (7)
Pa, n=1

The normalizing constants Z£ v and Z¢  y are called the partition functions. When we want to specify
the initial and ending points, we also define the density at y € Ry by

;a,N(%y) w

exp (Z #a(Sn)Ljo,a] (S )) ﬂ{y}(SN)llcN] ,w€Ry, N>1, (8)

Z;a,N:/O 25 n(0,y)dy

The connection between the strip and the standard wetting models is discussed in Appendix

so that



1.3 Main results

As mentioned in the Introduction this paper deals with strip models approximating the critical standard
wetting model in a regularizing way. The regularization is due to the fact we allow the pinning functions ¢,
to be smooth. The approximation is due to the fact the strip size a is taken to zero with the model size N.
As we shall see in Chapter [LL6], as an application we prove that the strip wetting model with constant
pinning B.(ay) has the same asymptotic behavior as the critical standard wetting model, whenever the strip
size ay is decaying asymptotically faster than ﬁ
We start with some notations. For a path (S;)i>o, let 7§ = 0, 78 = inf{n > j : S; € [0,a]}, £}, = sup{k :
Sk €[0,a]}. Let A% = {F : j < €%} C [0,1] be the zero-set up to time N. Define now for A = {t; < ..., tja|},
0=:1 < ... <t‘A‘ <N,
by, N(AN = A/N) :=P7 n(7 =ti,1 <L), (9)

and EZQ)N, a € {c, f}, the corresponding expectation. In a somewhat abuse of notation we use pg, n(A)
and pg, (A% = A/N) with no distinction. Note that by definition p, y(A) = 0 whenever £§,(A) < N.

Definition 1.1. We say that that (¢4 )o<a<a, satisfies Condition (A) if there is a constant C' > 0 such that,
uniformly in z € [0, al,

1 a
<= log/ ePa(®)=Be 14 <0,
a 0

for all 0 < a < ag. Where . was defined in ().

Remark 1.2. Note that Condition (A) guarantees that that for N fixed, the y,-wetting model converges
weakly to the critical standard wetting model as a tends to 0, see more in Appendix

The content of the next theorem is a scaling limit of the contact sets. For that we shall use the Matheron
topology on close real sets [Mat]. The basic notions can be found in [Gia07, page 209], [DGZ05, Chapter 7],
and [CGZ06, Appendix BJ.

Definition 1.3. Let B be a standard one-dimensional Brownian motion (resp. bridge from 0 to 1). We call
the random set {t € [0,1] : By = 0} the Brownian motion (resp. bridge) zero-set.

Theorem 1.4. Fiz some sequence ay = o(N~'/2). Assume that o, satisfies Condition (A) from definition
[[1 Then under f)gaN,N’ seen as a probability measure on the Matheron topological space of closed sets

of [0,1], the set Ay is converging in distribution to the Brownian motion zero-set for « = f, and to the
Brownian bridge zero-set for a = c.

We also have a full path scaling limit.

N 1 1
Xt( = WXLMJ + W(Nt— [Nt (X | Nt )41 — X e ))-

Theorem 1.5. If ay = o(N~/?) then the process (Xt(N))te[O,l] under PGy converges weakly in C10,1]

to the reflected Brownian motion on [0,1] for a = f and to the reflected Brownian bridge on [0,1] for a = c.

1.4 Examples
1.4.1 Constant pinning

We call the model the strip wetting model with constant pinning whenever the pinning function is constant
on the strip, i.e., for some 8 = f(a) € R ¢, (z) = B, x € [0, al.

This model was suggested in Giacomin’s monograph [Gia07, Equation (2.57)] as an open problem, and
a major progress was done by Sohier [Soh13l[Soh15]. Application of our results in this case are presented in
Section



1.4.2 Smooth approximation of the critical standard model

We construct a function ¢, € C*°(R) supported on [0, a] so that it satisfies Condition (A) from Definition

L1
Let

0 <0’

e Vr g
f(@) = { -0

It is easy to verify that the derivatives of f at 0 vanish and hence it is C°°(R). Choose some €(a) — 0 as
a — 0 with the rate of decay to be specified later-on and let

It is easy to check that e(a) < g(z) < 1/a+€(a), g(z) = 1/a+ €(a) if x < a — ea, and g(x) = €(a) if z > a.
Therefore (1/a + €(a))(a — €(a)) < [; g(x)dz < (1/a + €(a))a. Therefore, choosing e(a) < a* then there is
some constant C' > 0 so that for all @ small enough
e 9" <1+ ae(a) — e(a)/a+ e(a)® < / ga(z)dz <1+ ae(a) < e
0
We remark that exp(8.:) = v271/ >, 5, n~3/2 2 0.961849. Set ¢, (z) := (B. + log ga(¥)) Ir, (), x € R, where

€(a) = a®. See Figure [l for a graphical presentation. Then ¢, € C*°([0,a]) and satisfies Condition A from
Definition [T11

exp(e1/4(X))

exp(¢1/2(x))

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Figure 1: The graph of exp(¢q(x)), 0 <z <1, fora=1/4 and a = 1/2.

1.5 Motivation: the dynamic of entropic repulsion with critical pinning

Take a family ¢, € C? supported in [0,a], 0 < a < 1, which satisfies Condition (A) from Definition
[T} see for example Chapter [[42l Fix some a > 0. We can easily construct a dynamic X:(x), t > 0,



x € Iy :={0,1,..., N}, for which the measure P¢,, n defined in ([@ is a reversible equilibrium:

t
X (t) = —/ O, Hy (X ())ds + £o(x) + VWi (), @ € Iyt > 0,
0
with boundary conditions
Xo(t) =Xn(t)=0, t >0,

initial law
(X2(0))eery ~ P;Q,Na

so that the local time process ¢; satisfies
dl,(t) >0, t >0,z € Iy,

and -
/ X, ()dla(t) = 0, 2 € Iyt >0,
0

W (z), « € Iy, are independent standard Wiener measures,

0.H(X) = 3=y (X),
and the Hamiltonian
o 1< 1 1
Hy(X) = ;wa(as) +3 ;(Xx —Xa1)? + 5 X8+ 5 XN (V).

Let X™(t) be the diffusively rescaled and linearly interpolated path given by

1

1
Xév(t) = WX\_NyJ (t) + W(Ny — [INyD)(X | ny)+1(t) = XNy (1), t >0, y € [0,1].

Our Theorem [ states that if a = ay = o(N~/2), then

(X, (0))yep, = Bylyep,y (%)

where (8,)ye0,1] is the reflected Brownian bridge.

We expect that {X]V(tN?),y € [0,1],¢ > 0} is tight in N € N and converges to a SPDE which is the
natural reversible dynamic associated with (8,)ye[0,1]- The construction of the dynamic in finite volume for
singular drift was addressed in Funaki’s lecture notes [DF05, Chapter 15.2] and in [FGV16] using Dirichlet
form techniques. Due to our approach the construction becomes easy since it allows a smooth drift so that
(*) still holds.

1.6 Applications to strip wetting with constant pinning at criticality

Sohier [Soh15| considered the strip wetting model with constant pinning and proved that there is some
B.(a) € R so that off-criticality, the same path scaling limit results as in the standard wetting model hold
true. Namely, in this case the limiting object is

e Brownian meander (free case) or the Brownian excursion (constrained case), whenever 5 < f.(a), and

e a mass-one measure on the constant zero function, whenever 8 > S.(a).



In particular, he proved also a corresponding statement on the off-critical contact set scaling limits. Moreover,
Bec(a) is represented in terms of an eigenvalue of a natural Hilbert-Schmidt integral operator, see [Soh15|,
and Section [G.11

The next theorem deals with critical value 8.(a) of the constant pinning model for a small. It states that
the critical value . of the standard wetting model is well-approximated by S5.(a).

Theorem 1.6. There is are constants C, D > 0 so that
Da® <loga+ ﬂc(a) —Bc.<Ca

for all a > 0 small enough. In particular, the constant function ¢, = B.(a) satisfies Condition (A) from
Definition [T, and moreover ae®*(®) — efe as a — 0.

In particular, we have an analogous contact set and full path scaling limits in the critical case on shrinking
strips:

Corollary 1.7. Theorems[I4] and [ hold true also for the critical constant pinning models, i.e. whenever
va(z) = Be(a),z € [0,al.

Remark 1.8. In [Soh13] the critical contact set with free boundary conditions was considered, for fixed size a
of the strip. That paper states that the rescaled contact set converges to a random set which distribution is
absolutely continuous but not equal to the Brownian motion zero-set. In our case when a = ay = o(N~/?)
the limit is the Brownian motion zero-set. Also we prove the full path convergence to reflected Brownian
motion. Although [Soh13] does not contradict our results, since it deals with fixed a, we believe that there
is a gap in the proof of Theorem 1.5, and in particular in Lemma 3.3. Also, the case a = ay = N~7 with
~ < 1/2 remains open, see Section [7] for the case v =1/2.

2 Comparing excursion kernels
Define the excursion kernel density
fi(x,y)dy :=Py,[S1 > a, ..., Sp—1 > a, Sy, € dy] (10)
for n > 2, where f{(z,y)dy = P,[S1 € dy]. Let
fr = 13(0,0),
and we omit the up-case a whenever a = 0, that is
fu=Fn.

The first observation is that the f2? approximate the corresponding f,.
Lemma 2.1. The following hold:

o f24s symmetric: fo(x,y) = f2(y,x) for all x,y € [0,a], n > 1.

o fo(z,y) is monotonously increasing in x,y € [0, a].

e fula,a) = fn.

In particular,
I fe)
In In
I

for all z,y € [0,a] and n > 1. Moreover, > decreases in a and tends to 1 as a — 0, for all n.

<1 (11)



Proof. For the first two properties, one uses the corresponding assumptions on p on the following explicit
expression for the densities

Fra) = [ [ plon = 0hplsa = s1) - plon = sum2)ply = sy

The last property follows, e.g., by the change of variables s; — s; +a,i =1, ..., n. O

Let
P%(n) :=P,[S1 > a,...,S, > a], and P(n) := P(n (12)

Note that P2(n) is (continuously) increasing in z € [0, a]. In particular, P¢(n) < P%(n) < P?(n) = P(n) for
x € [0, a]. For the right part a classical result is
P(n) ~ Lnil/2,
0 V2T

The following is a weak version of Sohier [Soh15l Lemma 2.2.].

Lemma 2.2. There is a monotonously decreasing function C*(x) : [0,a] — R+ so that C*(a) =1, C*(0) >0
and Co(a)
Yz
P(n) ~ —Zp~ 12,

Proof. It we set C%(z) := P[H; > a — z], the asymptotic equivalence in the line above is the content
of [Soh15 Lemma 2.2.], where H; is the so called first ascending ladder point. The proof is done by noticing
that H; is defined to be a non-negative random variable. O

Putting the last statements together, we get that there is a monotonously decreasing function C%(x) :
[0,a] = R+ so that C*(a) =1 C*(0) > 0 and

C(0) ~ V2rnt/2P¢(n) < V2rn'/2P%(n) < V2rn'/?P(n) ~ 1 (13)

for z € [0, al.
As a corollary we have

Corollary 2.3. Assume that a = a,, — 0. Then uniformly in x,, € [0, ay]
\/%nl/sz: (n) =1 as n — oo,
or equivalently Pgr(-) ~ P(-).
Proof. Indeed,
1 =liminf C**(0) < lim inf \/%nlﬂPf: (n) < limsup v2rn'/2P(n) =1

n—oo n—00 n—oo

Approximating f? in terms of f,

The main goal of this section is to estimate f¢ in terms of f,, and a. The next lemma actually supplies upper
and lower bounds, but for the results of the paper we shall only use the lower bound.

Lemma 2.4. There are constants 0 < cg, ¢o, c1,¢1 so that for all0<a <1 andn >1
exp(—coa — é9a?) < f2/ fn < exp(—cia + é1a?).
In particular, there is some 0 < ag and constants Cy, C1 so that for all0 < a < ag andn >1

exp(=Coa) < fi/ fn < exp(=Chra). (14)



Proof. Denote by A, (y) the event {S; > 0,...,S,—1 > 0,5, = y}, where we remind the reader that by
convention we write P, [A, (y)] for the density of S,, at y with respect to P, on the event {S; > 0,...,S,_1 >
0}. In other words, P, [A,(y)] = f2(x,y). We first note that f¢ = f2(0,0) = f(—a,—a) = P_,[An(—a)], by
stationarity. Taking a derivative from the right-most expression we get

0

% Z = —E_G[VI(Sl =+ a)]lAn(,a)] — E_Q[V/(Sn_l + a)]lAn(,a)].

On the event A, (—a) the random variables S; + a and S,,—1 + a have the same distribution under P_, and
therefore 5

% o= —2E_Q[VI(51 + a)]lAn(,a)].
In particular,

9 4

3 fla=0 = ~2Eo[V'(S1)La, (0]

A direct calculation for the second derivative yields

2 ., 9 '
aa2f = _2%E7G[V (Sl + a’)ﬂAn(_a)]

= ZE,G[(V/(Sl + a)2 — V”(Sl + a) + V’(Sl + a)V/(Sn,1 + a))llAn(_a)].
A second order Taylor expansion reads

oy 2B V/(SD1a, )] , 20°E o [(V/(S1+ @) = V(81 + @) + V/(S1 + @ )V/(Su1 + )i, (o]
fn Po [An(o)] Po [An(o)] ,

where 0 < o’ < a (allowed to depend on n). Therefore, the proof is finished once we show that both
co <Eo[V'(S1)14,(0))/Po[An(0)] < 1 (15)
and
— G <E_o[(V/(S1+d)?=V"(S1+d)+ V'(S1+d)V'(Sh1+d))La, (] /Pol4n(0)] <& (16)

hold for all 0 < a’ < a and n > 1.
To prove (L6 it is enough to show that

E_or[(V'(S1+a)+V'(S1+a)V (Sno1+a))la, —an]/Po[An(0)] < & (17)

and
P_o[An(—a)]/Bo[An(0)] = £ (n)/ fn < Co. (18)

Let us first show (IH). By reversibility of the walk (due to symmetry of V') P, [A,(y)] = Py[Ax, ()] for all
xz,y > 0. In particular,

k+1 k+1
Po[S1 >0,..,5,-1 > 0,5, € [k,k+1]]:/ Po[S1 > 0,..,5,—-1 > 0,8, =z|d / dz
k k

The Ballot theorem [ABROS, Theorem 1] (and the form we shall use [Zeil2, Theorem 5]) therefore reads, for
kE<+n
k+1 (! k+1
C2 57y < /k P.[A,(0)]dx < c3 —5E (19)

where the upper bound holds for all k.



For the upper bound we get from the right inequality of (I9]) and the three assumptions on V that

EV/(S)Lao) = [ V@)A1 (0)ds
0
00 pk4l
S / V' (2)p(@)Pa [ A1 (0)]dz
k=0"k
o0 k41
< SV + Do(k) / Py [An_1(0)]dz
k=0 k
263 > / C1
< —== )y ViE+1)(k+1)pk) = ——.
< o Ve D+ DR =
For the lower bound we get from the left inequality of (I9)) that
2
EolSila, )] > / V' () p(2)Pa [An_1 (0)]dz
1
’ 203 . Co
Using (@) and the fact that Py[A,(0)] = fn, (IH) is now proved.
We now prove (7). We have
E,a[(V’(Sl + a)2 + V’(S1 + &)V’(Snfl + a))]lAn(_a)] = IEO[V’(Sl)2 + V’(Sl)V’(Sn,l))HSIM _____ Sn71>a,So:0]

< Eo[(V'(51)* + V/(S1)V'(Sn-1))Ls, >0

»»»»» Sn—1>O,So:0]
by writing the terms in the explicit integral form. Now, as in the proof of (IH)

o0 k+1
Eo[V'(81)*18,50,...,5, 1>0,50=0] < ZV/(/H-UQP(’C)/ Py [An—1(0)]dz
k=0 k

C5

V2mn3/2

2c3
s 2k DV (k + 1)2p(k) =
k=0

For the term Eo[V'(S1)V'(Sn-1)1g,>0,...,5,_1>0,S0=0], note that

PolS1+y>0,..,5_1+y>0,S,+yelkk+1] = PyS>0,.,5.-1>005,¢€lkk+1]]

k+1
/ ]PU[SI >0,.., Sn_1> 0, S, = ,T]di[:
k

k41
= [ P
We shall use a general variation of The Ballot Theorem: for 0 < y < k + 1 < v/n/2,

k+1 2
/k Py [An (y)lde < 05% (20)

(see [Zeil2l, Corollary 2]). Now, as in the proof of ([I3)), by the symmetric roles of = and y in the integrand

10



we have

Eo[V/(S)V(Su_1)1 4, 0] / h / V(@) pl)V (1) () Bl An—s(y)|dardly

= 2/O°° /;/2 V(@) p(2)V' (y) p(y)Pp[ Ay o (y)]dady

N RN

4 / / V/(@)p(@)V" (4)p(y) o An—o(y)|dady
0 0
(1) + (IT)

To prove (I) we note first that by the local limit theorem P,[A,_2(y)] < Py[Sn—2 = y] < C/+/n for some
constant C, uniformly on z,y € R and n > 1. In particular P,[S,,—2 = y] is uniformly bounded from above
by C'. Therefore,

(1)

IN

2C / /M V/(2)p(x)V (4)p(y)dady

i TV (E / h V’<x>ev<f>dx> dy
0 K Jym/2

= Eefv(ﬁ/z)/ V' (y)p(y)dy
0

K

IN

20 1
_ 20 vam L v

K K
_ 20 v
- 2

K
= o(n*?),

here we used the symmetry of V' to get fooo V'(y)p(y)dy = e~V =1 and we used the strict convexity of V
to conclude that e~V (V7?/2) is decaying faster than any polynomial. To see (II), we first have that

vn/2] a1 k41
< Y / / V' (2)p(2)V (4)p(0)Ps [ An—a(y))dady

k,1=0
By symmetry of Py[A,,_2(y)] the right hand side equals
[vn/2] &k I+1  pk+1
2> S [ [ V@@V e, sw)dsdy,
k=0 1=0"! k
which is not larger than
lvn/2] k K+l plt1
2 Y SV DRV D) [ [ PalAsa)ldedy,

k=0 1=0 k !

Using (20), if I < k then

141 k41 1 ) )
/l /k Py[An—2(y)]dzdy < /l Cswdy < C5w'

n3/2 = n3/2

11



lvn/2] k k+1  pltl
< 23 S V(k+ DpR)V I+ D) /k /l P, [An_a(y)]dzdy

0
k
ST S22V Dp()(k + DV (k + 1)p(k)

IN
:co o
~| o
[ V)

7
N
~—
<
—~
>
_|_
—_
N
—~~
=y
~

2.1 Comparing the partition functions

Lemma 2.5. Fiz ¢, and assume Condition (A) from Definition L1l with the constant C. Then, for there is
a constant C' and a positive decreasing function C’'(a) so that C'(a) — 1 as a — 0, and and for all N > 1

we have
25 _craN<Z5,. N<Zj1CraN> (21)

and
C/(G)chfcfa,zv < Z:; N = Zﬁ +C’a,N* (22)

Proof. We start with the constraint case.

ZC ~(0,y) Z Z / / Hftz—tl (i layz)ewa vi) IN—t, Wk, y)e“"“(y)dy =: (*).

k=0 O=to<t1<...<tp. <N

Using () and Condition (A) we have the following upper bounds.

() < Z 3 / /fN tkat P gav) gy,

k=0 0=tpo<t1<...<tp <N

— ) Z /a efa()qz)k Z fN—t, Hfti*ti—l
i=1

O=to<t1<...<tpx <N

_ k
efav) Z ePetCnkpy Z I_Ifti*ti*1

k=0 O=to<t1<...<tp<N i=1

IN

Hence

S—

Zon= [ ZnOn <

a N-1 k
e W) dy Z e(BetCa)k Z N, H friti,
k=0

O=to<t1<...<tpx<N =1

N-1 k
< 3 elferoatty 3 e [] Frmtas
k=0 O0=tp<t1<...<tpx <N 1=1
N k
+Ca)k
= E elferca) E H Jtimti s
k=1 O=to<t1<...<tp=Ni=1
_ c
= Zj.+Ca,N-
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Similarly for the lower bound, using (I4]) and Condition (A), we get

N-1 k
() > erW Z eBe=Ca=Coalk gy Z 1_[1"&7,51_71

k=0 0=to<t1<..<tp<Ni=1
Hence
a a N-1 k
SN —/ zZ: N0,y > / ef=Wdy Z e ~Coa)k Z IN—t, Hfti—ti,l
0 0 k=0 O=to<t1<..<tp <N i=1
N k
> dyze(,@c—Ca—Coa)k Z Hfti—ti—l
k=1 O=to<t1<...<tp=N i=1
— ZC
- Be—(C+Co)a,N*
Since z5, fo Gu N ~(0,y)dy, setting C’ = C + Cjy we conclude the two bounds.

The free case is done in a similar manner. Indeed summing over the last contact before time N, we have

. Z/ ¢ o w09 PN — k)dy = (%),

Using (I3), the line before it, Condition (A),

~—

and the constraint case we have the following upper bound.

() <

P(N / 20 1 (0.9)dy

ZEMZ

< Y P(N=K)Z§  can
k=0

- ZﬁchCa,N'

Similarly for the lower bound, using Using (I3)), the line before it, (I4)) and Condition (A), we get

() = CH0)eZ _icoan

Setting C'(a) := C*(0)e~“?, we are done. O

2.2 Derivative of ¢,-strip wetting with respect to near-critical standard wetting

In this section we will prove that for the contact set distribution, the y,-strip wetting is approximating the
corresponding a near-critical standard wetting model, that is so that it has critical pinning strength which
is linearly perturbed by a constant multiple of the strip-size.

Remember the definition in (@) with the notations above it. We introduce the analog for the standard
wetting model.

pi (AN = A/N) := P (10 = ti, i < In), (23)
and Eg v, a € {¢, f}, the corresponding expectation. Here as well, in a somewhat abuse of notation we use
Ps n(A) and p§ y(Ay = A/N) with no distinction. Note again that by definition p§ y(A) = 0 whenever
2% (A) < N.

Lemma 2.6. Assume @, satisfies Condition (A) from Definition [I] with the constant C. Remember the
definitions from (). There are some constants ¢;,i = 1,...,6, so that for a € {c, f}

apg, N 28+ era,N
dp%c"l‘CSaw{v - C ( )ch_CQGN

13



and

ol «
dpgaayN Zﬁcfcw N
« —_— «

pﬁcfcsayN ZBchc a,N

Here C¢(a) =1 and C/(a) = C’(a) was given in 22).
Proof. Assume that A = {to,...,tx} so that 0 =ty < ... <ty = N. We have

Ze / / Hftl—tl (i1, y)e?e W dy; = (%)
©Ya,N

Using (I4), Condition (A), and Lemma 25 we have

pe, Ay = A/N) =

(¥) <

k
+Ca)k
Zc el ) Hfti_ti—l
Pa,N i=1

ZC
BC-',-CII,N c
= —zc  Phrcan(n =A/N)
Ya,N

Zc
Be+Ca,N

< Zo “—p§, rcan(An = A/N).
Be—C'a,N

The the lower bound is analogous. For the free case, fix A = {tg, ..., tx} so that 0 = tg < ... <t < N.

Bl N(AY = A/N) = O Wi,y PO (N — ty)dys = ().

Using (I4), Condition (A), and Lemma [Z5] we have

%) < Zfl e(Bet+Ca)(k— I)Hftl—tl 1/ tr)ea(yr)dyk
Pa,N
1 k
< f—e(66+0a)kHP(N_tk>fti*ti71
Ya,N i=1
Zg +Ca,N _f
= prchca,N(AN = A/N)
©Ya,N
Zf
Be+Ca,N

— e p% can(Ay = A/N).
C"a)Z), _crqn

Similarly for the lower bound, where we should omit the C’(a) in the analogous statement.
O

3 Near-critical standard wetting, scaling limit of the contact set

In this section we shall use a result by Julien Sohier on order 1/ VN near-critical pinning models defined by
a renewal process with free boundary conditions [Soh09] to deduce that for o(1/v/N) near-critical standard
wetting models, and also for pinning models defined by a renewal process with constraint boundary condi-
tions, the rescaled limiting contact set coincides with the one which is corresponding to the critical pinning
model. That is, very roughly speaking, we shall show that in the standard wetting model, the rescaled contact
set limit is invariant under o(1/ VN ) linear perturbation of the critical pinning strength. We now make these
statements exact and formal.

14



First, let us formulate Sohier’s result. Let 7 be a renewal process on the positive integers with inter-arrival
mass function K. More precisely, let 7, = Zle l; where [; are i.i.d. random variables with P(l; = n) = K(n),
then 7 is the random subset 7 := {7; : ¢ > 0} C N with respect to P. Let E be the corresponding expectation.

A;sume that K(n) = 2573, where L is slowly varying at infinity (i.e. L(cz)/L(xz) — 1 as & — oo for all
c>0).

Let P, n be a probability measure on subsets of {0, ..., N} and naturally, on subsets of N, defined by

dPg n(7) = dPg,n(T N[0, N]) := exp(8|T N[0, N]|))dP(r)

B,N

so that the partition function is Zg ny = Elexp(5|7 N [0, N]|]. Let Eg x be the corresponding expectation.
We also define BgK) by the identity B > n>1 K (n) = 1. Obviously, one notes that ﬁéK) = 0 whenever
fo:l K(n)=1.

As in Section [[3] in this section weak convergence of closed random subsets of [0, 1] is with respect to
the Matheron topology on closed subsets.

For readability, we exclude some notations which are irrelevant to our argument and we now formulate a
special version of Sohier’s theorem. For elaborated discussion see Sohier [Soh09, Sections 1 and 3]. See also
the monograph [Gia07] for a comprehensive, rich, and approachable analysis of the renewal model.

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 3.1.(1) and part of the proof of [Soh09] in the case o = §, L ~ Cx = e”). Assume
K(n) = q(n) = 4% so that dons1 K(n) = 1. Let b = 2/7Ck and fiz e € R. Then, under P\/b; N the

n3/2

rescaled contact set Ay := 7N [0,N]:={% :i€7N[0,N]} C[0,1] is converging weakly to a random set
By 2. Moreover, the law of By o is absolutely continuous with respect to the law of Ay /2, the set of zeros in

[0,1] of the standard Brownian motion, with Radon-Nikodym density %, where Ly s the local time in
0 of the Brownian motion at time 1 endowed with probability measure P and expectation E. In particular, for
every continuous bounded function ® : F — R, where F is the space of closed sets in [0, 1] with the Matheron

topology, it holds that

E\?%J\[[(I)(-AN)] =E |:€Xp (be%) (I)(.AN)] — E[exp(eLl)(I)(.Al/g)], (24-)
and specifically
Z\?e_)N =E [exp ( %)} — Elexp(eLq)]. (25)

Remark 3.2. Following Sohier’s notation in lines (3.4) and (3.7) in his paper, in the case a = % and

L(z) ~ Ck, we have a,, ~ 41C%n? and b,, ~ m\/ﬁ We note again that 8" = 0 since Yo K(n) =

Remark 3.3. We note that in the case K(n) = f, = \/%n*/? we have ﬁéK) = [, the critical wetting model
pinning strength, and for K (n) = q(n) = €’ f,, we have BgK) =0.
Corollary 3.4. Fiz a sequence ey so that ey — 0 as N — oo. Let K(-) = q(-), as in Theorem [Z1. Then,

under Pé\/_}l ~ the rescaled contact set Ay is converging weakly to Ay 2, the set of zeros in [0,1] of a standard
=,

Brownian motion.

Proof. By considering the positive and negative parts of ey we may assume WLOG that they all have the
same sign. We consider the case that they are non-negative. The complementary case is similar. First, note
that for every e > 0 we have by ([23]) that

1 <limsupZoey < lim Z. y = Elexp(eL1)].

Nooo  vaN T Noco VR

Hence,

I <limsupZpey , < hm mf Elexp(eLq1)] =1
N—oo VN’
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and so

].lm ZbeN N =

i Zoey 1. (26)

More generally, let ® : 7 — R be a measurable bounded function. Considering separately the positive and

negative parts in the presentation ® = &, — ®_ we can assume WLOG that ® is non-negative. For every
€ > 0 we have by (24) that

lim E[®(Ayx)] <limsupE [exp (bem> @(AN)} = Elexp(eL1)®(A;/2)].

N—o0 N—o00 \/N
Therefore,
E[®(Ai2)] = lim E[®(Ay)]
N—o00
. [T N[0, N]| ) ]
< 1 E bey———— | ¢(A
< s oo (1o ZURE o)
< liggiglf Elexp(eL1)®(A; /2)]
= E[®(A2)],
so that | 0, V)]
. n1o,
lim E [exp (beNTT) @(AN)] — E[®(A 2)]. (27)
The statement of the corollary follows. O

Define Pj  similarly to be the constrained version of Py y:

G (1) =PpN(TNI0,N]):=

One can write

N
ON = Z Pon(mk = N)Zony = Eon(I{nery)Zo,N,
=1

and so it holds
Pon()

Piy()==——"FT——=P | N
O,N() PO,N(N 67-) O7N(| € T)

(compare with Giacomin [Gia07, Remark 2.8]).

The next proposition is an analog of Corollary 3.4] in the corresponding constraint case, and moreover
for the near-critical standard wetting model.

Proposition 3.5. Let K(-) = q(-), as in Theorem [3l. Fiz a sequence ey so that ey — 0 as N — oco. The

rescaled contact set An C [0,1] distributed according to p,JC: VNS is converging weakly to Az, the set
c ﬁ7
of zeros in [0,1] of a standard Brownian motion. Moreover, when distributed according to either P% N or
=,

PS | en Ny AN i converging weakly to AS ., the set of zeros of the Brownian bridge in [0,1]. Here P%y
Bc‘f‘ﬁ;N 1/2 \/—N,N

1s corresponding to K with the same conditions as in Theorem[31), and, as before, all sets are considered in
in the Matheron topology on closed subsets of the real line.

For the proof we shall essentially imitate the way Proposition 5.2. of [CGZ06] was deduced from Lemma
5.3 of that paper (which is partly based on [DGZ05]), while performing the necessary changes. In light of
equations (26) and ([27)) the free case is almost the same as in [CGZ06]. In the constraint cases we will borrow
an estimate from [DGLT09].
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Proof. First, for the free case, let A = {t1,...,t4/} so that 0 =: o < t; < ... < t}4 < N. Note that Zo ny =1
for all N (see [Gia07, equation (2.17)]), so Po n(A4) = P(A). Now

[A|

P(A) = H q(t; —tj—1)Q(N —t|))

where Q(n) = K(n+1) = 32,5, q(t). Also

|Al
1 _
Pg N(A) = 7 6(6 ﬂC)IAIP(N_t|A|)Hq(tj _tj—1)7
Zs N j=1

where as before P(n) = P(n) :=P[S; > 0,...,.S, > 0]. We then have for By = . + Vi

f A €
ngifﬁ)) — exp (—N|A|> ¢ (max A),

where ¢ : [0,1] — Ry is defined by

1 P(N((1-1)
o= g Q=)

Therefore for every bounded measurable functional ® we have

B, n0(A)] = B [oxp (Al ) onmax A0y

VN
It was proved in [CGZ06, proof of Proposition 5.2.] that ¢ (¢t) — 1 uniformly in ¢ € [0, v], for every v € (0, 1).
Since P-a.s. 0 ¢ Ay /2, it follows from (1) (for general ey — 0) that

B {exp <;_NN|AN|) m(maxA)@(AN)} s E[D(Ay )],

and the free case is done. We will now show the constraint case. By definition, for every A C {1,..., N}
containing N we have
bn(A)  Zfpn
PG.+,n(4) Z5, N
That is, the ratio of these to probability measures is constant and so they coincide. We shall work with
P« As in the free case we follow the proof of [CGZ06l Proposition 5.2.], and accordingly we now

NN
consider Ay N10,1/2]. We have for fx = . + ¢
Gy NIPANN[0,1/2))] = E [exp (\E/—NNV\N n o, 1/2]|) oS (max Ay N [0,1/2])®(Ax N1[0,1/2])],
where
SN 2% (N(1=1)—n)
¢N(t) = Zcéz;f\[’NQ(N(l — t)) } te [07 1/2]

We remind the reader that here Z y is the partition function corresponding to P§ . Now, since ¢f (t) is
defined similarly to f§(¢) in the proof of [CGZ06, Proposition 5.2.], with the only difference being that all
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the Z%, | are replaced by the corresponding Zg ,, and since that proof uses only the asymptotic rates of
K’ ’

Z§ .,q(-) and Q(-), we are done once we show that

N
—=— —1las N — oo. (28)

By a direct expansion, one finds that ZCf/NF,N = Z§ vE§ {exp (6—\/%|T N[0, N]|)] Therefore,

Z%
N — B¢ [ex (E—Nrﬂ 0,N )]—E{ex <€—N7'ﬁ O,N>N€T].
7 =i o (0 0. p (el 0.8 |

Assume WLOG that ey > 0 for all N and fix € > 0. Since for large N the right most expression in last line

is smaller than E {exp ( Sl N [0,N]|) IN € r}, by [DGLT09, equation (A.12)] (cf. [Ton09], and [GTLIO,

Lemma A.2]), there is a constant C' > 0 bounding the expression. Using Lemma [B] we deduce that the
expression is in fact converging to 1 as N — 0o, and so we have (28). We therefore conclude the proof of the
proposition. O

4 Contact set scaling limit - proof of Theorem 1.4

First, we note that for ay = en/V N, for s,r € R, and positive functions C'(a) converging to 1 as a — 0 we
have by (28) that

chJrTaN,N
chJrsaN,NO(aN)

— 1.

Moreover, by (28] we have
ch,N — 1 and ZgCerN’N —+1lasa—0.

Next, using Proposition with rey instead of ey we have the desired corresponding scaling limit under
P3, +ray- USING Lemma [2.6] we can now conclude. Indeed, let ® : 7 — R be a measurable bounded function.
As before, considering separately the positive and negative parts in the presentation ® = &, — &_ we can
assume WLOG that ® is non-negative. We therefore have by Lemma

~

E,, N[P(AN)] < RNEG | ojon N[P(AN)] = E[@(AT),)]

and
E, n[P(AN)] > LNES, 0y n[®(AN)] = E[B(AS))],

where Ly, Ry are positive constants so that Ly, Ry — 1.

5 Path scaling limit - proof of Theorem

In this section we shall prove Theorem [[.5l Once we have the contact set convergence, Theorem [I.4] to move
to the path limit is by now routine, following the guidelines of [DGZ05]. We shall highlight the necessary
modifications. Let us first give a rough sketch.

Tightness will be proved as in [DGZ05, Lemma 4] where we need a small linear modification of the
oscillation function, and instead of using Propositions 7 and 8 of that paper, we shall use stronger results as
follows. The first result is the weak convergence in C10, 1] under p§ y(2n,yn) the pinning-free process (i.e.
©q = 0) conditioned on the starting and ending point zx,yn € [0,an] to the Brownian bridge, which was
proved by Caravenna-Chaumont [CC13]. The second result is the analogous statement on the free case and
the Brownian meander which is available by Caravenna-Chaumont [CCOS].
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Once we have tightness, we need to prove the finite dimensional distributions, for that we follow [DGZ05,
Chapter 8]. Since we know that out contact set converges to the zero-set of the Brownian motion or bridge,
then we know that the probability that a fixed finite number of points in [0, 1] are the limiting zero-set is 0,
and there is no change of that part of the argument. The only difference in the proof is that we condition
not only on the contact indices but also on their location in the strip. But since the conditioned processes
converge by the last two cited theorems, we can conclude using dominated convergence on the full path as
in [DGZ05].

Let A% (y) :={S1 > a, ..., Sp—1 > a, Sp, = y}. We have the following densities comparison bound.

Lemma 5.1. For every v > 0 and n € N, we have

Po (e 15— 851> 7. 4500 ) < Po (max 15 - 5>~ 0, 420)) (29)
sn SL,sn

0<4,5<

uniformly in x,y € [0,a]. Moreover, the same holds whenever in both sides of the inequality the index set
satisfies in addition that |i — j| < dn for some fixed § > 0.

Proof. Let a—x = Sy, S1,...,8, =a—ysothat S; >0,i=1,...,n—1, and |S;, — Sj,| = maxo<i j<n |S:—S;|-
Then, if ig, jo ¢ {1,...,n—1}, WLOG iy = 0, and so |S;, —Sj,| = |Sj, —(a—2z)| < |Sj,|+]a—2z| <|Sj,—0|+a.In
other words, maxo<; j<n |S;—S;| < maxo<i,j<n |S’§—S;-|+a where S} = S; fori=1,..,n—1but Sp = 5, =0.

Therefore,
1 (o9} o0
_n/ / ]]'maxi,jgn|si75j‘>7 X

]P’m( max |S; —S;| >, A% (y ))

0<ij<n
X 81 —x)p(s2 —s1) - p(sSp—1 — Sn—2)p(y — sp—1)ds1 - - -dsp_1
= / / maxo<; j<n |Si—S; >~ X
X 51 —xz+a)p(sa— 1) p(Sn-1— $n—2)p(y — Sn—1 — a)dsy - - -dsp_1
< / / maxo<; j<n |Si—S;|>v—a
X p(s1)p(s2 —51) - p(Sn—1 — Sn—2)p(sp—1)ds1 - -dsp_1

—_— PR . — 0
= P (Oéni,?)S(’H,'Sl Si| >~ a,An(O)).

The ‘moreover’ part is similar, we omit its proof. o

We shall now prove that whenever ¢ = gpgN, i.e. no pinning is present, the scaling limit is a Brownian
excursion, for any fixed endpoints zy, yny € [0, an]. Shifting by ay, it is equivalent to show that conditioning
on starting and ending at Sy = xny — an, Sy = yny — any and S, non-negative at times 1 <n < N — 1, the
rescaled path converges weakly to the Brownian excursion.

The following is a formulation of Theorem 1.1 of Caravenna-Chaumont [CC13| which shows the same for
non-negative endpoints which are o(v/N) away from the zero line. Our modification will follow by comparison
tightness and finite dimensional distributions with Caravenna-Chaumont.

Let us first introduce a notation for the conditioning. Define

P;;yN = Pw('|CN—17 SN = y)u
for any z,y € R, N e N.

Theorem 5.2 (Caravenna-Chaumont [CC13]). Let (xn), (yn) be sequences of non-negative real numbers

such that zy,yn = o(v/N) as N — co. Then under PLN (Xt(N))te[O,l] converges weakly in C[0,1] to the
Brownian excursion.

We will formulate the next theorem in a somewhat non-elegant way, but it will be helpful for us later-on.
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Theorem 5.3. Let (zn), (yn) be sequences of non-negative real numbers such that xn,yn < ay = o(vV' N)

as N — oco. Then under ]P;FJ’VJ\iaN)yN_aN, (Xt(N))te[O,l] converges weakly in C[0,1] to the Brownian excursion.

We note that the assumption xx,yny < anx = o(v/N) is only to make sure that XV, X — 0. We will

use the theorem later on with a much stronger condition an = 0(#).

Proof. First we prove tightness. For a path = € C[0, 1] define

L) @)= sup |or— . (30)
{t,s€[0,1]:|t—s|<é&}

Using the fact fY%(zn —an,yn —an) = I (xn,yn) let us rewrite Lemma B.1E

PE e un—an < max_[S; — S| > ”Y> f¥ (@, yn) < BggY ( max [S; — Sj| >y — GN> f%(0,0)
” li—jl<don ’ li—jl<dn

For every 6, > 0 and n € N, uniformly in 2n,yn € [0,an]. Now, by ([l and (I4) we get

]ID:]’VJEGNWN_&N < max |S; — S| > 7) < exp(CoaN)PJbN (_m_axé |S; — S| >~ — aN> . (31)

li—j|<on imj|<én

Caravenna-Chaumont Theorem implies in particular that (Xt(N))te[o,u is tight under ]P’St bN, and so by

(31D, it is also tight under ]P’;Lz'f\ia v.yn—ay - deed, the standard necessary and sufficient condition for tightness
on C[0,1] is Ascoli-Arzels and Prokhorov Theorems: for every v > 0 lims_o supy Py i (I'(6) > v) = 0. To
get our tightness, fix v > 0. Choose Ny large enough so that v — any > /2 for all N > Ny. Tightness will
hold by considering only 6 < 1/Nj.

We shall now prove convergence of the finite dimensional distributions. Let 0 < s1 < ... < s, < 1. Fix
N large enough so that 1/N < s; < s, <1—1/N. Then (Xs(fv))izl ,,,,, » have the same distribution under
both conditional distributions PaibN('|S1 =x,5v_1 = y) and P;LZ’V]\EGN)W,GNH& = x,5v_1 = y), for all
x,y > 0. Since \””/—%, \y/—% — 0, the difference between the corresponding expectations on any test function on

..........

under IP’('; bN, using Caravenna-Chaumont Theorem again. O

proof of Theorem [ 3 First, we shall prove tightness of ((Xt(N))te[O,l]apgaN,N>- We modify the definition
B0) as follows. For a path z € C|0, 1] define the modified d-oscillation of strip size a by

I(6)(x) := sup e — 2], (32)
{t,s€[0,1]:[t—s|<8, s~y t}

where s ~, t if and only if z, > a for all u € (s,t) (see [CGZ07] for the case a = 0). The next lemma
shows bounds the oscillations on the ,-model conditioned on the contact set and the contact locations (!)
by the standard models oscillations conditioned on the contact set. For ease of notation we denote by i ~n j

whenever £ ~ v 4.

Lemma 5.4. Pga,N(maXH—j\S(;N;iNNj |S1—SJ| > ")/|A,y1, ceey y|A|) < exp(C'Oa|A|)PgDN(maX‘i_j|§[;N7iNNj |SZ—
S;| >~ — alA) where A is the contact set, y; € [0,a] are the corresponding values in the strip.

Proof. Note that conditioning on A the excursions are independent. Moreover, conditioning on the endpoints
the law of the excursions is the same as with respect to P,V . By iterating B3I |A| times we conclude. [

Corollary 5.5. If ay = o( N~Y/2) then the sequence ((XfN))te[O)l],PgaN7N> is tight.
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Proof. First, we naturally extend the definition of p$_ y to include pairs (A, y) where y € [0, a]l A| the vector

of positions at the contact indices. Since T'(§)(x) < I'*(6)(x), it is enough to show that ]P)ga)N(fa@)(x) >
v) = 0asd—0.

Po () > = Y /0/0 e (F(6) > 1Ay, ) X
N}

xPo, N(A, Y15 Yja))dyr - - - dyy g
> exp(Coan| AP, x(T(6) >y — an|A)DE, n(A)

IN

Now, from Lemma [Z6] using the fact that ay — 0, we have Cy — 1 so that

PG, n(A) < CONPycyan,n(A))

The partition functions ratio between pinning perturbation of constant times ay is going to 1. Hence we
have

Y ewp(Coan|ADPG, (D) > v — an|A)Bg, n(4)

Ac{0,...,N}
<Oy Y. Pg N(T0) > —an|A)PF. s (estcoran v (A)
Ac{0,...,N}

for some Cny — 1. To end, note that the conditioning allows us to change f., to get

Cn > PG n(T0) > 7= anlA)PE, 4 (ot coyan v (4)
Ac{0,...,N}

< ON Z ch+(03+co)aN,N(
Ac{o.N}

=

(5) > — aN|A)pgc+(cs+Co)aN,N(A)

= ONP%C+(C3+CO)GN7N(f‘(5) > aN)

To sum up, tightness follows once we show tightness under ]P’gjc H(es+Co)an N The latter is a special case
of [Carl, Proposition 4.3]. O

To prove the convergence of finite dimensional distributions we follow closely [DGZ05, Chapter 8], with
the necessary modifications. Let us deal with the constraint case. Let (f¢):e[o,1] be the Brownian bridge. Let
0 <81 <...<8p < 1. Remember the law of A%, given in (@), where ¢, satisfying Condition A.

To unify the notations denote by Z(z) the zero-set of the path x € C0, 1]. Given a closed set Z C [0, 1]
and ¢ € [0,1] we let di(Z) :=inf Z N[t 1], g(Z) :=sup Z N [0,¢], and Ay(Z) :=d; — gs.

By Theorem [[4] and the Skorokhod representation Theorem there is a sequence Zy with laws AS;
converging a.s. to A§ /25 in the Matheron topology defined above.

We define random equivalence relations, with respect to Zn, on {s1, ..., s,} by declaring that s; ~ s; if
and only if either ds, = ds; or gs;, = gs,. In words, s; ~ s; if and only if (s;, s;) is contained in an excursion
of X) (in law).

Notice that a.s. (8s;) # 0 for all 1 < ¢ < n. Since the Matheron topology is also homehomorphic
to the Hausdorf metric space (see (29) and (30) in [DGZ05]) then gs,(Zn) and ds, (Zn) converge a.s. to
strictly positive random variables, and AkN, k=1,..,I", the random equivalent classes of {s1,...,5,} (here

N N
IN < n) are a.s. eventually constant with N (but still random). Denote it by Ay, k = 1,..., I. Let Ws]:,"(yi’l’yi )

N N
i=1,..,n,yY € [0,an] be aset of random variables with values in C[0, 1], so that Wsjj’(yi’l’yi ) is distributed
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N N
"\ 4:» and is independent of gs,(Zn) and Ay, (Zy). Theorem .3 tells us that Wsjjx(yiflxyi )
converges Weakly to the Brownian excursion (€ )¢cjo,1). Set

as XV under ]P’+ N

IN
N7(y1N—17y£V) Si — gAk
= E IlSiEAkN AAkNWSi A .
k=1 A

Then (MN)i_L .n is distributed at ¢, LN conditioned on the excursions’ endpoints ¥4, ..., y;~. Noting that

the density P((|8s,|)ica, € dz) \/_AAk (5. /A4, ica, € dx) for any x € RA* (see [DGZ05, Chapter 8]).
Using dominated convergence and the Brownian scaling of (€)¢o0,1), the finite dimensional distributions for
the path conditioned on the endpoints y» has a limiting law |3|. But since the limit is independent of y,
we conclude. The free case follows analogously. O

6 The strip wetting model with constant pinning

The goal in this chapter is to prove Theorem

6.1 The associated Markov renewal process, integral operator, and free energy,
and the critical value

To fix notations and for sake of self containment, we shall elaborate on the analysis of the strip wetting
model, and follow closely Sohier [Sohl15]. We state here the argument mostly without proofs, which can be
found in [SohI5]. We remind the reader that in our case ¢ = ¢ := 19 . Here @ > 0 and 3 € R are the
corresponding parameters. Let us first introduce a notation for the corresponding measures in this case.

1
dP! , y(8) = o7 P (ﬂzﬂ[o a](Sk) ) LeydPo(5), (33)
a.B,N k=1
dPg 5 n(S) = ZCB N exp (ﬁzﬂ[o ) (Sk) ) 0,a) (Sn)1cydPo(S), (34)

and the density
Zg s NS (z,y) =E, [GXP< Zﬂ[o a](Sk) ) ﬂcNﬂ{y}(SN)] : (35)

Remember the density

1
Iz, y) = d—ny[Sl > a,...,Sp—1 > a, S, € dy|
with respect to the Lebesgue measure, where

fi(x,y) == plx —y).

Define the resolvent kernel density on [0, a]

bs(x,y) Z ’\"f“ (x,y)1 0,012 (T, ) (36)

for all A > 0. The following Lemma is an easy estimate, we differ its proof to Appendix [Al

Lemma 6.1. b is a kernel density of a Hilbert-Schmidt integral operator, for all X > 0. In other words,
fo fo b$ (z,y)?drdy < oo.
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Let 64(\) be the eigenvalue corresponding to the integral operator defined by the kernel density bS. We
note that since b$ is smooth, strictly positive, and point-wise decreasing with A > 0, then d,(A) is also
decreasing, continuous and moreover, its corresponding left eigenfunction Vi*(-) is continuous and strictly
positive on [0, a]. In particular, §,(\) has an function inverse which is also continuous, strictly positive and
decreasing 6, 1(+) : [0,6,(0)) — (0, 00).

Define the free energy by

Fo(8) = 671 (e?)

whenever > f.(a) := —1og(0,(0)) and set F'*(f3) := 0 if § < B.(a). In the critical and supper-critical case,
B > Be(a), we denote the corresponding left eigenfunction by Vg 5(-) := Vi, ( ﬂ)(-), that is left eigenfunction
equation reads:

‘e e Va,5(y)
et (B)"fg T,y Leﬁdyzl 37
/0 ,; ( )Va,ﬁ(x) 37

for all « € [0, 1]. Note that by symmetry of fZ, the left eigenvalue equals the right eigenvalue and moreover
one can check that in this case the measure with density V2 5 1s invariant for the Markov process on [0, a)
. . @00 _Fa Va,s(y)
with jump density [ >0 e F B fa(y, y)me'@.
In the critical case we omit the S.(a) from the notation and write

Va(:) = Viaa () = Vo' ().
In particular,

/0 S g y)dy = 1 (38)
n=0

for all & € [0, a], where ¢§ (2, y) == bz fa(2,y) = fi(2,y) 725,

Strip model in terms of Markov renewal

Let P? be measure of a Markov renewal process (7,.J) on N x [0, a] with kernel density

_pe Vas(v)

a,p . ,—F*B)n fa a,p\Y) 3

Qn ($7y> =€ fn(xvy) e .
Vap(x)

In particular, at criticality ¢*?<(®) = ¢*. We then have

P ' ] ()N Va.p(x)
Zg :Z?,y dy: BNGT,] :I,jNEdy eF (ﬂ)N;i
sty ( ’ ) Va,5(y)
And in particular
. . ) Vo (x
Z¢ 5 (@ y)dy = PPN € 7, jo = 2, jn € dy) Ey;

Therefore, under our initial measure the density of the zero-set A in [0, N| together with the corresponding
points J(A) C [0,a]l4l is
P, 5.n (4, J(A)) = PP((A, J(A)IN € 1),

and more generally

P, 5.n (2 y) (4, J(4))) = PP((A, J(A)IN € 7o = 2, jn = y).

23



6.2 Strip wetting with critical pinning satisfies Condition (A) - proof of Theo-

rem
We will choose V,, so that fo 2d:1: = 1. Remember the eigenvalue equation
- eﬂc(‘”/ > i@ y)Valy)dy,
n>1

x € [0, a]. Note that for a fixed a > 0, V, is continuous and strictly positive on [0, a] since does f2(z,y). Also
f2 is continuous and is dominating a summable series (of the form c(a)n=3/2), then so is V,,, and moreover
its derivatives, whenever defined, are given by

6 a a
87 _eﬂc()/z (@ y)Va(y)dy,

n>1

m > 1. Therefore, the simple estimate %fﬁ(x,y} > (a—z) > f%(x,y) implies that also

0
%Va(x) > (a — z)Va(x).
Integrating, we get
V. (Z) _oN_1(,2_ .2
a > a(z—z)—5(z°—2%)
Vola) > e 2 (39)

whenever 0 < z < z < a. Using it for z = a,x = y, we have

e Pela) = / Zf“ (a,y) Z§ (40)

n>1
n>1
< / —id’tay—1y? dy - an (42)
0 n>1
= 6756/ ef%(afy)zdy (43)
0
= eiﬁc/ ef%dey (44)
0
< ae~ D’ ¢=Pe, (45)

(Indeed, e™® =1 —x + o(x), so [ e~ 2%’ dy — ae P’ = —2a® 4+ Da® + o(a®) and thus for D < % the last
expression is negative whenever a > 0 is small enough.) Therefore the lower bound

aeﬂc(a)_ﬂc 2 6Da2

is achieved. For the upper bound, note first that since V, is strictly positive ([B9) implies that it is also
(strictly) increasing on [0, a]. In particular, V,(y) > V,(0) for all y € [0,a], and, using the lower bound (I4]),

24



we get

e~ [UF frow (16)

n>1

> / S fo(ay)dy (47)
0 n>1

> /dnyne_Coa (48)
0 n>1

= qge Coahe, (49)

Therefore, the upper bound
aeﬂc(a)_ﬁc S eCOU«

is also achieved.

7 Last remark on order -~ shrinking strips

VN
~ o ~
We actually proved that under ET%* Be( ) N (or generally, under Eﬁ’“"fﬁ’ ~) A% converges weakly to a
random set B* which is absolutely continuous with respect to A?/Q. Moreover, for every € > 0 we can find
0 < ¢ small enough so that the density D is bounded by

(1—€e “l1 <D < (1+e€)etr,
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Appendix A

Proof of Lemma[61. By Lemma 2]

[ seoraa = [0 (iﬂ"fﬁwy)) (ie”mfm,y)) dedy

- / / S e o ) £ (o ) dndy

n,m=0

= ”*m)/ / I (zyy) fo(x, y)dady
0

n,m=

< Z e A £ fon / / dzdy
n,m=0

< 2 2 Z n+m) ) 3/2
n,m=0
oo 2

= <ca26_>‘"n_3/2> < 00
n=0

for every A > 0. O

Appendix B

Lemma B.1. Let (Ry)n>1 be a sequence of non-negative random variables. Assume that there exist some
€0 > 0 and C < 0o so that E[ef'™N] < C for all N. Then E[ecNTiN] — 1 for every sequence ex — 0.

Proof. We first assume that ey > 0. Let § > 0. It is enough to show that E[e*¥f¥] < 1 +§ for all N large
enough. By Chebyshev’s Inequality P[Ry > r] < Ce=" for all r. Take 7o so that Ce=“0"0/2 < §/2. It holds
that

E[eeNRN]

E[eENRNﬂRNSTO] + E[eeNRNﬂRN>T0]
eEN’r‘[) +E[62€NRN]1/2P[RN > T0]1/2
1+5/2+Cl/201/26—60r0/2

149

IA N CIA

whenever N is so large so that both e¥"0 < 14 /2 and 2eny < ¢y hold. Here we used Cauchy-Schwartz
in the first inequality and the fact that E[e¢#~] is increasing in € in the second one. The proof for —ey is
similar. Indeed,

E[eféNRN] 2 ]E[eieNRNﬂRNSTO]
> e~N70(1 — P[Ry > 1g))
5 1)
S _ 9%
> 1-9

whenever rq is chosen so that Ce "™ < §/2 and then N is so large so that e ¥ < 1 — §/2. For general
en’s, the lemma follows once we write them as ey = ej\} — €y, the negative part subtracted from the positive
part, and use the above on each part separately. O
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Appendix C

The goal of this section is to point out the connection between two definitions of the standard wetting model.
One definition is given in the original presentation by Deuschel, Giacomin, and Zambotti [DGZ05], and
Caravenna, Giacomin, and Zambotti [CGZ06], while the other is corresponding to the one e.g. in Giacomin
[GiaQ7], Sohier [Soh13], [Soh15], and others, including the current paper. For ease of presentation we shall
work in the Gaussian case V(x) = %x2.

First, we present the standard wetting model in the constraint case corresponding to [DGZ05] and

[CGZ06]
1 1
Pin=——exp|—5 ) (zi— zi1)?
o Zﬂ,N ( 2 i

for xg = xy = 0, where the partition function is given by

Z6 N = exp | —= Ti — Xj—
B8,N /0 /o P< 2;( 1)

Note that f, = f(0,0) = (2m)~ 2 Z§,,. Moreover f(z,y) =

=

(dziljg,00) + €70(dz:)) , (50)

i

1

N
H dz; 4 €75y (dz;)) . (51)
i=1

ﬁ’_' \_/

=€ —3@v" for ,y > 0, and one can write

1
—P,[S, € dy]

iz, y) = Pu[S1>0,..,5,.1>0[S, =] ;

[}

e~ (@)

Px[Sl > 07 '--7Sn71 > O|Sn = y]

In the case = y = 0, as the increments are stationary and their density is continuous we note that
Po[S1 > 0,...;Sn1 > 0|S,, = 0] = L (e.g., using the following argument: for a path of size n from zero to
zero with distinct increments, the only rotation of its increments giving a path in Cy is the one for which the
path is starting at its minimum, however all increments’ rotations have the same probability). We therefore

have 1
fn = ETL—3/2. (52)

Define 8. to be the constant so that efe anl fn =1, and set
q(n) = €% fu, n > 1,
so that ¢ is a probability mass function. Reparameterizing (5II) with 8 — . and normalizing we define
Z,g,o =1, ZE,N = eﬁfﬁc(%')*%Zg_Bc)N

Then by summing over the first contact (i.e. the first index 1 <t < n so that S; = 0) we have

n

Zg,n = eﬁiﬁc Z Q(t)Zg,n—t'

t=1
That is,
n
Zfn = Z Z PPk (t; —t; 1)
k=10=:to<t1 <...<tp=n

In other words,

ZE,N = Ze(ﬂ‘ﬁc)kq*’“(N)
k>0
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where ¢**(N) is the k-fold convolution of g evaluated in N. Therefore it is at least intuitively clear that the
critical value is indeed f..
Analogously,

N N
1 1
Pin =1 eXp( 3 2 (@i~ i) >H<dxiﬂ[o,oo>+e%<dxi>>, (53)
B,N i=1 i=1

with x¢g = 0, and the partition function is given by

ZﬁN_/ / exp (—— (m; — i1 )H (dw; + €°50(day)) - (54)

Setting
fad N
ZgN = eﬂ_BC@ﬂ—)_?Zefoﬂc N°?

we have .
Zi = Z§,P(N —t)
t=1

(remember the notation from (I2))). By conditioning on the contact set the original measures Pgn, o€ {¢, f}

are easily expressed in terms of the Z2, see (9), (13), and (17) of [DGZ05).
Now, for the strip wetting model with constant pinning, define

N N
1
o eXp <—§ > (@i $i1)2> 1 (d2itl 0.0y + € 1o ) (i) )

i=1 i=1

PC
for zy = 0,z,, € [0, a], where the partition function is given by

N N
o0 o0 1
Z;yegyN = /0 /0 exp <—§ Z(azZ - xi1)2> H (dxi + 6611[0),1] (a:l)dxl) .
i=1 i=1

We note that P75 y coincides with Py 5 y, the strip wetting model defined in (7). Indeed, first note that
conditioning on the contact set and the contact values the measures coincide. Then, we conclude using the
fact that the induced measures on contact sets are proportional and hence equal. Moreover, as a — 0

N
1 1
exp <—§ E ( —ZTj-1 > I I dxzﬂ[O oo) T ae’ )a]l[O,a] (:EZ)d:EZ)

i=1

convergences weakly to

N
exp <—% Z( i — Ti—1 ) H dﬂ?z [0,00) +665O(dxz))

=1

whenever log 3(a) +log(a) — B as a — 0. Hence P; 5 \ is a caricature of the model corresponding to the 6-

pinning model (i.e. the standard wetting model). T he corresponding Z's will be now expressed in terms of the

kernel density f2(z, y) E ;eﬁc(“) of the corresponding Markov renewal process. The free case is analogous.
To end, we note that the measures for a pinning function ¢, can be define analogously. A similar argument

then shows that if ¢, satisfies Condition (A) and the walk’s density p is regular enough (e.g. in the Gaussian

case), then the corresponding measure converges weakly to the critical standard wetting model.
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