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Abstract: We develop an approach for investigating geometric properties of Gaussian
multiplicative chaos (GMC) in an infinite dimensional set up. The base space is chosen to
be the space of continuous functions endowed with Wiener measure, and the random field
is a space-time white noise integrated against Brownian paths. In this set up, we show
that in any dimension d > 1 and for any inverse temperature, the GMC-volume of a ball,
uniformly around all paths, decays exponentially with an explicit decay rate. The exponential
rate reflects the balance between two competing terms, namely the principal eigenvalue of
the Dirichlet Laplacian and an energy functional defined over a certain compactification
developed earlier in [MV14]. For d > 3 and high temperature, the underlying Gaussian field
is also shown to attain very high values under the GMC — that is, all paths are “GMC -
thick” in this regime. Both statements are natural infinite dimensional extensions of similar
behavior captured by 2d Liouville quantum gravity and reflect a certain “atypical behavior”
of the GMC: while the GMC volume decays exponentially fast uniformly over all paths, the
field itself attains atypically large values on all paths when sampled according to the GMC.
It is also shown that, despite the exponential decay of volume for any temperature, for small
enough temperature, the normalized overlap of two independent paths tends to follow one of
only a finite number of independent paths for most of its allowed time horizon, allowing the
GMC probability to accumulate most of its mass along such trajectories.

1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULTS.

1.1 Main results: informal description

Consider a centered Gaussian field { H(w)},c4¢ on a complete probability space (€, F,P), with the
field parametrized by a metric space % carrying a reference measure p. For any parameter v > 0, the
transformed measure

M(dw) = exp {1 H(w) ~ 57 BH@)] } pldw), >0, (1)
on ¢ is known as a Gaussian multiplicative chaos (GMC) which was constructed by Kahane in a
fundamental work [K85]. In a general set up, the random field H(-) might include oscillations, which
are however cancelled out after integration w.r.t. suitable test functions — that is, { H(w) },ee could be
interpreted as a distribution. However, these oscillations (when intrinsically present) become highly
magnified after exponentiating the field, so that a suitable mollification or a cut-off procedure becomes
necessary to interpret the formally defined object (LI]) on a rigorous level. The results of the current
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article are strongly motivated by the ongoing investigations on finite dimensional GMC where the
underlying object H(-) is a Gaussian free field in the complex plane leading to a GMC known as the
Liouville quantum gravity, a random surface that appears as the scaling limit of random planar maps
and exhibits remarkable geometric properties in terms of its multi-fractal spectrum and (non-integer)
volume decay exponents, see Section for a discussion drawing on analogies to the present results.

We investigate GMC measures in an infinite dimensional setting from a geometric viewpoint for
the first time in the present article, whose results can be summarized as follows. The base space
%r = C([0,T); RY) stands for the metric space of continuous functions w : [0,7] — R¢ equipped with
the uniform metric. This space is tacitly endowed with the Wiener measure P, corresponding to
R%valued Brownian path starting at = € R?. The Gaussian field 7% (-) we are interested in is driven
by Gaussian space-time white noise B (see Section 2] for a precise definition) integrated against the
Brownian path:

T
/ / )B(s,y)dyds, so that B[ (w)#p ()] :/ (k% k) (ws —wh)ds. (1.2)
R4 0

Here the first integral above is interpreted in the It6 sense (with k being any smooth, spherically
symmetric and compactly supported function with fRd k(z)dr = 1) and E denotes expectation w.r.t.
the noise B. Thus, the ambient field {7 (w)}wew, is now indexed by Wiener paths w € %7, and
analogous to (1)), the renormalized GMC probability measure (at cut-off level T') is given by

1
exp {%%”T(w) - 572T(/{ * m)(O)}PO(dw), (1.3)

—~

My (dw) =

v,T

where Z, 7 is the total mass of the above exponential weight (under Py) and v > 0 is a parameter
known as inverse temperature. Our first main/zesult, stated formally in Theorem 2.1l quantifies the
volume decay exponents of balls in ¢ under .4, r: if A7 7(p) denotes a neighborhood of radius r > 0
around ¢ € %7, then for any d > 1, r > 0 and vy > 0, it holds that

sup My 1[N 1(p)] S exp[—OT] P —as, (1.4)

PEGT
as T — oo, and for some deterministic and explicit constant ©® > 0, which involves two competing
terms, namely the principal eigenvalue A; > 0 of the Dirichlet Laplacian —%A (which captures the vol-
ume decay rate that under the base measure Py, i.e., when v = 0), and an additional energy functional
minimized over (probability measures on) the translation-invariant compactification constructed in
[IMV14], see ([26]). For d > 3, for v > 0 sufficiently small, the decay rate © simplifies and involves
only the principal eigenvalue A\; and a penalization term v%(x % x)(0)/2. A similar exponential lower
bound on the GMC probability is also shown to hold pointwise. In the second part of Theorem 211 it
is shown that

TOix )l /%T ’YT (dw) = v >0, P —a.s. when v € (0,71),d > 3, (1.5)

i.e., the field 7 (w) attains high values averaged w.r.t. ////;j. Recall that Vart [777] = T'(k x £)(0).
The statements ([L4]) and (I5]), combined together, confirm the following intuition on the atypical
behavior of our GMC measure. Since the former statement implies that tbg GMC volume decays
exponentially uniformly over all paths for any v > 0, the only reason that .#, 7 could be non-trivial
(in the limit 7' — o0) is if there are enough paths where the Gaussian field 7 is atypically large.
Thus, it is conceivable that the GMC measure in some sense is “carried by” sufficiently many such
thick paths, and it is natural to wonder what their level of thickness could be. The second statement
(CH) in Theorem 2.1] confirms this intuition — when v > 0 remains sufficiently small and d > 3, all
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paths are ////;,T-thick, with (k% k)(0) being the required level of thickness; see 2.7 in Theorem 211
Similar results pertinent to GMC measure arising from a multiplicative-noise stochastic heat equation
in d > 3 is derived in Corollary To complete the picture, we also show that, even though GMC-
volume decays exponentially for any temperature v > 0, once we tune v > 0 sufficiently large, the
normalized overlap of two independent paths, sampled according to .#, r, tends to follow one of only a
finite number of independent paths for most of its allowed time horizon, allowing the GMC probability
to accumulate most of its mass along such trajectories, see Theorem [2.3] for a precise statement (which
holds when ~ is at least as large as 71; and its complementary phase v € (0,71) in d > 3 is the regime
where all paths are GMC-thick, as underlined by (LH]), see also Remark [2]). Let us now explain the
background which motivated the current work.

1.2 Motivation: geometry of the Liouville measure.

In a finite dimensional setting, GMC measures share close connection to two-dimensional Liou-
ville quantum gravity which has seen a lot of revived interest in the recent years, see [BP21] for an
exposition. In this setting, the GMC measure (or the so-called Liouville measure) appears as the
limit iy o(dz) = €712 exp{yh.(z)}dz, with h. being a suitable approximation (e.g. circle average) of
the (log-correlated) two-dimensional Gaussian free field (GFF) with Var(h.) = log(1/e) + O(1) and
dz stands for the Lebesgue measure. A rigorous construction of lim._,g . has been carried out in
K85, RV10, [S14l, [DS11), Ber17] and it is shown that when v € (0,2), p. converges toward a non-
trivial measure p, which is diffuse and is known as the subcritical GMC; when v > 2, we refer to
[DRSV14-1, DRSVI14-II, MRV16] for the notion of atomic structure of (super-) critical GMC.

Informally, the Liouville measure is a random surface carrying a Riemannian metric tensor (formally
given by the exponential of the GFF') and a parametrization by a domain which preserves the inherent
conformal invariance, but distorts the resulting metric and the volume. This distortion also reflects
a certain “atypical behavior” of GMC measures: note that the weight exp{vh.(z) — 37*E[h<(z)%]}
vanishes as ¢ — 0 for each fixed z (on some domain D C R?), so a non-trivial limiting Liouville measure
must be “carried” by sufficiently many thick points z, that is those z where the field h.(2) is atypically
large. In fact, if v € (0,2) and z € D is sampled according to j, then % — v > 0. Thus, (7)) is
the infinite-dimensional analogue of the latter assertion (recall that for GFF, Var(h.) = log(1/¢)+O(1),
while for our Gaussian field defined in (I2), Var® (J#) = T'(k * £)(0)).

Another prominent aspect of the Liouville measure, which has far reaching consequences, hinges on
its multi-fractal spectrumﬂand volume decay exponents on microscopic balls. Indeed, if z is sampled
from the (renormalized) Liouville probability measure p., the (Liouville) scaling exponent A of a set
A C R? is defined via the volume decay

(PO @ 1) [N(2) N A # 0] ~ exp[—(log 1/¢)A] ase |0, (1.6)

where N.(z) is a neighborhood in the Liouville metric [GMI9]. Thus, the scaling exponent A allows
one to link the volume of a set in the Euclidean geometry to the same in the Liouville geometryw From
this viewpoint, the first assertion (L)) in Theorem 2] could be interpreted as an infinite dimensional
analogue (in an almost sure sense) of (L6 with the constant © > 0 in (L4) linking the volume under

the Wiener measure to the same under the GMC measure ./, 7.

TFor the Liouville measure p it is known that for any ¢ € R, ES*F [y, (B,(2))9] ~ ¥ where B = ¢(2 + g) — 722‘12,
which is a non-linear function of ¢, is called the multi-fractal spectrum of the Liouville measure.

' The scaling exponent is a key object that also appears in the celebrated Knizhnik-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov (KPZ)
formula [KPZ88| which dictates that if a subset A which is independent of the GFF, has Euclidean scaling exponent x
(meaning P(ANB(z,e) # ) ~ &%, with B(z, ) being the Euclidean ball of radius € around z), then A has Liouville scaling

exponent A; with  and A being related by the quadratic relation = = %Az +(1- %)A, see [RV11] [DS11l, BGRV16].




4 YANNIC BROKER AND CHIRANJIB MUKHERJEE

It seems natural to wonder if (some of) the results sketched above can be extended to an infinite-
dimensional set up where important assumptions like logarithmic-covariance, conformal invariance and
domain Markov property of 2d GFF are no longer available. A canonical choice for infinite-dimensional
GMC is the (path) space of continuous functions carrying the Wiener measure. This incentive is also
natural because of close connections of this set up to many disordered systems of statistical mechanics
like spin glasses, directed polymer in a random environment as well as to multiplicative-noise stochastic
PDEs (as will be explained later). However, a major thrust of the works on these topics over the
last years came from studying the total mass of the GMC measure or investigating diffusivity (resp.
localization) of the distribution of the Brownian endpoint under the polymer measure. The novel
contribution of the present work is the direct investigation of the actual GMC measure (resp. the
polymer measure)ﬁﬂitself from a geometric viewpoint which is inspired by analogous behavior of 2d
Liouville measure as outlined in the discussion above. We now turn to precise statements of the results
announced in Section [[1]

2. MAIN RESULTS.

2.1 Exponential volume decay in GMC-space.

We fix any spatial dimension d > 1, write 7 = C([0,T];R?) for the metric space of continuous

functions w : [0, 7] — R? equipped with the uniform norm
[@lloo,r = - w(s)], with A7 (w) = Ar(w) = {p € Cr: o —wlloor <7} (2.1)

s€l0,T

%r is tacitly equipped with the Wiener measure P, corresponding to an R%valued Brownian motion
starting at « € R% For any t > 0, G; will stand for the o-algebra generated by the path (ws)o<s<t
until time ¢. Let (€, F,P) be a complete probability space and B denotes a Gaussian space-time white
noise, which is independent of the Brownian path defined above. In other words, if S(R; x R?) denotes
the space of rapidly decreasing Schwartz functions {B(f)}resm, xray 1s a centered Gaussian process

with covariance E[B(f) = [ Jga f(t,x)g(t, x)dzdt for f,g € S(Ry x RY), with E denoting
expectation w.r.t. P.

We also fix a nonnegative function x which is smooth, spherically symmetric and is supported in a
ball By /5(0) of radius 1/2 around 0 and normalized to have total mass [, x(x)dz = 1. For any fixed
Brownian path w € €1 we define the It6 integral

/ /]Rd B(s,dy)ds, with E[#?(w)] =T(k* k)(0). (2.2)

For any v > 0, the resulting (renormalized) Gaussian multiplicative chaos is a probability measure on
the space € defined as

2 42
—(k* K) (O)> Po(dw), with 2,7 =Eq [e“’%f(“)_ T (“*“)(0)] .
(2.3)

To define the decay rate © appearing in (4], we need some further definitions. We denote by
M; = My (R?) (resp. M<1) the space of probability (resp. sub-probability) measures on RY, which

////;,T(dw) =

exp (’y%”T(w) -

v,T

acts as an additive group of translations on these spaces. Let My = M; / ~ be the quotient space of

" From the viewpoint of directed polymers, results of the article are new, to the best of our knowledge.
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M under this action, that is, for any u € My, its orbit is defined by 1 = {u*d,: = € R%} € Ml.
The quotient space M1 can be embedded in a larger space

= {5 H &= {Ai}ier, i € M<1, Y ou(RY) < 1}
iel
which consists of all empty, finite or countable collections of orbits from M <1 whose masses add up to
at most one. The space X and a metric structure there was introduced in [MV14], and it was shown
that under that metric, Ml(Rd) is densely embedded in X and any sequence in Ml(Rd) converges
along some subsequence to an element £ of X — that i is, X is the compactification of the quotient space
Ml(Rd) see Section 1] for details. On the space X we define an energy functional

2 2
_7 >
() = o E /Rded(K*/{ T1 — X2 ]1;[1 (dz;) V&e X, and

aeg (2.4)

&) = [ F(OU@) e M)

Here My (X ) denotes the space of probability measures on the space X. There is an interest-
ing connection between the structure of the space X and the solution of the variational problem
SUD e A1, (F) Er,(¥): Indeed, there is a non-empty, compact subset m, C M;(X) consisting of the
maximizer(s) of the variational problem SUPyem, &R, (¥), the maximizing set is a singleton dg € X
for d > 3 and small enough v, and any maximizer assigns positive mass only to those elements of the

compactification X whose total mass add up to one, see Proposition for details. We are now ready
to state our first main result.}

Theorem 2.1 (Scaling exponents of GMC in the Wiener space). Fiz any d € N, v > 0 and r > 0.

(1) P-almost surely,

lim sup sup llog /Z/;,T [(M(p)] <=0,  where (2.5)
T—oo pE%r T
1 2 0 1
0 :=-\(V2r) - 7 (1 x£)(0) + |5 sup Epy, (¥) — sup &g, (V). (2.6)
4 2 2 Yema Yemy

Moreover, for any d € N and v > 0, there exists ro = ro(d,7) such that for r € (0,79), © > 0.
Conversely, for any d € N and r > 0, there is v, > 0 such that for v € (0,7.), © > 0. Finally,
for d >3 and v > 0 sufficiently small,

1 2 0
6 = o (var) - LA (”“’;")( )0,
Finally, for any d € N,y > 0,7 > 0, an exponential lower bound similar to (2.5) also holds

pointwise.
(2) Fiz d > 3 and v > 0 sufficiently small. Then,

Th_I};OE//ZT [%%()] =v(k*k)(0) >0 P-— as. (2.7)

tHere and in the sequel, A1 (r) will denote for the principal eigenvalue of —%A on a ball of radius r around the origin
with Dirichlet boundary condition.
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Remark 1 (Kahane’s GMC and Theorem [2.1l) As remarked earlier, the statements (2.5)-(2.7) imply
exponential volume decay, underline the emergence of thick paths and determine the level of their
thickness; recall the discussion below (L) in /\Section I It would be quite intriguing to prove
existence of the infinite-volume limit limy_,o .#, 7(-) in the full uniform integrability/ weak disorder
phase and study properties of this limit as done by Kahane [K85] for log-correlated fields. It is
reasonable to expect the results of Theorem 2.1 to be helpful in this pursuit. Indeed, the existence of
the 2d Liouville measure, already in the L?-phase v € (0, v/2) requires good estimates for the L2-norm
E[(fty,e(N) =ty c/2(N ))?] under the approzimating Liouville measure i, . (e.g. defined via the circle
average of the GFF), see the construction of Berestycki [Berl7]. Extending the limit to the uniform
integrable phase v € (0, 2) requires additional information on thick points as one needs to remove points
that are thicker than a prescribed level of typical thickness (again see [Berl7]). However, because of
the present infinite dimensional set up (and lack of local compactness), additional difficulties are likely
to arise, tackling which seems to go beyond the scope of the current article.} ([l

It is also useful to record the following reformulation of the above results concerning a GMC measure
arising from the solution of the multiplicative noise stochastic heat equation in d > 3, which can be
written as an It6 SDE

1 . _
due(t,r) = §Aua(t7x) + (e, d)ue(t, z)Be(t, x)dt, with y(e,d) = ’YE¥7 (2.8)
and with the initial condition is u(0,z) = 1. Here B.(t,z) = (B r.)(t,z) = Jga Ke(x — y)B(t,y)dy
is a (spatially) mollified noise in d > 3 and k. = e~ % (x/e) with « as before, so that [y, ke(z)dz =1
and k. (z)dz = 0y weakly as probability measures as ¢ — 0. By Feynman-Kac formula, the solution

to ([2.8) is given by
ue(t, 7) = Ey [eXp {7(6,(1) /Ot /Rd e (s — ) Blt — s,dy)ds — 7(6’7@%(@ . mg)(O)H. (2.9)

This solution (resp. the Cole-Hopf solution h. := log u. of the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang equation in d > 3)
is directly linked with the total mass 2, 7 (resp. the free energy log 2, r) of the GMC measure
([233)), and this link was first observed and used in [MSZ16] (see also [M17, [CCM19, [CCM19-11, BM19,
BM19-1IT, [CNN20, [.Z20] for further progress). The above representation (2.9]) leads to the renormalized

GMC probability measure
(ke x K¢)(0) }]P’w(dw)

t
L exp {’761122 / / Fe (ws - y) B(t — s,dy)ds —
%y,s,t 0 JR4
(2.10)

with 2 . ; being the normalizing constant, as usual. Here is our next result, for which we will also
—(0)
Vgt

V2Ed_2t

]sﬁ)a,t(dw) =

write ]%&t =

Corollary 2.2 (Exponential decay of GMC corresponding to SHE in d > 3). Fixz d > 3. Then for
any v >0 andt >0,

lim sup sup &% log A~ -4 [(Ae1(p)] < (—0O¢) in P — probability,
el0 pEG

with © > 0 determined in Theorem 21, and with N +(¢) = {w € €} ||w — @lloct < €}

*One such difficulty might already arise from the covariance structure of the underlying field Cov[#4 (w)#(w')] =
fOT (k % K)(ws — w.)ds which depends on the mollification scheme « of the white-noise field B. In contrast, note that
Var(h:(z)) = log(1/e) + R(z, D) (with R(z, D) being the conformal radius of the simply connected domain D viewed
from z) does not depend on any mollification scheme if we consider the circle average approximation h. of the 2d GFF
h.
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Let us now turn to the regime when s chosen to be large. In this regime, for localization results
on the endpoint distributions Q; = A [w; € -] we refer to [CSY03, V07, [CC13, BC16, BMI9-II].
For the discrete lattice, for log-correlated Gaussian fields (e.g. for 2d discrete GFF) it has been shown
in [AZ14], [AZ15, MRV16] that for large «, the normalized covariance of two points sampled from the
Gibbs measure is either 0 or 1 and the joint distribution of the Gibbs weights converges in a suitable
sense to that of a Poisson-Dirichlet variable and similar results can be found in [BC19] for general
Gaussian disordered systems in the lattice setting. The following result extends such statements
concerning overlap localization to the current GMC set up.

Theorem 2.3. Let COVT(ij/) = W [c%ﬂT( )%( /)] (recall (m)) Fiz ~v > 0 such that v is

a point of differentiability of A(v) = infyen, [M Er,(9)] (recall [2.4)) and moreover assume
that N'(v) < v(k * k)(0). Then for every € > 0 there exist §, Ty > 0 and an integer k € N and
w®, ., w® € €y such that

k
P [/Z/;T<U Covp(w™, w* ) > 5> >1-— €:| >1—c¢
i=1
for all T > Ty.

Remark 2 Assuming that \(y) is differentiable at 7, we always have N (y) < v(k * £)(0) and actually
for v < 1 (with 1 from Proposition [L0]), we have X' (v) = v(k *x £)(0) (cf. Proposition 4] part (ii)).
However, the requirement concerning the strict bound M (v) < v(k*&)(0) in Theorem 23] is related to
~ being large, at least as large as ;. Therefore, if 7 is sufficiently large such that Theorem 23] holds,
we necessarily have v > 1 — that is, Theorem 23] can not hold if v € (0,7;) in d > 3, which is the

regime in which /7 attains large values under ////;,T, as shown in Theorem 2] part (2). O

2.2 Outline of the proofs. For the convenience of the reader, we briefly describe the main ingre-
dients of the proof. Showing the estimate (2.5]) and the identity (2.7]) in Theorem 2] rely on a large
deviation route combined with tools from Malliavin calculus. First, the free energy log Eq[e?”/7 1 4]
on the path space is decomposed using It6 calculus into a martingale and an integral functional
F(u) = [ [V(z — y)pe(dz)pe(dy) of the GMC distribution gy := /Z/t\[wt € -]. The first key obser-
vation is that, while j; is itself a probability measure on R?, the function F(-) depends only on its
orbit iy = (pt * 03),cra. These orbits are elements of the quotient space M, = M/ ~ of probability
measures g € M; = M(R?) (here u ~ v if and only if v = pu % 6, for some z € R?). However,
since both spaces M7 as well as its quotient le are non-compact in the (quotient) weak topology,
the functional F' does not retain any continuity property (even when it is extended to Ml) For the
same reasons, a Markovian semigroup evolved by pu; (which was constructed in [BC16] for T proving
localization of discrete directed polymers*ﬂ also does not yield an invariant measure in ./\/l1 This
is where the construction of [MV14] becomes useful: the quotient ./\/ll(Rd) can be embedded in the
compactified space X , which, in contrast to le, is now sufficiently large to contain all limit points of
the GMC distribution j; € M1(R%) (but still sufficiently small so that the quotient M, (R9) is densely
embedded in X)9. By construction, one can then “lift” the above functional F(-) (recall ([Z4)) as well

**This approach also used the topology of [MV14] but worked with a different (but equivalent) metric which works
well in the discrete lattice. Presently in the continuum. we employ the metric directly from [MV14].

°For example, let p, be a Gaussian mixture N(n,1) + $N(-n,1) + N(O n). While neither p,, nor any of its
components, has a weak limit in M (R%), the sequence (fin)n C Ml(Rd) < X converges (in the topology of X) along
a subsequence to the element & = (a1,a1) € f7 where a; is the orbit any Gaussian (i.e., with arbitrary mean) with
variance 1.
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as the Markovian dynamics on this compactification X. The topology of X (resulting from leveraging
the metric directly from [MV14]) then guarantees an invariant measure of the semigroup. Together
with the required continuity properties of the aforementioned functionals on X , we then deduce the
desired exponential decay of the GMC volume sup ¢, /Z/}[J%(gp)], with a decay rate which is given

by the variational formula on the compactified space X which always admits minimizer(s) in M (X)
(this minimizer is unique when v > 0 is small and d > 3 which further simplifies the variational
formula). The existence of thick points (2.7]) then follow from the above arguments together with
some tools from Malliavin calculus. It should be mentioned that the current approach does not rely
on sub-additivity arguments which have been previously used as a powerful tool in obtaining deep
results about the free energy of directed polymers [CY06]). Here, the uniform exponential decay of
the GMC volume (for any temperature +) results from rather explicit variational formulas involving
functionals over (the space of probability measures on) X. From the viewpoint of the discussion in
Section [[.2]), the decay rates here are the analogues of the scaling exponents of the Liouville measure.

For proving Theorem 23] we also transport tools from Malliavin calculus to the current set up:
define the (infinite dimensional) Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator .2 = —§ o D on the abstract Wiener
space (£, F,P) (with D being the Malliavin derivative and ¢ being “divergence” acting as an ad-

joint of D) and deduce a Poincaré inequality Var( fg ZLir(B p)dr) < 2tE(HDfT( )HL2 0,T]&R%) )
fr(v,B) = +log Zy 7 = 3 log Eglexp{y 77 (w, B)}]. Here By(s,z) = e 'B(s,z)+e n((e 2t - 1)~ 1s, )
is a white noise flow, with n being an independent copy of the space-time white noise B. Apply-
ing Chebyshev’s inequality, we then get a bound P[1 fg(.iﬂfT)(Br)dr > ve/2] < C(tTe*)™! for
all e,¢ > 0, and together with the assumption that A(y) := limy_ fr(7, B) is differentiable, and
N(v) < v(k % k)(0), we obtain a localization property showing that for t = t(e,~) sufficiently large,
liminfr_,o P| /1 YTy T fo E;B:}Z) [(k*K)(ws —w)] > a] >1—%. This builds on a recent tech-
nique [BC19] developed for showing localization of general Gaussian dlsordered systems (on discrete

lattices). Together with the fact I/EE%TH,%’%F —TXN(¥)|] = o(T) (which holds true under the imposed
hypotheses) we then have the required concentration of the covariance in Theorem [2.3]

for

Organization of the rest of the article: The rest of the article is organized as follows: In Section
we collect the properties of the space X, those of the relevant energy functions defined on X and
M;(X) and their Malliavin derivatives, while the proofs of Theorem [ZI} Theorem 23] constitute
Section [l

Notation: For convenience, we will adopt the following notation throughout the sequel concerning
the GMC measure defined in (23]

o P 2
%T e %,Y’T’ gT = %Y’T = Z’Y,T e_%T(K*K)(O)’ Wlth ZT = Z’Y,T = EO [eﬁ/%T] and

V =kxk.

(2.11)

Also, unless otherwise specified, expectation with respect to the GMC probability measure ////; will
be written as Er. For two independent Brownian motions w,w’, we write for the product GMC
probability

L exp [/ (w) + () — 2TV (0)}PE(duw, du) (2.12)

/Z/;@(dw, dw') = 7
T

and expectation with respect to ////? will be written as IE? . Finally, for any ¢t > 0, G; will stand for
the o-algebra generated by the Brownian path (ws)o<s<¢. For any A € G;, we will write

Zy(A) = Eo[14 7], (2.13)
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3. THE SPACE X, ENERGY FUNCTIONALS AND ITS MALLIAVIN DERIVATIVES.

3.1 The space X.
We denote by M; = M;(R?) (resp., M<1) the space of probability (resp., subprobability) distri-
butions on R? and by M; = M, / ~ the quotient space of M; under the action of R? (as an additive

group on M), that is, for any pu € My, its orbit is defined by i = {p * 0,: = € R4} € M. Then we
define

= {f & =A{;}ier, i € Mgl,Zai(Rd) < 1} (3.1)
el
to be the space of all empty, finite or countable collections of orbits of subprobability measures with
total masses < 1. Note that the quotient space ./\/ll(Rd) is embedded in X — that is, for any p €
M (RY), 11 € Ml(Rd) and the single orbit element {1} € X belongs to X (in this context, sometimes
we will write 7z € X for {fi} € X).
The space X also comes with a metric structure. If for any k > 2, Hy is the space of functions

h: (Rd)k — R which are invariant under rigid translations and which vanish at infinity, we define for
any h € H = J;,>o Hz, the functionals

F(hy€) = azeg /(Rd)k h(wn, - a)a(day) - - - alday). (3.2)

A sequence &, is desired to converge to £ in the space X if

f(h,ﬁn)%/(h,é) vV heH.
This leads to the following definition of the metric D on X. For any &£1,& € /’E we set

o0

1 1
D(£1,6) = ; 71 [l

_ii;
r=1 2T 1 + ”hT’”OO

The following result was proved in [MV14] Theorem 3.1-3.2].

/(hmgl) - /(hr7§2)

hr(z1, ..., xE,) Ha (dx;) — Z/ (1 ey T, Ha (da;)

aeés

Theorem 3.1. We have the following properties of the space X.

e D is a metric on X and the space le(Rd) is dense in (X, D).
o Any sequence in le(Rd) has a convergent subsequence with a limit point in X. Thus, X is
the completion and the compactification of the totally bounded metric space le (RY) under D.
o Let a sequence (&,)n in X consist of a single orbit 5, and D(&n,6) — 0 where £ = (q); € X
such that a1 (RY) > as(RY) > .... Then given any € > 0, we can find k € N such that
Dk ;(R?) < & and we can write v, = Zle Qi + Pn, such that
— foranyi=1,... k, there is a sequence (an;)n C R? such that

Qi *0q, , = a; with lim inf |a,; — ap ;| = oo.

n,i n—)ool;é

— The sequence f3, totally disintegrates, meaning for any r > 0, sup,erd Bn (Br(a:))

_)
0. O
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3.2 Energy functionals on X.

We now define some key functionals on the space X which will be quite useful in the present context.
First, we set I, : X — R to be

) 2
Fy(§) = % Z /Rd n V(ry — x2) Hai(dxj)’ § = (Qi)ier- (3.3)
il % j=1

Because of shift-invariance of the integrand in ([B3), F, is well-defined on X. Moreover, we have

Lemma 3.2. F, is continuous and non-negative on X, and F,() < gV(O).

Proof. For the continuity of F,, we refer to [MV14], Corollary 3.3]. Recall that V = k% k and & is
rotationally symmetric. Hence, for any a € M<1(R?), by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

/deV(xl — x9) a(dxy) adxs) = /RM a(dzy)a(dxs) /Rd dz k(21 — 2) K(zo — 2)

Thus, F, (&) < M Zie[(ai(Rd))2 < M since for & = (@;)ier € X we have Y ier ai(Rd)
1. Moreover, since V' = k% £ is non-negative, also F.,(-) > 0.

(3.4)

IRVAN

Next, for any a € M<(R?), let
2
% (a) = / / o(d2)E, [Il{wt € da} exp {wf;(w) _ ltV(O)H
R4 JRd 2
and note that for any a € R? and t > 0, % (o) @ 4, (i x6,). Hence, we may define 4,9, : X — R as

G(&) = D Gw), &) = %) +E[Z - 4(9)] VE=(@ere X (35

Next, for any ¢ > 0, and for & = (&;); € X, we set

() = 1 o (az w X eX w —12
ofar) = o [ ot JE. 1 € do} exp (4i(w) - SV (0)}

£V = (), e X

(3.6)

Recall that % («;) @ G (c; x 0,). Likewise, we also have (a; x d,)® (dx) @ (o % 6,)(dz). Recall

that M;(X) denotes the space of probability measures on X. For any J € M;(X), then (B.6]) further
defines a transition kernel

I (9, d¢’) = /)},m(é,dﬁ')ﬂ(dé) where (¢, d¢') = P[¢Y € d¢'[¢] € My (X). (3.7)

With the above definition, let us record two useful facts.

Lemma 3.3. The set
my, = {9 € My(X): I =9 for allt >0} (3.8)

of fixzed points of Il; is a non-empty, compact subset of Ml()?)
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Proof. Note that m, # (), because &5 € m,. Moreover, by the definition of the metric D on X and
by the resulting convergence criterion determined by Theorem B.I], the map X > & — m(&,) is
continuous. This property, together with the compactness of X (and therefore also that of ./\/ll(f ))s
we have that My (X) 3 ¢ — II,(d,-) is continuous too for any ¢ > 0. It follows that m,, is a closed

subset of the compact metric space M;(X), implying the compactness of m,. O

For the next lemma we let & (i’v ) denote the space of all Lipschitz functions f : X — R with
Lipschitz constant at most 1 and f(0) = 0.

Lemma 3.4. For 0,9 € M(X) let #(9,9) = supfef(fﬂfgf(g)ﬁ(df) — [ FOU(E)| be

the Wasserstein metric on M1(X). If Q := /t\[wt € ] € Mi(RY) (so that Q, € X) and
vp = %fOT 5@tdt € My(X), then for any s > 0, P-almost surely, # (vp,Usvr) — 0 as T — 0.

Proof. Let f : X = R be any Lipschitz function vanishing at 0 € X and ‘having Lipschitz con-
stant at most 1. Then for any t € [0,s), My, = > 1, (f(@t+ks+s) — E[f(@Hkers)\fHks]) is an

(Fit(nt1)s)nen, martingale (here F; is the o-algebra generated by the noise B up to time t). Then by
the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, for some constant C' > 0, E[M, ;] < C(n + 1)?, and thus, by

Jensen’s inequality

B [( | 1@ - Bl @n17) dtﬂ _EB [( [ ¥ dtﬂ < on.

for some C' = C(s, f) > 0. Hence P{| [ F(Quss) — E[f(@tJrs)].]-}]dt! > (sn)4/5} is summable and it
follows from Borel-Cantelli Lemma that

JREGISE AN EART
almost surely. Since f has Lipschitz constant at most 1, we also have (choosing n = |T/s])

|fs:2 F(Qps) — E[f(@t+s)|]:t]dt| < 2s. Now for any s > 0, let v = %fOT 0g,,,dt, so that v = vy

Then (with I as in (37)), the above display implies that, for 7' > 0 sufficiently large, we have that
almost surely

lim sup T—4/5

T—o00

<C(s,f) (3.9)

[ st - /j(&)st(d&)‘ < C(s, )T,
X X
On the other hand,
1 2s
< —.

[ st - [ rewpan|=|3 [ r@oa-1 [ r@oa <

Combining the last two displays, and using triangle inequality, we obtain that almost surely
lim sup /5

mswp | [ fwn(ae) - [ fOMr()] < C. 1), (3.10)

By the definition of the metric D on X, for any f € Z(X), SUp g lf(&) < SUDg. 7 D(£,0) < 2 and
thus, .Z(X) forms an equicontinuous family which is closed in the uniform norm. By Ascoli’s theorem,
this space is then compact and is also separable. If Up(f) := %fOTf(@t) — E[f(@tJrs)].]-}] dt, then
given any f,g € Z(X)) with ||f — gllec < 8, we have |Ur(f) — Ur(g)] < 26. Thus (U7 (-))7>0 is
equicontinuous on the compact metric space & (i’v ), and by (B.I0) this family converges pointwise to

0 on a dense subset (fy),. Thus, by applying Arzela-Ascoli theorem once more, we obtain that this
convergence is uniform, which, together with (.I0) implies the corollary. O
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3.3 Malliavin calculus and free energy derivatives.

We recall some rudimentary facts from Malliavin calculus (see e.g. [N06]) and its consequences for
our Hamiltonian 7. Let (£, F,P) be a complete probability space carrying a centered Gaussian
process {B(h)},e 12([0,T]eRé) With covariance structure E[B(h)B(g)] = (h,g) £2([0,T|®RY)-

For any square integrable random variable F' on (£, F,P), the Malliavin derivative DF' is (when it
exists) a random element of L2([0,7] ® RY), that can be viewed as a space-time indexed stochastic
process DF' = (Dy F'); . In a particular set up, if

F = f(B(h), ..., B(hy)) (3.11)

for a C*°-function f : R™ — R, then, the Malliavin derivative is defined as
DF =Y " 0;f(B(h1), ..., B(hn))hs. (3.12)
i=1

The iterated derivative D®F is a random element in the tensor product L?([0,7] ® RY) @ --- ®
L2([0,T] ® RY).
For any p > 1 and any positive integer k > 1, note that

1/p
HWWZ[WV+ZEWWWHM
=1

defines a semi-norm, and as the domain of the Malliavin derivative D in LP(P) is denoted by D®»
in the sense that D*? is the closure of the class of random variables of the form (B.I1]) with respect
to the norm || - |[1,,. Similarly, D*»® will stand for the completion of the family of smooth random
variables with respect to the norm || - ||

With our space—tlme white noise B in our particular set up, note that for a fixed Brownian path w,
the object 77 (w, fo Jga K(y — ws)B(s,y)dyds can be reinterpreted as

:/0 /]Rd h(s,y)B(s,y)dyds, with h(s,y) = r(y — ws) € L2([0,T] ® RY).

In particular, if n = 1 and f(z) = z, then the definition (3I2)) dictates that DB(h) = h and we have
the following implications pertinent to the Malliavin derivative of /7 (w) and the free energy
. . 1 1 ;
mmzhmmzfm&:fm&wﬁwwwwwmﬂ. (3.13)
Note that,
T?E[f7(B)?) < EqE[¢ @] { BgBle- 7 H)] = 265 TVO) < o, (3.14)

where we used that for any > 0, (log(z))? < x+2~! and Jensen’s inequality. Hence, for any T, > 0,
fr(B) € L*(P). Moreover, note that (with Er denoting expectation w.r.t. .Z7, cf. (ZII)),

B = LB = [ [ Brlety ). as (315)
so that, by It6 isometry and Jensen s inequality,
T*E[(f7(v, B / / 2(y — ws))]dyds = T(k * x)(0) < oo. (3.16)
R4

Recall ([2.12]); we will also need the following expressions for the Malliavin derivatives of J#7 and
that of the free energy fr:
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Lemma 3.5. For any t > 0 and x € RY,
o D |7 (w)] = k(z —w) and
Dialfr(B) = %ET[K(;L« —w)]. (3.17)
e Moreover, the second Malliavin derivative of the free energy is given by
2

DEIfr(B)] = % (ETW —w)?’) = Ef[s(x — w)n( - wm) (3.18)

where IAE% denotes expectation w.r.t. the product GMC measure ////:,@ defined w.r.t. two inde-
pendent Brownian paths.
e For any smooth random variable F of the form [BI1), we have

E[FB(h)] = E[ /0 ' /[R ) thFda:dt]. (3.19)

Proof. Note that the first assertion is a consequence of the definition of Malliavin derivative, while
B17) follows from the chain rule and the fact

Eolk(z — wt)e“/%f (“’)]

Dislfr(B)] = 7 7

Also, the assertion (B.18) follows from

D[ fr(B)]
— 72 IE:0 [K(‘T — wt)2epyjfT (w)] 72 A (W) EO [H(x - wt)epyjfT (w)]
= T Eo[e’yjf:r(w)] - TEO [H(.’Z’ — (A-)t)e’y :| < (Eo[e,\/%T(w)])Q >

Finally, (3:19) is an easy consequence of integration by parts for Malliavin calculus that asserts that
on any Hilbert space H and h € H,

E[FB(h)] = E[(DF,h)y]. (3.20)
O

3.4 Flows on path space and a Poincaré inequality

Using the tools from Malliavin calculus from previous section, the goal of the current section is to
prove a Poincaré inequality defined w.r.t. a flow for an infinite dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (O-U)
process.

Let us first recall the definition of an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator defined w.r.t. a standard
Gaussian measure g in finite dimensions R™. Note that if f : R® — R is differentiable, then its
gradient Vf: R" — R" defines a vector field and the divergence § : R — R can be thought of
as an “adjoint” for V in the Hilbert space L?(R™), i.e. § acts on a vector field v : R® — R"
via the relation EX[V f - v] = E#[fév]. Via this relation we also have, for any v = (v@,... 0™)
with v@ : R® — R and f : R®™ — R continuously differentiable, by integration by parts
EAVS-v] = 30 Joe Oif (@0 (2)u(dz) = D0 [an f(@) (ziv®@(2) — ;09 (2))p(dz), and conse-
quently, dv = Y1 (z;0 — 9;v™). In particular, the latter identity implies for v = fVg : R" — R"
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and any sufficiently smooth f,g: R™ — R, that

n

5(fVyg) = Z |:$zf( )&i <§£ aai. +f(4”)g%2]>} (3.21)

i=1
=-Vf-Vg— f(Ag—x-Vg).

Now we can define the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator £ as

L=-60V, (3.22)
and given ([B.21]) (for the particular choice f = 1), the above definition reduces to
Lg=—-6(Vg)=Ag—=x-Vg. (3.23)

The above finite dimensional setup can be translated to the abstract Gaussian space (£, F,P) too
by replacing the gradient by the Malliavin derivative D defined before, while the divergence ¢ acts as
an adjoint of D. In other words, for any F' € H = D®? and u in the domain of §, we have

E[(DF,u)g] = E[Fd(u)]
and the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator .Z for £ then is defined by
¥ =—-6oD. (3.24)

Recall the integration by parts formula for Malliavin calculus ([3.20). We apply that formula to the
product of the two random variables F, G of the form (B.II]). Then,

E[G(DF,h)g] = —E[F(DG, h)g] + E[FGB(h)].
If u, which is in the domain of ¢ has the form u = Z;LZI Fh;, then by the last display,

(DF,u)g ZE F{(DF,hj)u] = >  —E[F(DF;, h)u] + E[FF; B(h;)]
7j=1
and we conclude that d(u) = >%_, F;B(hj) — (DFj,h;)s. For the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator .#
this means Zu = —§(Du) = 3% (D Fj, hj)y — DF;B(hj). Applying this theory in our setting to
the functional fT(B), the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator has the form

(L f)(B / / D fr(B)dadt — B(Dfr(B)). (3.25)

Let 77 be space-time white noise which is an independent copy of B. That is, ()} rer2o,rora) 18
a centered Gaussian process with covariance E[n(f1)n(f2)] = (f1, f2) 20, 11er?)-

We define the Ornstein Uhlenbeck flow of B at time ¢ > 0 by
Bi(s,z) = e 'B(s,z) + e 'n((e® —1)7s,z) if t > 0, By=B. (3.26)
Recall that A\0%2B(\2s,0z) has the same law as that of B(s,z) for any A\,# > 0. Since 7 is an

independent copy of B, it follows that for any fixed t > 0, {B(f)} ¢ is also a centered Gaussian
process with the same covariance structure E[B;(f1)B:(f2)] = (f1, f2) 120, m)eme) -

Therefore, we can define

T
Hiw, B = [ [ nly = ) Bils.g)dyds,
0 R

- (3.27)
Mr(By) =

By exp {77 (w, Bt)}IP’O(dw), Zr(B,) = Eqg [exp {’y,%”;p(w,Bt)}].
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For expectation E#1(Bt) with respect to the probability measure ////;(Bt) we write IE(TB”. And if w, o’
are two independent Brownian motions, we write

/Zl;@(Bt) = m exp { V(A (w, By) + (', By)) }PS (dw, dw')

. i ®
and for expectation with respect to the probability measure ////:,@ (B:) we write Eﬁf 2
We also need

Lemma 3.6. For any T,~v > 0,

T . .
Zfr(B) =2*V(0) - = /0 BP0 [V (ws — w)lds —1fp(3, Br) € (). (328)

fOT’ fT as an and fé"(’}lu Bt) = %fT(’Ya Bt)

Proof. Indeed, recall (317)) and (BI8)) for the first two Malliavin derivatives of fp. Then,

B/(Dfr(B))) / / DEEOI(y — we)] By(s, y)dyds 2 5 fi(y, By) (3.29)

and with the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck generator, see (3.25]), we have (3.28). Moreover, since 0 < V() <
V/(0), by using (LTB), we have BLZ fr(5)%] = ELZ fr(B)%) < COAV0P + (1, Yagpy) < 0. O

The following Poincaré inequality will be quite useful in the context of proving Theorem [2.3]

Lemma 3.7. Let fr(By) be the functional defined in 3I3) w.r.t. the flow By defined in (3.20).
Then, for any T and -,

< / LB )< ZEIID (B2 0170

Proof. Let Var and Cov stand for variance and covariance w.r.t. P, while (£%):>0 stands for the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. That is, for + > 0, and a test function g € L?(P) defined on the path
space of the white noise so that Zg € L*(P),

(gztg)(B) = E[Q(Bt)‘B]-
Then, for any 0 < s < t,
Cov(g(Bs),9(Bt)) = Cov(g(B;), E[g(B:)|B;))
= Cov(g(Bs), e@t_sg(Bs)) = Cov(g(B), Zi_.q(B)).

Now let {t;};>0 be an orthonormal basis of L?(P) consisting of eigenfunctions of ., with ¢y = 1,
LYy = Moo = 0 and g?/)j = —/\jT/)j with )\j > 0 for j > 1. Then, for g = Zj>0 aj¢j S L2(P), we
have B

— Z )\jaﬂﬁj, e@tiﬂg = — Z )\jaje_)‘jtzbj.

j21 gzl
Further, if g1 = ZjZO a; Y, go = Zj>0 bj; € L2(P) then
Cov(g1(B Za]
j>1

and if in addition D® gy, D® gy exist, then
—E[91(B)Zg2(B)] = E[Dg1(B) Dga(B)]. (3.30)
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Hence, Cov(ZLg(B.,), Lg(By)) = Cov(Lg(By), Pi—sL9(By)) = dis1 )\ga?e_’\j(t_s). Again, if g =
>0 a;%j, then by B30,

E||Dg(B)|* = ~E[g(B)Lg(B)] = ) _ Aja}-

j=1
Thus,
/ Cov(Zg(B,), Lg(B,))dr = Z/ aze M dr =3 " \jaf (1 — e M) < E||Dg(B)||?
Jj=1 Jj>1
and finally
1 t . 1 t t . .
Var<z/ .i”g(B,)dr) = t_2/ / Cov(ZLg(B,), Lg(Bs))dsdr
0 0 Jo
2 [to[r . . 2 o
= t_2 Cov(.i”g(Br),fg(Bs))dsdr < zEHDg(B)H .
We now choose g(B) = fr(v, B) and since fr,.Z fr € L*(P), we apply the above bound. O

Corollary 3.8. For any e > 0 and v > 0,

gk /0 B> | < 0

Proof. Recall that {t;};>0 is an orthonormal basis of L?(P) consisting of eigenfunctions of ., with
1o = 1. Since L fr(-) = 2]21 a;Aj1;() and ¢; L1 for all j > 1, we have E[ZfT(Bt)] = 0. Then by
Lemma [3.7] and by Jensen’s inequality,

1t . 2 [ (T [ 4 272V (0)
Var|= [ (Zfr)(B,)dr| < “E|= Er[x?(y — ws)]dyds| = :
alt [@maa] <282 [0 [ Bl - woaes] =20
Therefore, the claim follows by Chebyshev’s inequality. O

4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS: THEOREM [2.1] - THEOREM [2.3]

4.1 Proof of Theorem [2.11 Theorem [2.I] will be proved in four steps.
Step 1: For any x € R? and A € G we set (recall the notation from (ZIT)-(ZI2))
,ff(z)(A) =, []IA evéfT(w)—gTV(O)]‘

Lemma 4.1. We set My = 7f0 Jza Et[ k(y — wt)]B(t,y)dydt. Let Q; := ////t\[wt €] e MR so0
that Q, € X. Let F, and G be the functionals defined in (B.3) and [BH), respectively. Then

Liog 2, —iM“)—i/TF(@ )t and

T BT T T T TN

1., 1 72

—1 Y A / —

T108(@7(&)) = 7 My — o dt( E:eg o V(81 72) (4.1)
aq,000

2

1 . )
QIEse [ esta 2w e ary) ).

where MY is a mean zero martingale defined below in ([&X).
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Proof. Writing Zp = Eq[e"”7] and applying It6’s formula to log Z7 we have

1

@d@ﬂ (4.2)

1
dlog Zp = —dZp —
0og 4T 77 T
Again by It6’s formula,

dZ; = Ey [’y /]Rd W) i (y — wy) B¢, y)dy} dt + Eo [%2 /]Rd ) e (y — wt)2dy} dt. (4.3)
The quadratic variation of Z; is also given by
Az =a(Ea|y [ e Onty - w B )
=5 | [ I )ity — uf)y | a (4.0
= ?ES [V(wt — ) ew(%ﬁ(wwﬁ(w'»] dt
where w’ is another Brownian motion independent of w. Combining (4.2)-(44]) yields

o~ . 2/\
dlog Z; = vE, [/ k(y — wy)B(t, y)dy] dt + %Et [/ k(Y — wt)2dy] dt
Rd R4

Vs
— 71[31? [V(wt — wg)] dt

where we recall from (ZI2]) that E, denotes expectation w.r.t. the GMC measure ////t\, while IAE,? stands

for the same w.r.t. the product GMC measure ////;8) Since [pa k(Y — we)?dy = [pa £ (y)dy = V(0),
the display above now yields

T 2 2 T
~ . TV (0 ~
log Z7 = ’Y/ Eq [/ k(Y — wt)B(tay)dy] dt + VT() - %/ EP [V (w — wy)] dt,
0 Rd 0
where w,w’ are independent Brownian motions. Consequently,

1 1 ,.Y2 M(l) ,.Y2 T __
T log 27 = Tlog Zr — EV(O) = TT — ﬁ/o EP [V(w — wy)] dt.

From the above display the first identity in (1) follows. Repeating the It6 computation for log(9r(¢))
also proves the second identity in (£I) with

1 P 72 .
(2) v (w)—L-TV(0)
My = /0 dt /]Rd dy 70 ageg /]Rd a(dz)E, [H(y — ws)e 2 B(s,y). (4.5)

0

A similar computation as Lemma 1] also provides

Lemma 4.2. For any v >0, d >0 and as T — oo, we have log Zp — Ellog Zr| = o(T).

Proof. For any s € [0,T] we set
X1 = log Zr — Ellog Z7], Xr,s = E[log Zr — E[log Z7]|Fs],
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where F, is the o-algebra generated by the noise B up to time s. We note that (X7,5)seio, 18 @
martingale and also that

Xrs=E {7 /0 ' /R ) Ei[r(y — wi)] B(t,y)dydt
+ ’Y; /OT E [ﬁ;@ [V (wi — w})] ] —EP [V(w — w})] dt‘};] :

The quadratic variation of Xt 7 is given by

oy = (v [ [ Bieto—wolBesanar) =2 [ [ (Bt —) e <277(0),

which we will estimate now as follows: Indeed, again by the martingale property of (Xt s)sc(0,1), We
have that for any a € R, (exp {aXT,S — %<XT,S>})5 €[0.7] is also an exponential martingale. Therefore
by Chebyshev’s inequality, for any a,u > 0,

P(XT > u) < E[eaXT]e—au < E[eaXT,T—§<XT,T>]e%’szV(O)—a“_

Since X7 = 0, minimizing over a yields

2
a? U
< - — S
P(X7r > u) <exp { m>1%)1 { 5 y*TV(0) au}} exp { 22TV (0) }
Since the same calculations hold by replacing X7 by — X7, it follows that, for any v > 0,
u2
P(|log Zr — Elog Z <2 - .
(|log Zp og Zr| > u) < exp( 2’y2TV(O)>

In particular, for n € (%, 1) and for a sequence defined by 77 = 1, and T,,41 = T}, + T}/, so that

1
T, = nT= M) a5 n 00, the upper bound in the last display, combined with Borel-Cantelli lemma,
implies that

lim log Z1, — Bllog Zr, ] =0, P-— as. (4.6)

n—00 T,
In order to strengthen the latter assertion for T' — oo, we apply Lemma HM.1] which implies that
log Zp = My — $(Mr) + l;TV(O) where Mp = ’yfo Jza Ei[k(y — wy))B(t, y)dydt is a continuous
martingale satisfying %(Mﬂ < 42V(0) for all T > 0. We now fix a sequence ¢, — 0 such that

el =n°M). For n large enough, 2V (0)T}! < £,T}+1, and by Doob’s inequality, we have

P< sup  |log Zp —log Z1, — Elog Zr + Elog Z7, | > 2€nTn+1>
TnSTSTn+1

<P sup  [Mr— M > eT ) < (Th) PB[0r,..) - ()]
TnSTSTn+1

and as E[(M7, ) — (Mr,)] <~+*V(0)(Tn+1—T,), the right-hand side above defines a summable series
if we choose n € (1/2,1) large enough. Together with (Z6]), Borel-Cantelli lemma then concludes the
proof of the lemma.

0

Step 2: We will now prove
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Lemma 4.3. With F, defined in (3.3)), define Ep, : My (X Y) — R to be
er,(0) = [ P € 0c) (@7
X

Then Eg, is continuous on Ml(j(v) Moreover, with II,(-,-) defined in [B.1), we have, for any T > 0
and € € X, [ &p (1,0¢) dt < — E[log Z7].

Proof. Recall that F, is continuous on Xand Xisa compact metric space. Thus, £, is also continuous
on M, (X). We will now prove fOT Er, (I1;0¢) dt < — E[log 27].
Note that by the definition of £, and that of II;, we have for any ¢

Er, (;de) = /X 5 (€I (8¢, dE) / E (&) P[¢W € dg'l€] = E[F,(£©)].

On the other hand, F,(£W) = l > aee Jraxra V(w1 — 22) H2‘:1 a”(dz;) and so

Er, (o) = [ Z/Rded (1 — x2) Ha(t)(daz )] (4.8)

Recall that 97 (¢) = 9r(€) + E[27 — 9r(€)]. We claim that

T
/0 Er, (ide)dt < —E[log(97(€))]. (4.9)

For proving (49]), we first consider the sum on the right-hand side of (£38). Since V,«, 25 and %,(§)
are nonnegative,

2

o wl—mﬂl ol (d)
>y

2
1
-z ———a;(dz))E,, [H{w? € dz;}e? @),
a1 2)]':'15%(5) 3(dz)Ex; [1{ it ]

a1 €€ az€ef dXRd
thus by (4.8)),
2
Ep, (i) < E Z Z / V(z1 —$2)H —#Oéj(de) E., [H{wf’ € dz;}e? )] |
a16£ as€l IxR? j=1 gT(&)

Claim (Z3) now immediately follows from Lemma [T} as M{” in Lemma [Tl is a martingale that has
expectation 0.

For any £ = (&;)icr € X, let o(€) = Sics @i(RY) (which is well-defined on X because a(R%) =
(a%d,)(R?) for any aM<q and x € R?) and o(-) > 0, with identity being true if and only if ¢ =0 € X.
We now use ([4.9) for those ¢ with o(§) > 0. Using the concavity of the logarithm, we obtain

B[ 10g(7r(€))] = B[log (o(9 2

)
> o(oBlog (2

+(1-0(€)EZy)]
(4.10)

) + (1= 0(§))log (E27).
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As [o(&)~! Eaeg a(dz) =1, we can use Jensen’s inequality, so that

o (i) o (Bog) ) = [ (B wene

@ gT)

Elog (g;T((g)) > /]Rd <%>Elog 27 = Elog Z7.

By using Jensen’s 1nequahty once more, log EZ7T > Elog %7, and both lower bounds, together with
(9] and (£I0), yield fo Er, (II;6¢) dt < — Ellog 27] for any £ € X with ¢(€) > 0. The last inequality,
when (&) = 0, follows immediately by Jensen’s inequality. Indeed, if o(§) = 0, then g (II;d¢) = 0
for all ¢t and so fOT Er, (I0¢) dt = —log EZ7 < — El[log Z7]. Thus, the inequality in Lemma E3] holds
unconditionally. O

and since Z27[z]

Step 3: Recall [B7) for definition of II; and its fixed points m = {¢ € M1 (X) : II; 9 = ¥ for all ¢ > 0}.
Then the inequality in Lemma 3] dictates that, for any ¢ € m,,

1 1 T 1 /7

which proves that liminfr_,. — 7 E[log 27] > SUPyem, €F, (V).

Now Lemma [ 4limplies that, for any s > 0, # (v, lIsvr) — 0 almost surely. Combining this conver-
gence with the fact that m, is compact, we have the (almost sure) law of large numbers # (v, m,) — 0

almost surely w.r.t. P. Also note that by Lemma IE:L log 21 = - — 7 fo Qt dt, where M(l)
is a martingale with mean zero and quadratic Variation given by

d(M%) // By [k(y — wy)] dydt<fy/ / E; [k(y — wi)?] dydt = 4TV (0),
R4 R4

showing that lim supp_,., — log %1 = lim supT oo T fo @t)dt almost surely. Furthermore, by
definition of the occupation measures vy = 7 fo (5~ dt it holds that % fo Qt)dt Er, (vr). Since
Er, (+) is continuous on My (X ), using the almost sure law of large numbers V/(VT, m,) — 0, it follows
that

1
limsup — — log 27 = limsup &g, (vr) < sup &, (V) a.s. (4.11)
T—o0 T T—o0 dem,y
On the other hand, again by Lemma 1] and as ]\4}1 ) has mean zero, it follows that — %E[log Zr) =
E[€p, (v1)]. By LemmaB.2] both F, and g, , are non-negative and bounded from above by v2V(0) /2.
Therefore, by reverse Fatou’s lemma and (£.11]),

lim sup — %E[log Z7) = limsupE[€p, (v7)] < E[limsup&p, (v7)] < sup Ep, (V)

T—o0 T—o0 T—o0 dem,y

and therefore limy_,o — 7E[log 27] = SUPyem, €, (V). Finally, by combining Lemma and the
previous arguments we have the almost sure statement

.1 .1
Th_I};o T log a@p%T = 1}1_13(1)0 fE[lOg %%T] = — ﬁsélnﬂ 5F,Y (79), (412)



GEOMETRY OF THE GMC IN THE WIENER SPACE 21

Step 4: In this step we will conclude the proof of Theorem 2.1] using the two results stated below for
which we will use the notation

2
Ay) = lV(O) — sup Ep,(¥), 7 =inf{y>0: sup&p (-) > 0} € [0,00]. (4.13)
2 ﬁemw my
Proposition 4.4. Fiz d € N and v > 0. Then the following hold:
. 2 , 2 .
(i) It holds \(~y) = %V(O) if v <1 and A(y) < HV(0) if v > 1.
(ii) Let fr(v) = fr(v,B) = £log Zy1 (so that limy_,e fr(y) = A(y) almost surely) and assume

that \(y) is differentiable at ~y, then 0 < N (v) <~AV(0) and if yp = v+ o(T) as T — oo, then
it holds that

Tlim friyr) =XN(v)  a.s. and in L' (P) (4.14)
—00
and R
Tlim E, 1 [!T_I%T(w) — )\’(fy)u =0 a.s. andin L*(P). (4.15)
—00

(i) Now fix d > 3. Then v1 = y1(d) > 0 and for v € [0,7], A(y) = l;V(O). In particular, A(7y)
is differentiable in [0,~v1) and almost surely

lim T, [ (w)] = X () = 7V(0).

T—o00

We will prove Proposition [£4] after completing the proof of Theorem 2.1 below, for which we will
also need

Proposition 4.5. Fixd € N and v > 0. Then there exists a non-empty, compact subset m,, C ./\/ll(/f’)
such that the supremum

sup £, (0) = swp [ (©9(d0 (4.16)

Yem,y demy JX
is attained, and we always have supy,_ Ep,(*) € (0,7 2(k % K)(0)/2]. Moreover, there exists y1 = 1(d)
such that y1 > 0 if d > 3; and if v € (0,71], then m, = {05} is a singleton consisting of the Dirac
measure at 0 € X and consequently in this regime SUPy,, Er,(-) = 0. If v > 71, then SUPy, Er, > 0.
Finally, if 9 € my is a mazimizer of Er (-) and V(§) > 0 for & = (ay)ier € X, then e i(RY) =1
(i.e., any mazimizer of (A0 assigns positive mass only to those elements ofj(v whose total mass add
up to one).

Proof. The set m,, C Ml(i’v ) has been defined in Lemma [3.3] which also implies that m, is non-empty
and compact. The fact that the supremum SUP,, £ Fw(') is attained over m, is a consequence of the
continuity of €, (recall Lemmald.3)) on the closed subspace m, of M (X Y) which is compact (because X
is compact). Now by Lemmal3.2} sup, €p, < 72V (0)/2 and by definition, Supy, €k, > 0 and equality
holds by Part (i) of Proposition 4] if and only if v < ;. Moreover, by Part (iii) of Proposition 4]
v >0if d > 3.

It remains to prove that, for v > 71, a maximizer of m, gives positive probability only to those ele-
ments ¢ € X which have total mass 1. We again write o(£) = >_,.; o;(R?) and using the strict concav-

. m L . 4, 4,

ity of & = ¥ 7y We get a strict inequality E[o(£™)] = [%(5) t((lg)cr(i))] [%(g]igﬂa(@) =o(§),
where 5(“ is defined in ([B.6)). It follows that, for any ¢ > 0, [o(¢)IL(9,d¢’) = [H(dE)E[o(£W)] <
[ 9(d€) o (&) if ¥ assigns positive mass to £&. But on the other hand we also have II;¥ = 9, since ¥ € m,.

The resulting contradiction shows that 1 assigns positive mass only to those £ € X that have total
mass 0 or 1.
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Next, we note that if m, = {d5}, then Supy, €p, = 0 and by Proposition 4] we have v < .
In other words, if v > 1, there exists an element d; # 9 € m, which, by our previous remark,
satisfies 9(.#) = 1 where . = {¢ € X: o(£) € {0,1}}. We also set .71 = {£ € X: o(f) = 1}
It now suffices to show that (1) € (0,1) implies that ¥y is not a maximizer of m,. Therefore,
with 9o (-|.71) denoting conditional probability on X, we claim that, whenever 99(.#1) € (0,1), then
Er, (Vo(-|:#1)) > Ep,(¥9). Indeed, by continuity of F, we have F.(£) > 0 = F,(0) for any & # 0.
Combining this with the fact that 790(,5” ) = 1 shows that, for those ¥y with Jo(.#1) € (0,1),

— Yo(HA
er, 1)) = [ Femiag + 5 [ m©ona > [ B @m0 = & o)
ﬁo(y 1) Ja 7
Since ¥ € my = Yo(-|1) € m,, *q | the above display implies that the element ¥ is not a maximizer,
which completes the proof of Proposition O

Let us now conclude

Proof of Theorem [2.1] (assuming Proposition 4.4): Recall that Z, 7 := E¢[e?”7] and note that,
by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any v > 0 and T' > 0,

1 — 1 1 ,
sup — log .4 [ ()] = sup —log [—Eo <ewa ﬂwm(so)ﬂ
PpECT T PpECT ZT ’

1 1
= sup T log [WEQ< o ]lJVr,T(SD)>:|

goe(o”:p ( ) (4 17)

) .
=—= IOg Eo[e?”"] + sup — logEy (ewa Iy, T(so)>
WE%T T
< log Eole?7"] + 57 10g Eo[e7T] + sup - logIP’o[e/V ()]
pECT T

To handle the third term above, note that for any ¢ € ¢r, and with w,w’ denoting two independent
Brownian paths,

Po(w € Ar1(p)” = E§ [I{w € Ar(p),w' € A 1(0)}]-
Now if w,w’ € A 7(p), then ||w — w'| s, < 2r. In particular,

ES [H{w € Mr(p)w' € Mr(p)}] <EF[1{|lw — w'|lecr < 2r}] =P ([lw — w'[loe,r < 2r)
= PO(\/§HWHOO,T S 27’) = Po(w € ‘/V\/ir,T(O))

Combining the last two displays, we have,

—

su%) log Po(w € A7 1(p)) < = logPo(w € N o7 (0 ). (4.18)
peeT

\)

However, for any r > 0, the probability Po(w € A 5,,(0)) can be rewritten as Po(r > T,
where 7 denotes the first exit time of the standard Brownian motion from the ball B s, (0),
and therefore by the spectral theorem for ——A with Dirichlet boundary condition on B \[T(O)

°*To see this, note that £ € . if and only if & € .%. Thus, for any A C X, we have (£, A) = me(§, AN A1)
if £ € 9 and also m(§, AN ) =0if £ ¢ 1. The required implication now follows from these two identities, since
(%o (-|51), A) = m fy1 (€, A)9o(dE) and

/m(&A)ﬁo(d£)=/ m(&Aﬂ%)ﬁo(dg)Jr/ me(€, AN A)o(dE) = e (Do, AN ).
1 A1 70

1
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we have limp o 1 log Po(w € N zrr(0) = —A1(v2r). Recall that by ([@I2), we have P-a.s.,
limy_,o0 7 log Zy p = w — SUpyem, 6F, (V). Thus, (@I7)-(ZI8) yield, P-as.,

1 —
limsup sup — log . Z, [N 1(0)]
T—oo pEeér T

1 . 1 . 1
< —Z)\l(\/ir) — Th_l)I;O T log Z, v + 1}1_13(1)0 T log Zovy 1 (4.19)

= Lawan [0 (ﬁ)} . [M ~ sup &, (9)] = -6,
4 2 Lo 2 2 Prn

as claimed in (Z0) of Theorem 21 By the first part (i) of Proposition 4] for any d € N and v > 0,
Ay) = «,2\;'(0) — SUPyem, €r, (9) € [0, W] Thus, using that A(y) > 0 and A(2y) < 272, we have,
for any d € N and v > 0, © > 1A (v2r) — 42V(0). Thus for any d € N, if IX;(v2r) > 7*V(0)
then © > 0. Since the map (0,00) > 7 — A(r) is decreasing, for any d and +, we find 79 > 0 such
that ©® > 0 if r < rg. On the other hand, for given d € N and r > 0, we find 7, > 0 such that
0> i)\l(\/?r) — 42V (0) > 0 for any v < 7.. Finally, by part (iii) of Proposition @4, for d > 3 and
v € [0,71/2], we have © = %)\1(\/5 ) — 2 \go H Together with a pointwise lower bound similar to
([235]) which will be shown below in Proposition [4.6] the proof of the first part of Theorem 2.1l is thus

complete. Also we note that the required bound (27) in the second part follows directly from part
(iii) of Proposition .41 O

Proposition 4.6. Fiz d € N, r > 0. Then there is a constant p € (0,00) such that for any v > 0 and
P-a.s.

1 —~
lim inf = log .4, 7 [A;(0)] > (Al( J+p+ L V(O) + sup Ep, (19)) (4.20)
T—oo T Yem.,

Together with the previous arguments, the above result will follow from

Lemma 4.7. Fixz any d € N and any r > 0. Then there is a constant p € (0,00) and a random
variable C(p) for any ¢ € € such that for T sufficiently large,

Bo{ Arr(9)} > Clo)exp [ — (M (r/2) +p)T]

Proof. First we write H- = {f : f(0) = 0, fo |f'(s)]?ds < oo}. For any f € HX, by the Cameron-
Martin theorem we have

Po(w € A 2(f)) = /Jﬁ@w@ SISO € 171 (0)}dBo(w)

Iw € Ap(0)}]-

By Jensen’s inequality to the above expectation and also invariance of the set w € .4, /2(0) with respect
to the map w — —w, we then have

—e~3Jo WOPdp(, e A72(0))Eo {efoT f(s)dw

Po(w € N ja(f)) > e 2o WS By e a7 5(0)). (4.21)

1t could very well be that a strengthening of the argument above yields that (for d > 3 and + sufficiently small) the
decay rate is simply © = X1 (v/2r) (without the penalization term v*V'(0)/2 being present). Instead of Cauchy-Schwarz
bound above, we could have as well invoked Holder’s inequality with 1/p 4+ 1/¢ = 1 and then optimize over p > 1 (and
g > 1). However, the eigenvalue would then carry an extra term 1/q factor which would bring the decay rate closer to
zero when ¢ gets larger.
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We will now handle both the terms on the right-hand side above. Again by the spectral theorem,
1imT_>oo%logIP’0(w € A,2(0)) = =\ < 0. For any given f € HL, let us now handle the term

o= 3 Jo If(9)ds i #21). For any s < t, with s,t € [0,T7], let us define the functional
Bs,t : CgT — R+,

t
Buate) =it { [ 17/@Pdus 1 € 1(5) = 5(5), 1) = (0, sup () — £ (1) < 12}
s ue|(s,t
First remark that, for any s < u < ¢, we have

Bs,t S Bs,u + Bu,t-

That is, the map t — By is sub-additive, and therefore by Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem
we have

. 1 B )
tgngot By () = p, a.s.-Py (4.22)

and the almost sure limit p is deterministic. We need to show that p is finite for which we first note
that by Fatou’s lemma, (4.22]) implies that p < E¢(Bp1). If we write B := By 1, then for any ¢ € ér
and for every fixed f € H, by change of variables and using the linearity of the relation in the
infimum defining B(-), we have

Bly+ f) = /\f ) 2du,

and therefore

1
VB@ 1 - VB@ <| /0 | () Pdu]12,

meaning that the map ¢ — /B(p) is Lipschitz. Hence, by Borell’s inequality, VB — median(\/E)
possesses Gaussian tails, implying in particular that Eo((v/B)?) = Eq(B) < co. As already remarked,
we have p < Eg(B), so that together with the last upper bound we have finiteness of the limit p in

@22).

Finally, note that for any fixed 7' > 0 and ¢ € %7, by lower-semicontinuity of the norm H:lp 5f—
fo | (u)|>du)/?, there exists a (minimizing) function f™ = f((y) such that

T
FD0) = p(0),  fTT) = o(T), Box = /0 7 (s)Pds.

Then by (£.21)),
PE(w € A (9)|p) > PE(w € M po(FD)|p) > e 750TPy(w € A;5(0))
and by ({22]),

1
11m1nf—10g]P’®(w € M(o)|p) > 24 lim = log Po(w € A72(0)).
2 T—oooT

T—o00
Combining the finiteness of p together with (£I8]) now proves the desired lower bound. O

Remark 3 A uniform exponential lower bound in Proposition should follow from a uniform lower
bound on the Wiener probability in Lemma [£7] (with a pre-factor C' which is independent of ¢ on the
right hand side of the bound there).
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Proof of Proposition [{.6: We choose T' > 0 sufficiently large so that Lemma [4.7] holds. Let Ar C ¢r
be any set with Po(Ar) > 0. If we write Zr(Ar) = Eo[e"714,], then the same arguments as in

(£12) imply that, P-a.s.,

lim inf T log Z7(Ar) = hm mf TE[log Zr(Ar)).

T—o00

We choose Ar = A, 7(0) (which has strictly positive probability under Py by Lemma (7). Next,
using Jensen’s inequality, we note that

Ellog Zr(A7)] = E[log (Po(Ar) Bo[e?7| Ar] )] — log Po(Ar) + E[log Eq [ \AT]}
> log Po(A7) + v Eo [E[57]|Ar]| = log Po(Ar),

where for the last identity we used that the martingale .#%(-) has mean 0 under P. Combining the
last two displays, followed by Lemma .7 it holds

.. 1 o _ﬁT\/ 0 .. 1 ’Y2 72
lﬁlo%ff log Eg [Il%/r((p)e7 =5 TV( )} > lﬂlo%ff log Po(Ar) — EV(O) > -Mi(r/2) —p— EV(O)
with p = p(r) € (0,00) defined in (£22). Hence, P-almost surely,
S A 7 N
thi)lOIéf T log A 7 [(0)] > — <)\1 (r/2) +p+ 7‘/(0) — hTIIi}loIlf T log Q”T>,
which proves the required lower bound. O
We now owe the reader the

Proof of Proposition [4.4l () Since supyem, €, (¥) > 0 it follows that A(y) < ;V( 0) for all v > 0.
The fact that v — — lim7p_,o, +E[log 2, 7] is non-decreasing in [0, o0] and is continuous in (0, 00) can
be shown following the arguments of [CY06] for discrete directed polymers. It follows that A(y) =
TV(0) if v < v and A(y) < FV(0) if v > 7.

(ii) Let us now assume that A() is differentiable at 7, and note that V' = k x k satisfies 0 < V(+) <
V(0). We will prove the identity

¥ 1 [T 7.

—E[log Z, 7] = /0 r(V(O) — 7 /0 E [E?T[V(wt - wé)]] dt) dr (4.23)
below. Assuming this, the statement 0 < X (vy) < vV(0) follows from the fact that the integrand in
#23)) is bounded by 0 from below and by »V(0) from above.

We now prove (£.23]) using tools from Malliavin calculus and Gaussian integration by parts intro-
duced in the last section. First differentiating log Z, 7 w.r.t. v yields

8 '~ epyffT( ) .
8—E[log Z%T] =E [E%T[%( =[Eq [ [/ / k(z — wy) B(t, a:)da:dt” .
Y Rd

%T

From Gaussian integration by parts (cf. ([319)) we obtain

[ [“/”T(W/ /]Rd T —wy) tm)dxdt” Eo[ [/ /]Rd (x —wi)Dy g WjT()da;dt”

We now compute the Malliavin derivative on the right-hand side above:
e’yjfT (w) e’yjfT (w) eﬁ/%T (w)

t, = YR\T — Wy -7
’ 2,1 ( ) 2% Z»%T

)

Eo [/{(x - w{)eyWT(“/)}
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Here w,w’ denote two independent Brownian motions. Thus,

O Bllog Z, 7] = Eo|E /T (& —w)D T
— o) = KT —w z xdt
e L R el

T eV (@) &Y (w)+ 71 (W)
= 'yE[/ / Eo [52(33 — wy) 7 ] —EY [/ﬁ(az — wy)k(r — w)) }dxdt]
0 Jrd

2
7T Z%T

R PN
_— (V(O) - T/o E[EfiT[V(wt - wg)]} dt)
and the identity (£.23)) follows.

We now prove (@.I4]) and (£15). The first claim (4I4]) is an immediate consequence of the convexity
of v + log Z, 7, which follows readily from Hélder’s inequality. Then the second claim ([@I5) can be
deduced further from (€.I4]) using an idea from [P10] as follows. Recall ([8.15]) and note that for 79 > 0,

Hp(w) Hr(w) By 1 (w)]

EVO,T[ fT( )H E’YOyT|: T T

Next we can rewrite, using the fundamental theorem of calculus, that for any vo < 7,

/7 B L[| 40 (w) — ()] dr

— (= WS [l (w) - ()] + [

o

:dr/ dec‘;)eE@ [ (w) — ()]

and by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, combined with the bound (a + b)? < 2a? + 2b?, we have

%E%U%(w) = (W] < 4Var Z [ A ()]

Combining the last two displays we have, for v > 7,
| (w) — ()]

2 Y
< / EGT‘%T EQT%T ‘d9+4/ Varj/\ [,%”T()]dH
Y= Y0 or

'YOT

By Jensen’s inequality,

1 1 v
Eo,r| A7 (w ~-E [ (w)]|df ) < /Var/\ ()] d6.
(2 [ B Burbrrnfi) < -1 [
Combining the last estimates, we have
%( ) ‘ Ur(y)
—— + 4V , where
o ~ 00| <2/ g + 4w ()

() = 7 / Var 72 [#()]d0 = [ 54(0)36 = £30) - Fr (oo

Yo

H LES | (@) - ()

(4.24)

and in the second identity in the above display we used that f/\(-) = + T Var —~ [%] It remains to show

that the upper bound in ([£24]) vanishes in the limit 7" — co. Recall that we assumed differentiability
of 79 — A(70), and together with convexity of fr(-), we have that for any given € > 0, we may choose

~ sufficiently close to o such that limsupy_,., U7(vy) < € a.s. and in L'. Hence,

o[22 o)

hm E =0 as. andin L'

Y0,T'
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and (£I5]) follows from (A.I4]).
(iii) Recall (cf. (BI5)) that we always have the identity IAEva[,%’%p(w)] = a% log Z, 7. The goal is
to prove that if d > 3 then 71 = inf{y: Supy, €k, > 0} > 0. Then, by part (i), for any v € [0, 1]

it holds A(y) = l;V(O). Then A(v) is differentiable for any v € [0,7+1) and limp_, %IE%T[%T(LU)] =
% (lim7—e % log Zy7) = vV(0). It remains to show that y; > 0 for d > 3. It is known that ([MSZ16])
in dimension d > 3, there exists y9(d) > 0, such that 2, 7 converges almost surely to zero if v > ~y and
to a non-degenerate, strictly positive random variable if v < 7. Furthermore, in any dimension d > 1,
the event V := {2, 7 A7, 0} is a tail event for the process t — B(t, ), and therefore P(V) € {0,1}.
So if limp_,00 25,7 > 0 almost surely, since for > 0, —log(z) < oo, lim7_, %E[— log Z, 7] <0,
That is, v1 > 79, and thus v; > 0. d

4.2 Proof of Corollary Recall that by Feynman-Kac formula, the solution to (Z8)]) is given
by

d)3t

ue(t,x) = E, [exp {’y(s, d) /Ot /]Rd Ke (ws — y) B(t — s,dy)ds — ,Y(E’T)(/fa * EE)(O)H . (4.25)

If
) = [ [ relor= it = sy ds (4.26)

the scaling property of the noise B implies that B(S, dy)ds has the same law as that of

6%“3(5_23,d(s_ly))d(s_Qs), so that (using s.(-) = € %(-/e) and changing variables £ 2s + s
and €1y > y), we obtain from (Z286]) that
- [t/ )
H. +(w) @ -2 / / /{(e_lwgzs - ) B(te™? — 5,dy)ds. (4.27)
0 R

Using now Brownian scaling, we have

t/€2 1 X 9 ,.YQt (d)
Es [exp {7/ / k(e we, —y) Blte™ —s,dy)ds——z(/{*/{)(O)H = u.(t, z).
€ 0 Rd 2e
Now combining with the invariance of B w.r.t. time reversal, we have the following distributional
identity of the processes:

x

{ue(t,2)}pepe & {3@7 <E> }xERd, (4.28)

with 2, v defined in (Z3]). The above distributional identity now allows us to use Theorem [Z1] to
deduce Corollary Indeed, given a fixed ¢t > 0, we note that Theorem [Z.1] implies

. 1
limsup sup —

log M 7 [N <-0.
Tone ot T g ,tT[ ,tT(‘P)]

Now Corollary is a direct consequence of the above remarks once we set ¢ = T~/2 and use that

]P’?{ sup |ws — @s| Srs} :]P’f?{ sup |ws — @s| §7‘}. (4.29)
0<s<t 0<s<tT
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4.3 Proof of Theorem [2.3l

We will conclude the proof of Theorem 23] in this section. Let us first introduce some notation.

First recall that I@? denotes expectation w.r.t. the product GMC measure f////? defined in (2.12)).
Then we set

RPN
Bs = {? / EZ[V (ws — w))]ds < 5}. (4.30)
0
Also, with (s, z) = e "n(s(e® — 1)1, z) if r > 0 and 19 = 0, we set
1
or(w,,m) = = o P (vt (w. ) + 20 0,) } (4.31)
T\Mr

and Zp(n,) = Ep[e?#(@m)] is the normalization constant so that
E% [q)T('7 ) TIT’)] = 1.
One important step for the proof of Theorem 2.3 is determined by the following result. Let

1 t T -
It = T dr/ dsE? [V(ws — wé)@T(w,w',m)] (4.32)
0 0

so that the process (I7+)¢>0 is adapted to the filtration (H;);>0 with #H; being the o-algebra generated
by B and n up to time t.

Proposition 4.8. With the assumption imposed in Theorem [2.3, we have the following assertions.

(a) For anyt,e > 0,

I L (11 [Tase / _
TI—I>I;<>P< Iry7r — t/—T/O T/o E;" [V(ws — wy)]dsdr| > E> = 0.
(b) For any T,e1,e9 > 0, there exists &' = §'(~,t,e1,e2) > 0 sufficiently small that
RPN
P(‘IT,UT - T/o E2[V (ws — w;)]ds( > g B5> < e

for all0 <6 <& and T > 0.

The proof of Proposition A8 will be deferred to Appendix [Al Assuming the above fact we will
conclude the proof of Theorem [2.3]

Let € > 0 be given. Recall that we assume that A is differentiable and N (y) < 4V(0). If p =
w and ¢ is large enough, such that t“/% < ¢, then by Corollary B.8 and (4.14]),

1 Ty (To e
hTHingQp_t/—T/o T/o EX™ [V(ws — wl)]dsdr §6> >1—¢

and consequently,

1 [T T 4
limian<— / 1 / B2V (w, — w!)]dsdr > é’) >1- (4.33)
0 0

3
Tooo - \t/T T 2
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Let (I7:): be the process of Proposition 4.8 We define the sets

{7 "L 7/ CEE° IV (w0, — ) ldsdr > 4{}

{t/T /t/T / EE° [V (ws — w))]dsdr < %p}

5 = }
2= {

t/T 1 ®
)T — t/T / / (BT) —wh)]dsdr
<P
= 5 .
By Proposition (.8 (a), lim7 o P(El) = 1 and by part (b), we find 0 < ¢ < p/5 small enough such
that P(FE3|Bs) > 1/2 for all T > 0. Since Bs N E1 N Ey C E and since D and E are disjoint,

P(Bs N Hy; N Hy) <1—P(D).

E

<

(Sl iast

T¢)T — E®[V( —wy)lds| <

Further,

P(Ba)'

P(Bs 0 By N Ey) > P(Er) + P(E; N By) =12 P(Ey) — 14—

Both inequalities together then yield
P(B;) <2(2—-P(D) — P(Ey)).

Therefore, from [33]) and limy_, P(E;) = 1 it follows that limsupy_, . P(Bs) < ¢ and we can
deduce that, for every € > 0 there exists § > 0 sufficiently small such that

RPN
lim supP(T / E2[V (ws — wl)]ds < (5> <e. (4.34)
T—o0 0

Recall that we need to show that for every € > 0 there exist 4,7y > 0 and an integer k£ € N and
w®, .., w* € €, such that

k

P [////?T<U Covp(w®, w*) > 5) >1-— 5] >1—¢ (4.35)
i=1

for all T' > Ty, where

1 (T
Covy(w,w) = T/ (k% K)(ws —w.)ds and
0

Covr(w') = Er(Covy(w,w') / / Ky — Wl Er[k(y — w,)]dyds.
R4
Note that (4.34]) implies that
limsup E [ET[ILQVT 5]] <e, where
T—o0

A5 = {‘*’ € b /OT /Rd Ky — ws)Er[k(y — w))]dyds < 5T}. (4.36)

Indeed, fix k € N, § > 0 and set v7 = v4/1 + % For 11, ..., being independent copies of B, we
define

M r(dw) = Z; < 9 (@B G o o)) (4)
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where as usual, Z7, is the normalizing constant and I/F:Tvk stands for expectation with respect to the
probability measure .#Zr .

We also define
T
s = {w € Cno : / / k(Y — ws)Eq i [k(y — wh)]dyds < (5T}
0 JRrd

o~ T o~
iy = {w i [ [ nly—0Bomrlely — wldyds < 6T}
0 R4

Bsr = {/OT /Rd <IET,k[/<(y —ws)]>2 < 5T}-

Let € > 0. There exist K = K(v,e) € N and a = a(vy,¢) > 0 and § = §(v,¢) € (0,1/2) such that,
for all T large enough there exists k = k(T) € {0,1,..., K — 1} with

E [IETk [ﬂ%64k J IL%Z,J <g/2 and P(e%a,k) <eg/2.

The latter is a consequence of ([4.34])). To show (4.36]) (where we have k = 0) from the above estimate
(where we have k = k(T) > 0 copies of B), we can estimate § < 547" and

HD) Ko

0<yr—7v<v

and use that IAET,k [%k] @ IAEVT,T [.@ff; k], which shows (4.36]).

Finally, [@35]) is deduced from (36]) as follows. Fix € > 0. Then from (4.30]), there exist § > 0
small enough and Ty > 0 large enough such that E[ET[]LQ/T’%]] < £2/2 for any T > T,. Then, from
Markov’s inequality it follows

P (Er[Ly,,;] >¢/2) <e. (4.37)

By Paley-Zygmund inequality**], for any i = 1, ..., k, and on the event {Covy(w**)) > 28 },

I/F:? [1{ Covp(w®, w**V) > §} |w*D] > IE% [1{Covp(w®, w* ) > 1/2Covp(w™™) } |w* ]

- 1 COVT(w(k“))Z S 52
= 41/@? [COVT(w(i)’w(k+1))2|w(k+1):| = V(O)'
Hence,
. k _ 2 \F 2,
E? [Il{ q {Covp(w®, w*™) < 5}} w(k“)} 1{Covp(w™V) > 26} < (1 - V(O)) <e VO

If we choose k = [—572V(0)log(g/2)] V 0, then

k
Ef [11{ [ {Covr(w®,w®) < 5}}] < 5 +ER[1{Covr(w™) < 26}] = 5 + Er[luyy,]
=1
***For any random variable X > 0, P[ﬁ > %] > %EE;;
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and furthermore,

p(87|1f @ {Covr(u ) 2 5} b 2 1)

= P<E? [11{ (k] {Covr(w®,w*) < 5}}] < a) > P<IAET[11%T’%] < 6/2) >1-—¢

i=1
where the last inequality is due to (£37). This completes the proof of (L35l and therefore that of
Theorem 2.3 O

APPENDIX A.

1.1 Proof of Proposition 4.8l

Given the input from previous sections, the arguments needed for the proof of Proposition A8 will
follow the approach of [BCI9] adapted to our setting modulo some modifications. However, in this
execution some of the arguments get simplified in our set up, thanks to the estimate

V(z):=(kxk)(x) = /Rd Kz — y)r(y)dy < (/Rd 2o y)dy> 1/2</Rd /{2(y)dy> 1/2

~ [ ss(=i)y = 5 0)0) = V(0)

for which we use that the mollifier () is a spherically symmetric function around the origin.

Recall that A\(v) = limp_ o0 fr(7y, ) = limp_ oo %log Z7 and for any 6 > 0, v > 0 and t > 0, suitable
constants c(v,t) and C(J), define

M2 = (v, t) (0(5)1@[ N(y) — %TT(”)” + 5Z;1T2t>. (A1)

Lemma A.1. Fixt >0 and € > 0. Then the following statements hold:

(a) There is § = d(e) sufficiently small so that
limsup E[M7] < e.

T—oc0

(b) For every s € [0,T] and r € [0,t/T],

~ ~ i ®
BV o - w)@r(ostn) - BB W -l < VORI
LY(P)
(¢) There exists &' = §'(v,T,e) > 0 sufficiently small that for every s € [0,T], r € [0,t/T] and
6 €(0,0'],
B[V (ws — w))Pr(w, o, 1) — BV (w5 — w])] < <V (0)P(Bs)
LY(P,By)

where L'(P, By) is the L*(P) norm defined on the event Bs defined in (&30).

We first conclude the proof of Proposition 4.8 and prove this technical fact afterwards.
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Proof of Proposition [4.8] (Assuming Lemma [A.T]). Let t,e > 0 be fixed. By part (a)-(b) of
Lemma [A1], we have limsupy_, . E[M7] < £2 and

~

ROV (s — )P, sm) — B V(ws —)| < VOUEIM)
L(P)
With Ip; defined in (£32) and by Lemma [A7] we have
Ipyr — i/t/Tl/T@B”@[V(w — w)]dsdr < V(0)E[Mr]
= gr )y T )y BT s T Ws - T

and then part (a) of Proposition [A.§] follows from the Markov inequality. The proof of the second part
is an identical application of Markov’s inequality and part (c¢) of Lemma [A Tl with the choice € = €1&5.

O

Proof of Part (a) and Part (b) of Lemma [A.Il We will complete the proof in three main
steps. Recall that n is an independent copy of B, while

B.(s,:) =e¢"B(s,.)+ e n(s(e® —1)7L ) if r >0, Bg=B,
which has the same law as that of B and also
mels,) = Tls(e® 1)1 @ VT e (s, ), o =0,
We will also use the simple fact that for any ¢ > 0, if r < ¢/T,
T(1—e ) <Ter < ct. (A.2)
Lemma A.2. Fizt,y >0 and r <t/T, and denote by

Y12 = Er|exp {v[+(w, B,) — #p(w, B)} H- (A.3)

Then there is a constant c(7y,t) such that
SupE[YT’_2] < c(’Ya t)
T

Proof. By Jensen’s inequality and from the definition of Y, we have
E,[Y, %] < B[ (e )TV O)+ Jo Viws—w})ds) (1= (@, B)+ 0 (& B)|
< 6472(1—0’2")TV(0)E? [627(1—0’T)(%T(w,3)+9%(w’,B))]‘
by the last display, and an application of (A.2]) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it holds E,, Y2 <

(v, t)Er [e47(1_07r)%T(“’B)]. It is also a straightforward application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that
for any ¢ > 0 and k = [log, %J and for any T large enough such that k > 1,

B [e? (1= 0 @.B)| < Z,.(4) 75 (Zp(29)5F + 1).

We use the inequality above for ¢ = 4. Then, if T' > 0 is large enough such that k = [log, %J >1it
holds

B[E[Y, )] < e, B[ Zr(7) % (Zr(2)% +1)

2 2 2
< oo, ) (FTTVOLFTTVO L IO o

where we used for the second inequality Cauchy-Schwarz and Jensen. O



GEOMETRY OF THE GMC IN THE WIENER SPACE 33

Lemma A.3. Fizt,y >0 and r <t/T, and denote by

(Y))!/? = Br [exp {'yc%”T(w, ) +Ty(e™" — 1)>\’(’Y)H -
Then with Y, defined in (A3)) and for any 6 we find a constant C(§) such that

E,[(Y; — /)] < c(7.1) (c*(a)ET[

N(y) — %ij”) H Iy T) . (A.4)

Proof. By Jensen’s inequality and using V(ws — w’) < V(0), followed by an application of (A.2),
En[(}/r _ }/74/)2] < c(r, t)ﬁ? |:<e“{(e"—1)(J“fT(w,B)+%T(w’,B)—2TX(“{)) — 1) 2:| . (A.5)

For any L > 0 we find a constant such that (e — 1) < C(L)|z| for all z < L. Also applying (A.2)
once more and using the notation .# (r,T) = (" — 1) (7 (w, B) + #7(w', B) — 2T N (7)), we have

i3 (oo )]

(A.6)
< C(Lv Y, t)fF:T |:

X ()
If L is large enough such that L > 4vt\'(v), then
V(L =N TN () = A (w) + TN () = (W) > L > 49tX () > 4y(1 — e )TN (7).
It follows that
=2y(1 — e ") (M (w) + A (W) > 27(1 — e ") (TN (y) — Hp(w) — A7 (') > L =0

_ ‘%ﬂTT(w)” + f}i? [(e%](’"’T) - 1)211{7f(7", T) > L}}

and since the left-hand side is positive, we can use (A.2) to get —2 (7 (w) + #4(w')) > L > 0. We
may now make use of the indicator. If T is large enough such that T' > 6¢, then

12t
T

~ 2 _
E2 [(e%“ (nT) _ 1) 19 (r,T) > L}| < e L2 (A7)

Given 6 > 0 we simply have to choose L sufficiently large. Indeed, putting (A5)-([A.7) together proves
the claim. g

Using very similar arguments as that of the proof of Lemma [A.3] and using V(-) < V(0) we can
show that

Lemma A.4. Fiz t,y >0 and r <t/T, and denote by

Xor = IE? [V(ws —wh)exp {7<%T(w, B,) + #5(W', B,) — #p(w, B) — (W, B)> H , N
X, = B[V = wh exp {o(Artsm) + i) + 27 - 0X)) ] o

Then for any 6 we find a constant C(6) such that
By [(Xer — X007 < Vel 0 (C00Er | [V - ZHE | 452, F) (A9)
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Recall the definition of ®7 from (A31]). Then

H(Br® N\ TR / / B Xs,r X;r
IET [V(ws - ws)]7ET [V(ws - ws)q)T(w7w 7777“)] - Y, ; Y/

and as Lemma [A.]] depends only on marginal distributions at fixed r, we fix t,e > 0, r < ¢/T and

prove that HX” - % ey < V(0)E[M7]. Note that

B, || X~ Xl o (i) B, (X — X)) Y+ VO) (B Y)Y (B (Y, — V)2
Y TV < (By[Y,77) 7 (B (X = XE,)°0) 77 4+ V0) (B [V;77]) 77 (By (Ve = ¥)7) 7

Part (a) and Part (b) of Lemma [A.T] follow now from Lemma [A.2lLemma [A.4] if we define

My = c(v,1) (C(a)ET[ N(y) — %;F(w) H o7y mt)l/z

choose T large enough, such that, 12¢ < T and use (415 which yields that ¢ can be chosen sufficiently
small. g

Proof of Part (c) of Lemma [A.1] Let us define

— B9 [V(ws ) (w)%ﬂwcm»} T ITV(0)

Y B2 [ev(ﬁfT(wvnr)J"fT(wlvm»}e’Y (e )TV(©),

We will show that H YS,,T ~E® 2V (ws—w)) ]HLl(P By < P (Bs)eV (0). For simplicity, we write X" = X,
and Y = Y”. Also using that &, < V(0), it can be shown that

Y//
X//

EnW

—E2[V(ws — )| S VOE, 1 — Y| + Ey| X" —E2[V (ws — w)]|- (A.10)

We first consider the second of the two expectations above:

E,| X" — ER[V (ws — )]
~ 5 w _j —672T 2 ks 2
=E, » <ET [H(y — wy)e i) =5 (1 )TV(O)D — (Er[r(y —ws)]) dy‘ (A.11)

~ a 2 — 27 2 e
< / E, <ET [/ﬁ(y — ws)veT(w,nr)—%(l—e 2 )TV(O)}> — (ET[n(y — ws)])2‘dy
]Rd

Using a? — b2 = (a + b)(a — b) followed by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain
2
dy>

2 i 2 ~
([ 2| (Br sty — werrtom 0170 ) Bty -]

(2
< E [( [;—e wg)e 1w ﬂ?r)—é(l—o?v")TV(O)} _ET[m(y—ws)]>z] dy (A.12)
|

_Rd

X E,

2 R 2
Rd ( [,.@ ) m—%u—e?ﬂww)} +ET[%(y—ws)]> ]dy.
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~ . 2 —or ~
For the first factor we note that E, [Er[r(y — w,)e’ T (i) =g (1—e )TV(O)]] = Er[k(y —ws)], so that
it is bounded above by

ES [V(ws — W) <eV ™) Jo Viws—wi)ds _ 1>] < V(0)E2 [eﬂl—“")foT Viws—wy)ds _ 1} . (A13)

For the above exponential we use first inequality (A.2]) and then that there exists a constant ¢(v,t)
such that, e — 1 < ¢(v,t)z for any 0 < 2 < /(v,t). That proves

~ (1—e—2rYT'V (0) [TV (ws—w)ds o1 [T
EZ [e“f @ Jo s—ws)ds 1} < c(v,t)EZ [T/o V(ws—wg)ds} (A.14)

The same argumentation for the second factor yields the upper bound V(0)e(v,t). Thus, putting

(A-11)-(A14)) together proves

N R T
E%W—E%w%—%WSV@wmm?E[;w%—@mﬁ

A similar argumentation also shows that E,|1 —Y"| < ¢(v,t) E®[ fo Ws w;)ds]. The last two
assertions together with (A.IQ) then prove
X" R T
/ /
B, | BRIV (e —%HSV@WmEﬂ/ W%—%ﬁ4
and, thus, for given ¢ we may choose J small enough such that H Y,, IAE% [V (ws ws)]H LA(P,B;) <
P(B;)=V (0). O
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