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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(ω)}ω∈C on a complete probability space (E ,F ,P), with the
field parametrized by a metric space C carrying a reference measure µ. For any parameter γ > 0, the
transformed measure

Mγ(dω) = exp
{
γH(ω)− 1

2
γ2E

[
H(ω)2

]}
µ(dω), γ > 0, (1.1)

on C 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(ω)}ω∈C 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 (1.1) on a rigorous level. The results of the current
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2 YANNIC BRÖKER AND CHIRANJIB MUKHERJEE

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 1.2 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
CT = C([0, T ];Rd) stands for the metric space of continuous functions ω : [0, T ] → Rd equipped with
the uniform metric. This space is tacitly endowed with the Wiener measure Px corresponding to
Rd-valued Brownian path starting at x ∈ Rd. The Gaussian field HT (·) we are interested in is driven

by Gaussian space-time white noise Ḃ (see Section 2.1 for a precise definition) integrated against the
Brownian path:

HT (ω) =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(ωs − y)Ḃ(s, y)dyds, so that E[HT (ω)HT (ω
′)] =

∫ T

0
(κ ⋆ κ)(ωs −ω′

s)ds. (1.2)

Here the first integral above is interpreted in the Itô sense (with κ being any smooth, spherically
symmetric and compactly supported function with

∫
Rd κ(x)dx = 1) and E denotes expectation w.r.t.

the noise Ḃ. Thus, the ambient field {HT (ω)}ω∈CT
is now indexed by Wiener paths ω ∈ CT , and

analogous to (1.1), the renormalized GMC probability measure (at cut-off level T ) is given by

M̂γ,T (dω) =
1

Zγ,T
exp

{
γHT (ω)−

1

2
γ2T (κ ⋆ κ)(0)

}
P0(dω), (1.3)

where Zγ,T is the total mass of the above exponential weight (under P0) and γ > 0 is a parameter
known as inverse temperature. Our first main result, stated formally in Theorem 2.1, quantifies the

volume decay exponents of balls in CT under M̂γ,T : if Nr,T (ϕ) denotes a neighborhood of radius r > 0
around ϕ ∈ CT , then for any d ≥ 1, r > 0 and γ > 0, it holds that

sup
ϕ∈CT

M̂γ,T [Nr,T (ϕ)] . exp[−ΘT ] P− a.s., (1.4)

as T → ∞, and for some deterministic and explicit constant Θ > 0, which involves two competing
terms, namely the principal eigenvalue λ1 > 0 of the Dirichlet Laplacian −1

2∆ (which captures the vol-
ume decay rate that under the base measure P0, i.e., when γ = 0), and an additional energy functional
minimized over (probability measures on) the translation-invariant compactification constructed in
[MV14], see (2.6). For d ≥ 3, for γ > 0 sufficiently small, the decay rate Θ simplifies and involves
only the principal eigenvalue λ1 and a penalization term γ2(κ ⋆ κ)(0)/2. A similar exponential lower
bound on the GMC probability is also shown to hold pointwise. In the second part of Theorem 2.1 it
is shown that

1

T (κ ⋆ κ)(0)

∫
HT (ω)M̂γ,T (dω) → γ > 0, P− a.s. when γ ∈ (0, γ1), d ≥ 3, (1.5)

i.e., the field HT (ω) attains high values averaged w.r.t. M̂γ,T . Recall that VarP[HT ] = T (κ ⋆ κ)(0).
The statements (1.4) and (1.5), combined together, confirm the following intuition on the atypical
behavior of our GMC measure. Since the former statement implies that the GMC volume decays

exponentially uniformly over all paths for any γ > 0, the only reason that M̂γ,T could be non-trivial
(in the limit T → ∞) is if there are enough paths where the Gaussian field HT 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
(1.5) in Theorem 2.1 confirms this intuition – when γ > 0 remains sufficiently small and d ≥ 3, all
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paths are M̂γ,T -thick, with γ(κ ⋆ κ)(0) being the required level of thickness; see 2.7 in Theorem 2.1.
Similar results pertinent to GMC measure arising from a multiplicative-noise stochastic heat equation
in d ≥ 3 is derived in Corollary 2.2. To complete the picture, we also show that, even though GMC-
volume decays exponentially for any temperature γ > 0, once we tune γ > 0 sufficiently large, the

normalized overlap of two independent paths, sampled according to M̂γ,T , 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 γ is at least as large as γ1; and its complementary phase γ ∈ (0, γ1) in d ≥ 3 is the regime
where all paths are GMC-thick, as underlined by (1.5), 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 µγ,ε(dx) = εγ
2/2 exp{γhε(z)}dz, with hε being a suitable approximation (e.g. circle average) of

the (log-correlated) two-dimensional Gaussian free field (GFF) with Var(hε) = log(1/ε) + O(1) and
dz stands for the Lebesgue measure. A rigorous construction of limε→0 µγ,ε has been carried out in
[K85, RV10, S14, DS11, Ber17] and it is shown that when γ ∈ (0, 2), µγ,ε converges toward a non-
trivial measure µγ which is diffuse and is known as the subcritical GMC; when γ ≥ 2, we refer to
[DRSV14-I, DRSV14-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{γhε(z) − 1

2γ
2E[hε(z)

2]}
vanishes as ε→ 0 for each fixed z (on some domainD ⊂ R2), so a non-trivial limiting Liouville measure
must be “carried” by sufficiently many thick points z, that is those z where the field hε(z) is atypically

large. In fact, if γ ∈ (0, 2) and z ∈ D is sampled according to µγ , then
hε(z)

log(1/ε) → γ > 0. Thus, (1.5) is

the infinite-dimensional analogue of the latter assertion (recall that for GFF, Var(hε) = log(1/ε)+O(1),
while for our Gaussian field defined in (1.2), VarP(HT ) = T (κ ⋆ κ)(0)).

Another prominent aspect of the Liouville measure, which has far reaching consequences, hinges on
its multi-fractal spectrum†and volume decay exponents on microscopic balls. Indeed, if z is sampled
from the (renormalized) Liouville probability measure µγ , the (Liouville) scaling exponent ∆ of a set
A ⊂ R2 is defined via the volume decay

(P(GFF) ⊗ µγ)
[
Nε(z) ∩A 6= ∅

]
∼ exp[−(log 1/ε)∆] as ε ↓ 0, (1.6)

where Nε(z) is a neighborhood in the Liouville metric [GM19]. Thus, the scaling exponent ∆ allows
one to link the volume of a set in the Euclidean geometry to the same in the Liouville geometry†† From
this viewpoint, the first assertion (1.4) in Theorem 2.1 could be interpreted as an infinite dimensional
analogue (in an almost sure sense) of (1.6) with the constant Θ > 0 in (1.4) linking the volume under

the Wiener measure to the same under the GMC measure M̂γ,T .

†For the Liouville measure µγ it is known that for any q ∈ R, EGFF[µγ(Br(z))
q] ∼ rḂ where Ḃ = q(2 + γ2

2
) − γ2q2

2
,

which is a non-linear function of q, 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 (A∩B(z, ε) 6= ∅) ∼ εx, with B(z, ε) being the Euclidean ball of radius ε around z), then A has Liouville scaling

exponent ∆; with x and ∆ being related by the quadratic relation x = γ2

4
∆2 + (1− γ2

4
)∆, see [RV11, DS11, BGRV16].
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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)†††itself 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 1.1.

2. Main results.

2.1 Exponential volume decay in GMC-space.

We fix any spatial dimension d ≥ 1, write CT = C([0, T ];Rd) for the metric space of continuous
functions ω : [0, T ] → Rd equipped with the uniform norm

‖ω‖∞,T = sup
s∈[0,T ]

|ω(s)|, with Nr(ω) = Nr,T (ω) =
{
ϕ ∈ CT : ‖ϕ− ω‖∞,T < r

}
. (2.1)

CT is tacitly equipped with the Wiener measure Px corresponding to an Rd-valued Brownian motion
starting at x ∈ Rd. For any t > 0, Gt will stand for the σ-algebra generated by the path (ωs)0≤s≤t

until time t. Let (E ,F ,P) be a complete probability space and Ḃ denotes a Gaussian space-time white
noise, which is independent of the Brownian path defined above. In other words, if S(R+×Rd) denotes

the space of rapidly decreasing Schwartz functions, {Ḃ(f)}f∈S(R+×Rd) is a centered Gaussian process

with covariance E[Ḃ(f) Ḃ(g)] =
∫∞
0

∫
Rd f(t, x)g(t, x)dxdt for f, g ∈ S(R+ × Rd), with E denoting

expectation w.r.t. P.

We also fix a nonnegative function κ which is smooth, spherically symmetric and is supported in a
ball B1/2(0) of radius 1/2 around 0 and normalized to have total mass

∫
Rd κ(x)dx = 1. For any fixed

Brownian path ω ∈ CT we define the Itô integral

HT (ω) =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(ωs − y)Ḃ(s,dy)ds, with E[H 2
T (ω)] = T (κ ⋆ κ)(0). (2.2)

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

M̂γ,T (dω) =
1

Zγ,T
exp

(
γHT (ω)−

γ2T

2
(κ ⋆ κ)(0)

)
P0(dω), with Zγ,T = E0

[
eγHT (ω)− γ2T

2
(κ⋆κ)(0)

]
.

(2.3)

To define the decay rate Θ appearing in (1.4), we need some further definitions. We denote by
M1 = M1(R

d) (resp. M≤1) the space of probability (resp. sub-probability) measures on Rd, which

acts as an additive group of translations on these spaces. Let M̃1 = M1

/
∼ 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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M1 under this action, that is, for any µ ∈ M1, its orbit is defined by µ̃ = {µ ⋆ δx : x ∈ Rd} ∈ M̃1.

The quotient space M̃1 can be embedded in a larger space

X̃ :=

{
ξ : ξ = {α̃i}i∈I , αi ∈ M≤1,

∑

i∈I
αi(R

d) ≤ 1

}

which consists of all empty, finite or countable collections of orbits from M̃≤1 whose masses add up to

at most one. The space X̃ and a metric structure there was introduced in [MV14], and it was shown

that under that metric, M̃1(R
d) is densely embedded in X̃ and any sequence in M̃1(R

d) converges

along some subsequence to an element ξ of X̃ – that is, X̃ is the compactification of the quotient space

M̃1(R
d), see Section 3.1 for details. On the space X̃ we define an energy functional

Fγ(ξ) =
γ2

2

∑

α̃∈ξ

∫

Rd×Rd

(κ ⋆ κ)(x1 − x2)

2∏

j=1

α(dxj) ∀ ξ ∈ X̃ , and

EFγ(ϑ) =

∫

X̃
Fγ(ξ)ϑ(dξ) ϑ ∈ M1(X̃ ).

(2.4)

Here M1(X̃ ) denotes the space of probability measures on the space X̃ . There is an interest-

ing connection between the structure of the space X̃ and the solution of the variational problem

supϑ∈M1(X̃ ) EFγ(ϑ): Indeed, there is a non-empty, compact subset mγ ⊂ M1(X̃ ) consisting of the

maximizer(s) of the variational problem supϑ∈mγγ
EFγ (ϑ), the maximizing set is a singleton δ0̃ ∈ X̃

for d ≥ 3 and small enough γ, and any maximizer assigns positive mass only to those elements of the

compactification X̃ whose total mass add up to one, see Proposition 4.5 for details. We are now ready
to state our first main result.‡

Theorem 2.1 (Scaling exponents of GMC in the Wiener space). Fix any d ∈ N, γ > 0 and r > 0.

(1) P-almost surely,

lim sup
T→∞

sup
ϕ∈CT

1

T
log M̂γ,T

[
Nr(ϕ)

]
≤ −Θ, where (2.5)

Θ :=
1

4
λ1(

√
2r)− γ2(κ ⋆ κ)(0)

2
+

[
1

2
sup

ϑ∈m2γ

EF2γ (ϑ)− sup
ϑ∈mγ

EFγ (ϑ)

]
. (2.6)

Moreover, for any d ∈ N and γ > 0, there exists r0 = r0(d, γ) such that for r ∈ (0, r0), Θ > 0.
Conversely, for any d ∈ N and r > 0, there is γc > 0 such that for γ ∈ (0, γc), Θ > 0. Finally,
for d ≥ 3 and γ > 0 sufficiently small,

Θ =
1

4
λ1(

√
2r)− γ2(κ ⋆ κ)(0)

2
> 0.

Finally, for any d ∈ N, γ > 0, r > 0, an exponential lower bound similar to (2.5) also holds
pointwise.

(2) Fix d ≥ 3 and γ > 0 sufficiently small. Then,

lim
T→∞

EM̂γ,T

[
HT (·)
T

]
= γ(κ ⋆ κ)(0) > 0 P− a.s. (2.7)

‡Here and in the sequel, λ1(r) will denote for the principal eigenvalue of − 1
2
∆ on a ball of radius r around the origin

with Dirichlet boundary condition.
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Remark 1 (Kahane’s GMC and Theorem 2.1.) 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 (1.5) in Section 1.1. It would be quite intriguing to prove

existence of the infinite-volume limit limT→∞ M̂γ,T (·) 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 L2-phase γ ∈ (0,

√
2) requires good estimates for the L2-norm

E[(µγ,ε(N)− µγ,ε/2(N))2] under the approximating Liouville measure µγ,ε (e.g. defined via the circle
average of the GFF), see the construction of Berestycki [Ber17]. Extending the limit to the uniform
integrable phase γ ∈ (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 [Ber17]). 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.⋆ �

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 Itô SDE

duε(t, x) =
1

2
∆uε(t, x) + γ(ε, d)uε(t, x)Ḃε(t, x)dt, with γ(ε, d) = γε

d−2
2 , (2.8)

and with the initial condition is uε(0, x) = 1. Here Ḃε(t, x) = (Ḃ ⋆ κε)(t, x) =
∫
Rd κε(x − y)Ḃ(t, y)dy

is a (spatially) mollified noise in d ≥ 3 and κε = ε−dκ(x/ε) with κ as before, so that
∫
Rd κε(x)dx = 1

and κε(x)dx ⇒ δ0 weakly as probability measures as ε → 0. By Feynman-Kac formula, the solution
to (2.8) is given by

uε(t, x) = Ex

[
exp

{
γ(ε, d)

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

κε
(
ωs − y

)
Ḃ(t− s,dy)ds− γ(ε, d)2t

2
(κε ⋆ κε)(0)

}]
. (2.9)

This solution (resp. the Cole-Hopf solution hε := log uε of the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang equation in d ≥ 3)
is directly linked with the total mass Zγ,T (resp. the free energy logZγ,T ) of the GMC measure
(2.3), and this link was first observed and used in [MSZ16] (see also [M17, CCM19, CCM19-II, BM19,
BM19-II, CNN20, LZ20] for further progress). The above representation (2.9) leads to the renormalized
GMC probability measure

M
(x)

γ,ε,t(dω) =
1

Zγ,ε,t
exp

{
γε

d−2
2

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

κε
(
ωs − y

)
Ḃ(t− s,dy)ds− γ2εd−2t

2
(κε ⋆ κε)(0)

}
Px(dω)

(2.10)
with Zγ,ε,t being the normalizing constant, as usual. Here is our next result, for which we will also

write M γ,ε,t = M
(0)

γ,ε,t.

Corollary 2.2 (Exponential decay of GMC corresponding to SHE in d ≥ 3). Fix d ≥ 3. Then for
any γ > 0 and t > 0,

lim sup
ε↓0

sup
ϕ∈Ct

ε2 logM γ,ε,t

[
Nε,t(ϕ)

]
≤ (−Θt) in P− probability,

with Θ > 0 determined in Theorem 2.1, and with Nε,t(ϕ) = {ω ∈ Ct : ‖ω − ϕ‖∞,t ≤ ε}.
⋆One such difficulty might already arise from the covariance structure of the underlying field Cov[HT (ω)HT (ω

′)] =∫ T

0
(κ ⋆ κ)(ωs − ω′

s)ds which depends on the mollification scheme κ of the white-noise field Ḃ. In contrast, note that
Var(hε(z)) = log(1/ε) + 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 hε of the 2d GFF
h.
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Let us now turn to the regime when γ is chosen to be large. In this regime, for localization results

on the endpoint distributions Qγ,t = M̂γ,t[ωt ∈ ·] we refer to [CSY03, V07, CC13, BC16, BM19-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 γ, 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 (ω, ω
′) = 1

T (κ⋆κ)(0)E[HT (ω)HT (ω
′)] (recall (1.2)). Fix γ > 0 such that γ is

a point of differentiability of λ(γ) := infϑ∈mγ [
γ2(κ⋆κ)(0)

2 − EFγ (ϑ)] (recall (2.4)) and moreover assume
that λ′(γ) < γ(κ ⋆ κ)(0). Then for every ε > 0 there exist δ, T0 > 0 and an integer k ∈ N and
ω(1), ..., ω(k) ∈ C∞ such that

P

[
M̂γ,T

( k⋃

i=1

CovT (ω
(i), ω(k+1)) ≥ δ

)
≥ 1− ε

]
≥ 1− ε

for all T ≥ T0.

Remark 2 Assuming that λ(γ) is differentiable at γ, we always have λ′(γ) ≤ γ(κ ⋆ κ)(0) and actually
for γ < γ1 (with γ1 from Proposition 4.5), we have λ′(γ) = γ(κ ⋆ κ)(0) (cf. Proposition 4.4, part (ii)).
However, the requirement concerning the strict bound λ′(γ) < γ(κ⋆κ)(0) in Theorem 2.3 is related to
γ being large, at least as large as γ1. Therefore, if γ is sufficiently large such that Theorem 2.3 holds,
we necessarily have γ ≥ γ1 – that is, Theorem 2.3 can not hold if γ ∈ (0, γ1) in d ≥ 3, which is the

regime in which HT attains large values under M̂γ,T , as shown in Theorem 2.1, part (2). �

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 2.1 rely on a large
deviation route combined with tools from Malliavin calculus. First, the free energy logE0[e

γHT 1lA]
on the path space is decomposed using Itô calculus into a martingale and an integral functional

F (µt) =
∫ ∫

V (x − y)µt(dx)µt(dy) of the GMC distribution µt := M̂t[ωt ∈ ·]. The first key obser-

vation is that, while µt is itself a probability measure on Rd, the function F (·) depends only on its

orbit µ̃t = (µt ⋆ δx)x∈Rd . These orbits are elements of the quotient space M̃1 = M1/ ∼ of probability

measures µ ∈ M1 = M1(R
d) (here µ ∼ ν if and only if ν = µ ⋆ δx for some x ∈ Rd). However,

since both spaces M1 as well as its quotient M̃1 are non-compact in the (quotient) weak topology,

the functional F does not retain any continuity property (even when it is extended to M̃1). For the
same reasons, a Markovian semigroup evolved by µt (which was constructed in [BC16] for proving

localization of discrete directed polymers⋆⋆) also does not yield an invariant measure in M̃1. This

is where the construction of [MV14] becomes useful: the quotient M̃1(R
d) can be embedded in the

compactified space X̃ , which, in contrast to M̃1, is now sufficiently large to contain all limit points of

the GMC distribution µt ∈ M1(R
d) (but still sufficiently small so that the quotient M̃1(R

d) is densely

embedded in X̃ )⋄. By construction, one can then “lift” the above functional F (·) (recall (2.4)) 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 µn be a Gaussian mixture 1

3
N(n, 1) + 1

3
N(−n, 1) + 1

3
N(0, n). While neither µn, nor any of its

components, has a weak limit in M1(R
d), the sequence (µ̃n)n ⊂ M̃1(R

d) →֒ X̃ converges (in the topology of X̃ ) along

a subsequence to the element ξ = (α̃1, α̃1) ∈ X̃ , where α̃1 is the orbit any Gaussian (i.e., with arbitrary mean) with
variance 1.
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as the Markovian dynamics on this compactification X̃ . The topology of X̃ (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 X̃ , we then deduce the

desired exponential decay of the GMC volume supϕ∈CT
M̂T [Nr(ϕ)], with a decay rate which is given

by the variational formula on the compactified space X̃ which always admits minimizer(s) in M1(X̃ )
(this minimizer is unique when γ > 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 γ) results from rather explicit variational formulas involving

functionals over (the space of probability measures on) X̃ . From the viewpoint of the discussion in
Section 1.2), the decay rates here are the analogues of the scaling exponents of the Liouville measure.

For proving Theorem 2.3 we also transport tools from Malliavin calculus to the current set up:
define the (infinite dimensional) Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator L = −δ ◦ D on the abstract Wiener
space (E ,F ,P) (with D being the Malliavin derivative and δ being “divergence” acting as an ad-

joint of D) and deduce a Poincaré inequality Var
( ∫ t

0 L fT (Ḃr)dr
)
≤ 2tE

(
‖DfT (Ḃ)‖2

L2([0,T ]⊗Rd)

)
for

fT (γ, Ḃ) = 1
T logZγ,T = 1

T logE0[exp{γHT (ω, Ḃ)}]. Here Ḃt(s, x) = e−tḂ(s, x)+e−tη((e2t−1)−1s, x)

is a white noise flow, with η being an independent copy of the space-time white noise Ḃ. Apply-

ing Chebyshev’s inequality, we then get a bound P
[
1
t

∫ t
0 (L fT )(Ḃr)dr > γε/2] ≤ C(tT ε2)−1 for

all ε, t > 0, and together with the assumption that λ(γ) := limT→∞ fT (γ, Ḃ) is differentiable, and
λ′(γ) < γ(κ ⋆ κ)(0), we obtain a localization property showing that for t = t(ε, γ) sufficiently large,

lim infT→∞P
[

1
t/T

∫ t/T
0 dr 1

T

∫ T
0 ds Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

γ,T

[
(κ ⋆ κ)(ωs − ω′

s)
]
≥ α

]
≥ 1− ε

2 . This builds on a recent tech-

nique [BC19] developed for showing localization of general Gaussian disordered systems (on discrete

lattices). Together with the fact Êγ,T [|HT − Tλ′(γ)|] = o(T ) (which holds true under the imposed
hypotheses) we then have the required concentration of the covariance in Theorem 2.3.

Organization of the rest of the article: The rest of the article is organized as follows: In Section

3 we collect the properties of the space X̃ , those of the relevant energy functions defined on X̃ and

M1(X̃ ) and their Malliavin derivatives, while the proofs of Theorem 2.1- Theorem 2.3 constitute
Section 4.

Notation: For convenience, we will adopt the following notation throughout the sequel concerning
the GMC measure defined in (2.3).

M̂T = M̂γ,T , ZT = Zγ,T = Zγ,T e−
γ2

2
T (κ⋆κ)(0), with ZT = Zγ,T = E0

[
eγHT

]
and

V = κ ⋆ κ.
(2.11)

Also, unless otherwise specified, expectation with respect to the GMC probability measure M̂T will

be written as ÊT . For two independent Brownian motions ω, ω′, we write for the product GMC
probability

M̂⊗
T (dω,dω′) =

1

Z 2
T

exp
{
γ(HT (ω) + HT (ω

′))− γ2TV (0)
}
P⊗
0 (dω,dω

′) (2.12)

and expectation with respect to M̂⊗
T will be written as Ê⊗

T . Finally, for any t > 0, Gt will stand for
the σ-algebra generated by the Brownian path (ωs)0≤s≤t. For any A ∈ Gt, we will write

Zt(A) = E0

[
1lA eγHt

]
. (2.13)
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3. The space X̃ , energy functionals and its Malliavin derivatives.

3.1 The space X̃ .

We denote by M1 = M1(R
d) (resp., M≤1) the space of probability (resp., subprobability) distri-

butions on Rd and by M̃1 = M1

/
∼ the quotient space of M1 under the action of Rd (as an additive

group on M1), that is, for any µ ∈ M1, its orbit is defined by µ̃ = {µ ⋆ δx : x ∈ Rd} ∈ M̃1. Then we
define

X̃ =
{
ξ : ξ = {α̃i}i∈I , αi ∈ M≤1,

∑

i∈I
αi(R

d) ≤ 1
}

(3.1)

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 M̃1(R
d) is embedded in X̃ – that is, for any µ ∈

M1(R
d), µ̃ ∈ M̃1(R

d) and the single orbit element {µ̃} ∈ X̃ belongs to X̃ (in this context, sometimes

we will write µ̃ ∈ X̃ for {µ̃} ∈ X̃ ).

The space X̃ also comes with a metric structure. If for any k ≥ 2, Hk 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 =

⋃
k≥2Hk, the functionals

J (h, ξ) =
∑

α̃∈ξ

∫

(Rd)k
h(x1, . . . , xk)α(dx1) · · ·α(dxk). (3.2)

A sequence ξn is desired to converge to ξ in the space X̃ if

J (h, ξn) → J (h, ξ) ∀ h ∈ H.
This leads to the following definition of the metric D on X̃ . For any ξ1, ξ2 ∈ X̃ , we set

D(ξ1, ξ2) =

∞∑

r=1

1

2r
1

1 + ‖hr‖∞

∣∣∣∣J (hr, ξ1)− J (hr, ξ2)

∣∣∣∣

=
∞∑

r=1

1

2r
1

1 + ‖hr‖∞

∣∣∣∣
∑

α̃∈ξ1

∫
hr(x1, ..., xkr )

kr∏

i=1

α(dxi)−
∑

α̃∈ξ2

∫
hr(x1, ..., xkr )

kr∏

i=1

α(dxi)

∣∣∣∣.

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

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

• D is a metric on X̃ and the space M̃1(R
d) is dense in (X̃ ,D).

• Any sequence in M̃1(R
d) has a convergent subsequence with a limit point in X̃ . Thus, X̃ is

the completion and the compactification of the totally bounded metric space M̃1(R
d) under D.

• Let a sequence (ξn)n in X̃ consist of a single orbit γ̃n and D(ξn, ξ) → 0 where ξ = (α̃i)i ∈ X̃
such that α1(R

d) ≥ α2(R
d) ≥ . . . . Then given any ε > 0, we can find k ∈ N such that∑

i>k αi(R
d) < ε and we can write γn =

∑k
i=1 αn,i + βn, such that

– for any i = 1, . . . , k, there is a sequence (an,i)n ⊂ Rd such that

αn,i ⋆ δan,i
⇒ αi with lim

n→∞
inf
i 6=j

|an,i − an,j| = ∞.

– The sequence βn totally disintegrates, meaning for any r > 0, supx∈Rd βn
(
Br(x)

)
→

0. �
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3.2 Energy functionals on X̃ .

We now define some key functionals on the space X̃ which will be quite useful in the present context.

First, we set Fγ : X̃ → R to be

Fγ(ξ) =
γ2

2

∑

i∈I

∫

Rd×Rd

V (x1 − x2)

2∏

j=1

αi(dxj), ξ = (α̃i)i∈I . (3.3)

Because of shift-invariance of the integrand in (3.3), Fγ is well-defined on X̃ . Moreover, we have

Lemma 3.2. Fγ is continuous and non-negative on X̃ , and Fγ(·) ≤ γ2

2 V (0).

Proof. For the continuity of Fγ , we refer to [MV14, Corollary 3.3]. Recall that V = κ ⋆ κ and κ is

rotationally symmetric. Hence, for any α ∈ M≤1(R
d), by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

∫

R2d

V (x1 − x2)α(dx1)α(dx2) =

∫

R2d

α(dx1)α(dx2)

∫

Rd

dz κ(x1 − z)κ(x2 − z)

≤
∫

R2d

α(dx1)α(dx2)

[ ∫

Rd

dzκ2(x1 − z)

]1/2 [ ∫

Rd

dzκ2(x2 − z)

]1/2
≤ α

(
Rd

)2‖κ‖22.
(3.4)

Thus, Fγ(ξ) ≤ γ2(κ⋆κ)(0)
2

∑
i∈I(αi(R

d))2 ≤ γ2(κ⋆κ)(0)
2 since for ξ = (α̃i)i∈I ∈ X̃ we have

∑
i∈I αi(R

d) ≤
1. Moreover, since V = κ ⋆ κ is non-negative, also Fγ(·) ≥ 0. �

Next, for any α ∈ M≤(Rd), let

Gt(α) =

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

α(dz)Ez

[
1l{ωt ∈ dx} exp

{
γHt(ω)−

γ2

2
tV (0)

}]

and note that for any a ∈ Rd and t > 0, Gt(αi)
(d)
= Gt(αi ⋆ δa). Hence, we may define Gt,G t : X̃ → R as

Gt(ξ) =
∑

i

Gt(αi), G t(ξ) = Gt(ξ) +E
[
Zt − Gt(ξ)

]
∀ξ = (α̃i)i∈I ∈ X̃ (3.5)

Next, for any t > 0, and for ξ = (α̃i)i ∈ X̃ , we set

α(t)

i (dx) :=
1

G t(ξ)

∫

Rd

αi(dz)Ez

[
1l{ωt ∈ dx} exp

{
γHt(ω)−

γ2

2
tV (0)

}]

ξ(t) :=
(
α̃(t)

i

)
i∈I ∈ X̃ .

(3.6)

Recall that Gt(αi)
(d)
= Gt(αi ⋆ δa). Likewise, we also have (αi ⋆ δa)

(t)(dx)
(d)
= (α(t)

i ⋆ δa)(dx). Recall

that M1(X̃ ) denotes the space of probability measures on X̃ . For any ϑ ∈ M1(X̃ ), then (3.6) further
defines a transition kernel

Πt(ϑ,dξ
′) =

∫

X̃
πt(ξ,dξ

′)ϑ(dξ) where πt(ξ,dξ
′) = P

[
ξ(t) ∈ dξ′|ξ

]
∈ M1(X̃ ). (3.7)

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

Lemma 3.3. The set

mγ =
{
ϑ ∈ M1(X̃ ) : Πt ϑ = ϑ for all t > 0

}
(3.8)

of fixed points of Πt is a non-empty, compact subset of M1(X̃ ).
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Proof. Note that mγ 6= ∅, because δ0̃ ∈ mγ . Moreover, by the definition of the metric D on X̃ and

by the resulting convergence criterion determined by Theorem 3.1, the map X̃ ∋ ξ 7→ πt(ξ, ·) is

continuous. This property, together with the compactness of X̃ (and therefore also that of M1(X̃ )),

we have that M1(X̃ ) ∋ ϑ 7→ Πt(ϑ, ·) is continuous too for any t > 0. It follows that mγ is a closed

subset of the compact metric space M1(X̃ ), implying the compactness of mγ . �

For the next lemma we let L (X̃ ) denote the space of all Lipschitz functions f : X̃ → R with

Lipschitz constant at most 1 and f(0̃) = 0.

Lemma 3.4. For ϑ, ϑ′ ∈ M1(X̃ ) let W (ϑ, ϑ′) = sup
f∈L (X̃ )

∣∣ ∫
X̃ f(ξ)ϑ(dξ) −

∫
X̃ f(ξ)ϑ

′(dξ)
∣∣ be

the Wasserstein metric on M1(X̃ ). If Qt := M̂t[ωt ∈ ·] ∈ M1(R
d) (so that Q̃t ∈ X̃ ) and

νT := 1
T

∫ T
0 δ

Q̃t
dt ∈ M1(X̃ ), then for any s ≥ 0, P-almost surely, W (νT ,ΠsνT ) → 0 as T → ∞.

Proof. Let f : X̃ → R be any Lipschitz function vanishing at 0̃ ∈ X̃ and having Lipschitz con-

stant at most 1. Then for any t ∈ [0, s), Mn,t =
∑n

k=0

(
f(Q̃t+ks+s) − E

[
f(Q̃t+ks+s)|Ft+ks

])
is an

(Ft+(n+1)s)n∈N0 martingale (here Ft is the σ-algebra generated by the noise Ḃ up to time t). Then by

the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, for some constant C > 0, E[M4
n,t] ≤ C(n+ 1)2, and thus, by

Jensen’s inequality

E

[(∫ sn

0
f(Q̃t+s)−E

[
f(Q̃t+s)|Ft

]
dt

)4]
= E

[(∫ s

0
Mn−1,t dt

)4]
≤ Cn2.

for some C = C(s, f) > 0. Hence P
{∣∣ ∫ sn

0 f(Q̃t+s)−E
[
f(Q̃t+s)|Ft

]
dt
∣∣ ≥ (sn)4/5

}
is summable and it

follows from Borel-Cantelli Lemma that

lim sup
T→∞

T−4/5

∣∣∣∣
∫ sn

0
f(Q̃t+s)−E

[
f(Q̃t+s)|Ft

]
dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(s, f) (3.9)

almost surely. Since f has Lipschitz constant at most 1, we also have (choosing n = ⌊T/s⌋)∣∣ ∫ T
sn f(Q̃t+s) − E[f(Q̃t+s)|Ft]dt

∣∣ ≤ 2s. Now for any s ≥ 0, let ν(s)

T = 1
T

∫ T
0 δ

Q̃t+s
dt, so that νT = ν(0)

T .

Then (with Πs as in (3.7)), the above display implies that, for T > 0 sufficiently large, we have that
almost surely ∣∣∣∣

∫

X̃
f(ξ)ν(s)

T (dξ)−
∫

X̃
f(ξ)ΠsνT (dξ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(s, f)T−1/5.

On the other hand,
∣∣∣∣
∫

X̃
f(ξ)νT (dξ)−

∫

X̃
f(ξ)ν(s)

T (dξ)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
1

T

∫ T

0
f(Q̃t)dt−

1

T

∫ T+s

s
f(Q̃t)dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤
2s

T
.

Combining the last two displays, and using triangle inequality, we obtain that almost surely

lim sup
T→∞

T 1/5

∣∣∣∣
∫

X̃
f(ξ)νT (dξ)−

∫

X̃
f(ξ)ΠsνT (dξ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(s, f). (3.10)

By the definition of the metric D on X̃ , for any f ∈ L (X̃ ), sup
ξ∈X̃ |f(ξ)| ≤ sup

ξ∈X̃ D(ξ, 0̃) ≤ 2 and

thus, L (X̃ ) 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 ΨT (f) :=
1
T

∫ T
0 f(Q̃t) − E

[
f(Q̃t+s)|Ft

]
dt, then

given any f, g ∈ L (X̃ )) with ‖f − g‖∞ < δ, we have |ΨT (f) − ΨT (g)| < 2δ. Thus (ΨT (·))T≥0 is

equicontinuous on the compact metric space L (X̃ ), and by (3.10) this family converges pointwise to
0 on a dense subset (fn)n. Thus, by applying Arzela-Ascoli theorem once more, we obtain that this
convergence is uniform, which, together with (3.10) implies the corollary. �
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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 HT . Let (E ,F ,P) be a complete probability space carrying a centered Gaussian

process {Ḃ(h)}h∈L2([0,T ]⊗Rd) with covariance structure E[Ḃ(h)Ḃ(g)] = 〈h, g〉L2([0,T ]⊗Rd).

For any square integrable random variable F on (E ,F ,P), the Malliavin derivative DF is (when it
exists) a random element of L2([0, T ] ⊗ Rd), that can be viewed as a space-time indexed stochastic
process DF = (Dt,xF )t,x. In a particular set up, if

F = f(Ḃ(h1), ..., Ḃ(hn)) (3.11)

for a C∞-function f : Rn → R, then, the Malliavin derivative is defined as

DF =

n∑

i=1

∂if(Ḃ(h1), ..., Ḃ(hn))hi. (3.12)

The iterated derivative D(k)F is a random element in the tensor product L2([0, T ] ⊗ Rd) ⊗ · · · ⊗
L2([0, T ] ⊗ Rd).

For any p ≥ 1 and any positive integer k ≥ 1, note that

‖F‖k,p =
[
E[|F |p] +

k∑

i=1

E[‖D(i)F‖p
(L2)⊗j ]

]1/p

defines a semi-norm, and as the domain of the Malliavin derivative D in Lp(P) is denoted by D(1,p)

in the sense that D(1,p) is the closure of the class of random variables of the form (3.11) with respect
to the norm ‖ · ‖1,p. Similarly, D(k,p) will stand for the completion of the family of smooth random
variables with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖k,p.

With our space-time white noise Ḃ in our particular set up, note that for a fixed Brownian path ω,

the object HT (ω, Ḃ) =
∫ T
0

∫
Rd κ(y − ωs)Ḃ(s, y)dyds can be reinterpreted as

Ḃ(h) =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

h(s, y)Ḃ(s, y)dyds, with h(s, y) = κ(y − ωs) ∈ L2([0, T ] ⊗ Rd).

In particular, if n = 1 and f(x) = x, then the definition (3.12) dictates that DḂ(h) = h and we have
the following implications pertinent to the Malliavin derivative of HT (ω) and the free energy

fT (Ḃ) = fT (γ, Ḃ) =
1

T
logZT =

1

T
logE0

[
eγ

∫ T
0

∫
Rd

κ(y−ωs)Ḃ(s,y)dyds
]
. (3.13)

Note that,

T 2E[fT (Ḃ)2] ≤ E0E[eγHT (ω,Ḃ)] + E0E[e−γHT (ω,Ḃ)] = 2e
γ2

2
TV (0) <∞, (3.14)

where we used that for any x > 0, (log(x))2 ≤ x+x−1 and Jensen’s inequality. Hence, for any T, γ ≥ 0,

fT (Ḃ) ∈ L2(P). Moreover, note that (with ÊT denoting expectation w.r.t. M̂T , cf. (2.11)),

f ′T (γ, Ḃ) :=
∂

∂γ
fT (γ, Ḃ) =

1

T

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ÊT [κ(y − ωs)]Ḃ(s, y)dyds (3.15)

so that, by Itô isometry and Jensen’s inequality,

T 2E
[
(f ′T (γ, Ḃ))2

]
≤

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

E
[
ÊT (κ

2(y − ωs))
]
dyds = T (κ ⋆ κ)(0) <∞. (3.16)

Recall (2.12); we will also need the following expressions for the Malliavin derivatives of HT and
that of the free energy fT :
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Lemma 3.5. For any t > 0 and x ∈ Rd,

• Dt,x[HT (ω)] = κ(x− ωt) and

Dt,x[fT (Ḃ)] =
γ

T
ÊT [κ(x− ωt)]. (3.17)

• Moreover, the second Malliavin derivative of the free energy is given by

D(2)

t,x[fT (Ḃ)] =
γ2

T

(
ÊT [κ(x− ωt)

2]− Ê⊗
T [κ(x− ωt)κ(x − ω′

t)]

)
(3.18)

where Ê⊗
T denotes expectation w.r.t. the product GMC measure M̂⊗

T defined w.r.t. two inde-
pendent Brownian paths.

• For any smooth random variable F of the form (3.11), we have

E[FḂ(h)] = E

[ ∫ T

0

∫

Rd

hDt,xFdxdt

]
. (3.19)

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

Dt,x[fT (Ḃ)] =
γ

T

E0[κ(x− ωt)e
γHT (ω)]

ZT
.

Also, the assertion (3.18) follows from

D(2)

t,x[fT (Ḃ)]

=
γ2

T

E0[κ(x− ωt)
2eγHT (ω)]

E0[eγHT (ω)]
− γ2

T
E0

[
κ(x− ωt)e

γHT (ω)
](E0[κ(x− ωt)e

γHT (ω)]
(
E0[eγHT (ω)]

)2
)
.

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[FḂ(h)] = E[〈DF, h〉H ]. (3.20)

�

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 µ in finite dimensions Rn. Note that if f : Rn → R is differentiable, then its
gradient ∇f : Rn → Rn defines a vector field and the divergence δ : Rn → R can be thought of
as an “adjoint” for ∇ in the Hilbert space L2(Rn), i.e. δ acts on a vector field v : Rn → Rn

via the relation Eµ[∇f · v] = Eµ[fδv]. Via this relation we also have, for any v = (v(1), . . . , v(n))
with v(i) : Rn → R and f : Rn → R continuously differentiable, by integration by parts
Eµ[∇f · v] =

∑n
i=1

∫
Rn ∂if(x)v

(i)(x)µ(dx) =
∑n

i=1

∫
Rn f(x)

(
xiv

(i)(x) − ∂iv
(i)(x)

)
µ(dx), and conse-

quently, δv =
∑n

i=1(xiv
(i) − ∂iv

(i)). In particular, the latter identity implies for v = f∇g : Rn → Rn
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and any sufficiently smooth f, g : Rn → R, that

δ(f∇g) =
n∑

i=1

[
xif(x)

∂g

∂xi
−

(
∂f

∂xi

∂g

∂xi
+ f(x)

∂2g

∂x2i

)]

= −∇f · ∇g − f(∆g − x · ∇g).
(3.21)

Now we can define the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator L as

L = −δ ◦ ∇, (3.22)

and given (3.21) (for the particular choice f = 1), the above definition reduces to

Lg = −δ(∇g) = ∆g − x · ∇g. (3.23)

The above finite dimensional setup can be translated to the abstract Gaussian space (E ,F ,P) too
by replacing the gradient by the Malliavin derivative D defined before, while the divergence δ acts as
an adjoint of D. In other words, for any F ∈ H = D(1,2) and u in the domain of δ, we have

E[〈DF, u〉H ] = E[Fδ(u)]

and the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator L for E then is defined by

L = −δ ◦D. (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 (3.11). Then,

E[G〈DF, h〉H ] = −E[F 〈DG,h〉H ] +E[FGḂ(h)].

If u, which is in the domain of δ has the form u =
∑n

j=1 Fjhj , then by the last display,

E[〈DF, u〉H ] =

n∑

j=1

E[Fj〈DF, hj〉H ] =

n∑

j=1

−E[F 〈DFj , h〉H ] +E[FFjḂ(hj)]

and we conclude that δ(u) =
∑n

j=1 FjḂ(hj) − 〈DFj , hj〉H . For the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator L

this means L u = −δ(Du) = ∑n
j=1〈D(2)Fj , hj〉H −DFjḂ(hj). Applying this theory in our setting to

the functional fT (Ḃ), the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator has the form

(L fT )(Ḃ) =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

D(2)

t,xfT (Ḃ)dxdt− Ḃ
(
DfT (Ḃ)

)
. (3.25)

Let η be space-time white noise which is an independent copy of Ḃ. That is, {η(f)}f∈L2([0,T ]⊗Rd) is

a centered Gaussian process with covariance E[η(f1)η(f2)] = 〈f1, f2〉L2([0,T ]⊗Rd).

We define the Ornstein Uhlenbeck flow of Ḃ at time t ≥ 0 by

Ḃt(s, x) = e−tḂ(s, x) + e−tη
(
(e2t − 1)−1s, x

)
if t > 0, Ḃ0 = Ḃ. (3.26)

Recall that λθd/2Ḃ(λ2s, θx) has the same law as that of Ḃ(s, x) for any λ, θ > 0. Since η is an

independent copy of Ḃ, it follows that for any fixed t > 0, {Ḃt(f)}f is also a centered Gaussian

process with the same covariance structure E[Ḃt(f1)Ḃt(f2)] = 〈f1, f2〉L2([0,T ]⊗Rd).

Therefore, we can define

HT (ω, Ḃt) =

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(y − ωs)Ḃt(s, y)dyds,

M̂T (Ḃt) =
1

ZT (Ḃt)
exp

{
γHT (ω, Ḃt)

}
P0(dω), ZT (Ḃt) = E0

[
exp

{
γHT (ω, Ḃt)

}]
.

(3.27)
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For expectation EM̂T (Ḃt) with respect to the probability measure M̂T (Ḃt) we write Ê
(Ḃt)

T . And if ω, ω′

are two independent Brownian motions, we write

M̂⊗
T (Ḃt) =

1

ZT (Ḃt)2
exp

{
γ(HT (ω, Ḃt) + HT (ω

′, Ḃt))
}
P⊗
0 (dω,dω

′)

and for expectation with respect to the probability measure M̂⊗
T (Ḃt) we write Ê

(Ḃt)
⊗

T .

We also need

Lemma 3.6. For any T, γ > 0,

L fT (Ḃt) = γ2V (0)− γ2

T

∫ T

0
Ê

(Ḃt)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]ds− γf ′T (γ, Ḃt) ∈ L2(P). (3.28)

for fT as in 3.13 and f ′T (γ, Ḃt) =
∂
∂γ fT (γ, Ḃt).

Proof. Indeed, recall (3.17) and (3.18) for the first two Malliavin derivatives of fT . Then,

Ḃt

(
DfT (Ḃt)

)
=

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

γ

T
Ê

(Ḃt)

T [κ(y − ωs)]Ḃt(s, y)dyds
(3.15)
= γf ′T (γ, Ḃt) (3.29)

and with the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck generator, see (3.25), we have (3.28). Moreover, since 0 ≤ V (·) ≤
V (0), by using (3.16), we have E[L fT (Ḃt)

2] = E[L fT (Ḃ)2] ≤ C(γ4V (0)2+‖f ′(γ, ·)‖2L2(P)) <∞. �

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

Lemma 3.7. Let fT (Ḃt) be the functional defined in (3.13) w.r.t. the flow Ḃt defined in (3.26).
Then, for any T and γ,

VarP
(
1

t

∫ t

0
L fT (Ḃr)dr

)
≤ 2

t
E
[
‖DfT (Ḃ)‖2L2([0,T ]⊗Rd)

]
.

Proof. Let Var and Cov stand for variance and covariance w.r.t. P, while (Pt)t≥0 stands for the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. That is, for t ≥ 0, and a test function g ∈ L2(P) defined on the path
space of the white noise so that L g ∈ L2(P),

(Ptg)(Ḃ) = E
[
g(Ḃt)

∣∣Ḃ
]
.

Then, for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t,

Cov(g(Ḃs), g(Ḃt)) = Cov(g(Ḃs),E[g(Ḃt)|Ḃs])

= Cov(g(Ḃs),Pt−sg(Ḃs)) = Cov(g(Ḃ),Pt−sg(Ḃ)).

Now let {ψj}j≥0 be an orthonormal basis of L2(P) consisting of eigenfunctions of L , with ψ0 ≡ 1,
Lψ0 = λ0ψ0 = 0 and Lψj = −λjψj with λj > 0 for j ≥ 1. Then, for g =

∑
j≥0 ajψj ∈ L2(P), we

have
L g = −

∑

j≥1

λjajψj, PtL g = −
∑

j≥1

λjaje
−λjtψj .

Further, if g1 =
∑

j≥0 ajψj , g2 =
∑

j≥0 bjψj ∈ L2(P), then

Cov(g1(Ḃ), g2(Ḃ)) =
∑

j≥1

ajbj

and if in addition D(2)g1,D
(2)g2 exist, then

−E[g1(Ḃ)L g2(Ḃ)] = E[Dg1(Ḃ)Dg2(Ḃ)]. (3.30)
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Hence, Cov(L g(Ḃs),L g(Ḃt)) = Cov(L g(Ḃ0),Pt−sL g(Ḃ0)) =
∑

j≥1 λ
2
ja

2
je

−λj(t−s). Again, if g =∑
≥0 ajψj , then by (3.30),

E‖Dg(Ḃ)‖2 = −E[g(Ḃ)L g(Ḃ)] =
∑

j≥1

λja
2
j .

Thus,
∫ t

0
Cov(L g(Ḃr),L g(Ḃt))dr =

∑

j≥1

∫ t

0
λ2ja

2
je

−λj(t−r)dr =
∑

j≥1

λja
2
j(1− e−λjt) ≤ E‖Dg(Ḃ)‖2

and finally

Var

(
1

t

∫ t

0
L g(Ḃr)dr

)
=

1

t2

∫ t

0

∫ t

0
Cov(L g(Ḃr),L g(Ḃs))dsdr

=
2

t2

∫ t

0

∫ r

0
Cov(L g(Ḃr),L g(Ḃs))dsdr ≤

2

t
E‖Dg(Ḃ)‖2.

We now choose g(Ḃ) = fT (γ, Ḃ) and since fT ,L fT ∈ L2(P), we apply the above bound. �

Corollary 3.8. For any ε > 0 and γ > 0,

P

[
1

t

∫ t

0
(L fT )(Ḃr)dr >

γε

2

]
≤ 8V (0)

tT ε2
.

Proof. Recall that {ψj}j≥0 is an orthonormal basis of L2(P) consisting of eigenfunctions of L , with

ψ0 ≡ 1. Since L fT (·) =
∑

j≥1 ajλjψj(·) and ψj⊥1 for all j ≥ 1, we have E[L fT (Ḃt)] = 0. Then by
Lemma 3.7 and by Jensen’s inequality,

Var

[
1

t

∫ t

0
(L fT )(Ḃr)dr

]
≤ 2

t
E

[
γ2

T 2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

ÊT [κ
2(y − ωs)]dyds

]
=

2γ2V (0)

tT
.

Therefore, the claim follows by Chebyshev’s inequality. �

4. Proofs of main results: Theorem 2.1 - Theorem 2.3

4.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1. Theorem 2.1 will be proved in four steps.

Step 1: For any x ∈ Rd and A ∈ G we set (recall the notation from (2.11)-(2.12))

Z (x)

T (A) := Ex

[
1lA eγHT (ω)− γ2

2
TV (0)

]
.

Lemma 4.1. We set M (1)

T = γ
∫ T
0

∫
Rd Êt

[
κ(y − ωt)

]
Ḃ(t, y)dy dt. Let Qt := M̂t[ωt ∈ ·] ∈ M1(R

d) so

that Q̃t ∈ X̃ . Let Fγ and G t be the functionals defined in (3.3) and (3.5), respectively. Then

1

T
logZT =

1

T
M (1)

T − 1

T

∫ T

0
Fγ(Q̃t)dt and

1

T
log(G T (ξ)) =

1

T
M (2)

T − γ2

2T

∫ T

0
dt

( ∑

α̃1,α̃2∈ξ

∫

R2d

V (x1 − x2)

×
2∏

j=1

1

G t(ξ)

∫

Rd

αj(dzj)Z
(zj)

t (ω(j)

t ∈ dxj)

)
,

(4.1)

where M (2)

T is a mean zero martingale defined below in (4.5).
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Proof. Writing ZT = E0[e
γHT ] and applying Itô’s formula to logZT we have

d logZT =
1

ZT
dZT − 1

2Z2
T

d〈ZT 〉 (4.2)

Again by Itô’s formula,

dZt = E0

[
γ

∫

Rd

eγHt(ω)κ(y − ωt)Ḃ(t, y)dy

]
dt+ E0

[
γ2

2

∫

Rd

eγHt(ω)κ(y − ωt)
2dy

]
dt. (4.3)

The quadratic variation of Zt is also given by

d〈Zt〉 = d

〈
E0

[
γ

∫

Rd

eγHt(ω)κ(y − ωt)Ḃ(t, y)dy

]〉

= γ2E⊗
0

[∫

Rd

eγ(Ht(ω)+Ht(ω′))κ(y − ωt)κ(y − ω′
t)dy

]
dt

= γ2E⊗
0

[
V (ωt − ω′

t) e
γ(Ht(ω)+Ht(ω′))

]
dt

(4.4)

where ω′ is another Brownian motion independent of ω. Combining (4.2)-(4.4) yields

d logZt = γÊt

[ ∫

Rd

κ(y − ωt)Ḃ(t, y)dy

]
dt+

γ2

2
Êt

[ ∫

Rd

κ(y − ωt)
2dy

]
dt

− γ2

2
Ê⊗
t

[
V (ωt − ω′

t)
]
dt

where we recall from (2.12) that Êt denotes expectation w.r.t. the GMC measure M̂t, while Ê
⊗
t stands

for the same w.r.t. the product GMC measure M̂⊗
t . Since

∫
Rd κ(y − ωt)

2dy =
∫
Rd κ

2(y)dy = V (0),
the display above now yields

logZT = γ

∫ T

0
Êt

[∫

Rd

κ(y − ωt)Ḃ(t, y)dy

]
dt+

γ2TV (0)

2
− γ2

2

∫ T

0
Ê⊗
t

[
V (ωt − ω′

t)
]
dt,

where ω, ω′ are independent Brownian motions. Consequently,

1

T
logZT =

1

T
logZT − γ2

2
V (0) =

M (1)

T

T
− γ2

2T

∫ T

0
Ê⊗
t

[
V (ωt − ω′

t)
]
dt.

From the above display the first identity in (4.1) follows. Repeating the Itô computation for log(G T (ξ))
also proves the second identity in (4.1) with

M (2)

T = γ

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Rd

dy
1

G T (ξ)

∑

α̃∈ξ

∫

Rd

α(dz)Ez

[
κ(y − ωs)e

γHt(ω)− γ2

2
TV (0)

]
Ḃ(s, y). (4.5)

�

A similar computation as Lemma 4.1 also provides

Lemma 4.2. For any γ > 0, δ > 0 and as T → ∞, we have logZT −E[logZT ] = o(T ).

Proof. For any s ∈ [0, T ] we set

XT = logZT −E[logZT ], XT,s = E
[
logZT −E[logZT ]|Fs

]
,
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where Fs is the σ-algebra generated by the noise Ḃ up to time s. We note that (XT,s)s∈[0,T ] is a
martingale and also that

XT,s = E

[
γ

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

Êt[κ(y − ωt)]Ḃ(t, y)dydt

+
γ2

2

∫ T

0
E

[
Ê⊗
t

[
V (ωt − ω′

t)
] ]

− Ê⊗
t

[
V (ωt − ω′

t)
]
dt

∣∣∣∣Fs

]
.

The quadratic variation of XT,T is given by

〈XT,T 〉 =
〈
γ

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

Êt[κ(y − ωt)]Ḃ(t, y)dydt

〉
= γ2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(
Êt[κ(y − ωt)]

)2
dydt ≤ γ2TV (0),

which we will estimate now as follows: Indeed, again by the martingale property of (XT,s)s∈[0,T ], we

have that for any a ∈ R,
(
exp

{
aXT,s− a2

2 〈XT,s〉
})

s∈[0,T ]
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− a2

2
〈XT,T 〉]ea2

2
γ2TV (0)−au.

Since XT,0 = 0, minimizing over a yields

P(XT > u) ≤ exp

{
min
a>0

{a2
2
γ2TV (0) − au

}}
= exp

{
− u2

2γ2TV (0)

}
.

Since the same calculations hold by replacing XT by −XT , it follows that, for any u > 0,

P(| logZT −E logZT | > u) ≤ 2 exp

(
− u2

2γ2TV (0)

)
.

In particular, for η ∈
(
1
2 , 1

)
and for a sequence defined by T1 = 1, and Tn+1 = Tn + T η

n , so that

Tn = n
1

1−η
+o(1) as n→ ∞, the upper bound in the last display, combined with Borel-Cantelli lemma,

implies that

lim
n→∞

logZTn −E[logZTn ]

Tn
= 0, P− a.s. (4.6)

In order to strengthen the latter assertion for T → ∞, we apply Lemma 4.1 which implies that

logZT = MT − 1
2〈MT 〉 + γ2

2 TV (0) where MT = γ
∫ T
0

∫
Rd Êt[κ(y − ωt)]Ḃ(t, y)dydt is a continuous

martingale satisfying d
dT 〈MT 〉 ≤ γ2V (0) for all T ≥ 0. We now fix a sequence εn → 0 such that

ε−1
n = no(1). For n large enough, γ2V (0)T η

n < εnTn+1, and by Doob’s inequality, we have

P

(
sup

Tn≤T≤Tn+1

| logZT − logZTn −E logZT +E logZTn | > 2εnTn+1

)

≤ P

(
sup

Tn≤T≤Tn+1

|MT −MTn | > εnTn+1

)
≤ (εnTn+1)

−2E
[
〈MTn+1〉 − 〈MTn〉

]
,

and as E
[
〈MTn+1〉−〈MTn〉

]
≤ γ2V (0)(Tn+1−Tn), the right-hand side above defines a summable series

if we choose η ∈ (1/2, 1) large enough. Together with (4.6), Borel-Cantelli lemma then concludes the
proof of the lemma.

�

Step 2: We will now prove
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Lemma 4.3. With Fγ defined in (3.3), define EFγ : M1(X̃ ) → R to be

EFγ (ϑ) =

∫

X̃
Fγ(ξ)ϑ(dξ). (4.7)

Then EFγ is continuous on M1(X̃ ). Moreover, with Πt(·, ·) defined in (3.7), we have, for any T > 0

and ξ ∈ X̃ ,
∫ T
0 EFγ (Πtδξ) dt ≤ −E[logZT ].

Proof. Recall that Fγ is continuous on X̃ and X̃ is a compact metric space. Thus, EFγ is also continuous

on M1(X̃ ). We will now prove
∫ T
0 EFγ (Πtδξ) dt ≤ −E[logZT ].

Note that by the definition of EFγ and that of Πt, we have for any t

EFγ(Πtδξ) =

∫

X̃
Fγ(ξ

′)Πt(δξ,dξ
′) =

∫

X̃
Fγ(ξ

′)P
[
ξ(t) ∈ dξ′|ξ

]
= E

[
Fγ(ξ

(t))
]
.

On the other hand, Fγ(ξ
(t)) = γ2

2

∑
α̃∈ξ

∫
Rd×Rd V (x1 − x2)

∏2
j=1 α

(t)(dxj) and so

EFγ (Πtδξ) = E

[
γ2

2

∑

α̃∈ξ

∫

Rd×Rd

V (x1 − x2)

2∏

j=1

α(t)(dxj)

]
. (4.8)

Recall that G T (ξ) = GT (ξ) +E
[
ZT − GT (ξ)

]
. We claim that

∫ T

0
EFγ(Πtδξ)dt ≤ −E

[
log(G T (ξ))

]
. (4.9)

For proving (4.9), we first consider the sum on the right-hand side of (4.8). Since V, α,Zt and Gt(ξ)
are nonnegative,

∑

α̃∈ξ

∫

Rd×Rd

V (x1 − x2)

2∏

j=1

α(t)(dxj)

≤
∑

α̃1∈ξ

∑

α̃2∈ξ

∫

Rd×Rd

V (x1 − x2)

2∏

j=1

1

G T (ξ)
αj(dzj)Ezj

[
1l{ω(j)

t ∈ dxj}eγHt(ω)
]
,

thus by (4.8),

EFγ (Πtδξ) ≤ E

[
γ2

2

∑

α̃1∈ξ

∑

α̃2∈ξ

∫

Rd×Rd

V (x1 − x2)
2∏

j=1

1

G T (ξ)
αj(dzj)Ezj

[
1l{ω(j)

t ∈ dxj}eγHt(ω)
]
]
.

Claim (4.9) now immediately follows from Lemma 4.1, as M (2)

T in Lemma 4.1 is a martingale that has
expectation 0.

For any ξ = (α̃i)i∈I ∈ X̃ , let σ(ξ) =
∑

i∈I αi(R
d) (which is well-defined on X̃ because α(Rd) =

(α⋆δx)(R
d) for any αM≤1 and x ∈ Rd) and σ(·) ≥ 0, with identity being true if and only if ξ = 0̃ ∈ X̃ .

We now use (4.9) for those ξ with σ(ξ) > 0. Using the concavity of the logarithm, we obtain

E
[
log(G T (ξ))

]
= E

[
log

(
σ(ξ)

GT (ξ)

σ(ξ)
+ (1− σ(ξ))EZT

)]

≥ σ(ξ)E log
(GT (ξ)

σ(ξ)

)
+ (1− σ(ξ)) log

(
EZT

)
.

(4.10)
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As
∫
σ(ξ)−1

∑
α̃∈ξ α(dx) = 1, we can use Jensen’s inequality, so that

log
(GT (ξ)

σ(ξ)

)
= log

(∫

Rd

(∑
α̃∈ξ α(dz)

σ(ξ)

)
ZT [z]

)
≥

∫

Rd

(∑
α̃∈ξ α(dz)

σ(ξ)

)
logZT [z]

and since ZT [z]
(d)
= ZT ,

E log
(GT (ξ)

σ(ξ)

)
≥

∫

Rd

(∑
α̃∈ξ α(dz)

σ(ξ)

)
E logZT = E logZT .

By using Jensen’s inequality once more, logEZT ≥ E logZT , and both lower bounds, together with

(4.9) and (4.10), yield
∫ T
0 EFγ(Πtδξ) dt ≤ −E[logZT ] for any ξ ∈ X̃ with σ(ξ) > 0. The last inequality,

when σ(ξ) = 0, follows immediately by Jensen’s inequality. Indeed, if σ(ξ) = 0, then EFγ(Πtδξ) = 0

for all t and so
∫ T
0 EFγ(Πtδξ) dt = − logEZT ≤ −E[logZT ]. Thus, the inequality in Lemma 4.3 holds

unconditionally. �

Step 3: Recall (3.7) for definition of Πt and its fixed points m = {ϑ ∈ M1(X̃ ) : Πt ϑ = ϑ for all t > 0}.
Then the inequality in Lemma 4.3 dictates that, for any ϑ ∈ mγ ,

− 1

T
E[logZT ] ≥

1

T

∫

X̃
ϑ(dξ)

∫ T

0
dt EFγ(Πtδξ) =

1

T

∫ T

0
dtEFγ(Πtϑ) = EFγ(ϑ)

which proves that lim infT→∞− 1
T E[logZT ] ≥ supϑ∈mγ

EFγ(ϑ).

Now Lemma 3.4 implies that, for any s > 0, W (νT ,ΠsνT ) → 0 almost surely. Combining this conver-
gence with the fact that mγ is compact, we have the (almost sure) law of large numbers W (νT ,mγ) → 0

almost surely w.r.t. P. Also note that by Lemma 4.1, 1
T logZT =

M
(1)
T

T − 1
T

∫ T
0 Fγ(Q̃t)dt, where M

(1)

T
is a martingale with mean zero and quadratic variation given by

d
〈
M (1)

T

〉
= γ2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(
Êt [κ(y − ωt)]

)2
dydt ≤ γ2

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

Êt

[
κ(y − ωt)

2
]
dydt = γ2TV (0),

showing that lim supT→∞− 1
T logZT = lim supT→∞

1
T

∫ T
0 Fγ(Q̃t)dt almost surely. Furthermore, by

definition of the occupation measures νT = 1
T

∫ T
0 δ

Q̃t
dt it holds that 1

T

∫ T
0 Fγ(Q̃t)dt = EFγ (νT ). Since

EFγ (·) is continuous on M1(X̃ ), using the almost sure law of large numbers W (νT ,mγ) → 0, it follows
that

lim sup
T→∞

− 1

T
logZT = lim sup

T→∞
EFγ(νT ) ≤ sup

ϑ∈mγ

EFγ (ϑ) a.s. (4.11)

On the other hand, again by Lemma 4.1, and as M (1)

T has mean zero, it follows that − 1
T E[logZT ] =

E[EFγ(νT )]. By Lemma 3.2, both Fγ and EFγ , are non-negative and bounded from above by γ2V (0)/2.
Therefore, by reverse Fatou’s lemma and (4.11),

lim sup
T→∞

− 1

T
E[logZT ] = lim sup

T→∞
E[EFγ (νT )] ≤ E

[
lim sup
T→∞

EFγ(νT )] ≤ sup
ϑ∈mγ

EFγ(ϑ)

and therefore limT→∞− 1
T E[logZT ] = supϑ∈mγ

EFγ (ϑ). Finally, by combining Lemma 4.2 and the
previous arguments we have the almost sure statement

lim
T→∞

1

T
logZγ,T = lim

T→∞
1

T
E[logZγ,T ] = − sup

ϑ∈mγ

EFγ (ϑ), (4.12)
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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

λ(γ) =
γ2

2
V (0) − sup

ϑ∈mγ

EFγ(ϑ), γ1 = inf
{
γ > 0: sup

mγ

EFγ (·) > 0
}
∈ [0,∞]. (4.13)

Proposition 4.4. Fix d ∈ N and γ > 0. Then the following hold:

(i) It holds λ(γ) = γ2

2 V (0) if γ ≤ γ1 and λ(γ) < γ2

2 V (0) if γ > γ1.

(ii) Let fT (γ) = fT (γ, Ḃ) = 1
T logZγ,T (so that limT→∞ fT (γ) = λ(γ) almost surely) and assume

that λ(γ) is differentiable at γ, then 0 ≤ λ′(γ) ≤ γV (0) and if γT = γ+ o(T ) as T → ∞, then
it holds that

lim
T→∞

f ′T (γT ) = λ′(γ) a.s. and in L1(P) (4.14)

and
lim
T→∞

Êγ,T

[∣∣T−1HT (ω)− λ′(γ)
∣∣
]
= 0 a.s. and in L1(P). (4.15)

(iii) Now fix d ≥ 3. Then γ1 = γ1(d) > 0 and for γ ∈ [0, γ1], λ(γ) =
γ2

2 V (0). In particular, λ(γ)
is differentiable in [0, γ1) and almost surely

lim
T→∞

T−1Êγ,T [HT (ω)] = λ′(γ) = γV (0).

We will prove Proposition 4.4 after completing the proof of Theorem 2.1 below, for which we will
also need

Proposition 4.5. Fix d ∈ N and γ > 0. Then there exists a non-empty, compact subset mγ ⊂ M1(X̃ )
such that the supremum

sup
ϑ∈mγ

EFγ (ϑ) = sup
ϑ∈mγ

∫

X̃
Fγ(ξ)ϑ(dξ) (4.16)

is attained, and we always have sup
mγ

EFγ (·) ∈ [0, γ2(κ ⋆ κ)(0)/2]. Moreover, there exists γ1 = γ1(d)

such that γ1 > 0 if d ≥ 3; and if γ ∈ (0, γ1], then mγ = {δ0̃} is a singleton consisting of the Dirac

measure at 0̃ ∈ X̃ , and consequently in this regime sup
mγ

EFγ (·) = 0. If γ > γ1, then sup
mγ

EFγ > 0.

Finally, if ϑ ∈ mγ is a maximizer of EFγ (·) and ϑ(ξ) > 0 for ξ = (α̃i)i∈I ∈ X̃ , then
∑

i∈I αi(R
d) = 1

(i.e., any maximizer of (4.16) assigns positive mass only to those elements of X̃ whose total mass add
up to one).

Proof. The set mγ ⊂ M1(X̃ ) has been defined in Lemma 3.3 which also implies that mγ is non-empty
and compact. The fact that the supremum sup

mγ
EFγ (·) is attained over mγ is a consequence of the

continuity of EFγ (recall Lemma 4.3) on the closed subspacemγ ofM1(X̃ ) which is compact (because X̃
is compact). Now by Lemma 3.2, sup

mγ
EFγ ≤ γ2V (0)/2 and by definition, sup

mγ
EFγ ≥ 0 and equality

holds by Part (i) of Proposition 4.4 if and only if γ ≤ γ1. Moreover, by Part (iii) of Proposition 4.4,
γ1 > 0 if d ≥ 3.

It remains to prove that, for γ > γ1, a maximizer of mγ gives positive probability only to those ele-

ments ξ ∈ X̃ which have total mass 1. We again write σ(ξ) =
∑

i∈I αi(R
d) and using the strict concav-

ity of x 7→ x
x+(1−σ(ξ)) we get a strict inequality E[σ(ξ(t))] = E

[ Gt(ξ)
Gt(ξ)+(1−σ(ξ))

]
< E[Gt(ξ)]

E[Gt(ξ)]+(1−σ(ξ)) = σ(ξ),

where ξ(t) is defined in (3.6). It follows that, for any t > 0,
∫
σ(ξ′)Πt(ϑ,dξ

′) =
∫
ϑ(dξ)E[σ(ξ(t))] <∫

ϑ(dξ)σ(ξ) if ϑ assigns positive mass to ξ. But on the other hand we also have Πtϑ = ϑ, since ϑ ∈ mγ .

The resulting contradiction shows that ϑ assigns positive mass only to those ξ ∈ X̃ that have total
mass 0 or 1.
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Next, we note that if mγ = {δ0̃}, then sup
mγ

EFγ = 0 and by Proposition 4.4 we have γ ≤ γ1.
In other words, if γ > γ1, there exists an element δ0̃ 6= ϑ0 ∈ mγ which, by our previous remark,

satisfies ϑ0(S ) = 1 where S = {ξ ∈ X̃ : σ(ξ) ∈ {0, 1}}. We also set S1 = {ξ ∈ X̃ : σ(ξ) = 1}.
It now suffices to show that ϑ0(S1) ∈ (0, 1) implies that ϑ0 is not a maximizer of mγ . Therefore,

with ϑ0(·|S1) denoting conditional probability on X̃ , we claim that, whenever ϑ0(S1) ∈ (0, 1), then
EFγ (ϑ0(·|S1)) > EFγ (ϑ0). Indeed, by continuity of Fγ we have Fγ(ξ) > 0 = Fγ(0̃) for any ξ 6= 0̃.
Combining this with the fact that ϑ0(S ) = 1 shows that, for those ϑ0 with ϑ0(S1) ∈ (0, 1),

EFγ(ϑ0(·|S1)) =

∫

S1

Fγ(ξ)ϑ0(dξ) +
1− ϑ0(S1)

ϑ0(S1)

∫

S1

Fγ(ξ)ϑ0(dξ) >

∫

S1

Fγ(ξ)ϑ0(dξ) = EFγ (ϑ0).

Since ϑ0 ∈ mγ ⇒ ϑ0(·|S1) ∈ mγ
⋄⋄ , the above display implies that the element ϑ0 is not a maximizer,

which completes the proof of Proposition 4.5. �

Let us now conclude

Proof of Theorem 2.1 (assuming Proposition 4.4): Recall that Zγ,T := E0[e
γHT ] and note that,

by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any γ > 0 and T > 0,

sup
ϕ∈CT

1

T
log M̂γ,T [Nr,T (ϕ)] = sup

ϕ∈CT

1

T
log

[
1

ZT
E0

(
eγHT 1lNr,T (ϕ)

)]

= sup
ϕ∈CT

1

T
log

[
1

E0(eγHT )
E0

(
eγHT 1lNr,T (ϕ)

)]

= − 1

T
logE0[e

γHT ] + sup
ϕ∈CT

1

T
logE0

(
eγHT 1lNr,T (ϕ)

)

≤ − 1

T
logE0[e

γHT ] +
1

2T
logE0[e

2γHT ] + sup
ϕ∈CT

1

2T
logP0[Nr,T (ϕ)]

(4.17)

To handle the third term above, note that for any ϕ ∈ CT , and with ω, ω′ denoting two independent
Brownian paths,

P0(ω ∈ Nr,T (ϕ))
2 = E⊗

0

[
1l
{
ω ∈ Nr,T (ϕ), ω

′ ∈ Nr,T (ϕ)
}]
.

Now if ω, ω′ ∈ Nr,T (ϕ), then ‖ω − ω′‖∞,T ≤ 2r. In particular,

E⊗
0

[
1l
{
ω ∈ Nr,T (ϕ),ω

′ ∈ Nr,T (ϕ)
}]

≤ E⊗
0

[
1l
{
‖ω − ω′‖∞,T ≤ 2r

}]
= P⊗

0

(
‖ω − ω′‖∞,T ≤ 2r

)

= P0

(√
2‖ω‖∞,T ≤ 2r

)
= P0(ω ∈ N√

2r,T (0))

Combining the last two displays, we have,

sup
ϕ∈CT

logP0

(
ω ∈ Nr,T (ϕ)

)
≤ 1

2
log P0

(
ω ∈ N√

2r,T (0)
)
. (4.18)

However, for any r > 0, the probability P0(ω ∈ N√
2r,T (0)) can be rewritten as P0(τ > T ),

where τ denotes the first exit time of the standard Brownian motion from the ball B√
2r(0),

and therefore by the spectral theorem for −1
2∆ with Dirichlet boundary condition on B√

2r(0),

⋄⋄To see this, note that ξ(t) ∈ S1 if and only if ξ ∈ S1. Thus, for any A ⊂ X̃ , we have πt(ξ,A) = πt(ξ,A ∩ S1)
if ξ ∈ S1 and also πt(ξ,A ∩ S1) = 0 if ξ /∈ S1. The required implication now follows from these two identities, since
Πt(ϑ0(·|S1), A) = 1

ϑ0(S1)

∫
S1

πt(ξ,A)ϑ0(dξ) and
∫

S1

πt(ξ,A)ϑ0(dξ) =

∫

S1

πt(ξ,A ∩ S1)ϑ0(dξ) +

∫

SC
1

πt(ξ,A ∩ S1)ϑ0(dξ) = Πt(ϑ0, A ∩ S1).
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we have limT→∞
1
T log P0(ω ∈ N√

2r,T (0)) = −λ1(
√
2r). Recall that by (4.12), we have P-a.s.,

limT→∞ 1
T logZγ,T = γ2V (0)

2 − supϑ∈mγ
EFγ (ϑ). Thus, (4.17)-(4.18) yield, P-a.s.,

lim sup
T→∞

sup
ϕ∈CT

1

T
log M̂γ,T [Nr,T (ϕ)]

≤ −1

4
λ1(

√
2r)− lim

T→∞
1

T
logZγ,T +

1

2
lim
T→∞

1

T
logZ2γ,T

= −1

4
λ1(

√
2r)−

[
γ2V (0)

2
− sup

ϑ∈mγ

EFγ (ϑ)

]
+

1

2

[
(2γ)2V (0)

2
− sup

ϑ∈m2γ

EF2γ (ϑ)

]
= −Θ,

(4.19)

as claimed in (2.5) of Theorem 2.1. By the first part (i) of Proposition 4.4, for any d ∈ N and γ > 0,

λ(γ) := γ2V (0)
2 − supϑ∈mγ

EFγ (ϑ) ∈ [0, γ
2V (0)
2 ]. Thus, using that λ(γ) ≥ 0 and λ(2γ) ≤ 2γ2, we have,

for any d ∈ N and γ > 0, Θ ≥ 1
4λ1(

√
2r) − γ2V (0). Thus for any d ∈ N, if 1

4λ1(
√
2r) > γ2V (0)

then Θ > 0. Since the map (0,∞) ∋ r 7→ λ1(r) is decreasing, for any d and γ, we find r0 > 0 such
that Θ > 0 if r < r0. On the other hand, for given d ∈ N and r > 0, we find γc > 0 such that
Θ ≥ 1

4λ1(
√
2r) − γ2V (0) > 0 for any γ < γc. Finally, by part (iii) of Proposition 4.4, for d ≥ 3 and

γ ∈ [0, γ1/2], we have Θ = 1
4λ1(

√
2r) − γ2V (0)

2 . ‡‡ Together with a pointwise lower bound similar to
(2.5) which will be shown below in Proposition 4.6, the proof of the first part of Theorem 2.1 is thus
complete. Also we note that the required bound (2.7) in the second part follows directly from part
(iii) of Proposition 4.4. �

Proposition 4.6. Fix d ∈ N, r > 0. Then there is a constant ρ ∈ (0,∞) such that for any γ > 0 and
P-a.s.

lim inf
T→∞

1

T
log M̂γ,T

[
Nr(0)

]
≥ −

(
λ1(

r

2
) + ρ+

γ2

2
V (0) + sup

ϑ∈mγ

EFγ (ϑ)
)

(4.20)

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

Lemma 4.7. Fix any d ∈ N and any r > 0. Then there is a constant ρ ∈ (0,∞) and a random
variable C(ϕ) for any ϕ ∈ CT such that for T sufficiently large,

P0

{
Nr,T (ϕ)} ≥ C(ϕ) exp

[
− (λ1

(
r/2

)
+ ρ)T

]

Proof. First we write H1
T = {f : f(0) = 0,

∫ T
0 |f ′(s)|2ds < ∞}. For any f ∈ H1

T , by the Cameron-
Martin theorem we have

P0(ω ∈ Nr/2(f)) =

∫
e
∫ T

0
f ′(s)dω(s)− 1

2

∫ T

0
|ḟ(s)|2ds1l{ω ∈ Nr/2(0)}dP0(ω)

= e−
1
2

∫ T
0 |f ′(s)|2dsP0(ω ∈ Nr/2(0))E0

[
e
∫ T
0 ḟ(s)dω(s)

∣∣∣{ω ∈ Nr/2(0)}
]
.

By Jensen’s inequality to the above expectation and also invariance of the set ω ∈ Nr/2(0) with respect
to the map ω 7→ −ω, we then have

P0(ω ∈ Nr/2(f)) > e−
1
2

∫ T

0
|f ′(s)|2ds P0(ω ∈ Nr/2(0)). (4.21)

‡‡It could very well be that a strengthening of the argument above yields that (for d ≥ 3 and γ sufficiently small) the

decay rate is simply Θ = 1
4
λ1(

√
2r) (without the penalization term γ2V (0)/2 being present). Instead of Cauchy-Schwarz

bound above, we could have as well invoked Hölder’s inequality with 1/p + 1/q = 1 and then optimize over p > 1 (and
q > 1). However, the eigenvalue would then carry an extra term 1/q factor which would bring the decay rate closer to
zero when q gets larger.
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We will now handle both the terms on the right-hand side above. Again by the spectral theorem,
limT→∞

1
T log P0(ω ∈ Nr/2(0)) = −λ1 < 0. For any given f ∈ H1

T , let us now handle the term

e−
1
2

∫ T
0 |f ′(s)|2ds in (4.21). For any s < t, with s, t ∈ [0, T ], let us define the functional

Bs,t : CT → R+,

Bs,t(ϕ) = inf

{∫ t

s
|f ′(u)|2du : f ∈ H1

T , f(s) = ϕ(s), f(t) = ϕ(t), sup
u∈[s,t]

|ϕ(u) − f(u)| ≤ r/2

}
.

First remark that, for any s < u < t, we have

Bs,t ≤ Bs,u +Bu,t.

That is, the map t 7→ B0,t is sub-additive, and therefore by Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem
we have

lim
t→∞

t−1B0,t(·) = ρ, a.s.-P0 (4.22)

and the almost sure limit ρ is deterministic. We need to show that ρ is finite for which we first note
that by Fatou’s lemma, (4.22) implies that ρ ≤ E0(B0,1). If we write B := B0,1, then for any ϕ ∈ CT

and for every fixed f ∈ H1
T , by change of variables and using the linearity of the relation in the

infimum defining B(·), we have

B(ϕ+ f) = B(ϕ) +

∫ 1

0
|f ′(u)|2du,

and therefore
√
B(ϕ+ f)−

√
B(ϕ) ≤ [

∫ 1

0
|f ′(u)|2du]1/2,

meaning that the map ϕ 7→
√
B(ϕ) is Lipschitz. Hence, by Borell’s inequality,

√
B − median(

√
B)

possesses Gaussian tails, implying in particular that E0((
√
B)2) = E0(B) <∞. As already remarked,

we have ρ ≤ E0(B), so that together with the last upper bound we have finiteness of the limit ρ in
(4.22).

Finally, note that for any fixed T > 0 and ϕ ∈ CT , by lower-semicontinuity of the norm H1
T ∋ f 7→

(
∫ T
0 |f ′(u)|2du)1/2, there exists a (minimizing) function f (T) = f (T)(ϕ) such that

f (T )(0) = ϕ(0), f (T )(T ) = ϕ(T ), B0,T =

∫ T

0
|f ′(T )

(s)|2ds.

Then by (4.21),

P⊗
0 (ω ∈ Nr(ϕ)|ϕ) ≥ P⊗

0 (ω ∈ Nr/2(f
(T ))|ϕ) ≥ e−

1
2
B0,TP0(ω ∈ Nr/2(0))

and by (4.22),

lim inf
T→∞

1

T
log P⊗

0 (ω ∈ Nr(ϕ)|ϕ) ≥ −ρ
2
+ lim

T→∞
1

T
log P0(ω ∈ Nr/2(0)).

Combining the finiteness of ρ together with (4.18) now proves the desired lower bound. �

Remark 3 A uniform exponential lower bound in Proposition 4.6 should follow from a uniform lower
bound on the Wiener probability in Lemma 4.7 (with a pre-factor C which is independent of ϕ on the
right hand side of the bound there).



GEOMETRY OF THE GMC IN THE WIENER SPACE 25

Proof of Proposition 4.6: We choose T > 0 sufficiently large so that Lemma 4.7 holds. Let AT ⊂ CT

be any set with P0(AT ) > 0. If we write ZT (AT ) = E0[e
γHT 1lAT

], then the same arguments as in
(4.12) imply that, P-a.s.,

lim inf
T→∞

1

T
logZT (AT ) = lim inf

T→∞
1

T
E[logZT (AT )].

We choose AT = Nr,T (0) (which has strictly positive probability under P0 by Lemma 4.7). Next,
using Jensen’s inequality, we note that

E[logZT (AT )] = E
[
log

(
P0(AT ) E0

[
eγHT

∣∣AT

])]
= log P0(AT ) +E

[
logE0

[
eγHT

∣∣AT

]]

≥ logP0(AT ) + γ E0

[
E[HT ]|AT

]
= logP0(AT ),

where for the last identity we used that the martingale HT (·) has mean 0 under P. Combining the
last two displays, followed by Lemma 4.7, it holds

lim inf
T→∞

1

T
logE0

[
1lNr(ϕ)e

γHT− γ2

2
TV (0)

]
≥ lim inf

T→∞
1

T
log P0(AT )−

γ2

2
V (0) ≥ −λ1

(
r/2

)
− ρ− γ2

2
V (0)

with ρ = ρ(r) ∈ (0,∞) defined in (4.22). Hence, P-almost surely,

lim inf
T→∞

1

T
log M̂γ,T

[
Nr(0)

]
≥ −

(
λ1

(
r/2

)
+ ρ+

γ2

2
V (0) − lim inf

T→∞
1

T
logZT

)
,

which proves the required lower bound. �

We now owe the reader the

Proof of Proposition 4.4. (i) Since supϑ∈mγ
EFγ(ϑ) ≥ 0 it follows that λ(γ) ≤ γ2

2 V (0) for all γ ≥ 0.

The fact that γ 7→ − limT→∞
1
T E[logZγ,T ] is non-decreasing in [0,∞] and is continuous in (0,∞) can

be shown following the arguments of [CY06] for discrete directed polymers. It follows that λ(γ) =
γ2

2 V (0) if γ ≤ γ1 and λ(γ) < γ2

2 V (0) if γ > γ1.

(ii) Let us now assume that λ(γ) is differentiable at γ, and note that V = κ ⋆ κ satisfies 0 ≤ V (·) ≤
V (0). We will prove the identity

1

T
E[logZγ,T ] =

∫ γ

0
r

(
V (0)− 1

T

∫ T

0
E

[
Ê⊗
r,T [V (ωt − ω′

t)]

]
dt

)
dr (4.23)

below. Assuming this, the statement 0 ≤ λ′(γ) ≤ γV (0) follows from the fact that the integrand in
(4.23) is bounded by 0 from below and by rV (0) from above.

We now prove (4.23) using tools from Malliavin calculus and Gaussian integration by parts intro-
duced in the last section. First differentiating logZγ,T w.r.t. γ yields

∂

∂γ
E
[
logZγ,T

]
= E

[
Êγ,T [HT (ω)]

]
= E0

[
E

[ ∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(x− ωt)
eγHT (ω)

Zγ,T
Ḃ(t, x)dxdt

]]
.

From Gaussian integration by parts (cf. (3.19)) we obtain

E0

[
E

[
eγHT (ω)

Zγ,T

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(x− ωt)Ḃ(t, x)dxdt

]]
= E0

[
E

[ ∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(x− ωt)Dt,x
eγHT (ω)

Zγ,T
dxdt

]]
.

We now compute the Malliavin derivative on the right-hand side above:

Dt,x
eγHT (ω)

Zγ,T
= γκ(x− ωt)

eγHT (ω)

Zγ,T
− γ

eγHT (ω)

Z2
γ,T

E0

[
κ(x− ω′

t)e
γHT (ω′)

]
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Here ω, ω′ denote two independent Brownian motions. Thus,

∂

∂γ
E
[
logZγ,T

]
= E0

[
E

[ ∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(x− ωt)Dt,x
eγHT (ω)

Zγ,T
dxdt

]]

= γE

[ ∫ T

0

∫

Rd

E0

[
κ2(x− ωt)

eγHT (ω)

Zγ,T

]
− E⊗

0

[
κ(x− ωt)κ(x− ω′

t)
eγ(HT (ω)+HT (ω′))

Z2
γ,T

]
dxdt

]

= γT

(
V (0) − 1

T

∫ T

0
E
[
Ê⊗
γ,T [V (ωt − ω′

t)]
]
dt

)

and the identity (4.23) follows.

We now prove (4.14) and (4.15). The first claim (4.14) is an immediate consequence of the convexity
of γ 7→ logZγ,T , which follows readily from Hölder’s inequality. Then the second claim (4.15) can be
deduced further from (4.14) using an idea from [P10] as follows. Recall (3.15) and note that for γ0 > 0,

Êγ0,T

[∣∣∣∣
HT (ω)

T
− f ′T (γ0)

∣∣∣∣
]
= Êγ0,T

[∣∣∣∣
HT (ω)

T
− Êγ0,T [HT (ω)]

T

∣∣∣∣
]
≤ 1

T
Ê⊗
γ0,T

∣∣HT (ω)− HT (ω
′)
∣∣.

Next we can rewrite, using the fundamental theorem of calculus, that for any γ0 < γ,∫ γ

γ0

Ê⊗
r,T

[
|HT (ω)− HT (ω

′)|
]
dr

= (γ − γ0)Ê
⊗
γ0,T

[
|HT (ω)− HT (ω

′)|
]
+

∫ γ

γ0

dr

∫ r

γ0

dθ
∂

∂θ
Ê⊗
θ,T

[
|HT (ω)− HT (ω

′)|
]

and by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, combined with the bound (a+ b)2 ≤ 2a2 + 2b2, we have

∂

∂θ
Ê⊗
θ,T

[
|HT (ω)− HT (ω

′)|
]
≤ 4Var

M̂θ,T

[
HT (·)

]
.

Combining the last two displays we have, for γ > γ0,

Ê⊗
γ0,T

∣∣HT (ω)− HT (ω
′)
∣∣

≤ 2

γ − γ0

∫ γ

γ0

Êθ,T

∣∣∣HT (ω)− Êθ,T [HT (ω)]
∣∣∣dθ + 4

∫ γ

γ0

Var
M̂θ,T

[
HT (·)

]
dθ.

By Jensen’s inequality,
(

1

γ − γ0

∫ γ

γ0

Êθ,T

∣∣∣HT (ω)− Êθ,T [HT (ω)]
∣∣∣dθ

)2

≤ 1

γ − γ0

∫ γ

γ0

Var
M̂θ,T

[
HT (·)

]
dθ.

Combining the last estimates, we have

Êγ0,T

∣∣∣∣
HT (ω)

T
− f ′T (γ0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

√
ΨT (γ)

T (γ − γ0)
+ 4ΨT (γ), where

ΨT (γ) =
1

T

∫ γ

γ0

Var
M̂θ,T

[
HT (·)

]
dθ =

∫ γ

γ0

f ′′T (θ)dθ = f ′T (γ)− f ′T (γ0)

(4.24)

and in the second identity in the above display we used that f ′′T (·) = 1
T VarM̂·,T

[HT ]. It remains to show

that the upper bound in (4.24) vanishes in the limit T → ∞. Recall that we assumed differentiability
of γ0 7→ λ(γ0), and together with convexity of fT (·), we have that for any given ε > 0, we may choose
γ sufficiently close to γ0 such that lim supT→∞ΨT (γ) ≤ ε a.s. and in L1. Hence,

lim
T→∞

Êγ0,T

∣∣∣∣
HT (ω)

T
− f ′T (γ0)

∣∣∣∣ = 0 a.s. and in L1
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and (4.15) follows from (4.14).

(iii) Recall (cf. (3.15)) that we always have the identity Êγ,T [HT (ω)] =
∂
∂γ logZγ,T . The goal is

to prove that if d ≥ 3 then γ1 = inf{γ : sup
mγ

EFγ > 0} > 0. Then, by part (i), for any γ ∈ [0, γ1]

it holds λ(γ) = γ2

2 V (0). Then λ(γ) is differentiable for any γ ∈ [0, γ1) and limT→∞ 1
T Êγ,T [HT (ω)] =

∂
∂γ

(
limT→∞

1
T logZγ,T

)
= γV (0). It remains to show that γ1 > 0 for d ≥ 3. It is known that ([MSZ16])

in dimension d ≥ 3, there exists γ0(d) > 0, such that Zγ,T converges almost surely to zero if γ > γ0 and
to a non-degenerate, strictly positive random variable if γ < γ0. Furthermore, in any dimension d ≥ 1,
the event V := {Zγ,T 6→T→∞ 0} is a tail event for the process t→ Ḃ(t, ·), and therefore P(V) ∈ {0, 1}.
So if limT→∞ Zγ,T > 0 almost surely, since for x > 0, − log(x) < ∞, limT→∞

1
T E[− logZγ,T ] ≤ 0,

That is, γ1 ≥ γ0, and thus γ1 > 0. �

4.2 Proof of Corollary 2.2. Recall that by Feynman-Kac formula, the solution to (2.8) is given
by

uε(t, x) = Ex

[
exp

{
γ(ε, d)

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

κε
(
ωs − y

)
Ḃ(t− s,dy)ds− γ(ε, d)2t

2
(κε ⋆ κε)(0)

}]
. (4.25)

If

H̃ε,t(ω) =

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

κε(ωs − y)Ḃ(t− s,dy) ds, (4.26)

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

ε
d
2
+1Ḃ(ε−2s, d(ε−1y))d(ε−2s), so that (using κε(·) = ε−dκ(·/ε) and changing variables ε−2s 7→ s

and ε−1y 7→ y), we obtain from (4.26) that

H̃ε,t(ω)
(d)
= ε−

d−2
2

∫ t/ε2

0

∫

Rd

κ
(
ε−1ωε2s − y

)
Ḃ(tε−2 − s,dy)ds. (4.27)

Using now Brownian scaling, we have

E x
ε

[
exp

{
γ

∫ t/ε2

0

∫

Rd

κ
(
ε−1ωε2s − y

)
Ḃ(tε−2 − s,dy)ds− γ2t

2ε2
(κ ⋆ κ)(0)

}]
(d)
= uε(t, x).

Now combining with the invariance of Ḃ w.r.t. time reversal, we have the following distributional
identity of the processes:

{uε(t, x)}x∈Rd

(d)
=

{
Zγ, t

ε2

(x
ε

)}

x∈Rd

, (4.28)

with Zγ,T defined in (2.3). The above distributional identity now allows us to use Theorem 2.1 to
deduce Corollary 2.2. Indeed, given a fixed t > 0, we note that Theorem 2.1 implies

lim sup
T→∞

sup
ϕ∈CtT

1

tT
log M̂γ,tT

[
Nr,tT (ϕ)

]
≤ −Θ.

Now Corollary 2.2 is a direct consequence of the above remarks once we set ε = T−1/2 and use that

P⊗
0

{
sup

0≤s≤t
|ωs − ϕs| ≤ rε

}
= P⊗

0

{
sup

0≤s≤tT
|ωs − ϕs| ≤ r

}
. (4.29)
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4.3 Proof of Theorem 2.3.

We will conclude the proof of Theorem 2.3 in this section. Let us first introduce some notation.

First recall that Ê⊗
T denotes expectation w.r.t. the product GMC measure M̂⊗

T defined in (2.12).
Then we set

Bδ =

{
1

T

∫ T

0
Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]ds ≤ δ

}
. (4.30)

Also, with ηr(s, x) = e−rη(s(e2r − 1)−1, x) if r > 0 and η0 = 0, we set

ΦT (ω, ω
′, ηr) =

1

ẐT (ηr)2
exp

{
γHT (ω, ηr) + γHT (ω

′, ηr)
}

(4.31)

and ẐT (ηr) = ÊT [e
γHT (ω,ηr)] is the normalization constant so that

Ê⊗
T

[
ΦT (·, ·, ηr)

]
= 1.

One important step for the proof of Theorem 2.3 is determined by the following result. Let

IT,t =
1

tT

∫ t

0
dr

∫ T

0
dsÊ⊗

T

[
V (ωs − ω′

s)ΦT (ω, ω
′, ηr)

]
(4.32)

so that the process (IT,t)t≥0 is adapted to the filtration (Ht)t≥0 with Ht being the σ-algebra generated

by Ḃ and η up to time t.

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

(a) For any t, ε > 0,

lim
T→∞

P

(∣∣∣∣IT,t/T − 1

t/T

∫ t/T

0

1

T

∫ T

0
Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]dsdr

∣∣∣∣ > ε

)
= 0.

(b) For any T, ε1, ε2 > 0, there exists δ′ = δ′(γ, t, ε1, ε2) > 0 sufficiently small that

P

(∣∣∣IT,t/T − 1

T

∫ T

0
Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]ds
∣∣∣ ≥ ε1

∣∣∣∣Bδ

)
≤ ε2

for all 0 < δ ≤ δ′ and T ≥ 0.

The proof of Proposition 4.8 will be deferred to Appendix A. Assuming the above fact we will
conclude the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Let ε > 0 be given. Recall that we assume that λ is differentiable and λ′(γ) < γV (0). If ρ =
γV (0)−λ′(γ)

γ and t is large enough, such that 8
tγ2ε2

≤ ε, then by Corollary 3.8 and (4.14),

lim inf
T→∞

P

(∣∣∣∣ρ−
1

t/T

∫ t/T

0

1

T

∫ T

0
Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]dsdr

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε

)
≥ 1− ε

and consequently,

lim inf
T→∞

P

(
1

t/T

∫ t/T

0

1

T

∫ T

0
Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]dsdr ≥

4ρ

5

)
≥ 1− ε

2
. (4.33)
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Let (IT,t)t be the process of Proposition 4.8. We define the sets

D =

{
1

t/T

∫ t/T

0

1

T

∫ T

0
Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]dsdr ≥

4ρ

5

}

E =

{
1

t/T

∫ t/T

0

1

T

∫ T

0
Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]dsdr ≤

3ρ

5

}

E1 =

{∣∣∣∣IT,t/T − 1

t/T

∫ t/T

0

1

T

∫ T

0
Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]dsdr

∣∣∣∣ ≤
ρ

5

}

E2 =

{∣∣∣∣IT,t/T − 1

T

∫ T

0
Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
ρ

5

}
.

By Proposition 4.8 (a), limT→∞P(E1) = 1 and by part (b), we find 0 < δ ≤ ρ/5 small enough such
that P(E2|Bδ) ≥ 1/2 for all T ≥ 0. Since Bδ ∩ E1 ∩ E2 ⊂ E and since D and E are disjoint,

P(Bδ ∩H1 ∩H2) ≤ 1−P(D).

Further,

P(Bδ ∩E1 ∩ E2) ≥ P(E1) +P(E2 ∩Bδ)− 1 ≥ P(E1)− 1 +
P(Bδ)

2
.

Both inequalities together then yield

P(Bδ) ≤ 2(2−P(D) −P(E1)).

Therefore, from (4.33) and limT→∞P(E1) = 1 it follows that lim supT→∞P(Bδ) ≤ ε and we can
deduce that, for every ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 sufficiently small such that

lim sup
T→∞

P

(
1

T

∫ T

0
Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]ds ≤ δ

)
≤ ε. (4.34)

Recall that we need to show that for every ε > 0 there exist δ, T0 > 0 and an integer k ∈ N and
ω(1), ..., ω(k) ∈ C∞ such that

P

[
M̂⊗

γ,T

( k⋃

i=1

CovT (ω
(i), ω(k+1)) ≥ δ

)
≥ 1− ε

]
≥ 1− ε (4.35)

for all T ≥ T0, where

CovT (ω, ω
′) =

1

T

∫ T

0
(κ ⋆ κ)(ωs − ω′

s)ds and

CovT (ω
′) = ÊT (CovT (ω, ω

′)) =
1

T

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(y − ω′
s)ÊT [κ(y − ωs)]dyds.

Note that (4.34) implies that

lim sup
T→∞

E
[
ÊT [1lAT,δ

]
]
≤ ε, where

AT,δ =

{
ω ∈ C∞ :

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(y − ωs)ÊT [κ(y − ω′
s)]dyds ≤ δT

}
.

(4.36)

Indeed, fix k ∈ N, δ > 0 and set γT = γ
√

1 + k
T . For η1, ..., ηk being independent copies of Ḃ, we

define

M̂T,k(dω) =
1

ZT,k
e
γ
(
HT (ω,Ḃ)+ 1√

T

∑k
i=1 HT (ω,ηi)

)
P0(dω)
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where as usual, ZT,k is the normalizing constant and ÊT,k stands for expectation with respect to the

probability measure M̂T,k.

We also define

Aδ,k =

{
ω ∈ C∞ :

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(y − ωs)ÊT,k[κ(y − ω′
s)]dyds ≤ δT

}

Ãδ,k =

{
ω ∈ C∞ :

∫ T

0

∫

Rd

κ(y − ωs)ÊγT ,T [κ(y − ω′
s)]dyds ≤ δT

}

Bδ,k =

{∫ T

0

∫

Rd

(
ÊT,k[κ(y − ωs)]

)2

≤ δT

}
.

Let ε > 0. There exist K = K(γ, ε) ∈ N and α = α(γ, ε) > 0 and δ = δ(γ, ε) ∈ (0, 1/2) such that,
for all T large enough there exists k = k(T ) ∈ {0, 1, ...,K − 1} with

E

[
ÊT,k

[
1lA

δ4
−k

,k

]
1lBc

α,k

]
≤ ε/2 and P

(
Bα,k

)
≤ ε/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 Ḃ), we can estimate δ ≤ δ4
−k

and

0 ≤ γT − γ ≤ γ
k(T )

T
≤ γ

K(γ, ε)

T

and use that ÊT,k

[
Aδ,k

] (d)
= ÊγT ,T

[
Ãδ,k

]
, which shows (4.36).

Finally, (4.35) is deduced from (4.36) as follows. Fix ε > 0. Then from (4.36), there exist δ > 0

small enough and T0 > 0 large enough such that E
[
ÊT [1lAT,2δ

]
]
≤ ε2/2 for any T ≥ T0. Then, from

Markov’s inequality it follows

P
(
ÊT [1lAT,2δ

] > ε/2
)
≤ ε. (4.37)

By Paley-Zygmund inequality⋆⋆⋆, for any i = 1, ..., k, and on the event {CovT (ω(k+1)) > 2δ
}
,

Ê⊗
T

[
1l
{
CovT (ω

(i), ω(k+1)) ≥ δ
}∣∣ω(k+1)

]
≥ Ê⊗

T

[
1l
{
CovT (ω

(i), ω(k+1)) ≥ 1/2CovT (ω
(k+1))

}∣∣ω(k+1)
]

≥ 1

4

CovT (ω
(k+1))2

Ê⊗
T

[
CovT (ω(i), ω(k+1))2

∣∣ω(k+1)
] ≥ δ2

V (0)
.

Hence,

Ê⊗
T

[
1l

{ k⋂

i=1

{
CovT (ω

(i), ω(k+1)) < δ
}}∣∣∣∣ω(k+1)

]
1l
{
CovT (ω

(k+1)) > 2δ
}
≤

(
1− δ2

V (0)

)k

≤ e
− δ2

V (0)
k
.

If we choose k = ⌈−δ−2V (0) log(ε/2)⌉ ∨ 0, then

Ê⊗
T

[
1l

{ k⋂

i=1

{
CovT (ω

(i), ω(k+1)) < δ
}}]

≤ ε

2
+ Ê⊗

T

[
1l
{
CovT (ω

(k+1)) ≤ 2δ
}]

=
ε

2
+ ÊT [1lAT,2δ

]

⋆⋆⋆For any random variable X ≥ 0, P[ X
E(X)

≥ 1
2
] ≥ 1

4
E(X)2

E(X2)
.
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and furthermore,

P

(
Ê⊗
T

[
1l

{ k⋃

i=1

{
CovT (ω

(i), ω(k+1)) ≥ δ
}}]

≥ 1− ε

)

= P

(
Ê⊗
T

[
1l

{ k⋂

i=1

{
CovT (ω

(i), ω(k+1)) < δ
}}]

≤ ε

)
≥ P

(
ÊT [1lAT,2δ

] ≤ ε/2
)
≥ 1− ε

where the last inequality is due to (4.37). This completes the proof of (4.35) and therefore that of
Theorem 2.3. �

Appendix A.

1.1 Proof of Proposition 4.8.

Given the input from previous sections, the arguments needed for the proof of Proposition 4.8 will
follow the approach of [BC19] 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 (x) := (κ ⋆ κ)(x) =

∫

Rd

κ(x− y)κ(y)dy ≤
(∫

Rd

κ2(x− y)dy

)1/2(∫

Rd

κ2(y)dy

)1/2

=

∫

Rd

κ(y)κ(−y)dy = (κ ⋆ κ)(0) = V (0)

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

Recall that λ(γ) = limT→∞ fT (γ, ·) = limT→∞
1
T logZT and for any δ > 0, γ > 0 and t > 0, suitable

constants c(γ, t) and C(δ), define

M2
T = c(γ, t)

(
C(δ)ÊT

[∣∣∣λ′(γ)− HT (ω)

T

∣∣∣
]
+ δZ

− 12t
T

T

)
. (A.1)

Lemma A.1. Fix t > 0 and ε > 0. Then the following statements hold:

(a) There is δ = δ(ε) sufficiently small so that

lim sup
T→∞

E[MT ] ≤ ε.

(b) For every s ∈ [0, T ] and r ∈ [0, t/T ],
∥∥∥∥Ê⊗

T

[
V (ωs − ω′

s)ΦT (ω, ω
′, ηr)− Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]

∥∥∥∥
L1(P)

≤ V (0)E[MT ].

(c) There exists δ′ = δ′(γ, T, ε) > 0 sufficiently small that for every s ∈ [0, T ], r ∈ [0, t/T ] and
δ ∈ (0, δ′],

∥∥∥∥Ê⊗
T

[
V (ωs − ω′

s)ΦT (ω, ω
′, ηr)− Ê⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]

∥∥∥∥
L1(P,Bδ)

≤ εV (0)P(Bδ)

where L1(P, Bδ) is the L1(P) norm defined on the event Bδ defined in (4.30).

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.1). Let t, ε > 0 be fixed. By part (a)-(b) of
Lemma A.1, we have lim supT→∞E[MT ] ≤ ε2 and

∥∥∥∥Ê⊗
T

[
V (ωs − ω′

s)ΦT (ω, ω
′, ηr)− Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]

∥∥∥∥
L1(P)

≤ V (0)E[MT ].

With IT,t defined in (4.32) and by Lemma A.1, we have
∥∥∥∥IT,t/T − 1

t/T

∫ t/T

0

1

T

∫ T

0
Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)]dsdr

∥∥∥∥
L1(P)

≤ V (0)E[MT ]

and then part (a) of Proposition 4.8 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.1 with the choice ε = ε1ε2.

�

Proof of Part (a) and Part (b) of Lemma A.1. We will complete the proof in three main

steps. Recall that η is an independent copy of Ḃ, while

Ḃr(s, ·) = e−rḂ(s, ·) + e−rη(s(e2r − 1)−1, ·) if r > 0, Ḃ0 = Ḃ,

which has the same law as that of Ḃ and also

ηr(s, ·) = e−rη(s(e2r − 1)−1, ·) (d)
=

√
1− e−2rη(s, ·), η0 = 0.

We will also use the simple fact that for any c ≥ 0, if r ≤ t/T ,

T (1− e−cr) ≤ Tcr ≤ ct. (A.2)

Lemma A.2. Fix t, γ > 0 and r ≤ t/T , and denote by

Y 1/2
r = ÊT

[
exp

{
γ
[
HT (ω, Ḃr)− HT (ω, Ḃ)

]}]
. (A.3)

Then there is a constant c(γ, t) such that

sup
T

E
[
Y −2
r

]
≤ c(γ, t).

Proof. By Jensen’s inequality and from the definition of Yr we have

Eη[Y
−2
r ] ≤ Ê⊗

T [e
2γ2(1−e−2r)(TV (0)+

∫ T
0 V (ωs−ω′

s)ds)e2γ(1−e−r)(HT (ω,Ḃ)+HT (ω′,Ḃ))]

≤ e4γ
2(1−e−2r)TV (0)Ê⊗

T [e
2γ(1−e−r)(HT (ω,Ḃ)+HT (ω′,Ḃ))].

by the last display, and an application of (A.2) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it holds Eη[Y
−2
r ] ≤

c(γ, t)ÊT [e
4γ(1−e−r)HT (ω,Ḃ)]. It is also a straightforward application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

for any q > 0 and k = ⌊log2 T
qt⌋ and for any T large enough such that k ≥ 1,

ÊT [e
qγ(1−e−r)HT (ω,Ḃ)] ≤ ZT (γ)

− 1

2k (ZT (2γ)
1

2k + 1).

We use the inequality above for q = 4. Then, if T > 0 is large enough such that k = ⌊log2 T
qt⌋ ≥ 1 it

holds

E
[
Eη[Y

−2
r ]

]
≤ c(γ, t)E

[
ZT (γ)

− 1

2k (ZT (2γ)
1

2k + 1)
]

≤ c(γ, t)
(
e

γ2

2k+1 TV (0)
e

γ2

2k−1 TV (0)
+ e

γ2

2k+1 TV (0)
)
≤ c(γ, t),

where we used for the second inequality Cauchy-Schwarz and Jensen. �
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Lemma A.3. Fix t, γ > 0 and r ≤ t/T , and denote by

(Y ′
r )

1/2 = ÊT

[
exp

{
γHT (ω, ηr) + Tγ(e−r − 1)λ′(γ)

}]
.

Then with Yr defined in (A.3) and for any δ we find a constant C(δ) such that

Eη[(Yr − Y ′
r )

2] ≤ c(γ, t)

(
C(δ)ÊT

[∣∣∣λ′(γ)− HT (ω)

T

∣∣∣
]
+ δZ

− 12t
T

T

)
. (A.4)

Proof. By Jensen’s inequality and using V (ωs − ω′
s) ≤ V (0), followed by an application of (A.2),

Eη[(Yr − Y ′
r )

2] ≤ c(γ, t)Ê⊗
T

[(
eγ(e

−r−1)(HT (ω,Ḃ)+HT (ω′,Ḃ)−2Tλ′(γ)) − 1
)2

]
. (A.5)

For any L > 0 we find a constant such that (ex − 1)2 ≤ C(L)|x| for all x ≤ L. Also applying (A.2)

once more and using the notation I (r, T ) =
(
e−r − 1

)
(HT (ω, Ḃ) + HT (ω

′, Ḃ)− 2Tλ′(γ)), we have

Ê⊗
T

[(
eγI (r,T ) − 1

)2
]

≤ C(L, γ, t)ÊT

[∣∣∣λ′(γ)− HT (ω)

T

∣∣∣
]
+ Ê⊗

T

[(
eγI (r,T ) − 1

)2
1l{γI (r, T ) > L}

]
.

(A.6)

If L is large enough such that L ≥ 4γtλ′(γ), then

γ(1− e−r)(Tλ′(γ)− HT (ω) + Tλ′(γ)− HT (ω
′)) > L ≥ 4γtλ′(γ) ≥ 4γ(1− e−r)Tλ′(γ).

It follows that

−2γ(1 − e−r)(HT (ω) + HT (ω
′)) > 2γ(1− e−r)(Tλ′(γ)− HT (ω)− HT (ω

′)) > L ≥ 0

and since the left-hand side is positive, we can use (A.2) to get −2γt
T (HT (ω) + HT (ω

′)) > L ≥ 0. We
may now make use of the indicator. If T is large enough such that T ≥ 6t, then

Ê⊗
T

[(
eγI (r,T ) − 1

)2
1l{γG (r, T ) > L}

]
≤ e−LZ

− 12t
T

T . (A.7)

Given δ > 0 we simply have to choose L sufficiently large. Indeed, putting (A.5)-(A.7) together proves
the claim. �

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. Fix t, γ > 0 and r ≤ t/T , and denote by

Xs,r = Ê⊗
T

[
V (ωs − ω′

s) exp

{
γ

(
HT (ω, Ḃr) + HT (ω

′, Ḃr)− HT (ω, Ḃ)− HT (ω
′, Ḃ)

)}]
,

X ′
s,r = Ê⊗

T

[
V (ωs − ω′

s) exp

{
γ

(
HT (ω, ηr) + HT (ω

′, ηr) + 2T (er − 1)λ′(γ)

)}]
.

(A.8)

Then for any δ we find a constant C(δ) such that

Eη[(Xs,r −X ′
s,r)

2] ≤ V (0)c(γ, t)

(
C(δ)ÊT

[∣∣∣λ′(γ)− HT (ω)

T

∣∣∣
]
+ δZ

− 12t
T

T

)
. (A.9)
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Recall the definition of ΦT from (4.31). Then
(
Ê

(Ḃr)
⊗

T [V (ωs − ω′
s)], Ê

⊗
T

[
V (ωs − ω′

s)ΦT (ω, ω
′, ηr)

])
=

(
Xs,r

Yr
,
X ′

s,r

Y ′
r

)

and as Lemma A.1 depends only on marginal distributions at fixed r, we fix t, ε > 0, r ≤ t/T and

prove that
∥∥Xs,r

Yr
− X′

s,r

Y ′
r

∥∥
L1(P)

≤ V (0)E[MT ]. Note that

Eη

[∣∣∣∣
Xs,r

Yr
−
X ′

s,r

Y ′
r

∣∣∣∣
]

≤
(
Eη[Y

−2
r ]

)1/2(
Eη[(Xs,r −X ′

s,r)
2]
)1/2

+ V (0)
(
Eη[Y

−2
r ]

)1/2(
Eη[(Yr − Y ′

r )
2]
)1/2

.

Part (a) and Part (b) of Lemma A.1 follow now from Lemma A.2-Lemma A.4, if we define

MT = c(γ, t)

(
C(δ)ÊT

[∣∣∣λ′(γ)− HT (ω)

T

∣∣∣
]
+ δZ

− 12t
T

T

)1/2

choose T large enough, such that, 12t ≤ T and use (4.15) which yields that δ can be chosen sufficiently
small. �

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

X ′′
s,r := Ê⊗

T

[
V (ωs − ω′

s)e
γ(HT (ω,ηr)+HT (ω′,ηr))

]
eγ

2(e−r−1)TV (0)

Y ′′
r := Ê⊗

T

[
eγ(HT (ω,ηr)+HT (ω′,ηr))

]
eγ

2(e−r−1)TV (0).

We will show that
∥∥X′′

s,r

Y ′′
r

−Ê⊗
T [V (ωs−ω′

s)]
∥∥
L1(P,Bδ)

≤ P(Bδ)εV (0). For simplicity, we writeX ′′ = X ′′
s,r

and Y ′′ = Y ′′
r . Also using that X′′

Y ′′ ≤ V (0), it can be shown that

Eη

∣∣∣∣
X ′′

Y ′′ − Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]

∣∣∣∣ ≤ V (0)Eη |1− Y ′′|+Eη|X ′′ − Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]|. (A.10)

We first consider the second of the two expectations above:

Eη|X ′′ − Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]|

= Eη

∣∣∣∣
∫

Rd

(
ÊT

[
κ(y − ωs)e

γHT (ω,ηr)− γ2

2
(1−e−2r)TV (0)

])2

−
(
ÊT [κ(y − ωs)]

)2
dy

∣∣∣∣

≤
∫

Rd

Eη

∣∣∣∣
(
ÊT

[
κ(y − ωs)e

γHT (ω,ηr)− γ2

2
(1−e−2r)TV (0)

])2

−
(
ÊT [κ(y − ωs)]

)2
∣∣∣∣dy

(A.11)

Using a2 − b2 = (a+ b)(a− b) followed by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

(∫

Rd

Eη

∣∣∣∣
(
ÊT

[
κ(y − ωs)e

γHT (ω,ηr)− γ2

2
(1−e−2r)TV (0)

])2

−
(
ÊT [κ(y − ωs)]

)2
∣∣∣∣dy

)2

≤
∫

Rd

Eη

[(
ÊT

[
κ(y − ωs)e

γHT (ω,ηr)− γ2

2
(1−e−2r)TV (0)

]
− ÊT [κ(y − ωs)]

)2]
dy

×
∫

Rd

Eη

[(
ÊT

[
κ(y − ωs)e

γHT (ω,ηr)− γ2

2
(1−e−2r)TV (0)

]
+ ÊT [κ(y − ωs)]

)2]
dy.

(A.12)
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For the first factor we note that Eη

[
ÊT

[
κ(y−ωs)e

γHT (ω,ηr)− γ2

2
(1−e−2r)TV (0)

]]
= ÊT [κ(y−ωs)], so that

it is bounded above by

Ê⊗
T

[
V (ωs − ω′

s)

(
eγ

2(1−e−2r)
∫ T
0 V (ωs−ω′

s)ds − 1

)]
≤ V (0)Ê⊗

T

[
eγ

2(1−e−2r)
∫ T
0 V (ωs−ω′

s)ds − 1

]
. (A.13)

For the above exponential we use first inequality (A.2) and then that there exists a constant c(γ, t)
such that, ex − 1 ≤ c(γ, t)x for any 0 ≤ x ≤ c′(γ, t). That proves

Ê⊗
T

[
e
γ2(1−e−2r)TV (0) 1

TV (0)

∫ T

0
V (ωs−ω′

s)ds − 1

]
≤ c(γ, t)Ê⊗

T

[
1

T

∫ T

0
V (ωs − ω′

s)ds

]
(A.14)

The same argumentation for the second factor yields the upper bound V (0)c(γ, t). Thus, putting
(A.11)-(A.14) together proves

Eη|X ′′ − Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]| ≤ V (0)c(γ, t)Ê⊗
T

[
1

T

∫ T

0
V (ωs − ω′

s)ds

]
.

A similar argumentation also shows that Eη|1 − Y ′′| ≤ c(γ, t)Ê⊗
T

[
1
T

∫ T
0 V (ωs − ω′

s)ds
]
. The last two

assertions together with (A.10) then prove

Eη

∣∣∣∣
X ′′

Y ′′ − Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]

∣∣∣∣ ≤ V (0)c(γ, t)Ê⊗
T

[ ∫ T

0
V (ωs − ω′

s)ds

]

and, thus, for given ε we may choose δ small enough such that
∥∥X′′

s,r

Y ′′
r

− Ê⊗
T [V (ωs − ω′

s)]
∥∥
L1(P,Bδ)

≤
P(Bδ)εV (0). �
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