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Phase Transitions in Asymptotically Singular Anderson
Hamiltonian and Parabolic Model

Pierre Yves Gaudreau Lamarre

Abstract Let & be a Gaussian white noise on RY (d = 1,2,3). Let (& )e~o be continuous
Gaussian processes such that & — & as € — 0, defined by convolving & against a mollifier.
We consider the asymptotics of the parabolic Anderson model (PAM) with noise &) for
large time ¢ > 1, and the Dirichlet eigenvalues of the Anderson Hamiltonian (AH) with
potential &, on large boxes (—t,1), where the parameter £(¢) vanishes as 1 — 0. We
prove that the asymptotics in question exhibit a phase transition in the rate at which &(z)
vanishes, which distinguishes between the behavior observed in the AH/PAM with con-
tinuous Gaussian noise and white noise. By comparing our main theorems with previous
results on the AH/PAM with white noise, our results show that some asymptotics of the
latter can be accessed with solely elementary methods, and we obtain quantitative esti-
mates on the difference between the AH/PAM with white noise and its continuous-noise
approximations as t — oco.

Keywords Parabolic Anderson model - Anderson Hamiltonian - white noise - asymptoti-
cally singular noise - phase transition

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010) 60H15 - 82B44 - 47D08

1 Introduction
1.1 Continuous PAM and AH

The continuous parabolic Anderson model (PAM) is defined as the solution u(z,x) of a
random heat equation of the form

{a,u(z,x) = L Au(t,x) + & (x)ult,x)

, t>0and x € R?, 1.1
u(0,5) = uo(x) =Dandx b

where & is a random potential called the noise. A closely associated object is the Anderson
Hamiltonian' (AH), defined as the operator

Af(x) = SAf(x) + &) f(x) (1.2)
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! In terms of physical terminology, one should instead define the Anderson Hamiltonian with random potential
Eas — %A + &. That said, in this paper we use (1.2) for convenience.
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acting on some domain of functions f : R? — R on which A is self-adjoint.

Starting from the pioneering work of Girtner and Molchanov [21], the PAM literature
has mostly been concerned with understanding the occurrence of intermittency in (1.1) for
large times (e.g., [31, Section 1.4]). Given the connection between the AH and PAM via
semigroup theory, a closely related problem is that of localization in the AH’s spectrum
(e.g., [31, Sections 2.2.1-2.2.4]). We refer to [8,31] and references therein for surveys
of the field. As it turns out, a few features of the AH/PAM have been the subject of the
majority of investigations to date, arguably due to the fact that they are amenable to com-
putation and encode useful information about the geometry of intermittency: Let us denote
the Dirichlet eigenvalues of A on a bounded open set 2 C R? as

Let us define the total mass of the PAM as
it

U(t) :=E° [exp (/ &(B(s)) dsﬂ, t>0, (1.4)
0

where B is a standard Brownian motion on R and E? denotes the expectation with respect
to B with initial value of zero (i.e., B(0) = 0), conditional on &. (Equivalently, we can write
the total mass U (r) = u(z,0) as the solution of the PAM at x = 0 with flat initial condition
u(0,x) =1.)

Problem 1.1 (Annealed Total Mass) Understand the ¢ — oo behavior of the moments of
the total mass E[U (¢)”] (p > 0).

Problem 1.2 (Quenched Total Mass) Understand the almost-sure t — oo behavior of the
total mass U (¢).

Problem 1.3 (Eigenvalues) Understand the almost-sure t — oo behavior of the eigenval-
ues A (A,Q,) for fixed k > 1 on large boxes Q; := (—t,t)".

We refer to [9,19,20] for a derivation of the first- and second-order asymptotics of the
above in the AH/PAM with certain continuous noises (including continuous Gaussian pro-
cesses) and an explanation of how these computations shed light on the geometry of inter-
mittency. See [21,22] for similar results in the discrete setting.

1.2 AH/PAM with White Noise

In this paper, we are interested in understanding intermittency in the PAM with white
noise (WN). WN is formally defined as a centered Gaussian process on R with delta
Dirac covariance

E[E(x)E(y)]“="8(x—y), xyeR. (1.5)

Although WN is among the most natural examples of noises to consider on R? (e.g., [31,
Section 1.5.2]), the rigorous treatment of the AH/PAM in this setting is made difficult
by the fact that WN is a Schwartz distribution. Most notably, the “pointwise products”
E(x)u(r,x) and &(x)f(x) in (1.1) and (1.2) are ill posed, making the very definition of the
AH/PAM nontrivial.

To overcome this technical issue, an intuitive approach is to proceed as follows: Using
classical theory, define a family of approximate AHs and PAMs (A¢)e~0 and (ug)e~o with
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smoothed noises (& )e~o that approach & as € — 0. Then, the hope is that we can obtain
universal (i.e., independent of the particular way in which we define &;) limits
A:=1limA, and u(t,x) := lim ug (¢, x), (1.6)
e—0 &£—0
which we take as the definitions of the AH/PAM with WN. In one dimension (d = 1),
this procedure works and there is a straightforward sense in which the limits (1.6) can
be interpreted as the AH/PAM using quadratic forms and stochastic calculus; see [5,12,
18,23,24,25,30,33,41]. In contrast, in higher dimensions (d > 2) the limits (1.6) blow
up. While the AH/PAM with WN are not expected to make sense for d > 4 (e.g., [27,
33]), for d = 2,3 nontrivial limits can be obtained if one considers renormalizations of i,
and Ag. The limits thus obtained can be interpreted in a rigorous sense as the AH/PAM
with WN using sophisticated solution theories for SPDEs with irregular noise, such as
regularity structures or paracontrolled calculus; e.g., [1,26,27,29,33]. (Though, in some
cases, simpler constructions can be used, e.g., [28].)

Due to these technical difficulties, the understanding of intermittency in the PAM with
WN is much less advanced than that with continuous Gaussian noise (c.f., [9,19,20]).
More specifically, for d = 1, first-order asymptotics for Problems 1.1-1.3 have been ob-
tained in [12,30] (see also [6,7,17,37]). For d = 2,3, it is understood that the total mass
moments blow up in finite time [1,13,33] (and thus Problem 1.1 is intractable), first-order
asymptotics for Problems 1.2 and 1.3 when d = 2 were proved in [15,32] using paracon-
trolled calculus, and Problems 1.2 and 1.3 for d = 3 are open.

1.3 Main Results

We now proceed to an exposition of our main results (Theorems 1.7, 1.11, and 1.17 below).
For the remainder of this paper, unless otherwise mentioned, we assume thatd € {1,2,3}.

1.3.1 Asymptotically Singular Noise

Throughout the paper, we consider the following type of smoothed noise:

Definition 1.4 & is a continuous, centered, and stationary Gaussian process on R? with
covariance

E[E(0)&(0)]=R(x—y), xyeR. (1.7)

We assume that we can write R = R % R, where the function R : R? — R satisfies the
following conditions:

. R is a probability density function,

. R is an even function,

. R is compactly supported, and

. there exists some & > 0 and C > 0 such that

RO R S R

IR(x) —R(y)| <Clx—y|5  foreveryx,y e R% (1.8)

Then, for every € € (0, 1], we define the approximate AH and PAM total mass as
t
Ag:=1A+E&  and  Ue(t) =E° [exp </O & (B(s)) ds)] , (1.9

where & (x) := £~4/2£ (x/€). We denote the Dirichlet eigenvalues of A¢ on some bounded
open set 2 C RY as A1 (Ag, Q) > Ax(Ag, Q) > ---.
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Remark 1.5 1f we denote
Re(x) := € “R(x/¢) and  Re(x):=¢& “R(x/e),

then Re = R¢ * Re, and & has covariance Re. Hence, & distr & % Re, where & is a WN.
Though it is more common to use & * R, as the definition of the smoothed noise, in this
paper we use the coupling & (x) = £ 9/2,(x/€) for convenience, as doing so does not
affect our main results (see Remark 1.16).

Our aim in this paper is to propose to study the large-t asymptotics of the AH/PAM
with WN by considering asymptotically singular noise. That is, we study the behavior of
Ar(Ag(r), Q) and Ug(y)(2) as t — oo, where the approximation parameter €(¢) goes to zero
as t — oo. The hope is that

1. if &() — 0 at a fast enough rate, then the asymptotics of Ag(Ag (), Qr) and Ug ) (t)
carry insight into those of the AH/PAM with WN, and

2. since we are only ever considering objects with continuous noise, the asymptotics of
Ak(Ag(r), Qr) and Uy (1) can be accessed with elementary methods (at least compara-
tlvely to regularity structures/paracontrolled calculus).

1.3.2 Quenched Phase Transitions

In this paper, we take the first steps in actualizing the above-described program: Using
only elementary methods (i.e., standard operator/semigroup theory, suprema of continuous
Gaussian processes, etc.), we prove that the first-order asymptotics in Problems 1.2 and
1.3 exhibit a “phase transition” in the rate £(¢) at which & (;) becomes singular as t — oo.
To this effect, our first main result states that if €(¢) is not too small, then the first-order
quenched total mass and eigenvalue asymptotics behave as though £(¢) is constant. We
call this regime of &(r) the regular phase.

Definition 1.6 (Regular Phase) The function £(¢) € (0,1] (+ > 0) is in the regular phase
if £(7) > (logt) "1/ D ast — oo,

Theorem 1.7 (Regular Phase) Let (t) be in the regular phase.
Ac(Ag(r), O1)

tle () Wz\/@ 2dR(0) in probability (1.10)
for every k € N, and
logU,
gUein (1) 24R(0)  in probability. (1.11)

.
e 1 e(1) /2 /Togt re(t)” d/zx/log

Remark 1.8 1f we take €(r) = 1 in Theorem 1.7, then we recover the first-order asymp-
totics for the PAM with continuous Gaussian noise &; in [9, Theorem 5.1].

Our second main result states that if £(r) — 0 at a fast enough rate, then the quenched
total mass and eigenvalue asymptotics are universal (i.e., independent of the choice of R),
and are given by a variational constant. Moreover, this result identifies (log t)’l/ (4-d) g5
the critical rate of decay at which this transition occurs. We call this second regime the
singular phase.

Definition 1.9 (Singular Phase) £(7) € (0, 1] is in the singular phase if one of the follow-
ing holds:

1. d=1and (t) < (logt)~"/(4=4) ag t — oo; or
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2. d = 2,3, the Holder exponent / in (1.8) satisfies & > d /4, and
(logt) V4D~ « g(1) < (logr) "1/ (4=

as t — oo, where we define the constant

h

Cqg = m (112)

Definition 1.10 (Variational Constant) Let &, € (0, ) be the smallest possible constant
in the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev (GNS) inequality

a2
loli <@ ([, Ivowar) ol foralpeci) a1y

(since 2(d —2) < d holds for d = 1,2,3, we know that &, < ; e.g., [10, (C.1)]). Then,
we define the associated Lyapunov exponent

4—d (a\D
Lai=— (5) (2d®4)* 44, (1.14)

Theorem 1.11 (Singular Phase) Let £(¢) be in the singular phase.

Ay (Ae(t) ) Ql)

for every k € N, and

log US([) (t)

‘We now end the statement of Theorems 1.7 and 1.11 with some remarks:

Remark 1.12 When d = 1,2, the asymptotics in Theorem 1.11 match that of the AH/PAM
with WN proved by Chen, Chouk, Konig, Perkowski, and van Zuijlen in [11,15,32]. We
refer to Section 1.4.3 for more details on the applications of our results to the AH/PAM
with WN.

Remark 1.13 When d > 4, we can prove that no phase transition occurs. More specifically,
the asymptotics remain in the regular phase no how matter quickly €(¢) — 0 (see Remark
2.4 for a heuristic and Theorem 4.7 and Sections 4.2.2 and 4.2.4 for specifics). In particular,
this lack of phase transition provides a different point of view with which to explain that
the AH/PAM with WN do not make sense in d > 4.

Remark 1.14 The lower bound of (logz)~!/(4~4)~¢ < ¢() in the singular phase for d =
2,3 is due to the fact that a technical argument fails when £(¢) is too small (see (4.25)
in Proposition 4.11). While we make no claim that (1.12) is optimal for Theorem 1.11
to hold, some kind of lower bound is to be expected in d = 2,3, since in those cases the
AH/PAM must be renormalized to obtain nontrivial € — 0 limits. We point to Section 1.4.3
below for more details on this point.

Remark 1.15 Tt would be interesting to see if asymptotics that interpolate between Theo-
rems 1.7 and 1.11 could be obtained in a “critical phase” of the form

e(t) = Cllog) (1 40(1), 1o

for some C > 0. As we were unable to obtain matching upper and lower bounds in this
regime, we leave it as an open question.
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Remark 1.16 When comparing Theorems 1.7 and 1.11 with the corresponding results in
[9,11,15,32], it can be noted that the former all prove almost sure convergence, whereas
in this paper we only prove convergence in probability. The argument typically used to
prove almost sure convergence in this context relies on the monotonicity of A;(H,Q,) int
for every fixed operator H. Given that, in this paper, the operator A, ;) changes with ¢, this
argument can no longer be used (except in the special case of the subcritical phase where
(1) is constant).

1.3.3 Annealed Total Mass

As mentioned earlier in this introduction, the moments of the PAM total mass with WN
are not finite for all + > 0 in d = 2,3. That said, it is nevertheless natural to ask if the
moments E [Ug(t) (t)p] carry meaningful information about intermittency in the PAM with
WN when £() is very small. The following result suggests that this may not the case when
d=12,3:

Theorem 1.17 Let €(t) € (0, 1] for t > 0. On the one hand, if

1. d=1lande(t)>1t"" or
2.d>2,

then for every p € N,

. logE[U(1)?]  p*R(0)
Jim gy 2 (117

On the other hand, if d = 1 and €(t) <t~ as t — oo, then there exists some constants
0 < 0) < 6, < = independent of R such that for every p € N,

3 3 < 6p°. (1.18)

6;p* < liminf < limsup
t—yoo

t—o0
Remark 1.18 When €(t) = 1, Theorem 1.17 reduces to the moment asymptotics [9, The-
orem 4.1] for the PAM with continuous Gaussian noise &;. In particular, when d > 2,
Theorem 1.17 shows that no matter how small we take £(¢), the moment asymptotics
never transition to a universal limit independent of R. In contrast, if d = 1 and €(r) < 1
then we recover in (1.18) the annealed asymptotics for the one-diemsional PAM with WN
proved in [30, (6.8)].

1.4 Other Results and Applications

We now discuss how our paper relates to the wider literature, taking this opportunity to
showcase an application of our results to the study of the AH/PAM with WN in Corollary
1.20.

1.4.1 Other Noise Scalings

We note that the present paper is not the first to study spectral asymptotics of AH- and
PAM-type objects whose noise depends on the parameter being sent to infinity (or zero),
including the occurrence of a phase transition.

One the one hand, in [38,39] Merkl and Wiithrich consider the largest eigenvalue of
the operator %A —V; on the box Q;, where V; is of the form

B
o(t)?

Vi(x) := ZW(x—x,-), xeR?
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for some scale function ¢, shape function W, 8 > 0, and Poisson point process (x;);. In
particular, they identify the presence of a phase transition in the asymptotics when d > 4
and @(¢) = (logt)l/ 4 in terms of the parameter f3 (i.e., there exists a dimension-dependent
critical B, > 0 such that the asymptotics differ if f < . or B > ;). Then, they study
the behavior of the so-called Brownian motion in the scaled Poissonian potential V; (the
analog of the PAM in their setting). Although the broad outline of the strategies used in
those papers (especially [38]) is similar to the present paper, the details are very different
due to the nature of the random potentials and their scaling in # (i.e., a Poissonian potential
with a multiplicative factor versus a Gaussian potential with both a multiplicative factor
and a space scaling).

On the other hand, in [3,4], Biskup, Fukushima, and Konig study the € — 0 asymp-
totics of the top eigenvalues of discrete operators of the form ¢ 2A — 5(‘9) on lattices that
approximate some bounded domain D C R? (i.e., the space between lattice points is of
order €). Here, A is the lattice Laplacian, and &(€) is an independent random field with
a properly scaled expectation and variance. More specifically, they establish convergence
in probability of the eigenvalues of € 24 — £(©) to that of a deterministic “homogenized”
continuum Schrodinger operator on D whose potential is determined by E[& (e )]. They also
prove Gaussian fluctuations of the eigenvalues about their expectations, where the limit-
ing covariance depends on Var[§<g)]. While the setting in [3,4] differs from the present
paper in various significant ways (in particular, both the domain of the operators and the
variance Var[§ <8)] are bounded as € — 0), it nevertheless raises the interesting question of
whether analogs of Theorems 1.7 and 1.11 can be proved if the approximations A, ;) and
U ) are constructed using properly scaled lattice WN instead of a continuous smoothing
of the WN. If that is possible, then some ideas from [3,4] would be expected to be fruitful;
we leave this direction open.

1.4.2 Finer Asymptotics

As shown in (1.10) and (1.15), the eigenvalues Ag (Ag(,) ,Qy) are all asymptotically equiv-
alent in the first order (as r — o). We expect that, with a finer scaling, one could identify
the fluctuations of the eigenvalues and thus uncover a nontrivial point process limit. Such
a result would complement previous investigations in this direction, such as the Poisson
point process limits uncovered by Dumaz and Labbé in [17] for the one-dimensional WN
(see also [2] and references therein for a survey of such results in the discrete setting).

In a similar vein, it is natural to wonder if a phase transition also occurs in the second
order asymptotics of the PAM. If that is the case, then we expect that, in similar fashion to
[19,20], understanding the transition of the smaller order asymptotics would provide new
information on intermittency in the PAM with WN; more specifically, in clarifying the
connection (if any) between the variational constant £; in (1.14) and the local geometry
of intermittent peaks.

We leave both of these questions open for future investigations.

1.4.3 Renormalizations and Rate of Convergence

As mentioned in Remark 1.14, the approximate AH and PAM need to be renormalized in
order to give a nontrivial € — 0 limit in d = 2, 3. More specifically, as shown in [28,29,
33], for every fixed ¢ > 0, one has

Ar(A, Q) = ling)(Ak(Ag,Q,) —ce) and  U(t) :=limUg(t)e ", (1.19)

£—0

where the renormalization constant cg blows up as € — 0 on the order of |logée| when
d =2 and £~! when d = 3 (up to constants and lower order terms).
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Given that ¢; < 1/d by (1.12), when d = 2,3 in the singular phase we always assume
that £(t) > (logt)~/#=4)=1/4 which implies that c,(,) < (logt)*/ =) Thus, the fact that
we do not include renormalization constants in Theorem 1.11 does not contradict (1.19).
That said, if £(¢) vanishes so quickly that ¢, > (log?)?/4=49) then it is not clear that we
can expect the asymptotics of

Ar(Ag(r), Q) o logUp(,) (1)
(logt)?/(4=d) t (logt)?/(4=d)

to be meaningful without the renormalizations A (Ag (), Qr) — ce() and Ug(y) (t)e e,

In light of this, one of the main insights of this paper is that the asymptotics of the
AH/PAM with WN can be accessed even without requiring the use of renormalizations,
so long as &(¢) is not too big or small. In fact, a comparison of Theorem 1.19 with known
results for the AH/PAM with WN provides quantitative upper bounds on the difference
between the latter and their smooth approximations for large #: Among the main results of
[12] (ford = 1) and [15,32] (for d = 2) are the following:

Theorem 1.19 Let A and U (t) be the AH and PAM total mass with WN ind = 1,2.

A(A, Q) . .
lim 7(1%02/(4%) =£ in probability
for every k € N, and

logU(t) . -
ti}nolo W =Ly in probability.
By combining the above with Theorem 1.19, we obtain the following:
Corollary 1.20 Letrd = 1,2 and &(t) be in the singular phase.

|AL(A, Q1) — Ak(Ae(r), Q)|

}g% (logt)2/—a) =0 in probability (1.20)
for every k € N, and
logU(t) —logUg ) (t
li [logU(r) —logUe(y ()] —0  inprobability. (121)

30 t(logt)?/(4=d)

In particular, if the estimates (1.20) and (1.21) can be independently established, then
this would provide a new elementary proof of Theorem 1.19 in d = 2. It would also be
interesting to see if similar results can be proved in d = 3; although to the best of our
knowledge, an analog of Theorem 1.19 is not yet proved in this case. We leave such ques-
tions open for future investigations.

1.5 Organization

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the strategy
of proof for Theorems 1.7 and 1.11, including an intuitive explanation of why the phase
transition therein occurs at the critical rate (logr)~'/(#~)_ In Section 3, we introduce the
notation used in our paper and state various classical results that lie at the heart of our
proof. In Section 4 we prove the eigenvalue asymptotics (1.10) and (1.15), in Section 5 we
prove the total mass asymptotics (1.11) and (1.16), and in Section 6 we prove Theorem
1.17.
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2 Proof Strategy for Theorems 1.7 and 1.11
2.1 PAM Total Mass Reduces to Leading Eigenvalue Asymptotics

The main ingredient of the proofs of (1.11) and (1.16) consists of the heuristic
Ug(r)(t) m ™A @) a5 7 — oo, 2.1)

which completely reduces the quenched total mass asymptotics to the exponential of the
leading eigenvalue. A rigorous version of this heuristic can be achieved by using semi-
group theory/the Feynman-Kac formula, as shown in Sections 3.4 and 5.

Remark 2.1 As per (2.1), the PAM asymptotics are only determined by the behavior of
the leading eigenvalue A; (Ag(,>,Q,). That said, we nevertheless include a statement for
Ak(Ag(,) ,04), k >2,in Theorems 1.7 and 1.11 for the following reasons:

1. The asymptotics of A (Agm ,Qy) are of independent interest from the point of view of
the spectral theory of random Schrédinger operators; and

2. as we will show in Section 4.1, once the asymptotics of Al(Ag(,),Q,) are established,
those of A(Ag () 0,) more or less immediately follow using a simple argument; hence
the additional statement does not require a more involved proof.

This type of argument for computing the asymptotics of the total mass dates back to
at least the work of Girtner and Molchanov [22, Sections 2.4 and 2.5], and was used in
several more papers since then (e.g., [11,12,19,20]). The particular implementation of the
argument used in this paper most closely resembles that of [12] (more specifically, see
[12, Sections 3 and 4]). From the technical point of view, the argument deployed in this
paper is simultaneously simpler and more involved than that of [12]: On the one hand,
the fact that we do not deal with noises that are Schwartz distributions allows to sidestep
a number of technical hurdles encountered in [12], such as the approximation arguments
[12, (2.22) and Sections 3, 4, and A.1]. On the other hand, the need to consider a different
noise (namely, ég(t)) for every value of ¢ and to distinguish between two regimes of £(r)
increases the complexity of some arguments.

2.2 Eigenvalue Asymptotics

We now discuss how the eigenvalue asymptotics (1.10) and (1.15) are obtained. In Section
4.1, we show that the eigenvalues Ak(Ag(,),Q,) for kK > 2 have the same asymptotics as
Aq (Ag@ ,0y); hence we only need to prove asymptotics for the leading eigenvalue. By the
min-max principle, we can write

A1(Ae,0r) = sup (& 0% — L6(0)), 2.2)
9y (D), lloll2=1

where C7’(Q;) denotes the set of smooth and compactly supported functions on the box
O;, and we use & as shorthand for the Dirichlet form induced by A (i.e., (3.1)). In this
expression, we note that there is a competition between two terms:

On the one hand, maximizing (&, ¢?) provides an incentive for ¢ to allocate all of its
mass at the maximum of & on Q;. More specifically, by the L' /L Hélder inequality, we
have that

sup (&e, 0”) < sup |&e(x)],
QECT (1), lloll2=1 xeQ

where the supremum over ¢ is achieved (at least formally) at any delta Dirac distribution
5x£,t such that the point x¢, achieves &¢’s supremum on Q;’s closure. On the other hand,
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the term —%éa (@) penalizes functions with very substantial variations, such as functions
that are very close to a Dirac distribution. Thus, while we expect that the eigenfunction
that achieves the supremum in (2.2) is localized near &¢’s maximum on Q;, its gradient
cannot be too large.

Then, understanding the asymptotics of Al(Ag(,),Q,) is a matter of identifying the
contributions of both of these effects in the large- limit. In this paper, this is carried out
using so-called localization bounds (see Section 3.3 for the details as well as references
identifying previous works where this idea has already appeared). That is, we partition Q;
into smaller sub-boxes Bj(¢),B(t),...,Bn(t), hoping that one of the B;(¢)’s will contain
the bulk of the mass of the leading eigenfunction (which itself is localized near ég(t)’s
maximizer on Q;); hence

Ay (Ag(,),Q[) A~ max Aj (Ag(t),B,'(t)). 2.3)

1<i<n
The task of understanding the eigenvalue asymptotics is now reduced to

1. identifying the size that the B;(z)’s must have as t — oo to capture the bulk of the
mass of the leading eigenfunction (which relies on understanding the tradeoff between
(Ee,9*) and —1&(9) in (2.2)); and

2. analyzing the asymptotics of the maximum on the right-hand side of (2.3). As 58(,) is
Gaussian, this relies on the extreme value theory of independent Gaussian fields (as
g(r) —0, 58@ becomes uncorrelated over very small distances).

We now provide a heuristic based on a variety of previous results that serves as the
main guide in carrying out the above, that explains the asymptotics obtained in Theorems
1.7 and 1.11, and that explains why a transition occurs at £(z) ~ (logz) /(=4

2.3 Eigenvalue Scaling Heuristics
2.3.1 Case e(t) =1

The starting point of our heuristic is the second order asymptotics for the total mass found
by Girtner, Konig, and Molchanov in [20]. Combining Theorem 1.1 in that paper with
the asymptotic equivalence in (2.1), we have the following result, which settles the special
case where £(¢) = 1 in Theorem 1.7:

Theorem 2.2 ([20]) Let us denote

L := \/2dR(0)log? (2.4)

and

[(—R" 1/2 1/4
l,::T[( RZ(O)) }(Rz(ﬁ)logt> , 2.5)

where R" denotes the Hessian matrix of the covariance. As t — oo, one has
A1(A1L, Q) =L — L +o(ly). (2.6)

On the one hand, the leading order term L, is solely determined by the tendency of the
eigenfunction to localize near &;’s maximum on Q;. Indeed, the specific form of (2.4) is
due to the classical extreme value theory of Gaussian processes:
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Lemma 2.3 Suppose that X is a centered stationary Gaussian process on R? or 79, as-
suming that X has continuous sample paths if it is on R%. If the covariance E[X (0)X (x)]
of X vanishes as |x|, — oo, then

i X(x) _

e s

Proof. We refer to [9, Section 2.1] and references therein for (2.7) in the continuous case.

For the discrete case, we point to [40, Theorem 3.4] ([40] is only stated in d = 1, but its

argument can adapted to d > 2 with only trivial modifications). ]

On the other hand, as explained in [20, Section 1.6], the second order term —/; comes

from the contribution of — %é” (¢). More specifically, the leading eigenfunction will local-
ize in a box of approximate size

si := (2dR(0)logs) /2, (2.8)
and the trace in (2.5) contains information about the local geometry of the leading eigen-
function near its maximum.

In summary, if €(r) = 1, then (&;, 9?) dominates — 3 & (¢); hence the only contribution
in the first order asymptotics comes from &;’s maximum over Q;.

2dE[X (0)?] almost surely. 2.7

2.3.2 Subcritical Phase

The general statement of (1.10) and (1.15) can be seen as an extension of the argument for
€(t) = 1 to its most general incarnation in the setting of asymptotically singular noise: By
a straightforward rescaling (i.e., (3.4)), it can be seen that for every ¢ > 0, A1 (Ag(,), Or) is
equal to the leading Dirichlet eigenvalue of the operator £() ~2($4 +¢(r)*~9/2£; ) on the
box Oy /¢(;)- If we apply this rescaling to the quantities in (2.6) (i.e., replace R by S(t)(4’d>R
and scale space by £(¢)), then this suggests the following: If we denote

L = e()* 92 /2dR(0)logt, (2.9)
) o T[(—R70) ] 1 24 174

. (4—d)/4
I :=¢(t) 5 (R(O) logt) , (2.10)
§ = ()" “D2(2dR(0)1ogr) "% - £(r), (2.11)

then we expect from (2.6) that
Ai(Ag), Q) = €(t) 2 (L= T +o(I))),
where L, is determined by the maximum of 58@ on Q;, —I; comes from the contribution
of — %é” (), and the leading eigenfunction is localized near this maximum in a box of size
§;. Then, given that ford = 1,2,3,
e()* D2 /logt > e(t) 4D/ *(logr)/* (2.12)

if and only if £(7) >> (log#)~'/(4~9), we infer that the subcritical phase coincides precisely
with the regime where L, > [, that is, the regime where the leading order asymptotics of
Ay (Agm ,Qy) are solely determined by the maximum of 58(,) on Q;. At this point, by noting

that
e(t) L, = e(t) ¥*\/logt\/2dR(0) (1 +0(1))  ast— oo,

we recover the subcritical eigenvalue asymptotics claimed in (1.10).

Remark 2.4 The fact that this argument relies crucially on (2.12) also explains why there
is no phase transition when d > 4 in Theorems 1.7 and 1.11: Indeed, if d > 4, then (2.12)
always holds, and thus we expect that the leading order asymptotics of A; (Ag(,) ,Qy) should
be determined by the maximum of 58(,) on O, no matter how small £(¢) is. See Theorem
4.7 and Sections 4.2.2 and 4.2.4 for the details.
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2.3.3 Supercritical Phase

If &(r) vanishes faster than the critical threshold (logt)’l/ (4=4) then (2.12) is no longer
true. In particular, the terms I, and I, in (2.9) and (2.10) coalesce, and thus the leading
order asymptotics of Ay (Ag(,) ,Qy) can no longer be expected to be solely determined by
the maximum of &) on Q.

We expect that the asymptotics of A; (Ag(t) ,Q,) should in some sense stabilize to that
of A(A,Q;) when &(¢) is very small. Thus, it is natural to hypothesize that the magnitude
of the terms corresponding to €(¢)~%(L, — ;) and §; in this regime can be obtained by
replacing £(¢) in (2.9)—(2.11) by the value of the critical threshold a(r) := (logz)~'/4=4),
Following this hypothesis, we expect that, up to a constant,

Ai(Ag), @) < a(t) ?-a(t)* 2 /logt = (logr)*/ 4=, (2.13)
and that the corresponding eigenfunction localizes in a box of size (up to a constant)
a(t)" D2 (1ogr) 12 a(t) = (logr) /49, (2.14)

This heuristic is further corroborated by the facts that

1. The known asymptotics for the AH/PAM with WN found in [12] for d = 1 and [15,
32] for d = 2 correspond to (2.13) (c.f., Theorem 1.19); and

2. in the one-dimensional case [12], Chen showed that the asymptotics in question can
be obtained with a localization argument of the form (2.3) with sub-boxes B;(t) of size
(logr)~'/3 (up to a constant) as 1 — oo,

From the technical standpoint (see the outline in steps (1)—(3) in [12, Page 583]), a
crucial innovation in [12] lies in relating the maxima on the right-hand side of (2.3) for
WN in d = 1 to the extreme value theory of the function-valued Gaussian process

p—(9.8), @RISR

on carefully chosen function spaces that are amenable to computation. Thus, one of the
insights of this paper is that this type of argument can be extended in d = 2,3, so long as
we consider asymptotically singular noise 58(,) where €(1) is not too large (or too small
when d = 2,3).

3 Setup and Notation
3.1 Basic Notations

Definition 3.1 Given 1 < p < e, we use || f||, to denote the L” norm of a function f :
RY — R, and |x|, to denote the ¢P-norm of a vector x € R%. We use (f,g) to denote the
Euclidean inner product on L?(R?), and f * g to denote the convolution.

Definition 3.2 Given an open set 2 C R?, we use Cy (L) to denote the set of smooth
functions ¢ : R? — R with compact support in €. We denote the Dirichlet form of such
functions as

£(9):= |, IVo()[3 dr 3.1)
where V denotes the gradient, and we denote the function spaces

5(Q):={p e (Q): ol =1},
W(Q):={9eC5(Q): ol +36(p)=1}. (3.2)
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Definition 3.3 For every z € R, we define the translation operator
7,0(x) ;= @(x—2z), ¢ €Cy(RY). (3.3)
For every 1 > 0 and ¢ € Ci(R?), we define the rescaled function

oM (x):=n"?p(nx), xeR” (3.4)

Remark 3.4 Tt is easy to see that for every domain 2 C R? and n > 0,

1. ¢ € S(nQ) if and only if @M € §(Q), and
2. &) =n*E(g).

3.2 Covariance Semi Inner Product

Definition 3.5 For every € > 0, we denote the covariance semi inner product by

g = ResgeRe) = [ FORe(x=2)8(v) dry

for f,g: RY — R, and we denote the associated seminorm by

Hf”Rs = \/ <f7f>Rs'

In particular, since R — &, one has

lim(Q, y)r, = (0, ¥), @,y eCr(RY). (3.5)
e—0

3.3 Operator Theory and Localization Bounds

For every €,0 > 0, let us denote the operator
AL = 1A+ 6E, (3.6)

so that, in particular, A = Aél). For any bounded and connected open set 2 C R4, the
operator —Aé‘” with Dirichlet boundary conditions on £ is self-adjoint on L?(£2) and has

compact resolvent, and Cj'(£2) is a core for its quadratic form:

—(0,A9) = —0 (&, 0P) +16(9),  @eCH(Q)

(e.g., [43, Example 3.16.4]; we refer more generally to [43, Section 7.5] for the operator-
theoretic terminology used here). In particular, it follows from the min-max principle (e.g.,
[43, Theorem 7.8.10]) that

Ak(Afgc),.Q) = sup inf (0@87(’)2) —1g(e)), keN. G
@1y ORECT (Q) PESPAN(PL-... %)
(9i,9))=0 Vi£j llol2=1

with matching eigenfunctions forming an orthonormal basis of L?>(2). The following lo-
calization bounds are the main technical tools in our analysis of the asymptotics of the

A‘(SG)’S eigenvalues:
Lemma 3.6 For every € > 0 and bounded open sets £ C R, Q,...,Q,CQ,

A(AL) Q) > max A (AL, Q).

i=1,...,n
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Lemma 3.7 There exists a constant C > 0 such that for every €,k > 0 and r > K, if we let
Z :=2KkZqNQ,, then

C
AAL),0,) < =+ maxA (AL 24 i),
K €7

The use of localization bounds such as Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7 date back to at least to work
of Girtner, Konig, and Molchanov [19,20]. While Lemma 3.6 is a trivial consequence of
the min-max principle (3.7), Lemma 3.7 is more delicate; we refer to the proof of [12,
(2.27)] for the latter.

3.4 Semigroup Theory and Feynman-Kac Formula

Definition 3.8 For every open set 2 C RY, we let T, denote the first exit time of £ by
the Brownian motion B, that is, T := inf{r > 1 : B(r) ¢ Q}.

For every x,y € R? and 1 > 0, we use E* to denote the expectation with respect to the
law of the Brownian motion (B|B(0) =x), and E' to denote the expectation with respect
to the law of the Brownian bridge (B|B(0) =x and B(r) = y), both conditional on &.

We use ¢, to denote the Gaussian kernel, that is,

o3/

“,(x) ::W’ >0, xeRY. (3.8)

Let Q C R? be a bounded open set. The semigroup of the operator A‘(SG) with Dirichlet
boundary conditions on £2 is defined as the family of operators

(o) > (o)
G L= Y eMAT (g Al? Q) WAL, Q), >0 (3.9
k=1

acting on f € L?(Q), where l:F’k(A'(Sw,Q) (k € N) denote the orthonormal eigenfunctions
associated with Ay (Aga) , Q). According to the Feynman-Kac formula (e.g., [16, (34) and

()
Theorem 3.27]), L%A”" “ is an integral operator on L%(Q) with kernel
(o) 't
72 ) =B e (0 [(&(B6) & )iTa x| 610
Jo

for all # > 0 and x,y € R4, where, for any random variable Y and event E, we denote

(o)
E[Y;E]:=E[1gY]. Since £ is bounded, the semigroup (ﬂtAE ’Q)Do is Hilbert-Schmidt/trace
class, and for every t > 0 (e.g., [16, Theorem 3.17]),

i (o) (o) (o) © ol
Z el/\k(AE ,.Q) =Tr |:ZA9 a-Q:| _ / ZAS Q2 (x’x) dx — HZ?ZS Q2 < oo, (311)
- Q 2

One of the main ingredients in the proof of Theorems 1.7 and 1.11 consists of the
observation that if 2 is very large and contains the origin, then we expect that

Ue(r) = E [exp ( /0 " (B(s)) dsﬂ ~E {exp < /0 " (B(s)) ds) o > t] .

Thanks to (3.9) and (3.10), this then creates a connection between the asymptotics of
Ug(t) and that of A|(Ag,Q;) as t — oo, allowing to formalize the heuristic (2.1). In order
to make this precise, we use the following two technical results, which are the statements
of [11, (4.2) and (4.5)] and [11, (4.3) and (4.6)], respectively (and which are proved using
a variety of time-cutoff arguments on sub-intervals [0,1] C [0,7] and Holder’s inequality
with p,g > 1):
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Proposition 3.9 Let us denote, for every €,6 > 0 and t > 0, the quantity

Ul®(1) = E {exp (a /0 e (B(5)) dsﬂ .

Letr>0and p,q > 1 be suchthat 1/p+1/q=1. Foreveryt > 1 and 0 < n < t, it holds
that

E’ {exp </Ot Ee (B(s)) dS) T, > t} <uf(n)

- <Wl)d/2/Q E' [exp (17./0.”7 & (B(s)) ds) i Tp, > t—n] dx>1/p (3.12)

and for everyt > 1 and 6 > 0,

/Q E {exp (9 /o £ (B(s)) ds) Tp, > f} dx < (2r)teM A 00, (3.13)

Proposition 3.10 Let r > 0 and p,q > 1 be such that 1 /p+1/q= 1. For everyt > 1 and
0 < n <t, it holds that

Ue(1)
S -0 () oo <./,g" (x) E* [exp (% /OH' £ (B(s)) ds) Ty, > n] dx)p.
(3.14)

Foreveryf>0,0<n <f and 0 > 0, it holds that

/QrEx {exp <e/ofge (B(s)) ds) Ty > f} N

> (2m)P 20 24 2y 20 ag (P /)M AL 0 epErmA AP0 (3 15

4 Eigenvalue Asymptotics

Our purpose in this section is to prove the eigenvalue asymptotics in Theorems 1.7 and
1.11, namely, (1.10) and (1.15). For this purpose, in this section the main result we prove
is the following:

Theorem 4.1 Let w : [0,00) — R? be an arbitrary function. Let 8, > 0 and B > 0 be
fixed constants, and define

eIad (e(t)’d/zx/logt)ﬁ if €(¢) is in the regular phase,
r(t) == 5 @.1)
0 ((logt)z/(4’d>) if €(t) is in the singular phase.

If €(t) is in the regular phase, then for every ¢ > 0,

. Ay (A£Z)>,W(f) +0,)
1= g(t)=4/2\/logr(t)

= 0+/2dR(0) in probability. 4.2)
If €(t) is in the singular phase, then for every ¢ > 0,

(o)
. Al (Ag(();)aw(t)‘i‘Qr(I)) 264/(47[1)2
e (logr()2/4-) ‘

in probability. 4.3)
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Remark 4.2 Since 58(,) is translation invariant, if Theorem 4.1 holds for w(r) = 0, then it
immediately follows that the same is also true for any other choice of w(t). We neverthe-
less state Theorem 4.1 with general w(z), since this statement is used in the proof of the
eigenvalue asymptotics of Ag(Ag(,), Qr) for k > 2 (see Section 4.1).

Remark 4.3 Following-up on the previous remark, we note that apart from the presence of
w(t), the statement of Theorem 4.1 has several differences with (1.10) and (1.15), making
it simultaneously more and less general than the latter.

Firstly, Theorem 4.1 is less general, since it only concerns the leading eigenvalue A;.
This is due to the fact that the localization bounds in Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7, which are the
main technical tools with which we prove Theorem 4.1, only apply to the first eigenvalue.
The fact that (1.10) and (1.15) follow from (4.2) and (4.3) comes from one aspect of
Theorem 4.1 that is more general, namely, that we consider the asymptotics of the leading
eigenvalue on off-centered boxes w(t) + O, () with side length 2r(¢) instead of 2¢.

Secondly, Theorem 4.1 is more general in the sense that we consider boxes of side
length r(r), as well as the scaling factor ¢ (which is equal to 1 in (1.10) and (1.15)) These
more general aspects are used in the proof of the total mass asymptotics in Theorems 1.7
and 1.11; we refer to Section 5 for the details.

The remainder of this section is organized as follows. In Section 4.1, we use Theorem
4.1 to prove (1.10) and (1.15). In Section 4.2, we prove Theorem 4.1.

4.1 Proof of (1.10) and (1.15)

We only prove the eigenvalue asymptotics in the regular phase, as the proof in the singular
case follows from the same argument. We begin with the following statement (see, e.g.,
[15, Theorem 8.5]), which connects the non-leading eigenvalues to A;:

Lemma 4.4 Let k € N and t > 1 be fixed. If z1,...,zx € R? and x > 0 are such that
Zi+ Qx C Oy forevery 1 <i <k, and

<1Zi+QK’ 12j+QK> =0
for every 1 <i < j <k, then for every € > 0 one has

Ar(Ae,0r) > llgl_igkAl(Ae;Zi +Ox).

We also make the following simple remark:
Remark 4.5 r(t) in (4.1) satisfies the following as t — o:
e(r) "2 \/logr(t) = Vae(t) *\/logt (1+0(1)) regular phase, (4.4)
(logr(t)) 2/4=d) _ o2/(4=a) (log)>/4=4) (1+0(1)) singular phase. 4.5)

Thanks to Theorem 4.1 (with o« = 1, f = 0, and ¢ = 1) and Remark 4.5, every se-
quence of ¢ > 0 such that 7 — oo has a subsequence (,),cn along which

. A (As(tn)§W(fn) + Q(%,,)
r}gl; TSEEN T \/2dR(0) almost surely

for every choice of 8 € (0,1]NQ and w(z,) € Q.
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On the one hand, by taking w(z,) = 0 and 6 = 1 and using the trivial inequality
Ar(Ae, Q) < Aj(Ag, Q) forall k € Nand Q C RY, we get

. Ac(Ag(r,), Or)
limsup

———— A= < \/2dR(0 Imost surely. 46
n—eo E(tn)*d/z Togt, ~ ( ) almost surely (4.6)

On the other hand, we can find a small enough constant 6 € (0, 1]NQ (that only depends on
k) such that for every ¢ > 0, there exists w! (¢),...,w*(¢) € Q such that the sets wi(t) + Qg;
are mutually disjoint and inside Q;. Consequently, up to taking a further subsequence of
(tn)nen in (4.6), we obtain from Theorem 4.1, Remark 4.5, and Lemma 4.4 that

Ar(Ag(y)s W' (tn) +
liminf ——2—— Aule() On) > min liminf {Aew)i W' (tn) + Qo) =

n—e g(t,)4/2\/logt, ~ 1<i<k n—e g(ty)~4/2\/Togt,

almost surely. Combined with (4.6), this completes the proof of the asymptotic for A (A, (1) 0O)
in Theorem 1.7.

2dR(0)

4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1

We now prove Theorem 4.1. Given that & is stationary, there is no loss of generality in
assuming that w(z) = 0; hence we need only prove asymptotics for A1( ,Q,(, ). W

separate the proof of Theorem 4.1 into four steps, namely, matching lower and upper
bounds for (4.2) and (4.3):

4.2.1 Step 1. Lower Bound for (4.2)

Let £(¢) be in the regular phase. Let k¥ > 0 be large enough so that R is supported on Q, /2-
For large ¢ > 0, let us define

7, :=3Kke(1) 2 N Qy1)—xelr)- 4.7

By Lemma 3.6 (with the sets £2; given by z+ Qy(,) for all z € Z;), we have

Ay (Aic(:)>7Qr(t)) >max  sup  (0(&),9%) —3E(0))

€Z 0ES(z4Oxe(r))

= sup (maxo<&g (rz<p>2>—%@”(<p)), (4.8)
)

PES(Oxe(r) €2

where we recall that 7, is the translation operator defined in (3.3), and we used in (4.8) the
fact that & is translation invariant. The set of functions ¢ over which the supremum (4.8)
is taken depends on . When considering the large-f limit of this expression, however, it is
more convenient to consider ¢ from a fixed function space. For this reason, we consider
rescaled functions: By Remark 3.4 (with n = £(¢) '), we find that for every ¢ € S(Qx),
one has

AAS), Q) = (m%xo@g(,),(rz<p“/8(’>>>2>) —e(1)*38(). (4.9)

€4

Until further notice, we assume that we are considering a single fixed function ¢ € S(Qy).
By a straightforward change of variables,

I[.{d Eer) (x)e(t)*d(p <)‘C€(;t)z>2 dx = S(t)*d/z ./H%d & (x)p (x— %)2 dx, (4.10)
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and thus (4.9) yields
€7,

AIAL), 0y)) > (os@)d/zmax<5l,<rz/g(t><p>2>> —e(n)248(). @11

On the one hand, since S(t)’(4’d>/2 < /logt in the regular phase, it follows from (4.4)
that

) - 4 -
g(r)~4/? logr(t)g((p) B O(E(t) AR IOgt) =o(l)  ast—ee. (412)

On the other hand, we note that
(&1, (T e ®)),  2€Z (4.13)

is a Gaussian process with mean zero and covariance

<(Tz/£(1)q))27(Tz//&‘(t)(p)2>R7 Zazl €.

By definition of Z; and our assumption that £(r) < 1, if 7,7 € Z are distinct, then the
supports of (T, /g(,)(p)z and (T /8(,)(p)2 are separated by at least K in co-norm. Therefore,
since we have assumed « to be large enough so that R (and therefore R, ;) for all z > 0)
is supported in Qy/5, we conclude that (4.13) are i.i.d. Gaussians with variance o?(|@?|3.
In particular, given that by definition of Z; in (4.7) and the fact that £(¢) is in the regular
phase, we have

log|Z| = (dlogr(1)) (1+0(1)),
then it follows from Lemma 2.3 (by coupling the (X;(z));ez with a collection of i.i.d.
Gaussians with mean zero and variance 62||@?||% on Z) that

1
lim ———max (&, (t. 2) = o||@?||gV2d  in probability. 4.14
Ly e AR (&1, (T /e @)*) = 0ll9° I p y (4.14)
By combining the limits (4.12) and (4.14) with the lower bound (4.11), our argument
so far can be summarized as follows: For every k¥ > 0 and ¢ € S(Q), every sequence of
t > 0 such that t — oo has a subsequence (#,),cn along which

(0)
A(AL S, O,
liminf A, 0r)

> ollo?||gV2d almost surely.
ne g (ty) =2 /logr(ty) — 97l ’

Since @? € L;(Qx), we can take a sequence (¢, ),en C S(Qx) such that ¢7 — &y as n — oo;
hence ||¢2|% — R(0). Up to taking further subsequences of f,, this concludes the proof of
the lower bound for (4.2).

4.2.2 A Remark on d > 4, Part 1

In the proof of the lower bound for (4.2) that we have just provided, the only manifestation
of the assumption that d < 3 comes from the requirement that &(z)~*/2 < | /logr(r),
which is equivalent to the assumption that £(¢) is in the regular phase. If d > 4, then

1. log|Z| = dlog (r(t)/€(t)) (1+0(1)) with Z as in (4.7), and
2. g(t)@4/2 < [log (r(t)/€(t)) no matter how quickly &(r) vanishes.
Therefore, we get the following by using the same arguments as in Section 4.2.1:

Proposition 4.6 Let d > 4 and €(t) € (0,1] be arbitrary. Every sequence of t > 0 such
that t — oo has a subsequence (t,),cn along which

o MAL) ) + Q)
liminf
" e(ty) 2 log (r(tn) /€(ta))

> 0+/2dR(0) almost surely.
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4.2.3 Step 2. Upper Bound for (4.2)

Let &(¢) be in the regular phase. Since & is nonnegative and ¢ € S(Q,(,)) are such that
Jra @(x)* dx = 1, we have that
MAS) 0 <o sup  e(t) 2 ().
elea <r(t) /£(2)

We then get the desired bound by a direct application of Lemma 2.3.
4.2.4 A Remark on d > 4, Part 2

Carrying on from Section 4.2.2, the simple argument in Section 4.2.3 does not depend on
the assumption that d > 3. The only difference is that if d > 4 and we do not assume a
lower bound on the vanishing rate of £(r), then log (r(r)/€(¢)) need not be asymptotically
equivalent to logr(r). Consequently, by combining Proposition 4.6 with the argument pre-
sented in Section 4.1, we obtain the following result, which states that no phase transition
occurs in the eigenvalue asymptotics when d > 4:

Theorem 4.7 Let d > 4, and let €(t) € (0, 1] be arbitrary. For every k € N,

A(A
lim e @) _ V2dR(0)  in probability.
T g(r)~d/2 [log (t/€(t))

4.2.5 Lower Bound for (4.3)

Let £(¢) be in the singular phase. Let k > 0 be large enough so that R is supported in Q>
(o)

e O Cr(r)
should localize in a sub-box of size (up to a constant) (log r . Thus, in order to
set up the localization lower bound in this regime, we introduce the following lattice: Fix
some ki, kK > 0, and for every t > 0, let

Following the heuristic in (2.14), we expect that the leading eigenfunction of A

(1))~

a(t) = (x logr(t))fl/mfd) and  Z = (2K + K)a()Z N Qi) —xpa(r)-  (4.15)

Remark 4.8 Ttis easy to see that there exists some ¢ > 0 such that |Z;| > cr ()¢ for all large
enough ¢.

By applying Lemma 3.6 (with £; given by z+ Qy, (1) for z € Z;) and a rescaling similar
to (4.9) (with a(z) instead of £(r)), we have the lower bound

€7,

ALAY),0y)) = alr) 2 <maxoa<r>2<5g<t>, (1 /eO))2) %g«m) (4.16)
for every @ € S(Qy,). Until further notice, we fix a ¢ € S(Qx,). For every ¢ > 0, denote
the Z;-indexed stochastic process

X(2) := 0a(t) (Geq, (@ )),  zez. (4.17)

By a straightforward change of variables similar to (4.10), we see that X; is a centered
stationary Gaussian process with covariance

oalr)* > /('Rd>2 0 (%)2 Rey(x—)9 (%)2 dxdy (4.18)
2 / 2
ot [ o (x- 55 ) R @l (v 55 ) a

2 4—d 2 2
=0 a(t) (T 03 %109 py
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We note that for any distinct z,7 € Z and @ € S(Qy,), the supports of 7, Ja(t) ¢* and
Ty /a(,)(pz are separated by at least k¥ in £~ norm. Given the asymptotic (4.5), we have
that £(¢)/a(t) — 0 as r — oo when £(¢) is in the singular phase. Therefore, at least for large
1, (Xi(2)) ., arei.i.d. random variables with variance 6>a(r)*~|| (pZHI%E(t)/aO) thanks to the

fact that R is supported in Qy />. With this said, we claim that a lower bound for (4.3) is a
consequence of the following:

Proposition 4.9 Let X; be as in (4.17). For every K1,k > 0 and ¢ € S(Qx,),
BIX (07] = a) lpli(1 +o(1)  asi— oo
noting that a(t)*4 = (x 10gr(t))71

Proof. £(t) < a(t) in the singular phase; hence ||(p2||1238<t)/ o= | o]l5 by (3.5). O
To see this, we apply a standard lower tail bound for suprema of i.i.d. Gaussians: For
large enough 7 the X;(z) are i.i.d. copies of X;(0), and thus

P

supX;(z) < o||<p|i] = (1-P[X,(0) > o[ ])*.

€7,

We recall the classical Gaussian tail lower bound: If N ~ N(0,v?) for some v > 0, then
for every ¥ > | and large enough A > 0, one has P[N > 1] > e~ 04?207 Therefore, if we
assume that 0 < k7 < 2d and then take > 0 large enough so that

_volflolli _ B(1+o(1))

2E[X,(0)2] 2 ki logr(t) > —ndlogr(t)

for some 0 < 1 < 1 (by Proposition 4.9), then

|Z|
21\ 1| !
(1-PX,(0) > ollg[3])™ < (1 - r(t)nd)
cr(t)?
r(t)d(lfn) —er(n)@-m)
_ () < e Cr
= <1 r(t)d =°

where the third inequality follows from Remark 4.8. By (4.1), r(¢) > 6t* for some 6,0 >0
for large 7, and thus every sequence of 7 > 0 such that7 — oo has a subsequence (f,),cn such

)

that }, e ) o, Thus, by applying the Borel-Cantelli lemma to the maximum of
(4.17), and then combining this with (4.16), we conclude the following: For every 0 < k1 <
2d, K, >0, and ¢ € S(Qx,), every sequence of ¢ > 0 such that # — oo has a subsequence
(tn)nen along which

Al (A(o-) 7Qr n )
li’gglf#y > ool - %é"((p) almost surely.

Given that a(t)~2 = (x1)¥“ 9 (logr(r))*>“~9, up to selecting further subsequences of
1, if we take K1 — 2d, Ko — oo, and a sequence of ¢’s that achieves the supremum of
olle[|3— 5& (@) over S(R?), then we obtain that

Al(Afg((y,))er(z ))
CS n n 2/(4—d 2 1
hrll}l)long > (Zd) /( )(Pes;%d) (GH(P||4 — EG@((P)) almost Surely.

This provides a lower bound for (4.3) by Proposition A.2 and Lemma A.3.
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4.2.6 Upper Bound for (4.3)

Let £(7) be in the singular phase. Let k1, k> > 0 be fixed, and a(r) be as in (4.15). By a
straightforward rescaling (i.e., ¢ — (p(l/ a(t)) by (3.4) and Remark 3.4, see also (4.18)), we
have that

7 a(n) )2
M) 0,) =at) A AL ) 0ty ) (4.19)

Let us define Z; := 21224 0 Qy(r) Ja(r) -

Remark 4.10 By definition of a(r), it is clear that there exists constants ¢, ¢z > 0 such that
|Z| < c1r(t)? (logr(r))* for large ¢ > 0.

By applying Lemma 3.7 to the right-hand side of (4.19), we obtain
A(AL), 0
e () %r(r)

L C _
<a(t)?| —+max  sup  (0a(t) V() ary (1:0)7) — 1E(9)) | (4.20)
K2 €4 (PES(QK2+1)

where the constant C > 0 is independent of ¢, k7, and k. In order to control this quantity,
we use an idea due to Chen [11, Page 593]: For every ¢ € S(Qx,+1), the function y :=

o(1+ %é"((p))il/2 is an element of W(Qy, 1) because
Jea 9(0)* + 3|Vo)[3 dx

2 1 2 1 2
+1le —_/ +v dx = =1 @21
Wi+ 36w = [ v +3Vwil T 150) (4.21)

(recall the definition of the latter function space in (3.2)). Therefore,

sup (Ga(t)(47d)/2<€g([)/a(t)7 (TZ(P)2> - %éa((ro))
(PES(QK2+1)

< sup ( sup Ga(f)(4d>/z<§e(z>/a(t),(Tzllf)2>(1+%0@(<P))—%0@(@))
(PGS(QK2+1) WGW(QQH)

< sup ( sup Ga(t)(4id)/2<§s(t)/a(t)a (Tzlll)2>(1 +v)— ‘U) :
v>0 VEW (Qy+1)

Given that

sup (A(14+v) —v) =sup (A+ (A—-1)v) = (4.22)

>0 >0 oo otherwise,

{21 ifA<1,

we then have the inclusion of events

{ sup  (0a(t)* D 2(E ) jar), (T0)7) — 1E () > 1}

(PES(QK2+1)

C { sup  6a(t)* 2 (Epy jays (TW)7) > 1}

WGW(QK2+1)

for any z. Since és(t) is stationary, the W (Q, 41 )-valued Gaussian processes

Y= Ga(t)(47d)/2<§s(t)/a(z)a (Tzll’)2>a 1€ 7
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are identically distributed for all z € Z;, and thus by a union bound this implies that

Plmax sup (oa(t) D2 (E ) (10)7) — 16(9)) > 1]
€2 (PES(QK2+1)

§|Z,|-Pl sup Ga(t)(4d)/2<§£(t)/a(,),(‘czl//)2>>1]. (4.23)
WEW(QK2+1)

With this in hand, the upper bound for (4.3) can be reduced to a standard Gaussian suprema
concentration bound (e.g., Lemma A.1) and the following estimates:

Proposition 4.11 For every ki, K > 0, it holds that

— 2 —
sup  E [02a(0) 4 Eea, ¥2)| < 0% sup |lyli<e  @24)
VEW (Qxy 11) yeWw (RY)

and

IimE

t—roo

sup  oa(t)* 2 E sy W) | = 0. (4.25)

WEW(QK2+1)

To see this, let us henceforth denote for simplity,

s:= sup |yl
yew (RY)

as well as the median of the supremum

m; := Med [ sup Ga(t)(47d>/2<€g(t)/a(z)v (TZW)2>
V’EW(QK2+1)

and maximal standard deviation

B 2 1/2
b= sup E{Gza(t)(4 D Eee)jatr) V) } :
WGW(QK2+1)

Then, it follows from (A.2) in Lemma A.1 that

m=E| sup 6a(t)* 2 (E) jaw, W) | +O(0) =0(1)

WEW(QK2+1)

for any ki, k» > 0, where the last equality follows from Proposition 4.11 and the fact that
a(t)*~4 = o(1). In particular, we can find # > 0 large enough so that

(1—m,)? 140(1) 140(1) 14+o(1)
_ — < —
207 202 T 202%a(t)* s 2025

ki logr(t),

where the third inequality follows from (4.24) and the last equality from the definition of
a(t) in (4.15). Thus, an application of Lemma A.1 to the present setting with A = 1 implies
that

_ 1+o(1)
P sup  oa()) T D2E s (W) > 1] <exp <— Ki logr(t)) .
o (Eett/an) (%¥)7) o7
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Consequently, for every choice of k; > 2dc?s and k» > 0, a combination of the above
bound with Remark 4.10 and (4.23) yields

P|max  sup (0a(t)* D2 Er jatry: (1:0)7) — 16(9)) > 1
&4 (PGS(QK2+1>

< clr(t)d(logr(t))czefadlogr(t) = cyr(r)?1=9) (logr(t))c2

for some 6 > 1 close enough to 1. For any sequence of 7 > 0 going to infinity, by (4.1) we
can always extract a sparse enough subsequence (#,),cn such that

Y err(tn)™ %) (logr(t))? < oo,
neN

Hence we obtain the following by an application of the Borel-Cantelli lemma: For every
choice of k] > 2dc?s and Kk, > 0, every sequence of ¢ > 0 such that 7 — oo has a subse-
quence (#,),en along which

limsupmax  sup (Ga(t)(4id)/2<§e(t)/a(t)7 (TZ(P)2> - %@@((P)) <1

noee €24 pes(Qy, 1)

almost surely. By (4.20), this then implies that

(o)
Al(Ag([ )7Qr(t,,)) C
limsup ——%—— < — +1 almost surely,
n%oop a(tn)72 K Y

which, by taking x; — 2ds and x, — o and (and further subsequences of ¢, if needed),
yields

L AAG)O)

et (Togr(1,) 0

This then provides an upper bound for (4.3) by Lemma A.4. We now conclude the proof
of Theorem 4.1 by proving Proposition 4.11:

< (2do?s)?/ 4= almost surely.

Proof of Proposition 4.11. We begin by proving (4.24). By definition,

E[Cetoan )| = 1V R (4.26)

for every ¥ € W(Qy,+1). Since R integrates to one for every € > 0, it follows from
Young’s convolution inequality that || y?[|%_ e S lw|5. We then get (4.24) by the trivial
bound

sup  [lyli< sup [wll3.

yeW (O, +1) yeW (RY)

(The fact that the above is finite is proved in Lemma A .4.)
We now prove (4.25). Let us define the pseudometrics

_ , _5\2]1/2 _
P, ) = aO) P [(Eea v =02 W EW(Qon)
fort > 0. Since a(t)*~9/? = (K log r(t))fl/z, we have that

~ —-1/2 ~
Py, ) = (ki logr() w2 = 9k, -
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For every { > 0, let us denote by N, ({) the covering number of W (Qy,+1) with open balls
of radius ¢ in P. By Dudley’s theorem (e.g., [34, Theorem 11.17]), to prove (4.25) it is
enough to show that

lim /: V10N, () d¢ = 0. 4.27)

We first prove (4.27) in the case d = 1, where we recall that we impose no lower bound
on £(¢) in the singular phase. Let us define

P*(II/,‘T/):HWZ—IIIZHQ, W71~V€W(QK2+1)'

We note that this is the pseudometric associated to the one-dimensional Gaussian white
noise. By Young’s convolution inequality, we have that

Py, %) < (kilogr(t)) PPy, W), =1, W, EW(Quyir)-

Thus, if we let N, ({) denote the covering number of W (Qy,+1) by {-balls in P, we have
the inequality

/Om VIogN, () d¢ < (i 1ogt)*1/2./0'°° J10gN.(0) d¢.

Thanks to [11, (2.7)], we know that [;” y/logN, (&) d§ < e, hence the result.

Remark 4.12 In the paper [11], the one-dimensional Gaussian white noise is referred
throughout as the “context of Theorem 1.4”. The space W (Q2) for Q C R? is denoted
by 9;(2) (see [11, (2.2)]). We note that the argument used to prove [11, (2.7)] cannot be
extended to d = 2,3, since a crucial assumption in that result (i.e., [11, (1.9)]) does not
hold for Gaussian white noise in d > 1.

We now prove (4.27) in the case d = 2,3.

Definition 4.13 To improve readability, for every y € W(Qy,+1) and € > 0, we denote
w2 := y? % R, for the remainder of this proof.

We begin by bounding the upper limit of integration in (4.27). Recalling that, for every
€ >0, Re = R * R and R, is even, we can write

ly* — ‘IJZHRE(,)/‘,(,) = H‘I’g(;)/a(;) - Wg(;)/a(;)HZ <[l =¥z < vl + W13,

where the first inequality follows from Young’s convolution inequality. Then, by the GNS
inequality (1.13) and the fact that ||y||3, & (y) < 1 for all y € W(Qx,+1), we have that

- 1/2
|| II[Z - IIIZHRs(r)/a(r) S 21+d/4®d/ . Thus’

| VioeN@ ag /Oomogr(w) ViogN,(€) d¢. (4.28)

Since £(¢) < a(t) and R is compactly supported, we can fix a k > k> such that wz(t)/a(t) €

Cy (Qx) for every y € W(Qy,+1) and ¢ > 0. In order to estimate the covering number N;,
we make use of an €-net argument using the following projections:

Definition 4.14 For every u,v,M > 0 and nonnegative ¢ € C; (R9), define

Iy v m(@) = Z min{L(p(z)JH,M}IZH,V’V)d,

ze2v7Z4

where |x|, :=max{y € uZ:y < x} for every x € R.
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Remark 4.15 The image of all nonnegative ¢ € Ci(Qx) through ITy;  y has cardinality
of order (M /p)00™") = O™ "logM/w) 45 11 v — 0 and M — oo,

We claim that we have the inequality
sup Hlllg(t)/a — Iy, VM(‘I’g(t yja()|I2
WEW(QKZH)
<€+ (e)/aln) IV M) @29)
where h > 0 is the Holder exponent in (1.8), and the constant € only depends on d, k,

and the Holder constant C > 0 in (1.8). In order to prove (4.29), we use the following
decomposition:

1We i) ate) = Ty m (W) jao) |12 = /{ o >M}(Vf§(z)/a<z>(x)—M)2dx

2
_ 2
+/{0<w§<r>/a<r>§M} (Wt @) = Tt (W) 0)) v 4309

Definition 4.16 In what follows, we use € > 0 to denote positive constants that (possibly)
only depend on d, k, and the C in (1.8), and whose exact values may change from line to
line.

We begin by controlling the first term on the right-hand side of (4.30). Given that
(a+b)? < 2(a® +b?), we have

J

V2 () fa(ny () — M)? dx

<2 / 2 ()2 dx ot 2M2 / dx.
Ve ja M Vetosato ) (Ve /atn>M)

Ve()/a) M}

An application of Young’s convolution inequality followed by the general L”-GNS in-
equality (e.g., [10, (C.1)]) implies that

[ V) dx < 1wl < ellwlgs vy’ < e,

where p, p > 0 only depend on d. Therefore, by Holder’s and Markov’s inequalities,

23 1/3
2 2 gy < ( 2 3 dx) / dx
/{‘V3<t>/u<t> - V() /a(n) (%)™ dx < e Vet (x) -

1/3
< (M3 /Rd Wg(t)/a(t) (x)? dx)

<em . (4.31)

Applying Markov’s inequality once again, we have

2 ) 5 3 B
. /{w >M} =M Rd Ve(r)/a(ny ()" dx < €M™ (4.32)
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We now control the second term on the right-hand side of (4.30). For any x,y € R?,
since R is Holder continuous of order 4 and ||y||3 < 1, one has

|‘I/gz(;)/a(;) (x) — ‘I’gz(;)/a(;) W= i (Rs(t)/a(t) (x—2z)— Rs(t)/a(t)(y - Z)) ¥(z)* dz

C(e(t)/a(t)) "~ y5.

Thus, if x is such that |l//£2(l>/a(t) (x)| <M and x € z+ [V, Vv)? for some z € 2vZ,

Hﬂ,v,M(‘lfg(z)/a(;))(x) = L‘I/g( 0)/a(e) (@) (4.33)

hence
W2y ) %) = My M(‘I/gz(z)/a(z))(xﬂ
< IWe ) /a0 = Ve jat) Ol + Ve sty @ = [Weio jat (@) Ju |
< e((e)/a() @IVt ).
Since {0 < Wsz(t)/a(t) <M} C supp(l//gz(t)/a(t)) C Qx, we have that

/{0<w2

€(r)/a(r)

o (W2t ) )_H#;V:M(wg(t)/a(t))(x))z dx

< €((elt) /()" HVh 4 )2,

If we combine the above with (4.31) and (4.32), we conclude that (4.29) holds.
With (4.29) established, we are now ready to conclude the proof of (4.27): Let € be
the constant on the right-hand side of (4.29). Suppose that we take

T N G R S TP 4

S oe S oe (4.34)

which is equivalent to
1/h _2
¢ §(e(t)/a(r))™" ¢
< = <|—"r—— > = .
H=6c V= 6¢ - M=\Ge
Then, (4.29) implies that

up  [1We()jaey — Mt (Ve a2 < $/2,
WGW(QK2+1)
and thus any two W, € W(Qx, 1) such that IT, , M(qu(l>/a(t)) = HM7V7M(IP,92(t)/a(z)) will,

by the triangle inequality, satisfy P, (y, ) < (& logr(t))~"/2{. Therefore, it follows from
Remark 4.15 that, as { — 0,

\/logN, (¢/(k1logr(1))'/?) \/log eO(v~log(M/u)))
—d2/h—d
=0 (\/Cd/h (e(t)/a(t)) / 10g(6€/§)) .
Consequently, by a change of variables, we are led to the asymptotic

O((logr(1))~'/?)
/ ViogN (2 d¢

0
-0 ((logr(t))l/z (e(2) a(r)) 1P /0 LS og(6€/0) dc> (4.35)
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as t — oco. Assuming 6¢ > 1 (which we can always ensure up to increasing the value of €
in the upper bound (4.29)) and & > d /4, the integral on the right-hand side of (4.35) is real

and finite. (Indeed, \/C~9/" = {1 when h = d /4.) Therefore,
| ViogNi(Z) dz = 0 ((10gr(e)) 2 (el /a(n) %)

Recalling that a(t) = (ki log r(t))fl/(%d), and setting (1) < (logr(r)) % for some ¥ >
0, we obtain that

i . —(d*>+4h) ) (8h—2dh)+8(d*/2h+d /2)
| VioeNi(@) at = o ((102r(1)) ).

This vanishes so long as

d? d d>+4h d>+4h 1 h
V=4 |- ——— <0 = < = .
(2h+2> 8h—2dh (4—d)d(d+h) 4—d+d(d+h)

By definition of the the singular phase when d = 2,3 (in particular (1.12) and the require-
ment i > d/4), this concludes the proof of Proposition 4.11. a

5 Quenched Total Mass Asymptotics

In this section, we prove (1.11) and (1.16). We begin with some preliminary technical
results in Section 5.1, and then prove the result in two steps in Sections 5.2 and 5.3.

5.1 Preliminary Estimates

Proposition 5.1 Let the function 1 : [0,00) — (0,0) be such that

~ Jo(1) d=1 -
n(t)_{o(e(t)d/z) d=2,3" e ©.1)

For every 8 > 0, it holds in both regular and singular phases that

im U (@) =1 in probability,

t—00 £(r)
where we recall the definition ofU(9> in Proposition 3.9.

Proof. Since the limit is constant it suffices to show convergence in distribution. More-
over, since constants are determined by their moments, it suffices to prove convergence of
the first two moments. For n = 1,2, it follows from Fubini’s theorem and (1.4) that

E {Ue(?ti (n(t))n} -E lEéem leXp <9iil/0"m St (B'(5)) ds)]

where (Bi)ISiSn are i.i.d. standard Brownian motions started at zero, and E;;@ denotes

; (5.2)

expectation with respect to 58@ conditional on the B'. Conditional on a fixed realization
of the paths of B', the sum of integrals

no () .
9;/0 ge(t) (B (S)) ds
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is Gaussian with mean zero and variance

0> y / Ren (B'(u)—B/(v)) dudv, n=1,2. (5.3)
,;,Z:Mo,n(znz e () - 5'0))

We begin with the proof in the case d € {2,3}. Since R is a positive semidefinite func-
tion, Re(;) < Re()(0) = &(r)“R(0). In particular, (5.3) is bounded above by R(0)8%n*1 (1)
hence L e

n C
1 <E[ ) () ] — O/ RR) o) — | 4 o(1),
as desired.
We now settle the case d = 1. For every 1 <i < n, let (L{(x));>1xcr denote the con-

tinuous version of the local time process of B! (e.g., [42, Chapter VI]), so that

i j - i j
/[o,nm]z Rey (B'(u) — B/(v)) dudy = /R Ly (Re(n (x =)Ly ) () dxdy.

Since Ry, integrates to one for all n) > 0, it then follows from Young’s convolution inequal-
ity that the variance in (5.3) is bounded above by

n R n R
6 __Zl 1L 21127 |12 < 267 ’Zl (I 13+ 1125 13) - (5.4)
i,j= L]=
By Brownian scaling, ||L’ H2 S (1)3/2|| L |2 for all £ > 1 (e.g.. [10, (2.3.8) and Propo-
sition 2.3.5 with d =1 and p = 2]). Thus, (5.4) converges to zero in probability. Given

that ||L}||3 have finite exponential moments of all orders (e.g., [10, Theorem 4.2.1 with
p =2]), it follows from the Vitali convergence theorem that

n .
limE [exp (n(r)”ez )3 (||La|%+||L{|%>>] ~1,
ij=1
concluding the proof. O

Proposition 5.2 There exists a constant C > 0 such that for every 6,t,r > 0,
2r_,Co%3
——¢ d=1
E |0 Vam
- (2r)¢ . eCGZS(I)’dtz d=2,3.

(2mt)d/

in both regular and singular phases.

Proof. Thanks to (3.10) and (3.11), we note that

(6) hiad (6)
e[Al AE(, er Ae(t er

_ (2#)‘1/2 /Q B [exp <9 /O t Eer) (B(s)) ds) Ty, > t} dx.

Once again employing Fubini’s theorem as in (5.2) and (5.3), this yields

E [ 1A (AL @)}

<(2#)d/2/ A [exp< / R )—B()) dudvﬂ dx.

HM

28(t)7d;
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Given that the functional [ 2 Re(;) (B(u) — B(v)) dudv is invariant with respect to the
starting point of B, we finally get the upper bound

® o 2r)d 62
E [etm(As(t)’Q )} < (z(n:))d/z E?vo [exp <7 /[0 l]zRgm (B(M) - B(v)) dudv)} . (5.9

In the case where d = 2,3, the result then follows from the trivial bound

/[OJ]QR«S(O (B(“) —B(u)) dudyv < R(())tzg(t)fd'

We now consider the case d = 1. Using the same local time estimates leading up to
(5.4), we have the upper bound

0%
E?’O [exp (7 ./[0,;]2R£([> (B(u) —B(v)) dudv)} < E?’O [e(’z”L’H%/z] .

According to [14, Lemma 2.2 in the case d = 1 and R = ], for every ¥ > 0,
logE? {e””L’”%} =0(v*) ast — oo,

Then, by arguing as in the last paragraph of the proof of [24, Lemma 5.11] (see also [24,
(5.15) and (5.17)—(5.19)]), we have the bound

E00 [eezuL,ng/z] -0 (Eo [ezezuL,/zn%D 7

thus concluding the proof for d = 1. a

5.2 Upper Bounds for (1.11) and (1.16)
For every k € N and ¢ > 0, define

(te(t)’d/zx/logt)k if £(¢) is in the regular phase,
rk(t) = (5.6)

k
(t(logt)z/(“’d)) if €(¢) is in the singular phase.

It is clear that, for large enough ¢, r(z) < ry1(¢) for all k € N. Consequently, following
[20, (4.24)] (see also [12, Pages 596-597]), we have the decomposition

Ug(o () = B |:exp ( /0 [ Eeio) (B(s)) ds> T, ) > t}

> ot
+1;1E0 {eXp (/0 Sen (B(5)) ds> To, o <t=<To, |- &7

We begin by controlling the first term on the right-hand side of (5.7). For the remain-
der of Section 5.2, let us fix a some small constant ¢ > 0 (precisely how small will be
determined later in this proof). By applying (3.12) with » = r(t) and n = ¢, and then
following this up by (3.13) with r = r(t), 7 =t —¢~?, and 8 = p, we obtain the upper
bound

KO |:exp ( /0 [ Eeio) (B(s)) ds) T, ) > t}

-9 (p)
<Uég))(fﬁ)l/q(znfﬂ)*d/zﬂ(zrl(t))d/ﬂe(l*f JALAL ) Cry )/ P (5.8)
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for every p,q > 1 such that 1/p+1/q = 1. Since &(r) > (logt) /4= =¢a > =9 for all
6 > 0 when d = 2,3, it follows from Proposition 5.1 that

limlog U@ ()1 =0 in probability.
By definition of r| (¢), we have that

log (271~ %)~V
o o8 Q) T o Togn (1)
1—yoo t t—yo0 t

=0.

Finally, noting that —¢~% =#(1+0(1)), and that 7 (¢) is of the form (4.1) with & = 1, it
follows from Theorem 4.1 and Remark 4.5 that

(t==")A1(a0) 0, )/
s te(t)~4/2\/logt

in the regular phase and

= /2dR(0) in probability

() A% 0, )/
. loge e(nn () —d)— . .
Jim t(logt)2/(4=d) = p*797 e, in probability

in the singular phase. Combining these limits with (5.8) and then taking p — 1, we obtain
the following statement:

Proposition 5.3 Every sequence of t > 0 such that t — oo has a subsequence (t,) ey along
which the following almost-sure limits hold:

. logE® [exp (for Eelt) (B(s)) ds) 10, i) = tn}
lim sup =7
n—c0 tn €(ty)~4/2\/Togt,

in the regular phase, and

< \/2dR(0)

1ok [exp (U & (B(5) 05) T, 2 1)
limsup

<g
nseo tn(logt )2/ () =

in the singular phase.

With Proposition 5.3 in hand, in order to complete the proof of the upper bounds for
(1.11) and (1.16), it is enough to show that the sum on the second line of (5.7) converges
to zero in probability. By a straightforward application of Holder’s inequality, this sum is
bounded above by

B(0) = 0} v

. 1/2
.EO |:exp <2/() 58(,) (B(S)) ds) ;TQVkH(’) > l‘:| ) 5.9

Since Brownian motion suprema have sub-Gaussian tails, there exists a ¢ > 0 independent
of ¢ and k such that, for large enough ¢ > 1,

s<t

) <P S5l > 1)
k=1

1/2
P |sup B6))- > n(0)|B0) 0| e,

s<t
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Combining this with the upper bound used in (5.8), but replacing r1 (¢) by ri4 1 (t) and &)
by 258@, we then obtain that (5.9) is bounded above by

— (2p)
U(( ))( l/2q Z 27.“ /477(2 k+1(l))d/2pe(lit 6>A1(Ag(i) QrkJrl )/2p— er(t (5 10)

for any p,q > 1 such that 1 /p+ 1/g = 1. By Proposition 5.1, it suffices to prove that the
sum in (5.10) converges to zero in probability. We analyze the terms k = 1 and k > 2 in
this sum separately.

For the term k = 1, we note that r,(¢) is of the form (4.1) with exponent & = 2. Thus,
by Theorem 4.1, there exists a random ¢ > 0 independent of ¢ such that for any sparse
enough diverging sequence (1, ),en, We have that

(t” _tl;ﬂ)Al( S(I 7Qr2 [n ) - Ccri (tn)z

2p th

tn (Ee(t,,)’d/zx/logtn —c€(ty) logt,) if €() is in the regular phase,
tn (¢(logty)¥ 4= — c(logt,)¥“=4))  if £(t) is in the singular phase.

In particular, for every K > 0,

(2p)
p 7Qr2 (tn) )/2p=cri(tn)* /tn

_0( 19d/417 5t )d/Zpefmy,)

(211 ) P (21 (1)) /2Pl MG

almost surely as n — co. By definition of r,(z), this vanishes as n — oo, and thus the k = 1
term in the sum in (5.10) converges to zero in probability as t — oo.

We now deal with the terms k£ > 2. By Proposition 5.2 (and  — o< 1), there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

E li (zmiﬂ)idﬂp (27k+1 (l‘))dﬂpe(t*liﬁ)/\‘(A(sz(f)) Cr 1 (0)/2p—crilt )Z/I]
k=2

0(% Tia rk+1<r)1+1/2pe0’3”k@z/’) ifd=1,
= (5.11)
0(:?3_;;1/: Y Pt ()44 2peCe) 2”"(’)2/’> ifd=2,3.

We begin by controlling the right-hand side of (5.11) in the case d = 1. We note that for
every kp > 0, if # > 0 is large enough, then —cry(1)?/t < —Kot?*~! for every k € N. Given
that C+> < Cr#*~! forall + > 1 and k > 2, for every K > 0, we have that

Z rk+1(t)l+1/2peCt3fcrk(t)2/t < Z rk+1(t)1+l/2pefkt2k’l
k=2 k=2

for large enough t. As ri(t) = O(t"*) for some v > 0 independent of ¢, this sum is uni-
formly bounded in ¢ > 1. Thus, so long as we choose ¥ > 0 small enough relative to p > 1
so that 1%/47 = o(1'/?), we get that (5.11) vanishes as 7 — 0 for d = 1. For d = 2,3, we
use the same argument, noting that, since &(r) > (logr) ="/~ > =3 for all § > 0,
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£(t)~9* = O(¢?). In summary, the contribution of the terms k > 2 to the sum in (5.10) con-
verges to zero in probability, which finally concludes the proof of the following statement:
Every sequence of > 0 such that 7 — oo has a subsequence (#,),cn along which

o) V/2dR(0)t, €(t,)~%/?\/logt, (1+0(1)) regular phase,
Usy)(tn) < (5.12)
el Lata (logt, )2/ 4=4) (1+0(1)) singular phase.

almost surely as n — oo, providing upper bounds for (1.11) and (1.16).

5.3 Lower Bounds for (1.11) and (1.16)

We now conclude the proofs of (1.11) and (1.16) by providing matching lower bounds to
(5.12). Let us fix some p,q > 1 such that 1 /p+1/g =1 and some 0 < ¥ < 1. By (3.14)
withn =r =17, we get

Ue(z) (t) > Ug((;)q/p)(tﬂ)ip/q

v P
' 1 gt
. < » G5 (x)E* lexp <;/0 Eeir) (B(5)) ds) Tp, > t_tﬂ‘| dx) 5.13)

Firstly, we note that —58(,) is equal in distribution to 58(,), and thus the asymptotics of

Ug((;)q/”) (t%)P/4 are the same as that of Ug(?t/)”) (t%)~P/4. Secondly, it is easy to see that

€(r) is in the regular (resp. singular) phase if and only of e(tl/ %) is in the regular (resp.
singular) phase for every ¥ > 0. Consequently, it follows from (5.12) that if the diverging
sequence (#,),cn is sufficiently sparse, then

log Ug((;s/”) (t)-rl4 O (12 'e(tn)~¥/?\/Togt,) in the regular phase

In (0] (t,?’l (logtn)z/(“’d)) in the singular phase

almost surely as n — oo. Since ¥ < 1 this vanishes for large n.

We now analyze the term on the second line of (5.13). It is easy to see that there exists
a constant ¢ > 0 such that 4,5 (x) > ce=" for every x € (—t?,¢%)?. Thus, an application
of (3.15) withi =t —1%, 7 = r =17, and 6 = 1/p yields that the term on the second line
of (5.13) is bounded below by the quantity

»
Fpaolt) i= e~ Qm)P A/ ArOL2g — 9)P 0 2 (000200
2 )
P lmAd 00) (Al 00
Since ¢? is of the form (4.1) with exponent @ = ¥, we conclude from Theorem 4.1 and

Remark 4.5 that

log t
m M = \/2dR(0)0® in probability

li =
s te(t)~4/2\/logt

in the regular phase and

1087 q.0() _ 2 s/(a-d) g2/(a-a) . o
P t (logt )2/ p s £4  in probability

in the singular phase. By taking p, ¢ — 1, this yields a lower bound for (1.11) and (1.16),
thus concluding the proof of Theorems 1.7 and 1.11.
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6 Annealed Total Mass

We now prove Theorem 1.17. Our main tool in establishing this is the following moment
formula, which is proved using the same Fubini computation as in (5.2): For every p € N,

1 2 ; .
exp (E )y [OJ]zRS(I) (B'(u) = B'(v)) dudv)] ’ ©.1)

i,j=1

E[US(Z)(I)P} =E

where (B;)|<i<, are i.i.d. standard Brownian motions on R9 started at zero.

6.1 Proof of (1.17)

Suppose that d > 2, or d = 1 and &(¢)~! = o(t). Informally speaking, the statement of
(1.17) is that, under these assumptions, the only meaningful contribution of (6.1) in the
large t limit comes from paths of the Brownian motions that are confined to a neighborhood
of the origin, whereby

/[0 ) (B'(w) = B/(v)) ~ 1*Re(r)(0) = (1)~ R(0).

Given that R < R(0) by virtue of being a covariance function, an upper bound to that effect
is trivial:
/[ Ret (B(0) —B/(1)) dud < e(t)2R(0)
0,1

for every 1 <i,j < p, which immediately yields an upper bound for (1.17). To prove a
matching lower bound, we now argue that confining the paths of the Brownian motions
near zero when d > 2, or d = 1 and (1) ! = o(t) yields a vanishing error.

Let k > 0 be fixed. If | Bi(5)|.. < k€(t) forevery 1 <i< pand 0 <s <t, then

P . :
Rer) (B'(u) —B/(v)) dudv > () ?p* inf R(x—y).

=k el <

Given that £(¢) is bounded above by 1, &(t)/v/t — 0 as t — oo, and thus there exists a
constant C > 0 independent of # such that for each 1 <i < p,

P { sup |B(5)|w < K‘e(t)} > e C1/K%e)? (6.2)

0<s<t

for larget > 0 (e.g., [35, (1.3), Page 535]). Thanks to (6.1), we have the inequality

E[Ug(t) (t)p] >E

p ' .
=P <% )y /[O,PRs(z) (B'(u) = B'(v)) dudv>

ij=1

14
: H Lsupye e, Bf(s)ém(r)}] p (63)

consequently,
. MogE[Ug(0)?] _ p? . .. —Cpe(r)?2
— 2 > L —y)+ ) ,
htmglf O \x\w,l\lyl\ing(x y) htmglf 2 (6.4)

The liminf on the right-hand side of (6.4) vanishes whenever d > 2 (since £(r) < 1), or
d = 1and €(¢)~! = o(t). Given that (6.4) holds for arbitrarily small x > 0, we thus obtain
a lower bound for the limit (1.17) by taking k¥ — 0.
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6.2 Proof of (1.18)

Let us henceforth assume that d = 1 with &(t) < t~!. As per (6.4), once €(t) passes the
threshold of #~! in one dimension, the space scaling of Re (1) vanishes too quickly for only
Brownian paths confined to zero to have a contribution. In the case of the upper bound,
we can simply take the € — 0 limit in (6.1), whereby the asymptotics of the exponential
moment reduce to the large deviations of Brownian motion local time. More specifically:
Arguing as in (5.4), we see that

Re(y (B'() = B/(v)) dudv <2 )" ( (L5 + L 15) = 4p Y NILL5-
1<ij<p” [01] ij=1 i=1

By independence of the Brownian motions B’ and (6.1), this means that
P] < g0 [etplLil3]”
E[Ug([) (1) ] <E"|e 2

where L; denotes the local time of some Brownian motion B, under the expectation E°.
According to [14, Lemma 2.2 in the case d = 1 and R = &], there exists a constant C > 0
such that for every ¥ > 0,

logEO |:e19”LrH%:| r
lim

o0 13

= Cp1927

from which we immediately obtain the upper bound in (1.18).

It now remains to show that there is a lower bound of the same order (i.e., p3t3).
The argument that we use for this is inspired by the proof of [30, (6.8)]. That is, we
introduce an additional smoothing of the noise, which allows to simultaneously provide a
lower bound for the moment (6.1) and capture the optimal range of the Brownian paths
that contribute to the Annealed asymptotics; once this is done the argument follows as in
(6.4). For this purpose, we begin with the following Lemma, in which we introduce the
additional smoothing:

Lemma 6.1 For every n > 0, it holds that

y Re() (B'(u) — B/(v)) dudv

i=1"104]

Z/ Re(y*%n) (B' (1) — B/ (v)) dudv, (6.5)

i,j=1
where we recall that G, denotes the Gaussian kernel defined in (3.8).

Proof. Recall that we can write
[ B =B) dudv = [ Li(0) 7 (=)L) dxdy
J10,1]2 JR2

for any measurable f : R — R, where L' denotes the local time process of B!. Thus, if we
denote L, (x) := Y1, Li(x), then we have that

/ F(B () — BI(v)) dudv = /ZL, (Of(—L(y) dxdy.  (6.6)
1<i,j<p: 0,12 JR
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Letting ~ denote the Fourier transform, it follows from the Parseval formula that

[ L@ =)Luy) drdy = [ I (0PF() d. ©7)
For every 11 > 0, Ry, and %y, are both even functions, and Ry = Ry xRy and 9y = %y, /5
“n /2- In particular, i?; and {?; are both nonnegative. Given that

n <|%li=1

the result then follows from the applying the inequality

— e~ _—

Re(t) *gn = Re(t) 'gn S Re(t)'

t0 (6.7) with f = Re(;) *¥y. a
Let Kk > 0 be large enough so that supp(Rg()) C [—Ke(t),ke(t)] for every t > 0; in
particular, for every K, > 0, we have that

o (R+xe(r)2/2n
inf (R % > inf ¥ e —
\i\%fc( e(r) * T])(x) = \x\gl}(&Ks(t) T](x) \/ﬁ

Let us define a function 7 () that vanishes as r — 0 in such a way that () = o(1(r)'/?)
(we define 1(r) more specifically in a moment; this function is meant to capture the op-
timal range of Brownian paths that contribute to E[U (¢)?]). If |Bi(s)| < 1(t)'/? for every
0 <s<tand 0 <i< p,then we have the inequality

Re(ry *Yy) (B (u) — B/(v)) dudv > p*t* . (6.8)

e~ (2n(0)! >4k () /2 (1)
/ 270 (t)

i,j=1
Since £(1)* = o(n(t)), there exists some ¢ > 0 such that (6.8) is bounded below by ¢p?t /1 (t)'/?

for large enough ¢. Using essentially the same estimates as (6.2) and (6.3), we therefore
conclude that

logE U, ()P 1 242
1iminfM > liminf — (8,2~ — 9, L
t—voo 13 i=eo 13 n(t )1/2 n()

for some ¥, > 0 independent of p and ¢ > 1. If we take

K07
1) = ——2
n() S
for some fixed & > 1 (which statisfies &() = o(n(¢)'/?) thanks to our assumption that
g(t) =o(t™")), we get that

Ly P pr\_OP(VE-1)
17< 171(1)1/2_19271(1))_ ok

which yields the lower bound in (1.18).
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A Appendix

A.1 Gaussian Maxima Upper Tails

Lemma A.1 (e.g., [36, Theorem 5.4.3 and Corollary 5.4.5]) Let (X (x)) < be a centered Gaussian process
such that J is a countable metric space. Denote the maximal variance and median of X as

v :=supE[X (x)?] Y2 and mi=Med {supX(x)} .
x€J xed
For every A >0
P {supX(x) > l} < e~ (A=m)?/20% (A1)
xeJ

Moreover,

‘m—E {supX(x)} ‘ < (A.2)

xed

8l
B

A.2 Variations and Best Constants

The proofs of the results in this section are standard in the large deviation literature (e.g., [10, 11]). We neverthe-
less provide the arguments in full for the reader’s convenience.

A.2.1 Scaling Property

Proposition A.2 Let ¢ > 0 be fixed. For every 1 > 0, it holds that

sup (cllolli —1&(9)) =n? sup (0" cllo|i - 1&(9)).
PES(RY) PES(RY)

Proof. This follows from a direct application of Remark 3.4, as @ € S(R?) if and only if () € S(RY). O

A.2.2 Equivalence

Lemma A.3 Recall the definition of &, as the smallest constant in the inequality
loli < Bas(@)PllQl3™  forall ¢ € GG (RY).

It holds that

4—d (a\D g
s (Iolf - beto) =237 () oy
peS(RY)

Proof. We begin with an upper bound. By definition of &4, for every ¢ € S(R?),

_ d/(4—d)
Il ~ 46 (0) < 8,6 ()"~ 4 (p) < s (0}~ 1) = 222 ()0},
X2

where the last equality follows from elementary calculus. For a matching lower bound, let 0 < C < &,. Then,
there exists ¢ € S(RY) such that [|@||] > C&(9)?/2. By Remark 3.4, we see that

dj4
[0l = 16(0™) > 2 (6 (9)) " ~ A& ().
Since 1 > 0 was arbitrary, we conclude that

sup ([l @]3 — 16 (9)) > sup (C/2x/* — Ly),
(pES(R") x>0

which yields the desired lower bound by taking C — &,. O
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Lemma A.4 With &, defined as in Lemma A.3, we have that
4_g\G=D/2 7 N\d2
s = (F50) 0 (5) e (A3)
yew (RY)
In particular, recalling the definition of £4 in (1.14), we have that

2/(4-d)
<2d sup |w|3> =24

vew (RY)
Proof. For simplicity of notation, let us denote

si= swp [yl
yeW (RY)

We first prove that s is finite. ¢ € S(R?) if and only if ¢ (1+ %céz’((p))fl/2 € W(R?). Therefore, an application
of (1.13) yields
i3 X2

— M < Gysup—,
pesd) (1+36(9))? w0 (1+3)?

which is finite for d = 1,2,3. We now prove (A.3): Note that

5=

o)} — 1s'28(9) <s'/2(1+ 16(9)) — 1528 (9) =52

Thus, by applying Proposition A.2 with ¢ = s~ '/2 and 1 = 5'/(¢=%)_and then Lemma A.3, we obtain that

125712 sup (|lofa—43s"26(9)) = sup (s7'*|lp2—36(0))
peS(RY) @eS(RY)

4 N d

— g2/(4=d) 4-d <d>d/(4fd) 2/(4=d)
= 5 .

Solving for s in the above inequality yields

4—d (4—d)/2 d dj2
> — - .
(5 () -

We now provide a matching upper bound. For every ¢ € i (RY),

» d_d\~* ra_yg /4 s
Ioli < & (o1 gl =l () (7 ew) (o)

Next, we use Young’s classical inequality |xy| < [x|P/p+|y|?/q for 1/p+1/q =1 in the special case p =
4/(4—d) and g = 4/d, which yields

—d/4
5 12 (4—d 4—d 5
ot <l (*5) (457 GolB+ bsto).

If we divide both sides by || ¢|3 + %éz’ () and take a supremum over smooth and compactly supported ¢, then

we get that
4—d\ 2 14 g\2 4 g\ E=D/2 7 N2
<GBy —— — ] = — - ()
=) () 05 (G) e

concluding the proof. O
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