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Abstract. The random trigonometric series
∑∞

n=1 ρn cos(nt +
ωn) on the circle T are studied under the conditions

∑
|ρn|2 =∞

and ρn → 0, where {ωn} are iid and uniformly distributed on
T. They are almost surely not Fourier-Stieljes series but define
pseudo-functions. This leads us to develop the theory of trigono-
metric multiplicative chaos, which produces a class of random mea-
sures. The behaviors of the partial sums of the above series are
proved to be multifractal. Our theory holds on the torus Td of
dimension d ≥ 1.
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1. Introduction

Let us consider a random trigonometric series

(1.1)
∞∑
n=1

Xn cos(nt+ Φn)

where the random complex variables An := Xne
iΦn (Xn,Φn being real)

are supposed to be independent and symmetric. It is the real part of
the random Taylor trigonometric series

(1.2)
∞∑
n=1

Ane
int.

These series are well studied in [56] and [34] (see also [35]) under the
condition EX4

n ≤ C(EX2
n)2. If

∑
E(X2

n) = +∞, the series (1.1) di-
verges almost surely almost everywhere and is almost surely not a
Fourier-Stieltjes series (cf. [35], p. 54). Regular and irregular prop-
erties of the function defined by the series (1.1) are studied under the
condition

∑
E(X2

n) < +∞ (cf. [35], [50]).
We would like to study the series (1.1) under the following assump-

tions

(1.3)
∞∑
n=1

EX2
n =∞,

∞∑
n=1

EX4
n <∞.
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One of our objects of study is the behaviors of the partial sums of the
pseudo function defined by the series (1.1):

(1.4) SN(t) := SN(t, ω) :=
N∑
n=1

Xn cos(nt+ Φn).

We also assume that {Φn} are independent and uniformly distributed
on the circle T := R/2πR which is identified with the interval [0, 2π)
and that {Xn} are independent quasi-gaussian and independent of
{Φn}. A real random variableX is said to be quasi-gaussian if E(X2m) =
O(Kmm!) for some K ≥ 0. Recall that X is said to be subgaussian
if EeλX ≤ e

1
2
τ2λ2 for some τ > 0 and all λ ∈ R. We know that X is

subgaussian if and only if it is centered and quasi-gaussian ([35], p. 82).
As we shall prove, the behavior of SN(t) is very multifractal, meaning
that for uncountably many functions L : N→ R of different orders, the
sets {t : SN(t) ∼ L(N)} have positive Hausdorff dimensions.

The partial sum SN is a stationary process on T with its correlation
function equal to ESN(t)SN(s) = HN(t− s), where

HN(t) =
1

2

N∑
n=1

EX2
n cosnt.

The limit H(t) := limN→∞HN(t), if exists, is defined to be the cor-
relation function of the series (1.1). In many cases, the correlation
function

H(t) =
1

2

∞∑
n=1

EX2
n cosnt

is well defined, integrable on T and continuous everywhere except t = 0
(cf. Section 3). The correlation function H will play an important role
in the study of the series (1.1).

When EX2
n = α2

n
, we get a special correlation function

Hα(t) =
α2

2

∞∑
n=1

cosnt

n
= −α

2

2
log

(
2

∣∣∣∣sin t

2

∣∣∣∣) .
Its exponential is the α2

2
-order Riesz kernel

eHα(t) � 1∣∣sin t
2

∣∣α22 .
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An effective tool that we shall use to study the series (1.1) is a class
of the multiplicative chaotic measures, which are formally defined by

(1.5) µω =
∞∏
n=1

exp (Xn cos(nt+ Φn)− logEI0(Xn)) dt,

where I0 is the modified Bessel function of first order:

I0(α) =

∫ 2π

0

eα sinxdx

2π
(α ∈ R).

More precisely, µω is the weak limit of the partial products of the
infinite product in (1.5). These partial products form a non-negative
martingale for each fixed t, which ensures the existence of the limit.
We shall find conditions ensuring the non nullity of the measure µω. A
simple such condition is

(1.6)
∫ ∫

eH(t−s)dtds <∞

(cf. Proposition 4.1). Under the energy condition (1.6), we can define
a probability measure Q on the product space T× Ω by the equality

EQh(t, ω) = E
∫ 2π

0

h(t, ω)dµω(t)

holding for all bounded functions h. This measure is called Peyrière
measure. An important fact is that “Q-almost surely” means “almost
surely (with respect to P ) µω-almost everywhere”. Another important
fact is that the random variables {Xn cos(nt+Φn)} defined on T×Ω are
Q-independent (cf. Theorem 2.5). On the other hand, the measure µω,
through the measure Q, well captures the points t for which the series
(1.1) has a specific property. In the definition of µω we can replace
{Xn} by {αXn} to give a measure µω,α. So, we possess many measures
as tools.

For the typical case Xn = 1√
n
, we shall prove that µω,α = 0 almost

surely if |α| > 2 (cf. Theorem 5.2). However, for |α| < 2 the Hausdorff
dimension of the measure µω,α is almost surely equal to

dimµω,α = 1− α2

4
(|α| < 2)

(cf. Theorem 6.3). The Peyrière measure is denoted Qα when |α| < 2.
Let us state the following two representative results obtained in this

paper on the series (1.1). See Theorem 8.1 and Theorem 8.3.
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Theorem 1.1. Let us consider the series (1.1) with Xn = 1√
n
. Let

α ∈ (−2, 2). Almost surely µω,α-almost everywhere we have

lim
N→∞

1

logN

N∑
n=1

cos(nt+ Φn)√
n

=
α

2
.

Moreover, for any η > 0, we have the following large deviation

lim
N→∞

1

logN
logQα

{
(t, ω) :

1

logN

N∑
n=1

cos(nt+ Φn)√
n

6∈ α
2

+ [−η, η]

}
= −η2.

On the torus Td, a standard trigonometric multiplicative chaotic
measure is defined by

Qασ =
∏
n

exp
[
αXn cos

(
n · x+ Φn

)
− logEI0(αXn)

]
dσ(x)

where α is a real parameter, σ is a finite Borel measure on the torus
Td, {Φn} are iid and uniformly distributed on the torus Td, EX2

n = 1
|n|d

and the product is taken over n ∈ Zd \ {0} but only one of n and −n
is taken into account.

Let us quote the following result in the case Xn = 1
|n|d/2 (cf. Theorem

6.3 and Theorem 7.10).

Theorem 1.2. Let τ(d) = πd/2

Γ(d/2)
, which is the half area of the unit

sphere in Rd. For any unidimensional measure σ on Td we have
(1) Qασ = 0 if dimσ < α2

4
τ(d);

(2) dimQασ = dimσ − α2

4
τ(d) if dimσ > α2

4
τ(d).

Our main effort is to determine the kernel and the image of the
chaotic operator EQα for which we get the following result (cf. Theorem
6.2 and Theorem 7.9).

Theorem 1.3. Let τ(d) = πd/2

Γ(d/2)
. We have

S τ(d)α2
4
−
⊂ KerEQα ⊂ S τ(d)α2

4
+

;

R τ(d)α2

4
+
⊂ Im EQα ⊂ R τ(d)α2

4
−
.

The spaces Sa,Ra etc will be discussed in Section 3. Let us point
out that Theorem 1.2 is actually a consequence of Theorem 1.3 and
the decomposition principle stated in Theorem 2.6. It is a very in-
teresting problem to completely determine the image and the kernel
of EQα. Associated to the percolation problem on a tree, there is a
multiplicative chaotic operator for which the image and the kernel are
completely determined (cf. [18]. See [17] for the detailed proof.)
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Our work will actually concentrate on the study of trigonometric
multiplicative chaos. This enters into the general theory of multiplica-
tive chaos of Kahane [37]. Other multiplicative chaos have been al-
ready studied, including gaussian chaos [36], Lévy stable chaos [24],
Dvoretzky covering chaos [38], tree percolation chaos [18] etc. Gen-
eral infinitely divisible chaos, which includes the Lévy stable chaos, are
studied in [12]. There is recently an active study, which produces a
large literature, on gaussian chaos because of its link to physics, es-
pecially to Liouville quantum fields. We just cite here some of these
works [5, 6, 13, 32, 51, 54] and invite the reader to refer the refer-
ences therein and the survey papers [52, 53]. We point out that for
both Dvoretzky covering chaos and tree percolation chaos and only
for them [38, 18] (see also [17]), we know the exact kernel and image
of the corresponding chaotic projection operator EQ (see §2 for the
definition of this operator EQ). There are also an intensive study of
different aspects of particular chaotic measures and their applications
[1, 2, 3, 8, 18, 20, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 44, 45].

In the section §2, we give a brief recall of the general theory of mul-
tiplicative chaos and state all known basic results that we shall use.
Our trigonometric chaos on T are constructed in the section §3, where
the correlation functions and the associated kernels are examined, the
capacity and the dimension of measures are recalled, as well as their
relations. The section §4 is devoted to L2-theory and its consequences.
There we also discuss the decomposition and the composition of our
typical chaotic operators. The degeneracy of chaotic operator is investi-
gated in the section §5, while the kernel and the image of the projection
EQα are studied in the section §6. All these can be generalized to the
torus Td with d ≥ 1 as we shall show in the section §7. Our chaotic
measures are used in the section §8 to study the divergence of the series
(1.1).

Notation. We shall adopt the following notation. Let u(x) and
v(x) be two functions. We write u(x)� v(x) if there exists a positive
constant C > 0 such that u(x) ≤ Cv(x) for x in the domain of definition
of u and v. If u(x) � v(x) and v(x) � u(x), we write u(x) � v(x).
When limx→x0

u(x)
v(x)

= 1, we write u(x) ∼ v(x) (x → x0) or simply
u(x) ∼ v(x).

Acknowledgement and Addendum. We would like to thank J. Barral
and V. Vargas for pointing out the reference [33] in which Janne Junnila
obtained the result about the full action on the Lebesgue measure, even
for α in a complex domain containing (−2, 2) in the case of Theorem
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1.1 and he also studied other fields than trigonometric field on T. The
first author is partially supported by NSFC (grant no.11971192).

2. General multiplicative chaos

In this section, we recall the basic results in the theory of T -martingales,
or of multiplicative chaos. The origin goes back to [43, 46, 47, 48, 49]
where understanding turbulence was the motivation. The general the-
ory was developed by Kahane [37]. First seminal works on the subject
were [41] and [36]. In the next section, we shall introduce our T-
martingales, that we shall study in this paper. Let us point out that
the theory in [37] is generalized in [57] to a case including some de-
pendent multiplicative cascades. The materials presented below come
from [37, 19, 30].

2.1. Construction of T -martingales. Let (T, d) be a compact (or
locally compact) metric space and (Ω,A, P ) be a probability space. We
are given an increasing sequence {An}n≥1 of sub-σ-fields of A and a
sequence of random functions {Pn(t, ω)}n≥1 (t ∈ T, ω ∈ Ω). We make
the following assumptions:

(H1) Pn(t) = Pn(t, ω) are non-negative and independent processes;
Pn(·, ω) is Borel measurable for almost all ω; Pn(t, ·) is An-
measurable for each t.

(H2) EPn(t) = 1 for all t ∈ T .
Such a sequence {Pn} is called a sequence of weights adapted to {An}.

Let

(2.1) Qn(t) = Qn(t, ω) =
n∏
j=1

Pj(t, ω).

For any t ∈ T , {Qn(t)} is a martingale. We call {Qn(t)} (t ∈ T ) a
T -martingale, or a martingale indexed by T . For any n ≥ 1 and any
positive Radon measure σ on T (we write σ ∈ M+(T )), we consider
the random measures Qnσ defined by

Qnσ(A) =

∫
A

Qn(t)dσ(t) (A ∈ B(T ))

where B(T ) is the Borel field of T . It is clear that for any A ∈ B(T ),
Qnσ(A) is a positive martingale, so it converges almost surely (a.s. for
short). So does

∫
φ(t)dQnσ(t) for any bounded Borel function φ.
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2.2. Basic results in the theory of multiplicative chaos. The
following fundamental theorem is proved based on the last fact stated
above.

Theorem 2.1. ([37]) For any Radon measure σ ∈ M+(T ), almost
surely the random measures Qnσ converge weakly to a random measure
S, which will be denoted Qσ.

We may considerQ as an operator which maps measures into random
measures. We call Q a multiplicative chaotic operator or simply chaotic
operator, and Qσ a multiplicative chaotic measure or simply chaotic
measure which, in some special cases, describes the limit energy state
of a turbulence [48, 49, 35, 16].

There are two possible extreme cases. The first one is that Qσ = 0
a.s. (the energy is totally dissipated). The second one is that Qnσ(T )
converges in L1 or equivalently EQσ(T ) = σ(T ) (the energy is con-
served). If the first case occurs, we say that Q degenerates on σ or σ is
Q-singular. If the second case occurs, we say that Q fully acts on σ or
σ is Q-regular.

We define a map EQ :M+(T )→M+(T ) by

(EQσ)(A) = E(Qσ(A)) (A ∈ B(T )).

That σ is Q-singular (resp. Q-regular) is equivalent to EQσ = 0 (resp.
EQσ = σ).

Theorem 2.2. ([37]) Any Radon measure σ ∈M+(T ) can be uniquely
decomposed into σ = σr + σs where σr is a Q-regular measure and σs
is a Q-singular measure. Both σr and σs are restrictions of σ, that is
to say σr = σ1B for some Borel set B, so that σs = σ1Bc.

The operator EQ extended to the spaceM(T ) is thus a projection
whose image (resp. kernel) consists of Q-regular (resp. Q-singular)
measures. We call EQ the chaotic projection operator.

We are concerned with properties of the random measure Qσ, of
the operator Q or of the projection EQ. Here are some fundamental
questions:

Question 1 Does Q degenerate on σ?
Question 2 Does Q fully act on σ?
Question 3 What is the dimension of the measure Qσ?
Question 4 What are the possible relations between two mea-
sures Q′σ′ and Q′′σ′′ for two different operators Q′ and Q′′ de-
fined in the same way as Q? For example, when Q′σ′ and Q′′σ′′
are mutually singular or absolutely continuous one with respect
to the other ?
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In the following, we state some results in the general case. Either they
are partial answers to one of these questions, or they provide some
useful tools.

Theorem 2.3 ([37]). Suppose that Hα(T ) < ∞ where Hα denotes
the α-dimensional Hausdorff measure and that there exist constants
0 < h < 1 and C > 0 with the property that for any ball B with radius
r there exists an integer n = n(B) such that

(2.2) E
(

sup
t∈B

Qn(t)

)h
≤ Crα(1−h).

Then all Radon measures on T are Q-singular.

This provides a good tool to verify the Q-singularity of σ. In fact,
the condition dimσ < α together with (2.2) implies the Q-singularity
of σ.

On the other hand, the following gives a simple condition of Q-
regularity, which is the condition for the L2-convergence of the martin-
gale Qnσ(T).

Theorem 2.4 ([37]). The operator Q fully acts on σ and E(Qσ(T ))2 <
∞ if and only if

(2.3) lim
N→∞

∫ ∫ N∏
n=1

EPn(t)Pn(s)dσ(t)dσ(s) <∞.

Suppose that σ is a Q-regular probability measure. A useful tool for
studying the measure Qσ is the Peyrière measure Q on the product
space T × Ω defined by

(2.4)
∫
T×Ω

ϕ(t, ω)dQ(t, ω) = E
∫
T

ϕ(t, ω)dQσ(t)

for non-negative measurable functions ϕ.

Theorem 2.5 ([37]). Suppose that σ is a Q-regular probability measure
and that the probability law of the variable Pn(t) is independent of t.
Then Pn’s, considered as random variables with respect to Q, are Q-
independent.

If the conditions in Theorem 2.5 are satisfied, for any bounded func-
tion or positive function Φ, we have

(2.5) EQΦ(Pn(t)) = EΦ(Pn(t))Pn(t),

where the term on the right hand side is independent of t.
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A direct application of the Peyrière measure leads to that almost
surely for Qσ-almost every t ∈ T we have

(2.6) lim
n→∞

1

n

n∑
k=1

logPk(t, ω) = lim
n→∞

1

n

n∑
k=1

EPk logPk.

This result may be used to study the dimension and the multifractality
of the measure Qσ.

Now suppose that we are given two sequences of weights {P ′n(t)}n≥1

and {P ′′n (t)}n≥1 adapted to {A′n} and {A′′n}, respectively defined on
probability spaces (Ω′,A′, P ′) and (Ω′′,A′′, P ′′). It is obvious that {Pn}
defined by Pn(t) = P ′′n (t)P ′n(t) is a sequence of weights adapted to {A′n⊗
A′′n}, defined on the product space (Ω,A, P ) = (Ω′×Ω′′,A′⊗A′′, P ′⊗
P ′′). We denote by Q′, Q′′ and Q the three operators corresponding
to the above three sequences of weights. The following decomposition
principle establishes a relationship between Q′, Q′′ and Q.

Theorem 2.6 ([30]). Under the above condition, we have

(a) a.s. Qσ = Q′′(Q′σ) for any measure σ ∈M+(T ).
(b) σ ∈ ImEQ⇒ Q′σ ∈ ImEQ′′ for almost all ω′ ∈ Ω′.
(c) σ ∈ KerEQ⇒ Q′σ ∈ KerEQ′′ for almost all ω′ ∈ Ω′.
(d) EQ = EQ′′EQ′.

Let Q′ and Q′′ be two operators associated respectively to {P ′n} and
{P ′′n}. Now we do not suppose the independence of {P ′n} and {P ′′n}.
But we suppose that the law of the vector (P ′n(t), P ′′n (t)) is independent
of t. We have a Kakutani type criterion for the dichotomy of the mutual
absolute continuity of Q′σ and Q′′σ.

Theorem 2.7 ([19]). Assume the above assumptions. Suppose fur-
thermore that σ is a Q′-regular probability measure. We have

(a)
∏∞

n=1 E
√
P ′nP

′′
n > 0⇒ a.s. Q′′σ � Q′σ and σ is Q′′-regular.

(b)
∏∞

n=1 E
√
P ′nP

′′
n = 0⇒ a.s. Q′′σ ⊥ Q′σ.

3. Trigonometric multiplicative chaos on T

Now, in this section, we construct a class of T-martingales, which
define our trigonometric multiplicative chaos. We also discuss the as-
sociated correlation functions and their relations to potential theory
and dimension theory.
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3.1. Definition of T-martingales. We always make the following as-
sumptions:

(H1) Xn = αnYn where Yn’s are normalized independent quasi-gaussian
real random variables. That means

EY 2
n = 1, EY 2m

n = O(Kmm!)

for some K > 0 and for all m ≥ 2 and n ≥ 1;
(H2) Φn’s, which will be denoted ωn, are independent random vari-

ables which are uniformly distributed on T;
(H3) the real coefficients αn’s satisfy

∞∑
n=1

|αn|2 =∞,
∞∑
n=1

|αn|4 <∞.

We define the weights

(3.1) Pn(t) =
eαnYn cos(nt+ωn)

EeαnYn cos(nt+ωn)
=
eαnYn cos(nt+ωn)

EI0(αnYn)
,

where I0 denotes the modified Bessel function of first kind. Then we
define the T-martingale {Qn(t)} by

(3.2) Qn(t) = exp

[
n∑
k=1

(
αkYk cos(nt+ ωk)− logEI0(αkYk)

)]
.

We shall denote by Q the multiplicative operator defined by this T-
martingales {Qn(t)}.

For this multiplicative chaotic operator Q, we define its correlation
function by

(3.3) H(t) =
1

2

∞∑
n=1

α2
n cosnt,

and its associated kernel

(3.4) Φ(t) = eH(t).

The following simple properties of the Bessel function I0 will be
frequently used in the sequel.
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Lemma 3.1. Suppose that X is quasi-gaussian and EX2 = 1. As
α→ 0 we have

EI0 (αX) = 1 +
α2

4
+O(α4) = e

α2

4
+O(α4),

d

dα
EI0 (αX) =

α

2
+O(α3),

d2

dα2
EI0 (αX) =

1

2
+O(α2).

Proof. From the well known fact I0(x) =
∑∞

m=0
1
m!2

(
x
2

)2m, we get

EI0 (αX) =
∞∑
m=0

1

m!2
α2m

22m
E(X2m) = 1 +

α2

4
+
∞∑
m=2

1

m!2
α2m

22m
E(X2m).

Since X is quasi-gaussian, we have E(X2m) ≤ MKmm! for some con-
stants M > 0 and K > 0. It follows that the last sum is bounded by
MK2

4
α4e

K
4
α2 . The two other estimates can be similarly obtained. �

The next lemma states a basic relation between the chaotic operator
and its correlation function.

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3) we have

E[Qn(t)Qn(s)] � exp

(
1

2

n∑
k=1

α2
k cos k(t− s)

)
.

Proof. For any real number λ we have the equality

E exp (λ[cos(kt+ ωk) + cos(ks+ ωk)]) = I0(2λ cosπk(t− s)).

Indeed, using the formula cosα + cos β = 2 cos α+β
2

cos α−β
2

, we get

cos(kt+ ωk) + cos(ks+ ωk) = 2 cos(k(t+ s)/2 + ωk) cosπk(t− s).

Then, the equality follows from the definition of I0 and the translation
invariance of Lebesgue measure. It follows that

E[Qn(t)Qn(s)] =
n∏
k=1

EI0(2αkYk cos πk(t− s))
[EI0(αkYk)]2

.

But, according to Lemma 3.1, we have

EI0(2αkYk cos πk(t− s))
[EI0(αkYk)]2

= exp

[
α2
k

(
cos2 πk(t− s)− 1

2

)
+O(α4

k)

]
.

Now we can conclude because cos2 x− 1
2

= 1
2

cos 2x and
∑
α4
k <∞. �
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Lemma 3.2 is fundamental for all computations in the sequel. Re-
mark that the estimate in Lemma 3.2 only depends on α2

k but not on
the distributions of Yk. So, without loss of generality we can assume
that Yk = 1 for all k. In other words, we can treat all sequences {Yk}
satisfying the assumption (H1) just as in the special case of Yk = 1.
From now on, we assume that Yk = 1.

A typical case is αn = α√
n
, for which the correlation function is equal

to

Hα(t) = −α
2

2
log | sin πt|+O(1).

We finish our construction by pointing out that instead of cosx we
can consider any 2π-periodic function f(x) such that

J(α) :=

∫ 2π

0

eαf(x)dx

2π
<∞ for α ∈ (−δ, δ)

for some δ > 0. This function J plays the role of the Bessel function
I0. Let mn =

∫ 2π

0
f(x)m dx

2π
be the moments (n ≥ 0). We have

J(α) =
∞∑
n=0

mn

n!
αn.

Some conditions on the moments of f are needed.

3.2. Correlation function H and Kernel Φ. Here we first present
some conditions for H to be pointwise well defined and for H even Φ to
be integrable. The function Φ will play the role of kernel in the sense
of potential theory. We refer to [59], Vol. 1, Chapter V.

It is well known that if α2
n ↓ 0, then the cosine series (3.3) defin-

ing H converges uniformly on every interval [δ, 2π − δ] (δ > 0) and
consequently the function H is continuous in the open interval (0, 2π).

A sequence {an} is said to be convex if an+2− 2an+1 + an ≥ 0 for all
n. A convex sequence tending to 0 must be decreasing. It is also well
known that if {α2

n} is convex and α2
n ↓ 0, then the function H defined

by the series (3.3) is lower bounded and Lebesgue-integrable. In the
following lemma, we give a condition ensuring that the partial sums of
(3.3) is bounded by the sum of (3.3).

Lemma 3.3. Suppose {α2
n} is convex and

(3.5) α2
n ↓ 0, α2

n = O(n−1), α2
n − α2

n+1 = O(n−2).
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Then the partial sums of the series (3.3) are uniformly upper bounded
by H(x) + C:

∀N ≥ 1,∀x ∈ T,
1

2

N∑
n=1

α2
n cosnt ≤ H(t) + C

where C is a constant.

Proof. We repeat the classical proof (cf [7], p. 92) and make the ob-
servation for the boundedness. For simplicity, let an = α2

n

2
. Choose a

positive a0 such that {an}n≥0 is convex. Let

SN(x) =
a0

2
+

N∑
n=1

an cosnt.

By a double application of Abel’s transformation, we get

SN(x) =
N−2∑
n=0

(n+ 1)∆2anKn(x) +N∆aN−1KN−1(x) + aNDN(x),

where Dn is the Dirichlet kernel and Kn is the Féjer kernel, both of
them are uniformly bounded by n. By the assumption (3.5), we have

|N∆aN−1KN−1(x) + aNDN(x)| ≤ C

for some constant C > 0. Now we can conclude, because Kn are non-
negative and

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 1)∆2anKn(x)− a0

2
= H(t).

�

The conditions in Lemma 3.3 are satisfied by

α2
n =

1

n logβ n
(n ≥ 3, β ≥ 0).

(α2
1, α

2
2 are conveniently chosen).

If α2
n ↓ 0, the function H is continuous for x 6= 0. Also observe that

H is even. So, in this case, for any probability Borel measure σ on T
we have the equivalence∫ ∫

eH(t−s)dσ(t)dσ(s) <∞⇐⇒
∫ ∫

|t−s|≤δ
eH(t−s)dσ(t)dσ(s) <∞.
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for some or all δ > 0. If σ is the Lebesgue measure, after a change of
variables we get∫ ∫

eH(t−s)dtds <∞⇐⇒
∫
eH(t)dt <∞⇐⇒

∫ δ

0

eH(t)dt <∞.

for some or all δ > 0.
Thus, in order to get the integrability of the kernel Φ, we only need

to known the behavior of H at t = 0. Let us quote the following result
for a family of functions H. Recall that a positive function b(u) for
u ≥ u0 is said to be slowly varying if for any δ > 0, b(u)uδ is increasing
and b(u)u−δ is decreasing for u large enough. For any real number β,
the function logβ u (u ≥ 3) is slowly varying.

Lemma 3.4 ([59], p.187-188). Let fτ (t) =
∑∞

n=1
bn
nτ

cosnt where 0 <
τ ≤ 1 and bn = b(n) for some slowly varying function b(·). When
0 < τ < 1, we have

fτ (t) ∼ Γ(1− τ) sin
πτ

2
· b(t

−1)

t1−τ
, t→ +0.

When τ = 1 and
∑

bn
n

=∞, we have

f1(t) ∼
∫ t−1

1

b(u)

u
du, t→ +0.

Let us consider the functions

hα,τ,β(t) =
∞∑
n=3

α

nτ logβ n
cosnt (α > 0, 0 < τ ≤ 1, β ∈ R).

Corollary 3.5. If 0 < τ < 1, we have

hα,τ,β(t) ∼ Cα,τ

t1−τ logβ 1
t

, t→ +0

with Cα,τ = αΓ(1− τ) sin τπ
2
, and ehα,τ,β(t) is not integrable on T.

Corollary 3.6. If τ = 1 and 0 < β < 1, we have

hα,1,β(t) ∼ α

∫ t−1

3

du

u logβ u
∼ α

1− β
log1−β 1

t
, t→ +0

and eαh1,β(t) is integrable on T. If τ = 1 and β > 1, hα,1,β is bounded.

Corollary 3.7. If τ = 1 and β = 1, we have

hα,1,1(t) ∼ α

∫ t−1

3

du

u log u
∼ α log log

1

t
, t→ +0

and eαhα,1,1(t) is integrable on T.
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Corollary 3.8. If τ = 1 and β = 0, we have

hα,1,0(t) ∼ α

∫ t−1

3

du

u
∼ α log

1

t
, t→ +0

and eαhα,1,0(t) is integrable on T if and only if α < 1.

3.3. Capacity, Dimension and Kahane decomposition. We present
here some notions from potential theory and their relations to the di-
mensions of measures. Consider the Riesz kernel

Φα(t) = eHα(t) � 1∣∣sin x
2

∣∣α .
The α-energy of a finite Borel measure σ is defined by

Iσα =

∫ ∫
dσ(t)dσ(s)

| sin t−s
2
|α
.

We have forgotten the constant 1
2α
, because it is usually the finiteness

of the energy which plays the role.
Generally, for a given kernel Φ, the Φ-energy of σ is similarly defined

by

IσΦ =

∫ ∫
Φ(t− s)dσ(t)dσ(s)

and the Φ-potential of σ is defined by

Uσ
Φ(t) =

∫
Φ(t− s)dσ(s).

If Φ ∈ L1(T) is non-negative, even and convex on (0, 2π), the Φ-
potential theory is well developed (cf. [42]). The Fourier coefficients
Φ̂(n) are non-negative and we have the following formula for the energy
in terms of Fourier coefficients:

IσΦ = 4π2

∞∑
n=−∞

Φ̂(n)|σ̂(n)|2.

The Φ-capacity of a set E ⊂ T, which is an important notion, is defined
by

capΦ(E) =
1

inf IσΦ
,

where the infimum is taken over all probability measures concentrated
in E. When Φ = Φα, we shall write Iσα for IσΦ. Uσ

α and capα(E) are
similarly understood.
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The potential Uσ
α (x) describes well the local behavior of the measure

σ at x:

(3.6) A sup
r>0

σ(B(x, r))

rα
≤ Uσ

α (x) ≤ B sup
r>0

σ(B(x, r))

rα+ε

where B(x, r) denotes the ball centered at x of radius r (an interval
of length 2r), A and B are constants depending only on α and ε > 0
(cf. [4], p. 103). So, it is easy to see that when Iσα < ∞, we have
dim∗ σ ≥ α where dim∗ σ denotes the lower Hausdorff dimension of the
measure σ:

dim∗ σ = inf{dimE : σ(E) > 0},
where dimE denotes the Hausdorff dimension of the set E (cf. [21] for
definition). In [21], the upper Hausdorff dimension of the probability
measure σ is defined by

dim∗ σ = inf{dimE : σ(E) = 1}.
If dim∗ σ = dim∗ σ, we write dimσ for the common value, called the
Hausdorff dimension of σ. In this case, we say σ is unidimensional.
Also recall that the lower local dimension of σ at x is defined by

D(σ, x) = lim inf
r→0

log σ(B(x, r))

log r
.

Here we can discretize r by taking a sequence {rn} such that rn ↓ 0
and log rn ∼ log rn+1. It is proved that [21]

dim∗ σ = ess inf D(σ, x), dim∗ σ = ess supD(σ, x).

A finite Borel measure σ is said to be α-regular, if σ is a countable
sum

∑
σi (convergent in the norm of total variation and σi having

disjoint Borel supports) such that Iσiα < ∞ for all i; it is said to be
α-singular if σ is supported by a set of zero α-capacity. We denote by
Rα (resp. Sα) the set of all α-regular (resp. α-singular) measures. We
have the relations

σ ∈ Sα =⇒ dim∗ σ ≤ α; σ ∈ Rα =⇒ dim∗ σ ≥ α.

Any finite Borel measure σ ∈ M+(T) has the following Kahane
decomposition.

Theorem 3.9 ([39]). Every measure inM+(T) is uniquely decomposed
into σr + σs with σr ∈ Rα and σs ∈ Sα.

Actually the singular measure σs is supported by the singular part
of σ defined by

Sσ := {x : Uσ
α (x) =∞} .
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The key step for proving Theorem 3.9 is to prove capα(Sσ) = 0. The
regular measure σr can then be decomposed as the sum of restrictions
of σ on {x : i− 1 ≤ Uσ

α (x) < i} for i ≥ 1.

It is clear that Sα increases with α, while Rα decreases. Let

Sα+ =
⋂
β>α

Sβ, Rα− =
⋂
β<α

Rβ.

We can similarly define Sα− and Rα+:

Sα− =
⋃
β<α

Sβ, Rα+ =
⋃
β>α

Rβ.

The following proposition, which is obvious, shows how the potential
theory can be used to compute the dimension of a measure.

Proposition 3.10. We have σ ∈ Sα+ ∩Rα− =⇒ dimσ = α.

We also introduce the classR∗α, which well describes the image of our
operator EQα, as we shall prove. A finite measure σ ∈ R∗α is defined
by the following property: for any ε > 0, there exist a number β > α
and a compact set K such that

(3.7) σ(Kc) < ε; ∀x ∈ K, D(σ1K , x) ≥ β.

where σ1K means the restriction to K of σ. This class is not far from
Rα.

Proposition 3.11. We have the relations Rα+ ⊂ R∗α ⊂ Rα.

Proof. Assume σ ∈ Rα+. Then σ ∈ Rβ for some β > α, so we can write
σ =

∑∞
i=1 σi with Iσiα < ∞. Rewrite σ = σ′ + σ′′ with σ′ =

∑N
i=1 σi

and σ′′ =
∑∞

i=N+1 σi. For any ε > 0, take N large enough such that
σ′′(T) < ε

2
. Since Iσ′α < ∞, by Fubini theorem we have Uσ′

α (x) < ∞
σ′-a.e. By the first estimate in (3.6), we get D(σ′, x) ≥ β σ′-a.e. Recall
that σ′ is a restriction of σ on some set B. We can find a compact set
K in B such that σ(B \K) < ε

2
so that σ(Kc) < ε, and D(σ1K , x) ≥ β

for all x ∈ K. Thus we have proved that σ ∈ R∗α.
Now suppose that σ ∈ R∗α. Take εj = ε2−j, there exist a sequence

βj > α and compact set Kj such that

σ(Kc
j ) < εj; ∀x ∈ Kj, D(σ1Kj , x) ≥ βj > α.

Notice that K =
⋃
Kj is large i.e. σ(Kc) < ε. On the other hand, by

using the second estimate in (3.6), we can prove that σ1Kj ∈ Rα so
that σ1K ∈ Rα. By letting ε → 0 , we can get other components of σ
which are of finite α-energy. �
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4. Full action and L2-theory

Recall that our T-martingale is defined by (3.2) and the associated
correlation function isH(t) = 1

2

∑∞
n=1 α

2
n cosnt. In this section we study

the full action of the operator Q defined by this T-martingale with the
second moment method. We shall come back to the investigation of
full action in the section §6 (cf. Theorem 6.2). The decomposition and
composition discussed below are also preparing for this investigation.

4.1. L2-convergence. For a large class of T-martingales, there is a
necessary and sufficient condition in terms of energy integral for the
L2-convergence of the total mass martingale

∫
Qn(t)dσ, which implies

that Q fully acts on σ.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that α2
n ↓ 0 and there exists a constant C

such that

(4.1) ∀N ≥ 1,∀x ∈ T,
1

2

N∑
n=1

α2
n cosnx ≤ H(x) + C.

Let σ be a probability measure on T. Then the martingale
∫
Qn(t)dσ(t)

converges in L2-norm if and only if the following energy is finite:∫ ∫
eH(t−s)dσ(t)dσ(s) <∞.

In this case, σ is Q-regular.

Proof. The martingale
∫
Qndσ converges in L2-norm if and only if

E
(∫

Qndσ
)2

= O(1). But

E
(∫

Qndσ

)2

=

∫ ∫
E[Qn(t)Qn(s)]dσ(t)dσ(s).

By Lemma 3.2, we have

E
(∫

Qndσ

)2

�
∫ ∫

exp

(
1

2

n∑
k=1

α2
k cos k(t− s)

)
dσ(t)dσ(s).

Since the series definingH convergence everywhere, we can conclude by
using the hypothesis (4.1) and the dominated convergence theorem. �

We should point out that there is a difference between our trigono-
metric chaos and other well studied chaos like the gaussian chaos [35],
the Lévy chaos [24], the random covering chaos [17]. The difference is
that for these well studied chaos, EQn(t)Qn(s) increases with n, but it
is not the case for the trigonometric chaos. That is why we need the
technical condition (4.1).
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4.2. Energy of Qσ. When the random measure Qσ is non null, we
would like to know if its α-energy is finite. We have the following result.
Recall that Φ(t) = eH(t).

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that the kernel Φ satisfies the boundedness
condition (4.1) and suppose IσΦΦα

< ∞. Then we have IQσα < ∞ a.s.
Moreover we have

EIQσα �
∫ ∫

Φ(t− s)Φα(t− s)dσ(t)dσ(s) <∞.

Proof. Take an arbitrary number L > 0. Denote

Φ(L)
α (t) = L ∧ Φα(t),

which is continuous and increases to Φα(t) as L ↑ ∞. By the definition
of Qσ as weak limit and the continuity of Φ

(L)
α , we have∫ ∫

Φ(L)
α (t−s)dQσ(t)dQσ(s) = lim

n→∞

∫ ∫
Φ(L)
α (t−s)Qn(t)Qn(s)dσ(t)dσ(s).

By Fatou lemma, we get

E
∫ ∫

Φ(L)
α (t−s)dQσ(t)dQσ(s) ≤ lim inf

n→∞

∫ ∫
Φ(L)
α (t−s)EQn(t)Qn(s)dσ(t)dσ(s).

Replace Φ
(L)
α on the right hand side by Φα. Then apply the monotone

convergence theorem on the left hand side, we get

EIQσα ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∫ ∫
Φα(t− s)EQn(t)Qn(s)dσ(t)dσ(s).

The estimate on EQn(t)Qn(s) in Lemma 3.2 and the boundedness con-
dition (4.1) allow us to apply the dominated convergence theorem to
get

EIQσα �
∫ ∫

Φα(t− s)Φ(t− s)dσ(t)dσ(s).

To prove the inverse inequality, we start with∫ ∫
Φα(t−s)dQσ(t)dQσ(s) ≥ lim inf

n→∞

∫ ∫
Φ(L)
α (t−s)Qn(t)Qn(s)dσ(t)dσ(s).

The double integral on the right converges almost sure. It is bounded
by L(

∫
Qn(t)dσ(t))2 which is uniformly integrable by Proposition 4.1.

Therefore it converges in L1(Ω), so that

EIQσα ≥ lim
n→∞

∫ ∫
Φ(L)
α (t− s)EQn(t)Qn(s)dσ(t)dσ(s).

Again, by Lemma 3.2 and the boundedness condition (4.1), we get

EIQσα �
∫ ∫

Φ(L)
α (t− s)Φ(t− s)dσ(t)dσ(s).
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We finish the proof by letting L ↑ ∞. �

4.3. Decomposition and composition of Qα. The following decom-
position of Qα will be useful when we study the regularity of Qασ. Here
the decomposition is in the sense of Theorem 2.6 (a).

Define two sequences of weights as follows

P ′n(t) := P2n−1(t), P ′′n (t) := P2n(t)

where {Pn(t)} are the weights defined by (3.1), with αn = α√
n
. The

corresponding multiplicative chaotic operators of these two sequences
of weights will be denoted Q′

α/
√

2
and Q′′

α/
√

2
. The reason for this

parametrization α/
√

2 is that the kernel associated to both Q′
α/
√

2
and

Q′′
α/
√

2
are the same as that of Qα/

√
2.

Recall that the correlation function of Qα is equal to

Hα(t) = −α
2

2
log

∣∣∣∣sin t

2

∣∣∣∣+O(1).

Notice that the correlation function of Q′′α is equal to

(4.2) H(2)
α (t) =

α2

2

∞∑
n=1

cos 2nt

2n
= −α

2

4
log |sin t| −O(1),

and that of Q′′α is equal to

(4.3) H(1)
α (t) = Hα(t)−H(2)

α (t) = −α
2

4
log

∣∣∣∣ sin t/2

2 cos t/2

∣∣∣∣+O(1).

Notice that H(1) and H(2) have the same size as Hα/
√

2 at t = 0. After
exponentiation, all three define the same Riesz kernel up to a multi-
plicative constant.

We are cheating on one point, but with no harm. The kernel eH
(2)
α has

two singularities 0 and π in the interval [0, 2π). We should consider that
the operator Q′′

α/
√

2
is defined on R/πZ. Actually the weights are π-

periodic, not only 2π-periodic. The kernel eH
(1)
α has only one singularity

at 0. The figures of the kernels eH
(1)
α (t) and eH

(2)
α (t) are shown in Figure

1.
The decomposition principle stated in Theorem 2.6 (a) gives rise to

the decomposition Qα = Q′′
α/
√

2
Q′
α/
√

2
. We can continue in the same

way to decompose Q′
α/
√

2
= Q′′

α/
√

2
2Q′

α/
√

2
2 , so that

Qα = Q′′
α/
√

2
Q′′
α/
√

2
2Q′

α/
√

2
2 .

The procedure can continue with Q′
α/
√

2
2 and so on
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Figure 1. The graphs of the kernels eH
(1)
α (t) and eH

(2)
α (t).

Now let us talk about compositions. Let Qα be the operator by the
exponentiation of α√

n
cos(nt + ω′n) and let Qβ be the operator by the

exponentiation of β√
n

cos(nt + ω′′n). We suppose that all ω′n and ω′′n
(for all n ≥ 1) are independent. By the composition of Qα and Qβ

we mean the operator by the exponentiation of all α√
n

cos(nt+ω′n) and
β√
n

cos(nt+ω′′n). In other word, it is the operator defined by the weights

P2n(t) =
e
α√
n

cos(nt+ω′n)

I0( α√
n
)

, P2n−1(t) =
e
β√
n

cos(nt+ω′′n)

I0( β√
n
)

.

It is clear that the correlation function of the composition operator is
equal to

−α
2 + β2

2
log

∣∣∣∣sin t

2

∣∣∣∣+O(1).

This composition operator has the same potential properties as Qγ

where γ verifies
γ2 = α2 + β2.

4.4. Moments with respect to Peyrière measure. Let σ be a
probability measure on T. If Q acts fully on σ, we define the Peyrière
measure Q by the following relation

EQφ(t, ω) = E
∫
φ(t, ω)dQσ(t).

It can be proved that {nt + ωn mod 2π} are Q-independent random
variables. This is a little more than what is stated in Theorem 2.5, but
the proof is the same. The Q-moment of ϕ(nt+ωn) is easily computed,
as stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3. Let Q be the chaotic operator defined by {αn} with
αn → 0. Suppose that σ is a Q-regular probability measure. Let Q
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be the Peyrière measure associated to Qσ. Then for any bounded or
non-negative function ϕ we have

(4.4) EQϕ(nt+ ωn) =
1

I0(αn)

∫ 2π

0

ϕ(x)eαn sinxdx

2π
.

In particular,

EQ cos(nt+ ωn) =
I ′0(αn)

I0(αn)
=

1

2
αn +O(α3

n)

EQ cos2(nt+ ωn) =
I ′′0 (αn)

I0(αn)
=

1

2
+O(α2

n)

Proof. The formula (4.4) is a special case of (2.5). From (4.4) and
Lemma 3.1, we get immediately the two other estimates. �

If we consider Qα defined by αn = α√
n
, we have

EQ cos(nt+ ωn) =
α

2
· 1√

n
+O(n−3/2)

EQ cos2(nt+ ωn) =
1

2
+O(n−1)

Consequently, we have

Proposition 4.4. Make the same assumption as in Proposition 4.3.
Assume further that

∑
α2
n = ∞. Let Pn(t) be the weights defining Q.

Then for any δ > 0, almost surely for Qσ-almost every t we have

(4.5)
N∑
n=1

logPn(t) =
1

4

N∑
n=1

α2
n + o

( N∑
n=1

α2
n

)1/2+δ
 .

Proof. Using log I0(αn) = 1
4
α2
n +O(α4

n) and Proposition 4.3, we get

EQ logPn(t) = αnEQ cos(nt+ ωn)− log I0(αn) =
1

4
α2
n +O(α4

n),

and

EQ(logPn(t))2

= α2
nEQ cos2(nt+ ωn)− 2αn log I0(αn)EQ cos(nt+ ωn) + log2 I0(αn)

=
1

4
α2
n +O(α4

n).

So, we get the variance VarQ(logPn(t)) = 1
4
α2
n + O(α4

n). Let Yn =
logPn(t)− EQ logPn(t). Then the series

∞∑
n=1

Yn
[VarQ(Y1) + · · ·+ VarQ(Yn)]1/2+δ
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converges Q-a.e. Indeed, since {Pn} are Q-independent, the partial
sums of the series is a L2-bounded martingale and Doob’s conver-
gence theorem applies. For the boundedness we use the fact that∑

an
(a1+···+an)c

<∞ for any positive numbers an and c > 1. We conclude
with the help of Kronecker lemma. �

If we consider Qα defined by αn = α√
n
, we have

(4.6) lim
N→∞

1

logN

N∑
n=1

logPn(t) =
α2

4
.

Intuitively, if I is an interval containing t of length N−1, we would
have

Qασ(I) � P1(t)P2(t) · · ·PN(t)σ(I)

so that

lim
|I|→0

logQασ(I)

log |I|
= − lim

N→∞

1

logN

N∑
n=1

logPn(t) + lim
|I|→0

log σ(I)

log |I|
.

Therefore α2

4
is the difference of dimensions of the measure σ and its

image Qασ:

dimQασ = dimσ − α2

4
.

This will be rigorously proved (see Theorem 6.3).

4.5. Mutual singularity and continuity. Let {αn} and {α′n} be
two sequences, which defines two operators Q and Q′ using the same
random variables {ωn}. There is a simple criterion for the mutual
singularity and continuity of Qσ and Q′σ.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose
∑
|αn|4 < ∞ and

∑
|α′n|4 < ∞. Suppose

that σ is a Q-regular measure. We have
(a)

∑∞
n=1 |αn − α′n|2 <∞⇒ Q′σ � Qσ and σ is Q′-regular.

(b)
∑∞

n=1 |αn − α′n|2 =∞⇒ Q′σ ⊥ Qσ.

Proof. This is a special case of Theorem 2.7. Let us compute

E
√
Pn(t)P ′n(t) =

Ee
αn+α′n

2
cos(nt+ω)√

I0(αn)I0(α′n)
=

I0(αn+α′n
2

)√
I0(αn)I0(α′n)

.

Observe that

I0(
αn + α′n

2
) = 1 +

(αn + α′n)2

16
+O(α4

n + α′4n ),
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I0(αn)I0(α′n) =

(
1 +

α2
n

4
+O(α4

n)

)(
1 +

α′2n
4

+O(α′
4
n)

)
= 1 +

α2
n + α′2n

4
+O(α4

n + α′4n ).

It follows that

E
√
Pn(t)P ′n(t) = exp

(
(αn + α′n)2

16
− α2

n + α′2n
8

+O(α4
n + α′4n )

)
= exp

(
−(αn − α′n)2

16
+O(α4

n + α′4n )

)
.

Finally we conclude by applying Theorem 2.7. �

5. Degeneracy

In this section we shall see that the chaotic operator Q can be com-
pletely degenerate in the sense that Qσ = 0 for all Borel probability
measures σ. Recall that H, defined by (3.3), is the correlation function
associated to Q. We denote its partial sums by

Hn(t) =
1

2

n∑
k=1

α2
n cos kt.

5.1. A general result. Let

Sn(t) =
n∑
k=1

αk cos(kt+ ωk).

The following estimates will allow us to draw conditions for the com-
plete degeneracy in different cases.

Proposition 5.1. Let 0 < h < 1 be a positive number, n ≥ 1 an
integer, I ⊂ T an interval and s ∈ I a fixed point. Let (p, q) a conjugate
pair such that 1

p
+ 1

q
= 1. We have

(5.1) E sup
t∈I

Qn(t)h ≤
(
EQn(s)hp

)1/p
(
Eeh|I|q‖S′n‖∞

)1/q

;

(5.2)
(
EQn(s)hp

)1/p �
[
e−

1
4
·h(1−hp)

1−h
∑n
k=1 α

2
k

]1−h
;

(5.3)
(
Ee|I|hq‖S′n‖∞

)1/q

� n1/q exp

(
h2

4
q|I|2

n∑
k=1

k2α2
k

)
.
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Proof. We write

Qn(t) = Qn(s)eSn(t)−Sn(s) = Qn(s)e(t−s)S′n(r)

where r is a point between s and t, and

S ′n(r) = −
n∑
k=1

kαk sin(kr + ωk).

It follows that
sup
t∈I

Qn(t)h ≤ Qn(s)heh|I|‖S
′
n‖∞ .

Thus, by Hölder’s inequality, we get

E sup
t∈I

Qn(t)h ≤
(
EQn(s)hp

)1/p
(
Eeh|I|q‖S′n‖∞

)1/q

,

which is (5.1).
The first expectation on the right hand side in the above inequality

is easy to estimate by the independence and the local behavior of the
Bessel function I0(·) (cf. Lemma 3.1). Indeed,

EQn(s)hp =
n∏
k=1

I0(hpαk)

I0(αk)hp
� e−

hp−h2p2
4

∑n
k=1 α

2
k .

Here the assumption
∑
|αk|4 <∞ is also used. Thus(

EQn(s)hp
)1/p � e−

h(1−hp)
4

∑n
k=1 α

2
k =

[
e−

1
4
·h(1−hp)

1−h
∑n
k=1 α

2
k

]1−h
,

which is (5.2).
Now let us prove the last desired estimate. The arguments used

below is inspired from [35], p. 68-69). Assume ‖S ′n‖∞ = |S ′n(r)|, where
r is a random point. By Bernstein’s inequality, there exists an interval
J of length n−1 such that |S ′(·)| ≥ 1

2
|S ′(r)|. Thus

e|I|hq‖S
′
n‖∞ ≤ 1

2|J |

∫
J

e|I|hqS
′
n(x)|dx ≤ n

2

∫
T
e|I|hq|S

′
n(x)|dx.

Take the expectation to get

Ee|I|hq‖S′n‖∞ ≤ n

2

∫
T
Ee|I|hq|S′n(x)|dx.

≤ n

2

∫
T

(
Ee|I|hqS′n(x) + Ee−|I|hqS′n(x)

)
dx.
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The two last expectations don’t depend on x, which can be easily and
exactly computed. Thus

Ee|I|hq‖S′n‖∞ ≤ n

n∏
k=1

I0(|I|hqkαk)� n exp

(
[hq|I|]2

4

n∑
k=1

k2α2
k

)
.

Take q-th root of both sides to get (5.3) . �

5.2. Degeneracy of Qα. Let us apply Proposition 5.1 to treat the
special case of Qα.

Theorem 5.2. If dim∗ σ < α2

4
, then Qασ = 0 a.s. In particular, the

operator Qα is completely degenerate when |α| > 2.

Proof. Since αn = α√
n
, we have

n∑
k=1

α2
k ∼ α2 log n,

n∑
k=1

k2α2
k ∼

α2

2
n2.

Take a very small ε > 0. For a given interval I, choose n such that
|I| ∼ 1

n1+ε . Then choose q = nε, so that |I|2n2q = O(1). Also notice
that n1/q = n1/nε = O(1). So, by Proposition 5.1, we get

E sup
t∈I

Qn(t)h �
(

1

n

)α2

4
·h(1−hp)

1−h (1−h)

� |I|
α2

4
· h(1−hp)
(1−h)(1+ε) (1−h).

Since dim∗ σ < α2

4
, for ε > 0 small enough we have dim∗ σ < (1− ε)α2

4
.

Take 1 > h > 1− ε2. Take p close to 1 (i.e. |I| is sufficiently small) so
that

h(1− hp)
(1− h)(1 + ε)

≥ 1− ε.

We have proved that for any small interval I (i.e. |I| < δ where δ
depends on ε and p) there exists an integer n such that

E sup
t∈I

Qn(t)h � |I|
α2

4
(1−ε)(1−h).

We conclude for the first assertion by Theorem 2.3. The second asser-
tion is a trivial consequence of the first one. �

If αn = an√
n
with an → +∞, the operator is completely degenerate.
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6. Image and kernel of the projection EQα

Now we are going to show that if σ is rather regular in the sense of
Riesz potential theory, then it is Qα-regular. The following theorem
gives an exact statement. This result and Theorem 5.2 on the degen-
eracy will give us a satisfactory description of the image and kernel of
the projection EQα. It is then possible to compute the dimension of
Qασ.

6.1. Qα-regular measures.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that D > α2

4
. If σ ∈ R∗D, then Qασ ∈ R∗

D−α2
4

.

Proof. We shall follow [36]. The method was also used in [24]. By the
hypothesis on σ, for any ε > 0 there exist a number η > D and a
compact set K such that σ(Kc) < ε and

Iη(σ1K) =

∫
K

∫
K

dσ(t)dσ(s)

|t− s|η
<∞.

Step I. We first suppose that D > α2

2
. By the L2-theory (Proposition

4.1), EQασK = σK , where σK is the restriction σ1K . The associated
Peyrière measureQK is well defined. Denote byRn the chaotic operator
defined by the weights Pm with m ≥ en and consider the mass of RnσK
concentrated in the ball B(t, e−n) centered at t of radius e−n:

ρn(t) = RnσK(B(t, e−n)),

which can be rewritten as

ρn(t) =

∫
χn(t, s)dRnσ(s)

where χn(t, s) is the characteristic function of the set of the points
(t, s) ∈ K ×K such that |t− s| ≤ e−n. We can then compute the QK-
expectation of ρn. Indeed, by the definition of QK and Proposition 4.1,
we have

EQKρn =

∫ ∫
χn(t, s)

∞∏
m=[en]

EPm(t)Pm(s)dσK(t)dσK(s).

Notice that
[en]∑
m=1

EPm(t)Pm(s) = exp

α2

2

[en]∑
m=1

cosm(t− s)
m

+O(1)

 .
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If |t− s| ≤ e−n, then
[en]∑
m=1

EPm(t)Pm(s) = exp

(
α2

2
n+O(1)

)
.

Therefore

EQKρn �
∫ ∫

e−
α2

2
n χn(t, s)∣∣sin t−s

2

∣∣α22 dσK(t)dσK(s).

If χn(t, s) = 1, we have en ≤ 1/|t− s| so that
∞∑
m=1

e(η−α
2

2
)n χn(t, s)∣∣sin t−s

2

∣∣α22 � 1

|t− s|η
,

It follows that

EQK

(
∞∑
m=1

eηnρn

)
<∞

and consequently ρn = O(e−ηn) QK-a.s. So, almost surely

ρn(t) = O(e−ηn) QασK−a.e.

Then for any ε > 0, almost surely there exists a compact subset K1
ε ⊂

K such that
Qασ(K \K1

ε ) < ε

lim sup
n→∞

log ρn(t)

n
≤ −η uniformly onK1

ε .

On the other hand, from Proposition 4.4 we can deduce that almost
surely for every ε > 0, there exists a compact set K2

ε contained in K
such that

Qασ(K \K2
ε ) < ε

logQn(t)

log n
→ α2

4
uniformly onK2

ε .

Now let
Sε = 1K1

ε

⋂
K2
ε
Qσ.

Then
Qσ(K \ (K1

ε

⋂
K2
ε )) < 2ε,

and

lim sup
n→∞

logSε(B(t, e−n))

n
≤ lim sup

n→∞

logQ[edn](t)

n
+ lim sup

n→∞

log ρn(t)

n
≤ α2

4
− η
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uniformly on K1
ε

⋂
K2
ε . This implies Qασ ∈ M+

(D−α2
4

)+
(T). Let us

summarize as follows

(6.1) D >
α2

2
, σ ∈ R∗D =⇒ QασK ∈ R∗

D−α2
4

,

where σ(Kc) can be made as small as we like.
Step II. General case. We use the decomposition

Qα = Q
(m)
α√
2
m
Q′ α√

2
m
· · ·Q′ α√

2
2
Q′α√

2

which is presented in §4.3. First apply the principle (6.1) to Q′α√
2

and

σ. We check that D > α2

4
= (α/

√
2)2

2
and σ ∈ R∗D, and we get

Q′α√
2
σ ∈ R∗

D− α2
4·2
.

Now observe that D− α2

4·2 >
α2

8
=

( α√
2
2 )2

2
. So, the principle (6.1) applies

Q′ α√
2
2
and Q′α√

2

σ. Thus we get

Q′ α√
2
2
Q′α√

2
σ ∈ R∗

D− α2
4·2−

α2

4·22
.

Inductively we get

Q′ α√
2
m
· · ·Q′ α√

2
2
Q′α√

2
σ ∈ R∗

D− α2
4·2−

α2

4·22
−···− α2

4·2m
.

Since D − α2

4
> 0. When m is sufficiently large, we have

D − α2

4 · 2
− α2

4 · 22
− · · · − α2

4 · 2m
>

(α/
√

2
m

)2

2
=

α2

2m+1
.

So, we can apply once more the principle (6.1), to Q(m)
α√
2
m
. Finally we

get

Q
(m)
α√
2
m
Q′ α√

2
m
· · ·Q′ α√

2
2
Q′α√

2
σ ∈ R∗

D− α2
4·2−

α2

4·22
−···− α2

4·2m−
α2

4·2m
= R∗

D− α2
4·2
.

�

6.2. KerEQα and ImEQα. We have the following description for the
kernel and the image EQα.

Theorem 6.2. We have

Sα2
4
− ⊂ KerEQα ⊂ Sα2

4
+

;

Rα2

4
+
⊂ Im EQα ⊂ Rα2

4
−.
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Proof. The first inclusion follows immediately from Theorem 5.2. Now
we prove the second inclusion by contradiction. Suppose σ ∈ KerEQα

but σ 6∈ Sα2
4

+
. Then σ ∈ Scβ for some β > α2

4
. That means σ has its

β-regular component σr 6= 0 according to the Kahane decomposition.
Hence, by Theorem 6.1,

dim∗Qασ ≥ dim∗Qασr ≥ β − α2

4
> 0 a.s

which contradicts σ ∈ KerEQα.
Assume σ ∈ Rα2

4
+
. That means σ ∈ Rβ for some β > α2

4
. We

claim that σ ∈ Im EQα. Otherwise, there is a non null component of
σ, say σ1K with σ(K) > 0, which is killed by EQα. That is to say,
σ1K ∈ KerEQα. So, σ1K ∈ Sα2

4
+
, by what we have just proved above.

Hence Capβ(K) = 0. This contradicts σ1K ∈ Rβ.
The last inclusion is also proved by contradiction. Assume σ ∈ EQα

but σ 6∈ Rα2

4
−. Then σ 6∈ Rβ for some β < α2

4
. By the Kahane

decomposition, σ has a non null β-singular component which must be
killed by EQα because β < α2

4
(cf. Theorem 5.2). This contradicts

σ ∈ EQα. �

Recall that dimσ = D means dim∗ σ = dim∗ σ = D. In this case,
we say that σ is unidimensional. The dimension of Qασ is given by the
following formula.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that σ is a unidimensional measure and dimσ >
α2

4
. We have

dimQασ = dimσ − α2

4
.

Proof. Let D = dimσ. For any ε > 0, the fact dim∗ σ = D implies
σ ∈ R∗D−ε. Then by Theorem 6.1, we get dim∗Qασ ≥ D − ε − α2

4
a.s.

This proves dim∗Qασ ≥ D − α2

4
a.s.

Take β such that β2

4
+ α2

4
> D. Let γ be such that γ2 = β2 + α2.

We consider an operator Qβ, which is independent of Qα. The product
QβQα has the same law as Qγ. The fact dim∗ σ = D, together with
β2

4
+ β2

4
> D, implies σ ∈ KerEQγ. Then, by Theorem 2.6 c), we get

Qασ ∈ KerEQβ a.s. Now we apply Theorem 6.2 to get dim∗Qασ ≤ β

a.s. Optimizing β leads to dim∗Qασ ≤ D − α2

4
a.s. �

7. Trigonometric multiplicative chaos on Td

Our theory can be extended to torus Td of all dimensions, with few
points to be checked in higher dimension case. On Td we propose to
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study the random series

(7.1)
∑
n∈Zd+

ρn cos(n · x+ ωn)

where Zd+ is the set Zd \ {0} but with n and −n identified, and {ωn}
are iid random variables uniformly distributed on T (not on Td). It
can be rewritten as

1

2

∑
n∈Zd\{0}

ρne
i(n·x+ωn)

with ρn = ρ−n and ωn = ω−n. When, d = 1, Zd+ is the set of natural
numbers. The correlation function of (7.1) is defined by

H(t) =
1

2

∑
n∈Zd+

ρ2
n cos(n · t) (t ∈ Td).

Let |x|∞ = max1≤i≤d |xj| for x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ Rd. Let |x| to denote
the euclidean norm

√∑n
i=1 x

2
i .

7.1. Definition of Td-martingales. Let {αk}k∈Zd+ be a family of real
numbers such that

∑
k∈Zd+

|αk|4 < ∞. Let {An} be an increasing se-
quence of finite subsets of Zd+ such that An ↑ Zd+ with A0 = ∅. We
define the weights

(7.2) Pn(t) =
exp

∑
k∈An\An−1

αk cos(k · t+ ωk)∏
k∈An\An−1

I0(αk)
.

Here is a choice for {An}. For n ≥ 1, we consider the hypercube
Cn = {k ∈ Zd : |k|∞ ≤ n} and choose An to the positive part C+

n =
Cn ∩ Zd+. In this case C+

n \ C+
n−1 is the boundary ∂C+

n . We have
#Cn = (2n+ 1)d − 1. It follows that

#C+
n =

(2n+ 1)d − 1

2
, #∂C+

n ∼ d2d−1nd−1.

Another choice for An is the ball {k ∈ Zd+ : |k| ≤ n}.
The Td-martingale defined by the weight (7.2) produces a chaotic

operator Q. The same computation as in the case of dimension 1 leads
to the basic relation

(7.3) EQn(t)Qn(s) = exp

(
1

2

∑
k∈An

α2
k cos k · (t− s) +O(1)

)
.

For a given real number α, we have the typical sequence of coefficients

αk =
α

|k|d/2
.



TRIGONOMETRIC CHAOS AND RANDOM DISTRIBUTIONS 33

As we shall see below (cf. Theorem 7.1), the corresponding correlation
function Hα(t) is smooth in Td \ {0} and around 0 it behaves as

Hα(t) =
α2

2

∑
k∈Zd+

cos k · t
|k|d

∼ α2

2
· πd/2

Γ(d/2)
log

1

|t|
(t→ 0).

Its exponentiation Φα = eHα(t) is then a Riesz kernel

(7.4) Φα(t) � 1

|t|τ(α)α2/2
with τ(α) =

πd/2

Γ(d/2)
.

7.2. Correlation function Hα. We consider the Jacobi function G
defined by the trigonometric series

(7.5) G(x) =
∑

k∈Zd,k 6=0

|k|−d exp(ik · x).

For m ≥ 1, we denote by Sm its partial sum:

Sm(G) =
∑

|k|≤m,k 6=0

|k|−d exp(ik · x).

We set sd = 2 πd/2

Γ(d/2)
which is the area of the unit sphere in Rd.

Theorem 7.1. The Jacobi function G has the following properties:
(a) The function G(x) is C∞ in Td \ {0}.
(b) There is a bounded function E(x) on Td such that

∀x ∈ Td, G(x) = sd log
1

|x|
+ E(x).

(c) There exists a constant C such that for any integer m ≥ 1 we
have

Sm(G)(x) ≤ sd log
1

|x|
+ C.

Proof. The proof mimics the argument given by Titchmarsh and Rie-
mann himself of the functional equation of the zeta function. One
considers the Jacobi function θ(u, x) defined by

θ(u, x) =
∑
n∈Zd

exp(−|n|2u) exp(in · x).

Here u > 0 and x ∈ Td. The notations used here slightly differ from the
standard ones. Let us consider θ0 = θ − 1. Then the function θ0(u, x)
has an exponential decay as u tends to +∞ and this decay is uniform
in x. Assume s > d. We introduce the auxiliary Jacobi functions

G(s, x) =
∑

n∈Zd,n 6=0

|n|−s exp(in · x).
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where the series converges absolutely. Fubini theorem implies∫ ∞
0

θ0(u, x)us/2
du

u
= Γ(s/2)G(s, x).

One splits this integral into
∫ 1

0
+
∫∞

1
which yields

Γ(s/2)G(s, x) = A(s, x) +B(s, x).

The function B(s, ·) is obviously a C∞ function for every s ≥ 0, espe-
cially B(d, x). To study A(s, x), one rewrites θ0 = θ − 1 and uses the
following functional equation for the Jacobi function

θ(u, x) =
πd/2

ud/2

∑
k∈Zd

exp
(
− |x− 2πk|2

4u

)
,

which follows from the Poisson summation formula. One can ignore 1
in θ0 = θ−1 since its contribution to A(s, x) yields a constant. When x
belongs to the ball centered at 0 with radius 1 all the terms together in
the above sum but the term k = 0 yield a C∞ contribution. Therefore
one is led to

J(s, x) := πd/2
∫ 1

0

exp

(
−|x|

2

4u

)
u
s−d
2
du

u
.

We have thus proved the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. The difference

(7.6) Γ(s/2)G(s, x)− J(s, x) = R(s, x)

is a C∞ function for every s ≥ 0.

Therefore one can pass to the limit s→ d in (7.6) and we are led to
the computation of J(d, x). Make a change of variables t = |x|2

4
u we

get

J(d, x) = πd/2
∫ 4

x2

0

e−
1
t
dt

t
= 2πd/2 log

1

|x|
+O(1), x→ 0.

We have thus proved (a) and (b).
(c) will follow from (a), (b) and the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3. If φ denotes a non negative compactly supported radial
function of integral 1 and if φm(x) = mdφ(mx) we have

‖G ∗ φm − Sm(G)‖∞ ≤ C.

The proof of this lemma is immediate. We have

|φ̂
( y
m

)
− 1| ≤ C

|y|2

m2
if |y| ≤ m; |φ̂

( y
m

)
| ≤ C

m2

|y|2
if |y| ≥ m.
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This together with the decay of the Fourier coefficients of G yields the
result.

Now prove (c). By (a) and (b), the function G can be forgotten and
replaced by f(x) = sd| log |x||, because the question arises around 0. It
suffices to check that f ∗ φm ≤ f +C which is an easy calculation. �

It is easy to deduce that the partial sums over cubes Cn are also
bounded by sd log(1/|x|) + C.

7.3. Riesz potential theory on Td and L2-theory. Let β ∈ (0, d)
be a fixed number. It is known that (cf. [55], p. 256)∑

m∈Zd,m 6=0

1

|m|d−β
eim·x ∼ γβ

1

|x|β
+ b(x)

where γβ = 2βπ2β− d
2

Γ( d−β
2

)

Γ(β
2

)
and b ∈ C∞(Td). This means that the

function on the right, which is Lebesgue integrable on Td, admits the
series on the left as its Fourier series. The function b is necessarily real
valued. Let B = maxx b(x). We define the β-order Riesz kernel by

Rβ(x) = γβ
1

|x|β
+ b(x) +B.

It is a positive, lower semicontinuous function having positive Fourier
coefficients. We also have the following simple estimate

Rβ(x) � 1

|x|β
(|x1| ≤ π, · · · , |xd| ≤ π).

As in the case d = 1, the β-order energy Iσβ of a measure σ on Td
can be defined. As shown in [42], we have the formula

Iσβ = B|σ̂(0)|2 +
∑
|m|>0

|σ̂(m)|2

|m|d−β
.

More generally we have the results on Td as developed in §3.3 about
potential, capacity and dimension (cf. [42],[39], [21]).

By Theorem 7.1, we have

Hα(t) =
α

2
· πd/2

Γ(d/2)
log

1

|t|
+O(1) (as t→ 0).

Theorem 7.1 allows us to develop the L2-theory for our Td-martingales,
which was developed in §4 for the case d = 1. We don’t restate the
results here, but we are free to use them.
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7.4. Degeneracy.

Proposition 7.4. The result of Proposition 5.1 remain true when d ≥
2. It suffices to replace

∑n
k=1 α

2
k and

∑n
k=1 k

2α2
k respectively by∑

k∈An

α2
k,

∑
k∈An

|k|2α2
k.

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Proposition 5.1. We only need
to point out one point. Let

Sn(t) =
∑
k∈An

αk cos(k · t+ ω).

Now

|Sn(t)− Sn(s)| =

∣∣∣∣∣
d∑
j=1

∂Sn
∂tj

(r)(tj − sj)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |t− s|∞
d∑
j=1

∣∣∣∣∂Sn∂tj
(r)

∣∣∣∣ ,
where

∂Sn
∂tj

(r) = −
∑
k∈An

kjαk sin(k · t+ ω)

Let I be a cube and let |I| be its side length. We would have to estimate
the following expectation

E exp

(
h|I|q

d∑
j=1

∥∥∥∥∂Sn∂tj

∥∥∥∥
∞

)
,

which, by Hölder inequality, is bounded by{
d∏
j=1

E exp

(
dh|I|q

∥∥∥∥∂Sn∂tj

∥∥∥∥
∞

)}1/d

Each of these expectation can be estimated as before. Finally we get

E exp

(
h|I|q

d∑
j=1

∥∥∥∥∂Sn∂tj

∥∥∥∥
∞

)
� n exp

(
d[hq|I|]2

4
(k2

1 + · · ·+ k2
d)α

2
k

)
.

�

Let us apply the result to the special case αk = α
|k|d/2 . Let us take

An = C+
n . We are led to estimate∑

k∈C+
n

α2
k =

∑
k∈C+

n

α2

|k|d
,

∑
k∈C+

n

|k|2α2
k =

∑
k∈C+

n

α2

|k|d−2
.

The sum over Cn doubles the sum over C+
n . The sum over Cn and

the sum over the ball B(0, n) are comparable, because the cube Cn is
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contained in the ball centered at 0 of radius
√
dn, and contains the ball

of radius n.

Lemma 7.5. Let B(0, R) be the ball of radius R centered at 0. We
have∑

1≤|k|≤R

1

|k|d
= sd logR +O(1),

∑
1≤|k|≤R

1

|k|d−2
= sdR

2 +O(R).

where sd = 2 πd/2

Γ(d/2)
. Also we have∫

n≤|x|≤
√
dn

dx

|x|d
= O(1),

∫
n≤|x|≤

√
dn

dx

|x|d−2
� n2.

Proof. Assume d ≥ 2. When x is in the unit cube centered by k, we
have |k|−d − |x|−d = O(|k|−(d+1)). Since

∑
|k|−(d+1) <∞, we have∑

1≤|k|≤R

1

|k|d
=

∫
1≤|x|≤R

dx

|x|d
+O(1).

The integral is equal to sd
∫ R

1
dr
r

= sd logR. The second equality can
be proved in the same. We need the estimate |k|−d+2 − |x|−d+2 =
O(|k|−(d−1)) for x in the unit cube centered by k. The estimates of two
integrals are direct. �

This lemma implies∑
k∈C+

n

α2
k =

∑
k∈C+

n

α2

|k|d
=
α2

2
sd log n+O(1),

∑
k∈C+

n

|k|2α2
k =

∑
k∈C+

n

α2

|k|d−2
=
α2

2
sdn

2 +O(n).

Now we are ready to state the following theorem which we can prove
using the last two estimate and the same proof of Theorem 5.2.

Theorem 7.6. Let us consider the operator Qα on Td with d ≥ 2. If
dimσ∗ < α2

4
sd
2

= α2

4
πd/2

Γ(d/2)
, then Qασ = 0. Consequently, the operator

Qα is completely degenerate when |α|2 > 4dΓ(d/2)

πd/2
.

The about statement coincides with d = 1 if we define s1 = 2. So,
the degeneracy condition |α|2 > 4dΓ(d/2)

πd/2
holds for all d ≥ 1.
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7.5. Decomposition of Hα and Qα, kernel and image of EQα.
The following result was known for d = 1 (cf. §4.3). It will allows us to
decompose the operator Qα in a suitable way. Recall that the function
G is defined by (7.5).

Lemma 7.7. There is a partition of Zd \{0} into two parts P1 and P2

such that the decomposition G = G1 +G2 with

G1(x) =
∑
k∈P1

|k|−d exp(ik · x), G2(x) =
∑
k∈P2

|k|−d exp(ik · x)

has the property

G1(x) =
1

2
G(x) +O(1), G1(x) =

1

2
G(x) +O(1) as x→ 0.

The partial sums, cubic or spheric, of both G1 and G2 are respectively
bounded by G1(x) + C or G2(x) + C for some constant C.

Proof. We first look at the case d = 2. Let

A =

(
1 −1
1 1

)
=
√

2

(
cos π

4
− sin π

4
sin π

4
cos π

4

)
.

The linear map defined by A is a similitude such that |Ak| = 2|k|
and preserves the lattice Zd. We choose P1 = A(Zd \ {0}) and P2 =
Zd \ {0} \ P1. Then

G1(x) =
∑

k∈Zd\{0}

|Ak|−d exp(iAk · x) =
1

2

∑
k∈Zd\{0}

|k|−d exp(ik · tAx).

Now, by Theorem 7.1, around 0 we have

G1(x) =
1

2
G(Atx) =

1

2
sd log

1

|tAx|
+O(1) =

1

2
G(x) +O(1).

Consequently

G2(x) = G(x)−G1(x) =
1

2
G(x) +O(1).

When d ≥ 3, we only need to replace the similitude A by

B =

(
A

Id−2

)
where Id−2 is the (d − 2) × (d − 2) unit matrix. The boundedness of
partial sums follows from Lemma 7.3. �
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Let G(1)
1 = G1 and G(1)

2 = G2. In the same way, we can continue to
decompose G(1)

1 (x) = G
(2)
1 +G

(2)
2 with

G
(2)
1 (x) =

1

2
G

(1)
1 (tAx) =

1

22
G(tA2x) =

1

4

∑
k∈Zd\{0}

|k|−d exp(ik · tA2x).

In our application later, we don’t decompose G(1)
2 or G(2)

2 further. But
we need to decompose the first component several times. All these
components G(j)

i have the same properties of G as stated in Lemma
7.7.

What we are really interested is Hα, which is equal to α
2
G(x). The

corresponding decomposition of Hα allows us to decompose the chaotic
operator Qα as follows

Qα = Q̃ α√
2
mQ α√

2
m · · ·Q α√

2
2
Q α√

2

where all the operators at the right are independent, the correlation
function of Q α√

2
j
has the same behavior as H α√

2
j
and that of Q̃ α√

2
m has

the same behavior as H α√
2
m .

The kernel Φα = eHα is the Riesz kernel of order τ(d)α2

2
(cf. (7.4)).

If τ(d)α2

2
< d, the Lebesgue measure λ is Qα-regular and the Peyrière

measure Qα associated to Qαλ is well defined. It can be proved that

(7.7) Qα−a.s. lim
N→∞

1

logN

N∑
n=1

logPn(t) =
τ(d)α2

4
.

The proof is the same as that of (4.6).

Now we can state the following description for the measureQασ when
σ is sufficiently regular. The proof is the same as that of Theorem 6.1,
but the above preparations are necessary.

Theorem 7.8. Suppose that D > τ(d)α2

4
. If σ ∈ R∗D, then Qασ ∈

R∗
D− τ(d)α

2

4

.

Hence, following the same proof of Theorem 6.2, we can prove the
following description of the kernel and image of the operator EQλ.

Theorem 7.9. Let τ(d) = πd/2

Γ(d/2)
. We have

S τ(d)α2
4
−
⊂ KerEQα ⊂ S τ(d)α2

4
+

;

R τ(d)α2

4
+
⊂ Im EQα ⊂ R τ(d)α2

4
−
.
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Let us finish by stating the counterpart in higher dimension of The-
orem 6.3

Theorem 7.10. Suppose that σ is a unidimensional measure on Td
and dimσ > τ(d)α2

4
. We have

dimQασ = dimσ − τ(d)α2

4
.

8. Random trigonometric series

8.1. Study of
∑∞

n=1 ρn cos(nt+ ωn). Now come back to our series

(8.1)
∞∑
n=1

Xn(t) =
∞∑
n=1

ρn cos(nt+ ωn),

which was proposed in §1 Introduction. Suppose that
∑
ρ2
n =∞. This

series diverges a.s. almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue
measure. Indeed, for any t fixed, the series diverges almost surely
(Theorem 4, page 31 in [35] applies). Then Fubini theorem allows us
to conclude. The same argument shows that for any given measure
σ on T, the series diverges almost surely σ-almost everywhere. When
ρn = 1√

n
, almost surely the series diverges everywhere (cf. [35], p. 108).

In the following we investigate how the series diverges. As we shall see,
we can obtain speeds of divergence for points in the supports of our
chaotic measures Qαλ. Similar results also hold for Qασ with σ 6= λ,
but we don’t state them.

Let {αn} be a sequence of real numbers which defines a chaotic op-
erator Q. Suppose that the Lebesgue measure λ is Q-regular. For
example, λ is Qα-regular if |α| < 2 (cf. Theorem 6.1). Consider the
Peyrière measure Q associated to Qλ. By Proposition 4.3, we have

EQXn(t) =
1

2
· ρnαn +O(ρn|αn|3)

EQXn(t)2 =
1

2
· ρ2

n +O(ρ2
n|αn|2)

Remark that the variance of Xn is equivalent to 1
2
ρ2
n if αn → 0. Notice

that we have coefficients ρn in the series (8.1), but our chaotic measures
are defined by the exponentiation of αn cos(nt + ωn), where αn’s are
not necessarily ρn’s.

Theorem 8.1. Suppose
∑
ρ2
n =∞ and λ is Q-regular where Q is the

chaotic operator defined by {αn} with αn → 0. Then almost surely
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Qλ-almost everywhere the series (8.1) diverges and
N∑
n=1

ρn cos(nx+ ωn) =
1

2

N∑
n=1

ρnαn +O

(
ϕ
( N∑
n=1

ρ2
n

))
,

where ϕ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) is a function satisfying the condition
∞∑
n=1

ρ2
n

ϕ
(∑N

n=1 ρ
2
n

)2 <∞.

Proof. The divergence is already discussed at the beginning of this
section, because {nt + ωn)} are Q-independent. The proof for the
estimation is the same as that in Proposition 4.4. Instead we consider
the series

∞∑
n=1

Xn(t)− EQαXn(t)

ϕ
(∑N

n=1 ρ
2
n

) ,

the partial sums of which form a L2-bounded martingale. This bound-
edness is checked by the fact that the variance of Xn(t) is of size ρ2

n. �

We can improve the above result by a law of iterated logarithm as
a special case of the law of iterated logarithm obtained by Wittmann
[58].

Theorem 8.2. Suppose
∑
ρ2
n =∞ and λ is Q-regular where Q is the

chaotic operator defined by {αn} with αn → 0. Then almost surely
Qλ-almost everywhere we have

lim sup
n→∞

∑N
n=1 ρn

(
cos(nx+ ωn)− 1

2
αn
)√∑N

n=1 ρ
2
n log log

∑N
n=1 ρ

2
n

= 1

if the following condition is satisfied for some 2 < p ≤ 3:

(8.2)
∞∑
n=1

ρpn(√∑N
n=1 ρ

2
n log log

∑N
n=1 ρ

2
n

)p <∞.
Proof. It is a special case of the following law of iterated logarithm
due to Wittmann (cf. [58] Theorem 1.2). Let {Zn} be a sequence of
independent real random variables such that EZn = 0 and EZ2

n < ∞.
Let

Sn =
n∑
k=1

Zk, sn =
√

ES2
n, tn =

√
2 log log s2

n.
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Suppose that

(8.3) lim sn =∞, sn+1 = O(sn),
∞∑
n=1

E|Zn|p

(sntn)p
<∞ (∃2 < p ≤ 3).

Then almost surely we have lim supn
Sn
sntn

= 1. We can apply this result
to Zn = Xn(t)−EQXn(t) where Xn(t) = ρn cos(nt+ ωn) to obtain the
announced result. Indeed, we have

s2
n ∼

1

2

n∑
k=1

ρ2
n.

So, since |Zn| ≤ 2ρn, the convergence of the series in (8.3) is ensured
by the condition (8.2). The assumption

∑
ρ2
n = ∞ is nothing but

lim sn = ∞. The condition sn+1 = O(sn) in (8.3) is also satisfied
because ρn → 0. �

In Theorem 8.1 and Theorem 8.2, we can consider the operator Q as
well as Q′ associated to {ηnαn} where {ηn} is a sequence of +1 or −1
and then consider the measures Qλ and Q′λ. Both operators Q and Q′
have the same correlation function. Both measures Q′λ and Qλ share
same properties, like

dimQ′αλ = dimQαλ = 1− α2

4
(|α| < 2)

in the case αn = α√
n
. But they are usually mutually singular (cf.

Proposition 4.5):

a.s Q′λ ⊥ Qλ⇐⇒
∞∑
n=1

|1− ηn|2|αn|2 =∞.

By choosing different sequences {αn} and {ηn}, points of different
properties the series (8.1) can be obtained, even when {αn} is fixed.
Through all these chaotic measures, we see that the partial sums of the
series (8.1) are very multifractal.

8.2. Special series
∑∞

n=1
cos(nt+ωn)

nr
(0 < r ≤ 1

2
). Let us look at

the special series

(8.4)
∞∑
n=1

cos(nt+ ωn)

nr
(0 < r ≤ 1

2
).

First assume r = 1
2
. The variables nt + ωn are i.i.d. with respect to

λ⊗ P and we have

Eλ⊗P cos(nt+ ωn) = 0, Eλ⊗P cos2(nt+ ωn) =

∫
cos2 xdx =

1

2
.
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Then, by the classical law of iterated logarithm, a.s. for λ-almost all t
we have

lim sup
N→∞

∑N
n=1 cos(nt+ ωn)√
N log logN

= 1.

By the law of iterated logarithm in [58], we have a.s. Lebesgue-almost
everywhere

lim sup
N→∞

∑N
n=1

cos(nt+ωn)√
n√

logN log log logN
= 1.

More generally, if |α| < 2, by Theorem 8.2, we have a.s. Qαλ-almost
everywhere

(8.5) lim sup
N→∞

∑N
n=1

1√
n

cos(nt+ ωn)− α
2

logN
√

logN log log logN
= 1.

In particular, we have a.s. Qαλ-almost everywhere

(8.6) lim
N→∞

1

logN

N∑
n=1

1√
n

cos(nt+ ωn) =
α

2
.

Now assume 0 ≤ r < 1
2
. Since

∑n
k=1 k

−1/2−r = n1/2−r

1/2−r + O(1) and∑n
k=1 k

−2r = n1−2r

1−2r
+ O(1), if |α| < 2, by Theorem 8.2, we have a.s.

Qαλ-almost everywhere

lim sup
N→∞

∑N
n=1

1
nr

cos(nt+ ωn)− α
1−2r

N1/2−r√
N1−2r log logN

=
√

1− 2r.

Since N1/2−r = o(
√
N1−2r log logN), we have a.s. Qαλ-almost every-

where

(8.7) lim sup
N→∞

∑N
n=1

1
nr

cos(nt+ ωn)√
N1−2r log logN

=
√

1− 2r.

It is well known that the series
∑∞

n=1
sinnt√
n

converges everywhere, but
not uniform, to a Lebesgue integrable function, and the convergence
is uniform on any interval [δ, 1 − δ] (0 < δ < 1/2) (cf. [59], vol. I,
Chapter V and [7] p.87). But the randomized series

∑∞
n=1

sin(nt+ωn)√
n

loses all these properties almost surely.
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8.3. Large deviation of
∑N

n=1
cos(nt+ωn)√

n
. Suppose |α| < 2. By (8.5)

which is a consequence of Theorem 8.1, we have

Qα−a.s. lim
N→∞

1

logN

N∑
n=1

cos(nt+ ωn)√
n

=
α

2
.

We have the following stronger result, a large deviation result.

Theorem 8.3. Suppose |α| < 2. For any η > 0, we have

lim
N→∞

1

logN
logQα

{
(t, ω) :

1

logN

N∑
n=1

cos(nt+ ωn)√
n

6∈ α
2

+ [−η, η]

}
= −η2.

Proof. Let Wn =
∑n

k=1
cos(kt+ωk)√

k
, the random variable in question and

an = log n, the chosen normalizer. We shall prove that the following
limit exits

c(β) := lim
n→∞

1

an
logEQαeβWn =

(β + α)2 − α2

4
, ∀β ∈ R

which is called the free energy function of (Wn) with weight (an), with
respect to the probability measure Qα. By the large deviation theorem
([14], p. 230), for any non empty interval K ⊂ R we have

lim
n→∞

1

an
logQα

{
a−1
n Wn 6∈ K

}
= − inf

γ∈K
c∗(γ)

where c∗(γ) = supβ(γβ− c(β)) is the Legendre transform of c(·). Then
the announced result will follow.

Indeed, the limit c(β) = β2+2αβ
4

is easy to obtain, because

EQαeβWn =
n∏
k=1

I0

(
α+β√
k

)
I0

(
α√
k

) � exp

(
β2 + 2αβ

4
log n

)
.

It is also direct to get the Legendre transform c∗(γ) =
(
γ − α

2

)2. The
convex function c∗(·) attains its minimal value at γ = α

2
. For K =

α
2

+ [−η, η], we have clearly

inf
γ∈K

c∗(γ) = c∗(α/2 + η) = η2.

�

The same method applies to other cases. Assume ρn → 0 and 1√
n

=

o(ρn). That is the case for ρn = 1
nr

with 0 < r < 1
2
. If we consider

Wn =
∑n

k=1 ρn cos(kt+ ωk), we have

EQαeβWn =
n∏
k=1

I0

(
βρk + α√

k

)
I0

(
α√
k

) � exp

(
β2

4

n∑
k=1

ρ2
k

)
.
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Take an =
∑n

k=1 ρ
2
k as normalizer. Then we get that the free energy

function of (Wn) is equal to c(β) = β2

4
. Its Legendre transform c∗(γ) =

γ2. Therefore

lim
N→∞

1∑N
n=1 ρ

2
n

logQα

{
(t, ω) :

∑N
n=1 ρn cos(nt+ ωn)∑N

n=1 ρ
2
n

6∈ [−η, η]

}
= −η2.
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