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ABSTRACT. The random trigonometric series » - | p, cos(nt +
wy,) on the circle T are studied under the conditions Y |p,|? = oo
and p, — 0, where {w,} 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 T¢ of
dimension d > 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let us consider a random trigonometric series

(1.1) an cos(nt + ®,,)

n=1

where the random complex variables A, := X,,e/*" (X,,, ®, being real)
are supposed to be independent and symmetric. It is the real part of
the random Taylor trigonometric series

(1.2) i Ape™.
n=1

These series are well studied in [56] and [34] (see also [35]) under the
condition EX} < C(EX?)2. If Y. E(X?2) = 4oo, 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(X?2) < +oo (cf. [35], [50]).

We would like to study the series (1.1) under the following assump-
tions

(1.3) imxg = 00, iEXf; < 0.
n=1

n=1
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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) = Sy(t,w) ==Y X, cos(nt + @,).

n=1

We also assume that {®,,} are independent and uniformly distributed
on the circle T := R/27R which is identified with the interval [0, 27)
and that {X,} are independent quasi-gaussian and independent of
{®,}. A real random variable X is said to be quasi-gaussian if E(X?™) =
O(K™m!) for some K > 0. Recall that X is said to be subgaussian
if e < e2™ for some 7 > 0 and all A € 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 Sy(t) is very multifractal, meaning
that for uncountably many functions L : N — R of different orders, the
sets {t : Sy(t) ~ L(N)} have positive Hausdorff dimensions.

The partial sum Sy is a stationary process on T with its correlation
function equal to ESy(t)Sn(s) = Hy(t — s), where

N
1
Hy(t) = 5 ZEX,QL cos nt.

n=1

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

1 o0
H(t) = 3 ZEX,% cos nt
n=1

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 EX? = %2, we get a special correlation function

= t 2 t
Ho(t) = =3 20 —%log <2 sinED .

n

n=1
Its exponential is the %—order Riesz kernel

Ha(1) 1

€ = —7.
—~ 22

|SIH2‘
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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) o = H exp (X, cos(nt + ®,,) — log Ely(X,,)) dt,

n=1

where I is the modified Bessel function of first order:

2
In(a) = / eo‘smxd—x (v € R).

0 2m
More precisely, pu, 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 ¢, which ensures the existence of the limit.
We shall find conditions ensuring the non nullity of the measure . A
simple such condition is

(1.6) //eH(t_s)dtds < 00

(cf. Proposition 4.1). Under the energy condition (1.6), we can define
a probability measure @ on the product space T x €2 by the equality

Eoh(t,w) = E /0 " Bt w)dp (1)

holding for all bounded functions A. This measure is called Peyriére
measure. An important fact is that “Q-almost surely” means “almost
surely (with respect to P) p,-almost everywhere”. Another important
fact is that the random variables { X, cos(nt+®,,)} defined on T x 2 are
Q-independent (cf. Theorem 2.5). On the other hand, the measure f,,
through the measure Q, well captures the points ¢ for which the series
(1.1) has a specific property. In the definition of p, we can replace
{X,} by {aX,} to give a measure pi, . S0, we possess many measures
as tools.

For the typical case X,, = \/iﬁ, we shall prove that p, , = 0 almost

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

OZQ

dimlu’w,a =1- Z (‘Oé’ < 2)
(cf. Theorem 6.3). The Peyriére measure is denoted Q,, when |a < 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 X, = \/Lﬁ Let

a € (—2,2). Almost surely pi, o-almost everywhere we have

lim : 1N i cos(nt + ®,,) _ %.
N-—oo log N £ Vn
Moreover, for any n > 0, we have the following large deviation

N
, 1 1 cos(nt +®,)  « 9
1 1 ol (tw): E — + |-, =—n".
Nl—IgologN 08 Q {< w) log N &~ vn §ZQ—H 7777]} "

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

Qa0 = H exp [aX, cos (n -z + ®,) — logEly(aX,)] do(z)

where « is a real parameter, o is a finite Borel measure on the torus
T4, {®,} are iid and uniformly distributed on the torus T¢, EX? = #

and the product is taken over n € Z?\ {0} but only one of n and —n
is taken into account.

Let us quote the following result in the case X,, = |7z|+/2 (cf. Theorem
6.3 and Theorem 7.10).
2d/2

Theorem 1.2. Let 7(d) = Tz, Which is the half area of the unit

sphere in RY. For any unidimensional measure o on T we have
(1) Quo =0 ifdimo < %T(d);
(2) dim Qo = dimo — £7(d) if dimo > O‘ZQT(d).

4

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

Theorem 1.3. Let 7(d) = %72). We have

Sr(d)z:zQ ¢ KerEQa - S‘f‘(d)a2 ;
4 P

Rower, CImEQy CR (o2 -
—z t 1

The spaces S,, R, 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 EQ,. 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
EQ, are studied in the section §6. All these can be generalized to the
torus T¢ 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(z) and
v(x) be two functions. We write u(z) < v(x) if there exists a positive
constant C' > 0 such that u(z) < Cv(x) for x in the domain of definition
of w and v. If u(zr) < v(z) and v(z) < u(z), we write u(z) < v(z).
When lim,_,,, % = 1, we write u(z) ~ v(z) (x — x0) or simply

u(zx) ~ 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 @ in a complex domain containing (—2,2) in the case of Theorem
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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 (£2,.4, P) be a probability space. We
are given an increasing sequence {A,},>1 of sub-o-fields of A and a
sequence of random functions {P,(t,w)},>1 (t € T,w € Q). We make
the following assumptions:

(H1) P,(t) = P,(t,w) are non-negative and independent processes;
P,(-,w) is Borel measurable for almost all w; P,(t,-) is A,-

measurable for each ¢.
(H2) EP,(t)=1forallteT.

Such a sequence {P,} is called a sequence of weights adapted to {A,}.
Let

n

21) Qult) = Qult.) = [ Pitt.).

J=1

For any t € T, {Q,(t)} is a martingale. We call {Q,(t)} (t € T) a
T-martingale, or a martingale indexed by 7. For any n > 1 and any
positive Radon measure o on T' (we write 0 € M™*(T')), we consider
the random measures (),,0 defined by

Quo(4) = / Qu(hydo(t) (A B(T)
A
where B(T') is the Borel field of 7. It is clear that for any A € B(T),

Q.0 (A) is a positive martingale, so it converges almost surely (a.s. for
short). So does [ ¢(t)dQ,o(t) for any bounded Borel function ¢.
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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 o € M™(T), almost
surely the random measures (), converge weakly to a random measure
S, which will be denoted Qo .

We may consider () as an operator which maps measures into random
measures. We call Q) a multiplicative chaotic operator or simply chaotic
operator, and Qo 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 Qo = 0
a.s. (the energy is totally dissipated). The second one is that Q,o(7T)
converges in L' or equivalently EQo(T) = o(T') (the energy is con-
served). If the first case occurs, we say that @) degenerates on o or o is
Q-singular. If the second case occurs, we say that @) fully acts on o or
o is Q-regular.

We define a map EQ : M™(T) — M™(T) by

(EQo)(A) =E(Qo(4))  (AeB(T)).
That o is Q-singular (resp. Q-regular) is equivalent to EQo = 0 (resp.
EQo = o).

Theorem 2.2. ([37]) Any Radon measure o € M™(T') can be uniquely
decomposed into 0 = o, + o, where o, is a Q-reqular measure and o
s a Q-singular measure. Both o, and o4 are restrictions of o, that is
to say o, = olp for some Borel set B, so that o0, = 0lpe.

The operator EQ extended to the space M(7T) is thus a projection
whose image (resp. kernel) consists of Q-regular (resp. @-singular)
measures. We call EQ the chaotic projection operator.

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

Question 1 Does () degenerate on o7

Question 2 Does @ fully act on o?

Question 3 What is the dimension of the measure Qo”?
Question 4 What are the possible relations between two mea-
sures (Q'c’ and Q"o¢” for two different operators Q' and Q" de-
fined in the same way as Q7 For example, when Q'o’ and Q"o”
are mutually singular or absolutely continuous one with respect
to the other 7
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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 H*(T) < oo where H* denotes
the a-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

h
(2.2) E (Sllp Qn(t)> < Crot=h),

teB

Then all Radon measures on T are QQ-singular.

This provides a good tool to verify the @)-singularity of o. In fact,
the condition dim o < « together with (2.2) implies the Q-singularity
of 0.

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 Q,o(T).

Theorem 2.4 ([37]). The operator Q fully acts on o and E(Qo(T))* <
oo if and only if

N—o0

(2.3) lim / / [T EP.(5)Pu(s)do(H)do(s) < .

Suppose that o is a @-regular probability measure. A useful tool for
studying the measure Qo is the Peyriere measure Q on the product
space T' x €2 defined by

(2.4) /T plt0)d0(t ) = B /T ot 0)dQo(?)

for non-negative measurable functions ¢.

Theorem 2.5 ([37]). Suppose that o is a Q-reqular probability measure
and that the probability law of the variable P,(t) is independent of t.
Then P,’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 ®, we have

(2.5) Eo®(P,(t)) = E®(Pu(t)) Pu(t),

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

1
(2.6) lim —

n—oo M, n—oo N,

n 1 n
Z log Py(t,w) = lim — Z EP, log P,.
k=1 k=1

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

Now suppose that we are given two sequences of weights { P! (t) }n>1
and {P/(t)},>1 adapted to {A],} and {A]}, respectively defined on
probability spaces (€', A", P') and (", A", P"). It is obvious that { P, }
defined by P, (t) = P/(t)P!(t) is a sequence of weights adapted to { A} ®
A"} defined on the product space (2,4, P) = (' x Q" A ® A", P'®
P"). We denote by @', Q" and @ the three operators corresponding
to the above three sequences of weights. The following decomposition
principle establishes a relationship between @', Q" and Q.

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

(a) a.s. Qo = Q"(Q'0) for any measure o € M (T).
(b) 0 € ImEQ = Q' € ImEQ" for almost all W' € Q.
(c) 0 € KerEQ = Q'0 € KerEQ" for almost all w' € (V.
(d)

EQ = EQ"EQ'.

Let @' and Q" be two operators associated respectively to { P!} and
{P/}. Now we do not suppose the independence of {P’} and {P"}.
But we suppose that the law of the vector (P)(t), P/(t)) is independent
of t. We have a Kakutani type criterion for the dichotomy of the mutual
absolute continuity of QQ’c and Q"o.

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

(a) [, E\/P.P">0= as. Q"o < Qo and o is Q"-regular.
(b) [, E/P.P/=0= as. Q"o LQ'o.

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) X,, = a,,Y,, where Y,,’s are normalized independent quasi-gaussian
real random variables. That means

EY? =1, EY?> =O(K™m!)

for some K > 0 and for all m > 2 and n > 1;

(H2) ®,’s, which will be denoted w,,, are independent random vari-
ables which are uniformly distributed on T;

(H3) the real coefficients a,,’s satisfy

o0 o0
Yol =00, > Jayl|* < 0.
n=1 n=1

We define the weights

eanYn cos(nt+wn) eanYn cos(nt+wn, )

= ]Eeoann cos(nt+wn) E[O(anYn) ’

(3.1) P,(t)

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

n

(3.2) Qn(t) = exp [Z (akYk cos(nt + wy) — log E[O(akYk)>

k=1

We shall denote by () the multiplicative operator defined by this T-

martingales {Q,(t)}.
For this multiplicative chaotic operator (), we define its correlation
function by

1 o
(3.3) H(t) = 3 ; a2 cosnt,

and its associated kernel
(3.4) B(t) = 1™,

The following simple properties of the Bessel function [y will be
frequently used in the sequel.
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Lemma 3.1. Suppose that X is quasi-gaussian and EX? = 1. As
a — 0 we have

2 a2 4
Ely(aX) = 1+ — +0(a?) = eT+00e"),

4
d «
LR (ax) = 2 3
LX) = 240,
& 1 ,
Proof. From the well known fact Io(z) =Y 0 | -3 (’2—”)2m, we get
o 1 a2m o Oé2 e 1 a?m o

Since X is quasi-gaussian, we have E(X?™) < M K™m! for some con-
stants M > 0 and K > 0. It follows that the last sum is bounded by
MTKza‘lego‘Q. 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[Q.(t)Qn(s)] < exp (% Z az cos k(t — s)) :

Proof. For any real number A\ we have the equality

E exp (A[cos(kt 4+ wy,) + cos(ks + wy)]) = Io(2A cos mk(t — s)).

atp B

Indeed, using the formula cos a + cos 8 = 2 cos “5= cos *5~, we get

cos(kt + wg) + cos(ks + wy) = 2cos(k(t + $)/2 + wy) cos Tk (t — s).

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

n

k=1

But, according to Lemma 3.1, we have

Ely(20 Yy cos mk(t — s))
[Elo(akYk)]Q

= exp {ai(cosQ Th(t — s) — %) + O(aﬁ)} :

Now we can conclude because cos? z— 3 = 3 cos2z and Y of < oo. [
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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 a3 but not on
the distributions of Y. So, without loss of generality we can assume
that Y;, = 1 for all k. In other words, we can treat all sequences {Y}}
satisfying the assumption (H1) just as in the special case of Y}, = 1.
From now on, we assume that Y, = 1.

A typical case is «,, = \%, for which the correlation function is equal
to

o2
H,(t) = —710g |sint] + O(1).

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

7 s
J(a) = e 5. <0 for a € (=9,9)
0

™

for some 9 > 0. This function J plays the role of the Bessel function

Iy. Let m,, = OQW f(z)™% be the moments (n > 0). We have
oo M
J(Oz) = Z WO& .
n=0

Some conditions on the moments of f are needed.

3.2. Correlation function H and Kernel ®. Here we first present
some conditions for H to be pointwise well defined and for H even ® to
be integrable. The function ® 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 o2 | 0, then the cosine series (3.3) defin-
ing H converges uniformly on every interval [d,27 — §] (§ > 0) and
consequently the function H is continuous in the open interval (0, 27).

A sequence {a,} is said to be convex if a, 12 — 2a,41 + a,, > 0 for all
n. A convex sequence tending to 0 must be decreasing. It is also well
known that if {2} is convex and o2 | 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 {a2} is conver and

(85)  a2l0, a2=0@m"), a2-al, =0(n"?).

n
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Then the partial sums of the series (3.3) are uniformly upper bounded
by H(x)+ C:

N
1 2
VN >1,Vx €T, Enz:lancosntgH(t)—i—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 a,, = % Choose a
positive ag such that {a, },>0 is convex. Let

N
Sn(z) = % + Z an, cosnt.
n=1

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

Sy(z) = Z_(n +1)A%, K, (1) + NAay_ 1 Ky_1(z) + ayDy(2),

n=0
where D,, is the Dirichlet kernel and K, is the Féjer kernel, both of
them are uniformly bounded by n. By the assumption (3.5), we have

|NACLN_1KN_1(I) + CLNDN(.I’)l S C

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

The conditions in Lemma 3.3 are satisfied by

1
al = 5 (n>3,8>0).
nlog” n

(a2, a2 are conveniently chosen).
If @2 | 0, the function H is continuous for x # 0. Also observe that
H is even. So, in this case, for any probability Borel measure ¢ on T

we have the equivalence

/ / 1= do(t)do(s) < 0o = / A e A=) do(t)do(s) < co.
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for some or all & > 0. If ¢ is the Lebesgue measure, after a change of
variables we get

1)
//eH(t‘s)dtds < 00 = /eH(t)dt < 00 > / et < .
0

for some or all § > 0.

Thus, in order to get the integrability of the kernel ®, 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 > ug is said to be slowly varying if for any § > 0, b(u)u? is increasing
and b(u)u~? is decreasing for u large enough. For any real number j3,
the function log® u (u > 3) is slowly varying.

Lemma 3.4 (|59], p.187-188). Let f.(t) = > o2, 2 cosnt where 0 <
7 < 1 and b, = b(n) for some slowly varying function b(-). When
0<7<1, we have

7T b(t™1)

fr(t) ~T(1—71) sin7 i t — 0.

When 7 =1 and Y % = oo, we have

() ~ / 7 i;‘)du, £ s 40,

Let us consider the functions

harpg(t) = cosnt (a>0,0<7<1,8eR).
) ﬂ( ) nzzg nTlogﬁn ( B )
Corollary 3.5. If 0 < 7 < 1, we have
Co,r
horp(t) ~ —2T ¢ — 40

with Cor = al'(1 — 7)sin 2, and e"#" is not integrable on T.

Corollary 3.6. If =1 and 0 < 8 < 1, we have

-1
du «Q 1
he twa/ ~ lolfﬁ—, t— 40

and e®™5W) s integrable on T. If T =1 and B > 1, haap ts bounded.

Corollary 3.7. If T =1 and § =1, we have

=1

d 1

hall(t)wa/ ¢ ~ aloglog—, t— 40
” 3 ulogu t

and e« s integrable on T.
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Corollary 3.8. If =1 and 8 =0, we have
Yd 1
ha,l,()(t) ~ Oé/ _U ~ OélOg t— 40
3 U

and e®Me1.00) s integrable on T if and only if o < 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

1

Do (t) = eflel) = ——
|sin £ ‘

The a-energy of a finite Borel measure ¢ is defined by

e

We have forgotten the constant 2a,
of the energy which plays the role.
Generally, for a given kernel @, the ®-energy of ¢ is similarly defined

by
13 = //@(t — s)do(t)do(s)
and the ®-potential of o is defined by
U (t) = /cb(t _ 8)do(s).

If ® € L'(T) is non-negative, even and convex on (0,27), the ®-
potential theory is well developed (cf. [42]). The Fourier coefficients

because it is usually the finiteness

</15(n) are non-negative and we have the following formula for the energy
in terms of Fourier coefficients:

Ig =47 Y ®(n)[5(n)?

n=—oo

The ®-capacity of a set £ C T, which is an important notion, is defined
by
1
inf I3’
where the infimum is taken over all probability measures concentrated

in E. When ® = ®,, we shall write I for I. UZ and cap,(F) are
similarly understood.

capg (E) =
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The potential UZ(x) describes well the local behavior of the measure
o at x:
o(B(z,r))

o(B(z,7) _ 0
(36) ASUD - S Ua (.T) S Bsup ra—l—e

>0 re >0
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 « and € > 0
(cf. [4], p. 103). So, it is easy to see that when IZ < oo, we have
dim, o > « where dim, o denotes the lower Hausdorff dimension of the
measure o:

dim, o = inf{dim £ : ¢(E) > 0},

where dim E denotes the Hausdorff dimension of the set £ (cf. [21] for
definition). In [21], the upper Hausdorff dimension of the probability
measure o is defined by

dim" o = inf{dim F : ¢(F) = 1}.

If dim, 0 = dim* o, we write dim o for the common value, called the
Hausdorff dimension of . In this case, we say o is unidimensional.
Also recall that the lower local dimension of ¢ at z is defined by

1 B
D(o,z) = liminf M.
70 logr
Here we can discretize r by taking a sequence {r,} such that r, | 0
and logr, ~ logr, 1. It is proved that [21]

dim, o = ess inf D(o, z), dim* o = ess sup D(o, z).

A finite Borel measure o is said to be a-regular, if ¢ is a countable
sum Y o; (convergent in the norm of total variation and o; having
disjoint Borel supports) such that I7" < oo for all ; it is said to be
a-singular if o is supported by a set of zero a-capacity. We denote by
Ra (resp. S, ) the set of all a-regular (resp. a-singular) measures. We
have the relations

ceS,=— dim" o <aq; o€ R, = dim, o > a.

Any finite Borel measure 0 € M™(T) has the following Kahane
decomposition.

Theorem 3.9 ([39]). Every measure in M™*(T) is uniquely decomposed
mnto o, + o5 with o, € R, and o, € S,

Actually the singular measure o, is supported by the singular part
of o defined by

Sy :={z:U(x) = c0}.
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The key step for proving Theorem 3.9 is to prove cap,(S,) = 0. The
regular measure o, can then be decomposed as the sum of restrictions
ofcon{r:i—1<U(x)<i}fori>1.

It is clear that S, increases with «, while R, decreases. Let

Sor=[)Ss  Rae=[)Rs

B>a B<a

We can similarly define S, and R,4:
So-=1JSs,  Rar=JRs

B<a B>a

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 0 € S N Ry = dimo = a.

We also introduce the class R}, which well describes the image of our
operator EQ),, as we shall prove. A finite measure 0 € R}, is defined
by the following property: for any € > 0, there exist a number § > «
and a compact set K such that

(3.7) o(K°) <e VreK, D(olg,z)>p.

where ol means the restriction to K of o. This class is not far from
Ra.

Proposition 3.11. We have the relations Ro+ C R, C Ra.

Proof. Assume 0 € R,+. Then o € R for some 3 > «, so we can write

o = 3% 0; with [7 < co. Rewrite 0 = ¢/ + o with o/ = 3V, 0;

and 0" = Y 7., 0;. For any € > 0, take N large enough such that

o"(T) < £. Since I < oo, by Fubini theorem we have UJ (z) < oo
o’-a.e. By the first estimate in (3.6), we get D(o’, ) > ( o’-a.e. Recall
that ¢’ is a restriction of ¢ on some set B. We can find a compact set
K in B such that o(B\ K) < § so that 0(K°¢) <€, and D(olg,r) >
for all z € K. Thus we have proved that o € R}.

Now suppose that ¢ € R%. Take €; = €277, there exist a sequence

B; > a and compact set K; such that
o(Kj) <e¢j; Vo e K;, D(olk;,z) >3 > .

Notice that K = J K is large i.e. 0(K°) < e. On the other hand, by
using the second estimate in (3.6), we can prove that olg, € Ry so
that olx € R,. By letting e — 0 , we can get other components of o
which are of finite a-energy. 0
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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 is H(t) = 3 3> | a2 cos nt. In this section we study
the full action of the operator @) 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. L?-convergence. For a large class of T-martingales, there is a
necessary and sufficient condition in terms of energy integral for the
L*-convergence of the total mass martingale [ @Q,(¢)do, which implies
that @) fully acts on o.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that a2 | 0 and there exists a constant C
such that

N
1
(4.1) VN > 1,Vz €T, EZaicosnxSH(x)—kC.
n=1

Let o be a probability measure on T. Then the martingale [ Q,(t)do(t)
converges in L?-norm if and only if the following energy is finite:

/ / =9 4o (£)do(s) < oo

In this case, o 1s Q-reqular.

Proof. The martingale [ Q,do converges in L*mnorm if and only if
E ([ Qudo)* = O(1). But

E ( / Qnda)2 _ / / B[O, (1) ()]do (1)do(s).

By Lemma 3.2, we have

E (/ Qnda)Q ~ //exp (% iai cos k(t — s)) do(t)do(s).

Since the series defining H convergence everywhere, we can conclude by
using the hypothesis (4.1) and the dominated convergence theorem. [J

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, EQ, ()@, (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 (Qo. When the random measure Qo is non null, we
would like to know if its a-energy is finite. We have the following result.
Recall that ®(t) = ef®).

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that the kernel ® satisfies the boundedness
condition (4.1) and suppose 13 < oo. Then we have I$° < oo a.s.
Moreover we have

E19” = / / Bt — 8)Du(t — 5)do(t)do(s) < oo

Proof. Take an arbitrary number L > 0. Denote
O (1) = L A D, (2),
which is continuous and increases to ®,(t) as L 1 co. By the definition

of Qo as weak limit and the continuity of (IJ&L), we have

| [ o0 -sid@o(tdaots) = in [ [ oD t-5)Qu0)Qu()do(0)da(s)

n—oo

By Fatou lemma, we get
// O (t—5)dQo(t)dQo (s <11m111f// OL) (t—5)EQ, (1) Qy(s)do (t)do(s).

Replace " on the right hand side by ®,. Then apply the monotone
convergence theorem on the left hand side, we get

EI9” < liminf// (t — SYEQ, (1) Qn(s)do(B)do(s).

n—oo

The estimate on EQ,,(¢)Q,(s) in Lemma 3.2 and the boundedness con-
dition (4.1) allow us to apply the dominated convergence theorem to
get

RIY <« //@a(t — 8)®(t — 5)do(t)do(s).

To prove the inverse inequality, we start with

/ / @, (t-5)dQa(1)dQa(s) > lim inf / / B (t—5)Qn (£)Qn(8)dor (t)dor(s).

The double integral on the right converges almost sure. It is bounded
by L([ Qn(t)do(t))? which is uniformly integrable by Proposition 4.1.
Therefore it converges in L'(£2), so that

EI9 > lim / / BB (t — $YEQ, (1)Qn(s)do(t)do(s).

n—oo

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

RIY > // O (t — 8)D(t — s)do(t)do(s).
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We finish the proof by letting L 1 oc. U

4.3. Decomposition and composition of ). The following decom-
position of (), will be useful when we study the regularity of Q),o. Here
the decomposition is in the sense of Theorem 2.6 (a).
Define two sequences of weights as follows
P (t) == Py, (1), Pl(t) == Py, (1)
where {P,(t)} are the weights defined by (3.1), with oy, = Z=. The
corresponding multiplicative chaotic operators of these two sequences

of weights will be denoted Q' IV and Q" I The reason for this

parametrization o/ V/2 is that the kernel associated to both Q’a
Qg/\/ﬁ are the same as that of @, /5.

3 and

Recall that the correlation function of @), is equal to

2
Ha(t) = _%1Og

sin%‘ + O(1).

Notice that the correlation function of Q” is equal to

a? K cos 2nt a? ,
(4.2) H§3>(t):72 S =~ logsint[ — O(1),
n=1
and that of Q7 is equal to
2 int/2
4, HO®@) = Ha(t) — HO(t) = - log | 1= 1).
43) OO = () = HO0) = = log | 7|+ 0(1)

Notice that H® and H® have the same size as H,,. 5 att=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 has
two singularities 0 and 7 in the interval [0, 27). We should consider that
the operator Q’C’Y 2 is defined on R/7Z. Actually the weights are -

. L (1) . .
periodic, not only 27-periodic. The kernel efd” has only one singularity

at 0. The figures of the kernels eH 0 and eH8”®) are shown in Figure
1.

The decomposition principle stated in Theorem 2.6 (a) gives rise to
the decomposition Q, = Q" y \/QQ’Q I We can continue in the same

/ _ " /
way to decompose Qa/\/é = Qa/ﬂQQa/ﬁ2, so that

e/ " !
Qo = Qayvaey eyt

The procedure can continue with )’ v and so on
«

V2
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-3 -2 -1 ! 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 1 2 3

FIGURE 1. The graphs of the kernels eZ5’® and e#&®),

Now let us talk about compositions. Let @), be the operator by the
exponentiation of <= cos(nt + w!) and let Qg be the operator by the

exponentiation of f cos(nt + w!). We suppose that all w/, and w!

(for all n > 1) are independent. By the composition of Q, and Qg
we mean the operator by the exponentiation of all \F cos(nt +w!,) and

\% cos(nt+w!). In other word, it is the operator defined by the weights

6% cos(nt+wl,) 6% cos(nt+w!!)
Py (t) = v DPaa(t) = ——5—
]0(\/—,;) Io(\%)

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

2 2 t
_o+h log sin—‘—i—O(l).

2 2

This composition operator has the same potential properties as @,
where 7 verifies

’)/2:(12—|—ﬁ2.

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

Eoo(t,w) = /¢twan()

It can be proved that {nt 4+ w, mod 27} 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 ¢(nt+w,,) is easily computed,
as stated in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3. Let QQ be the chaotic operator defined by {«,} with
a, — 0. Suppose that o is a Q-reqular probability measure. Let Q
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be the Peyriére measure associated to Qo. Then for any bounded or
non-negative function ¢ we have

(44) E (t—|— ) 1 /27r ()asinwdl'
. n Wp) = xr)e " —.
¥ Io(an) Jo 7 2
In particular,
/
n 1
Egcos(nt +w,) = ]zgzni =50+ O(aj)
"
n 1
Eg cos®(nt +w,) = IZEZn)) =57 O(a2)
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. 0

If we consider @), defined by a,, = \F’ we have
1
\/_
+0(n™)

Egcos(nt +wy,) = + O(n=3/?)

Egcos?(nt 4+ wy) =

1\9"—‘ MIQ

Consequently, we have

Proposition 4.4. Make the same assumption as in Proposition 4.5.
Assume further that >_ o? = co. Let P,(t) be the weights defining Q.
Then for any § > 0, almost surely for Qo-almost every t we have

N - N 1/246
(4.5) Z log P,(t) = 1 Z a2 +o (Z ai)
n=1 n=1 n=1

Proof. Using log Iy(v,) = a2 + O(al) and Proposition 4.3, we get
1
Eglog P,(t) = a,Eg cos(nt + wy,) — log ly(ay,) = 4an + O(at),
and
Eo(log P(t))*
= o2Eqcos?(nt 4 wy,) — 20y, log Iy(a, ) Eg cos(nt + wy) + log? In(as,)
1
= Za" +O0(ad).

So, we get the variance Varg(log P, (t)) = a2 4+ O(a}). Let Y, =
log P,,(t) — Eglog P,(t). Then the series

> E

£~ [Varg(Y1) + - -+ + Varg(Y;,)]'/2+0




24 AI-HUA FAN AND YVES MEYER

converges Q-a.e. Indeed, since {P,} are Q-independent, the partial
sums of the series is a L?-bounded martingale and Doob’s conver-
gence theorem applies. For the boundedness we use the fact that

> m < oo for any positive numbers a,, and ¢ > 1. We conclude
with the help of Kronecker lemma. 0

If we consider @), defined by a,, = \/iﬁ, we have

, 1
(4.6) J\P—Igo log N

N ()[2
log P,(4) = 2,
;og (1) =

Intuitively, if I is an interval containing ¢ of length N~!, we would
have

Qoo(I) < Pi(t)Py(t) - - Py(t)o(I)
so that

. logQuo(I) . al log (1)
lim 8%\ 0 N o Py (1 .
|11|glo log |1| N-boo log N ; og Pu(t) + |Il|g0 log | 7]

2 . . . . .
Therefore % is the difference of dimensions of the measure o and its

image (),0:
o
dim Q.0 = dimo — e

This will be rigorously proved (see Theorem 6.3).

4.5. Mutual singularity and continuity. Let {«,} and {a/} be
two sequences, which defines two operators () and )’ using the same
random variables {w,}. There is a simple criterion for the mutual
singularity and continuity of Qo and Q'o.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose > |a,|* < oo and Y |a,|* < co. Suppose
that o is a Q-reqular measure. We have

(a) Y0 | — al ] < 0o = Q'oc < Qo and o is Q'-regular.

(b) onti lom — | = 00 = Qo L Qo
Proof. This is a special case of Theorem 2.7. Let us compute

/
an+an

E 52 cos(nt+w) I ontal,
E\/P, ()P (1) = — G
Io(an)Io(ay,) Io(an)Io(ay,)
Observe that
an + oy, (an +ap,)? i on
IO(T) =1+ 1 + O(a,, + i),
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Iy(a) (o)) = (1 + o + omfn) (1 + o + O(a';t))

4 4
2 _|__ a/Q
= 1+ + O(ap + ol
It follows that
72 2 12
EVE.(OF,({) = exp <(O‘" TGO‘”) -0 Ol + a;f)>
A 1)\2
= exp (O — o) +O0(at +ah) ).
16
Finally we conclude by applying Theorem 2.7. U

5. DEGENERACY

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

1 n
H,(t) = 5 Z a2 cos kt.
k=1
5.1. A general result. Let

Sy(t) = Zn: ay, cos(kt + wy).

k=1

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 C T an interval and s € I a fized point. Let (p,q) a conjugate
pair such that % + % =1. We have

S\
(5.1) Esup Qu(t)" < (BQu(s)")"” (Eehumnsnnoo) .
tel
—np n 1-h
(5.2) (EQn(S)hp)l/p < [6_%}4;_2 >Zk:1aﬁ} :

A\ Y h? -
(5.3) (Ee'l‘hq”S"H‘X’) "< il exp (Zq|l|2 Z k2az> :
k=1
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Proof. We write

Qn(t) = Qn(s)esn(t)—sn(s) _ Qn(s)e(t—s)s;l(r)

where r is a point between s and ¢, and

S (r)=— Z koy, sin(kr + wy,).
k=1

It follows that

sup Qu(t)" < Qn(s) e ISHlI
S

Thus, by Hoélder’s inequality, we get

' 1/q
Esup Qu(t)" < (EQu(s)")"” (Eehmqusnuw) |
tel

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 Iy(-) (cf. Lemma 3.1). Indeed,

Iy(h p—h2p% n 2
EQn(S>hP — H O(—pﬂk) < 67% D k=1 X

Here the assumption > |ag|* < oo is also used. Thus

2 h(1—hp) 1-h

(EQu(s)") " < 72 Ticial = [~ 1552 Sima ok

Y

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) || = |S,(r)|, where
r is a random point. By Bernstein’s inequality, there exists an interval

J of length n~! such that [S'(-)| > 1[5’(r)|. Thus

St < L/enhqs;(wndxg E/aths;(x)dx
2[J]J; 2 Jr

Take the expectation to get

EellhalSille < g / RolllhalSa@) 1
T

< P / (Eeumqs;(x)+Eef|f|hqs;(x)) .
<3/
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The two last expectations don’t depend on z, which can be easily and
exactly computed. Thus

) n hqll|]? &
EellhallSnllee < ano(mhkoék) <L nexp <% Z kQai) .
k=1 k=1

Take g-th root of both sides to get (5.3) . O

5.2. Degeneracy of (),. Let us apply Proposition 5.1 to treat the
special case of Q.

Theorem 5.2. If dim" o < %2, then Qo = 0 a.s. In particular, the
operator @, is completely degenerate when |a| > 2.

Proof. Since «,, = \%, we have

n

n 2
a
5 ai ~ a*logn, g k*aZ ~ —n?.
2
k=1 k=1

Take a very small ¢ > 0. For a given interval I, choose n such that
[I] ~ —t. Then choose ¢ = n¢, so that |I|*n*q = O(1). Also notice
that n'/? = n'/"* = O(1). So, by Proposition 5.1, we get

a® _h(l=hp) q_
Esup Q,(1)" < < |I|F T mate (h),

o? h(l—h
(1 1’ (17hp)(1 h) 2
tel

Since dim* o < %2, for € > 0 small enough we have dim* o < (1 — e)a;.

Take 1 > h > 1 — €%, Take p close to 1 (i.e. |I] is sufficiently small) so
that
h(1—h
(1—=h)(1+e€)

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

2
Esup Q,, ()" < |1|T 190,
tel

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

If a, = \“/—% with a,, — +00, the operator is completely degenerate.
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6. IMAGE AND KERNEL OF THE PROJECTION EQ),,

Now we are going to show that if ¢ is rather regular in the sense of
Riesz potential theory, then it is @),-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 EQ,. It is then possible to compute the dimension of

Qa0

6.1. Q,-regular measures.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that D > 0‘72. If o € R}, then Q0 € R*D_i

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

Ihlole) = // |t—s|n

Step 1. We first suppose that D > 0‘7 By the L2-theory (Proposition
4.1), EQ.ox = ok, where o is the restriction olg. The associated
Peyriére measure Q is well defined. Denote by R,, the chaotic operator
defined by the weights P,, with m > €™ and consider the mass of R, 0k
concentrated in the ball B(t,e™™) centered at t of radius e™":

pn(t) = Roog(B(t,e™™)),

which can be rewritten as
pn(t) = /Xn(t, s)dR,0(s)

where x,(t,s) is the characteristic function of the set of the points
(t,s) € K x K such that |t — s| < e ™. We can then compute the Q-
expectation of p,. Indeed, by the definition of Q and Proposition 4.1,
we have

Bowrn = [ [ ults TT BB (1) Pa(s)do (1)do(s).
m=en]

Notice that

n

[e"] g e
o cosm(t

> EP(t)Pu(s) = > cosmit =) o(1)

m=1 m=1
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If |t —s| <e™™, then

[e"] o2
3 EPA(0)Pa(s) = e (7n ¥ 0(1)> |

Therefore
_o2, Xalt,s)
EQKpn < 7dO'K( )dO’K<S).
‘sm |
If x,(t,s) =1, we have e” < 1/|t — s| so that

Ze 2 ‘smts}2<<‘t_8’n,

It follows that
Eo, (Z e”"pn) < 00
m=1

and consequently p, = O(e™"") Qk-a.s. So, almost surely

pn(t) =0(e™™)  Quokx—a.e.

Then for any € > 0, almost surely there exists a compact subset K! C
K such that

Quo(K\ K;) <e¢

log pa(t)
n

lim sup < —n uniformly on K.

n—oo

On the other hand, from Proposition 4.4 we can deduce that almost

surely for every € > 0, there exists a compact set K? contained in K
such that

Qoo (K \ K?) < ¢
log Qn(t) %2

uniformly on K?2.

logn
Now let
Se = 1K61ﬂK52Q0—
Then
Qo (K \ (K[ K?2)) < 2,
and
log S.(B t,e™™ lo edn) (€ 1 (T

lim sup og 5 (B(t,e ™)) < limsup&d]()quiInsup%<>

n—00 n n—00 n n—00 n

<a—
<
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uniformly on K! (K2, This implies Q.0 € M(J]; a2)+(']T). Let us
-7

summarize as follows

2
(6.1) D > % 0 E€Rp = Qa0k ER), w2,

4

where o(K°¢) can be made as small as we like.
Step II. General case. We use the decomposition

QM Qe e
Qo= Q" Qg @2, U,

V2

which is presented in §4.3. First apply the principle (6.1) to Q’% and
2
o. We check that D > %2 = % and o € R}, and we get

/ *
Q%UERD,%

B

(<)

2

Now observe that D — %22 > %2 =

Q’% and Q/\% o. Thus we get
vz 2

. So, the principle (6.1) applies

4.2 4.92

/ / *
Q\/O%2Q%O—€RD—£— o2 -
Inductively we get

Q%“'Q/LQ/&UER* a2 a2 W2 -

V3 V2 I3 192 T T.om

Since D — %2 > 0. When m is sufficiently large, we have

o? a? a? (a/vV2")? o

D—— - % > - .
4.2 4.22 4.2m 2 2m+l
So, we can apply once more the principle (6.1), to Q(;l. Finally we
2m
get
(m) / / * %*
a a e a € R - R .
N A A R R

O

6.2. KerEQ, and ImEQ,. We have the following description for the
kernel and the image EQ,,.

Theorem 6.2. We have
Sa2_ CKetEQo C Sz ;

Roﬁ_'_ ClmEQ, CR. .
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Proof. The first inclusion follows immediately from Theorem 5.2. Now
we prove the second inclusion by contradiction. Suppose o € KerEQ,,
but o & S.2 . Then o € S for some § > 0‘72. That means o has its

4
[-regular component o, # 0 according to the Kahane decomposition.
Hence, by Theorem 6.1,

2
dim, Q.0 > dim, Q.0 > [ — % >0 a.s

which contradicts o € KerEQ,,.

Assume 0 € R.2 . That means 0 € Rg for some [ > %2. We

claim that o € Im ﬁEQa. Otherwise, there is a non null component of
o, say olg with o(K) > 0, which is killed by EQ,. That is to say,
olg € KerEQ,. So, ol € SL2+, by what we have just proved above.

4
Hence Capg(K') = 0. This contradicts olx € Rg.
The last inclusion is also proved by contradiction. Assume o € EQ,

but 0 € R.2 . Then o ¢ Rg for some 8 < %2. By the Kahane
4

decomposition, ¢ has a non null S-singular component which must be
killed by EQ, because f < %2 (cf. Theorem 5.2). This contradicts
o € EQ,. O

Recall that dimo = D means dim, o = dim* o = D. In this case,
we say that ¢ is unidimensional. The dimension of (), is given by the
following formula.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that o is a unidimensional measure and dim o >

2
QT. We have

o2
dim Q.0 = dimo — e
Proof. Let D = dimo. For any € > 0, the fact dim, o = D implies
o € R}j_.. Then by Theorem 6.1, we get dim, Q0 > D — € — 0‘72 a.s.
This proves dim, Q.0 > D — %2 a.s.

Take 3 such that ’%2 - %2 > D. Let v be such that v? = 5% + o2
We consider an operator ()g, which is independent of @),. The product
QpQ. has the same law as @),. The fact dim* o = D, together with
%2 + ’%2 > D, implies 0 € KerEQ,. Then, by Theorem 2.6 c¢), we get
Qo0 € KertEQs a.s. Now we apply Theorem 6.2 to get dim* Q.0 < S

a.s. Optimizing S leads to dim* Q.0 < D — O‘TQ a.s. O

7. TRIGONOMETRIC MULTIPLICATIVE CHAOS ON T¢

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

(7.1) Z pncos(n -z + wy,)

d
n6Z+

where Z% is the set Z¢\ {0} but with n and —n identified, and {w,}
are iid random variables uniformly distributed on T (not on T¢). Tt

can be rewritten as
1 Z pnei(n-m—i-wn)
2

nezd\{0}
with p, = p_, and w, = w_,,. When, d =1, Zi is the set of natural
numbers. The correlation function of (7.1) is defined by

H(t) = % Z p2 cos(n - t) (t € T%).

d
nezy

Let || = maxi<j<q |2;] for ¥ = (21, -+ ,24) € R% Let |x| to denote
the euclidean norm /> | 7.

7.1. Definition of T¢-martingales. Let {ak}kezi be a family of real
numbers such that Zkezi ||t < oco. Let {A,} be an increasing se-
quence of finite subsets of Zi such that A, T Zi with Ag = (). We
define the weights
(72) P = exp ZkeAn\An,l ay cos(k -t + wg)
erAn\,an_1 Io(ay)

Here is a choice for {A,}. For n > 1, we consider the hypercube
C, ={k € Z% : |k|oo < n} and choose A, to the positive part C; =
C, NZ%. In this case C;F \ C)_; is the boundary 9C;7. We have
#C, = (2n + 1) — 1. Tt follows that
(2n+1)4—1
5
Another choice for 4, is the ball {k € Z% : |k| < n}.

The T?-martingale defined by the weight (7.2) produces a chaotic

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

(7.3) EQ.(t)Qn(s) = exp (% Z azcosk - (t—s)+ O(l)) .

kEAn

L#CF = HOCT ~ d24Ind,

For a given real number «, we have the typical sequence of coefficients
Q@

Q. ::TEFWE'
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As we shall see below (cf. Theorem 7.1), the corresponding correlation
function H,(t) is smooth in T¢\ {0} and around 0 it behaves as

o? cosk-t o2 w2 1
D=3 2 T~ 7 Ty 0
keZi
Its exponentiation ®, = ef’*(® is then a Riesz kernel
7.4 ) L h ki
. W)= —— it -
( ) ( ) ‘t|7-(a)a /2 Wi T(Oé) F(d/?)

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

(7.5) G(z)= > [k exp(ik - x).

keZ k#0
For m > 1, we denote by 5, its partial sum:

Sm(G) =Y [kl exp(ik - z).

|| <m,k#£0

We set 54 = 2% which is the area of the unit sphere in R%.

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

1
Vo e T¢,  G(x)=s4log 2l + E(x).
x
(c) There exists a constant C' such that for any integer m > 1 we
have

1
S (G)(z) < s4log B +C.
x
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 6(u, z) defined by

O(u,z) = Z exp(—|n|*u) exp(in - x).

Here u > 0 and 2 € T?. The notations used here slightly differ from the
standard ones. Let us consider 6y = 6 — 1. Then the function 6y(u, )
has an exponential decay as u tends to +o00 and this decay is uniform
in z. Assume s > d. We introduce the auxiliary Jacobi functions

G(s,z)= > |n| exp(in - ).

nezZ4 n#0
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where the series converges absolutely. Fubini theorem implies
o0 d
/ Oy (u, 2)u™? = = T(s/2)G(s, 2).
0 u

One splits this integral into fol + floo which yields
['(s/2)G(s,x) = A(s,z) + B(s,x).

The function B(s,-) is obviously a C* function for every s > 0, espe-
cially B(d,z). To study A(s,x), one rewrites #y = § — 1 and uses the
following functional equation for the Jacobi function

/2

|z — 27k|?
e (=),

kezd

O(u,x) =

which follows from the Poisson summation formula. One can ignore 1
in #y = @ —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 & = 0 yield a C* contribution. Therefore

one is led to
1 2 —adu
J = d/Q/ __’.CE‘ §2d—.
(s,z) = i exp w Y

We have thus proved the following lemma.
Lemma 7.2. The difference
(7.6) ['(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 = %u we
get
= adi 1
J(d,aj)zwd/z/z 6_1?:27rd/210gﬁ+0(1), x — 0.
0 x

We have thus proved (a) and (b).

(c) will follow from (a), (b) and the following lemma.

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

|G i = Sm(G) ][ oo < C.
The proof of this lemma is immediate. We have

~ Y lyl® . Y m?
|Mg%ﬁ30—-ﬁwﬁmyWﬁﬂSOmgﬁMZm.

2
m?2
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This together with the decay of the Fourier coefficients of GG yields the
result.

Now prove (c). By (a) and (b), the function G can be forgotten and
replaced by f(x) = s4|log |z||, because the question arises around 0. It
suffices to check that f x ¢,, < f 4 C which is an easy calculation. [

It is easy to deduce that the partial sums over cubes C,, are also
bounded by s4log(1/|z|) + C.

7.3. Riesz potential theory on T? and L?-theory. Let 3 € (0,d)
be a fixed number. It is known that (cf. [55], p. 256)

1 , 1
2 T W )
meZ* m=#0
a-p)
ﬁ(f) and b € C*®(T¢). This means that the
2
function on the right, which is Lebesgue integrable on T¢, admits the
series on the left as its Fourier series. The function b is necessarily real

valued. Let B = max, b(z). We define the -order Riesz kernel by

where ~5 = 2072

1
RB(ZL’) = Wgw + b(ZE) + B.

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

1

(‘x1’ < Tyt "xdl < 7T)-
As in the case d = 1, the f-order energy I§ of a measure o on T
can be defined. As shown in [42], we have the formula

\2+Z|a |d6

|m|>0

More generally we have the results on T? as developed in §3.3 about
potential, capacity and dimension (cf. [42],[39], [21]).
By Theorem 7.1, we have

a 7Td/2

el =5 Tap)

1

7 +0(1) (as t—0).
Theorem 7.1 allows us to develop the L?-theory for our T%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.

log —
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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 Y ,_, ai and Y ,_, k*ai respectively by

Yoan Y |kPai
k€A, keAn

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

Sn(t) = Z aycos(k -t + w).

keA,
Now
.08 ¢ 108
50(0) = Suls)l = |30 St — 5)| <[t sk D2 | T2 ()|

j=1 7 g=11 "

where 95

atn('r’) =— Z kjapsin(k -t + w)
J

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

d
ISy
E exp <h\]!qz H 5.
g=1 1
)}1/d

which, by Holder inequality, is bounded by
d
{H E exp (dh|]!q H%
, ot;
7j=1
Each of these expectation can be estimated as before. Finally we get
d
oS, d[hq|I|]?
Eexp <h\[]qz o, OO) <K nexp (%(/{% +- kﬁ)a%) .

j=1

d

Let us apply the result to the special case ap = ‘kl%m Let us take
A, = CF. We are led to estimate
2 2
2 @ 2 2 @
Z&k* ZW’ ZW X = Z |k[2"
keCt keC;t keC;t keC;T

The sum over C,, doubles the sum over C;. The sum over C,, and
the sum over the ball B(0,n) are comparable, because the cube C,, is
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contained in the ball centered at 0 of radius v/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 1
Z W :SdIOgR+O(1), Z W :SdR2—|—O(R)
I<|k[<R 1<[k|<R

7T

(d/ 2)

dz dz
/ —a = 0(), / 2 n’.
n<|z|<Vdn ‘LE| n<|z|<Vdn |$‘

Proof. Assume d > 2. When z is in the unit cube centered by k, we
have |k|=% — 2|~ = O(|k|~(@*V). Since > |k|~@* < oo, we have

1 / dx
— = — +0(1).
|K| 1<|z|<R || @

The integral is equal to sy flR % = sqlog R. The second equality can
be proved in the same. We need the estimate |k|~%*2 — |z|~4"2 =
O(|k|~@=Y) for x in the unit cube centered by k. The estimates of two
integrals are direct. Il

where sq = 25757 Also we have

1<|k|<R

This lemma implies

Zai = Z ‘k‘d:7sdlogn—l—0()

keC;t keC;t
Z [kfPay = Z |k|d 2~ g odl *+0(n).
keC;t keC;t

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 Q, on T¢ with d > 2. If

o TH = Of F(;fz then Qoo = 0. Consequently, the operator
(d/2)

Qo is completely degenerate when |af? > 4d- i

dimo* <

The about statement coincides with d = 1 if we define s; = 2. So,
the degeneracy condition |a|? > 4d™ %3 holds for all d > 1.
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7.5. Decomposition of H, and ()., kernel and image of EQ,.
The following result was known for d = 1 (cf. §4.3). It will allows us to
decompose the operator (), in a suitable way. Recall that the function

G is defined by (7.5).

Lemma 7.7. There is a partition of Z%\ {0} into two parts Py and Ps
such that the decomposition G = G + G5 with

= k[ exp(ik-x),  Ga(x) =Y [k exp(ik - x)

kePy keP2

has the property
1 1
Gi(z) = §G($) +0(1), Gi(z) = éG(x) +0(1) asx—0.

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

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

A L =1\ _ NG CQSE —Smﬁz .
1 1 sinf  cos g
The linear map defined by A is a similitude such that |Ak| = 2|k|

and preserves the lattice Z?. We choose P; = A(Z?\ {0}) and P, =
74\ {0} \ P,. Then

1
Gi(z)= Y |Akrdexp(mk-x)=§ > [k exp(ik - "Ax).
kezd\{0} keza\{0}

Now, by Theorem 7.1, around 0 we have

Ci(x) = SO(A) = lsd log 1y +O(1) = 5C(x) +0(1).

1
|fAx|
Consequently

1
Ga(z) = G(z) — Gy(z) = §G(x) + O(1).

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

2=t )

where I; 5 is the (d — 2) x (d — 2) unit matrix. The boundedness of
partial sums follows from Lemma 7.3. 0
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Let Ggl) = G, and Ggl) = (5. In the same way, we can continue to
decompose G{V(z) = G + G with
1
22

1
G('A%r) = - > [k exp(ik - Ax).

kezd\{0}

G (@) = L6 (Ar) =

In our application later, we don’t decompose Gél) or Gg) further. But
we need to decompose the first component several times. All these
components ng ) have the same properties of G as stated in Lemma
7.7.

What we are really interested is H,, which is equal to $G(z). The
corresponding decomposition of H, allows us to decompose the chaotic
operator (), as follows

Qo=@ gnlgm Q2,05

where all the operators at the right are independent, the correlation

function of () _«_ has the same behavior as H_o_ and that of ()_o_ has
v2J V2J V2

the same behavior as H s

The kernel @, = e is the Riesz kernel of order % (cf. (7.4)).

If @ < d, the Lebesgue measure \ is (),-regular and the Peyriére
measure 9, associated to Q. A is well defined. It can be proved that

1 & 7(d)a?
(7.7) Q,—a.s. ]\}1_13;0 og N nZ:;loan(t) ==

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

Now we can state the following description for the measure (), when
o 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 > T(dTW. If o € R}, then Q.0 €
R*D, ‘r(déZoz2 ‘

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

Theorem 7.9. Let 7(d) = F’{;?;. We have

ST(d)a2 C KerEQa C ST(d)a2 3
4 i T

R‘r(d)a2 C Im ]EQa C RT(d)a2 .
N e
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Let us finish by stating the counterpart in higher dimension of The-
orem 6.3

Theorem 7.10. Suppose that o is a unidimensional measure on T¢

and dim o > W. We have

T(d)oﬂ‘
4

dim Q.0 = dimo —

8. RANDOM TRIGONOMETRIC SERIES

8.1. Study of > ° | p, cos(nt + w,). Now come back to our series

(8.1) Z X, (t) = Z P cos(nt + wy,),

n=1

which was proposed in §1 Introduction. Suppose that > p? = co. 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
o on T, the series diverges almost surely o-almost everywhere. When
Pn = \/Lﬁ, 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 Q,A\. Similar results also hold for Q.o with o # A,
but we don’t state them.

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

]EQXn<t> - * PnQpn + O(pnlan|3)

N =D =

EQXn(t)2 = : :0721 + O(pi|0[n‘2)

Remark that the variance of X, is equivalent to % p2 if a,, — 0. Notice
that we have coefficients p,, in the series (8.1), but our chaotic measures
are defined by the exponentiation of «,, cos(nt + w,), where a,,’s are
not necessarily p,’s.

Theorem 8.1. Suppose > p2 = oo and X is Q-reqular where Q is the
chaotic operator defined by {c,} with o, — 0. Then almost surely
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QX-almost everywhere the series (8.1) diverges and

N | X N
ancos(naz + wy) = 5 anan +0 (w(Zﬂi)) ,
n=1 n=1

n=1
where ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) is a function satisfying the condition
o0 2
Z P
N 5)\?
n=1 w(anl pn)

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

- Xn(t) — ]EQaXn(t)
; 80( ZnN:1 p%) 7

the partial sums of which form a L2-bounded martingale. This bound-
edness is checked by the fact that the variance of X, (¢) is of size p2. O

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 > p> = oo and X is Q-reqular where Q is the
chaotic operator defined by {a,} with a,, — 0. Then almost surely
QA-almost everywhere we have

limsup Moo (cos(nz + wy,) — $a,)

e \/Zn lpn log log Zn 1pn

if the followz'ng condition s satisfied for some 2 < p < 3:

(8.2) P < 00.

p
n=l1 (\/Zn 1 P2 loglog 32, 1pn>

Proof. 1t is a special case of the following law of iterated logarithm
due to Wittmann (cf. [58] Theorem 1.2). Let {Z,} be a sequence of
independent real random variables such that EZ, = 0 and EZ? < cc.
Let

=1

S, = Z Z, sp = /ES2, t, = +/2loglog s2.
k=1
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Suppose that
E|Z, |
Sntn)

(8.3) lims, =00, $p41 = 0(sy), <oo (F2<p<3).

i

1

3
Il

Eﬂg

Then almost surely we have lim sup,, Sf—;n = 1. We can apply this result
to Z, = X, (t) — EgX,,(t) where X,,(t) = p, cos(nt + w,,) to obtain the
announced result. Indeed, we have

5o~ %Zn: ph-
k=1

So, since |Z,| < 2p,,, the convergence of the series in (8.3) is ensured
by the condition (8.2). The assumption Y p? = oo is nothing but
lims, = oco. The condition s,+1 = O(s,) in (8.3) is also satisfied
because p, — 0. U

In Theorem 8.1 and Theorem 8.2, we can consider the operator () as
well as ) associated to {n,a,} where {n,} is a sequence of +1 or —1
and then consider the measures QA and Q' \. Both operators () and )’
have the same correlation function. Both measures Q'A and QA share
same properties, like

2

dim Q. \ = dim QA = 1 — O‘Z (lo| < 2)

in the case o, = \% But they are usually mutually singular (cf.

Proposition 4.5):

a.s QNLQN<—= Z 11— n. % an]? = oo.
n=1
By choosing different sequences {«a,} and {n,}, points of different
properties the series (8.1) can be obtained, even when {w,} 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 )~ % (0<r<3). Let us look at
the special series
. cos(nt + wy,) 1
8.4 _ 0<r<—-).
(8.4 PRt 0<r<y)

—_

n—

First assume r = % The variables nt + w,, are i.i.d. with respect to
A ® P and we have

1
Exgp cos(nt +w,) =0, Eygpcos®(nt +w,) = /(3082 xdr = 5
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Then, by the classical law of iterated logarithm, a.s. for A-almost all ¢
we have

=1.

N
lim sup Zn:l COS(nt + wn)

N—oo v N loglog N

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

ZN cos(nt+wn)

. n=1 N
lim sup =
Nooo /10g N logloglog N

More generally, if |a] < 2, by Theorem 8.2, we have a.s. Q,\-almost
everywhere

N 1 ]
_, —=cos(nt +w,) — log N
8.5 lim su 2ot vV ( ) 2 08 =1
(85) p
N—oo Vl1og N logloglog N

In particular, we have a.s. QQ,A-almost everywhere

N
: 1 1 o
(86) ]\}I_I}I})O logN ngl % COS(TLt + wn) = 5
Now assume 0 < r < 1. Since Y ) k71277 = ’{1/22:: + O(1) and
"k =2 4 O(1), if || < 2, by Theorem 8.2, we have a.s.
k=1 1—2r y

Qo M-almost everywhere

N 1 «a 1/2—r
_, —=cos(nt + w,) — N
lim sup 2ot ( ) rw =+v1-2r
N—oo VN2 loglog N

Since NY/27" = o(y/N1-2rloglog N), we have a.s. Q,\-almost every-
where

SN L cos(nt + wy,)

n=1 nr

(8.7) lim sup =+V1-2r.

Nooo  /N'2rloglog N

It is well known that the series > Si\%‘t converges everywhere, but

not uniform, to a Lebesgue integrable function, and the convergence
is uniform on any interval [§,1 — d] (0 < § < 1/2) (cf. [59], vol. I,

Chapter V and [7] p.87). But the randomized series > >, —Sin(%w”)

loses all these properties almost surely.
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8.3. Large deviation of > " % Suppose |a| < 2. By (8.5)

which is a consequence of T heorem 8.1, we have

a—a.s. i
Lo—as Nl—I}golOganl

1 iv: cos(nt +w,) «
Vn 2

We have the following stronger result, a large deviation result.
Theorem 8.3. Suppose |a| < 2. For any n > 0, we have

1 - cos(nt +wy,) , «
I 1 t,w): ) E - =
N2 Tog N OgQa{( ) ogN &= n 7ot "’”]} 7

Proof. Let W,, = > 7_, %, the random variable in question and

a, = logn, the chosen normalizer. We shall prove that the following
limit exits

¢(f) := lim ilogE oW _ (B+a)?—a?

, VBeR
n—oo @, 4
which is called the free energy function of (W,,) with weight (a,,), with
respect to the probability measure Q,. By the large deviation theorem
(|14], p. 230), for any non empty interval K C R we have
lim —log Qu{a,'W, & K} = — inf ¢*(v)

n—00 A, yeEK

where ¢*(v) = supg (78 — ¢(B)) is the Legendre transform of ¢(-). Then
the announced result will follow.
Indeed, the limit ¢(8) = £12°C is easy to obtain, because

n I (<2 242
EQQG/BWTL — # = ex <M 1ogn> i
k=1 IO(TE) 4
It is also direct to get the Legendre transform c¢*(y) = (fy %)2 The

2

convex function ¢*(-) attains its minimal value at v =
S + [—=n,n], we have clearly

* 2
inf (7)) = (a/2+m) ="

The same method applies to other cases. Assume p, — 0 and \/iﬁ =

o(pn). That is the case for p, = L with 0 < r < 3. If we consider

2
W, = 7_, pncos(kt + wy), we have

n I _{_i 2 N
Eo. ™ =] M < exp (ﬁ pi) :
k=1 O(TE) 1
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Take a, = Y ,_, pi as normalizer. Then we get that the free energy

function of (W,,) is equal to ¢(B) = Z—Q. Its Legendre transform ¢*(y) =
v2. Therefore

! " n t n
lim ———log Q. 1 (t,w) : 2n=1P fvosm + wy)
o Zn:l p% anl pgb
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