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Abstract. The application of the Feynman-Kac formula to Polaron models of
quantum theory leads to the path measure of Brownian motion perturbed by a
pair potential that is translation invariant both in space and time. An important
problem in this context is the validity of a central limit theorem in infinite volume.
We show both the existence of the relevant infinite volume limits and a functional
central limit theorem in a generality that includes the Fröhlich polaron for all
coupling constants. The proofs are based on an extension of a novel method by
Mukherjee and Varadhan.
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1. Introduction

The polaron is a model for a quantum particle interacting with a polar crystal. The
interaction affects at least two quantities of physical interest. On the one hand, the ground
state energy of the system is lowered when the interaction is increased. On the other hand,
the particle needs to drag along the polarization when it moves, and thus appears heavier
than it would be without the interaction: it has an effective mass larger than its bare mass.
For a particular polaron model now known as the Fröhlich polaron, both of these effects
were investigated by Feynman in [Fey55] using his newly invented path integral method.
The central object in this context is the quantity

zt =

∫
exp

(
α

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

e−|s−r|

|xs − xr|
ds dr

)
W0(dx), (1.1)

where W0 is three-dimensional Brownian motion, and α > 0 is the coupling constant
determining the strength of the interaction between the particle and the polar crystal. For
the ground state energy, Feynman argues that there exists Eα 6 0 such that zt ∼ e−Eαt as
t→∞, and that Eα is then ground state energy of the polaron. For the effective mass, he
finds that it can be obtained by pinning the Brownian motion at x̄ at the final time t and
observing the dependence of zt on x̄ under these circumstances. More precisely, when zt(x̄)
is the value of the integral (1.1) with an additional factor of δ(xt− x̄) in the integrand, then
zt should behave like exp(−Eαt − mαx̄

2/2t) for large t, where mα is the effective mass.
Feynman then goes on to derive quantitative estimates for the ground state energy and the
effective mass as functions of α. Among other things, he finds that Eα 6 −α−1.23(α/10)2,
and that mα ∼ 202(α/10)4 for large α, and remarks that these results compare well with
those obtained earlier by Pekar [Pek49] using the adiabatic approximation.

The arguments of Feynman, while ingenious, are almost completely non-rigorous. Since
then, there have been many efforts to understand various aspects of the polaron problem
in a mathematically rigorous way. Most fundamental among them is a firm connection
between formula (1.1) and the underlying many-body quantum system. This connection

1

ar
X

iv
:2

10
6.

06
44

7v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 1
1 

Ju
n 

20
21
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has emerged over the years in various forms, and it is difficult to track it back to a single
source. We refer to [Møl06] for a review on functional analytic aspects of the polaron, and
to [DS20] for an outline on the connection to probability theory. For the convenience of
the reader, we also and include a short overview on the topic as an appendix to the present
paper.

The problem of the ground state energy was completely solved by Donsker and Varadhan
in [DV83] at least for the (physically most relevant) limit of large α. Using their large devi-
ation techniques, they find that both ψ(α) := limt→∞

1
t log zt and g0 := limα→∞ ψ(α)/α2

exist, and that g0 can be calculated using the variational formula of Pekar [Pek49]. Lieb
and Thomas [LT97] give a functional analytic proof of the same result that in addition
yields explicit error estimates.

The problem of the effective mass turned out to be more difficult. Spohn [Spo87] ob-
served that the mathematically rigorous connection between the effective mass and the
quantity zt should appear through a central limit theorem: for each t > 0, one can read
(1.1) as the normalization of a probability measure Pt on path space, namely the pertur-
bation of Brownian motion by the exponentiated double integral; see formula (1.2) below.
The task is then to prove the existence of a limiting probability measure P∞ as t→∞, and
a central limit theorem under diffusive rescaling of P∞. The emerging diffusion constant
is the inverse of the effective mass. There are some details that need consideration, such
as the sense in which the limit exists, given that the interaction is translation invariant.
While the treatment in [Spo87] is still partly non-rigorous, recently Dybalski and Spohn
[DS20] put the connection between a central limit theorem and the effective mass on solid
mathematical ground.

This leaves the problem of actually showing the central limit theorem, and as a prereq-
uisite the existence of an infinite volume measure. A main obstacle is the singularity in
the integrand of the double integral that prevents e.g. uniform estimates in the paths. In
this paper, we show for the first time that for all values of the coupling constant α, infinite
volume measures related to (1.1) exist, and that a functional central limit theorem holds.
We also give an explicit expression for the diffusion constant that is explicit enough to read
off its strict positivity immediately.

Our results actually hold for more general models than the Fröhlich polaron. As dis-
cussed in the Appendix, various polaron models of quantum theory give rise to probability
measures of the type

Pα,T (dx) =
1

Zα,2T
exp

(
α

2

∫ T

−T

∫ T

−T
w(|t− s|,xt − xs) dsdt

)
W(dx), (1.2)

where α, T > 0, and where w depends on the specific model, Zα,2T is the normalizing
constant, or partition function, and W is the path measure of Brownian motion, although
here we have to be a bit careful: the translation invariance of the interaction means that
when we e.g. let W be the distribution of Brownian motion started at time −T in the
origin, then the distribution of x 7→ x0 under Pα,T can not be expected to converge. An
elegant solution is to let W be the measure of two-sided Brownian motion pinned to 0
at time 0, and to consider the family (Pα,T )T > 0 on the σ-algebra A generated by the
increments Xs,t(x) = xt−xs. This choice gets rid of the rather arbitrary pinning at t = 0,
and the measures on the restricted σ-algebra will be shown to converge locally in the usual
sense.

We call measures of the form (1.2) Polaron path measures. The precise conditions (A1)-
(A3) that we impose on w will be stated at the beginning of Section 2. The most important
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among them is the growth condition

lim sup
T→∞

Zα,2T
Z2
α,T

<∞ (GC)

on the partition function. For suitable w, we find a number of equivalent conditions to
(GC), one of them being the existence and strict positivity of limT→∞ Zα,T e−ψ(α)T , where

ψ(α) = lim
T→∞

1

T
logZα,T

is the free energy associated to (1.2). Under these conditions, we show the existence of an
infinite volume limit Pα,∞ of the family (Pα,T )T > 0. Under the additional condition that
x 7→ w(t, x) is quasiconcave for all t > 0 we show a functional central limit theorem for
Pα,∞ under diffusive rescaling.

Central limit theorems for similar models have been proved before. [BS04] focuses on
Polaron path measures that originate from quantum polaron models. The method rests
on not integrating out the field, and instead working directly with a Markov process on
an infinite dimensional state space; the central limit theorem is then obtained by studying
the quantum field as seen from the moving particle, and by applying a suitable theory of
Kipnis and Varadhan [KV86]. The method needs, among other assumptions, that w is
bounded, and thus does not work for the Fröhlich polaron.

Gubinelli [Gub06] treats general Polaron path measures, and implements an approach
that had already been proposed in [Spo87]: By cutting [−T, T ] into blocks of finite length
and considering the space of continuous functions on each block, he obtains an one-
dimensional system of infinite dimensional spins, where all spins interact with each other
through the double integral, but in case of sufficiently fast decay of t 7→ w(t, x), that
interaction becomes weak for distant blocks. Dobrushins theory of one-dimensional spin
systems [Dob68, Dob70] then guarantees existence and uniqueness of the infinite volume
limit, and the central limit theorem is a consequence of sufficiently fast decay of correla-
tions between distant blocks. The conditions on w are weaker than those from [BS04] in
some aspects, but stronger in others. They also need uniformly bounded potentials and
thus exclude the Fröhlich polaron. Also, the coupling constant α needs to be sufficiently
small for Dobrushins method to work.

The method of Mukherjee [Muk20] also relies on cutting the space of functions into
blocks. He uses it to construct a discrete time Markov chain (with infinite dimensional
state space) that describes the behaviour of the path in a given block given its behaviour in
the previous block, and shows that this Markov chain fulfills the conditions for a generalized
Perron-Frobenius argument. The central limit theorem is then derived as a consequence
of the CLT for additive functionals of stationary Markov chains. The method works most
cleanly when t 7→ w(t, x) has compact support, in which case it can also handle some
specific unbounded w. It also works when supx |w(t, x)| 6 Ct−2−δ for constants C, δ > 0.
Both conditions exclude the Fröhlich polaron.

Important progress was achieved recently by Mukherjee and Varadhan in the work
[MV19] mentioned already above. The key idea is not technically difficult, but ingenious:
for the case of the Fröhlich polaron, one expands the exponential in (1.2) into a Taylor
series, exchanges the order of integration, and interprets (1.2) as a mixture of Gaussian
measures, where the mixing measure is a point process on the space of (possibly overlap-
ping) finite subintervals of R. The results of the paper are the existence of Pα,∞ and a
central limit theorem, valid for either large enough or small enough α. The paper is strictly
devoted to the Fröhlich polaron, and many calculations are specific to the precise form of
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w(t, x) = e−t /|x|, in particular for writing it as a mixture of Gaussian measures. Also, the
central limit theorem is proved as a ’diagonal limit’, where the diffusive scaling is applied
at the same time as T is sent to infinity.

We find that the method of [MV19] can be generalized significantly, and thereby becomes
both conceptually simpler and more powerful. The central object of our theory is a Gibbs
measure on marked partitions of the real line, and it is the infinite volume limit of this
measure that needs to be understood in order to study limits and properties of the measure
(1.2). Using the mixing properties of the limit measure, we prove a full functional central
limit theorem, with the diffusive scaling applied after taking the infinite volume limit. Its
proof relies on mixing properties of the limiting Gibbs measure on marked partitions and
does not need Pα,T to be a mixture of Gaussian measures. Another important result of our
paper concerns the conditions under which the central limit theorem holds. [MV19] give
a sufficient condition (see Condition (G) below) for the validity of their results, which is
however not easy to check in general. We show that condition (G) is equivalent to several
natural conditions, one of them being (GC). In particular, this allows us to treat the
Fröhlich polaron for all coupling constants with very little additional effort. We also find
that the critical parameter λ in (G) is equal to ψ(α) − α, which leads to some intriguing
relations between the Gibbs measure on marked partitions, the ground state energy Eα(0)
of the quantum polaron, and the overlap 〈Ω,Ψα〉 between the Fock vacuum Ω and the
ground state Ψα of the polaron. We do not explore these relations in depth in the present
paper, but we present a few interesting calculations in Section 7 below.

The paper is organised as follows: in Section 2, we present our results and compare them
to the results available in the literature. In Section 3 we give an outline of the proof and
discuss where we follow the ideas of [MV19] and where we go beyond them. Section 4 is the
main technical part of the paper: here we develop a general theory of Gibbs measures on
(marked) partitions of the real line and discuss conditions for existence of infinite volume
measures. Section 5 contains the proof of the central limit theorem. In Section 6 we prove
a sufficient conditions for the validity of (GC), and in Section 7 we discuss how various
quantities for polaron models are connected to the measures from Section 4.

2. Results

Consider the Polaron path measure (1.2) defined on (C(R,Rd),A), where A is the σ-
algebra generated by the increment maps

Xs,t : C(R,Rd)→ Rd, x 7→ Xs,t(x) := xs,t := xt − xs

for s, t ∈ R, and where W is the distribution of Brownian increments (i.e. the restriction
of the distribution of a two-sided Brownian motion to A). For the function w and the
parameter α we make the following assumptions:

(A1): w is measurable, positive (allowing the value +∞), and fulfills w(t,−x) = w(t, x)
for all t > 0 and x ∈ Rd.
(A2): Zα,T <∞ for all T > 0.

(A3): lim supT→∞
Zα,2T
Z2
α,T

<∞, i.e. (GC) holds.

Remark 2.1. The positivity condition in (A1) can be relaxed: let f : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) be
a measurable function with

∫∞
0 (1 + t)f(t) dt <∞. The measures Pα,T are invariant under

replacing w with (t, x) 7→ w(t, x) + f(t) in the double integral, and a a short calculation
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shows that (GC) holds after the transformation if and only if it held before the transfor-
mation. Therefore, it is enough to assume that there exists f with the above integrability
condition such that w + f is positive. In other words, as long as w is bounded below
and its negative part decays sufficiently fast at infinity uniformly in x, our results hold.
The well-definedness condition (A2) is trivial for bounded w, but becomes an issue for un-
bounded w such as in the Fröhlich polaron. While Proposition 2.4 contains some sufficient
conditions under which (A2) holds, we refer to the work of Bley and Thomas [BT17] for
much more general, quantitative estimates on the partition functions of Feynman-Kac type
perturbations of Brownian motion, as well as an overview over the literature on this topic.

On (C(R,Rd),A) , we say that a family (Pt)t>0 of probability measures converges to a
probability measure P locally in total variation if for all a < b the restriction of Pt to

Aba := σ
(
Xs,t : s, t ∈ [a, b]

)
converges in total variation to the restriction of P to Aba as t→∞.

Theorem 2.2 (Existence of infinite volume measure). Assume (A1)–(A3). Then there
exists a measure Pα,∞ on (C(R,Rd),A) such that Pα,T → Pα,∞ locally in total variation
as T →∞.

There is an explicit representation for Pα,∞, which however requires us to introduce and
explain several further notions. We refer to Theorem 3.3 below for details.

For stating the central limit theorem, let

Xt := X0,t, and Xn
t :=

1√
n
Xnt

for n ∈ N and t ∈ R. Recall that a function u : Rd → R ∪ {∞} is called quasiconcave if its
superlevel sets u−1([a,∞]), a ∈ R ∪ {∞} are convex sets. An example for a quasiconcave
function is x 7→ w(t, x) with w as in the Fröhlich polaron.

Theorem 2.3 (Functional central limit theorem). Assume (A1)–(A3), and assume that
w(t, ·) is quasiconcave for all t > 0. Then there exists a positive definite matrix Σ ∈ Rd×d
with Σ 6 Id (in the sense of quadratic forms) such that the distribution of Xn under Pα,∞
converges weakly to the distribution of

√
ΣX under W as n→∞.

Again, there is an explicit representation for the covariance matrix Σ that we do not
have the notation and notions to state yet. We refer to Theorem 3.4 below.

We now discuss sufficient conditions for (GC). Let H : D(H) ⊆ H → H be a self-
adjoint, lower bounded operator in some Hilbert space H with inner product 〈·, ·〉 and let
Φ ∈H . We say (Zα,T )T > 0 is of spectral type with Hamiltonian H and state Φ if

Zα,T = 〈Φ, e−TH Φ〉
for all T > 0. Clearly, this implies the validity of condition (A2). If the bottom of
the spectrum of H is an eigenvalue, any normalized eigenvector corresponding to that
eigenvalue is called a ground state of H. In this case, we say that H has a ground state. We
denote by νH,Φ the spectral measure of H with respect to Φ, i.e. νH,Φ(A) = 〈Φ,1A(H)Φ〉
for all A ∈ B(R).

Proposition 2.4.
a) Assume that there exists a measurable function f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) satisfying

∫∞
0 (1 +

t)f(t) dt < ∞ such that |w(t, x)| 6 f(t) for all t > 0 and x ∈ Rd. Then assumption (A2)
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and (A3) are fulfilled.
b) Assume that (A1) holds and that (Zα,T )T > 0 is of spectral type with Hamiltonian H and
state Φ where H : D(H) ⊆H →H is a self-adjoint, lower bounded operator and Φ ∈H .
Then

ψ(α) = − inf supp(νH,Φ)

and condition (A3) is satisfied if and only if −ψ(α) is an eigenvalue of H and Φ is non-
orthogonal to the respective eigenspace. In particular, if H has a ground state Ψ with
〈Φ,Ψ〉 6= 0 then (A3) is satisfied and −ψ(α) is the ground state energy.
c) Assume that w(t, ·) = w̃(t, | · |) is rotationally symmetric and positive and that w̃(t, ·) is
decreasing for all t > 0. Let w̃β(r) := supt > 0 e

βtw̃(t, r) for β, r > 0. Assume there exist
β > 0 and p > 1 such that

∫ 1
0 w̃β(r)p dr <∞ in case d = 1∫ 1
0 r| log(r)| · w̃β(r)p dr <∞ in case d = 2∫ 1
0 r · w̃β(r)p dr <∞ in case d > 3.

Then Condition (A2) is fulfilled for all α > 0, ψ(α) exists and is finite for all α > 0, and
there exists an α0 > 0 such Condition (A3) is fulfilled for all α 6 α0.

Proof. For the proof of a), notice that for all T > 0∫ T

−T

∫ T

−T
|w(t− s,Xs,t)|ds dt 6

∫ T

−T

∫ T

−T
f(|t− s|) ds dt 6 4T

∫ ∞
0

f(τ) dτ <∞,

and thus (A2) holds. The estimate∫ 0

−T

∫ T

0
|w(t− s,Xs,t)|dtds 6

∫ ∞
0

∫ ∞
s

f(τ) dτ ds =

∫ ∞
0

τf(τ) dτ <∞ (2.1)

leads to
Zα,2T 6 Z

2
α,T exp

(
α

∫ ∞
0

τf(τ) dτ

)
(2.2)

for all α, T > 0. This shows (A3).
For b), let E := inf supp(νH,Φ). Since

Zα,T = e−TE〈Φ, e−T (H−E)Φ〉 = e−TE
∫

[E,∞)
e−T (x−E) νH,Φ(dx)

holds for all T > 0, we have

ψ(α) = lim
T→∞

1

T
logZα,T = −E + lim

T→∞

1

T
log

∫
[E,∞)

e−T (x−E) νH,Φ(dx) = −E,

the last equality holding because for each ε > 0, we have

1 >
∫

[E,∞)
e−T (x−E) νΦ(dx) > e−Tε

∫
[E,E+ε)

νH,Φ(dx),

with the integral on the right hand side being strictly positive. Thus

lim
T→∞

Zα,T e
−ψ(α)T = lim

T→∞

∫
[E,∞)

e−T (x−E)νH,Φ(dx) = νH,Φ({E})

by dominated convergence. Hence, the limit on the left hand side is positive if and only
if E is an eigenvalue of H and Φ is non-orthogonal to the corresponding eigenspace. If
the limit is positive, limT→∞ Zα,2T /Z

2
α,T = (limT→∞ Zα,T e

−ψ(α)T )−1 and (GC) is satisfied.
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We will see in Theorem 3.2 that the other direction holds as well: If (GC) is satisfied then
limT→∞ Zα,T e

−ψ(α)T exists and is positive.
The proof of part c) is more involved and is given in Section 6 below. �

Corollary 2.5. Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 hold for the Fröhlich polaron, for all values of α > 0.

Proof. For the Fröhlich polaron, (Zα,T )T > 0 is of spectral type where H = Hα(0) is the
Fröhlich Hamiltonian at total momentum zero, and Φ = Ω is the Fock vacuum; for instance,
set k = t = 0 in formulae (2.11) and (2.14) of [DS20] to see this. It is well known that
for all coupling constants α > 0, H(0) has a spectral gap and an unique (up to a phase)
ground state Ψα, and that 〈Ψα,Ω〉 6= 0; again, we refer to [DS20]. We can therefore apply
Proposition 2.4 b) and obtain the result. �

The rather direct connection of Condition (GC) to quantum systems given in 2.4 b) has
some interesting implications: it means that independent criteria for the validity of (GC),
such as those from Proposition 2.4 c) or from Theorem 3.2 below, can be used to decide
about the existence of ground states in quantum systems. Used in the other direction, this
connection indicates that the sufficient condition from Proposition 2.4 a) is very close to
being also necessary for the case of bounded w: for the massless Nelson model without
infrared cutoff it is known that w is bounded with w(t, 0) ∼ |t|−2, and that the Hamiltonian
has no ground state in Fock space; see Chapter 6.7 of [LHB11]. Therefore (GC) cannot
hold in this case.

Let us end this section by giving a more detailed comparison of our results with those
previously available. We will take Remark 2.1 into account, i.e. that the assumption of
positivity in (A1) can be weakened. Then Proposition 2.4 a) implies that (GC) holds for
all cases considered in [BS04] as well as those included in Assumption 2.1 of [Muk20]. For
the alternative Assumption 2.2 of [Muk20], Proposition 2.4 c) guarantees that (GC) holds
for small enough α in all cases except the singular potential in one dimension. Also, note
that Assumption 2.2 of [Muk20] does not carry a restriction on the value of α.

For the central limit theorem, we require quasiconcavity of w, which is not needed in
[BS04] and in the cases from [Muk20] where w is bounded. Quasiconcavity is used for
a short proof of both tightness in path space and finite variance, via Gaussian correla-
tion inequalities. We believe that there should be other methods of achieving these goals
whenever (GC) holds, but at the moment we do not have them.

Gubinelli [Gub06] also requires w to be bounded, but proves the existence of an infinite
volume limit (but not the central limit theorem) also in some cases where the criterion
of Proposition 2.4 a) does not hold. As discussed above in the context of the massless
Nelson model, we do not expect (GC) to hold in general in such cases. In this context,
the work [OS99] is also of interest, where in a non-translation invariant version of the
model with slow decay of t 7→ w(x, t), the existence of at least two different infinite volume
limit measures is proved, depending on boundary conditions. Since we believe that (A1)
- (A3) should already be sufficient for a central limit theorem, and since such a central
limit theorem is not expected to hold in situations where correlations are so strong that
multiple Gibbs measures exist, we conjecture that in generic cases of bounded potentials
violating the assumptions of Proposition 2.4 a), (GC) will not hold.

The results in [MV19] were obtained using a method that is related in some aspects
to the proof we will give for Proposition 2.4 c), although other aspects differ significantly.
An important common feature is that in both methods, there is a restriction on the range
of α that can be treated: Proposition 2.4 c) only works for small α, while the results in
[MV19] are stated for large enough or small enough α. We believe that there is a gap
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in the proof of Theorem 4.1 of [MV19]. Namely, it is unclear to us where the factor of
α

α+λ comes from in formula (4.18) of [MV19]; such a factor corresponds to the ’dormant’
period at the beginning of a cluster, but if (4.18) were true, a dormant period would occur
for each point in the cluster, which is not the case. Without the presence of that factor,
however, the choice (4.19) for λ(α) is no longer possible when α is large, and this creates a
gap in the proof of Theorem 4.8 for the case of large α. On the other hand, our Corollary
2.5 shows that the results of [MV19] are correct as stated and extends them to all α > 0.

In conclusion, the extended method of Mukherjee and Varadhan in conjunction with
(GC) is a powerful tool to study infinite volume limits and functional central limit theo-
rems for Polaron path measures including the Fröhlich polaron for all coupling strengths.
One restriction of the method is that w has to be bounded below; this is necessary for
positivity properties of the measure on partitions. Consequently, e.g. the ’anti-polaron’
w(t, x) = − e−|t| /|x|, can not be treated. Another restriction is the requirement of transla-
tion invariance. This excludes interesting cases, e.g. measures corresponding to particles in-
teracting both with a quantized field and an external potential; see [Bet03, BHL+02, OS99],
for instance.

3. Outline of the proof

Let 4 = {(s, t) ∈ R2 : s < t}. We denote by (N(4),N (4)) and (Nf (4),Nf (4))
the state spaces of point processes and finite point processes on 4 respectively. In the
following, we always assume that Assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold. We start by modifying
the approach taken by Mukherjee and Varadhan for the Polaron [MV19]: By using the
series expansion of the exponential function and exchanging the order of integration, we
write the measure Pα,T as a mixture of probability measures Pξ, ξ ∈ Nf (4) which have
a product structure under non-intersecting “clusters”. Contrary to [MV19] (where the
mixing measure is the distribution of a point process on 4× (0,∞)), our measures Pξ are
in general not Gaussian (not even for the Fröhlich polaron). We discuss the connection
between both representations in Remark 4.14. It turns out to be useful to absorb a time
damping factor into our Poisson point process. For this, we choose a measurable function
v : [0,∞) × Rd → (0,∞] and a probability density g : [0,∞) → (0,∞) with finite first
moment such that

w(t, x) = g(t)v(t, x) (3.1)

for all t > 0 and x ∈ Rd (this representation is clearly not unique). Let Γα,T be the
distribution of a Poisson point process on 4 with intensity measure

µα,T (dsdt) := α · g(t− s)1{−T<s<t<T}dsdt

and cα,T := µα,T (4). If τ1 is a radom variable with density g, then

cα,T := µα,T (4) = 2αT − α
∫ 2T

0
P(τ1 > s) ds (3.2)
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(which will be relevant at a later point). We then have for A ∈ A

Pα,T (A)

=
1

Zα,2T

∫
A
W(dx) exp

(
α

∫ T

−T
ds

∫ T

s
dt g(t− s)v

(
t− s,xs,t

))
=

1

Zα,2T

∞∑
n=0

1

n!

∫
4n

µ⊗nα,T (ds1dt1, . . . ,dsndtn)

[ ∫
A
W(dx)

n∏
i=1

v
(
ti − si,xsi,ti

)]
=

ecα,T

Zα,2T

∫
Nf (4)

Γα,T (dξ)

∫
A
W(dx)

∏
(s,t)∈supp(ξ)

v
(
t− s,xs,t

)
. (3.3)

Note that already here, we used the symmetry and nonngativity conditions from Condition
(A1). For ξ =

∑n
i=1 δ(si,ti) ∈ Nf (4), we define

F (ξ) := EW
[ n∏
i=1

v(ti − si, Xsi,ti)

]
and the measure Pξ on (C(R,Rd),A) by

Pξ(dx) :=
1

F (ξ)

n∏
i=1

v(ti − si,xsi,ti)W(dx)

(where 1/∞ := 0). Additionally, we define the measure Γ̂α,T on (Nf (4),Nf (4)) by

Γ̂α,T (dξ) :=
ecα,T

Zα,2T
F (ξ) Γα,T (dξ).

We then have F (ξ) < ∞ for Γα,T almost all ξ ∈ Nf (4) (choose A = C(R,Rd) in (3.3))
and

Pα,T (·) =

∫
Nf (4)

Γ̂α,T (dξ)Pξ(·). (3.4)

In particular Pξ is a probability measure for Γ̂α,T almost all ξ ∈ Nf (4) and Γ̂α,T is
a probability measure. We have now interchanged the task of proving convergence of
the path measures Pα,T with proving convergence of the distributions of suitable point
processes. Notice that

Zα,2T :=

∫
Nf (4)

Γα,T (dξ)F (ξ) = Zα,2T e
−cα,T (3.5)

acts as a normalization constant in the definition of the reweighted measure Γ̂α,T . One
can view ξ =

∑n
i=1 δ(si,ti) ∈ Nf (4) as a collection of intervals [si, ti], 1 6 i 6 n. We call

ξ a cluster, if these intervals are overlapping in the sense that
⋃n
i=1[si, ti] is an interval.

For an interval I ⊆ R we say that ξ falls into I if [si, ti] ⊆ I for all 1 6 i 6 n. Due
to independence of increments under W, the measures Pξ have a product structure along
non-intersecting clusters: Let I1, . . . , In be intervals such that for i 6= j the intersection
Ii ∩ Ij contains at most one point. Let ξ1, . . . , ξn ∈ Nf (4) be such that ξk falls into Ik for
all 1 6 k 6 n and let ξ =

∑n
k=1 ξk. Then

F (ξ) =
n∏
k=1

F (ξk).
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If we additionally assume that F (ξk) < ∞ for all k ∈ {1, . . . , n} then the processes of
increments (Xs,t)s,t∈I1 , . . . , (Xs,t)s,t∈In are independent under Pξ and for all k ∈ {1, . . . , n}

Pξ ◦
(

(Xs,t)s,t∈Ik

)−1
= Pξk ◦

(
(Xs,t)s,t∈Ik

)−1
.

In particular, for a < b, ξ ∈ Nf (4) and A ∈ Aba, the probability Pξ(A) only depends
on all clusters of ξ that intersect [a, b]. We denote by Rba the restriction to all clusters that
intersect [a, b], that is for ξ =

∑
i∈I δ(si,ti) ∈ N(4)

Rbaξ :=
∑

i∈Jba(ξ)

δ(si,ti) with Jba(ξ) := max
{
J ⊆ I :

⋃
i∈J

[si, ti] ∪ [a, b] is an interval
}
.

Then for all A ∈ Aba
Pα,T (A) =

∫
Nf (4)

Γ̂α,T (dξ)PRbaξ
(A). (3.6)

In Section 4, we prove Theorem 2.2 i.e. the existence of an infinite volume measure by
showing that for all a < b the measures Γ̂α,T ◦(Rba)

−1 converge in total variation as T →∞
provided that (GC) holds. We show:

Proposition 3.1. Assume that Conditions (A1)-(A3) hold. Then there exists a stationary
(with respect to translations along the diagonal) measure Γ̂α,st on (N(4),N (4)) such that
for all a < b we have Γ̂α,T ◦ (Rba)

−1 → Γ̂α,st ◦ (Rba)
−1 in total variation as T →∞.

We give a short summary of the argument used. Consider a Poisson point process
η =

∑∞
i=1 δ(si,ti) with s1 < s2 < . . . on 4 with intensity measure αg(t− s)1{−T<s<t} dsdt.

Here si and ti can be interpreted at the arrival and departure of the i-th customer of a
M/G/∞-queue (Poisson arrivals, general service time distribution, infinitely many servers)
started empty at time−T with arrival intensity α and service time distribution with density
g. Conditionally on the event that no customer is present at T , the process of all customers
arriving between −T and T has distribution Γα,T . We can decompose the M/G/∞-queue
into successive busy cycles (a dormant period, in which no customers are present, followed
by an active period in which at least one customer is present). We denote by ξ1 the first
cluster of the queue, i.e. the process of all customers arriving during the first busy cycle,
shifted in time such that the first arrival is at time zero. We denote by T1 the length of the
first busy cycle, i.e. the sum of the first dormant and the first active period. As identified
by Mukherjee and Varadhan in [MV19] for the Polaron measure, the condition

There exists a λ ∈ R such that Eα
[
e−λT1F (ξ1)

]
= 1 and Eα

[
T1e
−λT1F (ξ1)

]
<∞ (G)

is sufficient to conclude Proposition 3.1. In Section 4 we show this in much greater general-
ity, not needing any specific properties of the distribution Ξα. The argument is as follows:
The condition Eα

[
e−λT1F (ξ1)

]
= 1 guarantees that Ξ̂α(dξ) := α

α+λe
−λa(ξ)F (ξ)Ξα(dξ) de-

fines a probability measure (where a(ξ) denotes the length of the active period of ξ). As
the sum of all active and dormant periods intersecting [−T, T ] is 2T (up to a correction
term that is irrelevant due to memorylessness) we can multiply F with factors e−λai and
e−λdj for each active period ai and each dormant period dj intersecting [−T, T ] without
changing the Gibbs measure Γ̂α,T . As F is multiplicative in the clusters, the measure Γ̂α,T
can hence be obtained by simply reweighting the distribution of exponentially distributed
dormant periods and Ξα distributed clusters: Starting in −T we alternate independently
drawn Exp(α+λ) distributed dormant periods with Ξ̂α distributed clusters. Conditionally
on the event that no customer is present at T , the process of customers arriving between
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−T and T has distribution Γ̂α,T . The second condition Eα
[
T1e
−λT1F (ξ1)

]
<∞ yields the

finiteness of the expected value of the cluster length for the reweighted cluster distribution.
This allows us to apply renewal theory to deduce the existence of a stationary version Γ̂α,st
of the process obtained by alternating the reweighted distributions of dormant periods
and active clusters. Due to the memorylessness property of the exponential distribution,
the measure Γ̂α,T can alternatively be seen as the process of all customers under Γ̂α,st
that arrive between −T and T conditionally on the boundary condition that the system
is dormant at −T and T . Unsurprisingly, locally the effect of the boundary condition
vanishes as T →∞. Condition (G) is rather difficult to verify directly, but we find that it
is equivalent to several natural conditions, including (GC). Remember that we denote by
ψ(α) := limT→∞ log(Zα,T )/T ∈ R∪{∞} the free energy (the limit exists by the version of
Feketes lemma for measurable superadditive functions). We set e−∞ := 0. In Section 4 we
show:

Theorem 3.2. Assume (A1) and (A2) hold. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(1) There exists a λ ∈ R such that Eα

[
e−λT1F (ξ1)

]
= 1 and Eα

[
T1e
−λT1F (ξ1)

]
<∞

(2) lim supT→∞ Zα,2T /Z
2
α,T <∞

(3) lim infT→∞ Γ̂α,T (the system is dormant at 0) > 0

(4) lim infT→∞ Zα,T e
−ψ(α)T > 0.

If (1)-(4) hold then λ = ψ(α)− α is the unique real number satisfying (G) and

lim
T→∞

Zα,T e
−ψ(α)T =

1

ψ(α)Eα[T1e−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)]
.

We prove Theorem 3.2 through another application of renewal theory. More specifically,
we use that the function f : [0,∞)→ R defined by

f(T ) := e−(ψ(α)−α)TZα,T · Pα(the M/G/∞-queue is dormant at T )

satisfies the renewal equation

f(T ) = E
[
1{T1 6 t}e

−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)f(T − T1)
]

+ e−ψ(α)T for all T > 0.

Combining the previous considerations, we obtain

Theorem 3.3 (Existence of infinite volume measure). Assume that (A1)-(A3) hold. Then
there exists a measure Pα,∞ on (C(R,Rd),A) such Pα,T → Pα,∞ locally in total variation
as T →∞. For any a < b the restriction of Pα,∞ to Aba is given by

Pα,∞(A) =

∫
N(4)

Γ̂α,st(dξ)PRbaξ
(A)

for all A ∈ Aba where Γ̂α,st is the stationary distribution of the process obtained by alter-
nating Exp(ψ(α)) distributed dormant periods and the distribution

Ξ̂α(dξ) =
α

ψ(α)
e−(ψ(α)−α)a(ξ)F (ξ) Ξα(dξ)

of active clusters.

For the Fröhlich Polaron path measure, Mukherjee and Varadhan [MV19] show (for α
such that (G) holds) an ordinary central limit theorem in the “diagonal limit”, using that
their counterparts Pξ,u of our measures Pξ are Gaussian. We use a different approach that
allows us to show Theorem 2.3, i.e. a full functional central limit theorem, for more general
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potentials w. Roughly speaking, we use the following rather natural arguments (assuming
that (GC) is satisfied):

• Let η̂s ∼ Γ̂α,st be a stationary version of the process obtained by alternating the
reweighted dormant periods and clusters. Let s1 < t1 < . . . < sk < tk. For large n
the processes Rnt1ns1 η̂s, . . . , R

ntk
nsk
η̂s are approximately independent due to the renewal

structure. By the product structure of the measures Pξ along non-intersecting clus-
ters, the increments Xns1,nt1 , . . . , Xnsk,ntk are approximately independent under
Pα,∞ for large n.
• For a < b and large n, approximately n(b − a)/Êα[T̂1] renewal points fall into

[na, nb]. By the product structure, the increment 1√
n
Xan,bn is under Pα,∞ approx-

imately the sum of n(b− a)/Êα[T̂1] independent increments.
• To prove an ordinary central limit theorem, we still need that the variance of
an increment along a single renewal period is finite. For the functional central
limit theorem, we additionally need tightness of the family of probability measures
{Pα,∞ ◦ (Xn)−1 : n ∈ N}. We assume that w(t, ·) is quasiconcave for all t > 0 and
apply the Gaussian correlation inequality in order to show these two prerequisites.

While the assumption of quasiconcavity of w(t, ·) is satisfied for the Fröhlich polaron and
several other cases, it is conceivable that at least the finite variance along a single re-
newal period (and thus the ordinary central limit theorem) can be obtained under weaker
assumptions on w. We do not pursue this any further here and settle for:

Theorem 3.4 (Functional Central limit theorem). Assume that (A1)-(A3) hold, and that
w(t, ·) is quasiconcave for all t > 0. Then the distribution of Xn under Pα,∞ converges
weakly to the distribution of

√
ΣX under W where

Σ :=
Êα[Σ(d̂1, ξ̂1)]

Êα[T̂1]
with Σ(d̂1, ξ̂1) := d̂1Id + Eξ̂1

[
X0,â1 ·XT

0,â1

]
, (3.7)

and (d̂1, ξ̂1) ∼ Exp(ψ(α)) ⊗ Ξ̂α, â1 is the length of the cluster ξ̂1 and T̂1 = â1 + d̂1.
Additionally, Σ 6 Id in the sense of quadratic forms.

Here d̂1Id is the contribution of a dormant period on which the process is a Brownian
motion. Equation (3.7) directly entails that Σ is positive definite. In order to show that
Σ 6 Id, we use quasiconcavity of w(t, ·) and the Gaussian correlation inequality.

If we replace w with the potential (t, x) 7→ w(t, x) + g(t) our partition function becomes
Zα,2T e

cα,T . By Equation (3.2),
ecα,T ∼ e2αT−αE[τ1] (3.8)

as T → ∞. Thus, adding g to w does not change whether (GC) holds or not. After the
transformation of the potential, we have v > 1 and thus Eα[F (ξ1)] > 1, which turns out
to be beneficial for showing (G) for sufficiently small α: Then, by the intermediate value
theorem, the condition Eα[F (ξ1)] < ∞ is sufficient such that (G) is satisfied. We apply
this in Section 6 and prove Proposition 2.4 c). Besides giving a similar, slightly stronger,
upper estimate on F (providing necessarily a different proof which does not rely on the
specific choice of w) our approach is different from that used in [MV19], replacing the
Markov chain argument with an application of the optional stopping theorem, and thus
using an argument that does not need g to be the density of an exponential distribution.
At the end of Section 6 (see Section 7) we will use the fact that ψ(α) − α is the unique
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solution to (G) (assuming that (GC) holds) and perform a few heuristic calculations that
connect the free energy to properties of the reweighted point process.

4. Gibbs measures on partitions of [−T, T ]

It will be notationally convenient to identify a point process on 4 that alternates be-
tween dormant periods and active clusters with a random partition of R into dormant and
active intervals, each active interval beeing equipped with the corresponding cluster as a
“state”. We will consider general systems which alternate between a dormant state and
(possible multiple) active states. Starting dormant at time zero, the system switches into
an active state after an exponentially distributed waiting time. After an independently
drawn waiting time (whose distribution might depend on the state) the system turns dor-
mant again. Iterating this procedure generates a partition of [0,∞), where each interval
of the partition is in a certain state. For a visualization see Figure 1. By an application of
renewal theory, there exists a stationary version of the process. We will use its distribution
as a reference measure for a certain class of Gibbs measures under the dormant boundary
condition. We will assume that dormant intervals do not contribute energy and that the
Hamiltonian is additive in the active states. Given a growth condition on the partition
function, we will see that the Gibbs measures can be obtained by simply reweighting the
distributions of the independent components mentioned above. This yields the existence
of an infinite volume measure.

Before continuing, we give a short summary of some standard results from renewal theory.
A renewal process (Sn)n > 0 is a sequence of random variables such that the so called in-
terarrival times (Tn)n > 1 := (Sn − Sn−1)n > 1 form an iid sequence of a.s. positive random
variables and such that S0 = 0 almost surely. For t > 0 let N(t) := #{n : Sn 6 t} be the
number of renewal points in the interval [0, t]. The renewal function U : [0,∞) → [0,∞),
U(t) := E[N(t)] is the expected number of renewal points (including the origin) in the
interval [0, t]. Then it holds

Theorem 4.1. [Asm03, p. 140] Irrespective whether E[T1] is finite or infinite (setting
1/∞ = 0) we have as t→∞

N(t)/t→ 1/E[T1] almost surely and U(t)/t→ 1/E[T1].

Let µ be a Radon measure on [0,∞) with µ({0}) = 0. Let z : [0,∞) → R be a locally
bounded measurable function. Then the renewal equation

Z(t) =

∫
[0,t]

Z(t− s)µ(ds) + z(t) for all t > 0

has an unique locally bounded measurable solution Zz : [0,∞)→ R given by the convolu-
tion of z with the renewal measure

∑∞
n=0 µ

∗n. We will apply the renewal theorem in the
following form:

Theorem 4.2 (Renewal theorem). [ANT78] If µ is a probability measure that is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and g : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is bounded and
Lebesgue integrable with g(t)→ 0 as t→∞ then

lim
t→∞

sup
|z| 6 g

∣∣∣Zz(t)− 1∫∞
0 s µ(ds)

∫ ∞
0

z(s) ds
∣∣∣ = 0.

For sub-probability measures, the following holds:
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Figure 1. Example of a partition with statespace X = {red, blue, green}.
Dormant periods are in black.

Proposition 4.3. [Asm03, p. 163] Assume µ([0,∞)) < 1. If z is bounded and limt→∞ z(t)
exists then

lim
t→∞

Zz(t) =
limt→∞ z(t)

1− µ([0,∞))
.

The forward recurrence time At of the renewal process (Sn)n at time t is the timespan
from t up to the next renewal after t, i.e.

At := inf{Sn − t : n ∈ N s.t. Sn > t}.
If T1 has a density and E[T1] < ∞, one can apply the renewal theorem in order to show
that the distribution of At converges in total variation as t→∞.

Let X be a Polish space which will serve as our state space. Let α > 0 and Ξ be a
probability distribution on (0,∞)×X . Let (dn)n be an iid sequence of Exp(α) distributed
random variables and ((an, χn))n be an iid sequence of Ξ distributed random variables, in-
dependent of (dn)n. We will always assume that Ξ is such that E[a1] <∞. Here dn should
be interpreted as the n-th dormant period and an as the n-th active period with state χn.
If, for example, we look at the process that represents the M/G/∞-queue (started empty
at time 0) we choose X = Nf (4) and χn = ξn to be the process of customers arriving
during the n-th busy period (shifted in time such that the first customer arrives at time
0). For n ∈ N0, we define

X2n :=
n∑
k=1

dk + ak, X2n+1 := dn+1 +
n∑
k=1

dk + ak,

consider the point process

η :=
∞∑
n=1

δ(X2n−1,X2n,χn)

on 4×X , and denote its distribution by ΓΞ
α. The point process shall be interpreted as “on

the interval [X2n−1, X2n) the system is in state χn and on the interval [X2n, X2n+1) the
system is dormant”. We call the renewal process (Sn)n := (X2n)n the embedded renewal
process of η, see Figure 1 for a visualization. For n ∈ N we denote by Tn := dn + an the
n-th interarrival time of embedded renewal process. For t > 0 let

τt := inf{n : Sn > t}
be the hitting time of [t,∞) of the embedded renewal process of η. Notice that τt coincides
with the number of renewal points in [0, t) (counting the origin as a renewal point). The
distribution of T1 is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure as a1 and
d1 ∼ Exp(α) are independent. Since

P(η is dormant at t) = E
[
1{T1 6 t}P(η is dormant at t− T1)

]
+ P(d1 > t)

for all t > 0 the renewal theorem implies

lim
t→∞

P(η is dormant at t) = E[d1]/E[T1].
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For a 6 b let Ma,b := {(s, t, x) ∈ 4×X : [s, t] ∩ [a, b] 6= ∅} and let

Rba : N(4×X )→ N(4×X ), µ 7→ µ( · ∩Ma,b)

be the restriction to all marked intervals that intersect the interval [a, b]. Let us consider
again the example of the process η representing the M/G/∞-queue. Then Rbaη contains
not only all individuals that arrive or depart during [a, b] but all clusters that intersect
[a, b]. In a similar manner, we define R∞0 to be the restriction to all marked intervals
intersecting [0,∞). For t > 0 we define

θt : N(4×X )→ N(4×X ),
∑
i∈I

δ(si,ti,xi) 7→
∑
i∈I

δ(si−t,ti−t,xi)

to be the translation by −t. We call a probability measure P on (N(4×X ),N (4×X ))
stationary, if P = P ◦ θ−1

t for all t ∈ R. We call a point process on 4×X stationary if its
distribution is stationary. By an application of renewal theory, we obtain the existence of
a stationary version ΓΞ

α,st of ΓΞ
α.

Proposition 4.4. There exists a stationary point process ηs on 4 × X such that the
distribution of R∞0 θtη converges in total variation to the distribution of R∞0 η

s as t → ∞.
Additionally, we have

R∞0 η
s d

= γ + θ−T0η

where (T0, γ) is a (0,∞)×Nf (4×X ) valued random variable independent of η with

P
(
(T0, γ) ∈ C

)
=

1

E[T1]

∫ ∞
0

P
(
(T1 − t, θtRT1t η) ∈ C

)
dt (4.1)

for all C ∈ B((0,∞))⊗Nf (4×X ).

Proof. First, we show convergence of the distribution of R∞0 θtη as t → ∞. The proof
follows the general idea: “Condition with respect to a suitable chosen initial condition and
show convergence of the distribution of the initial condition”, see e.g. [DVJ08, p.224 ff.]
IfAt is the forward recurrence time of the embedded renewal process at t and γt := θtR

t+At
t η

is the re-shifted marked interval ending in t+At then we have for all B ∈ N (4×X )

P(R∞0 θtη ∈ B) =

∫
(0,∞)×Nf (4×X )

P(ζ + θ−sη ∈ B)
(
P ◦ (At, γt)

−1
)
(ds dζ).

Now for all C ∈ B((0,∞))⊗Nf (4×X ) and t > 0

P((At, γt) ∈ C) = E
[
1{T1 6 t}P

(
(At−T1 , γt−T1) ∈ C

)]
+ P

(
(T1 − t, θtRT1t η) ∈ C

)
.

By the renewal theorem (with the majorant g(t) := P(T1 > t) for t > 0), the distribution
of (At, γt) converges in total variation to the distribution defined by the right hand side
of (4.1) as t → ∞. This implies the convergence of the distribution of R∞0 θtη in total
variation as t→∞. By construction, the limit P satisifes P ◦ (R∞0 θt)

−1 = P for all t > 0
and can be extended to a stationary distribution on N(4×X ). �

We denote by ΓΞ
α,st the distribution of ηs. Below we will use ΓΞ

α,st as a reference measure
for certain Gibbs measures. For t > 0 we denote by ΓΞ

α,t the distribution of Rt−tθtη
conditionally on {η is dormant at 2t}. Notice that, by the memorylessness property of the
exponential distribution, ΓΞ

α,t is also the distribution of the process Rt−tηs conditionally on
{ηs is dormant at −t and t}. Unsurprisingly, locally the effect of the boundary condition
vanishes as t → ∞. Given probability measures (Pt)t, P on

(
N(4× X ),N (4× X )

)
we
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say Pt → P locally in total variation if, for any a < b, we have Pt ◦ (Rba)
−1 → P ◦ (Rba)

−1

in total variation as t→∞.

Proposition 4.5. We have ΓΞ
α,t → ΓΞ

α,st locally in total variation as t→∞.

Proof. Let a < b. To shorten notation, we denote for t > 0 by σt := τt+b the hitting time
of [t+ b,∞) of the embedded renewal process of η and set

Nt(η) :=

{
0 if η is dormant at t
1 if η is active at t.

As a consequence of the renewal theorem, we have

P(Nt(η) = 0)→ E[d1]/E[T1] =: c (4.2)

as t→∞. Let ε > 0 and let t1 > 0 be such that for all t > t1
P(N2t(η) = 0) > c/2, |P(N2t(η) = 0)− c| 6 ε. (4.3)

For t > 0 let st := b+ t+
√
t. Let t2 > 0 be such that for all t > t2 we have t− b−

√
t > t1.

For t > t2 we then have on {Sσt 6 st} that 2t − Sσt > t1 holds. By conditioning with
respect to the process up the first renewal after b + t, we get for all A ∈ N (4× X ) and
t > t2 ∣∣P(Rbaθtη ∈ A,Sσt 6 st, N2t(η) = 0)− P(Rbaθtη ∈ A,Sσt 6 st)P(N2t(η) = 0)

∣∣
6
∫

Ω
P(dω)

[
1{Sσt 6 st}(ω)

∣∣P(N2t−Sσt (ω)(η) = 0)− P(N2t(η) = 0)
∣∣ ]

6 2ε.

On {Sσt > st} the forward recurrence time at t + b is at least
√
t. By convergence of the

distribution of the forward recurrence time there exists a t3 > t2 such that for all t > t3
P(Sσt > st) 6 ε.

We then have for all t > t3∣∣P(Rbaθtη ∈ A,N2t(η) = 0)− P(Rbaθtη ∈ A)P(N2t(η) = 0)
∣∣

6 P(Rbaθtη ∈ A,Sσt > st, N2t(η) = 0)

+ |P(Rbaθtη ∈ A,Sσt 6 st, N2t(η) = 0)− P(Rbaθtη ∈ A,Sσt 6 st) · P(N2t(η) = 0)|

+ P(Rbaθtη ∈ A,Sσt > st) · P(N2t(η) = 0)

6 4ε

and hence

|P(Rbaθtη ∈ A|N2t(η) = 0)− P(Rbaθtη ∈ A)| 6 4ε

P(N2t(η) = 0)
6

4ε

c/2
.

Combining this with Proposition 4.4 yields the claim. �

We will now consider Gibbs measures with respect to the stationary distribution ΓΞ
α,st

under dormant boundary conditions. We will assume that dormant intervals have no
energy contribution and that the Hamiltonian is additive in the active states. Let E :
X → R ∪ {−∞} be measurable. We define H : Nf (4×X )→ R ∪ {−∞} by

H
( n∑
k=1

δ(sk,tk,xk)

)
:=

n∑
k=1

E(xk) for
n∑
k=1

δ(sk,tk,xk) ∈ Nf (4×X ).
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In the following, we set e∞ :=∞ =: log(∞).

Proposition 4.6. Assume that there exists a µ ∈ R such that E[e−µT1−E(χ1)] <∞. Then

t 7→ Z2t :=

∫
Nf (4×X )

e−H(ζ) ΓΞ
α,t(dζ)

is locally bounded, more precisely there exists a λ ∈ R and a C > 0 such that Zt 6 Ceλt

for all t > 0.

Proof. By the dominated convergence theorem, there exists a λ ∈ R such that

c := E[e−λT1−E(χ1)] 6 1.

If At denotes for t > 0 the forward recurrence time of the embedded renewal process of η at
time t we have T1 + . . .+Tτt = t+At. By the memorylessness property of the exponential
distribution, (At, χτt) is independent of Rt0η conditionally on {η is dormant at t} and we
have for all t > 0

Zte
−λt =

1

c · P(η is dormant at t)
E
[ τt∏
i=1

e−λTi−E(χi)1{η is dormant at t}

]
6

1

c · P(η is dormant at t)
E
[ τt∏
i=1

e−λTi−E(χi)
]
.

As (
∏n
i=1 e

−λTi−E(χi))n > 1 is a supermartingale with respect to the filtration generated by
((dn, an, χn))n > 1 we get by an application of the optional stopping theorem and Fatou’s
lemma

E
[ τt∏
i=1

e−λTi−E(χi)
]
6 lim inf

n→∞
E
[ τt∧n∏
i=1

e−λTi−E(χi)
]
6 1.

The claim follows as limt→∞ P(η is dormant at t) > 0. �

From now on, we will always assume that t 7→ Zt is locally bounded. For t > 0 we define
the probability measure Γ̂Ξ

α,t by

Γ̂Ξ
α,t(dζ) =

1

Z2t
e−H(ζ) ΓΞ

α,t(dζ).

To make contact with the mixing measure in the representation introduced in Section 3,
consider X = Nf (4) and (dn)n, (an)n to be the sequences of dormant and active periods
of the M/G/∞ queue and (χn)n = (ξn)n to be the sequence of clusters (i.e. the reshifted
processes of customers arriving during the respective active periods) and E = − log(F )
with

F
( n∑
i=1

δ(si,ti)

)
:= EW

[ n∏
i=1

v(ti − si, Xsi,ti)
]
.

We give a condition under which the reweighted measure Γ̂Ξ
α,t can be obtained by simply

reweighting the distributions of the dormant periods (dk)k and active periods and states
(ak, χk)k. If the reweighted active periods have finite expectation, this will in particular
imply local convergence in total variation of the measures Γ̂Ξ

α,t as t→∞.

Proposition 4.7. Assume λ ∈ R satisfies

E
[
e−λT1−E(χ1)

]
= 1.
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Then
Γ̂Ξ
α,t = ΓΞ̂

α+λ,t where Ξ̂(da dχ) :=
α

α+ λ
e−λa−E(χ) Ξ(da dχ)

for all t > 0. Additionally,

Zt = eλt · ΓΞ̂
α(the system is dormant at t)

ΓΞ
α(the system is dormant at t)

.

Proof. First, notice that Ξ̂ indeed defines a probability measure as

1 = E
[
e−λT1−E(χ1)

]
= E

[
e−λd1

]
E
[
e−λa1−E(χ1)

]
=

α

α+ λ
E
[
e−λa1−E(χ1)

]
.

Let (d̂n)n be an iid sequence of Exp(α+ λ) distributed random variables. Let ((ân, χ̂n))n
be an iid sequence of Ξ̂ distributed random variables, independent of (d̂n)n, and η̂ be the
process constructed in the same manner as in the beginning of the section. As usual, we
denote for t ∈ R by τ̂t and τt the hitting times of [t,∞) of the embedded renewal processes
of η̂ and η respectively. For n ∈ N0, define δn := 2t− Sn and δ̂n := 2t− Ŝn. Then

{τ2t = n+ 1, η is dormant at 2t} = {Sn 6 2t, dn+1 > δn}.

The distribution of Ŷ = (d̂1, . . . , d̂n+1, â1, χ̂1, . . . , ân, χ̂n) has a density with respect to the
distribution of Y = (d1, . . . , dn+1, a1, χ1, . . . , an, χn) given by

(d̃1, . . . , d̃n+1, ã1, χ̃1, . . . , ãn, χ̃n) 7→ α+ λ

α
e−λd̃n+1

n∏
i=1

e−λ(d̃i+ãi)e−E(χ̃i).

For measurable f : Nf (4×X )→ [0,∞) we have that f(Rt−tθtη̂)1{Ŝn 6 2t,d̂n+1>δn} = h(Ŷ )

for a suitable measurable function h. By writing the following expected value as an integral
with respect to the image measure of Ŷ and using that

e−λ(T1+...+Tn+dn+1) = e−2λt−λ(dn+1−δn)

one obtains

E
[
f(Rt−tθtη̂)1{Ŝn 6 2t, d̂n+1>δ̂n}

]
= α+λ

α e−2λtE
[
f(Rt−tθtη)1{Sn 6 2t,dn+1>δn}e

−
∑n
i=1 E(χi)e−λ(dn+1−δn)

]
.

By the memorylessness property of the exponential distribution, we have for all t > 0

E
[
e−λ(dn+1−t)1{dn+1>t}

]
=

α

α+ λ
E
[
1{dn+1>t}

]
.

By conditioning with respect to (d1, . . . , dn, a1, χ1, . . . , an, χn) we hence obtain

E
[
f(Rt−tθtη̂)1{Ŝn 6 2t, d̂n+1>δ̂n}

]
= e−2λtE

[
f(Rt−tθtη)1{Sn 6 2t,dn+1>δn}e

−H(R2t
0 η)
]
.

By summing over all n ∈ N0 we get

E
[
f(Rt−tθtη̂)1{η̂ is dormant at 2t}

]
= e−2λtE

[
f(Rt−tθtη)1{η is dormant at 2t}e

−H(R2t
0 η)
]

and hence∫
Nf (4×X )

f(ζ) ΓΞ̂
α+λ,t(dζ) = e−2λtP(η is dormant at 2t)

P(η̂ is dormant at 2t)

∫
Nf (4×X )

f(ζ)e−H(ζ) ΓΞ
α,t(dζ)

which yields the claims. �
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As a corollary of Proposition 4.7 and Proposition 4.5 we obtain our first main result,
namely a sufficient condition for the existence of an infinite volume measure for the Gibbs
measures Γ̂Ξ

α,T . This implies the existence of the infinite volume measure for our path
measures Pα,T .

Corollary 4.8. Assume λ ∈ R satisfies

E
[
e−λT1−E(χ1)

]
= 1 and E

[
T1e
−λT1−E(χ1)

]
<∞. (G’)

Then Γ̂Ξ
α,t → ΓΞ̂

α+λ,st =: Γ̂Ξ
α,st locally in total variation.

Note that Condition (G’) specializes to (G) in the context of Section 3. We will now
show that the existence of a real number λ satisfying (G’) is equivalent to several natural
conditions, including exponential growth of the partition function with t.

Proposition 4.9. The limit ϕ := limt→∞ log(Zt)/t exists in R ∪ {∞}.

Proof. For t > 0 let

f(t) := E[e−H(Rt0η)1{η is dormant at t}] = ZtP(η is dormant at t).

By the memorylessness property of the exponential distribution, conditionally on the event
{η is dormant at t} the process Rt0η is independent of Rt+st η for all s, t > 0 and

P(θtR
t+s
t η ∈ · |η is dormant at t) = P(Rs0η ∈ · ).

This yields for all s, t > 0

f(t+ s) = f(t)f(s) + E
[
e−H(Rt+s0 η)1{η is dormant at t+s}1{η is active at t}

]
which implies, by the version of Feketes lemma for measurable superadditive functions,
log(f(t))/t → sups>0 log(f(s))/s as t → ∞. Since limt→∞ P(η is dormant at t) > 0, the
claim follows. �

Lemma 4.10. Let f : (0,∞) → (0,∞) be a function such that a := limt→∞ log(f(t))/t
exists in R and such that lim supt→∞ f(t)e−at <∞. Then we have

lim inf
t→∞

f(t)e−at > 0 ⇐⇒ lim sup
t→∞

f(2t)

f(t)2
<∞.

Proof. Define g(t) := f(t)e−at for t > 0. First, assume that lim inft→∞ g(t) > 0. Then

lim sup
t→∞

f(2t)

f(t)2
= lim sup

t→∞

g(2t)

g(t)2
<∞.

Now, assume that lim supt→∞ f(2t)/f(t)2 < ∞. Then there exists a c > 1 and a T > 0
such that g(2t) 6 cg(t)2 for all t > T . Assume that lim inft→∞ g(t) = 0 would hold. Then,
there would exists a t0 > T such that cg(t0) < 1. Set tk := 2kt0 for k ∈ N. Then we have
with b := (cg(t0))1/t0

g(tk) 6 c
2k−1g(t0)2k =

1

c
(cg(t0))tk/t0 < btk

for all k ∈ N. However, as log(g(t))/t → 0 as t → ∞ and log(b) < 0 there exists a k ∈ N
such that g(tk) > etk log(b) = btk . �

Theorem 4.11. Recall that ϕ := limt→∞ log(Zt)/t ∈ R ∪ {∞}. The following conditions
are equivalent:
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(1) Condition (G’) holds, i.e. there exists a λ ∈ R such that

E
[
e−λT1−E(χ1)

]
= 1 and E

[
T1e
−λT1−E(χ1)

]
<∞.

(2) lim supt→∞ Z2t/Z
2
t <∞

(3) lim inft→∞ Γ̂Ξ
α,t(the system is dormant at 0) > 0

(4) lim inft→∞ Zte
−ϕt > 0.

If (1)-(4) hold, then λ = ϕ <∞ is the unique real number satisfying Condition 1 and

lim
t→∞

Zte
−ϕt =

α

α+ λ

E[T1]

Ê[T̂1]
.

Proof. We will use the same notation as in the proof of Proposition 4.5. First, we will
point out that Conditions (2) and (3) are equivalent. Using the same argument as in the
proof of Proposition 4.9 we obtain

Γ̂Ξ
α,t(N0 = 0) =

1

Z2tP(N2t(η) = 0)
E[e−H(Rt0η)1{Nt(η)=0}e

−H(R2t
t η)1{N2t(η)=0}]

=
1

Z2tP(N2t(η) = 0)
E[e−H(Rt0η)1{Nt(η)=0}]

2

=
P(Nt(η) = 0)2

P(N2t(η) = 0)

Z2
t

Z2t
.

The equivalence of both conditions follows from

lim
t→∞

P(Nt(η) = 0)2

P(N2t(η) = 0)
=

E[d1]

E[T1]
.

Similar to the proof of Proposition 4.10, one can see that Condition (2) implies ϕ < ∞.
The equivalence of Conditions (2) and (4) follows from Lemma 4.10 since

log(ZtP(Nt(η) = 0))/t 6 ϕ (4.4)

holds by superadditivity (as seen in in the proof of Proposition 4.9). Finally, we show that
Conditions (1) and (4) are equivalent. Assume that there exists a λ ∈ R as in Condition
(1). By Proposition 4.7, we then have

Zte
−λt =

P̂(Nt(η̂) = 0)

P(Nt(η) = 0)
→ Êα[d̂1]/Êα[T̂1]

Eα[d1]/Eα[T1]
=

α

α+ λ

E[T1]

Ê[T̂1]

as t → ∞. As the limit is finite and positive, this additionally implies that log(Zt) − tλ
converges to a real number as t → ∞ and hence, λ = ϕ < ∞. For the other direction,
assume that

lim inf
t→∞

Zte
−ϕt > 0.

Then in particular ϕ <∞. We define f : [0,∞)→ (0,∞) by

f(t) := e−ϕtE[e−H(Rt0η)1{Nt(η)=0}] = Zte
−ϕtP(Nt(η) = 0).

By the usual renewal argument

f(t) = E[1{T1 6 t}e
−ϕT1−E(χ1)f(t− T1)] + e−ϕtP(d1 > t) (4.5)

= E[1{T1 6 t}e
−ϕT1−E(χ1)f(t− T1)] + e−(ϕ+α)t.

That is, f satisfies a renewal equation with respect to the image measure of T1 under the
(possibly non probability-) measure e−ϕT1−E(χ1)dP. Notice that Equation (4.4) implies
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f(t) 6 1 for all t > 0 and thus ϕ > −α. Equation (4.5) in combination with Fatou’s
Lemma implies

E
[

lim inf
t→∞

1{T1 6 t}e
−ϕT1−E(χ1)f(t− T1)

]
6 lim inf

t→∞
f(t). (4.6)

Since
lim inf
t→∞

f(t) = lim inf
t→∞

Zte
−ϕtP(Nt(η) = 0) = E[d1]

E[T1] lim inf
t→∞

Zte
−ϕt > 0

we can divide both sides of Inequality (4.6) by lim inft→∞ f(t) and obtain

E[e−ϕT1−E(χ1)] 6 1.

If E[e−ϕT1−E(χ1)] < 1 or E[T1e
−ϕT1−E(χ1)] =∞ would hold, then f (as the solution to the

renewal equation (4.5)) would converge to zero by renewal theory (compare Proposition
4.3, Theorem 4.2). We thus conclude that Condition (1) holds. �

We finish our treatment of the abstract alternating processes by first considering the
case that (G’) is not satisfied and then giving two sufficient criteria for (G’).

Proposition 4.12. Assume ϕ <∞. Irrespective whether (G’) is satisfied, we have

ϕ = min
{
λ ∈ R : E

[
e−λT1−E(χ1)

]
6 1
}
.

If (G’) does not hold then limt→∞ Zte
−ϕt = 0.

Proof. Assume that E[e−ϕT1−E(χ1)] > 1. Then there would exist a N ∈ N such that

E
[
e−ϕT1−E(χ1)1{T1 6 N,E(χ1) > −N}

]
> 1.

By the intermediate value theorem, there would exists a λ > 0 such that

E
[
e−(λ+ϕ)T1−E(χ1)1{T1 6 N,E(χ1) > −N}

]
= 1. (4.7)

For t > 0 set

fN (t) := e−(ϕ+λ)tE
[ τt−1∏
i=1

e−E(χi)1{Ti 6 N,E(χi) > −N}1{Nt(η)=0}

]
.

As in the proof of Theorem 4.11, one can derive a renewal equation for fN . Equation (4.7)
in combination with the renewal theorem would imply convergence of fN (t) to a positive
real number as t→∞. This, however, contradicts

fN (t) 6 e−(ϕ+λ)tE
[ τt−1∏
i=1

e−E(χi)1{Nt(η)=0}

]
= e−(ϕ+λ)tZtP(η is dormant at t)

for all t > 0. Thus E[e−ϕT1−E(χ1)] 6 1. If E
[
e−ϕT1−E(χ1)

]
< 1 or E

[
T1e
−ϕT1−E(χ1)

]
= ∞

holds then f as defined in the proof of Theorem 4.11 converges to zero and thus

lim
t→∞

Zte
−ϕt = 0.

Similiarily it can be shown, that ϕ is indeed the minimum: Assume there would exists a
ε ∈ (0, ϕ+ α) such that

E[e−(ϕ−ε)T1−E(χ1)] < 1.

Then, by Proposition 4.3, we would have eεtf(t) → 0 as t → ∞ i.e. exponential decay of
t 7→ Zte

−ϕt. �

Proposition 4.13. The following two conditions are sufficient for (G’) to hold:
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(1) There exists a µ ∈ R such that

1 < E
[
e−µT1−E(χ1)

]
<∞.

(2) We have ϕ <∞ and there exists an ε > 0 such that

E
[
e−(ϕ−ε)T1−E(χ1)

]
<∞.

Proof. Assume there exists a µ ∈ R such that 1 < E
[
e−µT1−E(χ1)

]
< ∞. Then, by the

intermediate value theorem, there exists a λ > µ such that E
[
e−λT1−E(χ1)

]
= 1. Then

E
[
T1e
−λT1−E(χ1)

]
< ∞ holds as well, as t ∈ O(e(λ−µ)t) for t → ∞. The second claim

follows from the first one and Proposition 4.12. �

We are now in the position to prove Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 by applying the
previous results to the measures introduced in Section 3. We consider X = Nf (4) and
(dn)n, (an)n to be the sequences of dormant and active periods of the M/G/∞-queue
and (χn)n = (ξn)n to be the sequence of clusters of the queue. Additionally, we choose
E = − log(F ). Since the first active period a1 =: a(ξ1) is a function of the first cluster ξ1,
we reduce notation and denote by Ξα (as in Section 3) the distribution of ξ1 (and not the
joint distribution of (a1, ξ1)).

Proof of Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3. The number of customers present at time T > 0
in the M/G/∞-queue (started empty at time zero) is Poi(β(α, T )) distributed, where

β(α, T ) = α

∫ T

0

∫ ∞
T

g(t− s) dtds = α

∫ T

0
P(τ1 > r) dr.

Hence,

Eα[T1] =
Eα[d1]

limT→∞ Pα(η is dormant at T )
=

1/α

limT→∞ e−β(α,T )
=
eαE[τ1]

α
.

As mentioned before
ecα,T ∼ e2αT−αE[τ1] = (αE[T1])−1e2αT

as T →∞. In particular, since

Zα,2T :=

∫
Nf (4)

dΓα,T (ξ)F (ξ) = Zα,2T e
−cα,T

we have
ϕ(α) := lim

T→∞
log(Zα,T )/T = ψ(α)− α.

In combination with Theorem 4.11 the above yields Theorem 3.2. We have

Eα
[
e−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)

]
= 1, Eα

[
T1e
−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)

]
<∞

and thus Corollary 4.8 and Equation (3.6) yield for all a < b

Pα,T (A)→
∫
N(4)

Γ̂α,st(dξ)PRbaξ
(A) =: Pa,bα,∞(A)

uniformly in A ∈ Aba as T →∞. Consistency of the family of measures (Pa,bα,∞)a<b implies
the existence of the measure Pα,∞. �
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Remark 4.14. Let us assume that w(t, ·) = w̃(t, |·|) is rotationally symmetric and positive
and that r 7→ w̃(t,

√
r) is completely monotone on (0,∞) with w̃(t, 0) = limr→0 w̃(t, r) for

all t > 0. We will represent the measure Pα,T as a mixture of Gaussian measures. For the
Polaron measure, this will make contact between our representation and the representation
introduced in [MV19]. Additionally, this representation can be used in order to show
that (under these stronger assumptions on w) the convergence of the finite dimensional
distributions in the proof of the central limit theorem below is even in total variation. By
Bernsteins Theorem, there exists for all t > 0 a Radon measure µ̃t on [0,∞) such that for
all r > 0

ṽ(t,
√

2r) =

∫
[0,∞)

µ̃t(du) e−ur

where v(t, ·) =: ṽ(t, | · |). With µt := µ̃t ◦
√
· −1 we have for all t > 0 and x ∈ Rd

v(t, x) =

∫
[0,∞)

µt(du) e−u
2|x|2/2.

Hence, we can further rewrite for A ∈ A

Pξ(A) =
1

F (ξ)

∫
A
W(dx)

n∏
i=1

v(ti − si,xsi,ti)

=
1

F (ξ)

∫
[0,∞)n

n⊗
i=1

µti−si(dui)

∫
A
W(dx) e−

1
2

∑n
i=1 u

2
i |xsi,ti |

2
. (4.8)

We normalize the inner expression by marking a point process with distribution Γ̂α,T
accordingly. Given a locally compact Polish space E we can identify a probability measure
on (Nf (E),Nf (E)) with a symmetric probability measure on E∪ :=

⋃∞
n=0E

n. Let E1 and
E2 be two locally compact Polish spaces and κ : E∪1 × B(E∪2 ) → [0, 1] be a probability
kernel satisfying

(1) κ(x,En2 ) = 1 for all x ∈ En1 , n ∈ N0

(2) κ(σx, σA) = κ(x,A) for all x ∈ En1 , A ∈ B(En2 ), σ ∈ Sn and n ∈ N
where σx := (xσ(1), . . . , xσ(n)) for x ∈ Eni , a permutation σ ∈ Sn and i ∈ {1, 2}. Given
a probability measure P on Nf (E1) we can define the marked distribution P ⊗ κ in the
following way: Draw a sample

∑n
i=1 δxi according to P, draw marks (y1, . . . , yn) according

to κ((x1, . . . , xn), ·) and obtain
∑n

i=1 δ(xi,yi). That is, under the identification mentioned
above, (

P ⊗ κ
)
(dx dy) = P(dx)κ(x,dy).

We apply this to our case and define for ζ =
∑n

i=1 δ(si,ti,ui) ∈ Nf (4× [0,∞)) the centered
Gaussian measure Qζ on (C(R,Rd),A) by

Qζ(dx) =
1

φ(ζ)
exp

(
− 1

2

n∑
i=1

u2
i |xsi,ti |2

)
W(dx)

where φ(ζ) is a normalization constant and κ : 4∪ × B([0,∞)∪)→ [0, 1] by

κ(ξ,du) :=
φ(ξ, u)

F (ξ)

n⊗
i=1

µti−si(dui)
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with φ(ξ, u) := 0 for ξ ∈ 4n, u ∈ [0,∞)m with n 6= m. By Equation (4.8) we then obtain

Pα,T (·) =

∫
Nf (4×[0,∞))

(
Γ̂α,T ⊗ κ

)
(dζ)Qζ(·).

Notice that local convergence of the measures Γ̂α,T immediately implies local convergence
of the measures Γ̂α,T ⊗ κ. Provided that (GC) is satisfied, one can obtain Γ̂α,T ⊗ κ by
marking the tilted clusters independently of each other. That is, starting in −T we alter-
nate independently drawn Exp(ψ(α)) distributed dormant periods with Ξ̂α⊗κ distributed
marked clusters. Conditionally on the event that the system is dormant at T , the process
of marked customers arriving between −T and T has distribution Γ̂α,T ⊗ κ. In particular,
the explicit form of the infinite volume measure is the same if we replace the measures Pξ

with the measures Qζ and Ξ̂α with Ξ̂α ⊗ κ.
For the special case of the Polaron, i.e. w(t, x) := e−t/|x| and w(t, 0) := ∞ for t > 0 and
x ∈ R3 \ {0}, one chooses g(t) = e−t for t > 0. Since

1

|x|
=

√
2

π

∫ ∞
0

du e−u
2|x|2/2

for all x ∈ R3 \ {0}, one obtains the representation derived in [MV19] of the Fröhlich
polaron as a mixture of Gaussian measures.

5. Proof of the functional central limit theorem

We equip C(R,Rd) with the topology of locally uniform convergence. A function
f : Rn → R ∪ {∞} is called quasiconcave (quasiconvex) if for all a ∈ R ∪ {∞} the super-
level set f−1([a,∞]) is convex (the sublevel set f−1((−∞, a]) is convex). Provided that
w(t, ·) is quasiconcave for all t > 0 and that Conditions (A1)-(A3) are met, we are going
to show that the distribution of Xn under Pα,∞ converges weakly to the distribution of a
centered Gaussian process with stationary and independent increments. In case that w(t, ·)
is rotationally symmetric for all t > 0, this Gaussian process is a rescaled Brownian motion.

We start by showing tightness of {Pα,∞ ◦ (Xn)−1 : n ∈ N}. For n ∈ N we define the
modulus of continuity by

ωn : C(R,Rd)× (0,∞)→ [0,∞), ωn(x, δ) := sup
s,t∈[−n,n],|s−t|<δ

|xs,t|.

The Gaussian correlation inequality [Roy14] states that for all convex sets A1, A2 ⊆ Rn
that are symmetric about the origin and any centered Gaussian measure µ on Rn

µ(A1 ∩A2) > µ(A1)µ(A2).

It is well known that this implies Eµ[fg] > Eµ[f ]Eµ[g] for all non-negative, symmetric,
quasiconcave functions f, g and any centered Gaussian measure µ on Rn. We generalize
this and obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1. Let X be a n-dimensional centered Gaussian vector.
(1) If f1, . . . , fk : Rn → [0,∞] are symmetric (with respect to point reflections in the

origin) and quasiconcave and fk+1 : Rn → [0,∞] is symmetric and quasiconvex
then

E
[ k+1∏
i=1

fi(X)
]
6 E

[ k∏
i=1

fi(X)
]
· E[fk+1(X)].
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(2) If f1, . . . , fm : Rn → [0,∞] are symmetric and quasiconcave then

E
[ m∏
i=1

fi(X)
]
>

k∏
i=1

E
[ ∏
j∈Ji

fj(X)
]
.

for any partition {1, . . . ,m} = J1∪̇ . . . ∪̇Jk.

Proof. We only show the first statement, the proof of the second statement can be con-
ducted similarly. As a direct consequence of the Gaussian correlation inequality, one ob-
tains for A1 ⊆ Rn symmetric and convex and A2 ⊆ Rn symmetric such that Ac2 is convex

P(X ∈ A1, X ∈ A2) 6 P(X ∈ A1)P(X ∈ A2).

We write

fi(X) =

∫ ∞
0

1[0,fi(X)](s) ds, for 1 6 i 6 k, fk+1(X) =

∫ ∞
0

1[0,fk+1(X))(s) ds.

Now, for all s1, . . . , sk+1 > 0 the sets
⋂k
i=1 f

−1
i ([si,∞]) and (f−1

k+1((sk+1,∞]))c are sym-
metric and convex. We hence get with the Gaussian correlation inequality

E
[ k+1∏
i=1

fi(X)
]

=

∫ ∞
0

. . .

∫ ∞
0

P(f1(X) > s1, . . . , fk+1(X) > sk+1) ds1 . . . dsk+1

6
∫ ∞

0
. . .

∫ ∞
0

P(f1(X) > s1, . . . , fk(X) > sk)P(fk+1(X) > sk+1) ds1 . . . dsk+1

= E
[ k∏
i=1

fi(X)
]
· E[fk+1(X)]. �

Corollary 5.2. Assume that (A1) holds and that w(t, ·) is quasiconcave for all t > 0.
Then for all ξ ∈ Nf (4) with F (ξ) <∞ and all a < b

Eξ
[
|Xa,b|2

]
6 EW

[
|Xa,b|2

]
= d(b− a).

Proof. For ξ =
∑k

i=1 δ(si,ti) ∈ Nf (4) with F (ξ) <∞ we apply Proposition 5.1 to the qua-
siconvex function fk+1 : Rdk+d → [0,∞), fk+1(x1, . . . , xk+1) := |xk+1|2, the quasiconcave
functions f1, . . . , fk : Rdk+d → (0,∞] defined by

fi(x1, . . . , xk+1) := v(ti − si, xi),

for 1 6 i 6 k and the Gaussian vector (Xs1,t1 , . . . , Xsk,tk , Xa,b). �

Remark 5.3. Assume that (A1) and (A2) hold. If w(t, ·) is quasiconcave for all t > 0
then Proposition 5.1 implies that for ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Nf (4)

F (ξ1 + ξ2) > F (ξ1)F (ξ2)

i.e. in that sense log(F ) is superadditive. In particular, if (GC) holds, then the interaction
energy between left and right half axis satisfies

EW
[

exp

(
α

∫ 0

−∞

∫ ∞
0

w(t− s,Xs,t) dtds

)]
<∞. (5.1)
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In order to see this, we write the Poisson point process η ∼ Γα,T as the sum η = η1 +η2 +η3

where η1, η2, η3 are independent Poisson point processes with intensity measures

µ1
α,T (dsdt) := α · g(t− s)1{−T<s<t<0}dsdt

µ2
α,T (dsdt) := α · g(t− s)1{0<s<t<T}dsdt
µ3
α,T (dsdt) := α · g(t− s)1{−T<s<0<t<T}dsdt

respectively. Then

Zα,2T = E[F (η1 + η2 + η3)]

> E[F (η1)]E[F (η2)]E[F (η3)] = Z2
α,TE[F (η3)].

By the same calculations as in Section 3 we have

E[F (η3)] = e−bα,TEW
[

exp

(
α

∫ 0

−T

∫ T

0
w(t− s,Xs,t) dtds

)]
with bα,T = µ3

α,T (4) and the statement follows by the monotone convergence theorem and
boundedness of T 7→ bα,T . Notice that

Z2
α,T

Zα,2T
= Eα,T

[
exp

(
− α

∫ 0

−T

∫ T

0
w(t− s,Xs,t) dtds

)]
Therefore, heuristically we would expect (GC) to hold if and only if (assuming an infinite
volume measure Pα,∞ exists)

Eα,∞
[

exp

(
− α

∫ 0

−∞

∫ ∞
0

w(t− s,Xs,t) dtds

)]
> 0

i.e. Pα,∞
( ∫ 0
−∞

∫∞
0 w(t− s,Xs,t) dtds <∞

)
> 0; it would be interesting to have a rigorous

proof (or counterexample) for this connection, as well as some understanding how it relates
to Equation (5.1).

Lemma 5.4. Assume that (A1) holds and that w(t, ·) is quasiconcave for all t > 0. Then
for all n ∈ N, ε, δ > 0 and ξ ∈ Nf (4) with F (ξ) <∞

Pξ

(
{x ∈ C(R,Rd) : ωn(x, δ) > ε}

)
6W

(
{x ∈ C(R,Rd) : ωn(x, δ) > ε}

)
.

Proof. We enumerate
[−n, n] ∩Q = {q1, q2, q3, . . .}.

Let ξ =
∑m

i=1 δ(si,ti) ∈ Nf (4) with F (ξ) < ∞ and k ∈ N. We define f1, . . . , fm :

Rd(k2+m) → (0,∞] by

fi(x11, x12, . . . , xkk, y1, . . . , ym) := v(ti − si, yi)

for all 1 6 i 6 m and fm+1 : Rd(k2+m) → [0,∞) by

fm+1(x11, x12, . . . , xkk, y1, . . . , ym) :=


1 if ∃i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k} : |xij | > ε

and |qi − qj | < δ

0 else
.

Then fm+1 is symmetric and quasiconvex and f1, . . . , fm are symmetric and quasiconcave.
If we define

Y := (Xq1,q1 , . . . , Xq1,qk , Xq2,q1 , . . . , Xqk,qk , Xs1,t1 , . . . , Xsm,tm)
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we hence get with the Gaussian correlation inequality

Pξ

({
x ∈ C(R,Rd) : (∃i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k} : |qi − qj | < δ and |xqi,qj | > ε)

})
=

1

F (ξ)
EW
[m+1∏
i=1

fi(Y )
]

6 EW [fm+1(Y )]

=W
(
{x ∈ C(R,Rd) : (∃i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k} : |qi − qj | < δ and |xqi,qj | > ε)

})
.

Writing

{x ∈ C(R,Rd) : ωn(x, δ) > ε}

=

∞⋃
k=1

{
x ∈ C(R,Rd) : (∃i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k} : |qi − qj | < δ and |xqi,qj | > ε)

}
and using continuity of measures from below yields the claim. �

Lemma 5.5. Assume that w(t, ·) is quasiconcave for all t > 0 and that Conditions (A1)-
(A3) are met. Then the family of measures

{
Pα,∞ ◦ (Xn)−1 : n ∈ N

}
is tight.

Proof. As Pα,∞(Xn
0 = 0) = 1 for all n ∈ N the tightness is equivalent to

∀m ∈ N ∀η > 0 ∀ε > 0 ∃δ > 0 ∀n ∈ N : Pα,∞(ωm(Xn, δ) > ε) < η.

By Lemma 5.4, we have for n,m ∈ N and ε, δ > 0

Pα,∞(ωm(Xn, δ) > ε) = Pα,∞(ωmn(X, δn) >
√
nε)

= Eα
[
PRmn0 η̂s

(
ωmn(X, δn) >

√
nε
)]

6 Eα
[
W
(
ωmn(X, δn) >

√
nε
)]

=W
(
ωmn(X, δn) >

√
nε
)

=W(ωm(X, δ) > ε)

where we used Brownian scaling in the last step. The claim follows by the fact that a
single probability measure on a Polish space is tight. �

In order to prove the functional central limit theorem, it is left to show convergence of
the finite dimensional distributions. We will use the following lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Assume Conditions (A1)-(A3). Let s1 < t1 < s2 < t2 < . . . < sk < tk.
Then, as n→∞,

sup
A1,...,Ak∈B(Rd)

∣∣∣Pα,∞(Xn
s1,t1 ∈ A1, . . . , X

n
sk,tk

∈ Ak)−
k∏
i=1

Pα,∞(Xn
si,ti ∈ Ai)

∣∣∣→ 0.

Proof. Let ((T̂0, γ̂), (d̂1, ξ̂1), (d̂2, ξ̂2), . . .) be a sequence of independent (0,∞)×Nf (4) val-
ued random variables such that

• For all k > 1 the random variable (d̂k, ξ̂k) is Exp(ψ(α))⊗ Ξ̂α distributed
• (T̂0, γ̂) is as in Proposition 4.4 such that R∞0 η̂s

d
= γ̂ + θ−T̂0 η̂ (where η̂ denotes the

process obtained by alternating dormant periods d̂k and active clusters ξ̂k (starting
dormant) and η̂s denotes a stationary version of η̂).
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By stationarity, we may assume w.l.o.g. that s1 = 0. Let A1, . . . , Ak ∈ B(Rd). For n ∈ N,
we define fn, gn : Nf (4)→ [0, 1] by

fn(ξ) := Pξ(X
n
0,t1 ∈ A1, . . . , X

n
sk−1,tk−1

∈ Ak−1)

gn(ξ) := Pξ(X
n
0,tk−sk ∈ Ak).

For j > 1 let (as usual) T̂j denote the sum of the j-th dormant and active period. Let
(Ŝsj )j > 0 := (T̂0, T̂0 + T̂1, . . .) denote the embedded delayed renewal process of R∞0 η̂s and,
for n ∈ N,

Yn := inf{Ŝsj − ntk−1 : j > 0 such that Ŝsj > ntk−1}
denote the forward recurrence time at time ntk−1. Let ε > 0. By Proposition 4.4 and
the convergence of the distribution of Yn as n → ∞ (it does not matter that the renewal
process is delayed by T̂0, see e.g. [Asm03, p. 155]), there exists a N ∈ N and a T > 0 such
that for all n > N and t > T

P̂α
(
Yn > T

)
< ε, n(sk − tk−1) > 2T,∥∥P̂α ◦ (R∞0 η̂s)
−1 − P̂α ◦ (R∞0 θtη̂)−1

∥∥ < ε.

As n(sk − tk−1)− Yn(ω) > T for ω ∈ {Yn 6 T} and n > N and since

Pα,∞(Xn
sk,tk

∈ Ak) = Êα
[
gn(R

n(tk−sk)
0 η̂s)

]
conditioning with respect to the process up to the first renewal after ntk−1 yields∣∣∣Pα,∞(Xn

0,t1 ∈ A1, . . . , X
n
sk,tk

∈ Ak)

− Pα,∞(Xn
0,t1 ∈ A1, . . . , X

n
sk−1,tk−1

∈ Ak−1)Pα,∞(Xn
sk,tk

∈ Ak)
∣∣∣

6 2ε+

∫
Ω̂
P̂α(dω)1{Yn 6 T}(ω)fn(R

ntk−1

0 η̂s(ω))

·
∣∣∣Êα[gn(Rn(tk−sk)

0 θn(sk−tk−1)−Yn(ω) η̂
)]
− Pα,∞(Xn

sk,tk
∈ Ak)

∣∣∣
6 4ε

for all n > N . The claim follows by inductively applying this argument. �

For a proof of the following theorem by Rényi [Rén63] (for d = 1) that can directly be
generalized to higher dimensions we refer the reader to [Gut13, p. 346 f.].

Theorem 5.7 (Anscombe-Rényi). Let (Xn)n be an iid sequence of centered random vectors
with E[|X1|2] < ∞ and (Nt)t be a family of N-valued random variables such that Nt/t
converges in probability to a constant θ > 0 as t→∞. Then

1√
t

Nt∑
k=1

Xk
d→ N (0, θΣ)

as t→∞ where Σ := E[X1 ·XT
1 ].

Lemma 5.8. Assume that w(t, ·) is quasiconcave for all t > 0 and that (A1)-(A3) hold.
Let s1 < t1 < . . . < sk < tk. Then

Pα,∞ ◦ (Xn
s1,t1 , . . . , X

n
sk,tk

)−1 ⇒
k⊗
i=1

N
(
0, (ti − si)Σ

)
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as n→∞, where

Σ :=
Êα[Σ(d̂1, ξ̂1)]

Êα[T̂1]
with Σ(d̂1, ξ̂1) := d̂1Id + Eξ̂1

[
X0,â1 ·XT

0,â1

]
,

and (d̂1, ξ̂1) ∼ Exp(ψ(α))⊗ Ξ̂α, â1 is the length of the cluster ξ̂1 and T̂1 = â1 + d̂1.

Proof. By Lemma 5.6, it is sufficient to show that for all a < b

Pα,∞ ◦ (Xn
a,b)
−1 ⇒ N

(
0, (b− a)Σ

)
as n→∞. By stationarity, we may assume w.l.o.g. that a = 0. In order to reduce notation
we will additionally assume that b = 1.
Let

(
(T̂0, γ̂, Ŷ

0), (d̂1, ξ̂1, Ŷ
1), (d̂2, ξ̂2, Ŷ

2), . . .
)
be a sequence of independent (0,∞)×Nf (4)×

C(R,Rd) valued random variables such that

• For all k > 1 the random variable (d̂k, ξ̂k) is Exp(ψ(α)) ⊗ Ξ̂α distributed and Ŷ k

has conditionally on (d̂k, ξ̂k) distribution Pθ−d̂k
ξ̂k

• (T̂0, γ̂) is as in Proposition 4.4 such that R∞0 η̂s
d
= γ̂ + θ−T̂0 η̂ (where η̂ denotes as

usual the process obtained by alternating dormant periods d̂k and active clusters
ξ̂k (starting dormant) and η̂s denotes a stationary version of η̂)
• Ŷ 0 has conditionally on (T̂0, γ̂) distribution Pγ̂ .

In particular
Êα
[
Ŷ 1

0,T̂1
· (Ŷ 1

0,T̂1
)T
]

= Êα[Σ(d̂1, ξ̂1)]

where T̂k denotes for k ∈ N as usual the sum of the k-th active and dormant period. Notice
that the existence and finiteness of the second moments follows from

Êα
[∣∣Ŷ 1

0,T̂1

∣∣2] 6 d · Êα[T̂1] <∞

(remember Corollary 5.2). Let (Ŝn)n > 0 = (0, T̂1, T̂1+T̂2, . . .) denote the embedded renewal
process of η̂. For t > 0 let

X̂t :=
n∑
k=1

Ŷ k
0,T̂k

+ Ŷ n+1

0,t−Ŝn
where n ∈ N0 is such that t ∈ [Ŝn, Ŝn+1).

For t > 0 let Ât denote the forward recurrence time of the embedded renewal process of
η̂. By conditioning with respect to (T̂0, γ̂, Ŷ

0) we get with Vn := n − T̂0 for f : Rd → R
continuous and bounded

Eα,∞
(
f(Xn

1 )
)

= Êα
[
ERn0 η̂s

[
f(Xn

1 )
]]

=

∫
Ω̂
P̂α(dω1)

∫
Ω̂
P̂α(dω2) f

(
1√
n
Ŷ 0

0,T̂0(ω1)∧n(ω1)

+ 1{T̂0(ω1)<n}

[
1√
n

τ̂Vn(ω1)
(ω2)∑

k=1

Ŷ k
0,T̂k(ω2)

(ω2)− 1√
n
X̂Vn(ω1),Vn(ω1)+ÂVn(ω1)

(ω2)(ω2)

])
. (5.2)

Now, fix ω1 ∈ Ω̂ and set r := T̂0(ω1). We have by Theorem 4.1

τ̂n−r
n
→ 1

Ê[T̂1]
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almost surely as n→∞. By Theorem 5.7

1√
n

τ̂n−r∑
k=1

Ŷ k
0,T̂k

d→ N (0,Σ)

as n→∞. For ε, δ > 0 let N ∈ N be such that for all n > N

‖P̂α ◦ (X̂n−r,n−r+Ân−r)
−1 − P̂α ◦ (Ŷ 0

0,T̂0
)−1‖ < δ

and P̂α(|Ŷ 0
0,T̂0
| >
√
nε) < δ. Then, for all n > N

P̂α
(

1√
n

∣∣X̂n−r,n−r+Ân−r

∣∣ > ε
)
< 2δ.

Hence, by Slutsky’s theorem, the inner integral in Equation (5.2) converges for all ω1 ∈ Ω̂
to
∫
Rd N (0,Σ)(dx)f(x). Thus, by dominated convergence,

lim
n→∞

Eα,∞
(
f(Xn

1 )
)

=

∫
Rd
N (0,Σ)(dx)f(x). �

Proof of Theorem 3.4. We briefly give the argument why we could exclude the case ti =
si+1 for some 1 6 i 6 k − 1 in Lemma 5.8. Let (nk)k be a strictly increasing sequence
of natural numbers. By tightness, there exists a subsequence (nkj )j and a measure P on
C(R,Rd) such that

Pα,∞ ◦ (X
nkj )−1 ⇒ P

as j → ∞. By the continuous mapping theorem and Lemma 5.8, for any s1 < t1 < . . . <
sk < tk

P ◦ (Xs1,t1 , . . . Xsk,tk)−1 = P̃ ◦ (Xs1,t1 , . . . Xsk,tk)−1

where P̃ denotes the distribution of
√

ΣX under W. By approximation, we obtain for all
s1 < t1 6 . . . 6 sk < tk

P ◦ (Xs1,t1 , . . . Xsk,tk)−1 = P̃ ◦ (Xs1,t1 , . . . Xsk,tk)−1

i.e. P = P̃. Hence, each subsequence of (Pα,∞◦(Xn)−1)n has a subsequence that converges
weakly to P̃. This implies that (Pα,∞ ◦ (Xn)−1)n converges weakly to P̃. It is left to show
Σ 6 Id. By the Gaussian correlation inequality in the form of Proposition 5.1, we have for
all x ∈ Rd

Eξ̂1

[
〈x,X0,â1〉2

]
6 EW [〈x,X0,â1〉2] = â1|x|2

and hence

〈
x, Êα[Σ(d̂1, ξ̂1)]x

〉
= Êα[d̂1]|x|2 + Êα

[ d∑
i,j=1

xixjEξ̂1

[
Xi

0,â1X
j
0,â1

]]
= Êα[d̂1]|x|2 + Êα

[
Eξ̂1

[
〈x,X0,â1〉2

]]
6 E[T̂1]|x|2. �

Remark 5.9. If w(t, ·) is additionally rotationally symmetric for all t > 0 then Σ is a
multiple of the unit matrix, i.e. the limiting distribution is a rescaled Wiener measure.
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6. Proof of Proposition 2.4 c)

In this section we assume that w(t, ·) is rotationally symmetric and positive (allowing
the value +∞) for all t > 0, and that the function w̃ defined by w(·, ·) = w̃(·, | · |) is
decreasing in the second variable. Remember that we defined w̃β = supt > 0 eβt w̃(t, ·) for
β > 0. Let β > 0 and p > 1 be such that the integrability condition in Proposition 2.4 c)
holds. We choose g(t) = β e−βt in the decomposition (3.1) and obtain

v(t, x) =
1

β
eβtw(t, x) 6

1

β
w̃β(|x|)

for all t > 0 and x ∈ Rd. Notice that w̃β is decreasing and (as w̃β additionally satisfies the
integrability condition) that w̃β(r) < ∞ for all r ∈ (0,∞). Without loss of generality we
can assume that v(t, x) > 1 for all t > 0 and x ∈ Rd. The reason is that the function w̄
defined by w̄(t, x) = w(t, x) + β e−βt satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 2.4 c) if w
does, and leads to v > 1. As mentioned at the end of Section 3, (GC) holds for w̄ if and
only if it holds for w.

Let (σn)n > 0 be the iid sequence of Exp(α) distributed interarrival times and let (τn)n > 1

be the iid sequence of Exp(β) distributed service times (which is independent of (σn)n) of
our queue. For n ∈ N let

sn :=
n−1∑
k=0

σk, tn := sn + τn.

That is, sn is the arrival and tn the departure of the n-th customer and σn is the time that
passes between the arrival of the n-th and the n+ 1-th customer. Then the first cluster ξ1

is given by

ξ1 =
N∑
i=1

δ(si−s1,ti−s1)

where
N = inf

{
n ∈ N : τk < sn+1 − sk for all 1 6 k 6 n

}
is the number of customers in the first cluster. Notice that N is a stopping time with
respect to the filtration generated by ((σn, τn))n > 1. We define the function

h : (0,∞)× (0,∞)→ (0,∞], h(t1, t2) := EW [v(t1, Xt2)].

Lemma 6.1. We have
N∏
i=1

h(τi, τi) 6 F (ξ1) 6
N∏
i=1

h(τi, σi ∧ τi).

Proof. The lower estimate follows immediately from the Gaussian correlation inequality in
the form of Proposition 5.1. For the upper bound we distinguish between two cases: If
t1 6 s2 we immediately get by independence of increments

F (ξ1) = EW
[ N∏
i=1

v(τi, Xsi,ti)
]

= h(τ1, τ1)EW
[ N∏
i=2

v(τi, Xsi,ti)
]
.

In case that t1 > s2 we have by independence of Xs1,s2 and (Xs,t)s,t > s2

F (ξ1) =

∫
C(R,Rd)

W(dx)EW
[
v
(
τ1, Xs1,s2 + xs2,t1

)] N∏
i=2

v
(
τi,xsi,ti

)
.
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The assumptions on w imply EW
[
v
(
τ1, Xs1,s2 +x

)]
6 EW

[
v
(
τ1, Xs1,s2

)]
for all x ∈ Rd and

thus

F (ξ1) 6 h(τ1, σ1)EW
[ N∏
i=2

v(τi, Xsi,ti)
]
.

Iterating this procedure completes the proof. �

For the Fröhlich polaron path measure we choose β = 1 and obtain by an integration in
spherical coordinates

h(t1, t2) =

√
2

π

1√
t2

for all t1, t2 > 0. Hence, our lower estimate for F becomes the lower estimate given in
[MV19]. If one sorts the customers in the first cluster by the time of their departure,
starting with the customer that departs last, and modifies our proof accordingly, one
obtains an upper estimate for F that is sharper then the estimate given in [MV19].

Lemma 6.2. Assume that w, β and p satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 2.4 c). Then
for all α > 0,

Eα
[
h(τ1, σ1 ∧ τ1)p

]
6 (α+ β)(d+2)/4c(w, β, p),

where the constant c(w, β, p) is independent of α.

Proof. By Jensens inequality,

Eα[h(τ1, σ1 ∧ τ1)p] 6 Eα
[
EW
[
v(τ1, Xσ1∧τ1)p

]]
6 β−p · Eα

[
EW
[
w̃β(|Xσ1∧τ1 |)p

]]
.

For a, b > 0 we have∫ ∞
0

dt t−d/2 exp
(
− a/t− b · t

)
=

∫ ∞
0

dt td−3 exp
(
− at2 − b/t2

)
= (b/a)(d−2)/4K(d−2)/2(2

√
ab)

(the second equality can be obtained by substituting t = (b/a)1/4eu) where, for γ ∈ R and
x > 0

Kγ(x) =

∫ ∞
0

e−x cosh(u) cosh(γu) du

denotes the modified Bessel function of second kind. With appropriately chosen constants,
cd, c̃d > 0 we obtain

Eα
[
EW
[
w̃β(|Xσ1∧τ1 |)p

]]
= cd(α+ β)

∫ ∞
0

dt e−(α+β)t

∫ ∞
0

dr rd−1w̃β(r)pe−r
2/2tt−d/2

= c̃d(α+ β)(d+2)/4

∫ ∞
0

dr rd−1w̃β(r)pr−(d−2)/2K(d−2)/2(
√

2(α+ β) · r)

6 c̃d(α+ β)(d+2)/4

∫ ∞
0

dr w̃β(r)p · rd/2K(d−2)/2(
√

2β · r). (6.1)

Now, as r →∞, we have [AS72, p. 378]

K(d−2)/2(
√

2β · r) ∈ O
(
r−1/2e−

√
2β·r),
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and since w̃β is decreasing and thus bounded on [1,∞), the integral (6.1) is finite on [1,∞).
For r → 0 we have [AS72, p. 375]

K(d−2)/2(
√

2β · r) ∈


O
(
− ln(r)

)
for d = 2

O
(
r−|d−2|/2) for d 6= 2.

The integrability assumptions in 2.4 c) then guarantee that the integral (6.1) is finite on
[0, 1], too, proving the claim. �

Lemma 6.3. Let (Xn)n be an iid sequence of positive random variables adapted to some
filtration (Fn)n. Let Xn+1 be independent of Fn for all n ∈ N. Let τ be an a.s. finite
stopping time with respect to (Fn)n. Assume that p > 1 is such that E[Xp] <∞. Then

E
[ τ∏
i=1

Xi

]
6 E

[(
E
[
Xp

1

]q/p)τ]1/q

where q denotes the conjugated Hölder index of p.

Proof. For n ∈ N define

Yn :=
n∏
i=1

Xp
i

E[Xp
1 ]
.

Then (Yn)n is a martingale with respect to (Fn)n. By the optional stopping theorem, we
have E[Yτ∧n] = 1 for all n ∈ N. By Fatou’s Lemma

E[Yτ ] 6 lim inf
n→∞

E[Yτ∧n] = 1.

If we denote by q the conjugated Hölder index to p we get with Hölders inequality

E
[ τ∏
i=1

Xi

]
= E

[
E[Xp

1 ]τ/p
τ∏
i=1

Xi

E[Xp
1 ]1/p

]
6 E

[
E[Xp

1 ]τq/p
]1/q

E[Yτ ]1/p

6 E
[
E[Xp

1 ]τq/p
]1/q

. �

Proof of Proposition 2.4 c). We first show that Zα,T <∞ for all α, T > 0 and that ψ(α) <
∞ for all α > 0. Notice that, by the series expansion of the exponential function and by a
change of the order of integration (in the same manner as in the beginning of Section 3),
one obtains Equation (3.5) even without assuming that Pα,T defines a probability measure
(i.e. without assuming that Zα,T < ∞). Since T1 > σ0 + . . . + σN−1 + τN , Lemma 6.1
implies

Eα[e−µT1F (ξ1)] 6 Eα
[ N∏
i=1

e−µ(σi∧τi)h(τi, σi ∧ τi)
]
. (6.2)

for all µ > 0. By Lemma 6.2, we have Eα[h(τ1, σ1 ∧ τ1)] <∞. Hence, there exists a µ > 0

such that Eα[e−µ(σ1∧τ1)h(τ1, σ1 ∧ τ1)] 6 1.
As in the proof of Lemma 6.3, an application of the optional stopping theorem to the

supermartingale
(∏n

i=1 e
−µ(σi∧τi)h(τi, σi ∧ τi)

)
n∈N gives Eα[e−µT1F (ξ1)] 6 1 for this µ.
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Figure 2. Expected value Eα
[
e−λT1F (ξ1)

]
in dependency of α and λ under

the assumptions of Proposition 2.4 c) and assuming that v > 1. In the
shaded region we do not know whether the expected value is finite or infinite

By Proposition 4.6, there exist C, λ > 0 such that Zα,T 6 C eλT for all T > 0. Since
ecα,T ∼ e2αT−αE[τ1] this yield the existence of C̃, λ̃ > 0 such that

Zα,T 6 C̃e
λ̃T

for all T > 0. By superadditivity

ψ(α) = lim
T→∞

log(Zα,T )

T
= sup

T>0

log(Zα,T )

T
6 λ̃.

For showing the validity of (GC), we show that (G) holds, and as we already know that
(A1) and (A2) hold, we may then apply Theorem 3.2. Since we assumed v > 1, we have
Eα[F (ξ1)] > 1 for all α > 0, and by Proposition 4.13 it is thus sufficient to show that
Eα[F (ξ1)] <∞ for sufficiently small α. By Lemma 6.1 it is sufficient to show that

Eα
[ N∏
i=1

h(τi, σi ∧ τi)
]
<∞

for sufficiently small α. Let rα be the radius of convergence of the probability generating
function of N . By Lemma 6.3, it is sufficient to show that

Eα
[
h(τ1, σ1 ∧ τ1)p

]
< rp/qα (6.3)

for sufficiently small α. One can convince oneself (e.g. by looking at the known formula
of the probability generating function of N for this particular choice of g, see [GS95]) that
limα→0 rα = ∞. On the other hand, Lemma 6.2 shows that the left hand side of (6.3)
remains bounded as α→ 0. This shows the claim. �

Remark 6.4. Let us consider the situation from Proposition 2.4 c). We choose β and g as
in the proof of Proposition 2.4 c) and assume, as in the proof, that v > 1. By Proposition
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4.12 we have for all α > 0

ψ(α)− α = min
{
λ ∈ R : Eα

[
e−λT1F (ξ1)

]
6 1
}
.

Using the known formula for the Laplace transform of an active period for this choice of
g, see [GS95], one obtains that the behavior of Eα

[
e−λT1F (ξ1)

]
as a function of α and λ

is as depicted in Figure 2. We call α “good” for w if (GC) is satisfied. Notice that α is
good for w if and only if 1 is good for αw. A small calculation shows (where we denote
the dependency on w by another subscript)

∂αΓ̂1,T,αw(the system is dormant at 0) 6 0

⇐⇒ E
Γ̂1,T,αw

[N4] > E
Γ̂1,T,αw

[N4|the system is dormant at 0]

where N4 : Nf (4)→ N0, µ 7→ µ(4) denotes the number of points in 4. Hence, it seems
plausible that Γ̂1,T,αw(the system is dormant at 0) is decreasing in α for all T > 0, which
would imply (by Theorem 3.2) that the set of α that are good for w is of the form (0, b) or
(0, b] for some b ∈ (0,∞]. Then, if b < ∞, the function α 7→ limT→∞ Zα,T e

−ψ(α)T would
be non-analytic (the limit exists irrespective whether (GC) is satisfied or not by Theorem
4.11 and Proposition 4.12).

7. Relations between ψ(α) and Γ̂α,st

In this short section we present a few formal calculations that relate the free energy
ψ to certain expectations with respect to the tilted stationary measure Γ̂α,st. Although
we exchange limits and integrals in an uncontrolled way in several places, we expect the
resulting formulae to be correct. They show that there is an intricate relationship between
ψ and the expected value of several natural random variables with respect to Γ̂α,st which
seems well worth exploring further in the future.

We assume that (A1)–(A3) are satisfied for all α and hence

Eα
[
e−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)

]
= 1

for all α > 0. Multiplying the potential by ec for some c ∈ R yields with the number N of
customers in the first cluster

Eα
[
e−(ψ(ecα)−α)T1ecNF (ξ1)

]
= 1.

Assuming that ψ is differentiable and that we may differentiate under the integral we
obtain by differentiation with respect to c

αψ′(α)Eα
[
T1e
−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)

]
= Eα

[
Ne−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)]

or short αψ′(α)Êα[T̂1] = Êα[N̂ ]. In other words, ψ(α) = 1/Êα[d̂1] determines the length
of dormant periods in the reweighted process and αψ′(α) determines the number of points
per unit of time in the reweighted process. Notice that

ψ′(α) =
Êα[N̂ ]/Êα[T̂1]

Eα[N ]/Eα[T1]
(7.1)

as α = Eα[N ]/Eα[T1] (this can be obtained from the previous considerations by choosing
w(t, x) = g(t) for t > 0 and x ∈ Rd). For a constant c > 0 we add c · g to w (i.e. we add c
to v) and obtain

Eα
[
e−(ψ(α)+αc−α)T1EW

[ N∏
i=1

v(ti − si, Xsi,ti) + c
]]

= 1.
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If we again assume that we may differentiate under the integral we obtain

αEα
[
T1e
−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)

]
= Eα

[
Ne−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)]

where

F (ξ1) =
1

N

N∑
j=1

EW
[∏
i 6=j

v(ti − si, Xsi,ti)
]
.

Combining both equalities yields

ψ′(α) =
Eα
[
Ne−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)]

Eα
[
Ne−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)]

. (7.2)

In other words, ψ′(α) is a measure for how much F changes on average if we randomly
delete a point of ξ1. If there exists a measurable function f : [0,∞) → (0,∞) satisfying∫∞

0 (1 + t)f(t) dt < ∞ such that w(t, x) 6 f(t) for all x ∈ Rd and t > 0 (i.e. if the
assumptions of Proposition 2.4 a) are satisfied) then we may choose g = f/‖f‖L1 and
obtain v 6 C with C := ‖f‖L1 . This means that F (ξ1) 6 CF̄ (ξ1), and then (7.2) implies a
linear upper bound for the growth of ψ(α) with α. It should be noted, however, that this
can be obtained by an elementary calculation, using eC·cα,T ∼ e2αCT−αCE[τ1]. Similarly,
lower linear bounds can be derived. For the Fröhlich polaron, ψ(α) ∼ g0α

2 and thus
ψ′(α) → ∞ as α → ∞ (by convexity of ψ). Combining this with Equation (7.1), we see
that, as a consequence of the singularity of the potential, reweighting the point process
leads to a relative increase of the number of customers per unit of time that diverges to
+∞ as α→∞.

By Theorem 3.2 we have

Êα[T̂1] = Eα
[
T1e
−(ψ(α)−α)T1F (ξ1)

]
=

1

ψ(α) limT→∞ Zα,T e−ψ(α)T
.

As seen in the proof of Proposition 2.4 b) and Corollary 2.5, for the Fröhlich polaron this
yields

Êα[T̂1] = − 1

Eα(0)|〈Ω,Ψα〉|2
where Ω is the Fock-vacuum and Ψα and Eα(0) are the ground state and the ground state
energy of the Hamiltonian of the Fröhlich polaron at total momentum zero. Notice that

|〈Ω,Ψα〉|2 = Êα[d̂1]/Êα[T̂1]

is the probability that we are dormant at a given point in time under the stationary measure
Γ̂α,st. We can also put the coupling parameter into the potential, to obtain

E1

[
αNe−(ψ(α)−1)T1F (ξ1)

]
= 1.

This identity might potentially be used in order to show analyticity of ψ using the implicit
function theorem.

Appendix: Polaron models and Polaron path measures

Here we give an overview over polaron models and their connection to Polaron path
measures. For details and proofs we refer to [DS20] and [Møl06], see also Chapters 5 and
6 of [LHB11].

The polaron describes a d-dimensional quantum particle coupled to a scalar Bosonic field,
e.g. the lattice vibrations of a polar crystal. Its Hamiltonian acts in the space L2(Rd)⊗F ,
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where F the Hilbert space for the Bose field, i.e. the symmetric Fock space over L2(Rd).
The Hamiltonian is given by

H =
1

2
p2 +

∫
Rd
ω(k)a∗(k)a(k) dk +

√
α

∫
Rd

%̂(k)√
2ω(k)

(
eik·x a(k) + e−ik·x a∗(k)

)
dk.

Here a∗(k), a(k) are the creation and annihilation operators of the free Bose field, re-
spectively, satisfying the canonical commutation relations [a∗(k), a(k′)] = δ(k − k′). The
first term represents the momentum operator of the free particle, and the second term is
the energy of the free field, which is the differential second quantization of the operator
of multiplication with ω. The energy-momentum relation ω of the Bose field is assumed
to be nonnegative, strictly positive almost everywhere, continuous, and invariant under
rotations. The third term implements the coupling between particle and field, x being the
position operator of the particle. The function % is used to ’smear out’ the coupling of the
particle to the field. %̂ is assumed to be rotation invariant and real-valued. The function

g(k) = %̂(k)/
√

2ω(k)

is usually called the coupling function, and α is the coupling constant. Important special
cases are the Fröhlich polaron where

ω(k) = 1, g(k) = (
√

2π|k|)−1,

and the Nelson model where

ω(k) =
√
k2 +m2 with m > 0, and g(k) = 1l[κ,Λ](|k|)ω(k)−1/2 with 0 6 κ < Λ <∞.

m is the mass of the Bosons, and κ,Λ are the infrared and ultraviolet cutoffs, respectively.
They restrict the interaction of the particle with the field modes to those modes with
energy between κ and Λ.

Under suitable assumptions on ω and g (which are fulfilled for the two examples above),
the operator H is self-adjoint and bounded below. Since the coupling of the particle to the
field is invariant under translations, H commutes with the total momentum operator

Ptot = p+ Pf = p+

∫
Rd
k a∗(k)a(k) dk.

Therefore, H admits a fiber decomposition H = U∗
∫ ⊕
Rd H(P ) dP U with a suitable unitary

operator U , where for each P ∈ Rd the operator

H(P ) =
1

2
(P − Pf)

2 +

∫
Rd
ω(k)a∗(k)a(k) dk +

√
α

∫
Rd
g(k)(a(k) + a∗(k)) dk.

now acts only on Fock space. H(P ) is bounded below and self-adjoint whenever H is, and
the map that takes P ∈ Rd to the bottom E(P ) of the spectrum of H(P ) is the energy-
momentum relation for the particle. By the rotation invariance of ω and g, E(P ) = Er(|P |)
only depends on |P |, and E′′r (0) is the inverse of the effective mass of the particle interacting
with the Bose field.

Polaron path measures are related to polaron models by a Feynman-Kac formula: the
particle Hamiltonian 1

2p
2 is the generator of Brownian motion W, and the field Hamilton-

ian
∫
ω(k)a∗(k)a(k) dk is unitarily equivalent to the generator of an infinite dimensional

Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process G. Its probability distribution is supported on distribution-
valued functions s 7→ φs, and its covariance function is given by

EG(φs(u)φt(v)) =

∫
û(k)

1

2ω(k)
e−|t−s|ω(k) v̂(k) dk
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for suitable test functions u, v. Much like in the ordinary Feynman-Kac formula, this allows
to write matrix elements 〈Ψ, e−tH Φ〉 as integrals with respect to the measure G⊗W. When
Ω is the Fock vacuum and f1, f2 ∈ L2(Rd), this leads to the equality

〈f1⊗Ω, e−tH f2⊗Ω〉 =

∫
dxf1(x)

∫
Wx(dx)

∫
G(dφ) exp

(
−
√
α

∫ t

0
φs(ρ(·−xs)) ds

)
f2(xt),

whereWx is Brownian motion started at x. Since the exponent is linear in the field variable
φ, the Gaussian integral can be carried out explicitly, with the result

〈f1 ⊗ Ω, e−tH f2 ⊗ Ω〉 =

∫
dxf1(x)

∫
W x(dx) e

α
2

∫ t
0 dr

∫ t
0 dsw(r−s,xr−xs) f2(xt), (7.3)

where

w(r − s,xr − xs) = EG
(
φr
(
%(· − xr)

)
φs
(
%(· − xs)

))
=

∫
|g(k)|2 eik·(xr−xs) e−ω(k)|r−s| .

This establishes the connection between the Polaron models and Polaron path measures.
The formal choice f1 = δ(0) and f2 = 1 in (7.3) corresponds to the matrix element
〈Ω, e−tH(0)Ω〉, see e.g. [DS20], where also expressions for 〈Ω, e−tH(P )Ω〉 are derived for
arbitrary P .

For the Fröhlich polaron in three dimensions, an explicit computation leads to w(t, x) =
1
|x| e

−|t| . For the massless Nelson model (i.e. m = 0) in three dimensions, one obtains

w(t, x) = 4π

∫ Λ

κ
e−r|t|

sin(r|x|)
|x|

dr,

When κ = 0, i.e. when the particle is allowed to interact with low energy field modes, this
w decays like |t|−2 for large t.

Acknowledgement: We thank Herbert Spohn for useful comments on an earlier version
of this paper.
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