arXiv:2307.13058v1 [math-ph] 24 Jul 2023

EFFECTIVE MASS OF THE FROHLICH POLARON AND THE
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Abstract: A long-standing conjecture by Landau-Pekar [13] from 1948 and by Spohn [24]
from 1987 states that the effective mass m(a) of the Frohlich Polaron should diverge in the
strong coupling limit ov — o0, like o* times a pre-factor given by the centered solution v of
the Pekar variational problem. In this article, we show that there is a constant C, € (0, 00)
such that for any o > 0,
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Our method is based on analyzing the Gaussian representation of the Polaron measure and
that of the associated tilted Poisson point process developed in [19], together with an explicit
identification of these in the strong coupling limit o — oo in terms of functionals of the
Pekar process. This method also shows how o as well as the Pekar energy [o, [Vibo(z)[*dx
pre-factor appear in the divergence of m(«a) in a natural way.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

The Polaron problem in quantum mechanics is inspired by studying the slow movement of a charged
particle, e.g. an electron, in a crystal whose lattice sites are polarized by this slow motion. The
electron then drags around it a cloud of polarized lattice points which influences and determines
the effective behavior of the electron. A key quantity is the given by the bottom of the spectrum
E.(P) = inf spec(Hp) of the (fiber) Hamiltonian of the Frohlich Polaron. It is known that FE,(-)
is rotationally symmetric and is analytic when P = 0. Then the central objects of interest are the
ground state energy

g(a) = —m}inEa(P) (1.1)
as well as the effective mass m(«) of the Frohlich Polaron, defined as the inverse of the curvature:
0? !
m(a) = |:8P2Ea(P)‘p:0:| : (1.2)

See [24, [15], 10]. Physically relevant questions concern the strong-coupling behavior of g(«) and m(a).
Indeed, the ground state energy in this regime was studied by Pekar [22] who also conjectured that
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the limit
go := lim @ exists, and
a—o0 (o
P2 ()93 (y 1 (1.3)
= s | [ [ gy Gvug)
wt‘gffl(l}@) R3xR3 |7 — y‘ 2
l¥llo=1

By a well-known result of E. Lieb [14], the above variational formula gy admits a rotationally symmet-
ric, smooth and centered maximizer 1o € H'(R3) with |[1g||2 = 1 which is unique except for spatial
translations. One can also obtain a probabilistic representation for g(«). Indeed, Feynman’s path
integral formulation [I1] leads to g(a) = limp_o 4 log(W|e~7H |¥) with ¥ being chosen such that its
spectral resolution contains the ground state energy or low energy spectrum of H, but is otherwise
arbitrary. Then the Feynman-Kac formula for the semigroup e=7H implies that the last expression
can be rewritten further as

g(a) = lim TlogEo[exp{ / / dsdt MH (1.4)

with Eg denoting expectation w.r.t. the law of a three-dimensional Brownian path starting at O.
Starting with this expression and using large deviation theory from [8], Pekar’s conjecture was
proved in [9]. Later, a different proof was given by E. Lieb and L. Thomas [I7] using a functional
analytic approach which also provided quantitative error bounds.

As for the effective mass defined in , according to a long-standing conjecture by Landau-Pekar
[13] and by H. Spohn [24], m(«a) should diverge like o* with a pre-factor given by the centered solution
1y of the Pekar variational problem in the strong coupling limit @ — co. With this background,
the main result of this article is to show the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. There exists a constant Cy € (0,00) such that for all > 0,

» |V1/Jo(ac)\2dx, (1.5)

where 1o € HY(R3) with ||vo|l2 = 1 is the centered solution of the Pekar variational problem (1.3).

1.1 Background: Polaron path measure. In 1987, H. Spohn [24] established a link between the
effective mass m(«) and the actual path behavior under the Polaron measure. Indeed, the exponential
weight on the right hand side in defines a tilted measure on the path space of the Brownian
motion, or rather, on the space of increments of Brownian paths. More precisely, let P = Pr be the
law of the Brownian increments {w(t) —w(s)}—r<s<i<7 for three dimensional Brownian motion. Then
the Polaron measure is defined as the transformed measure

exp< / /T o e ] )|dtds>IP’(dw), (1.6)
Zor =5 o (5 [, /TWGHQ>PM%}

is the total mass of the exponential weight, or the partition function.

P r(dw) =

where

It was conjectured by Spohn in [24] that for any fixed coupling o > 0 and as T" — oo, the distribution
of the diffusively rescaled Brownian path under the Polaron measure should be asymptotically Gaussian
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with zero mean and variance o?(a) > 0. The following results were shown in [19] 21]: for any o > 0:
the infinite-volume Polaron measure

~ ~

P, = lim P,
T—o0

exists and it is an explicit mixture of Gaussian measures. Moreover, the distribution of the rescaled

Brownian increments h\/%*ﬂ under ]?Da;[ and @a satisfies a central limit theorem. More precisely,
for any a > 0
=~ T)—w(-T ~ T)—w(-T
lim Bo g [P =T ] — lm B, [wa() c.
T—o0 V2T T—o0 V2T (1.7)

= N(0, 0'2(01)13><3),

where N(0, 0%(a)I3x3) is a three-dimensional Gaussian vector with mean zero and covariance matrix
02(a)I3x3, which satisfies

0(0) = Jim %E@a»TUw(T)—w(—T)P] = Jim. %E@a[}w(T)—w(—T)lz] c,1). (18

(see also [2] for an extension of these results to other polaron type interactions). Note that the strict
bound o?(a) < 1 from for any coupling o > 0 reflects the attractive nature of the interaction
defined in . Assuming the validity of the above CLT , already in [24] Spohn proved a simple
relation between the effective mass m(a) and the CLT variance o?(«):

m(a)™! = o?(a) for any a > 0, (1.9)

see also Dybalski-Spohn [I0] for a recent proof of the above relation using (1.7). In [24], Spohn also

conjectured that the the strong coupling behavior of the infinite-volume limit limq o0 lim7 o0 Po7 =
limy o Py, suitably rescaled, should converge to the so-called Pekar process, which is a diffusion
process with generator

vy
(G
where 1) is any solution of the variational problem ((1.4)). This conjecture was proved in [20] showing

1
§A + Vv,

that, after rescaling, the process P, converges as &« — 0o to a unique limit which is the increments of the
Pekar process. |°| Based on the path behavior of @a, in [24] the decay rate of the CLT diffusion constant
o?(a) ~ a~* as a — oo was also derived heuristically — note that, given the relation , this decay
rate would be equivalent to the divergence rate m(a) ~ o, conjectured by Landau and Pekar [13].
Using a functional analytic route from [17], it was shown in [I6] that lim, o m(a) = co. By means of
probabilistic techniques from [19, 2], it has been recently shown in [3] that o2(a) < ca—2/® for some
¢ < oo. Very recently, using the probabilistic representation of the Polaron measure but invoking
Gaussian correlation inequalities, which are orthogonal to the current method, it has been shown in
[23] that 0?(ar) < Ca™*/(log )®. For the corresponding upper bound m(a) < C*a? [gs [Viho(z)[*dx,
we refer to the very recent article [5] that used a functional analytic route. The method currently
developed for obtaining Theorem is quite different from the ones found in the literature. We will
outline this approach below and explain along the lines how the o divergence rate of m(a) with the
Pekar energy pre-factor [ps |V4)o(z)|?dz appears in a natural way.

3In [20] the distributions of the rescaled process (alw(Zz) — w(Z2]))sea e under P, was shown to converge to the
stationary version of the increments of the Pekar process. This process was also shown in [I8] [12] [4] to be the limiting
object of the mean-field Polaron problem — convergence of the latter towards the Pekar process was also conjectured by
Spohn in [24].
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1.2 An outline of the proof and constituent results. The starting point is the method
. . : _lu? :

developed in [19], where by writing the Coulomb potential ﬁ = \/g fooo e~ 2 du and expanding the

exponential weight in ((1.6) in a power series for any o > 0 and 7" > 0, the Polaron measure

Po7(dw) = / P; . (dw)®q r(dédi) (1.10)
was represented as a mixture of centered Gaussian measures Pé’ﬁ with variance
varPea [N g [2 M| " P S ) feE]. @
V2T feHr V2T T —~

Here, Hp denotes all absolutely continuous functions on [T, T with square integrable derivatives (see
[19, Eq. (3.3)-(3.4)] and Section u for a detailed review). In ([1.10)), (:)ayT(dédzl) represents the law
of a tilted Poisson point process taking values on the space of (€,a), with &€ = {[s1,%1], .., [$ns tn] }n>0
denoting a collection for (possibly overlapping) intervals contained in [T, 7] and 4 = (uq,...,uy) €
(0,00)" denoting a string of positive numbers, with each u; being linked to the interval [s;, t;]. For

any fixed a > 0 and as T" — oo, the limit C:)a = lim7_ O, exists, can be identified explicitly

and is stationary. Consequently, the infinite-volume limit @a = lim7_o I/P\’mT also admits a Gaussian
representation

Pa(") = /Pg@(-)@a(déﬁdﬁ) (1.12)
analogous to (|1.10)), and for any a > 0, the distributions of the rescaled increments L\/;T(*T)’ both

under @Q,T and under I@a, converge for any a« > 0 and as T" — oo to a 3d centered Gaussian law
N(0,0%(a)) with variance given by the L!(©,) and ©,-a.s. limit

f(T) = f(=T)

V2T

We refer to Section for a more detailed review of these arguments from [19]. To show Theorem

we will show that as o — oo and for (:)a almost every realization of (f , 1), the supremum in ([1.13])
is bounded above by a constant times o™ [p5 [Vtpo(x)|?dz. This task splits now into four main steps.

o?*(a) = lim 3 sup [2
T—o0 feHT

T nr(§)
- / o= Y 00— )R
- =1

Step 1 (Duality): The first step is a simple but a very useful identity, originally introduced in [21], Eq.
(1.11), p.1647], establishing a duality between O 1 (resp. ©4) and Py 7 (resp. P,) — namely, fix any
a > 0 and the Brownian increments {w(t) — w(s)}scatep over A, B C R. Then, conditional on these

~

increments sampled according to P, 7 (resp. Py), the distribution of any function
f(é,ﬁ)ZZf(Si,ti,ui) sieACRand tiGBCR,
i

under the tilted Poisson measure (:)a,T (resp. @a) is itself Poisson distributed with a random intensity
given by a?A4 p(a,w), where

Ansla,w) = /A ds /B dte~ IV (alw(t) — w(s)).

Here V(| -|) = V&(] - |) is an explicit function determined by whichever f(-,-) we are working with.

Step 2 (Random intensities in strong coupling and Pekar process): The next task is to determine the
behavior of functionals of the above form A4 g(a, ) under P, under the strong coupling limit o — oo.
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Indeed, in Theorem we show that for a large class of functions V' (including continuous bounded
functions, and V(x) = |—1|, and V (|z|) = |z| etc.),

dm B asta)) = ([ [ ([ vle-dwum) e 0.0 )

where 1y denote the centered solution of the Pekar variational formula gg (recall (1.3] . ). Consequently,
the distributions of Pa[ajw(t) — w(s)| € -] (averaged over s € A,t € B) converge to the distribution of
|z — y| under the product Pekar densities 13(z) ®¥3(y), see Corollary E| In particular, Ay p(o,w)
remain uniformly bounded away from zero under @a, and as an upshot we get that the aforementioned
Poisson intensity a?A 4 p(@,w) in Step 1 remain for a large, on average under @a, of order C'o? with
an explicit constant C' € (0, 00) depending on the Pekar solution ).

Step 3: (Functionals of (é, @) under O, and Pekar process): We now apply the above duality to
particular choices of f(£, %) and combine Step 1 and Step 2 above to show that

it B9 [ g?} 290:/11@3 |W°(:”)|2d””:/Rs ) wé(x)wé(y)dxdy 1.15)

a—00 T—00 |z — y|

Here, ny(€) is the total number of intervals in the time horizon [—T,T] and the above statement
underlines that, on average under ©,, this number grows like 27> Jgs [Vbo(2)[*dz as T — oo,
followed by o — oco. That is, the tilting in @a increases the density of intervals from o to o when
o becomes large. Likewise, for any constant a > 0, if n}" (€) denotes the number of intervals [s;, ;]
with (¢; — s;) < a, then also holds for nj’ (€) with 2go(1 — e~ ®) on the right hand side — that is,
on average, the tilting in @ does not change the distribution of lengths of intervals — the sizes of all

intervals in [~7, 7] remain exponential with parameter 1. Similarly, if nf" (¢, 4) = #{(£,0) € Y -
ace < u; < ba}, then we also have

1 L 28ap, @b _ = ._\/5 ’ 202 (y)e
o}l—{go?TlgEo ﬁE "] =go(a,b) ==/ = [ dz . dxdywo(x)@bo(y)e

That is, under @a, the average size of u is of order a — see Corollary {4 . for these statements. In
fact, again using the duality between @ and Pa, which is stationary and ergodic, and invoking the
resulting ergodic theorem under @a, we can strengthen the above facts to almost sure statements
under @a using the corresponding framework of Palm measures and the so-called “point of view of the
particle” (see Section [3[and Step 5 below). These facts allow us to the analyze, for any given f € Hp,
the @a almost sure behavior terms appearing in the supremum in as o — Q.

(1.16)

Step 4 (Estimating 02(a)): The results in Step 3 allow us to “restrict” to the collections of intervals
(&,0) with sizes 1 < t; — s; < 2 with u; > «. Now, for constants K1, Ko > 0, let Ap(K7, K2) be the
event of realizations (£,4) such that there are at least K1a? many collections of disjoint intervals

Nj

&3
Ky n:l7

Sj — {[ (7) t(])] 1< tgl) (J) < 2 and u(])

zn7z

such that, for each “step” j =1,..., K>

4As remarked earlier, in [20], the distributions of the rescaled process (aw(fz) —w(Z5]))sea ten under P, was shown
to converge to the stationary version of the increments of the Pekar process — that is, there the distribution of the
processes on time scales of order a% was considered. Currently, we are considering the distributions of the rescaled

increments alw(t) — w(s)| under P, with s € A,¢ € B — that is, we are considering time scales of order one.

¥5 (@)v] (y)dzdy

5Usmg a simple scaling argument, in Lemma it will be shown that 2go = f]Rg [Vbo( )\2dx = ng <R3 =
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e The number N; of disjoint intervals we use in step j is at most 2T,

e The “vacant area” V; in each step j has length at most X2
o
KT
Vil= |-z U o0 < Kol (1.17)

e The vacant area in Step ¢ and Step j have a negligible intersection |V; N V;| < 3.

Let us assume that for a large, the event Ap (K7, K3) happens almost surely under @)a. Then on each
step j, we can write the endpoint f(7) — f(—T7) in (1.13]) as a telescoping sum and estimate, using
the u’s correponding to the intervals that we use now satisfy u > a/v/ Ko,

Nj
PO = 1T = [0 320D - 1640)

/f dt+rz 0| (1) — F(s)].

Repeating the process for all the steps j = 1,..., Kjo? and a Cauchy-Schwarz bound and using the
above mentioned properties of the “vacant areas” in successive steps will then imply that, for o large
and O, almost surely, the supremum in (|1.13]) is bounded above by a_4%, see Lemma and Lemma
Since the arguments above are explicit w.r.t. the Pekar constant, the pre-factor [z |Vt (z)[*da
come out naturally from the constant K; involved with the number of steps Kja? that we can take,

: 2 1
leading to 0°(a) S — T o h@rG
Step 5 (Constructing the event Ap(Ki, K2)): It remains to show that there are constants K, Ky such
that the aforementioned event Ar(K7j, K3) happens ©, almost surely, stated in Theorem For its

proof, which is provided in Section [5| the preceding constructions outlined in Step 1-Step 3 are used
heavily. In fact, using properties of Palm measures (collected in Section [3) and the aforementioned

duality, we can treat see that the points {s,}nez and {t,}nez under ©, also form a Poisson process
with random intensities. Using the preceding arguments, the ergodicity of this Poisson process will
imply that there are sufficiently many “good intervals” {[s,,t,]} in [T, T] corresponding to indices
n € Z which in particular satisfy that

e S, — sp_1 < 5 — that is, the successive s,s arrive before & units of time (recall that the
~ (6%

intensity on average remains of order o, as mentioned in Step 2); and

o #{icZ:t; € (sp—1,5,)} < C — that is, the number of ¢’s falling between successive arrivals
is at most C.

e The corresponding u, > «/ V.

We refer to Section for the construction of these good intervals. We now fiz such a collection
of good intervals from this event of probability one, and work with this collection deterministically.
We start with a such a given collection, ﬁnd a collection S of disjoint intervals so that (| - ) holds
(because of the property s, — sp_1 S -5 of good intervals). Now to construct the second step, we
remove all intervals from the first step, and all intervals corresponding to the t’s that fall between
successive arrivals, and repeat the process from the first step. A systematic and inductive procedure
then yields that (because of the other property, namely #{i € Z : t; € (sp—1,5n)} < C of good
intervals), we are only removing only a negligible collection of intervals from each step, allowing us to
find K;a? many steps so that both and the property |V; NV;| < 3 hold. We refer to Section
for the detailed inductive construction.
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Organization of the rest of the article: In Section [2| we will deduce the strong coupling limits
outlined in Step 2 above. There, the necessary properties of the Pekar variational problem gg
Wlll be deduced in Section [2.1] and Theorem [2.1] will be proved in Section 2.2} In Section [3] we will
provide the necessary background on Palm measures and Poisson processes with random intensities
and their ergodic properties which will be used subsequently in the sequel. Section [ is devoted to
the constructions outlined in Steps 1, Step 3 and Step 4 above. Finally, Section [5| will provide a
constructive proof of Theorem in terms of the good intervals and their properties as outlined in
Step 5 above.

2. STRONG COUPLING LIMITS AND THE PEKAR PROCESS.

The goal of this is section is to prove the following two results:

Theorem 2.1. Let V : [0,00) — [0,00) be any continuous and bounded function. Then for any 6 > 0,
we have

Jm B [T 0l - o] = [ [ B@Revie - i @)

Moreover, for any integrable function g : (0,00)? — [0,00),
lim EFe [ / / 9(s, )V (alw(t) —w(s)y)dsdt}

=7 [T atsoasae | [ [ vite = sbuiarsmaon|

Moreover, both (2.1)-(2.2) hold for V(|z|) = ﬁ in R® and also for any continuous function V :

[0,00) — [0,00) with |V (x)] < C(1+ |x|) for some C < .

(2.2)

Corollary 2.2. Fiz any —oco < a; < b; < oo for i = 1,2. For any s € [a1,b1] and t € [ag,bs], let
ta(s,t,-) = Polajw(t) —w(s)| € -] be the distribution of a|w(t) — w(s)| under Py, while ji,(-) denote
1ts average

fia(B) /bl /b2 “ls=tl, (5.4, B)dsdt B C [0, 00)

b1 by
/ / dsdt e 1t=sl,

If 1i(vpo, -) denotes the distribution of |z —y| under ¥3(z) ® 13 (y)dzdy on [0,00), then Jin(-) converges
weakly to (o, ) as a — 0.

The rest of the section is devoted to the proofs of the above two results.

2.1 Properties of the Pekar variational problem. For the proof of Theorem we will
need some properties of the Pekar variational problem, which we will deduce in the next four lemmas.
Recall that the supremum in

_ P (y)dady 1 2 ]
we s [[ [ R P 23

lI¥ll2=1

is attained at some 1o which unique modulo spatial translations and can be chosen to be centered at
0 and is a radially symmetric function [14]. Moreover, we have
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Lemma 2.3. Let i be the centered mdz’ally symmetric mazimizer of (2.3)). Then

// w0| d dy / Vo ()| *de, and therefore
R3xR3 [T —Y

(2.4)
/ |Vepo(2)[Pda = // vE@)Y(y) ) 4o
R3xR3 ’55 - Z/|
Proof. Consider the family
3
PV (x) = A2epo(Ax)
Then by rescaling
2(\x)p2 (N A5
RS xR3 \37 - y\ 2 Jgs
)\2
—A// vg( )d dy —/ Vo () [*da
R3xR3 ’33 - 3/’ 2 Jrs
has a maximum at A = 1, providing
// vg( dd_/\wo )|?de.
R3 xR3 ’1’ -
It follows that
// Yol )dxdy—2g0, and / |Vho(x)|?dx = 2go.
R3xR3 \95 - Z/\ R3
O
Lemma 2.4. Let V : [0,00) — R be a continuous function and
1 1
m=sw | [ [ asaprono) (Lo eve-ah) < pIve] e
lplle=1 L Jrs Je 2~ ] 2
Then
. —4g
lig 29— [ [ uB @bV (- yl)dod. (26)
n—=0 1 R3xR3

This result will follow from Lemma 2.5 below.

Lemma 2.5. Let F(-) be a function such that ag := inf, F(y) is attained at xo. Suppose that for any
6 >0, c(d) := inf ey, (zo) [F'(y) — ao] > 0, where Us(xo) is a 6-neighborhood of wo. Let also G be a
continuous, nonnegative function such that G(xy) < oo. If

ay = inf [F'(y) +nG(y)],

then
. Gp — ag
%11}% a, = aop, and %1_% 7 = G(x9).

Proof. Since G > 0, it holds that a, > ag for each n > 0. Thus,
ap < an < F(zo) + nG(z0) = ao + nG (o).

Letting n — 0 and using that G(zp) < oo leads to the first assertion. To prove the second one, the
previous display implies that
—ap

. a
lim sup —
n—0 n
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To prove the converse inequality, let 6 > 0, and note that
ay—ao _ . { infy e, (20) (F'(Y) — a0 + 1G(y)) infyep, @2g)e (F(y) — a0 +nG(y) }
n U ’ U]
Since G > 0, it holds that

innyUa(Cco)c (F(y) —ag + 77G(y) > 0(5)
U o
infyevy @) (F(Y) — a0+ 1G)) - G,
Ui y€Us(zo0)
Since ¢(d) > 0 for any § > 0, we conclude that

while

liminf 27— % > inf G(y).
n—0 U] yeUs(zo)

Letting § — 0 and using the continuity of G, we conclude that
. ap—ao

1 L = .
Wy~ o)

O

Lemma 2.6. If iy denotes the centered Pekar solution and V is a functwn such that ng (|l —
y|)¥é(y)dy is not identically zero, then the function n — g, defined in is strictly convex at n = 0.

Proof. When 17 = 0 there is a unique (up-to spatial translation) maximizer of gy which is the Pekar
function g (z

//RJX]RJ |:1:— dxdy+’7//Rded (y)V (!w—y!)dwdy—/vw( )2z

then for n # 0, the Euler-Lagrange equation is obtained by setting

d

7F(w17 + d¢p)

=0, @ € C(R3),
dn

6=0

leading to

2 [ [ gy 3 [ [ wierretoV e~ sy — [ (9o, Tz =0

provided ¢ L 9. If n+— g, is not strictly convex at 1 = 0, then 1, = 9 is a solution. But

//% |x_ A g, dy /(V%(»’U),Vgo(x))dxzo,

which forces [ [¢2(2)vo(y)e(y)V (Jz — y|)dzdy = 0 whenever ¢ L 1y, leading to [ ¥3(y)V (|z —
y|)dy =0, which is a contradlctlon O

2.2 Proof of Theorem Before proving Theorem let us note down some properties of the
variational problem for any fixed a > 0,

1 e —[t—s|
= lim —log Z, l —1 EP // ———dtd )]
9(a) Tl—r)lcl)o 2T 08 o T = 1m o8 [exp ( T<s<t<T |w(t) — w(s)| ’

— S%p {EQ <a /Ooo Mdt) — H(Q|]P’)] : (2.7)
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where the supremum is taken over all processes Q with stationary increments on R3 and H(Q|P) is the
specific relative entropy of Q w.r.t. the law PP of the increments of three-dimensional Brownian paths.
The above statement follows from a strong LDP for the empirical process of 3d-Brownian increments
(see |20, Lemma 5.3]). Moreover, this supremum is attained over the class of processes with stationary
increments ([20, Lemma 4.6]) ﬁ and for any « > 0, the limit P, = lim7_o0 Pa 7 is a maximizer of this
variational problem [20, Theorem 5.2]. Since Q — H(Q|P) is linear [20, Lemma 4.1], the supremum
involved in g(«) is over linear functionals of Q and is therefore attained at an extremal measure which
is ergodic. Hence, we have that, for any « > 0,

P, = lim @Q,T is stationary and ergodic. (2.8)
T—o00

Let us now start with the proof of Theorem We will prove (2.1)) first assuming that V(| -|) is
continuous and bounded on [0, 00). The remaining assertions will be subsequently deduced from this.
As in ,foranya>0,9>0and77>0,

gn(a’e) . Tll_r)lg@%logE |:exp< //T<S<t<T |(U )|t S|( )‘dtds
+na / Lo V(o) — ot s )|
= sp [E@<a/0 mdt—sz / B0V (Ja(w(t) — (O)]))dt) —H(@]]P’)], (2.9)

where the above supremum defining g, (o, 0) is also taken over processes with stationary increments in
R3. We will now handle, for any fixed > 0 and @ > 0, the rescaled asymptotic behavior of g, («, 6)/a?
as a — oo:

1
gy = lim —gy,(a, )

a—00 a2
= lim sup [E@[/Ooo Mdt+n/ooo 0e OV (al|w(t) —w(0)|)dt] — ;H(Qm)]

= lim sup [EQ[/OO mdtm/m (%)e—%ﬁvuw(t) —w(0)|)dt} —H(QUP’)] (2.10)

a—00 Q |w(t

(
| e T ] o et ]

In (2.10) we used the scaling property of Brownian increments and in ([2.11]) the strong coupling limit
of the free energy (see Remark (1) below for details). Also, note that for g, we used the notation from
(2.5). In the above identity, we now differentiate left and right hand sides with respect to n at n = 0,

l) was originally deduced in [9] from a weak LDP for the empirical process for 3d Brownian paths, where the
resulting supremum was taken over stationary processes Q. However, in this case, the supremum may not be attained
over this class, in contrast to processes over stationary increments, see [20, Sec. 1.4, p. 2123].
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and obtain for every 6 > 0,

= [ [ ey - shddy, wbie (212

()

T—o0

= lim EPM[ //T<S<t<T eIV (aw(t) — w(s)|)dsdt (2.13)

n=0
— EPe [9 /0 e (alw(t) — w(0)|)dt] . (2.14)

In (2.12)), we used Lemma[2.4] while in (2.13) we used the definition of g, (;#) and that of the Polaron
measure P, 7. Furthermore, in (2.14]) we used the convergence P, = limp_,o, Py 7 in total variation

and the fact that P, is stationary, recall (2.8]). Therefore, equating the two derivatives (2.12]) and
(2.14]) we obtain, for any 6 > 0,

lim EFe [/Oo 0e "V (alw(t) — ] //1/;0 )3 (y)V (| — y|)dzdy. (2.15)

a—r00 0

This shows (2.1)). We now prove (2.2). By a standard density argument, for any integrable function
h € L'([0,00)) it holds that

a5 | [l o] = ([Taa) ([ [ s@edmvis - vasay).

(2.16)
Indeed, by (2.15), holds for functions in A = {f(-) = >.;", cifo,(-),n € N,¢; € R,0; > 0},
where fp(t) := e, Observe that A is an algebra of continuous functions that separate points and
vanishes nowhere, i.e., for each ¢t > 0, there is some f € A such that f(t) # 0. By Stone-Weierstrass
theorem, A is dense in the set Cy([0,00),R) of continuous functions that vanishes at infinity, with
the topology of uniform convergence. In particular, A is dense in the set of smooth functions with
compact support, which is furthermore dense in L!(R). Since V is assumed to be bounded at this
stage, a dominated convergence argument implies - ) for any h e Ll(R)

For any integrable function g(-,-) € LY(0,00)?), let h(u) = [;°g(s,u + s)ds and note that
2 [,° h(u)du = [5° [° g(s, t)dsdt. For any such function h and every functlon k(-), we have
//g(s,t)k:(t — s)dtds = Q/h(u)k(u)du. (2.17)

Choosing k(t — s) = EPe [V(a(w(t) —w(s)))], we have
lim EPe [//000 (s, )V (a|w(t) — w(s )\)dsdt} 2 lim EPe [/00 r(t)V (a|w(t) — w(O)])dt]

a—r o0 a—0o0

2 [“ntnat [ [ vb@pisove - oty
—[/Awﬁ@mmﬂffﬁm%@WW—www

which proves Theorem [2.1| - when V is a continuous and bounded function.
We need to show and ({ when V(|z|) = Ifr\ or V(|z|) = |x|. Note that, for this purpose, we
only need to verify that . holds for such V. It suffices to show this for § = 1. Let us write
~ 1 ~ 1 ~ -~ -
V(z) =, Vi = —/—, and Yy =V — V.
|| M=2 + |z
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Likewise, we write
lz| =V (|z]) = Var(x) + Yar (), with Vi (z) = || A M.

By Hélder’s inequality (with zl? + % = 1), the expectation in (2.9) with V = v (resp. V = \7) is
bounded by le\,,(oz,T, p) X En(oz,T, q) (resp. Zn(a,T,p) X En(a,T, q)), where

Ay(a,T,p) =B [exp (pa /[ & arllott) — (o)) s

vt [ [ e talatt) - wtelinas)]

Bn(a,T, q) =EF [exp (qa// e_‘t_‘S'lN/M(wt — wg)dtds
T<s<t<T

3=

1

rane? [ [ g I Taalutt) - w<s>|>dtds)} g

and A n(a, T, p), B n(o, T, q) are defined similarly by replacing Var, Yar with Vy; and Yy, For any
_ 1
fixed M, the modified potentials Vy(z) = NI and Viy = |#| A M are bounded, and by the

aforementioned LDP, we have

1
lim sup ﬁ log An (aa T, p)

T—o00

= go(p, s M) = sup [pa / e T (fwt) — w(0)))dt + pno? / e W (ladw(t) — w(0))dt — H(QIP)
Q 0 0

for A, € {2777 gn}Aanci Vi € {VM, Var}. On the other hand, by Proposition (see below), for any
q>1and B, € {B,, By},

1
lim sup lim sup — log By (o, T', q) = 0.
Mtoo T—oo 2T
But
lim li M) =
;ﬁlﬁg}ogn(p,a? ) = gy(a),
where g, (a) is gy(a, 8) for 6 =1 defined in (2.9)). This proves Theorem O

Remark 1 We deduced (2.10|) using Brownian scaling, which requires a remark. Let

7)\|t s|
Zar(N1,0) = Ep[exp // ——————dsdt
T<s<t<T \w w(s)|
+ na® / / 0~V (a|w(t) — w(s)|)dtds)|.
T<s<t<T

Then by Brownian scaling, for any 7 > 0, Z, 7(\,n,0) = Zaﬁ  (A1,m,07). Hence,

1 1
gn(a; X, 0) := lgr;oﬁlogZaT(/\ n,0) = ;gn(a\ﬁ, AT, 07).

In particular, by choosing 7 = ; and A = 1, we have g,(a;1,6)

= o?g, (1;i2 %) But since
gy(;1,0) = g,(c;0), which is defined in (2.9), we have g"(a b — gn(1; é %)

and g, (1; % —2) is the
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supremum appearing in (2.10). This proves (2.10]). To deduce (2.11]), we used that (see [9, Eq. (4.1)])

for any n, 60 > 0,

fim sup EIR Mdt s [0 (0 - woat] - H@P)

Mw\b 1 [//ch— d dyJ”’//d’ (@)*(y)V (Jx — y|)dady — = /le dx}
O

Proposition 2.7. Let V(z) = |z|, Vi (x) = V(z) A M, and Yy (x) = V(z) — Var(z). Then for any
A>0 and a >0,
lim sup lim sup 1 log EF [exp (a/\ // e Y (w(s) — w(t))dsdt)] =0. (2.18)
2T T<s<t<T

M—oo T—oo

For V(|z|) = % we have a similar statement for Vi (z) = ﬁ and Yyr =V — Vi
x

M2

2.3 Proof of Propositio For the estimate relevant for V(|z|) = |71|, we refer to [20, Lemma
2.18)

4.3]. It remains to prove (2.18) for V(z) = |z|. In the following, we will write P, for the law of a
three-dimensional Brownian motion starting at x € R3; while E, will stand for the corresponding
expectation, while P denotes the law of three dimensional Brownian increments (w(t) — w(s))s<¢. For
T>0,set Fr:=c({w(t) —w(s): =T <s<t<T}).

Lemma 2.8. Let G(w) be a Fr-measurable function such that sup,cps EF*[exp[G(w)]] < e for some
p>0. Then for anyt > 0 and x € R3,

EF= [exp (; /OtG(Osw)d.s,*)] < exp [’;]

Proof. Since we can replace G by G — p, we can assume that p = 0. For s < T, let k(s) = sup{k € N :
s+ kT < t}, with 6 being the canonical shift (i.e., (fsw)(-) = w(s+ -)) and

G(s,w) == G(Osw) + G(Osprw) + -+ + GOy ()W)

/Ot G(Osw)ds = /OT @(s,w)ds

By the assumption of the lemma, and by successive conditioning together with the Markov property,
for every s < T we have EF[exp[G(s,w)]] < 1. Therefore

o [exp H /0 tGwsw)dsH _ P [exp [; /O ' @(s,w)ds” <1 /0 " [exp [G(s,w)]]ds < 1,

which proves the lemma. O

Then

We recall that P denotes the law of three dimensional Brownian increments w = (w(t) — w(s))s<¢-

If we set
W) = / / (=) (t) — w(s)|dsdt, (2.19)
—T<S<t<T

our goal is to estimate, in the lemma below log EF[exp[aF (T, w)]]:

’2T
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Lemma 2.9. We have for any o > 0

limsup%logEP[exp[aF(T,w)H < C(a) < oo.

T—o0

Proof. Let
n+1
() = / () — w(0)]du. (2.20)

Then observe that

w):/T /T_se_“]w(s+u)—w(s)]dudsg/T /me_"|w(s+u)—w(s)|duds

:/ / elu(s +u) — w(s |duds<z/ / e luw(s + ) — w(s)|duds
:;/Te”Gn(st)ds.

By Holder’s inequality, we deduce that

[e.e]

T
logEP[exp[aF(T,w)H < Z 2n1+1 log E¥ [exp {aQ”He_”/TGn(@Sw)ds”.
n=0 -

Let ¢, == (n + 1)2""le™" so that the last expectation can be written as

EP [exp [n o ) annwsw)H < exp <pn(j>1T) < exp (pn(@)T),

-T

where we write p,(a) := sup, log E¥= [exp (ac,Gp(w))]. Therefore,

1 = 1
hszl_?olip o7 log E* [ exp[aF(T,w)]] < nz% g+t SUP log EF= [exp (e, G (w))] -
It remains to show that the right hand side is finite. Indeed, recalling the definition of GG, and using

Jensen’s inequality,
n+1

EF [exp (aen, G (w))] < /

n

FPo [eacn\w(un} du,

where we used that, for a fixed u, w(u) — w(0) under P, has the same distribution as w(u) under Py.
Noting that w(u) < Z?:l |w*(u)| and the independence of the coordinates, we deduce that

/n+1EP0 [eaCnlw(uﬂ} e /n+1E |:e3acn‘X(u)|:| du,

n

where X (u) ~ N(0,u). In particular, E [e3°‘C"|X(“)‘] < 2¢%%¢hu A crude bound give us

n+1
/ o [GSacn|X(u)|} du < 2690+,
n

so that
o0
1 log(2 a?c2(n+1)
n=0

which is clearly summable since ¢, := (n + 1)2"te _”.
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Completing the proof of Proposition
From Lemma [2.9] it follows that, for any «, A > 0,

1
lim sup — logEP[eXp [ax\// e ) |(w(t) — w(s))]dsdt” < Cla,A) < o0
2T —T<s<t<T

T—o0

Thus, with V(z) = |z|, Voy =V A M and Yy =V — Vyy, we have for any M > 0,

hnwupzrk%EPemaaA/:/T Y ([w() - w(s)) s < Caa ),
<s<t<

T—o0
so that for any a, A > 0,

lim Chs(a, A) =0,
M*Too

which proves Proposition [2.7] O

2.4 Proof of Corollary Fix any continuous and bounded function V : [0,00) — R. Recalling
the definition of 14(s,t,-) and that of fiy(-), we have

00 1 b1 b2 ()
lim V(T)a(dr) = lim / / e_s_ﬂ/ V() pa(s, t,dr)dsdt

a—oo | a—oo /)

— 1im Em[/h/b AV (afo(e) - w(s) s

= [ [ Vi@ = [ v,

where the third identity follows from Theorem [2.1], and the fourth identity follows from the definition
of /7(1/107 ) : O

3. STATIONARY POINT PROCESSES, POINT OF VIEW OF THE PARTICLE AND RANDOM INTENSITIES.

In this section, we consider a generic simple point process N in R, i.e., random measures supported
on atoms, living in a probability space (2, F, P) such that N({z}) € {0,1}. We will usually refer
to it as a quadruple (2, F, P, N). The point process can be characterized by its support, namely,
N(-) = > icz 0r,(-) — more precisely, if (r;);cz is a sequence of ordered (random) real numbers with
the convention that

< rg<r1<rg <0< <rg <. (3.1)

then for every w € Q and Borel set C C R, N(w,C) = #{i € Z : r;(w) € C} denotes the number of
indices 7 € Z such that r; = r;(w) € C. On , the shifts (0;)cr act via N(6w,C) := N(w,C +1t) for a
Borel set C' C R. We say that the point process is stationary if Po#; = P for each ¢t € R. We define a
measure on R by the expected number of points A(C) := EX[N(C)] on Borel sets C C R. If the point
process is stationary, then A is a multiple of the Lebesgue measure, so that there is a constant m > 0
such that A\(C') = m|C| for each Borel set C' C R. We call m the intensity of N.

Definition 3.1 (Palm measure). Let (2, F, P, N) be a stationary point process with positive intensity
m > 0. Let C be any Borel set of positive and finite Lebesque measure |C|. Then we define the
(normalized) Palm measure Py on (Q F) as

P = 14(0,,)1c(rm A . 2
(A) = [%A (), AeF (3:2)
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We take note of the following consequences of the above definition: First, since the point process
(Q,F,P,N) is stationary, the above definition is independent of the set C. Moreover, from the
definition we can see that Py is concentrated on Qg := {w : ro(w) = 0} — indeed, for each n € Z and
w e Q, Iy~ (0r,w) = 1 if and only if N(0,,w,{0}) = N(w,{rn}) = 1, which is true by definition.
Thus, under Py, N is concentrated on the set of the point processes with an atom at the origin. The
following lemma justifies our interest on the Palm measure since it allows to see the point process
from the “point of view of the particle”:

Lemma 3.2. [I, Statement 1.2.16] Let 0 : Qo — Qo defined as 0 = 0,, with inverse =1 := 6,_,.
Then Py is invariant under 0. In particular, (ry, — rn—1)nez is stationary under Py.
The following result allows us to express P in terms of Py, so that we can go back and forth between

the two measures:

Lemma 3.3 (Inversion formula). [I, Eq.1.2.25] For a stationary point process (2, F, P, N) with Palm
measure Py, the following holds for any nonnegative measurable function f:

1
E[f] =mEy [/ (fo Ht)dt} . (3.3)
0
Setting f = 1 in the previous Lemma, we deduce that
1
E = —. 3.4
olri] = (3.4)

The previous facts can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 3.4. [7, Theorem 13.3.I] There is a one-to-one correspondence between stationary point
process with intensity m € (0, 00) and stationary sequences of nonnegative random variables (Tp)nez €
T+ with mean % More precisely, for a sequence No := (ry)nez satisfying (3.1) and ro = 0, define
the mapping ¥(No) := (V(No))nez, where W(Ny)y := 1y — rn—1. Then the correspondence is given by
U (Q,F,P,N)— (TT,B(T"),Pyo¥)
UL (T B(TH), ) — (2, F, P),
where in the second direction, P is defined as in (3.3) with replacing P by P and Py by Ilo W,

Next, we relate the notions of ergodicity under P with the family (6;);cr and under Py with 6 = 6,,.
Lemma 3.5. [I, Properties 1.6.1-1.6.2] The following holds:

(i) Let A € F be invariant under (0;)tcr. Then P(A) =1 if and only if Py(A) = 1.
(ii) Let A € F be invariant under 6. Then P(A) =1 if and only if Py(A) = 1.

Lemma 3.6. [I, Property 1.6.3] (2, F, P, (6:)icr) is ergodic if and only if (2, F, Py, 0) is ergodic. In
that case, if
1 (T
A= { lim / (fob)dt = E[f]}, feLY(P)

T—o0 2T -T
" (3.5)
A= {nli_)n;o%izz_nf o, =Eolfl}, feL'R),

then
P(A) = Py(A) = P(A") = Py(4) = 1.

THere T+ denotes the space of doubly-infinite sequences with non-negative entries, and B(7 ") denotes the Borel
o-algebra.
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Next, we will deduce some consequences from the previous results for stationary and ergodic point
processes in R.

Lemma 3.7. Let (Q,F,P,N) be a stationary and ergodic point process on R with intensity m and
Palm measure Py. Then the following holds P-a.s. (and hence also Py-a.s.):

(i)

. N(=T,T))
lim .
e 2T e (36)
(i)
n—1 1
nh_}ngo o ; (rig1 —mi) = —, (3.7)
(iii)
lim YD _ 4 (3.8)
T—o0
(iv)
1 & 1
nh_)rgo o _z; (rig1 —r)) {rig1 —ri > c} = EP(Tl —ro>c¢), ¢>0. (3.9)

Proof. We first prove Part (i). By stationarity, it is enough to prove that P-a.s.
NI
T—o00 T
To check it, note first that for n € N, N((0,n]) = 377 N((i,i +1]) = 31~ N((0,1]) 0 6;, so that,
by the ergodic theorem,
im MO pevo, 1] = m.
n—00 n
Using that
N((O.n]) _ N((O.T]) _ N(0,n+1)
n+1 — T - n

if n <T <n+1, we can extend the limit over T" € R.

We now prove Part (ii). By ergodicity with respect to Fy, and recalling that r — rg = r1 Pp-a.s.,
we have
n—1 n—1

1 1 . 1
i -— 3 —Ty) = li - — 0" = E =
im — > (rip1—ri) = lim -— Y (r; —rg)o olri] = —

n—oo 21, n—oo 2n

=N 1=—"n
where in the last equality we used (3.4).
Note that Part (iii) is a direct consequence of (i) and (ii), since %’T]) —mand 22 — L. We now
prove Part (iv), for which we apply the ergodic theorem to conclude that Py-a.s.,

n—1 n—1

. 1 . 1 .
nhﬁn;() 7 Z (rig1 — i) H{rigs —mi > ¢} = HILIQO 7 Z (ri1 —70)1{r1 —ro > ¢} 00" = Ey[ri,m1 > ¢|.
=N 1=—n

Finally, applying the inversion formula (3.3)) to f = 1{r; > ¢} leads to

1
Eolri,r > = EP(rl > c).
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Let us also remark that the distribution of a point process can be identified uniquely by its Laplace
functional. More precisely, if (2, F, P, N) is a point process in R, its Laplace functional Ly is defined
on nonnegative, measurable functions u : R + [0, 00) by

Ln(u) = E [exp < _ /u(x)zv(dx)ﬂ = Blexp (- Y u(r)). (3.10)

1€Z

We will be interested in a particular class of stationary and ergodic point process on R, the so-called
Poisson point process with random intensity:

Definition 3.8. Let p be a random measure on R, i.e., given a probability space (ﬁ,]?, ﬁ), [T Q—
Mo (R) is a random wvariable taking values on the space of locally finite measures on R. A point
process N on R is called a Poisson process with random intensity pu (or a Poisson process directed by
a random measure ), if, conditionally on the random measure p, N is a Poisson point process with
intensity measure p, that is,

P(N(Clu@,-) = k) = ACE 0):!3#@@’ ke NU{0},C € B(R).

The Laplace functional of a Poisson process directed by random intensity u defined on a probability
space (Q f P) is given by

Ly (u) = Eﬁ[exp(—/Ru—eu(x))u(-,dx))] :/ﬁﬁ(da)exp(—/Ra—eu(@)u(a,dx)) (3.11)

and it also uniquely characterizes its distribution. Stationarity and ergodicity of this point process
can be determined by its directing measure.

Lemma 3.9. Let (Q,F, P, N) be a Poisson process directed by the random measure p on the probability
space (2, F, P).

(i) [6l Proposition 6.1.I] N is stationary if and only if its Laplace functional is stationary, i.e.,
Ly(0u) = Ly(u) for each measurable u : R +— [0, 00).

(ii) [7, Proposition 12.3.VII]If N is stationary, then it is also ergodic if and only if the distribution
ﬁ[u € -] of u under P is ergodic.

4. ESTIMATING THE VARIANCE FOR THE POLARON MEASURE BY DUALITY

4.1 Duality between 6 and ]P’a, part 1.  We recall some facts about the Gaussian representations
of the Polaron measure P, o and that of P, established in [19]. Recall that Q = C((—o0,0);R?)
denotes the space of continuous functions w taking values in R? and F is the o-algebra generated by
the increments {w(t) —w(s)}. Recall that, if P denotes the law of 3-dimensional Brownian increments

on F, then we have
_w J— —_— —_ T .
. =y | (4.1)

Var® {
V2T feHr

where
Hrp:= {f [T, T] — R : f is absolutely continuous and f € L?([~T, T])} (4.2)

is the Hilbert space of absolutely continuous functions with square-integrable derivatives. Indeed, P is
the unique Gaussian measure such that (4.1) holds (see [19, eq. (3.2)]). More generally, given T > 0
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and n € N, if £ == {[si, ti]}1_; is a collection of intervals contained in [—7,T] and 4 := (uy,...,u,) €
(0,00)™, then for any

(é,ﬂ) € @;T = {(Si,ti,ui) =T <s;<t; <T,u; > O} (4.3)

i=1’
there is a unique Gaussian measure, denoted by Pé 4» such that

PAﬂM— su w— T'2 —nu2 ) — f(si)
vaes [0 D] g {2 LD [ P >l = £0) } (4.4)

see [19, Eq. (3.3) and Eq. (3.4)]. Hence, for any probability measure O on 5/&; =Ur", Q//;T (with
the corresponding Borel o-algebra), it holds that

E® [Varpé,ﬂ [w(T)\;%(—T)H _ 31@@[ sup [2 JC(T)\;TJ;(—T)_/_Z fQ(t)dt—guf(f(ti)—f(si))IQH.

feHr
(4.5)
w 2
In [19], by writing the Coulomb potential as 1y \/> fO - du and by expanding the exponential
welght in ([1.6)) in a power series
U/ e~ l- S'dtds}
=0 n‘ r<s<t<t |W(t) — w(s)|
(4.6)

- 1H[<// (ae™ti7s) ds; dt;) ) (\/7/ duze™ 2% ')_w(si)P)},
n! =1 T<s;<t;<T

for any @ > 0 and 7" > 0 the Polaron measure was represented in [19, Theorem 3.1] as a mixture

Par(dw) = [ Py (d)Bor(ddi) (4.7)

of centered Gaussian measures P ;. Indeed, in the second display in (4.6), the term 7, (dsdt) =

e (t=5) 1_7<s<i<7dsdt represents the intensity of a Poisson point process with total weight

T
= / / Ya,r(dsdt) = a / / e~ 9dsdt = / (1—e T=9))ds = 2aT + o(T) (4.8)
—T<s<t<T T

as T'— oo. Let I'y 1 be the law of this Poisson process which takes values on the space of (possibly
overlapping) intervals & = {[s1,%1],. .., [Sn, tn]}n>0 contained in [-T,T]. Thus, if & = (u1,...,u,) €
(0,00)™ is a string of positive numbers (each u; being linked to the interval [s;, ¢;] and being sampled

according to Lebesgue measure), then for any collection (é , @), Pg . is the unique centered Gaussian

57
measure with variance (4.5) and the mixing measure

. . eac(T) 2 nr (€) R R
Oa,r(déda) = - (&, 0)la,r(dE)da (4.9)
Z

o, T ™
is the the tilted probability measure on the space of collections (£,4) € %r. Here b 0) =
EF7 [exp{—3 Z:L:ng) u?lw(t;) — w(s;)|?}] is the normalizing weight of the Gaussian measure Py

Remark 2 In the sequel, we will often abuse of notation by writing sequences of intervals (s;, t;) instead
of the full triple (s;,ti,u;) € %. Similarly, we may write sets of the form {(s;,¢;) : u; > C} instead
of {(si, ti,u;) € Yo :u; > C}.
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Returning to (4.5)), (4.7) implies then that for any o > 0 and T' > 0,

aur [AD D] g | gy (3 OIED - Z 2I(7(6) - F)P) |

(4.10)
Now, the collections (é , ) € %p form an alternating sequence of clusters or active periods (constituted
by overlapping intervals) and dormant periods (formed by “gaps” left between the consecutive clusters)

n [T, T] leading to a renewal structure for ©, 7. As a consequence of the ergodic theorem, @a =
lim7_yn @aT exists, can be characterized explicitly and @a can be assumed to be statlonary [19
Theorem 5. 8' Moreover, by [19, Theorem 5.1], the infinite-volume measure IF’ = limp_,oo PaT
exists in the sense that for any A > 0, the restriction of IP’Q 7 to the sigma algebra .7: A generated by
{w(t) —w(s): —A < s < t < A} converges in total variation to the restriction of P, to the same
o-algebra. Moreover, IP’a is stationary and ergodic (recall ( - ) and analogous to . the measure
IF’ has the Gaussian representation

Pa() = [ Peu()Ba(déda) (4.11)

In particular,

varbo [A0 D) gl (@ LD IED [ g 5 isar-s6e)]

feHr T<s;<t;<T
(4.12)
As a consequence of the Gaussian representations of P, 7 and P,, and the renewal theorem, the
rescaled distributions of L\/%_T), both under ]@%T and under @a, converge as T — oo to a centered
Gaussian law with the same variance o2() ([I9, Theorem 5.2]):
B T)—w(=T % T)—w(-T
0?(a) = lim Varfer [M} = lim Varle [M] (4.13)
T—00 V2T T—o0 V2T

By (4.10)-(4.13]), we obtain the following representation of the limiting variance:

2(a) can be represented as

) = im 385 | sup [ LT / 72() > e - 1P

T—
> feHr —T<s;<t;<T

Lemma 4.1. For any a > 0, the lzmztmg variance o

Thus, o2(a) is the L'(©4)-limit (as T — oc) of

~ — — T .
iy =3 s 2 HOZIED [ pja- 0 i) - fsP|. a1

feHr _T<s;<t;<T

Moreover, due to the ergodic theorem used in the proof of [19, Theorem 5.2], 02() is also the Oq-
almost sure limit of oi’T(é, @) as T — oo.

8In [19] Theorem 5.8], O, is denoted to be the law of the renewal process on [0, 00) obtained by alternating the law
Lo of the tilted exponential distribution (defined in [19] Eq. (5.4)]) on a single dormant period and the law i, (defined
in [19 Eq. (5.3)]) of the tilted birth-death process on a single active period. In [19, Theorem 5.8], the stationary version
of O, is denoted by Q. and it is shown that the total variation ||©a,r — Q|| — 0 on any interval [T}, T3] as T — oo (in
the sense that for any interval [T, T3] C [0,T] with 77 — oo and T'— T> — o). Currently, we will deviate slightly from
this notation and continue to write @a also for the stationary version of C:)a.
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4.2 Estimating 0?(a). Our goal is to show the following result, which will imply Theorem
Theorem 4.2. There is a constant K € (0,00) (defined in (5.21))) such that for any a > 0,

lim sup o aaT(f, 1) < 3K Oq-a.s. (4.15)
T—o0
Consequently,
limsup a’o?(a) < 3K. (4.16)
a—r00

4.2.1. Proof of Theorem Our first step is the following observation, stated as
Lemma 4.3. Let ain(-, -) be defined in (4.14). If for every f € Hr it holds that

S0~ (1) VK /Tf'2<t>dt+ o @)~ [P for some K >0, (4.17)

o 2
2T @ -T —T<s;<t;<T
then "
2 N
oqr(§ 1) < o
Proof. Let

T
_ /_Tf’Q(t)dt+ ST wdlft) - fls)P

—T<s;<t;<T

If holds, then
J— — T .
o3 (é,0) = sup {2 POZIED [ paa- S i) - fs)?

feHr _T<s;<t;<T

| S

< sup {2f\/7 Qr(f } = sup

fE€EH feHr

[f—< Qr(f) — g)z}

The next lemma gives a sufficient criterion for (4.17)) to hold.

Lemma 4.4. For constants K1, Ky > 0, let Ap = Ap(K1, K2) be the event (of all realizations (é, u) €
%) such that there are at least Kia? many collections of disjoint intervals

N
Si =< [Vt 1 <t? — ”) <2 and u(’> e ) with N; < 2T
J {[ in ? in ] in /7K2 el J =
such that
s KoT
Vil o= -1, 7\ (J[s9, 6] < =2~ and
| J ‘ et tn’ " a2 (4.18)

Mﬂer <3 Vi<j.
If the event Ap(Ky, K3) holds, then 1s satisfied for T large enough and K = QKf

INote that the intervals [ t9] C [=T,T] belonging to any S; are contained in [T, T], their sizes satisfy 1 <

in 7 in
tif ii) < 2 and these intervals {[551)71551)]}”21 are also disjoint. Hence, in any collection Sj, there can be at most
N; < 2T many intervals.
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Proof. Let us fix a collection S; of disjoint intervals as above and f € Hy. Then we write

N
S0~ g1 = | raas RCCHENIEA)

<[ ro dt+rz WA = S

The above estimate holds for every collection of disjoint intervals S; as above. Now summing over all
such collections S;, and since there are at least a?K1 many of them, we deduce that

oK1 (f(T) = f(=T))

aK1 OAKl j

2/ P+ VST S 1560) - 160

j=1 n=1

/ (ail Ly, (t )dt+ v, > wl f(t:) — f(si)]

(sista) U

< </_i|f’(t)l2dt)é</T (Ojf; lej(t))2dt>5 n Z“ ;“N E;E;N. 3 .Ui|f(ti)f(si)|

-T
J
(sita) Ul s

+ u?| f(t:) — f(s0)?

T aK1 : ,/KzzaKlN
<</| 2dt></ Zlv) > >
-T
(sirt )EUKW
(4.19)
In the third inequality above, we applied Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the first term, while in the

fourth inequality, we applied Jensen’s inequality to the second term. On the other hand, from (4.18))
we know that |Vj| < %QT and |V; NV;| <3 for i # j. Hence,

a?K;

a?K;
/ (Z Ly, (t ) dt=Y"il+2 Y [VinV| < KiEKoT + 60’ K} < 2K KoT
Jj=1 1=i<j<a?K;

for T large enough. Therefore, by (4.19), noting that N; < 27" and the bound /a + Vb <V2Va+b
for a,b > 0, we obtain

PKy(f(T) — f(=T)) <4/ /_ i |f/(1)[2dtN/ 2K, Ko T + /2K Ko T > udlft) — fs)P

(sit)eU2” 8
T
<VERIGVEL | [ a3 adlie) - S
-T —T<s;<t;<T
so that (£.17)) holds with K (K1, K») := 2;{(2 O

By the previous Lemma, Theorem will be a consequence of the following result:
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Theorem 4.5. Let Ap(Ky, K2) be the event defined in Lemma . Then there are constants K1, Ko >
0 such that for any a > 0, the event Ap(Ky, K2) holds @a—a.s. forT' > 0 large enough. Consequently,
Lemma implies that holds, which implies in turn, together with Lemma validity of the
estimate for a constant K = 2[?12 > 0.

Theorem will be shown in Section For this purpose, we will need to further develop the
duality relations between ©, and P,,.

4.3 Duality between C:)a and @a, part 2.

The first goal of this section is to prove the following identity and deduce some consequences.

Theorem 4.6. Fiz o, T > 0. Then for any function f: [—T, T]2§ x (0,00) = R,

Eéa,T [ef)‘ Z?:Tf&) f(Si,tuuz')]

- Zal,TE]P [exp (a / /_T<s<t<T e "lga (st w(t) — W(S))dtdé‘)] : (20

where, for any z > 0, we denote by

t — g = 7)‘f(37t»u)7u222d (4 21)
g)\(su 7Z) L T 0 [§] 2 Uu. .

Moreover, for any A > 0

Eé&,T [e_AZ?:Tl(é) f(shtiaui)] — E@Q,T [exp (a //

dsdte =51 Gy (s, t, |w(t) — w(s)]))], (4.22)
~T<s<t<T

where, for any z > 0,

2 o0 u222

Gr(s,t,2) = \/>/ du [ef)\f(s,t,u) —1]e” 2
™ Jo

\/5 > e 1

= t,2) =\ = - = t,z) — —.

g)\(sa 72) 7_(_/0 ue 2 g)\(sa 7Z) P

Finally, for any a >0 and A > 0,

(4.23)

E®e [e’AEi:lsm]c[—A,Al f(si’tiv“i)] — EPe [exp (a//

—A<s<t<A

dsdte™ =51 Gy (s, t, |w(t) — w(s)|)>}
(4.24)
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Proof. Let us fix any A > 0. We will show first (4.20]). Indeed,

Ee"‘T exp - A Z fsl,tl,ul

e(T) 9 ”TQ(é)
_© Elar |:E]P’ </ A oA f(sistiui) () e—% Zu?‘W(ti)_W(Si))PdulduQ . dun (f)>:|
ZO¢7T (0,00)"T (8 d !
eaC(T) . b nT(é)
— o, T . . L) — .
gt [T oaGoutolote) —w(s) )]

=1

1 5 ( nr(é)
- F occTEFaT it _ ;
A (I oxto o otey —to0) )

_ ZiTEP [exp <a / / s o151 g1 (s, 8, [w(t) — w(s)|)dtds>}

In the first identity above, we used the definition of @a,T from (4.9)), in the second identity we plugged
in the definition of gy from (4.23), in the third identity we used Fubini’s theorem and in the fourth
identity we used the definition of the Poisson point process I', 7 with intensity ae(t=9) 1 _7<sct<rdsdt

from (4.8). The above identity proves (4.20). Then by using the definition of I/EsmT and by plugging
in the identity (4.23]), we also obtain (4.22)). The identity (4.24) follows from (4.22)) if we let T' — oo

on both sides, and recall that the limits ©, = lim7_,o ©q 7 and P, = limy_,o Py 7 exist and are
stationary.

0

4.4 Consequences of Theorem

Using Theorem we can compute the number of restricted intervals with (s,#) € A x B C R?
and u > a:

Lemma 4.7. For any A,B C [-T,T), let

nr(é)
NA,B(O(,é,’LAL): Z ]I{SZ'EA, t; € B, ’LLZZOé} (4.25)
i=1
Then for any A > 0,

Eéo‘*T [e_’\NA*B(O‘"")] = E@avT [exp (a2(e_)‘ —1)Aa B(a, ))], (4.26)

AA,B(OGW):/A/Bdet eIt s 2afwlt) = w(s?|)7 and

alw(t) —w(s)

2 [ _u2
:\/7/ e 2du, z>0.

In other words, conditional on the realization of the Brownian increments {w(-)—w(-)} sampled accord-

where

(4.27)

ing to the Polaron measure IP’a T, the random variable N4 (o) under @a,T is Poisson-distributed with
a (random) intensity o*A 4 g(«,-). Consequently, for any a > 0, and bounded, measurable A, B C R,
we have

R [e_)‘NA’B(O‘)] — EP- [exp (a2(e_>‘ — 1A, )] (4.28)
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Therefore, under @a, the point process {(s;,t;,u;) : u; > a} is a stationary and ergodic Poisson point
process with random intensity measure A(q,w)dsdt = et~ s| 2lalw®)=w(®))) 444y

alw(t)—w(s)|
Proof. By Theorem [£.6] for any A > 0,

E@aT exp - A Z fsl,tl,ul

= —EP [exp (a// e tslgy (s, t, lw(t) — w(s)\)dtds)],
Za,T —T<s<t<T
Let E={se€ A, t€ B, u>a}and {(s,t,u) = 1g(s,t,u). Then

2 [™ f)\f(stu)fM
A(s,t,2) =] — e - 2 du
T Jo
o u?|z|? 0 W22
—\/></ [e™*e™ 2 }]lE—F/ e 2 [1—]1E]>
0
2 o _u?ef?
/ (e =1)l{se€ A,t € B}/ — e 2 du
:ﬁ \I( )n{seAteB}\f/ % du
alz|

— ‘;[1 +e?—1DI{scAtc B}é(a\ZD]a

with @ defined in (4.27)). Combining the previous two displays implies that

R nr(€)
E®ar {exp - A Z (84, ti,u;) ]

= Za 7 [eXp < / / reraer 0 - Sl(s)\d““ Fol /A /B dsdte q)i?li‘éi?f&ﬁ??“)}
— EPar [exp <a2 /A /B dsdte It (I)EYO(LM(S)__:ES?DH ;

as required. The proof of follows by taking the limit 7' — oo from the previous part, and (3.11))
together with imply that {(s;,t;,u;) : u; > a} is a Poisson point process with random intensity
measure A(a,w)dsdt. Since ]T”a is stationary and ergodic, then the same properties are inherited by
the point process. ]

Following the proof from Lemma we can deduce the distribution under ©, of intervals

(si,ti,u;) € R? x E for Borel-measurable sets E C [0,00). A number of interesting cases are made
explicit in the following corollary:

Corollary 4.8.

(i) (Number of intervals) Let np(€) denote the number of all the intervals {[s;, t;]} present in
the time horizon [—T,T]. Then

1
lim — lim IE@aT nr(
2T

a=300 a2 T—oo

)

] =290 = /R3 |Vipo()[*da > 0. (4.29)



26 EFFECTIVE MASS OF THE FROHLICH POLARON AND THE LANDAU-PEKAR-SPOHN CONJECTURE

Also, for any e > 0,

nr(€)
2T a2

—

lim lim O, {(é u) €

— 290

a—00 T—o0

> 5] =0. (4.30)

(ii) (LeI}ghts o/f\intervals remain exponentially distributed) For any a > 0, let ny’ (&) =
#{(&,0) € U : (t; — s;) < a}. Then we have

1 o, T
Jm s i B @) = - e ) = (- o) [ [Vi@Pdr @8

Also, for any e > 0,

(a)(¢
. . —~ /\ np (5) a
am, Hm Oa [(5’ i)e ‘ 2Tz~ 2oll =]

> &?} = 0. (4.32)

(iii) (Size of w’s) For any a,b > 0, let ni> D n) = #{(€, 1) e Yr :ao < u; < ba}. Then we
have

1 5] a, ~ 2 (b _ 22e—yl?
Jim o lim ST ] = i, b) = \[T Jae [ [ asmieeioe =T @

Moreover, for any e > 0,

ng " (€, @)

lim lim O, [(5, )GQ/T T oTaz

- go(a, b)‘ > 5] = 0. (4.34)

Remark 3 We remark that, under the base Poisson process I'y 7, we have Ele.r [nT—(é)] ~ «, while

under the tilted measure (:)a T E@a T ["g}g)] ~ 2gpa® — in other words, the tilting in 9 T increases

the Poisson intensity from « to . In contrast, tilting in @a .1 does not change the distribution of the
length of the intervals, which, as under the base measure I', 7, still remains exponential with mean
1. Moreover, the expectations in , and could also be deduced directly from the
Laplace transform in by taking the derivative at A = 0.

From now on, we will be interested in a restriction of the intervals {(s;,¢;)}; such that 1 < t;—s; < 2.
Lemma E leads to the following characterization of this point process in terms of Py:

Corollary 4.9. For any bounded set A C R, T > 0 such that A C [-T,T] and any A > 0,

Eéo"T [e—k#{si6A71<ti—si<2}:| — }Eﬁ%T [exp ( / / dtdse t S) >:| ‘
11 ofw(t) —w(s)]

In particular, for any bounded set A C R and A > 0,

EO« [e_)‘#{sieA71<ti_si<2}] o [exp( // dtds e 79— — )]
+1 alw(t ) — w(s)]

As a consequence, and since I/P\’a is stationary and ergodic, by Lemma £ = {(SZ, t) 1 <ti—s; <2}
is a stationary and ergodic Poisson point process with random intensity (under ]P’a)
1

Ao, w)dtds := a?1{l <t —s < 2}e (79—~ _dtds. (4.35)
{ O]
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Moreover, the projections £ := {s; : (si,t;) € &'}, & = {t; : (s;,t;) € €'} are stationary and ergodic
Poisson point processes with random intensities

s+2 1
Bi(a, w, s)ds = <a2/ e(ts)dt> ds 4.36
(::9) w1 ¢ el — ) (430
and
2 [ 9 ! ds |d (4.37)
Bo(a,w, t)dt := <a / eV s> t .
) e © al® - ()]
respectively. Finally, by Lemma 1t holds (:)a—a.s.
=TTy o SIETTY) 0 onE, /2 —u du
AW T T S e e ey | (4.38)
£1((0,71-1 9 -1
1 B du
lim —————— $; — 8i-1) = | ’EFe / et — > , 4.39
Tooo & ((-T,T)) Z_ ( 1) ( [ ) a]w(u)—w(O)d (4.39)
i=—§ ((=7,0])
and for any ¢ > 0,
1 §((0,7]-1
lim ———— Si—Si—1)13s; — 8,1 > ¢
g, 2, e > el

B (:)a(sl — 50 > ¢)

B a2FPa U12 e_um} )

We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of the quantltles on the right hand side of (4 - -
Recall that by Theorem . (with the function V(Jz|) = E |) it holds that

i ([ eyt = ([ ) [ 5 a0

The next lemma provides estimates for @a(sl — 50 > ¢):

Lemma 4.10. For any ¢ > 0 and o« > 0, it holds that

Pal(2e-u__du | P ole [2ou =
e | O E Ol < Oq(s1 — so > ¢) < 2B [e_T Ji e sy o | (4.42)

Proof. First, recall that sy < 0 < s, so that s; < s; — sg. Thus,
Oals1 > ¢) < Ouls1 — 50 > ¢) < Ouls1 > ¢/2) + Oqalso < —c/2).
On the other hand, for any ¢ > 0, using Corollary and there, we have
Bulst > ) = Oal(€1((0,¢]) = 0) = B [e= i Arlwansds],
Bals0 < =€) = Ba(€l (=€, 0]) = 0) = Oa, (1((0, ) = 0) = B [o~ Jo Alants],

where in the second identity on the bottom line above, we also used the stationarity of Ou. Therefore,
it is enough to show that for any ¢ > 0,

2 2 —u

—o2cFPa [ 2 o—u du = c N du
o cE [fl e a\w(u)—w(o)\] < EPa |:e— I Bl(w,a,s)ds] < EPa |:efa cfle m} (443)
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The inequality on the left hand side follows from Jensen’s inequality applied to the convex function
e 7

= P Aa c s+2 e—(t—s)
EPa [e, Je 51(w,a,8)ds:| S oEP [ J¢ Br(wias)ds] _ (a7 [ ds J25 At amnsre o)

2 @a 2 e U
— ¢ *E [ v

by using in the first identity above the definition of 51 (w, a, s) from (4.36)) and in the second identity
we used a change of variables and invoked the stationarity of P,. This proves the inequality on the
left hand side of (4.43)). To show the second inequality, we write

C
o J5 Brwas)ds _ o= 5 chiwasds < 1 / oBrwas) g
cJo
where we used again Jensen’s mequahty with the normalized integral 1 fo . )ds. Taking expectation,
and again invoking stationarity of ]P’a, we have

E@a [e_ s Bl(w,a,s)ds} < 1 / Eﬁa [6—651(4«1,04,5)}(13 _ E@a [ - cfl m],
¢ Jo
concluding the proof of (4.43) and that of the lemma. O
Corollary 4.11. For any a > 0 and for all ¢ > 0,
e~ C1) < B, (s1 — s > ¢/a?) < CQ(Q), (4.44)
c
where
~ 2 du
C1(a) = EFe [/ e“] € (0,00),
( L al() — w(0)]
o2 (4.45)
Cy:= lim Cy(a) = (/ tdt) //¢o 0 dxdy € (0, 00),
a—r0o0
and
_ 2
Cy(a) = EFe [/ eolw(u) — w(O)]du] € (0,00),
! (4.46)

o= Jim Calo) = ([ean) ([ [ sy € 0.0,

In particular, the estimates in (4.44) hold with Ci(a) and Ca(«) replaced by Cy = sup,, C1(a) € (0,00)
and Cy := sup,, Ca(a) € (0,00), respectively.

Proof. First, we apply (4.42)) to get

e—cEIPa[ fe*“

L , (4.47)

_du ~ 4
a\w(u)—wm)\] < Ou(s1 — 59 > c/a?) < EP“{
N A R Ol

where in the second inequality we used the estimate e™® < 1 for > 0. To handle the expectation on

the right hand side, we apply Jensen’s inequality with the convex function x — 1 to deduce that this
expectation on the right hand side of (4.47) is bounded above by Cs(a). The limits from (4.45) -
are a direct consequence of Theorem [2.1]
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5. PROOFS OF THEOREM [4.5] AND THEOREM [L.1]

5.1 Construction of good intervals. We will give a constructive proof of Theorem [£.5] for which
we will show that (:)a—a.s., there is a positive proportion of “good” intervals, which we will construct
now. First, recall from Corollary that we identify the point processes £] and &, with the ordered
sequences (Sp)nez and (t,)nez respectively. For a fixed C' > 1, let

€)= { = GU-T.0) <0 < G(O.T) s =501 < G, 5.1)

153)(0) = { - ££(<_T7 O]) S n < fi((O,T]) : #{ - fé(_Tv 0]) S i< fé((O,T]) : ti € (3n73n+1)} S C}a

(5.2)

Ar(C) = |J (sn-1,5n), (5.3)
nell’ (C)

I2(C) = { = &((-T,0)) < n < &((0,T]) : ta € Ar(C) }. (5.4)

In words, the objects defined in (5.1)—(5.4) represent the following: given any constant C' > 1, I%(C)
consists of the indices n € Z corresponding to the realizations s, € &] of the point process contained
in [T, T] with inter-arrival times less than %, while I7(C) contains precisely those n € Z from the
point process s, € & in [=T,T] such that, for any such n, the number of ¢; € & falling between
two successive arrivals (s, Snp+1) is at most C. Ap(C) is the union of the intervals (s,_1, s,), with
n e I}l '(C), and Iéf’ '(C) contains precisely those n € Z corresponding to the realizations of the point
process t, € & in [~T,T] with ¢, belonging to the interval (s,_1, s,) for some £ € AS(C).

The lemma below will show that @)a almost surely, for C' > 1 large enough the indices belonging

to all three ]}”(C’)’s for i = 1,2, 3, have relative positive density as " — oo (and converging to 1 as
C — o0):

Lemma 5.1. For any a > 0 and C > 1, the following hold @a-a.s.:

lim inf #(Tl>(c) — C

PGy T G

eI 1

PR o )
o #17(0) &

EE (e

where Cy,Cy € (0,00) are the constants from Corollary|4.11]
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Proof. For the first estimate, we use (4.40) and Corollary to get

i ! (= n 1 18, — 8 g
hmsupfi((—T,T])#{_&l( T,0]) <n < &§((0,1]) : sn n—1>a2}

T—o0

9 & ((0,11-1

«a C
< li VP ARG TN i = si—1)1ysi —si-1> —
Shmsw ceray | 2. (i) {si-0m> 5}

==& ((=T7.0])
. éa(sl — S0 > C/a2) < ég
B [ 2 d =02
CEPa |:f1 e ua\w(u)zw(o)d c.C
The second estimate follows similarly with the help of (4.38]):

. 1 / / . / : ! .
lim sup W#{ - 51(_T7 0]) <n< fl((O,T]) . #{ - 52(_T7 0]) <1< 52((07T]) NS (3n73n+1)} > C}

T—o0
<1 Szl 2
= og(-r) T e
For the final estimate, observe that #11@(0) = &(Ar(C)) and due to ,
A7(C)] . Balsi —s0 < C/a?)
(=T, T])  o2EP« [fIQ e‘“#]

afw(u)—w(0)]
This together with (4.38)) and Corollary leads to

.. #JT(g)(C) A 2
T A - >1-— —=,
lim inf (=77 Oq(s1 —so < Cla”) > 1
]

We now define the set of “good intervals”. We consider again the point process £ of intervals (recall
Corollary 4.9) and we order them so that (s)nez satisfies (3.1). Then we can identify & with a
sequence (sp, tg(n))nez, Where

¢ : Z — Z is bijective and (t,)nez is the ordered version of (t4(n))nez.- (5.6)
Set
Ip(C) = IP(C)NIP(C)N{neZ: ¢, € IY(C)}. (5.7)
In words, I7(C) represents the set of indices n such that (sy,t4(,)) satisfies
C
® (sn,tem)) C [-T,T1, ® sp— Sp-1 < —3, o tym) € Ar(C) = U (Sn—1,5n), and
@ (1)
nely’(C)

° #{2 cZ: t; € (sn_l,sn)} < C.

Lemma 5.2. For any C > 1 and a > 0, @a—almost surely,

.. . F#Ip(C) Cs . ~ Co =
liminf ———2~ > 11— —, with Cg:= =— 4+ 14 Cs. 5.8
Tooo &(-T,T)) = C ST 2 (58)

where Cy,Cy € (0,00) are the fized constants from Corollary (note that, the right hand side 1— %
converges to 1 as C — o0).
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Proof. By Lemma [5.1] we deduce that for any C > 1,
#(E(-T.T)\ Ir(C)) _ #(& (=T, T) \ I;’(C)) n #(E (=T, T) \ I7(C))

A ) < o ) &(-T.1])
| HECTT\ ()
N éi(_T’TND (5.9)
< ~C2 + l + @
=G ot T
< —(02 +1+C’2>.
c\&,
Thus, holds. O

5.1.1. Modification of good intervals. For any C' > 1 such that 1 — % > 0 (i.e., (5.8) above), we
consider &  C £] defined as

&o={si €& u> Oé/\/a}- (5.10)

Then &, . is also stationary and ergodic Poisson point process with random intensity measure

42 -9 (2 |w(t) —w(s)))

Bs.c(w,a,ds) := a2/ , 5.11
el di=a ] oo(E) — () 10
where ®(z \/7 f -5 du (recall Lemma 7l and (| - ). By the ergodic theorem, (:)a—a.s.,
Lol(-T,T s [ 2 _ 2(Tslw(u) —w(0))
lim —65’0(( ) = P / e UG du
T—o00 2T 1 alw(u) —w(0)] (5.12)
= a?Cy(a, O).
By Theorem
2 (L\w( ) —w(0)])
C4(C) := lim Cy(a,C) = lim oS / e U< du
a—o0 a—o0 alw(u) — w(0)]
u2
\/7(/ —“du><// v (@ )dxdyﬁ_e_2du>>0‘
R3xR3 |$ — | el
(5.13)

Note that

o= meer= 2 [[enan) (] [, B 7o)
S(fera(f [, ) 40

— et - e—2)/ Vo () 2 > 0.
R3
Recall the definition of I7(C') from (5.7). Therefore, if we replace I7(C) by
V() = I7(C) N {u; > a/VC}, (5.15)

o,

we have that
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Lemma 5.3. For C' > 1 suitably large, and any o > 0, @a—almost surely,

.. #ID(O) Ci(a,C)  Cy
liminf -———~ > C5(a,C) := ——— — —= > 0. 5.16
mint gy = G0 Cy C (5.16)
where Cs € (0,00) is defined in (5.8) and Cy(a, C) is defined in (5.13).

Proof. The first statement follows from a very similar application of the ergodic theorem as in the
proof of Lemma [5.2] More precisely,

BT TDNR©O) . HECTID\ ) | eI T)
i T S X A R e (= aa)
Cs C4(0)

SE“F]._ él7

where for the first limit we used (5.9) from Lemma and for the second one we used ((5.12)) (and
[@.38) from Corollary 4.9/ once more; recall also C; = sup, Ci(a) € (0,00) defined in Corollary 4.11]).
Hence, it follows that B
g P (C)
P )
Finally, note that by definition, C4(a, C) is increasing while % is decreasing in C. Hence, if C' > 1 is
suitably large, for any a > 0, C5(«,C) > 0. O

> C5(O[, C)

With C5(a, C') defined in (5.16)), in the sequel, we will write
Cs() :==inf {C > 1: C5(, C) > 0}. (5.17)

5.2 Proof of Theorem [4.5]

Let us first heuristically outline the argument, which will be based on a suitable induction proce-
dure. By the preceding arguments, we know that, with probability one under O, in It}o '(C) we have
(2T)a2C1Cs(cv, C) many intervals (s, ty(n)) available (recall that in our collection of intervals sy, tn],
we assume that the s,’s are ordered s, < S$pt1 < Sp+2 < ... and ¢ : Z — Z is a bijection such that
t,’s are ordered. We now treat this collection of intervals deterministically, and define the induction
steps as follows. For the first step we define t4(;,) = 0, i1 = min fé,? )(C) and set recursively the indices

Intl = inf{j S f%(C) 185 > t(b(in)}

In words, ip41 is the first index j (from our fixed indices in .759 '(C)) such that s; exceeds tp(in)- Thus,
by this construction, we have that t4; ) automatically belongs to the interval (s;,-1, 84, ), and likewise,
ts(ip) automatically belongs to the interval (si;—1,s:;) and so on. Also, these intervals (si,,t4(;,)) are
disjoint and must satisfy

Sipi1 — to(in) < Sins1 — Sing1—1 < %
meaning that the “vacant region” in the first step, defined by
N1—1
Vi=(0,5,]U | (to(in)s Sins1) U ltovy)» 27
n=1

must satisfy |Vi| < 3CT  Here Ny = sup{n : i, < oo} and Ny € [2T/3,2T]. We denote the collection

«

of these disjoint intervals in the first step by

Sl = {(SE:L)’t((bl()in)) n S Nl}
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The second induction step is defined as follows: from our original collection fj(i) '(C), we want to remove
i) all the intervals that have been used in the first step, and ii) all intervals that correspond to the
(1) (1)

t’s that found themselves caught between some “inter-arrival” time (s, 1105050 ,) from the first step.

In notation, this means that from our original collection L})(C), we removing those indices n such
(1) (1)

that some t4(,,) belong to some “inter-arrival” time (s ip1—10 51,0 ) from the first step. |¥| Of course,

it is natural to wonder if we are removing too many 1ntervals However, by definition of our original
collection 759 '(C), at most C' many to(n)’s can belong to an inter-arrival time (s 5 )+1 1 sijlll
we are removing at most C' many intervals corresponding to these t4(,)’s, contr1but1ng to removing at
most 2C'T many intervals in this step (note that Ny < 2T"). After removing these many intervals, we
still have (27)a2C1Cs(a, C) — (21)C = 2T[a2C, Cs(a, C) — C| intervals to work with for future steps.
We can proceed inductively, and since the number of intervals we are removing is additive, we can go
K1a? steps for a positive constant K7 = K1(C). We now turn to the precise mathematical layout of

this induction step.

We first note that by stationarity, we can replace the interval [—T,T] by [0,27] and all the cal-
culations above remain the same (likewise, the same argument below works for [—7,T], but the
construction is a little bit different since one has to go “forward” in the positive axis and “backwards”
in the negative axis, namely exchange the roles of (s;), and (¢,),). We now define the T' = oo version

of I%(C) as

). Hence,

e = o). (5.18)
T>0

By (5.16) and (4.38) from Corollaryonce more (and C; from Corollary , it holds ©4-almost
surely that

liminf#fq(g)(c)—hmmfQil#{nel(o) (C) :sp € (k k+1]}>a2éC(a )
oo oT n ) = 1L5 G, ’
so that
~ 2 5 ~
n(¢) = inf{k >0:#{nell(C):sy€ (kk+1]}> 046'1025@4,0)} < 00, O4-a.s.

Thus, Lemma still holds if we restrict to the indices n € .fféf))(C) larger than 7(¢’), i.e., replacing
IP(C) by IY(C ) \ 1 (€ ( ). Thus, we can assume without loss of generality that n(¢') = 0.

Recall that we need to prove that there are constants K, Ko > 0 such that there are at least K;o?
many collections of disjoint intervals

N.
. . . o J
Sj = {(3(-]) 9 1<t s — s <2and uf > } N; <2T
J n? n ) - )
in? " P(in) ¢(in) VEs |,
i KT
. @) ( ) 2 : :
Vj|._‘_ U s, (;(Zn ‘ < — and |V;NV;| <3 Vi < j.
We proceed now to construct inductively the these sets 5.
L0Note that, by definition of the index i, explained above, we automatically have that ¢’ ¢<Z belongs to the interval

(1) s

)
(8(1) S(l ) tj41—12 %4541

lj41—17 Zi5 417"
correspsonding to these t4(,)s as well.

But there could be more t4,)s belonging to (s ) and we agree to remove all the intervals
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Step 1 (the first induction step): For j = 1, let t4(;,) := 0, i1 := min .’f?)(C’), and for n > 1,
int1 ;= 1Inf{j € E?)(C') 18 > t¢(in)},

where we set inf() = oo. Let Ny := sup{n : i,, < co}. By construction of I~$)(C), and using that
1 <tgm) — sn < 2, then % < Ny < 2T for T large enough. Moreover, the intervals (s;,,t4(;,)) satisfy

C
S’in-H - tﬁb(zn) S Sin+1 - Si”"'lil é ?

Let

Ni—1

‘/1 = [07 S’il] U U (t¢(ln)’ Sin+1) U [tzﬁ(Nl)’ QT],

n=1

which satisfies 20T ZCT 3CT
Vil < iy + =5 + 2T —tov)) S —5 +3 < —5

for T > 0 large enough, since by assumption 7(¢') = 0 and then si; < 1. To avoid confusion, we add
a superscript to the intervals, so that

S = {(sgi),t((;()in)) :1<n< N}

Step 2 (the jth induction step): Set

e =1¥(0)\ {n € IY(C) : 3j such that ty,), € (si s )}

i1 Tij4

In words, we eliminate all intervals from the first induction step, and any potential interval that
could use in future steps one of the intervals from the previous step (see Figure [1)). By the definition

of frf,?) (C), since there are at most C' many t4(;)’s that have to be removed from each (s +1 11 sijl)ﬂ)

we have

I3 (C)\ I (C)| < 2CT. (5.19)

To construct Sj, j > 2, we repeat step 1 but with I(J Y(0). Each step gives N; € [%,QT] many
disjoint intervals such that
() ()
SiZH-l - tq;(in) < o2
Then we define

]

V] O S(J) U (9) (]) [t(])

i 11 1n+17 ¢(Zn ¢(N) QT]

which satisfies, for T" large enough,

v < 2L 3C’T

uniformly over all j.

04201 Cs (OZ,C)
2

Now, by the definition of .@9)(0), since there are at least many S, such that s, < 1,

)
and on every step at most C' indices k With s < 1 are removed, we can construct at least %é(ac)

steps as above. We set, for any C' > Cg() (recall (| -

Cng,(a,C)

Kl(a,C’) = 20

. Ky =Ky(C) :=3C, (5.20)
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and observe that, for i < j,
VinV;=[0,s"]U [max{t;f()Nj),tgzNi)}, 2T],  sothat [V;NV;|<3.
In particular, we can let

2K5(0) _ 12C2
m — = m —
C>Cs(a) K1(a,C)  ¢>Cs(a) C1C5(a, C)

Now, with C4(C) = limy—,00 Ca(cr, C) defined in (5.13)), we set, for C' > 1 suitably large,

K(a) = > 0.

Cs(C) = CgC) — % > 0, Cs(C) =inf{C >1: C5(C) > 0},
! (5.21)
: : 12C°
K := lim K(a) = inf — >0
a—00 C>Cs 01C5(C)
This completes the proof of Theorem O
>
0 b, t t
— — — . — - - o— >
0

FiGURE 1. The first two steps in the construction: the s; points are represented in
blue, while the ¢; points in red. Observe that in the second step all red points (and
corresponding blue points not shown in the picture) between s;,_1 and s;, are removed,
so that in future steps new intervals are picked.

5.3 Proof of Theorem [1.1, By Theorem {.2, we already know that limsup, atc?(a) < K.
Now, by definition of Cs in (5:21)), we have C1C5(C) = C4(C) — %452, and by (5.14), limepee Ca(C) =
[e™! — 7] [ga [¥o(2)[*dz, while % 1 0 as C 1 oo. Hence, there is C, € (0,00) such that for all
a >0,

ato?(a)

! m() )
= C. f]Rg [tho(x)|2dx’ r oA > C /R3 |Vio(x)|*de,

proving Theorem [I.1} O
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