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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(α) of the Fröhlich Polaron should diverge in the
strong coupling limit α→ ∞, like α4 times a pre-factor given by the centered solution ψ0 of
the Pekar variational problem. In this article, we show that there is a constant C⋆ ∈ (0,∞)
such that for any α > 0,

m(α)

α4
≥ C⋆

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx.

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 α → ∞ in terms of functionals of the

Pekar process. This method also shows how α4 as well as the Pekar energy
∫
R3 |∇ψ0(x)|2dx

pre-factor appear in the divergence of m(α) 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
Eα(P ) = inf spec(HP ) of the (fiber) Hamiltonian of the Fröhlich Polaron. It is known that Eα(·)
is rotationally symmetric and is analytic when P ≈ 0. Then the central objects of interest are the
ground state energy

g(α) = −min
P
Eα(P ) (1.1)

as well as the effective mass m(α) of the Fröhlich Polaron, defined as the inverse of the curvature:

m(α) =

[
∂2

∂P 2
Eα(P )

∣∣
P=0

]−1

. (1.2)

See [24, 15, 10]. Physically relevant questions concern the strong-coupling behavior of g(α) and m(α).
Indeed, the ground state energy in this regime was studied by Pekar [22] who also conjectured that
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the limit

g0 := lim
α→∞

g(α)

α2
exists, and

g0 = sup
ψ∈H1(R3)
∥ψ∥2=1

[ ∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2(x)ψ2(y)

|x− y|
dxdy − 1

2
∥∇ψ∥22

]
.

(1.3)

By a well-known result of E. Lieb [14], the above variational formula g0 admits a rotationally symmet-
ric, smooth and centered maximizer ψ0 ∈ H1(R3) with ∥ψ0∥2 = 1 which is unique except for spatial
translations. One can also obtain a probabilistic representation for g(α). Indeed, Feynman’s path
integral formulation [11] leads to g(α) = limT→∞

1
T log⟨Ψ|e−TH |Ψ⟩ with Ψ 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−TH implies that the last expression
can be rewritten further as

g(α) = lim
T→∞

1

T
logE0

[
exp

{
α

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
dsdt

e−|t−s|

|ω(t)− ω(s)|

}]
, (1.4)

with E0 denoting expectation w.r.t. the law of a three-dimensional Brownian path starting at 0.
Starting with this expression and using large deviation theory from [8], Pekar’s conjecture (1.3) was
proved in [9]. Later, a different proof was given by E. Lieb and L. Thomas [17] using a functional
analytic approach which also provided quantitative error bounds.

As for the effective mass defined in (1.2), according to a long-standing conjecture by Landau-Pekar
[13] and by H. Spohn [24], m(α) should diverge like α4 with a pre-factor given by the centered solution
ψ0 of the Pekar variational problem (1.3) in the strong coupling limit α→ ∞. With this background,
the main result of this article is to show the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. There exists a constant C∗ ∈ (0,∞) such that for all α > 0,

m(α)

α4
≥ C∗

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx, (1.5)

where ψ0 ∈ H1(R3) with ∥ψ0∥2 = 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(α) and the actual path behavior under the Polaron measure. Indeed, the exponential
weight on the right hand side in (1.4) 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 = PT be the
law of the Brownian increments {ω(t)−ω(s)}−T≤s<t≤T for three dimensional Brownian motion. Then
the Polaron measure is defined as the transformed measure

P̂α,T (dω) =
1

Zα,T
exp

(
α

2

∫ T

−T

∫ T

−T

e−|t−s|

|ω(t)− ω(s)|
dtds

)
P(dω), (1.6)

where

Zα,T = EP
[
exp

(
α

2

∫ T

−T

∫ T

−T

e−|t−s|

|ω(t)− ω(s)|
dtds

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

It was conjectured by Spohn in [24] that for any fixed coupling α > 0 and as T → ∞, 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 σ2(α) > 0. The following results were shown in [19, 21]: for any α > 0:
the infinite-volume Polaron measure

P̂α = lim
T→∞

P̂α,T

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

Brownian increments ω(T )−ω(−T )√
2T

under P̂α,T and P̂α satisfies a central limit theorem. More precisely,

for any α > 0

lim
T→∞

P̂α,T
[
ω(T )− ω(−T )√

2T
∈ ·

]
= lim

T→∞
P̂α

[
ω(T )− ω(−T )√

2T
∈ ·

]
= N(0, σ2(α)I3×3),

(1.7)

where N(0, σ2(α)I3×3) is a three-dimensional Gaussian vector with mean zero and covariance matrix
σ2(α)I3×3, which satisfies

σ2(α) = lim
T→∞

1

2T
EP̂α,T

[∣∣ω(T )− ω(−T )|2
]
= lim

T→∞

1

2T
EP̂α[∣∣ω(T )− ω(−T )|2

]
∈ (0, 1). (1.8)

(see also [2] for an extension of these results to other polaron type interactions). Note that the strict
bound σ2(α) < 1 from (1.8) for any coupling α > 0 reflects the attractive nature of the interaction
defined in (1.6). Assuming the validity of the above CLT (1.7), already in [24] Spohn proved a simple
relation between the effective mass m(α) and the CLT variance σ2(α):

m(α)−1 = σ2(α) for any α > 0, (1.9)

see also Dybalski-Spohn [10] 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 limα→∞ limT→∞ P̂α,T =
limα→∞ Pα, suitably rescaled, should converge to the so-called Pekar process, which is a diffusion
process with generator

1

2
∆ +

∇ψ
ψ

· ∇,

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

that, after rescaling, the process P̂α converges as α→ ∞ to a unique limit which is the increments of the

Pekar process. 3 Based on the path behavior of P̂α, in [24] the decay rate of the CLT diffusion constant
σ2(α) ∼ α−4 as α→ ∞ was also derived heuristically – note that, given the relation (1.9), this decay
rate would be equivalent to the divergence rate m(α) ∼ α4, conjectured by Landau and Pekar [13].
Using a functional analytic route from [17], it was shown in [16] that limα→∞m(α) = ∞. By means of

probabilistic techniques from [19, 21], it has been recently shown in [3] that σ2(α) ≤ cα−2/5 for some
c <∞. Very recently, using the probabilistic representation of the Polaron measure (1.6) but invoking
Gaussian correlation inequalities, which are orthogonal to the current method, it has been shown in
[23] that σ2(α) ≤ Cα−4/(logα)6. For the corresponding upper bound m(α) ≤ C∗α4

∫
R3 |∇ψ0(x)|2dx,

we refer to the very recent article [5] that used a functional analytic route. The method currently
developed for obtaining Theorem 1.1 is quite different from the ones found in the literature. We will
outline this approach below and explain along the lines how the α4 divergence rate of m(α) with the
Pekar energy pre-factor

∫
R3 |∇ψ0(x)|2dx appears in a natural way.

3In [20] the distributions of the rescaled process (α|ω( t
α2 ) − ω( s

α2 |))s∈A,t∈B under P̂α was shown to converge to the
stationary version of the increments of the Pekar process. This process was also shown in [18, 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

developed in [19], where by writing the Coulomb potential 1
|x| =

√
2
π

∫∞
0 e−

|u|2
2 du and expanding the

exponential weight in (1.6) in a power series for any α > 0 and T > 0, the Polaron measure

P̂α,T (dω) =
∫

Pξ̂,û(dω)Θ̂α,T (dξ̂dû) (1.10)

was represented as a mixture of centered Gaussian measures Pξ̂,û with variance

VarPξ̂,û
[ω(T )− ω(−T )√

2T

]
= 3 sup

f∈HT

[
2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt−

nT (ξ̂)∑
i=1

u2i |(f(ti)−f(si))|2
]
. (1.11)

Here, HT denotes all absolutely continuous functions on [−T, T ] with square integrable derivatives (see

[19, Eq. (3.3)-(3.4)] and Section 4.1 for a detailed review). In (1.10), Θ̂α,T (dξ̂dû) represents the law

of a tilted Poisson point process taking values on the space of (ξ̂, û), with ξ̂ = {[s1, t1], . . . , [sn, tn]}n≥0

denoting a collection for (possibly overlapping) intervals contained in [−T, T ] and û = (u1, . . . , un) ∈
(0,∞)n denoting a string of positive numbers, with each ui being linked to the interval [si, ti]. For

any fixed α > 0 and as T → ∞, the limit Θ̂α = limT→∞ Θ̂α,T exists, can be identified explicitly

and is stationary. Consequently, the infinite-volume limit P̂α = limT→∞ P̂α,T also admits a Gaussian
representation

P̂α(·) =
∫

Pξ̂,û(·)Θ̂α(dξ̂dû) (1.12)

analogous to (1.10), and for any α > 0, the distributions of the rescaled increments ω(T )−ω(−T )√
2T

, both

under P̂α,T and under P̂α, converge for any α > 0 and as T → ∞ to a 3d centered Gaussian law

N(0, σ2(α)) with variance given by the L1(Θ̂α) and Θ̂α-a.s. limit

σ2(α) = lim
T→∞

3 sup
f∈HT

[
2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt−

nT (ξ̂)∑
i=1

u2i |(f(ti)− f(si))|2
]
. (1.13)

We refer to Section 4.1 for a more detailed review of these arguments from [19]. To show Theorem

1.1, we will show that as α→ ∞ and for Θ̂α almost every realization of (ξ̂, û), the supremum in (1.13)
is bounded above by a constant times α−4

∫
R3 |∇ψ0(x)|2dx. This task splits now into four main steps.

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 Θ̂α,T (resp. Θ̂α) and P̂α,T (resp. P̂α) – namely, fix any
α > 0 and the Brownian increments {ω(t)− ω(s)}s∈A,t∈B over A,B ⊂ R. Then, conditional on these

increments sampled according to P̂α,T (resp. P̂α), the distribution of any function

f(ξ̂, û) =
∑
i

f(si, ti, ui) si ∈ A ⊂ R and ti ∈ B ⊂ R,

under the tilted Poisson measure Θ̂α,T (resp. Θ̂α) is itself Poisson distributed with a random intensity
given by α2ΛA,B(α, ω), where

ΛA,B(α, ω) =

∫
A
ds

∫
B
dte−(t−s)V (α|ω(t)− ω(s)).

Here V (| · |) = Vf(| · |) 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 ΛA,B(α, ·) under P̂α under the strong coupling limit α→ ∞.
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Indeed, in Theorem 2.1 we show that for a large class of functions V (including continuous bounded
functions, and V (x) = 1

|x| , and V (|x|) = |x| etc.),

lim
α→∞

EP̂α[ΛA,B(α, ·)] = (∫
A

∫
B
e−(t−s)

)(∫
R3×R3

V (|x− y|)ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)

)
∈ (0,∞), (1.14)

where ψ0 denote the centered solution of the Pekar variational formula g0 (recall (1.3)). Consequently,

the distributions of P̂α[α|ω(t)− ω(s)| ∈ ·] (averaged over s ∈ A, t ∈ B) converge to the distribution of
|x− y| under the product Pekar densities ψ2

0(x)⊗ψ2
0(y), see Corollary 2.2. 4 In particular, ΛA,B(α, ω)

remain uniformly bounded away from zero under P̂α, and as an upshot we get that the aforementioned

Poisson intensity α2ΛA,B(α, ω) in Step 1 remain for α large, on average under P̂α, of order Cα2 with
an explicit constant C ∈ (0,∞) depending on the Pekar solution ψ0.

Step 3: (Functionals of (ξ̂, û) under Θ̂α and Pekar process): We now apply the above duality to

particular choices of f(ξ̂, û) and combine Step 1 and Step 2 above to show that

lim
α→∞

lim
T→∞

EΘ̂α
[nT (ξ̂)
2α2T

]
= 2g0 =

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx =

∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)dxdy

|x− y|
.5 (1.15)

Here, nT (ξ̂) is the total number of intervals in the time horizon [−T, T ] and the above statement

underlines that, on average under Θ̂α, this number grows like 2Tα2
∫
R3 |∇ψ0(x)|2dx as T → ∞,

followed by α → ∞. That is, the tilting in Θ̂α increases the density of intervals from α to α2 when
α becomes large. Likewise, for any constant a > 0, if n(a)

T (ξ̂) denotes the number of intervals [si, ti]

with (ti− si) ≤ a, then (1.15) also holds for n(a)

T (ξ̂) with 2g0(1− e−a) on the right hand side – that is,

on average, the tilting in Θ̂α does not change the distribution of lengths of intervals – the sizes of all

intervals in [−T, T ] remain exponential with parameter 1. Similarly, if n(a,b)

T (ξ̂, û) = #{(ξ̂, û) ∈ ŶT :
aα ≤ ui ≤ bα}, then we also have

lim
α→∞

1

α2
lim
T→∞

1

2T
EΘ̂α [n(a,b)

T ] = g̃0(a, b) :=

√
2

π

∫ b

a
dz

∫ ∫
R3×R3

dxdyψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)e

− z2|x−y|2
2 . (1.16)

That is, under Θ̂α, the average size of u is of order α – see Corollary 4.8 for these statements. In

fact, again using the duality between Θ̂α and P̂α, which is stationary and ergodic, and invoking the

resulting ergodic theorem under Θ̂α, we can strengthen the above facts to almost sure statements

under Θ̂α 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 ∈ HT ,

the Θ̂α almost sure behavior terms appearing in the supremum in (1.13) as α→ ∞.

Step 4 (Estimating σ2(α)): The results in Step 3 allow us to “restrict” to the collections of intervals

(ξ̂, û) with sizes 1 < ti − si < 2 with ui ≥ α. Now, for constants K1,K2 > 0, let AT (K1,K2) be the

event of realizations (ξ̂, û) such that there are at least K1α
2 many collections of disjoint intervals

Sj =

{
[s(j)in , t

(j)

in
] : 1 < t(j)in − s(j)in < 2 and u(j)

in
>

α√
K2

}Nj
n=1

,

such that, for each “step” j = 1, . . . ,K2
α

4As remarked earlier, in [20], the distributions of the rescaled process (α|ω( t
α2 )−ω( s

α2 |))s∈A,t∈B under P̂α 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 1

α2 was considered. Currently, we are considering the distributions of the rescaled

increments α|ω(t)− ω(s)| under P̂α with s ∈ A, t ∈ B – that is, we are considering time scales of order one.
5Using a simple scaling argument, in Lemma 2.3 it will be shown that 2g0 =

∫
R3 |∇ψ0(x)|2dx =

∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)dxdy

|x−y| .



6 EFFECTIVE MASS OF THE FRÖHLICH POLARON AND THE LANDAU-PEKAR-SPOHN CONJECTURE

• The number Nj of disjoint intervals we use in step j is at most 2T ,

• The “vacant area” Vj in each step j has length at most K2T
α2 :

|Vj | :=
∣∣∣∣[−T, T ] \ Nj⋃

n=1

[s(j)in , t
(j)

in
]

∣∣∣∣ ≤ K2T

α2
, (1.17)

• The vacant area in Step i and Step j have a negligible intersection |Vi ∩ Vj | ≤ 3.

Let us assume that for α large, the event AT (K1,K2) happens almost surely under Θ̂α. Then on each
step j, we can write the endpoint f(T ) − f(−T ) in (1.13) as a telescoping sum and estimate, using
the u’s correponding to the intervals that we use now satisfy u ≥ α/

√
K2,

f(T )− f(−T ) =
∫
Vj

f ′(t)dt+

Nj∑
n=1

(f(t(j)in )− f(s(j)in ))

≤
∫
Vj

f ′(t)dt+

√
K2

α

Nj∑
n=1

u(j)

in
|f(t(j)in )− f(s(j)in )|.

Repeating the process for all the steps j = 1, . . . ,K1α
2 and a Cauchy-Schwarz bound and using the

above mentioned properties of the “vacant areas” in successive steps will then imply that, for α large

and Θ̂α almost surely, the supremum in (1.13) is bounded above by α−4 2K2
K1

, see Lemma 4.4 and Lemma

4.3. Since the arguments above are explicit w.r.t. the Pekar constant, the pre-factor
∫
R3 |∇ψ0(x)|2dx

come out naturally from the constant K1 involved with the number of steps K1α
2 that we can take,

leading to σ2(α) ≲ 1
α4

∫
R3 |∇ψ0(x)|2dx

.

Step 5 (Constructing the event AT (K1,K2)): It remains to show that there are constants K1,K2 such

that the aforementioned event AT (K1,K2) happens Θ̂α almost surely, stated in Theorem 4.5. 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 {sn}n∈Z and {tn}n∈Z under Θ̂α 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” {[sn, tn]} in [−T, T ] corresponding to indices
n ∈ Z which in particular satisfy that

• sn − sn−1 ≲ 1
α2 – that is, the successive sns arrive before C

α2 units of time (recall that the

intensity on average remains of order α2, as mentioned in Step 2); and
• #{i ∈ Z : ti ∈ (sn−1, sn)} ≤ C – that is, the number of t’s falling between successive arrivals
is at most C.

• The corresponding un ≥ α/
√
C.

We refer to Section 5.1 for the construction of these good intervals. We now fix 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 S1 of disjoint intervals so that (1.17) holds
(because of the property sn − sn−1 ≲ 1

α2 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 : ti ∈ (sn−1, sn)} ≤ C of good
intervals), we are only removing only a negligible collection of intervals from each step, allowing us to
find K1α

2 many steps so that both (1.17) and the property |Vi ∩Vj | ≤ 3 hold. We refer to Section 5.2
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
(1.14) outlined in Step 2 above. There, the necessary properties of the Pekar variational problem g0
will 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 4 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 4.5 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,∞) → [0,∞) be any continuous and bounded function. Then for any θ > 0,
we have

lim
α→∞

EP̂α
[ ∫ ∞

0
θe−θtV (α|ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt

]
=

∫ ∫
ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy. (2.1)

Moreover, for any integrable function g : (0,∞)2 → [0,∞),

lim
α→∞

EP̂α
[ ∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
g(s, t)V (α|ω(t)− ω(s)|)dsdt

]
=

[ ∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
g(s, t)dsdt

][ ∫ ∫
R3×R3

V (|x− y|)ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)dxdy

]
.

(2.2)

Moreover, both (2.1)-(2.2) hold for V (|x|) = 1
|x| in R3 and also for any continuous function V :

[0,∞) → [0,∞) with |V (x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|) for some C <∞.

Corollary 2.2. Fix any −∞ < ai < bi < ∞ for i = 1, 2. For any s ∈ [a1, b1] and t ∈ [a2, b2], let

µα(s, t, ·) = P̂α[α|ω(t) − ω(s)| ∈ ·] be the distribution of α|ω(t) − ω(s)| under P̂α, while µ̂α(·) denote
its average

µ̂α(B) =
1

Z

∫ b1

a1

∫ b2

a2

e−|s−t|µα(s, t, B)dsdt ∀B ⊂ [0,∞)

Z =

∫ b1

a1

∫ b2

a2

dsdt e−|t−s|.

If µ̂(ψ0, ·) denotes the distribution of |x− y| under ψ2
0(x)⊗ψ2

0(y)dxdy on [0,∞), then µ̂α(·) converges
weakly to µ̂(ψ0, ·) as α→ ∞.

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

g0 = sup
ψ∈H1(R3)
∥ψ∥2=1

[ ∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2(x)ψ2(y)dxdy

|x− y|
− 1

2

∫
R3

|∇ψ(x)|2dx
]

(2.3)

is attained at some ψ0 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 ψ0 be the centered radially symmetric maximizer of (2.3). Then∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)

|x− y|
dxdy =

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx, and therefore

g0 =
1

2

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx =
1

2

∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)

|x− y|
dxdy.

(2.4)

Proof. Consider the family

ψ(λ)(x) := λ
3
2ψ0(λx)

Then by rescaling

λ6
∫ ∫

R3×R3

ψ2
0(λx)ψ

2
0(λy)

|x− y|
dxdy − λ5

2

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(λx)|2dx

= λ

∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)

|x− y|
dxdy − λ2

2

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx

has a maximum at λ = 1, providing∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)

|x− y|
dxdy =

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx.

It follows that ∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)

|x− y|
dxdy = 2g0, and

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx = 2g0.

□

Lemma 2.4. Let V : [0,∞) → R be a continuous function and

gη = sup
∥ψ∥2=1

[ ∫
R3

∫
R3

dxdyψ2(x)ψ2(y)

(
1

|x− y|
+ ηV (|x− y|)

)
− 1

2
∥∇ψ∥2

]
. (2.5)

Then

lim
η→0

gη − g0
η

=

∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy. (2.6)

This result will follow from Lemma 2.5 below.

Lemma 2.5. Let F (·) be a function such that a0 := infy F (y) is attained at x0. Suppose that for any
δ > 0, c(δ) := infy∈Uδ(x0)[F (y) − a0] > 0, where Uδ(x0) is a δ-neighborhood of x0. Let also G be a
continuous, nonnegative function such that G(x0) <∞. If

aη := inf
y
[F (y) + ηG(y)],

then

lim
η→0

aη = a0, and lim
η→0

aη − a0
η

= G(x0).

Proof. Since G ≥ 0, it holds that aη ≥ a0 for each η ≥ 0. Thus,

a0 ≤ aη ≤ F (x0) + ηG(x0) = a0 + ηG(x0).

Letting η → 0 and using that G(x0) < ∞ leads to the first assertion. To prove the second one, the
previous display implies that

lim sup
η→0

aη − a0
η

≤ G(x0).
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To prove the converse inequality, let δ > 0, and note that

aη − a0
η

= min

{
infy∈Uδ(x0)(F (y)− a0 + ηG(y))

η
,
infy∈Uδ(x0)c(F (y)− a0 + ηG(y)

η

}
.

Since G ≥ 0, it holds that
infy∈Uδ(x0)c(F (y)− a0 + ηG(y)

η
≥ c(δ)

η
,

while
infy∈Uδ(x0)(F (y)− a0 + ηG(y))

η
≥ inf

y∈Uδ(x0)
G(y).

Since c(δ) > 0 for any δ > 0, we conclude that

lim inf
η→0

aη − a0
η

≥ inf
y∈Uδ(x0)

G(y).

Letting δ → 0 and using the continuity of G, we conclude that

lim
η→0

aη − a0
η

= G(x0).

□

Lemma 2.6. If ψ0 denotes the centered Pekar solution and V is a function such that
∫
R3 V (|x −

y|)ψ2
0(y)dy is not identically zero, then the function η 7→ gη defined in (2.5) is strictly convex at η = 0.

Proof. When η = 0, there is a unique (up-to spatial translation) maximizer of g0 which is the Pekar
function ψ0(x). If

F (ψ) =

∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2(x)ψ2(y)

|x− y|
dxdy + η

∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2(x)ψ2(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy − 1

2

∫
|∇ψ(x)|2dx

then for η ̸= 0, the Euler-Lagrange equation is obtained by setting

d

dη
F (ψη + δφ)

∣∣∣∣
δ=0

= 0, φ ∈ C∞
c (R3),

leading to

2

∫ ∫
ψ2
η(x)ψη(y)φ(y)

|x− y|
dxdy + 2η

∫ ∫
ψ2
η(x)ψη(y)φ(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy −

∫
⟨∇ψη(x),∇φ(x)⟩dx = 0

provided φ ⊥ ψη. If η 7→ gη is not strictly convex at η = 0, then ψη = ψ0 is a solution. But

2

∫ ∫
ψ2
0(x)ψ0(y)φ(y)

|x− y|
dxdy −

∫
⟨∇ψ0(x),∇φ(x)⟩dx = 0,

which forces
∫ ∫

ψ2
0(x)ψ0(y)φ(y)V (|x − y|)dxdy = 0 whenever φ ⊥ ψ0, leading to

∫
R3 ψ

2
0(y)V (|x −

y|)dy ≡ 0, which is a contradiction. □

2.2 Proof of Theorem 2.1 Before proving Theorem 2.1, let us note down some properties of the
variational problem for any fixed α > 0,

g(α) := lim
T→∞

1

2T
logZα,T = lim

T→∞

1

2T
logEP

[
exp

(
α

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

e−|t−s|

|ω(t)− ω(s)|
dtds

)]
= sup

Q

[
EQ

(
α

∫ ∞

0

e−t

|ω(t)− ω(0)|
dt

)
−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 P 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]) 6 and for any α > 0, the limit P̂α = limT→∞ P̂α,T is a maximizer of this
variational problem [20, Theorem 5.2]. Since Q 7→ H(Q|P) is linear [20, Lemma 4.1], the supremum
involved in g(α) is over linear functionals of Q and is therefore attained at an extremal measure which
is ergodic. Hence, we have that, for any α > 0,

P̂α = lim
T→∞

P̂α,T is stationary and ergodic. (2.8)

Let us now start with the proof of Theorem 2.1. We will prove (2.1) first assuming that V (| · |) is
continuous and bounded on [0,∞). The remaining assertions will be subsequently deduced from this.
As in (2.7), for any α > 0, θ > 0 and η > 0,

gη(α, θ) := lim
T→∞

1

2T
logEP

[
exp

(
α

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

e−|t−s|

|ω(t)− ω(s)|
dtds

+ ηα2

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

θe−θ|t−s|V (|α(ω(t)− ω(s))|)dtds
)]

= sup
Q

[
EQ

(
α

∫ ∞

0

e−t

|ω(t)− ω(0)|
dt+ ηα2

∫ ∞

0
θe−θtV (|α(ω(t)− ω(0)|))dt

)
−H(Q|P)

]
, (2.9)

where the above supremum defining gη(α, θ) is also taken over processes with stationary increments in
R3. We will now handle, for any fixed η > 0 and θ > 0, the rescaled asymptotic behavior of gη(α, θ)/α

2

as α→ ∞:

gη := lim
α→∞

1

α2
gη(α, θ)

= lim
α→∞

sup
Q

[
EQ

[ ∫ ∞

0

e−t

α|ω(t)− ω(0)|
dt+ η

∫ ∞

0
θe−θtV (α|ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt

]
− 1

α2
H(Q|P)

]

= lim
α→∞

sup
Q

[
EQ

[ ∫ ∞

0

1
α2 e

− t
α2

|ω(t)− ω(0)|
dt+ η

∫ ∞

0

( θ
α2

)
e−( θ

α2
)tV (|ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt

]
−H(Q|P)

]
(2.10)

= sup
ψ:∥ψ∥2=1

[ ∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2(x)ψ2(y)

|x− y|
dxdy + η

∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2(x)ψ2(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy − 1

2

∫
R3

|∇ψ(x)|2dx
]
.

(2.11)

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 gη we used the notation from
(2.5). In the above identity, we now differentiate left and right hand sides with respect to η at η = 0,

6(2.7) 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 θ > 0,

d

dη
gη

∣∣∣∣
η=0

=

∫ ∫
ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy, while (2.12)(

d

dη

1

α2
gη(α, θ)

)∣∣∣∣
η=0

= lim
T→∞

EP̂α,T
[
1

2T
θ

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

e−θ|t−s|V (α|ω(t)− ω(s)|)dsdt
]

(2.13)

= EP̂α
[
θ

∫ ∞

0
e−θtV (α|ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt

]
. (2.14)

In (2.12), we used Lemma 2.4, while in (2.13) we used the definition of gη(α; θ) and that of the Polaron

measure P̂α,T . Furthermore, in (2.14) we used the convergence P̂α = limT→∞ P̂α,T in total variation

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

lim
α→∞

EP̂α
[ ∫ ∞

0
θe−θtV (α|ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt

]
=

∫ ∫
ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy. (2.15)

This shows (2.1). We now prove (2.2). By a standard density argument, for any integrable function
h ∈ L1([0,∞)) it holds that

lim
α→∞

EP̂α
[ ∫ ∞

0
h(t)V (α|ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt

]
=

(∫ ∞

0
h(t)dt

)(∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy

)
.

(2.16)
Indeed, by (2.15), (2.16) holds for functions in A := {f(·) =

∑n
i=1 cifθi(·), n ∈ N, ci ∈ R, θi > 0},

where fθ(t) := e−θt. 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 C0([0,∞),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 L1(R). Since V is assumed to be bounded at this
stage, a dominated convergence argument implies (2.16) for any h ∈ L1(R).

For any integrable function g(·, ·) ∈ L1((0,∞)2), let h(u) :=
∫∞
0 g(s, u + s)ds and note that

2
∫∞
0 h(u)du =

∫∞
0

∫∞
0 g(s, t)dsdt. For any such function h and every function k(·), we have∫ ∫

g(s, t)k(t− s)dtds = 2

∫
h(u)k(u)du. (2.17)

Choosing k(t− s) = EP̂α [V (α(ω(t)− ω(s)))], we have

lim
α→∞

EP̂α
[ ∫ ∫

(0,∞)2
g(s, t)V (α|ω(t)− ω(s)|)dsdt

]
(2.17)
= 2 lim

α→∞
EP̂α

[ ∫ ∞

0
h(t)V (α|ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt

]
(2.16)
= 2

∫ ∞

0
h(t)dt

∫ ∫
ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy

=

[ ∫ ∫
(0,∞)2

g(s, t)dsdt

] ∫ ∫
ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy,

which proves Theorem 2.1 when V is a continuous and bounded function.

We need to show (2.1) and (2.2) when V (|x|) = 1
|x| or V (|x|) = |x|. Note that, for this purpose, we

only need to verify that (2.9) holds for such V . It suffices to show this for θ = 1. Let us write

Ṽ (x) =
1

|x|
, ṼM =

1√
M−2 + |x|

, and ỸM = Ṽ − ṼM .
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Likewise, we write

|x| = V̂ (|x|) = V̂M (x) + ŶM (x), with V̂M (x) = |x| ∧M.

By Hölder’s inequality (with 1
p + 1

q = 1), the expectation in (2.9) with V = V̂ (resp. V = Ṽ ) is

bounded by Âη(α, T, p)× B̂η(α, T, q) (resp. Ãη(α, T, p)× B̃η(α, T, q)), where

Âη(α, T, p) = EP
[
exp

(
pα

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

e−|t−s|ṼM (|ω(t)− ω(s)|)dtds

+ pηα2

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

e−(t−s)V̂M (α|ω(t)− ω(s))|)dtds
)] 1

p

,

B̂η(α, T, q) = EP
[
exp

(
qα

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

e−|t−s|ỸM (ωt − ωs)dtds

+ qηα2

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

e−(t−s)ŶM (α|ω(t)− ω(s)|)dtds
)] 1

q

,

and Ãη(α, T, p), B̃η(α, T, q) are defined similarly by replacing V̂M , ŶM with ṼM and ỸM . For any

fixed M , the modified potentials ṼM (x) = 1√
M−2+|x|2

and V̂M = |x| ∧M are bounded, and by the

aforementioned LDP, we have

lim sup
T→∞

1

2T
logAη(α, T, p)

= gη(p, α,M) = sup
Q

[
pα

∫ ∞

0
e−tṼM (|ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt+ pηα2

∫ ∞

0
e−tVM (|α(ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt−H(Q|P)

]
for Aη ∈ {Âη, Ãη} and VM ∈ {V̂M , ṼM}. On the other hand, by Proposition 2.7 (see below), for any

q > 1 and Bη ∈ {B̂η, B̃η},

lim sup
M↑∞

lim sup
T→∞

1

2T
logBη(α, T, q) = 0.

But

lim
p↓1

lim
M↑∞

gη(p, α,M) = gη(α),

where gη(α) is gη(α, θ) for θ = 1 defined in (2.9). This proves Theorem 2.1. □

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

Zα,T (λ, η, θ) = EP
[
exp(α

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

λe−λ|t−s|

|ω(t)− ω(s)|
dsdt

+ ηα2

∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

θe−θ(t−s)V (α|ω(t)− ω(s)|)dtds)
]
.

Then by Brownian scaling, for any τ > 0, Zα,T (λ, η, θ) = Zα
√
τ ,T
τ
(λτ, η, θτ). Hence,

gη(α;λ, θ) := lim
T→∞

1

2T
logZα,T (λ, η, θ) =

1

τ
gη(α

√
τ ;λτ, θτ).

In particular, by choosing τ = 1
α2 and λ = 1, we have gη(α; 1, θ) = α2gη(1;

1
α2 ,

θ
α2 ). But since

gη(α; 1, θ) = gη(α; θ), which is defined in (2.9), we have
gη(α;θ)
α2 = gη(1;

1
α2 ,

θ
α2 ) and gη(1;

1
α2 ,

θ
α2 ) 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 η, θ > 0,

lim
λ→0

sup
Q

[
EQ

[ ∫ ∞

0

λe−λt

|ω(t)− ω(0)|
dt+ η

∫ ∞

0
(θλ)e−(θλ)tV (|ω(t)− ω(0)|)dt

]
−H(Q|P)

]
= sup

ψ:∥ψ∥2=1

[ ∫ ∫
ψ2(x)ψ2(y)

|x− y|
dxdy + η

∫ ∫
ψ2(x)ψ2(y)V (|x− y|)dxdy − 1

2

∫
|∇ψ|2dx

]
.

□

Proposition 2.7. Let V (x) = |x|, VM (x) = V (x) ∧M , and YM (x) = V (x) − VM (x). Then for any
λ > 0 and α > 0,

lim sup
M→∞

lim sup
T→∞

1

2T
logEP

[
exp

(
αλ

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

e−(t−s)YM (ω(s)− ω(t))dsdt

)]
= 0. (2.18)

For V (|x|) = 1
|x| we have a similar statement for VM (x) = 1√

|x|2+ 1
M2

and YM = V − VM .

2.3 Proof of Proposition 2.7. For the estimate relevant for V (|x|) = 1
|x| , we refer to [20, Lemma

4.3]. It remains to prove (2.18) for V (x) = |x|. In the following, we will write Px for the law of a
three-dimensional Brownian motion starting at x ∈ R3; while Ex will stand for the corresponding
expectation, while P denotes the law of three dimensional Brownian increments (ω(t)− ω(s))s<t. For
T > 0, set FT := σ({ω(t)− ω(s) : −T ≤ s < t ≤ T}).

Lemma 2.8. Let G(ω) be a FT -measurable function such that supx∈R3 EPx [exp[G(ω)]] ≤ eρ for some
ρ > 0. Then for any t > 0 and x ∈ R3,

EPx
[
exp

(
1

T

∫ t

0
G(θsω)ds

)]
≤ exp

[
ρt

T

]
.

Proof. Since we can replace G by G− ρ, we can assume that ρ = 0. For s ≤ T , let k(s) = sup{k ∈ N :
s+ kT ≤ t}, with θ being the canonical shift (i.e., (θsω)(·) = ω(s+ ·)) and

Ĝ(s, ω) := G(θsω) +G(θs+Tω) + · · ·+G(θs+k(s)Tω).

Then ∫ t

0
G(θsω)ds =

∫ T

0
Ĝ(s, ω)ds.

By the assumption of the lemma, and by successive conditioning together with the Markov property,

for every s ≤ T we have EPx [exp[Ĝ(s, ω)]] ≤ 1. Therefore

EPx
[
exp

[
1

T

∫ t

0
G(θsω)ds

]]
= EPx

[
exp

[
1

T

∫ T

0
Ĝ(s, ω)ds

]]
≤ 1

T

∫ T

0
EPx[ exp [Ĝ(s, ω)]]ds ≤ 1,

which proves the lemma. □

We recall that P denotes the law of three dimensional Brownian increments ω = (ω(t) − ω(s))s<t.
If we set

F (T, ω) =

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

e−(t−s)|ω(t)− ω(s)|dsdt, (2.19)

our goal is to estimate, in the lemma below, 1
2T logEP[exp[αF (T, ω)]]:
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Lemma 2.9. We have for any α > 0

lim sup
T→∞

1

2T
logEP[ exp[αF (T, ω)]] ≤ C(α) <∞.

Proof. Let

Gn(ω) :=

∫ n+1

n
|ω(u)− ω(0)|du. (2.20)

Then observe that

F (T, ω) =

∫ T

−T

∫ T−s

0
e−u|ω(s+ u)− ω(s)|duds ≤

∫ T

−T

∫ ∞

0
e−u|ω(s+ u)− ω(s)|duds

=

∫ T

−T

∞∑
n=0

∫ n+1

n
e−u|ω(s+ u)− ω(s)|duds ≤

∞∑
n=0

∫ T

−T

∫ n+1

n
e−n|ω(s+ u)− ω(s)|duds

=

∞∑
n=0

∫ T

−T
e−nGn(θsω)ds.

By Hölder’s inequality, we deduce that

logEP[ exp[αF (T, ω)]] ≤ ∞∑
n=0

1

2n+1
logEP

[
exp

[
α2n+1e−n

∫ T

−T
Gn(θsω)ds

]]
.

Let cn := (n+ 1)2n+1e−n, so that the last expectation can be written as

EP
[
exp

[
1

n+ 1
α

∫ T

−T
cnGn(θsω)

]]
≤ exp

(
ρn(α)T

n+ 1

)
≤ exp (ρn(α)T ) ,

where we write ρn(α) := supx logEPx [exp (αcnGn(ω))]. Therefore,

lim sup
T→∞

1

2T
logEP[ exp[αF (T, ω)]] ≤ ∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1
sup
x

logEPx [exp (αcnGn(ω))] .

It remains to show that the right hand side is finite. Indeed, recalling the definition of Gn and using
Jensen’s inequality,

EPx [exp (αcnGn(ω))] ≤
∫ n+1

n
EP0

[
eαcn|ω(u)|

]
du,

where we used that, for a fixed u, ω(u)− ω(0) under Px has the same distribution as ω(u) under P0.

Noting that ω(u) ≤
∑3

i=1 |ωi(u)| and the independence of the coordinates, we deduce that∫ n+1

n
EP0

[
eαcn|ω(u)|

]
du ≤

∫ n+1

n
E
[
e3αcn|X(u)|

]
du,

where X(u) ∼ N(0, u). In particular, E
[
e3αcn|X(u)|] ≤ 2e9α

2c2nu. A crude bound give us∫ n+1

n
E
[
e3αcn|X(u)|

]
du ≤ 2e9α

2c2n(n+1),

so that
∞∑
n=0

1

2n+1
sup
x

logEPx [exp (αcnGn(ω))] ≤
∞∑
n=0

(
log(2)

2n+1
+ 9

α2c2n(n+ 1)

2n+1

)
,

which is clearly summable since cn := (n+ 1)2n+1e−n.

□
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Completing the proof of Proposition 2.7:

From Lemma 2.9 it follows that, for any α, λ > 0,

lim sup
T→∞

1

2T
logEP

[
exp

[
αλ

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

e−(t−s)|(ω(t)− ω(s))|dsdt
]]

≤ C(α, λ) <∞.

Thus, with V (x) = |x|, VM = V ∧M and YM = V − VM , we have for any M > 0,

lim sup
T→∞

1

2T
logEP[exp[αλ

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

e−(t−s)YM (|(ω(t)− ω(s))|)dsdt]] ≤ CM (α, λ),

so that for any α, λ > 0,

lim
M↑∞

CM (α, λ) = 0,

which proves Proposition 2.7. □

2.4 Proof of Corollary 2.2. Fix any continuous and bounded function V : [0,∞) → R. Recalling
the definition of µα(s, t, ·) and that of µ̂α(·), we have

lim
α→∞

∫ ∞

0
V (τ)µ̂α(dτ) = lim

α→∞

1

Z

∫ b1

a1

∫ b2

a2

e−|s−t|
∫ ∞

0
V (τ)µα(s, t,dτ)dsdt

= lim
α→∞

1

Z
EP̂α

[ ∫ b1

a1

∫ b2

a2

e−|s−t|V (α|ω(t)− ω(s)|)dsdt
]

=

∫ ∫
R3×R3

V (|x− y|)ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)dxdy =

∫
V (τ)µ̂(ψ0, dτ),

where the third identity follows from Theorem 2.1, and the fourth identity follows from the definition
of µ̂(ψ0, ·). □

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 (Ω,F , P ) such that N({x}) ∈ {0, 1}. We will usually refer
to it as a quadruple (Ω,F , P,N). The point process can be characterized by its support, namely,
N(·) =

∑
i∈Z δri(·) – more precisely, if (ri)i∈Z is a sequence of ordered (random) real numbers with

the convention that

· · · < r−2 < r−1 < r0 ≤ 0 < r1 < r2 < · · · , (3.1)

then for every ω ∈ Ω and Borel set C ⊂ R, N(ω,C) = #{i ∈ Z : ri(ω) ∈ C} denotes the number of
indices i ∈ Z such that ri = ri(ω) ∈ C. On Ω, the shifts (θt)t∈R act via N(θtω,C) := N(ω,C+ t) for a
Borel set C ⊂ R. We say that the point process is stationary if P ◦ θt = P for each t ∈ R. We define a
measure on R by the expected number of points λ(C) := EP [N(C)] on Borel sets C ⊂ R. If the point
process is stationary, then λ is a multiple of the Lebesgue measure, so that there is a constant m > 0
such that λ(C) = m|C| for each Borel set C ⊂ R. We call m the intensity of N .

Definition 3.1 (Palm measure). Let (Ω,F , P,N) be a stationary point process with positive intensity
m > 0. Let C be any Borel set of positive and finite Lebesgue measure |C|. Then we define the
(normalized) Palm measure P0 on (Ω,F) as

P0(A) :=
1

m|C|
E
[∑
n∈Z

1A(θrn)1C(rn)
]
, A ∈ F . (3.2)
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We take note of the following consequences of the above definition: First, since the point process
(Ω,F , P,N) is stationary, the above definition is independent of the set C. Moreover, from the
definition we can see that P0 is concentrated on Ω0 := {ω : r0(ω) = 0} – indeed, for each n ∈ Z and
ω ∈ Ω, 1l{r0=0}(θrnω) = 1 if and only if N(θrnω, {0}) = N(ω, {rn}) = 1, which is true by definition.
Thus, under P0, 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. [1, Statement 1.2.16] Let θ : Ω0 7→ Ω0 defined as θ := θr1 with inverse θ−1 := θr−1.
Then P0 is invariant under θ. In particular, (rn − rn−1)n∈Z is stationary under P0.

The following result allows us to express P in terms of P0, so that we can go back and forth between
the two measures:

Lemma 3.3 (Inversion formula). [1, Eq.1.2.25] For a stationary point process (Ω,F , P,N) with Palm
measure P0, the following holds for any nonnegative measurable function f :

E[f ] = mE0

[∫ r1

0
(f ◦ θt)dt

]
. (3.3)

Setting f = 1 in the previous Lemma, we deduce that

E0[r1] =
1

m
. (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,∞) and stationary sequences of nonnegative random variables (τn)n∈Z ∈
T + with mean 1

m .7 More precisely, for a sequence N0 := (rn)n∈Z satisfying (3.1) and r0 = 0, define
the mapping Ψ(N0) := (Ψ(N0))n∈Z, where Ψ(N0)n := rn − rn−1. Then the correspondence is given by

Ψ : (Ω,F , P,N) −→ (T +,B(T +), P0 ◦Ψ−1)

Ψ−1 : (T +,B(T +),Π) −→ (Ω,F , P̃ ),

where in the second direction, P̃ is defined as in (3.3) with replacing P by P̃ and P0 by Π ◦Ψ.

Next, we relate the notions of ergodicity under P with the family (θt)t∈R and under P0 with θ = θs1 .

Lemma 3.5. [1, Properties 1.6.1-1.6.2] The following holds:

(i) Let A ∈ F be invariant under (θt)t∈R. Then P (A) = 1 if and only if P0(A) = 1.
(ii) Let A ∈ F be invariant under θ. Then P (A) = 1 if and only if P0(A) = 1.

Lemma 3.6. [1, Property 1.6.3] (Ω,F , P, (θt)t∈R) is ergodic if and only if (Ω,F , P0, θ) is ergodic. In
that case, if

A :=
{

lim
T→∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T
(f ◦ θt)dt = E[f ]

}
, f ∈ L1(P )

A′ :=
{

lim
n→∞

1

2n

n∑
i=−n

f ◦ θri = E0[f ]
}
, f ∈ L1(P0),

(3.5)

then
P (A) = P0(A) = P (A′) = P0(A

′) = 1.

7Here T + denotes the space of doubly-infinite sequences with non-negative entries, and B(T +) denotes the Borel
σ-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 (Ω,F , P,N) be a stationary and ergodic point process on R with intensity m and
Palm measure P0. Then the following holds P -a.s. (and hence also P0-a.s.):

(i)

lim
T→∞

N([−T, T ])
2T

= m, (3.6)

(ii)

lim
n→∞

1

2n

n−1∑
i=−n

(ri+1 − ri) =
1

m
, (3.7)

(iii)

lim
T→∞

rN([0,T ])

T
= 1. (3.8)

(iv)

lim
n→∞

1

2n

n−1∑
i=−n

(ri+1 − ri)1{ri+1 − ri > c} =
1

m
P (r1 − r0 > c), c > 0. (3.9)

Proof. We first prove Part (i). By stationarity, it is enough to prove that P -a.s.

lim
T→∞

N((0, T ])

T
= m.

To check it, note first that for n ∈ N, N((0, n]) =
∑n−1

i=0 N((i, i + 1]) =
∑n−1

i=0 N((0, 1]) ◦ θi, so that,
by the ergodic theorem,

lim
n→∞

N((0, n])

n
= E[N(0, 1]] = m.

Using that
N((0, n])

n+ 1
≤ N((0, T ])

T
≤ N((0, n+ 1])

n
if n < T ≤ n+ 1, we can extend the limit over T ∈ R.

We now prove Part (ii). By ergodicity with respect to P0, and recalling that r1 − r0 = r1 P0-a.s.,
we have

lim
n→∞

1

2n

n−1∑
i=−n

(ri+1 − ri) = lim
n→∞

1

2n

n−1∑
i=−n

(r1 − r0) ◦ θi = E0[r1] =
1

m
,

where in the last equality we used (3.4).

Note that Part (iii) is a direct consequence of (i) and (ii), since N((0,T ])
T → m and rn

n → 1
m . We now

prove Part (iv), for which we apply the ergodic theorem to conclude that P0-a.s.,

lim
n→∞

1

2n

n−1∑
i=−n

(ri+1 − ri)1{ri+1 − ri > c} = lim
n→∞

1

2n

n−1∑
i=−n

(r1 − r0)1{r1 − r0 > c} ◦ θi = E0[r1, r1 > c].

Finally, applying the inversion formula (3.3) to f = 1{r1 > c} leads to

E0[r1, r1 ≥ c] =
1

m
P (r1 > 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 (Ω,F , P,N) is a point process in R, its Laplace functional LN is defined
on nonnegative, measurable functions u : R 7→ [0,∞) by

LN (u) := E

[
exp

(
−
∫
u(x)N(dx)

)]
= E

[
exp

(
−
∑
i∈Z

u(ri)
)]
. (3.10)

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 µ be a random measure on R, i.e., given a probability space (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ), µ : Ω̂ →
Mloc(R) is a random variable 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 µ (or a Poisson process directed by
a random measure µ), if, conditionally on the random measure µ, N is a Poisson point process with
intensity measure µ, that is,

P
(
N(C|µ(ω̂, ·)) = k

)
=
µ(ω̂, C)ke−µ(ω̂,C)

k!
, k ∈ N ∪ {0}, C ∈ B(R).

The Laplace functional of a Poisson process directed by random intensity µ defined on a probability

space (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ) is given by

LN (u) := EP̂
[
exp

(
−
∫
R
(1− eu(x))µ(·,dx)

)]
=

∫
Ω̂
P̂ (dω̂) exp

(
−
∫
R
(1− eu(x))µ(ω̂,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 (Ω,F , P,N) be a Poisson process directed by the random measure µ on the probability

space (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂ ).

(i) [6, Proposition 6.1.I] N is stationary if and only if its Laplace functional is stationary, i.e.,
LN (θtu) = LN (u) for each measurable u : R 7→ [0,∞).

(ii) [7, Proposition 12.3.VII]If N is stationary, then it is also ergodic if and only if the distribution

P̂ [µ ∈ ·] of µ under P̂ is ergodic.

4. Estimating the variance for the Polaron measure by duality

4.1 Duality between Θ̂α and P̂α, part 1. We recall some facts about the Gaussian representations

of the Polaron measure P̂α,T and that of P̂α established in [19]. Recall that Ω = C
(
(−∞,∞);R3)

denotes the space of continuous functions ω taking values in R3 and F is the σ-algebra generated by
the increments {ω(t)−ω(s)}. Recall that, if P denotes the law of 3-dimensional Brownian increments
on F , then we have

VarP
[ω(T )− ω(−T )√

2T

]
= 3 sup

f∈HT

[
2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt

]
, (4.1)

where

HT :=
{
f : [−T, T ] → R : f is absolutely continuous and ḟ ∈ L2([−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 ξ̂ := {[si, ti]}ni=1 is a collection of intervals contained in [−T, T ] and û := (u1, . . . , un) ∈
(0,∞)n, then for any

(ξ̂, û) ∈ Ŷn,T :=
{
(si, ti, ui) : −T ≤ si < ti ≤ T, ui > 0

}n
i=1
, (4.3)

there is a unique Gaussian measure, denoted by Pξ̂,û, such that

VarPξ̂,û
[ω(T )− ω(−T )√

2T

]
= 3 sup

f∈HT

[
2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt−

n∑
i=1

u2i |(f(ti)− f(si))|2
]
, (4.4)

see [19, Eq. (3.3) and Eq. (3.4)]. Hence, for any probability measure Θ̂ on ŶT :=
⋃∞
n=0 Ŷn,T (with

the corresponding Borel σ-algebra), it holds that

EΘ̂

[
VarPξ̂,û

[ω(T )− ω(−T )√
2T

]]
= 3EΘ̂

[
sup
f∈HT

[
2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt−

n∑
i=1

u2i |(f(ti)−f(si))|2
]]
.

(4.5)

In [19], by writing the Coulomb potential as 1
|x| =

√
2
π

∫∞
0 e−

|u|2
2 du and by expanding the exponential

weight in (1.6) in a power series

∞∑
n=0

αn

n!

[ ∫ ∫
−T≤s≤t≤T

e−|t−s| dtds

|ω(t)− ω(s)|

]n
=

∞∑
n=0

1

n!

n∏
i=1

[(∫ ∫
−T≤si<ti≤T

(
α e−(ti−si) dsi dti

)) (√
2

π

∫ ∞

0
duie

− 1
2
u2i |ω(ti)−ω(si)|2

)]
,

(4.6)

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

P̂α,T (dω) =
∫

Pξ̂,û(dω)Θ̂α,T (dξ̂dû) (4.7)

of centered Gaussian measures Pξ̂,û. Indeed, in the second display in (4.6), the term γα(dsdt) =

αe−(t−s)1l−T≤s<t≤Tdsdt represents the intensity of a Poisson point process with total weight

αc(T ) =

∫ ∫
γα,T (dsdt) = α

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

e−(t−s)dsdt = α

∫ T

−T
(1− e−(T−s))ds = 2αT + o(T ) (4.8)

as T → ∞. Let Γα,T be the law of this Poisson process which takes values on the space of (possibly

overlapping) intervals ξ̂ = {[s1, t1], . . . , [sn, tn]}n≥0 contained in [−T, T ]. Thus, if û = (u1, . . . , un) ∈
(0,∞)n is a string of positive numbers (each ui being linked to the interval [si, ti] and being sampled

according to Lebesgue measure), then for any collection (ξ̂, û), Pξ̂,û is the unique centered Gaussian

measure with variance (4.5) and the mixing measure

Θ̂α,T (dξ̂dû) =
eαc(T )

Zα,T

(√
2

π

)nT (ξ̂)
Φ(ξ̂, û)Γα,T (dξ̂)dû (4.9)

is the the tilted probability measure on the space of collections (ξ̂, û) ∈ ŶT . Here Φ(ξ̂, û) =

EPT
[
exp{−1

2

∑nT (ξ)
i=1 u2i |ω(ti)− ω(si)|2}

]
is the normalizing weight of the Gaussian measure Pξ̂,û.

Remark 2 In the sequel, we will often abuse of notation by writing sequences of intervals (si, ti) instead

of the full triple (si, ti, ui) ∈ Ŷ∞. Similarly, we may write sets of the form {(si, ti) : ui ≥ C} instead

of {(si, ti, ui) ∈ Ŷ∞ : ui ≥ C}.



20 EFFECTIVE MASS OF THE FRÖHLICH POLARON AND THE LANDAU-PEKAR-SPOHN CONJECTURE

Returning to (4.5), (4.7) implies then that for any α > 0 and T > 0,

VarP̂α,T
[ω(T )− ω(−T )√

2T

]
= 3EΘ̂α,T

[
sup
f∈HT

(
2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt−

n∑
i=1

u2i |(f(ti)−f(si))|2
)]
.

(4.10)

Now, the collections (ξ̂, û) ∈ ŶT form an alternating sequence of clusters or active periods (constituted
by overlapping intervals) and dormant periods (formed by “gaps” left between the consecutive clusters)

in [−T, T ], leading to a renewal structure for Θ̂α,T . As a consequence of the ergodic theorem, Θ̂α :=

limT→∞ Θ̂α,T exists, can be characterized explicitly and Θ̂α can be assumed to be stationary [19,

Theorem 5.8].8 Moreover, by [19, Theorem 5.1], the infinite-volume measure P̂α := limT→∞ P̂α,T
exists in the sense that for any A > 0, the restriction of P̂α,T to the sigma algebra FA generated by

{ω(t) − ω(s) : −A ≤ s < t ≤ A} converges in total variation to the restriction of P̂α to the same

σ-algebra. Moreover, P̂α is stationary and ergodic (recall (2.8)) and analogous to (4.7), the measure

P̂α has the Gaussian representation

P̂α(·) =
∫

Ŷ∞

Pξ̂,û(·)Θ̂α(dξ̂dû). (4.11)

In particular,

VarP̂α
[ω(T )− ω(−T )√

2T

]
= 3EΘ̂α

[
sup
f∈HT

(
[2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt−

∑
−T≤si<ti≤T

u2i |(f(ti)−f(si))|2
)]
.

(4.12)

As a consequence of the Gaussian representations of P̂α,T and P̂α, and the renewal theorem, the

rescaled distributions of ω(T )−ω(−T )√
2T

, both under P̂α,T and under P̂α, converge as T → ∞ to a centered

Gaussian law with the same variance σ2(α) ([19, Theorem 5.2]):

σ2(α) = lim
T→∞

VarP̂α,T
[ω(T )− ω(−T )√

2T

]
= lim

T→∞
VarP̂α

[ω(T )− ω(−T )√
2T

]
. (4.13)

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

Lemma 4.1. For any α > 0, the limiting variance σ2(α) can be represented as

σ2(α) = lim
T→∞

3EΘ̂α

[
sup
f∈HT

[
2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt−

∑
−T≤si<ti≤T

u2i |(f(ti)− f(si))|2
]]
.

Thus, σ2(α) is the L1(Θ̂α)-limit (as T → ∞) of

σ2α,T (ξ̂, û) := 3 sup
f∈HT

[
2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt−

∑
−T≤si<ti≤T

u2i |(f(ti)− f(si))|2
]
. (4.14)

Moreover, due to the ergodic theorem used in the proof of [19, Theorem 5.2], σ2(α) is also the Θ̂α-

almost sure limit of σ2α,T (ξ̂, û) as T → ∞.

8In [19, Theorem 5.8], Θ̂α is denoted to be the law of the renewal process on [0,∞) obtained by alternating the law

µ̂α of the tilted exponential distribution (defined in [19, Eq. (5.4)]) on a single dormant period and the law Π̂α (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 Θ̂α is denoted by Q̂α and it is shown that the total variation ∥Θ̂α,T − Q̂α∥ → 0 on any interval [T1, T2] as T → ∞ (in
the sense that for any interval [T1, T2] ⊂ [0, T ] with T1 → ∞ and T − T2 → ∞). Currently, we will deviate slightly from

this notation and continue to write Θ̂α also for the stationary version of Θ̂α.
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4.2 Estimating σ2(α). Our goal is to show the following result, which will imply Theorem 1.1:

Theorem 4.2. There is a constant K ∈ (0,∞) (defined in (5.21)) such that for any α > 0,

lim sup
T→∞

α4σ2α,T (ξ̂, û) ≤ 3K Θ̂α-a.s. (4.15)

Consequently,

lim sup
α→∞

α4σ2(α) ≤ 3K. (4.16)

4.2.1. Proof of Theorem 4.2. Our first step is the following observation, stated as

Lemma 4.3. Let σ2α,T (·, ·) be defined in (4.14). If for every f ∈ HT it holds that

f(T )− f(−T )√
2T

≤
√
K

α2

√√√√∫ T

−T
f ′2(t)dt+

∑
−T≤si<ti≤T

u2i |f(ti)− f(si)|2 for some K > 0, (4.17)

then

σ2α,T (ξ̂, û) ≤
K

α4
.

Proof. Let

QT (f) :=

∫ T

−T
f ′2(t)dt+

∑
−T≤si<ti≤T

u2i |f(ti)− f(si)|2.

If (4.17) holds, then

σ2T (ξ̂, û) = sup
f∈HT

[
2
f(T )− f(−T )√

2T
−
∫ T

−T
ḟ2(t)dt−

∑
−T≤si<ti≤T

u2i |(f(ti)− f(si))|2
]

≤ sup
f∈HT

[2√K
α2

√
QT (f)−QT (f))

]
= sup

f∈HT

[
K

α4
−
(√

QT (f)−
√
K

α2

)2]
≤ K

α4
.

□

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

Lemma 4.4. For constants K1,K2 > 0, let AT = AT (K1,K2) be the event (of all realizations (ξ̂, û) ∈
ŶT ) such that there are at least K1α

2 many collections of disjoint intervals

Sj =

{
[s(j)in , t

(j)

in
] : 1 < t(j)in − s(j)in < 2 and u(j)

in
>

α√
K2

}Nj
n=1

, with Nj ≤ 2T ,9

such that

|Vj | :=
∣∣∣∣[−T, T ] \ Nj⋃

n=1

[s(j)in , t
(j)

in
]

∣∣∣∣ ≤ K2T

α2
, and

|Vi ∩ Vj | ≤ 3 ∀i < j.

(4.18)

If the event AT (K1,K2) holds, then (4.17) is satisfied for T large enough and K = 2K2
K1

.

9Note that the intervals [s(j)in , t
(j)

in
] ⊂ [−T, T ] belonging to any Sj are contained in [−T, T ], their sizes satisfy 1 <

t(j)in − s(j)in < 2 and these intervals {[s(j)in , t
(j)

in
]}Nj

n=1 are also disjoint. Hence, in any collection Sj , there can be at most

Nj ≤ 2T many intervals.
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Proof. Let us fix a collection Sj of disjoint intervals as above and f ∈ HT . Then we write

f(T )− f(−T ) =
∫
Vj

f ′(t)dt+

Nj∑
n=1

(f(t(j)in )− f(s(j)in ))

≤
∫
Vj

f ′(t)dt+

√
K2

α

Nj∑
n=1

u(j)

in
|f(t(j)in )− f(s(j)in )|.

The above estimate holds for every collection of disjoint intervals Sj as above. Now summing over all
such collections Sj , and since there are at least α2K1 many of them, we deduce that

α2K1(f(T )− f(−T ))

≤
α2K1∑
j=1

∫
Vj

f ′(t)dt+

√
K2

α

α2K1∑
j=1

Nj∑
n=1

u(j)

in
|f(t(j)in )− f(s(j)in )|

≤
∫ T

−T
|f ′(t)|

( α2K1∑
j=1

1Vj (t)
)
dt+

√
K2

α

∑
(si,ti)∈

⋃K1α
2

j=1 Sj

ui|f(ti)− f(si)|

≤
(∫ T

−T
|f ′(t)|2dt

) 1
2
(∫ T

−T

( α2K1∑
j=1

1Vj (t)
)2

dt

) 1
2

+

∑α2K1
j=1 Nj

α

√
K2∑α2K1

j=1 Nj

∑
(si,ti)∈

⋃K1α
2

j=1 Sj

ui|f(ti)− f(si)|

≤
(∫ T

−T
|f ′(t)|2dt

) 1
2
(∫ T

−T

( α2K1∑
j=1

1Vj (t)
)2

dt

) 1
2

+

√
K2

∑α2K1
j=1 Nj

α

√√√√ ∑
(si,ti)∈

⋃K1α
2

j=1 Sj

u2i |f(ti)− f(si)|2.

(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 | ≤ K2T
α2 and |Vi ∩ Vj | ≤ 3 for i ̸= j. Hence,∫ T

−T

( α2K1∑
j=1

1Vj (t)
)2

dt =

α2K1∑
j=1

|Vj |+ 2
∑

1=i<j≤α2K1

|Vi ∩ Vj | ≤ K1K2T + 6α4K2
1 ≤ 2K1K2T

for T large enough. Therefore, by (4.19), noting that Nj ≤ 2T and the bound
√
a+

√
b ≤

√
2
√
a+ b

for a, b ≥ 0, we obtain

α2K1(f(T )− f(−T )) ≤

√∫ T

−T
|f ′(t)|2dt

√
2K1K2T +

√
2K1K2T

√√√√ ∑
(si,ti)∈

⋃K1α
2

j=1 Sj

u2i |f(ti)− f(si)|2

≤
√

2K1K2

√
2T

√√√√∫ T

−T
f ′2(t)dt+

∑
−T≤si<ti≤T

u2i |f(ti)− f(si)|2,

so that (4.17) holds with K(K1,K2) :=
2K2
K1

. □

By the previous Lemma, Theorem 4.2 will be a consequence of the following result:
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Theorem 4.5. Let AT (K1,K2) be the event defined in Lemma 4.4. Then there are constants K1,K2 >

0 such that for any α > 0, the event AT (K1,K2) holds Θ̂α-a.s. for T > 0 large enough. Consequently,
Lemma 4.4 implies that (4.17) holds, which implies in turn, together with Lemma 4.3, validity of the

estimate (4.15) for a constant K = 2K2
K1

> 0.

Theorem 4.5 will be shown in Section 5. For this purpose, we will need to further develop the

duality relations between Θ̂α and P̂α.

4.3 Duality between Θ̂α and P̂α, part 2.

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

Theorem 4.6. Fix α, T > 0. Then for any function f : [−T, T ]2≤ × (0,∞) → R,

EΘ̂α,T
[
e−λ

∑nT (ξ̂)
i=1 f(si,ti,ui)

]
=

1

Zα,T
EP

[
exp

(
α

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

e−|t−s|gλ(s, t, |ω(t)− ω(s)|)dtds
)]
,

(4.20)

where, for any z > 0, we denote by

gλ(s, t, z) :=

√
2

π

∫ ∞

0
e−λf(s,t,u)−

u2z2

2 du. (4.21)

Moreover, for any λ > 0

EΘ̂α,T
[
e−λ

∑nT (ξ̂)
i=1 f(si,ti,ui)

]
= EP̂α,T

[
exp

(
α

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

dsdte−|t−s| ĝλ(s, t, |ω(t)− ω(s)|)
)]
, (4.22)

where, for any z > 0,

ĝλ(s, t, z) =

√
2

π

∫ ∞

0
du

[
e−λf(s,t,u) − 1

]
e−

u2z2

2

= gλ(s, t, z)−
√

2

π

∫ ∞

0
due−

u2z2

2 = gλ(s, t, z)−
1

z
.

(4.23)

Finally, for any α > 0 and A > 0,

EΘ̂α
[
e
−λ

∑
i:[si,ti]⊂[−A,A] f(si,ti,ui)

]
= EP̂α

[
exp

(
α

∫ ∫
−A≤s<t≤A

dsdte−|t−s| ĝλ(s, t, |ω(t)− ω(s)|)
)]
.

(4.24)
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Proof. Let us fix any λ > 0. We will show first (4.20). Indeed,

EΘ̂α,T
[
exp

[
− λ

nT (ξ̂)∑
i=1

f(si, ti, ui)
]]

=
eαc(T )

Zα,T
EΓα,T

[
EP

(∫
(0,∞)nT (ξ̂)

e−λ
∑
i f(si,ti,ui)

(
2

π

)nT (ξ̂)

2

e−
1
2

∑
u2i |ω(ti)−ω(si))|2du1du2 · · · dunT (ξ̂)

)]

=
eαc(T )

Zα,T
EΓα,T

[
EP

( nT (ξ̂)∏
i=1

gλ(si, ti, |ω(ti)− ω(si)|)
)]

=
1

Zα,T
EP

[
eαc(T )EΓα,T

( nT (ξ̂)∏
i=1

gλ(si, ti, |ω(ti)− ω(si)|)
)]

=
1

Zα,T
EP

[
exp

(
α

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

e−|t−s|gλ(s, t, |ω(t)− ω(s)|)dtds
)]
.

In the first identity above, we used the definition of Θ̂α,T from (4.9), in the second identity we plugged
in the definition of gλ 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 Γα,T with intensity αe−(t−s)1l−T≤s<t≤Tdsdt

from (4.8). The above identity proves (4.20). Then by using the definition of P̂α,T 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 → ∞
on both sides, and recall that the limits Θ̂α = limT→∞ Θ̂α,T and P̂α = limT→∞ P̂α,T exist and are
stationary.

□

4.4 Consequences of Theorem 4.6.

Using Theorem 4.6, we can compute the number of restricted intervals with (s, t) ∈ A × B ⊂ R2

and u ≥ α:

Lemma 4.7. For any A,B ⊂ [−T, T ], let

NA,B(α, ξ̂, û) =

nT (ξ̂)∑
i=1

1l
{
si ∈ A, ti ∈ B, ui ≥ α

}
. (4.25)

Then for any λ > 0,

EΘ̂α,T
[
e−λNA,B(α,·,·)] = EP̂α,T

[
exp

(
α2(e−λ − 1)ΛA,B(α, ·)

)]
, (4.26)

where

ΛA,B(α, ω) =

∫
A

∫
B
dsdt e−|t−s|Φ(α|ω(t)− ω(s)|)

α|ω(t)− ω(s)|
, and

Φ(z) =

√
2

π

∫ ∞

z
e−

u2

2 du, z > 0.

(4.27)

In other words, conditional on the realization of the Brownian increments {ω(·)−ω(·)} sampled accord-

ing to the Polaron measure P̂α,T , the random variable NA,B(α) under Θ̂α,T is Poisson-distributed with
a (random) intensity α2ΛA,B(α, ·). Consequently, for any α > 0, and bounded, measurable A,B ⊂ R,
we have

EΘ̂α
[
e−λNA,B(α)

]
= EP̂α[ exp (α2(e−λ − 1)ΛA,B(α, ·)

)]
. (4.28)
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Therefore, under Θ̂α, the point process {(si, ti, ui) : ui ≥ α} is a stationary and ergodic Poisson point

process with random intensity measure Λ(α, ω)dsdt = e−|t−s|Φ(α|ω(t)−ω(s)|)
α|ω(t)−ω(s)| dsdt.

Proof. By Theorem 4.6, for any λ > 0,

EΘ̂α,T
[
exp

[
− λ

nT (ξ̂)∑
i=1

f(si, ti, ui)
]]

=
1

Zα,T
EP

[
exp

(
α

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

e−|t−s|gλ(s, t, |ω(t)− ω(s)|)dtds
)]
,

Let E = {s ∈ A, t ∈ B, u ≥ α} and f(s, t, u) = 1lE(s, t, u). Then

gλ(s, t, z) =

√
2

π

∫ ∞

0
e−λf(s,t,u)−

u2|z|2
2 du

=

√
2

π

(∫ ∞

0
[e−λe−

u2|z|2
2 ]1lE +

∫ ∞

0
e−

u2|z|2
2 [1− 1lE ]

)
=

√
2

π

∫ ∞

0
e−

u2|z|2
2 du+ (e−λ − 1)1l{s ∈ A, t ∈ B}

√
2

π

∫ ∞

α
e−

u2|z|2
2 du

=
1

|z|
+

1

|z|
(e−λ − 1)1l{s ∈ A, t ∈ B}

√
2

π

∫ ∞

α|z|
e−

u2

2 du

=
1

|z|

[
1 + (e−λ − 1)1l{s ∈ A, t ∈ B}Φ(α|z|)

]
,

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

EΘ̂α,T

[
exp

(
− λ

nT (ξ̂)∑
i=1

f(si, ti, ui)
)]

=
1

Zα,T
EP

[
exp

(
α

∫ ∫
−T≤s<t≤T

e−|t−s|

|ω(t)− ω(s)|
dsdt+ α2

∫
A

∫
B
dsdte−|t−s|Φ(α|ω(t)− ω(s)|)

α|ω(t)− ω(s)|

)]
= EP̂α,T

[
exp

(
α2

∫
A

∫
B
dsdte−|t−s|Φ(α|ω(t)− ω(s)|)

α|ω(t)− ω(s)|

)]
,

as required. The proof of (4.28) follows by taking the limit T → ∞ from the previous part, and (3.11)
together with (4.28) imply that {(si, ti, ui) : ui ≥ α} is a Poisson point process with random intensity

measure Λ(α, ω)dsdt. Since P̂α is stationary and ergodic, then the same properties are inherited by
the point process. □

Following the proof from Lemma 4.7, we can deduce the distribution under Θ̂α of intervals
(si, ti, ui) ∈ R2 × E for Borel-measurable sets E ⊂ [0,∞). A number of interesting cases are made
explicit in the following corollary:

Corollary 4.8.

(i) (Number of intervals) Let nT (ξ̂) denote the number of all the intervals {[si, ti]} present in
the time horizon [−T, T ]. Then

lim
α→∞

1

α2
lim
T→∞

EΘ̂α,T

[
nT (ξ̂)

2T

]
= 2g0 =

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx > 0. (4.29)
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Also, for any ε > 0,

lim
α→∞

lim
T→∞

Θ̂α

[
(ξ̂, û) ∈ ŶT :

∣∣∣∣nT (ξ̂)2Tα2
− 2g0

∣∣∣∣ > ε

]
= 0. (4.30)

(ii) (Lenghts of intervals remain exponentially distributed) For any a > 0, let n(a)

T (ξ̂) =

#{(ξ̂, û) ∈ ŶT : (ti − si) ≤ a}. Then we have

lim
α→∞

1

α2
lim
T→∞

1

2T
EΘ̂α,T [n(a)

T (ξ̂)] = [1− e−a](2g0) = [1− e−a]

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx. (4.31)

Also, for any ε > 0,

lim
α→∞

lim
T→∞

Θ̂α

[
(ξ̂, û) ∈ ŶT :

∣∣∣∣n(a)

T (ξ̂)

2Tα2
− 2g0[1− e−a]

∣∣∣∣ > ε

]
= 0. (4.32)

(iii) (Size of u’s) For any a, b > 0, let n(a,b)

T (ξ̂, û) = #{(ξ̂, û) ∈ ŶT : aα ≤ ui ≤ bα}. Then we
have

lim
α→∞

1

α2
lim
T→∞

1

2T
EΘ̂α,T [n(a,b)

T ] = g̃0(a, b) :=

√
2

π

∫ b

a
dz

∫ ∫
R3×R3

dxdyψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)e

− z2|x−y|2
2 (4.33)

Moreover, for any ε > 0,

lim
α→∞

lim
T→∞

Θ̂α

[
(ξ̂, û) ∈ ŶT :

∣∣∣∣n(a,b)

T (ξ̂, û)

2Tα2
− g̃0(a, b)

∣∣∣∣ > ε

]
= 0. (4.34)

Remark 3 We remark that, under the base Poisson process Γα,T , we have EΓα,T
[nT (ξ̂)

2T

]
≃ α, while

under the tilted measure Θ̂α,T , EΘ̂α,T
[nT (ξ̂)

2T

]
≃ 2g0α

2 – in other words, the tilting in Θ̂α,T increases

the Poisson intensity from α to α2. In contrast, tilting in Θ̂α,T does not change the distribution of the
length of the intervals, which, as under the base measure Γα,T , still remains exponential with mean
1. Moreover, the expectations in (4.29), (4.31) and (4.33) could also be deduced directly from the
Laplace transform in (4.26) by taking the derivative at λ = 0.

From now on, we will be interested in a restriction of the intervals {(si, ti)}i such that 1 < ti−si < 2.

Lemma 4.7 leads to the following characterization of this point process in terms of P̂α:

Corollary 4.9. For any bounded set A ⊂ R, T > 0 such that A ⊂ [−T, T ] and any λ > 0,

EΘ̂α,T
[
e−λ#{si∈A,1<ti−si<2}] = EP̂α,T

[
exp

(
α2(e−λ − 1)

∫
A

∫ s+2

s+1

dtdse−(t−s)

α|ω(t)− ω(s)|

)]
.

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

EΘ̂α
[
e−λ#{si∈A,1<ti−si<2}] = EP̂α

[
exp

(
α2(e−λ − 1)

∫
A

∫ s+2

s+1
dtds e−(t−s) 1

α|ω(t)− ω(s)|

)]
.

As a consequence, and since P̂α is stationary and ergodic, by Lemma 3.9, ξ′ = {(si, ti) : 1 < ti−si < 2}
is a stationary and ergodic Poisson point process with random intensity (under P̂α)

Λ(α, ω)dtds := α2
1{1 < t− s < 2}e−(t−s) 1

α|ω(t)− ω(s)|
dtds. (4.35)
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Moreover, the projections ξ′1 := {si : (si, ti) ∈ ξ′}, ξ′2 := {ti : (si, ti) ∈ ξ′} are stationary and ergodic
Poisson point processes with random intensities

β1(α, ω, s)ds :=

(
α2

∫ s+2

s+1
e−(t−s) 1

α|ω(t)− ω(s)|
dt

)
ds (4.36)

and

β2(α, ω, t)dt :=

(
α2

∫ t−1

t−2
e−(t−s) 1

α|ω(t)− ω(s)|
ds

)
dt (4.37)

respectively. Finally, by Lemma 3.7, it holds Θ̂α-a.s.

lim
T→∞

ξ′1((−T, T ])
2T

= lim
T→∞

ξ′2((−T, T ])
2T

= α2EP̂α
[ ∫ 2

1
e−u

du

α|ω(u)− ω(0)|

]
, (4.38)

lim
T→∞

1

ξ′1((−T, T ])

ξ′1((0,T ]−1∑
i=−ξ′1((−T,0])

(
si − si−1

)
=

(
α2EP̂α

[ ∫ 2

1
e−u

du

α|ω(u)− ω(0)|

])−1

, (4.39)

and for any c > 0,

lim
T→∞

1

ξ′1((−T, T ])

ξ′1((0,T ]−1∑
i=−ξ′1((−T,0])

(
si − si−1

)
1l
{
si − si−1 > c

}
=

Θ̂α(s1 − s0 > c)

α2EP̂α
[∫ 2

1 e−u du
α|ω(u)−ω(0)|

] . (4.40)

We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of the quantities on the right hand side of (4.38)-(4.40).
Recall that by Theorem 2.1 (with the function V (|x|) = 1

|x|), it holds that

lim
α→∞

EP̂α
[∫ 2

1
e−u

du

α|ω(u)− ω(0)|

]
=

(∫ 2

1
e−udu

)∫ ∫
ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)

|x− y|
dxdy > 0. (4.41)

The next lemma provides estimates for Θ̂α(s1 − s0 > c):

Lemma 4.10. For any c > 0 and α > 0, it holds that

e
−α2cEP̂α

[∫ 2
1 e−u du

α|ω(u)−ω(0)|

]
≤ Θ̂α(s1 − s0 > c) ≤ 2EP̂α

[
e
−α2c

2

∫ 2
1 e−u du

α|ω(u)−ω(0)|
]
. (4.42)

Proof. First, recall that s0 ≤ 0 < s1, so that s1 ≤ s1 − s0. Thus,

Θ̂α(s1 > c) ≤ Θ̂α(s1 − s0 > c) ≤ Θ̂α(s1 > c/2) + Θ̂α(s0 < −c/2).

On the other hand, for any c > 0, using Corollary 4.9 and (4.36) there, we have

Θ̂α(s1 > c) = Θ̂α(ξ
′
1((0, c]) = 0) = EP̂α

[
e−

∫ c
0 β1(ω,α,s)ds

]
,

Θ̂α(s0 < −c) = Θ̂α(ξ
′
1(−c, 0]) = 0) = Θ̂α, (ξ

′
1((0, c]) = 0) = EP̂α

[
e−

∫ c
0 β1(ω,α,s)ds

]
,

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

e
−α2cEP̂α

[∫ 2
1 e−u du

α|ω(u)−ω(0)|

]
≤ EP̂α

[
e−

∫ c
0 β1(ω,α,s)ds

]
≤ EP̂α

[
e
−α2c

∫ 2
1 e−u du

α|ω(u)−ω(0)|
]
. (4.43)
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The inequality on the left hand side follows from Jensen’s inequality applied to the convex function
x 7→ e−x,

EP̂α
[
e−

∫ c
0 β1(ω,α,s)ds

]
≥ eE

P̂α
[ ∫ c

0 β1(ω,α,s)ds
]
= e

α2EP̂α
[ ∫ c

0 ds
∫ s+2
s+1 dt e−(t−s)

α|ω(t−s+s)−ω(s)|

]
= e

−cα2EP̂α
[ ∫ 2

1 du e−u
α|ω(u)−ω(0)|

]
by using in the first identity above the definition of β1(ω, α, s) from (4.36) and in the second identity

we used a change of variables and invoked the stationarity of P̂α. This proves the inequality on the
left hand side of (4.43). To show the second inequality, we write

e−
∫ c
0 β1(ω,α,s)ds = e−

1
c

∫ c
0 cβ1(ω,α,s)ds ≤ 1

c

∫ c

0
e−cβ1(ω,α,s)ds,

where we used again Jensen’s inequality with the normalized integral 1
c

∫ c
0 (. . . )ds. Taking expectation,

and again invoking stationarity of P̂α, we have

EP̂α[e− ∫ c
0 β1(ω,α,s)ds

]
≤ 1

c

∫ c

0
EP̂α[e−cβ1(ω,α,s)]ds = EP̂α[e−α2c

∫ 2
1 e−u du

α|ω(u)−ω(0)|
]
,

concluding the proof of (4.43) and that of the lemma. □

Corollary 4.11. For any α > 0 and for all c > 0,

e−cC1(α) ≤ Θ̂α(s1 − s0 > c/α2) ≤ C2(α)

c
, (4.44)

where

C1(α) = EP̂α
[ ∫ 2

1
e−u

du

α|ω(u)− ω(0)|

]
∈ (0,∞),

C1 := lim
α→∞

C1(α) =

(∫ 2

1
e−tdt

)∫ ∫
ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)

|x− y|
dxdy ∈ (0,∞),

(4.45)

and

C2(α) = EP̂α
[ ∫ 2

1
euα|ω(u)− ω(0)|du

]
∈ (0,∞),

C2 := lim
α→∞

C2(α) =

(∫ 2

1
eudu

)(∫ ∫
R3×R3

|x− y|ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)dxdy

)
∈ (0,∞).

(4.46)

In particular, the estimates in (4.44) hold with C1(α) and C2(α) replaced by C̃1 = supαC1(α) ∈ (0,∞)

and C̃2 := supαC2(α) ∈ (0,∞), respectively.

Proof. First, we apply (4.42) to get

e
−cEP̂α

[ ∫ 2
1 e−u du

α|ω(u)−ω(0)|

]
≤ Θ̂α(s1 − s0 > c/α2) ≤ 4

c
EP̂α

[ 1∫ 2
1 e−u du

α|ω(u)−ω(0)|

]
, (4.47)

where in the second inequality we used the estimate e−x ≤ 1
x for x > 0. To handle the expectation on

the right hand side, we apply Jensen’s inequality with the convex function x 7→ 1
x to deduce that this

expectation on the right hand side of (4.47) is bounded above by C2(α). The limits from (4.45)-(4.46)
are a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1 □
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5. Proofs of Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 1.1.

5.1 Construction of good intervals. We will give a constructive proof of Theorem 4.5, for which

we will show that Θ̂α-a.s., there is a positive proportion of “good” intervals, which we will construct
now. First, recall from Corollary 4.9 that we identify the point processes ξ′1 and ξ′2 with the ordered
sequences (sn)n∈Z and (tn)n∈Z respectively. For a fixed C ≥ 1, let

I(1)

T (C) :=

{
− ξ′1((−T, 0]) ≤ n < ξ′1((0, T ]) : sn − sn−1 ≤

C

α2

}
, (5.1)

I(2)

T (C) :=

{
− ξ′1((−T, 0]) ≤ n < ξ′1((0, T ]) : #

{
− ξ′2(−T, 0]) ≤ i < ξ′2((0, T ]) : ti ∈ (sn, sn+1)

}
≤ C

}
,

(5.2)

AT (C) :=
⋃

n∈I(1)T (C)

(sn−1, sn), (5.3)

I(3)

T (C) :=
{
− ξ′2((−T, 0]) ≤ n < ξ′2((0, T ]) : tn ∈ AT (C)

}
. (5.4)

In words, the objects defined in (5.1)–(5.4) represent the following: given any constant C > 1, I(1)

T (C)
consists of the indices n ∈ Z corresponding to the realizations sn ∈ ξ′1 of the point process contained

in [−T, T ] with inter-arrival times less than C
α2 , while I

(2)

T (C) contains precisely those n ∈ Z from the
point process sn ∈ ξ′1 in [−T, T ] such that, for any such n, the number of ti ∈ ξ′2 falling between
two successive arrivals (sn, sn+1) is at most C. AT (C) is the union of the intervals (sn−1, sn), with
n ∈ I(1)

T (C), and I(3)

T (C) contains precisely those n ∈ Z corresponding to the realizations of the point

process tn ∈ ξ′2 in [−T, T ] with tn belonging to the interval (sℓ−1, sℓ) for some ℓ ∈ A(1)

T (C).

The lemma below will show that Θ̂α almost surely, for C > 1 large enough the indices belonging
to all three I(i)

T (C)’s for i = 1, 2, 3, have relative positive density as T → ∞ (and converging to 1 as
C → ∞):

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

lim inf
T→∞

#I(1)

T (C)

ξ′1((−T, T ])
≥ 1− C̃2

C̃1C2
,

lim inf
T→∞

#I(2)

T (C)

ξ′1((−T, T ])
≥ 1− 1

C
,

lim inf
T→∞

#I(3)

T (C)

ξ′2((−T, T ])
≥ 1− C̃2

C
,

(5.5)

where C̃1, C̃2 ∈ (0,∞) are the constants from Corollary 4.11.
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Proof. For the first estimate, we use (4.40) and Corollary 4.11 to get

lim sup
T→∞

1

ξ′1((−T, T ])
#

{
− ξ′1(−T, 0]) ≤ n < ξ′1((0, T ]) : sn − sn−1 >

C

α2

}

≤ lim sup
T→∞

α2

Cξ′1((−T, T ])

ξ′1((0,T ]−1∑
i=−ξ′1((−T,0])

(si − si−1)1l
{
si − si−1 >

C

α2

}

=
Θ̂α(s1 − s0 > C/α2)

CEP̂α
[∫ 2

1 e−u du
α|ω(u)−ω(0)|

] ≤ C̃2

C̃1C2
.

The second estimate follows similarly with the help of (4.38):

lim sup
T→∞

1

ξ′1((−T, T ])
#

{
− ξ′1(−T, 0]) ≤ n < ξ′1((0, T ]) : #

{
− ξ′2(−T, 0]) ≤ i < ξ′2((0, T ]) : ti ∈ (sn, sn+1)

}
> C

}
≤ lim sup

T→∞

ξ′2((−T, T ])
Cξ′1((−T, T ])

=
1

C
.

For the final estimate, observe that #I(3)

T (C) = ξ′2(AT (C)) and due to (4.40),

|AT (C)|
ξ′2((−T, T ])

→ Θ̂α(s1 − s0 < C/α2)

α2EP̂α
[ ∫ 2

1 e−u du
α|ω(u)−ω(0)|

] .
This together with (4.38) and Corollary 4.11 leads to

lim inf
T→∞

#I(3)

T (C)

ξ′2((−T, T ])
= Θ̂α(s1 − s0 < C/α2) ≥ 1− C̃2

C
.

□

We now define the set of “good intervals”. We consider again the point process ξ′ of intervals (recall
Corollary 4.9) and we order them so that (sn)n∈Z satisfies (3.1). Then we can identify ξ′ with a
sequence (sn, tϕ(n))n∈Z, where

ϕ : Z → Z is bijective and (tn)n∈Z is the ordered version of (tϕ(n))n∈Z. (5.6)

Set

IT (C) := I(1)

T (C) ∩ I(2)

T (C) ∩
{
n ∈ Z : ϕn ∈ I(3)

T (C)
}
. (5.7)

In words, IT (C) represents the set of indices n such that (sn, tϕ(n)) satisfies

• (sn, tϕ(n)) ⊂ [−T, T ], • sn − sn−1 <
C

α2
, • tϕ(n) ∈ AT (C) =

⋃
n∈I(1)T (C)

(sn−1, sn), and

• #{i ∈ Z : ti ∈ (sn−1, sn)} ≤ C.

Lemma 5.2. For any C > 1 and α > 0, Θ̂α-almost surely,

lim inf
T→∞

#IT (C)

ξ′1(−T, T ])
≥ 1− C̃3

C
, with C̃3 :=

C̃2

C̃1

+ 1 + C̃2. (5.8)

where C̃1, C̃2 ∈ (0,∞) are the fixed constants from Corollary 4.11 (note that, the right hand side 1− C̃3
C

converges to 1 as C → ∞).
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Proof. By Lemma 5.1, we deduce that for any C ≥ 1,

lim sup
T→∞

#(ξ′1(−T, T ]) \ IT (C))
ξ′1(−T, T ])

≤
#(ξ′1(−T, T ]) \ I

(1)

T (C))

ξ′1(−T, T ])
+

#(ξ′1(−T, T ]) \ I
(2)

T (C))

ξ′1(−T, T ])

+
#(ξ′1(−T, T ]) \ I

(3)

T (C))

ξ′1(−T, T ])

≤ C̃2

C̃1C2
+

1

C
+
C̃2

C

≤ 1

C

( C̃2

C̃1

+ 1 + C̃2

)
.

(5.9)

Thus, (5.8) holds. □

5.1.1. Modification of good intervals. For any C ≥ 1 such that 1− C̃3
C > 0 (i.e., (5.8) above), we

consider ξ′3,C ⊂ ξ′1 defined as

ξ′3,C :=
{
si ∈ ξ′1 : ui > α/

√
C
}
. (5.10)

Then ξ′3,C is also stationary and ergodic Poisson point process with random intensity measure

β3,C(ω, α, ds) := α2

∫ s+2

s+1
e−(t−s)

Φ( α√
C
|ω(t)− ω(s)|)

α|ω(t)− ω(s)|
dt, (5.11)

where Φ(z) =
√

2
π

∫∞
z e−

u2

2 du (recall Lemma 4.7 and (4.27)). By the ergodic theorem, Θ̂α-a.s.,

lim
T→∞

ξ′3,C((−T, T ])
2T

= α2EP̂α
[ ∫ 2

1
e−u

Φ( α√
C
|ω(u)− ω(0)|)

α|ω(u)− ω(0)|
du

]
=: α2C4(α,C).

(5.12)

By Theorem 2.1,

C4(C) := lim
α→∞

C4(α,C) = lim
α→∞

EP̂α
[ ∫ 2

1
e−u

Φ( α√
C
|ω(u)− ω(0)|)

α|ω(u)− ω(0)|
du

]
=

√
2

π

(∫ 2

1
e−udu

)(∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)dxdy

|x− y|

∫
|x−y|√
C

e−
u2

2 du

)
> 0.

(5.13)
Note that

C4 := lim
C↑∞

C4(C) =

√
2

π

(∫ 2

1
e−udu

)(∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)dxdy

|x− y|

∫ ∞

0
e−

u2

2 du

)
=

( ∫ 2

1
e−u du

)(∫ ∫
R3×R3

ψ2
0(x)ψ

2
0(y)dxdy

|x− y|

)
= (e−1 − e−2)

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx > 0.

(5.14)

Recall the definition of IT (C) from (5.7). Therefore, if we replace IT (C) by

Ĩ(0)

T (C) := IT (C) ∩ {ui > α/
√
C}, (5.15)

we have that
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Lemma 5.3. For C > 1 suitably large, and any α > 0, Θ̂α-almost surely,

lim inf
T→∞

#Ĩ(0)

T (C)

ξ′1(−T, T ])
≥ C5(α,C) :=

C4(α,C)

C̃1

− C̃3

C
> 0. (5.16)

where C̃3 ∈ (0,∞) is defined in (5.8) and C4(α,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,

lim sup
T→∞

#(ξ′1(−T, T ]) \ Ĩ
(0)

T (C))

ξ′1(−T, T ])
≤ lim sup

T→∞

#(ξ′1(−T, T ]) \ IT (C))
ξ′1(−T, T ])

+ 1− lim inf
T→∞

ξ′3,C((−T, T ])
ξ′1((−T, T ])

≤ C̃3

C
+ 1− C̃4(C)

C̃1

,

where for the first limit we used (5.9) from Lemma 5.2 and for the second one we used (5.12) (and

(4.38) from Corollary 4.9 once more; recall also C̃1 = supαC1(α) ∈ (0,∞) defined in Corollary 4.11).
Hence, it follows that

lim inf
T→∞

#Ĩ(0)

T (C)

ξ′1(−T, T ])
≥ C5(α,C).

Finally, note that by definition, C̃4(α,C) is increasing while C̃3
C is decreasing in C. Hence, if C > 1 is

suitably large, for any α > 0, C5(α,C) > 0. □

With C5(α,C) defined in (5.16), in the sequel, we will write

C6(α) := inf
{
C ≥ 1 : C5(α,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 Θ̂α, in Ĩ
(0)

T (C) we have

(2T )α2C̃1C5(α,C) many intervals (sn, tϕ(n)) available (recall that in our collection of intervals [sn, tn],
we assume that the sn’s are ordered sn < sn+1 < sn+2 < ... and ϕ : Z → Z is a bijection such that
tn’s are ordered. We now treat this collection of intervals deterministically, and define the induction

steps as follows. For the first step we define tϕ(i0) = 0, i1 = min Ĩ(0)

T (C) and set recursively the indices

in+1 = inf{j ∈ Ĩ0T (C) : sj > tϕ(in)}

In words, in+1 is the first index j (from our fixed indices in Ĩ(0)

T (C)) such that sj exceeds tϕ(in). Thus,
by this construction, we have that tϕ(i1) automatically belongs to the interval (si2−1, si2), and likewise,
tϕ(i2) automatically belongs to the interval (si3−1, si3) and so on. Also, these intervals (sin , tϕ(in)) are
disjoint and must satisfy

sin+1 − tϕ(in) ≤ sin+1 − sin+1−1 ≤
C

α2

meaning that the “vacant region” in the first step, defined by

V1 = [0, si1 ] ∪
N1−1⋃
n=1

(tϕ(in), sin+1) ∪ [tϕ(N1), 2T ]

must satisfy |V1| ≤ 3CT
α2 . Here N1 = sup{n : in < ∞} and N1 ∈ [2T/3, 2T ]. We denote the collection

of these disjoint intervals in the first step by

S1 = {(s(1)in , t
(1)

ϕ(in)
) : n ≤ N1}
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The second induction step is defined as follows: from our original collection Ĩ(0)

T (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
t’s that found themselves caught between some “inter-arrival” time (s(1)ij+1−1, s

(1)

ij+1
) from the first step.

In notation, this means that from our original collection Ĩ(0)

T (C), we removing those indices n such

that some tϕ(n) belong to some “inter-arrival” time (s(1)ij+1−1, s
(1)

ij+1
) from the first step. 10 Of course,

it is natural to wonder if we are removing too many intervals. However, by definition of our original

collection Ĩ(0)

T (C), at most C many tϕ(n)’s can belong to an inter-arrival time (s(1)ij+1−1, s
(1)

ij+1
). Hence,

we are removing at most C many intervals corresponding to these tϕ(n)’s, contributing to removing at
most 2CT many intervals in this step (note that N2 ≤ 2T ). After removing these many intervals, we

still have (2T )α2C̃1C5(α,C)− (2T )C = 2T [α2C̃1C5(α,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
K1α

2 steps for a positive constant K1 = 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, 2T ] and all the cal-
culations above remain the same (likewise, the same argument below works for [−T, 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 (sn)n and (tn)n). We now define the T = ∞ version

of Ĩ0T (C) as

Ĩ(0)
∞ (C) :=

⋃
T>0

I(0)

T (C). (5.18)

By (5.16) and (4.38) from Corollary 4.9 once more (and C̃1 from Corollary 4.11), it holds Θ̂α-almost
surely that

lim inf
T→∞

#Ĩ(0)

T (C)

2T
= lim inf

T→∞

1

2T

2T−1∑
k=0

#
{
n ∈ Ĩ(0)

∞ (C) : sn ∈ (k, k + 1]
}
≥ α2C̃1C5(α,C),

so that

η(ξ′) := inf
{
k ≥ 0 : #

{
n ∈ Ĩ0∞(C) : sn ∈ (k, k + 1]

}
≥ α2C̃1C5(α,C)

2

}
<∞, Θ̂α-a.s.

Thus, Lemma 5.1 still holds if we restrict to the indices n ∈ Ĩ(0)

T (C) larger than η(ξ′), i.e., replacing

Ĩ(0)

T (C) by Ĩ(0)

T (C) \ Ĩ(0)

η(ξ′)(C). Thus, we can assume without loss of generality that η(ξ′) = 0.

Recall that we need to prove that there are constants K1,K2 > 0 such that there are at least K1α
2

many collections of disjoint intervals

Sj =

{
(s(j)in , t

(j)

ϕ(in)
) : 1 < t(j)ϕ(in) − s(j)in < 2 and u(j)

in
>

α√
K2

}Nj
n=1

, Nj ≤ 2T,

|Vj | :=
∣∣∣∣[−T, T ] \ Nj⋃

n=1

(s(j)in , t
(j)

ϕ(in)
)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ K2T

α2
, and |Vi ∩ Vj | ≤ 3 ∀i < j.

We proceed now to construct inductively the these sets Sj .

10Note that, by definition of the index in explained above, we automatically have that t(1)ϕ(ij) belongs to the interval

(s(1)ij+1−1, s
(1)

ij+1
). But there could be more tϕ(n)s belonging to (s(1)ij+1−1, s

(1)

ij+1
) and we agree to remove all the intervals

correspsonding to these tϕ(n)s as well.
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Step 1 (the first induction step): For j = 1, let tϕ(i0) := 0, i1 := min Ĩ(0)

T (C), and for n > 1,

in+1 := inf{j ∈ Ĩ(0)

T (C) : sj > tϕ(in)},

where we set inf ∅ = ∞. Let N1 := sup{n : in < ∞}. By construction of Ĩ(0)

T (C), and using that

1 ≤ tϕ(n) − sn ≤ 2, then 2T
3 ≤ N1 ≤ 2T for T large enough. Moreover, the intervals (sin , tϕ(in)) satisfy

sin+1 − tϕ(in) ≤ sin+1 − sin+1−1 ≤
C

α2
.

Let

V1 := [0, si1 ] ∪
N1−1⋃
n=1

(tϕ(in), sin+1) ∪ [tϕ(N1), 2T ],

which satisfies

|V1| ≤ si1 +
2CT

α2
+ (2T − tϕ(N1)) ≤

2CT

α2
+ 3 ≤ 3CT

α2

for T > 0 large enough, since by assumption η(ξ′) = 0 and then si1 ≤ 1. To avoid confusion, we add
a superscript to the intervals, so that

S1 =
{
(s(1)in , t

(1)

ϕ(in)
) : 1 ≤ n ≤ N1

}
.

Step 2 (the jth induction step): Set

Ĩ(1)

T (C) := Ĩ(0)

T (C) \
{
n ∈ Ĩ(0)

T (C) : ∃j such that tϕ(n),∈ (s(1)ij+1−1, s
(1)

ij+1
)

}
.

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 Ĩ(0)

T (C), since there are at most C many tϕ(i)’s that have to be removed from each (s(1)ij+1−1, s
(1)

ij+1
),

we have

|Ĩ(1)

T (C) \ Ĩ(0)

T (C)| ≤ 2CT. (5.19)

To construct Sj , j ≥ 2, we repeat step 1 but with Ĩ(j−1)

T (C). Each step gives Nj ∈ [2T3 , 2T ] many
disjoint intervals such that

s(j)in+1
− t(j)ϕ(in) ≤

C

α2
.

Then we define

Vj := [0, s(j)i1 ] ∪
Nj−1⋃
n=1

(s(j)in+1
, t(j)ϕ(in)) ∪ [t(j)ϕ(Nj), 2T ],

which satisfies, for T large enough,

|Vj | ≤
3CT

α2

uniformly over all j.

Now, by the definition of Ĩ(0)

T (C), since there are at least α2C̃1C5(α,C)
2 many sn such that sn ≤ 1,

and on every step at most C indices k with sk ≤ 1 are removed, we can construct at least α2C̃1C5(α,C)
2C

steps as above. We set, for any C > C6(α) (recall (5.17)),

K1(α,C) :=
C̃1C5(α,C)

2C
, K2 = K2(C) := 3C, (5.20)
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and observe that, for i < j,

Vi ∩ Vj = [0, s(i)i1 ] ∪ [max{t(j)ϕ(Nj), t
(i)

ϕ(Ni)
}, 2T ], so that |Vi ∩ Vj | ≤ 3.

In particular, we can let

K(α) = inf
C>C6(α)

2K2(C)

K1(α,C)
= inf

C>C6(α)

12C2

C̃1C5(α,C)
> 0.

Now, with C4(C) = limα→∞C4(α,C) defined in (5.13), we set, for C > 1 suitably large,

C5(C) =
C4(C)

C̃1

− C̃3

C
> 0, C6(C) = inf{C ≥ 1 : C5(C) > 0

}
,

K := lim
α→∞

K(α) = inf
C>C6

12C2

C̃1C5(C)
> 0.

(5.21)

This completes the proof of Theorem 4.5. □

Figure 1. The first two steps in the construction: the si points are represented in
blue, while the ti points in red. Observe that in the second step all red points (and
corresponding blue points not shown in the picture) between sij−1 and sij are removed,
so that in future steps new intervals are picked.

5.3 Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 4.2, we already know that lim supα→∞ α4σ2(α) ≤ K.

Now, by definition of C5 in (5.21), we have C̃1C5(C) = C4(C)− C̃1C̃3
C , and by (5.14), limC↑∞C4(C) =

[e−1 − e−2]
∫
R3 |ψ0(x)|2dx, while C̃1C̃3

C ↓ 0 as C ↑ ∞. Hence, there is C∗ ∈ (0,∞) such that for all
α > 0,

α4σ2(α) ≤ 1

C∗
∫
R3 |ψ0(x)|2dx

, or
m(α)

α4
≥ C∗

∫
R3

|∇ψ0(x)|2dx,

proving Theorem 1.1. □
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1. F. Baccelli and P. Brémaud Elements of queueing theorySpringer-Verlag, Berlin (2003).
2. V. Betz and S. Polzer. A functional central limit theorem for polaron path measures.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 75, 2345-2392 (2022)
3. V. Betz and S. Polzer. Effective mass of the Polaron: a lower bound. Comm. Math. Phys.

399, 173-188 (2023)
4. E. Bolthausen, W. König and C. Mukherjee. Mean field interaction of Brownian occupation

measures, II.: Rigorous construction of the Pekar process. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 70
1598-1629, (2017)
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