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Abstract

In this paper, we focus on the scaling-limit of the random potential 5 associated with the
Vertex Reinforced Jump Process (VRJP) on one-dimensional graphs. Moreover, we give a few
applications of this scaling-limit. By considering a relevant scaling of 3, we contruct a continuous-
space version of the random Schrodinger operator Hg which is associated with the VRJP on
circles and on R. We also compute the integrated density of states of this operator on R which
has a remarkably simple form. Moreover, by means of the same scaling, we obtain a new proof
of the Matsumoto-Yor properties concerning the geometric Brownian motion which were proved
in [ ]. This new proof is based on some fundamental properties of the random potential (.
We use also the scaling-limit of  in order to prove new identities in law involving exponential
functionals of the Brownian motion which generalize the Dufresne identity.

1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with the construction and investigation of scaling limits of the random
Schrodinger operator associated with the Vertex Reinforced Jump Process (VRJP) on some one-
dimensional sets (the one-dimensional torus and the real line). We start by briefly recalling the
definition of the VRJP: let (V, E) be a non-directed locally finite graph and (W; ;); jev be a family
of non-negative conductances such that W;; > 0 if and only if {i,j} € E. The VRJP is the
continuous self-reinforced random walk (Y;)s>0 which is defined as follows: the VRJP starts from
some vertex ig € V' and conditionally on the past before time s, it jumps from a vertex i to one of
its neighbour j at rate W; ;L;(s) where

Li(s)=1+ /0 1Y, = j}du.

In | |, it was shown, firstly, that the VRJP is closely related to the Edge Reinforced Ran-
dom Walk, a famous reinforced process introduced by Diaconis and Coppersmith in the 80’s, and
secondly, that after some time change the VRJP can be represented as a mixture of Markov Jump
Processes with a mixing measure given by a marginal of a supersymmetric sigma-field called the

H212 model which was introduced by Zirnbauer in [ , | and investigated by Disertori,
Spencer and Zirnbauer in | , ]. A complementary, but closely related, representation of
the VRJP in terms of a random Schrodinger operator was provided in | | on finite graphs.

More precisely, if (V, E) is a non-directed finite graph and (W; ;); jev some conductances on the
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edges, then for any potential § = (3;);cy on the vertices, we define the discrete Schrédinger operator
(Hp(i,4))ijev by
Hp(i, j) = Wi = j}26; — 1{i ~ j}W; ;.

In [ |, an explicit probability measure on the set of potentials 3 is defined (see Proposition
2.1 below). This measures lives on the set where Hpg is positive definite, it has several remarkable
properties which we recall in section 2.2, and it gives a representation of the VRJP in the following
sense: after some time-change, the VRJP starting at a vertex iy is a mixture of Markov jump
processes with jump rates from ¢ to j given by:

_Wi N . N\
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where (3 is the random potential and Gg = (H, 5)_1. That representation, and its generalization to
infinite graphs (see [ |), has played an important role in order to understand the asymptotic
behavior of the VRJP (see in particular | , D).

In this paper, we are mainly concerned by that representation and its scaling limits. The
question of the scaling limits of the VRJP and its representation is rather natural, but remains still
quite mysterious. In | |, the scaling limit of the VRJP itself was analysed. With this goal,
the scaling limit of its mixing field, i.e. of the limit of the function (Gg(0, |nt])/Gg(0,0))icr was
described on the real line in terms of the geometric Brownian motion. Here, we investigate the
scaling limit of Hg and Gg as random operators, both on the one-dimensional torus and the real
line. More precisely, the main results of the paper are summarized below:

e By scaling limits, we construct an explicit continuous-space version of the operator Hg and
its inverse Gz on circles, and on the real line. We describe the domains of these operators on
the circle, while we still face some technical difficulties to describe the domains in the case of
the real line. However, we hope to solve this problem in the near future. Note that the one-
dimensional torus is not a tree, which induces specific difficulties (the representation of the
VRJP on trees is considerably simpler), and that in the case of the real line, we get the full de-
scription of the operators, while in [ |, only the scaling limit of (G (0, |nt])/Gg(0,0)):>0
was considered in order to analyse the continuous-space VRJP.

e A natural problem regarding Hpg consists in investigating its spectral properties as a self-
adjoint operator. In particular, spectral properties of self-adjoint operators are very important
if we want to understand the dynamical properties of a quantum particle whose wave-function
follows the Schrodinger equation. In this paper, we compute the exact density of states of
the limiting operator Hg on R, which has a surprisingly simple form. To do so, we follow a
method which is very similar with what is done in | | for the continuous Anderson model.

e In the discrete-space case, many identities in law involving the § potential are known. Tak-
ing the scaling-limit in these formulas, we prove new identities in law involving exponential
functionals of the Brownian motion. These identities generalize the famous Dufresne identity
(originally proved in | ]) which states that
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where « is a Brownian motion and ~ is a Gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1).
o Considering the scaling limit of the S-potential on N*, we give a new proof of the Matsumoto-

Yor properties (see [ | and | |), which concern exponential functionals of the Brow-
nian motion. More precisely, we give a discrete time version of the Matsumoto-Yor properties



which involves natural functions of the S-potential. Specified to our context, the Matsumoto-

Yor properties state that the process (Z;)i>0 = (Z—:)t>0, where e is the geometric Brownian

motion and for every t > 0, T3 = fg e2ds, is a Markov process in its own filtration. Moreover
the filtration of Z is stricly smaller than the filtration of e, and there is an explicit intertwining
between e and Z involving Inverse Gaussian distributions. While somehow mysterious at first
sight, Matsumoto-Yor properties seem to be rather fundamental and have been generalized
in different directions, in particular in relation with properties of Lie groups and solvable
polymer models (see [ , , ]). Note that some Mastumoto-Yor properties on
graphs also appear in a different way in [ ].

Finally, let us mention some related works concerning a different operator, the continuous An-
derson model on R (where the random potential is given by a white noise). In | ], Dumaz and
Labbé gave a very accurate description of the spectrum and of the eigenstates for this operator.
It is probably possible to apply their ideas in order to give the precise behaviour of the spectrum
of the continuous-space version of Hg. However we do not do it in this article. Furthermore, an
interesting question would be to find continuous versions of Hgz on topological spaces which are
not one-dimensional. In the case of the Anderson model, in [ |, Labbé managed to do it on
(—L,L) with d € {1,2,3} and L > 0. It would be interesting to know if it is possible to do the
same thing for Hg but this question remains open for now.

2 Context and statement of the results

2.1 General notation

For every n € N*, C,, denotes the circle graph with 2n 4+ 1 points. More precisely, the vertex set
of Cp is {—n,--+,0,--+ ,n} and for every i € {—n,---,0,--- ,n— 1} there is an edge between i and
i+ 1 and there is an edge between n and —n. In any graph (V, E) the fact that two vertices ¢ and
j are related by an edge is denoted by 7 ~ j.

If V1 and V5 are two finite sets and H is a matrix indexed by V; x V5, we denote the coefficient
of H at (i,j) € V1 x Vo by H(i,7). If H is a squared symmetric matrix on a set V', then we write
H >0 (resp. H > 0) when H is positive definite (resp. when H is non-negative). If H is a squared
matrix, its determinant is denoted by |H|. If V is a finite set and v; and vo are two vectors of RV,
the standard scalar product between v; and vs is denoted by (v, vo). If H is a matrix on a finite set
V x V and if Vi and V5 are two subsets of V, the restriction of H to Vi x V3 is denoted by Hy; vs.
Moreover, if v is a vector of RV and V; is a subset of V, then the restriction of v to V; is denoted
by vy .

We denote by C™) the continuous circle R/2AR. For sake of convenience, we will often write C(V
as [—A, A] (for example when we write integrals) where it is implicit that —\ and X are topologically
identified. If t,# € CV), we write sometimes ¢t < ¢’ or t < t' refering to the natural order on [—\, A].

Recall that an Inverse Gaussian distribution with parameters (i, A\) has density
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The Inverse Gaussian distribution with parameters (i, A) will be denoted by IG(u, A). Recall that
E[IG(p, N)] = p and E [TG(, \)2] = p? + L.

1{z > 0}




2.2 The random potential 3

Let (V,E) be a finite graph with n vertices. Let W be a matrix of symmetric non-negative
weights (W; ;)i jevxv such that W; ; > 0 if and only if {4, j} € E. For every § € ]RK, let us define
the matrix Hg on V' x V such that for every 7,5 € V,

Hp(i,j) = Wi = j}2p; — Wi ;. (2.1)
For every g € RK such that Hpg is positive definite, one can define its inverse G)g which has only
positive entries. In [ ], in order to study the VRJP, Sabot, Tarrés and Zeng introduced a

probability measure I/‘V/V on RK which will be crucial in this paper. It is defined by means of the

following proposition:

Proposition 2.1 (Proposition 1 and Theorem 3 in | D-

(i) The function
RV — R4

8 (2)" 1{Hy > 0te ZIHN\/\;IW

s a probability density. In the formula (2.2), 1 stands for the vector of RV whose entries are

all equal to 1. We denote by I/V the probability measure on ]RV which is associated with the
density of equation (2.2).

(2.2)

(ii) One can compute explicitely the Laplace transform of V‘V/V. For every t € RY,

/€_<t’5>’/\va(d6) = exp (——

In this article, we will often make a small abuse of notation by using the notation B to designate
a random vector and a variable inside the density of this random vector. Now, let 5 be a random
vector with distribution l/‘V/V.

> Wm< (ti +1)(t; + 1) ))Hm (2.3)

{ij}eE iev

(1ii) For everyi € V, 1/(28;—W, ;) is an Inverse Gaussian ditribution with parameters (ﬁ, 1) .
4,7
i#j
(iv) The random potential [ is 1-dependent, that is, if V1 and Va are two subsets of V which are
not related by an edge, then (Bi)icv, and (5;)icv, are independent.

(v) For everyi €V,

where v is a Gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1).

In | |, Sabot, Tarrés and Zeng used the [-potential in order to study the VRJP on any
finite graph V. They showed that the VRJP (actually a time-changed version of the VRJP) on V
starting from iy € V with weight matrix W is a mixture of random processes which jumps from ¢
to j at rate

Wi,; Gglio, j)
2 Galio, 1)’
In | |, Sabot and Zeng proved that this is possible to extend the measure V\va and the above
representation of the VRJP on an infinite graph which enables us to look in particular at the
interesting case of Z<.



Proposition 2.2 (Section 4.2 in [ ). Let (V,E,W) be an infinite locally finite graph with con-
ductances where W is a symmetric conductance operator (W; ;)i jev such that Wi ; > 0 if and only
if {i,j} € E. Then, there exists an infinite-volume measure l/‘V/V on RK such that for every finite
subset Vi which is included in V', for any t € RKl,

-3 Y Wi (VEDEG+H)-1)- Y Wi (VEFI-1) 1
e_<t75>yw(d6) —e {i,j}eE {i,j}€E,j¢V] .
v 1++¢;

—

(2.4)
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Now, let (V;,)nen be an increasing sequence of boxes such that J,,cn Vi, = V. For every n € N,
for every 4,7 € V, let us define

GYY(i,5) = (Hg)yly, (i.5)

if¢,5 € V,, and C?gl) (i,7) = 0 otherwise. Moreover, for every n € N, let us define ¢é") as the unique
solution of the equation

(Hﬁl/)én))(i) =0, foreveryiel,,
v =1,

Note that for every n € N, and for every i € V,,, there is another useful expression of wé") (¢) which
is

for every i € V,¢.

P ) =Y G5 g
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where for every j € V,,, nj(»") = >, W;js. These objects were introduced by Sabot and Zeng
in [ | and were crucial in order to study the VRJP on infinite graphs because of the following

proposition:
Proposition 2.3 (Proposition 9 and Theorem 1 in | 1). Let B ~ V. It holds that,

(i) For everyi €V, (zﬁén) (1))nen s a non-negative martingale. In particular, it has almost surely
a limit g(i).

(i) The bracket of (wén))neN is (G(gn))neN in the sense that for every i,j € V, (wé") (z’)w(") () —

C?E;n) (1,7))neN i a martingale.
(tit) The VRJP is almost surely recurrent if and only if almost surely (i) = 0 for every i € V .
(iv) The VRJP is almost surely transient if and only if almost surely 1g(i) > 0 for every i € V.

(v) Let v be a Gamma random variable with parameters (1/2,1) which is independent of 3. For
every i,j € V, let us define

G i0d) = Gilind) + - (D0ai).

Then, the VRJP on V starting from ig € V with weight matriz W is a mizture of random
processes which jumps from i to j at rate

Wi Gg (0, J)
2 Ggﬁ(io, Z)



In this article, we want to understand what is going on when we consider a scaling limit for
the (S-field on a one-dimensional graph. We will show that it is possible to define a continuous
version of Hg on R or continuous circles. But before that, we prove a discrete-time version of the

Matsumoto-Yor properties by means of the S-field on N*, (T,Z)én))neN and (C?gl))neN. We will take
a scaling limit in this discrete-time version in order to recover the continuous-time version of the
Matsumoto-Yor properties. This strong connection between the (-field and the Matsumoto-Yor
properties explains the origin of the surprising identities in law in the forthcoming subsection 2.4.4.

2.3 A new approach of the Matsumoto-Yor properties in relation with the mixing measure
of the VRJP

First, let us recall the Matsumoto-Yor properties on R;. Let o be a standard Brownian motion
on Ry. Then we can define the associated geometric Brownian motion e as (e;)i>0 = (exp(oy —
t/2))¢>0. Moreover, let us define the related exponential functionals 7" and Z such that for every
t >0,

t T
T = / ¢2ds and Z, = = (2.5)
0 €t
For every t > 0, we define two sigma-fields A; = o (as,s <t) and Zy = 0 (Zs,s <t). Then,
Matsumoto and Yor proved the following results:

Theorem 1 (Theorem 1.6 and Proposition 1.7 in [ ].)-
(i) For everyt >0, Z; G Ay.

(i) Z is a diffusion process whose infinitesimal generator is

1, d?
52 @‘F(I‘FZ)

E.
(iii) For everyt > 0, the conditional distribution of e; knowing Z; is an Inverse Gaussian distribu-
tion with parameters (1,1/Z;). More precisely, for every t > 0, the conditional distribution of

er knowing Z; is an Inverse Gaussian distribution with parameter (1,1/Z;), i.e. it has density

1 (z—-1)2

Zt 2z dw

1

Theorem 1 will be called "Matsumoto-Yor properties' in the sequel of this paper. Now, let us
give a discrete-time counterpart of those Matsumoto-Yor properties. Now, let m > 0 and let K,,, be
a weight operator on the line graph N* such that for every i € N*, K, (i,i+ 1) = K, (i + 1,i) = m.
)

on the discrete

half-line N* associated with the random field 5 ~ Véim. We write H™ in bold letters in order

to avoid the confusion with H g"")

All other entries of K, are zero. Then we can define the random operator Hgm

on the discrete circle which shall be introduced later. Now, for

. -1
every n € N*  let us define Gg“m) = ((H(gm))[[l,n]],[[l,n]]) . For every n € N*, we define also

A

™ = G(n’m)(l,n)m and Z"™ =

G5 (L)
5 8 — amy

wén,m)

For every n € N*, we define

A = o@§™ 1 <k <n) and Zyn = 0(Z5"™,1 < k < n).



(n,m) (n,m)

By Proposition 2.3, (¢35 )nen+ is a martingale whose bracket is (GB "(1,1))pen+. Remark that
it is analoguous to the case of the geometric Brownian motion in equation (2.5) because (e:):>0
is a martingale whose bracket is (7});>0. The interest of these discrete objects is that they give a
discrete version of the results of Matsumoto and Yor:

Proposition 2.4 (Discrete version of the Matsumoto-Yor properties). Let m € N* be fized.
(i) For everyn € N*, Z, ., G Apm.

.. (n,m)
(ii) (ZB )nEN*
conditionally on Z, , is

)

is a Markov process. More precisely, for every n € N*, the law of Zé"“’m

Z(nvm)
B 1

m ) ’
G|
Z/Bn,m

(iii) For every n € N*, the conditional distribution of wén’m) knowing Z, ., is an Inverse Gaussian

distribution with parameters (1, 1/Zén’m)). More precisely, for every n € N* the conditional

density of wén’m) knowing Z, m s

1 (@-1)?
1 _Z(n,m) 2z

1{.’1’ > O}We B dx.
2nZy " a?

Remark that Theorem 1 and Proposition 2.4 are very similar. Actually, we can recover Theorem
1 by taking a scaling limit in Proposition 2.4 thanks to the following proposition:

Proposition 2.5. Let (™) (t));>0 and (ZU™(t))s>0 be the continuous linear interpolations of
(wgmtj’m))tzo and (Zétmtj’m))tzo. Then, the following convergence does hold for the topology of

uniform convergence on compact sets:

(80, 20M@) s (e Z0) g -

t>0 m—+oo

In section 5, we will prove Propositions 2.4 and 2.5. Moreover, we will use these results in order
to give a new proof of Theorem 1.

Remark 2.1. Thanks to the discrete processes (Q/ng’m))neN* and (Zén’m))neN*, we were able to define

a discrete one-dimensional analogue of Matsumoto-Yor exponential functionals of the Brownian
motion and we recovered the results of Matsumoto and Yor by taking a scaling limit. However, the
processes (wé"’m))neN* and (Zén’m))neN* can be constructed on any graph and one could prove (i)
and (i) of Proposition 2.4 on any graph. ( However, we do not know whether (ii) is true on a
general graph.) Consequently, we can define (¢gl’m))ngN* and (Zén’m))neN* for example on Z with
any d > 2. If one could take a scaling limit on Z2, it would give new contiuous-time processes which

should exhibit properties like (i) and (iii) in Theorem 1.
2.4 Scaling limit and continuous version of I3 on the circle

2.4.1 Definition of the discrete operator on the circle

The main goal of this paper is to define a version of Hg and Gg on continuous unidimensional
spaces. In order to do this, we define a model on a discretized version of the circle and we will



make the size of the mesh go to 0. Let n € N*. Let A > 0. Let WT(L)‘) be a matrix on the
discretized circle Cry,) such that (Wy(f‘))i,j is 0 if 7 and j are not connected and is n otherwise.
Let us denote H é)"n) the matrix associated with the random potential 5 with distribution l/g[/ ;(L;)
Moreover, we denote by Gg"n) the inverse of H g"n). We define also a rescaled continuous bilinear
interpolation (G(B’\’n))m,ecw of (G};"") ([nt], (nt’})) More precisely, if i/n <t < (i +1)/n

and j/n <t < (j+1)/n,

ttrecN)’

GG (k) = G G, g) +nt —i/n) (G5 (0 +1,5) = G5 (0.))
+nft' = /) (G805 +1) -G8, 5))
+n2(t = j/n)(t —ifn) (G, 5) + G i+ 1,5+ 1) = G (0,5 +1) = G +1,5))
(2.6)
2.4.2 Definition of the continuous limit

Let B be a Brownian motion on R such that B(0) = 0 almost surely. We define the geometric
Brownian motion M by
(My)ier = (€P7%)ep.

Let A > 0. Then, we introduce the symetric random kernel G on ¢ by

My M, A ds " ds v ds
Mty = ——18  (ME] =+ MM M2/
g ( ) ) (M)\ _ M_)\)2 A t/ M82 + )\ —)\ ¢ Ms2 + - _)\ M2

s

for every t < ¢ € CV.

2.4.3 Results of convergence

First, the rescaled continuous interpolation ég"") of the matrix G(B)"") has a limit in law when
n goes to infinity.

Theorem 2. Let A > 0. Then .
Gg)\,n) law g()\)

n—-+0o0o
. )\ 2
for the topology of uniform convergence on (C( )) .

Moreover, G®) can be seen as a bilinear form with the following expression.

Proposition 2.6. Let A > 0. Let f € L*([-\,\]). Then

A A _
/ / FOGN (¢, t) (¢ dtdt
“xJ=x
2

A u
M_)\/ f@)Mdt + My /_)\ ft)Mdt| du.

_ 1 /A 1
(My — M_x)? J-x M

In particular, GO is positive definite almost surely.



2.4.4 Dufresne’s type identities in law

In [ | (see also | | for an alternative proof), Dufresne proved the following famous
identity in law:
Foo 200s— law 1
/ es s = —
0 2y
where v has Gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1). Recall that, by Proposition (2.1), in the

discrete-time setting, Gg"n) (i,17) is also distributed as the inverse of a Gamma distribution for every

i € Cryn]- Actually, this is not a coincidence and one can recover Dufresne’s identity by making n

go to infinity in Gg"n) (i,7). Moreover, by means of the limiting random kernel 6™, we can prove
some new identities in law which generalize Dufresne’s identity.

Proposition 2.7. Let t € [-\, \|. Then, the following identity in law does hold:

M? A ds tods \ jaw 1
gm“’t):m@f _+M2A/_Am> iz

where 7y is a Gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1).
A particular case of Proposition 2.7 implies the following corollary:

Corollary 2.8. If « is a standard Brownian motion on Ry, then for every A > 0,

A 2
/ e~ %ds
0 law 1

(er—22 —1)% 2y
where 7y is a Gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1).

Remark 2.2. The identity of Corollary 2.8 is not really new. Actually, it can be deduced also from
the Matsumoto- Yor properties. This second approach is also explained in the proof of Corollary 2.8.
Remark also that making A go to infinity in Corollary 2.8 gives the Dufresne identity. The fact
that the second proof of Corollary 2.8 involves the Matsumoto-Yor properties is not very surprising
because we explained in section 2.3 that the Matsumoto-Yor properties can be deduced from the
properties of B-potential.

More generally, we can compute the distribution of (n, G};"")m for every n € (R*JF)CDM, Com-
bining this with the limit obtained in Theorem 2 gives new identities for the geometric Brownian
motion.

Proposition 2.9. Let f be a deterministic continuous non-negative function on CV. Then, the
following identity in law does hold:

)\ 2
F(t)dt
1 A1 A u 2 - </_/\ )
ey N (M—A/u sOMa+ My [ f <t>Mtdt> du & S

where 7y is a Gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1).

Remark 2.3. Actually, in Proposition 2.9, the continuity of f is a very strong assumption. Indeed, we
can allow discontinuity points for f but we only focus on the continuous case for sake of convenience.



2.4.5 The continuous random operator H®

Let us define the domain

D (M) = {g € L3([-A, ), () € A=), (M2 (#)) € 2=, M),} ,
g(=N) =g\, Mo () (=0 = My () (V)

/

In the definition above, {; means the random function = — %. The derivative ’ is defined in

the sense of distributions. Moreover, if g € D (H(A)), g and M (%)/ are well-defined at —A and A
because they are actually continuous functions. This stems from Sobolev injections in dimension

1. (Indeed the Sobolev space H'([—\,\]) can be injected in the set of continuous functions.) For
every f € L*([—), \]), we define the function G f such that for every = € C™,

GW f(z) = /_ 1 G (z, ) f(t)dt.

Consequently, G can be viewed as an operator on L?([-\, \]). Now, we can state our next result:

Theorem 3. Let A\ > 0. The image of GV is exactly D (HO‘)) Therefore, G has a bijective
inverse HY) from D (7—[()‘)) onto L?([—=\, \]). For every g € D (7—[0‘)>,

1 N\
Ny = _— 2 (9
[ (M (M) ) ‘
Furthermore, H™) is a positive self-adjoint operator (for the classical inner-product on L*([—X, \]))
with domain D (HO‘)).

As CW is compact, the operator H® is localized. More precisely, its spectrum o (H()‘)), that

is, the set of real numbers E such that H») — E is not invertible, consists only in a sequence of
isolated eigenvalues.

Proposition 2.10. Almost surely, there exists an increasing positive random sequence (Ei(X\))g>0 €
(R*JF)N which diverges toward infinity such that

o ('H(A)) = (Ek(N)k>0-

Moreover, for every k € N, Ex()\) is an eigenvalue of HD with finite multiplicity. The eigenvalues
of HW are counted with multiplicity.

2.5 Continuous version of /5 on the real line

One can wonder what is the limit of G and H™) when \ goes to infinity. It would define
some operators Q(‘X’) and H(*) on R which are associated with the VRJP on R. The following
proposition gives a partial answer to this question.

Proposition 2.11. For the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets in R?, it holds that

g _law_ 5(e0)

A—+00
where G() is a symmetric random kernel on R? such that for every t,t' € R such that t < t,

t ds
oo M2

G (t,t') = My M,

10



Remark 2.4. It is important to notice that G(>) is not well-defined on the whole Hilbert space L*(R).
(Contrary to the case of the circle.) We could define for every "nice function” f,

—+00 +oo (oo 0 1
/ / NGt itat = [~

2
du.

+oo
F(t)M,dt

Howewver, this quantity is not almost surely finite for every f and the problem is to give sense to
these "nice functions”. We strongly suspect that the set of "nice functions' is actually L*(R)N L' (R)
(because of Proposition 2.9). However, we are not able to prove it for now. It would also be possible
to define H(™) as the inverse of G\, that is, by

(c0) Lz (9YY

Plg=—— (M= .

Y ( (M) >

Nevertheless, this is not clear what should be the domain of H(>). We will try to solve this problem

as soon as possible.

Remark 2.5. At first sight, the expression of G\° is not symmetrical in the sense that when t'
increases, then only My chcmges and when t decreases, only M; f_oo 11z changes. The dissymmetry

between My and Mtf o W is surprising because the law of Gg‘ ™ s totally symmetric in the
two directions of the circle. However, we will see that we need to choose an orientation of the
circle because we will describe the potential 8 by means of i.i.d Inverse Gaussian random variables
(A,-)iec[AM as in equation (6.1). It explains the apparent dissymetry in Proposition 2.11. Moreover,
Corollary 2.12 explains why this dissimmetry does not exists "in law". It exists only "almost surely’.

Thanks to Proposition 2.11, one can also prove a new functional identity in law:

Corollary 2.12. Let o be a standard Brownian motion on Ry. Then the process

+oo 9
/ e“* 7 3ds
—at+t/2 t

+o00 9
/ e“** 7 %ds
0 >0

is a geometric Brownian motion starting from 1.

e

2.6 The asymptotic density of states

Moreover, one can look for the asymptotic density of states of H(*) when A goes to infinity. For
every E € R*, let us define the random variable Ny (FE) which is the number of eigenvalues of H)
which are lower than E. Then, we have the following result:

Theorem 4. For every £ > 0,

Nyx(E) p» VE

2\ A=+oo T

= N (E).

In some way, N is the integrated density of states of H (). (However #(>°) can not be defined
rigorously as an operator for now.)

Remark 2.6. The behaviour of the density of states around 0 is reminiscent of what is going on for
the operator Hg on Z%. Indeed, by Theorem 1 and 3 in [ |, if the weights W are small
enough, then the density of states of the discrete Schrodinger operator Hg behaves like V'E near 0
up to logarithmical corrections.

11



Remark 2.7. The density of states E — @ is exactly the density of states of —A on R. However it
is possible to see a difference between the eigenvalues of H°) and —A if we look at the microscopic
scale. Moreover, in the case of the Anderson model, the integrated density of states can be computed

explicitely. (see </_ [ /and [ ]) Then the behaviour at infinity of the integrated density
E

of states is also ~==, exactly as for our operator H) and —A.

2.7 Organisation of the paper

e In section 3, we remind several important facts regarding the 8 potential.

e Section 4 is devoted to the proof of a few lemmas which will be useful in the sequel of this
paper.
e In section 5, we give a new proof of Matsumoto-Yor properties by means of the S-potential.

This section is independent from the next ones.

 In other sections, we prove the results concerning the continuous versions of the operator Hg.

3 Background on the S-potential

Let (V,E) a finite graph. The S-potential with distribution ¥ which is defined in (2.3) is
a special case of a more general family of random potentials which appear naturally when taking
restrictions. Let us consider a symmetric matrix W on V xV with non-negative entries (Wj ;)i jevxv
and let 1 := (n;);ey be a vector on V with non-negative entries. Recall that for every § € RK, Hg
is a matrix such that for every i,j € V,

Hp(i,5) = 1{i = j}26; — Wi.

We can generalize the measure V‘V/V thanks to the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1 (Theorem 2.2 in | ] or Lemma 4 in | ). Let us define the measure V‘va’"

]RK by

on

V|/2
) = 1ty > o) (2) 1 e d-docson B
m det(HB)
where 1 stands for a vector whose entries are all equal to 1. Then V‘V,V’"

Moreover, its Laplace transform is, for any t € RY,

s a probability measure.

W, =2 m(VEFT-) - Wi (/) (1) -1

€_<t7’8>1/ ’"(dﬂ) _ e i€V 2 {i,%:eE J( J ) 1

i T+4¢
eV g

Remark that the Laplace transform in (2.3) is the same as the Laplace transform of V“;V 0 given

in Proposition 3.1. Further, the measures of type I/‘V/V "I are convenient when we want to manipulate

them because they form a family which is stable under restriction and conditioning.

Proposition 3.2 (Lemma 5 in | | or Proposition 4.3 in | ). Let U be a subset of V. If
B~ V“;V’", it holds that

(i) Bu follows the distribution VZVJVU'U’ﬁ, where
i =nu + Wuue(lue),

12



(i) Conditionally on By, Bue follows the distribution V(V]Zﬁ’ where
W = Wyepe + Woe v (Hg)vw)  Wupe, 1 =nue + Wyeu(Hg)vw) nu.

Let g € RK be such that Hg is positive definite. Let G be the inverse of Hg. Let 7,5 € V.
A path in the graph (V, E) from i to j consists in a finite sequence o = (0q,--- ,04,) in V such
that o9 = i, oy, = j and for every k € {0,--- ,m — 1}, {0k, 0k+1} € E. The length m of ¢ will be
denoted by |o|. Let PZV] be the set of paths from ¢ to j. We define also the set 752/] which is the
collection of paths o from i to j such that o # j for every k € {0,--- ,m — 1}. Moreover, for any

path o, we define

lo|-1 |o] lo]—1
Wo = 1] Wororrr 280 = [[(285), 28); = [] (285,)-
k=0 k=0 k=0

Then, we have the following useful description of G:

Proposition 3.3. Let (5;)icy be a random field on V' with distribution V“;V’". Then for everyi,j €V,
almost surely,

.. Wo’ G,B(Zaj) Wo’
G ) = o .. - — .
8(i,7) JEZP:XJ- (26)s Gp(i,1) Jg;:% (28)5

4 Preliminary lemmas

In this section we will prove a few lemmas about Inverse Gaussian random variables which will
be crucial in the sequel of this paper.

Lemma 4.1. Let A"™ be an Inverse Gaussian random variable with parameters (1,n). Then we

know that
1 1 1

E [ln(A(”))} =——+o0 (1) and Var [ln(A(”))} = +o (—) .

2n n n

Moreover, for any n € N\{0,1} and for any v > 0, it holds that

P [|In(A™)] > v] € — e =22

T oyn(n—1)

Proof. This proof is very similar with the proof of Lemma 3.4 in | | but we do it again here
for the paper to be self-contained. Let n € N*. The density of In(A™) is

Voo /2—2nsinh(u/2)?
e u n simh(u du
V2T

Therefore,

+o0 . .
E {IH(A(n))} = » L;;ue—u/2—2nsmh(§)2du

—+o00 . u
_ \/25 / (ue—u/2 _ueu/2) e—2nsmh(§)2du
vV zZ2m Jo
“+oo .
= ——8\gﬁ usinh(u)e_%s‘nh(“)2du. (4.1)
V21T JO

13



Now, let us do the change of variable ¢t = sinh(u) in (4.1). It yields

8y [0t xargsinh(t) o
()| = 2nt
E [ln(A )} =~ o ho 7 e dt

1 8 [F°°{/nt x argsinh(t/\/n) =2 gt

X —_
no /27 V1+t2/n

Besides, for every ¢ > 0 and for every n € N*, Vntxargsinh(t/v/n) , —2¢2 < 2727, Therefore, we can

(4.3)

\/l+t2/n
apply the dominated convergence theorem in (4.3) which implies
1 1
E |In(A™)| = —= —/ t2e7 2" gt <):—— ( ) 4.4
[n( )} x Vo to 2n +o 2n (44)

Now, let us define B™ = \/n (ln(A(")) + %) Observe that the density of B(™ is
2
—if 2 _ L) _opginh(d(1—-L
1 e 2( n Zn) 2 h(2(\/ﬁ Zn)) dv.
Therefore, as sinh(x)? > 2 for every = € R, for any positive function F of R into itself,

T R G CE

—00 2w
1 1 [® 2
< eﬁ/ F(v)e " 2dv. 4.5
< et [P (4.5
Consequently, by the dominated convergence theorem,
1 oo
E[B™?] —— —— / Ve 2qy = 1, (4.6)
n—+00 /21 J-co

Combining (4.6) with (4.4), we get
1 1
Var [ln(A("))} =—+4o0 (—) .

Now, let us look at the tail of In(A™). Let v > 0.

P (|n(A™)] > v) = /R\[

<

_/R\[ vv]\/_

§2e

exp —2n sinh(z/2)? —:E/Z)dzn

v,0]

it

exp( nz?/2 —:17/2)

exp( (n—1) 2/2)da: (4.7)

where in the first inequality we used the fact that sinh(z) > x for every z > 0 and in the second
inequality we used the fact that for every z € R, e %/2 < e x e*/2, Therefore, by (4.7), for every
v >0,

—+00

P (] In(A™)] > v) < 26/ \/m exp(—2?/2)dx

2e [t 2
— exp(—z“/2)dx
SN p(—z~/2)

2e  —(n-1p2/2 (4.8)

= vy/m(n—1)
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where in the second inequality we used the fact that n < 2(n — 1) for every n > 2 and in the last
inequality we used the fact that for > vy/n — 1, it holds that 1 < z/(vy/n —1). It conludes the
proof of Lemma 4.1. 1

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ > 0. Let n € N*. Let (AE”))Z-EN* be a sequence of independent Inverse Gaussian
random variables with parameters (1,n). Then, for every € > 0, it holds that

lim IP’( sup |In(A n)|>€>:0.

n—+o0 i€1,[en]]

Proof. Let € > 0. By Lemma 4.2, we know that

IP’( sup |ln( )|>s>:1—(1_[p>(|1n(A§n))|>€))[cn1

i€1,[en]]
<1 (1o 28 v . (4.9)
- ey/m(n—1) '
which goes to 0 as n goes to infinity. O

Lemma 4.3. Let n € N*. Let (A,(n))z‘eN* be a sequence of independent random wvariables which are
distributed as an Inverse Gaussian random variable with parameters (1,n). Let us define the process

t— Y;(n) which is a random continuous function such that if j/m <t < (j+1)/n),
Jj+1
HA +n(t—j/n) HA HA(n)
i=1

Then, the following convergence holds for the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets:

(V)0 ﬁ ()59

where o s a Brownian motion.
Proof. By Lemma 4.2, for every T > 0,
[tn] [tn]

(n(r™ )tE[OT] (Zln ™) —E [m(A") }+ZE[1n () }) + ol (1)
0.7]

where olf;T(l) is a random function whose supremum goes toward 0 in probability when n goes

Ltn]
to infinity. By Lemma 4.1, we know that > E [ln(AZ(-"))} converges toward —t/2. Moreover,
i=1

Ltn]
t— > ln(AZ(")) —E [ln(Az(-n))} is a martingale. Furthermore, as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 in
i=1

[ |, one can combine the estimates of Lemma 4.1 and the martingale functional central limit

theorem (see Theorem 1.4, Section 7.1 in | ]) in order to prove that
[tn]
Z In(A (n) [ln(A(n))}
>0
converges toward a Brownian motion. O
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Lemma 4.4. Let K > 1. Let ¢ > 0. Let A1 be an Inverse Gaussian random variable with parameters
(1,K). Then, it is possible to find a coupling with a random wvariable As which has an Inverse
Gaussian distribution with parameters (1, K + ¢) such that

1) (4)
LY (B 4 ey SR VERD 4R
A2/ \KY VE

where for every i € {1,2,3,4}, RY s a positive random wvariable and conditionally on {R(i),i €
{1,2,3,4}}, Ber is a Bernoulli random variable whose parameter is smaller than f‘g,f/l;. Moreover,

there exists a positive constant k which does not depend on K and ¢ such that for everyi € {1,2,3,4},
E [R(i)4] <k

Proof. Following | |, we can construct A; and As in the following way: Let v be a Gamma
random variable with parameters (1/2,1). Let U be a uniform random variable which is independent
of 4. Now, let us consider

In(Ay) — In(Ay)| < <jl +

X—l—i——— 2K + 7

~
Xo=1 \2(K
2 +K—I—c K+c o)t

For every i € {1,2}, if U < ﬁ’ then we define A; = X; and if U > 1+1X , then we define
A; =1/X;. According to | ], A1 ~IG(1,K) and Ay ~ IG(1,K + ¢). Now, let us show that
this coupling satisfies the required estimate.

First remark that
Ay
1
" (Az) ’

‘ 1 *12‘) ( ‘Al *12‘)
< - = - =
In (1—1— X +In(1+ ;

1

< (— + —) ’Al Ag‘ (4.10)
Ay

Therefore, it is enough to find an upper bound for |[A; — As| in order to prove Lemma 4.4. To do

this, we have to consider three situations

Situation 1: Let us assume that U < 1~ - X and U < 7% - X . Then, it holds that

and

‘ ln(Al) — ln(Ag)‘

|A1 — As| = [ X1 — X5
SZ{Z—I-\/_‘K\/QK—I— \/ (K—l—c)—l—'y‘
e 1 \/7 )
< 2K _— 2(K — V2K
<+ VAIVIR (- K+c>+ﬁK+c< (K+0+7- VKT

~ve \/—+\/_ 2¢
St TR \/_K\/2K+c)+7+\/2K+7
< ;{Cz —I—C\/’\/ﬁ‘i‘ Yain f\/;;/z (4.11)

Therefore, by (4.11), in the situation 1, there exists a positive random variable R® whose fourth
moment is bounded by some constant x(!) which does not depend on K and ¢ such that

cRMW

W. (4.12)

|A; — Ag| <
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Rermark that U and R®) are independent.
Situation 2: Now, let us assume that U > ﬁ and U > ﬁ Remark that

1

—_1+—+ \/2K+

X1

1 o
=1 VT o (K
X, T EK+1c Eite +e)

Therefore, exactly as in the first situation, one can show that

and

cRM

’Al — AQ‘ S W

(4.13)

Situation 3: Now, let us consider the case where U < H#X and U > % or the case where
1 +Xo2

U > ﬁ and U < ﬁ These two subcases are similar. Thus we will only treat the first one. If
1 1
we assume that U < T and U > 5 then

!Al—Aﬂ:}Xl——
§—+—\/2K+ +— 2(K +¢) +
(2) (4)
éCR +eR®) + R (4.14)

VK

where R®, R®) and R™W are positive random variables whose fourth moments are bounded by some
constant k2 which does not depend on ¢ and K. Remark that U is independent from R, R®,

R®) and R™W. Moreover, in this situation 3, we know that U € [ﬁ, ﬁ} or U € [1+X2, 1+1X1}
Therefore, U belongs to some interval Z whose size is
1 1 B | X1 — X5
I1+X; 1+Xo (14+X1)(1+Xo)
< X1 — Xof
cRM

where in the last inequality, we used (4.12). Together with (4.14), it implies that, in situation 3,

cR® 4+ /cR®) + RW
A — Ag] < HU el 4.16
A1 — Ag| < ( Wi7e { } (4.16)
where the size of Z is lower than f‘g,,(/l; with R independent of U. Finally, choosing x =
max(k(1, ) and combining (4.12), (4.13) and (4.16) concludes the proof. O
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5 Proof of the results of section 2.3

First, let us prove Proposition 2.4.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Step 1: Proof of (i) and (iii). One remarks that (iii) is just a particular
case of Lemma 4.1 in | |. Actually, in Lemma 4.1 in | |, we condition with respect to the
sigma-field o(B;,¢ € [2,n]) and not with respect to Z,, ,,. Nevertheless, we will see in the proof of
(77) that for every n € N* and for every m € N*,

Zn,m C U(ﬁiyi € [[2,71]])

Moreover (i) stems directly from (iii).
Step 2: Proof of (ii). Let m > 1. For sake of convenience, for every n € N*, we denote H,, =

(Hém))ﬂl,nﬂ7ﬂl,nﬂ and G, = H;!. The strategy of the proof is the following one: first, we will

establish an algebraic relation between (G n,qb(nm ) and (G,,_ 1,1/1(n Lm) ) by means of the Schur
complements. Then we will condition this algebralc relation Wlth respect to the o-field o(f;,1 €
[2,n — 1]) thanks to the conditioning properties of 8 given by Proposition 3.2. We will divide this
proof into two main lemmas. Here is the first one.

Lemma 5.1. Let n € N*\{1}. It holds that,

. Z(n—l,m) A
Z{m = BT (280 = m*Gopa(n— 1,0 1)) (5.1)

where G n—1 15 the inverse of (H ))[[2 n—1],[2,n—1] -

Proof of Lemma 5.1. For every n € N* let C,, be a vector of size n such that

With this notation, remark that for every integer n > 2,
H, 1 C,
H, = 7 " :
" (0;{_1 26,

For every n > 2, let us define D,, = 243, — C,,_ 1Gn 1Ch—1. Using the Schur complement, we get
that for every integer n > 2,

Gn — ( Gn 1 +Gn ICn lD 10 1Gn 1 ‘ _én—lcn—ngl ) (52)
# ‘ *
Now, let us fix an integer n > 2. If we apply (5.2) at points (1,1) and (1,n), we obtain
G,(1,1) =G, 1(1,1) + m?*D;'G,_1(1,n — 1), (5.3)
wé"’m) =mG,(1,n) =m?D;'G,_1(1,n — 1) = mD;, lw n—Llm), (5.4)

18



Therefore, combining (5.3) and (5.4), we get

A A

n,m Gn 1,1 Gn— 1,1 ~
zgm = Gl Gl g 10— 1)
%’ mDx, ¢5 ’
_ -1m)  Dn | B
=7 x 4 Gy (1n - 1), (5.5)

Moreover, D, = 23, — m2Gp_1(n — 1,n — 1). Together with (5.5), it yields

(n—1,m)
Zgm = BT x 28, —mZy "G (n—1,n — 1) + Guoy(Ln — 1)
(n—1,m) ~
B8 A Gn—l(la 1) A
=— x268, - Gpoin—-1,n—-1)0———"—+G,—1(I,n—1
m ’ 1 & (n—1) 1t )
z{ = Goa(1,1) (4 Goor(L,n— 1)
=25 %28, - ﬁ G, i(n—1,n—-1)— MGn_l(l,n —1)
m Go1(1,n—1) Goa(1,1)
(5.6)
where the second equality comes from the definition of Z én_l’m). Besides, according to Proposition

3.3, én_l(n — 1,n — 1) can be interpreted as a sum over the set of paths from n —1 ton — 1 in

[1,n —1]. Moreover, thanks to Proposition 3.3 again, CA"'éi'Ll(’?I)l)Gn_l(l, n — 1) can be interpreted
n—1\4,
as a sum over the set of paths from n — 1 to n — 1 in [1,n — 1] which go through 1. Therefore the

difference,

. Go_i1(l,n—1) 4
Goan—1n—1) Gt =D g
Goi(L,1)

can be interpreted as a sum over the set of paths from n — 1 to n — 1 in [2,n — 1]. Consequently,
by Proposition 3.3 again,

A Gu1(l,n—1) » .
Goin—1n—-1)—-2212" JG, 1(1,n—1)=Go,1(n—1,n—1
1( ) G (L) 1( ) 2.n—1( )

where sz—l is the inverse of (H(ﬁm))ﬂz’n_lﬂ7ﬂz’n_1ﬂ. Together with (5.6), it implies that

n,m n—1lm 2 n n—1,m) A
Zé m) Zé Lm) o % —mZé L )Ggm_l(n— 1,n—1)
én—l,m) A
i (2Bn — szgm_l(n —-1,n— 1)) . (5.7)

Now, let us enounce the second fundamental lemma of this proof.

Lemma 5.2. For every n € N*\{1}, it holds that

L(2Bnlo (Biyi € [2,n—1])) = m?Gop1(n —1,n — 1) +
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Proof of Lemma 5.2. Now, let us condition (3, in Lemma 5.1 with respect to o(8;,7 € [2,n — 1]).
Recall that we assumed § ~ Véim. Thanks to Proposition 3.2, conditionally on o(f3;,7 € [2,n — 1]),

w,
Tn,m,Wnm Where

By is distributed as Vi
Wn,m = m2ér2,n_1(n — 1,’1’L — 1)

Nnm = M+ mzégm_l(l n—1).

G71—1(17 n— 1)

~

Gn—l(lv 1)

and

However, thanks to Proposition 3.3,
még,n_1(2,n — 1) =
1

Consequently,
Gn—1(17 n— 1)
=m-+m—= =m+ .
Tn,m Gn—l(17 1) Zén—l,m)

)

Therefore,
L (2Bn|o (Biyi € 2,n—1])) = Wym +
9 A 1
=m"Gop_1(n—1,n—1)+
G ——A—,1
e Lm

B
O
Combining Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2, it holds that
. ‘ Z(n—l,m) 1
£ (2§ o (Biyi € [2,n —1])) = Bm x . (5.8)
e (_ﬁ 1>
m+ Z(nfl,m)
B
Moreover, by Proposition 3.3, for every k € [1,n — 1],
G’k(l, 1) S[1,k] (2/8)0'
JEPk’l

(k;m)
Zy
Remark that the sum in the right-hand side of (5.9) never contains 1. Thus, for every k € [1,n—1],

Zék’m) is measurable with respect to o (8;,i € [2,n — 1]). This implies that
Znam Co(Bii€2,n—1]).

Together with (5.8), it yields

Z(n_lvm) 1

(n7m)|Zn—1,m) =7 X .
" 1

Gl —— 1

c (ZB

It conludes the proof of (ii).
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Now, we still have to prove that (w(n ™) Jnen+ and (Zé"’m))neN* converge toward the exponential
functionals of the Brownian motion 1ntroduced by Matsumoto and Yor when we take the scaling limit
as m goes to infinity. To do so, we need first to prove a lemma which gives a useful representation of
the S-field with distribution 1/1{](*”1. Note that this construction is very specific to the one-dimensional
structure of the graph.

Lemma 5.3. Let m € N*. Let (Az(m)),-eN* be a sequence of independent Inverse Gaussian random
variables with parameters (1,m). We define 1 = # and for every i € N*\{1},

gy T
Bi = 5 AT+ "ok

Then, 8 ~ vEm.

Proof. For every i € N* let us write A; for Agm) for sake of convenience. Let k € N*. Let
(ti)ieqie) € R%. Then, it holds that

E[exp( %_'k ti2rn’ (Ai_1+ALi)>‘|
1 )

t; m tk
el (3 (oot )] 2l (3%
71;11 p( <2+1 i+ Az p 5 Ak
k=1 +oo m(x— 2 i T+t /@ +oo m(x— 2 '
_ / vm o (2m1) e_mt +12 t dl‘X/ Jm - (le) e_m%dx.
1 J0 2w 0 V2ma3

Moreover, for every ¢ € [1,k — 1], remark that

2
[ 14t;
+oo \/m m(z 1)2 _ 1+1£+t /@ +oo \/ 1 + t (:I: 1+t1+1)
dr = 2 —m(l + ti) d
0 7TII:

e p)
EEa
I LTt

X

1

T X exp (—m (\/1+ti\/1+ti+1 - 1))
1

= mexp (—m (\/1 +tiv/1+ tig1 — 1))

because in the first equality we recognised the density of an Inverse Gaussian random variable with

X

parameters ( 1—1:1;?1 ,m(1+ tz)) for every i € [1,k — 1]. Besides, one can prove in the same way
that N i , )
o) m _m(acfl) —mt—k
2z 2md = — 1 t - 1 .
/0 27m36 e x T exp ( m(v1+t ))
Therefore,
tim k t;im 1
E - e I P —
o (5525 ()|
k—1 k 1
— exp (— Y m (\/1 Tt/ +t— 1)) X exp (—m(\/l T — 1)) <] —
i=1 i=1 i
This is exactly the Laplace Transform in (2.4). O



Proof of Proposition 2.5. Let m € N*. First, let us use the construction of the (S-field given in
(m)

Lemma 5.3. For every i € N*, we write A, = A; for sake of convenience. Let n € N*. First, we

have to compute (é‘rn(z, ])) (]’ This computation requires two lemmas. Here is the first one:
27.] 7n

Lemma 5.4. For every i € [1,n — 1], for every j € [i +1,n],

Gnl(ind)  _ ,
Gu(i+1,5)

Proof. Our proof is based on an induction with respect to i: for every i € [1,n — 1], we will prove

PO 7)€ i+ 1,n], = onlBd)
Gn(i+1,7)

=A;".
Now, let us prove P). We know that H,G, =1, In particular, it holds that for every j € [2,n],
261G (1, ) = mGi(2,5).

Moreover, we know that 23 = Aﬂ1' Therefore,

M — A
G, (2,7)

Therefore, P is true. Now, let us assume that PU—1) is true for some i € [2,n — 1]. Let us prove
P, Again, we use the fact that H,G,, = I,, which implies that for every j € [i + 1,7],

263G (i, j) = mGy(i — 1,5) + mG(i + 1,5).

Consequently,
1 Gn 1. Ay 1.4
<—+Ai_1) _Galiz1j)  GE+1J) (5.10)
Ai Gn(i,J) Gn(i,7)
By PU=1) it holds that .
Guli — 1,5)
A . N i1
G (i, 7)
Combining it with (5.10) implies that for every j € [i + 1,n],
AGT'l(Zaj)' :Az
Gn(i+1,7)
which means that P is true. O

Now, we need some notations. For every i € [1,n] and for every j € [[i,n], we define

DG+ =mAt I A%
i<k<j—1

Moreover, we define R() (i +— n + 1) which is the effective resistance between i and n + 1 in the
graph [i,n + 1] with conductances ¢, Let us state the second lemma in order to compute G,.
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Lemma 5.5. For every i € [1,n],

N

G, (i,i) = RY(i ¢+—n+1).
In particular, for every i € [1,n],

~ 1 n—1 k

k=i r=i

Proof. For every j € [i + 1,n[, we define

TOER=CLEI ) g

G (i,9) i<k<j—1

Furthermore, we define h(i) = 1 and h(n + 1) = 0. Now, we aim to prove that h is harmonic on
[i,n + 1] with conductances ¢, Let j € [i + 1,n]. Remark that

N

mGy(i,j—1) 1 Ax mGu(i,j+1) 1 Ak

(@) (s . . @) (s < . . i<k<j—2 1<k<j

c —1LHh(j -1+, i+ Dh(+1) = — + —

(G—1Lj)h(G—1) (J,7 +Dh(G +1) GAL T A Eina T A
i1<k<j—2 i<k<j—1

mGn(i,j — 1) +mGy(i,j + 1)

i<k<j—1
Gn(i,i) I1  Ax
i<k<j—1

Moreover, we know that 23; = Aﬂj +mA,;_i. Therefore

DG =1, — 1) + (5 + Dh(j + 1) =

ol T Ak x (DG —1,5) + (5,5 + 1)
G (i,1) i<h<i—1 ( )

= h(j) x (PG~ 1.3) + V(i +1).
Therefore, h is harmonic. Thus, by identity (2.3) in [ ], we get

1

o e D(i+1)(1—h(i+1)).

Consequently, we have

__ ! _m 1—% (5.11)
R (i+—n+1) i G, (i,1)

Recall that Hnén = I,,. Therefore,
28:G(i,i) =1+ mGp,(i — 1,7) + mG, (i + 1,4).

It yields

1 1 G(i—1,%) N G, (i+1,1)
A; mGh, (i, 1) G(i,i) Gn(ii)
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However, by Lemma 5.4,

which implies that

1 Gu(i+1,0) 1

A; G(i,i) mGn (i, i)
Combining this with (5.11) yields

1 1
RO@G+—n+1)  G,(i,i)

which concludes the proof of the first part of Lemma 5.5. In order to prove the second part of
Lemma 5.5, observe that

A

G, (i,i) = RO(i ¢+—n+1)
n 1 1 n—1 k
_Zc(n(k; k+1) m <A 2 14 XA’““)

k=i r=i

Let ,j € [1,n] such that j < i. By the Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5,

n—1 k
HAkx—<A + Y ] 4 xAkH) (5.12)

—1

n(jyi =H

= k‘ + 1 Z) k=1 r=i
In particular,
A n R 1 n—1 k
Y™ = mG(1,n) = [] Ai and Gu(1,1) = (Al + 3 I 42 % Ak—i—l) (5.13)
i=1 k=1r=1
Therefore,
%(Al—k Z H A2 ><Ak+1>
Z{"m™ = i . (5.14)

1 4
i=1

Recall that (™) (t));>0 and (Z0™(t))s>0 are respectively the continuous linear interpolations of

(¢étmtJ’m))t20 and (ZélmtJ,m))tZO' Therefore, combining (5.13), (5.14) and Lemma 4.2, for every
T > 0, for every m € N*| it holds that

t
| rimyzas

(z;(m)(t),Z(m)(t))te[OT]: Y™, oYT +ob, (1) (5.15)
’ t

te[0,7

where O%T(l) is a random function whose supremum on [0, 7] goes to 0 in probability and Y (™)
is defined in Lemma 4.3. Thus, we can use Lemma 4.3 in (5.15) in order to conclude the proof of
Proposition 2.5. [l
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Now, we are ready to give a new proof of Theorem 1 thanks to the discrete version of the
Matsumoto Yor properties given by Proposition 2.4.

New proof of Theorem 1. First, let us prove point (iii) of Theorem 1. Let ¢ > 0. Let k € N* and let
th <tg < --- <t <tbek positive real numbers which are smaller than ¢. Let m € N* and let F'
be a bounded continuous function from R**! into R. By (iii) in Proposition 2.4, it holds that,

E[F (0™, 20m oo zdmim)]

|mtq |?

+o0o B )
=k / F (gj, ZéLth,m)’ o ’ZéLmth,m)) 1 exp [ — 1t (.’L’ 1) el
0 27TZéLmtJ 7m) x3 Z/gl_m J 7m) 2q

(5.16)

Thanks to Proposition 2.5, one can make m go to infinity in (5.16) which yields

E[F (e, Z 2 =E| [ Fz 2 ) L"),

e = x ———exp | ——= x| .

ty Lty y Lty 0 y Lty y Lty \/W p Zt 2

It proves (iii) in Theorem 1. Moreover (i) in Theorem 1 is a direct consequence of (iii). Now, let us
prove (ii). Let € > 0. Let T'> . Let t € [¢,T]. Let m € N*. Let us define

|mt|—1
ME™ =(zZ{" ™) — iz =S R [In(Zf™) — n(Z) 2] -
k=|me]

Remark that (Mge’m),t > 6) is a martingale. We would like to show that it converges toward a
Brownian motion. First, by (ii) in Proposition 2.4, one can get the following useful representation

of Mﬁe’”“:

|mt|—1
M(Evm) — ln(Z(\_mtJvm)) In ( (lmel,m + m|{—
! g i %:m ;o \mt1 /Z (k,m)
[mt|—1
+ Y Em(IG(1,m+ 1/Z8™)| 2] - (5.17)
k=|me]

m)

Besides, another useful representation of M;”"™ is the following one:

|mt|—1
= > Alm (5.18)

k=|me]

where for every k € N*,

Agn) _ ln(Zék+1,m)) . ln(Zék’m)) +1In Lkm) +E [ln(IG(l,m + 1/Zék’m)))|zk7m] )
m+ 1/Z

By (ii) in Proposition 2.4, for every k € N*,

A = —I(IGk(1,m +1/Z§"™)) + E [I(IGx(1,m + 1/Z§"™))| Z5.] (5.19)
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where conditionally on (Zék’m))keN* = (zk)ken+, (IGE(1,m~+1/2))ken~ is a sequence of independent

random variables such that for every k € N* IGr(1,m + 1/z;) is an Inverse Gaussian random
variable with parameters (1, m + 1/z;). Let § > 0. By Proposition 2.5,

1 law 1
sup —— sup - (5.20)
ke[[me], |_mTﬂ] Z(k M) m—-+too s€le,T] Zs

Remark that in the limit above, the restriction on [e,7T] is crucial. Indeed, ¢ = 0 would give an
infinite limit. Furthermore, by (5.20), there exists a positive constant Cs such that for every m € N*,

1
P sup > Cs| <6 (5.21)
ke[|me],|mT]] Z/B

In the sequel, we use the notation A(J) to designate the event

1
su <Cs».
{ke[[LmsJ |mT] Z(k ™) }

Conditionally on A(d), one can use the estimate of the expectation of an Inverse Gaussian random
variable given by Lemma 4.1 to obtain that for every k € [|me, |, [mT]],

A = —(IGy(1,m + 1/Z{"™)) + E [In(IGy(1,m))] + %om,a(l) (5.22)

where o, 5(1) goes to zero when m goes to infinity and does not depend on k. Now, let use the
coupling of Lemma 4.4 in (5.22). Therefore, for every k € [|me, |,[mT]], conditionally on A(d),

there exists random variables (RS),Z' € {1,2,3,4}) and Bery, exactly as in Lemma 4.4 such that
m 1 m
AP = ~In(IGy(1,m)) + E [In(IGx(Lm))] + —o0p5(1) + J™ (5.23)

where (IGg(1,m))gen+ is a sequence of independent Inverse Gaussian random variables with pa-
rameters (1,m) and for every k € N*

m) 1 1
J +
S (IGk(l m) o IG(1, m+1/Z’“” ))

4)
CR’(f)+B 2+ VGRY + RWY |
m3/2 vm

Moreover, for every i € {1,2,3,4}, R,(f) is a positive random variable and conditionally on {R,(f),i €

1)
{1,2,3,4}}, Bery is a Bernoulli random variable whose parameter is smaller than G ?/2 Moreover,
there exists a positive constant x which does not depend on m, k and Cs such that for every

)4
ie€{1,2,3,4}, E [R,(;) ] < k. Consequently, conditionally on A(d), using (5.23) in (5.18) yields for
every t € [e,T],

|mt] |mt|
ME™ = 37 (~I(IGH(1,m) + EmIGL,m)]) + Y. I (T~ )oms(l).  (5.24)
k=|me] k=|me]

26



[mt]
Now, let us show that the term Jlgm) is negligible under A(d). Remark that
k=|me]

|mt] |mt| 1 1 1/2
E |1{A(s T < V2 E -
Aoy > } Z 1Gx(L,m)* * 1G,(1, m—i—l/Z(km)}

k=[me k=[me
x E <C diry + Bery, x 5B, + VO3, +R§f)>2 v
m3/2 Jm
et TRy oR? + yoRY + RO\
< 2\/_k %:mj E < m3/2 + Bery X NG ) (5.25)

where we used the fact that for every K > 1, E [IG(1, K)7%] = (1+1/K)*+1/K +2/K? < 7. Now,

in (5.25), we can apply the estimates concerning the random variables Bery, and (R(Z),z' €{1,2,3,4})
given by Lemma 4.4. Therefore, it holds that

|m]
E|1{A@)} 3 J,gm>}

k=|me]
[mt] 2/ (142 2/ (212 (3)\2 (4)y2\ 71/2
<47 Y E[Qs(R ) + Ber? (Cé(Rk )2+ Cs(Ry)” + (Ry) )]
k=|me] m
m 1/2
<47 f E [CE(RS)V + CsR;) <05(R( N2 L os(RP)2 + (3124))2”
m3 m3/2 m
k=|me]
Cx el /A 3/8
< 4VT(T —¢) (% + “1/4 (¢ +05+C§/2)>. (5.26)

Therefore, we can use the estimate (5.26) in (5.24) which implies that, on the event A(J), for every
tele, T,

|t
ME™ = 3 (= (IGk(1,m) + E[In(IGx(1,m)]) + (T = £)oms(1) + 0 500(1)  (5.27)
k=|me]

where o]f;b’ ser(1) is a random function whose supremum on [e, 7] goes to 0 in probability when m
goes to infinity. Moreover, exactly as in the proof of Lemma 4.3, we know that the continuous linear
interpolation of

[m(t+e)]
( > (—ln(IGk(l,m))+E[ln(IGk(1,m)])>

k=|me] t€[0,T—¢]

converges in law toward some standard Brownian motion a(®) for the topology of uniform con-
vergence. Therefore, on the event A(d), the continuous linear interpolation of (Mii’_?))te[o"f_a]
converges in law toward «®). Moreover, the probability of the event A(d) can be made as close as
we want from 1. Therefore, the linear interpolation of (MiiT))tE[O,T—s] converges in law toward
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o'®). Moreover, recall from (5.17) that for every t € [, T,

|mt|—1
ME™ =z “n(z{ ) 3 (—m . m))
k=|me] m—l—l/Zﬁ’
[mt|—1
+ Y Em(IG(1,m+1/Z5™)| 2] - (5.28)
k=|me]
Moreover, as before, one can show that sup ﬁ is tight and by using a Taylor expansion

ke[|me|,|mT]]
of the logarithm, we get that

|mt)—1 ( m )) (  lmtl-1 oy )
Z In| —— =|-—— Z +of (1)
o) (k,m) e, T
(k: [me] m+ 1/Z tele,T) iy =[me] Z tele,T]
1
([ o) a6
( € Z(m)(s) tele,T] :

where O%E’T(l) is a random function whose supremum on [g,T] goes to 0 in probability as m goes

to infinity. In the last equality, we used the definition of Z(™ given in Proposition 2.5. Besides,

using Lemma 4.1 and the tightness of sup Z(,clm) again, we obtain that

ke[[|me],|mT]]

|mt|—1
( > E[IG (1,m+1/25™) yzk,m]) = (=(t = €)/2) 1oy + Oer(D). (5.30)
k= \_me] [8 T}

Therefore, one can combine (5.30), (5.29), Proposition 2.5 and the fact that the linear interpolation
of (Mf:i’_?))te[QT_E} converges in law toward a(®) to make m go to infinity in equation (5.28). The
convergence in law in equation (5.28) holds on the compact set [e,T] for the topology of uniform
convergence. Actually, we consider this convergence for the continuous linear interpolations of
the random functions in (5.28). However, this does not change anything since the error which is
associated with this approximation goes to 0 in probability uniformly on [¢,T]. It implies that,
almost surely, for every ¢t € [0,T — ¢],

t t
In(Zs.) = In(Z) + ol + / ds+ ~. (5.31)
0 Zs+€ 2

Finally, using Ito formula in (5.31), almost surely, for every ¢t € [0,T — €],
t t
Ziye = Zo + / Zgyedal®) + / Zods +t. (5.32)
0 0

Moreover, the SDE (5.32) is satisfied for every € > 0 and for every T' > . This gives exactly (ii) in
Theorem 1. O

6 Study of the discrete operator on the circle

)

In this section, we will give a simple description of H /é/\’n and we will use it to compute G()‘ n)

explicitely. It is the first step in order to construct the continuous-space operator HN.
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6.1 A simple description of the random potential
Recall that an Inverse Gaussian distribution with parameters (u, \) has density

VI Aemw?
e i,
V23

Let A > 0. Let n € N. Let us consider a family (A(")

7

1{z > 0}

)z’ecwq of i.i.d Inverse Gaussian random
(n)

variables with parameters (1,n). Most of the time we will write A;"’ = A; for sake of convenience.

For every i € C[yy1, let us define

1

<Ai+1 4 E) . (6.1)

n

ﬁizg

In the definition above, if i = [An], then i + 1 is —[An] in order to respect the circular structure of

Cran]- Recall that Wr(L)‘) is a matrix on the discretized circle Cpy,] such that (Wy({\))m is 0 if 7 and j
are not connected and is n otherwise. Then, we have the following result

Proof of Lemma 6.1. The proof follows the same lines as the proof of Lemma 5.3.

6.2 Computation of G};’")

In the sequel of this article, we will assume that the random potential S with distribution
(A)
Vé/‘r/ :M is constructed with the random field A introduced in the previous section. A remarkable
fact is that this is possible to compute explicitely the matrix Gg"") as a function of the field A.
In order to make the computation simpler, let us make a small change of variables. For every

i € Cran, let us introduce u; = VA;A;y1 and D the matrix on C%/\M whose diagonal coefficients are

\/A_ Mals \/A_p\np_l, -+ and so on. Moreover, we introduce the matrix Rq(f"n) which is defined by

. q(f"n)(i,i) =u? + 1 for every i € Cran)-

e RO (i +1) = —u; for every i € Cpyy.
« RM(i,i— 1) = —u;_; for every i € Cpyn1.
(\n)

v (i,7) = 0 elsewhere.

Remark that

B =nD ' RO D (6.2)
Therefore, this is enough to compute the inverse of RE[\’"). Now, we are going to describe the inverse
of RO, However, some new notation is required. Recall that Cry,) = {—[An],---,[An]}. This

means that the discrete circle Cpy, is oriented by the +1 increment. For i, j € Cfy,), when we write

]:[?g:i or ii:i, we mean that k is in the set {é,s +1,--- ,5 — 1,5}. Then, the inverse of R(uA’n) is
given by the following proposition.
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Proposition 6.2. Let n € N*. Let A > 0. Leti,j € Crap)- If j & {i — 1,4, + 1}, then

~ji-1 el =il i1 wj-1 =il
[Tmiur x <1 + Zk:j+1Hl:kul2> + [ p=jur < (1 + Zk:i—i—lnl:kulz)

(RO, §) = . (6.3)
kEC an)
If j =141, then
S T i1
wp X {1+ kol limgui ) + Himiprue
(RO =L i 4+1) = 5 (6.4)
kEClan)
ifj=1—1, then
R, ) —i-2
R » Uj—1 X (1 + Zk:i+1Hl:kul2) + [p=iuk
(RO (dyi— 1) = : (6.5)
kEClan)
Moreover,
1 ~i—1 =il
(R&A’n))_l(l‘, Z) _ + Zk:i-}-lnl:kul ) (66)

2
[T up—1
keCrang

Remark 6.1. If we compare the formula for (Rq(f""))_l(z',j) given in Proposition 6.2 and the formula

given in identiy (5.12), one remarks that (R&A’"))_l(i,j) looks like a combination of Gy (i,j) into
two directions. This is possible to find an explicit link between (Rz(f""))_1 and G, but this is quite

involved and we prefer to show a more direct and brutal proof for Proposition 6.2.

Proof of Proposition 6.2. Let LQ(LA’") be a matrix with the coefficients given by Proposition 6.2. We

have to check that RQ(L)"")L(H)"") is the identity matrix. The computation is quite awful. That is why
we will only show that for every i € Cpyy,, (R&A’")Lq([\’n))(z’,i) equals 1 and (Rg’\’n)Lg""))(i,i +1)
equals 0. The other computations are not more difficult and we omit it in this paper for sake of

convenience. Let i € Cpy,1. Then, by definition of RQ(LA’”),

(RO LAY G iy = (1 + u2) LV (4, 4) — uim L™ (6,0 — 1) — w, L (6,0 + 1). (6.7)

u

For sake of convenience, we multiply identity (6.7) by

2
H Uk — 1 .
kEC an)
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(A,n)

Then, using the definition of the coefficients of Ly, =, we get

2
(RO LX) (6,4 % ( T ur — 1)

kGC"An]
S A | =2  =i-2 —i-2
= (1+u?) x (1 + Zk:i—i—lHl:kUlz) —Uji—1 X (ui—l X (1 + Zk:i—i—lnl:kulz) + Hk:z‘“k)
—u; X ( (1+Zk z+2Hl kul> +Hk z+1uk)

-7 - 1—2
=1+u; +Zk H—lHl kul +Zk H—lHl KU = UF g = Y z+1Hl kul —key ug
fAn]
—i—1
— D k= z+2Hl pui = IT
k)ECHn]
—7—1
=1-2 [lup—ui,+ <Zk H—lHl kul Zk H—lHl kul)
keCran
(Ek H—lHl KU — Zk z+2Hl kul)
—q
=1-2 TTup—uiy+uiy+l—puf
kE€Crany
2
=(1— [ ux] -
kEClan)
Thus, we get that
(ROMLE)(0,1) = 1.
Now, let us look at (Ry O n)Lq([\’n))(z',i +1). By definition of Ry ),
(RAM LAY (G5 41)
= (1 +u)LA (G i+ 1) —u LI (6 — 1,0+ 1) — w; LA (1,0 4 1), (6.8)

2
As previously, we multiply identity (6.8) by ( IT ug — 1) . Then, using the definition of the
k)ECHn]

An)

coefficients of Lg , we get

il mied il
(14 uf) x (Uz X (1 + Zk:i+2Hl:kul2> + Hk:i—l—luk)
—Uj—1 X (uz—luz <1 + Zk z+21:[l kul> + Hk H—luk x (1 + u; )>
i S
—up X {1+ ol [
5 wi-l =i si-l miel o i1
= Ui +uy + i) p—iiol 1= kul F i) il [=gpui + (14w [rmir vk

-2 i1 i g
_Uiu2 —Ui) e z+2Hl kul (1+ uz)Hk—i—i—luk — Ui — uiZk:i+2Hl:kul2

—7—1
:u3 U , 1+ U (Zk z+2Hl kul Zk z+2Hl kul)
(Zk z+2Hl kul Zk z+2Hl kul>

=u} —uu?_q +uui g —up
=0.
This concludes the proof. [l
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7 Convergence of the discretized Green function

Before proving Theorem 2, we need to prove a first lemma. For every t € [\, \] and for every
n € N*, let us define a continuous random fonction ¢ — Xt(n) such that if j/n <t < (j+1)/n,

J Jj+1 J
Xt"): H u; +n(t—j/n) H u; — H w;

i=—[An] i=—[An] —[An]

where for every i € Cpy,), i = VAijAiy1 where (Ai)iecnm is a family of independent Inverse
Gaussian random variables with parameters (1,n). Then we have the following lemma:

Lemma 7.1. For the topology of uniform convergence on [—\, A,

n law _
X ieoan] —2 (Xe)refan : (eBt+A (t+>\)/2)

n—+00 te[-A N

Proof of lemma 7.1. First, remark that for every ¢t € [\, A] and for every n € N*
x" =y B (7.1)

o (n)

where t — Y, is a continuous function such that if j/n <t < (j +1)/n),

- j+1 J
Yt("): H A—i—nt—j/n( I A - H Az-)

—[An] i=—[An] —[An]

n)

and t — Et(n) is a random error function. By Lemma 4.2, sup E,F goes to zero in probability as

te[—\ A
n goes to infinity. Consequently, we only have to focus on Y (). This random function converges in
law toward a geometric Brownian motion according to Lemma 4.3. O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let us define a rescaled bilinear continuous interpolation (fz([\’n)) of (Rz(f""))_1
exactly as in (2.6). Besides, recall that by Lemma 7.1

n law
(X ))te[—)\,)\} o (Xiea (7.2)

where the convergence holds for the topology of uniform convergence. Now, the idea of the proof is
to write %ﬁf"n) as a function of X (™. Remark that

o If j > i (for the usual order in {—[An],---,[An]}) then

-1

(n)

X

[[ w=xt) el
I=j Z/”A)((")

(-1)/n
o If j < i, then
o
=T
(4-1)/
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Therefore, by Proposition 6.2, it holds that:

o From (6.6), if t € [—A, \],
A /v () 2 ¢ (n)\ 2
/ <7XA (X; ) ds+/ <X§)> ds
t Xsn = Xsn P

+0,(1) (7.3)

lfy\’”)(t’t) = (n)
" (X3 = 1)

where of (1) is a random variable which goes to zero in probability uniformly in ¢. (The

uniformity in ¢ comes from Lemma 4.2.)

o From (6.3), if t,t' € [-\,\] with ¢t < ¥/,

1-

— O (1) =

IO 1,1

2 2 2

xm (e (xmx e x x"mxim o x
()/ @ d”/ ) T / o )
th v Xsn _ Xsn X n f Xsn .

X1 - +on(l)  (7.4)

where o}, (1) goes to 0 in probability uniformly in ¢ and #' thanks to Lemma 4.2.

Remark that (7.3) is just a special case of (7.4). Therefore, in the rest of the proof, we will only focus
on (7.4). From (7.4) and (7.2) and the fact that the Lebesgue integral is a continuous functional for
the topology of uniform convergence, we obtain that % NQ(L)"n)(-, -) converges in law for the topology of
uniform convergence toward some symmetric random kernel (R™ (¢, ¢/ ))(t’t/)e(c(A))Q which is defined

for ¢,¢' € [=\, A] such that ¢ < ¢ by the formula

Xy XXX\ 2 tr X\ 2 X, X, [t /X2
t/(At)ds+/<—t>ds+At/(t>ds
Xt t Xs - Xs Xt’ t Xs

N ) =
L (X% 17
Xy Xy 5 [N ds ' ds /t ds
= " (X3 =+X ] — — . .
Sz \ Ny TN, xR (7:5)

Now, let us remark that (X;/Xo)ic[—a,y is distributed as (M;)ic(—x,\) Where M was defined in
subsection 2.4.2. Moreover, by (7.5), for every ¢,t' € [=\, A] such that ¢ < ¢’

RN (¢, t)
tl

_ (X /Xo)(Xe/Xo) o [ X3 [T X3 o [t X3
= (X)\/XO — 1/X0)2 (X)\/Xo) . Xg ds + (X)\/X())XO ; Xg ds + XO N st ds | .

Consequently, it holds that

(R(A) (¢, t/)) At <A

law M, M, ( 5 [N ds ' ds o [t ds
aw [ U Ay —— + My\M_, + M2 / .
= P A , 2 7\12 A 2

((M)\ — M_)\) t Ms t s —A MS A<t <A

Therefore, R™ has the same distribution as G which is introduced in subsection 2.4.2. It implies
that %L(ﬁ’")(.’ -) converges in law toward G™. In order to conclude the proof, we only have to

justify that %fq(f"n)(-, -) has the same limit as C?g"n)(-, -). Recall that, by (6.2),

Gg,n) _ 1D(R7S>\,n))—lD

n
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where D is a diagonal matrix whose entries are (\/AZ),ec( - and (A,),ec( ] AT€ independent Inverse
Gaussian random variables with parameters (1,7). However by Lemma 4.2, sup {|In(A;)|,7 € Crap1}
goes to 0 in probability as n goes to infinity. Therefore, D goes to the identity matrix in probability

uniformly in its coefficients as n goes to infinity. Consequently, the limits in law of n_lft([\’n) and
ég"n) are the same, that is, GV, This concludes the proof. O

8 Study of GV

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Remark that for every ¢t < ¢/, G (t,t') can be divided into three parts as
follows

Nt
(M) — M_A)Q% MEA(t, 1)) + MAM_y\B(t,t') + M*,C(t,t) (8.1)
with \ Y .
ds ds ds
n o N _ N _
A(tat)_ b Msga B(tat) /t M52 (t7t) _)\MSQ‘

Therefore, we have three symmetric kernels A, B and C. Let f € L?([-\, A]). We can observe that

// tdtdt' = ///;]\d;f dtdt+/ /t /A]\d;f Ndtdt'.

By Fubini’s theorem, this implies that

t/
A(t, 1) tdtdt' = / / / Ndtdt'd / / / Ndtdt'd
/ / A M2 s+ A M2 # y

_ /_ e /_ ROL Cis (8.2)
In the same way, one can show that,
_ Al 2
/ / C(t, ) F (1) F(¢)dedt! _/—AVE ds. (8.3)

By Fubini’s theorem again, we get

//Btt dtdt_///sz dtdt+///ﬂM2f ¢\ dtdt!
/AM2/fdt/f dtds—I—/ /fdt/f £)dids.

8.4)

These identities hold for every f € L2([-\,\]). Let f € L?([-A,)]). Combining identities (8.2),
(8.3), (8.4) and (8.1), we get

(MA—M_ / / GV, ) f () f () dtdt!

— M? t) M, dt

FMLM /

:/_AE?

S ds 4 MM / / F(6) Myt / F(t) M, dtds

2
ds

A M2

A
() Mydt / F(6) Midtds + M2, /

A
N / F(6)Mydt

M2

2
ds.

M,y /_ (Mt + M- / F(6)Midt
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This proves that G is non-negative. Now, let us check that it is positive. Let f € L?([~\, \]) such

that
Al
/—A M?

Then, for almost every s € [—A, A],

s A 2
M,y /_ (Mt + M / F(6)Mydt| ds = 0.

s A
M)\/ f(t)Mtdt + M—)\/ f(t)Mtdt =0.
-A s
Thus, by Lebesgue differentiation theorem, we get that for almost every s € [—\, \],
M)\f(S)Ms - M_)\f(S)MS = 0.

Moreover My — M _» # 0 almost surely. Therefore, almost surely, f is zero almost everywhere. This
concludes the proof.

[l
9 Proof of identities in law
Proof of Proposition 2.7. Let t € C™. By Theorem 2,
(An) law (A
G ([tnl, [tn]) ——— GV(t, ).
However, by Theorem 3 in [ |, for every n € N* G(Bk’n)([tnw, [tn]) is distributed as 1/(2v)
where 7 is a Gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1). Therefore, we get that
ME 2 A dS 2 t dS A law 1
My M W' L
(M)\_M—)\)2< e J\JS2+ _/\/_AMS2 gy 2y
[l

Proof of Corollary 2.8. First proof: Let us use Proposition 2.7 with ¢ = —\. This gives that

MG s 1
(My —M_y)? Joax M2 2y

where 7 is a Gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1). However, we can rewrite the left-hand
side as

M?, M? /A ds 1 22 M2 p
My—M_ )2 ) AM2 [ m 2 )y w2
(M A2 Jon M (ﬁ—l) o MZ%,

1 2 M2
= Y 5 MQA ds.
(s 1) s

However, recall that for every s € [\, \], M = ePs~%/2 where B is a Brownian motion such that
B(0) = 0. Consequently, we get that

M2 M3 /A ds _ ! /2A (2(Br—Br_)-s g
(My — M_3)? Jox M2 (eBa=Ba-A —1)* Jo '
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Remark that B := (Bx — Bx—s)s>0 is a standard Brownian motion such that B (0) = 0. This gives
exactly the formula in Corollary 2.8 with B and 2\. This first proof of Corollary 2.8 uses directly
the new tools developped in this paper. However, this is also possible to prove it thanks to the
Matsumoto-Yor properties whose a new proof is given in this paper.

Second proof: Let A > 0. Let us consider a Brownian motion « on Ry such that oy = 0. For
every t > 0, we define ¢, = e® /2 T, = [!e2ds and Z; = T;/e;. By (iii) in Theorem 1, the law
of e; conditionally on Z; is an Inverse Gaussian distribution with parameters (1,1/Z;). Therefore,
conditionally on Z; = z,

(e —1)*  (er—1)

T; zeg

is distributed as
(X —1)?

zX

where X is an Inverse Gaussian distribution with parameters (1,1/z). However, it is true generally
that if Y is an Inverse Gaussian distribution with parameters (u, ), then

Y = 10)? taw
A
r % y

where 7 is a Gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1). (This stems from a direct computation

involving the density of an Inverse Gaussian distribution.) Consequently, (1) t ) is distributed like
2~. This is exacly what we wanted to prove.
O

Now, let us prove functional identities in law.

Proof of Proposition 2.9. Let f be a deterministic continuous non-negative function on C®. By
. " Cran
Lemma 8.1 in [ |, for every n € N*, for every n € R,'™"',

2
An) /. . law \€CPan]
Y 3 GG S

1€CTAn] JECTAN

where 7 is distributed like a gamma distribution with parameters (1/2,1). Now, let us apply this
fact with 7; = n~1f(i/n). Then we obtain that

2
( S /n) Lt LSS GG ) £ £ ).

1€CT AR ZEC[,\M JECIAn

2
The left-hand side converges in law toward ( fi‘A f (:E)d:n) % because f is assumed to be continuous.
Now, let us focus on the right-hand side. By Lemma 4.2, it holds that,

= S Y MGG f/m)FG /)

ZECD\M 7 GCMTL]

(3
> o [ e e s ) o)

1€CT AR JECT AR
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where ol (1) goes to 0 in probability. Moreover, by (9.1) and the continuity of f, we get that

LSS GGG ) G ) / / GOM () f(8)F(H)dtdt + (1), (9.2)

ZEC[)\n'\ JECTAR]

We know that C?E; ™ converges in law toward GV, Besides, if w(C N xc (/\)) is the normed vector

space of continuous functions on CM x ¢ with the L>-norm, then

H'—>/ / V(1) dtdt!

is a continuous function on W(C™ x CW). Together with (9.2), this implies that

= > Y GGG/ —>//g (t, ) f () f()dtdt .

n—-+00
ZGCMTL] jEC[)\n“

Moreover, by Proposition 2.6,

/ / GV (¢, ) f(t) f (¢ dady

A 2
:m/u\; <M_ / f Mtdt+MA/ M f( )dt) du.

It concludes the proof. O

10 Study of HW

Proof of Theorem 3. Step 1: First let us show that the range of G is included in D (’H()‘)). Let
f € L2([=\,\])). For every z € CWV, it holds that

(My — M_y)*6W f(z) = (M) — M_)) ( / FGV (a, t)dt + / FGM (z,t)d )
T A ds T (s t ds
_ 2 2
_ /_/\f(t)Mth <MA s [ M2, /_A ME) dt

A A ds t ds T ds
2 2
+/x F(H) MM, <MA 3 MM |+ M2, /_A —> dt.  (10.1)

Therefore, GV f is continuous. In particular it is in L?([—\, \]). Besides, by looking at (10.1), one
can remark that g()‘)f(—/\) and G f(\) are both equal to

t ds
- 2
(MA_M_ /f <MAM_/M2+MAM /AMS2>dt.

Now, we have to look at the derivative of (%) By differentiating (10.1), we get that for every
zeCW

\) !
(M, — M_y)? (g ! ) ()

1

=0 <M)\(M—)\ — M,) /_m/\ f&)Mydt + M_\(M_y — M) /Af(t)Mtdt> . (10.2)

xT
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/
By (10.2), It is clear that (Lj\*/}f) is continuous. In particular, this is in L?([—\, A]). Moreover, by
/ /
looking at (10.2), one can remark that M_y (Lj\j[f) (=) and M), (%) (\) are both equal to

1 A
- t)M,dt.
M_A_MA/_AJ"() t

Finally, one can differentiate also (10.2). This gives that for almost every z € C,
™\
(2 (52)) @)= s, (103)

"\
Recall that f € L2([—\, \]). Together with (10.3), this implies that <M2 (g(;[)f) > € L2([-\ ).

Therefore, GM f € D (’H()‘)).
Step 2: Now, we have to show that D (’H()‘)) is included in the range of GV, Let g € D (H(A)).

Let us define N
1 g
=—— (M? (2L .
1= (0 (5))
Let us show that ¢ = GV f. Exactly as in (10.1), it holds that for every z € CW),

xT

—/x —L(W(i)/),(t)MM M2 [, [T e /t ds ) 4
)M, M R N A ¥ e A 7 N SV
Al g \"\’ A ds t ds T ds
— MM, | M} | — MM_/ M2/ t
[ -5 (0 (3)) @ t(%Mﬁ* MW oa Y )¢
T N A T t
_ 2( 9 9 ds ds 9 / ds
_ /_A (M (M)> ()M, (MA S MM [ M2 [ e
—/A <M2 <i>/>/(t)M a2 [0 o, [C e /x ds ) 4 (10.4)
- M x A . MS2 A -2 . M82 -\ . M2 . .
Thanks to integration by parts, on can check that for every z € CWV,
(My — M_,)? A o [N ds 2 (9 2 gy
Mg ) gt [ (1 (2 e, (2 )
/ /
_ “(y s (9 o [72
MAM_A/_/\ <M> (£)dt + MM, <M) ( A)/_A i
z ! ! T ds
(&) o (3 o]
+ - ) M () - T M (IL') ) MS2

A ! / A
g g ds
—M§/ <—M> (t)dt + M3 M? (-M) () P

(M — M_y)2GW f(2) = (My — M_,)? ( [ f0g @ e+ [ Y 16, t>dt>

+ MM /: (%)l(t)dt _MEM, (%)/()\) : %
~ M2, /: A% <M§ (%)/(A) Ve (%)/ (;n)) . (10.5)
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This expression seems to be quite awful. However, recall from the definition of D (Ho‘)) that
M_y (£) (=)) = My ()" (). Therefore, we can simplify many terms in (10.5) and we obtain
that for every z € CWV,

2 /: (%)/(t)dt F MM, /: (%)/(t)dt
= M) (g(A) — g(=A)) + M_x(g(A) — g(=N))

g(z)
+ 97 (—MAM_A +M%, — MyM_y + Mf)
g(x) 2
- My — M_ 10.
YA (M) ) (10.6)

where in the last equality, we used the fact that g(A) = g(—\). Finally, we proved that for every
zeCW,
GV f(x) = g(x).

Therefore, ¢ is in the range of G®). This concludes the proof of the fact that D (7—[()‘)) is exactly
the image of GV,

Step 3: We know that GV is a surjection from L?([—\,\]) onto D (7—[()‘)). Moreover, by
Proposition 2.6, G is positive definite. In particular it is injective. Therefore, G is a one-to-one
mapping from L%([—\, \]) onto D (”Ho‘)). Let us denote its inverse by HM. The computation in

the two first steps implies directly that for every g € D (7—[()‘)),

1 g\
= o (3
RV M
Moreover, remark that GO is self-adjoint because it is a bounded symmetric operator. Moreover,

-1
we have seen that it is injective. Thus, M = (g()‘)) is self-adjoint according to Corollary 2.5

in | ]. Furthermore, H) is positive definite because it is the inverse of GV which is itself
positive definite by Proposition 2.6. O

Now, let us show that the spectrum of H consists in a sequence of increasing positive eigen-
values.

Proof of Proposition 2.10. Recall that the operator GM on L?([—\, \]) comes from a continuous
kernel on the compact set CM xCN . Then, a classical proof using Arzela-Ascoli Theorem shows that
GW is a compact operator on L%([—\, \]). (See the beginning of section VL5 in | ].) Moreover,
we know that GO is self-adjoint on L?([—\,A]). Therefore, by the theorem of diagonalization of
self-adjoint compact operators (see Theorem VI.16 in | 1), the set of non-zero spectral values
of GV consists in a random sequence (Ay()\))x>o which represents the eigenvalues of G which
are counted with multiplicity. The sequence (Ag(X))k>0 is bounded, decreasing and converges to 0
when k goes to infinity. Moreover,

a(GV) = {0} U{(Ak(N)izo}-
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Indeed, 0 is also a spectral value of GV but not an eigenvalue because we know by Theorem 3 that
GW is injective but not surjective because its image is D (H(A)) G L?([-\, A]). Now, remark that
E is a spectral value of W if and only if Id — EG® is invertible. Therefore,

o (HY) N R* = {(1/4c(\))kz0} = {(Ex(\)izo}-
Moreover, 0 is not a spectral value of HM because it is a bijection from its domain onto L?([—\, A])
by Theorem 3. O
11 Proof of asymptotic results on H ™

Now, let us prove Proposition 2.11.

Proof of Proposition 2.11. By subsection 2.4.2 for every A > 0 and for every ¢,¢ € [\, A] such that
t> ¢,

My M, A ds ¢ ds b ds
Wp gy = MMy (0 [7A5 2 /
gt (MA—M_A)2< D V- Rl A Ve Ry BN VP

M, M, Mf A ds n M, [t ds +/t ds
(My/M_y—1)2 \ M2, Jy M2  M_yJ M2 J_xM?)’

= (11.1)
We know that M) /M_) goes to 0 when A goes to infinity. Therefore, we can replace the term
m by 1 when A goes to infinity. Moreover, for every A > 0, for every ¢’ € [—\, ], it holds
almost surely that

2 A A

M3 ds _ 2Br—2B_—2) o 2Bsts g — O(e_’\)
2 2

M=, Jy M: t/

because |B;| o (t3/4). In the same way, one can show that

t—+0c0
M)y ' ds a.s
—— 0.
t

M_yJi M2 x—+oo
Using this in (11.1) implies that for every 7' > 0,
sup GV (t, 1) — My M, /t ds|_as (11.2)
_T<t<H<T oo M2| X—+c0
It concludes the proof. O

Thanks to Proposition 2.11, we can prove a surprising identity in law.

Proof of Corollary 2.12. By Proposition 2.11,

gl
(g(T(o,o) tzo_(Mt)tZO (11.3)
and
—t ds
g(oo)(07 _t) _ — Mg
(o), || o
—o0 M2/ 150
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Besides,
(=) (0. ¢ aw () (0. —¢
<g<w><(o’o)>> - (gg<°o>(<é 7). o)
’ >0 ’ >0
Indeed, the law of the discrete process G is clearly symmetric and this property remains true

when we take the limit. Recall that M; = eB~%/2 for every t € R. Therefore, combining (11.3),
(11.4) and (11.5), we get that

—+oco
/ e 2B-s73(g
t

—+oco
/ e 2B-s75(g
0 >0

is a geometric Brownian motion starting from 1. Moreover, (—B_;);>0 is a standard Brownian
motion starting from 0. Therefore, we proved Corollary 2.12. O

oB-t+t/2

Now, let us prove the asymptotic behaviour of the density of states of M. Our proof is inspired
from a paper of Fukushima and Nakao (see | |) and it is based on the study of a Sturm-Liouville
equation.

Strategy of the proof: The equation HM g = Egg is equivalent to the Sturm-Liouville equation

(M) + EM2pp =0,

Some classical results on Sturm-Liouville equations imply that ¢ can be written as pp = Rp sin(0g)
where Rp never vanishes. Therefore, pg vanishes k times in [—\,A] if and only if Og(\) €
[km, (k + 1)7). Moreover, Sturm-Liouville oscillation theorem states that ¢, (y) vanishes approxi-
mately k times. Consequently, if N)(E) = k, then Ex(\) < E < Ej41(A\) which implies that

NA(E) =k ~ Omn) e

s m

Therefore, for every fixed £ > 0, we only have to study the asymptotic behaviour of 65 (\) when
A goes to infinity. However, according to the theory of Sturm-Liouville equations, fg is solution of
the following ODE with random coefficients:
o= M; 2 cos(0g)? + EM} sin(0g)?.

Moreover a very surprising fact is that (g := — COR(JOZE ) is a Markov process with explosions. Actually
explosions of (g occur precisely when 0 is a multiple of w. Therefore, we only have to count the
explosions of (g. However, by the Markov property, the explosion times of (g are i.i.d random
variables. As a consequence, the number of explosions of (g before time t, that is the number
of times where A is a multiple of 7w before ¢ is a renewal process which can be studied thanks to
classical tools. However, one problem of the Sturm-Liouville equation is that M is not differentiable.
Consequently, we can not apply directly the Sturm-Liouville theory. However, we can apply it with
a regularized version of M. Let us replace M by M which is a C? random function such that
M ™) converges uniformly to M almost surely. (For example, M (") can be taken as a polynomial
interpolation of M.) Let us prove the following lemma about the effects of this approximation on
the spectrum.
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Lemma 11.1. Let A > 0. Let (M(”))neN* be a sequence of C? functions which converges almost
surely uniformly to M on [—\, A]. Let Hg‘) be a random self-adjoint positive operator defined by

/
HOg = L (e (9
" M®) M®)

where g is in the domain D (H ) ) which is defined by

9 € L*([-\,A]),

a3 =g, MY (M%)' (-3 =M (5) )

) € L*([-A,A]), (M) (ﬁ)')/ € L2([-A, \)),

Then, the spectrum of Hg‘) is a random increasing positive sequence (Ey 1(N\))r>0 which diverges to

(N

infinity. Moreover, these spectral values of Hy,
Furthermore, for every k € N,

are eigenvalues which are counted with multiplicity.

Eni(N) —=— Eg(N).

n——+o0o

In particular, if N, \(E) is the number of eigenvalues of Hg‘)

every £ > 0

which are lower than E, then for

Nua(E) —— N)\(E).

n—-4o0o

Proof of Lemma 11.1. The fact that Hg‘) is positive and self-adjoint can be proved exactly as for
HXN) . Moreover, exactly as for ™) in the proof of Proposition 2.10, the eigenvalues of Hg‘) are the

inverse of the eigenvalues of Qy(LA) where QT(L)‘) (t,t') is defined by

(n) 7 r(n) /
M, M, ((M)(\n))Q /’\ ds +M)(\")M("A) /t ds +(M(nA))2 /t ds )
(O = ML)y v e T S uye

for every t < t' € C™). By the expression above, this is clear that (t,t') gV (t,t') converges
uniformly toward (¢,¢') — GM(¢,#'). This implies that gV f converges almost surely in L2([—\, A])
toward GV f uniformly in f € L?([-\, \]) such that ||f||s = 1. Furthermore, by the min-max
principle,

1 ) / (x
= max min t)| dt
E,k(A) Vi feVilifll=1 —)\‘ nof )‘

where Vj is in the set of vector spaces of dimension k in L?([—\,)]). This implies directly that

E, 1(\) converges toward Ej(A\) when n goes to infinity.
O

Proof of Theorem 4. Step 1: Link with the Sturm-Liouville equation. Let A > 0. Let M be a
)

sequence of C? random functions which converges almost surely uniformly toward M and let ’H()‘
be the operator which is associated with M. Let E, 1(\) be some eigenvalue of ’H% ). There

exists an eigenvector ¢En,k( N ED (Hg‘)) such that

N Ve o) / "
<(M( >)2< Mkil())> + By WM™ ) = 0. (11.6)
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Then, let us define ¢, x = ¥g, , () /M (") We omit the dependence in X for sake of convenience.
Then, ¢, . belongs to the set

g e L*([-X\)), g € L2([-\,N), (@rm2g) € Z2([-, 2)),
MDD g(=x) = MMg(N), Mg (=2 = Mg (N) '

Moreover, ¢y, j is solution of
/
(M2, )+ Bk V(M) 20 4 = 0. (11.7)

Remark that the ODE in (11.7) is a Sturm-Liouville equation. By Theorem 2.1 in Chapter 8 of
[ |, there exists an increasing sequence of real numbers (pn, 1 (A))r>0 which goes to infinity such
that for every k € N, there exists a non trivial C? function &, j such that

(02, + e MO8, = 0

and &, x(—A) = & x(A) = 0. These numbers (uy, k(\))g>0 are called the Dirichlet eigenvalues of
our Sturm Liouville equation. (&, x)ken are the Dirichlet eigenstates which are associated with
(1n.1(N)k>0. For every E > 0, let us define N,, (F) be the number of Dirichlet eigenvalues which
are lower than E. Moreover, by the Liouville transformation (see 4.3 in | ]) the eigenvalues of
the Sturm-Liouville problem

(MM)20') + E(M™M)2p =0
(1] MDe(=3) = My ()
MU (=3 = M ()
are the same as the eigenvalues of the Sturm-Liouville problem
"+ QP+ EP =0
an B(=) = () |
P'(—\) = B'(\) + (Mp (Ml(n))A - M (Ml(n))_k> B(N)

/

where @ = ﬁ ((M(”))2 (Ml(n)),> . Besides, by Theorem 1.3 in | ], the eigenvalues of (II)

are interlaced with the eigenvalues of the following Sturm-Liouville problem:

"+ QP+ EP =0
(m){ B(=A) = B(A) = 0

Furthermore, by the Liouville tranformation again, the eigenvalues of (I1]) are the same as the
eigenvalues of the following Sturm-Liouville problem:

(IV) { (M™)2g) + E(M™)20 =0

Therefore, the eigenvalues of (I) and (IV') are interlaced. In particular, almost surely, for every
E>0

[NpA(E) — Noa(E)| < 1. (11.8)
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Now, let ji,, x(A) be an eigenvalue of the Sturm Liouville equation with Dirichlet condition. Let &,
be the associated eigenstate. According to chapter 8 in | |, there exists two functions R

nuufn,k(A)
and 6, ,, , (») such that
fn,k = Rm“n’k()\) sin (en’unyk()\)) (11.9)
Ry oy = (MO)PE, 02 +62 (11.10)
1 s
Ot ) = (g2 €08 (G 1, (1) + 0 kN (M) si0(0,,, (1)) (11.11)

where en,un,k(A)(_)‘) = 0. Remark that for any pu > 0, the function 6, , depends also on A but
we omit this dependence in the notation for sake of convenience. By (11.10), R,, finx(A) CAN never
be zero at any point. Otherwise, this would imply that there exists some point t3 such that
%7 x(t0) = &nk(to) = 0. By Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, this would imply that &, i, is zero everywhere
which is false because this is an eigenvector. Therefore, as R,, , ,(x) never vanishes, (11.9) implies
that &, vanishes when 6, , ,(\) is a multiple of 7. Moreover, by Theorem 2.1 in chapter 8 of
[ |, the number of zeros of &, i in [—A, ] is always k + 2. Now, let £ € R%. There exists some
k € N such that Nm)\(E) = k, that is, pp5—1(A) < E < pyk(A) with the convention stating that
fin,—1(A) = 0. We said that &, —; vanishes exactly k+ 1 times in [—A, A]. Therefore,

enuu'n,kfl()‘) ()\) = kﬂ-

Consequently,

N enuu'n,kfl()‘) (A)

Npa(E) = < e

T - T

where the inequality stems from the increasingness of E + 6, g()\) where 6,, r is solution of

1 e
0;17E = W COS(0n7E)2 + E x (M( ))2 Sln(en’E‘)2.

with 6, g(—A) = 0. We can obtain a lower bound in the same way which yields

14 22 Ly < ) (11.12)
T T
Together with (11.8), this yields
gy ) < Npa(B) < 4 G2 (11.13)

m s

As M™ converges uniformly to M on [\, \], 0, E converges uniformly on [—\, A] toward 6 which
is the solution of the random ODE

0y = % cos(p)? + EM?sin(fg)?

with 6(—X) = 0. This solution is well-defined on [\, A] because (¢, 0) — # cos(6)?+ EM? sin(0)?
t

is continuous and globally lipischitz in the second variable on any set of the type [—r,7] x R. Now,

let us assume that £ and A are fixed. By Lemma 11.1, N, y(E) converges toward N,(E) almost
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surely. Moreover, 0,,  converges uniformly toward 6z almost surely. As a consequence, we can take
the limit in (11.13) which implies that for every £ > 0 and every A > 0, almost surely,
Oe(N) Ou(N)

24+ 2L < Ny(E) <1+ . (11.14)
™ T

Step 2: Study of fp. Let us shift fx in order to start from 0. For every ¢ > 0, let us define 0 such
that for every t > 0, 0g(t) = 0g(t — A). This implies that 6z is a solution of the random ODE

- 1 . - -
0 (t) = YENTT cos(0p)? + EM?, M? sin(fg)? (11.15)
ATt

where M_y = eB-3tM2 and Mt = eBt-2=B-x~t/2 which is a geometric Brownian motion which is
equal to 1 at 0. Moreover, M is independent of M_,. Of course, f depends on A (as well as 0p
actually) but we omit this in the notation for sake of convenience. For every ¢ > 0, we define F;
as the right-continuous completion of o(M_}, My, s < t). This is clear that 0 is adapted with the
filtration (F;)i>0. By (11.15), remark that 0F is stricly increasing. Therefore, it goes to infinity or
it has a finite random limit ©*. As (1/M;)s>0 goes to infinity at exponential speed almost surely,
(11.15) implies that ©* must be of the form 7/2 + K*r with K* which is random and possibly
infinite. For every k € N, let us define the stopping times

Ty = inf{t > 0,0p(t) = kr} and 7, = inf{t > 0,0p(t) = 7/2 + kr}.
By definition we have a sequence of inequalities
O0=Ty<mo<h <m < - <Tg+ <Tg+x =400.

Now, let us prove that 85 goes to infinity almost surely. In order to do that, it is enough to show
that for every k € N*, E (1) < 4o0. Further, for technical purposes, we need to introduce other
stopping times: for every k € N and for every n € N*, let us define

T];':n = inf{t > 0,0p(t) = kr + 1/n} and Ty, = inf{t > 0,0p(t) = kr —1/n}.
Now, we need a lemma whose proof is postponed to the end of this section.
Lemma 11.2. For every n € N*, E {T(;t—n} < +00.

Thanks to this lemma, let us show that E [rg] < +00. Let us introduce jz := — cot(fg). Observe
that jg(t) explodes when ¢ is some stopping time T}, for any &k and vanishes when ¢ is some stopping
time 71 for any k. Moreover, on each interval of type |Tj,Tk+1[, jr is solution of the following
Riccati equation:

. L 5 2 172

]55 = W]E + EM_)\M . (11.16)
Now, consider n € N* and let us work on the interval |7} 047' > T0[- (For now, we do not know whether
Tp is finite or not.) Then, we define the stochastic process (g := szsz. This stochastic process

explodes at some times. However, it is a continuous locally bounded process on ]TOan,TO[ almost

surely. Therefore, we can use stochastic calculus on this interval. Recall that M is a geometric
Brownian motion on [0, 2] which is 1 at time 0. In particular, M satisfies the SDE

dM,; = M,dB,. (11.17)
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Therefore, on ]T&r > To[, it holds that

dCp(t) = ML?A <jE -d (M;?) + jj’é?dt) .
- ¢

Then, using Ito’s formula together with (11.16) and (11.17), we get

1 2jg(t) ;= 3ie(t) - 1 [ je(t)? 2 172
dCg(t) = — L dM; + —=—Ld(M); + — | ——L— + EM*, M7 | dt
Je(t) Je(t) je(t)?
= -2———+—-dB;+3 ——dt + —dt + Edt
M2, M? M2, M2 M, N
= —2(p(t)dB; + (Ce(t)* + 3¢a(t) + E)dt.
Finally, on ]TOJ’Fn, 7o0[, CE is solution of the SDE:
dCp(t) = —2(E(t)dB; + (Cp(t)* + 3¢p(t) + E)dt. (11.18)

Therefore, until its explosion, this is a Markov process with generator,
Lf=22f"(2)+ (2> +32+E)f'(2)

for any regular function f. Now, let us define a function f_ on R_ such that for every z € R_,

0 e—u/2+E/(2u) u 1 t/2—E/(2t
i) = _/Z S /_OO !ﬂl/ze/ /@) gt (11.19)

One can check that f_ is well-defined (the singularity at 0 in the integral is not a real one) and
smooth on R* | that f_ is bounded and has a finite limit at —oco. Besides f_ satisfies Lf_ = 1 on
R*. Then, by Propositions 2.6 and 2.2 in Chapter VII of [ ], conditionally on .7-"TO+ , it holds

that
(£ (@ + D) Am)) = (@ + ) Am),

is a martingale with respect to the filtration <.7:T+

- +t> . (The integrability of this martingale
" t>0

comes from the boundedness of f_ and Lemma 11.2.) This implies that

E (T3, +t) Amo] =B T3] +E [f- (Co((T5, + 1) A7) | — B [£- (Co(T3)] - (11.20)

By monotone convergence and dominated convergence (recall that f_ is bounded), we can make ¢
go toward infinity in (11.20) which implies that

Elm] = E [T§,] + E[f- (¢Co(r)] - E[£- (¢a(Ti,)] -
Thanks to Lemma 11.2 and the boundedness of f_, this implies that E [1g] < 4+00. Actually, this

is not difficult to iterate this method in order to prove that E [r;] < +oo for every k € N*. In
particular, this yields

lim fp(t) = +o0 a.s. (11.21)

t—+o00
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Step 3: Link with a renewal process. On any interval of the form [T,;F s Lo +17n], (g is a continuous
stochastic process which is the solution of the SDE (11.18). This is very tempting to say that (g is
a Markov diffusion process on R whose values are in RU {oco} which would imply that the lengths of
time Ty — T} are i.i.d as the succesive hitting times of oo by a Markov process. However, to our
knowledge, the case of a process whose values can be oo is not contained in the theory of Markov
diffusions. In order to avoid this theoritical problem, let us make a change of variable. We define
I'g:= % The idea under this transformation is to map RU{oco} on the unit circle. Remark that
'y =1 when (g = oco. Moreover, (g is continuous on intervals of the form |T}, Tj11[. Furthermore,
for every k € N, (g(t) goes to 400 when t goes to T, on the left and (g(t) goes to —oo when t goes
to T} on the right. Therefore, I'g is continuous on R. Further, remark that (g = —zggﬂ Then,

on each interval of the form [T}), T, ., ], by (11.18) and Ito’s formula,

21 21

dl'p(t) = Wd@(t) - md«ﬁ:%
e Se() (Ce(t)? +3¢p(t) + E (r(t)?
Moreover, by a straightforward computation:
1 __(1_FE)2 CE __i(l_r2) C%v _ (1+FE)2
Ce+i? 4 7 (ptir 4 P (gt 4
and
GG _ i 201 _
Together with (11.22), this implies that on each interval of the form ]T,:" > L +17n[,
dl'g(1)
1 3t E ]
— (1 -T%)dB, + 2i <1(1 FTR)? = 21 -TH) = T0 Tl + (14 T - rE)) dt.
(11.23)

Besides, I'g is a continuous and uniformly bounded stochastic process. Therefore, we can prove that
I'g satisfies the SDE (11.23) on the whole set R and not only on intervals of the form [T, ,;" o Doy 1n]
by using the continuity of 'z and the dominated convergence theorem for the stochastic integral.
(See Theorem 2.12 in | ].) Now, we want to apply Definition 7.1.1 of | | in order to
say that I'p is an Ito diffusion. However, Definition 7.1.1 in [ ] requires that the functions
inside the SDE are globally lipschitz. Here, this is not true at first sight. Nevertheless, |I'g| is
bounded by 1. Consequently, we can consider compactly supported functions which coincide with
¥ 1 =92y = 14+9%y = (1-9)?%and v — (1 + )31 — ) on the unit circle. Then,
these compactly supported functions are lipschitz and we can consider a modified version of the
SDE (11.23) with lipschitz coefficients which is satisfied by I'g. Therefore, according to Definition
7.1.11in | ], T'g is a complex It6 diffusion. Now, recall that the stopping times (T} )x>o are the
successive hitting times of kr by . This implies that the stopping times (Tk)k>0 are the successive
hitting times of co by (g, that is, the successive hitting times of 1 by I'g. As I'g is an Itd diffusion,
by Theorem 7.2.4 in | | it satisfies the strong Markov property. Then, by classical arguments,
this implies that (Tx11 — Tk )ken is an i.i.d sequence of random variables. Therefore

QMD = (#{k e N T < 1}),50 =2 (Re)exo (11.24)
t>0

™
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where (Rt)¢>0 is a renewal process whose k-th interarrival time is Ty, — 7)1 for every k € N*. One
can refer to chapter 10 in | | for more information on renewal processes. Combining (11.24)
with (11.14) implies that for every E > 0,

Nx(E) Rox p
== 1 11.2
= 2R (11.25)
where O]E(l) is a random variable which goes to 0 in probability when A goes to infinity. Therefore,
by Theorem 10.2(1) and (11.25), we know that

NA(E) P 1
2 A=+4oo E [Tl] '
Finally, we only have to compute explicitely E [T}].

Step 4: Computation of E [T}]. Let n € N*. By (11.18), on the interval [Tofn, 17, recall that (g is
a solution of the SDE

dCp(t) = —2(E(t)dB; + (Cp(t)* + 3¢p(t) + E)dt.
As before, the generator associated with this SDE is given by
Lf=222f"(2)+ (2> + 32+ E)f'(2)
for any function f which is enough regular. Now, for every z € R_, we define as before

0 e—u/2+E/(2u) u 1 .
* _ _ /2—E/(2t)
£E =16 == [ e [ e dtdu.

Moreover, for any z € R, let us define

z —u/2+E/(2u) (|
* o e t/2—E/(2t)
U e A

This is not difficult to check that f* is well-defined, bounded, smooth everywhere, excepted at 0
where it may be only C'. Moreover, £f* =1 on R*. Consequently, conditionally on .7:T0+ ,

(f* (CE((T(;t_n +i) A Tl—,n)) o (T&rn +1) A Tl_’”)tzo

is a martingale with respect to the filtration (fT+

n t) . In particular, for every n € N* and for
0,n t>0

every t > 0,
E[f* (Co((Te + ) AT | = B (Co(Td)| =B [0, + ) AT - E[T3] - (11.26)

By monotone convergence and dominated convergence theorem (recall that f* is bounded), we can
make ¢ go to infinity in (11.26). This yields for every n € N*

E[f (¢e(r)] ~E[f ()] =E[T5,] -E[7]. (11.27)

Then, by monotone convergence and by dominated convergence again, we can make n go to infinity
in (11.27) which yields

—u/24FE/(2u u 00 gu/2+E/(2u “
/0 e~ u/2+E/( )/ 1 et/z-E/(zt)dtdu+/ e B/ —_et2EICY) gty
0

e 2JufP? oo [t[172 203/2 o Vi
= lim E[f* (¢e((Ty,)] ~E £ (¢(T)]

= lm E[T,|-E[L,]

—E[T].
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Moreover, by using the change of variable (u/,t') = (+1/u,£1/t), then by using Fubini’s theorem
and finally by making a simple translation change of variables, one can check that for every £ > 0,

—u/24+E/(2u u 0 o=u/2+E/(2u “
/0 e u/2+E/( )/ 1 et/Z—E/(2t)dtdu_|_/ w/ %etﬂ_E/(%)dtdu
0

oo 232 o |12 0 2ud/2
t
too  ftoo o TuEm — EBt/2
- 1/ ¢ « 2 (11.28)
2 Jo 0 Vuyt+u u(t + u)

Now, we are going to compute explicitely the integral of (11.28). Let us make the change of variables

t_s t S
B u(tt+u)  v?

which maps (R%)? onto itself. This is equivalent to
s 1
(t,u) :== ¢(v, s) (E’2E( s+ Vs?+4Fv ))
We can compute the Jacobian of ¢ which is

2v

Jadd) = e i

Moreover, we can remark that
2

1
u(u+t) = % and 2u +t = E\/s2 + 4Ev2.

Therefore,

—Et/2

1/+oo +o0 ¢ T 2+t
2 Jo

dudt
0 Vuvt+u ><u(t—I—u) “

1 +oo +oo —S/(2U2)—S/2 1 1 3 1 20
== — X =/ 4Ev? X ——————dsd
2/0 /0 ‘ W EpR BV T X B a e
1 fo0 [to0 g—s/(2v%)—s/2
L e,
VE Jo 0 v
1 too 9 d
= — ——dv
VE /0 1+02
o
VE'
This completes the proof of Theorem 4. O
Now, let us prove Lemma 11.2.
Proof of lemma 11.2. Let n € N*. By (11.15),
_ _ 1 [T cos(0g(s))?
J’_
0p(Ty,,) — 0s(0) 2 M—E,\/o ngs-
Therefore,
M2 T+,7L >,
— zcos(l/n)z/ " e2Batsgg
n 0
> cos(l/n)2se[ion£oo} e~2Bs+s/2 9 (eToW2 ~1). (11.29)

49



Then, (11.29) and the independence between M_y and B yield

1/4
+ 1/8 i [M_A} 5
El(Tom/2 — 1 ] < E B /4—5/16
{(e ) ~ (2n)Y/8 cos(1/n)1/4 Sslzllge
1/4
__ B LeY E [sup B+ (11.30)
(2n)Y/8 cos(1/n)Y4 ™ |50 '
where in the equality, we used a change of time for the Brownian motion. Then, by Girsanov’s
theorem (see Theorem VIII.1.7 in [ ]), it holds that for every t > 0,
. [ sup Bs—B:
E | sup %] = e V2R | esclo
s€[0,t] L
= e 12K _6|th
< e PR B + e_Bt]
<2 (11.31)
where in the second equality we used Theorem 2.23 in | |. The combination of (11.30) and
(11.31) concludes the proof of Lemma 11.2. O
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