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Stochastic Quantization of the three-dimensional polymer
measure via the Dirichlet form method
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Abstract

We prove that there exists a diffusion process whose invariant measure is the three
dimensional polymer measure v, for small A > 0. We follow in part a previous incomplete
unpublished work of the first named author with M. Rockner and X.Y. Zhou. For the
construction of vy we rely on previous work by J. Westwater, E. Bolthausen and X.Y.
Zhou. Using vy, the diffusion is constructed by means of the theory of Dirichlet forms
on infinite-dimensional state spaces. The closability of the appropriate pre-Dirichlet form
which is of gradient type is proven, by using a general closability result in [AR89a]. This
result does not require an integration by parts formula (which does not even hold for
the two-dimensional polymer measure vy) but requires the quasi-invariance of v, along
a basis of vectors in the classical Cameron-Martin space such that the Radon-Nikodym
derivatives have versions which form a continuous process.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Polymer measure

In the literature on polymer physics, random walks and Brownian motions can be regarded
as realizations of polymer chains that consist of a huge number of monomers. Moreover, it
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is natural to think of self-interaction of polymer chains, e.g. an attractive or repulsive effect
due to Van der Waals force between monomers, and a repulsive effect due to the physical
restriction such that different monomers should not occupy the same point in space. Edwards’
model (see [Edw65]) is a probabilistic model for long polymer chains that takes into account
the self-exclusive volume effects. It is formally given by a probability measure on Wiener
space:

vx(dw) = Ny 'exp <—/\/01 /31 So(ws — ws)dsdt> vo(dw), (1.1)

where v is the Wiener measure and

s = [ [ e s

is the self-interaction local time of the d-dimensional Brownian motion {w; }+>0 in time interval
[0,1], A € [0,00) is a coupling constant, and N, is the normalizing constant to assure that v
is a probability measure. We will give their precise definitions below.

In constructive quantum field theory (CQFT), Symanzik independently introduced a rep-
resentation of ¢* theory in terms of a gas of Brownian paths (see [Sym69]). In this represen-
tation, a self-intersection local time naturally appear. Later, Brydges, Frohlich, Sokal, and
Spencer established the existence and nontriviality of ¢3 and ¢§ via a random walk repre-
sentation (discrete counterpart to (1.1)), Schwinger-Dyson equation, and skeleton inequality
(see [BFS82, BFS83a, BFS83b, BF84, FFS92]).

The intersection properties of Brownian paths have been investigated since the forties
[Lév40]. In [DEK50, DEKT57] Dovorezcky, Erdos, Kakutani, and Taylor proved that the d-
dimensional Brownian motion w = {w¢}+>0 has no multiple points when d > 4 almost surely
so that J = 0 and v, is trivial, whereas it has multiple points for d < 3 almost surely, that
is{0<s<t<1:ws=uw} #0. Hence, we focus on the case for d < 3. We remark that
the critical dimension of multiple points is d = 6 from the viewpoint of quasi-every [Lyo86].
(In connection with the triviality of ¢} theory, intersection local time and Edwards’ model
in d = 4 are discussed in [Aiz85, ADC21, AK95, AFHKL86, AZ94, ABZ04, Fr682, Fro83,
Hab23, Nel83].)

In order to describe J and vy more precisely, we start with recalling some facts about the
d-dimensional polymer measure. Let X := Cy([0, 1], R?) be the set of all continuous paths
in R? indexed by [0, 1] and starting at zero. Let B be the o-algebra generated by all maps
w— wy, t >0, from X to R? and let 1y denote the Wiener measure on (X, B).

First, we “approximate” J(w) in the following way: For ¢ € (0,1),a € (0,1),0 < s <t <
,0<u<v<l,and w e X, let

t v
T = / da/ d7pe(we — wr)
Y s (uV(o+e))Av
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where
(z) ! 25 oy a0, 2 € R
)= ———exp|—— or a T :
Pa (27a)d/? P\ " 24 '

Taking the limit of J;tauv as a \, 0 formally, J;’gum describes the “self-intersection local time”
of Brownian paths w[s,t] and w[u,v] with removal of times near the diagonal by parameter

e > 0. The probability measure in (1.1) is defined by

vy(dw) = ;1{1(1) ]\% exp (—)\JSZ?;OJ) vo(dw) (1.2)
if the limit exists. For A > 0, the realization of paths under v, likes to avoid self-intersection
other than those already present under vy. The difficulty to define v, mathematically rigor-
ously is that it depends on the dimension of the space.

For the case d = 1, Westwater discussed the L'-convergence of J(())f;O,l as a \, 0 and the
limit is given by

;/Rﬁl (z)%dz (1.3)

where {¢1(z)}zecr is the local time of Brownian motion w (almost surely defined) up to time
1, which are continuous and hence (1.3) makes sense (see [Wes80]). Furthermore, (1.1) does
make sense. This explicit expression allows us to analyze the properties of the long-time
behavior of w under the polymer measures (see [Kus85a, Wes85]). Westwater has shown that

wr 1 0,0 1
for T — oo, the law of % converges under vy = Zr P <_)‘JO,T;0,T> vp to 5(0yep1/s +

d_y«r1/3), Where J&%QT is defined similarly to J(()):?;OJ by replacing [0,1] by [0,7] and A\* ~
1.1 is a constant. This result is improved by van der Hofstad, den Hollander, Konig in
[vdH98, vdHdHK97, vdHdHK03b, vdHdHKO03a] and Najnudel in [Naj10].

In the case that d = 2, it is known that J([))jla;o,l diverges almost surely as a \, 0 (see
[Var69, LG85, Yor85]). But, there exists a random variable Y such that J(())f;(),l - E[J((]):io,l]
converges to Y in L2(1vg) as a N\, 0 (Varadhan’s renormalization) and Ele=*Y] < oo for all
A > 0 (see [Var69, LG85, Ros86]). Therefore, (1.1) is mathematically rigorously defined
by vy (dw) = ﬁe”‘yyo(dw). Moreover, there exists go > 0 such that E[e?"] < oo for
g € (—00,90) (see [Sto89, LGY4]). Then, Bass and Chen showed that the best constant
go coincides with A™*, where A is the best constant in the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
[BCO4]. Here, we remark that for A\ € (—go,00), v, is absolutely continuous with respect to
vy. The k-multiple intersection local times for the planar Brownian motion are also discussed
in [Dyn88a, Dyn88b, Ros90].

The case d = 3 is more complicated, because Varadhan’s renormalization does not work,
since the variance of ngiﬂ,l diverges as a N\, 0 and € N\, 0 (see (1.6) below). However,
Westwater constructed the polymer measure vy in [Wes80, Wes82] and then Bolthausen gave
a simpler construction in [Bol93] for small values of the coupling constant A > 0. In [Wes82]
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it is shown that the latter approach is still suitable for all positive coupling constants, and
in [AZ98] it is proved that the polymer measure given by Bolthausen is actually the same as
the one given by Westwater. It is also proved that the three-dimensional polymer measure
is singular with respect to the Wiener measure (see [Wes82]). More precisely, vy, and vy,
are mutually singular for 0 < A1 < Ao. We remark that Bovier, Felder, and Frohlich proved
the tightness of approximated polymer measures in [BFF84]. Also, Gubinelli and Lérinczi
discussed the construction of vy (for d = 1) with the general theory of Gibbs measures via
rough path theory in [GLO09].

The self-intersection local times are interesting objects themselves, and many studies are
dedicated to them. For example, the Wiener-Chaos decomposition of regularizations of the
self-intersection local times are studied in [BOS16, dFDS00, Hu96, IPAV95]. On the other
hand, nondifferentiability of the self-intersection local times in the sense of Meyer-Watanabe
is discussed in [AHZ97, Hu96] in the case that d = 2. The self-intersection local times are
generalized formally by letting J, (w) := fol fg S0(wi—ws—x)dsdt for z € R?. Then, it is known
that for x # 0, J(w) is well-defined as a function for d = 1,2, 3 and as a generalized function
in Sobolev space with negative order for d > 4 (see [Ros83, LG85, Yor85, IPAV95, Ros05]).
We remark that for d > 4, the self-intersection local time Jp(w) of Brownian motion can be
defined as a generalized functional of Brownian motion in the space of Hida distributions (see
[Wat91, HYYW95]) with some suitable renormalization.

Now, we give a rigorous definition of vy as in [Bol93, AZ98]: For the rest of this paper,
we fix X € [0,00). We recall the following result by Bolthausen.

Proposition 1.1. [Bol93, Proposition (2.1)] There exists a version of J. e Which is jointly
continuous in all the variables 0 < s <t <1l and 0 <u<wv <1, and pammeters e € (0,1)
and a € (0,1). Moreover, the limit as a | 0 exists and also has these properties.

Remark 1.2. We can prove in a similar way to [Bol93, Proposition (2.1)] that for each
£>0,0<s<t<1,0<u<wv<1,andfor anyp > 1, Jo,, converges in LP(1g) as

s,tu,v

a 0, which is not mentioned in the paper [Bol93] explicitly.

£.a . . . . .
From now on, we regard J_’ as the version given in Proposition 1.1. In particular, we

s,tu,v
write J§ ., = Jsstouv and we replace pq(ws — wr) by do(ws —w;) in equations. Also, we

denote J0,1,0,1 by J071 for e > 0 and a > 0 (see also Corollary 2.2).
For € € (0,1), we set

1
a(e) = [ pi(0dt =22 E e - ) (1.4)

(2m)~ /dsl/ dSQ/ ds3lie<ss} ez —s1}

(81<32 — 81) + 81(83 — 82) + (83 — 52)(32 — 81))

and

_3
2
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In Section A.5, we shall prove that there exist constants K7, Ko, K3 € R such that

hm( [J51] — K1(e (e)) = Ki, (1.5)

hm

22) log5> = Ko, (1.6)

(Vo
lim ( log&?) = K. (1.7)

These imply that x1(e) and 2k2(e) are divergent parts of the expectation and variance of
J§.1, respectively.
Let

TN = NS, — At — s)ki(e) + N2(t — 8)ra(e),

and
A\ 7,
ven = FE [exp (—Jojl )} exp <_J0,’1> g,

where E' is the expectation with respect to 1. It was shown in [Bol93] and [AZ98] that the
limit li\r‘% Ve ) exists in the weak sense. This limit is denoted by vy, which is a rigorous version
€

of (1.1). The reader may refer to the lecture notes [Bol02, Chapter 1] treating Edwards’
model.

As mentioned above, vy is singular with respect to vg for A > 0 for the three-dimensional
case, and hence it is hard to analyze path properties under vy. In [Kus85b], Shigeo Kusuoka
proved the {w;}yecpp,1) under vy is a Dirichlet process in the sense of Follmer [F5I81]. In
[Zho91, Zho92¢, Zho92b, Zho92a, Zho96|, Xianyin Zhou discussed the self-intersection local
times, the Hausdorfl dimensions of the set of double points, and the other properties of the
paths.

Also, the self-intersection local time and the associated polymer measures have been
studied for d-dimensional fractional Brownian motions with Hurst parameter H € (0,1)
[BFS17, BFS21, BOS16, GOdSS11, Hu01, HN05, HNS08, Ros87]. In [HNO05], it is proved
that if dH < 1, Jg”f;(),l converges in L%-sense; and if dH € [1, %), Varadhan’s renormalization

does also work for J&i&l‘ In [GOdSS11, BFS21], a construction of the polymer measures for
dH <1 has been given by analyzing the corresponding self-intersection local times.

We can also consider a similar model in a discrete setting by replacing the Brownian
motion by a simple random walk {S,,}7° , that is, the self-intersection local time is defined
by Ln(S) = > g<icj<n 1{Si = S;} and define Gibbs measures by

1g exp (—gLn(S)) P(dS), forg>0,

P4AS) = 57
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where P is the law of simple random walk S. This model is called the weakly self-avoiding
walk or the Domb-Joyce model, and has been well-studied (see [dH09, Law13, MS13]). Unlike
Brownian motion, the self-intersection local time with respect to the simple random walk can
be positive. Hence, Ly and Py, do make sense. As discussed in [Law13], the interaction in
Edwards’ model is weaker than the one in the weakly-self avoiding walk. To approximate
Edwards’ model for d = 2,3, it is suitable to renormalize g as gy = 2N “2? with some time-
space rescaling. Actually, Stoll in [Sto89] constructed Edwards’ model for d = 2 via this
rescaling and the use of Robinson’s nonstandard analysis (see e.g. [AFHKLS86]). In [ABZ94],
the same method was discussed for d = 3. For d = 4, it is known that paths of the simple
random walk have infinitely many self-intersection points, thus behave in another way with
respect to Brownian motion (see [Lawl3]). The limit of the rescaled measures P{® may in
principle under certain restriction on A yield the polymer measure for d = 4. In [AZ94], the
question of the asymptotics of the probabilities of the event that two independent simple
random walks in Z* have no intersection points up to time N is discussed. Symanzik, Nelson
and Aizenman pointed out that this quantity is related to the ¢} theory (see [Aiz85, ADC21]).
In the view point of self-intersection local times, the first author and Zhou in [AZ95] proved
the central limit theorem for the renormalized self-intersection local times Ly (S) for d > 3
as discussed in [Yor85].

1.2 Stochastic quantization

Parisi and Wu introduced the idea for stochastic quantizations in the literature of quantum
fields theory. For a given probability measure v on a measurable space X, the stochastic
quantization of ¥ means a construction of a Markov process that has an invariant distribution
v (see [PW81]). In the case of finite-dimensions Kolmogorov had studied such a problem via
Fokker-Plank equations many years before (see [Kol37]). In the present paper we discuss
stochastic quantization of the three-dimensional polymer measure, which is a much more
difficult case, because the measure is on the (infinite-dimensional) path space and is defined
via renormalization.

In the case of ¢* Euclidean quantum field theory, the stochastic quantization has been
a very hot topic starting many years ago and it remains so also now. In [JLMS85] stochas-
tic quantization for dimension 2 given by stochastic partial differential equations (SPDE)
with regularized noise is studied. Stochastic quantization of the two-dimensional ¢* theory
is studied by infinite-dimensional Dirichlet forms in [AR91] (see also [BCMS88]) and also by
SPDE approach in [DPDO03]. On the other hand, stochastic quantization for quantum field
models in the three-dimensional case had been remained as a difficult problem for a long time.
However, recently the theories of regularity structures introduced by Hairer in [Hail4] and
paracontrolled calculus introduced by Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski in [GIP15] appeared
and these methods enable us to solve nonlinear SPDEs with singular noise via renormaliza-
tion. These methods work very well on stochastic quantization of quantum field theories, and
are now developing remarkably. Stochastic quantization of the three-dimensional ¢* theory
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via SPDEs was first achieved locally in time on torus by Hairer via regularity structure (see
[Hail4, Section 1.5.2]), also via paracontrolled calculus locally in time on torus (see [CC18]),
then globally in time on torus (see [MW17]), and globally in time on the whole space (see
[GH19]). Construction of the three-dimensional ¢*-quantum field measure also has succeeded
by the methods of singular SPDEs, e.g., on torus (see [AK20]), on the whole space by discrete
approximation [GH21], and on the whole space by continuous approximation (see [AK22]).
Besides, stimulated by the development of the methods of singular SPDEs, many mathemati-
cians study similar but different approaches, e.g, by renormalization group (see [Kup16]), by
a variational method (see [BG20]), by elliptic stochastic quantization (see [GH19, ADVG21]),
and by scaling argument (see [Duc22]). For the details of the history of the stochastic quan-
tization of ¢* theory, see the introductions of [AK20, AK22, GH21] and references therein.
Here, we recall that, as mentioned in above, in [Sym69] Symanzik suggested a close rela-
tion between the three-dimensional polymer measure and the three-dimensional ¢* theory by
formal calculations, and indeed many similarities of the models are known, e.g., the renormal-
ization constants which appeared in both models have the same asymptotics, both measures
are singular with respect to the base measures (the base measure is the free field measure
in the case of the ¢* theory, and the Wiener measure in the case of the polymer measure).
Also, the renormalization constants of the one-dimensional KPZ equation have the same
asymptotics of those of the three-dimensional polymer measure. See [Hail3] and [GP17] for
approaches from singular SPDEs. The relation between the one-dimensional KPZ equation
and the (1 + 1)-dimensional directed polymers in random environment (DPRE) had already
been known in the paper [KPZ86], which first introduced the KPZ equation. Recently, DPRE
has focused on the connection between the KPZ equation and the stochastic Burgers equation
(see [AZ96, BC20, BC22, BL18, BL19, Bol89, Com17, DS88, FJ22, FJ23, Gia07, GP17, IS88,
NN23, SZ96]). Furthermore, stochastic quantization techniques for random measures on a
path space have been applied to other problems (see [BC22]). Besides, the stochastic quan-
tization of exponential interaction (Hgegh-Krohn model) has also been studied both from
Dirichlet form theory and singular SPDEs (see [AKMR23, HKK21, HKK23| and references
therein).

Our main result in this paper is about the stochastic quantization of the three-dimensional
polymer measure via the Dirichlet form method.

In [AHRZ99], the stochastic quantization of the two-dimensional polymer measure was
constructed using the theory of Dirichlet forms on infinite-dimensional state spaces. In the
present paper the same is done in the case of the three-dimensional polymer measure, which
is technically much more difficult, since in three-dimensions the polymer measure is not ab-
solutely continuous with respect to the Wiener measure (as opposed to the lower-dimensional
cases after Varadhan’s renormalization for d = 2). In the unpublished work [ARZ96] a con-
struction of the Dirichlet form associated with the three-dimensional polymer measure was
attempted. However, the proofs were not complete or contained gaps (e.g. [ARZ96, Propo-
sition 2.1]). This work in 1996 remained unfinished due to the sudden tragic departure of
Xijanyin Zhou in his early age. The present paper is largely based on the previous work
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[ARZ96], that in turn was possible through deep in sights accumulated by X.Y.Zhou in his
deep work (see also e.g. [Zho91, Zho92a, Zho92b, Zho92¢c, Zho96]). In the present paper we
present a self-contained full proof of the construction of the Dirichlet form associated with
the three-dimensional polymer measure, which guarantees that the statement of the main
theorem of the preprint [ARZ96] is correct.

Let us remind that the construction of the polymer measure vy in the cases that d <
2 are somewhat similar in difficulty with the construction of the Euclidean measures of
models of quantum field theory in dimension d < 2, see e.g. the references given in the
introductions of [AK20, AK22, GH21|. For the construction of associated Dirichlet forms
see [AR91, AMRI15, RZZ17, AKMR23, HKK21, HKK23, BG21] for d < 2. For the case
d = 3, the construction of the polymer measure and associated Dirichlet form is comparable
in difficulty with the construction of the ¢i-measure and and associated Dirichlet form (see
(2718, BG21]). A direct construction of a stochastic process with the ¢j-measure as an
invariant measure has been provided in various recent works [Hail3, GH19, AK20, ZZ18] and
the references in [AK22]. See below after Remark 1.6 for further comments on this.

We formulate the main results of the present paper in the next subsection (Theorems 1.4,
1.5 and 1.7). Let us note that the irreducibility of the Dirichlet form associated to v, also
remains as an open problem (whereas it has been solved for the case that d = 2 in [AHRZ99],
see also [AKR97a, AKR97b]| for relations between irreducibility and ergodicity of associated
process).

Remark 1.3. When one replaces Brownian motion by a fractional Brownian motions, similar
constructions of associated polymer measures and stochastic quantization have been discussed
in [BFS17]. In [Hu01, HNS08], it is proved that the self-intersection local times are Meyer-
Watanabe differentiable for dH < 1 where H is the Hurst index of fractional white noise. In
[BFS17], the authors used [Pot00] and Meyer-Watanabe differentiability to obtain a diffusion
process whose invariant measure is the fractional Edwards’ model for d-dimensional fractional
Brownian motion. The diffusion is constructed via Dirichlet form techniques in infinite-
dimensional analysis, where the closability was shown by an integration by parts formula, and
irreducibility of the constructed diffusion follows as in the case of planar Brownian motion
(discussed in [AHRZ99]).

1.3 Main results

Recall that X := Cy([0,1],R%) and X equipped with the supremum-norm is a separable real
Banach space. Let X’ be its dual. Let H C X be the classical Cameron-Martin space, i.e.,
H := {h € X : h is absolutely continuous and |h|%; = fol |P'(t)|2dt < oo}. Furthermore, let
K :={h € H : supg<;<; |W/(t)] < co}. Then, (H, (-,-)) is a real separable Hilbert space which
is densely and continuously embedded into X, and K is a linear subspace of (H, (-,-)x).
By identifying H with its dual we obtain that X’ is densely embedded into H. Hence,
X' C HC X, and (-, -) g restricted to X’ x H coincides with the dualization between X’ and
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X. Define the set of bounded smooth cylinder functions by
FCr = {f(l, - ,lm) :meN, f € C°(R™), 11, ,lm € X'},

where Cp°(R™) denotes the set of all bounded infinitely differentiable functions on R™ with

all bounded continuous partial derivatives.
Let h € X. For u € FC;°, w € X, define

ou d
%(W) = &U(w + Sh) o

and let Vu(w) denote the unique element in H such that

(Vu(w),hyg = g—Z(w) for all h € H.

Define for u,v € FCy°
&, (u,v) == /(Vu(w),Vv(w))Hu)\(dw)

and (‘:V/\J = EVA —+ (', ')LQ(X;V,\)'
Now, we can formulate our first result.

Theorem 1.4. (i) The support of vy, suppvy, coincides with X (i.e. vx(U) > 0 for all
non-empty open U C X ). In particular, we can identify each u € FCJ° with the
corresponding class in L*(X;vy), and thus (E,,, FC®) is a symmetric non-negative
definite bilinear form on L*(X;vy).

(ii) The symmetric bilinear form (&,,,FCg) is closable on L*(X;vy) and the closure
(&, D(Eyy)) is a symmetric Dirichlet form, i.e., a closed non-negative definite sym-
metric bilinear form such that u? := (uV 0) A1 € D(&,,) and &, (u?,v#) < &, (u,v)
for allu € D(E,,).

The closability of (£,,,FC°) on L*(X;v,) means that the unique continuous extension
¢ of the continuous embedding ¢ : FC° — L?(X;vy), where F Cy° is equipped with norm
(Eyk,l)% and L?(X;vy) with || - I12(x;0y), to the completion FC° of FCp° with respect to
(51%1)% is still continuous embedding. The closure (€,,, D(E,,)) is then the smallest closed
extension of (&,,,FCy°) on L?(X;vy). For more details on Dirichlet forms the reader is
referred, for example, to [MR92, FOT11, BH91, Sil74], and for the special type of Dirichlet
form appearing here, namely so-called classical Dirichlet forms to [AR90a].

Let (L,D(L)) be the generator of (&,,,D(&,,)), ie., the unique non-positive definite
self-adjoint operator on L?(X;vy) such that

D(V—=L)=D(&,,) and (V—Lu,v—Lv) =&, (u,v) for all u,v € D(E,,). (1.8)

Let Ty := e!l', t > 0. Then, the general theory of Dirichlet form yields the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.5. There exists a diffusion process M = (Q, F, (Ft)t>0, (Xt)t>0, (Pu)wex) which
is associated with (E,,, D(E,,)), i.e., for all (vy-versions of ) f € L*(X;vy) and allt > 0 the
function

w = pef(w) ::/Qf(Xt)de, weX,

18 a vy-version of Ty f. Moreover, M is conservative and vy-symmetric. In particular, vy is
an invariant measure for M.

Remark 1.6. (i) M is in fact even properly associated to (&,,,D(E,,)) in the sense of
[MR92, Chap.1V, Definition 2.5].

(ii) Q in Theorem 1.5 can, of course, always be chosen to be C([0,00),X), since M has
continuous sample paths and is conservative.

(i7i) The proof of Theorem 1.7 fills gaps in the proof of [ARZ96]. In particular, in Section 2
we adjust Rosen’s method to the three-dimensional case, and by applying the estimates
obtained in Section 2 we prove some suitable estimates in Section 4, which are not
correctly proved in [ARZ96].

As already emphasized in [AHRZ99] the construction of the stochastic quantization of vy
by the theory of Dirichlet forms uses vy and is based on some of its properties. It thus does
not lead to an independent construction of vy itself. This is similar to early works on the
stochastic quantization of measures in Euclidean field theory (such as e.g. P(¢)2-fields, see
for example [JLM85, AR89a, AR89b, AR91, AMR15, ABR22]) where the respective measures
have been used in an essential way. A truly constructive approach of the invariant measures
(more precisely by the stochastic quantization equations for Euclidean quantum fields) was
not known (for dimension d = 2,3) before the work initiated in [DPDO03] for d = 2, and
[Hail3, GIP15, AK20, GH21, AK22] for d = 3 . For polynomial and exponential type models
in d = 2 even uniqueness results are known (see e.g. [RZZ17, BDV21, VGT22|). For d = 3
$3-models results are less compete (see [ALZ06, ZZ18, BG20, AK20, AK22]). To the best of
our knowledge, the problem of a constructive approach of vy for polymer measures in d = 2,3
does not seem to have been discussed from this point of view, i.e. via solutions of SPDEs.
As mentioned in Section 1.1, Theorem 1.5 is the first construction of the Dirichlet form with
respect to a singular Euclidean quantum field measure.

For the proof of Theorem 1.4, we need the following result, which is of its own interest
and is in fact the heart of this paper. For h € X, we define 7 (w) :=w + h, w € X, and let

Ky := {h € K| sup |h'(t)] < oo}.

0<t<1

Theorem 1.7. Let h € Ky. Then, vy is k-quasi-invariant, i.e., V) o7's_h1 is absolutely contin-

‘ __d(wao Ts_hl)
uous with respect to vy for all s € R. If agp := ———3"= s € R, then the process (asp)scr

dl/)\
has a version which has vy-almost every continuous sample paths.
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The proof of Theorem 1.7 is given in Section 5 below after the necessary preparations in
Section 2-4.

Once we prove Theorem 1.7, Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5 follow from the theory of the
Dirichlet forms as in [AHRZ99, Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3].

Proof of Theorem 1.4. (i) By Theorem 1.7, vy is k-quasi-invariant for each k& € K. Since K|
is a linear space and dense in H, hence also in X, it follows by [AR90b, Proposition 2.7] that
suppry = X.

(ii) Since Ky is dense in H, we can find an orthogonal basis {h, : n € N} of H in K.
Then, we can find

> pllhn)h <oo forallle E'

n>1

Suppose that for each n € N, (&, FCy°) on L?(X;vy) is closable, where
En, (u,v) = | ———dvy, wu,ve FC;°.

Then, we can find from [MR92, Remark 3.7 in Chapter II] that for u,v € FCg®,

> ou Ov
EVA(U,U) = Z/ahahdy)\, (19)
n—1 n n

and from [AR90a, Theorem 3.8] or [MR92, Proposition 3.5 in Chapter II | that (&,,, FCy°)
is closable on L?(vy) and its closure (&,,, D(£,,)) is a symmetric Dirichlet form. Thus, it
suffices to prove the closability of each (&, , FC®) on L2(X;vy).

Since s — agp,, is continuous vy-almost everywhere by Theorem 1.7 for each n € N, h,, is
admissible [AR89Db, Corollary 2.5] in the sense [AR89b, Definition 1.6]. Then, the closability
follows from [AR89b, Theorem 1.3]. ]

The proof of Theorem 1.5 then follows by the standard machinery of Dirichlet forms on
infinite-dimensional state spaces and is exactly the same as that of [AHRZ99, Theorem 1.2].

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Since we have verified the closability of (€,,,FCs°) on L*(X;vy), it
follows from [MR92, Subsection 4 b) in Chapter IV] that (£,,, D(&,,)) is quasi-regular. Then,
the existence of a vy-symmetric M is a consequence of [MR92, Theorem 3.5 in Chapter IV].

Also, by [MR92, Example 1.12 (ii) in Chapter V], the quasi-regular Dirichlet form
(&v,, D(Ey,)) possesses the local property, and hence sample paths of M are continuous by
[MR92, Theorem 1.11 in Chapter V]. The conservativity of M is obvious since 1 € D(L) and
L1 =0, hence T;1 = 1 for all £ > 0. The fact that vy is an invariant measure for M then
follows immediately. [ |
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Thus, the rest of this paper will be devoted to proving Theorem 1.7.

Remark 1.8. In contrast to the two-dimensional case we have not yet succeeded in proving
the irreducibility (which is equivalent to ergodicity) of (€,,,D(Ey,)) in Theorem 1.4.

1.4 Some observations and organization of the paper

This subsection explains the idea of the proof of Theorem 1.7 and the organization of the
present paper. As mentioned above, we are able to construct

vy(dw) = E[e_)‘Jg’l]_1 exp (—)\ng) v(dw)

1 1
J&l = / / 0o(wr — ws)dtds
0 Js

by approximations. By using this formal expression we would see from Girsanov’s transfor-
mation that

d —1 1 2 1
domn) _ o <_>\ (J0 1 (w — uh) — IO (@) +u/ h;dws_“/ (h;)2d5> (1.10)
dvy ’ ’ 0 2 Jo

where

which should corresponds with a,j in Theorem 1.7. Of course, the discussion above is formal
and not mathematically rigorous. First, it is not clear whether the stochastic integral fol h'.dws
is well-defined or not in It6’s sense, because we do not know whether w is a semimartingale
under vy, or not. However, we can avoid such a problem by interpreting the stochastic integral

fol h.dws as

1 1
/ hldws = hjwy — / wsdhl, (1.11)
0 0

for h € Ko, where the right-hand side of (1.11) is well-defined for any continuous function w.
Next, we should make sense of the difference J&l(w —uh) — J&l(w) under vy. In view of the
heuristic observation above we provide the proofs of the main theorems step by step in the
following sections.
In Section 2, we will give an estimate of
—con 9—n —con 9

Jo s (w—uh) — Jg, ().

for eg € (0,1) small. As a corollary, we will find that

(B =) = B @) (1.12)
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is an L4(V0)—Cauchy sequence. This is the most technical and hard part in the proofs of the
main theorems. For the proof we give an extension of Rosen’s method, which is an adjusted
version to the three-dimensional case. Also in Section 2 we provide some lemmas in Sections
2.4 and 2.5, which guarantee the treatment of Dirac functions and the differentiability of a
key quantity in the parameter of approximation, respectively.

In Section 3, we will give an estimate of roughly speaking, the “difference” between p. x(f)
and vy (f), which will play a key role in controlling vy(f).

In Section 4, by combining the results in Sections 2 and 3, we will prove that (1.12) is
also an LP(vy)-Cauchy sequence for small A > 0 for each 1 < p < 4. We denote by p(—u, k)
the LP(vy) limit, which corresponds to the above quantity Jg}l(w —uh) — ngl(w).

Finally, in Section 5 we provide the proof of Theorem 1.7, which yields the main theorems
as mentioned in Section 1.2.

We remark that some explicit calculations are put in Appendix (Section A).

2 Some estimates of self-intersection local times in Wiener
space

In this section, we prepare some estimates which are needed for later arguments. We remark
that the proofs in this section are very technical. We set

alzf?

o) = (2m) S exp (=13

), for a > 0,2 = (x1, 29, 23) € R3.

Then, the following holds in the weak sense
i) 1 JEI
e\t f(y)dy = —Fe 2« — do(x), a0,
R3 (2ma)?

where g is the Dirac function at point 0 € R? | and (x,y) = x1y1 + T2y2 + x3y3 for x =
(x1,22,23) and y = (y1,¥2,y3) and we denote by |z| = y/(z,x) the Euclidean norm. We

remark that
1 lo us\
L(w —// Wywe—ws) £ () dydsdt = / — e 7 dsdt,
. JR3 T. (27a)?

where T, := {(s,t) € [0,1]? : t—s > €}. The following lemma has been given already in [Bol93,
Proposition (2.1)], but we will give in Section 2.2 below its proof for self-containedness.

Lemma 2.1. Letu € R, h € K, and p > 1 be given. Then, for v € (0, i), there exists C'
such that

dl

’ p B )
811( + uh) — Jg:f (- + uh)‘ } < Cla— a/’paf%p +Cla— a/’wa%p{%p

for0<d <a<1 and foree(0,1).
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As a corollary of Lemma 2.1, we obtain the following.

Corollary 2.2. Letu € R, h € K, and p > 1 be giwen. Then, {J}(w + uh)}ee0,1) has a
continuous version (we also denote it by Jg'{ (w-+uh)) and has the LP(v)-limit Jg | (w+uh) =
limg o Jo') (w + uh).

Moreover, we have

20~

K [ Jon (- +uh) = J51 (- + Uh)‘p] < Cab + Ca 55 PP (2.1)

for~ € (0, %)

Proof. Fix v € (0, %) Then, we can apply the Kolmogorov continuity theorem to
{Jg:f(w + uh)}ae(o,l) in view of Lemma 2.1 for p > 1 with py > 1. Also, we can see that
{JS:? (w+ uh)}ae(m) is an LP(1p)-Cauchy sequence as a N\, 0 which guarantees the existence
of the LP(vp)-limit. Letting a’ N\, 0, (2.1) follows from Fatou’s lemma. [ ]

We define
Jea(u, h) == J51 (W + ub) = J5i (),

and

~

Jea(ur,ug, h) = js,a(uh h) — Jea(ug, ),

1

for a,e € (0,1), u,u1,uz € R, and h € K. For ¢y € (0, 57), we define

En = 270" (2.2)
and

anp =27" (2.3)
for n > 1.

Lemma 2.3. For v € (%, %) and €y € (0, %), there exists 8 > 0 such that the following

holds. For any h € K and any interval [—M, M| with M > 0, there exists C > 0 such that

d

for all uy,ug € [-M,M], n>m > 1.

j:.; (ul,ug,h)—j

E€m,Am

4 4
(ul,uQ,h)‘ :| < C|U1 —U2| 72—57”

n,an

We will prove this lemma in Section 2.3 below. Taking us = 0 and combining with
Corollary 2.2, we have the following.
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Corollary 2.4. {jeman(ul,uz,h)} oy {jsman(u, h)} . and {Jgﬁ(w—l-uh) - Jgﬁ(w)} -
are L*(1p)-Cauchy sequences for each uy, u2, 4 € R, and for any h € K. In particulc;r,
{jgman (u,h)} . is bounded in L*(1y).

~

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.3 {an,an (u1,ug, h)} . is an L*(1p)-Cauchy sequence for each
n>

u1,uy € R. Since

~ ~

‘]E,a(u7 05 h) - JE,a(u7 h)7

{jsn,an (u, h)} . is also L*(vg)-Cauchy sequence. Furthermore, from this fact and Corollary
n>

2.2, we also have the assertion for {Jgnl (w+uh) — Jg1 (w)} oy ]
bl bl n_

Remark 2.5. In [ARZ96, Proposition 2.1], a similar statement to Lemma 2.3 for another
approzimation of J51 and n, is discussed. However, we can find serious errors in its proof.
Indeed, they missed the problem in (Step 4) in the proof of Lemma 2.1 in the present paper,
which is applied in the proof of Lemma 2.3. Moreover, they did not give any proof of an
analogous result to Proposition 2.16 in the present paper. Actually, their statement says that
a similar bound to Lemma 2.3 holds for any p > 1, but we can show it only for 1 < p < 4.
Also, we remark that if one can prove a similar bound for any p > 1, then the whole argument
after Section 3 in the present paper does work, and hence the stochastic quantization of v
will be achieved for any A > 0 (i.e. without the restriction we make in this paper that X be
small).

2.1 J. Rosen’s method

To prove Lemmas 2.1 and 2.3, we will modify the technique in [Ros83, Lemma 2]. For later
use, we give some equations, notations, and some lemmas.

Proposition 2.6. We set T C [0,1]?N{0 < s <t <1} and p € N. Then, we find that for
geL'(R?), he K, andu € R

' p
FE K/ dsdt/ e’<y’wt_w5+“(ht_h5)>g(y)) ]
T R3

p .
:/ dsdt/ dy Heiu(yﬁhgbg(yj) o3 Var(F (v —ws; ) (2.4)
TP R3P j=1
and
B |:</T dsdt /R3 (ez<y,wt+u1ht—w$—u1hs) _ ez(y,Wt+u2ht—wS—u2hs>) g(y)> :|
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= / dsdt / dy
TP R3p

where (s,t) denotes an element in [0,1]% with s = (s1,--+,8p), t = (t1,- -+ ,tp) € [0,1]P such
that 0 < s; <t; <1 foreachi=1,---,p,y = (y1,-- ,yp) € R3P with yy, - - - JYp € R3, and

we define pY) = he, — hs. for (s,t) and j=1,...,p
s,t J J

ﬁ <ei<yj,u1hgt)> _ <yJ7 u2 52>> e—%Var(Z;’:l(yj,wt]-—wsj>) (2.5)

j=1

Proof. Since g € L'(R3), we can use Fubini’s theorem so that

‘ p
E {(/ dsdt/ dyez<y’wtws+u(hths)>9(y)> ]
T R3

P P
= [ dsdt / d (wyulhe; =hs;) Hugor; =
[ asat [ ay (] o) | B [T

Jj=1 Jj=1

and that

P
E [(/ dsdt/ dy (ei@thﬂlht—%—mhs) _ei<y,wt+u2ht—ws—u2h5>) g(y)) ]
T R3
- (hey—hy)) _ iz (he; b)) . >
dsdt yﬂ’ul tj j — " \Yiu2{vt; —Ns; . E Y wt; —ws;
/Tp /R@ I1(e ) o(s) H

Jj=1

The statement holds from the fact (y;,w:; — ws;) is a Gaussian random variable for any y
and s, t. [ |

Next, we focus on Var (E§:1<yj7 Wi, — wsj>> for p > 1 and s, t. Asin the proof of [Ros83,
Lemma 2], we denote the pair (s;,t;) by S7 and set (21, , 22p) 1= (51,1, 82,2, , Spy tp).-
Then, we split the domain of the integral in s, t on the right-hand side of (2.5) into T?NA ()
for some permutation w of {1,---,2p}, where

Ap(m) == A{(21, s 22p) * 2r(1) < < Zn(2p) ) (2.6)

Let us define a partition {R; }2p !

of the interval [2;(1), Zx(2p)] DY
Ri = [Zﬂ.(l-), Zﬂ.(iJrl)], 1 <1< 2]) - 1, (27)

and let W(R;) = w, — Wz Then it holds that

= > W(R).

4R C[s5,t5]

m(i+1)

Wt

i Ws
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Since W(R;), i =1,2,---,2p — 1, are independent, we have

Var Z(yj,wtj—wsj> = Var Z<yj, Z W(Rz)>
j=1

J=1 RiClsjitj]
—q12
=> [ IRil, (2.8)
i
where 7' = Z y; and |R;| denotes the length of R;. For convenience, we let Ry :=

Js[sj ti]1DR;
[0, 2r 1)), R2p = [Zr(2p)s 1], 70 := 0 and 5% := 0. We define

f(0) :=min{i| R; C [se,te]}, 7(£) :=max{i| R; C [ss,te]} +1 (2.9)
Then, it holds that
[se,te] = Rppy U Rygy41 U=+~ U Rp(p)—_1,

and hence

gl —5fO-1

ye=75"" ~7 “ -

=70 7O, (210

We have the following three cases:

(T-i) U (s4,t;) is connected.
j€{17"'7p}

(T-ii) U (sj,t;) is disconnected and there exists j € {1,...,p} such that (sj,¢;) N

j€{17"'7p}
Ui#j[si’ti] == @

(T-iii) U (sj,t;) is disconnected and for any j € {1,...,p}, (s5,8;) N U, 4;[si, ti] # 0.
J€{1,....,p}

Remark 2.7. We can find that for each case, {@j }51;0 has the following property.

1. In the case of (T-i), there exists j, k € {1,...,p} such that r(j)—1 = r(k) and j"*) = Yj-
This is true for the largest t; and the second-largest t,. We denote by jmax and ka_max
the j and k such that t; = max{t;} and t;, = max{t;:j € {1,...,p}\{jmax}}

2. In the case of (T-ii), there exists j € {1,...,p} such that
o G/~ —570) = 0.
o f()=7()—1 and g/ =y;.
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o J° (k # f(4)) does not contain y;.
Then, we have the following properties, which are obtained in [Ros83].

Lemma 2.8. [Ros83, Lemma 3] Forp € N, Sy,...,S, € {(s,t) € [0,1]? : t—s > 0}, y € R??,
we set {f(0)}o=1,..p, {r(€)}e=1,. p, {@j}iio as above. Then, 7', ... 5P is a nonsingular
set of coordinates for R3P.

Lemma 2.9. Let a € (0,1). Forp € N withp > 2, S1,...,S, € {(s,t) € [0,1]* : t —
s > al, y € R¥, we set {f(O)}o=1.. p, {r(O) Yot ps {@j}?io as above. Then, for each

J, 1< j < p, there exists k € {f(j),...,r(j) — 1} such that [Rx| = 5,. We denote by

d(7) € {f(3), -+ ,r(j) — 1} the smallest integer in such k. Also, we can find that
(i) xank ({70, 77@, 710, giP}) = 3p.

(i1) Moreover, if Si,...,S), satisfies (T-i), then
rank ({y’"(l), - ,y’"(p)}> > 3.

Remark 2.10. Lemma 2.9(i) was given in [Ros83, Lemma 4] and we can also find the proof
of Lemma 2.9(ii) there. Also, we remark that there might be the possibility that Rq;y = Ry(j)

fori#£j.

Definition 2.11. (Time-reversal) Changing variables t; = 1 — s;, 5, = 1 — t; in (2.5), it is
rewritten as

[t [ ay [T () - bt ) gy | s )
TP R3P

j=1

j:l i _

- Y2 ~ ~
Then, we can introduce {Rj}Qp_1 {yj} ‘po, and {f(€),7(0),d(0)},_; in a similar manner to
the above.

Remark 2.12. We can see that ﬁf(j) =71 and 5?@)—1 =5/ for each j=1,...,p.

Throughout this section, we use these notations as long as they are not confusing.
2.2 Proof of Lemma 2.1

Now we give the proof of Lemma 2.1. We will split the proof into four steps.

(Step 1) It is easy to see that

J&’f (w4 uh) — Jg”f/ (w+ uh)
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) a—a’ 2
_ / / ez(y,wt*wfru(ht*hs» <1 — e(2>y> fa/ (y)ddedt‘
« JR3

) a—a’ 2
< / /R3 ey we—wstu(hi—hs)) (1 _ 67( 2)\9\ > far () H{|y| < aé}dydsdt’
i a—a’ 2
+ / /1%3 6Z<97Wt*ws+u(ht*h5)> <1 o 67< 2)\y| ) fa,<y)1{‘y’ > aé}dydsdt‘ .

Since 1 — e * < z for z > 0, we have

/ / ot (Y wt—wstu(hi—hs)) <1 _ > far ) H{|y| < aé}dydsdt’ <cla—ad)a~
: JR3

[[9}

for some constant ¢ > 0. Hence, it is sufficient to estimate

. a—a’ 2
/T /]RB ez(?!,ut—ws-l—u(ht—hs)) <1 — 8_( 2)‘y‘ ) fa,(y)lﬂy‘ > a‘é}dydsdt’

for p € 2N.
(Step 2) We can use Proposition 2.6 by setting g(y) = fo(y)1{|ly| > afé} and T = T,
and changing Y15 Up 7 YRt Y For our convenience, we keep the notation
{viti=1...p-

We remark that for v € (0, 1), there exists C' > 0 such that
1—e* <027

for x > 0. Combining this with (2.6), (2.7), and (2.8), we have

. a—a’ 2
> [/ / i wi—wstu(hi—hs)) <1 _ gl ) Fu () 1{ly| > a~ 5 Ydydsdt
: JR3
<la—d|"? /TP dsdt/ o dyH |y |*7 exp —fVar Z<yj,wt — wg, )
2;0 1
—a'|? / dsdt/ dy | [ ly;|*e” P ‘R||y|
| Z TPAA(n Y(a~ %) H| |

where we write Y (t) = (j_{ly;| > t} for t > 0.

|

(Step 3) Using (2.10), we get

il < (5 + 57O (7701 + 17 ©)

D=
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Since each 7' is equal to either 77 or 7@ for a unique ¢, and either /@~ or 57(@-1 for
a unique ¢, we have

p p 1 1
[T 1wl < TT (1571 + 157 O1)* (77 @1+ 1570 1)°
i=1 (=1
2p—1 .
< [Ta+EP?,
=1

by using (2.10) and (a + b)% < (1+ aQ)%(l + b2)%.

We now change the variable: J : (S*,---,SP) — (zy1),|R1],- ,|R2p-1]). Then, the
Jacobian matrix of J has {0,1, —1}-entries and is invertible almost everywhere. Hence, we
can find 1 < |DJ(s,t)| < 2%P. These properties yield that |DJ(s,t)| = 1.

We may divide T¥ N Ay (7) by the indices d = (d(1),--- ,d(p)), T¥ (w,d). We remark that
J can be written as the invertible linear transformation of (S*,---,SP) on TZ(r,d). Then,
we have

2p1

/Té’(w,d) Y(a~b) ( Z 715 H‘ jl
Zp—1 2p—1 2p—1
SC/JW( @) o [[ df. |/ ) e <_ Z‘ | mi’) [I =+ 1

i=1 j=1

The integral in d|R;| is dominated as follows: If i = d(k) for some k € {1,...,p}, then there
is a constant C' > 0 such that

1 ‘—d(z‘) 2 —d(i) |2 (i) |2
g%t c elg™| elg™|
— < — < — .
/E exp ( 2 > dt 1 ‘yd(i)‘Q exp < Cexp

2p

If : # d(k) for any k € {1,...,p}, then we have

1 | 2
Y| t> C 3
exp dt < , yeR.
/0 ( 2 L+ [y[?

From these, we can see that the right-hand side of (2.11) can be bounded from above by

gy N B A i O
. dyH (1+7OR) 7 (14 gop) e (2.12)
where p? of the denominator in the power of e is put to remove the effect of overlaps of d(i).

(Step 4) Now, we remark that on Y(a_é) there are 1 < 43 < --- < i, < 2p such that
[gi| > 2% for j = 1,...,p. Indeed, for each i = 1,...,2p — 1, there exists k(i) € {1,...,p}
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. . . 1 1
such that ;) =7 — 7" or ="' + 7, and hence either [7* 1| > % or [g?| > %% on

Y(a_%). Let

Ar,a) = {(yl,...,yp) € R% : There exist 1 < j; < --- <jg <p

1
a 6 p
> k=1,...,=».
- 27 ’ 72}

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the right-hand side of (2.12) is bounded from above by

p 3 1 » e )
C(/ ay [T (1 +15"P) 2%)2 </ ay [T (1+17@1) 2+2”e'yd§)'2>2
’ =1 Alr.a) pale}
1
P B 1
ce(f, oliew ™)
¢ =1
1
dyH(lﬂ FOR) e ”)

such that ‘yf(jk)

_1
(ﬂ d)f"lY(a 6)
1
= OFf 4 )R gy + CFEanBlan
Lemmas 2.8 and 2.9 allow us to see that {7/(1), ... 7/} is a (nonsingular) set of coordinates
for R? and that we can choose a (nonsingular) set of coordinates (denoted by (7*',--- , 7))

for R3P from the set

?r(l)v o 7§7"(p)’gd(1)’ e ’gd(p)'

Also, it is easy to see that each element in Jacobian matrices is a constant. Therefore, we
have for vy € (0, 1)

p

p 2
_ 2 _ (1—4y)p
F<n,d,1>§(43(1+!y\2) 2””dy) </||>aé(1+\y|2) 2+2’Ydy> <Ca .
Y273

Also, it is easy to see that

_3
Riran < Ce2P, Firag <C.
Hence, the proof of Lemma 2.1 is completed, once Proposition 2.13 below is proved.

Proposition 2.13. We have

3
R(ﬂ',d,Z) < Ca 12 Pe72P,
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Proof. First, we remark that

U {(yl,...,yp)€R3p
1<in < <ip <p
=: UBi’

b
k=1 ...=
2’ ’ 2}
i
where we write i = {i,

.,Zg} with 1 < 41 <
yr(h)’” 7g”(]k))yd(mﬂ . 7@d(mp—k)
Let Ay := {il,

,Zg} and A2 = {jl;
#(A1 N AS). Then

22
c 1
AfzayNY(a7s) C

< < p. Fix a nonsingular coordinate
.y Jk}. Also, let a;

P . —2+2y
—r(i)|2
/B dyzl_[l (1+7@R) e

#(A1 N Ag) and ag :=

E‘yd(z) ‘2
4p2

Since

(2.13)

% 7% (—4+47)
a a” o

<
(2.13) is dominated by

1\ (—4+4v+3)ar+(—4+4v)a2
3 a”®

Ce 2=k [ Z__

Since a1 + ag = A,

= £ and a; < &, we have

(=4 44y +3)ay + (=4 + 4v)az

= (- 4+4’y) +3a; <

(— 1—1—47)%.
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So,

_ 3, 14y
R(ﬂ,d,2) < (Ce2Pg 12 P,

By Proposition 2.13 the proof of Lemma 2.1 is finished.

2.3 Proof of Lemma 2.3
Lemma 2.3 follows from Propositions 2.14 and 2.16 below.

Proposition 2.14. Let v € (0, %), and h € K be given. For any given p > 1, there is a
constant C € (0,00) such that

dl

T ~ p
Jffm;a/[ (Ul, UQ, h‘) - Jsm,ak (’U/l, UQ, h)‘ :| (214)

P (1-29)p —§p
< Cluy —uslPa] + Cluy —uz|"a, ** ep’

for all up,us e R, k>0 > 1.

Remark 2.15. Proposition 2.1} holds for any p > 1, while Lemma 2.3 will be proved only
for the fourth moment.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Lemma 2.1. It is sufficient to consider the case
k > £. The constant C € (0,00) given in this proof is independent of n,m, u1, ug, which can
be different from line to line.

First, we note that

/\

Emvak u17 u27 - ngaaf (UI, u2? h)

/ dsdt/ dy (e i{y,wt—ws+ui(he—hs)) ei(y,wt wstuz(ht— ))) (1 e Zgak \y|2) fak(y).
Tern R3

A similar argument to (Step 1) in the proof of Lemma 2.1, we can see that

Jz—:m,ak (Ul, uz, h) - ']Em,ag (Ul, Uz, h)‘

_6
< Cluy — ugllag — agla, 7

/ det/ i(y,wi—wstui(he—hs)) _ ‘<vat*Ws+U2(ht*hS)>)
T5m y )7

\>ae
_Gap—ag 2
x <1 —e 2z 1l )fak(y)‘

+C

6
=: Cluy — ug||ag — agla, ”
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We use Proposition 2.6 by setting

o) = kelw) 1= (1= T Lo, )1l 2 0, )

and T' = T, , and changing Ypitse - Yp = TY2g1s s ~Ype For our convenience, we will
keep the notation {y;};=1,. . By using (2.6), (2.7), and (2.8), we have

E[|Ekel’]
L ()
:/ dsdt/ dy H (67/<yj,u1hsj,t _ <yJ,UQ st>> oD 6_% 21| R, ||y‘
T R3P j=1
LNy () B
= Z/ det/ dy H <el<yj7u1hs],t _ <yjzu2 J >gk£(yj) e 2 2217 1 |R; ||y ‘
TP NAp(T) R3P i1 ’
]_

(2.15)

We remark that for any given 7 € (0, 1] there is a constant C' € (0, 00) such that
|sinz| < C(Jz|" A1), |1—cosz|<C(|lz]"A1), zeR. (2.16)

and it follows that

E[|Bk.el”)

P
_152p-1 R;||7t 2 ~
< Clug — uzﬂpZ/p dsdt/3 dye” 2 2=t | 7 H 1yt — 557 ge(y;) | »
x YT, NAp(T) R3P

j=1
(2.17)
where g(y) = {|y| > q, 7} Then, the statement follows by modlfylng the argument of
(Step 3) and (Step 4) in the proof of Lemma 2.1 by v — %, a~ 5 a, 7. |

Proposition 2.16. Fory € (3, 2) there exists B > 0 such that the following holds. For any
h e K and M > 0, there exists C > 0 such that

d

—2~
< Cluy — ug)? am + Cluy — ug] 7am end 4 Chrylur — ug| el

~ ~ 4
Jf':n,an (u17u27 h‘) - ng7an(u1,u2, h)’ :|

for uy,ug € [-M,M], n>m > 1.
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Proof. From Proposition 2.14, we have
E |:’:7;n7an (U/l, u2, h) - ‘/]\Em,aan (Ul, uz, h)’p:|
<3 (e (1, 2 1) = Topa (1, 02, WP+ 37V (| T (1, 02, ) = T (02, )P
+ 3p_1E |:|j\5n,ag (Ul, Uz, h) - j;m,ag (Ul, uz, h‘)|p:|
P =2y, _3p 1 ~ ~
< Clur — uglPam + Clur — g an™® “em* +3PFE “Jan,ag(ulau% h) — Jem7a4<ulyu27h)|p}
for ¢ >n >m > 1, and p € 2N. In the same manner as (2.15), we have

E |:’j;n,ag(u17u27h) - j\am,ae(ulau% h)\p]

P u (]) iy uahl) p—
= Z/ N dsdt /Rg dy H < <y]) 1h —e <y], 2hs,t > fag(yj) o3 22 1 |R; || | 7
n D

€m En P(Tr) :

(2.18)
where we set
Terren = 1(5,1) €10,1]% 16, <t —5<em}.

[Ros83, Lemma 2] allows us to apply the dominated convergence theorem to (2.18) in . Thus,
we find that

B ([ Tepan (01,102, 1) = Tep (1,102, D)

1—2~ 3p

< Cluy — u2|pam + Clur — ug|Pap® pe;ﬁ
P ; ;
Y / st [ av (11 (ei@j’“l"gz —ei<yj’whg’z>> S
sm enN R3p 7j=1

From this inequality we see that it is sufficient to estimate the integrals in

p
/ dsdt/ dy H(e (mtild) _ <yjmh(j)> SERIBIPE (2.19)
TE e, NAR(T) R3P

j=1
with p = 4 due to the type of 7.

In the case of (T-ii): We look at the integral in y; for j € {1,2,3,4} such that (s;,t;) N
Uk# [sk,tx] = 0. We only prove the case j = 4, because the other cases are similar. Let us
observe that we have

4 . .
/ dy H(ei<yﬂ*“1h§3>_e"<yfv“2h§f@>> e 3 i R
R12

j=1
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_ / dys <6i<y47u1hgg> _ €i<y4,u2h§?t>>> 67%(154784)‘3/4'2
R3
& Yj ulh <y uzhm
X /Rg dyrdgedys | [ < g —e\ ) (2.20)

Jj=1

1 )

xexp | =5 > B[P
j=1,...,7

J?Jéf( 4),r(4)

It is easy to see that

. 4) . 4)
/ dy4 <6Z<y4,u1hé,t> i ez<y4,u2h£’t ) 67%(&784)'?’4'2
R3

= ’pt4*84 (’LL1 (ht4 - h84)) — Pty—sy4 (UZ (ht4 - h84))‘

C 2 2
’t g ’u2 U1Hht4 - h84‘
4 — S4

1
and that its integral in sy, ¢4 is bounded by CM|us — uy|e3, for uy,us € [—M, M]. Thus, we
can reduce it to the case that p = 3.

In the case of (T-iii): The union U?Zl[sj,tj] is decomposed into two disjoint sets as
[Sj17tjl] U [SjQ,th] and [SjS,tj3] U [Sj4,tj4] where {jl,jg,jg,j4} = {1, 2, 3,4}. Hence, similarly
0 (2:20),

4
[av [TL(e0rert) b)) ) b
R12

j=1
2 (k) (k)
N /6dyj1dyjz (H ( o) et >> e~ 3 X Rl
R k=1
4 . .
. /I‘QG dy;;dyj, (H <€i<yjk’u1hi],f)> o ei<yjk7UZhg§)>>> e_% = |R’“Hyk’
k=3

which are estimated by those in the case that p = 2.

In the case of (T-i): Here, we consider the estimate of (2.19) for 2 < p < 4. We apply the
same argument as in (2.11) and (2.12) so that

p . ;
/ dsdt / H< (o) _ piuuhll ) Iy [
T? NAp () R3p

€m,€n =
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L ) 7 _—
< dsdt [ d iCwunll) i uhll >> —1 3 Ryl |
Z / NAp () ® /R3P Y H (e

Tepeen J=1
2p—1

< Clu —WWZ m/ dzr1y [] dIRil
(72 i=1

cpeppq (Md))
2p—1

2p—1
1 A N
X / dyexp | —5 Z Iy’]2|Ri| H (1 + @j‘Q)Q
R3p 2 P iy
> u R RS —d(i) |2
<l w3 [ L) (1) ().
(=m R0 D
(2.21)
We will use Holder’s inequality with a,b > 1 such that

11
4o =1, 2(—1+1)a+2<—1, 2(—1+1)b+2<—1,
a b 2 2

3(p—2)

>
py 2

where such a, b exist if v € (%, %) For example, we can take v = %, a =b = 2. Then, (2.21)
is bounded by

P

, (=1+3)a

Cluy — ug|"? / dy 1+ |5/ @)2

fur — us) (w H( 7))
1
° o\ (F1 Db e |yd(i)|2 b

P d 1 r(i)|2 2 _bfi
S (o) e

1 _ _
X e L (3p—rank({7"D) ... 77®
< Cluy — ug|™ g 5Zp a5 (3p—rank({y 7o)

{=m

Q=

3(p —2)
< Clug — ug|Pepy

for m of Type(T-i) and
rank ({y’"(l), . ,@r(p)}) > 6.
Therefore, the remainder of 7 with Type(T-i) is the one such that

rank ({y?”(”, . ,yf(m}) =3 (2.22)
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We remark that (2.22) holds in the following cases.

p =2 and 7 belongs to Type(T-i), (Ag
p=3and 51 < 89 <ty < 83 < tg < t1, (As(m)
p=3and s9 < 81 <ty < 83 < t3 < t1, (As(m2)
p=4and 51 < 59 <t < 83 <13 < 854 <ty <y, (Ay(m)
p=4and s9 < 51 <ty <83 <tz < 8g <ty <lty. (Ay(m2)

Furthermore, by taking time-reversal (see Definition 2.11) (A3(m2)) and (A4 (m2)) are reduced
to the case where

rank ({5?(1), . j?(p)}> > 6.

Hence, the remaining cases are (As), (As(m)) and (Ay(71)). The estimates for these cases
are proved by Propositions 2.17, 2.18, 2.19, 2.20 below, and this finishes then this proof. m

Let

Ag(ﬂ'l) = {O <81 <8<t <t < 1},
AQ(’/TQ) = {O <81 <8<t <t < 1}.

Proposition 2.17. For any v € (0, %), there exists C' > 0 such that for any n > 1

/ dsdt / dy
T2 NAg (1) R6

En—1:¢n

2 . .
II <ei<ymhi?2 _ il ) S [
j=1
oo |27 Y
< Clug —uz|”e (2.23)

n—1

Proof. Take v € (0,3). We set s = so —s1 = |Ri|, t =ty — so = |Ra|, u = t1 — to = |Rs].
Then, the left-hand side of (2.23) is dominated by

2
Cluy — “2’27%7—1/ dsdu/ dt
0<stu<en—1 en<t<en—1

s+u t
< [ dodylalyexp (— m|2—2|x+y|2)

2
< Cluy — ug 275?1/ dsdu/ dt
0<stu<en—_1 en<t<en—1
S+ u

t
< [ drdelel? (ol + |21 exp (— \x|2—z\2)
s 2 2

< Cluy — uQ\QVEZ_l.

Here, note the choice of ¢, (see (2.2)). ]
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Proposition 2.18. For any v € (0, %), there exists C' > 0 such that for any n > 1

2 . .

; . (7) ; . (4) 1 3 _s12

/ det/ dy | | <el<y7’ulh5«t _ €Z<iju2hs,t ) e 2 Zj:1 |Rj||y]‘
T2 nNA2(m2) RS

n—1:€ 7j=1

< Cluy —ug*e]_ . (2.24)
Proof. Take v € 0,l . Weset s =98 —51 =|Ri|,t =1t1 —s2 = |Rs|, r =to —t;1 = |R3|.
2

Then, the left-hand side of (2.23) is dominated by

2y

—u dsdtdr

C|U1 2| en<s+t<en—1
en<t+r<en—1

S t r
X / dzdy(s +1)7(t + )7 |z|"[y|” exp <— 2> — S |v+y|* - !yl2>
RS 2 2 2

_ _ 2y
= Cluy — ug| e csttcmn dsdtdr
en<t+r<en—1
2
s+t t st+tr+rs
x [ dad Y (t ||yl — - 2.
[ daduts (¢4 7712l exp< e Tl vy |yr>

Changing variables x + Siﬂy — z, Yy — y, we can get an upper bound of the integral,

347

e <opt<En_1 dsdtdr(s +t)7(t+r) (st +tr+rs)” =z

en<t+r<en—1
342y

En<stHt<en_1 dsdtdr(s +t)7t7(t + )7 (st +tr +rs)” 2
en<tt+r<en—1

27 _ 347

<e¢ dsdtdr(st +tr +rs)” 2

= "n=1 [g, <sti<en_1 ( + + )
en<t+r<en—i1

3+2
+e7, e cortee, , dsdtdr(st+tr+ rs)’¥
en<tt+r<en—1
These terms are estimated by Ce]_;, because for a € (0, 3)
3
e csitcen 1 dsdtdr(st +tr +rs) 2"
en<t+r<en—i1
<cC dsdt(s + )" (st) 2
en<s+it<en—1
—-C dRds [R~(s(R — s))—%—a]

en<R<en—1,0<s<R
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1 1
:CB<—m—a>/ dRR™172% < C¢; %,
2 2 en<R<en—1

where B(a,b) = fol 2% 1(1 — 2)*~!dz is the Bessel function for a,b > 0. Hence, we have the
assertion. ]

We can prove the following propositions by the same argument as in Proposition 2.17.

Proposition 2.19. For v € (0,1), there exists C > 0 such that for any n > 1

J:

€n—1-¢

3 ) .
i<yj,u1h(]t) i<yj,u2h(]3 —15% R, |@j ‘2
dsdt | dy [ ]] (e st) e s, o3 Li=11R;
nﬁAg(Tﬁ) RY j=1
3 143~y
< Clug — ugl ey, 2

(2.25)

Proof. Take v € (0,1). We set r1 = sg—s1, s =ty — Sg, 1y = S3 —to, t = t3— 3, 13 = t] — 1.
Then, the left-hand side of (2.25) is dominated by

Cluy — up|® / wtelemin 1] dsdtdr | dadydz(s+t+ri+ro+13)7s7t7

RO
0<ri+ra+rz<en—1

s t T+ T2+ 73
< |zMyl e exp | Sz + 2 = Sly + 2 = ———"2* ) .
2 2 2
Changing variables  + z — T, y + z — ¥, we can get an upper bound of the integral,

dsdtdr dedydz(s +t +ry +ro +13)7s7t7
SvtE[En»En—l] RO
0<ri+ro+rz<en—1
S t 1+ 10+ 73
el P exp (= 3lo + 32 = Gl + 52 = LI )

dsdtdr/ dzdydz(s +t+ry +re+13)7s7t7
RY

s, t€[en,en—1]
0<r1+ra+r3<en—1

_ S t L+ 1o+ 713
>«MW+VWMMW+mnvwap(buP—2@?—Aﬁ

2
3y ~ 1~
<Ce ', st€lenni] dsdtdr /Rg dzdydz
0<r1+ra+rz<en—1
~ S . t . rr+ro+1r3
(P -+ APl + 2l exp 31817 - 172 - 5202
143y
< Cep?

Here, note the choice of e, (see (2.2)). ]
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x4z

Uy U us

Proposition 2.20. There exists C > 0 such that for any n > 1

4

/ dsdt / dy | T1 (6i<yj whle) _ giw ’uzhgt)>> o3 0 IRl
Tgln,l,enmA4(W1) R12 j:1
< Cluy — ug|tel. (2.26)

Proof. We set v1 = s9 — 81, s = to — 89, Vg = 83 — to, t = t3 — 83, V3 = S§4 — t3, r = t4 — S4,
vg = t; — t4. Then, the lefthand side of (2.26) is dominated by

Cluy — ug)? dsdtdrdv/ dxdydzdw

$,t,r€[En,En—1] R12

0<vi+vetvz+va<en—1
(s +t+7+v1 + vz + vz + va)strlz||y||z]|w]|

2

S t r V1 + Vg + VU3 + V4
exp (=l wl = gly + ol = e+ ul? - ).

In a similar fashion to the discussion in Proposition 2.19, we can then prove the statement
of Proposition 2.20.

xr+w Z+w

U1 V2 V3 V4
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2.4 Remarks on the treatment of Dirac functions

In this section, we will look at the self-intersection local time for pinned Brownian motion.
In particular, its continuity will allow us to use the notation

—E,A n
E e 7o1d H Oz, (wti)]
i=1

(see Remark 2.24) where 78’7;\ is given after (1.7), which is useful in our analysis.
Similarly to [Bol93], we define a self-intersection local time of conditioned Brownian mo-
tion. Fix e > 0. For each 0 < u < v < 1, 2,y € R?, a > 0, we define

1 t—e
Ho e / at / 43P0 (V@) () — Prpmg (@)(5))

where for w € C([0,1],R3)

T T

T— + Wy — —Wy, 0<7<u
T—u T—u T—u
VayW)(T) = 33<1— >+y + <w7—wu— (wv—wu)>, u<T1<w
v—u v—u v—u
Y+ wr — Wy, v<T.

By modifying the proof of Proposition 2.14 or [Bol93, Proposition 2.1], we can prove the
following.

Lemma 2.21. Fize > 0 and 0 < u < v < 1. Then, there exists a version of Hy'y 2y which
is jointly continuous in x,y € R, and a > 0. Moreover, the limit as \, 0 denoted by HS
exists and also has these properties.

?/'J’x’y

Proof. We omit the proof since it follows by the arguments of [Bol93, Proposition 2.1]. In
fact we have the estimate that there exists v € (0, i) such that for any p > 2,

B || M5t~ H

U0, T,Y w0,z Yy’

p
|<c(lz=aPr+ly—ypr+ia-al¥).
|

Remark 2.22. The map ¥y 4 2,y maps a Brownian motion to conditional Brownian motion
which bridges between (0,0), (u,x), (v,y). Lemma 2.21 can be generalized for any n inter-
mediate points. For 0 <t; < --- <t, <1, z1,...,xz, € R3, we denote by H(Etlaxl) a modified
version of H. We omit the upper index a for a = 0.
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Corollary 2.23. Let ® be any bounded measurable function. Then, we have

—E,A n
e*JO,l @ Hpa(wtia 'CC’L)]

i=1

lim F
a—0

—E,A n
— B [6—J0,1<1> wy, = T i =1,... ,n} P, (0, 21) Hptj—tj,l(fﬂj—l,l‘j)
j=2

for0<ti<---<t,<1,x1,...,2, € R3.

Proof. From construction, we have that
€, n
67’]0’1 (p H Pa (wti ) xl)

/ dyE
R3n i=1

n n
—\H¢ A -2
:/Rg dyE [e i FARL(E) m@)@} [T e zi)pe, (0,90) T 2t -1, (wi-1. 95).
" i=1 j=2

n
W, = yhl = 17 cee 7n] Pty (07?/1) Hptj—tj71 (y]—hyj)
j=2

Letting a ™\ 0, we see that the statement holds. [ |

Corollary 2.23 allows us to use the formal expression in Remark 2.24 below.

Remark 2.24. Let us use the following notation:

—£,A n
6_J0’1 ¢ H 511‘ (wti)]

=1

E

—Ee,A n
=F |:6_J0,1(I> Wy, = xi,i = 1, . ,n} Dty (0,1’1) Hptj—tj_l(xj—lv .%'j).
7j=2

Also, we set

—e,\ n
o1 [ [ 6o(ws, —we )| := / E
€ H O(WSZ wtz)] R3n

i=1

—&,\
e Jo1d

)

b (511 (wsi)dxi (wti)) dxq...dz,

1

n

for si,...,Sn,t1,...,ty €10,1].
Similarly to Corollary 2.23, we can show that

m

n
—e, —&,\
E e 7o [] b (wr) [T 75, 0,2 | = / dsdtE |e 7ou
Tm i

n

Sj,Uj

0 (wr,) [ ] do(ws; — wy,)@
i=1 j=1 1 J=1

for r1,...,7, €[0,1] and z1,..., 7, € R3. We omit the detail of the proof.
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2.5 Differentiability

In this subsection, we will look at the differentiability of
—e,\
ple) = E [exp (—Jo’l) c1>]
in € € (0,1), where ® is any bounded random variable.

Lemma 2.25. p is differentiable at € € (0, 1) for any bounded random variable ® and satifies

d 1=e _ge d 5 d
d—gp(e) = )\/0 dsE [e 0.1 Phy(ws — wsﬁ)} + ()\dgm(e) - A deng(e)) p(e).

Remark 2.26. In [Bol93], p(e) with some ® is used to construct the polymer measure vy.
The author focused on a lower bound for

p(e1) — p(e2).

for 0 < e1 < e9. He avoided the discussion of differentiability of p and used the lower bound
derived from the derivative of the modified function in which Jg, is replaced by Jgf.

Proof. We may assume that ® is a positive random variable. Fix ¢ € (0,1). Let £ € (0,1 —¢)
be small enough. Then, we have

ple + &) —ple) = —F [exp (—jéﬁg’/v (exp (jfﬂg’A - jgi) - 1) <I>} :
We can cope with the deterministic part in jﬁ,/\l easily. Thus, it is enough to focus on
E [exp (—78,?“) (exp ()\ (Jgjg — J§71>) — 1> <I>] .
Since A (Jgjg - J§’1> is negative, we have

o o () (e (3 (355 55) 1))

> AE [exp (=507 (57— 76, ) @]

=-\ dudvE [exp (—7?{@) 00 (wy, — wv)q)] .
T\T = 7
It is easy to see that
o1 —e+E,A
lim = dudvE [exp (—JOJ ) 5o (wy — wv)@}

e—=0 € T\T 2
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1—¢ —eA
= / dsE [e—Jo,@&o(ws - wSJrE)} )
0

On the other hand, we can use the following bound obtained by Rosen [Ros83, p.336, just
below (4.4)]: For any k > 2 and p > 4, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

d

where |T:\T.,z| is the Lebesgue measure of T:\T,,z in R%. Therefore, for any & > 0,

e+e €
Jo1 = Jo

k
} < O|T\T.ie|» < C27, (2.27)

1 —eur ~ _
lim —F [exp <—J8§6’/\) (exp (Jgje - J§,1> - 1) D J5q — Jgje > 4| =0.

e—0¢€

Let 7 > 0 be a small constant and take § > 0 such that 1 —e™® > (1 — )z for 0 < z < 4.

Then,
E {exp (—jgﬁg’/\) (exp ()\ (Jgjg— inl)) - 1) <I)]
< —(1=AE |exp (<Tor") (Fia = J5F) @2 Iy — IG5 < 6]+ 0()
<—(1-7r)\E {exp (—fﬁm) (J&l — Jgjg> @] + 0(&),

where we have used (2.27) in the last line. Thus, we have

I L [oxp (<7557 (oxp (3 (465 - J6.)) — 1) 9

e=0¢€
1—e —&,A
<(1- r))\/ dsE [6_‘]0’1(1)(50((4)5 - ws_i_g)} .
0

Since 0 < r < 1 is arbitrary, the right differentiability follows. The left differentiability follows
by the same kind of argument. [ |

3 Some estimates with respect to v, )

3.1 Recursive estimates

|=[?

For z € R?, we set py(x) := (27t) 77 exp (‘27)’ and

gte’)‘(m) =F [exp (—781?) 5w(wt)} )

In [Bol93] and [AZ98] it was shown that for any given A € [0, 00) there is a constant C' € (0, 00)
such that

g (@) — pt(:z)‘ < Ctapy(a) (3.1)
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for all t € [0,1] and z € R3. Here, we remark that the constant C in (3.1) can be chosen
independently of A, at least for small A. For n > 1, we define an n-points “transition density”

by
gg’a’)‘(x) =F [exp (—jg:;) Oz, (Wiy) -+ O,y (wtn)} ,

for t = (t1,-+- ,ty) With 0 < t; < --- < t, <T < 1land x = (21,...,2,) € (R3)™. The
following lemma is provided in [AZ98, Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 3.1. For any n > 1, there exists a constant C € (0,00) such that

ng’E’A(X) < Cpaty (21)pagty—t1) (T2 — T1) - Pagty—tn, 1) (T — Tn—1)-
for x = (z1,...,2,) € (R®)™, X €[0,00) and ¢ € (0,1).

Let ¢ : [0,1] x R®> — R be bounded and infinitely often differentiable with bounded
derivatives of all orders, and for 0 < s <t < 1, we define ¥ ; by

S ( / t¢(u,wu)du> . (3.2)

As was shown in [Bol93, §4], (3.1) implies that for any such ¢ and A € [0,00) there is a
constant C' € (0,00) such that

—e1,A —e2,
)E [exp (fjgjl ) \1;071} _E [exp (43?1 ) \1:0,1} ‘ <O + &) (3.3)
for all £1,e9 € (0,1), where § € (0,1). This implies that the limit
. —£,A
N(A) = lim £ [exp (—JOJ)] € (0, 0) (3.4)

exists for all A € [0,00). Strict positivity was proved in [AZ98]. In this section, we will give
a similar estimate for more general functions ®.

Let f : R?> — R be a bounded measurable function. Let Ay st := {(0,7) 1 u < o <
v,8 <7 < t}, and for any fixed a € (0,1) set

<I>u,v;s,t = / f(wg — wT)dO'dT (35)
TamAu,v;s,t

where T, := {(s,t) € [0,1]? : t —s > a} as above. For short, we set ® := ¥, and
D= Dy 4.6 We set

ple):=FE [exp (-jé’j‘) <I>] . (3.6)

The main aim of this section is to prove the following lemma, that will be used in the
proof of Theorem 4.1 below.
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Lemma 3.2. There are constants C € (0,00) and 6 € (0,1) such that

p(e1) = plea)] < C swp f(@)(e] +€3) (3.7)

forei,e9 € (0,1).

The proof of Lemma 3.2 will be provided in Section 3.2 below. The estimate (3.7), with
|®| replaced by g in (3.2), was already proved by Bolthausen in [Bol93, §4]. By modifying
his argument one can see that the discussion in [Bol93, §4] is also suitable for the present
case. Since |®g ;45| is not equal to [P ¢||Ps s4¢|, Some arguments given in the proof of Lemma
3.2 below are different from those given in [Bol93, §4].

Remark 3.3. o Lemma 3.2 is true for |®| where ® = & — $g for &1, Py of the form of
the ® entering in (3.5). A typical example of ® to which Lemma 3.2 applies is:

@ = ‘};ngan (u” h) - ‘anlyanfl(u? h’) h € K
where J was defined just after Corollary 2.2.

e We are able to generalize (3.7) as follows: Let h be a given function in Ky (with Ky
is as in Theorem 1.7 and K as in Section 1.3) and Us(h) := hjw; — hlws — f; wrhlldr
with Uy(h) == Up1(h). Let F be an element of CL(R"2), the set of continuously

differentiable functions F with sup |F(x)| + Z sup |0oF(z)] < oo. Then, we

reRn+2 |o|=1 Z€R"

have (with 73’} is given after (1.7))
’E [exp (—78?) F(®,U1,wyy, - ,wtn)} —F [exp (—73?1“) F(®,U1,wyy, - ,wtn)} ‘

n+2
<C| sup [F(z)|+max|f| sup |0, F(x)|+Y_ sup |9, F ()] ] (e +&),
xER"+2 QZGR"+2 i—2 IER"+2

forany 0 <t; <--- <t <1,

o We also have another generalization: Fori=1,--- ,m, let f; : R? — R be any bounded
measurable function. For a; € (0,1) andi=1,--- ,m, set

\IJS,)v;s,t = / fi(wr — wy)dodr.
TaimAu,v;s,t

Then, we have that for any given £ > 1, there are constants C € (0,00) and & € (0,1)

such that (with jg’j\ is giwen after (1.7))
m

eXp <—j(6f17/\> H ‘I’(()Z;)l;o,1
i=1

E - F
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< O[] maxlfix) (7 +<b)
i=1

for 1,69 € (0,1). For the proof, we remark that the same argument as the proof of
Lemma 3.2 can be applied in view of the fact that

n
< il [ g + vil v [

1=1 J#i

n

H(a:z + UZ‘) — sz
=1

i=1

for any x;,v; ER (i=1,2,...,n).

Remark 3.4. Lemma 3.2 is the same as the one in [ARZ96] and the idea of the proof is
based on the one in [ARZ96] (where the detailed estimation of some integrals was omitted,
but we confirm that it can be provided).

3.2 Proof of Lemma 3.2

Proof of Lemma 3.2. For short, we will denote sup,cps |f(z)| by max |f|. Also, we remark
that p(¢) < Cmax|f| for 0 < ¢ < 3. From Lemma 2.25, we have the following relation:

L= /O s [0 B s — w2)] + <>\(;16/~61(6) - AQ(:;HQ(E)) o). (38)

We remark that in [Bol93] the differentiability of p(e) is not provided.
We decompose J as follows (see Figure 1):
73’3 = A5 — Aka(e) + N ky(e)
= Mg s — Aski(e) + Nsko(e)
+Agpe1 — M1 = s —¢)r1(e) + M (1 — s —€)rale)
+ )‘Jg,s;s—&-s,l + AJg,s;s,s—l—a + )‘Jsa,s—&-s;s—&—s,l - 5()"{1 (5) - )‘2”{2 (5))
- jg:i\ + jii\s,l + )‘Jg,s;ere,l + )‘Jg,s;s,ers + )‘Jse,s+5;s+5,l - 5()"%1(5) - AQ’%Q (€>) (39)

and set
T5EN L TFEA | FEA e
JO,l = JO,s + Js—i—a,l + )‘JO,s;s—i—a,l'

Remark 3.5. The readers have to be careful not to confuse it with the similar notation
Je.a(u, h) given just after Corollary 2.2.

It is obvious from the definition of 1 in (1.4) and k2 entering (1.7) that

Ko = e(Mr(e) — Aha(e)) = O(e2). (3.10)
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N
T
[
[
Jstet
Josiret Jsstesiel
_85+2e L L ____
sS+e | /
— e — & H— ——f
| JO,s;s.s+s / /
8 | ///, I

S+¢€

Figure 1: A decomposition of Jg ;.

Using the fact that 1 —x <e ™ <1—z+ %a:Z for x > 0, one shows that

_je)\ 7js,s,/\
E e 70160 (ws —w3+€)<1>] =F [e 0.1 p(ws — wste)P| €N

TS,E,A
—AE [eijo’l 50(005 - ws+€)(J8,s;s,s+a + Jsa,s—&—a;s—&-a,l)q)] eKE’/\
(3.11)

+ R)\,S,Ea
where the remainder term R) ;. is dominated by

AZ 7‘75,5,)\
?E [e 0.1 50("‘)8 - ws+6)(‘]g,s;s,s+a + Jj,s+a;s+a,1)2’(b‘] eKE A

Substituting this into (3.8), we have

d 1—e _"j’s,s,)\ K
= )\/ dsE [e 01 o (ws — ws+€)<1>] ereA
0

Esp(g) =
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3 [ asE [T Je JE | effen
- S e o O(Ws - ws+€)( 0,s;s,5+¢ + s,s+a;s+6,1) e
0

1—¢ d d
+ )\/O dsRy s + ()\dsm(s) - )\2(1{_:/@2(5)) p(e). (3.12)
We set
Ia(,ls) = [eijosfﬁéo(ws - Ws+s)q)} )

7j's,s,)\

E
1) = B [T (s ) s + Torieran)®].
756,
E [6 Jolx do(ws — Ws+€)(J§,s;s,s+a + J§7S+6;S+€,1)2(I)] ’

and will prove that there exists 6 € (0, 1) such that

/ o IMds = —(1 — s)p(a)im(s) + (1 - E)am(a)im(e)p(a)
0 o8 d de

e
+ O(1) max | f]e5~! (3.13)

= (1= )1 — A (£)p(e) L (e) + O(1) max 5
/0 s —d%@(e)p(e) + O(1) max |f|= ! (3.14)
/015 18)ds < O(1) max | fle 2. (3.15)

(3.13)-(3.15) will be proven in Sections 3.2.1-3.2.3 below. Once we obtain (3.13)-(3.15), we
deduce from (3.12) that

() == A (1 - )1 — s — 1) ple) T e)

d
+ A2 (eFer 1) Eﬁg(s)p(ﬁ)
+O(1) max | f]e " LeXer + O(1) max | fle 2 e
On the other hand, we find from (1.5), (1.7), and (3.10) that

(1—e)(1—erri(e))efer —1= (1 —e)(1 —eXri(e)) (1 +e (Aw1(e) — Nha(e)) + O(e)) — 1

=0 <5logi)
GKen 1 — <1+0<5%)) —1 :O(s%),
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and hence we have

i — 1 i 2 % i —max{%,l—g}
32010 =0 (108 1) ple) 1 (6 + NOWEL ) o ra(e) + O(1) ma

= O(1) max |f]e",

for some 0 € <0, min {%, g}), where we have used (A.8). From this, we complete the proof

of Lemma 3.1. ]

3.2.1 Proof of (3.15)

Proof. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that

7]S,E,A 9
< E [e 0.1 50(0‘-}3 - werE)(Jg,s;s,s—&-s + Jsa,s—&—s;s—&-s,l) |<I>|]

7js,s,>\
< 28 [ do(wy = wore) (1 wostel® + [ Toarersea D]

8

€,8

By definition, we know that

2
’Jg,s;s,ers‘Q = / H 1{Ti —0; 2 8}(50(&)% - wTi)dTidUi
([0,8] x [s,5+<])? im1

and by using Lemma 3.1, we obtain that

TS,E,A
E |:€_J0’1 50(‘*’5 — w8+6>50(w01 - w71>50(w02 - w’T‘Q)

C | dzx / dy / d2p2c, (T)P2(05—01) (T, Y)P2(s—00) (U5 2)
R3 R3 R3

XP2(1—s) (Za x)pQ(TQ—Tl) (.%', y)p2(8+5—7'2) (ya Z)
fo<oi<oa<s<m<m<s+e;

C dx/ dy/ de?Ul (I)pQ(ogfol)(l‘)y)p2(8702)(y7 Z)
R3 R3 R3

XP2(rp—s) (27 y)pQ(ﬁ —T72) (yv $>p2(3+5_7—1) (.’L‘, Z)
<o <o9<s<m<T <Ss+e.

IN

(3.16)

By the relations

1

ps(@)pi(w) = Wps% (x),

/]RS ps(flf, y>pt(y7 Z)dy - p8+t(x7 Z)a
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the right-hand side in (3.16) is given by

C(oca—o1)(e—7)(s+e—To+s—o02)+ (02 —01+12—T1)(s+e—T2)(s — 02)

+ (0’2 — 01+ T —T1)(S+E — T+ 5 — 0'2)(7'1 — S))ig

for0<o1<op<s<T <T<s+eand

C(TQ — 0'2)(0'2 — 01)(7'1 — TQ) + (0'2 —01+T1 — TQ)(S — 02)(7'2 — S)

+ (Tz — 0'2)(0'2 —o01+11 — TQ)(S +e— 7'1))

for0<oi<og<s<m<T <S8+e.

20’1

Figure 2: The transitions for the case that 0 < 01 < 09 < s < 71 < T < s +¢e. When
we regard it as an electrical circuit, the computation technique of the resistance helps us to
compute the integrals with respect to the space variables z,y, 2.

Hence, we have
—js’g’)‘ £ 2
B (7587 80(ws = wote) G sinsve @]

< Cmax |f| dojdridoadm
0<01<02<8s<TI <T2<5+¢€

[(02 — 0'1)(7'2 — 7'1)(8 +e—T9+5— 02)
+(oa—0o1+m—11)(s+e—1)(s—02)

(IS

+(oa—o1+m—71)(s+e—Tmo+s—09)(11 — )]
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+Cmax\f|/ dO’ldTldO'QdTQ
0

<01<02<8<T2<T1<5+¢€
(72 — 02)(02 — 01)(T1 — T2)
+ (02— o1+ 71 —12)(s —02) (12 — 5)
3
+ (2 —02)(02 =01 + 711 —T2) (s +e—71)] 2.

Changing variables 7, — s = et;, s — 0; = €s; (i = 1,2), we have

Ele i 2|g
€ ’ O(WS_ws+s)|J0,s;s,s+s| | ‘

< Cmax\f|z~:_% (// dsidsadtdis
0<s2<51<00,0<t1<ta<1

[(s1 —s2)(t2 — t1)(1 — ta + s2) + (s1 — s2 + t2 — t1)(1 — t2)s2
+ (51— s +ta —t1)(1 — ta + s2)t4]

+ // dSldSthldtQ
0<52<51<00,0<ta<t1 <1

[(tz + 82)(51 — 82)(t1 — t2) + (81 — SS9+t — t2)82t2

+(t2 +s2)(s1 —s2+ 11 —t2)(1 - tl)}%)

1
=(Ce 2.

For details see Appendix A.1.
Similarly, we have that

Ele 05 50 (w. — JE 23| < Ce2
€ ’ 0("‘)8 ws+€)| s,s—l—a;s—&-a,lH ‘ s Le 2.

In this way we then obtain (3.15).

3.2.2 Proof of (3.13)
Before starting the proof of (3.13), we give two propositions.

Proposition 3.6. We take (s,t) and u,v such as

0<s<1—k¢, 1—-e<t<1
0<u<s<v<t, v—u<e.

Then we have

_75,)\_75,)\_ e
E 50(wv_wu)e JO,u Jv,t AJO,u;u,téQt

43

(3.17)
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7759\ —AY .
=Po-u(0F [6 e q’o,t(vm] +O0(1) max |f|(v — u)"2, (3.18)
where
Yuu // (u—e) V0<o'<u dod7do(wr — wy).
u<T< (ute)At—(v—u))
u—(v—e) <7' o<e
t TT O\ O\ O\ /’/,/
Qt Q: Y: g
NN
NN
vte //

U—€ v—€g U S |V

t ‘ x u—¢ v—g ul s v

F igure 3: The domains in the integrals Figure 4: The domains in the integral is

jg:u’ Jf} ;\, and J§ ., ;- shifted by the Markov property of Brow-

nian motion.

Proof. By definition we know that
|(I>0,u;u,v’ + |(I>u,v;v,t’ + |(I>u,v;u,v| < Cmax |f|(v - U)
This and Lemma 3.1 imply that

—e N\ —e
E [60(wy — wy)e Ton™ T Mo (

wopt] + | Puvul)
A —=e,A

< Cmax|f|(v—u)E [50(&)@ _ wu)efjgiuah,,t

< Cmax|f|(v—u) /]R3 /R3 dzdygu (@) py—u(0)gt—v(y — @)

< Cmax |f|(v —u)fé.

Similarly we have

=&, e,
E 50 (Wv _ wu)e_JO,u_J'u,t _AJg,u;'U,t /
T

aln

(u—a)V0<o<u f(wT - wU)deU
{ v<r<(vt+a)At }
T—o<v—u-+ta
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< Cmax |f|(v— u)_%

TaN

v<T<(v+a)At
T—o<v—u-+a

We denote O = [ {(ua)v0<g<u} f(wr —wy)drdo. (See Figure 5 below.) This shows

T=0+aq

u-a U v-ra v t
Figure 5: Decomposition of the integral of ®.

that
E 50((,% — wu)e_jglz_jzli\_)“]g,u;v,t(DO ¢
= O(1) max| f|(v — u) "=
i _js /\—jg’/\—)\JE
B e o O’uw’tdo(w” — wu) ((PO,t — Po,usuw — Pupit = Pupiu — @a,u,’u)

= O(1) mas |f|(v )

Y A
+ B e ouT vt 0,usv.t Gy (wv - Wu) ((I)O,U + q)'v,t + (I)O,u;v,t - @a,u,v) .

By the Markov property of Brownian motion and the shift invariance of J we have that
conditioned on w, = wy, the following equality in distribution holds.

—£,\ | —=E,\
(JO,u + Jv,t + A']g,u;v,h (I)Oﬂu (I)th, (I)Om.;v,t - @a,u,v)
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d e
= (Jg,tf(vfu) + )\Yu,va (I)O,uv (I)u,t—(v—u)a q)(),u;u,t—(v—u))'

From this we have
—js’k—j‘s’k—)\‘]s
E e 7oum vt O’Mv’t(SO(wU - wu) (q)O,u + q)v,t + (IDO,u;U,t - @a,u,v)
—&,\ _
= pvfu(O)E |:6_J0’t(vu) Ao (CDO,U + (I)u,t—(v—u) + (I)O,u;u,t—(v—u)):|
—E,A
= pv—u(O)E |:€_J0’t(vu)_>\yuw (I)O,t—(v—u)

From this equality and the inequalities above we obtain the desired estimate of this proposi-
tion. ]

Lemma 3.7 (cf. [Bol93, (4.6)]). There exists § > 0 such that for sufficiently small e > 0 and
r < 2g,

‘E [e—j&f—@} —E [e—ji’?cb} ‘ < C'max |f|e* 3.
Proof. This estimate is proved similarly to [Bol93, (4.6)]. We omit the detailed proof. ]
Proof of (3.13). Applying Proposition 3.6 for u = s, v = s+ ¢, and t = 1, we have
I{}) = O(1) max [fle™2 +pe(0)E {67781?*57’“/3’”5‘1)0,1—5]
= O(1) max|fle ™% +po(0) (B [e 700 @o1 .| = AB [Vispee T01c 0, ]
FOMNE V2o T, ] )

= O(1) max|fle™# + p.(0) (4D — 2B + O(1)A?A%))

Here, we note that p.(0) = —d%m(s). Since
AW = F [e_jgzi*@o,l} + O(1) max|fle,
Lemma 3.7 gives that
A = p(e) + O(1) max | f[e?.

By Lemma 3.1, we have

(3 — 2 —73"1\,5
AZi =B Y e "0tedg | < Cmax|fle (3.19)
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(see Appendix A.2) and hence,

p=(0)A2A8) < C'max |f]€*%

S

for0<s<1-—e.
In the rest, we will prove that

Ol)max|f|5% 1-2e<s<1l-c¢
AR = e m )%)p(e)—i—O(l)maX]f\s, e<s<1-—2
et (f 52) pE) + O max|fle.  0<s<e

which implies that
1—¢
/ Agﬁds = (1 —¢e)eri(e)p(e) + O(1) max | f|e,
0

which then, completes the proof of (3.13).
Since

3
2

—&,\
E {Y;75+567‘]0’1*5 ’(13071_5 — (1)071’ < C max ’f’E
we have
9 _je,)\
Ags) =E [Y; s+<€ O’I*Eq)o,l—e]

= E[Yyiee 0020, 1]+ 0(1) max | |e?

[// dudvdg(wy )ngii—sq)OJ] + O(l)max|f|5%
0<u<s<v<l—¢,v—u<e

= A% 1+ 01 )max]f]m

€,8

As in (3.11), we have
AR

€,8

—E,A
=F [// dudvdp(w, — wu)e‘]ovl—€¢071]
0<u<s<v<l—g,v—u<le

=&, &,

= E |:// dudvéo(wv — wu) JOH J'U,ls)‘Jg,u;v,ls(po’leKE,vu,)\:|
0<uLs<v<l—e,v—u<le

775,)\775,)\ _ e
— O(].))\E |:// dud’U(So(wv — wu)e Jou—Jv1-¢ )\JO’“?“J_E(I)OJ
0<uLs<v<Ll—e,v—u<le

47

€ € Ke v_ux
X (']O,u;u,v + Ju,v;v,l—s)e T :|
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= AZLYD _ 0(1)AAZ2)
where
Ks,@,)\ = (9()\1%1(6) - )\2I€2(€)).

Using the same argument as in the proof of (3.15), one proves that
AZLY = O(1) max | fle (3.20)
for 0 < s <1—¢ (see Appendix A.3).

Applying Proposition 3.6, we get that

A1)

&,

—E,\

s
—E,\ e
E 5O(Wv — wu)ef‘](),uf‘]v,l—s7)“]0,74‘;1),1—5 (PO 1€K5,v—u,)\
0<u<ls<v<l—e,v—u<e

—E,A

—J5 e (v—u —\Y, , K. veu
= /‘/0'< cacpet - pvfu(O)E e 0,1 ( ) uvq)071_6_(v_u):| e e ,)\dud,u
<u<s<v<l—ew—u<e

+ O(l)max]f\eg

—E,A

_J’ —(v—u K v—
= // pvfu(O)E e “01-e—( )(I)O,l—e—(v—u):| e rev—wAidudu
0<u<s<v<Ll—¢g,v—u<le

—&,\
- O(l)/\// po—u(0)E {6_‘]0’1—5—(”—“) @071_5_(U_U)Yu,v} efev—urdudo
0<u<s<v<l—¢g,v—u<e

+ O(l)max|f|5%
= AZLLD — O(1)AABN) 4 O(1) max | fle?.

By Lemma 3.1, we know that
€,
AEQL;LL?) < C// pv—u(O)E |:€J0716(vu) ¢O71€(UU)YU/7U:| dudv
' 0<u<s<v<l—¢,v—u<le

= O(1) max|f|e

for 0 <s<1-—e¢. Since

4\/1—5—5—21755, 1-2<s<1-¢

// Po_u(0)dudy = { e1(e) + —25e, e<s<1—2
0<u<s<v<l—egw—u<e ) (2m)2 )

(@)3(2\/§_ﬁ>> 0<s<e¢
and

—Ee,A
E [6_‘]0’15‘”“) |Po,1—e— (o) — @0,1@ = O(1)max|fle, for0<v—u<e,
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Lemma 3.7 yields that

O(1) max | f|e2 1-2<s<l-—c¢
ARLLD — e (m(a) + B 2)3) p(e) + O(1) max | fle, e<s<1-2¢
) )2
e (2\/5—\%) p(e) + O(1)max|fle 0<s<e
and
O(l)max|f\5%, 1-2e<s<1-¢
ARLD = e </€1(5) + - 2)%> p(g) + O(1) max | f|e, e<s<1-—2¢
e (2\/5— 7) p(e) + O()max|fle  0<s<e.
Putting things together, we obtain that
O(l)max\f|£%, 1-2e<s<1l-¢
AP = e (nl(s) + (22)3> p(e) + O(1) max |f|e, e<s<1-2
) ) 2
s (2\/5 - 7) p(e) +O()max|fle 0<s<e.

3.2.3 Proof of (3.14)
Let

120 = gle R T§ sisisie®
€,8 T e ’ 0("‘)8 - ws—‘ra) 0,s;s,8+¢€ )

75,8,

182 = B ™08 80w, = o) T essen®]

As in [Bol93, §4], we choose 1 > 3 > v > % > a > 0. Letting

T = {(s,u,v) 15 <e*,0<u<s<v<s+ev—u>e}
U{(s,u,v):s>1—-e*0<u<s<v<s+ev—u>e},
T2(e%,e?) = {(s,u,v) 1 e¥<s<1—-e*0<u<s—e’ <s<v<stev—u>ce}
we find that

£,

/ dsdudvE {6_‘75:1’ 90(ws — Wste )00 (wy — wy)|P|
Tl({_:a)

< C'max ’f‘ T (e dsdudv / dxdypay (x)pQ(s—u) ('7:7 y)p2(v—s) (y’ x)p2(s+e—v) (LL’, y)
E(X
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< C'max |f|e*!

and
7"]”5,5)\
/ dsdudvE [e 0.1 §p(ws — Wste )00 (wy — wu)|‘1’q
T2(e%,eP)

< Cmax ‘f| T2 5) dsdudv / d$dyp2u($)p2(s—u) (.%', y)pQ(v—s) (ya x)pZ(s—l—a—v) (.%', y)
EXE
< Cmax|f|5_%.

Therefore, we have
l1—e 1—¢ ~5.e
/ dsI{_ng’l) = / ds/ dudvE |:6_J071 90(ws — Wste )00 (wy — wv)q)}
0 ’ 0 u<s<v<s+e,v—u>e

1—e* s s+e 5.6
:/ ds/ du/ dvE [ef‘]f%l 00 (ws —wsﬁ)do(u}u—wv)fb}
eo s—eb sV (u+e)
+ max |f|O (5(0‘_1)/\(_%)) .
We write
T3, &) = {(s,u,v) ;e <s<l—eYs—eP <u<s<v<s+ev—u>e}
={(s,u,v):e*<s<1—e%s—e’ <u<sV(ute)<v<s+e}.
For &7 <s<1—¢7, we set

75,EA . TFEA —£,\ a
JO,l T JO,s—,E“Y + Js-l—a“f,l + /\‘]O,s—a“/;s-i—a“f,l'

Let us recall that 1 > 8 > ~v > % > «. We note then that the deterministic part in
jg’f’/\ - J5 ’f’)‘ derived from ;1 and ks is of order €72 and the random part comes from the

intersection local time is positive and dominated by

€ € € € _ € € €
A ( 0,1 — Y0,s—eY — ‘]3—0—57,1 - JO,s—s’Y;s—l—s’Y,l) =A (JO,s—e’Y;s—s’Y,s—l—s’Y + Js—s’Y,s+s’Y;s+e’Y,1 + Js—s’Y,s+e’Y)
_ 3 €
=A (J0,8+€7;S*E'V,S+E'Y + J3757,3+5’Y;s+57,1) (3'21)
Thus, we have

/ dsdudvE [eijgfykéo(ws — Wste)00(Wy — wU)CI)}
T3 ,.,(e%,ef)

3
S,U,V

= / dsdudvE [e’j(i:f’A&o(ws — Wste )0 (wy — wv)fb}
T3u,v(€a7€6)
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1 _js,s,)\
+0 (57 2) dsdudvE [e 0.1 §o(ws — Wste )00 (wu — Wv)@‘}
T3, ,(e*,eb)

3
S, U,V

+0(1) /3 dsdudvE [e_jgj?)\Jg,ersW;s—s“r,ersW(SO(ws — Wste )00 (Wy — wv)‘q)q
T,

s,u,v(sarsﬂ)

FS,E,A
+0(1) /T oy J5000E (€78 T srerisrer 100(ws — wote)do(wu — wi)|2]]
¥ e

3
S,U,V

Moreover, we can see from Appendix A.4 that there exists § € (0, 1) such that

78,8, —
/ dsdudvE [e_JO’l Jg,s—l—m;s—a“/,s—&-g“r(SO(ws - Ws+€)60<wu - wv)|q)q - O(E(S 1)
ng,u,v (504,55)

(3.22)
/T3 ( 0 dsdudvE [e_jgjf,/\ Jg—s’Y,s—&-eV;s—eW,l(sO(ws - ws+a)50(wu - wv)‘q)q = 0(56_1)'
S, U,V €%,€
(3.23)

Thus, we have

1—¢ 25,
/ dsI£28’1) = (1 + 0 (877%)) / dsdudvE [e_‘]ovl A(50(ws — Wste)O00(wy — wv)q)}
0 ’ T3(e>,eB)
(3.24)
+ max |f|O(5g_1).

for some & > 0.
Also, we can see that

FS,E,A

/ dsdudvE [67‘]071 00(ws — Wste)dp(wy — wv)fb}
T3(ex,eP)

FS,E,A
= /3 , dsdudvE {67‘]071 00(ws — wste )00 (wy — wy) (P s—ev + Pster 1 + ¢0,5—57;s+5771):|
T3(e>,eP)

+max |f|O(e771)

78,8,

= / dsdudv // dedyE [e_‘]o:l 00(ws — Wste )00 (wy — wy)
T3(e,eB)

X 50($ - ste”/)(so(y - Ws+€’Y) ((I)O,sfs’Y + (I)ers’Y,l + (I)O,sfs’Y;sﬁe’Y,l)]
+max |f|O(e7)

:/ dsdudv // dzdyFE [e_jgf’xég(x — Ws—g7)
T3(e>,eB)

X (‘PO,S—EV + (I)s+87,1 + q)O,s—aW;s—i-aﬁl)‘ Wster = y} Qu,s,v(xy y)
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+max |f|O(e771), (3.25)

where

Qu,sv (CC, y) = / dz / dwpu—(s—aw) (x7 Z)ps—u(z7 w)pv—s (’IU, z)p8+€—v(z7 w)p(s+£"f)—(s+a) (w> y)
Explicit calculation implies

Qu,s,v (xa y) = TP2e7 —e—(s—u)+o ('T7 y),

where

Ti= (2717) (s+te—v)(v—s5)+(s+te—v)(s—u)+ (v—s)(s—u)) 2,

N

w

o (s+e—v)(v—3s)(s—u) <s—u
o (ste—v)(v—5)+(s+e—e)(s—u)+(v—s)(s—u) ~ ’

In particular, we have 27 —ef — ¢ < 2¢7 —¢ — (s —u) + 0 < 27 —¢. Let
Tu,s,0 (T, Y) 7= Qu,s,0(2, Y) — TP2e7 (2, Y).
Then, we derive in a similar way to (3.22)-(3.23) that
78,8,
/ dsdudv/ dzdyFE [67‘]0’1 do(z — ws—ev)
T3(e eb)
X ((I)O,sfs’Y + q)erz-:’V,l + (I)O,sfz-:”/;sﬂ-:’hl)‘ Wster = y:| TP2ev (l‘, y)

78,8,
= / dsdudvT E |:€7J0’1 (@053757 + ¢5+5'Y’1 + @0’5757;s+5771):|
T3(e,eP)

—£, A
= / dsdudvrE [e_JOJCI)o’l} +0 (57_%) max | f| (3.26)
T3(e,eP)
~ 1dka(e) Y3
= 5T 2p(e) + 0 (a—: ) max | f], (3.27)

where we have used (A.9) in the last line. For the proof of (3.26), we note that from (3.21)
we have

_js,s,)\
E [6 0.1 (q)O,s—aV + (I)s+a“77l + (I)O,s—a“/;s-i-a“f,l)]
_75,)\
=F |:6 0.1 ((PO,S—E’Y + q)s—i-aV,l + (bO,S—E'Y;S+E’Y,1)i|

1o (E [e—j&’f’A

—E,A 78,E,A
JO,l - J(],l ((I)O,st’V + (I)s+5“/,1 + (I)O,sfs“f;eraV,l)})
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where we have used the fact that j‘éﬁ‘ — j&’f’)‘ < 2Xe7k1(e) — A%e7ka(g) < 1 for € > 0 small
enough and |e® — Y| < e*lz — y| for z + 1 > y. Then, it is easy to see that the last is

—&,A
O (57_%) max | f| and the first term is F [e‘JOJ <I>} + O(e”) max | f|.
Also, we show that

/ dsdudv // dzdyFE {e_jgfyk(So(x — Ws—gv)
T3(e>eb)

X ((I)O,s—a“Y + (I)s—&—a%l + (I)07s—67;s+£“/,1)‘ Wster = y] Tu,s,v(I‘, y)

=0 (55_7_1) max | f]. (3.28)

Indeed, it is easy to see that
St+e—u—o
-
267 —e — (s —u) +
(s+e—u—o)z—y?
(26" —e—(s—u)+o0)(2e7

|QU,S,U (xu y) — TP2eY (‘737 y)| <C O_p257757(sfu)+0 (IL‘, y)

+Cr )pggw (x,y)

2
< CePr <1 + M) poev (T, y)
3

= Ru,s,v (ac, y)

¥s.e\ —&,\ —e,\ . .
and Jy7" > Jos—ev t Js4tev 1. Therefore, in view of Lemma 3.1 we have

/ dsdudv / / dzdyE [e_jgf’Aéo(x — Ween)
T3(e,eB)

X ((1)0,5757 + (I)ersW,l + @O,stV;SJrsW,l)‘ Wster = y:| Tu,sv ('Ia y)'

< max |f| dsdudv
T3(e,eB)

7j5’>\7 7778)\ 5
X dedyFE | e 70s=e7 " stV 160 (2 — we—ev)

< C'max \f|£6_7/ dsdudvr
T3(ex,eP)

< O’ max |f].

Ws4e7 = y] Ru,s,fu(ma y)

Thus, we obtain from (3.24)-(3.28) that

l—e 1d
[ a1 = =5 S a(e)ple) + max |10
0
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for some 4 € (0,1).
Similarly, we can prove that

1d

1—¢ ~
/ ds122) = — X L) p(e) + max | FlO(E )
0 ’ 2de

for some 4 € (0,1).

4 Some estimates for the self-intersection local times with re-
spect to v

In Section 2, we actually proved that {@750n72_n(u1,u2,h)} o is a Cauchy sequence in
n

LP(vg) for 1 < p < 4. The aim of this section is to prove that this sequence is also Cauchy
in L'(vy) for A € (0,00). Lemma 3.2 will help us to achieve it. The main result in this
section is the following theorem, which will play an important role in the proof that vy is
h-quasi-invariant for h € K.

Theorem 4.1. Let v € (%, %) be the constant in Lemma 2.3. Then, there exists Ao € (0, 00)
such that the followings hold.

(i) For any given uj,us € R, X € (0,X), 1 <p<4 and h € K (with K as in Section 1.3),
there is a random variable p(u1,ug, h) € LP(vy) such that

lim E,, jsman(ul,uz,h) - P(u1,u2,h)m =0

n—o0 |:

(j is defined between Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 2.3).

(i1) For any given uy,up € [-M, M| (M >0), A€ (0,\), h € K, and 1 < p < 4, there is
a constant C € (0,00) such that

By, [lp(u1, ug, h)[P) < Cluy — ua?”.

Remark 4.2. When uqy = u and uo = 0, we have that

e an (U, B) = p(u,0,h) =: p(u,h) in LP(vy)

as n — oo (j was defined just after Corollary 2.2).

Remark 4.3. Compared with [ARZ96], we only discuss the case for small X and 1 < p < 4.
This is based on Lemma 2.5.
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Proof. For ui,us € R and h € K, we let

®,, = &y (ur,u2, h) = Jep q, (U1, u2,h) — Jz) 1 a1 (ur,u2,h), neN. (4.1)

It follows that

(I)n :/ deT/€i<y’w”_wT> (ei(y,ul(ha—h-,—)> et i(y,u2(ho—hr)) > fan( )
Te,NA0,1,0,1

_/ dO_dT/ei(y,wgw-r> (€i<y,ul(ho'7h7)> - (yuz (ho—h+)) )fa 1( )
Te,,_1NA0,1,0,1

Hence, ®, has the form &' — &2, where ®! and ®? are functions defined by (3.5) with
replacement of f by fi and fa, respectively (see Remark 3.3). Since |e™® —Neiy| < |z —yl,
there exists a constant C' > 0 which is independent of ¢y such that max|fi| + max|fa| <
Cluy — ug|22". Therefore, Lemma 3.2 and Remark 3.3 imply that

o (757 ] - [ (57 0] =l -],

e1,e2 € (0,1).
Letting &1 — 0, in view of (1.2) we have that for € € (0,1)
’N()\)EVA (1@, — E [exp (-73;?) |q>n|P} ‘ < Cluy — ug|P22"eS. (4.2)
We choose
— 9=pd'n (4.3)
Then, it holds that
NE,, [|®.] — E [exp (—jﬁg’*) |<1>n|p} ‘ < Cluy — uplP27Pm, (4.4)

By Lemma 2.3, we know that there is a constant &’ € (0,1) such that
E[|®,[P1] < Cplug — uglpququg’n

for ¢ > 1 with pg < 4. From the definition of 72’7;\}, we see that for g > 1 and 0 <u < v <1,

exp (-qfﬂjj,) = exp (—JZ’j,ql/\ + ( T 321)2 - 1 1) A2 (v — u)@(a))
— exp <—Ji’,2§31/\> exp (M(v - u)) . (4.5)
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This together with (3.1) implies that

E [exp (—737{*) |<I>n|p} <FE [exp (— g ng)\)} N E H‘I)n‘pq]%

1701
1
~, )\2 =~ 7~n7ﬂ =
< Cluy — upP'27P ™ exp (@(in)) E [exp <J(6) 1"_1)] ’
q J— ’
7 )\2 &
< Cluy — U2’p72_p5 " exp <ﬁ2(€n)>
g—1
< Cluy — upP727 %", (4.6)

N2ko(5,)  pd

if A > 0 is small enough such that < p2n log2. By (4.4) and (4.6), we then have
q —_—

that

NOVE[10,1) < Clux —wl” (2777 +275*).

~

which proves that the sequence (Jz, 4, (u1,u2, h))n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in LP(vy). Then,
there exists a p(uy,ug, h) such that

. -~ p
lim E,, [ e an (U1, u2, h) — p(U/l,U/Q,h)‘ ] =0
n—oo

and assertion (i) is proved.
From (i) and (3.4) we see that

NN Ey, [lp(ur, ua, H)P"?
< NV, [1era (01) = Tep o (s 7] 7 4 32 NV [0,771
< Clug — usl”.
Thus, we obtain (ii). [ ]
By a similar argument to the proof of Theorem 4.1, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that random variable ®,, satisfies E[|®,|P] < C27 for some b > 0
and p > 1. We set £, =27 for some ¢ > 0. If m)ﬁ < %, then

E [exp (—7‘571’A) \@n\] < Cg—on

for some C >0 and §>0.
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.7

Let
Ty = )\Jgﬁ’an — Ak1(en) + )\Z/ig(an),
-1
pny = E [exp (—jé’)\)} exp (—.,7,;7)\) Lo,
where jT’L’)\ =Tl {‘Jgﬁ’a” — Jgﬁ < 2*31”} for 51 € (0, ﬁ) which is chosen later.

In this section, ¢y € (0,1) will be retaken and made smaller again and again, but only
finitely many times. Let us first prove the following two lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. For X\ € [0,00) small enough and for 5 € (O, 2—(1)0) small enough,
Hn ) = V) in the weak sense as n — o0.

Proof. We note that there is a constant ¢ € (0,00) which is independent of A and ¢y such
that

E [exp (—2?873)} =F [exp (—7871’2)\ + 2)\2/12(5,1))}
< 062)\2/@2@") < 022,5)\260711' (51)
Let = be a nonnegative measurable function. Then, for any given A € (0, c0),
—_ —_ E2 n)‘
‘E [: exp (—j,’m)] - F [:exp (_Jg,l )] ’

<207E [Zexp (- Tg7" )| + B [2 (14 exp (- T557) ) +

€n,an En
‘]0,1 - JO,l

> 2*51"] (5.2)

as long as A2—01n < 1 is sufficiently small. Taking & = W ; which is defined as in (3.2), we
can see from Corollary 2.2, Lemma 3.1, (5.1) and (5.2) that

)E [Wo1exp (~T),)] — B [\1/0,1 exp (—jf)?l“)] (

~2_ 1420y 3¢9 | ¥
cA“€g 51t +61 )n

< 020 4 cp@a—ti)n ool < g%n (5.3)

for some 0y € (0,1) if A and 5, are sufficiently small, where we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality in the second inequality. By definition of vy, we have

. *5n7>\ -1 *5n7)\
lim E [exp (—JO . )} E [\110,1 exp (—Jm )] = B, [Toi].
n—0 ’ ’
It follows from (5.3) that

lim E [exp (—T5,)] " E [Yo1exp (~Ti )] = Euy [Wo] -

n—0
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Let

A, = {w:

T @) = S (w)| < 270

and let &, € (0, 2—(1)0) be the small constant which is given in Lemma 5.1 and will be retaken
and made smaller in the proof of Lemma 5.2 below. Set

1 1
Dy \(w) :=exp (—j,’l,/\(w —uh) + jfw\(w)) exp (u/ hydw; — ;u2/ (hl’t)zdt>
0 0

d(ﬂn,/\OT;hl)
d“n,/\ '
Since we do not know at present whether (wt)te[o,l]y as coordinate process under vy, is a

with fol hidw; understood as an It6 stochastic integral. It is clear that D, =

semimartingale or not, the quantity fol hidw; is not guaranteed to be well-defined under
the polymer measure vy. Moreover, it is known that v, is singular with respect to vy (see
[Wes82]). However, if h € Ky, by Itd’s formula we have

1 1
/ hydw; = hjwy — / widhy. (5.4)
0 0

The right-hand side of the above equality is well-defined under the measure vy. From now on
we assume that h € Ko, and we always regard the left-hand side of (5.4) under the measure
vy as the term defined by the right-hand side of (5.4). Let

auh = e_Ap(_uvh)_'_V(u?h)’

where
1 1 1
V(u,h) = V(w,u, h) == uhjw — u/ wehldt — 2u2/ |2t
0 0

and p(u, h) is as defined in Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 5.2. For any given u € R, h € Ky and for A € [0,00) small enough, it holds that

-1
d(vaoT,) B
— = U — aun,  Vi-G.e.
dvy,

This lemma follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let Fy be the set of bounded continuous functions f : R — R for some p > 1.
Then, for any given u € R, h € Ky and for X € [0,00) small enough, the following holds

d(lu'n,)\ © Tﬂ_hl )

lim [ f(wy,... wy,) dpinx

n—oo

i = / ey, ) tundiy (5.5)

forany f € Fo and any 0 <t; <---<t, <1 withp > 1.
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Proof of Lemma 5.2. By lemma 5.1, we also know that for any given u € R and h € Kj
fn) © Tu_hl = V)0 Tu_hl in the weak sense,

as n — oo. Hence, we obtain that for any given f € Fpand 0<t; <---<t, <1 (p>1)

/f Wiy y - - wtp) ('uzl;: : )dunA—>/f (Wiys - wtp)d(l/)\OTh) (5.6)

as n — oco. Combining (5.5) and (5.6), we have that

/f Wiy s -5 wy, )d(va oy /f Wiy s - -+ s Wiy )Aupdry,
forall fe Fo,0<t1 <---<t, <1
This implies that both d (1/,\ o Tu_hl) and a,pdvy are the probability measures on the Wiener

space and that their finite-dimensional distributions coincide. Therefore, we obtain the de-
sired result. m

We postpone the proof of Lemma 5.3 to Section 5.1, and now prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We have to show that for each h € Ky, there is {a,;,,u € R} such that

va(ay, = aun) =1, uw€eR, (5.7)
vy (al,, is continuous with respect to u € R) = 1. (5.8)

We choose a small A > 0 so that the assertions in Theorem 4.1, and Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2

hold. By Lemma 5.2, we know that a,; = %&”A), vy-almost everywhere. By Theorem 4.1

and the Kolmogorov theorem, we know that there is p’(u, h) such that

(' (u,h) = p(u,h)) =1, uweR
vx(p'(u, h) is continuous with respect to u € R) = 1.
For h € Ky, we set

— / —
a;h = € )\,0( u,h)+V(u,h)

Then, {a/,;u € R} satisfies (5.7) and (5.8).
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5.1 Proof of Lemma 5.3

We prove Lemma 5.3. Hereafter, we fix f € Fpand 0 <t <--- <t, <1. Let

where § > 0 is a constant given in Lemma 3.2. For the proof of Lemma 5.3, we prepare
following lemmas.

Lemma 5.4. For any given u € R, h € Ky and for X € (0,00) small enough

sup By, | [jsman(u, h)H < 00. (5.9)

n>1

Proof. We find from Lemma 2.3 and (5.1) that

igll)E [exp ( Ja"’ ) jgman (u,h) — jgm(”),am(n) (u, h)H <C (5.10)
for A > 0 small enough. Moreover, we will see later that
{E [exp (—7371’/\> j;m(n)vam(n) (u, h)H } is a Cauchy sequence. (5.11)
Combining (5.10) and (5.11) yields
E [exp( T ) T an (1, h)H <C . (5.12)

Taking £ = |J., 4, (u, k)| in (5.2) and recalling that 5 € (0, 555), we see from Hélder’s
inequality that

’E [exp (—\77;7)\)

< A2 B2 [

Teran (U, h)H - E [exp( A )
j;?n,a" (u, h)‘ exp < JE”’ ﬂ
Jep an (U, h)‘ <1 + exp (_jffl’ )) :

|

+ F [ > 2—&”}

En,an £
Joi — o

jsn,an(u,h)ﬂ : E [eXp< 2T )F

T o (u, h)ﬂé <1+E [exp( 4T )}‘1*) -231”E[

<02 Mg [

o |7

En,an €n
Joi" — Joi
S 02—6371

for some 53 > 0 by Corollaries 2.2 and 2.4, and (4.5), if A > 0 small enough. Hence, we can
obtain (5.9) for small A > 0 by (5.12).
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We complete the proof by showing (5.11). We have

—€n, *€n71,)\ i~
)E |:eXp ( JO 1 ) Em(n) @m(n) (’LL, h)H - E |:eXp (7‘]0 1 ) Em(n—1)4m(n— 1) H ‘
< )E [exp (—jofll’ ) Te )y (U5 h)H - F [exp( Jen " ) Ty @y (U m
—En—1,A g T
+ E |:eXp (_‘]0,1 ' ) JEM(n)’am(n) (U, h) o JE

uh)|
= Pl 4+ p2

Then, we see from Corollaries 2.2, 2.4 and 4.4 that there exist C' > 0 and 53 € (0,1) such
that

m(n—1)%m(n—-1) (

P2 < 270sm

for n > 1 if A > 0 is sufficiently small. Noting the definition of m(n) and applying Lemma
3.2 (see Remark 3.3) to P!, we see that there exist C > 0 and d4 € (0, 1) such that

Prlb < Cz—&n
for n > 1. Thus, we obtain (5.11). [ ]
For M > 1 large enough, we set
Bu(M) : {‘)\Jsman _u, h)‘ > log M} U{|V(u, h)| > log M}.

Lemma 5.5. For any given u € R, h € Ky and for A € (0,00) small enough, there exists
C > 0 such that

s 0Tl (BalM)) = s ({0 uh € Ba(MDY) < -
for any n > 1.
Proof. From Lemma 3.1 we easily obtain that
1 3
sup B, ||+ < /0 |wt|2dt> < (<o (5.13)

Since it holds that

1
V(w + uh,u, h) = uhjw; — u/ wehydt + L |h’| dt + u?hoh,
0
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from (5.13) we have

sup i\ (|V (- + uh, u, h)| > log M)
n>1

1 2 r1
< sup pn, ( uhjwy — u/ wth;'dt‘ + / |h}|2dt + hohy| > log M)
n>1 0 2 1Jo
C
< . 5.14
~ logM ( )
From Lemma 5.4 we also have
~ ~ C
i Togd ([ Temsan (=10, 1)| 2 108 M) = g (| Ty 0 (0, )| 2 Tog M) < (5.15)
) u ) ’ ) log M
for n > 1. The assertion follows from (5.14) and (5.15). |

Lemma 5.6. For any R > 0, any given v € [-R, R], h € Ko and for A € (0,00) small
enough, there exist C' > 0 and é5 > 0 such that

finx 0 T (AS) = pna({w + vh € A%}) < C27%n (5.16)
forn > 1.

Proof. Taking = =

Jgﬁ’a” (w + uh) = J55 (w + uh)

in (5.2), we have

B [[J55™ (-4 uh) = T+ uh)| exp (=)

<E|

Jon (- +uh) — J5 (- + “h)‘ P (‘jf)ﬁ’k)}
Ter (- 4+ uh) — Jgn (- + uh)] exp (-0,

B[ |5y uh) = T+ un)| exp (<755
o (~71)]

JSH’“”(- + uh) — Jéﬁ(' + uh)‘ exp (—27873)}

+|2]

<E|

Jgﬁ’a"(- +uh) — Jgi (- 4+ uh)

Lo g [

+E|

Ty (- ub) = (- +uh)| (14 exp (< 7557))] (5.17)
Then, we see from Corollary 2.2 and (5.1) that there exists 84 > 0 such that

the right-hand side of (5.17)

NI

<p| B [exp (<27377)]

2
Jgﬁ’““(- +uh) — Jgi (- + uh)‘ ]
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VI

1
E [exp (—2?871’)\)} ’

~ 2
+ X270 E [ o (- +uh) = J5n (- + uh)‘ ]

[SIE

JE (- + uh) — Jg1 (- + uh) H b {(1 + exp <_J371’A>>2]

S 0275471

|

for small A > 0. Hence, there exist C > 0 and 55 > 0 such that

B (AS (- + uh)) < €270,

for n > 1. []

For A € B, h € Ky, we set {w+ h € A} by A(- — h).

Lemma 5.7. For M > 1 large enough, any given v € R, h € Ko, and A € (0,00) small
enough, there exist C > 0 and dg > 0 such that

Flw)e Meman(Cul)tVwh) gy, < co=n 2 max|f|. (5.18)

/B;(M)M(An(-—uh)mAn())c

Proof. We have

f(w)e_’\JE"*“" (—u,h)+V(u,h)dun7/\

/Bg(M)ﬂ(An(~—uh)ﬁAn('))c

< max| {1 At

Y

/(An(‘—Uh)nAn('))c

and hence, the statement follows from Lemma 5.6. [ |

Now we prove Lemma 5.3 by using Lemmas 5.5, 5.6 and 5.7.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. We note that Bf (M) can be written as
{1V ()| < log M} {|AT., a0, (—u, )| < log M}
Let o € CZ(R?) be a continuous function which satisfies

on (1, z2) for |z1| <log M, |xa| <log M,

0 S @M(xluxQ) S ]-7 if (1:1,172) S R27
=1,
oy (x1,x2) =0, for |x1| > 2log M, or |x2| > 2log M,



Three dimensional polymer measure 64

and we set Gpr(w) := opr(AJn(—u, h), V(u, k). Then, we have
[ $@Dusdiny = [ G0 £ Dunditns + [0 Garw)) F@)Drsdpnn
for f(w) = flwe,, ... w,).

It is easy to see from Lemma 5.5 that

_ C
< sup | fluna o Tt (Bu(M)) < ——max|f].  (5.19)

[ = G £ D < o

We remark that
D, = exp (—)\jn(—u, P14, (w—uh)nAn(w) + V (4, h))
xexp (= (MG (@ = uh) = Ma(en) + A2h2(e0) ) Ty ouin Auo))
X exp (()\Jgﬁ’a” (W) — Ak1(en) + )\2@(5”)> 1An(w)\An(w—uh)> ,
and hence on A, (- —uh) N A,(-),
D, 5 = exp (—)\jaman(—u, h) +V(u, h)) .

Applying Lemma 5.6 for v = u,0 and Lemma 5.7, we obtain that

’ / (W) f(w)Dpadpnx — / Bt (W) f(w)e M HVh g, | (5.20)

as n — 00.

Let Fy = o1, 22)e 222 f(x3,- -+ ,2pi0) € CL(RPT2). Note that Fjy is Lipschitz
continuous for each M. Then, we can see from the same argument as the proof of (4.6) and
Corollary 2.4 that

[ (Bt (Mo .V s )

<Cuy /

_FM (AJEm<n),am<n) (_u7 h’)v V(’LL, h)) Wiy, ,(Utp))> dlu"rl,)\
Also, a similar argument as in (4.2) and (4.4) yields that

Jeran (=, h) — J,

Em(n)sTm(n)

(—u, h)‘ dpgn,n — 0.

‘/ FM (AJEM(H),GLM(”) (_u7 h’)7 V(ua h)a Wty 7wtp)> dﬂn,/\

—/FM (Aj;m(n),am(n)(—u, R,V (u, h),wi s - ,wtp)) da| — 0.
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Theorem 4.1 (see Remark 4.2) implies that
/FM </\°A7;7rl<n>vavrl(n>(_“’ h), V(u, ), @y, ,th)) dva
—>/FM()\p(—u, h),V(u,h),we,- - we,)dvy.
Putting these together, we obtain

lim '/ Fy ()\j/en,an(_@% h)a V(ua h)7wt17 e 7th)>)d:un,)\

n—oo
/FM (Ao(=u, h), V(u,h),wyy, - wy, ) dvy| = 0.
This inequality, (5.19) and (5.20) yield
n@(} ’/ f(wtu s 7wtp)Dn,>\dMn,/\
—/QZM(w)e)‘p(“’hHV("’h)f(wt conwy )dry| < ¢ sup | f].
e ~ log M
Since
N}im (ﬁM(w)e*Ap(*“’hHV(“’h)f(wtl, oy, )dyy = /e’\p(“’hHV(“’h)f(wtl, oy wyy,)duy,
—00

we obtain Lemma 5.3.

This implies that also Theorem 1.7 has a complete proof.

A Some estimates of integrals

In this appendix, we give some calculations of integrals, that have been used in the course of
various proofs given above.

A.1 Proof of (3.17)
Observe that

// dsldSthldtQ
0<s2<51<00,0<t1 <ta<1

[(s1 — s2)(ta — t1)(1 —ta + s2) + (s1 — s2 + ta — t1)(1 — t2)s2
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3
+(s1—s2+ta—t1)(1 —ta+s2)t1] 2

1
- 2// dSthldtQ
0<52<00,0<t; <ta<1 so+ta(1 —t2) \/(ta — t1)((1 — ta + s2)t1 + (1 — t2)s2)
1 1
S C// dSthQ
0< s2<00,0<ta<1 sy +ta(1 —1t2) /T —t2 + s2
1
<C dtg———— < 00,
0<t2<1 tz(l — t2)
where in the first inequality we have used
b 1 b (s;rt)  a-— (S;rt)
/ dz = arcsin e — Al ————
a V(@—s)(t—x)+u w i (t—45) wt (1;—45)

when s < t, u >0 and a,b € [s,t].
Similarly,

// dsldSthldtQ
0<s2<51<00,0<t2<t1<1

[(t2 + s2)(s1 — s2)(t1 — t2) + (s1 — s2 + t1 — t2)sats

_3
+ (ta + s2)(s1 — sa+t1 —ta)(1 —t1)] "2
2// dsydtydt !
= sodt1dis
0<s9<00,0<ta<t1 <1 So + t2(1 - t2) \/(tl — tQ)(SQtQ + (82 + tg)(l — tl))
1 1
S C// dSthQ
0<82<00,0<ta<1 5o+ ta(1 —t2) /52 + L2

1

gc/ Aty < o,
0<ta<1 Vita(1 —ta)

A.2 Proof of (3.19)
Observe that

2 —Jo,1—
E |:Yts,s+ae ot 6@0,1—5]
< C'max |f] dojdridosdm
01<02<8<T1<T2<5+¢€

T1—01<¢,T72—02<¢€

((7—2 - Tl)(Tl - 01) + (7’1 — 02)(02 — 01))_%

max doidrdoodT
+C f|//71<02<5<72<7'1<s+s 1 1 2872

T1—01<¢,T2—02<¢€
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ol

((Tl — T2 + g9 — 01)(7'2 — 02))_
=Y +Yo.

Taking the integral of Y7 in 7o € [r1, 092 + €], the integrand is given by

1 ( 1 - 1 )
(11 —0o1) \/(7'1 —03)(02 — 01) \/(02 +e—m)(n —o1)+ (11 —o1)(o2 —01)

1 1
= C(Tl —o1) \/(7'1 — 02)(02 *01).

Taking integral in 71 € [s,01 + €] gives an upper bound

2C \/02—01(\/(71+€—(72—\/8—(72) < C

arctan S )
02 — 01 02—01+\/(01+E—02)(S—02) \/(02—0'1)(8—02)

where we have used the integral

/e dz 2 Vab — c(vbe + ¢ — /bd + )
d (x+a

arctan

)\/bx+c: Vab — ¢ ab—c+ \/(be+c)(bd+c) (A1)

when ab — ¢ > 0. Then, taking integrals in s — e < 01 < 02 < s, we obtain an upper bound
of Y1, C'max |f|e.
The integral in Y5 in 71 € [12, 01 + €] is equal to

2 2
(02—0'1)%(7'2—0'2)% (O‘Q—FE—TQ)%(TQ—UQ)%
2
< 1
(02 —01)2(12 — 02)2

Taking integral in 75 € [s, 01 + €] gives an upper bound
4
((o2 —01)(s — 02))

Then, the integration in s — ¢ < 01 < g2 < s gives an upper bound of Y5, C'max | f|e.

N

A.3 Proof of (3.20)
By Lemma 3.1 and the some argument as in (3.16), we can find

=&, =,

_ _ ’ _ €
E |:// dud’l}(s(wv — wu>6 JO,u Jv7175 >‘J0,u;v,175|Q)071’J§7u;u’veKe,v7u,>\
0<u<s<v<l—¢g,v—u<le
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s+e s v t—e 3
SC’max\ﬂ/g dv/v_edu/u dt/o dr(t—uw)(u—r)+(v—0)t—u)+(v—t)(u—r1))" 2
(A.2)

s+ S v
SCmax\ﬂ/ dv/ du/ dt ! !
s v—e u U—U\/s(v—u)—(t—u)2

ste s 1 v —1u
< Cmax|f| / dv / du arcsin
S vV—E& €

v—1u

< Cmax|fle,

where we have used that K., < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0 if v —u < ¢ in (A.2).
The same calculation yields

—&,A =g,
R SR A W (S e Ke oy
B |:// dudvé(wv —Wu)e 0,u v,1—e 0,u;v,1 E|©071’J’U‘,U;U,1756 e, v—u,\
0<u<s<v<l—e,v—u<e

< C'max|fle.

A.4 Proofs of (3.22), (3.23)
For (3.22), the region

Téu,v,a,a,ﬁm =13, () x{(0,7):0<o<s+e,s—) <T<s+e,7T—0>¢}

S,U,V

is partitioned into 15 regions due to the order of {s,u,v,s+e,0,7} in [0, s + £7], denoting
by Rgfzt,v,a,r (Z - 1, ey 15)

Rg&vvﬁﬁ ={o<T<u<s<v<s+e}ln Tf’u’v’g’a’ﬁﬁ,
Rgi)w’(,’T ={o<u<tT<s<v<s+e}ln T;u’v’e’aﬁﬁ,
Rgi”gm’gﬁ ={o<u<s<T<v<s+e}N Téuyv,s,oc,ﬁw
Rgﬂ’vyaﬁ ={o<u<s<v<T<s+e}N T;f%v,g’a’ﬁﬁ,
Rfs?z)t,v,a,f ={o<u<s<v<st+e<T}Nn TS‘%%U’E,&’BW,
RO or={u<o<r<s<uv<s+elNTi casq
Rgl)wjaﬁ ={u<o<s<T<v<s+e}N T;u,v,a,a,ﬁ,ya
Rgi)w(” ={u<o<s<v<T<s+e}ln T;fum’s,aﬁﬁ,
Rg?z)w’aj ={u<o<s<v<st+e<T}N Téu’v’e’aﬂﬁ,

g}g}v’gﬁ ={u<s<o<T<v<s+e}N T:um,a’aﬁﬂ,
Rg,lzi)v,a,f ={u<s<o<v<T<s+e}ln Tf’u’v’&a’ﬁﬁ,

g}g}vw ={u<s<o<v<st+e<T}N T;"u’v’e’aﬂﬂ,
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Rg}g”)v’a’T:{u<s<v<a<r<s+5}ﬁ

Rg}f}v’gﬁ:{u<s<v<a<s+€<7}ﬂT4

5,U,0,8,003,71

RSS’)UJJ:{u<s<v<s+5<cr<7'}ﬁTs4

7u7v787a7ﬁ7’y :

4
Ts7u’v7€?a76’,\/’

We remark that R0, R(AD R(13) are empty sets due to the restriction of 7 — o > €. Then,
we will estimate the integrals

C ) dsdudvdadTQ(i)(s, u,v, o, T, e)_%, (A.3)

(¢
Rs,u,v,o,r

where Q) (s, u,v,0,7,¢) is a polynomial function of (s,u,v,0,,€) on Rg%}ug,f for each i =
1,...,15.
For each region, we can find an associated electrical circuit given in figure 6 as follows:

L4 (1) : Rg?’l)l,,l},a'ﬂ' .

2 3 7 8 9 11 12
® (2)' Rg,u,v,a,’r, Rg,1?L7U,U,T7 Rg(gﬂl,’l],o'ﬂﬁ Rg,??t,’l),o’,’T? Rg,’l?t,’l},o'ﬂ'? Réﬂ?b,’l},o’,7'7 R((S,’LL,)U,O',’TW Rg,u,)v,a,ﬁ
14)
Rt

S,U,V,0,T *
. p) (15)
i (3)' R$7U7U7U77—7 RS,’LL,’U,O',T'
. p6) (10) (13)
L4 (4)' RS,U,U7U7T) S,U,V,0,T RS,U7'U7O'7T'

In particular, Q¥ has the form

b(cd + de + ec) + f(cd + de + ec) + cde (1)
be(e+ f)+ef(b+c¢)+db+c)e+ f) (2) in Figure 6,
b(de +ef + fd) (3) in Figure 6,
c((b+de+ (b+d)f +ef) (4)

1) in Figure 6,

4) in Figure 6.

Applying this to each case and simplifying the polynomial, Q@ is given as follows.
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3)

Figure 6: Q® can be computed from these types of electrical circuits. The associated electri-
cal circuit for R(*®) has the other version of (3) where the tail from 0 is adjusted to z. Even
for such a version, Q1®) has the same form.

QW = (s+e—7)[(r—v) + (u—0)][(v—=5) + (s —u)]
+ (s —u)(v = s)[(T —v) + (u—0)]
+ (1= v)(u—0o)[(v—s5)+ (s —u)],

QP =(r—s—e)(s—u)(v—s)+Ww—s)(s+c—0v)+ (s+&—v)(s —u)
+(u—o)[(s—u)(v—s)+@W—s)(s+e—v)+(s+e—v)(s—u)
+(s—u)(v—2s)(s+e—0v),

QY =(r—0)(s+e—v)(v—5)+e(s—T+0—u)),

QU =(s+e—v)(v—7)+ (0 —w][(T =)+ (s — )]

QY = (v—ys) (T—v)+(U—U)H(S—U)+(8+€—T)]
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+(s—o)(t—s—¢e)[(s+e—v)+ (v—y5)]

+(s+e—v)(v=38)[(s—0)+ (1—s—¢)],
Q™ =@w—-0)(s+e—v)+(s—w)l(r—s—¢)+ (0 —9)]

+(s+e—v)(s—u)(t—s—¢)+ (0 —3)]

+

st+e—o)(t—s—¢e)[(v—35)+ (s —u)]
v—s)(s—u)[(t—s—¢e)+(s+e—0)],
QM) = (r—0)((s+&—v)(v—s)+e(s —u)).

Estimates of all integrals in (A.3) are obtained by explicit calculations. By reversing the
time, (3.23) can be reduced to (3.22).

A.5 Asymptotics of Expectation and Variance of Jg,

In this subsection, we prove (1.5)-(1.7).

A.5.1 Proof (1.5)
Observe that

1—¢ 1 9 1—¢ 1 1
E[J54] :/ ds/ dtpi—s(0) = 3 / - - T | ds
0 ste (2m)2 Jo ez (1—s9)2

A.5.2 Proof of (1.6)

It is easy to see that

E [(Jg,l)ﬂ

1—e 1 t u
+2/ dt/ du/ dr/ ds/ dm/ dypr (0, 2)pr—r (2, Y)Ps—t (Y, ) pu—s (2, y)
0 t+e 0 (r+e)Vvit R3 R3
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=: 2V (e) + 2Via(e) + 2V5(e).

We should now investigate the asymptotics of each term:
Observe that

5 1—¢ 1 t—e t 3 3
(2m)°Vi(e) = dt du dr ds(s—7)"2(u—1t) 2
€ t+e 0 r+e

1—e 1 t—e
= 2/ dt/ du(u — t)_g/ dr (5_% —(t— r)_%>
€ t+e 0

2/1€dt/1 du(u—t)"3 ((t—a)a*% —2\/E+2x/§)

€ t+e

4/1_8 at (78 = (1=0)73) (1= )% — 2V +215)
61—6

4/ dt (e‘lt—e—%(l—t)—%t—%/%s‘%) + C1(e),

I
—_

|
~

where C}(g) converges to some constant as € — 0. Since

1-¢ 1 1 1
/ dt <€_lt—6_5(1 —t)_it—2ﬁ£_§>
g

C1(1-e)P-e* 1 — 2 s 03 41 s 38
—if—% 2( 1_5_\/g>_§<(1_5)2_52> _g 6((1_8)2_52),
there exists a constant C; € R such that
8 2(1—e)2
3 — € 12 — - € = >
ig% <2V1(5) E[J51]" + UG ) Ch. (A.4)

Similarly, we have

1—¢ 1 u—e u 3 3
(27)3V3(e) = / dt/ du/ dr/ ds(s—r) 2(u—s+r—t) 2
0 t+e t r+e
1—e 1 3 r 1 3
:/ dr/ ds(s—r)_2/ dt/ du(u —s+r—t) 2
0 r+e 0 s
1—¢ 1 3 T 1 1
:2/ dr/ ds(s—r)2/ dt((r—t)fi—(l—s—i—r—t)*?)
0 r+e 0
1

:4/01_6dr/r+eds(s—r)_§ (Vr—VI—s¥r+vI—3).

Since

/015 ar /Tl ds(s —r) 3 y/r = /015 wavr (- ) = S e

+e
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/ol_adr/r;ds(s—r)_gm:/o dr( (JF \Afj)_ 51 rdUU(ll_U))

[N

-9

T —|—0372(€)
1—¢ 1 s 1 ) )
/ dr ds(s—r)_2\/1—s:2/ dS\/l—s(e_E —8_5>
0 r+e €
41 —5)%
T3 TGl

where C3;(e) (i = 1,2,3) converge to some constants as ¢ — 0, there exists a constant Cs
such that

lim (21/3( ) — . i)3§(1 _\[55)2> — . (A.5)

To calculate Va(g), we first divide the integration as follows:

1—e 1 t u
/ dt/ du/ dr/ dsF(r,s,t,u) (A.6)
0 t+e 0 (rte)vt
1—e 1 s 1
:/ dr/ ds/ dt/ duF(r, s, t,u)
0 r4e r (t+e)Vvs
1—¢ 1 s—e 1 l—¢ 1 s 1
:/ dr/ ds/ dt/ duF(r,s,t,u)+/ dr/ ds/ dt/ duF(r, s, t,u),
0 r4e T s 0 r4e s—¢ t+e
3

where F(r,s,t,u) = ﬁ (t=r)(s—t)+(u—s5)(s—t)+ (u—s)(t—7r)) 2 is a continuous
function on {0 < r <t < s <u < 1}. In particular, we have

(2m)*Va,(e)

/1 Edr/+€ds/ dt/ duF(r, s,t,u)
l—e
e[ e dts—r<\/(t—:)(8—t)_\/(1—5)(8—7")1+(t—7”)(5_t)>

and

(2m) Va2 (e)

1—¢
/ dr/ ds/ dt/ duF(r,s,t,u)
+e t+e
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1—¢ 1 s 1
:2/ dr/ ds/ de¢
0 r4+e s—e §—=r

1 1
8 <\/(t+€—s)(s—7")—I—(t—r)(s—t) - ¢(1—s)(s—r)+(t—r)(s—t))'

Thus,
3d
(2 ) (V21 +V22(

/1 ) / ds dt (t+e—=s)(s=r)+({t—71)(s—1))"
+e
1—e
—6/0 dr/r
)
<\/t—r)5+(t—r)(r+5—t)_\/(1—r—5)5+(t—r)(r+e—t)
/ds/ dt/ (t+e—s)(s—t)+e(t—r))"
l1—¢ !
_5/0 dr/o \/m+0(52)
1 s m
- _i/s ds/s_edt <\/52—1(s—t)2 - \/88—1(5—t)2> - g(1_6)+0(5_
:—Q;T(l—s)%—z/eldsarcsin\/i:—%+O< )

Therefore, there exists a constant Cy € R such that

l\)\w

[SI[9)

N[
N———

2 -
hm <2V2( )+ @n)? log 5) = Ch. (A7)
(A.4)-(A.7) yield (1.6).

A.5.3 Proof of (1.7)

First, we remark that the proof (1.7) was already indicated in [Bol02, p.20] but we shall give
more detail by the following calculation.
As in (A.6), we have

8)_/Osds/s;du/:dt(s(t—s)+(t_s)(lu_t)+(u_t)S)

N
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" /51_8 ds/s; du/sudt(s(t — )+ (t - s)(lu —t)+(u—1t)s)2

Hence,
(27T) / ds/ s(t—s)+ (s+e—t))"2

/1€d3/ s(t—s)+ (s+e—t)t) 2

/ds du(s(e — 5) + (u — £)e) 3.
0 s+e

[

Using the integral

t 4 9 t
/(agp2+bx+0)_gd$: [( ax + 2b ]

dac — b?%)Vaz? +bx +c],

we obtain that

. lste)E
€ 1 3
/0 ds/s du(s(e —s) + (u —€)e)

+e

—/Eds2 ! !
o V2es — 52 Vel —¢e)+sle—s) )

Thus, we find that

d B e 9 12,/ 1= 4
(%)Sdig@(g) - _/0 ds <(4s +¢)\/Es * e(4s +£)m> _/a dsm

€ 1
/ds
£y/e(l—¢)+s(e—s)

:_/olsd(4s+ef/ 4s+€f/ 45;26@
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+O(e—%>.

It is easy to see from (A.1) that

/Hd ! +/€d 2 Laretan {20/ 275 ) + 2 arctan2
— s §———————= = ——arctan — arctan
0 (ds+e)ves  Jo  (4ds+e)y/es € € 5

2

27 1 T 1
:——+O<€ 2)+——7arctanf.
€ € € 2

Also, we have

/5d 12/s 12 1dt NG
S = — JE S
0o clds+e)2e—s €y (dt+1)V2-t
12 ! 4u? ¢
=2/ 4q —
e Jo u(9u2—|—1)(u2+1) (u 2—t)
sm_ 2 tan3 = — + 2 tan 1
= — — —arctan3 = — + — arctan —.
26 ¢ 2t € 3
Since arctan% + arctan% = %7
d 2w 1
27)3 = - O( —§> . A8
(2m)" 4 k2(e) - TO0(e (A.8)

We can also compute

/s » /s—i-a Qo (27.‘.)—3 3
s—eB sVute) ((s+e—v)(v—8)+(s+e—v)(s—u)+ (v—s)(s—u))2
s+e

_ / dv< 2(2m)~" - 22m) )
s e((s+e—v)(v+e—s)? 5(55+1+(s—|—5—v)(v—s))%

_ @ + 0(5*%) = —1%@(5) + O(a’%l) (A.9)

for e < s <1—e* with a € (0, 3) and B € (3,1).
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