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Abstract. The Discrete Gaussian Chain is a model of interfaces Ψ : Z → Z
governed by the Hamiltonian

H(Ψ) =
∑
i̸=j

Jα(|i − j|)|Ψi − Ψj |2

with long-range coupling constants Jα(k) ≍ k−α. For any α ∈ [2, 3) and at high
enough temperature, we prove an invariance principle for such an α-Discrete
Gaussian Chain towards a H(α)-fractional Gaussian process where the Hurst
index H satisfies H = H(α) = α−2

2 . This result goes beyond a conjecture
by Fröhlich and Zegarlinski [FZ91] which conjectured fluctuations of order

n
1
2 (α−2)∧1 for the Discrete Gaussian Chain.

More surprisingly, as opposed to the case of the 2D Discrete Gaussian
Ψ : Z2 → Z, we prove that the integers do not affect the effective temperature of
the discrete Gaussian Chain at large scales. Such an invisibility of the integers
had been predicted by Slurink and Hilhorst in the special case αc = 2 in [SH83].
We also identify a similar invisibility of integers when a 2D Gaussian Free Field
at high temperature is conditioned to take integer values on a dilute enough
“fractal subset” of Z2.

Our proof relies on four main ingredients:
(1) A Caffareli-Silvestre extension for the discrete fractional Laplacian (which

may be of independent interest)
(2) A localisation of the chain in a smoother sub-domain
(3) A Coulomb gas-type expansion in the spirit of Fröhlich-Spencer [FS81]
(4) Controlling the amount of Dirichlet Energy supported by a 1D band for

the Green functions of Z2 Bessel-type random walks
Our results also have implications for the so-called Boundary Sine-Gordon field.
Finally, we analyse the (easier) regimes where α ∈ (1, 2) ∪ (3, ∞) as well as the
2D Discrete Gaussian with long-range coupling constants (for any α > αc = 4).

1 Introduction

1.1 Context. Motivated by the predictions of Anderson [AYH70] and Thouless
[Tho69], Dyson initiated in [Dys69] a celebrated line of research on statistical physics
models in 1D with long-range interactions (see also [Car81] for a renormalization
group viewpoint). The most studied case is the Ising model with 1/rα interactions
on the 1d line Z. Its state space is σ ∈ {−1, 1}Z and its (formal) Hamiltonian is
given by

H(σ) := −
∑
i ̸=j∈Z

σiσj
|i− j|α

.

The model has well-defined infinite volume limits when α > 1 and it is not difficult
to prove that the system is disordered at any temperature when α > αc = 2. Dyson
proved long-range-order at low temperatures for any α ∈ (1, 2) and for the critical
exponent αc = 2, Anderson and Thouless had made the striking prediction that
not only long-range-order should hold at low temperature but the phase transition
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2 CHRISTOPHE GARBAN

should be discontinuous! The first part of their prediction was first proved in [FS82]
while the discontinuity statement was proved in [ACCN88]. See also the recent work
[DCGT20] for a short proof of both facts as well as a review of the literature.

The purpose of this paper is to focus on the Z-valued version of this 1D long-range
model1, which is known as the discrete Gaussian chain (DGC). Informally its
state space is now Ψ ∈ ZZ and its (formal) Hamiltonian is given by

H(Ψ) :=
∑
i ̸=j∈Z

Jα(|i− j|)|Ψi − Ψj |2 . (1.1)

with long-range coupling constants Jα(k) ≍ k−α. The most classical choices of
coupling constants are Jα(k) = k−α. Some of the results below will require a specific
choice of coupling constants Jα(k) ∼ ck−α in (3.4) and (6.3).

We will also consider the following 1D sine-Gordon model with long-range inter-
actions which interpolates between the discrete Gaussian chain (λ = ∞) and the
Gaussian one (λ = 0): the state space is now made of continuous fields ϕ ∈ RZ with
(formal) Hamiltonian

H(ϕ) := −λ
∑
i∈Z

cos(ϕi) +
∑
i ̸=j∈Z

Jα(|i− j|) |ϕi − ϕj |2 . (1.2)

These two models (the discrete Gaussian chain and its sine-Gordon version) have
a rich history and arise for example in the following settings:

• The discrete Gaussian chain (1.1) has been introduced as an effective model
of interface between two ordered phases in 2d long-range Ising models with
same 1/rα decaying coupling constants. We refer the reader to [KH82, FZ91,
Vel06, CvELNR18].

• The localisation/delocalisation of (1.1) will be closely related to the analo-
gous localisation/delocalisation of the 2D integer-valued GFF (also called
Discrete Gaussian model) Ψ : Z2 → Z. The delocalisation at high tem-
perature of the latter was first proved in the seminal paper [FS81] and a
beautiful different proof was given in [Lam22b]. See also the recent works
[KP17, GS23b, GS23a, LO23, BPR22a, BPR22b, Lam22a, Par22].

• The properties of the (Gaussian) harmonic crystal on Zd with (transient)
long-range interactions has been studied for example in [CD00, CD01,
CCH16].

• The 1D sine-Gordon model (1.2) arises in models of quantum tunnelling
within dissipative systems such as in the so-called Caldeira-Leggett model
[CL83] (see in particular the action 4.27 in [CL83]). It is also related to
the so-called Polaron problem. See [Fey55, FZ85, SD85, Spo86a, Spo86b,
Spo87, Spo05].

• The two models above, (1.1) and (1.2), are closely related to the boundary
sine-Gordon model. See [CSS03, SS95, SSW95].

• Finally, this model fits naturally in the class of self-attracting random walks,
where the attraction mechanism decays as time passes in 1/Tα. We refer to
the nice lecture notes [Bol99].

The phase diagram of such non-compact spin systems (Z and R-valued instead of
{−1, 1}) is very similar to the case of the Ising model, with same αc = 2, except the
difficulty to analyse each phase turns out to be reversed (the high temperature phase
will be more challenging while the low temperature case, at least when α < αc = 2
will turn out to be rather soft):

1In section 8 we shall also analyze the 2D version with same long-range coupling constants.
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• When α ∈ (1, 2), we will show that there is long-range order at any inverse
temperature β, in the sense that the field Ψ will be localized at any β. Notice
that LRO at any β differs here w.r.t to the case of the Ising model. This
question was asked in [FZ91] and it turns out one can conclude here by
a simple comparison with the Gaussian case thanks to Ginibre inequality
[Gin70].

• When α = αc = 2, the situation as in the case of the Ising model is rather
delicate and the proofs are significantly more involved in the present non-
compact case. There is a localisation/delocalisation phase transition in this
case. The high temperature regime (=delocalisation or rough phase) has
been analyzed in [KH82] as outlined in [FZ91]. We will give a different proof
in this paper which relies instead on [FS81]. The advantage of our proof is
two-fold: first, it enables us to obtain much more detailed information on
the limiting fluctuations, namely an invariance principle in the limit n → ∞.
Second, it allows us to identify an intriguing phenomenon which we call
invisibility of integers: namely we show that at high enough temperature the
scaling limit of the discrete Gaussian chain coincides with the scaling limit
of the (unconditioned) Gaussian chain and they share the same effective
temperature! This is solving a conjecture of Slurink and Hilhorst from
[SH83].

The low temperature case(=localisation or smooth phase) is difficult and
was handled in [FZ91] by building on the multiscale analysis for the 1D
long-range Ising case from [FS82].

Similarly as for the Ising model, one may wonder whether there is a
discontinuity between the two phases. (See Open Problem 4).

• When α > αc = 2 as far as we know, nothing is known rigorously. It is
conjectured in this case that the discrete Gaussian chain is delocalized at
all temperatures. Our second main result below is a detailed analysis of the
fluctuations of the discrete Gaussian chain in the high temperature regime
when α ∈ (2, 3), where the phenomenon of invisibility of integers is also
shown to hold, and in the full temperature regime in the easier case α > 3.
(N.B. We also analyse the second threshold α = 3 which requires additional
log-corrections, see Proposition 1.4). When 2 ≤ α < 3, we obtain for
suitable choices of coupling constants Jα(r) an invariance principle towards
a H-fractional Brownian motion, with H = α−2

2 .
• The phenomenon of invisibility of the integers which we identify here appears

to be non-monotone! Indeed, integers are visible at α = αc = 2 when β is
large enough ([FZ91]) and are invisible when β is small enough (Theorem
1.1). Then they remain invisible when α ∈ (2, 3) and for small enough β
(also Theorem 1.1). We expect this should hold for all values of β for these
α (see Open Problem 3). And finally they become visible again when α > 3.
See Figure 1 for the invisibility region (partly conjectural) in the plane (α, β)
as well as Remark 4.

1.2 Main results. Consider α > 1, β > 0 and some fixed coupling constants
Jα = {Jα(r) ≍ r−α}r≥1. For any n ≥ 1, let Λn be the 1D interval {−n, . . . , n}.
The discrete Gaussian chain Ψn on Λn, at inverse temperature β and with Dirichlet
boundary conditions is defined as follows:

P dGC,0Λn,Jα,β

[
Ψn = h

]
∝ exp

−β

2
∑
i ̸=j∈Z

Jα(|i− j|) |hi − hj |2
 1hi∈Z,∀i 1hi=0 on Λc

n
.

(N.B. The superscript 0 stands for Dirichlet boundary conditions).
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Fröhlich-
Zegarlinski

R

BKT
type ?

Figure 1. The grey shaded region is the expected region with
invisibility of the integers for the Discrete Gaussian Chain. We
denote it by R by contrast with the Z-region where the field con-
ditioned to take integer values is expected to have different large
scale fluctuations. The invisibility of integers is proved in this paper
for β small enough when α ∈ [2, 3) (darkgray region, including a
segment along {α = 2}). The red point along the line α = αc = 2
should correspond to a BKT-type phase transition. We do not know
what to conjecture about the impact of integers when α = 3 (there
are some inevitable log-corrections which appear there as shown
in Proposition 1.4). We expect integers to be visible everywhere
outside of the band {2 ≤ α ≤ 3}. (This is proved very easily when
α > 3 and β large enough (blue curve) in Remark 14).

Our main result is the invariance principle below. (See Theorem 6.6 for a more
precise version).

Theorem 1.1. For any α ∈ [2, 3), there exist α-long-range coupling constants
Jα(r) ∼ cr−α (as defined in (3.4), (6.3)), constants K > 0 and β∗ (which may
depend on Jα) such that the following holds. If the temperature is high enough,
β ≤ β∗, then under a suitable rescaling2, the field Ψn ∼ PdGC,0Λn,Jα,β

, converges in law
towards the fractional Brownian motion

K√
β
BHt

on (−1, 1) with Dirichlet boundary conditions (see Definition 2.7 and [LSSW16]),
and with Hurst index

H(α) = α− 2
2 .

2See Subsection 6.4
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Furthermore, for any choice of coupling constants Jα(r) ≍ r−α, we have the
following estimates on the fluctuations on the field Ψn at low enough β:

VardGC,0Λn,Jα,β
[Ψn(0)] ≍ logn, if α = α2 = 2

VardGC,0Λn,Jα,β
[Ψn(0)] ≍ nα−2, if α ∈ (2, 3) .

(1.3)

In particular, the scaling limit of this integer-valued field Ψn field is exactly the
same, including its scaling in β, as for the (unconditional) Gaussian chain φn defined
in (2.9) and for which an invariance principle is stated in Proposition 2.9. This
means the large fluctuations of the limiting field do not feel the Z-conditioning.
We call this intriguing phenomenon invisibility of the integers. In the physics
terminology, this corresponds to βeff (β) = β where βeff (β) stands for the effective
inverse temperature of the model at β. (We refer to [BPR22a, BPR22b, GS23a] for
a definition of the concept of effective inverse temperature βeff ).

The above Theorem thus goes beyond a conjecture by Fröhlich and Zegarlinski
[FZ91] and calls for some remarks:

(1) The fact the inverse temperature βeff ≡ β in our present setting is very
different from what happens with the 2D discrete Gaussian Ψ : Z2 → Z.
Indeed in this latter case, it has been shown recently in the breakthrough
paper [BPR22a] that the discrete Gaussian chain on the 2D torus converges
to the Gaussian free field distribution at high enough temperature with a
non-explicit effective inverse temperature β 7→ βeff (β). It is a consequence
of [GS23a] that βeff (β) > β, with quantitative bounds of the type

βeff > β + exp(−c 1
β

)

(see [GS23a]). This demonstrates that a GFF on Λ2
n = {−n, . . . , n}2 con-

ditioned to take its values in the integers will fluctuate strictly less at
macroscopic scales than its unconditioned Gaussian version.

Our main result thus shows that this is not the case for the discrete
Gaussian chain when α ∈ [2, 3) at high enough temperature.

(2) The case αc = 2 is rather subtle as by [FZ91], it is known that βeff (β) = β
cannot hold up to the low temperature phase. Indeed it is proved there that
the discrete Gaussian chain at αc = 2 is localized at high β (which implies
in particular that βeff (β) = 0 for those β).

In fact the identity βeff (β) = β at low β had been anticipated by Slurink
and Hilhorst in the special case αc = 2 in [SH83] based on numerical
simulations. See also the influential RG analysis by Cardy in [Car81] which
identifies a similar phenomenon for long-range Ising model with αc = 2.

As such our results strongly suggest a discontinuous phase transition
for the discrete Gaussian chain at αc = 2 similarly as in the case of the
long-range Ising model at same αc = 2. See the Open Problems.

(3) In the recent work [BH23], Biskup and Huang proved an analogous invisibility
of integers phenomenon which holds for a hierarchical version of the present
discrete Gaussian chain. The hierarchical structure allows them to rely
on a recursive structure in order to exhibit a robust coupling between the
hierarchical integer-valued field and its unconditioned Gaussian version.

Interestingly, it can be easily shown that the αc = 2 hierarchical dis-
crete Gaussian chain does not see the peculiar phase transition of localisa-
tion/delocalisation of the non-hierarchical one. We prove this in the short
Section 9.
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(4) We obtain our invariance principle for a particular form of the α-long-range
coupling constants Jα defined in (3.4) and (6.3). We expect it should hold
for any choice of Jα(r) satisfying Jα ∼ cr−α.

The proof of the above Theorem in fact implies the following Corollary for the
so-called long-range 1D sine-Gordon model defined in (1.2). (This is obtained
essentially by applying Ginibre inequality via the interpolation used for example in
[KP17]).

Corollary 1.2. Let α ∈ [2, 3) and Jα(r) as defined in (3.4) and (6.3). If β is
small enough, then uniformly in the coupling constant λ > 0, the 1D λ-Sine-Gordon
model with long-range interactions Jα(r) and with Dirichlet boundary conditions
converges after suitable rescaling to the H(α)−fractional Brownian motion with
Dirichlet boundary conditions on (−1, 1).

The case α = αc = 2 in the above theorem, despite being formulated in 1D,
turns out to correspond to the so-called boundary sine-Gordon model in 2D (see
for example [CSS03, SS95, SSW95]). This fact will in fact play a major role in this
paper.

Dirichlet-boundary conditions are rather natural in the 1D long-range case (and
also they correspond to very explicit coupling constants at αc = 2 defined in (3.4)).
See Figure 2 which illustrates those boundary conditions. Yet, in the case of the
boundary Sine-gordon model which is intrinsically of 2D nature, another boundary
condition which we call the box-boundary condition is even more natural. (See also
Remark 15 for other suitable boundary conditions).

This allows us to state the result below on the effect of conditioning a 2D standard
GFF to take its values in Z on a 1D line. Let us then consider a standard GFF ϕ
on Λ2

n := {−n, . . . , n}2 ⊂ Z2 with Dirichlet boundary conditions along ∂Λ2
n, i.e.

dµ(ϕ)
dϕ

∝ exp

−β

2
∑

x ̸=y∈Z2

(ϕx − ϕy)2

 1ϕz=0,∀z∈Z2\Λ2
n
.

Now, let Ψline = Ψline
n be the Gaussian free field ϕ conditioned to take its values in Z

on the 1D line {−n, . . . , n}×{0}. See Figure 2. In the same fashion, one may consider
φ a GFF on Hn := {−n, . . . , n} × {0, . . . , n} equipped with Dirichlet boundary
conditions on top/right/left boundaries and free boundary conditions on the bottom
boundary {−n, . . . , n} × {0}. In this case, we call Ψboundary = Ψboundary

n the GFF
φ conditioned to take integer values on the bottom boundary {−n, . . . , n} × {0}.

In the Theorem below (see Theorems 3.2 and 3.7 for more precise statements),
we rescale these two conditioned field Ψline

n and Ψboundary
n in order to view them

respectively on
1
n
Z2 ∩ [−1, 1]2 and 1

n
Z2 ∩ [−1, 1] × [0, 1] .

Theorem 1.3. For β small enough, the rescaled fields Ψline
n (resp. Ψboundary

n )
converge as n → ∞ in the sense of distributions to a GFF on [−1, 1]2 with 0-
boundary conditions (resp. GFF on [−1, 1] × [0, 1] with free boundary conditions
along the bottom side) and with same3 inverse temperature β.

In other words, the Z-conditioning on a 1D line is invisible at large scales when
β is small enough.

3This is another instance of the fact that βeff (β) = β.
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Remark 1. In Theorem 3.6, we will prove a invisibility of integers property for
more general sets on which one requires the GFF field to be Z-valued, such as an
horizontal strip Λn × [0, Hn] or also a Monge-type fractal set Fn ⊂ Λ2

n as pictured
in Figure 3.

Remark 2. The localisation result from [FZ91] shows that when β becomes sufficiently
large, then suddenly the line becomes visible. It suggests that the limit of Ψline

n

should then become a GFF with extended Dirichlet boundary conditions, namely

∂[−1, 1]2
⋃

[−1, 1] × {0} .

When α ∈ (1, 2), though the question is asked explicitly in [FZ91], it turns out
that this regime can easily be analysed thanks to Ginibre inequality.

When α > 3, we obtain a soft proof of delocalisation at all inverse temperatures
β > 0 using a suitable comparison of quadratic forms.

We combine these two regimes in the following Proposition.

Proposition 1.4. The regimes α ∈ (1, 2) and α ∈ (3,∞) do not undergo a phase
transition in β:

• If α ∈ (1, 2), the discrete Gaussian chain is localised at all inverse tempera-
ture β: there exists c = c(Jα) > 0 such that for any β > 0, Var

[
Ψn

]
≤ c

β .
• If α > 3, then for any β > 0, there exist 0 < c1(β) < c2(β) s.t.

c1(β)n ≤ Var
[
Ψn(x = 0)

]
≤ c2(β)n , for all n ≥ 1 .

• Furthermore, when α = 3, we obtain using an estimate from [CFG09] the
following upper bound. For any β > 0,

Var
[
Ψn(x = 0)

]
≤ c

β

n√
log(n)

, for all n ≥ 1 .

While for small enough β, we obtain a constant c̃ > 0 so that for any β ≤ β∗,

Var
[
Ψn(x = 0)

]
≥ c̃

β

n

log(n)
This shows that α = 3 is somewhat special.

Remark 3. We expect that the regime α ∈ (2, 3) should not undergo a phase transition
in β either. Our current proof which is based on the Coulomb gas expansion from
[FS81] would not work at such low temperatures. See Open Problems 3 and 5.

Remark 4. As illustrated in Figure 1, interestingly, the behaviour of βeff (β)
β appears

to be "non-monotone" in α, more precisely
• At αc = 2, it follows from [FZ91] together with either [KH82] or our present

results that βeff (β)/β is β-dependent.
• Then, for α ∈ (2, 3), we conjecture that βeff (β) = β for all β. (See Theorem

1.1 for a proof at high temperature and Open Problem 3).
• Finally, when α > 3, the effective inverse temperature again depends non-

trivially on β. See Remark 14 in Section 8.

Finally, using similar considerations as in the above Proposition 1.4, we obtain the
following delocalisation result for the IV-GFF on Z2 with long-range interactions.

Proposition 1.5. Consider the Integer-valued GFF on the 2d grid Z2 with 1/rα
long-range interactions. Then for all α > αc(d = 2) = 4, one has delocalisation
at high enough temperature. I.e. there exists c > 0, such that for all β small
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enough, if Ψn is the α-long-range IV-GFF conditioned to be zero outside the square
Λ2
n = {−n, . . . , n}2, then

Var
[
Ψn(x = 0)

]
≥ c

β
logn .

When α = αc = 4, we only obtain the following upper bound

Var
[
Ψn(x = 0)

]
≤ O(1)

β
log logn .

We do not know if there is a localisation/delocalisation phase transition at αc = 4
and leave it as an interesting open problem. See Open Problem 1.

1.3 Idea of proof of our main Theorem 1.1. There exist by now three very
different ways of proving the delocalisation of the so-called discrete Gaussian
Ψ : Z2 → Z.

(1) The first proof goes back to the seminal work [FS81] by Fröhlich and Spencer.
Their proof relies on a Coulomb-gas decomposition. It is then tempting
to apply their strategy to the present setting. Instead of working with the
standard (nearest-neighbour) Laplacian ∆Z2 on Z2, we would need to work
with the discrete fractional Laplacian (−∆Z)u on Z defined for any u ∈ (0, 1)
by

(−∆Z)uf(x) := −
∑
y ̸=x

f(y) − f(x)
|y − x|1+2u . (1.4)

(see Subsection (2.2) for background on the discrete fractional Laplacian and
its different possible forms). One has then the correspondance u = α−1

2 . As
we shall see below, the approach of [FS81] induces major difficulties in the
present case due to the fact that the underlying graph is of infinite degree.

(2) A very different approach has been developed in the recent breakthrough
work by Lammers [Lam22b]. This approach builds on the theory developed
by Sheffield in [She05]. It appears challenging to extend this framework to
non-local Dirichlet forms such as (1.4). Let us mention the recent relevant
work [LT20] which studies long-range models of R-valued fields on Zd.

Besides the above difficulty, another issue for proving Theorem 1.1 with
a proof based on the work [Lam22b] would be the lack of a quantitative
control on the fluctuations. (See also [Lam22a] which obtains quantitative
fluctuations via RSW type techniques).

(3) Finally, the breakthrough works [BPR22a, BPR22b] by Bauerschmidt, Park
and Rodriguez proved a very non-trivial invariance principle of the 2D dis-
crete Gaussian towards a Gaussian free field. Their work relies on a rigorous
and tedious Renormalisation group argument. The logn delocalisation with
same effective temperature is proved in the subsequent work by Park [Par22].

This may also be a promising approach as rigorous RG flow treatment of
spin-systems with long-range interactions have been analyzed for example
in [Sla18].

In this paper, we rely on the techniques introduced in [FS81]. But we face here an
important difficulty: in the work [FS81], it is of crucial importance that the graph
underlying the interactions between Coulomb charges is of bounded degree. This
assumption is used at two key different places: first in the combinatorial part which
decomposes the partition function into a convex combination of Coulomb-type gases.
And then at a later stage, in the analytical step which is superposing spin waves
to turn the signed measure into a probability measure (see [FS81, KP17]). This is
obviously not the case with the fractional Laplacian defined above in (1.4).
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The need of replacing a non-local operator (-∆Z)u by a local elliptic operator (to
the cost of working in dimension d+1, i.e. 1+1 here, and loosing some isotropy) is an
idea which has been popularized in the very influential paper by Caffarelli-Silvestre
[CS07]. We will follow a similar path in the present work by introducing what we
shall call a Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of the discrete fractional Laplacian (−∆Z)u.
(See also [Sla18] where another useful decomposition is used in the transient case).
More accurately, we will introduce a Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of the discrete
fractional Laplacian

(−∆Z)Jαf(x) := −
∑
x̸=y

Jα(|x− y|)(f(y) − f(x)) ,

where the coupling constants Jα(r) ∼ cr−α are defined in (3.4) and (6.3).
What lead us to such an extension is the special case αc = 2 where one may

obtain the corresponding fractional Laplacian ∆1/2
Z as the restrictions on 1D lines

of the simple random walk on Z2. See for example [AABK16]. In the case of the
π/4 rotated lattice, the coupling constants J2(r) have a simple explicit form (3.4).

Given this context, our proof of Theorem 1.1 is divided into the following steps:
(1) First, we provide a Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of fractional discrete Lapla-

cians (−∆Z)u. In the continuum, such extensions can be understood proba-
bilistically by running a Bessel process in the transverse “+1” direction. In
the case α = 2, this correponds to the 2d Brownian motion and was already
observed by Spitzer in [Spi58]. Inspired by the continuous setting, we will
thus introduce “Bessel random walks” on Z2 whose vertical coordinate follow
a 1D Bessel walk. To make the analysis slightly simpler, we will also work on
a π/4 rotated lattice Z2 which we call the diamond graph: D = eiπ/42−1/2Z2.
For each α ≥ 2, we will define 2D α-Bessel walks on D in Section 5. In turn,
these α-Bessel walks induce coupling constants Jα(r) (see equation (6.3)).
Using [Ale11], we show that these coupling constants satisfy the desired
asymptotics

Jα(r) ∼ c

rα
.

(2) This discrete Caffarelli-Silvestre extension allows us to define a 2D Gaussian
free field on the graph Z2 (or D) in an inhomogeneous field of (deterministic)
conductances. This GFF has the property that its restriction to the line Z
is exactly the Gaussian chain (without the restriction to belong to Z).

We then apply the analysis of Fröhlich-Spencer in this setting. This leads
us to assign Coulomb charges to the vertices of the 1D line Z while letting
the rest of the graph Z2 \ Z free of charges.

Following [FS81], we use the power of their multi-scale hierarchy of
“spin-waves”.

(3) The case of Dirichlet boundary conditions corresponds to the geometry of a
slit domain (See Figure 2). It turns out that the estimates needed for the
proof degenerate too much close to the tip of the slit domain. To overcome
this issue, we “localise” the chain in a sub-domain which has smoother
singularities along its boundary (see Figure 4). This is handled in Section 6.

(4) From then on, a key point is to notice that since “vortices” are bound to a
1D line, they have “less room” to create fluctuations in the Coulomb gas
(indeed as it is shown by the analysis in [GS23a], those are responsible of
the non-trivial effective temperature). In the Coulomb-type expansion à
la Fröhlich-Spencer, this corresponds to proving that most of the Dirichlet
energy of the Green function associated to these Bessel walks is not confined
in the line, but rather spread over the rest of Z2. This technical part is
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handled in Section 7 via coupling arguments. Interestingly, when α > 3,
vortices confined to a line start contributing for a positive fraction of the
macroscopic fluctuations and the effective inverse temperature βeff ceases
to be β (See Remark 14).
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Integer gaussians and correlation inequalities.

Definition 2.1 (integer Gaussian). Let k ≥ 1 and A be a k × k positive definite
matrix. The (centred) integer Gaussian on Zk induced by the quadratic form A
is the (centred) Gaussian vector on Rk with covariance matrix A−1 conditioned to
takes its values in Zk. In other words, if we denote by PIGA,k the law of this integer
Gaussian, then for any vector m ∈ Zk, we have

PIGA,k(ψ = m) := 1
ZA

exp(−1
2 ⟨m,Am⟩) ,

where as usual, ZA is the normalization constant ZA :=
∑
m∈Zk exp(− 1

2 ⟨m,Am⟩).

Definition 2.2 (Sine-Gordon vector). Let k ≥ 1, A be a k × k positive definite
matrix and λ ∈ (0,∞) be a positive coupling constant. The λ-Sine-Gordon random
vector ψ = (ψ1, . . . , ψk) on Rk induced by the quadratic form A has the following
Radon-Nikodym derivative w.r.t the Lebesgue measure µ on Rk

dPSGA,k,λ
dµ

(ψ) := 1
ZA,λ

exp(−1
2 ⟨ψ,Aψ⟩) exp(λ

k∑
i=1

cos(2πψi)) ,

where ZA,λ :=
∫

exp(− 1
2 ⟨ψ,Aψ⟩) exp(λ

∑k
i=1 cos(2πψi))µ(dψ).

Clealry, as one varies λ from 0 to ∞, the probability measure PSGA,k,λ interpolates
between the Gaussian vector on Rk with covariance matrix A−1 (denoted by NA−1)
and PIGA,k. Let us state our first correlation inequality which is based on this
interpolation. It is a very useful consequence of Ginibre inequality ([Gin70]) as
detailed for example in [KP17]:

Proposition 2.3. For any positive definite matrix A on Rk, any coupling constant
λ ≥ 0 and any test vector v ∈ Rk, we have

E IG
A,k

[
e⟨v,ψ⟩] ≤ ESG

A,k,λ

[
e⟨v,ψ⟩] ≤ ENA−1

[
e⟨v,ψ⟩] (= e

1
2 ⟨v,A−1v⟩

)
.

This inequality says that k-dimensional Gaussian vectors which are conditioned
to be in Zk fluctuate less than the (unconditional) Gaussian vector. This statement
is rather intuitive and the goal of this paper is to show the reverse inequality in the
case of the discrete Gaussian Chain at high temperature when α ∈ [2, 3).
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We shall need also the following highly useful correlation inequality between two
integer-valued Gaussians which is proved in the paper an inequality for Gaussians
on lattices [RSD17] (see also Proposition 2.2 in [AHPS21]).

Theorem 2.4 ([RSD17]). If A and B are two positive definite matrices on Rk such
that (in the sense of quadratic forms), A ≤ B, then for any test vector v ∈ Rk,

E IG
B,k

[
e⟨v,ψ⟩] ≤ E IG

A,k

[
e⟨v,ψ⟩] .

In particular

E IG
B,k

[
⟨v, ψ⟩2] ≤ E IG

A,k

[
⟨v, ψ⟩2] .

2.2 Fractional and discrete fractional Laplacian. We start be briefly intro-
ducing the fractional Laplacian on R. We refer to [LSSW16, DNPV12] for excellent
references on Rd, d ≥ 1. Given a smooth function f ∈ Cc(R), and given u ∈ (0, 1),
we may define the u-fractional Laplacian of f , which we shall denote4 by (−∆)u
in the following two equivalent ways (see the above references for details):

(−∆)uf := F−1
(
ξ ∈ R 7→ |ξ|2uF [f ](ξ)

)
(2.1)

(−∆)uf(x) := −C(u)
∫
R

f(y) − f(x)
|y − x|1+2u dy , ∀x ∈ R (2.2)

Where F ,F−1 denote the Fourier and Fourier inverse operators and where C(u) > 0
is a positive constant so that both definitions match ([LSSW16, DNPV12]).

The fractional Laplacian (−∆)u can be defined beyond u ∈ (0, 1), but we will
not consider this regime in this paper. Note also that most classical references on
this topic use the parameter s instead of u. We use u since the parameter s is used
throughout in Sections 5,6.

In the rest of the paper, the correspondance between the fractional power u of
the Laplacian, the parameter α and the Hurst index H will read as follows:

u = α− 1
2 = H + 1

2 (for any α ∈ [2, 3)). (2.3)

We now turn to the discrete u-fractional Laplacian on Z. For any function
f : Z → R with compact support, we define by analogy with the continuous case

(−∆Z)uf(x) := −
∑

y∈Z,y ̸=x

f(y) − f(x)
|y − x|1+2u , ∀x ∈ Z. (2.4)

In the continuous case, there is essentially a unique (up to mult. constant) natural
definition of the u-fractional Laplacian. This is no longer the case in the discrete
setting due to the lack of “space rescaling”. For example, Remark 5 below gives
another equally legitimate definition of a discrete u-fractional Laplacian motivated
by Fourier inversion.

Since there are many natural choices for a u-fractional Laplacian, we introduce
the following class of such Laplacians. For any α > 1 (which corresponds to u = α−1

2
when α ∈ [2, 3)), and any sequence of non-negative coupling constants {Jα(r)}r≥1
satisfying Jα(r) ∼r→∞

c
rα for some c > 0, we define the Jα-fractional Laplacian:

(−∆Z)Jαf(x) := −
∑

y∈Z,y ̸=x
Jα(|x− y|)

(
f(y) − f(x)

)
, ∀x ∈ Z. (2.5)

In this work, we will work with coupling constants Jα(r) which are induced by
certain random walks in Z2 (or the diamond graph D) as defined in (3.4) and (6.3).

4We use the minus sign so that the operator is positive definite on Cc(R).
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Remark 5. Recall that for f : Z → R (say with compact support), if we define
FZ[f ](θ) = f̂(θ) =

∑
n∈Z f(n)einθ, then its Fourier inverse is given by F−1

Z [f̂ ] : n 7→
1

2π
∫ 2π

0 f̂(θ)e−inθdθ.
Notice that if (−∆)f(x) := − f(x+1)+f(x−1)−2f(x)

2 , then
FZ[(−∆)f ](θ) = (1 − cos(θ)) FZ[f ](θ)

This then suggests another natural definition of the discrete fractional Laplacian for
any u ∈ (0, 1):

(−∆Z)ualtern.f(x) := F−1
Z

[
θ 7→ (1 − cos θ)uFZ[f ](θ)

]
.

Let us then define for every r ≥ 1 the coupling constant

J(r) := − 1
2π

∫ π

−π
(1 − cos(θ))u cos(rθ)dθ ,

which is easily seen to be positive for all r ∈ N∗. We readily obtain that (−∆Z)ualtern.f
corresponds using the above notations to the operator (−∆Z)J . Furthermore, if
u ∈ (0, 1), we may indeed check that

J(r) := − 1
2π

∫ π

−π
(1 − cos(θ))u cos(rθ)dθ ∼r→∞

c(u)
rα

,

with c(u) > 0 and α such that u = α−1
2 (see [CLRV15]).

2.3 Fractional Brownian motion. Fractional Brownian motion (BHt )t∈R are
celebrated stochastic processes which were invented by Kolmogorov in the context
of turbulence. See [Kol40, MVN68, Whi02]. The parameter H ∈ [0, 1) stands for
the Hurst index and describes the Hölder-regularity of the process (i.e. for any
H ∈ (0, 1), the H-fractional Brownian motion is a.s. H − ε Hölder for all ε > 0).
On the real line R, they are defined as follows:

Definition 2.5. For any H ∈ (0, 1), the H-fractional Brownian motion (H-fBm)
on R with Hurst index H is the Gaussian process (BHt )t∈R characterized by

(1) BHt=0 = 0
(2) Cov

[
BHs , B

H
t

]
= 1

2
(
|s|2H + |t|2H − |s− t|2H

)
(N.B. The case H = 0 will also be of relevance to us and corresponds to a log-
correlated field).

Notice the case H = 1
2 corresponds to a standard Brownian motion. For any

H ∈ (0, 1), one may construct (by Kolmogorov criterion) versions of this Gaussian
process which are a.s. continuous in t and which are H− Hölder a.s.

Fractional Brownian motions have many appealing properties:
• Self-similarity. For any λ > 0,

λ−H(BHλt)t∈R
(d)= (BHt )t∈R

• Stationary increments. (but not independent except when H = 1
2 ). This is

not quite immediate by looking at the above Covariance formula but it is
more transparent when looking at

E
[
|BHt −BHs |2

]
= |t− s|2H , for all s, t ∈ R

Similarly as for the definition of the u-fractional Laplacian, there exist many
equivalent definitions of H-fBm. For example another well-known construction of the
H-fBm is obtained by expressing BHt as a stochastic integral of a white noise W (dx)
against an explicit kernel. See for example [Whi02]. Among all these equivalent
definitions, we will give the one below which is closest to our focus in this paper,
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namely a Gibbs version of the H-fBm when H ∈ [0, 1
2 ) (notice we include H = 0

here). We will introduce this viewpoint in an informal way only and we refer to
[LSSW16] for a rigorous account on this Gibbs formalism in any dimension d ≥ 1.
The discrete version of the next Subsection (which will be rigorously defined) will
also shed light on this informal viewpoint.

To motivate the Gibbs version of H-fBm, recall that the Gaussian free field Φ on
the entire R2 and viewed modulo additive constants corresponds to the following
probability measure

µGFF,free
R2

[
dΦ
]

∝ exp
(

− 1
2

∫
R2

∥∇Φ(x)∥2
2dx

)
DΦ ,

where DΦ stands for the “Lebesgue” measure on all possible fields Φ.

Definition 2.6 (Gibbs definition (informal). [LSSW16]). For any H ∈ [0, 1
2 ),

the H-fBm on R viewed modulo additive constants is the Gaussian measure

µH,free
R

[
dBH

]
∝ exp

− 1
2

x

R×R

(BHt −BHs )2

|t− s|α(H) dtds

DBH , (2.6)

where DBH stands for the “Lebesgue” measure on all possible paths t 7→ BHt and
with

H ∈ [0, 1
2 ) and α = α(H) = 2H + 2 ∈ [2, 3) .

(N.B. In definition 2.5, the translation symmetry was broken by fixing BHt=0 = 0).

Using (2.1), notice that the quadratic form in (2.6) is nothing but (up to a mult.
constant):

⟨BH , (−∆)uBH⟩ with u = α− 1
2 = H + 1

2 ,

as in (2.3). Using the rigorous setting in [LSSW16, Section 3], this implies that
Definitions 2.5 and 2.6 are equivalent (again up to a mult. constant).

Of special relevance to our present setting, the paper [LSSW16] extends this
definition to the case where the paths are restricted to an open interval D ⊂ R
endowed with Dirichlet boundary conditions. (In [LSSW16], fractional Brownian
motion BH are extended to any dimensions d ≥ 1, leading to fractional Gaussian
fields. See Section 3 in [LSSW16] as well as Section 4 which deals with fractional
Gaussian field on a domain D ⊂ Rd). Let us stick to the one-dimensional case d = 1
where the fractional Brownian motion in a bounded open interval D ⊂ R is best
defined via its Gibbs measure as follows (see [LSSW16] for the details).

Definition 2.7 (Gibbs definition in a finite interval (informal)). Let D ⊂ R
be a bounded open interval, β > 0 and H ∈ [0, 1

2 ). The H-fBm on D with Dirichlet
boundary conditions on ∂D and with inverse temperature β is the following Gaussian
measure

µH,0D,β

[
dBH

]
∝ exp

−β
2

x

R×R

(BHt −BHs )2

|t− s|α(H) dtds

 1BH ≡0 on DcDBH . (2.7)

(Note that the indicator function that BHt = 0 outside of D induces a long-range
rooting effect for BHt in the bulk of D).
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As observed in [LSSW16], if D = (−1, 1), the covariance kernel of the above field
can be computed explicitly when H ∈ (0, 1

2 ) thanks to [BGR61, Corollary 4]: there
exists a constant k(H) > 0 so that for any x, y ∈ (−1, 1),

EH,0
(−1,1),β

[
BHx B

H
y

]
= k(H)

β
|x− y|2H

∫ (1−|x|2)(1−|y|2)
|x−y|2

0
(v + 1)− 1

2 vH− 1
2 dv .

This formula is rather intimidating, yet by letting x → y, notice it gives

E
[
(BHx )2] = k̃(H)

β
(1 − |x|2)2H for any x ∈ [−1, 1] . (2.8)

We make two observations: (1) as H → 1
2 , we recover the variance profile of a

Brownian Bridge over D = (−1, 1). (2) as H → 0+, notice that the fluctuations in
the bulk are asymptotically insensitive to the distance to the boundary. (This is in
agreement with the behaviour of the leading order fluctuations of a 2d GFF which
corresponds once restricted to a 1d line to H = 0).

2.4 Discrete Fractional fields and invariance principle. Let us now introduce
a finite dimensional Gaussian approximation of the Gibbs measure (2.7). We start
with a version on Z before rescaling it in “time” and space.

Definition 2.8 (The Gaussian chain). For any α > 1, any set of coupling
constants {Jα(r)}r≥1 s.t. Jα(r) ∼ cr−α, any β > 0 and any n ≥ 1, we define the
Jα-Gaussian chain on Λn := {−n, . . . , n} ⊂ Z at inverse temperature β to be the
Gaussian vector (φn(x))x∈Z:

P 0
Λn,Jα,β

[
dφn

]
∝ exp

−β
2

∑
i,j∈Z

Jα(|i− j|) (φn(i) − φn(j))2

 1φn≡0 on Λc
n

∏
i∈Λn

dφn(i) .

(2.9)

(N.B. the superscript 0 stands for Dirichlet boundary conditions on Λ0
n).

The Gaussian chain with free boundary conditions on Z is also well-defined (as
usual up to a global additive constant). It corresponds to the Gaussian process
(φ(x))x∈Z

P freeZ,Jα,β

[
dφ
]

∝ exp

−β
2

∑
i,j∈Z

Jα(|i− j|) (φ(i) − φ(j))2

∏
i∈Z

dφ(i) . (2.10)

In what follows, we assume that α ∈ [2, 3), which corresponds to H = α−2
2 ∈ [0, 1

2 ).
We are aiming at an invariance principle of this Gaussian chain towards an H-
fractional Brownian motion. Let us start with the case of Dirichlet boundary
conditions. For any β > 0, n ≥ 0, {Jα(r)}r≥1 with Jα(r) ∼ c

rα , let us consider the
rescaled process on 1

nZ:

φ̄n(t) := 1
nH

φn(nt) , ∀t ∈ 1
n
Z . (2.11)

We may now state the invariance principle below which follows from [LSSW16,
Proposition 12.2].

Proposition 2.9 (Proposition 12.2 in [LSSW16]). For any α ∈ [2, 3) and any
sequence of coupling constants Jα(r) ∼ cr−α, there exists a constant K = K(Jα) > 0
such that the following holds.

If φ̄n is the rescaled Jα-Gaussian chain at inverse temperature β, then the
distribution hn :=

∑
t∈ 1

nZ φ̄n(t) 1
nδt converges in law to K√

β
BHt (where BHt is the
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Dirichlet H-fBm on D = (−1, 1) defined in Definition 2.7). The convergence is in
the sense that for any test functions f1, . . . , fk ∈ Cc(D),

(⟨hn, f1⟩, . . . , ⟨hn, fk⟩) (d)−→n→∞
K√
β

(⟨BH , f1⟩, . . . , ⟨BH , fk⟩) .

Proposition 12.2 in [LSSW16] handles the case where Jα(r) = 1
rα . To also

handle the present case where Jα(r) ∼r→∞ cr−α, we note that the same proof as
in [LSSW16] applies, except one has to ensure that the random walk on Z with
Markov kernel

PJα(i, j) := Jα(|i− j|)1i ̸=j
2
∑
r≥1 Jα(r)

is also in the bassin of attraction of the symmetric 2u-stable process with 2u = α− 1
(recall (2.3)). This is indeed the case: indeed it is well-known (see for example
[Whi02, Theorem 4.5.2]) that if P (i, j) ∼ c̃

|i−j|α as i−j → ±∞, then it is a sufficient
condition for being in the bassin of attraction of the 2u-stable process (where the
scaling of the limiting stable process only depends on c̃).

Remark 6. We also expect the same invariance principle should hold also for the
Gaussian chain with free boundary conditions on Z (see (2.10)). In this case the
rescaled field

(
n−Hφn(t)

)
t∈ 1

nZ rooted at 0 at t = 0 should converge to Kβ−1/2BHt ,
the H-fBm defined either in Definitions 2.5 or 2.6 (the constant K will depend on
the chosen definition). The proof of Proposition 12.2 from [LSSW16] would also
apply to this case except [LSSW16, Lemma 12.3] which would need to be proved
for the 2u-“stable” walk stopped when it first hits the origin as opposed to when it
first hits Dc.

Remark 7. When H ∈ (0, 1
2 ), the limiting process t ∈ [−1, 1] 7→ BHt is a.s. a

continuous H− Hölder continuous functions with zero boundary conditions. We
thus expect that the convergence in the above Proposition also holds for the linear
interpolation of t 7→ φ̄n(t) under the stronger topology of the uniform convergence
of continuous functions on [−1, 1]. (N.B. Proposition 12.2 in [LSSW16] handles
more general fractional Gaussian fields in D ⊂ Rd, including some cases where the
limiting field is not a.s. a function, for example the present log-correlated case
where H = 0, this explains why [LSSW16] did not need this stronger notion of
convergence). Combining this with the variance formula (2.8), this would then give
a precise asymptotics for Var

[
φn(x = 0)

]
. We point out that it may also follow

from the precise asymptotics of the Harmonic potential of walks in the bassin of
attraction of stable processes in [CJR23].

2.5 Discrete Gaussian chain, domain considered, infinite volume limits.
In the rest of the paper, for any n ≥ 1,

• Λn will denote {−n, . . . , n}. If we prescribe Dirichlet boundary conditions
on Λn, this will not correspond to just fixing the field to be zero on −n− 1
and n + 1 but instead on the entire Z \ Λn (this is due to the long-range
interactions).

• Λ2
n will denote the 2d box {−n, . . . , n}2 ⊂ Z2. In most of the paper (except

in the short Section 8 devoted to long-range IV GFF in two-dimension),
Dirichlet boundary conditions on Λ2

n will correspond to set the field to be
zero on ∂Λ2

n := {y ∈ Z2 \ Λ2
n, s.t. ∃x ∈ Λ2

n, x ∼ y}.
Following our definition of the Gaussian chain (Definition 2.8) we thus recall the

main object of this paper:
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Definition 2.10 (The discrete Gaussian chain). For any α > 1, any set of
coupling constants {Jα(r)}r≥1 s.t. Jα(r) ∼ cr−α, any β > 0 and any n ≥ 1, we
define the Jα-discrete Gaussian chain on Λn := {−n, . . . , n} ⊂ Z at inverse
temperature β to be the integer-valued field (Ψn(x))x∈Z:

P dGC,0Λn,Jα,β

[
Ψn

]
∝ exp

−β
2

∑
i,j∈Z

Jα(|i− j|) (Ψn(i) − Ψn(j))2

 1Ψn(i)=0, ∀i∈Λc
n
.

(2.12)

The discrete Gaussian chain with free boundary conditions on Z is given by the
measure

P freeZ,Jα,β

[
(Ψ(x))x∈Z

]
∝ exp

−β
2

∑
i,j∈Z

Jα(|i− j|) (Ψ(i) − Ψ(j))2

 1Ψ(0)=0 . (2.13)

Let us briefly explain why the second definition is well defined. This is not obvious
as it corresponds to an infinite volume limit. The idea is to condition the Gaussian
chain defined in (2.10) to take integer values only in the finite window Λn ⊂ Z.
One may then let n → ∞. Using Ginibre’s inequality as for Proposition 2.3 (see
the interpolation proof in [KP17]), one can see that Laplace transforms of any test
function f are decreasing functions of n. Together with tightness (which is also a
consequence of Ginibre), this implies the existence of an infinite volume limit. Since
we shall not focus on the free boundary conditions in this paper, we do not provide
further details here.

Let us say a few words on the case α = 2 (i.e. H = 0). As we shall see in the
next section, one interesting way to realise the discrete Gaussian chain at α = 2 is
as follows:

• α = 2, free boundary conditions. Consider the free Gaussian free field on
Z2 with inverse temperature β (say rooted at the origin) and condition this
Gaussian field to take integer-values on the 1D line Z \ {0}. (N.B. in the
case of the discrete Gaussian chain [Wir19, BPR22a, BPR22b], the field is
conditioned to take integer-values on the whole lattice Z2).

The integer-valued field it produces on the 1d line Z is the same as the
discrete Gaussian chain defined in (2.13) with coupling constants Jα=2(r)
provided by Appendix.

• α = 2, Dirichlet boundary conditions. We now consider a Gaussian free field
on Z2 which is rooted at all points of Z × {0} \ (Λn × {0}). See Figure 2.
If we condition this Gaussian field to take integer values on the finite set
Λn × {0}, we now recover the Dirichlet discrete Gaussian chain (2.12) with
same coupling constant Jα=2(r).

These observations are consistent with the fact that theH = 0-fBm from Definition
2.7 is a log-correlated field, more precisely here the restriction of a 2d continuous
Gaussian free field to a line (see [LSSW16]).

Remark 8. Definition 2.10 provides a natural candidate for a discrete approximation
of H-fractional Brownian motion when H ∈ [0, 1

2 ). Let us point out that Hammond
and Sheffield gave another discrete process converging to H-fBm in [HS13]. It is
not a Gibbs type construction but instead relies on heavy tailed random variables
to generate the next step given all previous steps. Interestingly their construction
works in the regime H ∈ ( 1

2 , 1) while ours works in the regime H ∈ [0, 1
2 ].
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3 Proof of the main Theorem (Theorem 1.1) in the case
αc = 2

We first focus on the proof of Theorem 1.1 when α = αc = 2. This will pave the
way for the analysis when α > 2. Before handling the discrete Gaussian chain model,
we will prove quantitative versions of the invisibility of integers in the context of
a 2D Gaussian free field on Λ2

n conditioned to take its values in the integers on a
1D line (say, Λn × {0} ⊂ Λ2

n) as well as on more general sub-domains, such as a
fractal set Fn in Theorem 3.6. (See also Figure 3). We shall analyze free, periodic
and Dirichlet boundary conditions. The later ones are the most challenging ones
because of the presence of non-neutral charges in the Coulomb gas expansion from
[FS81, Wir19]. They are also the ones for which the results are the easiest to state
and apprehend, so we will start by those in Subsection 3.4.

Λn Ln

Figure 2.

3.1 The trace of the 2D simple random walk. Let us consider the diamond
graph D = eiπ/42−1/2Z2 (see Figure 2). Notice that the horizontal 1D line D∩R×{0}
is given by Z × {0}. With a slight abuse of notation, we will denote this horizontal
line by Z.

Let Zn be a simple random walk on the diamond graph D starting at the origin
(0, 0). We introduce the following sequence of stopping times.{

τ0 := 0
∀k ≥ 0, τk+1 := inf{n > τk, Zn ∈ Z} .

As such, the random times {τk}k≥0 are the successive return times of the walk (Zn)
to the horizontal line Z × {0} = Z. This procedure induces a 1D Markov process
(Xk)k≥0 with long-range jumps defined by{

X0 := 0
∀k ≥ 1, Xk := horizontal position along Z of the walk Zτk

.

This process {Xk}k≥0 is thus the trace of the 2D walk Zn on the line Z. It is
well-known that the transition kernel of this Markov chain decays like 1/r2. The
reason why we have chosen the diamond graph D is due to the following exact
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formula which goes back to Spitzer (see [Spi13, E8.3] as well as [AABK16]):

P (0,0)[ZτZ = (0, k)
]

= P 0[X1 = k
]

=
{

2
π(4k2−1) if k ̸= 0
1 − 2

π if k = 0
(3.1)

3.2 The trace of a 2D Gaussian Free Field. Let us consider the Gaussian
free field φn on the diamond graph D and rooted on the set

Ln := ({. . . ,−n− 1} ∪ {n+ 1, . . .}) × {0} ⊂ D . (3.2)

(See Figure 2). We shall use the following normalization

P
[
dφn

]
∝ exp

−β

8
∑
i∼j∈D

(φn(i) − φn(j))2

 1φn≡0 on Ln
, (3.3)

so that the covariance structure of this field corresponds exactly the Green function
of the simple random walk (without further factor 1/4).

Then, if we denote by a slight abuse of notation the interval Λn := Λn × {0} =
{−n, . . . , n} × {0} ⊂ D, we have the following identity in law.

Lemma 3.1. The restriction of the β-GFF field φn to the 1D interval Λn ⊂ D is
equal in law to the Gaussian vector {φ̄i}i∈Z with density

exp(−β

2
∑
i̸=j

Jα=2(i− j)(φ̄i − φ̄j)2)1φ̄i=0∀i/∈Λn
,

where the coupling constants J2(r) are defined by

J2(r) := 2
π(4k2 − 1) (if r ̸= 0) (3.4)

Proof. Such a property has already been used implicitly several times in the literature
(see for example recently in [AGS22]). To see why this holds, it is sufficient to compute
the covariance matrix of the field {φ̄i}i∈Λn

and to check that it is the same as the
restriction of the covariance matrix of the larger Gaussian vector {(φn)x}x∈D. This
is indeed the case as for any i, j ∈ Z,
E
[
φ̄iφ̄j

]
= E i

[
♯visits to j for the RW Xk killed when exiting Λn

]
= E (i,0)[♯visits to (j, 0) for the SRW Zn in D killed when hitting Ln

]
= E

[
φn(i)φn(j)

]
,

where the second equality is because {Xk} is by definition the trace the 2D SRW
Zn. This ends the proof by definition of the GFF φn with 0-boundary conditions
on Ln := ({. . . ,−n− 1} ∪ {n+ 1, . . .}) × {0}. 2

3.3 Fröhlich-Spencer’s proof of delocalisation of the discrete Gaussian.
In this subsection, we briefly explain the main steps of Fröhlich-Spencer’s proof
of delocalisation of the IV-GFF (or discrete Gaussian) as we will rely extensively
on their Coulomb gas expansion technique. We refer the reader to the excellent
review [KP17] as well as to the original paper [FS81]. The text below follows
closely the concise overview of Fröhlich-Spencer’s proof given in [GS23b]. We still
include it here, first because it introduces the relevant notations for the rest of
the proof and also because the emphasis is a bit different. In [GS23b], the part of
Fröhlich-Spencer’s proof which relied on Jensen’s inequality was troublesome for our
setting in [GS23b] while here, the emphasis is rather on the quantitative estimates
controlling the effective inverse temperature βeff (β). Also, as we will also consider
Dirichlet boundary conditions, we shall also summarise Wirth’s recent appendix
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in [Wir19] on how to handle these boundary conditions. (In Section 4.2, we will
extend the validity of Wirth’s analysis to more general test functions).

To start with, we fix a square domain Λ ⊂ Z2 and we consider the case of
free boundary conditions rooted at some vertex v ∈ Λ. (We refer to [KP17] for
a convenient rooting procedure which requires the condition 1ϕv∈[−π,π) instead of
1ϕv=0). The case of Dirichlet boundary conditions ([Wir19]) will be discussed at
length further in Section 4.

The proof by Fröhlich-Spencer can essentially be decomposed into the following
successive steps:

1) The first step is to view the singular conditioning {ϕi ∈ 2πZ,∀i ∈ Λ} using
Fourier series5 thanks to the identity

2π
∑
m∈Z

δ2πm(ϕ) ≡ 1 + 2
∞∑
q=1

cos(qϕ) .

To avoid dealing with infinite series, proceeding as in [KP17], we consider the
following approximate IV-GFF

Pβ,Λ,v[dϕ] := 1
Zβ,Λ,v

∏
i∈Λ

(
1 + 2

N∑
q=1

cos(qϕ(i))
)
PGFF
β,Λ,v[dϕ] .

In fact, more general measures are considered in [FS81, KP17]: they fix a family
of trigonometric polynomials λΛ := (λi)i∈Λ attached to each vertex i ∈ Λ. These
trigonometric polynomials are parametrized as follows: for each i ∈ Λ,

λi(ϕ(i)) = 1 + 2
N∑
q=1

λ̂i(q) cos(qϕ(i)) .

It turns out that this more general viewpoint considered in [FS81, KP17] will be
of key importance to us. Indeed in [FS81, KP17], eventually they apply the same
trigonometric polynomial at each vertex of the graph and they let N → ∞ in order
to obtain fluctuations bounds on the IV-GFF. In our case, the situation will be
dramatically different: points on the middle line of the grid Z2 and points elsewhere
will carry different trigonometric polynomials!

Let us then consider an arbitrary family of trigonometric polynomials λΛ = (λi)i∈Λ
and let us define

Pβ,Λ,λΛ,v[dϕ] := 1
Zβ,Λ,,λΛ,v

∏
i∈Λ

λi(ϕ(i))PGFF
β,Λ,v[dϕ] .

2) The second step in the proof is to fix a test function f : Λ → R such that∑
i∈Λ f(i) = 0 and to consider the Laplace transform of ⟨ϕ, f⟩, Eβ,Λ,λΛ,v

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩].

By a simple change of variables, this Laplace transform can be rewritten

Eβ,Λ,λΛ,v

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩] = 1

Zβ,Λ,λΛ,v
exp( 1

2β ⟨f, (−∆)−1f⟩)EGFF
β,Λ,v

[∏
i∈Λ

λi(ϕ(i) + σ(i))
]
,

where the function σ = σf will be used throughout. It is defined by

σ := 1
β

[−∆]−1f (3.5)

The main difficulty in the proof in [FS81] is in some sense to show that the effect
induced by the shift σ does not have a dramatic effect compared to the exponential

5It is slightly more convenient to consider the GFF conditioned to live in (2πZ)Λ rather than ZΛ.
Of course by tuning β, one may scale back to conditioning in ZΛ if needed. Following [FS81, KP17],
we will stick to this convention in the remaining of this paper.
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term exp( 1
2β ⟨f, (−∆)−1f⟩) so that ultimately, there exists an ε = ε(β) which goes

to zero as β → 0 and which is such that

E IV
β,Λ
[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩] ≥ exp( 1

2β(1 + ε) ⟨f,−∆−1f⟩) .

From such a lower bound on the Laplace transform, one can easily extract delocali-
sation properties of the IV-GFF.

In the next subsection, we will observe that ε = ε(β) can be taken to be zero in
our setting. (Which is known to be wrong for the 2D discrete Gaussian as proved
in [GS23a]).

3) The third (and most difficult) step is to control the effect of the shift σ via a
highly non-trivial expansion into Coulomb charges which enables us to rewrite the
partition function as follows:

Zβ,Λ,λΛ,v =
∑

N ∈F
cN

∫ ∏
ρ∈N

[1 + z(β, ρ,N ) cos(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩)]dµGFF
β,Λ,v(ϕ) .

We refer to [FS81, KP17] for the notations used in this expression and in particular
for the concept of charges (i.e. ρ : Λ → R), ensembles (i.e. sets N of mutually
disjoint charges ρ) etc.

One important feature of this expansion into charges is the fact that under some
(very general) assumptions on the growth of the Fourier coefficients |λ̂i(q)| (see
(5.35) in [FS81]), it can be shown that the effective activities z(β, ρ,N ) decay fast.
Namely (see (1.14) in [KP17]),

|z(β, ρ,N )| ≤ exp
(

− c

β
(∥ρ∥2

2 + log2(diam(ρ) + 1))
)
. (3.6)

As such we see that at high temperature, the partition function corresponds to a
sum of positive measures. (Also the weights cN are positive and s.t.

∑
cN = 1).

Remark 9. In [KP17], the authors have introduced a slightly different definition of
the free b.c. GFF which makes the analysis behind this decomposition into charges
more pleasant (their definition cures the presence of non-neutral charges ρ very
easily). One can switch to their more convenient definition in our setting since in
the limit N → ∞, both give the same integer-valued GFF.

This crucial third step thus allows us to rewrite the Laplace transform Eβ,Λ,λΛ,v

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩]

as follows:

e
1

2β ⟨f,−∆−1f⟩
∑

N ∈F cN
∫ ∏

ρ∈N [1 + z(β, ρ,N ) cos(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩ + ⟨σ, ρ⟩)]dµGFF
β,Λ,v(ϕ)∑

N ∈F cN
∫ ∏

ρ∈N [1 + z(β, ρ,N ) cos(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩)]dµGFF
β,Λ,v(ϕ)

.

We now rewrite this ratio as (thus defining ZN (σ) and ZN (0))

Eβ,Λ,λΛ,v

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩] = e

1
2β ⟨f,−∆−1f⟩

∑
N ∈F cNZN (σ)∑
N ∈F cNZN (0)

4) The fourth step is an analysis for each fixed ensemble N ∈ F of the above
ratio ZN (σ)

ZN (0) . Trigonometric inequalities are used here in order to obtain for each N :

ZN (σ)
ZN (0) ≥ exp

[
−D1

∑
ρ∈N

|z(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2]
×
∫
eS(N ,ϕ)

ZN (0)
∏
ρ∈N

[1 + z(β, ρ,N ) cos(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩)]dµGFF
β,Λ,v(ϕ) ,
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where

S(N , ϕ) := −
∑
ρ∈N

z(β, ρ,N ) sin(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩) sin(⟨σ, ρ⟩)
1 + z(β, ρ,N ) cos(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩) (3.7)

Two crucial observations are made at this stage:
(1) The functional ϕ 7→ S(N , ϕ) is odd in ϕ
(2) The measure

∏
ρ∈N [1 + z(β, ρ,N ) cos(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩)]dµGFF

β,Λ,v(ϕ) is invariant under
ϕ → −ϕ.

All together this simplifies tremendously the above lower bound, as by using Jensen,
one obtains readily

ZN (σ)
ZN (0) ≥ exp

[
−D1

∑
ρ∈N

|z(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2] . (3.8)

The final step is the following upper bound on the contribution coming from the
charges ρ integrated against σ. Namely for any large constant D2 > 0, if β is small
enough then ∑

ρ∈N
|z(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2 ≤ β

D2

∑
i∼j∈Λ

(σi − σj)2 . (3.9)

At this point, the fact the effective inverse temperature βeff (β) does not deviate too
much from β, i.e. βeff (β) ≤ β(1 +O(ε(β))), is obtained by choosing the constant
D2 much larger than D1.

In the proof below, we will need to revisit the way this upper bound (3.9) is
obtained by taking into account the fact our charges will belong to a one-dimensional
line instead of the entire Λ ⊂ Z2. In the special case of Dirichlet boundary conditions,
new difficulties arise due to the presence of non-neutral charges in the Coulomb
gas expansion. Those have been analyzed in [Wir19] at least for certain type of
test functions f . We will need to extend the set of possible observables handled
in [Wir19] (this will be the purpose of Section 4.2). Both of these extensions of
Fröhlich-Spencer’s proof are not immediate and this is why the full Section 4 will
be dedicated to these.

3.4 The 2D GFF conditioned to take integer values on a 1D line. The
case of Dirichlet boundary conditions. In this subsection, we shall prove the
following more general version of Theorem 1.3. (Recall the notations introduced
just before Theorem 1.3).

Theorem 3.2. Consider Ψline
n the GFF in Λ2

n = {−n, . . . , n}2 with Dirichlet
boundary conditions and conditioned to take integer values on the line Z × {0}.
Then, if β is small enough, the following two properties hold.

(1) For any (x, y) ∈ D = (−1, 1)2, we have the following convergence in law

1√
logn

Ψline
n (⌊tx⌋, ⌊ty⌋) (d)−→ N (0, 2

πβ
) . (3.10)

Furthermore, away from the middle line, the variance has the following more
precise asymptotics: for any fixed w = (x, y) ∈ (−1, 1)2, with y ̸= 0,

Varβ [Ψline
n (⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋)] = 2

π

(
log n

rD(w) + γEM + 1
2 log 8

)
+ o(1) (3.11)
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as n → ∞, where rD(w) is the conformal radius of the domain D = (−1, 1)2

seen from the point w = (x, y) ∈ D and γEM is the Euler-Mascheroni
constant 6.

(2) For any test function g ∈ C1
c ([−1, 1]2), as n → ∞

1
n2

∑
z∈Λ2

n

Ψline
n (z)g

( z
n

) (d)−→ N (0, 4
β

⟨g, (−∆)−1g⟩) , (3.12)

where ∆ denotes here the continuous Laplacian on D = (−1, 1)2 with
Dirichlet boundary conditions 7.

These two properties show that integers are invisible when β is small enough:
namely Ψline

n looks essentially as an unconditioned GFF φn both in the pointwise
sense (statement (1), in particular the refinement (3.11) away from the line) and
also when seen as a distribution (statement (2)).

Proof of Theorem 3.2.
Let us start with the proof of Item (1). We consider the GFF φn in the domain

Λ2
n with Dirichlet boundary conditions (N.B. This is not quite the same as the GFF
φn considered above in Subsection 3.2 for which the domain is instead a “slit-domain”
D \ Ln). In particular, we will follow here both Fröhlich and Spencer’s proof but
also Wirth’s extension to Dirichlet boundary conditions [Wir19].

We shall now condition the field φn to take its values in 2πZ on the line Λn (the
same proof works with a conditioning in Z rather than 2πZ, but as explained earlier
notations are slightly simpler with this conditioning).

This corresponds to fixing the following family of trigonometric polynomials
λ := (λi)i∈Λ2

n
attached to each vertex i ∈ Λ2

n.{
λi(φi) := 1 + 2

∑N
q=1 cos(qφ(i)) if i ∈ Z × {0} ∩ Λ2

n

λi(φi) := 1 if i /∈ Z × {0} ,

and then by letting N → ∞. Indeed such trigonometric polynomials will force the
field to be in 2πZ along the line (at least when N → ∞), while it does not impose
any conditioning outside the line. We refer to [KP17, Section 5] for details on taking
the limit N → ∞.

By choosing as a test function f(z) := 1z=(⌊xn⌋,⌊yn⌋), if we run the same proof as
Fröhlich and Spencer ([FS81]) with this choice of trigonometric polynomials, we end
up with the following lower bound on the Laplace transform of Ψline

n (⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋)

Eβ,Λ2
n,λ,v

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩] = e

1
2β ⟨f,(−∆)−1f⟩

∑
N ∈F

cN
ZN (σ)
ZN (0)

where σ := 1
β (−∆)−1f . Note that since f := 1z=(⌊xn⌋,⌊yn⌋), we have

⟨f, (−∆)−1f⟩ = GΛ2
n
(⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋) = 2

π

(
log n

rD(x, y) + c0

)
+ o(1) , (3.13)

by the result mentioned above from [Bis20] (and where c0 is explicit and is given
in (3.11)).

6We refer to [Bis20, Theorem 1.17] for a proof of this asymptotics in the case of the Green
function of the SRW on Z2 (see also [ABJL23]).

7Note that π is absorbed into the Green function of the continuous Laplacian and the factor 4
is due to our normalisation in (3.3). See for example [LL10]).
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It remains to bound from below the error term involving the expansion into
charges. Using the uniform lower bound given in (3.8), we get

Eβ,Λ2
n,λ,v

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩] ≥ e

1
2β ⟨f,(−∆)−1f⟩

∑
N ∈F

cN exp
[

−D1
∑
ρ∈N

|z(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2] .
(3.14)

The main observation now is that the non-trivial charges are initially restricted to
the line Z × {0}. Yet the algorithm used in Fröhlich-Spencer’s proof ([FS81]) does
not move charges around, it only groups and splits charges together.

If boundary conditions were free, then only neutral charges would contribute in
this sum which would make it easier to lower bound the term

exp
[

−D1
∑
ρ∈N

|z(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2]
But in the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions, some of the charges ρ ∈ N may

not be neutral. See [Wir19].
Despite the possible presence of non-neutral charges, the following key upper

bound is proved in [Wir19] for certain test functions f :

Lemma 3.3 (Claims 15 and 16 in [Wir19]). For any D2 > 0, if β is chosen
small enough, the following holds. For all n ≥ 1, if Λ2

n is equipped with Dirichlet
boundary conditions, then for any test function f such that the following condition
holds

σ = 1
β

[−∆Λ2
n
]−1f vanishes on the annulus Λ2

n \ Λ2
n
2
, (3.15)

and for any ensemble of charges N appearing in the Coulomb gas expansion (with
potentially neutral as well as non-neutral charges), one has

D1
∑
ρ∈N

|z(β, ρ,N )| · ⟨σ, ρ⟩2 ≤ β

D2

∑
j∼l

(σj − σl)2 (3.16)

The condition (3.15) is rather restrictive. By relying only on such test functions,
it turns out one would still manage to obtain a precise control on the fluctuations
of the field inside the sub-domain Λ2

n
2
. But one would loose a precise control of

the fluctuations in the annulus Λ2
n \ Λ2

n
2
. We will explain in Subsection 4.2 how to

extend Wirth’s result to all test functions, i.e. we shall prove in Subsection 4.2:

Lemma 3.4 (Extension of Claims 15 and 16 in [Wir19]). For any D2 > 0,
if β is chosen small enough, then for any n ≥ 1, if Λ2

n is equipped with Dirichlet
boundary conditions, the bound (3.16) (i.e. Claims 15 and 16 from [Wir19]) is in
fact valid for all test functions f (without assuming the condition (3.15)).

Equally importantly, we will observe (in Section 4.1 below) that if the charges
ρ ∈ N are all supported on the middle line Z = Z × {0}, then the upper bound is
still satisfied with a much smaller Dirichlet energy confined to the line, namely

Lemma 3.5. For any D2 > 0, if β is chosen small enough, the following holds.
For all n ≥ 1, if Λ2

n is equipped with Dirichlet boundary conditions, then for any
test function f and any ensemble N made of charges ρ which are all supported on
the line Z = Z × {0}, we have the following sharper upper bound

D1
∑
ρ∈N

|z(β, ρ,N )| · ⟨σ, ρ⟩2 ≤ β

D2

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}

(σj − σl)2 (3.17)
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Now going back to (3.14) and using Lemma 3.5, we obtain

Eβ,Λ2
n,λ,v

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩] ≥ e

1
2β ⟨f,(−∆)−1f⟩

∑
N ∈F

cN exp
[

− β

D2

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}

(σj − σl)2]
We may now analyse the three cases of test functions f listed in Theorem 3.2:

Case 1a). Let us first see what happens if fλ(z) := λ 1z=(⌊xn⌋,⌊yn⌋) when the point
w = (x, y) ∈ (−1, 1)2, with y ̸= 0. Using (3.13), we get

Eβ,Λ2
n,λ,v

[
eλϕ(⌊xn⌋,⌊yn⌋)] ≥ e

λ2
2β

2
π

(
log n

rD(x,y) +c0+o(1)
)

(3.18)∑
N ∈F

cN exp
[

− βλ2

D2

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}

(σj − σl)2] ,
(3.19)

where

σ(·) = 1
β

[−∆Λ2
n
]−1(1z=(⌊xn⌋,⌊yn⌋))(·) = 1

β
GΛ2

n
(⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋, ·)

(Recall that with our convention in (3.3), ∆ is the “probabilistic” Laplacian here,
i.e its inverse is the Green function of the SRW).

The Green functionGΛ2
n
(⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋, ·) has a “log”-singularity at the point (⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋, ·).

One then expects that its gradient along edges should decay as one over the distance
to the singularity. This is indeed the case and we claim the following upper bound:
For any i ∼ j ∈ Z × {0},

|GΛ2
n
(⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋, i) −GΛ2

n
(⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋, j)| ≤ O(1) 1

dist((i, 0), (⌊xn⌋, ⌊yn⌋) + 1
(3.20)

In particular, we see that if the point (x, y) is at macroscopic distance from the
middle line (i.e. y ̸= 0), then at each point (i, 0) ∈ Z × {0}, the gradient of the
Green functions is upper bounded by O(1/n). For pairs of points i ∼ j far from
the boundary, this claim follows from Lemma 6.3.3 in [LL10]. For general pairs of
points, it follows from the same techniques as the one used for Proposition 7.2 which
handles the proximity of a more difficult type of boundary than in the present case.
Since this concerns the SRW on Z2 we do not provide more details here.

This implies that the correction to the Gaussian behaviour in (3.18) is at most∑
N ∈F

cN exp
[

− βλ2

D2

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}

(σj − σl)2]
≤
∑

N ∈F
cN exp

[
− λ2

D2β
n ∗O( 1

n2 )
]

≤
∑

N ∈F
cN (1 −O(n−1) ≤ 1 −O(n−1) ,

since by construction
∑

N ∈G cN = 1.
This implies

Eβ,Λ2
n,λ,v

[
eλϕ(⌊xn⌋,⌊yn⌋)] ≥ e

λ2
2β

2
π

(
log n

rD(x,y) +c0+o(1)
)
(1 −O( λ

2

βn
)) .

By letting λ → 0 we obtain the desired asymptotic on the variance. (Note that the
o(1) is a o(1) as n → ∞ and is not λ-dependent).
Case 1b). For general points (x, y) ∈ D, we cannot hope to keep such a precise
estimate. Indeed, if y = 0 and we are measuring the fluctuations at a point on the
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middle line, say at (⌊xn⌋, 0), it is no longer the case that the Dirichlet energy of
σ = 1

β [−∆]−1f has a vanishing contribution coming from the middle line. Instead
it is easy to see by the above claim (3.20) that it has a non-vanishing contribution
of order O(1). This is why we do not expect that the conformal radius correction
from (3.11) will still be accurate for points sitting on the line. As long as (x, y) in
in the open set D = (−1, 1)2 (i.e. middle line or not), the convergence in law (3.10)
follows easily from the convergence of the Laplace transform of 1√

logn
1z=(⌊xn⌋,⌊yn⌋).

Case 2). Fix a test function g ∈ C1
c ([−1, 1]2). We wish to show that

1
n2

∑
z∈Λ2

n

Ψline
n (z)g

( z
n

) (d)−→ N (0, 4
β

⟨g, (−∆)−1g⟩) ,

where (−∆)−1 is the continuous Green function on D = (−1, 1)2 with Dirichlet
boundary conditions. Let us apply once again the Coulomb gas expansion lower-
bound (3.14) applied to the test function

f : z ∈ Λ2
n 7→ 1

n2 g( z
n

)

This gives us for any λ ∈ R,

Eβ,Λ2
n,λ,v

[
eλ⟨ϕ,f⟩] = Eβ,Λ2

n,λ,v

[
e
λ 1

n2

∑
z∈Λ2

n
ϕ(z)g

(
z
n

)]
≥ e

λ2
2β ⟨f,(−∆Λ2

n
)−1f⟩ ∑

N ∈F
cN exp

[
−D1λ

2
∑
ρ∈N

|z(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2] ,
where as previously σ = 1

β [−∆Λ2
n
]−1f . With the above choice of test function f (i.e.

normalized by the volume), and with our choice of normalisation for the discrete
Laplacian one has

⟨f, (−∆Λ2
n
)−1f⟩ −→

n→∞
4⟨g, (−∆D)−1g⟩ ,

which is the reason behind the factor 4 in (3.12).
Furthermore, since the charges are still confined to the line Z × {0}, we again

rely on Lemma 3.5. As in the above two cases, it is thus enough to upper-bound
the Dirichlet energy of σ localised on the line Z × {0}. Namely,∑

j∼l∈Z×{0}

(σj − σl)2

= 1
β2

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}

(
[−∆Λ2

n
]−1f(j) − [−∆Λ2

n
]−1f(l)

)2

= 1
β2

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}

∑
z∈Λ2

n

GΛ2
n
(j, z)f(z) −

∑
z∈Λ2

n

GΛ2
n
(l, z)f(z)

2

.

The above sum looks like a discrete integration by parts, but it is not quite so (the
discrete gradient is on j instead of z). Note that by shifting the domain Λ2

n by one,
one may recover a standard discrete integration by parts to the cost of an additional
error boundary term of order O( 1

n ) when the root is far from the boundaries.
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We will instead follow a more direct approach. Let us rewrite the above identity
(using the definition of f) as∑

j∼l∈Z×{0}

(σj − σl)2

= 1
β2

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}

∑
z∈Λ2

n

[GΛ2
n
(j, z) −GΛ2

n
(l, z)] 1

n2 g( z
n

)

2

≤ 1
β2

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}

∑
z∈Λ2

n

|GΛ2
n
(j, z) −GΛ2

n
(l, z)| · 1

n2 ∥g∥∞

2

≤ 1
β2

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}

O(1)∥g∥2
∞

n4

(
O(1)

n∑
r=1

r
1
r

)2

(3.21)

≤ O(1)
β2

∥g∥2
∞
n

(3.22)

We used the fact that if j ∼ l, then |GΛ2
n
(j, z) −GΛ2

n
(l, z)| ≤ O(1)[dist(j, z) + 1]−1.

See Claim (3.20). Note that when j ∼ l is close to the boundary, some further
care is needed as the distance to the boundary also matters. See again Section 7
where the effect of the boundary being close is taken into account in a more difficult
setting. Also, in the last inequality we used that ♯{i ∼ j ∈ Z × {0}} is O(n).

We thus obtain this way a quantitative bound on the speed of convergence to the
limiting Gaussian random variable N (0, 4

β ⟨g, (−∆)−1g⟩) with sharp optimal speed
O( 1

n ). 2

3.5 Invisible subsets of Λ2
n.

Z2

∂Λ2
n

Figure 3. The Monge discrete fractal Fk in the 2d box Λ2
3k . If

the discrete Gaussian free field φ3k on this domain is conditioned to
take integer values on each site x of Fk, then when the temperature
is high enough, the effect of this conditioning is invisible at large
scales.
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In this subsection, we shortly explain how the above quantitative speed of
convergence can be extended to prove the invisibility of integers to larger subsets of
Λ2
n on which the field will be conditioned to be integer-valued. We will not try to

characterize all possible such subsets but will discuss the following two cases:
a) An horizontal strip Λn × [0, Bn] of width Bn = o(n)
b) A Monge-type fractal set Fk ⊂ Λ2

n=3k . This well-known fractal set is built
in a recursive way as shown in the self-explanatory Figure 3. It spans a
polynomial fraction of the volume of Λ2

3k .
We claim that the same techniques as in the above Sections imply the following

statement.

Theorem 3.6. If β is small enough, and if for any k ≥ 1, ΨMonge
3k denotes the

rescaled Dirichlet Gaussian free field on 1
3k Λ2

3k ∩ [−1, 1]2 conditioned to take integer
values on the (rescaled) set 1

3kFk ⊂ [−1, 1]2, then as k → ∞, this field converges to
the β-GFF on [−1, 1]2 with Dirichlet boundary conditions and with same inverse
temperature β.

The same Holds in the case of a band Λn× [0, Bn] as long as the width Bn = o(n).

We only point out the two main points which require some attention in the case
of the Monge set Fk (the band is a more direct consequence):

• On important hidden point is that we need the paths γx,y in the analysis
of ⟨ρ, σ⟩ (see for example (3.9)) to be roughly of same diameter as the
Eucilidean distance ∥x− y∥2. This requires the fractal sets we may consider
to be well behaved from this point of view and this is the case with the
Monge fractal set Fk.

• As in the previous sections, the key analytical fact is that one needs to
show that the Dirichlet energy of Green functions supported here either
by the band or the Monge fractal Fk are negligible with respect to the
Green function itself. In the case of the fractal set Fk, let us observe that if
one considers the Green function rooted in the center of the box, then the
contribution of the points at macroscopic distance Ω(3k) from this root will
be upper bounded by

(3k)dH × 1
(3k)2 ,

where dH stands for the Hausdorff dimension of the discrete set Fk and where
the second term (in distance−2) arises thanks to the gradient estimate (3.20).

By using the same observation on each dyadic scale (or rather 3m scales),
and arguing as we did in the subsections above when testing against smooth
functions, we obtain the desired result.

3.6 Free and Periodic boundary conditions. We now discuss the case of
periodic and free boundary conditions here. One significant advantage of these
boundary conditions is that one does not need to handle non-neutral charges. In
particular we do not need to extend Wirth results [Wir19]. Another advantage is
the fact such boundary conditions are more convenient for a Renormalization Group
flow approach (as in [BPR22a, BPR22b]).

Let us then consider the domain Λ2
n = {−n, . . . , n}2 with periodic or free boundary

conditions. In the later case, we will write the periodic domain T2
n instead of Λ2

n

plus identifications and we will denote by Tn × {0} its middle circle.
We may now state our main result in this setting:
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Theorem 3.7. If β is low enough and if one conditions a β-GFF on Λ2
n with free

boundary conditions (resp. T2
n with periodic boundary conditions) to take its values

in the integers along the middle line Λn × {0} (resp. middle circle Tn × {0})), then
integers are invisible in the sense that this conditioned field has the same global
fluctuations as the GFF. Indeed, if Ψline

n denotes such a field. Then for any test
function g ∈ C1([−1, 1]2) (resp. C1(T2)), such that

∫
g(z)dz = 0, if gn is the

discretisation of g which assigns to any z ∈ Λ2
n (resp. T2

n) the averaged value
n2 ∫

1
n (z+[0,1]2) g(u)du (so that

∑
z gn(z) = 0), one has

E line
β

[
e

∑
z∈Λ2

n

1
n2 Ψline

n (z)gn(z)]
−→
n→∞

e− 4
β ⟨g,(−∆)−1g⟩ ,

where ∆ is the continuous Laplacian on [−1, 1]2 (resp. the torus T2) with Neumann
boundary conditions (resp. periodic boundary conditions).

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Let us give the details of the proof in the case of the
periodic boundary conditions (free boundary conditions are treated in a similar
way). Following [KP17] it is convenient to pick any vertex v ∈ T2

n and to root the
field Ψline

n to be zero at this vertex. (In fact, rather than strongly rooting the field
at v, following [KP17], we impose that ϕv ∈ [−π, π) and we apply a Sine-Gordon
trigonometric potential at v).

Note that such a rooting procedure is harmless as one is only integrating against
test functions gn of zero average.

For our present application, we are in fact required to pick the vertex v on the
middle circle Tn × {0}. This is not immediate to see why at first sight. This is
due to the fact that the root vertex may carry non-zero Coulomb charges! Because
of this, if v is far from the line, it may violate the main estimate of Lemma 3.5
which controls the error using the Dirichlet energy supported by the line. Though
the choice of root vertex eventually does not affect fluctuations (by translation
invariance), we cannot use translation invariance to dissociate the choice of root
from the choice of line on which we measure the Dirichlet energy. One has to be
careful here as the Dirichlet energy on a line intersecting the root is higher than
for a line at far distance from the root. (See Subsection 4.1 which is specific to free
boundary conditions).

Let us then choose v = v0 to be the origin.
Once this root is chosen, we claim that for the 0-mean test function gn (the

discretisation of g defined in Theorem 3.7), one has the identity

⟨gn, (−∆T2
n
)−1gn⟩ = ⟨gn, (−∆v0

T2
n
)−1gn⟩ ,

where the first Laplacian is invertible on zero mean functions while the second one is
invertible on all functions f : T2

n \ {v0} and where the Laplacian ∆v0
T2

n
has Dirichlet

boundary conditions at the single point v0. This follows for example by viewing the
same Gaussian vector in two different ways. This follows also from [GS23a, Section
A.2] where such rerooting procedures have already been extensively used.

Instead of choosing the function σ to be 1
β [−∆T2

n
]f , we instead choose the

viewpoint

σ := 1
β

[−∆v0
T2

n
]f

(In particular, σ is not a zero-mean function), where f is as before the following
test function:

f : z ∈ T2
n 7→ 1

n2 gn(z)
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It turns out that Lemma 3.5 still holds in he context of free/periodic boundary
conditions as it is explained in Subsection 4.1. In particular, by running the same
analysis as in the Dirichlet case, we end up controlling∑

j∼l∈Tn×{0}

(σj − σl)2

= 1
β2

∑
j∼l∈Tn×{0}

(
[−∆v0

T2
n
]−1f(j) − [−∆v0

T2
n
]−1f(l)

)2

= 1
β2

∑
j∼l∈Tn×{0}

∑
z∈T2

n

Gv0
T2

n
(j, z)f(z) −

∑
z∈T2

n

Gv0
T2

n
(l, z)f(z)

2

.

We now claim that the gradient of the Green function of the random walk on the
torus T2

n killed when first hitting v0 is now decaying as follows:

|Gv0
T2

n
(j, z) −Gv0

T2
n
(l, z)| ≤

{
O(1) log(dist(v0,z))

dist(j,z)+1 if dist(j, z) < 1
2 dist(j, v0)

O(1) log(dist(v0,z))
dist(j,v0)+1 if dist(j, z) ≥ 1

2 dist(j, v0)
(3.23)

This estimate follows from the same type of coupling techniques as our gradient
estimates in Section 7: the ratio 1

dist(j,z)+1 comes from the low probability for
the walks starting at j ∼ l not to couple before reaching z or v0. The numerator
follows using the fact the rooted Green function Gv0

T2
n
(v, v) with periodic or free

boundary conditions is upper bounded by the log of the distance to the root, i.e.
O(1) log(dist(v, v0)). (See for example [GS23a, Proposition 2.6]). We shall not give
further details here.

Technical difficulty: It turns out that if one applies this bound readily, we will
not be able to show that the effect of the line is negligible. Indeed the edges j ∼ l
which are close to the chosen root v0 produce gradients

Gv0
T2

n
(j, z) −Gv0

T2
n
(l, z)

which do not converge to 0 as dist(z, v0) goes to infinity. The fundamental reason
why we may still conclude is due to the neutrality of the test function f . Even
though the gradient Gv0

T2
n
(j, z) −Gv0

T2
n
(l, z) does not asymptotically vanish, it does

converge to a constant as |z| → ∞ and we may then rely on the neutrality of f .

We will use the neutrality in a more indirect but sharper way: It turns out that
the gradient field

{[−∆v0
T2

n
]−1f(j) − [−∆v0

T2
n
]−1f(l)}j∼l in T2

n

does not depend on the choice of root. (This is also a consequence of [GS23a, Section
A.2]). I.e. for any v0, v1 ∈ T2

n, and any j ∼ l,

[−∆v0
T2

n
]−1f(j) − [−∆v0

T2
n
]−1f(l) = [−∆v1

T2
n
]−1f(j) − [−∆v1

T2
n
]−1f(l) .

Let us then change of root at this stage only (up to now in the analysis it was
important that v0 belongs to the line Tn × {0}). Let us fix v1 any root which is at
macroscopic distance Ω(n) from the circle Tn × {0}. We now proceed similarly as
in (3.21), using furthermore (a) the above invariance of gradients over the choice of
root and (b) the estimate (3.23) applied to the root v1. This gives us
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∑
j∼l∈ line

(σj − σl)2 = 1
β2

∑
j∼l∈Tn×{0}

∑
z∈T2

n

[Gv0
T2

n
(j, z) −Gv0

T2
n
(l, z)]f(z)

2

(a)= 1
β2

∑
j∼l∈Tn×{0}

∑
z∈T2

n

[Gv1
T2

n
(j, z) −Gv1

T2
n
(l, z)]f(z)

2

≤ ∥g∥2
∞

n4β2

∑
j∼l∈Tn×{0}

∑
z∈T2

n

|Gv1
T2

n
(j, z) −Gv1

T2
n
(l, z)|

2

(b)
≤ ∥g∥2

∞
n4β2

∑
j∼l∈Tn×{0}

(
O(1)

( n∑
k=1

k
1
k

)
log(n) +O(1)n2 1

n
log(n)

)2

≤ O(1)∥g∥2
∞

β2
log(n)2

n

which thus concludes the proof (with a quantitative speed of (logn)2/n).
2

3.7 Fluctuations of the discrete Gaussian chain with αc = 2. If one now
considers the discrete Gaussian Chain as defined in Definition 2.10 at αc = 2 and
with explicit coupling constants J2(r) given in (3.4), Lemma 3.1 shows that we
may realise this discrete Gaussian chain by conditioning the Gaussian free field φn
(see (3.3)) on the diamond graph D and rooted on the slit Ln to take its values in the
integers on the sites of Λn × {0}. As in the previous sections, this then corresponds
to affecting Coulomb charges only to the sites on the line Λn × {0}. See Figure 2.

We will give a more detailed proof in the general case α ∈ [2, 3) in Section 6.4.
Let us now list the main steps in the present case α = αc = 2.

(1) We first need to check that Fröhlich-Spencer expansion as well as Wirth’s
extension to Dirichlet boundary conditions works on the setting of the slit
domain Dn := D \ Ln with Dirichlet boundary conditions on ∂Dn = Ln.
This will be discussed in Section 6.4.

At this stage notice that, modulo the above (minor) extension, the logn delocali-
sation of the discrete Gaussian Chain at αc = 2 (and high temperature) is already a
Corollary of [FS81, Wir19] (due to Dirichlet boundary conditions) as we need to
control the behaviour of “fewer” charges. Note that this is not the path followed in
[KH82, FZ91].

Now, for the identification of an invariance principle and its effective temperature,
we need to investigate more quantitatively what the Coulomb-gas decomposition in
[FS81] gives us when charges are bound to the line Λn × {0} as we did in the above
2s cases.

(2) For this, we then need to extend Wirth’s control of non-neutral charges all
the way to the boundary as we explain (for other boundary conditions) in
the next section. See also Section 6.4

(3) We notice here that the weights ci,j used when controlling the terms ⟨σ, ρ⟩
(for example in expressions such as (3.16)) do not need to correspond to
edges of the lattice. This is not hard to see but is important in the present
setting as we work on the rotated lattice D.

(4) When α ∈ (2, 3) (especially α ∈ [ 5
2 , 3), see Remark 13) as we will see in

Section 6, we will need to work in a smoother domain as otherwise our
estimates on the gradients of Green functions would degenerate. See Remark
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13. The situation in the present case α2 = 2 is easier from this point of
view.

We will explain the details of this proof together with the case s ∈ (2, 3) in Section
6.4.

4 Dirichlet boundary conditions, non-neutral charges
and Dirichlet energy supported on a line

The purpose of this Section is to provide the main technical results we used
throughout Section 3 in order to show that integers are invisible when α = αc = 2
and the temperature is high enough. The next two subsections will focus on the
following properties:

(1) We will first explain in the easier case of the free Boundary that the content
of Lemma 3.5 (for Dirichlet boundary conditions) still holds for free/periodic
boundary conditions. The purpose of this Lemma and its free/periodic
version is in some sense to control the distance to Gaussian behaviour for
our fields conditioned to be integer-valued, in terms of a Dirichlet energy
confined to a line.

We will first need to briefly sketch how the upper bound (3.9) is derived
in [FS81, KP17].

(2) Then, we will explain following Wirth [Wir19] how to extend Fröhlich-
Spencer analysis to the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions. Compared to
[Wir19], we will significantly extend the possible test functions which can
be analyzed. This corresponds to a proof of Lemma 3.4 followed by the case
where neutral and non-neutral charges are restricted to a line, i.e. a proof
of Lemma 3.5.

4.1 Free boundary conditions: effective temperature and Dirichlet en-
ergy confined to the line.

The place where one can read off the discrepancy between the fluctuations of the
Gaussian free field and its Z conditioning version is best seen in Fröhlich-Spencer in
the inequality (3.8).

Fröhlich-Spencer manage to show that this difference is small (yet of same order by
[GS23a]) compared to the Gaussian Free Field fluctuations thanks to the comparison
of the bound in (3.8) with the Dirichlet energy of σ in (3.9).

Let us first explain how Fröhlich-Spencer prove the key estimate (3.9) from the
expression (3.8) for free boundary conditions. We will follow [KP17] here. And we
will then explain, still in the case of free boundary conditions, how to adapt this
proof to our case where charges are restricted to a line.

4.1.1 Dirichlet energy upper bound on the error term in [FS81]. The idea to
prove (3.9) is for each neutral charge ρ ∈ N to rewrite ⟨σ, ρ⟩ as a sum of nearest-
neighbor gradients. For example if on a 1D line ρ = δ10 + δ5 − 2δ0, then ⟨σ, ρ⟩ =∑4
k=0 2(σk+1 − σk) +

∑9
k=5 σk+1 − σk.

As explained in [FS81, KP17, Wir19], for a general neutral charge ρ ∈ N , one
can rewrite

⟨σ, ρ⟩ =
∑

i∼j∈D(ρ)

ci,j(σ(i) − σ(j)) , (4.1)

where the coefficients ci,j ∈ Z satisfy |ci,j | ≤ 1
2 ∥ρ∥1 ≤ 1

2 ∥ρ∥2
2, where D(ρ) is a square

domain surrounding ρ and with a diameter comparable to the diameter d(ρ) of the
support of ρ (see [KP17]). The proof is straightforward: it is enough to decompose
ρ as an arbitrary union of dipoles δx − δy where x, y ∈ Supp(ρ) ⊂ D(ρ). Now for
each such dipole, one can choose a directed path γx,y ⊂ D(ρ) of nearest-neighbour
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edges which is connecting x to y. As such for each i ∼ j, ci,j is the number of
oriented path using (i, j) minus the number of oriented paths using (j, i). Using this
viewpoint, the bound |ci,j | ≤ 1

2 ∥ρ∥1 is clear.
Then, one applies Cauchy-Schwarz to get

|⟨σ, ρ⟩|2 ≤ |D(ρ)| · ∥ρ∥4
2

∑
i∼j∈D(ρ)

(σi − σj)2 .

At this stage, the combinatorial properties of the different charges ρ which constitute
an ensemble N have not been used (besides the neutrality of each ρ). The next step
is to upper bound∑

ρ∈N
|z(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2 ≤

∑
ρ∈N

|z(β, ρ,N )| |D(ρ)| · ∥ρ∥4
2

∑
i∼j∈D(ρ)

(σi − σj)2

Notice that the term |D(ρ)|∥ρ∥4
2 may be very large especially for a charge ρ with

large diameter. In order to obtain (3.9), the idea is to use the following quantitative
upper bound on the coefficients z(β, ρ,N ) which follows from complex translation
along spin-waves: i.e. for β sufficiently small,

|z(β, ρ,N )| ≤ exp
[
− c

β

(
∥ρ∥2

2 + log2 |D(ρ)|
)]

.

We see that for any fixed ρ ∈ N , this small coefficient controls the diverging term
|D(ρ)|∥ρ∥4

2.
One additional difficulty here is that for any ρ, ρ′ one has by construction Supp(ρ)∩

Supp(ρ′) = ∅ but this does not imply that the square domains D(ρ) and D(ρ′) are
distinct. In fact, typically, many such domains do overlap (and up to 1

α logn such
squares may overlap on top of each other in a domain Λ2

n, where α ∈ ( 3
2 , 2) is used

in the construction of the expansion of charges).
To deal with this superposition effect, the idea is to use another specificity of

the expansion into charges : for each dyadic scale 2k, distinct charges ρ1, ρ2 with
diameters in [2k−1, 2k] cannot overlap. To conclude the proof, it is thus sufficient
to group the charges depending on their dyadic scale k and to notice that the sum
over dyadic scales k is small when β is sufficiently small. See [KP17, Section 3] for
details.

4.1.2 The case of charges restricted to a line. Let us consider here the setting of
Subsection 3.6 where we considered the GFF on a the torus T2

n conditioned to take
integer values on the circle Tn × {0} ⊂ T2

n. We denote this non-Gaussian field as
Ψline
n .
As mentioned in Section 3.6, we decide to fix the root v0 in this line, say at the

origin. We choose N large (N is sent to infinity at the end of the proof as in [KP17,
Section 5]) and we assign to each vertex i in the line Tn × {0} the trigonometric
polynomial

λi(ϕ(i)) = 1 + 2
N∑
q=1

cos(qϕ(i)) ,

while at each vertex i away from the line, we assign the trivial polynomial λi(ϕ(i)) :=
1. With this choice of family of trigonometric polynomials, λlineN := (λi)i∈T2

n
, the same

proof as in Fröhlich-Spencer applies. It leads us to a Coulomb-gas expansion where
charges are restricted to the line and with same quantitative bounds on the coefficients
z(β, ρ,N ). The reason here is that, charges restricted to the line are a specific case
of the charges handled in [FS81]. In particular both the splitting/merging algorithm
for charges and the spin-wave analytic part are exactly the same.
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We thus obtain for any test function f of vanishing mean the analog of the
identity (3.14)

Eβ,T2
n,λ

line
N

,v0

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩] ≥ e

1
2β ⟨f,(−∆)−1f⟩

∑
N ∈F

cN exp
[

−D1
∑
ρ∈N

|z(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2] .
(4.2)

For any ensemble N , we have that each ρ ∈ N is a neutral charge supported on
the line Tn × {0}. We may thus adapt the above argument and write

⟨σ, ρ⟩ =
∑

i∼j∈D(ρ)∩Tn×{0}

ci,j(σ(i) − σ(j)) .

The difference with (4.1) is that we are only summing over the nearest neighbour
points along the line. (Note that D(ρ) is still a 2D square surrounding the charge ρ
as the spin-waves used in the proof are still two-dimensional). This is because for
any x, y ∈ Supp(ρ), we can find a path γx,y which stays inside the line Tn × {0}.
(Note that this would be wrong if we had not chosen the root v0 = 0 inside the line!).

Given this, the rest of the proof (which groups charges depending on their dyadic
scales) still holds and we obtain that for β small enough,

Eβ,T2
n,λ

line
N

,v0

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩] ≥ e

1
2β ⟨f,(−∆)−1f⟩

∑
N ∈F

cN exp
[

− β

D2

∑
j∼l∈Tn×{0}

(σj − σl)2] .
This is the analog of the conclusion of Lemma 3.4 except it holds here for periodic
boundary conditions.

Remark 10. Note that it is not needed in this proof that for each x, y ∈ ρ, the chosen
path γx,y is using nearest-neighbor points. In particular the paths γx,y may go from
x to y by making jumps of distance 2. This remark will be relevant when dealing
with the discrete Gaussian chain at α = 2 with explicit coupling constants (3.4)
arising from the rotated diamond graph D.

4.2 Dirichlet boundary and handling non-neutral charges.
In this Subsection, we start by briefly reviewing how the work [Wir19] managed

to handle non-neutral Coulomb charges. Then we prove our extension Lemma 3.4
as well as the main technical Lemma 3.5.

4.2.1 The analysis of non neutral charges in [Wir19]. In [Wir19], Wirth managed
to extend the Coulomb gas expansion from Fröhlich-Spencer [FS81] in order to cover
the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions. The proof idea of such an extension was
highlighted in [Wir19, Appendix D], but a full rigorous treatment of this expansion
was missing until [Wir19]. The main difficulty compared to the argument we sketched
above in Section 3.3 is the presence of non-neutral Coulomb charges which also
contribute to the Laplace transforms.

We may thus proceed exactly as in Section 3.3, except the entire boundary ∂Λ is
now rooted at 0. Wirth adapts the expansion into Coulomb charges in such a way
that the partition function of the IV-GFF with Dirichlet boundary conditions may
be rewritten

Z0
β,Λ,λΛ

=
∑

N ∈F
cN

∫ ∏
ρ∈N

[1 + z0(β, ρ,N ) cos(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩)]dµ0,GFF
β,Λ,v (ϕ) ,

where the superscript 0 stands for Dirichlet boundary conditions. The main difference
with free or periodic boundary conditions is that the ensemble of charges N may
now contain some non-neutral charges ρ ∈ N (i.e. s.t. Q(ρ) :=

∑
x∈Λ ρ(x) ̸= 0).



34 CHRISTOPHE GARBAN

The first main essential difference between [Wir19] and [FS81] is as follows: the
splitting/merging algorithm from [FS81] in order to obtain such an expansion
into charges requires some key adjustments as we shall see below. The important
feature of this (new) expansion into charges is also to obtain as in the free/periodic
case a powerful enough upper bound on “activities” z under some (very general)
assumptions on the growth of the Fourier coefficients |λ̂i(q)|. The upper bound
below is the content of [Wir19, Proposition 22] after a suitable expansion:

|z0(β, ρ,N )| ≤ exp
(

− c

β
(∥ρ∥2

2 + log2(dΛ(ρ) + 1))
)
, (4.3)

where dΛ(ρ) is a key new definition from [Wir19]. It is one of the important
adjustments: instead of measuring the “size” of a charge ρ by its diameter as it is
done with free/periodic boundary conditions (notice the difference with (3.6)), the
size of a non-neutral charge now depends also on its distance to the boundary ∂Λ.
Wirth introduces the following “modified diameter”:

dΛ(ρ) :=
{

max{dist(ρ, ∂Λ),diam(ρ)} if Q(ρ) ̸= 0
diam(ρ) if Q(ρ) = 0

(4.4)

Furthermore, this expansion into Coulomb charges comes with some new con-
straints which need to be satisfied by each ensemble of charges N . Let us highlight
the one which will be of most significance to us: for any ensemble N , any two
charges ρ ̸= ρ′ ∈ N need to satisfy

dist(ρ, ρ′) ≥ M [min(dΛ(ρ), dΛ(ρ′))]ᾱ (4.5)

where M ≥ 1 and ᾱ ∈ ( 3
2 , 2) are parameters8 which play an important role in

the splitting/merging algorithm in [FS81, Wir19]. Due to the definition of the
modified diameter in (4.4), this “repulsion of charges” in particular implies that it is
impossible to have more than 1 non-neutral charge which intersects the sub-domain
Λ2

n
2

⊂ Λ2
n.

Besides the need of a different splitting/merging algorithm, the use of overlapping
spin-waves also needs to be adapted to the unpleasant presence of non-neutral
charges in order to obtain a good enough bound on the activities (4.3). This is
the second main key main difference with [FS81] (on which we shall not elaborate
further, see [Wir19]).

Once this is achieved, exactly as in Section 3.3, the Laplace transform E 0
β,Λ,λΛ,v

[
e⟨ϕ,f⟩]

may be rewritten as follows:

e
1

2β ⟨f,(−∆0)−1f⟩
∑

N ∈F cN
∫ ∏

ρ∈N [1 + z0(β, ρ,N ) cos(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩ + ⟨σ, ρ⟩)]dµ0,GFF
β,Λ,v (ϕ)∑

N ∈F cN
∫ ∏

ρ∈N [1 + z0(β, ρ,N ) cos(⟨ϕ, ρ̄⟩)]dµ0,GFF
β,Λ,v (ϕ)

,

where σ is now defined as

σ := 1
β

[−∆0]−1f (4.6)

Notice we are now working with the Laplacian ∆0 = ∆0
Λ with Dirichlet boundary

conditions on ∂Λ. When the context is clear, to the cost of slight abuse of notation,
we will keep denoting it by ∆.

As in the free/periodic case, the goal is thus to obtain a lower-bound on each
ratio

Z0
N (σ)
Z0

N (0) ,

8in these references, the second one is called α but in the present paper, α has another meaning.
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which are defined as in Section 3.3. Here, the same analysis as for the free/periodic
case (i.e. the use of Jensen’s inequality etc.) leads us to

Z0
N (σ)
Z0

N (0) ≥ exp
[

−D1
∑
ρ∈N

|z0(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2] . (4.7)

We thus come to the third main difference between [Wir19] and [FS81]. Since
some of the charges ρ ∈ N may not be neutral, we cannot proceed as in Subsection
4.1.1 and decompose ⟨σ, ρ⟩ as

⟨σ, ρ⟩ =
∑

i∼j∈D(ρ)

ci,j(σ(i) − σ(j)) .

To overcome this issue, Wirth proceeds as follows:
(1) First, if Λ = Λ2

n = {−n, . . . , n}2 ⊂ Z2, he has chosen to consider only test
functions f which are such that σ := 1

β [−∆0]−1f vanishes everywhere on
the annulus An = Λ2

n \ Λ2
n
2

. (Another aspect ratio is used in [Wir19] but
this is a minor technicality).

(2) By the constraint which followed (4.5), this implies that at most one non-
neutral charge ρ may give a non-trivial contribution in (4.7).

(3) If there exists a (unique) such non-neutral charge ρ, a vertex v∗ is picked in
Λ2

2
3n

\ Λ2
n
2

. The key point is to notice is that one may correct the lack of

neutrality of ρ by defining

ρ∗ := ρ+Qδv∗

and to notice that since σ|(Λ2
n
2

)c ≡ 0, one still has

⟨σ, ρ⟩ = ⟨σ, ρ∗⟩ .

To apply the same analysis as in Subsection 4.1.1, it is necessary to check
that the added vertex v∗ does not carry too much charge, namely Q+ ρ(v∗).
But clearly one has |Q+ ρ(v∗)| = |ρ∗(v∗)| ≤ 2∥ρ∥1 (the facteur 2 is due to
the fact v∗ may already carry a non zero charge in ρ).

(4) Since ρ is intersecting Λ2
n
2

and since ρ is assumed to be non-neutral, this
implies that its modified diameter dΛ(ρ) (defined in (4.4)) is larger than Ω(n).
As such, one has v∗ ∈ DΛ(ρ) (the square box surrounding ρ of diameter of
order dΛ(ρ), see [Wir19]). This allows us to write

⟨σ, ρ∗⟩ =
∑

i∼j∈DΛ(ρ)∩Tn×{0}

ci,j(σ(i) − σ(j)) .

Thanks to the previous control on the total charge at v∗, one obtains as in
Subsection 4.1.1

|ci,j | ≤ 1
2 ∥ρ∗∥1 ≤ 3

2 ∥ρ∥1 ≤ 3
2 ∥ρ∥2

2

(5) Still arguing as in Subsection 4.1.1, one can conclude that∑
ρ∈N

|z0(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2 ≤
∑
ρ∈N

|z0(β, ρ,N )| |D(ρ)| · ∥ρ∥4
2

∑
i∼j∈D(ρ)

(σi − σj)2 .

A key point here is that the estimate on the activities (4.3) involves the
modified diameter dΛ(ρ) instead of d(ρ) (this is crucial, as we might have
d(ρ) ≪ dΛ(ρ) and the first one would not be sufficient to “renormalize”
correctly the activities).



36 CHRISTOPHE GARBAN

(6) The main quantitative estimate to conclude the proof of Lemma 3.3, i.e.
[Wir19, Theorem 13] then follows as in Section 4.1.1 by grouping charges
depending on their dyadic scale. Since σ was assumed to vanish on Λ2

n\Λ2
n
2

, at
most one non-neutral charge contributes to this grouping (and it contributes
only to the largest macroscopic scale).

4.2.2 Extension to more general test functions. Our goal in this Subsection is to
show that the above analysis extends to any test function f without assuming that
σ = 1

β [−∆0]−1f vanishes on Λ2
n \ Λ2

n
2

.
Let us precise the notations here. If Λ is a box in Z2, we will denote by ∂Λ its

(inner) boundary

∂Λ = {x ∈ Λ, s.t. there exists y /∈ Λ with y ∼ x} .

We will also denote by Λo := Λ \ ∂Λ its interior. For any test function f : Λ → R,
there exists a unique fonction G which vanishes on ∂Λ and which is such that for any
interior point x ∈ Λo, (−∆0)G(x) = f(x). This function is by definition (−∆0)−1f .

In the case of Λ = Λ2
n, if we test the field Ψline

n against any such function f , note
that σ := 1

β [−∆0]−1f is vanishing on ∂Λn (where Ψline
n is also vanishing due to

the Dirichlet boundary conditions). We do not need to modify the expansion into
charges carried in [Wir19]. As previously, for each configuration of charges N , we
thus reach the lower-bound

Z0
N (σ)
Z0

N (0) ≥ exp
[

−D1
∑
ρ∈N

|z0(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2] .
Now, if we do not make any assumption on f , then the support of σ may be the
whole interior domain Λ2

n \ ∂Λ2
n. In particular, many non-neutral charge ρ ∈ N will

typically be involved in the above sum. To deal with all of these at once, we proceed
slightly differently from [Wir19] as follows:

(1) First, in the above sum, the contribution coming from neutral charges is
handled exactly as in Subsection 4.1.1 (this is also the case in [Wir19]).

(2) We need to prove an upper bound on∑
ρ∈N \N neutral

|z0(β, ρ,N )|⟨σ, ρ⟩2 .

Since the initial Gaussian free field is already rooted at ∂Λ2
n, notice that

all the charges ρ have their support inside the interior Λ2
n \ ∂Λ2

n. For each
fixed non-neutral charge ρ in this sum, we shall modify as previously ρ into
a neutral charge ρ∗ in such a way that

⟨σ, ρ⟩ = ⟨σ, ρ∗⟩ .

In the case of [Wir19], this operation was done on a single charge which
intersected the bulk Λ2

n
2

.
In the present case, for each ρ non-neutral, we associate a vertex

ρ ∈ N \ Nneutral 7→ v∗(ρ) ∈ ∂Λ2
n

in such a way that dist(v∗(ρ), ρ) ≤ dist(ρ, ∂Λ2
n). By definition of the modified

diameter dΛ from (4.4), we notice that for each non-neutral ρ, the new
vertex added v∗(ρ) stays inside the box DΛ2

n
(ρ) (see [Wir19] for the precise

definition/centering of such boxes which is not of key importance). The
fact v∗(ρ) ∈ DΛ2

n
(ρ) will be crucial below. Since furthermore v∗(ρ) ∈ ∂Λ2

n
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and since σ vanishes on the boundary, we may assign any charge on v∗(ρ)
without affecting ⟨σ, ρ∗⟩. We thus define the neutral charge

ρ∗ := ρ− (
∑

x∈Λ2
n\∂Λ2

n

ρ(x))δv∗(ρ)

Proceeding as in Subsection 4.1.1, we thus obtain

|⟨σ, ρ⟩|2 = |⟨σ, ρ∗⟩|2 ≤ |DΛ2
n
(ρ)| · 4∥ρ∥4

2
∑

i∼j∈DΛ2
n

(ρ)

(σi − σj)2 .

(3) To end the proof, we need to sum the above bound over all non-neutral
charges ρ ∈ N \ Nneutral by taking advantage of the small activities
z0(β, ρ,N ) from (4.3) (this later bound follows from [Wir19]). It is crucial
here to make two observations:

a) First the upper bound (4.3) is controled by the modified diameter (4.4).
This allows us to compensate the fact the added root v∗(ρ) may be
rather far and may thus induce a large area after the use of Cauchy-
Schwarz (i.e. |DΛ2

n
(ρ)| may be much larger than the term |D(ρ)| in the

case of a neutral charge).
b) Once each charge is well-controlled using a), we still need to argue that

they do not overlap too much. As in the neutral case, we divide the non-
neutral charge depending on their modified diameter and we obtain that
such an overlapping does not hold thanks to the key contraint in Wirth’s
Coulomb gas expansion coming from his repulsion condition (4.5).

Proceeding as in Subsection 4.1.1, this ends the proof of our extension
Lemma 3.4.

4.2.3 The case where neutral and non-neutral charges are restricted to a line. We
stated the extension Lemma 3.4 first because it is interesting on its own (it provides
a control on Laplace transforms of arbitrary functionals of a Dirichlet IV-GFF as
opposed to the restricted class in [Wir19]), but also in order to explain the main idea
of adding “simultaneously” as many additional vertices v∗ as non-neutral charges ρ.

What we really need in this paper is Lemma 3.5 which handles the case where
charges are initially restricted to a 1D line in Λ2

n.
By combining the adapation to the case of a 1D line explained in the case of

free/periodic boundary conditions in the Subsection 4.1.2 with the above way of
handling non-neutral charges, we claim that one readily obtains Lemma 3.5. Neutral
charges are handled exactly as in Subsection 4.1.2. The only needed adaptation
is that for the non-neutral charges ρ, we need to pick a vertex v∗(ρ) which can be
reached via a path inside the 1D line. For this we simply pick the closest point
in Z × {0} ∩ ∂Λ2

n. Note that because of this, many distinct non-neutral charges ρ
may share the same vertex v∗(ρ). This is not an issue as Cauchy-Schwarz is applied
separately for each charge ρ (rather ρ∗ here). The only issue could come from a
superposition of non-neutral charges of same scale 2k. This is ruled out once again
by the repulsion 4.5. We obtain this way a proof of Lemma 3.5.

5 Bessel type random walks on the diamond graph

For each s ≥ 0, the purpose of this section is to build natural Markov processes
(Z(s)

n )n≥0 on the diamond graph D = eiπ/42−1/2Z2 which have the property that
there exists a constant c > 0 such that for a, b ∈ Z × {0},

P a
[
Z(s)
τZ

= b
]

∼ c

∥a− b∥2+s ,
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as ∥a− b∥ → ∞ and where τZ is the first return time (≥ 1) to the horizontal line
Z × {0}.

Recall that in the case s = 0, it is sufficient to consider the simple random walk
on the diamond graph D. Furthermore in this case, the return probabilities are
explicit and are given by (3.1). When s > 0 one needs to introduce some confining
force driving the process towards the line Z. This will be achieved as follows: at
each time n ≥ 0, the Markov process (Z(s)

n )n≥0 will:
• move vertically up or down (i.e. by ± 1

2 since recall D = eiπ/42−1/2Z2)
according to a discrete Bessel random walk as studied for example in [Ale11].

• And simultaneously make an independent horizontal right or left move (See
Figure 2).

There is a large variety of such Bessel walks considered in [Ale11], we will only
consider two: this one on the diamond graph D as well as the Bessel walks on the
unrotated Z2 introduced in appendix A. We note that any other choice from [Ale11]
would yield a slightly different model of α-Discrete Gaussian Chain for which the
results of Theorem 1.1 would still hold. (N.B. As explained in details in [Ale11]
some other choices of Bessel walks would induce inevitable slowly varying functions
in the Lemmas below which would be rather inconvenient).

The discrete Bessel process we shall consider will have the following Markov
transition kernel Qs : N × N → [0, 1].

• Qs(0, 1) = 19.
• Qs(r, r − 1) +Q(r, r + 1) = 1 whenever r ≥ 1.
• Qs(r, r + 1) = ( 1

2 − s
4

1
r ) ∨ 1

4 whenever r ≥ 1.

Remark 11. Recall that the classical continuous time Bessel processes on R+ are
given by the SDE

dYt = a

Yt
dt+ dBt ,

where a = d−1
2 (d being the “dimension” of the Bessel process). See for example

[RY13, Law08]. We therefore have the correspondance s ≡ −2a (indeed our discrete
Bessel processes are defined in such a way that they have a negative drift when
s ≥ 0, note also that this drift towards 0 is precisely twice s

4r ). In our definition,
we may also use any fixed value of s ∈ (−1, 0] which would then correspond to
a ∈ [0, 1/2). This is consistent with the fact that the continuous Bessel process with
a = 1/2 never reaches the origin.

We now state a fine analysis of the first return times of such Bessel random walks
due to [Ale11].

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 2.1 in [Ale11]). For any s > −1, there exists a constant
c = c(s) > 0 such that as n even goes to infinity, one has

P 0
Qs

[
τ0 = n

]
∼ c(s)n−( 3+s

2 ) ,

where P 0
Qs

[
τ0 = n

]
is the probability of first return to the origin for the above Bessel

random walk on N.

We shall now prove that the above constructed process on the diamond graph D
satisfies the desired property:

9Note that this first condition ensures that the walk remains inside the upper-half plane Z × N
instead of Z2. This is harmless in our analysis and if one wishes to, one could as well reflect up or
down with equal probability at each return to Z × {0}.
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Proposition 5.2. For any s > −1, (only the case s ≥ 0 will be useful in this work),
there exists a constant b = b(s) > 0 such that as k → ∞

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, k)
]

∼ b(s)
k2+s .

Proof.
The main input of the proof is the above Theorem 5.1 from [Ale11]. Let us set

two notations:
(1) Call the function gs(n) := P 0

Qs

[
τ0 = n

]
.

(2) Call the heat-kernel of the simple random walk pZ(t, x, y) = pZ(t, x− y).
For any k ≥ 1, we have

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, k)
]

=
∞∑
n=k

pZ(2n, 2k)gs(2n) .

The factors 2 are here because each odd move goes to non-integer points in D while
each even move lands at an integer point in D.

Let ε > 0 be any fixed small parameter. Our first observation is that the
contributions of integers n ≤ k2−ε is negligible. Indeed, in the sum

k2−ε∑
n=k

pZ(2n, 2k)gs(2n),

each heat kernel is upper bounded (for small enough c > 0) by

exp(−c(2k)2/k2−ε) ≤ exp(−ckε) .

As such, the sum
∑k2−ε

n=k is negligible w.r.t. to the power law in k asymptotics that
we are looking after.

Now, by the quantitative Local CLT theorem (as can be found for example in
[LL10]), there exists a constant C > 0 s.t. uniformly in n and in k,∣∣∣∣∣pZ(2n, 2k) − 1√

2π(2n)
e− (2k)2

2∗(2n)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

n3/2 .

Let us first deal with the upper bound (a matching order lower bound follows from
the same analysis in order the conclude the proof of the asymptotics in Proposition
5.2).

For the Bessel term gs(2n), using Theorem 5.1, we have that for any small δ > 0,
then for n large enough,

gs(2n) ∼ c(s) (2n)− 3+s
2 ≤ (1 + δ)c(s)(2n)− 3+s

2

This gives us

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, k)
]

≤ k2e−ckε

+
∑

n≥k2−ε

1√
4πn

(
e− k2

n + C

n3/2

)
(1 + δ)c(s)(2n)− 3+s

2

The leading term is given as k → ∞

(1 + δ)2− 3+s
2

∑
n≥k2−ε

n−(2+ s
2 )

√
4π

e− k2
n
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We are thus left with controlling the asymptotic of the above series. By applying
for example Euler-MacLaurin comparison’s formula, we get

∑
n≥k2−ε

n−(2+ s
2 )

√
4π

e− k2
n

∼k→∞

∫ ∞

n=k2−ε

1√
4π
dnn−(2+ s

2 )e− k2
n

= (n = k2u) k2
∫ ∞

k−ε

k−4−s 1√
4π
du

1
u2+ s

2
e− 1

u

∼ 1
k2+s

∫ ∞

0

1√
4π
du

e− 1
u

u2+ s
2

With the same analysis, we also obtain for any δ > 0 and for n large enough,

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, k)
]

≥ (1 − δ)2− 3+s
2 c(s)

(∫ ∞

0

du√
4π

e− 1
u

u2+ s
2

)
1

k2+s ,

which concludes the proof of Proposition 5.2. 2
See Appendix A for a generalisation of this analysis to the case of Bessel walks

on Z2 as well as Zd+1.

6 Proof of the main Theorem (Theorem 1.1) in the case
α ∈ (2, 3)

6.1 A 2D Gaussian Free Field with inhomogeneous conductances. The
goal of this subsection is to define a Gaussian field φα,n on the diamond graph D
with Dirichlet boundary conditions on

Ln = ({. . . ,−n− 1} ∪ {n+ 1, . . .}) × {0} ⊂ D ,

and such that the restriction of this Gaussian field to the 1D interval Λn × {0} has
the desired density.

In what follows, we will denote by Dn the two-dimensional slit domain

Dn := D \ Ln = D \ ({. . . ,−n− 1} ∪ {n+ 1, . . .} × {0}) . (6.1)

For any s ≥ 0, let us introduce the following field a = (ai,j)i∼j of conductances
on the graph D:

• All edges which intersect the base line Z × {0} carry a conductance equal
to 1

4 (this is a way to normalize our conductances which matches with our
normalisation in the case s = 0 from (3.3)).

• Conductances which are at the same height are equal. More precisely, for
every edge on D = eiπ/4

√
2 Z2, there exists an integer r ∈ Z so that the top

vertex of the edge is at height r+1√
2 while the bottom vertex is at height r√

2 .
All the edges which share the same integer r will carry the same conductance
which we shall denote with a slight abuse of notation by a(r, r + 1).

• The field of conductances is symmetric under vertical reflection, i.e. a(r, r +
1) = a(−r − 1,−r).

• We now fix the constraint coming from the vertical discrete Bessel kernel:
for any r ≥ 1, let

a(r, r + 1)
a(r − 1, r) + a(r, r + 1) := Qs(r, r + 1) = ( 1

2 − s

4
1
r

) ∨ 1
4 .
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This readily implies that for any r ≥ r0(s),

a(r, r + 1) =
1 − s

2r
1 + s

2r
a(r − 1, r) = (1 − s

r
+O(r−2))a(r − 1, r).

This in turn implies (using log(1 + x) ≤ x and the fact ex is monotone)

a(r, r + 1) ≤ O(1) exp(
r∑
i=1

log(1 − s

i
+O(1/i2)))

≤ O(1) exp(
r∑
i=1

−s

i
+O(1/i2)))

≤ O(1)r−s .

(N.B. It is not difficult to show using log(1 + x) ≥ x − cx2 in the vicinity of the
origin, that a(r, r + 1) ≍ r−s but we shall not need this fact).

Let us now consider the Gaussian free field φα,n on the diamond graph D in the
above field of conductances a and rooted on the set Ln. (See Figure 2).

This means that φα,n is the Gaussian field with (formal) density

exp

−β

2
∑
i∼j∈D

ai,j(φα,n(i) − φα,n(j))2

 1φα,n≡0 on Ln

By a straightforward discrete integration by parts, we may then rewrite this density
as follows

exp
(

−β

2 ⟨ϕ,Aϕ⟩
)

1φα,n≡0 on Ln ,

where A is the (non-isotropic) elliptic operator defined for any site i ∈ D by

Aϕ(i) :=
∑
j∼i∈D

ai,j [ϕ(j) − ϕ(i)] .

It is convenient to decompose this symmetric operator as
A = Da(1 − Pa) ,

where Da is the diagonal matrix whose ith component is
∑
j∼i aij and 1 − Pa is the

non-symmetric Markov transition matrix of the random walks in conductances a
killed when first hitting the slit Ln. We thus obtain that the covariance structure of
the field φα,n is given by

E
[
φα,n(i)φα,n(j)

]
= 1
β
A−1(i, j) = 1

β

[
(1 − Pa)−1D−1

a
]

(i, j)

= 1
β

1∑
k∼j aj,k

GDn,a(i, j) ,

where GDn,a is the Green’s function of the a-random walk, i.e.

GDn,a(i, j) := E i
[ ∞∑
n=0

1Za
n=j
]
. (6.2)

(N.B notice that GDn,a is not symmetric but symmetry is of course restored after
multiplying by D−1

a ). By our normalisation of the conductances intersecting the
line Z × {0}, notice that for any point i in this line, we have

∑
j∼i ai,j = 4 ∗ 1

4 = 1.
This implies that for any x, y ∈ Z, we have

E
[
φα,n((x, 0))φα,n((y, 0))

]
= 1
β
GDn,a((x, 0), (y, 0))



42 CHRISTOPHE GARBAN

Recall that we denote with a slight abuse of notation the interval Λn := Λn×{0} =
{−n, . . . , n}×{0} ⊂ D. As in the case s = 0 (see Lemma 3.1), we have the following
identity in law.

Lemma 6.1. For any α ∈ (2, 3). the restriction of the β-GFF field φα,n to the 1D
interval Λn ⊂ D is equal in law to the Gaussian vector {φ̄i}i∈Z with density

exp(−β

2
∑
i ̸=j

Jα(i− j)(φ̄i − φ̄j)2)1φ̄i=0∀i/∈Λn
,

and where the coupling constants Jα(r) are defined for any r ∈ Z by

Jα(r) := P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, r)
]

∼r→∞
b(s)
rα

with s = α− 2 . (6.3)

Proof. We proceed exactly as in the proof of Lemma 3.1. Let us compute the
covariance matrix of the field {φ̄i}i∈Λn

. For any i, j ∈ Z,

E
[
φ̄iφ̄j

]
= E i

[
♯visits to j for the Jα-long-range RW killed when exiting Λn

]
= E (i,0)[♯visits to (j, 0) for the Bessel RW Z(s)

n in D killed when hitting Ln
]

= E
[
φα,n(i)φα,n(j)

]
.

This ends the proof by definition of the GFF φα,n with 0-boundary conditions on
Ln := {. . . ,−n− 1} ∪ {n+ 1, . . .}. 2

6.2 First Green functions estimates. We shall only focus here on the less
standard case α ∈ (2, 3) (i.e. s ∈ (0, 1)) since the case α = 2 which corresponds to
the GFF in the slit domain Dn is more standard. Our first proposition gives an
upper bound on the Green function.

Proposition 6.2. For any s ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant C > 0 such that
uniformly in x, y ∈ Λn × {0},

GDn,a(x, y) ≤ Cnα−2 .

Proof.
Let Qn be the square of radius 10n minus the slit, i.e. B∥·∥∞(0, 10n) \ Ln. We

first claim that it is enough to show that for any x, y ∈ Λn × {0}, one has the bound
for the Green function in the bounded domain Qn, i.e. the existence of C̃ > 0 such
that

GQn,a(x, y) ≤ C̃nα−2 . (6.4)

Indeed, by Markov property, one can compute the larger Green function GDn,a by
decomposing the a-random walk into consecutive excursions defined as follows:

• Odd excursions start at Λn × {0} until they first reach the boundary of the
square ∂B∥·∥∞(0, 10n).

• Even excursions start from the boundary ∂B∥·∥∞(0, 10n) until they first
reach Λn × {0}.

The classical important point to notice here is that uniformly on the starting point
z ∈ ∂B∥·∥∞(0, 10n), the a-walk has a positive probability to reach Ln before reaching
Λn × {0}. If one has a uniform bound on GQn,a(x, y) in the form O(1)nα−2 we thus
obtain a uniform bound on GDn,a(x, y) by a geometric series involving the above
uniformly positive hitting probability as well as the bound O(1)nα−2.
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We are thus left with proving (6.4). Let us rewrite the Green function as

GQn,a(x, y) =
∞∑
t≥0

E x
[
1Tn>t1(Xt,Yt)=y

]
,

where Tn is the hitting time of the rooting ∂B∥·∥∞(0, 10n) ∪ Ln and where (Xt, Yt)
denotes the horizontal and vertical coordinates of the a-walk Zt.

We will need the following Lemma which handles the probability of return for
the vertical direction, namely

Lemma 6.3. For any s ∈ [0, 1) (the parameter of our 2d Bessel walks in Section
5), there exists a constant C > 0 s.t. for any t ≥ 1,

P 0[Yt = 0
]

≤ C

t
1−s

2
.

Proof of the Lemma.
The sequence of times when the vertical component of the Bessel walk returns

to the origin corresponds to a Renewal process 0 < τ1 < τ1 + τ2 < . . . whose law of
i.i.d jumps is given by

P
[
τi = k

]
:= P 0[Yj ̸= 0 ∀j < k and Yk = 0

]
.

This probability is exactly controlled by Theorem 5.1 from [Ale11]. This gives us

P
[
τi = k

]
∼ c(s) k−( 3+s

2 ) .

By applying standard results from renewal processes, see in particular [GL62, Don97]
as well as the discussion in [CSZ16], this implies that for any time t ≥ 1, the
probability that t belongs to the renewal set is upper bounded by

C

(
1
t

) 1−s
2

for some C > 0.

2

We shall now group the times t into two groups. We only sketch the details below
and we refer to Sections 7.1 and 7.2 where a more elaborate time-decomposition
will be used.

First group. t ≤ n2. In this group, we do not pay attention at the fact the walk
may leave the domain Qn or touch the slit Ln. After all we are only looking for an
upper bound here.

By local CLT theorem, the probability that the horizontal walk Xt lands at y
at time t is less than O(t−1/2). Furthermore, by the above Lemma, the probability
that the vertical direction Yt gets back to zero at time t is less than O(t−(1−s)/2).

This implies that the times t in this group contribute at most
n2∑
t=1

C
1

t1− s
2

≤ O(1)[n2]s/2 = O(1)ns = O(1)nα−2

Second group. t > n2. We first run the horizontal walk Xt up to time t/2.
We notice that there exists a constant a > 0 so that the probability that Xt does
not bring Zt = (Xt, Yt) outside of Qn is bounded from above by a exp(−at/n2).
This is due to the fact that along each interval of time n2, the walk Xt has positive
probability to leave the interval [−10n, 10n].
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In the remaining t/2 steps, the local CLT still gives us O(t−1/2) probability
to reach y. The (independent) vertical direction also has probability less than
O(1)t−(1− s

2 ) to be back at 0, exactly as in the previous group.
This gives us a contribution less than

∞∑
t=n2

C
1

t1− s
2
e−at/n2

≤ O(1)nα−2 .

2
By using the same technology as in the above proof, we also obtain the following

more precise proposition which gives upper and lower bounds and gives the behaviour
of the Green function close to the boundary:

Proposition 6.4. For any s ∈ (0, 1), there exist constants c1, c2 > 0 such that
uniformly in x ∈ Λn × {0},

c1dist(x, Ln)α−2 ≤ GDn,a(x, x) ≤ c2 dist(x, Ln)α−2 . (6.5)

Furthermore for any δ > 0, there exists a constant cδ > 0 such that for any
x, y ∈ Λn × {0} at distance at least δn from the boundary,

cδn
α−2 ≤ GDn,a(x, y) ( ≤ C nα−2) . (6.6)

(The upper bound in parenthesis is the conclusion of Proposition 6.2).

We only say a few words on its proof: The upper bound in (6.5) is obtained
by the same localisation technique using a box of radius 1

10 dist(x, ∂Dn) and upper
bounding by the induced geometric series. The lower bound is obtained by summing
all the contributions in the definition of the Green function coming from times
t ≤ Cdist(x, ∂Dn)2. At any such time, the probability to reach x from x in time t is
of same order (up to multiplicative constant) as the term t−(1− s

2 ) used in the proof
of Proposition 6.2. This is because for this range of time, given that Xt = x, the
conditional probability that the horizontal coordinate went as far as the location
of the slit Ln is bounded away from 1, uniformly in t ≤ dist(x, ∂Dn)2. Since the
first group of times in the proof of Proposition 6.2 already gives the leading order of
nα−2, this ends the proof. The lower bound for GDn,a(x, y) follows from the same
decomposition into times t ≤ O(δ2) which induces a positive but potentially low
constant cδ in (6.6).

6.3 Smoothing and compactifying the domain. It turns out that to be rather
difficult to handle the Dirichlet energy (the purpose of Section 7) when we are close
to the tip of the slit domain Ln. Indeed, to obtain the desired estimates, one would
need to prove a “sharp” Beurling estimate which would quantify the effect of the
drift when s ≠ 0. (See [LL10] for the Beurling estimate in the case s = 0). This
seems rather non-trivial. See Remarks 12 and especially 13 for an explanation of
these technical difficulties.

Instead, we will get rid of the slit type of singularity by first “regularizing the
domain”. We shall also need (in Section 7) to work in a bounded region.

We will achieve these two regularisations of the domain at once: for any large
parameter M ≥ 1, we consider the following sub-domain Hn = H

(M)
n ⊂ Dn defined

by:

Hn = H(M)
n :=

{
z ∈ Dn s.t. ∥z∥∞ ≤ M ∗ n and dist∥·∥∞(z, Ln) ≥ 1

M
n

}
. (6.7)

See Figure 4.
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Hn = H
(M)
n

Ln

Figure 4. The shape of the smoother domain Hn = H
(M)
n . It is

smoother especially near the two tips of the domain Dn = D \ Ln.

For any s ≥ 0 fixed, recall the definition of the Green function GDn,a from (6.2).
We will also denote by GHn,a,M the Green functions for the random walk in Hn ⊂ Dn

in conductances a = a(s) and killed when first hitting the boundary ∂Hn. We shall
distinguish two differents parts in this boundary which will play a different role in
the proof below:

• The points on the square of radius M · n. We shall call this part SnM .
• The points at distance 1

M n from the slit line Ln. We shall call this part Ln.

The proposition below shows that both Green functions are very close to each
other in the bulk of Λn when the parameter M → ∞.

Proposition 6.5. For any s ≥ 0 and any δ > 0, there exists a positive function
ξδ(M) which goes to zero when M → ∞ and which is such that for any n ≥ 1 and
any x, y ∈ Λn × {0} at distance ≥ δn from Ln, we have

|GDn,a(x, y) −GHn,a,M (x, y)| ≤ ξδ(M)GDn,a(x, y) .

Proof. By the monotony properties of Green functions, we clearly haveGHn,a,M (x, y) ≤
GDn,a(x, y). Let τ be the stopping time when the s-random walk Zt first hits the
boundary ∂Hn = Ln ∪ SnM . Using Markov property, we may write

GDn,a(x, y) −GHn,a,M (x, y)
= E x

[
GDn,a(Zτ , y)

]
= P x

[
Zτ ∈ SnM

]
E x
[
GDn,a(Zτ , y)

∣∣ Zτ ∈ SnM
]

+ P x
[
Zτ ∈ LnM

]
E x
[
GDn,a(Zτ , y)

∣∣ Zτ ∈ LnM
]

Let us first deal with the first term in this sum: by classical random walk estimates
(N.B. the drift induced by s ≥ 0 is only helping us here), we obtain a function ζ(M)
going to zero with M , such that uniformly in n and the starting point x, we have

P x
[
Zτ ∈ SnM

]
≤ ζ(M)

We conclude this case by using the following two facts:
(1) If s = 0, (i.e. if we consider the SRW on the grid D), then we have for any

point z in the boundary of the square of radius nM , i.e. SnM and for any
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point y ∈ Λn × {0},
GDn,a(z, y) ≤ O(1) ≤ Ω(GDn,a(x, y)) .

Here we use the assumption that x and y are at macroscopic distance from
the boundary. (Otherwise one would need a slightly more detailed analysis).

(2) If s ∈ (2, 3) as we have seen in Proposition 6.2, there exists a constant
C = C(s) > 0 such that uniformly in y ∈ Λn × {0} and z in the boundary
of the square SnM , GDn,a(z, y) ≤ Cnα−2. Furthemore, as x and y are at
distance δ from Ln, we also have GDn,a(x, y) = Ω(nα−2).

The second case is handled similarly with one essential difference: as opposed
to the previous case, it is not true in this case that the probability P x

[
Zτ ∈ LnM

]
degenerates as M → ∞. What is helping us in this second case is that if z lies
anywhere on the part of the boundary Ln, then by definition, z is 1

M n close to the
slit Ln. In particular, it is not difficult to see that we can find a function ζ̂δ(M)
which goes to zero when M → ∞ and which is such that uniformly in n as well as
in z ∈ Ln, one has

P zDn,a
[
τy < ∞

]
< ζ̂δ(M) ,

where the above probability is the probability in Dn starting from z to reach y
before intersecting ∂Dn. Note that the above functions will tend to zero only when
the parameter M becomes ≫ δ−1, otherwise it is not true that this probability is
small.

Now when s = 0, by using another stopping time on a ball of radius δ2n around
y, we obtain the desired result.

When s ∈ (0, 1), we use the combined facts below in order to conclude:
GDn,a(z, y) = P zDn,a

[
τy < ∞

]
×GDn,a(y, y) ,

and
GDn,a(y, y) ≤ O(1)GDn,a(x, y) .

(the second point above corresponds to the estimate (6.6). Notice that it would be
wrong when s = 0, whence the additional stopping time mentioned above when
s = 0). 2

6.4 Fröhlich-Spencer Coulomb gas expansion in an inhomogeneous field
of conductances and proof of Theorem 1.1.

We start by stating a more precise version (the first half) of our main Theorem
1.1. Our invariance principle is in the same sense as the invariance principle for the
discrete fractional Gaussian field from [LSSW16] and which we stated in Proposition
2.9 (i.e. in the sense of the field tested against continuous test functions).

As in this latter proposition, we need to set some notations and some appropriate
rescaling for our integer-valued field Ψn. As in (2.11), for any β > 0, n ≥ 0, let us
consider the rescaled field on 1

nZ:

Ψ̄n(t) := 1
nH

Ψn(nt) , ∀t ∈ 1
n
Z . (6.8)

We may now state our more precise version of our main theorem:

Theorem 6.6 (Proposition 12.2 in [LSSW16]). For any α ∈ [2, 3), let Jα(r) ∼
cr−α be the coupling constants built either in Section 5 or in Appendix A. Then
there exists an inverse temperature β∗ and a constant K = K(Jα) > 0 such that
the following holds. For any β ≤ β∗, the distribution Hn :=

∑
t∈ 1

nZ Ψ̄n(t) 1
nδt

converges in law to K√
β
BHt (where BHt is the Dirichlet H-fBm on D = (−1, 1)
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defined in Definition 2.7). The convergence is in the sense that for any test functions
f1, . . . , fk ∈ Cc(D),

(⟨Hn, f1⟩, . . . , ⟨Hn, fk⟩) (d)−→n→∞
K√
β

(⟨BH , f1⟩, . . . , ⟨BH , fk⟩) .

We now have all the necessary ingredients (plus with the key gradient estimates
which shall be obtained in the next Section) to complete the proof.

Proof.
Let us fix α ∈ [2, 3). The proof is divided into the following different steps.
(1) Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of the discrete fractional Laplacien.

We use here the Bessel random walks from Section 5. This allows us to
view the field Ψn as the Gaussian free field on D (with inhomogeneous
conductances a) conditioned to take integer values on the 1d line Λn × {0}.

(2) Identification of the suitable Laplace transforms. If we are given
test functions f1, . . . , fk in Cc(D) where D = (−1, 1). To characterise our
limiting distribution, it is sufficient to show that for any λ1, . . . , λk ∈ R, one
has the following convergence (for small enough β),

lim
n→∞

E dGC,0
Λn,Jα,β

[
exp (λ1⟨Hn, f1⟩ + . . .+ λk⟨Hn, fk⟩)

]
= EH,0

D,β

[
expK2 (λ1⟨BH , f1⟩ + . . .+ λk⟨BH , fk⟩

)]
= lim
n→∞

EGFF,0
Λn,Jα,β/K2

[
exp (λ1⟨hn, f1⟩ + . . .+ λk⟨hn, fk⟩)

]
,

where the second equality is the result of Proposition 2.9 from [LSSW16,
proposition 12.2]. It will thus be sufficient in order to prove our main result
to have an asymptotic comparison between the first and third line in the
above displayed equality.

It will be useful below to “unscale” the test functions (fi) and to work
on domains Dn = D \Ln with one-unit spacing. For this notice that for any
given f1, . . . , fk ∈ Cc(D) and any scalars λ1, . . . , λk, the Laplace transform
we are after is

λ1⟨Hn, f1⟩ + . . .+ λk⟨Hn, fk⟩ By Def.=
∑
t∈ 1

nZ

1
n1+H Ψn(nt)

k∑
i=1

λifi(t)

=
∑
x∈Λn

1
n1+H Ψn(x)

k∑
i=1

λifi(
x

n
)

= ⟨Ψ, g⟩ ,

for the test function g : Λn → R defined by

g(x) := 1
n1+H

k∑
i=1

λifi(
x

n
) . (6.9)

Notice that since fi ∈ Cc(D),∀1 ≤ i ≤ k, one can find some δ > 0 such
that

Supp(g) ⊂ {−(1 − δ)n, . . . , (1 − δ)n} .

(3) Ginibre. Ginibre inequality (Proposition 2.3) immediately gives us the easy
bound, namely that the Laplace transform of the integer-valued Gaussian is
smaller than the Gaussian one. We thus only need to find a matching lower
bound.
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(4) Inequality for Gaussians on lattices [RSD17]. By using this inequality
(which we stated in Theorem 2.4), we obtain that for any scale parameter
M , the Laplace transform of a test function g ∈ Cc(D) satisfies

E dGC,0
H

(M)
n ,a,β

[
e⟨Ψ,g⟩] ≤ E dGC,0

Dn,a,β
[
e⟨Ψ,g⟩] .

(Recall the definition of the sub-domain H
(M)
n from (6.7) and Figure 4).

To see why this holds from Theorem 2.4, this corresponds to setting
infinite coupling constants on each edge of the graph Dn \H(M)

n .
(5) Small loss in the Laplace transforms as the smoothing effect

M → ∞.
In the steps to follow, we will show if M is chosen large enough (in

particular one needs that 1
M ≤ 1

4 dist(supp(f), ∂D)) then, as n → ∞, one
has

lim
n→∞

E dGC,0
H

(M)
n ,a,β

[
e⟨Ψ,g⟩]

EGFF,0
H

(M)
n ,a,β

[
e⟨φ,g⟩

] = 1 . (6.10)

Assuming the above holds, in order to conclude the proof of the main
Theorem, we need to prove purely on the “Gaussian free field” side that

lim inf
M→∞

lim inf
n→∞

E dGC,0
H

(M)
n ,a,β

[
e⟨φ,g⟩]

EGFF,0
Dn,a,β

[
e⟨φ,g⟩

] = 1 . (6.11)

It is clear that such a limit is ≤ 1 (by direct comparison of the quadratic
forms involved).

To prove the other direction, notice that since both the numerator and
denominator are the Laplace transforms of Gaussian vectors, there are given
in terms of their variance and thus, we only need to show that

lim inf
M→∞

lim inf
n→∞

(
E dGC,0
H

(M)
n ,a,β

[
⟨φ, g⟩2]− EGFF,0

Dn,a,β
[
⟨φ, g⟩2]) = 0 .

We proceed in two steps:
(i) First, we show that both variance are bounded as n → ∞. By the same
monotony as above, it is sufficient to show that

lim sup
n→∞

EGFF,0
Dn,a,β

[
⟨φ, g⟩2] < ∞ .

Since our test function g is supported on the line Λn × {0} ⊂ Dn, we find
by the definition of the test function g from (6.9)

EGFF,0
Dn,a,β

[
⟨φ, g⟩2] =

∑
x,y∈Λn

f( xn )
n1+H

f( yn )
n1+HGDn,a(x, y)

≤ O(1)∥f∥2
∞ ,

using the upper bound from Proposition 6.2. Note that we do not use the
fact that f is compactly supported here.

(ii) We now use the fact (fi)1≤i≤k are compactly supported in D = (−1, 1).
This implies in particular that there exists δ > 0 such that our test function
g = gn is supported for all n ≥ 1 in {−(1 − δ)n, . . . , (1 − δ)n} × {0} ⊂ Dn.
We fix such a δ once and for all in what follows. (This will affect constants
in the propositions which will be needed next, namely Proposition 6.5,
Proposition 6.2 and Proposition 6.4).
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Of immediate interest, we apply Proposition 6.5, this gives us for M large
enough:

EGFF,0
H

(M)
n ,a,β

[
⟨φ, g⟩2] =

∑
x,y∈Λn

f( xn )
n1+H

f( yn )
n1+HGH(M)

n ,a(x, y)

≥ (1 − ξδ(M))
∑

x,y∈Λn

f( xn )
n1+H

f( yn )
n1+HGDn,a(x, y)

≥ (1 − ξδ(M))EGFF,0
Dn,a,β

[
⟨φ, g⟩2] .

Since at fixed δ > 0, we have from Proposition 6.5 that limM→∞ ξδ(M) = 0
and since we checked that both variances remain bounded as n → ∞, this
ends the proof that the limit (6.11) holds.

For the remaining steps, we may then fix some arbitrary large parameter
M . We will only work in the sequence of “smooth” domains H(M)

n (defined
in (6.7), see also Figure 4). This is important as our gradient estimates
from the next Section 7 only apply in such domains.

Our goal from then on is to establish that the limit (6.10) holds, which
would then finish the proof.

As we did in 2d domains in Section 3, we will run a Coulomb-gas expansion
in the spirit of Fröhlich-Spencer in the “smooth” domain H(M)

n with Coulomb
charges restricted to the 1d line Z × {0} ∩ H

(M)
n . The proof, modulo the

Gradient estimates from the next Section, will be close to what we have
done in Section 3. We will shortly explain how to adapt Fröhlich-Spencer to
the geometry of H(M)

n . This will be mostly harmless except one key point
in Wirth’s argument to control the Dirichlet rooting.

(6) Setting up the Coulomb-gas expansion. As in Section 3, we assign
Coulomb charges to each point on the line Z × {0} ∩ Hn. We work with
Dirichlet boundary conditions on ∂Hn.

Recall that before conditioning the field to be integer-valued, we work
with the GFF in inhomogeneous conductances:

exp

−β

2
∑
i∼j∈D

ai,j(φα,n(i) − φα,n(j))2

 1φα,n≡0 on Ln

Since we localised the analysis, we shall then work with

exp

−β

2
∑
i∼j∈D

ai,j(φα,n(i) − φα,n(j))2

 1φα,n≡0 on ∂Hn

(7) Adapting Fröhlich/Spencer – Wirth expansion to the geometry of
the slit domain and the inhomogeneous conductances.

Before looking for a quantitative version which is precise enough to lead
to the invariance principle and to identifies βeff (β), we first need to run
the Fröhlich/Spencer – Wirth Coulomb gas expansion. Namely the two
main steps we described previously, i.e. the charge expansion and then the
spin-wave analysis to reduce the “activities” z(ρ, β,N ).

We claim, that the same proof goes through, the only parts which require
some attention are the following two points:

(a). First, In the case of a slit domain, we need to adjust the notion
of distance used when we decide to combine two charges ρ1 and ρ2. The
metric we should use here is the induced graph distance inside Dn (Hn in
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fact), rather than the euclidean distance in the plane. Indeed otherwise a
charge above the “slit” would be considered close to a charge just below the
“slit” and this would make the algorithm behind the gas expansion fail.

(b). We also need to work with spin-waves in the presence of the inho-
mogeneous field of conductances a. Here we claim that this is harmless
for the estimations of the activities z(ρ, β,N ). The reason why one can
accommodate with such conductances is the property that they vanish as
the vertical directions goes to infinity (as d−s if d is the distance to the
line Z × {0}). The difficulty with the analysis of spin waves is the fact they
may carry a lot of Dirichlet energy. Those conductances only make these
Dirichlet energies smaller and this is sufficient to run the Fröhlich-Spencer
expansion.

(8) Obtaining the up to constants estimates from Theorem 1.1.
At this stage, we may already obtain the up to constants estimates (1.3)

from Theorem 1.1 by using the power of this Coulomb gas expansion together
with Proposition 6.4. Given Theorem 6.4, this is very similar as in [FS81,
Wir19].

(9) Extending Wirth’s argument all the way to the boundary.
Since we will need to control the Dirichlet energy of Green functions all

the way the left/right boundaries of Hn, we need to extend Wirth’s analysis
all the way to the boundary. This can be done exactly as we did in Section
4.2.

(10) Controling the lack of Gaussian behaviour via the Dirichlet energy
of the line.

Now, given our test function g (defined in (6.9)), we proceed as in the
Proof of Theorem 3.2. Namely we define the function

σ := 1
β

[−∆Hn,a]−1g (6.12)

As in the computation (3.21), the deviation (in the sense of Laplace trans-
forms) between the integer-valued case and the Gaussian case is controlled
by the Dirichlet energy of σ on the 1D line, namely∑

j∼l∈Z×{0}

(σj − σl)2 .

As in (3.21), one can express this by using in the present setting the Green
function GHn,a,M .

(11) Conclusion. The next Section 7 is precisely providing us with the needed
analytic control on the gradients ∇iGHn,a,M (x, i) in order to quantitatively
upper bound the quantity

∑
j∼l∈Z×{0}(σj − σl)2. As such we obtain our

invariance principle together with the invisibility of integers phenomenon.
2

7 Controlling the Dirichlet Energy supported on a line
when α < 3

This section provides the key technical estimates in order to prove the invariance
principle towards an H = H(α)-fractional Brownian motion when α ∈ [2, 3). It
shows that most of the Dirichlet Energy of the 2d Bessel random walk is spread
over D \ (Z × {0}).

We consider the Bessel random walk on the diamond graph D as defined in the
Section 5. The proof also works for Bessel walks on Z2 discussed in Appendix A.
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Recall that these walks are parametrised by the parameter s > −1 and that the
relationship with α reads as follows:

s = α− 2 .

From then on, we will fix s ≥ 0, some small δ > 0 as well as some large parameter
M as in Subsection 6.3. Recall from this subsection that Hn = H

(M)
n is the bounded

“smoothed” version of the slit domain defined in (6.7). Recall also that GHn,a,M is
the Green function for the random walk in conductances a = a(s) and killed when
first hitting either the 1

M n boundary Ln of the “slit” Ln or the square of radius
nM , SnM . In what follows, for simplicity, we will only denote it by GHn,a.

Our first main estimate is to control the gradient of the Green function y 7→
GHn,a(x, y) uniformly in x and y on the line Λn = Λn × {0} and at macroscopic
distance from Ln.

Proposition 7.1. For any s ∈ [0, 1) any δ > 0 and any ε > 0, there exists
a constant c > 0 such that for all n ≥ 1, x ∈ {−(1 − δ)n, . . . , (1 − δ)n} and
y ∈ {−(1 − δ

2 )n, . . . , (1 − δ
2 )n} one has

|GHn,a(x, y + 1) −GHn,a(x, y)| ≤ c

(
1

|x− y| + 1

)1−s−ε

.

We will then prove the Proposition below which handles the case where points y
are close to the killing boundary Ln. It will rely on a version of Beurling’s estimate
adapted to the present setting of discrete Bessel walks when s ≥ 0. (See Remark
13).

Proposition 7.2. For any s ∈ [0, 1) any δ > 0 and any ε > 0, there exists
a constant c > 0 such that for all n ≥ 1, x ∈ {−(1 − δ)n, . . . , (1 − δ)n} and
y ∈ {−n, . . . ,−(1 − δ

2 )n} ∪ {(1 − δ
2 )n, . . . , n} one has

|GHn,a(x, y + 1) −GHn,a(x, y)| ≤ c

(
1
n

)1−s−ε

.

Using Proposition 7.1 and 7.2, one readily obtains the estimate below which is
the main technical input for the proof of "invisibility of integers" when α ∈ [2, 3) in
Section 6.4.

Corollary 7.3. If 0 ≤ s < 1, then for any base point x at macroscopic distance
from the boundary, the Dirichlet energy of y ∈ Hn 7→ GHn,a(x, y) restricted to the
line {−n, . . . , n} × {0} is controlled by∑

i∈Z×{0}∩Λn

|∇iGHn,a(x, i)|2 ≤ O(1)
n∑
k=1

1
k2−2s−2ε ,

7.1 Proof of Proposition 7.1. By using the symmetry property of the Green
function (N.B. which holds on the middle line, otherwise this is only correct modulo
the action of D−1

a ), we may write the above gradient of two Green functions as
follows:

GHn,a(y + 1, x) −GHn,a(y, x) =
∞∑
t≥0

E
[
1T 1

n>t
1(X1

t ,Y
1

t )=(x,0) − 1T 0
n>t

1(X0
t ,Y

0
t )=(x,0)

]
,
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for any coupling of a Bessel walk (X1
t , Y

1
t ) starting at (y + 1, 0) with a Bessel walk

(X0
t , Y

0
t ) starting at (y, 0) and where T 1

n (resp. T 0
n) are the stopping times of these

walks when first hitting the boundary of the bounded slit domain ∂Hn.
The first (classical) coupling which comes to mind is as follows: the vertical

coordinate (in the diamond graph D) are identical for both walks while the horizontal
coordinates X1

t and X0
t are coupled via independent walks until

• Either one of the two walks exits ∂Hn in which case it stops and the second
walk keeps moving independently. In this case, we let τ := ∞

• Or they merge before any of the two walks visits ∂Hn, in which case they
continue the same journey from then on. In this case we let τ ∈ N to be the
stopping time when they first merge.

This classical coupling has the following slightly unpleasant property (which would
not be visible in the continuum limit): the marginal {(X0

s )s≥0} is not independent
of the value of the stopping time τ . (This is because the process s 7→ X1

s −X0
s is

not independent of s 7→ X0
s ).

To overcome this small issue, we proceed slightly differently below for the cou-
pling of the horizontal coordinates (the vertical coordinates follow the exact same
trajectory). Let us also fix some small ε̂ = ε̂(ε) < ε whose value will be fixed further
below.
We shall break the series

∞∑
t≥0

E
[
1T 1

n>t
1(X1

t ,Y
1

t )=(x,0) − 1T 0
n>t

1(X0
t ,Y

0
t )=(x,0)

]
into four groups as outlined below.

First group. t ≤ |x− y|2−ε̂. By choosing c sufficiently large, it is immediate to
see that the times t in this first group contribute at most e−c−1|x−y|ε̂ to the total
sum. (This is very similar to the analysis carried in Section 5).

Second group. |x− y|2−ε̂ ≤ t ≤ n2−ε̂.
For each such time t, we first apply the standard coupling argument until time t

2 .
If we disregard the effect of the boundary ∂Hn, the probability that the coupling has
not succeeded (i.e. that τ > T0) is easily seen to be upper bounded by O(1)t−1/2.
Now by taking into account the presence of the boundary ∂Hn, the event {τ > t

2 }
can be written as the union of 2 events: A) exactly one of the 2 walks (starting
from y + 1 or y) visits ∂Hn before time t

2 (recall we assumed y to be at distance
at least δ

2n from ∂Hn). And B) two independent walks on Z
2 (without boundaries)

and starting at y + 1 and y do not merge by time t
2 (the horizontal walks are along

1
2Z because of the projection of the diamond graph D). The probability of the event
B) is less than O(1)t−1/2 as already discussed while the probability of the event
A) is easily seen to be less than exp(−c−1nε̂) by the same observation as above.
All together, with probability at most O(1)t−1/2, at least one of the particules X1

t
2

and X0
t
2

is still "active" (did not reach the boundary) and they are not coupled

yet. Conditioned on this event, we find X1
t
2

and X0
t
2

at some random conditional

(different) positions. (We may need to follow only one active particle below but
this leads to the same upper bound). From then on, we let the trajectories behave
independently of each other (we do not even dare to check whether they merge or
not). The only observation we need is that uniformly in the positions of X1

t
2

and

X0
t
2

, the probability that either of these walks terminate precisely at y at time t is

upper bounded (again by Local CLT) by O(1)t−1/2. Here we use the fact that the
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walks have a remaining time t
2 to run between their conditioned position X1

t
2
, X0

t
2

and their "target" position y at time t. Note that for this part of the analysis, the
boundary ∂Hn is only helping us, while for the coupling part (s < t

2 ), it was creating
interferences against us.

We thus find that each time t in this regime contributes at most

O(1)t−1/2 × t−1/2 × P
[
Y 1
t = Y 0

t = 0
]
.

The last term is controlled by Lemma 6.3. This gives us a contribution for the time
t bounded by

O(1)t−1 × t−(1−s)/2 .

The sum over all times in this second group is therefore upper bounded by∑
|x−y|2−ε̂≤t≤n2−ε̂

O(1)t−1 × t−(1−s)/2 ≤ O(1)(|x− y| + 1)s−1+ ε̂
2 (1−s) .

We now introduce our third group of times contributing to the gradient of Green
functions:

Third group. n2−ε̂ ≤ t ≤ n2+ε̂.
The reason why we need this third group is because it is more difficult to control

the probability that the coupling fails before time t
2 . We managed to have a good

control for times in the second group because particles did not have the time (except
with a stretch exponentially small cost) to reach ∂Hn. This is no longer the case
here.

To deal with this technical issue, we only try to couple the two walks until
T0 := 1

2n
2−ε̂. Since T0 ≪ n2, it still requires a stretch exponential cost to reach

∂Hn before time T0. By the same analysis as in the second group but applied with
a fixed T0 rather than with t

2 , we get that with probability at most O(1)T−1/2
0 , we

still have one or two active particles. Now, since T0 was chosen as half of n2−ε̂, for
any time t in this third group, we still have at least t

2 steps before reaching the
target y. The same local CLT bound gives us that uniformly in the position of the
active(s) particles at time T0, this gives an additional costs of t−1/2. Finally, the
vertical direction provides in the exact same way an additional t−(1−s)/2 term.

As such, we obtain∑
n2−ε̂≤t≤n2+ε̂

E
[
1T 1

n>t
1(X1

t ,Y
1

t )=(x,0) − 1T 0
n>t

1(X0
t ,Y

0
t )=(x,0)

]
≤ O(1)

∑
n2−ε̂≤t≤n2+ε̂

n− 1
2 (2−ε̂)t−1/2 × t−(1−s)/2

≤ O(1)n−1+ 1
2 ε̂n2+ε̂ ∗ n−(2−ε̂)∗(1− s

2 )

≤ O(1)ns−1+( 5−s
2 )ε̂

Fourth group. t > n2+ε̂. In this group, we proceed as follows: we do not even
need to dare coupling the particles in an efficient way. We may just let both particles
undergo an independent simple random walk along the horizontal axes. The only
easy observation we make (similarly as in the proof of Proposition 6.2) is that there
exists a = a(M) > 0 so that uniformly in x, for any t ≥ n2,

P x
[
X1
u stays inside [−M · n,M · n] , ∀0 ≤ u ≤ t

]
≤ a exp(−a t

n2 ) .

(Recall that M is the scale parameter in the definition of the bounded slit domain
Hn = H

(M)
n in (6.7)). This is again because, on each consecutive time interval of
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length n2, the horizontal walk has a positive probability (depending on M) to exit
the ball B∥·∥∞(0,M · n).

As such this fourth group contributes at most∑
t>n2+ε̂

a exp(−at/n2) ≤ O(1)n2e−anε̂

,

which is negligible.
By summing the contributions from each of the four groups above and taking

ε̂ = ε̂(ε) sufficiently small, this ends our proof of Proposition 7.1 in the case where
the "target" point y is at macroscopic distance from ∂Λn. 2

Remark 12. The previous fourth group of (large) times t is the reason why we need
to compactify our space in Subsections 6.3 and 6.4 before applying the Coulomb
gas expansion. Indeed without this technical step, we would need to analyse the
efficiency of the coupling of two walks for large times but in a complicated geometry
given by a slit domain Dn. In particular if walks survive for a long time ≫ n2

and did not couple yet, this is not straightforward to analyze, as their conditional
position inside the slit domain is complicated.

7.2 Proof of Proposition 7.2.
Let us now deal with the second situation where the target point y is now at

small distance (less than δ
2n) from the slit Ln and is at far distance from x (at least

δ
2n given our assumptions).

Let us call d := dist(y, ∂Λn) which may take any value in {1, . . . , δ2 n}.
As before we need to upper bound using suitable (possibly t-dependent) couplings

the series
∞∑
t≥0

E
[
1T 1

n>t
1(X1

t ,Y
1

t )=(x,0) − 1T 0
n>t

1(X0
t ,Y

0
t )=(x,0)

]
.

One advantage of this present case is that we assumed |x − y| ≥ δ
2n. One

additional difficulty on the other hand is that the walks may start very close to ∂Λn
which may affect the efficiency of the coupling. We will then decompose the sum in
the following groups:

(1) Small times. t ≤ n2−ε̂. For these times it requires a stretch exponential
cost (e−cnε̂) for particles to reach x without any considerations of couplings
or boundary effects.

(2) Main contributing times. n2−ε̂ ≤ t ≤ n2+ε̂.
For these times, we proceed differently as in Section 7.1. We only take

benefit of the coupling between times 0 and d2−ε̂. The reason for such a
time scale is that for times much smaller than d2−ε̂, the walks do not feel
the presence of the boundary, not the presence of the target point x which is
at distance at least δ

2n. With probability 1 −O(1)d−1+ 1
2 ε̂− e−cdε̂ , the walks

have coupled and the contribution to the gradient of the Green functions is
zero (we did not have time to visit x yet). We are thus left with an event of
probability O(1)d−1+ 1

2 ε̂ where at least one particle is still active and needs
to reach x at time t.

Now, we need to take into account the effect of the nearby boundary. We
argue as follows: up to another stretch exponentially small term O(e−cdε̂),
the remaining active particles are at distance at most d from y and as such
at distance at most 2d from ∂H

(M)
n . (Recall the definition of this domain

from 6.7 and see Figure 4). In order to reach x, the particles will need to
avoid this boundary on a long-time period. We only quantify this effect on
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the time interval [d2−ε̄, t2 ∧ n2− ε̂
2 ]. On this time interval, we use the fact

the boundary of H(M)
n looks exactly like a full vertical line at distance O(d)

from the position at time d2−ε̄. (see Figure 4). This is because the height
is this wall is 1

M n and because there is only a stretch exponentially small
probability by time n2− ε̂

2 for the walks to reach the corners of Hn. As such,
by standard Gambler ruin estimates, the probability that active particles
do not intersect ∂Hn is upper bounded by

O(1) d

n1− ε̂
4

∧ 1 .

Remark 13. This estimate in fact plays a crucial role in the analysis. If we
had not restricted the chain to leave in a smoother domain H(M)

n in Section
6.3, we would end up here with a much less good control, as the walks would
not see a “wall” of heigth 1

M n but would see instead the slit half-line Ln.
Using a Beurling type estimate adapted to s-Bessel walks, this would give
us an upper bound of the order√

d

n1− ε̂
4

∧ 1 instead of d

n1− ε̂
4

∧ 1 .

Such a bound would simply not allow us to conclude when s ≥ 1/2 (i.e.
α ≥ 5

2 ) !

At this stage, we only need to check the horizontal positions of the walks
here so that one does not impose any conditioning on the behaviour of
the vertical position. (Up to the stretch exponential probability mentioned
above, the horizontal coordinates in this time window are able to tell us
whether the 2d random walks exists the domain or not).

Now, as we did in Section 7.1, we let evolve (freely) the particles up to
time t/2 and we condition on the horizontal positions of the active particles
at time t

2 (there could be one or two such active particles). In the remaining
t
2 steps, by local CLT theorem and uniformly on the position of x (close to
∂Hn or not), we get another term O(1)t−1/2. Finally the vertical process
does not care about the horizontal vicinity of ∂Hn and gives us exactly the
same contribution as in Section 7.1.

As such this interval of times gives a contributions smaller than∑
n2−ε̂≤t≤n2+ε̂

O(1)d−1+ 1
2 ε̂ ∗

(
d

n1− ε̂
4

∧ 1
)

∗ t−1/2 ∗ t−(1−s)/2

≤ O(1)n2+ ε̂
2 d

ε̂
2

1

n1− ε̂
4 ∗ n1− ε̂

2 ∗ n1−s−ε̂( 1−s
2 )

≤ O(1)ns−1+ 11
4 ε̂− s

2 ε̂

≤ O(1)ns−1+ 11
4 ε̂ .

(3) Large times t > n2+ε̂.
This case is handled exactly as in the fourth group of times in Section 7.1,

i.e. by exploiting the fact our smoother domain Hn = H
(M)
n is of diameter

less than M · n (see Figure 4).
The above analysis thus finishes the proof of Proposition 7.2 when y is close to

boundary and x is at distance δn from y. Notice that this second case requires us
to lower a bit the value of ε̂. 2
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8 Proof of Propositions 1.4 and 1.5

The cases α > 3 in d = 1 and α > 4 in d = 2 share the following common feature:
in each case the random walks on Z (resp. Z2) with long-range weights 1

distα have a
finite second moment.

This immediately calls for the following well-known Lemma from [Var86], see
Lemma 2.1. from [PSC00]. We state it in the particular case of random walks on
the lattice Zd, but this holds in much more general settings.

Lemma 8.1 (Lemma 2.1. in [PSC00]). If one considers a random walk on Zd
with long-range i.i.d increments which have a finite second moment, then there exists
a constant C > 0 such that

1
C

(−∆Zd) ≤ (−∆LR) ≤ C(−∆Zd) ,

where ∆LR is the associated long-range Laplacian and where the inequalities are
understood in the sense of quadratic forms.

Proof of Proposition 1.4 and 1.5. Let us give the (short) proof in the case of the
long-range integer-valued GFF with Dirichlet boundary conditions outside Λ2

n ⊂ Z2.
When α > 4, it is easy to check that the induced 2d random walk has finite L2

moment.
On can then apply the above Lemma. The inequality of interest is the less obvious

one, namely

(−∆Jα) ≤ Cα(−∆Zd)

where the coupling constants of the induced random walk are, say, Jα(r) = r−α or
any other such decaying kernel.

Now, we may use the (non-trivial) Theorem 2.4 to deduce that the Laplace
transform of the (in principle complicated) long-range integer-valued field Ψd=2,Jα

n

are bounded from below by the Laplace transform of the more classical nearest-
neighbor integer-valued GFF.

We thus extract, thanks to this comparison principle, logn variance bounds for
these long-range models out of the logn variance bounds for the nearest neighbour
case ([FS81, Wir19, KP17, Lam22a, Par22]).

Still, note that we do not obtain an invariance principle using such comparison
techniques.

When d = 2 and α = αc = 4, the log log(n) upper bound on the variance in
Proposition 1.5 follows by combining Ginibre inequality, Theorem 2.4 as well as the
log log(n) upper bounds on the effective resistance of α = αc walks on Z2 from the
work [CFG09] (N.B. matching lower bounds are also obtained in [CFG09] and the
walks start being transient as soon as α < αc = 4, see also the work [Bäu23]).

See Open Problem 1 below, where we discuss further the case αc = 4 in d = 2
which seems particularly interesting to us.

Finally, the same idea works also in the 1d case, i.e. for the discrete Gaussian
Chain when α > 3. This allows us to bound from below the fluctuations of the
α > 3-discrete Gaussian chain by the fluctuations of a Z-valued random walk. Since
the latter one is always

√
n fluctuating whatever β is, this shows in a soft way the

delocalisation at all β of the α > 3-discrete Gaussian chain.
To end the proof of Proposition 1.4, we now discuss the case d = 1, α = 3. The

upper bound is obtained exactly as the previous log log(n) upper bound by relying
on another estimate from [CFG09], namely in appendix B.2 of this paper. The
lower bound (at high enough temperature) is more involved but can be obtained
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following the same strategy as in our main theorem (namely via a Caffarelli-Silverstre
extension coupled with a Fröhlich-Spencer Coulomb gas analysis) except we do not
optimise the proof here in order to control the invariance principle nor the effective
temperature. Note that we do not obtain matching upper and lower bounds here.
This is due to the fact that, only in this specific case, matching and lower bounds are
not obtained for the associated effective resistances in [CFG09]. See Open Problem
6. 2

Remark 14. Interestingly, using the (easier) first inequality of Lemma 8.1 together
with Theorem 2.4, it is not difficult to show that at least when β is large, then the
diffusivity constant needs to be smaller than

exp(−c(α)
β

) ≪ 1
β
.

This shows that in the regime of low temperatures, it is impossible to
expect βeff (β) = β.

Since we expect βeff (β) = β at all β > 0 in the regime α ∈ (2, 3), we find this
“non-monotony” behaviour of βeff rather intriguing.

9 The hierarchical integer-valued GFF always delocalises

The purpose of this short section is to prove that the hierarchical integer-valued
GFF, as studied for example in the recent work [BH23] by Biskup and Huang, always
delocalises. This is in contrast with the case of the non-hierarchical long-range
integer-valued GFF (at α = αc = 2) as shown by Fröhlich and Zegarlinsky in [FZ91].

Proposition 9.1. The hierarchical integer-valued Gaussian Free Field delocalises
at all inverse temperatures β > 0.

We refer to [BH23] for a precise definition of this model. In words, the hierarchical
Gaussian Free Field is the Gaussian free field on the infinite binary tree T2, rooted at
the origin. The integer-valued hierarchical Gaussian free field (in [BH23]) is defined
for any n ≥ 1 as the hierarchical Gaussian Free Field conditioned to take integer
values on the 2n vertices at distance n from the root. Let us call this (conditioned)
field Ψn.
Proof of Proposition 9.1.

Let Ψ̂n be the hierarchical GFF (on the binary tree T2) conditioned to take
integer values on all the leaves at distance less or equal than n from the root 0. As
such, Ψ̂n is conditioned to take integer values on more vertices than the field Ψn.

We may then argue as in the proof of the Ginibre-type inequality, Proposition
2.3 (and by following the interpolation proof scheme from [KP17]) to conclude that
for any point x at distance n from the root, one has the inequality

Var
[
Ψn(x)

]
≥ Var

[
Ψ̂n(x)

]
. (9.1)

Now, while the law of Ψn is not easy to handle (see [BH23]), we notice that the
law of Ψ̂n is straightforward: indeed, due to the absence of cycles, it is easy to
see that when restricted to vertices at distance less than n from the root, the field
Ψ̂n is precisely a hierarchical “random-walk” free field where the increments up to
level-n-leaves are Gaussian random variables N (0, 1

β ) conditioned to take integer
values (which we denoted by NZ(0, 1

β )).
In particular, we obtain a constant c > 0 such that for large β (the low temperature

regime) and for any point x at distance n from 0, we have

Var
[
Ψ̂n(x)

]
≥ exp(−cβ) ∗ n .
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Using the comparison (9.1) this ends the proof of delocalisation.
2

10 Concluding remarks and Open problems

Remark 15. Other boundary conditions may also be considered. The most natural
one we did not discuss would be the periodic boundary conditions. This amounts
to considering the discrete Gaussian chain Ψ on a 1D torus Tn = Z/nZ by rooting
the field Ψ say at 0. The techniques of this paper also work in this case, but one
would still need an invariance principle in the Gaussian case to compare with, i.e. a
periodic version of Proposition 2.9.

Similarly, our analysis also works in the case of free boundary conditions for the
discrete Gaussian chain on Z (rooted for example at the origin). The infinite volume
limit of this chain is briefly discussed in Section 2.5. Yet, to obtain an invariance
principle, we would need the analog of Proposition 2.9 for free boundary conditions
on R. Let us stress in this case that the very precise asymptotics on the harmonic
potential of the associated α-long-range random walks on Z obtained in [CJR23]
may be of great help.

Open Problem 1. What happens for the long-range integer-valued GFF on Z2

when αc = 4 ? Gaussian domination indicates that fluctuations are at most in√
log logn. It would be tempting to analyse such a field by using a Caffarelli-Silvestre

extension in Z3 with suitable conductances. Most of the proof goes through except
one essential feature: the “dipoles” formed in Z2 × {0} ⊂ Z3 no longer accumulate
enough energy cost to overcome the entropy terms precisely at αc = 4.

We find this situation quite intriguing and do not know what to conjecture here,
namely delocalisation or not at high temperature. (localisation at low temperature is
straightforward).

Open Problem 2. Show an invariance principle (at high temperature) for the
long-range IV-GFF in 2d when α > 4 towards a continuum GFF.

The analogous case for the nearest-neighbour case has been established recently in
the breakthrough works [BPR22a, BPR22b].

Open Problem 3. We conjecture that our invariance principle holds at all β > 0,
(including in the low temperature regime) when

α ∈ (2, 3) .

And that furthermore the effective inverse temperature β 7→ βeff(β) is linear on
the entire R+.

Remark 16. It is known that it is not the case at αc = 2 thanks to [FZ91].

Open Problem 4. Show that at α = αc = 2, there is a discontinuity in the
delocalisation of the discrete Gaussian Chain. Slurink and Hilhorst predicted in
[SH83] that the integers should be invisible for all T > Tc while the critical case
T = Tc should sit in between.

We refer to [Lam22a] for a a proof of such a result in the 2D case using RSW
techniques.

An easier Open Problem than the above one would be
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Open Problem 5. Prove the delocalisation of the discrete Gaussian chain at all
temperatures when α ∈ (2, 3), possibly with quantitative estimates on the variance.
A heuristics is discussed in [FZ91], but as far as we know, a proof is still missing.

(Update: Delocalisation at arbitrary low temperatures has now been proved in
this regime α ∈ (2, 3) in the recent preprint [CvENR24]. Their proof relies on nice
relative entropy techniques and builds in particular on [FP81, CvELNR18]. It leads
to non-quantitative bounds. As such, obtaining quantitative bounds and possibly
an invariance principle towards a fractional Brownian motion is still an interesting
open problem).

Open Problem 6. What happens (in terms of invariance principle / effective
temperature / low temperature phase) in the boundary case d = 1 and α = 3 ?
Proposition 1.4 provides some partial information and shows that some logarithmic
corrections do appear.

Open Problem 7. When α > 4, show delocalisation at high temperature for the
long-range SOS model on Z2, i.e. the interface model with Hamiltonian

H(ψ) =
∑
x̸=y

|ψx − ψy|
∥x− y∥α2

,
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A Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of the discrete
Laplacian in Zd and Bessel random walks on Zd+1

The extension we used in Section 5.2 was based on a random walk on the diamond
graph D (see Figure 2). Though it was sufficient for our application, the diamond
graph D is very much specific to the two-dimensional case (where by two-dimensional
we mean here 2 = 1 + 1) and it does not easily extend to higher dimensions. The
purpose of this appendix is to introduce a “Caffarelli-Silvestre” extension of the
discrete fractional Laplacians from Zd to Zd+1.

As we shall see below, the estimates are very similar as in Section 5 except
some further computations are needed due to the combinatorial terms arising from
choosing which of the vertical/horizontal directions are moving.

We start with the d = 1 case in Subsection A.1 below, where we introduce suitable
Bessel-type walks on Z1+1. From this analysis, the extension to any Zd+1 is not
difficult as we shortly explain in Subsection A.2.

A.1 Bessel random walks on Z2. Similarly as in Section 5, for each s ≥ 0, we
build a Markov processes (Z(s)

n )n≥0 on the grid Z2 as follows.
When s = 0, we will consider the simple random walk on Z2 (or equivalently the

reflected simple random walk on Z×N). When s > 0 we introduce the same type of
confining force as on D. Namely, at each time n ≥ 0, the Markov process (Z(s)

n )n≥0
will:

• either move vertically with probability 1/2 (up or down) according to a
discrete Bessel random walk as studied for example in [Ale11].

• or move horizontally with probability 1/2 according to a symmetric simple
random walk.

The vertical moves follow the exact same discrete Bessel process as in Section 5,
i.e. the Markov transition kernel Qs : N × N → [0, 1].

• Qs(0, 1) = 1.
• Qs(r, r − 1) +Q(r, r + 1) = 1 whenever r ≥ 1.
• Qs(r, r + 1) = ( 1

2 − s
4

1
r ) ∨ 1

4 whenever r ≥ 1.
The main result of this appendix is the analogue of Proposition 5.2 on the grid Z2:

Proposition A.1. For any s > −1, there exists a constant c = c(s) > 0 such that
as k → ∞

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, k)
]

∼ c(s)
k2+s .

Proof.
The main input will again be Theorem 5.1 from [Ale11], and we will use the same

notations:
(1) Call the function gs(n) := P 0

Qs

[
τ0 = n

]
.

(2) Call the heat-kernel of the simple random walk pZ(t, x, y) = pZ(t, x− y).
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Let us analyse the case where k = 2x > 0 is even. (The odd case is obtained in
the same fashion with same asymptotics). For any such x, we have

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, 2x)
]

=
∞∑
n=x

n∑
m=x

(
2n
2m

)
2−2npZ(2m, 2x)gs(2(n−m))

=
∞∑
n=x

n∑
m=0

(
2n
2m

)
2−2npZ(2m, 2x)gs(2(n−m))

The first equality is because at least 2x steps are required to reach 2x. For the
second, we just use the fact the heat kernel is zero if there is not enough time to
reach 2x in time 2m.

Let us first change of variable to center the sum
∑n
m=0 around n/2. We will use

the following slight abuse of notations by writing
n∑

m=0

(
2n
2m

)
2−2n as

n/2∑
l=−n/2

(
2n

n+ 2l

)
2−2n

whether n is odd or not. (For example, if n = 3, then we are summing over the set
{−3/2,−1/2, 1/2, 3/2}).

We thus have

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, 2x)
]

=
∞∑
n=x

n/2∑
l=−n/2

(
2n

n+ 2l

)
2−2npZ(n+ 2l, 2x)gs(n− 2l)

Let ε > 0 be any fixed small parameter. Our first observation is that the
contributions of integers n ≤ x2−ε is negligible. Indeed,
n2−ε∑
n=x

n/2∑
l=−n/2

(
2n

n+ 2l

)
2−2npZ(n+ 2l, 2x)gs(n− 2l) ≤

n2−ε∑
n=x

n/2∑
l=−n/2

(
2n

n+ 2l

)
2−2npZ(n+ 2l, 2x) ,

and each heat kernel in this sum is upper bounded (for small enough c > 0) by
exp(−c(2x)2/(2x)2−ε) ≤ exp(−ckε) .

This readily implies that the
∑x2−ε

n=x is negligible w.r.t. to the power law in k
asymptotics that we are looking after.

Furthermore, exactly as we argued above for the terms n ≤ x2−ε, one can easily
show that the l satisfying |l| ≥ n1/2+ε also lead to a stretch exponential contribution.
We thus get

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, 2x)
]

=
∞∑

n=x2−ε

n1/2+ε∑
l=−n1/2+ε

(
2n

n+ 2l

)
2−2n (A.1)

× pZ(n+ 2l, 2x)gs(n− 2l) + Strech. Exp. ,

where the sum −n1/2+ε ≤ l ≤ n1/2+ε is understood as a sum over integers if n is
even and instead as a sum over Z + 1

2 .
Now, again by the quantitative Local CLT theorem ([LL10]), there exists a

constant C > 0 s.t. uniformly in n and in l ∈ {−n/2, . . . , n/2},∣∣∣∣∣pZ(n+ 2l, 2x) − 1√
2π(n+ 2l)

e− (2x)2
2∗(n+2l)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

n3/2 .

Using that l
n = O(n−1/2+ε), we obtain

pZ(n+ 2l, 2x) = 1√
2πn

(1 +O( l
n

))e− 2x2
n (1+O( l

n )) +O(n−3/2) .
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Let us deal with the upper bound (a matching order lower bound follows from the
same analysis in order the conclude the proof of the asymptotics in Proposition
A.1). We get

pZ(n+ 2l, 2x) ≤ 1√
2πn

e− 2x2
n (1−cn−1/2+ε) +O(n−1+ε) ,

(where we assume we have chosen ε ≤ 1/2 here).
For the Bessel term gs(n− 2l), using Theorem 5.1, we have that for any small

δ > 0, then for n large enough and uniformly in −n1/2+ε ≤ l ≤ n1/2+ε,

gs(n− 2l) ∼ c(s) 1
(n− 2l) 3+s

2
≤ (1 + δ)c(s)n− 3+s

2

Going back to (A.1), we find

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, 2x)
]

≤
∞∑

n=x2−ε

n1/2+ε∑
l=−n1/2+ε

(
2n

n+ 2l

)
2−2n

(
1√
2πn

e− 2x2
n (1−cn−1/2+ε) +O(n−1+ε)

)
× (1 + δ)c(s)n− 3+s

2

≤
∞∑

n=x2−ε

(
1√
2πn

e− 2x2
n (1−cn−1/2+ε) +O(n−1+ε)

)
× (1 + δ)c(s)n− 3+s

2

= (1 + δ)c(s)
∞∑

n=x2−ε

(
1√
2π
n−(2+ s

2 )e
− 2x2

n +c 2x2

n3/2−ε +O(n−( 5
2 + s

2 −ε))
)

≤ (1 + δ)c(s)
∞∑

n=x2−ε

1√
2π
n−(2+ s

2 )e
− 2x2

n +c 2x2

n3/2−ε +O(x−(2−ε)( 3
2 + s

2 −ε)) .

Note that in the error term, the exponent (2 − ε)( 3
2 + s

2 − ε) is equal (for small ε)
to 3 + s−O(ε) which is stricly larger than the desired exponent 2 + s in Proposition
A.1 (when ε is chosen to be small enough).

We are thus left with controlling the asymptotic of the above series. By applying
Euler-Maclaurin comparison’s formula, we get

∞∑
n=x2−ε

1√
2π
n−(2+ s

2 )e
− 2x2

n +c 2x2

n3/2−ε

∼x→∞

∫ ∞

n=x2−ε

1√
2π
dnn−(2+ s

2 )e
− 2x2

n +c 2x2

n3/2−ε

= (n = x2u)x2
∫ ∞

x−ε

x−4−sdu
1

u2+ s
2
e

− 2
u +c 1

x1−εu3/2−ε

∼ 1
x2+s

∫ ∞

0
du

e− 2
u

u2+ s
2

With the same analysis, we also obtain for any δ > 0 and for n large enough,

P (0,0)[Z(s)
τZ

= (0, 2x)
]

≥ (1 − δ)
(
c(s)

∫ ∞

0
du

e− 2
u

u2+ s
2

)
1

x2+s ,

which concludes the proof of Proposition A.1. 2

A.2 Bessel walks in Zd+1 for any d ≥ 1. The above proof easily extends to
any dimension d ≥ 1. The only main difference is that one needs to rely instead
on the quantitative local CLT theorem on Zd (instead of Z) which is proved for
example in [LL10]. This allows us to obtain the following estimate.
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Proposition A.2. For any dimension d ≥ 1 and any s > −1, if Z(s) is the Markov
chain on Zd+1 with SRW steps along the first d coordinates and the s-discrete Bessel
process (defined as in Section 5) along the d+ 1th coordinate, then there exists a
constants C(s) > 0 such that for any a, b ∈ Zd × {0}, as ∥a− b∥2 → ∞,

P a
[
Z(s)
τZ

= b
]

∼ C(s)
∥a− b∥d+1+s . (A.2)
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