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HARMONIC ANALYSIS OF MULTIPLICATIVE CHAOS
PART I: THE PROOF OF GARBAN-VARGAS CONJECTURE FOR 1D GMC

ZHAOFENG LIN, YANQI QIU, AND MINGIJIE TAN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish the exact Fourier dimension for all standard sub-
critical Gaussian multiplicative chaos on the unit interval, thereby confirming the Garban-
Vargas conjecture. The proof relies on a significant improvement of the vector-valued mar-
tingale method, initially developed by Chen-Han-Qiu-Wang in the studies of the Fourier
dimensions of Mandelbrot cascade random measures.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is the first part of a series of works on the harmonic analysis of general
multiplicative chaos measures in the Euclidean space. This series will provide a system-
atic development of the vector-valued martingale method, discovered in [CHQW?24], for
analyzing the polynomial Fourier decay of general multiplicative chaos measures. This
method seems to be fundamental, powerful and straightforward, yielding a crucial random
Fourier decoupling estimate (see Proposition 5.1 below), which can be naturally inte-
grated with classical Littlewood-Paley type decompositions. As a result, for key models
in multiplicative chaos theory, we are able to determine the exact Fourier dimension (i.e.,
the optimal exponent of polynomial Fourier decay) of the associated multiplicative chaos
measures.

The main topics of the three parts in this series are as follows:

e Part I. The case study of the key model: the standard log-correlated Gaussian
multiplicative chaos on the unit interval (see §1.1 for a brief introduction). We
prove the Garban-Vargas conjecture for the standard sub-critical 1D GMC.

e Part II. The general theory of Fourier decay of multiplicative chaos. In this part,
we develop an axiomatic theory and are able to deal with most well-known multi-
plicative chaos models, including higher dimensional GMC, Mandelbrot’s random
covering, generalized Mandelbrot cascades and beyond.

e Part III. The general theory of Fourier decay of multiplicative chaos in the more
abstract setting, and with abstract background measures.
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The main result of Part I should be considered as a special case of that of Part II. How-
ever, we believe that it is reasonable to write a self-contained separate paper on 1D Gauss-
ian multiplicative chaos, for at least the following reasons: 1) The study of this model
is the original motivation of the general theory. 2) The part I will provide readers with
immediate insight into our work’s novel ideas and methods. Indeed, the analysis and main
inequalities for this model are more concrete and simpler, the notation is also much easier.
3) There will be extra difficulties in the study of the higher dimensional GMC, for instance,
for the planar GMC, we shall need a delicately designed new version of Bacry-Muzy’s type
white noise decomposition of the log-correlated Gaussian field.

The common framework of this series is Kahane’s 7'-martingale theory for multiplica-
tive chaos measures. More precisely, we will consider the Euclidean space R? or a certain
subset U C R? (for instance, U = [0, 1]¢) equipped with a finite Radon measure v and
a sequence of independent random non-negative functions P,(t) with t € R? such that
E[P,(t)] = 1. For any n > 1, define a random measure by

(i (dt) = [f[Pk(t)} v(dt).

Then, Kahane’s general T-martingale theory asserts that, almost surely, the sequence of
random measures i, converges weakly to a random measure

foo = lim fi,.
n—oo
This limiting random measure i, Will be referred to as the multiplicative chaos measure
associated with the random sequence of functions (P, ),>; and the background measure v.

1.1. Background on GMC. Gaussian multiplicative chaos (GMC), introduced by Ka-
hane in the 1980s [Kah85a], is a theory of random measures. Informally, GMC measures
arise as the exponential of log-correlated Gaussian fields. GMC measures play an essen-
tial role in the fields like mathematical physics, Liouville quantum gravity and multifractal
analysis.

Because of their foundational significance, the properties of GMC measures from the
perspective of harmonic analysis, such as whether they can be classified as Salem mea-
sures, have attracted considerable attention. For instance, the Fourier coefficients of GMC
have been studied in the construction of the Virasoro algebra in Liouville conformal field
theory, number theory and random matrix theory, see [BGK 24, CN19] and their refer-
ences.

Recently, the Fourier decay and the Fourier dimension of GMC have gained consider-
able attention. Falconer and Jin [FJ19] provided a non-trivial lower bound for the Fourier
dimension of 2D GMC for small parameter values v < % /858 — 1324/34. In a remark-
able recent work [GV23], Garban and Vargas established the Rajchman property of the
standard GMC measure (denoted ), there) on the unit circle for all sub-critical cases.
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Namely, for all sub-critical parameters v < /2, they established the almost sure conver-

gence lim,, o, M, (n) = 0. Moreover, for small parameters 7 < 1/+/2, they also obtain
a lower bound of the Fourier dimension (the definition of Fourier dimension of a measure
on [0, 1] is recalled in § 2.1):
1 2 : 2 . 7

577 <dimp(M,) <1—7° <dimgy(M,) =1— 5
where dimg(M,,) and dimy (M,) denote the Fourier and Hausdorff dimension of M, re-
spectively. Based on the rescaled fluctuation of M\w (n) (see [GV23, Theorem 1.3]), Garban
and Vargas conjectured that for small parameters v < 1/+/2, the Fourier dimension of M,
is given by 1 — v2. Moreover, they asked that, whether in the whole range of the param-
eters v € (0,+/2) for the sub-critical case, the Fourier dimension of M, is given by the
correlation dimension of M.,. In this paper, we resolve the Garban-Vargas conjecture in
the affirmative.

1.2. Main result. Consider the sub-critical GMC measure /i, ayc With 7 € (0,+/2) on
the unit interval. Informally, /i, cuic is a random measure on [0, 1] given by

o covelt) = exp (0(t) — D B[]t

where {1)(t) }1c[0,1) is a centered Gaussian field with a log-correlated covariance kernel

(L.1) EW&W@ﬂ:bgﬁéa,tﬁemJ]

The precise definition of 11, gmc is recalled in § 3.
For each € (0,/2), define D., € (0, 1) by

1—~%  if0<vy<+2/2
(1.2) D, = .
(V2—7)* ifV2/2<y<V2

The main result of this paper is the following precise formula for the Fourier dimension
dimp(p,,ceumc) of the random measure i, cuc.

Theorem 1.1. For each v € (0,+/2), almost surely, we have dimp (1, cnc) = D,

Remark. The methods developped in this paper seem to be applicable, at least in certain
case of the complex GMC model of Lacoin-Rhodes-Vargas [LRV15]. This will be the
main topic in a seperate paper.

In the classical GMC theory, the exact log-kernel (1.1) can usually be replaced by the
following perturbed log-kernel:

(1.3) E[(t)¢(s)] = log

t
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with g being bounded and continuous, and occasionally endowed with greater smoothness
(see, for instance, Huang and Saksman [HS23, Theorem 1 and Theorem 2]). This per-
turbed log-kernel retains many important properties of GMC measures and is important in
higher dimension when d > 3, since for d = 3, it remains unresolved whether the exact
log-kernel is of o-positive type, while for d > 4, the exact log-kernel is not even of pos-
itive type. Therefore, in part II of this series of works, we adopt perturbed log-kernels of
the form (1.3) to tackle higher dimensional GMC.

However, the mere boundedness and continuity of ¢ is inadequate for analyzing the
Fourier decay of the resultant GMC measure. Indeed, multiplication by a continuous
density on a measure can profoundly change its Fourier transform’s asymptotic behavior.
Therefore, to ensure the Fourier dimension of the GMC measure remains invariant under
the perturbation, further smoothness constraints on g are indispensable.

1.3. Frostman regularity and Fourier restriction estimate. Recall that a non-negative
Borel measure v on R is said to be a-upper Frostman regular if

1
sup {% : I are finite intervals of ]R} < 00.

Corollary 1.2. For each v € (0,/2), almost surely, H~.aMc is a-upper Frostman regular
forany0 < a < D, /2.

The derivation of Corollary 1.2 from Theorem 1.1 is routine and is omitted in this pa-
per. The reader may refer to [CHQW?24, Corollary 1.5] for the details of this derivation.
It would be interesting to obtain the optimal exponent of a-upper Frostman regularity of
f~,cvc. Note that, the upper-Frostman regularity 11, avc has also been previously estab-
lished by Astala-Jones-Kupiainen-Saksman [AJKS11, Theorem 3.7] in the study of the
conformal welding of the random homeomorphism of the unit circle induced by the GMC
random measure on the unit circle.

Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 combined with the Fourier restriction estimate obtained
in [Moc00, Theorem 4.1] imply

Corollary 1.3. For each v € (0,/2), almost surely, the measure H~y.aMC Satisfies the
following Fourier restriction estimate: for any 1 < r < =, there exists a constant

Dy
C(r, py.amc) > 0 such that for all f € L"(R),

£l 22y ome) < Oy py.ame) || fll 2rw)-

1.4. Outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1. The main part of the proof of Theorem 1.1
is to establish the almost sure lower bound dimp (4, cmc) > D.,. The upper bound
dimp(py,ame) < D, in this model, as well as in many other models of multiplicative
chaos, is relatively simple and can be obtained in several different manner. We also men-
tion that, to prove the upper bound of the Fourier dimension, one only needs to study
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the asymptotic behavior of the Fourier coefficients along a given sequence (say, along the
dyadic integers k£ = 2"), see [CHQW?24] for an application of this idea.

1.4.1. The upper bound. For the upper bound, we shall use the classical result in potential
theory: the Fourier dimension dim g (v) of a finite Borel measure v on any bounded domain
of R? is dominated by its correlation dimension dimy(v/) (see [BSS23, Section 2.6, pp. 70-
72] or §2.1 below for the various equivalent definitions of dims(v)):

dimp(v) < dimy(v).

In our situation, for any 0 < v < /2, the following almost sure equality holds (with D,
given by the formula (1.2)):

(14) d1m2 (M’y,GMC) = D.y.

Indeed, the equality (1.4) follows from the multifractal analysis and especially the L2-
spectrum or the correlation dimension of GMC, see Bertacco [Ber23, Theorem 3.1] for
sub-critical GMC in any domain of R? with d > 1. The equality (1.4) also seems to be
known to Lacoin-Rhodes-Vargas and Garban-Vargas, see [LRV 15] and [GV23, Remark 2].

Note also that, for small parameter values, Garban-Vargas [GV23, Theorem 1.3] proved
the following central limit theorem: For 0 < v < V2 /2, we have the following the
following convergence in law

_~2 —_— (d) K
(1.5) n 2 i G (n) o\ 3 Wheeon;

where W is a complex Brownian motion independent of 11, cmc and x > 0 is an explicitly
given constant. Note that Garban-Vargas [GV23, Theorem 1.3] proved the central limit
theorem (1.5) for the GMC on the circle, but their method works for the GMC on the
unit interval. It is then easy to derive from the convergence in law (1.5) that, for small
parameters 0 < v < +/2/2, almost surely, one has dimp(u,cnc) < D, = 1 — 42
Therefore, it seems to be of independent interest to study similar convergence in law as
(1.5) for v € [v/2/2,/2), see [CHQW?24, Proposition 1.12] for a related result.

1.4.2. The lower bound via vector-valued martingale method. To establish the almost
sure lower bound dimg(fy,amc) > D., we shall use an important improvement of the
vector-valued martingale method discovered in [CHQW?24] in the studies of the Fourier
dimensions of Mandelbrot cascade random measures. Compared with the vector-valued
martingale method in the setting of Mandelbrot cascades, several key improvements are
required in the setting of GMC:

e We will focus on the upper estimate in the random Fourier decoupling estimate ob-
tained in Proposition 5.1 below and do not make any effort in proving its sharpness.
Therefore, instead of using all the powerful vector-valued martingale inequalities
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due to Burkholder-Rosenthal or Bourgain-Stein as in [CHQW?24], here we only
need the Pisier’s martingale type p inequalities.

e The tree structure together with the independence of the random weights in Man-
delbrot cascades will be replaced by the so-called Bacry-Muzy’s white noise de-
composition of the log-correlated Gaussian field and an odd-even decomposition
(see (5.8) and (5.9) for its precise meaning). Here we shall also mention that, for
higher dimensional GMC, in order to obtain greater smoothness of certain stochas-
tic processes (which will be necessary), the Bacry-Muzy’s white noise decompo-
sition should be replaced by a delicately-designed new version.

e Compared with that in the setting of Mandelbrot cascades, a key difficulty arises in
the GMC setting for obtaining the separation-of-variable estimate of the higher-
frequency part of the localized Fourier transform (see (1.8) for its definition). We
shall resolve this difficulty by applying a dyadic-discrete-time approximation of
the Gaussian stochastic processes used in defining the random weights. In particu-
lar, the Holder continuity and the constant of the Holder continuity of the Gaussian
stochastic processes will be crucial for us.

e The Abel’s summation method will play an important role. See Step 4 in the proof
of Proposition 5.2.

e The discrete version of the product rule for derivatives will be used. See the ele-
mentary identity (4.1) and its application in Step 9 in the proof of Proposition 5.2.

In what follows, we briefly outline the vector-valued martingale method for obtaining
the optimal Fourier decay in the setting of GMC.

We shall use the construction of GMC via the Bacry-Muzy’s white noise decomposition
of Gaussian field with the log-correlated covariance kernel (1.1) (this construction will
be recalled in § 3, see [BKNT15] and [BMO03] for more details). In particular, for any
v € (0,v/2), we can define a sequence of independent stochastic processes depending on
the parameter «y (see the formula (3.7) below for its precise definition)

{Xn(t) =X, m(t) : t €[0,1]}>0  with X, () > 0 and E[X,,,(¢)] = 1.

Then the GMC measure 1, gumc 18 defined as the limit of the following approximating
random measures in the sense of weak convergence of measures (see the formula (3.8)
below for the details):

m

pldt) = [ [T X5(0)]

=0

Note that (ft,)m>0 is @ measure-valued martingale with respect to the natural increasing
filtration.
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Now, for each fixed v € (0,+/2) and any fixed 7 € (0, D,), consider the vector-valued
martingale (M,,)>o defined by
(16) Mm = M’y,‘r,m = ( T/Z,U'y m( ))nZl-
That is, foreachn > 1,

1
M) = 72 ) = 72 [ e ()
0

By Lemma 4.1 below, for any integer m > 0,if 1 < p < 2and g > 1%2, then

EH i |Mm(n)|q}p/q} < o0

Therefore, (M,,)m>0 is ¢?-valued martingale with E[|| M,,||},] < oo for all integers m > 0.
The key step in proving Theorem 1.1 is the following Theorem 1.4 on the uniform
LP(¢9)-boundedness of the ¢9-valued martingale (M,,)>0.

Theorem 1.4. Let v € (0,v/2) and 7 € (0,D,). Then there exist p € (1,2) and q €

(+X-, 00) such that

b-n(-) 220

Moreover, for any such exponents p and q, we have

(1.7 sup B M ] < .

By the standard argument in the theory of vector-valued martingales, the inequality (1.7)

is equivalent to
> /o —— ‘ p/q
E[{ Y I iaom)} ] < oo
n=1

and hence, almost surely,
|iyanve(n)]? = O(n™)
Since 7 € (0, D, ) is choosen arbitrarily, the above asymptotic relation provides the desired
almost sure lower bound of dimg (s, gmc) > D,
Let us briefly explain our strategy in proving Theorem 1.4. The two key ingredients are

as n — oQ.

e Localization via twice applications of martingale type p inequalities for (9. In
Proposition 5.1 below, by applying twice martingale type p inequalities for the
Banach space (%, we shall show that

sup B[ Monlia] S B[ M o] +Z > EllYilf]

k=2 1€9)_1
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where Z;_, is the family of dyadic sub-intervals of [0, 1) with length 2-*~1) and
for each dyadic interval / € Zj_4, the localized random vector Y; = (Y7(n))n>1
is defined by

Yi(n) =n2 / [ij(t)] (Xi(t) — Ve ?™dt foralln > 1.

The separation-of-variable pointwise upper estimate for |Y;(n)|: In Proposition 5.2
below, by using a certain dyadic-discrete-time approximation and using an appro-
priate Holder regularity in the average sense of the stochastic process [Hf;é X, ()]
(Xk(t) — 1), we shall obtain the following separation-of-variable pointwise upper
estimate

[Y7(n)| < wvo(n Ro—l—ZUL RL+ZwL )Qp foralln > 1,

where R, (J; are non-negative random variables and vy, wy are deterministic
(without randomness) sequences of non-negative numbers with supports

supp(vo) = [1,2¥] NN and supp(vy) = supp(wg) = (271 2841 AN,

Moreover, Ry, )p and vy, wy are all explicitly constructed with rather simple
forms. The separation-of-variable pointwise estimate (1.9) combined with the con-
ditions (1.10) turns out to be particularly useful for our purpose. Indeed, it allows
us to obtain immediately the upper estimate of E[|| Y7 ||, ]:

EllYrle]) < Z locllZe - BIRE] + D lwellf - E[QF].
L=1
Then, by estimating all the quantities ||vy ||y, [|[wi||7 and E[RY ], E[Q} ], we obtain

a2
AR m——

Acknowledgements. YQ is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China
(NSFC No. 12471145) and also partially supported by the grant NSFC No. 12288201.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Fourier dimension and correlation dimension. In this subsection, we always as-
sume that v is a finite positive Borel measure on the unit interval [0, 1] and we denote its
Fourier transform by

-~ - —2mikt
V(&) : /[01] e v(dt), el
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The Fourier dimension of v is defined by (see, e.g., [BSS23, Section 8.2])
(2.1) dimp(v) :=sup{D € [0,1) : |ﬁ(§)|2 = O(|§|_D) as & — oo}.

Following Kahane [Kah85b, Chapter 17, Lemma 1], we may reduce the study of the
decay behavior of the Fourier transform of () as £ — oo to that of its Fourier coefficients
v(n) on the positive integers as n — oco. More precisely, let v be a finite positive Borel
measure on [0, 1]. Then

(2.2) dimp(v) =sup {D € [0,1) : [P(n)|* = O(n" ") as n — o0} .

Remark. We note that, usually in the literature, the equality (2.2) is used for measures
supported on a small sub-interval within [§, 1 — J] for some 0 < § < 1/2. However, by
Kahane’s original work, one can remove this assumption on the support. See [CHQW?24,
Lemma 1.8] for the details.

The correlation dimension dim,(v), or sometimes called the lower L?-dimension of the
measure v is defined by (see [BSS23, Lemma 2.6.6 and Definition 2.6.7])

log (sup Z v(B(;, 5))2)
(2.3) dimy () := lim inf :

5—0 log ¢

where the supremum is taken over all families of disjoint balls. The above definition is
equivalent to (see [BSS23, Definition 2.6.1])

dimy(v) = lim inf o </V(B(x’ 5))V(dx)) :

60 log ¢

The above definition is also equivalent to the following one in terms of the Riesz-energy
(see Hunt and Kaloshin [HK97, Proposition 2.1]):

d d
(2.4) dimy(v) = sup {s >0: /W < oo}

r—y|®
Since the correlation dimension of a measure is always dominated by its Hausdorff dimen-
sion (see [FLRO2, Theorem 1.4]), in the above definition (2.4), we may always assume that

0 < s < 1. Then by the standard equality for the Riesz energy (see, e.g., [Matl5, Theo-
rem 3.10]), forany 0 < s < 1,

v(dz)v(dy w1l (52 . .

[ A _ a2 TEE) [ ey pitag
[0,1)2 |z =y F(g) R

Hence the definition (2.4) is further equivalent to

(2.5) dimy(v) = sup {0 <s<1: /R|ﬁ(§)|2|§|s_ld§ < oo}.
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In particular, the above definition (2.5) for the correlation dimension dims () compared
with the definition (2.1) for the Fourier dimension dim g (v) implies the following classical
inequality:

(2.6) dimp(v) < dims(v).

We note that the inequality (2.6) is also used in [CL.S24] in the study of Fourier dimension
of Mandelbrot cascades.

2.2. Martingale type p inequalities for /?. We shall use the following well-known fact
in the local theory of Banach spaces, also known as the theory of Banach space geometry
(see [Pis16, Definition 10.41]):

For any 2 < q < oo, the Banach space (9 has martingale type p forall 1 < p < 2.

More precisely, for any 1 < p < 2 < ¢ < o0, there exists a constant C'(p, ¢) > 0 such
that any (?-valued martingale (F},,).,>o in L?(¢?; P) satisfies

@7) E[l|Fnllt] < C(p,) Y Bl Fe = Fieall),
k=0
with the convention F_; = 0.
The inequality (2.7) implies in particular that for any family of independent and centered
random variables (Gy)7L, in LP(¢9;P),

o9 e[| 6] < coo S micin

3. CONSTRUCTION OF GMC VIA BACRY-MUZY’S WHITE NOISE DECOMPOSITION

We start with recalling the construction of GMC via the Bacry-Muzy’s white noise
decomposition of Gaussian field with the log-correlated covariance kernel (1.1). See
[BKNT15] and [BMO03] for details.

Let A be the hyperbolic measure on the upper halp-plane, that is, for any Borel set
ACRXxR,,

3.1) AA) = / df”;ly.
A Y

Let W denote the white noise on R x R, with control measure \. In fact, W is considered
as a random real function on the Borel sets of R x R, with finite A-measure character-
ized by the following properties: for all disjoint Borel sets A, B C R x R, satisfying
A(A), A(B) < oo, we have

(1) W(A) is a centered Gaussian random variable with variance \(A);

(2) W(A) and W (B) are independent;

3)W(AUB) = W(A) + W (B) almost surely.
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For any m > 0 and any ¢ € [0, 1], denote the Borel set (see the left part in Figure 1)

Cn(t) := {(x,y) € R x ]RJF‘y > max {2[z —t],27"}, [z —t] < 1}

2
and define
(3.2) Y (t) = W(Cin(2)).
Ao(t)
G T T
As(t)
1
1
5 Tin—1)
T T ‘¢2*m T T T ¢2—m
t—1 0 ¢ t+3 1 t—1 0 ¢ t+3 1
FIGURE 1. The sets C,,(t) (left) and A,,(t) (right).
For any fixed m > 0 (see [BKNT15]), we have
E[thn (£)1hm ()] = MCpn(t) N Cp(s))
mlog2+1—2"t—s| if[t—s|<2™™
N logﬁ if2m<|t—s| <1

Note that from the above covariance kernel, we know that the stochastic process {,, () :
t € [0, 1]} is translation-invariant.
For any fixed v € (0, v/2), define the random measure .., on the unit interval [0, 1] by

(3.3) [iy,m(dE) := exp (Wm(t) - %QE[wi(t)Ddt-

This construction fits into the framework of Kahane’s theory of Gaussian multiplicative

chaos [Kah85a], which implies that almost surely, as m — oo, the measure ji, ,, tends to

the Gaussian multiplicative chaos /1, gvc in the sense of weak convergence of measures:
M iy = fiy,GMC-

m—ro0

Now for any ¢ € [0, 1], consider the Borel set

(3.4) Aoft) = {(z.9) e R xRy > 1, |x—t|<%}
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and for any m > 1,

Am(t) : = C(t) \ Cos (1)

3.5
) :{(%y)GRXRJF} max{2|a7—t|’2—m}<y§2—(m—1)}‘

See the right part in the Figure 1 for the illustration of the sets A,,(t).
For any m > 0, define the centered Gaussian process (,, by

(3.6) m(t) = W(An(t), teo,1].
The family of Borel sets {A,,(t) : t € [0,1], m > 0} satisfy the following elementary

properties:

e forany ¢ € [0, 1], all A4,,(t), m > 0, are mutually disjoint and

Cm(t) = |_| Aj(ﬂ?

J=0

e forany m # k and any ¢, s € [0, 1], A,,(¢) and Ag(s) are disjoint;
e foranyt;,t, € [0,1] satisfying |t; —t,| > 27"V, A, (,) and A,,(t,) are disjoint.
Consequently, for any sub-intervals 7', S C [0, 1] satisfying

dist(T,S) = inf{|t; —t5| : t; € T and t, € S} > 27",

the two subsets |J A,,(t1) and |J A, (t2) are disjoint. See Figures 2 and 3 for
theT t2€S
the illustrations.

o Feed

FIGURE 2. |t; —ty| > 27Mm~D = A, (t;) and A,,(t,) are disjoint.
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U An(t) U Anl(tz)

t1€T S n tees

o % R

FIGURE 3. dist(S,7) > 27" = (J A, (t)) N U An(ts) = 0.

t1€T to€S

For any fixed v € (0, v/2) and any m > 0, define the stochastic process

2

BT Xult) = Xomlt) = exp (v0m(t) = TERLW]), te[0,1]

Then the properties on the family {A,,(t) : ¢t € [0,1], m > 0} imply the following
elementary properties of 1,,,, ©,,, and X,.

Elementary Properties 3.1. The stochastic processes 1V, ©., and X,, satisfy the follow-
ing properties:

(P1) The functions v, @, defined in (3.2) and (3.6) satisfy
Dn(t) =D 5(t)
j=0
and hence the measure [i., ., defined in (3.3) can be written as
m 9 m
(38)  pom(dt) = exp (Z (v; (1) — %E[gp?(t)]))dt - [ij(t)}dt;
=0

J=0

(P2) The stochastic processes { @, }m>0 are independent and hence so are the processes

{Xm}mZO;
(P3) For any sub-intervals T, S C [0, 1] satisfying

dlSt(T, S) = 11’1f{|t1 — tg‘ cty €T and ty € S} > 2_(7”_1)7

the stochastic processes {on(t) : t € T} and {p,,(t) : t € S} are independent
and hence so are the pairs {X,,(t) : t € T} and {X,,,(t) : t € S}.

Lemma 3.2. Forany v € (0,v/2), anyt € [0,1] and any p > 0, we have

p(p—1)~>

M ifj =0

_1)~2 '
p(p 21)'v lf] Z 1

2
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Proof. Fix any v € (0,v/2), any t € [0,1] and any p > 0. By the definitions (3.4), (3.5),
(3.6), (3.7) for A;(t), ¢;(t) and X;(t) respectively, for any j > 0, we have

ELGH(0)] = MA,(1) and X2(0) = exp (1) — LELG20)).

ELX2(0)] = exp (L ER20)] - P EL20)]) = exp (P2 0 4,00).

Now by the definition (3.1) of the hyperbolic measure A on the upper half-plane and the
definitions (3.4), (3.5) for the subsets A;(¢),

3.9 AMAp(t)) =1 and A(A4;(t)) =log2 ifj > 1.
This completes the proof of the lemma. 0
Lemma 3.3. For any vy € (0,/2) and any p > 0, we have

2 A0RS 0T, P

V27t — s|

Lemma 3.4. Let g1, gs be i.i.d. standard normal random variables. Then for any p > 0,
there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that for any o € [0, /2],

sup  sup EH
520 0<|t—s|<2-

E[| exp(og1) — exp(og2)[?] < Cpo®.

Proof. By Lagrange’s mean value theorem for the function z — e, for all ¢ € [0, /2],
we have

|exp(ag1) — exp(ogs)| < olg1 — gal exp(V2]g1| + V2| gal).

We complete the proof by taking C,, = E[|g; — ga|? exp(pv/2|g1| + pv/2|g2])] < 00. O

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Since the stochastic process X is translation-invariant, we only need
to deal with X;(¢) — X;(0). Fix j > 0and 0 < ¢ < 277, Define three independent centered
Gaussian random variables (see Figure 4 for an illustration) as

&i(t) = W(A;(1) \ 4;(0)), &(t) = W(A;(0) \ 4;(1))
and

E(t) = W(A;(t) N A;(0)).
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(1) \ A;(0)

\ A1)\
Aj(t)n 4,077
\\\ T / 7
\\ / / 9~ (i—1)

FIGURE 4. The regions corresponding to &; (%), &(t), &5(%).

Then we have
B _ A A B t if7=0
G0 Var(6(n) = Vare) = NAO\AW) = 5

and by (3.9), (A0)
A;(0)) <1

t
Then, by writing ¢;(t) = & ( &3(t) and noting that
(

(0)),
we obtain
X;(8) = X;(0) = exp (15(t) = TELM]) — exp (750) - LE[2(0)])
= [exp(161(8)) — exp(16(0)] exp (1&(t) = T AA,(0)).

Therefore, by the independence of & (t), &2(t), £5(t), we obtain
E[1X;(t) — X;(0)["]

—E[| exp(61(6) — expr2(0)|] - E exp (mat) - Ea(a,00)].

On the one hand, we have
2

E| exp (m&(t) = T-M4,(0))] = exp (p272Va21"<53<t>> _ pv2A<2Aj<0>>)

p(p— l)vzk(Aj(O))>

<o (22211
2

< oxp (p(p—Ql)v )
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On the other hand, note that & (¢) and &,(t) are i.i.d. centered Gaussian random variables,
by Lemma 3.4 and (3.10), for any 7 € (0, \/5) and any 0 < t < 277, we have

0= vy/Var(&(t)) < V2 - V2it = V2t < V2.

Hence
E[|exp(161(1) — exp(16(0)| | < &, (vv/Var(& (@)
< Cy(V2i+1)P
V2 C
Then the desired inequality follows immediately. ([

Corollary 3.5. For any v € (0,/2), any ¢ > 2 and any integer j > 0, there exists a
modification X; of X; such that

[X5(8) = X;(s)]\e
3.11 E
a1 (=) <o
for any

O<a<1—1

— 2 q'

In particular, we have

E[ sup )?j(t)q] < 0.
te[0,1]

Proof. Fix any v € (0,+/2), any ¢ > 2 and any integer j; > 0. Lemma 3.3 implies that
when |t — s| < 277,

(12 E[X,(0) — X,(s)|] < CPt — 5|72 = C(j,q) - [t — 5|2

By changing the constant C(j, q) if necessary, the inequality (3.12) holds for all pairs
(t,s) € [0,1]% The standard Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem (see, €.g., [RY99, Chap-
ter I, Theorem 2.1]) now implies the desired inequality. 0J

Corollary 3.6. For any v € (0,v/2), any o € [0,1/2) and any integer j > 0, there exists
a modification X; of X such that X; is Holder continuous of order o and hence

TT%:®
=0
is Holder continuous of order o with respect to t € [0, 1].

Proof. 1t follows immediately from Corollary 3.5. U
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Convention 3.7. By Corollary 3.6, in what follows, given any ¢ > 0, we shall always
assume that the stochastic process X;(t) are Holder continuous of order 1/2 — ¢ and
satisfies the inequality (3.11).

4. INITIAL STEPS IN THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

4.1. An elementary identity. The following elementary identity will play a key role in
several places of this paper: given any two finite sequences of complex numbers (a;)7,
and (b;)7L,, we have

4.1) H
=0

4.2. A very rough estimate of /i ,.

Lemma 4.1. For each fixed v € (0,/2) and any fixed T € (0, D.,) C (0,1), let m > 0 be
an integer. For any q >

1 ’,:]3
||
NE
Ve
|'E
N—
|
j—al
—
—
QQ
N——

g
B[S In il < .
n=1

In particular, for any p € (1,2) and q > =, we have

EH i |nT/2@(n)|q}p/q} < .

Proof. We shall use Convention 3.7. In view of the defining formula (3.8) for the random
measure /i ,, we define

HX e [0,1].

The elementary identity (4.1) implies that

ons) = pmlt)] < 3 [ﬁxja)] X - X0 I[ 56

r=0  j=0 j=r+1
Then by defining the independent random variables

K; = sup X;(t),
te(0,1]

we obtain, for any ¢ > 2,

r— m

Bl pm(s) = pm(8)]7] < ( m+1q§m‘,(H KB, (s) = X0 TT BIK7).
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Therefore, by Lemma 3.3 and Corollary 3.5, there exists a constant C'(m, ¢) > 0 such that

Ellpm(s) = pu()]]) < C(m, q) - |5 — ¢,

Then, again by the standard Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem (see, e.g., [RY99, Chapter I,
Theorem 2.1]), there exists a modification p,, of p,, such that

~m - Nm t k.
42) E[(Sup |pm(s) —p ()I) } e
At |s—
for any 0 < a < 2 — 2. Indeed, since both p,, and p,, are continuous, they are indistin-

guishable and hence the inequality (4.2) holds for p,, itself.
Recall that, by definition, the modulus of continuity of p,, is given by

W(pm,0) = sup |pm(t+9) — pm(t)].
t,t+5€[0,1]

For ¢ > 2, define a random variable

m, 0 . 11
A, = sup M, with0 <a < - ——.

o<é<1 0% 2 q
The inequality (4.2) for the function p,,, implies

1 1
E[A?] < o0 fora110§a<§——.
q

Finally, for any n > 1,
flym (1) = Dm (1)
Therefore, by the standard fact in harmonic analysis (see, e.g., [Kat04, Chapter I, Sec-
tion 4.6]), we know that

1 s T
D < - my — | < ——A,.
(o] < e (pm ) < 5
Then, for any g > ﬁ, there exists € > 0 small enough such that by taking
0< 1 1 - 1 1
= — — — — £ _— —
“Ta2Ty 2 ¢
we have A
T 1—7
~ D=1 ( . ) e > 1
(@=Z)g=1+——(a—7——) ¢
and hence
[e.e] [e.e] 1
T/2 7 -~
E[Zl 072 (n)|7] < CE[AY) Z g < o

This completes the proof of the lemma. UJ
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4.3. Existence of suitable exponents for L7 ((9).

Lemma 4.2. For each fixed v € (0,/2) and any fixed 7 € (0,D.,) C (0, 1), there exist
p=p(v,7)and q = q(vy, T) satisfying 1 <p <2 < ﬁ < q < oo such that

2

Y’p\ TP P
—1(1——)————>0.
(p—1) 5 > T g

Proof. Consider the function
2 2 2
f+(p) = —(7 p+§) +2+9% pe(l,2]

If0 < v < v/2/2, then f+ is increasing in (1, 2]; while for V2/2 < v < /2, the function
f., is increasing in (1, 1/2/7] and decreasing in (/2/7, 2]. Consequently,
£ £2)=1-79 if0 <y <v2/2
sup f-(p) = ' .
vz F(V2/7) = (V2=7)? ifvV2/2 <y < V2
In other words, by (1.2),
sup fy(p) = D,.

p€(1,2]

Hence, for any 7 € (0, D.,), there exists py = po(7y,7) € (1,2) such that f (py) > 7. It
follows that

P11, o) — 71 = (o~ ) (1= T20) - 0 g

Then for large enough ¢y = go(7,7) > 1= > 2, we have

2

7Y Po TPo Do
p—l(l— )————>0.
oS T

This completes the proof of the lemma. UJ

5. THE MAIN PART OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.4.
Convention of notation: For simplifying notation, in what follows, we will always fix
v € (0,4/2) and 7 € (0, D,), and fix p € (1,2), ¢ € (2=, o0) satisfying

1-77
2
i
(6.1 O(v,7,p,q) == (p—l)(l—%> —Ep—§>0.

The existence of such a pair (p, ¢) is guaranteed by Lemma 4.2.
Then, for instance, in defining the random vector Y7 in the formula (5.4) below, instead

of writing Y™, we only write Y;. Similarly, by writing A < B, we mean that there
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exists a finite constant C' > 0 which only depends on the parameters ~, 7, p, ¢ such that
A< CB.

5.1. The dyadic decomposition and martingale type p inequalities for /?. For each in-
teger m > 0, let &, denote the family of dyadic sub-intervals of [0, 1) of level/generation
m:

h—1 h m
(5.2) [7mE {I Cc0,1): 1= [2—7”, 2m> for some integer h = 1,--- ,2 }
Recall the definition (3.7) of the stochastic processes {X(t) : t € [0,1]},;>0 and define
(5.3) T =0(X;:0<j<m), m=>0.

Recall also the definition (1.6) of the ¢?-valued martingale (M,,),>o With respect to the
natural increasing filtration (.%,,),,>0 (see Lemma 4.1 for its LP(¢?)-integrability):
M, = (n%%(n))nzl

Now for each k£ > 2, and for any dyadic interval [ € &,_1, we define an .%;-measurable
random vector Y; = Y, := (Y;(n))ns1 by

(5.4 Vi) i= ¥ [ [HX )| &y,

where
Xpu(t) := X(t) — B[X4 ()] = Xu(t) — 1.

Alarming: One should note that for each [ € &1, the random vector Y; defined in (5.4)
is .%;-measurable (but is not .%;_;-measurable). It is worthwhile to note that, by the item
(P2) of Elementary Properties 3.1, we have

(5.5) E[Y7|Zk-1] =0

Proposition 5.1. There exists a constant C = C(~y, T, p,q) > 0 such that for any m > 2,

E[| Min||za] < CE[|| M 7] +CZ > ElYile]

k=2 1€D_1
Remark. We already know from Lemma 4.1 that E[|| M, ]7,] < oo

We postpone the detailed proof of Proposition 5.1 in § 5.4, but here we explain its main
ingredients.

The proof of Proposition 5.1 relies crucially on twice applications of the martingale type
p inequalities for the Banach space ¢¢ with 1 < p < 2 < ¢ < oo and is outlined as follows:
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e Firstly, we use the martingale type p inequality (2.7) and obtain

E[|[ M%) < EIIME]+ Y B[ My — M |[2].
k=2
e Then, fix an integer £ with 2 < k£ < m. We shall use the dyadic decomposition of

the martingale difference M, — M}_, into the summation of the random vectors
Y7 introduced in (5.4):

M=M= ) V7.
1€D 1

For using again the martingale type p inequality, we need to consider the odd-even
decomposition of
Dor = T L T

with 2799 and 25 being the sub-families of % _; defined in (5.8) below. Then

we have
My—Mey= Y Yi+ Yy Yo
Iegpdd Ieggrep

Now a crucial observation is that, by the item (P3) of the Elementary Proper-
ties 3.1, conditioned on .%#;,_4, the random vectors (Y7) ¢ gpad are independent (and
also conditionally centered by (5.5)) and hence with respect to the conditional ex-
pectation E;_1[-] = E[-|#,_1], we may apply the martingale type p inequality
(2.8) to obtain

p
Er—1 [H Z YIHM] S Z Er—1[[1Y7[fa)-
Iegpdd Iezdd
A similar inequality holds for the summand contributed by I € Z;.".
5.2. The localized estimate via separation-of-variable estimate. The next goal is to

estimate E[||Y7]|%,]-
Recall the definition (5.1) for the quantity O (v, 7, p, q):

2
V’py _ TP D

AR i) = _1(1_—>____ *

Oy, 7,p,q) =(p—1) 5 5 q>0

We have the following estimate.

Proposition 5.2. There exists a constant C = C(~,1,p,q) > 0 such that for any dyadic
sub-interval I C [0, 1),
E[||Yi]l7,) < Cl1|t+e0mra),

In other words, for each k > 2 and any I € &,
(Y] S 274007
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with
9(777_7])7(]) =1+ @(W,T,p,q) =p - ——— — — —.

Remark. Clearly, it is of crucial importance that, in Proposition 5.2, the constant C' is
uniform for all dyadic sub-intervals I C [0, 1).

The proof of Proposition 5.2 is much more involved and is postponed to § 5.5.
The main steps in the proof of Proposition 5.2 are outlined as follows: take any & > 2
and any dyadic interval I € 1, recall that

il = {3 i}
n=1

The key in obtaining the desired upper estimate of E[||Y;||7,] is to establish the follow-
ing separation-of-variable pointwise upper estimate for |Y;(n)| (which is inspired by the
standard Littlewood-Paley decomposition in harmonic analysis):

Y7 (n)| < vo(n)Ry + ZUL(H)RL + ZwL(n)QL for all integers n > 1,
=1 =1

where Ry, (), are non-negative random variables and v, w;, are deterministic (without
randomness) sequences of non-negative numbers with supports

supp(vo) = [1,2¥) NN and supp(vy) = supp(wy) = (2871 25NN forall L > 1.
In particular, for any L > 1, the constructions of vy, wy and Ry, Q1 rely on a dyadic-
discrete-time approximation of the stochastic process
k—1
[ij(t)]xk(t), tel
=0
The level of the discrete-time approximation being dependent on each dyadic interval for

the integer numbers 217+~ < n < 254k [t should also be mentioned that, such approxi-
mation is reasonable (meaning that the difference can be controlled) by Lemma 3.3.

5.3. Derivation of Theorem 1.4 from Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2. We know
from Lemma 4.1 that E[||M,,|7,] < oo for all m > 0. Therefore, by Proposition 5.1, to
prove Theorem 1.4, it suffices to prove the inequality

(5.6) > D EllYila] < oo

k=2 I€D)_,
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This inequality follows from Proposition 5.2. Indeed, since #%;,_; = 2"~ for any k > 2,
by Proposition 5.2, we have

Z Z E[HYIH?;] < Z ok . 9—k[1+0(7,7.p.0)] _ Z 9—k-O(y,7.p,a)
k=2 1€9),_1 k=2 k=2

Thus, by (5.1), we have O(v, 7, p,q) > 0 and the above geometric series is convergent.
Hence we obtain the desired inequality (5.6).

5.4. Proof of Proposition 5.1. Consider the (9-valued martingale (M,,),,>o defined in
(1.6) with respect to the increasing filtration (5.3). For any m > 2, write M,,, as the sum
of martingale differences:

My, = My + > (Mg — Myy).
k=2
By the martingale type p inequality (2.7) for the Banach space /7, we have

(5.7) E[|| M 17:] S BIIM[] + > B[ My — Myc_a|[7,].
k=2
For each k£ > 2 and n > 1, by the definition (1.6), we have

1 Lk
Mk(n) = n%m(n) = n% / 6_27rint,u%k(dt) = n% / |:H Xj(t)] 6_2””tdt,
0 o L
Hence
1 k-1 . ‘
My(n) — My_1(n) = n2 / [HXj(t)}Xk(t)e_%rmtdt,
o il

where

Xp(t) = Xp(t) — 1.
Recalling the notation Z;_; introduced in (5.2) for the family of dyadic intervals and the
definition (5.4) for the random vector Y;, we obtain

My(n) = My_y(n) = Y Yi(n) foralln > 1.
1€9; 1
That is, as random vectors, we have the equality
My~ M= ) Y1
1€D 1
Our next step is to introduce the odd-even decomposition of Z,_;:
D1 = U U
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with 2994 and 2§ are two sub-families of Z_; defined as
h—1 h
9k—1 7 9k—1
h—1 h
9k—1 9k—1

= {I c0,1): 1= [ )for some odd integer 1 < h < 2k_1},
(5.8)
D = {I c0,1):1= [ ) for some even integer 1 < h < 2k_1}.

It follows that

(5.9) M=M= ) Yt Y Y
Ie7pid Ie7gey
and hence
p p
_ Pl <
100 ENMe- Ml SE[| X v ] E]| X v
Iegpdd Ieggver

Key observation: In the odd-even decomposition (5.9), for any two distinct intervals
I # I’ in the family 2999, the distance dist(/, I') satisfies

dist(1,1') > 27 k=1,

Therefore, by the item (P3) of Elementary Properties 3.1, conditioned on .%;,_1, the ran-
dom vectors (Y7);c gpad are independent. Moreover, by (5.5), conditioned on Fr_1, the

random vectors Y; are centered. The same holds for the random vectors indexed by
I e 9.

Using the above Key observation, with respect to the conditional expectation
Ei1[] = E[[Fp],

we may apply the martingale type p inequality (2.8) for the Banach space ¢ and obtain

Bl S v ] s Y Bl

Teggdd Teggdd

and hence, by taking expectation on both side, we get
p
< p
5.11) Bl X w5 X BV
Iezpdd Iezpdd

By exactly the same argument, we have

(5.12) | 3 vf]s > Eiviz)

Teggvep Iegget
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Finally, by combining the inequalities (5.7), (5.10), (5.11) and (5.12), we get the desired
inequality

E[l| M 5] < E[| M1 7] +Z > EllYil].

k=2 I1€%,_1

5.5. Proof of Proposition 5.2. The proof of Proposition 5.2 is divided into the following
twelve steps.

Fix any £ > 2 and any dyadic interval / € %;_;. As explained before in § 5.2, our
first goal is to establish a separation-of-variable pointwise upper estimate for |Y7(n)| in-
troduced in (5.4).

Step 1. The lower-frequency part 1 < n < 2F.

For the lower-frequency part 1 < n < 2, the quantities Y;(n) are controlled by the total
mass of 1., 1, on the interval /. More precisely, here we use a very rough upper estimate of
Yi(n):

k—1

Yi()| = g/[HX ) % —2mntdt’<n%/[HX()]\Xk()\dt.
I35
Hence by defining
(5.13) vo(n) :=n? - 1(1 <n < 2F)
and
k—1
(5.14 Roi= [ [T]X0] X0l
155
we obtain
(5.15) [Y7(n)| < vo(n)Ry forall 1 <n < 2F.

Step 2. Dyadic-discrete-time approximation for the higher-frequency part.

For the higher-frequency part Y;(n) with n > 2F, we shall use a finer estimate by
applying a dyadic-discrete-time approximation of the stochastic process

(5.16) Di(t) = [ﬁXj(t)]f(k(t), tel.

Namely, we shall approximate Dy(t) by the value of Dy, at some dyadic ¢. It is important
for our purpose to use a finer approximation of Dy (t). That is, to control Y;(n), the level
of the dyadic-discrete-time approximation depends on each dyadic interval of integers
(2L+k=1 2LH NN containing n.
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More precisely, given any integer L > 1, by using the same dyadic decomposition of 7,
we shall decompose Y;(n) in the same manner for all integers 21751 < n < 2LFF That
is, we divide the dyadic interval I € %,_; into 2* equal pieces (hence each sub-interval
has length 2-(“*#=1)_ In other words, denote by Z;,,_1(I) the family of sub-intervals
JCIin QL—i—k—l:

(5.17) Dra(I) = {J cl:Je .@M_l}.

By using the decomposition
= || 7
Je.@L+k71(I)

we can decompose Y7 (n

. %/Dk —27r2ntdt %/Dk —27rmtdt

JG/L+k 1 (

Then on each interval J € 7, _1([), we approximate Dy (t) with Dy, evaluated on the
left end-point of J. That is, by writing ¢ the left end-point of the interval J and using the
decomposition

Dy(t) = [Dy(t) — Di(€5)] + Dy(£y),

we obtain
Yi(n) = nz / [Dy(t) — Dy(£))]e” 2 mtdt
JGJLJrk 1(
enoedV n
(5.18) denoted Vi)
FOS e
JE.@LJrk 1(1)

J/

denoted Ur(n)

The two terms V;(n) and U;(n) will be controlled by different methods.

Step 3. The simple control of Vi(n).
The term V;(n) is controlled directly by using the triangle inequality:
(ICIETEID DU LN IR
JGJLJH@ 1([

Hence by defining
(5.19) vp(n) :==n2 - 1(2FTF1 < p < 2FFF)
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and

(5.20) Rp= Y | Di(t) — Di(£y)|dt,
JE_@L+)€,1(I) J

we obtain

(5.21) Vi(n)| <wvp(n)Ry forall 2571 < < 25FF,

Remark. 1t should be emphasized that the random variable R defined as above depends
on L (and of course it depends on k, which is determined by /), but does not depend on n.
In other words, all integers 2°t%~1 < n < 28+ share the same Ry,

Step 4. The Abel’s summation method for controlling U(n).

We shall apply the Abel’s summation method to the term U;(n). Indeed, ordering the
dyadic sub-intervals J € 2, _1([) from left to right according to their natural ordering
on the real line, we get

Ji= [t t), 1<1<28

with tg = £, tor = 77, the left and right end points of [ respectively and

I
t—ti = || = B gtwrnon e tp=0;+1-27EF=D forall 0 <1 < 2L

2L ’
Under the above notation, by using the elementary equality

b —2mint | p —2minb —2mina
e—27rimtdt — € — € —€
a —2min lt=a —2min
we obtain
oL n% oL
z —2mint —2mint —2mint;_
Ur(n) = E nz [ Dy(t;_1)e dt = — Dy(t;—1)[e L—e =1,

=1 Ji =1

An application of Abel’s summation method then yields

z 2L 1
nz . . .
Ur(n) = —oin (Dk(tzL_l)e_zmnt2L —Dy, (to)e_zmnto—i- Z [Dk(tl—l)—Dk (tl)] 6_2”’"“).
=1
It follows that
ni-1 2L 1
()] < o (1Dx(tas )| + [Delto)] + Y |Diltir) = Dl ).
=1
Hence by defining

(5.22) wr(n) :=n27 - 1(2FFT < < 28R
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and
2Ll 1

(5.23) Q= (|Dk<t2L DI+ [Da(to)l + D 1Diltir) = Di(t)]),
=1

we obtain

(5.24) \Ur(n)| < wp(n)Qp for all 2871 < p < 287,

Step 5. Separation-of-variable estimate of Yi(n).

Combining (5.15), (5.18), (5.21) and (5.24), we obtain the desired separation-of-variable
estimate

(5.25) [Y7(n)| < Z n)Ry, + ZwL Q) for all integers n > 1,
L=0

where R, (), are non-negative random Varlables and vy, wy, are deterministic sequences
of non-negative numbers with supports

supp(vo) = [1,2¥) NN and supp(vy) = supp(wy) = (2871 25NN forall L > 1.

Step 6. Upper estimate of E[||Y7||},] via separation-of-variable.
We are going to use the following elementary inequality (since 0 < p/q < 1):

> p/q >
(5.26) ( Z $Z> < Z ! /4 for any non-negative numbers x; > 0.

i=1 i=1
Since vy’s in the separation-of-variable estimate (5.25) have disjoint supports (and so do
wy’s), by using the elementary inequality (z + y)? < 2927 + 2%y? for all non-negative real
numbers x, y, we obtain that for any n > 1,

[Yi(n (ZUL RL) +2q(ZwL QL)

2q UL( )qRq + 2quL qu

L=0 L=1

It follows that

||YI||Zq:Z|YI |q<z<2quL qRq +2quL qQQ>
n=1

L=1

o
=21) ||t Ry + 27 Z w7 Q
L=0 L=1
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Thus, by applying the inequality (5.26), we get
p/a
¥l < {2@ oz 2 RY +2qZ ey

< 2pz oz [3 Ry, + 2pz lwe @
L=0 L=1

and thus

(5.27) E[||Y7]1%] <2”ZI|ULH B[R] +2° ) lwellf - E[Q7).
L=1

Step 7. Simple estimates of the quantities ||v ||y, and |wg||}..
By the definitions (5.13), (5.19) and (5.22) for v;, and wy,, we have

ok

¢\ P/ r
(5.28) lvolt, = ( an) < o(F+Dk
n=1

and forall L > 1,

(5.29) o ||h = ( Z n?>p/q < o(F+HEHN)

9L+k—1 <n§2L+k

(5.30) [ D DS ) KPP e i)

2L+k71 <n§2L+k

Step 8. Estimate of E[Rp).
Recall the definition (5.14) for Ry. By the triangle inequality, we have

ety - | [ [Txeson],, < [|[Txe]sol,,o

Since the stochastic processes { X }o< ;<) are independent, by Lemma 3.2, we have

(531) H[ﬁ&(t)]u%k(t)l\

Therefore, by recalling |I| = 2=*~1, we obtain

(5.32) (B[RY)VP < 2151k,

L (P) ([HE ] |Xk( )|p]>1/27 S 2%’“.

29
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Step 9. Control of the difference Dy(t) — Dy(s).

From the expressions (5.20) and (5.23), we are led to study the difference Dy (t)— Dx(s).
Then the elementary identity (4.1) will be used again. To ease the notation, we rewrite Dy,
introduced in (5.16) as

k

Diy(t) =[] 2i(t) with Z;(t) = {

J=0

X(t) if0<j<k—1

X,(t) ifj=k
Note that since X, (¢) = X4(t) — 1, we have
Xpu(t) — Xpu(s) = Xp(t) — Xp(s)

and thus
|Z;(t) — Z;(s)] = | X;(t) — X;(s)] forall0 <j <k

Then by (4.1), we obtain

[Di(t) = Dy(s)] < Z (H 1Z())|2:(t) = 2 (5)| H (1))
- (ﬁxj<s>)\xr<t>—xr<s>\(f[ 1Z(1)).

Therefore, for any ¢, s € [0, 1] such that [t — s| < 27, by applying the triangle inequality,
the independence of { X j}og j<k and then Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3, we obtain

(5.33)

| Du(t) = Di(s) | oge) < Z | (ﬁxj<s>) 1%,(8) = X.(9)] I (1))

j=r+1

Lr(P)

k (p=1?
o |
<S> 2R 28 /e — ]
r=0
P .

A
DO

Step 10. Estimate of E[RY] for L > 1.
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Recall the definition (5.20) of RL for L > 1. We have
Rl = Di(t) — Dy(Ly) dtH
IRl = 3 [ 10— Dutenae]

JejL+k 1([
< Y [IDuO - D)ot
JE_@L+)€,1(I) J
Now by (5.33) and the fact that |t — ¢;| < |J| = 27D < 2 F forallt € J €
Drvk-1(1), we obtain
LA DI
JED+k—1(I)

Note that by the definition (5.17) of Dy ,1_1(I) (recall that the interval [ is divided into 2
equal pieces), we have

H# D (I) =2".
Hence

(5.34) (E[R’i])l/l’ < 9L, QWk Lo— 3Lk _ 9-% 2[%_1%'

Step 11. Estimate of E[Q}] for L > 1.
Recall the definition (5.23) of ), for L > 1. We have

L
(BIQ4)M? = o |Datar )] + [ Dato)] + > IDuftit) = Dil ] .
2l —1
S Diltoe—1)llee) + 1 Dito)llzoey + > I1Dk(ti—1) = Di(t) || oe)-
=1

Note that, by the same calculation as in (5.31) (or by directly using the translation-invariance),
we have

(p— 1)’Y
Dk (tar ) llzeey = | Dito) | rey S 272 .
On the other hand, by (5.33) and by using |t; — t;_| = 27 (-++=1 < 27 we obtain
(p—1)y"+1 1)7 +1
IDx(ti1) — Di(t) oy S 27 2 *- 27204k,
It follows that
(5.35) (E[Qf’i])l/Z’ < 2(p721)72k 4ol 27(7)71)2"’2“/& ) 2—%(L+k) < 2% . 2%;&

Remark. Note that here (E[Q7])'/P is large when k or L is large. However, the product
|lwr b - E[QY] becomes very small.
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Step 12. Conclusion of the estimate of E[||Y7 ||}, ].

Combining the inequalities (5.28) and (5.32), we obtain

P

T P — 2
looll7, - BLRE) € 205+ (257 kg = o M= D),

For all integers L > 1, by (5.29), (5.34),

Frti L -2
lwolE, - B[Q1] < 2P0 | (k9@ kyp

- = > — = >0
2 q 2 4 4
Hence
ZTPL(T_%) < co.
L=1

Consequently, we get the desired inequality

E[|[Y7ll) S 27507 = T

This completes the whole proof of Proposition 5.2.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Theorem 1.1 follows immediately from Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 below.
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6.1. Lower bound of Fourier dimension for GMC.

Lemma 6.1. For each y € (0,+/2), almost surely, we have dimp(p1, amc) > Do

Proof. Fix any v € (0,+/2). For any 7 € (0,D,), take p = p(y,7) and ¢ = q(v,7)
as in Theorem 1.4. Then Theorem 1.4 combined with the standard fact for vector-valued
martingales implies that

(e}

gy p/q
E|{ Yo ianic)| ] = supE{ M) < oo
n=1 e
and hence
n? | amc(n)| < oo as.
n=1

Consequently, almost surely,
Tamc(n)? = O(n™) asn — oo

and hence dimp(p14,gne) > 7. Finally, by taking a sequence {7y }n>1 C (0, D,) with
limy_,o 7v = D.,, we conclude that, almost surely, dim g (ft,.avc) > D.,. O

6.2. Upper bound of Fourier dimension for GMC.
Lemma 6.2. For each v € (0,/2), almost surely, we have dimp (11, amc) < D,

6.2.1. The proof of Lemma 6.2 via L?-spectrum of GMC. In [Ber23], Bertacco introduced
the L?-spectrum of a measure v by

log (sup Z I/(B(l’i, r))q)
7,(q) := lim sup :

r—0 —logr
where the supremum is taken over all families of disjoint balls. From Bertacco’s definition,
we have (the lim sup becomes lim inf after multiplication by —1)

log (sup Z v(B(z;, r))q)
(6.1) —7,(¢) = lim inf : .

r—0 log r

, qE€R,

Remark. One may note that the right hand side of (6.1) is the definition of the L?-spectrum
of v in [BSS23, Definition 2.6.7, formula (2.30) in p. 72].

By comparing (2.3) and (6.1), we get
dimy(v) = —7,(2).
Note that the above equality is a particular case of [BSS23, Lemma 2.6.6].
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Bertacco [Ber23, Theorem 3.1, formula (3.2)] obtained the precise value of the L9-
spectrum 7, ..\ (q) of the GMC measure for all ¢ € R and all dimension d > 1, where he
used the more general perturbed log-kernel of the form (1.3). In particular, for our purpose
of GMC with dimension d = 1, Bertacco’s result says that, for any 0 < v < /2, almost
surely,

SM«/,GMc(Q) -1 if2< \/5/7
261, ne(V2/7) if22V2/y

where &, .. (q) is the power law spectrum of ji, cnic given by

dim?(:u%GMC) = “Tuy,cmc (2> = {

1 1
Einane (@) = (1 + §v2>q - 572(12, q€R.

Therefore, by an elementary computation, we obtain that for 0 < v < /2, almost surely,
1—~2 if0 <y <+v2/2

dimg (p = .
2(ty,aMC) { 2472 — 22y ifV2/2 <y <2

In other words, for any 0 < v < V/2, almost surely,

dima(py,amc) = Dy,

with D, given by (1.2).

Finally, we complete the proof of Lemma 6.2 by applying the standard inequality (2.6)
in potential theory: dimp(r) < dims(v) for any finite Borel measure v supported on a
compact subset.

6.2.2. An alternative proof of Lemma 6.2. The almost sure upper bound

(62) dimF(,u%GMC) S D’Y a.s.

is also known to Lacoin-Rhodes-Vargas and Garban-Vargas, see [LRV15] and also [GV?23,
Remark 2]. Here we provide an alternative proof of (6.2).

For proving (6.2), we need to use the result in [LRV 15] and a simple application of the
Kolmogorov’s zero-one law. Let us fix any 0 < v < /2. For any 3 > 0, consider event

Ap defined by
Ay = {/ :U'y,GMC(dt)N%BGMC(dS) - OO}.
[0,1]2 |t — s

Lemma 6.3. For any /5 > 0, we have P(Ag) € {0, 1}.
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Proof. Recall the definitions (3.2), (3.6) for the stochastic processes v, and ¢,, respec-
tively. For any m > 1, set

oy 5 (A1) H exp (wk —_ E[g’“( )])dt

k=m+1
N 2M [ 2
: Elpi(t
= lim H exp (%pk(t) - %)dt.
k=m-+1

Similar to the random measure 1., gve(dt), the existence of gi, ~,, (dt) is also guaranteed
by [Kah85a].
Clearly, we have

2
py,amc(dt) = exp (wm(t) - %

denoted R+, m (t)

(mlog2 + 1)) (2, (db).

-~

Therefore,

/ py.aume(d) iy amc(ds) / Ry () Ry (s)
0,12 |t — s|? 0,12 |t —s|?

[y, >m (AE) fy, > (d5).

By Corollary 3.6 and Convention 3.7, almost surely, R, ,,(t) is continuous in ¢ and non-
vanishing. Thus, by setting

m(dt m(ds
Bg(m) := {/{01]2 Ho,> (|t i'lg; (ds) < oo} € o(pr: k>m),

we have Az = Bg(m) up to a probability measure zero set. Since m is arbitrary, the result
follows by applying Kolmogorov’s zero-one law. U

Proof of the upper bound (6.2). Assume by contradiction that dimp(p,.gmc) > D, with
positive probability. That is, there exists an € > 0 with D., + ¢ < 1 such that

(6.3) iy .anic ()2 = O(|¢]~P7+29))  with positive probability.
By the standard equality for the Riesz energy (see, e.g., [Matl5, Theorem 3.10]),

dt ds T ()
Lo tuonc@inoncldd) _ o lE s [ i@ PlelP e ag,
0,1

|t _ S|D«,+6 D«,—‘rs

Therefore, by (6.3),
/ py,auc (dE) py guc(ds)
[0,1)2

[t — s|Prte

< oo with positive probability.
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Hence, by Lemma 6.3,

< X0 a.Ss.

L/’ ty,amc (dt) py, avce(ds)
[0,1]2

|t — s|Prte

However, this contradicts to the following result from [LRV15] (see also [GV23, Re-

mark 2]):

/ y.amo(dt) s, avo(ds) < oo a.s. ifandonlyif B8 < D,.
[0,1]2 |t — s
This completes the proof of the almost sure upper bound (6.2). 0
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