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On the localization regime of high-dimensional directed polymers

in time-correlated random field
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Abstract

This paper describes directed polymer on general time-correlated random field. Law of large numbers,
existence and smoothness of limiting free energies are proved at all temperature. We also display the
delocalized-localized transition, via separating techniques for entanglement of the random field.
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Take N particles in a fluid and assume their interactions are connected by harmonic strings. With external
forces and thermal fluctuation, the shape of these particles should be understood as a random configura-
tion. This is a very primitive model for a polymer chain consisting of N particles wafting in water [34].
Admitting the effect of the external water molecules that randomly kick the particles making up our string,
we furthermore allow that these kicks occur randomly and could correlate in both space and time.
In the framework of statistical mechanics [21], the question we address here is: How does the stochastic
impurities affect the macroscopic shape of the polymer chain? In this work, we try to answer this question
in discrete models and in the perspective of the localization regime. The classical tréatise usually suppresses
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the entanglement and interactions among particles; But we find this compromising too simplified and we
novelly take into account the space and time-correlations among the underlying random field.
As in classical modeling [10], we shall represent the polymer chain as a N-particle graph {(7, xj)}j.v:l in
N x Z% so that the polymer configuration lives in (d + 1)-dimensional lattice, and stretches dependently in
time direction. Each point (j, ;) € N x Z¢ on the graph stands for the position of jth particle in the chain.
And we also assume that the transversal motion (Sj)é-vzl performs a finite-range simple random walk for
consecutive particles in the chain taking all possible configurations at a fixed distance one from another.
The complexity of the underlying random field is nonetheless a difficult topic where classical martingale
structure [I] is destroyed and has been avoided by most literature on directed polymers. Indeed, pioneering
work on the subtle non-i.i.d. environment include [27] where the nonlinear diffusion with correlated space-
noise is discussed in the context of random interface growth; And in [32] the authors introduced the Brownian
polymer in space-correlated Gaussian field. Furthermore, the superdiffusivity is investigated in [5l 23] in the
same model. That said, there has not been much discussion on the challenging time-correlated scenario.
Following previous work [29] on the scaling limits of partition function with omitted space-correlation [20]
and specific Gaussian dependence in time direction, we novelly show the existence and transition between
localization and delocalization regimes where the polymer lives in transient dimensions, in the presence of
both more general space and time-correlation. Heuristically, striking results characterizing the delocalized-
localized transition under i.i.d. random field have been given in [7, II]. Intuitively, delocalization implies
that the polymer chain behaves like (S),),>1 in transient dimensions, wheres the localization means that
the polymer is extremely affected by its favorable medium and thus concentrates in just a few coordinates.
Looking beyond, we should also remark that polymers can be defined with long-range random walks.
See for instance [28] where the law of increments belongs to the domain of attraction of an a-stable law;
And [38] where they discussed phase transitions when the random walk has very heavy tails. I also think it
is possible to extend my techniques to long-range model of polymer chains. But one should pay particular
notice to the specific cone-mixing structure in Section [3] Perhaps a superposition of countably many cones
suffices. Nonetheless, the picture is still obscure, and I encourage researchers (including myself) to future
studies.
Acknowledgment. The author wishes to thank his PhD advisor Prof. Dr. Alejandro Ramirez at NYU
Shanghai for pointing out the notion of time-correlation, and for reading this manuscript as well as raising
valuable comments.

2 Directed polymer

A random walk on Z%, d > 1 is a sequence (Sn)n>o0 starting from Sy € Z¢ and moves over the lattice in
discrete time. Letting P(Z?) denote the canonical product Borel o-algebra, we can alternatively describe
its trajectories in the path space ((Z%)N, P(Z%)®Y) via a probability measure P2 whenever Sy = x.
Throughout this paper, (S),)n>0 represents a random walk bounded i.i.d. increments, i.e. ||S1]1 < oo.
From now on, we consider only transient (S, ),>0, i.e. d > 3. Independently, we introduce a time-correlated
Markovian random field w = (wp, . : n € N,z € Z%) with its law P and product o-algebra Zq on N x Z4
satisfying
E [ exp(Buwn,:)] < oo, VBER, neN and zeZze (2.1)

Here we adopt the following convention that ES := Eps and E := Ep. And j3 refers to inverse temperature
in physics literature and will more or less reflect the level of disorder in our subsequent setting. And without
loss of generality [12) Remark 1.1], we will restrict to the case 5 > 0.

Before stating the main model of this paper, we need first describe has exactly the time-correlation is
defined. For this end, we need to define the distance between sets in the space-time lattice. For instance
with A, B C N x Z%, we let di(A, B) = inf{|z —y|; + |[m — k| : (m,z) € A, (k,y) € B} stand for the
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Figure 1: An illustration of simple random in transient dimensions.

¢1-distance between subsets A and B of N x Z¢. By saying w Markovian, we mean
P((Wn,z)(n,z)ev S -|ﬁvc) = ]P((Wn,z)(n,z)ev S -}yav), VV CNx Zd, P-a.s.,

where we follow the convention .#, = o(wy, . : (n,z) € A) for any A C N x Z4. The exact mixing nature
of the time-correlated field is described as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let C and g be given and fixed positive real numbers. A Markovian field w with law (P, Zq)
on N x Z% is said to satisfy the time-correlated condition (TC)ag if for any finite subsets A C V C N x 7
with dq (A, V¢) >1and A C V€,

dP((wn,Z)(n,z)EA S ‘77)

< exp (C egzy|1g|mk|>
dﬁp((wn,z)(n,z)EA S '|77') (m,x)eag,:(k,y)eaA

simultaneously for all pairs of configurations n,n’ € Q = ([0, oo))NXZd which agree on V°\ A, P-a.s. Notice
that here we follow the convention

]P’((wn’z)(n’z)eA e |77) = ]P’((wn,z)(mz)eA € -|<¥Vc) given that (wn,.)(n,z)eve = 1.

Apart from this time-correlated condition (TC) C.g7 another type of correlation is incorporated in our
discussion as well. The following correlation originates from X. Guo [20] in the context of describing the
limiting velocity of random walks in random environments, and models a large class of disordered systems
quite naturally. To this recognition, we have the following definition.

Definition 2.2. Let C' and g be given and fixed positive constants. A Markovian field w with law (P, .Zq)
on N x Z? is said to satisfy the Guo’s time-correlated condition (TCG),, if for any finite subsets A C V C
N x Z% with dy(A,V¢) > 1 and A C V¢,

d]P)((wn,z)(n,z)GA S '|7])

< exp (C e—glx—yl—gm—m)
dP((me)(n’Z)EA © ’|77/) (m,I)GAZ(k,y)GA

simultaneously for all pairs of configurations 7,n" € 2 which agree on V\ A, P-a.s.

Intuitively (TCG) , is an asymptotic more general assumption. Strictly speaking, the former is not
implied by condition (TC)C’ o but in asymptotic terms Guo’s time-correlated condition is harder to work



with. Our standing assumption on the random field w is that it is Markovian and satisfies either the
time-correlated condition in Definition 2.1l or the Guo’s condition in Definition 2.2]

Let us now define the Z%valued polymer process on N via its finite-dimensional marginals Pf,’w at each
time point N € N. This polymer measure Pf,’w is a probability measure on the path space ((Z4)N,P(Z4)®N)
characterized by its Radon-Nikodym derivative with respect to P§ in finite time by

N
w 1
P (dS) = 75 P (B wn.s,)P5(dS),  VSeSy, (2.2)
N n=1

where Sy denotes all possible trajectories of (S,,))_,. The normalizing factor Zf,’w in is called the
partition function which ensures Pf,’w a genuine probability measure up to time point N. Our first result,
via creating an auxiliary random field to separate the entangled information from the time-correlated field
w, deals with the limiting behavior of the moving average process (N ! Zszl Wk, s, )N>1 in the sense of law
of large numbers.

Theorem 2.3. Under either the time-correlated condition (TC), , or (TCG) , and for each fixed 8 > 0,
there exists a deterministic limit £ € R such that

N
o1 s
J\}E)noo N ;wk’sk =/, P ® Py-a.s.

We call this limiting identity the law of large numbers for the moving average process (N ~1 Zszl W, Sy )N>1-

Going beyond the law of large numbers, we investigate the statistical mechanics properties of the polymer
process (12.2). The monotonicity and smoothness of free energies has been shown in [12] in i.i.d. environ-
ments. Our first result, via creating an auxiliary random field, confirms the same regularity in the more
delicate time-correlated structure.

Theorem 2.4. Under either the time-correlated condition (TC) , or (TCG) ., the following limits exist
P-a.s. and are of constant value. Namely,

1 1
o Bw o Bwl  m
p(B) = ngr(l)o log Zy/ and A(B) - A}gn I log E[Z], P-a.s.

In particular, the annealed free energy 8 +— A(8) is differentiable on [0, 00). Furthermore, p(8) < A(3) for
any > 0. And as a function, 8+ p(-) — A(+) is continuous and non-increasing,.

The first limit above is called the quenched free energy and the second limit is called the annealed free
energy. The fact that p(f) exists exploits the exponential time-correlation and is partly due to the finite
exponential moment of the time-correlated field w, in light of [30]. Also remark that unless in the i.i.d.
underlying field, the annealed free energy A(f3) is not necessarily equal to log E[e#“n-=] for any (n, z) € N x Z?
due to the time-correlation.

In light of Theorem [2.4] we know p(8) < A(B) for any 8 > 0. However, whether equality is achieved
is yet to be determined. As a function, 8 — p(-) — A(+) is continuous and non-increasing. And hence in
principle, there exists a critical value 8, € [0,00] such that p(8) = A(8) when 8 < B, and p(8) < A\(B)
when 8 > (.. Following the standard terminologies [9], we say the polymer is in delocalized phase, or
delocaization if B < fB,; and it is in localized phase, or localization if 3 > .. The aim of this paper is
to locate the value of S, when the underlying walk (S, )n,>0 is in transient dimensions and travels on a
time-correlated random field.

Theorem 2.5. Under either the time-correlated condition (TC)c,g or (TCG)C’Q7 there exists some small
B > 0 such that p(8) = A(B), i.e. we always have 3, > 0. In particular, if

ﬁh/‘m AB) = ﬁli/m log k1(B)k2(B) + log]E[ezﬁwlvO] + QIOgE[e*B“’LO} <K



for some constant K > 0 determined in Appendix then B, = oo. Here ki,k2 : [0,00) — R with
%1(0) = k2(0) = 1 are continuous in 8 induced by the time-correlation and are specified in Appendix

In Appendix we have shown that the limiting annealed free energy 8 +— A(8) is Gateaux differen-
tiable and monotonic on [0,00). And we can therefore properly define its differentials. Remark that the
notion of derivatives of Géateaux [17] is the same as that of Fréchet on the line [43], so here X (8) is the
Fréchet differential of annealed free energy as well.

Theorem 2.6. Under either the time-correlated condition (TC). , or (TCG) ,, whenever

dX

5

(B) = A(B) > —K(S) > P5(S1 =2)log Py (S1 = )

z€Z4

for some constant K (S) > 0 depending only on the random walk (S, ),>1, then p(8) < A(8). In particular,
with k := esssupw o, if
1
log—— > K' — K(S) Z PJ(S) = x)log Py (S) = x),

P(wl’o - k) - z€Z?

then 0 < B, < 0o, where K’ is an absolute constant depending only on the time-correlation intensity (C, g).

A particular nontrivial instance of time-correlated w which satisfies Theorem [2.0] is described below
via Gaussians. Take (pz)zenxze to be a centered Gaussian field on N x Z? with covariance (pz, ¢;) =
exp(— |17 — ¥lo1 (vxze)) G(F, i) where G(-) denotes the Green function of a Gaussian free field (GFF) [40] on
Z, x 7. The existence of such (¢z)zcnxze follows similarly from the existence of GFF, and could be found
in [40]. Obviously, if we take such (¢z)zenxza to be the underlying time-correlated field, then 0 < 8, < oco.

One should remark that when the underlying field w is i.i.d. in space and time, then the constant K’
vanishes by our subsequent derivation. We leave it for future project to sharpen the constants K (S) and
K’ in the above entropy-type criteria. Because p(0) = A(0) = 0 when 8 = 0. Therefore, without loss of any
generality, we assume 3 > 0.

3 Two auxiliary fields

Define W := {—1,0,1} and define the product probability measure @ on € = (e, ez,...) € (W)Y by
Qler =1) = Q(e1 = —1) = 1, Q1 = 0) = 3. We also introduce two auxiliary random fields n = (1,
n €N,z € Z%) and £(1) = ( :n €N,z € Z% for each I > 1 on N x Z¢ by

M,z = 0- ]]-{en:il} + 2w7l,z]]-{en:O}7 (313)
and, for each index [ > 1,
& = =Bl —i1y +log(2e7m: — e )1y, oy (3.1b)

for each n € N and 2z € Z%. Tt is not hard to see that Eg[n,.] = wn. for all (n,z) € N x Z¢ and
EQ[Z}\,’&(Z)] = Zf,’w(l) for each time point N € N with w(l) = (max{w, ., 1} : n € N,z € Z%), and that the
new indexed auxiliary field £(1) satisfies as well.

Following this convention, we denote P, := Q ® P and subsequently Eg = Eqgps- Let us now select

a random time sequence (TflL))nZO given by TéL) =0 and

7 =it {j > L (g, 61) =411, 6 = 1,0},  Vn>1.

n

To quantify the correlated information from the random field, we therefore also define the following random



field o-algebras on (N x Z%) x W)Y by % = o(wy. : k < —L, z € Z¢), and

4, = U(Tl(L),...,T,(LL), W k< T,(LL) — L zeZ% ¢:i= 1,...,7'7(LL)), Vn>1.
We also define the specific field o-algebras F) = olwk,: k<n—L,z€Z% ¢:i=1,...,n).

The spirit of this type of auxiliary structure was designed to resolve the correlated and mixing random
medium in Comets/Zeitouni [I3] in the context of random walk in random environment, and later adopted
by Guerra Aguilar [I8] and myself [§] to deal with the central limit theorem and large deviation principles
for the same model, respectively. To the best of our knowledge, this techniques has not been introduced in

the study of directed polymers before.
Z5e

Define Wi* = ﬁ%' Choose some sufficiently small angle (; > 0 such that the space-time cones

Clk,2,7,¢) = {(n,2) e NX Z: (2= F,7) > (ly|Z - F,}, ¥ (ky2) eNXZ, 0< (< o,

admits S, 41 € C(n,S,,7,¢) for any n € N, Py-a.s. Here we write 2 := (n, 2), 7 := (k,z), and v € S is a
(d + 1)-dimensional directional vector. It is not hard to see that Tl(L) < o< <o foranyn>1. In

fact, we have the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. For any real p > 1, there exists some constants c,, c;, > 0 independent of L such that

& < Bo[(H")]'" <4,

for all L, where we let ?1(L) = 4_L7'1(L).

Proof. We divide the proof of this lemma into several steps.

Step I. Lower-bound.

Define a Markov Chain (Uy,),>1 on state space {0,1,...,L}, with Uy = 0 and

Un:max{k21: (en,k+1,...,en):(1,...,1)}\/0.

Then, it is not hard to see that Tl(L) >min{n >1: U, = L}, see [I3] p. 892]. Consider the successive times
when U,, = 1, then Tl(L) can be lower-bounded by a sum of a Geometric(4~7*+1) number of independent
random variables which are bounded below by 1. Thus,

lim Q(Tl(L) > 94_L) > g(0) for some g(6) 920, 4.

L—oo

Therefore,
(L _ L L _

Eo[n"] 247 Eo[r{ 1 s pyny] 2 0(1 - QY < 0475)) 2 >0,
provided that we choose @ sufficiently small such that limy, o Q(Tl(L) <04 L) <
Step II. Upper-bound.

We will actually prove the exponential moment of %1(
claim. Define the events for each n > 1 by

1
5
L) is finite, which is nevertheless stronger then the

A, = {ee N (en—py.oven_1)=1,...,1, ¢, = —1,0}

and
B, = {eE(W)N: (€j—r,---r€-1,65) #1,...,1,=1or0,VL<j<n—L-1}.



Hence,

2L e8]
13 Bole " A+ Y Bole' ", Ay, Bl
n=1 n=2L+1
< (L2 = D)4~ la Yy~ () i Eqgle* ™, B,].
k=L?

By [19, Lemma 6.6], Q(B,) < (1 — ¢L24~L)["/L*] for each n > L?. Hence,

(L) _ s — _ k 2,—L
Eqle™ ] < K+ 302473 (8 (1 — L4 1) < K + ﬂhf’f_jl_ﬁu%) <K+ K' < oo,
k=1

where K, K’ are absolute constants independent of L. And the assertion is verified. O

Lemma 3.2. Let f: (R)Y — R be a bounded Borel measurable function. For any n € N, we abbreviate
both the finite-time process (EZ:TL€)1+1 nk,sk)Tflli)lgigﬂ(LL) and the process (Z;:T,S,L_)lﬂ &g 1) i) by
ST™. Then, under either (TC)¢ 4 or (TCG)¢,4 and for each t € (0,1) there exists Ly = LO(C’,g, d) € N so
that P® Py ® Q-a.s. for all L > Ly,

- > T =5 TN _ —S -
exp (— e I VEE, [f(STH] < EEq [f(S7™)|%n-1] < exp (e 9)EE, [£(STH)].
Proof. Take bounded and ¥,,_;-measurable h : (R)Nxzd x W)N — R, where W := {—1,0,1}. Then,

EE, [f(ST")h] = S EE, [£(ST™)h, T2 = K],
keN

because on the event { 1 = k}, we can find a bounded function hj which is ,/,g )_measurable and coincides

with h on this event. Then, we observe that

EE, [/(ST™)h] = Y EE, [he, 7\%) = k, BB, [£(SpLIFM], (3.2)
keN

Consider the space-time hyperplane Hy, ; s and the cone-like region C, ; defined respectively by
Hpke = {(m,z) ENxZ: m—k<-L} and Cy,=C(k,z,%, ),

where  is the unit vector in the time-direction. In terms of time-correlation (TC)C’ o> we first estimate the

oo D exp(—glg-2). (3.3)

YEOTHL 1,2 ZEO"Ch

series

And in terms of Guo’s time-correlation (TCG), 4> We second estimate the series

Yoo D e(—gly-A). (34)

YEHL k2 Z€Ck o

Notice that with L sufficiently large, both series converge because Cy, ;. is cone-like. Indeed, choose te(t1)
and consider (3.3). We take L large enough such that L > (1 —#)~'2r, and thus L — 2r > L. Setting

Kikam ={(7,2): §€ O Hpw, Z€ 0 Cpa, tL+n < |§— 2, <IL+n+1}.



Whence we have

Z Z exp ( —gly — Z|1) < Z Z e 9177l < Z |KL,k,x}n|€_g(£L+n)~

ﬁG@"HL,k,z 2687'(:)6,3: n>0 (YJ,Z_‘)EKL,k,z‘n n>0

Since |Kp k ozn| < Cr?(n+ 1)2(d=1) | we have
Z Z exp (—gly—2),) < Z(n +1)2d=Demom < e 9L withf e (t,1), (3.5)

GJEOTHL ko ZEO"Cl s n>0

yielding an estimate to (3.3)). Alternatively, we consider (3.4]). Performing a very similar argument, we can
find some ¢ € (¢,1) such that

Yoo > ew(—gli-2) et (3.6)

YEHL k,z ZE€ECk o

which yields an estimate to || Hence, in terms of (TC)C)g, for a given finite path z. = (2;)o<i<m In
Cky,z, starting from (ko, zo), we have that uniformly on m and with sufficiently large L,

3 S exp(—gli— (F- (ko.m0))ly) < eI, (3.7)

YEOTHL kg ,xq Z€I"Gkg, g

where we denote Gy, », = {4 € N x Z? : ij = x; for some 0 < i < m}. Likewise, in terms of (TCG)c,,. we
can find sufficiently large L so that uniformly on m,

S Y exp(—glf— (@i —wo)ly) < eI (3.8)

YEHL kg, 2o 0<I<M
From the last term in (3.2)), we have
-5 T, L S 7,1
EE, [f(Skj_)W’,g )] =EE, [f(sk+~)|‘g[HL,%]7
because @ is a product probability measure on (W)N. We further denote by
HY) , =Hpro U{f€NxZ: |72, >n}, V (kaz)eNxz

Either the condition (TC)., [Deﬁnition or the condition (TCG)., [Deﬁnition together with (3.7)
implies that

75 T
o EEQ[S(S7): v = (Skti = Sk)gcicr | Fyon ] )
—3 - — LA < exp (Ce9'F)
EEq [£(Sgr)s v = (Skri = Sk)gjrtir]

uniformly for bounded f and for any finite path ~ satisfying (3.7]) [or respectively (3.8)]. Taking some
suitable # € (¢,) and letting n — oo, we have

-5 7,1
XL EEG[f(Si) v = (Skti = Sk)g<icro [Py ] i
exp ( _ efgtL) < vy 0 . k+ . 0<i<T) HE 5k < exp (efgtL). (3.9)
>, EEq, (S5 v = (Skti — Sk)OSiSTf“]

Taking (3.9) into (3.2), letting Lo(t) be sufficiently large and L > L, we verify the assertion. O

Lemma 3.3. For any (n,z) € N x Z¢ and A C N x Z% such that di(z,A) > 1, A C C(n, z,7, ) for some



v € S* and positive ¢ < (y, then there exists sufficiently large x = x(C, g) > 0 such that
E[e’gw”*”z:vef ﬂ“"] < K- E[eﬁwﬂ*z}]E[ezvef Bw"], VB3>0 and finite I C A. (3.10)
Proof. It is obvious that
E[66W7L,z+zl,e1 Bwu} - E[E[eﬁwn,z EZE evel Bwu]_

Under (TC)cg4, since di(Z,I) > 0, we have

E[efn:

F1] < exp <C Z Z egwyllgmk|>E[eﬁ“’"vZ] < K(C, g)E[eﬁ‘“"“Z],

(m,z)~Z (k,y)€0C(n,2,7,()

for some K(C,g) < co. Notice that the positive angle ¢ of the cone ensures the summability of the series.
Similarly, under (TCG)¢,4 we have

E[efn -

«321} < exp (C’ Z e—gz—yll—gn—k|>E[eﬁwn,z] < K/(C,g)E[eﬁwn,z]’
(k,y)€C(n,2,7,C)

for some other K'(C, g) < co. And then the assertion follows. O

4 Law of large numbers

Recall the splitting representation: If X, X are random variables of law P, P with |P — PHFV <a<1,
then on an enlarged probability space there exists independent Y, 0, Z, Z, where A ~ Bernoulli(a) and

X=01-A)Y+AZ and X=(1-AY+AZ (4.1)

For a proof, see [2, Appendix A.1]. Although, the exact form of Y, Z are complicated, we nevertheless have
the estimates X = (1 — A)X + AZ, |AZ| < |X| and |AZ| < |X]|. Note that by recursive conditioning, this
result extends to random sequences.

Lemma 4.1. Given a random sequence (X;);>1 with law P such that for some probability measure @,
[P(X €:1X;,j<i)=Q,, <a<l.

Then there exists an i.i.d sequence (XZ, A;)i>1 such that X ~ Q@ and A; ~ Bernoulli(a) on an enlarged
probability space, as well as a sequence (Z;);>1 with A; independent of o(X,;,A; : j < i)V o(Z;) and

X;i=(1-A)X;i +A:Z;, Vi>1.

Proof. Suppose the assertion has been verified for i — 1. Apply (4.1) with laws P(X; € +|X;, j < i) and
@, we obtain of A;, Z;, X; with desired properties. See also [4, Lemma 2.1] and [37, Chapter 3]. O

We establish now the law of large numbers for the moving average of the polymer process, which facilitates
the overall understanding of the limiting behavior of the directed polymer in high-dimensions.

Lemma 4.2. For fixed S > 0, there exists a deterministic limit ¢ € R such that

1

N N
. . 1 s
NN kz_l Mo = M kz_l“’kvsk =6 Polyelas



D)

Proof. For each i > 1, let X;L) = Zk, @ 47 Ly, s, and fi(L) = 4’L(Ti(L) —Ti(fb, and let p(")(+) denote
=Ti-1
the law of XfL). By Lemma it is easily seen for any k > 2 that
)EE? (X{F € A|g 1] — p® (A)‘ <i¢p <1, V¥ Borel ACR,
where ¢y, = exp(e_gtL) — 1. Taking supremum over all Borel sets A C R, we get

|BEG (X" €[] = PO pyy S v, VhZ2

Invoking Lemma we find the i.i.d. sequence (Xi(L), AEL))izl so that X'l(L) ~ D), ASL) ~ Bernoulli(¢y,),
along with the other sequence (Zi(L))izl satisfying

X =1 -a)x® 4 AP z®),

We also write the enlarged o-algebra &, := %, \/O’(XJ(-L), A;L) : j <14). Notice that we also have |AZ(-L)ZZ-(L)| <
\Xi(L)| for each ¢ > 1. Henceforth, by Hélder’s inequality and for all real and even p > 1,

VLEE, (2|9 1] < BB, (AP 2P| ] < 2K (p)27PE exp(e ) B [(r(P)7], P& P ® Q-as.,

(4.2)
where K (p) == max{E[e?P*1.0] E[e~?P“1.0]} + 1 < oo and we have used the fact that
A
BB (X)) <EES[( 3 em]
k::‘ri(fiJrl
o
_ L L)\p— ’ Ly .. _(L
<27PlE, {(Tlﬁ Pyt ST ST RES [ sk |o(rP 1 < z)]} < 2Eq [(7{V)P] K (p).
p'=Ep k:Ti(fi-&-l
Notice that limy, EQ[(ﬂ(L))p] < oo by Lemma We can express
n 4 1 n 4 (2 n 4 4 4 n 4 3 [ .
i=1 =1 i=1 =1
where first by independence
1 = o(1) n—oo s -
- ZXi(L) = 1, where g = IEE(?[Xl(L)], P® Py ® Q-ass.
i=1

Meanwhile, for any conjugate p,q > 1 with % + % =1,

1/q
Tm < 2K (q)y P Eo[ (7M7) V",
n—oo

1 — -
+ Z AEL)Xi(L)
n =1

P® PS ® Q-a.s., where n, = 0 and the last inequality is due to 1) Let us define Z\") = IEEOS (274, _4]
for each # > 1. Observe that the process (Mr(LL))nzl with each MY = P i_lAEL)(Zi(L) ~-Z" )y is a

i
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centered (%, ),>1-martingale. By the Burkholder-Gundy maximal inequality [42, Eqn. (14.18)],

0o v/2
. . 1 _
nz n=1

1 s > .
<ot S LERS (AR A - APZPY] <00 with 4i=pha

Henceforth, M,(LL) LN MCEOL), P® POS ® @-a.s. with integrable limit MCEOL). By Kronecker’s lemma [42 Eqn.
(12.7)], it follows that n=1 3" | AEL)(ZZ»(L) - ZZ-(L)) 0, P® P§ ® Q-a.s. Thus with real and even ¢ > 1,
for any n > 1, by (4.2),

> =S/ 5 5 1 1 _ —
29| <EE; [(29)|91]""" < K(g)exp(a™ e )17 llpacqyir " = musi /7.

Henceforth by independence,

1 e -
L ZZfL)AEL)

n
i=1

lim
n— o0

_ B 1 ) .
< 1. l/qi A(L) < 1/p h 1 1_
- n1—>n;o anL n Z 4 = anL s where » + .

i=1

Combining all the above estimates, we get
I &
ILCERH
n =1

On the other hand, it is immediate that

L—oo

<oy E22%0, P P @ Q-as. (4.4)

S|

ZT—%’(L) D70 B = EQ[ (L)], Q-a.s.,
i=1
by independence. Furthermore, by Lemma Eq [ﬂ(L)] > ¢ > 0. Therefore, together with 1 ,

_ n v (L
1211X() 'YiL

< Cnpy?, P® PS ® Q-a.s. 4.5
n-1 Zl 177_(L Br LYL 0 ( )

T 1 - YL -

1 — - =<1

| s~ g, ! < Jim
Following standard arguments [36, p. 1864], we define an increasing sequence (ky,)n>1 satisfying T,gf) <n<
Tk +1 for all n. Then, we can write

e

Tkn
*Z%Sk ;n kl(z??lcsk-k Z nksk>

n+1
It is already clear that
k;TL n o0 — 1
L N o Q-a.s
" Eq[r™]
and that
F) e
1 1 /p S
1/ L
L= 2P <47 WILIT;OHanSkﬁﬁl nlglrgofnznkskﬁw-f-?nm% ;. POF ®Q-as.

= 75 . . .
Furthermore, let us define 7, = 4" YEE; [, |7k.s,.|]. Following an almost identical argument to the

11



above computations, we have

@ @
- 1 knt1l Tk
4 th—>Holo . Z Mh,sp <4~ nh_{go ( Z Z)Wz sl <A1 +20007" = (7 — 2np0p/?). (4.6)
™ e (D) k=1 k=1
kn+1
And similarly, for the lower-bound we have
. 1 _ _ )
47M dim = YT s, = A 200" 4 (G 2000p") TS0, Po B @ Qas.

n—oo vn —T(L)
kn+1

Combining the above estimates, we get the desired law of large numbers for N ! Ziv:l Mk,s, with the limit
¢ =1imp 00 v5/Br. On the other hand, for any n € N and M > 0,

1 « 0
EP(SS(TL Z |wk,Sk| > M) < @*MREE(AJS' [eZkzl |wk,sk\] < I(nean7
k=1

where K = r(E[e“*°] + E[e~“*°]) and the last inequality is due to Lemma Now we choose M, such
that My > log K. Then, for each M > My and N € N,

iEPS 1zn:| | > M <§:K” —M"<7KN€_MN<1
— w .
n=N “\n k=1 o i 1-Ke~

Define the event Ay ar == {n"* > 7_, Ink,s.| < 2M,V n > N}. Then by construction (3.1a) we have the
estimate IEPg(ANVM) >1—(1—Ke M)=1KNe=MN_ Thus, fixing Ny, we have EFS(UMZMOANO,M) =1.
And by the Dominated Convergence Theorem,

A}gnoo — Zwk S, = hm — ZEQ Nk.s.] = ¢, conditioned on Ay, v, VM > M. (4.7)
Henceforth, the above (4.7) actually holds P ® Pg'-a.s., which verifies the assertion. O
Proof of Theorem [2.3l Immediately follows from Lemma O

5 Limiting free energies

In this section, we show the existence of quenched and annealed free energies at all temperature, along with
other regularities indicated in Theorem In particular, the smoothness of the annealed free energy is

deferred to Appendix

Proof of Theorem [2.4. We divide the proof of the theorem into several steps.

Step I. Existence of free energies.

The quenched limit p(3) exists for all 8 > 0 is a consequence of [30, Theorem 2.3] in dimension d > 3. For
the existence of annealed limit, for any 5 > 0 we first observe that

N

Z E[eﬁzi\f:l w(n7S:L)] H Pés (Sn - Snfl = ST/l — ’;Lfl)
S’eSn n=1
N (5.1)
<wV 3 B (Su=S,,n=1....N) [JE™™W] <xNC@)V,  VN=1L.
S'eSn n=1

12



Here the first inequality is due to the s-correlation from Lemma [3.3] whereas the second inequality above
is due to the exponential moment condition (2.1). Here C(8) = E[e?“10] and a similar lower-bound yields

logC(B) —logk < lim N]ogE[Zﬁ“’} < hm N]og]E[ZB“’} <log C(B) + log k.

N —oc0

Now suppose we could find log C(8) —logx < a < b < log C(B)+log k as well as two subsequences (Np, )m>1
and (Np)n>1 such that

a= lim N—logE[Zﬁ“} b= lim F1ogE[Zf3“]

m— o0 m n—oo

For any prime p € N, we find two sequences (kp,)m>1 and (ky)n,>1 such that pk,, < N, < p(kn, + 1) and
pkn < N, < p(ky, + 1) for each m,n € N. Applying Lemma at each time point of multiple of p, we get

lim N—logE[Zﬁw] logm—l— logE[Z “]

m—o0 m

as well as
lim N—logE[Z'B “] > —7logf~c+ logE[Zg"“].

n—oo

Letting p sufficiently large with p > 2(b—a)~!log k, we observe a contradiction with the two different limits.
Hence, we know the annealed limit A(/3) exists on [0,00). And as a pointwise limit of convex functions, the
continuity of A(-) follows automatically from its convexity on [0, o0]).

Step II. We prove (j5.2)).

To show p() < A(B) under the time-correlated field, we first notice that

B9,
Zﬁwk_Zﬁw ZPO Z NW’
z€Z4

where ¥, n : w(+) = w(N + -, + ) denotes the translation map. Hence,

log Zj%wc > log Zi* + Z P (Sy =x)log Z,'f”?””v“
z€Zd

by Jensen’s inequality. And then,

E[logZﬁik] > E[log Zf,’w] +E[log Z,f’“’]

due to the translation invariance of w. This implies that E[log Z ][f,“’] is superaddictive in N. By the Fekete’s
lemma [31], p. 86], we know the following limit exists.

1
Bw] _ Bw] . =
]\;lm E[logZ ] sgi] E[log VAS ] = p(p), Y 3>0. (5.2)

Step III. We prove (5.2) is equal to p(-).
Write the o-algebras % == o(wk,, : k < j, 2z € 7). Here, #; denotes the trivial o-algebra. We can thus

express log Zﬁ,’w — E[log Zﬁ,’w] as a sum of martingale difference,

log Z* —E[log Z%*] = ZV;N, where Vjy = E[log Zy*|#;] — E[log Z3*|.#;_1]

13



for each j < N. Also, let Afﬁ = ES[e®955 TP 225 k5t ] where
Ajg = %log]E[ew‘*’jﬂ%_l] - %log]E[ew‘*’fvz], Vj<N.
It is then obvious to see that
Vin = E[log(Z3* | Z203)| 4] —Ellog(Z* /20| H45-1],  Yi=1,...,N.
For each = € Z¢, writing o, ; == Py (e’ Donts WSk S; = x)/ZA]ﬁ]:; and taking p € {£1}, we then have
o] < B[RRI 1 oS NG < Rz 235,

where the last inequality is due to Lemma Then,

B[] < CIE[( Y ange™s==2)"]"* S CBB[ 3 ap B[P0

€7 xeZd

] 1,

where the last inequality is due to Jensen’s inequality. Henceforth, for any (n,z) € N x Z%,

E[e"i~] < CBE[]"* B[ 3 ap,]"? < K(B) <0, V<N,

z€Z3

In light of Lesigne/Volny [24, Theorem 3.2] and that exp(|V; n|) < exp(V; n) + exp(—V; n), an application
of the large deviation estimate for sum of martingale differences yields

P(|log Z5* — Ellog Z2]| > eN) < e <*N"*/1 ye>0 and N> N, (5.3)

for some Ny = Ny(8,¢) € N. From (5.3), we invoke the Borel-Cantelli lemma, and then it tells p(8) = p(5)
for all § > 0. By Jensen’s inequality, we then can conclude that p(8) < A(G) for all 5 > 0.

Step IV. Monotonicity of 8 — p(8) — A(S).

The continuity of p(-) — A(+) on [0,00) follows immediately from the convexity of limN_mo N~'E[log Z% N
in 8. So we only need to show 8 — p(8) — A\(B) is non-increasing in 8. Combining (B.5|) with -7 and

together with
0

op
we know that || % log Wy“||7 is in L*(P) for each T' > 0. Here the notation ||+ is as in Lemma@ Since
log Wﬁ,"“ is in C'(R,) in 8 € Ry, by Fubini’s theorem we have

|flogW{3“| < | W) |52 WReL VB =0,

B
E[log W] = / E[%log Wg1do, VB >0.
0
Therefore,
0 [1ogWﬁ°”]—JE[a logWi“], ¥VB>0 and NeN. (5.4)
5" apB =

n}xzd W,z dP for the time-correlated field w, the time-

If we define the auxiliary field w’ by wmz = [y
and repeating the steps above , we have

correlation is integrated in w', then by Lemma

9 Bw] < 2N S Bw ) Bt ST ks,
B[ 55 los Wi*] < KV EFE| (Wy Zwksk—waﬂE[ZN N )

o
N E[Zz% ]

;
where E[Zg’wf]*leﬁzgzlwkvsk P(dw) is product across the strips {n} x Z%, n =1,...,N. And whence this
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product probability measure satisfies the FKG inequality [25, p. 78]. Because the function Zszl w,i, s, ~
E[Z]%WT]*%E[Z%“T} is increasing in w and because E[Zﬁ,’w]_l is decreasing, it is yielded that
N Bl wl s
Bwh —1 1 0 8wl € Sk
Epgq |:(WN ) (Zwl,sk - —2EZ%" ) Bt
ElZy™]

;
1€ 1 0 1\ ef TR s,

E|(We } [ w g — ————E[ZF ) ———— |,

[( N ) E[ZBWT Z k,Sk Z]'é\),’m]aﬂ [ N ]) ]E[Zﬁ/oﬂ]

where the right-hand side of the above expression vanishes. In light of (5.5)),

[%10 gWi] <k*™.0<0, VB>0 and NeN

Hence by (5.4)), for any 0 < 81 < 51 < 00,

E[logWpt“] > E[logWp“] = lim N]E[log W] — Jim_ %E[logWﬁl’“] <0,

N—o00

verifying the assertion. O

To show the existence of the annealed free energy A(f) for any S > 0, one could alternatively use (the
more cumbersome) Bryc’s formula [I6, Theorem 4.4.2] for the existence of annealed large deviation principle
with good rate function. And then use Varadhan’s lemma with exponential tightness to subsequently verify
the free energy exists as its Fenchel-Legendre transform. Though we do not aim to follow this path, it
nevertheless sheds new light on the overall statistical mechanics structure of the directed polymer models.

6 Localization regime

1 ,6(1)

w zBw l Ze® 1L,e() |
Define Wﬁ, = E[Z% = W’B w® W and WNg( ) = m for each [ > 1 and for all > 0. It is

clear that Eg[Wxy f(l)] Wﬂ “0) Pas. And we define £, Blw,e) = Wl(igl) for each n € N with the index
[ > 1 implicitly assumed. Now, using the above separation lemma for the time-correlation conditions, we
are above to prove the existence of localization regime, i.e. 5, > 0.

We will also need the approzimate martingale H, g(w,€) = L, g(w* €) for each n € N and g > 0.
Here, by writing w* we refer to the underlying field (w;; ,)(n,.)enxze Obtained by wy; , == fH(k) Wp, » dP with
H(k) = (N\(TIEL)D TliL)]) 7% for some k. Namely, w* is created via marginally integrating the w-coordinates
T(n )1, ( )] x Z when 7'( )1 <m< Tr(nL), whence cancels the distant time-correlation effect.
See also Appendix Lemma [3.2] for a discussion on this constructive point of view.

It is easily observed that EEQ[Hn g|%n—1] = Hn-1(w,€) for each n > 1, justifying its name. And
whence for this nonnegative (4,,),>1-martingale (#,, g)n>1, we have the convergence

outside the strip (7

Hon,p(w, €) = Hoo p(w, €), P® Q-a.s.
to a nonnegative limiting H 5. It also follows that
EEQ[Hns]l = EEQ[H1 5] = 1, Vo> 1.

It is the next lemma where we need the transient dimension, i.e. d > 3, for the reference walk (S,,),>1. Re-
mark that we define the continuous function A : B € [0, 00) = log k1 (8)k2(8)+log E[e2P«1.0]4-2 log E[e ~A«1.0]
in Appendix [A73]
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Lemma 6.1. Given d > 3 and under the time-correlations (TC)¢ 4 or (TCG)c, 4, we have

AB) < K =  supEEg[(Hnp)?*] < oo,

n>1
for some absolute constant K > 0 specified in Appendix [A]
Proof. The proof of this lemma is not simple, and is deferred to Appendix [A] O

Lemma 6.2. Given d > 3 and under time-correlations, for any 8 > 0 such that A(8) < K, we have
Hoo,p(w,€) >0 and Eg[Heo,p(w, )] > 0, P® Q-a.s.

Proof. A straightforward computation shows that
= ]f)P(SS'(SJ = S;, J = 1, ceey k) ez_l;zl gé:)‘;j

Q"
Hoplwe) = > T I Hpn—1,6(Uk,51 W, Lk€),
k>15'€S, EEq [Zﬁﬁ() '] '

where 9 and ¢ respectively denote the shift operators on w and e. Henceforth, the event {Ho, 3 = 0} is
translation invariant and thus, see [6],

P®QHoop =0)€{0,1}, V3>0. (6.1)

Applying Lemma to B > 0 satistying A(8) < K, we know (H, g)n>1 is a square-integrable (¥,)n>1-
martingale. And thus in light of (6.1)) and that

EEgHw ) = lim EEG[H, 5] =1,

n—oo
the assertion is yielded. O

Invoking Lemma as well as Lemma [3.2] again, we have
exp(—Cne ") Eg[Hp 5(w, )] < Eg[Ly 5(w,*)] < exp(C'ne 9" ) Eg[Hn p(w, )], P-a.s.

And whence taking limit n — oo, it yields

nooo 1 n—o0 7

1 — 1
—Ce™9'F < lim —log Eg[Ln 5(w,+)] < Tim —log Eg[Ln p(w,+)] < C'e 9E, P ® Q-a.s. (6.2)

Remark that (6.2) holds without taking Q-expectation either, by simple observation from Lemma again.
Proof of Theorem [2.5l By the law of large numbers,

(L)

TnT nzee, Eq [Tl(L)], Q-a.s.

Take a nondecreasing sequence (kx)n>1 such that T,ii) <N < T,ii)ﬂ for any NV > 1. It is also clear that

kKN Nooo 1 Q-ns
= T ——, 8.
N Eq[ri™)

Furthermore, by the choice of [ > 1 we have

(L)
log Z}\,’g(l) > e TAN =Ty )Zlﬁ()l), P ® Q-a.s.

kN
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On the other hand,
(L) w
E[Z]BV’W] < e(N—v-kN)(lnn—&-anE[eﬁ 1,0])E[Zf{f)], VN2>1.
kN
Notice also that
L L
1 ( (L) (L)) _ TIEN)Jrl kN + 1 _ 7—IEN) k7N N—oo

NVent1 = Ten ) T T TN kn N

0, P® Q-a.s.
Therefore, with (6.2) and the remark below, letting N — oo, we get

1
lim i log WJ{,’W) >0, P ® Q-a.s.

N—oc0

Hence, for any § > 0, there exists N{(w,¢) € N such that N~!log Wi,’m) > —¢6 whenever N > N{. Thus,
we can take sufficiently large No(w) € N such that Q(No(w) > N{}) > 1 — 4. Then,

1
~Fallog Wyt > —(1+108, VN> Nyw), Pas.

Letting first N — oo and then § — 0, we get

1 1
lim - log Eg (Wat®] > lim NEQ[logW]bf”)} >0, P-as.

N—o00 N—o00

On the other hand, Jensen’s inequality gives
. LE()
ngr(l)o I log Eq [Wy™"] =0, P-a.s. (6.3)

Here lb is equivalent to say p;(8) = \(B) for all I > 1, where p;(83) = limy_,oo N~ !log Z]B\,’w(l) and
A(B) = limy_ 00 N~ log E[Z5“"] for any [ > 1 and 8 > 0. By Lemma we know p;(8) — p(8) and
Ai(B) = A(B) as I — oo. Hence the theorem is verified. O

7 Delocalization regime

In this section, we show that under suitable conditions, the delocalization regime coexists with the localiza-
tion regime non-trivially. We follow the convention in Lemma namely,

Iy =¢" ZkN:l“”“’Sk, L ;= Plwisitwis;)  and I?,j = P Lniy sy v1<i,j7<N.
And we denote the law E by specifying its density dP/dP = meﬁww with respect to P. The following

lemma extends [38, Lemma A.1] to time-correlated field and does not require a long-range structure for the
reference random walk.

Lemma 7.1. Under the time-correlation,

dA X

1 — 1
log = —logx® < lim B——(8) — A(B) < lim — A(B) <log ————— +log k”.
8 Porg =) 08N S Bzoﬁdﬂ (B) = A(B) < Jim f75(8) = A(B) <log Plono=7) 8
Proof. Let us denote the law IE]B\, by specifying its density d]P’?V JdEPY = —L—1Ix. For each 8 > 0 and

E[Z}]
for any h < h choose h < h/ < h, then there exists § > 0 such that

N

1

¥ > EP§ (whs, > 1) =Pwie > ) >8>0
k=1
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And then

e 25—1,—B(W ~h)
< KO e -
E[eﬁwlvo, wi1,0 > h/] B

1 N K2 N
NZIP (Ws, < h) < — Z (wio < h) < K2
k=1 =1

This actually implies that, for any h < h,
1
N ZP?\/(WhSk <h)=0, as f— oo, uniformlyin N. (7.1)

Without loss of generality, let us now assume i < co. For any § > 0, choose h > 0 with 0 < & — h < 4.
Notice that by (B.8)) we have

N(B) = lim Ny(B) = lim

WkS >
N—o0 N—)oo N k

\Mz

And for any N > 1, we have

N N N

1

N D ERlwns] > < Z [wk, 51 Lwy, s, >h}] — ) > PR (whs, = h) > (h—8)(1—9),
— k=1 k=1

where for the last inequality, we have chosen (3 sufficiently large uniformly in N, see (7.1). Therefore,

lim N (8) = h. (7.2)

B—ro00

For any § > 0, choose h > 0 such that 0 < A —h < § and P(wy0 > h) < § + P(wy,0 = ). Then,
eﬁhN—AN(ﬁ)N (P(Wl,o _ h) + 5)1\7 > K_NEEg [INe_)\N(B)N]lﬁle{wk,skZh}] > K—ZNI@(wl,O > h)N
where using a derivation similar to lb we know I@’(wm > h) — 1 as § — oo. Henceforth,

h—\ > log P >h)—logk®+log— .
Bh=An(B) = logPlwro 2 h) —log ™ +log prom—v—5

First letting N — oo, then 8 — oo, and then letting 6 — 0, we obtain the lower-bound. The upper-bound
can be derived in a similar fashion, and we omit the details here. O

Proof of Theorem [2.6l For any 8 > 0,

Zlff/jw Z PS [‘3(.«)1 IZﬂ '191 mW.
zE€Z4

Let 1 < 6 < 1, by the subaddictive estimate,

Zﬁw ZPO S 7x069w11(Z5191zw).
YA

Inductively, we have

W 0 Wy g7
(ZB Z 8O, k. S}, HPO (Si — Sp_ I—Sk Sk 1)6
S'eSn k=1

N
<pl TN 3 SIER SR (S = S k=1, W),
S'eSNn
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where Pg == min{Py(S; = z) : = € Z%s.t. Py(S; = x) > 0}. Notice that by the finite-range condition
[I1S1]]1 < oo, we always have ps > 0. Define the constant K(S) := —logps/H(S1), where H(S;) is the
discrete entropy of the distribution of Sy, see [14], Definition 2.1]. Hence,

B[(Z5)") < [z

and
— 1
B,w ; Bw\ 0
p(B) = lim H—E[ﬁlogZ ]S#%WlogE[(ZN )],

N—o00
which implies

p(B) < inf {9 L)),  with J2(0) =logp% ' + \(B). (7.3)

0<0<

If £6=1(0) > 0 at 6 = 1, the infimum (7.3) above is achieved at some 0 < 6 < 1, and will be strictly less

than A(8). Indeed,

d%e—l%(e) = 672 (logps + BON (B0) — A(536)) > 0

at 0 = 1 whenever SN (8) — A(8) > K(S)H(S1). Furthermore, by Lemma We know limg , BN (B) —
A(B) > K" —logP(wy 90 = h), where we take K’ = —2log x. And then the assertion is verified. O

A [’-integrable martingale

In this section we prove the process (H,, 5)n>1 is & square-integrable martingale with sufficiently small § > 0
for each [ > 1. And we will abbreviate 7"’ by 7, for each n € N. Define H,, g as in and we denote
() = EEq[Zy; E(l)] = EEf[e2?=155v=sk} for all 8> 0. Let (Sp)p> be an iid. copy of (Sp)n>1, we can
express ||[Hn gll2(peg) by

Titl sl
EEQ [(Hn,ﬁ)z] _ 2nE5®S H EE Ay, ,L+AJ nezk i+l 5Ic Sk+zk i1 5k,sk],

where A ,, == logIEE [ Tt s, |%,]—log 1h(B) for all 0 < j < n—1. We also set X = (Sry 14155 57)
and Y; = (STJ71+1,...,S ) for each 1 < j < n, and

1

5 N ) E[e J W+Zk]t—1+1 dc,sk Js W+Zk]t1+1 5? §k]
-V(X;,Y;) =log
2 VREaN

EEQ [eA]’,n‘FZ;j:t;Jrl EL’S""]EEQ[ 3 "+Zk]t1+l gk Sk]

And we have the following assertion, which is adapted and refined from [3, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma A.1. For any r > \/&,

ZPS@S (@£, 7)) <r) < S BT [N (£. 7)1
7=0

2
(@ (%, 7<) < Far

for some constant K; > 0 and for any z,y € Z%, where

Nj(X,V):= ) s Gih<rp V1<i<m
k:‘rj_l-‘,-l

Proof. Denote x —y =: z and S,, — §n =: Z,, for each n € N. Then (Z,,)n>0 is a finite-range simple random
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walk with law denoted by P, and E, := Ep_. It is clear that

7=0 n=0

Since we are interested in the event {|Z,|; < r}, we need to consider the function H?:1 f(z;/r) where we
define f(z;) = max{1l — |z;|,0}. Then we have the Fourier transform of the product

d d
[[re=17e).  win fie) = 21— cosg).
: j:1 J

Let p denote the law of Z; = 57 — Sy and W™ = p k- * p its n-fold convolution. Then,

o —

/foj/r " (do) —r/Hfﬁg P)Xu(€)" de,

where the characteristic function x,(¢) = E, [¢¥(&:41=Z0)] takes only real non-negative value because Z; —z =
(S1—x) — (51 —y) with S; —z, 51 — y i.i.d. Hence for any 0 < 6 < 1,

d/\ [e%) d
r T —pd M
/Rdjl:[lf(:c;/)T;JHM an) =t [ AT

which, with B,.(0) := {z € R?: |z|, <r}, implies that

-

ZPZ(|ZN‘1ST)SZM*H( <C/ Hf xj/r) Zu (dx)

n=0 n=0 n=0

<O sup 15, f(&m) de

= <c’rd/ —_—, §i=Yd,
I See T 00© “ 5T L T xn© -

where

By Taylor’s expansion, we have x,(§) < 1 — %Zikzl a;x€i€k + C|¢)? for some constant C' > 0, where

(a;k);k is the covariance matrix of Z;. Finally, there exists constant c¢o > 0 such that co|§|2 <1—xu(€)if
| < 1. In particular, when 7 > V/d,

ZPZ(|Zn\1 <r)< Crd/

(oo}
€7 de < C’rd/ = dt < Kyr?,
n=0 Bs(0) r
verifying the assertion. O

Lemma A.2. Let (Z,)n>0 be a Markovian random walk on Z4 starting from any z € Z% with law P, and
E, = Ep,. If we define

= Bo[lyz.,<n] =2 Po(1Zaly <7), ¥r>0,
n=0
then for any C' > 0 with Cn(r) < 1, we have

1

C22  1{|Zn],<r}
Fole ' J= 1—-Cn(r)
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Proof. We can write Eg[e€ 2n=o H{I1Znli<7}] a5

Z Eo[(Zl{zu <r}> } <>y Po<|Zk1|1 <ree |2k, < 7‘)-
n=0 ! n=0 0<k; < - <ky,

Invoking Lemma we can bound Fy[e® 2n=0 H{IZ»[i<7}] from above by

S Y EO[|Zk11<r,...,|Zk Z Pz, (|Zk, k., |1<r)]
n=0

0<k1 < <kp—1 knfkn 1

< ZC"W(T) Z P0(|Zk1|1 <r...,
n=0

0§k1§§kn71

- n n __ 1
ntlr ST) S;C n(r) S 1o

when Cn(r) < 1, which verifies the claim. O

Lemma A.3. Under the time-correlations, for any fixed time point 7" > 0 there exists continuous function
A [0,T] — R with exp(A(0)) = 1 satisfying

e et ], ¢
E[eﬁwz Hze]’ eﬁwz]]}z[eﬁwy HZGI” eﬁwz]

for any z,y € Nx Z% and I, I',I" C (N x Z4)\{z,y}.

E[L.e; ]
E[[Lep e®=|E[ ¢ v €]

< exp(A(B))

Proof. We restrict to the case 8 < 1 without loss of generality. For the § > 1 case, we place some time
point T > 8 and /T when applying Jensen’s inequality. Letting .%; := o(w, : z € I), we have

E[eﬁwzeﬁwylgl] < E[eww-'rwy{gl]:@ < KBE[ewE-‘rwy]B < Hl(ﬁ)E[eﬂtmeﬁwyL

where

E @“’m“’“’y B . _
k1(B) = sup {KB (M) Dz = yllorxzey < 7"0}, ro == min{l > d: %2526 IR 02 < 1},

Therefore, by Holder’s inequality we have

]E[ Bw eﬁwy H e’sz < E 2Bwi, 0 H e/sz .
zel zel
On the other hand,

1
— < E[e -
B 7,] < Bl

ko (B) = k%P (W> 2.

Collectively, with a similar estimate for E[e®“v|.Z.], we get

Fr| < ka(B)PE[ePro],

where

A(B) = log k1 (B)a(B) + log E[¢*12] + 210g e~ Fe0], (A1)
which verifies the claim. O

To ease notation, we will also write

Ai(B) = log k1(8)ka(B) + log E[e27#1.0] + 2log E[e#*10]
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l—o0

for each I > 1. And thus A;(5) A(pB) for each 0 < 8 < 1. Let 79 := min{¢ > d : “6—262@_9le£2 <1}
in N. Via the extended Holder’s inequality for infinite products [22], we have

EEQ [(Hn7ﬁ)2] S EQE[i((?g [62?:1 %V()?7,?7)] S EQE(,)S:%@g [62;11 %V( )]l{dl( )<’r’0} 1/2 H A6/(7‘r2k2

k}’l"g

(A.2)
where we write o, .
7 1.2 —gt co Y. V. —
Ay = BQESSS [ ™ SR a5 V=) y k> .
Using a version of Khas'minskii’s lemma [I5], Proposition 4.1.1], we get
0o (%2/{2679”“)" e oo oL N
A= 3 GO b pseS (S5 1%, 7 = 1)
n=0 j=1
oo R _ n
< Z(%kzeigtk)n Z EQEE)S:%QS [ H 1{dy ( jor Yo = k)}} :
n=0 1<j1 < <jn =1
And then we have
Z kz 7gtk Z Ef?%s H l{dl Jeo ]z) - k}
n=0 1< < <gna
Z Pg;gs §T_ ® Q(dl (Xjn_jn—l ? }/jn—jn—l) S k)] N
jnzjn—l In—1’ In=1
Invoking Lemma [A7T] we then have
Ak < Z ]i)2 —gtk nK k2 Z ES®S H Il.{dl ﬁ _ k)}]
1§j1§"'§jn 1
1
2 _—gtk 2
< Z = k29 K )" BTy Y k> 7.
Henceforth, we have
0o oo 6/(7%k?)
1
AV o < K. . A3
kU * B ,I[ 1= T k2em9th Ky k2 s (8.3
=70 =70
Invoking Lemma [A-3] now, we observe that
EQE(§§§ [62?:1 V()?w?j)]l{dl(ijj'Kro}]
(A4)

< BQE59S [eXit AN (X1 (X5 V) <ro} 1 1/2 H BY/ )

k}’l‘()

for some constant K’ > 0, where the continuous function A(-) is defined by A(8) := max{2A1(5), A2(8)},
and we write

By i= EQES8S[e® 1 ™ S Han X W) <o FT)=k)] -y | >

Here we use X J’ to denote the vertices of Xj minus those at /;-distance less than ry with )7'3 Following an
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almost identical argument to Ay, we derive

T o6/(x%k) _ T 1 O/
11 B: <11 <1 — ?er_gtkKW) < Ky < 0. (A.5)

k}:’l‘o k:’l‘o
Henceforth, by (A.4]) and (A.5),
EQES®§ [eXis V()?j,%m{dl()?j,%)«-o}] 2

< K2Eq ES@S[ z;ﬁl2AI(B>N;7°(X,?>1{d1()?j,%><ro}]
< K22Al EES®S OONTO)??IL !
Z Q Z j( ’ ){dl(Xj717j)<To} :
j=1

Therefore, by Lemma [A:2] we have

S s 2 v 2. 7 K
A ES®S o252, V(X Y)u{di(X; Vy)<ro}2 o 3 A6
Q0,0 [6 ] — 1*2Al(ﬂ)K17ﬂ% <00 ( )

whenever A(B)K 73 < 1/2 and [ sufficiently large. Combining (A.3)) and (A.6)), we resolve the estimate of
(A.2)). And this verifies the assertion of Lemma

B Technical lemmas

We extend [11l, Theorem 2.5, Lemma 3.2] which was established for the i.i.d. underlying field to the more
general time-correlated field w. And we introduce the exponential factor A, ; in the following refined proof
to cancel the mixing nature of the correlated and non-i.i.d. environment.

Lemma B.1. With the same notational conventions as Step III. of the proof of Theorem we have

E[¢2Blos(Z3"/ 25501 H51]) /2 | [~ 202X/ 2001402 < 0(8), Vi< N,

for some positive constant C(3).
Proof. We first notice that

E [(2E0oB (23 251 011]] < [ 2IosEIZR" /203015% 1]

where

E[(Z3°/ 2] ] SE[ Y aggel=diel 5] < E[e2Ben ] PR] S a0,
wezd vV (n,z)ENxZ?

Therefore,
E[eQE[log(zzﬁv’w/Z,ffﬁ)|%71]]1/2 < E[e%wn,z]lﬂ < C'(B) < . (B.1)

On the other hand, for each u > —1, we let ¥(u) == u — log(1 + «). In particular,

E[(Z’g“’ Zﬁw )| 1] < 1+ E[w(U)| -], where U = Z T e R

z€Z4

Now we fix some sufficiently small 0 < ¢ < 1 such that loge < —1. It is then obvious that

E[p(U)|H-1] <E[¢(U), 1+ U > ¢|H;_1] —E[log(1+U), 1+ U < €|H#;_1]
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since U < € — 1 conditioned on {1 + U < €}. Note that ¢)(U) < %(u/e)? as long as 1+ u > €. So,

2E°E[(U), 1+ U > €| A1) SE[U?|A50] <14 ) ol jE[e?P w280 g5y ].

YA

Then, for any (n, z) € N x Z,

2°E[Q(U), 1+ U > e|H51] <14+ E[e*e] Y~ a2 < C'(B) < o,

z€Z3

by the fact that } ;4 aivj < 1. Moreover, we have the following relations,

{14U<e} C{-V<(1+U)<loge} C{log1+UV)<V}n{1<V}

with V=3 /4 0z j(Aj 2 — Bwj.). Henceforth,

—E[log(l +0),14+U < 6‘%71] < IE[V7 1< V|%/j71] < E[evlf%fj;ﬂ < Z az,j]E[eﬁwj’m_Aj’m

T €L

where the last inequality is due to Jensen’s inequality. Hence for any (n,z) € N x Z¢,

%71}7

—E[log(l +0U),1+U< e‘%g,l] < Z aLjE[eQﬁ“’j’”_ZA”|J£§71]1/2 < J]ﬂ[ew“’”'*z]l/2 Z oz, < C"(B),

€L

P-a.s. Combining (B.2)) and (B.3)), we thus get

E[eEIo8(Z5 /2] R01A 112 < Ble24e P00 3] Y2 < 07(8) < oo,

Viewing (B.1) and (B.4)) and letting C(8) := C'(8) + C"(8), we have proved the assertion.

For any Borel measurable function f : R — R and finite time T' > 0, we use || f||7 = esssup{|f(¢)| : 0 <

t < T} to denote its L°°-norm up to time 7.

Lemma B.2. For each n € N and T > 0, we have

IE[H(Wﬁ,w)_lHZT} < 00 and E[ long,’“’HZT} < 00,

H 0
ap
where the L°°-norm is with respect to g > 0.

Proof. We show the L2-boundedness. By Jensen’s inequality, it is clear that

(W) L <E[Z5%] . E§ [P Eimiensi],  VYneN and B>0.

Invoking Lemma we get

E[||(W5*) 7 [[7]"? < aNE[eTen] - BB (7 Zironsi)?) 2
< KNVE[e*T9m+] < oo, V (n,z) € N x 2z
On the other hand, for each 8 > 0,
0 al 10 ~
E[Z]ﬂ\/w]%w]@,w — Eg[(’;wk,sk - E[TM%E[Z?VMD(?B Sihiens ],
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In particular, we have

0 w ol N
2 pla) BB (Vs ) B rn. v g0
k=1

Henceforth, Nfl]E[Ha@B log WﬁszT] is less than or equal to

N 2

1

EIP@QEOS [Z (we,sz _ ﬁH:L‘Eég[W’SFCTZxﬁvﬁ Wk,Sk]> eQTEIk\;l Wk,s;c],
=1 E[ZN’ }

Therefore, invoking Lemma again, we observe that E[H% log Wg’wﬂ%]l/ 2 is less than or equal to

N 2 1/2
1 w. w
N1/2“2Nc(5) : EEOS Lz; (W,Sz - WEE(?[W,S&T ”’f]) e "'156}
Henceforth,
0 w2 11/2 w1l/2
Bl 55 los WR“I3]"* < N'2RN0(8) - B2V < (B.6)
And the assertion is verified. O

One should observe that, as a continuous convex function, the annealed free energy 8 — A(S) admits
left-continuous left-derivative X\ (3) and right-continuous right-derivative A’ () at each 5 > 0. Of interest
in its own right, we establish the (Gateaux) differentiability of A(-), showing that \_(3) = X\ (8) for each
B. Notice that the notion of Fréchet and Gateaux differentials [44] are identical on the real line.

Lemma B.3. The limiting annealed free energy 8 — A(3) is Gateaux differentiable on [0, 00).

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.

Step I. Equi-continuity of first derivatives.

For each N € N and 8 > 0, we denote Ay () = % log IE[ZI’%“]. And in Step I. of the proof of Theorem
we have shown that Ay (8) = A(8) as N — oo for each 8 > 0, via an large deviation argument. It is easily
observed that each Ay(-) € C*°(R) because of (2.I). Hence, we can write

1 EEF[(Sn wes,)In]
N E[Zy"]

An(B) =

LB =~ (EE(?[(ZiV_l wis)?In] _ EES[(Ch, Wk,sk)IN]Q)

N E(Z3“] E(Z3“)?
for all 8 > 0, where we adopt the following convention to ease notation,
Iy =P Tior whs, I; ;= P Wisiteis;) - and I = ef Dzig s, Vi<ij<N.

Therefore, we can express A, as

N(B) = g: 1(EEg[wi,Siwj,SjIN]EE(?[IN} B ]EE(SS[wi,SJN]EEg[wj,stN])
! E[Zy)? E[Zy“)?

_ i Iu,2 iEE@g ® IEE(?[(Wi,Sin,SjIN)iN — (Wi,SiIN)@j,ijN]
"N EE§[I; ;PRES[I3/]?

Here we use @ as an independent copy of w under law E, and (S'n)n21 under law P§ of (Sp)n>1. And Iy

is the respective counterpart of Iy using @ and (S,)n>1. The factor y; ; comes from a correlation in the
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denominator, and has the estimate 1/xk < p; ; < k by Lemma Hence,

N o - L iy
@) =3 2 o 1 BE§ ©BEF((wis,wjs, Lig) iy — (wisLig)s,s, 1is) - BEG I )
N EES (L 5] - EES ]2

b

4,j=1

where v; ; comes from a correlation in the nominator and has the estimate 1 /k <y 4 < k by Lemma
Let Pm be the law absolutely continuous with respect to EP; with Radon-Nikodym derivative

i N
by Ly <N
dEP(‘)S EE(‘)S [Ii7j]
We also denote Ef(,] =F pii- Then,
/\N Z lj’l,j 27]N [wl Si w], ] - EJI\}J [wZ Si ]E v [wj75j])' (B7)

i,j=1

Hence, by the time-correlation (TC)¢ 4 or (TCG)¢ 4, and following similar steps as Lemma we get
|EY [wi,5,wj,5,] — Elwr 0]?| < Elws o] (exp(e™F1) — 1)

as well as
|EY [wi,s. ) EX [wis,] — Elwi0]?| < Elwi,o]? (exp(e 971y — 1),

for some constant 0 < ¢ < 1 and for the law P defined by dI@’/dIP’ = WEB‘” 0, Therefore, by (B ,

1
N

Mz

AR (B)] < C]E[wl,o]

N
o o 1
(exp(e o) 1) < CBlur P 30 3 e

=1 |i—j|=l

\ |
—

4,J

1

< C"Elwy )2 N ONe 9% < K(B), VB>0 and N >1.

™=

Il
_

Henceforth, we know the first derivatives Ay (8) are equi-continuous at each 8 > 0.
Step II. Proof of differentiability.
In light of [41l Theorem 2.1}, for any fixed § > 0 we can find two sequence {fn}n>1, {By}n>1 such that
fn — B and By — B as N — oo. Moreover, Ny (8n) — A_(3) and Ny (Bn) = N (B) as N — oo. Hence,
AL(B) = Ny (B) = lim Ny (Bn) — Ay (By)-
N—oc0
Because of the equi-continuity of {\y } n>1, for any € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that whenever |5’ — 3] < 6

for the fixed 8, we have | Ny (B') — My (B)| < €/2 for all N > 1. Therefore, we choose Ny € N such that
|Bn — B < § and |8y — 8] < § for all N > Ny. Thus,

NL(8) = Xe(B)] < Jom I\ (Bn) = Ay (Bl < e

Letting € — 0, we have A () = X, (B) for all 8 > 0, yielding the Gateaux differentiability for A(-).
Step III. Pointwise convergence.
Since A(+) is convex differentiable on [0, 00), at each § > 0, for any € > 0 there exists h > 0 such that

AB) = AB—h) _ MB+h) = A(B)
h - h

N(B—e¢) < <XN(B) +e
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Then, there exists Ny € N such that for any N > Ny,

And this yields
Ny(8) =X (8), VB0, (B.8)
verifying the claim. O

Knowing that the limiting annealed free energy is differentiable also allows us to conclude that the large
deviation rate function I(-) mentioned at the end of Section [5|is strictly convex, see [33, Theorem 26.3].
When the underlying field w is i.i.d. in both space and time, this fact follows immediately from [39] Theorem
2] and the simple expression of A(-). But when there is time-correlation, the subtleties of correlated structure
have to be taken carefully. We also encourage readers to [35] for more internal convexity properties of the
free energy A.

We also need to specify how exactly the process (#,, 5)n>1 is constructed at the beginning of Section @

1,6(1)
Indeed, writing each 7, = Ty(LL), we recall that it has been defined £,, g(w,€) = m

And to cancel the time-correlation effect from distant w-coordinates, we whence define

for each n > 1.

Efjg [H;L 01 e, neEkj:tlﬂJﬂ 5L,Sk]

Hip(w,€) = ) Vn>1, (B.9)

— Ti+1 1
EE, [[]j2 edime™=rit fhsi]

Ti+1

with each A;,, = logIEE [e i1 Sk |4;] — 1ogEE [e k= +1§§“’Sk].
Lemma B.4. For each § > 0 and n > 1, we have

Cexp(—ne 9", s(w,€) < L p(w,€) < C'exp(ne 9) 1y, s(w,e),  P® Q-as.,
with constants C,C’ > 0.

Proof. It is obvious that A; , = 0, implying Hi g = L1 3. Moreover, for each 1 < j <mn,

_ Ti+1 !
_ B [+ o g
BB [eSror+1 fhsi ]

exp(—e~9") <exp(4 ) < exp(e "),

by Lemma which iteratively verifies the assertion. O
Using the (relatively) informal language the the beginning of Section @ it is equivalent to write H, g =
Ly, g(w*, €), where 5,2":% = (Tj41 — Tj)_lAj’n + fff,Sk for all ’7'( ) +1<k< T( )
Remember that in Section@we have defined the truncated free energies pl(ﬁ) = limy_0o N 'log Z]B\,’w(l)

and A () = limy_ 00 N~ log E[Z5%“"] for each index [ > 1. The following lemma gives their respective
pointwise limits.

Lemma B.5. Under the time-correlations (TC)¢, 4 or (TCG)¢ g4, for any 5 > 0 we have
lim p(8) = p(8)  and  lim A(B) = A(B).
l—o0

l—o0

Proof. For any [ > 1 and N > 1, we have

N N N
Z Wk,S), — Zwk,sk = Z |wk,Sk + l|]l{wk,sk+lSO}-
k=1 k=1

k=1
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And whence, for each § > 0 and prime p > 1,
N
P( sup Z |wWi,Si + UL {wy s, +1<0} = 5N> ‘ENE{ sup e=h=! |w’“‘sk+l|1{“kvsk+’<°}}
SeSn 1 SeSn

N-—p N
< e—éNE|: sup ezkzl ‘wka5k+l|1{wk,sk+l§0}E[ezk:N—p+1 ‘Wk=5k+l|]l{wk,sk+l§0} |§If, ]:|
SESN B

p
§e_5Nl-€N/p< + sup E ?:1|‘*’j*51+l‘,w-5. +l§0:j§k)
; (p— k k! ses, le 7 ]

where y]ﬁ =o(wgs, : k=1,...,N —p) and the last inequality is due to Lemma Recursively, we
-p
know the above express is no larger than

P N/p

_ p! k=1 o 71/4 w 1/4

Rt H2 G g2 Bl e R < ')
=1 -

< 6_5N/€N/p(1 + C(p)e—l/Q)N/p

for some constant C'(p) > 0 depending only on the prime p. Choose p large enough with p~tlogs < §
and then choose [ > [y for some Iy = lp(d). Then, via Borel-Cantelli lemma, there exists some Np(w) € N,
independent of dPy’, such that

N

sup Y |wi.s, +UL{w, o, 41<0) SON, VN >N,  Pas. (B.10)
SESNk 1

Therefore, whenever N > Ny(w) and I > I(9),

70 5 RS, =85S WSk <N S RS 25,4 S KB S,
S’eSn S’eSn

Taking logarithm and then letting N — oo, | — 0o, and § — 0, we get

lim NlogZﬁ’ < hm hm NlogZﬁw(l) < lim lim 6+NlogZ

N—o0 6—0 N—oo
which obviously implies p;(3) LN p(B) for all B > 0. On the other hand, when A(283) — 2A(5) < ..., we know

p(B) < A(B) < lim Xi(5) = p(B).

l—o0

Hence, it is then obvious that A;(53) KN A(B) as well, verifying the assertion. O
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