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Abstract

Motivated by applications to quantum field theory we consider Gibbs measures for
which the reference measure is Wiener measure and the interaction is given by a
double stochastic integral and a pinning external potential. In order properly to char-
acterize these measures through DLR equations, we are led to lift Wiener measure
and other objects to a space of configurations where the basic observables are not
only the position of the particle at all times but also the work done by test vector
fields. We prove existence and basic properties of such Gibbs measures in the small
coupling regime by means of cluster expansion.
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1 Motivations and outline

Gibbs measures are familiar objects in various areas of applied probability. Originally they
have been devised in the framework of lattice spin systems to describe thermodynamic
equilibrium states. Obtaining these probability measures involves two basic steps. First
a family of Gibbs measures for a finite number of random variables is constructed as a
modification of a reference measure usually describing the independent random field. The
density is the exponential of an additive functional dependent on an interaction function.
Then one takes a weak limit of these measures by increasing the number of variables to
infinity. This procedure copes with the fact that in usual model systems the interaction
diverges in this limit, thus the limit measure cannot be directly defined.

The context in which the class of Gibbs probability measures proved to be useful
has substantially widened over the years, reaching the realm of Brownian motion. One
natural way leading to Gibbs measures on path space is the application of the Feynman-
Kac formula and its extensions. Suppose H is a self-adjoint operator acting on a Hilbert
space ‘H, and let f € H. Then for a variety of specific choices of H an equality of the type

) = [ dy [ £Xdue(Xlew) (1.1)

can be derived, where R 3 ¢t — X; € R? is Brownian motion and

dpgo (X |z,y) = e "XV a WY (X). (1.2)
Here W[o 1 is Brownian bridge over the bounded time interval [0,¢], starting at Xo = =
and ending at X; = y, and U; is a functional of Brownian paths derived from H. After
normalizing to 1, the measure pp(X|z,y) can be viewn as a Gibbs measure on path
space for “finite volume” [0,¢], “interaction” U, “boundary condition” x,y, and “reference
measure” WY,

In this paper we are interested in the question whether an extension in a suitable
sense over the full time line R of yjq 4 exists. The details of the proof strongly depend on
the choice of U, which for our purposes here will be specified below. These choices are
motivated by particular applications covered by the following classes of models, of which
we talk only in this introduction.

I. Densities dependent on the local time of Brownian motion

(1) P(¢)1-process (Ité diffusion) This includes the familiar case of Schrodinger oper-
ators H = (—1/2)A +V, H = C$(R?), with a potential V(z) that can be chosen
fairly generally (Kato-class). The well-known result is

t
Uy(X) = / V(X,)ds.
0
u describes in this case the path measure of the Markov process given by

dX; = dBy + (Vlog ¥)(X;)dt,



where B; is R%valued Brownian motion and ¥ is the eigenfunction of H lying at
the bottom of its spectrum (ground state). It6 diffusions can be defined also on
infinite dimensional spaces related to other SPDE. For further details on these Gibbs
measures for bounded intervals and their extensions to R we refer to [46], 47, 4].

Nelson’s model  This is a scalar quantum field model describing the interaction of
an electrically charged spinless particle with a boson field. In this case H is written
as the sum of the free particle Hamiltonian (—1/2)A 4V, the free field Hamiltonian
[ lkla(k)*a(k)dk with the usual boson creation and annihilation operators a* and
a, and the interaction Hamiltonian [(p(k)/+/2[k])(e®*%a(k) + e~**a*(k))dk, with
charge distribution function p. Moreover, H = L?*(R% dz) ® F, where F is Fock
space, and a Feynman-Kac-type formula as (ILT]) above can be obtained by mapping
‘H into a space of continuous functions through a joint use of the so called ground
state transform and Wiener-It6 isomorphism yielding

t t ot
Ut(X):/O V(Xs)ds+/0 /0 WP(Xs — X, s —r)dsdr,

with BN
Wz, s) = _}/ PR ik ksl g,
4 Jra |kl

Extending this Gibbs measure from [0,¢] to R is in this case of special interest since
it allows a direct expression of the ground state of H in terms of its Radon-Nikodym
derivative with respect to an underlying product measure, which makes a rigorous
derivation and proof of ground state properties possible. For the case of translation
invariant models (involving V' = 0) there are only few results available. For details
see [37, 38, 39, [3].

Polaron and bipolaron models The polaron is a “dressed” electron (i.e., embedded
into an energy cloud) interacting with a phonon field (i.e., quantum particles carrying
the vibrational energy of an ionic crystal). In this case we have similar operators
acting on the same Hilbert space as above except that the dispersion relation |k| is
replaced by 1 in the free field Hamiltonian, and p/4/2|k| in the interaction term by
1/]k|. This leads to the same U; as in the case of Nelson’s model with
Wrel(z, s) = _ L eIl
’ 4]

The bipolaron differs by the fact that it consists of two dressed electrons coupled to
the same phonon field, which are repelling each other by Coulomb interaction. In
this case

t ot t ds
U(X :az//SW X, Y. s—1r dsdr—g/ —_
= ) e ) o KoY

where

EV(X,, Y u) = W(Xs — Xpyu) +2W (Xs — Yo,u) + W (Y, — Yy, u)



with W = WP o < 0 being the polaron-phonon coupling paramater and g > 0
the strength of the Coulomb repulsion between the two polarons. Moreover, in this
case the reference measure is a product of two independent Wiener measures. For
literature see [14], 45} 36].

Intersection local time (weakly self-avoiding polymer) Formally, the densities are
given by

Uy(X) = /0 t /0 t 5(X, — X, )dsdr,

meant to describe a polymer model with short-range “soft-core” interaction encour-
aging to avoid self-intersections. For d = 2,3 see [49] 51}, 50, 52, 5]. In [48] it was
proved that in d = 2 the model can be rigorously defined after an additive renor-
malization and the so obtained measure is absolutely continuous with respect to
Wiener measure in 2 dimensions. In d = 3 the singularity of the energy U; is more
serious but an additive renormalization still suffices; Westwater proved existence of
the Gibbs measure which, however, in this case is not absolutely continuous with
respect to Wiener measure. Other works include [6], 31, 30} 53].

II. Stochastic currents

(1)

Nelson’s model in point charge limit and Pauli-Fierz model The point charge limit
of Nelson’s model corresponds to the case of replacing p above with a delta-function,
while the Pauli-Fierz model is obtained by replacing the scalar boson field with a
quantized Maxwell (vector) field. The function in the density in both cases formally
becomes

UL(X) :/OtV(Xs)dﬁ—/Ot /OtW(Xs—Xr,s—r)dXs-er, (1.3)

with a W = W9 and W = WPF we do not write explicitly down here. The difference
from the case above is that instead of double Riemann we have to deal with double
It6 integrals. A substantial difficulty to solve in this case is the proper definition
of the double integrals in the first place, which will be done below. For the specific
model applications see [24] in which we perform an ultraviolet renormalization of
Nelson’s Hamiltonian by using path measures whose densities are of the above form,
and [26], 28] for the Pauli-Fierz model. The similar point charge limit in the latter
model is an open problem.

Turbulent fluids In fluid dynamics the understanding prevails that fully developed
turbulence should be described by a suitable measure over divergence-free velocity
fields u(z). One way of modelling it starts from the assumption that the vorticity
field V A u(z) is concentrated along Brownian curves X; € R3. Under the Eulerian
incompressible flow, the kinetic energy (1/2) [u(z)?dz is conserved. The formal
expression of the total energy is

t t
1
UX://idX-dXS. 14
t( ) 0 0 |Xt_X3| t ( )
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In order to have e~ V%) as a well-defined random variable at all, [I6] imposed the

condition that the Coulomb potential is mollified so that the fluid has finite static
energy. For details we refer to [20] [18], [42] [1] 19].

III. Processes with jumps

Applications include Hamiltonians with spin. Since spin is a discrete variable, this
case goes beyond stochastic integration with respect to Brownian motion alone. The
spin paths o; are described via a Poisson process V¢, and we obtain

¢+

t t t
Ut(X) = / V(Xs)ds + / G(Xt) o dXt - / S(Xt,O't)dt + / (b(Xta —O't)dNt.
0 0 0 0
For more details and explicit formulas of the terms above see [10, 27].

In this paper we address the purely mathematical problem of existence and character-
ization of Gibbs measures with densities of the type (I3]). An accompanying paper [24]
takes this further to an application to quantum field theory.

The problem can be formulated in more generality by adding a term to Uy in (L3
taking into account the dependence on outside paths of paths run within bounded time
intervals. Choose without loss a bounded interval in the form [-7,7] C R and set up
Wiener measure YWpr on it. Consider the energy functions corresponding to [—7,T] as
follows:

T

Vr(X) = / V(Xs)ds for external potential V'
-7

Wr(X / / W(X; — X, t — 8)dX; - dX internal energy

Wr(X|Y):= W/ (X]Y)+ W5 (X]Y)  interaction energy

where the interaction energies come from a pair interaction potential W, and W; (X]Y) :=
f;o dY; f_TT dX;W(Xs — Yt —s) is a term accounting for the interaction of paths inside
[—T,T) with paths in [T, 00), and W, (X|Y) := [~ dY}f dX;W(Xs — Yt —s) for
external paths running in (—oco, —T]. As in (L2, these energies give rise to the Gibbs

measure for [_Ta T] Vi (X)=AWr(X)
—Vr — T

dup(X) = Zr

with a parameter A € R tuning the strength of the pair potential, and Z7 the normalizing
factor turning it into a probability measure. The object of interest are the accumulation
points p of the family of measures {ur}r~o in the topology of local weak convergence.
In the DLR (Dobrushin-Lanford-Ruelle) approach, these limit points can be characterized
by a property of consistency with respect to a prescribed family of probability kernels
(specification) providing the local conditional probabilities of the limit random fields.
These kernels are given by

e

dwr(X) (1.5)

e~ V1 (X)=AWr (X)-AWr (X]Y)

pr(dX[Y) == Zr(Y) dWr

7T (X) (1.6)

5



with external (or boundary) path Y. The possible accumulation points of the family
{pr}r should then satisfy the DLR equations [ pp(A|Y)u(dY) = p(A) for all cylinder
sets A in the sub-o-field generated by projections to [—7',T] for all T' > 0.

In contrast to the case of interactions depending on the local time of the process X
(given by double Riemann integrals listed above) our case encounters two difficulties.

(1) The expressions of Wr(X) and Wr(X|Y) are only formal: The double stochastic
integrals are not well defined since the integrands are neither forward nor backward
adapted with respect to the semimartingale X (Brownian bridge under W7Y).

(2) The specification (L6 must be defined pathwise for each Y, however, in general the
only information we have on the boundary path Y is that it is a continuous path
with a Brownian-like regularity. This is insufficient for defining the line integrals
with respect to dY appearing in Wp(X1Y).

Of these two difficulties the first requires a minor amendment, while the second is far more
serious and will urge us to introduce the novel setting of Brownian currents in which we
can make sense of a formulation of the DLR equations. Roughly speaking, we provide
each sample path with sufficient information in order to determine the work made by test
vector fields. Specifically, we consider the family of random variables {X;}; jointly with
the random variables CZ () = fst o(u, Xy)dX,, (stochastic currents) and show that in
this augmented sample space the specification can pathwise be defined. (This problem
has some analogy with difficulties at defining specifications for unbounded spin systems
for which too one has to select a subset of admissible boundary conditions so that the
interaction energy makes sense. Our approach here goes further in that we do not only
have to control the growth of the boundary paths but must also provide a priori the value
of the line integrals against a sufficiently large set of test vector fields ¢.) To perform this
“lifting” procedure we use techniques of rough paths theory.

Here is an outline of the paper. In Chapter 2 we present our results on rough paths that
will be put at use subsequently. In Chapter 3 we introduce the framework of stochastic
currents, in particular Brownian currents. In Chapter 4 we define Gibbs measures on
these currents for bounded intervals of the line. In Chapter 5 we turn to proving that
these Gibbs measures can be extended over the whole line provided the interaction term is
weakly coupled. This requirement is needed since, faute de mieuz, we use cluster expansion
in order to construct weak limits of Gibbs measures for bounded intervals. The version
of cluster expansion we develop here is different from the conventional ones since the
configurations are segments of Brownian paths rather than spins of compact or real-valued
state space, the interactions depend on double stochastic integrals, the reference measure is
not a product measure, and the measure we want to construct is non-Markovian. However,
it has the same spirit of usual cluster expansions as it splits off into a part of hands-on
analysis of energy bounds and a part of combinatorics. Beside a proof of existence, cluster
expansion allows us to study also uniqueness, typical path behaviour and mixing properties
of Gibbs measures, which will be done in Chapter 6.



2 Rough paths

2.1 Definition of double stochastic integrals by rough paths

1t6’s theory of integration gives a meaning to line integrals of the form fTT o(t, Xy )d Xy,
with X a semimartingale (with respect to its natural forward filtration F) and ¢(t, £) some
function. The way of obtaining it is by taking limits of Riemann sums ) ¢(7a, X7, )(X
X,,) over a family of partitions {74} of [-T,T] with mesh decreasing to zero. Such
limits are known to exist whenever (¢, X;) is an F-adapted functional of X, i.e., if it
only depends on F; for any ¢ € [-T,T] and has some integrability properties. Then
ffT o(t, X¢)dX; is defined as a random variable on the same probability space on which
X is defined. In our applications X is the coordinate process on the Borel space X, and
the stochastic integral defines a Borel map from X to R which is defined on a set of full W
measure. It is important to remember the crucial fact that the full-measure set in general
depends on the integrand: different integrands may give different full-measure sets.

In this section we analyze the regularity of such integrals by using the theory or rough
paths as developed in [33] 34} 23] 15]. This theory allows to properly understand stochastic
integrals from a purely analytic perspective. To gain this freedom we need to enlarge the
sample space over which the measures are defined, however, this will turn out to make no
harm in our applications.

Rough paths theory has been devised by T. Lyons [33] to give a meaning to line
integrals of the form

/ " o(xax, 21)

in case of X being an irregular function of the parameter. A typical case of interest is
when X is chosen to be Holder continuous with small exponent, such as v € (0,1). The
natural approach to defining such integrals is that of taking Riemann approximations
over a finite partition of [0,7] and proving that the sequence converges as the mesh of
the partition goes to zero. When general integrals in the form fOT Y;dX; are considered
with bounded Y, this can only hold if X is a process of bounded variation leading to the
familiar Stieltjes integral. When Y is Holder continuous with exponent p, Young’s work
[54] makes sure that a sufficient condition for the convergence of the Riemann sums is
that v+ p > 1. The Young integral is useful in studying, for example, fractional Brownian
motion of Hurst index H > 1/2, which is a stochastic process with Holder continuous
paths of any exponent v < H. In this case (Z1)) can be defined for any function ¢ which
is at least C'1.

Integrals of the form (2.1]) when X is a sample of Brownian motion are not within the
reach of Young’s theory and indeed it is not difficult to see that different definitions of the
Riemann approximations can lead to different limits (or even not converge at all). This
difficulty lies at the basis of the existence of more than one type of stochastic integral
over Brownian motion, two well known possibilities being the integrals developed by It6
and Stratonovich. Lyons’s approach to the problem was proving that under reasonable
conditions the Riemann sums for fOT ©(X;)dX; can be modified by adding an extra term
in order to make them converge. This compensation is not unique but in many relevant

Ta+1



cases it can be performed in such a way that the so obtained integral is an extension of
the classical line integral and Young integral. That is, whenever X is regular enough, the
modified integral coincides with the Young one or Riemann-Lebesgue integral if moreover
X is almost surely is differentiable.

We consider only the case when X is Holder continuous with v > 1/3 since this includes
the case of Brownian motion and all our present applications. (The theory for more general
~ would be far more cumbersome.) We use the notation Xg = X; — X, and make the
following basic

Definition 2.1 For each bounded I C R we call the couple (X,X) a 2-step rough path,
where

(1) X € C'(I,R%);
(2) there exists a function X : I x I — R? x R? satisfying the multiplicative property
Xa — XY, - X, = XL,X, (2:2)
foralls<u<tel and anyi,j=1,...,d;

(3) there is C € [0,00) such that

Xt
Xyt||or = sup ——L_ < . 2.3
X2y P < (2.3)

We use the similar norm || X/, correspondingly given by the right hand side of (2Z3).

Remark 2.2 Note that Assumption (2) is non-trivial only if d > 1. When d = 1 we
can take Xy = (Xg)2/2, and it can easily be seen that both ([2.2) and the Holder-like
bound (Z3]) are then satisfied.

For our purposes below we need a slight extension since we want to be able to integrate
functions explicitly dependent on the time parameter, such as fOT o(u, X)dX,. One
possibility is to consider the couple (u, X) as a new path and construct the associated
rough path. This construction, however, has the disadvantage of requiring rather much
regularity of the function ¢. A more effective approach is to treat the line-integral as
a Young integral with respect to the u dependence of the integrand as soon as the map
u — p(u, &) has Holder exponent greater than 1 — + (as we shall see below).

For the (time-dependent) test vector fields in C'(R x R% R?) we use the norm

sup max
u,VE|[s,1] k=0,1 |u - v|p

V¥ (u, ) — V¥op(v,
llollp2,s,6 = sup | sup ( max |ngo(u,x)|> + [VEp(u, ) p(v, 2|
T | u€ls,t k=0,1,2

with p > 0 and the convention V0p(t,2) = o(t,z). Then our basic result on the step-2
rough path (X, X) is



Theorem 2.3 Let ¢ € C(R x R4 RY) be such that it is C? with respect to its second
variable and Holder continuous with exponent p with respect to its first variable, such that
p+7v>1. Then the sums

Z <80i(TCV?XTa)X7i'a+1Ta + vjspi(Ta?XTa)Xg.'iTa_’_l) ) 7/?] = 17 ’d
[0

converge as the mesh of the partition {14} of [0,T] goes to zero, and defines the integral
fOT o(u, X,)dX, Moreover for any T < 1 we have the bound

T
/0 o, X)dXo| < CT ol pzor (L + [ X[ + [X2]2y)°.

PROOF. We prove convergence over the dyadic partition of [0, 1], then convergence of a

general partition follows then by the arguments developed in [23]. Let = Ta /2" for
a=0,...,2" and let

2" —1
S, = Z <s0i(7—0(én)’X7—é"))X7l-gflrén) + Vjspi(To(‘n)’XTén))Xj']gj_)lré")> .

a=0
Note that
on_1
Sn—Sno1= Y (AL + AL + A3 + AY), (2.4)
a=0
where

AL = o7 D X ) )= oi(m X ) = V(i Xy )X X
a _‘Pz( 20417 T2(2)+2) @i(Taa415 7'2(2)+1) ii(Taa51> 72(Z)+1) e ek

Aoz = VJQD@(TQQH, XTQ(ZLQ) - VJSDZ(TQOHrl’ XTQ(ZZQ—I) XTQ(ZEH Q(Z)’

3 _ | .-
Ao = |Pi(Taay2 X o)

(n) ‘
) = SDz‘(TQZHaXTZgZ)H)} X o

2a+1T2a

) 5
Aq = (Vjpil(r z(ergaXTw ) = V(T 2(Z)+17XT<n> DX -
2a+2 2a+2 T2a+1 2a

By using the fact that ¢ € C?, we have the bounds [AL] < T%7([¢]|,2,0,7| X[[227%7™ and

A2l < T3 207 I XI5 11X[l242737™ on the first two terms. For the last two we have
« SD P54,Y, Y 24

A5 < TPl p 20,7l X 1,274 and |AZ| < TP || 500,72, 27" 27). Thus

[Sn = Sn—1l < C(T% + TP ol p2or (203" 2077700

where C' is a function dependent only on X,X. Write S, as the telescopic sum S, =
So+ > p—1(Sk — Skg—1). Then, since

Z Sk = Sp—1] < C(T* + TPl @llp20,r 2(2(1_3”” + 2(=7=r)m)
k=1 —



converges geometrically whenever 4 > 1/3 and v + p > 1, we obtain absolute convergence
of the sequence S,,. The bound on the integral thus follows. O

As this theorem shows, by using the additional information provided by the path X
we are able to make Riemann sums converge. The following consequence is immediate.

Corollary 2.4 The integral defined in Theorem 2.3 has X" = f; X! dXxi.

Proor. We have . .
[ K = [ xiaxg - X3 - xd),
S S

as it is easily seen by using the definition. That is, the rough integral has the same linearity
property as Riemann integral and behaves the same way with respect to the integration
of constants. Moreover, the integral in the right hand side corresponds to the function
o1 (&) = €6 and by using ([2.4) we have S,, = S,_1 on the dyadic partition above. Hence
S, = Sp and

t . ..
/ XidxXs = 8o = 3 (X X5 + 37 Ve (X)X = X1 X7, + X1,
S
k

k,m

which completes the proof. O

Remark 2.5 The function X can be identified as giving the value of a twice iterated

integral over X,
.. t u . .
X4 = / ( / dX;) dx7. (2.5)
S S

Thus Theorem [2.3] can be alternatively interpreted as saying that the knowledge of the
twice iterated integral (in addition with some Holder continuity) is sufficient for determin-
ing the value of the integral [ (X;)dX; for arbitrary C? function.

Provided v > 1/2 and (Z3) holds, whenever the right hand side is defined by using
the Young integral, the integral defined in Theorem [2.3] coincides with the Young integral.
This is easy to see due to the estimate

XE] < CUIX lloo + I1X]1)2It — 527

for the Young integral. Since 2y > 1, the sums ), Vjapi(XTa)Xi]; 417, vanish as the mesh
goes to zero, so the modified and Riemann sums converge to the same limit. Moreover,
the rough integral is continuous in the natural topology associated to the step-2 rough
path (X, X)), i.e., we have

Corollary 2.6 Let (X",X") be a sequence of step-2 rough paths such that | X" — X||, +
X" — X]||2y = 0. Then [o(X™)dX"™ — [ p(X)dX, for all p € C%.

Suppose X" is a sequence of regular (say, piecewise linear) approximations of the
Holder continuous path X. Then by putting X" = [ [ dX" ®dX", where the integrals are
Riemann integrals, a sufficient condition for the convergence of the approximate integrals
[ p(X™)dX™ to [ ¢(X)dX is that the sequence X™ converges to X in the topology induced

by || [l2y-
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2.2 Brownian motion as rough path

Let now X be a sample path of Brownian motion. By Kolmogorov’s Lemma the process
t — Xy has a version that is Holder continuous with exponent v € (1/3,1/2) (actually ~
can be taken arbitrarily close to 1/2). In the following we will use such a version without
each time mentioning explicitly, i.e., consider a subspace X, C C (R,R%) such that every
X € X, is Holder continuous with exponent ~.

To apply the above results to X we need a choice for X. This candidate is not unique,
different choices will lead to different integrals over X. For instance, in order to construct
a possible X we can start by setting

(Xps) = / / dX'dX,

where the double integral is understood in Itd sense. In this way we obtain a family
of random variables {(Xlta)z ci,j =1,...,d; t,s € [0,T]} satisfying the multiplicative
property
(XItO)st (XIto) (Xlto) - Xlthu

almost surely for any fixed ¢, s,u € [0,7]. The next step is to show that this family has a
version for which -

[X{sll2y < o0 as. (2.6)
In order to prove (Z.6]), we use the following lemma obtained as an extension of a result
of Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey in [23].

Lemma 2.7 For any 0 > 0 and p > 1 there exists a constant C' such that for any R €
C([0,T)?,B), where (B,|-|) is a Banach space, we have

[Rllo < C (Ugraspp(R) + Va(R)), (2.7)

/ [ Rts| pdtds
72 \ [t — 5[’

‘Rst_ su’
Va(R) = inf .
o) = Il Sup yt—u\elyu 319—91

with
1/p

Ue,p(R) =

and

Corollary 2.8 We have < 00 W-almost surely.

ProOF. Consider Va,(Xys). By using the multiplicative property we have

X || X
Voy (Xis) < inf lgtuH us’z '
01€(0,27) t£uts |t — u|f|u — s[2—0

g ’ tu‘ sup ’Xus,
61€(0,27) t£u ‘t - u‘91 u#s ‘u - 3’27791

2
sup ’Xtu‘
t#u |t - u|fy

= IXI5-

IN
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Moreover,

E[U2%p(XIt6)p] = E

/ |(X1t6) 5] pdtds
o2 \ [t — s[>

E N, lP
- / Ell(wo)esl?] g,
72 [t —s[*?

with expectation with respect to Wiener measure. An application of the Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality [44] allows to estimate the p-moment of the double stochastic

integral as
t p/2
B [/ |Xus|2ds}
S

E[|(Xue)us[] <
t
< alt-sp e | [ Xl
S
t
< c;|t—s|p/21/ lu — s|P/?ds
S
< C]Z|t_8|p’

for all p > 1 and some ¢, ¢;,, ¢ > 0. Thus

1
E[Ugw,p(XIm)p] < CZ /[O’T]2 mdtds < 00,

for any v < 1/2, by choosing p large enough (p > 1/(1 — 27)). O

This last result shows that there exists a version of the stochastic process (X, Xys)
that is a step-2 rough path; from now on we denote by (X, Xys) this particular version.
Then integrals can be defined by applying Theorem 231 We call such an integral rough
integral over (X, Xys).

The relationship between the rough integral and the Ito integral is made clear by

Lemma 2.9 The rough integral over the couple (X,Xps) coincides with the Ité integral
for any ¢ € C?.

PROOF. By Ito theory the sums Y, ¢i(Xr,)X: converge in probability to the Itd

Ta+1Ta
integral fOT ©(X,)dX,. Hence it suffices to show that the sums > V(X )XZ -,
converge to zero in L? sense as then it follows that the two integrals almost surely coincide.
A simple computation shows that

2
. .. 2
E E ngpi(XTa)X:-]a+1Ta] = E E[vj@i(XTa)Xg—Ja+1Ta] )
e e

since the cross terms are all zero in the mean by independence of the increments of the
Brownian motion. Hence

2
.. . 2
E Zvj¢i<XTa>Xg+lTa] <ol Y B [XE | < Clells Y It = mal?
[0 [e% [0
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The last sum vanishes as the mesh of the partition shrinks to zero, thus the claim follows.
O

In this construction choosing the Ito version for the double integral X was arbitrary.
Alternatively we could have considered other definitions, e.g. Stratonovich integral and
let

(Xsora)¥d = / / 0dX! o dX]
S S

where odX stands for Stratonovich (or symmetric) integration. By the same procedure
we find a regular version of Xga such that ||Xgirall2y < 0o and can construct the rough
integral over the couple (X, Xgtra) which we denote again odX. It is not difficult to prove
that for ¢ € C? it coincides with the familiar Stratonovich integral.

The relationship between the rough integrals based on the It6 and Stratonovich con-
structions follows from the identity

. 1
(Xstra) = Xio) oy + §5ij(t —3)

between [t6 and Stratonovich stochastic iterated integrals. The correction is given by the
increment of the function ¢ +— 6;;1/2. Thus the two rough integrals are related by the
familiar formula

T T 1 T
| eteax, = [ o, + 5 [ dive(x,)d
0 0 0

This is obtained directly from the definitions with the modified Riemann sums.

Remark 2.10 Due to the multiplicative property the possible choices for X differ only
by the increment of a function, i.e., if X; and Xy both satisfy the multiplicative property
with respect to X, then (X1)% — (X2)% = £, — fs’ with a function f € C([0,T],R% x R%).

Finally, it is not difficult to see the following regularity result.

Corollary 2.11 The map ¢ — fol ©(Xy)dX, is continuous from C?(R? RY) to R.

3 Stochastic currents

3.1 Lifting Wiener measure to the space of currents

Let X = C(R,R%) be path space, i.e., the space of continuous functions from R to RY.
The o-field F is generated by the coordinate process X 3 X — X; € R%. For I C R we
denote by Fr the o-field over X generated by the evaluations for points in I, and write
Fr when I = [-T,T]. Also, we put for a shorthand I¢ = R\ I. For s < ¢, the set
{Fst = 0(Xy 1 s <u <t)}s<; is the forward filtration starting at s € R.

Denote as before by 1/ Wiener measure defined on X (instead of C(]0, c0), R?) as more
usual), and write Hy = —(1/2)A. For any finite division ¢; < t3 < ... < t,, € R we have

W(F) = (fr,e o gy em(nmtn-0)Ho g ) o g g (3.1)

13



where F' = f1(Xy,) -+ fn(Xt,). Here it is understood that f,..., f,—1 act as multiplica-
tion operators for which we use the same symbol as for the corresponding functions. The
operator e *H0 has the integral kernel

1 1
II(z,y) = @i exp < 5 —(z — y)2> , z,y€RL (3.2)

We denote by Wy the measure W restricted to X7 = C(I,R?). Similarly, with given T > 0,
£,n € RY write

WETI(F) = (e Tt fie-atifo g, | = (tnmtotto (o=@t ) ) (€) (3.3)

with I = [T, T] and let V/\7§n(F) = WH(F) /Tlyr(€, 1) be the Brownian bridge starting in
¢ at =T and ending in n at T. Under W:E:,’%T] the process X; is a Gaussian semimartingale
(Brownian bridge) satisfying the SDE

- X,
dX, = — T du + dB,,

where (By)yue[—7,17 is a W[m_’yﬂTrBrowian motion.

Next, let D be a Banach space of functions from R x R? to R? containing the space
of smooth functions C*°(R x R%R%). Denote with || - ||p the Banach norm. Let D’ the
topological dual of D, A; = {(s,t) € I*|s < t}, and write A = Ag.

Definition 3.1 C € C(A; D) is a stochastic current if it satisfies the following properties:
(1) Ctt(SD) =0, CSU(QD) + Cut(gp) = Cst(@)a for any s <u <t and any ¢ € D;

(2) locality property:  Cy (@) =0 whenever p(u,x) =0 for all u € [s,t], x € R%.
We denote C C C(A;D') the space of stochastic currents.

Set £ = X x C endowed with the product topology and with the Borel o-field (on whose
component generated by C we consider the topology of uniform convergence on bounded
intervals). E plays the role of joint path-current configuration space. As a measurable
space, it is endowed with a family of o-algebras {As}i>s such that Ay = o( Xy, Cup(e) :
u,v € [t,s],¢ € D). Similarly, we can define the forward filtration {A;}; = {Aioos}s
and the backward filtration {A; }+ = {A¢ _o}+. The above definitions make sense also
in the case that the parameter t is restricted to a bounded interval I C R; in this case
we denote with =; the corresponding space. Whenever the limits make sense we define

Ct—’—(()o) = lim, 00 Cts(go) and Ct_((p) = lims o Cst(()o)-

Definition 3.2 A forward current (on I C R) is a measure n on = (on Z5) such that the
process X is an (0, {F; }+)-semimartingale and

t
Cit (p) = / p(u, Xy)dXy, n— a.s. (3.4)
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for any (s,t) € A (or A1) and any adapted p € D where on the right hand side we have
the standard Ito integral on the semimartingale X. When X is Brownian motion, we call
71 (forward) Brownian current.

In order not to multiply terminology, unless confusion may arise we will use the term
current also for the elements of D', of =, and for the laws on = without making explicit
distinction. For unspecified bounded intervals I we use the notation C’IX for the associated
current with integrator X.

Next we want to construct a (non-trivial) measure on = for the Brownian current.
Thus we start from Wiener measure )} (similarly we could have worked with the Brownian
bridge W;"Y) and prove that there exists a map F': X 3 w — F(w) € C such that

F()st(e) :/ o(u, Xy)dXy, — W—as. (3.5)

for any adapted ¢ € D, with the standard It6 integral at the right hand side. Then a
measure WW* on Z can be defined as the law of the couple (X, F) under the measure /) and
it will be a forward current. The existence of a regular version of map F' is an interesting
problem in itself which can be addressed by using the techniques developed in [17), 21]
for what concerns the regular dependence on . Unfortunately, the topology D which is
implied by such approaches is unsuitable for our applications. Here we prefer to use the
theory of rough paths which will provide the necessary regularity for the F' map in a more
convenient topology.

In Section 2I]we developed the basic tools of rough-path theory that we need in order
to lift Wiener measure to currents. We do this next.

For any o > 1, let D, be the completion of the space of smooth test vector fields with
respect to the norm

[ellpe = sup(L + [E))*[lellp,2,k,k+1-
kEZ
In the following we will fix e > 1 but otherwise arbitrarily small and write D, = D.

Lemma 3.3 For any v > 1/3, p>1—~,t > s and x,y € R?, there exists a family of
random variables F' € C such that (3-4)) holds with respect to W[J;’f;], and which satisfy the
pathwise bound

’Fuy(tp)’ < Cﬂ/,p,|tfs\‘u - U’A/(l + N[s,t] (X))?)H(PH/),Q,SJ (3'6)

fOT' any ¢ € D; (u,v) S A[Sﬂ) where N[s,t](X) = (”XH%[S,t] + HX2H27,[5¢}) and where
Cy p,|t—s| depends only on v, p, [t — s|.

Proor. Define

Fuv(‘P) = lim ((,O(Ta, X’Fa) + V(,O(Ta, X’Fa )Xza,Ta+1)

07a—0

where 67, is the mesh of the partition and X2, € C(R?;R? x R?) is the twice iterated Ito
integral with respect to X. By the results on rough path theory in Section 2] (compare
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Theorem 2.3)), this limit exists whenever N, (X) < oo and [[¢l|2pst < co. Otherwise
set Fuy(p) = 0. Then F is a well defined random variable obeying (B.6). Moreover,
Fou(p) + Fut(p) = Fs(p) and the locality property for F' holds by definition.

By straightforward estimates we can also prove that EW;c,y [N7(X)3] < oo for any
x,y,I. Using this last result, the equivalence between F' and the It6 integral for the
adapted vector field ¢ can be proved by the same approach as the one used in the case of
Wiener measure. O

A direct consequence of Lemma [B.3]is that whenever N, (X) < co the map ¢
F(w)st(¢) can be considered as an element of D’. Moreover if we let

Nop(X) = Z(l + k)™ Nige 1) (X7,

keZ

then whenever N, 3(X) < oo, the boundary currents C't'" and C; are well defined for any
t as elements of D’.

Lemma 3.4 For every bounded I C R there exists a unique Brownian current Wﬁ’x’y on
Z1. A similar statement holds for the measures W' with first marginal Y. Moreover,
since under W we have Ny 3(X) < 0o a.s., the boundary currents are well defined under
WH.

PROOF. The existence of the lifted measure for Brownian bridge W7 is essentially con-
tained in Lemma B3l Its uniqueness is a direct consequence of the property (3.4]). The
proof in the case of W is similar and we are left to prove that under W* the boundary
currents are well defined. The integrals in every interval [, i+ 1] are well defined, moreover

i+1
/ o(u, Xy)

so that the series ft+oo Xu)dXoy = s thl u, X, )d X, is absolutely convergent

p(u,
if My 3(X) < oo. Under W we have Eyy[(1 4 Nj; 411(X))?| Xo = 2] < C uniformly in i € Z
and = € R? thus

Eyy[Na3(X)[Xo = 2] = Z(l + i) T By [Njg,i1) (X)*| X0 = 2] < 02(1 + i)™ < o0
iez iez

uf S @+ Nellp[L + Ny (X))

as soon as o > 1. This implies that Ny 3(X) is W-a.s. finite. O

Remark 3.5 Note that the lifting of a measure from X to Z is in general not unique. For
instance, we could decide to add some other term to the definition of the current,

B t
CX(p) = CX(p) + / div o (t, X,)dt

and obtain a different lifted measure (which is no longer a forward current). It would be
interesting to explore whether different lifts may have a different physical meaning in the

16



models. For instance, non-relativistic particles with spin can be (partially) described by
a current C defined as

¢
CX(Plo) = CX (o) + [ or-curlp(t, Xt
S
where (0¢); is a vector-valued Poisson process describing the spin of the particle [10} 1T}, 27].

3.2 Ito current

Beside defining Brownian currents, it will be useful for our purposes below to define
currents for Brownian paths subjected to a potential (or penalty function) V. The reason
is that we need a sufficiently strong confining mechanism of paths in order to investigate the
effect of a pair interaction on them (given by double stochastic integrals). The translation
invariant (V' = 0) regime is presently little understood.

While we properly introduce potentials only in the next section, we require here that
the integral kernel

Frs(z,y) = /e— Jo V(Xu)du dWLH(X), Vs <teR, Vr,yeR? (3.7)

exists. With assumptions on V listed in Section 4.1 below this can be ensured, and then
furthermore the map (¢,x,y) — 7(z,y) is jointly continuous and bounded on (0, 00) X
R? x R? giving rise to a semigroup S; via the formula

(Suf)(x) = / F(, ) 1).

Moreover, for every ¢ > 0 the semigroup S; is a bounded operator from LP to L9 for
every 1 <p < g < 00, and by the Feynman-Kac formula and the Hille-Yoshida and Stone
Theorems it can be written as Sy = e | with H coinciding with the Schrodinger operator
Ho+V on Cg°(R%). In addition, e ' f is a continuous function for every f € LP,p € [1, 00],
vt > 0.

Let ¥ be a ground state of the Schrédinger operator H, i.e., a normalized eigenfunction
in L2(R%, dz) lying at inf Spec H. Under the conditions given in Section 4.1. this ground
state is unique and has a strictly positive version. Using this we define the probability
measure v on (X, F,) by

o) = 2 [arwe) [y [1ae B0tz @)

with normalizing constant Zp, A € Fp. This measure can be extended to a measure
v on the full F by making use of the facts e /¥ = ¥ and ||¥|, = 1. The Feynman-
Kac formula and the Markov property of Brownian motion imply that {vr} given on
Fr, T > 0, define a consistent family of probability measures. In particular, v satisfies
the DLR equations and thus is a Gibbs measure relative to Brownian motion for potential
V; for further details see [4].
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Moreover, v is the law of a reversible diffusion process with stationary distribution
dw = W2 dz and stochastic generator H,, acting in L?(R?, dw) as

Hof = ¢ H(UF) = Hof — (Vlog ¥,V )z

This process is called [to diffusion (or P(¢)i-process in quantum field theory). Its transi-
tion probabilities are given by

X)X =) = [ mile,)f(0) de(w) (3.9)
where .
m(z,y) = % (3.10)

is the transition density of v with respect to its stationary distribution. The It process is
Markovian, reversible, and has a version with continuous paths. Moreover, it is a Brownian
semi-martingale with respect to either the forward or the backward filtration, in particular
it is the stationary solution of the forward stochastic differential equation

where B; is Brownian motion with respect to the forward filtration.

For the It6 bridge, i.e., the regular conditional probability v7?¥ of v given X_p = «,
X7 =y, we will use the following representation. Take (B.8]) describing the density of the
measure vy with respect to Brownian motion. Then

Y o (x . Vi, 1) (X) )
Vp (A) = ( )\If( ) , ( ,y)EW[ y’ : [IA(X)B ] , (3 12)

with II; the Brownian transition kernel (3.2]). This formula can be checked by noting that

Bur | £(@)gW)E,z0[Q)]

— Z:FleW[,T’T] {f(x)g(y)\lf(x)\lf(y)Ewry Q(X)e™ It V(Xt)dt]]

=Ey, [f(X7)g(X_7)Q(X)]

where E denotes the expectation in a new probability space whose coordinate process is
denoted X, and with X_T =x, XT =q.

The assumption that V' is Kato-class (see Section 4.1) implies that the It6 bridge
measure ;Y is absolutely continuous with respect to the Brownian bridge measure W;™Y.
This allows us to use the lifting result proved in Lemma 3.4] to show that also v allows
a lift to the space of currents.
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Lemma 3.6 For every bounded I C R there exists a forward current I/?’m’y on = such

that is first marginal is v;Y. A similar statement holds for the stationary measures vt
with first marginal v. Moverover, since under v we have Nj 3(X) < 0o a.s., the boundary

currents are well defined under vt

ProoOF. We have

1/2
<

E, s [N7(X)3] < C <EW}"?’[NI(X)6])1/2 (Ey?’y (=2 fIV(Xt)dt])

T,y
vr

Hence the map F' defined in Lemma [B.3] is well defined and coincides almost surely with
the Itd integral. This allows to construct the lifted measures V?’J:’y and vf. Moreover, by
using stationarity of v we have that E,[N[; ;1] (X)3] < C uniformly in i € Z, thus the

boundary currents are well defined under v/ O

4 Gibbs measures on Brownian currents

4.1 Conditions on the potentials

We use the same terminology of the usual DLR theory and introduce “potentials” and
“energy functionals” below.

An ezternal potential is a Lebesgue measurable function V : R? — R that we will
choose from the Kato class, i.e., an element of the space (R?) defined by the condition

r—0 rERd

iny sup, [ oty =2V wldy =0 (4.1)

with B, (x) the ball of radius r centered at x, and

|| if d=1
g(z)=<¢ —In|z| if d=2 (4.2)
|z|2=4 if d > 3.

This space is large enough to contain many choices of interest, while allowing the Feynman-
Kac formula for the Schrédinger semigroup e/, ¢t > 0, to hold. This is generated by the
Schrédinger operator H = Hy + V defined on L?(R%, dx) as a form sum (V regarded as
a multiplication operator). For Kato-class potentials H is essentially self-adjoint on the
form core C§°(R?). In addition, we will require of V' to be such that

(1) H has a unique strictly positive eigenfunction (ground state) ¥ at F = inf Spec H,
with the property that ¥ € L' U L™,

(2) et is intrinsically ultracontractive.

Recall the meaning of the latter property. Write dw = ¥2dx on R? as before, and define
the isometry (ground state transform) j : L*(R% dw) — L?*(R% dx), f + Uf. Then
D(H,) =7 'D(H) and H,f = (j7'Hj)f = 1/O)H(Yf) = —(1/2)Af — (VIn V¥,V f)ga,
for every f € D(H,). The associated semigroup e "« exists for all f € L?(R%, dw) and
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t > 0. e is intrinsically ultracontractive when e "« is ultracontractive, i.e., it maps
L3R4, dw) into L>®(R?, dw) continuously. Equivalently, this means that ||e~" |5 o, < oo,
Vt > 0, and it is a monotonically decreasing function in t. Moreover, the integral kernel
BI0) of e v satisfies 0 < my(z,y) < |e~ @/ He 13,00 almost surely.

These conditions are in particular satisfied for V bounded from below, continuous, and
sufficiently confining, i.e., for which there exist constants C1,Cy > 0, C3,Cy € R, and a, b
with 2 < @ < b < 2a — 2 such that the positive part of the potential, V't = sup{0,V'}
satisfies

Cilz|® + C5 < V7 (z) < Colz|® + Cy. (4.3)

A pair interaction potential is a Lebesgue measurable function W : R x R — R, even
in both of its variables, which we require to
(1) have positive Fourier transform;

(2) satisfy the regularity condition that there exists Mj g € R such that

sup [|[W(z,t)llp, < Myg, (4.4)
xcRa tel

for > max{a, 3} and every bounded I C R.

The requirement § > « is needed for having a well defined interaction energy (actually in
our applications for any S > 1 there is a suitable « so that this holds), while § > 3 is a
decay condition sufficient for ensuring the convergence of the cluster expansion in Chapter
5 below.

An example satisfying these conditions is W* seen in Section 1.

Finally we write down the energies appearing in the definition of the densities of Gibbs

measures we are going to study. With given pair potential W, for all a,b € D’ consider the
function ¢y, - (x,t) = eFr+i@t ¢ D and define the (possibly unbounded) quadratic form

(a, by = / W (k, @)a (g o )b(p.w ) dkdz.

By using the quadratic form, for all bounded I C R and every X = (X, CX), Y = (Y,CY) ¢
= define the internal energy functional

A
Hi(X) = Vi(X) + 5(CF, CT )w, (4.5)
and interaction functional
A

with parameter A € R, where we wrote V;(X) = [, V(X;)dt.
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4.2 Gibbs specifications

On = with its associated o-Borel field A we take now W# as reference measure and define
a Gibbs specification.

Definition 4.1 (Gibbs specification) Take the regular version W;(dX\Y) of the mea-

sure W* conditional on Y in Age, and Hr(X) given by ({{-3). We call the family of proba-

bility kernels {/,Ltil}[ on Z indezed by the bounded intervals I C R,

—H(X)
Z1

(&

5 (dX) = Wi (dX) (4.7)

a Gibbs specification on Brownian currents with free boundary condition. Take H;(X|Y)
given by ([4.0). We call the family {pﬁl}j on E,

e~ Hi(X[Y)

Ph(dX|Y) = 7

Wi (dx|Y) (4.8)

a Gibbs specification on Brownian currents with boundary condition Y.

Definition 4.2 (Gibbs measure) A probability measure u on (2, A, W*) is a Gibbs
measure for the potentials V and W if it is consistent with the specification {pﬁl} I, b€,
there exists a version of its conditional probabilities with respect to the family {Aye} which
agrees with {pﬁl}j for all bounded I C R.

In the following chapter our main concern will be to prove the existence of such Gibbs
measures.
On Gibbs specifications here is a first result.

Lemma 4.3 The family {pﬁj}l s consistent, i.e., for every pair of bounded intervals

I c J C R we have [ [ F(X) pl(dX|Y)pJ dY|Z) = [F(X ,oJ (dX|Z), for any bounded
measurable F' : = — R.

PRrROOF. The family {W?} 1 is consistent by its definition. Hence

//F ! (dX[Y), (dY|Z)

o~ VIX)~(V/2)(CF CF)yw-MCF Cloow
// Z(Y)
o~ Vi(¥)=(\/2)(CY .CY)w—NCY Che)w 8 Y)W (Y12
X w 14
70 1 (dX|Y) W (dY|Z)
o= VI(X)=(M/2)(CF .CF)w —MCF Clo)w
// Z1(Y)

* Z,(Z) WH(AX[Y) W (dY|Z)
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where we split off CY = C}/ + C}? with K = J\I. This gives for the right hand side

*VI(X —(A/2)(CF .CEYW—NCE Crow
F
/ / Z1(Y2)

(/ —VIY)-(V/2(C] O w = MCT Chehw —NC O w W?(dmIYQ))

o Vie (Y2)—(A/2)(C2 .C32)w —MNC)2 Cho)w

ﬁ f
x 70 WHAX[Y2) W (V2 [2),

where we used the fact that fW?(dYﬂYg) Wﬁ(dYﬂZ) = Wg(dYﬂZ). Note that the
expression between the brackets equals Z;(Ys), thus we further obtain

/ / F(X)e Vi) =O/2(OF CF hw=MOF Chow

o~ Vi (Y2)~(M2)(C)2 .C2 ) w —MCy2 Che)w

x 7D WiAX[Y2) Wic(dY2]2)
e Vi) =(V/2CT CHIw=NCT .Claow
= /F Y 7@ WH(dY|Z) = /F(Y)pJ(dY\Z).

O

The forward current W* has the key property that CZ (o) = fst o(u, X )d Xy, WH-

a.s. for all (s,t) € A and all adapted ¢ € D. This will enable us to show that the finite
i

volume measures p; coincide with the marginals of the measures ;7 on the first component
of the product =. The specification {pﬁl} can then be considered as a suitable rigorous
replacement for the DLR description of the infinite-volume limit. A Gibbs measure on
X will then be a measure for which there exists a unique lift to the space Z of currents
satisfying the relation (B8.4]) ensuring the identification of the current with the stochastic
integral and which satisfy the DLR conditions with respect to the specification {pﬁl}

To show that the specification is well defined we rewrite the various terms using the
fact that, under the measure W;(dX\Y) we have pathwise equality between the current
CX and the stochastic integral with respect to X for adapted integrands belonging to D.
Then

(K = [ Wik, @)CF (01.0)CF ()b
— [ WO () Pk

2
= / Wk, @) ‘ /1 roo(t, X0 )dXy | dkdoo = 2W(X)
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and
(X Oy = / W (k, ) CX (b ) O ()
=Cr ( / W(k,w)wk,wc%<m>dkdw>
T
= of (wczc) - /T CY.(W( — Xy, — 5))dX,,

with
wC (z,t) = / W (k, @)k o (t, 2)C (Vg )dkdm = C(W (z — -, t —-)).

By using these equalities it is seen that the specification (4.8]) takes the form

o~ VI(X)=AW; (X)=A [ wOIe (u,X ) dX
Z(Y)

Ph(ax|Y) = W(dx|Y) (4.9)
and it is well defined as soon as the exponential weight is integrable and the integral
is different from zero. The conditions on V and W make sure this is true. Indeed, for
Kato-class potentials exponential integrability is a consequence of Khasminskii’s Lemma
[47]. Moreover, since the Fourier transform of W is positive by assumption and A\ > 0,
the internal energy term is negative and thus exponentially integrable without any further
restriction. For the interaction with the boundary current we have

WO (,£)] = |CL (W (2, )| < My||C¥|p

with M; = sup,egd sy |[W(7,t)||p, which by condition (2) on W is finite. Hence the
stochastic integral in the exponent has a bounded and adapted integrand and thus by
standard techniques it follows that it is exponentially integrable for any value of .

By making use of the It6 current defined in Section [B.2], the specification {pﬁl} 7 can be
finally written as

Y
“AW(X) =X [T wre (u, X )d Xy

Z(Y)

Ph(dX|Y) = VA (dX|Y). (4.10)
Note that this is a forward current on = but by the above results it can be obtained as the
unique lift of its marginal on X satisfying the identification (B.4]) between currents and
stochastic integrals.

Remark 4.4 The specification (£.9) seems to depend only on the path and the currents
appearing in the definition of the vector-field w® that describes the interaction with the
boundary paths. The point of introducing measures and specifications on currents resides
in the fact that we are not able to describe (£9) in terms of paths alone. The framework
of stochastic currents is not the only possibility to solve this difficulty. A different way to
proceed is considering directly rough paths and defining the measures and specifications
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on the space of (step-2) rough paths, i.e., formally of couples (X, X?), where X2 is the twice
iterated integral associated with the paths X. This would solve the problem of stochastic
integrals, which can then be defined as rough integrals, and with suitable growth conditions
on the rough paths we would be also allowed to define the interaction terms with boundary
paths (over unbounded time intervals) and specifications similarly to that on the currents.
Our approach is motivated essentially by the consideration that currents are more basic
objects than rough paths. We prefer to see rough path theory as a tool for obtaining
stochastic currents in useful topologies. Indeed, in principle the construction of good
versions of stochastic integrals can be carried out without recourse to rough paths [17, 21].

5 Existence of Gibbs measures for Brownian currents

5.1 Cluster representation

In the following we will construct a Gibbs measure that is consistent with the specification
{pﬁj} 7. This will be achieved by breaking up paths according to a sequence of bounded
subintervals of the real line, and constructing Gibbs measures for bounded intervals. Tak-
ing limits over these Gibbs measures will result in a Gibbs measure on X whose lifted
measure to = is consistent with the given specification. As mentioned before, a reasonably
confining V is needed to make sure that the paths are not allowed to escape to infinity
with large probability.

The following notion of convergence will be used below to discuss Gibbs measures. Let
generally E be a metric space, and C'(R, E) the space of continuous paths {Xy;¢ € R} with
values in . For any bounded interval I C R let £ C &£ be a sub-o-field of the Borel o-field
& of E generated by the evaluations {X; : ¢ € I}. A sequence of probability measures
(M) neny on C(R, E) is said to converge locally weakly to the probability measure m if
for any such I the restrictions my,|¢, converge weakly to the measure m|g¢,.

The main result of this paper is the following

Theorem 5.1 Suppose V and W satisfy the assumptions stated in Section[[.1]. Take any
unbounded increasing sequence (Ty,)n>0 of positive real numbers, and suppose 0 < [A| < \*
with X\* small enough. Then the local weak limit lim,_, o pr, = @ exists on X and does
not depend on the choice of sequence T,. Its unique lift u* on = is a Gibbs probability
measure consistent with the specification {pﬁl} I

PRrROOF. We develop a cluster expansion, i.e., choose the coupling parameter A\ sufficiently
small for being able to control the measure for the interaction switched on (A # 0) in terms
of a convergent perturbation series around the free case (A = 0). The theorem follows then

through Propositions 5.2 5.3, and [B.11] below. O

Take a division of [T, T] into disjoint intervals 7, = (tg,tx+1), £ =0,..., N — 1, with
to = =T and ty = T, each of length b, i.e. fix b = 2T /N; for convenience we choose N
to be an even number so that the origin is endpoint to some intervals. We break up a
path X into pieces X, by restricting it to 7,. The total energy contribution of the pair
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interaction then becomes

N-1
1

WrxX) =1 Y (X Chw = Y W, (5.1)

i,j=0 0<i<j<N-—1
where with the notation J;; = (C3Y C’fj)w we have
Jij + Tji if i —j| > 2
3(Jii + Ti) + Tig+ Tji i li—jl=1,and i #0,j# N -1
Wer = e .
TirT ~7@]+J]Z+%j00 1f2:0andj =1

To keep the notation simple we do not make explicit the X dependence in these objects.
By using (5.1) we obtain

e~ AW H (B_AWWTJ' +1— 1) =1+ Z H (e_)‘WTi’TJ' — 1). (5.2)

0<i<j<N-1 RAD (75,7)ER

Here the summation is performed over all nonempty sets of different pairs of intervals, i.e.
R = {(s75) : (72,73) # (7, 75) whenever (i, ) # (i, )}

A break-up of the paths involves a corresponding factorization of the reference measure
into It6 bridges for each subinterval. Put X; = x for the positions at the time-points of
the division, Vk =0, ..., N, with —T =ty <t; < ... <ty =T. We write for a shorthand

N—-1
vi() = vp(- | Xy = 20y, Xey = TN) = H dvgF (). (5.3)
k=0

Let pr....tx (20, ...,xn) be the density with respect to Hévzo dw(zy), dw = V2dx, of the
joint distribution of positions of the path X recorded at the time-points of the division.
By Markovianness it follows that

N-1 N-1
Proyotn(@0sen) =[] mleri, o) = [ (mo(wnrn, ) = 141)
k=0 k=0
= 1+Z H (mo(Th41, 28) — 1),

S#D k€S

where 7 is the transition kernel for the It6 diffusion given by (B.I0). The summation runs
over all nonempty sets S = {7 = (tx,tx+1)} of different pairs of consecutive time-points.
In order to have a systematic control over these sums we introduce:

(1) Contours. Two distinct pairs of intervals (73, 7;) and (7,7, 7;7) will be called directly
connected and denoted (7;,7;) ~ (77, 7;) if one interval of the pair (7;,7;) coincides
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with one interval of the pair (7;/,7;/). A set of connected pairs of intervals is a collec-
tion {(7i,,7j,), .-, (Tin, Tj,)} in which each pair of intervals is connected to another
through a sequence of directly connected pairs, i.e., for any (7;,7;) # (7,7, 7jr) there
exists {(7g,,71,), s (Thns T1,, )} Such that (7, 75) ~ (7w, 7)) ~ oo ~ (Thpns Thon) ™~
(7ir,7jr). A maximal set of connected pairs of intervals is called a contour, denoted
by v. We denote by 7 the set of all intervals that are elements of the pairs of intervals
belonging to contour «y, and by v* the set of time-points of intervals appearing in 7.
Two contours 71,72 are disjoint if they have no intervals in common, i.e. 3 N5y = (.
Clearly, R can be decomposed into sets of pairwise disjoint contours: R = U,>1 R,
where R, = {1, ..y} with ;N7 =0, i # j; i,j =1,...,7.

Chains. A collection of consecutive intervals {7;, 7j41..., Tj4x}, § > 0, j+k < N—1
is called a chain. As in the case of contours, ¢ and p* mean the set of intervals
belonging to the chain ¢ and the set of time-points in o, respectively. Two chains
01, 02 are called disjoint if they have no common time-points, i.e. ofNe5 = (). Denote
by 0~ o resp. O p the leftmost resp. rightmost time-points belonging to o.

Clusters. ~ Take a (non-ordered) set of disjoint contours and disjoint chains, I" =
{Y1s sV 01, -5 05}, With some r > 1 and s > 0. Note that such contours and
chains may have common time-points. The notation I'* = (U;v;) U (U;j0]) means
the set of all time-points appearing as beginnings or ends of intervals belonging to
some contour or chain in I'. Also, we put I' = (U;;) U (Uj0,) for the set of intervals
appearing in I' through entering some contours or chains. I' is called a cluster if I'*
is a connected collection of sets (in the usual sense), and for every ¢ € I' we have
that 070,070 € U;Zlfy]’f. This means that in a cluster chains have no loose ends.
We denote by ICn the set of all clusters for a given N.

With these notations the sum in (5.2]) is then further expanded as

oIl eMm-n=>" > I II -1 (5.4)

RAD (7:,75)ER r21 {y1,...,vr} k=1 (7,75) €k

where now summation goes over collections {~1,...,7,} of contours such that 5, N yx = 0
unless k = k’. In a similar way (5.3) appears in the form

Yo I mGrne)—0=> > [ II (k2 —1). (5.5)

S#0D k€S s21{01,...,0s} =1 ki €0

Here {01, ..., 05} is a collection of disjoint chains, and this formula justifies how we defined

them.

For every cluster I' = {v1,...,7; 01, .., 0s} € Kn define the function

KD = H H (e_AWTNj — 1) H H (ﬂ'b(l'kJrl,.%'k) — 1) . (56)

I=1 (r;,m5)€m m=1 k:T,€om
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Also, introduce the auxiliary probability measure

N-1 N
dxn(X) = [ dvri™ (X5 [] dw(an), (5.7)
k=0 k=0

and look at
Kr = E,[xr], (5.8)

where y is the unique extension over the real line of the family of consistent probabilities
{xn}n>1. Note that [(mp(@ki1,2k) — 1)dw(@ki1) = [(mp(@ht1, 2k) — 1)dw(zy) = 0. This
is the reason why from a cluster we rule out chains having loose ends; for any such chain
EXN [HF] =0.

Define
1 ifn=1

2 Gegn H{i,j}eG(_lF;‘ﬂijéq)) if n>1,

o1 (Ty,...,Ty) = {

with G” the set of connected graphs on the vertex set {1,...,n}. Note that ¢* (I'y,...,T,) =
0 if the graph on the vertex set {1,...,n} with edges {i,j} drawn whenever I'} U I} # 0,
is connected.

By putting (5.4), (5.3), (55), (5.6) and (5.8]) together we obtain the cluster represen-
tation of the partition function Zp.

Proposition 5.2 For every T = Nb/2 > 0 we have

Zp=1+> > ﬁKpl. (5.9)

n>1 {T1,....Tn}exy [=1
Fz‘mrzf:@,i;&j

If the activities Kr satisfy the bound

> IKr| < e (5.10)

recy
r'*30,|T|=n

for n > 0 small enough, then the series above and at the right hand side of

logZr=>»_ > ¢"(T1,...Tw) [] Kr, (5.11)
=1

n>1 {T1,....T'n}eXN

are absolutely convergent, uniformly in N, and the latter one gives the logarithm of the
partition function for the interval [T, T].

The expression of the logarithm and the absolute convergence of the sums are a general
result of cluster expansion techniques, for details of proof see [40].
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5.2 Convergence of cluster expansion

Proposition 5.3 Suppose that there exist a function D : N x N — (0,00) and numbers
e,C > 0 with supjen Doy D(4,j) < C such that for every N > 0 and every cluster
L= {v1,.sY; 01,05} € KN, the bound

Kol < ([T ] eDG.g) | ezm=rloml (5.12)

=1 (1,75)em

holds. Then there is a constant ¢ > 0 and a function 0 < n(e) < 1 withn — 0 ase — 0
such that
> IKr| < e (5.13)

ey
T*30,|T|=n

The function D(i, ) will be specified in Proposition below.

PROOF. We put for a shorthand D(v) =[], ey € D(i,7). Consider the function of
complex variable z

H(ze) = Z Kpzltl = Z Kpz'l + Z Krzlt (5.14)
Iekn:I'*30 rexn:I'*s0 rexn:I'*30
I'D one contour I"'D more than one contour
We show that for sufficiently small € > 0 this is an analytic function of z in a circle of
radius R(e) which diverges as € — 0. Moreover, we show that within this circle H(z;¢) is
uniformly bounded in €. This will then imply (5I3]) by choosing n(¢) = 1/R(¢).

We start by estimating the second sum; the first is simpler as it involves clusters
having a single contour. Our strategy is first to bound it by a sum taken over graphs
whose vertices are the contours of the same cluster. The sums over graphs will then be
bounded by sums taken over trees.

Bounds by sums over graphs For each r > 2 consider in [ those clusters I' that

have r contours. For given I' € Iy let V. = {71, ...,7} be the collection of these contours.

We construct connected graphs GG by drawing edges between the elements of V,. considered

as vertex set. Connected graphs are those for which either v N 7; # () or there exists

o € T such that of N~ # 0 # of N ;- Let G, denote the set of all possible such graphs.
Consider the collection of reduced chains {g1, ..., 05} with the properties:

(1) for every pair {v;,7;} € G € G,, 77 Ny} = (), there is at least one chain 9; of this
collection connecting v; and v; (i.e. 9 N%; =0 = g,N7; and gf Ny} # 0 # o} N7),
and for any pair {7;,7;} ¢ G such a chain does not occur;

(2) Uiy N Ujgj = () and Uj{(?_@j,(?Jf@j} C Ui’}/;(;
(3) 0€ (Ui U (U;05);

(4) each chain g5, connects a pair {v;,7;} € G € G, or fills a gap within a contour ~;.
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We call a collection of reduced chains compatible with graph G if it satisfies the conditions
above and denote it {91, ..., 0s }¢. Note that each ¢ can join only one pair of contours. A
collection of reduced chains is then constructed through the following steps:

(1) first remove all chains g; € T" for which g; C U]_,7;;

(2) for all remaining chains o, € I, 0p ¢ U;_,;7¥ remove all intervals from the set
Ok ﬂ( i= 17@)

(3) of the remaining intervals form all possible collections of non-empty chains denoted
by {él’ E) @S}

Then by Proposition (£.32] we write

| > Krzltl| < (5.15)

I:T'*30
I'D more than one contour

SED DD § (CETIEDAL=CONED SIS | (P

r>2 {y1,....yr} GEGr s>0 i=1 {o1,8s}g j=1
0€ Uy Ual

Note that for fixed {71, ...,7} the collection {p1, ..., 0 } can be obtained from many pos-
sible collections of chains {p1, ..., 05 }. This gives the factor (1 + ¢ |z|)/7| appearing at the
right hand side of (5.15]). From now on we assume that €|z| < 1 so that we can estimate
this factor by 217!,

Now consider the last sum above involving the reduced chains. In this sum, either 0
belongs to a contour or some chains. In the second case there is a factor of (g |z|)dst(0:{7})
appearing in the sum, so we can estimate the sum by

(||)dlst0 7)/2 Z H 12]) |g]\/2<z 12]) chst (0,7%)/2 Z H |2]) \9J|/2

{61, QS}G j=1 {61, QS}G j=1
0€U;~vf Usy 0 € Uyf Ua;

For each contour ~; the sum over all reduced chains belonging to this contour cannot be
larger than 2/%! since the number of such chains is bounded by 7; (when every chain sep-
arates each two successive intervals in the contour). Moreover for each couple of contours
(74,7;) the contribution to the sum of the chains connecting them is given by

o7l + ;] (e ‘z’)dist(%ﬂ/j)/z

since there is at least one chain longer than dist(7;, ;) and the rest of the chains contribute
into the combinatorial prefactor. This gives

| 3 Kp2| < (5.16)

I:r'*s0
I'D more than one contour

> Y STIEED DG E 0w S ] (el o),

22 {y1,...yrt k=1 GeGr {vi,7;}€G

29



Bounds by sums over trees We use the tree-graph bound (cf. Lemma 8, Ch. 2,
Sect. 4 of [40]) to get

Z H ’Z‘ dlst (viyvi)/2 < H 1 + ‘ ’ dlst('yl,'yj)/Z Z H ’Z‘ dlst (virvi)/2

GeGr {vi,v;}€CG i,j=1 TETr {viv; YT
(5.17)

where 7, is the set of trees on the vertex set {v1,...,7 }. Moreover we have

T
H (14 (e |2|)¥st0m)/2) < 921 < 9235 il
ij=1

thus (B.I5) is further estimated by
| 3 Kr2| < (5.18)

I:r*s0
I'D more than one contour

> Y S HDGEl ) 0w Y ] (e,

r>2 {y1,...yr} k =1 TeTr {%,’YJ}GG

Take the trees over vertex set {1, ..., 7:} obtained through v, — k, Vk =1, ..., r; denote
them T and the set of all such trees by 7,. Then we re-sum in (5.I8)):

r.hs. (BI8) <
i% Z ZT: Z ﬁ(32|z|)lw(€|Z|)dist(0m*)/2p(%,) H (e |2|)tsti)/2,

=2 TeT =1 (y1,.) =1 {i,jyeT
(5.19)

The change of bracket indicates that the third sum here is performed over all ordered
collections of disjoint contours. Fix an enumeration of T" and pick its first element 5. We

estimate first .
> TIG21) D) [T (e et/ (5.20)
(v15eeyr) =1 {i,jyeT

Let jo # 4o be an end vertex of tree T being joint only with vertex k. Then

> (321210l D () (e [2] ) ko0 )/2 (5.21)

Yig
35S ST ()BT (32)2) i D)

T €YKy Vio T EVjg

Z Z(E |Z|)dist(T/,T//)/2 Z (32|Z|)Wj0‘p(’7jo)-

Ty T Yio T €Y40

IN

IN
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Here we used that (¢ |z])35t0)/2 < P ——I £ |z)4s8(m7)/2 | By using Lemma 5.4l below
and the bound
k—11m "'mlea
k .22
Z “ ~ l—-ea (5:22)

obtained via complex integration, we further estimate (5.21]) by

dlst(T 7 /2 92 0 . .2
pIpy Z”" OO = T ey ©
k T

From now on we choose z such that 32C € |z| < 1 holds.

Next we go on by taking the next vertex of 7 in line, say j; # i connecting with
k1. We iterate the procedure for the new tree obtained by deleting from T the vertex jo
and edge (jo, ko). If j1 # ko, we get again an estimate of the type (5.23). If j; = ko, we
estimate

dl / ll
Do D (DTN T |;0(3212) 7 1D(y <C|’:u!7kllz 32|2)*k(Ce)" 7,
e, T Yiy T €Y

with some (Jfj > 0. Continuing this procedure inductively we get after summation over
Vijms Jm 7 %0, connected to 7y, , the net contribution

Ok | D (B2l K =1 (Ce)* 1 < i Y (Gglz]) ki~ (C o)
k=1 k=2

IN

G Izl D _(Ce |2kl
k=2

where [;, is the degree of vertex j,,, i.e. the number of edges of T incident to j,,, and

G g > 0, o = Cg, O = (g(Jg is the long sequence of constants. By using G.22)

again, we estimate (0.20]) further for fixed 7;, and T" to get

Yo I Elep® 2 T Do) 32127 < i o [T 25 (1 = 1) (ks e |o*)

Vit k#1 k
Ick A“,O {ZJ}ET Z7£ZO 7£ZO

where we used that € |z| < 1/((ge). Thus we need furthermore (see (5.19))

3 o [0 D (i ) (16]2](1 + € [2])) ol (e | ] iH0:0)/2

Yig
<D (el PHODZ N i o D (4 ) (321 2) o,

Yig Z’Te'yi()
By a repetition of the arguments above we get

Y Piol0Dlyip) 3212l < Y Tk (Ce)t(32)z))"

Yig T EYig k=2

(3{@2”0 li) e 2%,

IN
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with (g > 0. Summation over 7 gives (e |z|)dist(0:7)/2 < gy with some (J71 > 0, hence
we finally obtain for fixed T" and iy

2ol ! T 2%, — D'Gp(Gge =) < Gu2®Gge =) [ 1!
k=1

Jrk#io

where we used the fact Y, _;1;, = 2(r — 1) for trees. An upper bound on the number of
trees with vertices {1,...,r} and degrees {ly, ..., } is [40]

2r=2(r — 2)!
H§:1 lj!

Moreover, the number of collections {l1,...,l,} such that {; > 0 and > ,l; = 2(r — 1) is
bounded from above by 22"~ Hence, by summing over iy and combining this estimate

with (524]), we get

(5.24)

> Kr|2|T < ce |22 (5.25)

r:r*>0
I'D more than one contour

with some constant ¢ > 0. This completes the estimate of the second term in (5.14]). The
first term there can be handled in a similar way with substantial simplifications due to
the fact that only one contour occurs in the clusters. B

It is seen then that by choosing z such that € |z|? < const, the sum 3" Kr2!'l converges
and is bounded. Hence H(z) is an analytic function within a circle of radius R(e) with
R(g) — oo as € — 0, and is bounded by a constant independent of €. Thus

Z |Kr| < const R(e)™" := const n(e)", (5.26)
I:T*30
IT|=n

with suitable constants. O

Finally we show the lemma referred to in the proof above.

Lemma 5.4 There is a constant C > 0 such that for any interval T and integer k > 2

> D(y) < (Ce)F . (5.27)

V3T
|71=k
PROOF.
>.Pm= > > Il =pGJ) (529
YiTEY {T1:m} GeG {mi,75 }€G

I71=k

Here G denotes the set of connected graphs with vertices 7, ..., 7,. Note that for fixed ig

we have > € D(ig,j) < C'e with some C > 0. Thus by using (5.17) we find

S I epGi <> [ DG.J) (5.29)

Geg {mi,7j}€G TeT {r,7}€T

;15710
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where T are trees for the same vertex set as for G. Next order the collection {11,y Tk}
further to get

. 1 .
S Y I eoean-+ ¥ Y 0T nia. G
{71, TR} TET {i5}eT (T1507k) TET {ig}T
with the same T as previously. We then obtain inductively
> J] ebG.j) <€ (5.31)
(T1-es7k) (73,75)ET
Since the number of trees having k vertices is k*~2 [40], by using Stirling’s formula, (5.29)
and (B.30) we complete the proof of the lemma. O
5.3 Cluster estimates

Having the abstract cluster expansion at hand, we turn now to establishing the bounds (5.12])
on the cluster activities.

Proposition 5.5 There exists § > 1 and a function €(\) < oo withe(A) — 0 as A — 0 and
b=b(\) > 1 such that for every N > 0 and every cluster T' = {y1,...,¥r; 01, ..., 0s } € KN,
the bound

T c S B
[om|
|KF| = H H (1+b|i—j—1|)5 H €' (5-32)
m=1

=1 (r;,75)em
holds.

The first product (over the contours) above is our D(i, j) in Proposition 5.3 above, and it
is readily seen that it satisfies the condition given there.

Proor. By Hoélder inequality

r 1/ni;
kel < IT I (/E,,; [|eAij_1|mj]dw®N(x)> "% (5.33)

=1 (1,75)em
- 1/8
X H H </ 7o (Ths1, Th) — 1|Bdw(xk)dw(xk+1)>
m=1k:7,Eom

with suitable exponents. We choose 8 =4, n;; = Ali —j + 1|2, with A > 1 to be specified
below. Taken with correct multiplicities, we pick A such that

2 2 1 21
3t et a2 st

The first part of estimate (5.32]) follows by Lemmal5.7], the second by Lemmalb.6lbelow. By
choosing b = —log |A|/(A + C) with suitable C' > 0, we have \eC? = ¢=Ab = | NN/ (A+C) —.
€, thus the estimate (5.32)) is finally obtained. O
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Lemma 5.6 For large enough b > 0 there is a constant C' > 0 such that
Imp(z,y) — 1] < Ce ™, (5.34)

uniformly in x,y € R, where A > 0 is the spectral gap of the Schrédinger operator
H=Hy+V.

PrOOF. By assumption the potential is chosen so that H is intrinsically ultracontractive,
i.e., for each b > 0, C} = Hﬂ'b”Loo(de) < o0. By the semigroup property of 7, and the fact
that [ m(z,y)dw(y) =1 for each z, for b > 2 we have

|y (2,y) — 1] = ‘/d§/dnm(w,§)‘1’2(§)(ﬂb2(5777) — D)¥2(n)mi(n,y)
< / dt / AW (E) 7y (E.17) — (E)T ()T (1)

= (/ dg/d”(ﬁbz(ﬁ,n) - \I’(S)‘I’(n))2>l/2 (5.35)

1/2

— 2 (-D(E1-E) Z o—20-2)(Ex—Ex) < Ce b,
k>2

where £/ = inf Spec H. The last but first step comes about as follows. ||m| ;e (g2dy < 00

implies that 7, € L?(R??, dx) for each b > 0. Thus e~ is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator for
each b > 0, in particular H has a purely discrete spectrum with eigenvalues F < F; <
Fy < .... With Py, the projection onto the subspace of L?(R?, dx) spanned by ¥, the last
equality gives the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of e=®=2 _ py,. O

Lemma 5.7 Assume that 8 > 3. Then there exists § > 1 and constants (g, (Jg < oo
such that, for A small enough

1/n4j
(/ Ey;ﬁ [’eAWij — 1‘7Lij:| dw®N(x)> < qE)‘er(l + b\i — - 1’)5 (5.36)
foralli,j and b > 1.

PrOOF. Note that the conditional expectation IE,,;H@AWWTJ‘ — 1|™4] depends only on
Zi, Tit1, %, Tj41. Thus we can write with a slight abuse of notation,

/EV% DGAW”’T]' — 1™ | dw®N (x) = /EV% [’eAWTW - 1\"”] dw®* (i, 241,25, T11)
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when |i — j| > 1, otherwise one integral must be ignored in this expression. Then by (B.12)
the problem reduces to estimates on the multiple Brownian bridge W:

A= /E,,; |€>\W7i’TJ' — 1|n”} dw®4(mi,xi+1,xj,xj+1)

A Wrir e Vi~V
0T — 1|n”€ ¢ J] Hb(xi7xi+1)nb(1'j,xj+l)

/ Zb‘If ()W (wig1)mp (T iv1)  ZpW ()W (@)p1) (T4, Tj41)
< CZ;Q /EVV\;S [‘e)‘WTz”j — 1‘"ije_VTi_VTJ'] Hb(mi,xiH)Hb(mj,xjH)x

©4
dw™ (w5, Tiy1, Tj, Tjq1)

X \Il(xi)\I/(le)\I/(xj)\Il(xj+1)dxidmi+1dmjdmj+1,
where we used Lemma[5.6/and chose b large enough so that sup,, , |7 (z,y) —1[ < Ce M <

1/2. For i+ 1 < j notice that ¥(x;41)¥(z;4+1) < C. Then by integrating with respect to
Tiy1, 241 we remove the conditional expectation and obtain

A< C/ zi, x] |e>\WTl j 1|n”e V5 ] \I’(xz)dxlllf(:c])dxj, (537)

where now Exi,xj denotes expectation over the two pieces X, and X, weighted by Wy ® ij ,
i.e. two independent Wiener measures starting at x; and x;, respectively.
Next we estimate the expectation in (5.37),

= AWy, Vi, = Vi, = AW, .| Vi —V;
Ey, [‘e T —1|"e” T J] <Ky, [‘)\Wnﬁj‘ne AWriri o=V J:|
~ 1/2 /o 1/4 . 1/4
W 2 An| AWy, . —4Vy, —4V;,
< A" <E:v¢,zj [| Ti77j| n]) (El‘iyl‘]’ [6 | v J‘]) <E:B¢,:vj [6 ‘ ]]> .
Since V is of Kato-class, we have the uniform bound

xr

with some C' > 0. Furthermore, write W, -, = fn dX, ij dXsgis (see (B4I) below) and
estimate the double integral below by using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,

/ dXsgts
Tj
/ dXsgts
-

J

< 2l / dt / A5, o, [lg1s]?"]
Ti Tj

< EVCM1 +bli — j — 1)) 725,

2n

Ezi,xj [|WTi,Tj|2n:| S Cnﬁxi,zj / dt
T

%

2n
gcn‘Ti’n_l/ thxi,xj
T,

i
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Now we estimate also the exponential of the energy. By el?l < 2coshz we gt
Iﬁxi,xj [ e4n\AWTi,Tj\] < Emi,xj { e4nAWTi,Tj} +@xi7$j [e—4nAWij} .

Each of the expectations in the right hand side can be similarly estimated by using
Lemma [5.9 below:

Ewi,xj [64"‘)‘W7i*71‘] <(1- n2a2)_c[ﬂ| <C

with a = Gg\b(1 +bli —j — 1/)=? and na < 1/2. Hence, by making use these inequalities
(uniform in z;,z;), and the fact that ¥ € Li(R?, dz), we arrive at

</ Exm |:’e>\WTi’TJ' — 1\”"1'6_‘/”_‘/7] \I’(xi)dxiq/(xj)dxj>

< Con ™I AbeCP (14 bli — j — 1[) P

1/n;;

(5.38)

By using the estimate ¢; < (2k)?* for the universal constant in the Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy inequality, we furthermore obtain

el 4bli—j— 1) < (2ny) (1 +bli—j— 1))

Recall that n;; = Ali —j|* with A > 1 and choose A < 3 so that an;; — 0 as |i — j| — o0
and condition an;; < 1/2 is satisfied uniformly in 4, j for A small enough. Thus there is a
constant (Jy > 0 such that

rhs. G38) < Grghb® e (1 +bli — 5 — 1))*2F < Grgre®P(1 +bli — j — 1)),
(5.39)

for all | — j| > 1 and b > 1, where § = § — 2A > 1 (this is possible by choosing A > 1
but small enough). For the cases |i — j| = 1 we can follow a similar strategy to estimate

1/2n;;

< e 2,

where the constants do not depend on either b or n;;. ]

(o [P 2]

5.4 Energy estimates

~

Here we estimate E%y[e/\w”“i]. Below we will prove two lemmas that give the basic esti-
mates by making use of the following result to control exponential integrability of stochas-
tic integrals. The first lemma will be often used for controlling exponential moments of
stochastic integrals.

Lemma 5.8 If X is Brownian motion and f is an F-adapted process, we have the bound

1/2

E[efo f:4X:] < {E[e2fé’\fsl2ds]} (5.40)
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PRrROOF. The proof is a combination of Cauchy-Schwartz and Girsanov Theorems:

Elelo 7+0X:] = Refo fodXam [ 1P dst [ |l ds]

{E[gfé’ fodXo—d 2 \2fs|2ds]}1/2 {E[ez I |fs\2ds]}1/2

(B[ \fs|2d8]}1/2 '

IN

IN

O

Estimates for separated intervals  We turn to estimating exponentials of energy contri-
butions in (B.1I) by starting with pairs of intervals that are not adjacent. Let thusi > j+1;
in this case the exponent has the form W, ». = J;; + Jj; with

ti+b t; +b
Jij = (C5,CX)w = / dXt/ X, W (Xt — Xs,t — 5). (5.41)

t; tj
Note that under the measure W;' ®Wff the two currents X, and X;,; are independent
and the interaction energy can be written as a double stochastic It6 integral and estimated
by using tools borrowed from stochastic analysis.

Lemma 5.9 Let 1> j+ 1. There exist positive constants (73, O@ such that whenever
a =gl +|t; —t; — b)) P < 1, (5.42)
we have
E

W) < [1 - a?] .

m7y

Proor. We have

~ 4 ~ 2 /s~ 2
(Bal) " < (Bl ) (B e 54]) "

By using (5.40]) we obtain

~ 2 —~ t;+b 2

<E$,y[e>\ jij]) <Egy [exp 2)\2/ dt
t

i

tj+b
/ AXW (X; — Xo,t — )
t

J

tj+b 2
/ AX W (X, — Xt — 5)
t

i
ti+b
exp QAG\/_/ dX;W(Xy — Xt —3s) ||,

with G a normal random variable defined on a new probability space and E¢g the related
Gaussian expectation. Then, using again (5.40]) yields

SN 5 titb gy ti+b 1/2
(Ex,y[e Ww]) g/ - E.,Eq |exp 8)\2G2b/ ds|W (X; — Xs, t — 5)[? .
t; t;

J

i+b
< / Cétﬂ«:zy exp [ 26\

ti

t1+b dt/\
< / —E, yEG
t

b

1
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The assumptions on W give

tj+b , tj+b C 2
ds|W (Y; — Za,t —s)2 < ds—— < 14|t —t; —b])~
1 S’ ( t S)’ /t S(1+‘t—8‘)26 Cmb( +’ J ‘)

J J

for some constant (fy, where we used that ¢ € [t;,¢; + b]. Hence

~ 2 1/2
(E$7y[62)‘~7i1]> < (EG [exp [32A20ﬂ:5]b2(1 ot -t — b[)_25G2H> .
The Gaussian integration can be performed explicitly, yielding
- 2\ Jii 2 2 —28 —d/8
E,,[e? 9] < (1 — 320G (1 + [t — t; — b)) ) ,
as soon as 1 — 32A2Cgh?(1 + [t; — t; — b))% > 0. Thus the claim follows. O

Estimates for adjacent intervals  The interaction energy estimates between adjacent
intervals are given by

Lemma 5.10 For all i = 0,...,N — 2 we have Ex,y[e)‘wfﬂiﬂ] < 0@@@ < oo for
sufficiently small .

PROOF. By using that W(x,t) is bounded and arguments similar to those of the previ-

ous lemma, the required exponential integrability of W, -, , easily follows, at least for

sufficiently small . U
5.5 Properties of the cluster expansion

We finally show how the convergence of the cluster expansion of Zr and log Zr seen in
Proposition imply existence of a limit Gibbs measure u.
For any subset A C R let

ZT_1+Z Z HKF

and write Z; = Z;UF*. By the cluster expansion we have

T

logZp=1+» > ¢"(T,...Tw) ][ Kr..

n>1Ty,....TreCy i=1

T T
fh = Z— = exp Z > ¢TI ] K (5.43)



and let fU' = limp oo f; as the limit exists by the cluster estimates above and general
arguments of cluster expansion [40]. Moreover we have the uniform estimate

|fp] < 2 (5.44)

for A small enough (the constant 2 can actually be replaced with any number larger than
1, provided A is chosen correspondingly small). Then existence of the infinite time limit
for the measures {ur}r follows easily and we have

Proposition 5.11 The local limit p = limp_, o pur exists and satisfies the equality

EulFs] = E[Fslf5+30 3 ElFs[]s"0r (5.45)
1=1

n>1 Tq,....I'rec
i:SATF#0
for any bounded, Fsg-measurable function Fg, where S is a finite union of intervals of the

partition considered in the cluster expansion. Moreover, the measure p is invariant with
respect to time shift.

ProoOF. We have

[e MWt P(X)dvp(X) . Zp(F)
E,[Fs] = li =1 . 5.46
sl = i S () A 2y (5.46)
By the cluster expansion we are led to
T
Zr(F) =BE\[FslZP + > Y. EFs[[+"127" (5.47)
n>1 Tp....TreCy i=1
F*OF;:(Z) i#j
i:SATY£0

If Fg is bounded, standard arguments show that the series on the right hand side is
absolutely convergent uniformly in N and thus (5.45]) follows. Given the uniqueness of the
limiting measure, its invariance with respect to time shifts is a direct consequence of the
invariance of the potentials and of the It6-measure (for more details see [37]). O

Corollary 5.12 Let F' € Fjoy be a positive random variable. Then E,[F] < C(E,[F?])'/2.

PrOOF. By using Proposition B.IT]for S = [0,b] (which for fixed N is the interval 7y
of the partition) we have

EuFs] =By [Fslf®+ > By[Fss")f',
To:ToN[0,b]#0

where in the second term the sum is over the only cluster which can overlap with S. We
have |f%| <2, |fTo| < 2IT6l. On the other hand, by using Lemma [5.6] and choosing b large
enough to ensure that sup, , [m(7,y) — 1| < 1/2, we have

E, [Fs] = /FS d”m’m(X) 7o (0, 21 )dw(x0)dw(z) < C Ey[Fs].

7Tb Zo, 231)
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Furthermore, E, ~[r4°] < (E,~ [§a])1/2 (EXN[(HFO)Q])1/2 and by the same arguments as in
Proposition B3] above we obtain the bound

Z [H:EX(;-;F“)Q]U2 2Tl < const
FQ:[O,b]GFO

with some constant. Hence we get that E,[Fs] < CE,[Fs] + C(E,[F2])}/2, which implies
the claim. ]

Theorem 5.13 There exists a unique forward current u* on = such that its E-marginal
is pu. Moreover, under p we have No(X) < oo almost surely and the boundary currents
are well defined under ut.

ProoOF. Corollary B.12limplies that the measure p is absolutely continuous with respect to
v, thus the almost sure events of v carry over to p and we can consider the lifted measure
p¥. This further implies that
1/2
Eu[Nikw+1(X)?] < (Bu[(Njg o1 (X))°))
independently of £ € Z and then E,[N,(X)] < oo for any o > 1. This last condition
guarantees the existence of the boundary currents under the measure pf. O

<C,

6 Properties of the Gibbs measure

6.1 Dependence on boundary conditions and DLR uniqueness

Uniqueness in DLR sense means that for any increasing sequence of real numbers {71}, },,

T, 1 oo, and any corresponding sequence of boundary conditions {Y,},, C E we have

E (Y )[FB] — E,[Fg], for every bounded B C R, and each bounded and local (i.e.,
Th n

measurable with respect to Fp) function Fp on =. However, such a strong statement

cannot be made in this context and we have to restrict the class of allowed boundary

conditions to be able to control the limit. Fix o > 1 and let

[1]

E,={Y €Z:Noa(Y)<a}, E=Up0Za (6.1)

be the set of allowed boundary conditions carrying full u* measure. Then we have

Theorem 6.1 For any a > 0 the measure p is unique in DLR sense for any sequence of
boundary conditions (Y,,)p in 2, i.e.

Iim E

n—oo PﬁTn (‘Yn) [

Fp] = E,.[FB]. (6.2)

PROOF. We consider the class of bounded local functions Fs on = indexed by bounded
intervals S C R (that is, Fs is measurable with respect to Fg). It suffices to prove that
for any increasing sequence {T},}, T,, — oo, and any corresponding sequence of boundary
conditions (Y,), C E, ([6.2) holds for arbitrary Fs of the above class. To show this we
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express the conditional expectations appearing above in terms of the cluster representation.
We suppose without loss that S consists of a finite union of intervals of the partition of
[-T,T].

From now on we follow the steps of the construction of the cluster representation in
Section (.Il Take the same partition of the interval [—7,T] into disjoint segments as
before. The interaction energy can then be written as

Wr(X|Y) = Z Wrr, (Xry, X)) + Z WY r(X5), (6.3)

0<i<j<N 0<i<N-1

with the same notations as before, and with

WY (X)) =2 / wOr " (X, t)dX, + 2 / wOET (X, t)d X (6.4)

K3

By (4.4)) the estimate

M CY:l: ,
sup |w i%(m )| < ICer D —
xERA teT (dlSt( [ T, T]C) + 1)

(6.5)

easily follows. (Here [-T,T]¢ = R\[-T,T] and dist(x, [-T,T]¢) = min{kb, (N —k—1)b}.)
Fix the positions Xy) = Y, = xo, Xy, = 21, ..., Xiy_, = an_1, Xy = :,fr = zn.
Similarly to (51 introduce the auxiliary measure

. N=1 o SAWY (X)) o
d _ d k> k+1 7— d 6.6

where —
ZZ;(Y]mk,wkH) = Eyzk,xk+1 [6_ i1 T’“)} . (6.7)

Also, for every cluster T' consider the function xY defined similarly to (5.6). If +7 & T'*,
then KF does not depend on Y. If =T € I'* and/or T € T'*, then /{%/ depends on Y, = x9
and /or Y; = x, respectively. Next we define the weights

KY =E,x [st] (6.8)

in the same manner as in (5.8]). The partition function Z7(Y) can be expressed similarly
to (5.9) with these altered objects. Note that

(1) for sufficiently small |A| # 0 the cluster estimate (5.13) obtained in Proposition 5.3l
stays essentially valid, i.e.,

STRY] < (W), (6.9)

with 7/(\) going to zero as A — 0;
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(2) for any fixed I" we have limp_, /{F = kr and
lim KY = K, (6.10)
T—o0

both uniformly convergent in Y € Z,,.

The proof of these statements goes by the same arguments used in the previous section
and it will be omitted. The bound (69) can be proven as in Lemma[5.3l Indeed, by using
Lemma [5.8 and the bound (6.5]) on the influence of the boundary current we have a handle
to control the exponential moments of WT{ +(X7,) in terms of the norm of the boundary
current and repeat the proof of Lemma 5.7 to obtain the necessary estimates on cluster
activities (with constants depending on a). A good control of the exponential moments is
the key to obtain (G.10).
Then in ([6.2) we have

Epr [Fs|Y] = E,y [Fs] fE(Y)+) > E.

n>1 (P, D }:TF AT 7 0
T¥NS30,T,C[— TT]’L 1,..,m

=1

FSHKT] LYY (6.11)

with the same notations as in (547) and f(Y) = Z2(Y)/Z7r(Y).

Take now a collection of intervals {r;} = U; the partition function Z4(Y) := Z;Tiemi (Y)
can then be written like in (5.9) except for changing Kr for Ky .

Lemma 6.2 For sufficiently small |\| # 0 we have the following properties of f¥(Y) =
ZH(Y)/Z7r(Y). On the one hand,

A ()| < 2, (6.12)
with |U| denoting the number of intervals contained in U. On the other hand,

lim (V) = f4 (6.13)

T—o00

uniformly in'Y € Z,. Moreover, f4 also satisfies (6.123) above.

PROOF. Both statements are direct consequences of the bounds (6.9) and of (6.10]) together
with the cluster representation of the correlation functions (5.43)). By putting

R K} if T lies inside [T, T
r 0 otherwise

and using dominated convergence we obtain that f}j — fyr uniformly as T — oc. O
We now return to the expression (G.I1]). By ergodicity of the reference measure

lim E,y [Fs] = Ey[Fs], (6.14)

T—oc0
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and hence the first term of (G.IT]) converges to E,[Fs]fs. By the same argument as above

we also obtain
m m
Fs]] KIYZ_] =E, |Fs]] m] (6.15)
i=1 i=1

lim E vy
N—oo XN

uniformly in Y, and

m m
By [Es JTatl < (sup |Es) [TIKEL
i=1 =1

which implies

m 157 m
T * * S* B
3 (H!Kf{-\) JUlilgls™| < 9lsl 3 <|m|> (Z QF,KIXO
m=1

|15

ol S| Z <‘i\> <i 2ncn(}\)¢b>m < oo.
m=1 n=2

Here S* denotes the time points occurring in S. By using now this estimate together with
(615) and applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem once again, we arrive at

EX[FS]fS+ i Z Ex

m=1 {r'1,..., I'm}

IN

Fs]] ﬂri] fsoirsy = EBulFs]- (6.16)

i=1

0

Corollary 6.3 The measure u* satisfies the DLR equations

LB sl () = B[P
for any S <T.

PROOF. Note that \Epu 1Y) [Fs]| < sup|Fs| and that U,soZ, has full g*-measure so that
T
the left hand side of the equality makes sense. Fix a > 0. By Theorem we have

/EEPﬁT('Y) [FS]dﬂﬁ(Y) = _lim EPﬁT('W) [FS]dpg“g (Y[Z)

To—~o00 =

uniformly in Z € Z,. Then the DLR consistency of the specification implies

/E E; (_W)[FS\Y]M(Y): lim E

#
To—~+o00 pT2

(|Z) [FS] = Euﬁ [FS]7

proving the statement. O
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6.2 Typical path configurations

In this section we show that most of u’s weight is concentrated on paths that can be
characterized by a growth condition. The proof of this depends on a lemma which was
already shown in [37], however, we include it here for making the presentation more self-
contained.

Theorem 6.4 Suppose ([4.3) holds witha = b= s, and p is a probability measure obtained
by Theorem [51] for V- and W. Then there is a number C' > 0 and a functional R(X),
such that

|1X¢| < (Clog([t] + 1)) + R(X) (6.17)

w-almost surely.

PRrROOF. The strategy of proving this theorem is to derive the typical behaviour of u from
the typical behaviour of the reference process. This follows through Lemma below.
Then combining this lemma with Corollary B.12] gives

] 1/2 ,e_g/as-l»l

<c ;

a <0r2?§1 Xl 2 a> s ¢ [E”(lmaXOStgl \Xt|2a)
with some constants ¢/, 6§’ > 0. Thus under the stationary measure pu

1
X > 1 1/(s+1) < R 1
M(é?fiil’ il 2 (klogn) = comstg (6.18)

holds. Choosing k so that k6" > 1, the Borel-Cantelli Lemma implies that p-almost surely
X(0)] < (klogt)/+D) (6.19)

for t > T*, with T* = T*(X) sufficiently large. Writing R(X) = max<p- |X(t)| com-
pletes the proof. O
Finally we prove the lemma used above.

Lemma 6.5 Let v be the measure of the Ité-process for V' satisfying (4.3) with exponent
s> 2, and a > 0. Then there exist C > 0 and 0 > 0 such that

v <OI£1§1<X1 | X | > a> <Cet (6.20)

PROOF. For the underlying Ité-process we have the Dirichlet operator on L?(R¢, dv)
Lf=-Af+2(VlgV¥,Vf) (6.21)

and Dirichlet form
E(f,f):—/fAfdw+2/f(Vlog\II,Vf)dw, (6.22)
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with dw = ¥2dz, as before. By using Varadhan’s Lemma (see Lemma 1.12, [29]), for any
f € L?(dw) and every N > 0

o (s £ 2 V) < 2VETH ) (6.23)
holds. Choose f = f, 1= 1{;cra.|z>q) *¢ Dy picking a mollifier ¢ (with [[¢[|cc < o0) so that
the above convolution is in the domain of L. This can be chosen so that the smoothing
of the edges of the indicator function takes place in a sphere S(a) of radius a centred at
the origin, i.e., with a suitable € > 0 we take f,(z) = 1 for 2 € RN\S(a +¢), fo(z) =0
for x € S(a—¢), and f, is a sufficiently smooth function fa otherwise. Denote these three
domains by Dy, Dy and Ds, respectively. Setting N = 1 in (6.23)) yields

1% <maX |Xt| > (Z> < 3\/||fa||L2 dw) fchfa)L2

0<t<1

Moreover, we have
1l Briany = [ F2)ota) = [ o)+ [ fiante)

Under the hypothesis on V' the standard estimate ¥(x) < Ce 012" holds by Carmona’s
results [7] for the ground state ¥, with some C,0 > 0. This bound further leads to

/ dw(z) < ce 0" (6.24)
D,

where ¢, > 0 are independent of a. A similarly estimate is valid for D3. On the other
hand, since f, is smooth enough and maxp,{|V fal, |Afal, Af2} < m < oo, we get

(far Lfa) < de 0,

with suitable ¢ > 0. A similar estimate is obtained also for the remaining two domains.
O

6.3 Mixing properties

Since p is constructed in a way that offers no immediate access to computations with
this measure, it is important to derive further basic information on p by using the cluster
expansion. We give here one last result of this paper.

Theorem 6.6 Let F, G be two bounded functions, the first measurable with respect to Fr,
the second with respect to Fj, where I,J are distinct intervals of the partition considered
in the cluster expansion above. Then the estimate on the covariance

cov(F; G) = E[FG] — E,[F] E,[G]
sup | F| sup |G|

|cov,, (F;G)| < const =8+ 1

holds, where ¥ > 0 and the constant prefactor is independent of F,G.
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PRrROOF. First recall formula (5.45]) which applied to F' (and similarly to G) gives

Eu[F] =EJ[FIf' + Y K"(F)f5, (6.25)
Lo:INCE#£D

where we let K, (F) = E,[Fxr,]. Furthermore, consider f4 estimated as before like
|f4] <24l For A; N Ay = () we have
2|A1|+\A2\

A1UAs _ Ay pA2) o t
’f f f ‘ —_ cons dlSt(Al,A2)<7

(6.26)

with some ¢ > 0. This estimate can easily be obtained by the general results in [40]. Now
we write

Eu[FG] = E,[F] E[G]f"
+ Z 1% [Fﬁm] Ex [G]fJUFT + Z Ex [Gﬁrz] Ey [F]JduFE

r Lo
IENI£0, TN =0 T5NJ#0,05N1=0

+ Z EX[FHH] Ey [Gﬁfz]fﬁur; Z EX[FGKF]fF*-

Iy Tyl EArE=0
* *
D3NJ#0,050 10 *NJ#0,I*NI#0

(6.27)
From here and (6.25]) we obtain
cov(F; G) = By [F] By [G)(f" = f1£7)
+ Y By [Frr, | By [GI(f7UT - £ )

|
LInI#p,rynJ=0

D E(GRr] ByFI(IE -

)
* * —
r3NJ#0,r5NI=0

+ > Ey[Fer,) Ey[Grr,)(f1Y2 — T fTS)

Iy, Do:TFNTE=0
LENJ#0,D5NI#D

D D N (629
F*mJ;é(Dr:F*mI;é@

— Y EJFIE (GRS

F*ﬁJ;é(Z)ljr‘*mI;é@

— > EJFRrIEJGIT T

F*mJ;é(Dr:F*mI;é@

- Z E\[Frr,] Ey [G“Fz]frffrg

Iy, To:TiNTS#£0

T3NJT£0,T5NT#0
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For estimating the first four terms at the right hand side above we use ([6.20) along with
the bound

sup |F|
(diam T*)¢" + 1
i = 1,2, where Ep(d’,¢') is the function appearing at the right hand side of estimate (5.32])
with slightly modified entries (¢, &’ instead of d,¢; ¢’ > 1) so that (L.I3)) still holds. Here
¢'=6—0">0, and we used in addition that

Ep[Frr]| < Er(,¢) (6.29)

1 1 1
7 : < = 6.30
(diamT*)¢" + 1 dist(1,T*)¢ +1 — dist(I,J)? +1 (6.30)
whenever J NT™* # () (similarly for I), and
1 1 1 1
(6.31)

<
(diamT%)¢" +1 (diam %) + 1 dist(I4,T5)¢ — dist(Z,J)? +1

for INTT #0, JNTH # 0, and ¥ = min{¢, ('} > 0.
Next, in the fifth term above we use that diamT'* > dist(Z,J) whenever I N T* # (),
JNT* #(, and that

EF((SI, 8/)

E,|[FG < F G|——————.
| X[ 'VV'F” = Sllp| |Sllp| |(d1amF*)C'+1

(6.32)

For the remaining three terms in the sum above we apply the same argument. Thus for
the full sum the corresponding bounds become

sup |[F| sup |G|

2 VM e (8 ENER (8. € 2\["1‘\+|F’2‘\ .
dist(L, 7y 1 100 (0 Era (9, €) : (6.33)

const

whenever I NI # (0, JNT5 # 0, respectively

sup |[F| sup |G|

SR PP B ) 2t 34
dist(1, J)? + 1 r(0,¢) (6.34)

const

in the other cases. Then using Proposition 5.3l we can prove boundedness of the sums over
I'y, s or I', concluding the proof. O
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