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Critical Brownian multiplicative chaos
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Abstract

Brownian multiplicative chaos measures, introduced in [Jeg20a, AHS20, BBK94], are
random Borel measures that can be formally defined by exponentiating v times the square
root of the local times of planar Brownian motion. So far, only the subcritical measures
where the parameter  is less than 2 were studied. This article considers the critical case
where v = 2, using three different approximation procedures which all lead to the same
universal measure. On the one hand, we exponentiate the square root of the local times
of small circles and show convergence in the Seneta—Heyde normalisation as well as in the
derivative martingale normalisation. On the other hand, we construct the critical measure
as a limit of subcritical measures. This is the first example of a non-Gaussian critical
multiplicative chaos.

We are inspired by methods coming from critical Gaussian multiplicative chaos, but there
are essential differences, the main one being the lack of Gaussianity which prevents the use
of Kahane’s inequality and hence a priori controls. Instead, a continuity lemma is proved
which makes it possible to use tools from stochastic calculus as an effective substitute.
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1 Introduction

Thick points of planar Brownian motion/random walk are points that have been visited unusually
often by the trajectory. The study of these points has a long history going back to the famous
conjecture of Erdés and Taylor [ET60] on the leading order of the number of times a planar simple
random walk visits the most visited site during the first n steps. Since then, the understanding
of these thick points has considerably improved. On the random walk side, [DPRZ01] settled
Erdés—Taylor conjecture and computed the number of thick points at the level of exponent, for
random walk having symmetric increments with finite moments of all order. [Ros05, BRO7],
and more recently [Jeg20b], streamlined the proof and extended these results to a wide class
of planar random walk. On the Brownian motion side, [BBK94] constructed random measures
supported on the set of thick points. Their results concern only a partial range {a € (0,1/2)}
of the thickness parameter a'. [AHS20] and [Jeg20a] extended simultaneously the results of
[BBK94] by building these random measures for the whole subcritical range {a € (0,2)}. [Jegl19]
gave an axiomatic characterisation of these measures and showed that they describe the scaling
limit of thick points of planar simple random walk for any fixed a < 2. All these aforementioned
works are subcritical results. The aim of this paper is to extend the theory to the critical point
a = 2 by constructing a random measure supported by the thickest points of a planar Brownian
trajectory. This enables us to formulate a precise conjecture on the convergence in distribution
of the supremum of local times of planar random walk.

Our counstruction is inspired by Gaussian multiplicative chaos theory (GMC), i.e. the study
of random measures formally defined as the exponential of v times a log-correlated Gaussian
field, such as the two-dimensional Gaussian free field (GFF), where v > 0 is a parameter. Since
such a field is not defined pointwise but is rather a random generalised function, making sense
of such a measure requires some nontrivial work. The theory was introduced by Kahane [Kah85]
and has expanded significantly in recent years. By now it is relatively well understood, at least
in the subcritical case where v < v/2d [RV10, DS11, RV11, Shal6, Berl17] and even in the critical
case ¥ = v/2d [DRSV14b, DRSV14a, JS17, JSW19, Pow18, APS19, APS20]. In this article, the
log-correlated field we have in mind is the (square root of) the local time process of a planar
Brownian motion, appropriately stopped. The main interest of our construction from GMC point
of view is that this field is non-Gaussian, so that our results give the first example of a critical
chaos for a truly non-Gaussian field.?

1.1 Main results

Let P, be the law under which (B;);>0 is a planar Brownian motion starting from x € R?. Let
D C R? be an open bounded simply connected domain, £o € D be a starting point and 7 be the

Lq is related to the parameter v in Gaussian multiplicative chaos theory by a = 42/2, so a < 1/2 corresponds

to vy < 1.
2We point out the work of [SW16] on the Riemann zeta function where the limiting field is Gaussian, but not
the approximation. See also [FK14, Web15, NSW18, LOS18, BWW18, Jun18] for subcritical results.



first exit time of D:
T:=1inf{t > 0: B, ¢ D}.

For all x € R%,¢t > 0, > 0, define the local time L, .(t) of (|[Bs —x|,s > 0) at € up to time ¢
(here || stands for the Euclidean norm):

r—0+ 2r

1
Lz,e(t) = lim —/ 1{67T§|B57I|S€+T}d8' (1.1)
0

[Jeg20a, Proposition 1.1] shows that we can make sense of the local times L, .(7) simultaneously
for all  and e with the convention that L, .(7) = 0 if the circle dD(z, €) is not entirely included
in D. We can thus define for any thickness parameter v € (0, 2] and any Borel set A,

€

m2(A) = \/|loge|e? /2 | eV EleeM g, (1.2)
A

We recall:

Theorem A (Theorem 1.1 of [Jeg20a]). Let v € (0,2). The sequence of random measures my
converges as € — 0 in probability for the topology of weak convergence on D towards a Borel
measure m” called Brownian multiplicative chaos.

See [AHS20] for a different construction of the subcritical Brownian multiplicative chaos, as
well as [BBK94] for partial results. See also [Jegl9] for more properties on these measures.

Our first result towards extending the theory to the critical point v = 2 is the fact that the
subcritical normalisation yields a vanishing measure in the critical case:

Proposition 1.1. m2=2(D) converges in P, -probability to zero.

To obtain a non-trivial object we thus need to renormalise the measure slightly differently.
Firstly, we consider the Seneta—Heyde normalisation: for all Borel set A, define

me(A) := /|loge|m2=2(A) = |log5|52/ 2V Loy, (1.3)
A

Secondly, we consider the derivative martingale normalisation which formally corresponds to
(minus) the derivative of m2 with respect to 7 evaluated at v = 2: for all Borel set A, define

dm2(A 1 1 Y
pe(A) = %()‘7_2 = +/|loge 62/,4 <\/ ELM(T) + 2log E) eV ilae(yy, (1.4)

Theorem 1.1. The sequences of random positive measures (me)eso and random signed measures
(te)eso converge in P, -probability for the topology of weak convergence towards random Borel
measures m and . Moreover, the limiting measures satisfy:

1. m= \/gu Py,-a.s. In particular, p is a random positive measure.
2. Nondegeneracy: u(D) € (0,00) Py, -a.s.
3. First moment: Ey, [u(D)] = co.

4. Nonatomicity: Py,-a.s. simultaneously for all x € D, u({z}) = 0.



Our next main result is the construction of critical Brownian multiplicative chaos as a limit
of subcritical measures. Before stating such a result, we need to ensure that we can make sense
of the subcritical measures simultaneously for all v € (0, 2).

Proposition 1.2. Let M be the set of finite Borel measures on R%. The process v € (0,2) —
mY € M of subcritical Brownian multiplicative chaos measures possesses a modification such that
for all continuous nonnegative function f, v € (0,2) — [ fdm? € R is lower semi-continuous.

Theorem 1.2. Let v € (0,2) — m" be the process of subcritical Brownian multiplicative chaos
measures from Proposition 1.2. Then, (2—~)~tm? converges towards 2y as vy — 2~ in probability
for the topology of weak convergence of measures.

Remark 1.1. In Proposition 1.2, we do not obtain continuity of the process in v. The main
difficulty here is that, in order to use Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, one has to consider
moments of order larger than 1. When v > /2, the second moment blows up and we have
to deal with non-integer moments which are difficult to estimate without the use of Kahane’s
convexity inequalities but this tool is restricted to the Gaussian setting. To bypass this difficulty,
we apply Kolmogorov’s criterion to versions of the measures that are restricted to specific ‘good’
events allowing us to make L?-computations. The drawback is that it does not yield continuity
of the process but only lower semi-continuity. See Appendix B.

We mention that the construction of the critical measure as a limit of subcritical measures
is only partially known in the GMC realm. Such a result has first been proved to hold in the
specific case of the two-dimensional GFF [APS19] exploiting on the one hand the construction
of Liouville measures as multiplicative cascades [APS20] and on the other hand the strategy of
Madaule [Madl6] who proves a result analogous to Theorem 1.2 in the case of multiplicative
cascades/branching random walk. It has then been extended to a wide class of log-correlated
Gaussian fields in dimension two by comparing them to the GFF [JSW19]. In other dimensions,
a natural reference log-correlated Gaussian field is lacking and the result is so far unknown. We
believe that the approach we use in this paper to prove Theorem 1.2 can be adapted in order to
show that critical GMC measures can be built from their subcritical versions in any dimension.?

Theorem 1.2 can be seen as exchanging the limit in € and the derivative with respect to 7.
Surprisingly, a factor of 2 pops up when one exchanges the two:

2
lim lim M = lim Lm” =2lim g = 21lim lim
y—2-e20 2 —7 y—2- 2 — 7 e—0 e=0y—2-  2—7y

(m2 —m2)

This factor of 2 is present as well in the context of GMC [APS19, JSW19] and cascades [Mad16].

Theorem 1.2 is important because it hints at the universal nature of the measure pu, in the
following sense. First, recall that the article [Jeg19] gives an axiomatic characterisation of the
subcritical measures m” implying their universality in the sense that different approximations
yield the same limiting measures. Thus, Theorem 1.2 can be seen as showing a form of universality
for p as well. Furthermore, the subcritical measures m?” are known to be conformally covariant
[Jeg20a, AHS20] and Theorem 1.2 allows us to extend this conformal covariance to the critical
measures.

Corollary 1.1. Let ¢ : D — D’ be a conformal map between two bounded simply connected
domains. Let zog € D and denote by puP and MD/ the critical Brownian multiplicative chaos
measures built in Theorem 1.1 for the domains (D, xo) and (D', ¢(xg)) respectively. Then we
have -
(1P 0 6™V (dz) 2 |¢/ (¢~ (@) u?' (da).
3After the first version of the current paper was finished, the fact that the critical GMC measure can be
obtained as a limit of the subcritical measures has been established in any dimension in [Pow20].




Proof. Let v € (0,2) and denote by m”'? and m?-P " the subcritical measures built in Theorem A
for the domains (D, x) and (D', ¢(xo)) respectively. By [Jeg20a, Corollary 1.4 (iv)], it is known
that
2 ’
(mP 0 671 (dw) 2 [¢/ (& @) [T F P (de). (15)

By Theorem 1.2, we obtain the desired result by dividing both sides of the above equality by
2(2 —v) and then by letting v — 2.

Let us note that in [Jeg20a] the conformal covariance (1.5) of the subcritical measures is
stated between domains that are assumed to have a boundary composed of a finite number of
analytic curves. This extra assumption was made to match the framework of [AHS20] but we
emphasise that it is useless in our context. Proposition 6.2 of [Jeg20a] only requires the domain
to be bounded and simply connected. This proposition characterises the law of m™” together
with the Brownian motion from which it has been built. The conformal covariance then follows
from this proposition as it is written in Section 5 of [AHS20]. O

Note that we could not hope to apply directly the approach used in the subcritical case to
prove conformal covariance at criticality. Indeed, in the subcritical regime, this is based on a
characterisation of the law of the couple formed by the measure together with the Brownian
motion from which it has been built. This characterisation is in turn based on L' computations
that are infinite at criticality (Theorem 1.1, point 3).

1.2 Conjecture on the supremum of local times of random walk

In recent years, much effort has been put in the study of the supremum of log-correlated fields,
the ultimate goal being the convergence in distribution of the supremum properly centred. In
many examples, the limiting law is a Gumbel distribution randomly shifted by the log of the
total mass of an associated critical chaos. This has been established for example in the following
instances: branching random walk [Ai13], local times of random walk on regular trees [Abel8],
cover time of binary trees [CLS18, DRZ19], discrete GFF [BDZ16], log-correlated Gaussian field
[Mad15, DRZ17]. See [Argl7, Shil5] and [BL16, Section 2] for more references. By analogy with
these results, it is natural to make the following conjecture that we present in the more natural
setting of random walk.

For € Z? and N > 1, let /& be the total number of times a planar simple random walk
starting from the origin has visited the vertex x before exiting the square [~NN, N]2. Define a
random Borel measure pn on R? x R by setting for all Borel sets A C R? and T' C R,

:U/N(A X T) = Z 1{1/N€A}1{ LN —2r—1/2 logN+7r*1/2loglogN6T}'
TE€Z?

Conjecture 1. There exist constants ¢1,ce > 0 such that (un, N > 1) converges in distribution
for the topology of vague convergence on R? x (R U {+o00}) towards the Poisson point process

PPP(cip ® coe™ 2 dt)

where y is the critical Brownian multiplicative chaos in the domain [—1,1])% with the origin as a
starting point. In particular, for allt € R,

2 1
P <ZS;JZI:)2 VO < ﬁlogN - ﬁlogloquL t) o E [exp (fclu([—l, 1]2)e*cztﬂ .



The leading order term 27 ~'/?log N has been conjectured by Erdés and Taylor [ET60] and
proven by [DPRZ01]. See also [Ros05, BR07, Jeg20b]. We expect —7~'/21loglog N to be the
second order term since, with this choice of constant, the expectation of uy(R? x (0,00)) blows
up like log N. Indeed, in analogy with the case of the 2D discrete GFF (see [BL16]), this should
be the correct way of scaling the point measure to get a nondegenerate limit.

Let us compare this conjecture with the case of the 2D discrete GFF (¢n(x))zez2, that is the
centred Gaussian vector whose covariance is given by E[on (2)én (y)] = Ey [Eév ]. [BDZ16] (see
[BL20] for the link with Liouville measure) showed that for all ¢ € R,

1 2 3 L 2\ ,—c2
P <ISSZ% —2¢N(:c) < ﬁlogN - mloglogNth) oo E [exp (—cip™([-1,1]%)e™")]

where ¢, 2 > 0 are some constants and u” is the Liouville measure in [—1,1]2. Despite strong
links between local times and half of the GFF squared (see lecture notes [Ros14] for an overview
of the topic), Conjecture 1 would show that the supremum of the former is slightly smaller
than the supremum of the latter, enhancing subtle differences between the two fields (see [Jegl9,
Corollary 1.1] and [Jeg20a, Corollary 1.1] for results in this direction).

Let us mention that [Jeg20b] shows results analogous to Conjecture 1 in dimensions larger or
equal to three and that [Jegl9] establishes the subcritical analogue of Conjecture 1 in dimension
two. A first step towards solving Conjecture 1 might be to give a characterisation of the law
of critical Brownian multiplicative chaos analogous to the subcritical characterisation of [Jeg19].
Since the first moment blows up, fixing the normalisation of the measure is one of the main
challenges in this regard.

1.3 Proof outline

We now explain the main ideas and difficulties of the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

We start by recalling that, as noticed in [Jeg20al, if the domain D is a disc D = D(z,n)
centred at z, then the local times Ly ,(7),7 > 0, exhibit the following Markovian structure: for
all n € (0,m) and all z € D(0,7)\D(0,7’), under P, and conditioned on Ly, (7),

1 w
( —Lz,r(T),Tn/e_s,SZO> la: (XS,SZO) (16)
r

with (Xs,s > 0) being a zero-dimensional Bessel process starting from /L ./ (7)/n’. This
is an easy consequence of rotational invariance of Brownian motion and second Ray-Knight
isomorphism for local times of one-dimensional Brownian motion. In order to exploit this relation,
we will very often stop the Brownian trajectory at the first exit time 7, r of the disc D(z, R), R
being the diameter of the domain D.

What makes the critical case so special is that the approximating measures are not nor-
malised by the first moment any more (otherwise we would get a vanishing measure as shown
in Proposition 1.1). We thus need to introduce good events before being able to even make L*-
computations. Defining the right events and showing that they do not change the measures with
high probability is one of the crucial steps of this paper that we are about to explain. We first
explain the most natural events to consider and we then explain why we will actually consider
different events.

Naive definition of good events In analogy with the case of log-correlated Gaussian fields,
it is natural to consider the following events to make the measures bounded in L': let 3 > 0 be



large and for all x € D and € > 0, define

GE(‘T) = {V5 € [Ea 1]) V %Lz,é(Tz,R) < QIOg% +ﬁ} .

Here, we stop the Brownian path at time 7, p to be able to use (1.6). One would expect
Pey (Npep Neso Ge(x)) — 1 as f — oo since, by analogy with the Gaussian case (see [Powl8,
Corollary 2.4] for instance), the following should hold true:

1 1
sup sup ( =Ly (74,r) — 2log —) < 00 P,, — a.s. (1.7)
€D >0 € €

Because of the lack of self-similarity and Gaussianity of our model, showing (1.7) turns out
to be far from easy (see the introduction of Section 4 for more about this). We thus take a
detour to justify that the introduction of the events G.(x) is harmless. We first control the
supremum of the more regular local times of small annuli allowing us to introduce good events
associated to these local times. Crucially, these good events will be enough to make the measures
bounded in L'. Using repulsion estimates associated to zero-dimensional Bessel process X, we
will finally be able to transfer the restrictions on the local times of annuli (requiring for all k£ > 0,
ming, 1) X < 2k +2log(k) + 8/2) over to restrictions on the local times of circles (requiring for
all s >0, Xy < 2s+ ). This is the content of Section 4.

Other repulsion estimates with a similar flavour will tell us that, once we restrict ourselves
to the events G.(z), we will be able to restrict further the measures to the good events

1 1 V/Iog 3
Gl(x) = {Vé € [e, 1], ELI75(TLR) < 2]0g5 18— |log | }

Mlog(2 + |logd])?

for some large M > 0. This is the content of Lemma 2.2. This second layer of good event will
make the measures bounded in L? (Proposition 2.2). We will conclude the proof by showing that
the measures restricted to the second layer of good events converge in L? (Proposition 2.3).

Actual definition of good events We now explain why we actually define different good
events. This paper extensively uses the relation (1.6) between local times and zero-dimensional
Bessel process. When making L'-computations, we will bound from above the local times
Ly e(7) by Lge(75,r) and we will use directly (1.6). Difficulties arise when we start to make
L?-computations since we need to consider local times at two different centres. We will resolve
this issue with the following reasoning. Consider a Brownian excursion from 0D(z, 1) to dD(«, 2)
and condition on the initial and final points of the excursion (this will be important to keep track
of the number of excursions). Because of this conditioning, rotational symmetry is broken and
the law of the local times (Lg s(75,2),0 < 1) is no longer given by a zero-dimensional Bessel
process. But if we condition further on the fact that the excursion went deep inside D(z, 1), then
it will have forgotten its starting position and the law of (Ly s(7z,2),d < 1) will be very close to
the one given in (1.6). This is the content of the continuity lemma (Lemma 3.3) which is a
much more precise version of [Jeg20a, Lemma 5.1] giving a quantitative estimate of the error in
the aforementioned approximation. Importantly, this approximation cannot be true if we look
at the local times L, 5(75,2) for all radii § < 1. Instead, we must restrict ourselves to dyadic
radii § € {e7",n > 0} so that the Brownian path has enough space to forget its initial position.
See Remark 3.1. This is one reason why we cannot define the good events G.(x) and G.(x)
using this continuum of radii. Another reason is that it would prevent us from decoupling the
two-point estimates needed in the proof of Proposition 2.3 (see especially (5.7)).



Moreover, we will not define the good events using only local times at dyadic radii neither.
Indeed, doing so would then require us to estimate probabilities associated to zero-dimensional
Bessel process evaluated at discrete times. These probabilities are much harder to estimate
than their continuous time counterpart and our approach cannot afford to lose too much on
these estimates (especially in the identifications of the different limiting measures). We will
resolve this using the following surprising trick: we will consider a field (hy s,z € D,d € (0,1])

that interpolates the local times 1/%[11,5(7‘1, r) between dyadic radii by zero-dimensional Bessel

bridges that have a very small range of dependence (see Lemma 2.1). In this way, the one-point
estimates will be the same as if we considered local times at all radii but we will be able to
decouple things to make the two-point computations. We believe this new idea will be useful in
subsequent studies.

Paper outline The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Section 2 proves Theorems 1.1
and 1.2 subject to the intermediate results Proposition 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and Propositions 2.2 and
2.3. Section 3 collects preliminary results that will be used throughout the paper. In particular,
it states and proves the continuity lemma and contains results on Bessel processes and barrier
estimates associated to 1D Brownian motion. Section 4 proves Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.2
showing that we can safely add the two layers of good events. Section 5 is dedicated to the L2
estimates needed to prove Proposition 2.2 and 2.3. Appendix A justifies the existence of the field
(hgs,x € D,6 € (0,1]) interpolating local times with zero-dimensional Bessel bridges. Finally,
Appendix B sketches the proof of Proposition 1.2.

We end this introduction with some notations that will be used throughout the paper. We
will denote:

Notation 1.1. Forxz >0 andd > 0, IPg and IEg the law and the expectation under which (X¢)i>0
is a d-dimensional Bessel process starting from x at time 0. IP, and |[E, will denote the law and
the expectation of 1D Brownian motion starting at x. Note that under P, the process X takes
negative and positive values, whereas the process stays nonnegative under PL.

Notation 1.2. For x € D, k, the smallest nonnegative integer such that e ™%+ < |z — x|;

Notation 1.3. R the diameter of the domain D and for x € D and r > 0, 7, the first hitting
time of 0D (x,7);

Notation 1.4. For a. € R;b. > 0,e > 0, we will denote a. < b. (resp. a. = O(b.), resp.
a. = o(be)) if there exists some constant C > 0 such that for all e > 0, a. < Cb. (resp.
lac| < Cbe, resp. ac/be — 0 as e — 0). Sometimes we will emphasise the dependency on some
parameter n by writing for instance a. = o0y,(bs);

Notation 1.5. For z € R, (z)4+ = max(z,0).

In this paper, C, ¢, etc. will denote generic constants that may vary from line to line.

2 High level proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

To ease notations, we will prove the convergences stated in Theorem 1.1 along the radii ¢ €
{e % k > 0}. The proof extends naturally to all radii € € (0,1]. In particular, in what follows
we will write sup_.(, limsup, ., etc. but we actually mean sup.c .-+ y>0y, Imsup.cie—+ x>0},
etc.



We start off by defining the field (h, 5,2 € D,d € (0,1]) mentioned in Section 1.3. Recall
Notation 1.3. We will also denote for any = = (z1,22) € R?, |2] = (|21] , [22]).

Lemma 2.1. By enlarging the probability space we are working on if necessary, we can construct
a random field (hy 5,2 € D,6 € (0,1]) such that

o forallz € D, and n >0, conditionally on {Ly 5(7s,r),0 =€ ", e "1}, (hye—t,t € [n,n+

1]) has the law of a zero-dimensional Bessel bridge from /€™ L, c—n(T,r) t0 /€T Ly c—n-1 (T4 R)
that is independent of (B, t > 0) and (hy s,y € D,6 & [e™" "1, e™]);

o for all ng > 0 and x,y € D, conditionally on {L,s(7sr),z = z,y,0 = e ",n > ng},
(hes,0 < e ™) and (hys,6 < e~ ™) are independent as soon as |x —y| > 2e~"0;

o foralln>0andz € e " 22ND, (hys,x € D, "0z =m0z e "1 <§<e™)is
continuous.

See Appendix A for a proof of the existence of such a process. Note that by (1.6), for all
no > 0 and for all x € D, conditionally on L, .~no(72,r), (hze-s-no,s > 0) has the law of a
zero-dimensional Bessel process starting from /€0 L, ,—no(7z,R)-

We now introduce the good events that we will work with: let 8, M > 0 be large and define

forallz € D and € < |z — 29, e = e 7%,

Ge(x) := {VS € ke, k], hye—s <25+ ﬂ}

and

' ) o . Vs
G () {Vse[kz’k]’h””’e st Mlog(2+8)2}

If |z — 29| < &, the above good events do not impose anything by convention. Let us mention
that if ¢ = e7*~% for some k > 0 and ¢y € (0, 1), one would need to consider the process

N [ if s € [ky, k],
s e Lye(Ton) if s €[k k+to]

instead of s ~— h, .- to define the good events when ¢ ¢ {e~* k > 0}. Again, in what follows
we will restrict ourselves to € € {e™* k > 0} to ease notations.

We now consider modified versions of the measures m?,~ € (0, 2), and m,. defined respectively
n (1.2) and (1.3):

ml(dzx) := 1GE(I)mz(dl‘), mY Y(dx) := 1o (o) 1{ja— I0‘>1/M}m'y(dx) (2.1)
and
Mme(dx) := 1GE(I)mE(d$)) me(dl‘) = 1G/E(I)1{‘1710‘21/M}m6(d;c). (2.2)

We also consider modified versions of the measure p. defined in (1.4): for all Borel set A, set

\/|10g€€/< \/ Ly o(T2,r) + 2log — +B> V= IE(Tlg()dZ‘ (2.3)

and we decompose further

fie(dx) := 11 ()L {jo—no|>1/03 fle (d2).

We emphasise that in (2.3) the local times are stopped at time 7 or 7, g depending on whether
the local time is in the exponential or not.

A first step towards the proof of Theorem 1.1 consists in showing that these changes of
measures are harmless:



Proposition 2.1. Let A be a Borel set. The following three limits hold in Py, -probability:

lim sup lim sup |- (A) — me(A4)| = 0, (2.4)

B—o0 e—0

lim sup lim sup |fic(A) — p(A)| =0, (2.5)

B—o0 e—0

lim sup lim sup(2 — v) ™ * lim sup |2 (A) — m2(A)| = 0. (2.6)
e—0

€
B—oo 42—

Once the good events G.(z) are introduced, we can perform L' computations. Next, we will
show:

Lemma 2.2. Let A be a Borel set and fiz § > 0. We have

lim sup lim sup E,,, [ (A4) — me(A)] =0, (2.7)
M —o00 e—0
lim sup lim sup Exy [ (4) — fie (4)] =0, (25)
M—oo =0
lim sup lim sup(2 — ) ! lim sup E,,, [/2 (A) — m2(A)] = 0. (2.9)
M — o0 Y2 e—0

The second layer of good events makes the sequences (1.(D),e > 0), (fic(D),e > 0) and
(2=7)"'M2(D),y € [1,2),e < &,) bounded in L?. Here

ey i=exp (—exp(2/(2 —7))) (2.10)

goes to zero very rapidly as v — 2. We recall that a sequence (v,,n > 1) of random Borel
measures on D is tight for the topology of weak convergence on D if, and only if, the sequence
(vn(D),n > 1) of real-valued random variables is tight (see [Bis20, Exercise 3.8] for instance).

Proposition 2.2. Fiz >0 and M > 0. We have

/ sup E,, [ (dz)e (dy)] < oo, (2.11)
DxD €>0
/ sup E, [fic(dx)f(dy)] < oo, (2.12)
DxD >0
/ sup (2 —7)"2 sup E,, [ (dz)m? (dy)] < oo. (2.13)
DxD v€[1,2) e<ey

In particular, sup,~ o Exz, [ﬁE(D)Q} < oo and (fic,e > 0) is tight for the topology of weak conver-
gence on D. Moreover, any subsequential limit fi of (fic,e > 0) satisfies: Py, -a.s. simultaneously
for allz € D, f({z}) =0.

Finally, we will show:

Proposition 2.3. Fiz 3 >0 and M > 0 and let A be a Borel set. Let (y,,n >1) € [1,2)N be a
sequence converging to 2.

1. (Mme(A),e >0), (ic(A),e > 0) and for alln > 1, (MI"(A),e < e,,,) are Cauchy sequences
in L?. Let m(A), fi(A) and m¥(A),n > 1, be the limiting random variables.
)

2. (A) = /2/Tp(A

P, -a.s.
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3. (2 —yn) "M (A) converges in L? towards 2fi(A) as n — .
We now have all the ingredients to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Let A be a Borel set. Let 5 > 0. For all M > 0, we have

lim sup Eq, [|f1c(A) — f15(A)]]

£,0—0
511/2

< 2limsup By, [|ic(4) — fic (A)] + limsup Ex, [|fi(4) — fis(4)]
e—0 £,0—0
By Proposition 2.3, the second right hand side term vanishes whereas by Lemma 2.2 the first
right hand side term goes to zero as M — oo. The left hand side term being independent of M,
it has to vanish. In other words, (fic(A),e > 0) converges in L' towards some fi(A, 3) (we keep
track of the dependence in (3 here). Let fi(4, o0) be the almost sure limit of the nondecreasing
sequence [i(A, B) as f — co. We now have for any small p > 0 and large 8 > 0,

limsup Py, (e (A) — (A, 00)[ > p) < limsup Py, (|pe(A4) — f1(A, B) > p/3)
e—0 e—0

The second right hand side term vanishes since (fic(4,3),e > 0) converges (in L') towards
fi(A, B). The third term goes to zero as 8 — oo since (fi(4, 8), 8 > 0) converges (almost surely)
to fi(A,00). The first term goes to zero as § — oo by Proposition 2.1. We have thus obtained
the convergence in P, -probability of (u.(A4),e > 0).

Let (y,,n > 1) € [1,2)N be a sequence converging to 2. By mimicking the above lines,
Proposition 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 2.3 imply that

2 1
. . < —_ ; 3 Tn — =
shamo <m€(A) \/;Ms (A)) 0 and nl;mm ggmo (2 — %Lm‘E (A) — 2 (A)> 0

in P,,-probability. By [Jeg20a], we already know that (m2~(A),e > 0) converges to m™ (A) in
probability. We have thus obtained the convergence in probability of (m.(A),e > 0), (u:(A),e >
0) and ((2 — v,) " 'm™ (A),n > 1) and the limits satisfy

gww@gWWamgg%%wwwwm»
Obtaining the convergence of the measures and the identification of the limiting measures as
stated in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is now routine.

The only points that remained to be checked are points 2-4 of Theorem 1.1. Point 4 follows
from the fact that any subsequential limit /i of (fic,e > 0) are non-atomic (see Proposition 2.2)
and that u(D) — fi(D) is as small as desired (in probability, by tuning the parameters 3 and M)
by Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.2. We now turn to Point 3. Since (h.(D),e > 0) converges
in L' towards (D), E,, [m(D)] = lime_,0 Ey, [M(D)]. Now, by monotonicity, E,, [m(D)] >
limg_yo0 lim. 9 Ey, [f2e(D)] which is infinite by (4.3).

Finally, let us prove Point 2 of Theorem 1.1. The fact that u(D) is finite P, -a.s. follows
directly from Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 4.2. We now want to show that it is positive Py -a.s.
By Point 3 of Theorem 1.1, we already know that it is positive with a positive probability. We are
going to bootstrap this to obtain a probability equal to 1. Let p > 1 and consider the sequence
of stopping times defined by 082) =0 and for all¢ > 1,
oM = inf{t > O’Z(E)l, |By — 21| = 277}, 01@ = inf{t > 01(1), | By — wo| = 27PHi}

K2
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and x; := BU@). For ¢ > 0, let u; be the critical Brownian multiplicative chaos in the domain

(D(z;,27P), ;) between the times 01(2) and afi)l. Let I := |d(z0,0D)2?P/10]. Since pu < Zf:o His
we have

]P)Io (:LL(D) - 0) < ]P)zo (VZ =0...1, /Li(D(zia 27}’)) = 0) :
By Markov property and translation invariance, the probability on the right hand side is equal

to
Pz, (MO(D(‘TO’ 27P) = O) " :

By scaling of critical Brownian multiplicative chaos coming from Corollary 1.1, the probability
Py, (ppo(D(x0,27P)) = 0) does not depend on p. Moreover, thanks to Theorem 1.1, Point 3, it is
strictly less than one. By letting p — oo, we thus deduce that Py, (u(D) = 0) = 0 concluding
the proof. O

Proposition 1.1 now follows:

Proof of Proposition 1.1. Recall that m2=%(D) = m.(D)//loge|. By Theorem 1.1, (m.(D),e >
0) converges in P, -probability towards a nondegenerate random variable. Hence (m2=2(D),e >
0) converges in P, -probability to zero as desired. O

The remaining of the paper is devoted to the proof of the above intermediate statements.

3 Preliminaries

3.1 Local times as exponential random variables

In this short section we recall some results of [Jeg20a] that allow us to approximate local times
of circles by exponential random variables. We start by recalling the behaviour of the Green
function.

Lemma 3.1 ([Jeg20a], Lemma 2.1). For allz € C, r > ¢ >0 and y € 0D(z,¢€), we have:
T
Ey [La.e(Top(z,r)] = 2¢log - (3.1)

In the following lemma, we denote by CR(z, D) the conformal radius of D seen from x
and by Gp the Green function of D with Dirichlet boundary conditions normalised so that
Gp(z,y) ~ —log|x — y| as © — y. Recall also Notation 1.3.

Lemma 3.2. Let n >0, x € D and € > 0 such that the disc D(z,€) is included in D and is at
distance at least n from OD. Let y € 0D(z,e). Then L, (1) under P, stochastically dominates
and is stochastically dominated by exponential variables with mean

D
2¢e log % + o, (e).

In particular,
E, [62 %me} = (1+ 0,(1))2V27 CR(z, D)*y/[log e|e 2. (3.2)
Moreover, if xog ¢ D(x,¢),

G p(xo,)

Py (Tze <7) = (1+ 077(1)) Tog 2|

(3.3)
Proof. (3.3) is part of [Jeg20a, Lemma 2.2]. The claim about the stochastic dominations is

a consequence of [Jeg20a, Section 2| as explained at the beginning of the proof of [Jeg20a,
Proposition 3.1]. (3.2) is then an easy computation with exponential variables. O

12



3.2 Continuity lemma

We now state a refinement of Lemma 5.1 of [Jeg20a]. We indeed need a quantitative estimate on
the error that we make when we forget about the exit point of the excursion.

Lemma 3.3. Let k,k',n > 0 with k' > k+1 andn > k' —k. Denote n = e ® n' =e* and for

alli=1...k' =k, r; =ne™". Consider 0 <1y, < -+ <7Tp_pg11 <Tp—p=1n" and fori=1...n,
T; € B([0,00)). For any y € 9D(0,n/e), we have

]P)y (V’L =1...n, LO,Ti (TOW) S Ti|7'0177/ < 70,1, B’Fo,r,)
Py (VZ =1...n, LO,n(TO,n) S Ti|7—0,n/ < 7'0177)

1—p(n'/n) < < 1+p(n'/n) (3.4)

with p(u) < Lexp (—c|logul'/?) for some universal constant ¢ > 0.

Remark 3.1. Tt is crucial that we consider dyadic radii r € {ne~",i = 1...k' — k} between 7’ and
n/e since there is no hope to obtain such a result if we were looking at the local times Lo (70.,)
for all » < n/e. Indeed, if we condition the Brownian motion to spend very little time in the disc
D(0,n/e) before hitting dD(0,n) (which is a function of Lo (70,4),r < n/e), By, will favour
points on dD(0,n) close to the starting position y, even if we condition further the trajectory to
visit D(0,n’) before exiting D(0,7).

Proof of Lemma 3.3. The proof is inspired from the one of [Jeg20a, Lemma 5.1]. In this proof,
we will write v = +v when we mean —v < u < v. To ease notations, we will denote 7, :=
Ton, Ty i= Toy and for all i =1...n, L,, := Lo, (10,). Take C € B(9D(0,7n)). We will denote
Leb(C) for the Lebesgue measure on 9D(0,7) of C. It is enough to show that

Py (B, € C,1y <7y, Vi=1...n,L,, €T;) (3.5)
1 "N\ P, (B, € C,1y <
=|1lt-exp|—c logn— v (B, T Tn)Py(Tn/<Tn,Vi:1...n,Ln€Ti).
¢ n Py (ry < )

Moreover, establishing (3.5) can be reduced to show that

Py (B-, € C, 7y <7,¥i=1...n,L,, €T)) (3.6)
1 7' 73\ Leb(C) ,
= (1:lzzexp (c 1ogﬁ S Py, (ry <my,Vi=1...n,L,, €T;).

Indeed, applying (3.6) to T; = [0, 00) for all ¢ gives

1/3
n Leb(C)
log W )) Py (ry < 1y) 2

1
P, (BTW €eC,my < Tn) = (1 + —exp <c
c

which combined with (3.6) leads to (3.5) with slightly different constants. Finally, after reformu-
lation of (3.6), to finish the proof we only need to prove that
1/3
Leb(C
)) Leb(C) (3.7)

21

/

n

1
P, (BTn eClry <m,Vi=1...n,L,, € TZ) = <1i — exp <—c log —
¢ n

The skew-product decomposition of Brownian motion (see [Kal02], Corollary 16.7 for instance)
tells us that we can write

(Bi,t > 0) 2 (1B, %, ¢ > 0) with (6, ¢ > 0) = (we,, ¢ > 0)

13



where (wy, t > 0) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion independent of the radial part (|By|,t >
0) and (o¢,t > 0) is a time-change that is adapted to the filtration generated by (|B|,t > 0):

t
1

at:/ —ds
0 |BS|

In particular, under P, we have the following equality in law

(d) i60+i
(Tns |Be| ,t < 70, Br,)) = (7, |Be| ,t < 7, me fo+ gN) (3.8)

where 0 is the argument of y, A is a standard normal random variable independent of the radial

part (|B:|,t > 0) and
Tn 1
S = —=ds.
/0 |Bs*

We now investigate a bit the distribution of e? N for some ¢ > 0. More precisely, we want
to give a quantitative description of the fact that if ¢ is large, the previous distribution should
approximate the uniform distribution on the unit circle. Using the probability density function
of N and then using Poisson summation formula, we find that the probability density function
f:(0) of e®ttN at a given angle 0 is given by

—(0—60+27n)?/(2t%) _ ip(0—00) ,—p *t2/2
O = 7= 3 N

pEZ

1 —p22/2
=5 <1+2Zcos (0 —0p))e? )

In particular, we can control the error in the approximation mentioned above by: for all § €

[0, 27],
L~ 22 1\ 2
<_§ 2 < 1L,=)e”
p:1e < 1max( ,t)e

1

1:(0) = o2

for some universal constant C; > 0.

We now come back to the objective (3.7). Using the identity (3.8) and because the local
times L,, are measurable with respect to the radial part of Brownian motion, we have by triangle
inequality

Py (B:, € Clry <7p,Vi=1...n,L,, €T;) —

<E, [/ £u(6) -

<Ci Leb(C) E, {max <1, l) e~ /2
n S

< Cl Leb(c) Ey |:maX <1, i/) ef(§’)2/2
N

o n
TT] 1
¢ = / 5 ds.
7rn | Bs|

n

Leb(C)
21

1pei0ccydd

=

Ty < Ty, Vi=1...n,L,, GTZ}

Ty <Tp,Vi=1...m,L,, GTZ-]

Ty <Tp,Vi=1...m,L,, ETZ-]

where
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To conclude the proof, we want to show that

E, {max (1, l/) e~ (/2
S

By conditioning on the trajectory up to 7,/, it is enough to show that for any 7] € B([0, 00)),i =
1...n, for any z € 9D(0,7'),

E., [max <1, i/) e~ (<)?/2
S

In the following, we fix such 7} and such a z.

/

" 1/2)

log —
n

1
Ty <Tp,Vi=1...m,L,, GTZ-] < Eexp (c

/

1/2
1 ). (3.9)

1
Vi=1...n,L,, GT{} < —exp <c log —
c n

Consider the sequence of stopping times defined by: 052) :=0and foralli=1...k +k,
051) := inf {t > og)l 2| B = n’ei_1/2} and 052) = inf {t > Ufl) By € {n'ei,n'ei_l}}.

We only keep track of the portions of trajectories during the intervals [051), 0§2)

} by bounding
from below ¢’ by
K —k o§2) B 01(1)

(<) > Z W-

i=1
Notice that by Markov property, conditioning on {Vi = 1...n,L,, € T/} impacts the variables

ol@) — fl) . Since

1
v+ max (1, m) e /2

is convex, we deduce by Jensen’s inequality that

E, {max (1 l) e_(g/)z/2
) g/

K~k ; 1/2 @ _ )
1 1 (n'e?)? kK —ko” —o,;
< E. 1, _ i i ’B
—kh—kg; mm‘( Wk o _,m) P 2 (e o

%

o,/ only through ’Ba@)

w1maneﬂ]

By Markov property and Brownian scaling, we have obtained

E {max (1 l) e~ (/2
z b) g/

o ) o (52

where o, := inf{t > 0 : |B; € {1,e71}}. Now, one can show (see [Doo55, Section 14] for
instance) that there exists a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that for all s > 1,

WzlmmL”eﬂ]

S max Ee—l/Q
r=1,e—1

|Bs, | = T‘| .

Ee*1/2 [6756*] S 676\/;.
Since min,—; (—1 P,-1/2 (|Bo, | = r|) > ¢ for some universal constant ¢ > 0, we also have

B, |= T} < Ce™ Vs,

max E, 12 [e”7
r=1,e~1
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From this, we deduce that

1
Tg},aé)gl Ee—l/Z |:max (1, m) ‘ |BU* = T:| S C
and therefore, by Cauchy—Schwarz, we obtain that
1 1/2 K — k)o. T
T£i§1E671/2 [max (1, m) exp <—(%) |Bo'*| =r| < Ce ¢ k 7k.
Recalling that k' — k = logn’/n, this shows (3.9) which finishes the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

3.3 Bessel process

The purpose of this section is to collect properties of Bessel processes that will be needed in this
paper. Recall Notation 1.1.

We start off by recalling the following result that can be found for instance in the lecture
notes [Law18], Proposition 2.2.

Lemma A. For each x,t > 0 and d > 0, the measures P, and IP‘i, considered as measures on

paths {Xs,s < t}, restricted to the event {Vs < t,Xs > 0} are mutually absolutely continuous
with Radon-Nikodym derivative

apPd (X “eX _a(a—l)/tﬁ
ap, ~ \z P 2 ), X2

We now state a consequence of Lemma A and Girsanov’s theorem that will allow us to
transfer computations on zero-dimensional Bessel process over to 1D Brownian motion and 3D
Bessel process. Let us mention that since 0 is absorbing for the zero-dimensional Bessel process
X, we will very often write 1,0y instead of 1{vs<; x, >0y for this specific process.

Lemma 3.4. Let v € (0,2],t > 0, r > 0 and let f : C([0,t],[0,00)) — [0,00) be a nonnegative
measurable function. Then

where a = (d —1)/2.

Ve THE [0 1 x50y f (X5, 5 < )] (3.10)

t O\ 3 [t ds
= VreIE, S (A oo f(Xs +s,s < )|
re (Xt +7t> eXp( 8/0 X, _i_VS)Q) (¥s<t, X, 45504 f (Xs + 78,5 < 1)

In particular,

1/2
2 t
Vie T [ 1 x50y f(Xay s < 1)] < VT, ( ) f(Xs+7s,s<t)| . (3.11)
Xt + ")/t +
Moreover,
\/Ee_QtlEg [€2Xt1{Xt>0}1{vsgt7Xs<25+ﬁ}f (Xs,5< t)} (3.12)
1 X, _ 1/2
=27 12/re® (B —r)IE}_, [Y <1 - t2 B) Lgvs<t, 26— X, 48>0}
t t

¢ d
sz (2] gt )]
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and

\/Ze_QtIEE [€2Xt'l{Xt>0}1{vs§t,Xs<23+B}f(XSa 5 < tﬂ (3.13)
1 " 1/2
< B —r)E — | = 25 — X5, 8 < t)|.
< VrT (B - )Y, lXt (5rrix;), J0+20-Xoas >]
Finally,
lim lim te " IE [e*** 1 ys<s x. <2545} ] = 00 (3.14)

S—o0 t—00

Proof of Lemma 3.4. By Lemma A, the left hand side of (3.10) is equal to

2 _ 3 (td
\/F\/Ee_%tIET [Xt 1/2 exp (—g/ —8) eVXt]-{ngt,Xs>0}f(Xsa s < t)} .
0 s

Girsanov’s theorem concludes the proof of (3.10). (3.11) follows directly from (3.10). Now, by
(3.10), the left hand side of (3.12) is equal to

1/2

t 3 [t ds
o, | (L _2 / _® )4
\/7_‘6 Xt T 9% N exp 8 0 (XS + 28)2 {VSSt,X5+25>O}

X 1{Vs§t,X5<ﬁ}f(XS + 28, S S t)]

= reQTlEg,T

t /2 3 [t ds
52 2 v -3 — |1 LB
<2f+5 _Xt>+ exp( 8/0 (284‘5 _Xs)2> {Vs<t,25+B—Xs>0}

X Lyvs<t x,>03f(25 + 8 — Xg,5 < t)] .

By Lemma A, this is in turn equal to the right hand side of (3.12). (3.13) is an easy consequence
of (3.12) and we now turn to the proof of (3.14). We use (3.12) and we add the stronger constraint
that {Vs < ¢,2s — X, + 8 > r/2 + s} in order to have a lower bound. On this event, we can

bound
ex §/tL > ex f§/OOL —c
PAT8 ), Gs—x,+p92) =P8/, /2+s2) "™

Moreover, we simply bound
X, _ g\ /2 —1/2
[ Xe— B > (14 B ,
2t 2t

which overall shows that

B B —1/2 1
te 2tIE70~ [eQth{Vs§t7X5<2s+ﬁ}] > Cr(ﬁ - 7") (1 + E \/£|E37T Zl{Vs§t72sts+ﬁ>r/2+s} .

Since X; under IP}_ (-[Vs < t,25 — X, 4 8 > r/2 + s) is stochastically dominated by X; under
IP3_,., we can further bound

1

1
IEB_T Zl{VS<t,25XS+ﬁ>T/2+S}:| Z IE%_T [Yt] IP%_T (VS S t, 28 — Xs + B > T/2 + S) .
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Lemma 3.5, Point 2, shows that IE%# [%ﬂ — \/2/m as t — oo. Therefore

liminf te ™" IE) [€*** Live<r x,<25408}] = (B —1)PY_, (Vs > 0,25 — X, + B> 71/2+5).

t—o0

To see that the above probability remains bounded away from zero as § — oo, we can for instance
notice that a three-dimensional Bessel process which starts at § — r is stochastically dominated
by the sum of three independent one-dimensional Bessel processes X (), i = 1,2,3, starting at
the origin, plus S — r (this follows by bounding va? + b2 + ¢ < |a| + |b| + |¢|). Therefore

3
P _ (Vs>0,258 X, +B>71/2+5)>P <Vs > O,ZXS(Z') < r/2+s> > 0.
i=1
This concludes the proof of (3.14). O
We now collect some properties of three-dimensional Bessel process.
Lemma 3.5. Let K > 0.

1. Uniformly over r € [0, K],

Vi
P3(Vt>0,X,>———— | —1
as M — oo.
2. I {XLJ = @/% +0(%) as t — oo, where the error is uniform over r € [0, K.

3. For any q € (0,3), sup;~; sup, > [t)q(—/;} is finite.
- t

4. For any q € (0,1), sup;>; SUpg > SUpP,.c(o, K] IE [(1 — Xf;tK)__‘_q] is finite.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Points 1-2 are part of [Pow18, Lemma 2.9]. To verify Point 3, notice that
X; under IP3 is stochastically dominated by X; under P2 for any r > 0. By scaling, we deduce

that P P
td td 1
sup sup IE3 {—] < sup IE3 {—] = I3 [—] .
tZII) r>% P ¢ tZE) o x¢ 0 X

The density of X; under IP3 is explicit (see [Law18, Proposition 2.5] for instance) and is given by

2
\/ijG—yz/Qdy'
T

We can therefore directly check that IE] [X 1 q] is finite as soon as ¢ < 3. This concludes the
proof of Point 3. Point 4 follows from a similar direct computation. (|

We conclude this section on Bessel processes with estimates that will be used repeatedly in
the paper.
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Lemma 3.6. There exists a universal constant C' > 0 such that the following estimates hold
true. For all K > 1,r € [0,K] and t > 1,

te 2D [€* M 1 {ys<s x. <25+ K} L{x, 501 < OVI(K —1)e® (3.15)
and
Ve B [(— X + 2t + K)e*  Lyocr x, <osr iy Lix, >0y < CVI(K —r)e”, (3.16)
Moreover, for all K > 1,r € [0,K], v € (1,2) and t > exp(1/(2 — 7)),

1 _ r
ﬁ te WZt/2IE2 I:SWXtl{VSSt,X5§25+K}1{Xt>O}} S C\/;(K - 7’)6” . (317)

Proof of Lemma 3.6. By (3.13), the left hand side of (3.16) is at most

_ —1/2
272 /r(K — r)e*IE, [(1 _ X K) 1 .

26 ),

The expectation with respect to the three-dimensional Bessel process is bounded uniformly in
r € [0,K],K > 0,t > 1 by Lemma 3.5, point 4. This concludes the proof of (3.16). Now, by
(3.13) and then by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the left hand side of (3.15) is at most

¢ X, — K\ V?
2—1/2 K — 27‘|E3 i 1— t
\/F( T)@ K—r Xt o N

¢ 112 X, — K\ ! v
<272 /r(K — r)e IS _, |:X_t2:| B l(l Ty >+ ] '

Lemma 3.5, points 3 and 4, then concludes the proof of (3.15). We now turn to the proof of
(3.17). By (3.11), the left hand side of (3.17) is at most

L re’"IE,
2—-y

¢ 1/2
1 S — S
(Xt +,yt>+ {V StaXsS(2 'Y) +K}‘|

. 1/2
1 _
<Xt +7t>+ {Xe<—~t/2}

1
< —— Ve,
2—v

2 1
+ \/jQ—\/;eWIPT (Vs <t,X;<(2—7)s+K).
Y=Y

By Holder’s inequality and an analogue of Lemma 3.5, Point 4, for Brownian motion rather than
3D Bessel process, we see that the last expectation above is at most

Xi+r —2/3) %4
IEo (1+ t ) 1 Po (X < —r —~t/2)/4 < e 7'1/32 <0y

RN

by recalling that ¢ > exp(1/(2 — v)). On the other hand (see [Res92, Proposition 6.8.1] for
instance),

Po (Vs >0, X, < (2—7)s+ K —7)=1—e 2K < 9(K —r)(2 — ).
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Since
_@2-y?

Po(3s>t,Xs>(2—7)s+K—r)Se "1 1<2—7,

it implies that
Po (Vs <t,Xs < (2—7)s+ K —1) S(K—71)(2—7).

Putting things together yields (3.17). This concludes the proof. O

3.4 Barrier estimates for 1D Brownian motion
The purpose of this section is to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. There exists C' > 0 such that the following claims hold true. For all K, H > 1 and
all integer n > 1,

CK?
P =0...n—1, min X < 2log(1 K| < 1
O(sz 0...n , in, X < og(l+k)+ )_ NG (3.18)

and

CK267H/64
Py <Vk0...n1, min X < 2log(k+ 1)+ K,3s € [0,n], X, >K+H> < —.

[k, k+1] n

(3.19)

Moreover, for all K,H > 1, v € [1,2) and all integer n > (2 — )74,
IPo (Vk =0...n—1, [knllcinl] X< 2-—7vk+2log(l+k)+ K) < OK?*2—7) (3.20)

K+
and

P =0...n—1 in X <(2- 21log(1 K 21
O(Vk 0...m ’[k%fu <(2-—vk+2log(l+k)+ K, (3.21)

Js<n,X,> (277)5+K+H) < OK2e H/04(2 — ).

We start off with the following intermediate result.

Lemma 3.8. Let ¢ > 0. There exists C > 0 such that the following estimates hold. For all
n>1and K >1,
Py (Vs < n, Xs < clog(l+s) + K) < CK?/\/n. (3.22)

Moreover, for all vy € [1,2), for alln > (2 —~)~* and K > 1,
Py (Vs < n, X, < (2—7)s +clog(l+s)+K) < CK*2—~). (3.23)

Proof. We start by proving (3.22). If K > n'/4, then the result is clear by bounding the
probability by one. In the rest of the proof we thus assume that K < n'/%. Let us denote
K,, = clog(1 4+ n) + K. By the reflection principle,

P (v <, Xy < Ky Xn > 1/4) /Kn L (‘ﬁ ‘7(”"”2)d
S n, s S s R 1 = e 2n —e 2n T
0 = s n n ey o

For all z € [-n'/*, K], we can bound

e 2n — e 2n n

~ )

e e R U2 Knx) 2 K2 - Kyx _ .2 Kynt'/*
= e 2n 1_6 Se 2n ——— - <e 2n
n n
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implying that

<Knn1/4 /Kn 1 22 K,
~on _nt/a /270 ~on

Another similar consequence of the reflection principle is that

IPq (Vs <n,Xs < K, X, > —n1/4)

IPo (Vs <n, Xs < K,) 2 K, /V/n.
Therefore
P, (Xn > pl/4vs < n, X, < clog(l+ s) + K)
<Py (Xn > _nl/4Ys < n, X, < clog(1 +n) + K) <1/vn
and
IPo (Vs <m, Xs < clog(l+s)+ K)
<nTV2Py (Vs <y X < clog(l+s) + K) + IPg (vs <n, X, <clog(l+s)+K,X, < —n1/4)
<=2y (Vs < n, X, < clog(l+ s) + K) + IPg (Xn < —n'/* 3s € [n,n+n'/1), X, > K)

+ 1Py (Vs§n+n1/4,Xs §c’(s/\(n+n1/4—s))1/20+K).

By equation (25) of [BDZ16], the last right hand side term is at most CK?2/y/n. The second
right hand side term being at most

IPq ( max X > K +n1/4) < 675"1/4,
[0,n/4]

we deduce that

IPo (Vs < n, X < clog(l+s)+ K)
<SnTV2Py (Vs <y Xy < clog(1+s) + K) + K?/vn

which concludes the proof of (3.22).
We now turn to the proof of (3.23). Since n > (2 —v)~%,

Po(3s = n, X, > (2= 7)s) < Py (35 2 n, X, > s1) < }; Py ({13%] X > k3/4>

< Zefcﬁfje*c\/ﬁSQf'y.
k>n

Hence

Py (Vs <m, Xs < (2—7)s+clog(l+s)+ K)
<2~ + 1P (vs < 2m, Xy < (2— )5+ Cls A (20— 8))1/20 +K)

—(2—=~)%n —(2—v)X2n
=2—7+e 2= IEo {e (2=) 1{vs§2n,xsgc(sA(Qn—s))l/zo-‘rK}}
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by Girsanov’s theorem. Now, by equation (25) of [BDZ16], we conclude that
Py (Vs <m, Xs < (2—7)s+3log(l+s)+ K)

K
S2—v+ Ke~ (2= / (K — x)n73/26712/(4n)67(277)Idz

K+2(2—v)n R
= 2—’}/+K/ (K +2(2 —y)n —y)n~32e7v /) gy

S K2 -7).
This finishes the proof of (3.23). O
Proof of Lemma 3.7. We start by proving (3.18). By Lemma 3.8, there exists some universal
constant Cy > 0 such that for all t > 1,
Py (Vs € [1,t], Xs < 3log(1+s) +2K) < C1K?/v/t + 1. (3.24)
We thus aim to take care of the minima in (3.18). Let n > 1 and define

pn = sup Py <W€§n1, min X§210g(k:+1)+K>_
0<to<1 [E+to,k+1+t0]

Let 0 <tg < 1. Set 7 :=inf{s >ty : X5 > 3log(l + s) + 2K}. We are going to decompose the
above probability according to the value of 7. Let k > 1. Notice that on the event {k+to < 7 <
E4-14to, ming, 1440, ktt9] X < 2logk+ K}, we have max, yefh—1-+4to,7] | Xu—Xo| > log(k+1)+ K.
If K = 0, on the event {to < 7 < 1+ to}, we simply have max,cjo,7] |Xu — Xo| > K when X
starts at 0. Hence
IPo <W€§n1, min X§210g(k+1)+K>
[k+to,k+1+t0]
n—1
< Po(r > n—i—to)—i—ZIPo(k—i—to <T<k+1+ty, max |X,—X,|>logk+1)+K,
o w,vE[k—1+to,T]

Vi=k+1..n, min X< 2log(j+1)+K).
[+to,j4+1+to]

By applying Markov’s property to the stopping time 7, and by writing X a Brownian motion
independent of 7, we see that the last probability written above is equal to

IEo [1{k+to§T<k+1+t0,maxu,ue[,€1+t0,,] | X=Xy | >log(k+1)+K }

x IPg <ij+1...n, min X§210g(j+1)310g(1+7)K‘T)]
[j—T4to,j+1—7+to]

§IP0<k+t0§T<k+1+to, max |XuXv|210g‘(k+1)+K>
w,v€[k—1+t0,T]

o<t <1 [G+th,d+1+t0]

<Py < e |X, X, > log(h+ 1) + K) Pt
u,ve |0,

<Py <2 r[na)]( |X| > log(k + 1) + K) Pkt < e—(log(k+1)+K)2/16pn7k71.
0,2
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Moreover, by (3.24),

sup Po(T > n+tg) <P (Vs € [1,n], X, < 3log(l +5) +2K) < C1K?/v/n + 1.
0<tp<1

We have thus proven that

n—1

C1K? 2
Dn S \/7-1,‘——*—1 4 Zef(log(kﬁ’l)ﬁ’l() /16pn7k71- (325)
k=0

This recursive relation allows us to conclude the proof of (3.18). We detail the arguments. Define

n—1
1
Cy :=supvn+1 e~ Uog(k+1))°/16 __—
2 nzli kZ—O Vvn— k

and assume that K is large enough so that we can define
Cr = Oy /(1 — e K°/160y).

We clearly have pg < 1 < CKKQ/\/l 4+ 0. Let n > 1 and assume now that for all £k < n — 1,
pr < CxK?/Vk + 1. By (3.25), we have

C1K?2 216 Cx K2 K2 g Cx K2
< . (log(k+1)+K)?/16 < (C +e K160 0 ) = :
b T V/n+1 kzzoe vn—k  vn+1 Lre K vn+1

This concludes the proof by induction of the fact that p, < CkK? /v/n+ 1 for all n > 1. Since
Ck does not grow with K, this concludes the proof of (3.18).
We now turn to the proof of (3.19). We are first going to show that

IPO(szo...n—l, min X < 2log(1 + k) + K, (3.26)
[, k1]

Is < n, X, > 3log(1+s) + H + K) < Ce~H /18 K2 ) /n.
By considering the stopping time
inf {s >0,Xs; >3log(l+s)+ H+ K},

and by following almost the same arguments as above, one can show that the probability in
(3.26) is at most

n—1

> e~ (os(k+D)FH)*/16 g1y g (Vj <n—1—Fk min X <2log(k+1)+ K)

k=0 0<tp<1 [k+to,k+1+t0]
n—1 n—1 K2 K2
< Z ef(log(k+1)+H)2/16pnik < Zef(log(kJrl)JrH)Z/lG < 67H2/16_
k=0 k=0 vn —k vn

thanks to the estimates on p,,. This shows (3.26). Now, it implies that
IPo (Vk: =0...n— 1,[kn;in1]X <2log(k+1)+ K,3s € [0,n], X > K+H)
K+
< Ce H /B4 K2 ) /i + Py (Vs € [0,n], X, < 3log(s + 1)+ K + H/2,3s € [0,n], X, > K + H).
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If H is larger than 6log(n 4+ 1), then the probability on the right hand side vanishes and we
directly obtain (3.19). Let us now assume that H < 6log(n+ 1) and denote kg := {e% — 1J <n

and consider the stopping time 7 = inf{s > 0 : Xy > K + H}. By Markov property, the last
probability written above is at most equal to

n—1
S Po(k<T<k+1,Vs€ (r,n),X, < (c+1)log(s +1)+ K + H/2)
k=ko
n—1
<Y Po(k<T<k+1)
k=ko
X Prim(Vse€[0,n—k—1], X, <3log(s+1)+2loglk+1)+ K+ H/2)
n—1
S P (k<7 <k+1)log(k+1)*/vVn—k

k=ko

by Lemma 3.8. Now, using the explicit density of 7 (which is a consequence of the reflection
principle), we see that

MUK+ H < (K+H)2>< K+ H
exp | —

Pok<T<k+1)= .
O( ST JF) /k /—27Tt3 ot N(k+1)3/2

Hence,

Py (V/{::O...n—l,[knr]iinl]Xg210g(k+1)—|—K,33€ [0,n], X >K—|—H)
k+

n—1
2 1 lo k + 1
< e HYOAR2 | (K 4 H) log(k+1)°
< RSCEIDY e
The behaviour of the above sum is given by
z‘: logk+1)? _ 1 z/: 2 log(n) "Zl 1 _ 1 (log(ky)® , log(n)’
1/7 = 3/2 w2 e V=R Vi Ve vno )’

By recalling that kg = {e% — 1J < n, we have therefore obtained that
Py <Vk =0...n— 1,[min]X <2log(k+ 1)+ K,3s € [0,n], X; > K+H>
ko k+1

2 1 1
< o H?/64 2 K 4+ H)H2e—H/12 _

This concludes the proof of (3.19).
We now turn to the proof of (3.20). This time we define for n > 1,

qn := sup IPg (ngn—l, min X§(2—7)k5+210g(1+k)+}(>_
0<to<1 [k+to,k+1+to]

By considering for 0 < ty < 1, the stopping time

inf {s >ty : Xs > (2—7)s+3log(l+s)+2K},
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we can show using a reasoning very similar to the one above that

n—1
Gn < IPo (VS € [15 n]a Xs < (2 - ’Y)S + SlOg(l + S) + 2K) + Z e_(log(1+k)+K)2/16qn—k—1-
k=0

Take n > (2 —~v)~%. By (3.23), the first right hand side term above is at most CK?(2 — 7).
Moreover, for all k € [n/2,n],

G — qn < Po (s >n/2, X, > (2—7)s) < IPg (as >n/2,X, > 2—1/433/4) Se VA <9y

Therefore,
[n/2] n—1
an < K2(2 — )+ Z ef(log(k+1)+K)2/16qn + Z e—(log(k+1)+K)2/16
k=0 k=[n/2]+1

S K22 — )+ e K10,

which shows that ¢, < K?(2 —+) as soon as K is large enough. This finishes the proof of (3.20).

(3.21) follows from (3.20) in a similar manner that (3.19) follows from (3.18). This concludes the
proof. O

4 Adding good events: proof of Proposition 2.1
and Lemma 2.2

The purpose of this section is to prove Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.2. We start by discussing
Proposition 2.1. As mentioned in Section 1.3, it is natural to expect the introduction of the good
events G¢(z) to be harmless. Indeed, in analogy with the case of log-correlated Gaussian fields
(see [Pow18, Corollary 2.4] for instance), the following should hold true:

1 1
sup sup ( —L, (74,r) — 21log —) < 00 P,, — a.s. (4.1)
z€D >0 £ €

which would imply (forgetting about the Bessel bridges) that Py, ((N,cp Neso G=(2)) — 1 as
B8 — oo. We have not been able to prove such a statement because of the following two main
reasons.

1) For a fixed radius e, we would like to be able to compare

1 1
sup \/ =Lz (Tw,r) and sup  {\/~Lz.(Tz,R), (4.2)
zeD V € z€ez?nD V €

the latter supremum being a supremum over a finite number of elements. To do so, we would
need to be able to precisely control the way the local times vary with respect to the centre of
the circle. Obtaining estimates precise enough turns out to be difficult to achieve (the estimates
of Section C of [Jeg20a] leading to the continuity of the local time process (z,€) — L, <(7) are
too rough). We resolve this problem by first considering local time of annuli rather than circles.
Indeed, comparing local times of annuli is much easier since if an annulus is included in another
one, then the local time of the former is not larger than the local time of the latter.
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2) Assuming that we are able to make the comparison (4.2), the next step would be to be
able to bound from above

1 1
P, ( sup ELm,g(Tm,R) > 2log E) .

z€eZ?ND

If the bound is good enough, Borel-Cantelli lemma would allow us to conclude the proof of
(4.1), at least along dyadic radii e. Estimating accurately this probability is again challenging (a
union bound is not good enough for instance). In the case of log-correlated Gaussian fields, the
estimation of such probabilities is heavily based on the Gaussianity of the process. For instance,
in [DRSV14a], Kahane’s convexity inequalities allow the authors to import computations from
cascades (Theorem 1.6 of [HHS09]). We resolve this problem by asking the local times to stay
under 21og% + 2log log% instead of 2log % Indeed, here we can do very naive computations
using for instance union bounds. Importantly, this restriction is enough to turn the variables
that we consider bounded in L!. We can then make L' computations and use repulsion estimates
to get rid of the extra 2log 1og% term.

4.1 Supremum of local times of annuli
Lemma 4.1. Forxz € D ande > 0, let
Tz, R €ec
Ez,E(Tz,R) ::/ 1{8§|Bﬁ7£|§68}dt :/ Lm,T(Tz,R)dr
0 €

be the amount of time the Brownian trajectory has spent in the annulus D(x,ec)\D(z,e) before
hitting OD(x, R). Then,

2 1 1
sup sup ﬁﬁm,g(mﬂ) —2log — —2loglog — < o0 P, —as.
ee{e-m,n>1} xED (e2—1)e € €

|[x—z0|>ee

Proof of Lemma 4.1. For x € D and € > 0, define

Tx,eR
Uy e ::/ 1 dt
; o {5 ;S\Bt—ﬂgea—i—m}

" Tloge]

and notice that if |z — y| < e/|loge|, then £, o (T2,r) < ¥y, Pyy-a.s. Hence

2 1 1

sup sup 5 lae(Te,r) — 2log = — 2loglog -

ec{e—m,n>1} zeD (6 — 1)5 g 3
|z—z0|>ec

2 1 1
< sup sup ——— 5 lwe —2log - —2loglog —
celemn>1}  perEo2?nD (e2 —1)e € €

|x—zo|>ec+e/| loge]

P,,-a.s. By Borel-Cantelli lemma, to conclude the proof it is now enough to show that

2 1 1
E P, sup g lee —2log = —2loglog = >0 | <oo.
. € ==2Z?ND (e —1)e € €
ce{e~",n>1} Toge]

|z—z0|>ee+e/|loge|

26



After a union bound, we want to estimate

/ 2 1 1
]P)zo < (62—71)52€I76 — 210g g - 210g10g g Z 0)

for a given € € {¢7",n > 1} and z € @ZQ N D such that |z — x¢| > ec + ¢/|loge|. Let
z € dD(x,ec 4+ ¢/|loge|). By (1.6), starting from z and conditioned on
1

= e T o/ [loge] oeeteslonel (Tacr):

eete/|loge|

ec+e/|loge| 2 rlog e—¢/llog el
by e = / Ly (Tp,er)dr @ (65 + c ) / ¢ e_2sXS2ds
. |logel ) Jo

—e/| loge|

where X, is a zero-dimensional Bessel process starting at v/£. By bounding

1 3 2 1
10g765+€/| oge| <14 —— <e€+—€ ) < e%e? <1+—)
e —e/|loge| |log | [log | |log |

(if € is small enough) and

2 1 1+3/|loge| 9
— 1+ / eiQSXSst <(1+— max Xf
l1—e? |logel ) Jo |loge| ) s<133/]loge|

we deduce that

2 1 1
P/~ t,.—2log = —2loglog = >0
<\/ (2 —1)e2 ™ T T OREL = )

2
2 1 1
PO 14+ —— X2> (2log= +2loglog - )
”<( +|1ogs|)s<1i%?’ioge| “( oBg Foke Ogs) )]

Since (X,s > 0) under IP?/z is stochastically dominated by (X,,s > 0) under IP 5 (zero-

<E.

dimensional Bessel process has a negative drift), we obtain that

2

2 1 1

PO 1+ —— X2 > (2log = +2loglog =
Ve <( + |log5|) sglg?\){logsl 5 ( Ogs +2log Ogs) )

1 1
< IPY Xs>2log— +2loglog— —3
= Ve <s<1gz/lxlogs| =208 5 +2loglog € >

1 1
§|P0< max st2log—+210glog—3\/Z)
s<1+3/|loge]| £ e

< 1{\/@2210;; 14+2loglog %—3}

1 1 1 2
25X 11 /1c10g L210g10g 1 3} XP (m <210gg +2loglog = —3 — \/Z) ) -

We used reflection principle in the last inequality. Recalling that under P, £ is an exponential
variable with mean equal to 2|loge| + O(1) (see (3.1)), we see that

1 1
P, (\/Z > 2log — + 2loglog — —3) < e?|loge| ™.
5 5
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. 2| loge|+2log | log e|—3 E.[¢
Moreover, by denoting A := 2118 \/B;z—%ogs‘ and \ = Wl[l]ogef\)’ we have

E.

1 1 1 :
L{Vic210 L1210g10g 1 -3} ©XP (m <210gg +2loglog = —3 — \/Z) )]

A2 A/VAFT
</ e‘*<A—ﬂ)2e‘tdt:Qe—M2/(A+1>/ /
0

< Ae™ M/ < V/|logele?|loge| ™.

Wrapping things up, we have proven that

u

2 A
e max (0, ——+ ——A | du
( VA+1 A+1 )

2 1 1 —7/2.2
o ( (@ Ty ee ~2los; ~2loglog ZO) <ol

and summing over z € Z2N D, |x — xo| > ec +¢/|loge|,

£
Moge]

2 1 1
P, sup 5 lue —2log— —2loglog— >0 | < |loge|~%/2.
T€ 5 2°ND (e?—1)e € €
|z—x0|>ec+e/| loge|
This is summable over ¢ € {e~™,n > 1} as required. It concludes the proof. |

4.2 First layer of good events: proof of Proposition 2.1

We now have all the ingredients to prove Proposition 2.1. During the course of the proof, we will
obtain intermediate results that we gather in the following lemma. Recall the definition (2.10)
of &,.

Lemma 4.2. Firstly,

Jin lim B, 1 (D)] = oo. (4.3)
Secondly, we have for > 0 fized,
sup E,, [ (D / sup E;, [fhe(dz)] < oo, (4.4)
e>0 D >0
sup Ey, [ (D /supEZ0 fie(dz)] < 00 (4.5)
e>0 e>0
and
sup (2 —~)" ! sup By, [2(D)] < / sup (2 — )"t sup Ey, [ (dz)] < oc. (4.6)
~v€[1,2) e<ey D ~v€[1,2) e<ey

Proof of Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 4.2. Let 8’ > 0 be large. In light of Lemma 4.1 we intro-
duce for all e = e™* > 0 and x € D at distance at least ec from zg, the good event

H.(x):= {Vn =k, +1...k, \/(62%1)6%61’677' (Tz,r) — 2n — 2logn < ﬂ/}

and set

= ﬂ ﬂ H.(z)

x€D e>0
Lemma 4.1 asserts that P, (H) — 1 as 8’ — oo.
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Seneta—Heyde norming. We are first going to show that for a fixed 5’ > 0,
/ sup | log e|e’E,, [62\/ %Lmvs(T)ng(m)} dx < oo. (4.7)
A e>0

First of all, if |x — zo| < 1/|loge]|, then we simply bound
[log eleEz, [2VFF D1y )] < [log ele?Ey, [o2VFET=0]] < [1ogef?”

by (3.2). Take now z € D at distance at least 1/|loge| from zo. We again bound L, .(7)
by Lg.e(7x,r) to be able to use the link (1.6) between local times and zero-dimensional Bessel
process:

|log £|e2E,, [e2v%Lr’E<T>1H£(I>} < |logele®Eq, [eQV %L”’E(”’R)lmm} :

Denote by ry := \/€*s L, k. (T2,r). (1.6) tells us that, conditionally on 7, the process

X, = \/ekIJFSLm,ekafs (Te.r), $>0,

is a zero-dimensional Bessel process starting at r,. The event H,(x) requires

9 s 1/2
min X, < / eQS*Q“ngu
u€[s—1,s] e?2 —1 s—1

2 2(kx+s) T ke 12
==z - e T Ly e—tkw—u (Te,r)du
- s—1

9 e—ku—s+1 1/2
= (€2 — 162(kz+8) /e,kfs Lz,é(Tz,R)d(S)

< 25+ 2k, + 2log(s + ki) + ' < 2s +2logs + 3 + 4k,
forall s=1...k — k,. Hence

/T -
|loge|e’E,, [62 eLae( vR)lHE(z)}

2 0 2X 1 ky
< |logele Ky, l'ErI le l{Vs:I...k—km,minug[s,l,s] X, <2s5+2log s+B/+4km}‘|‘|'

Now, with (3.10), we have
|log e|e’E,, [ VeLloe(To.R) 1g. (2

Eoy | €2 /1o Er
0 [e \/T_ x [ (ka

We now bound

k
<| 1og€|€ 4+ %k

vk — kg

k—k, 1/2
T2k — kz)) 1{Vs:1...ksz,minue[s,lws]Xu§2logs+ﬁ/+4kz+2} :

1/2
IE k= ke 1
T Xion + 2(k — km) {Vs=1..k—ky,min,c(s_1,q Xu§210gs+,8’+4km+2}

SIP”(VS:l...k—kI, min X, < 2logs+ 8’ + 4k, —|—2)

u€[s—1,s]

k— kg 1/2
(Xk—k +2(k — k;m)) Lixy o, <—(—ka)} |-
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By (3.18), the first right hand side term is at most C(k,)?k~'/2. The second right hand side
term decays much faster and we have obtained

|10g€|€2Ex0 [62,/5Lm,5(‘rm,R)1H£(l)} < |10g€|€2 + (kz)Qe_kaExo [62”\/5} < (kx)g

where we have used (3.2) in the last inequality (or more precisely, the stochastic domination
stated in Lemma 3.2 in order to also handle /r;). To wrap things up, we have proven that

1 3/2 if - < 1/|1 |
5 2/ILs (o) } < [log | if |z — x| < oge
R {6 AOIRS { [log & — xo||* if |z —mo| > 1/|loge]

which concludes the proof of (4.7). Very few arguments need to be changed in order to show
(4.4). The only difference is that, compared to the event H.(x), the event G.(z) ensures (in
particular) the Bessel process X to stay below s — 2s+ 8+ 2k, at every integer s. This is more
restrictive than asking minf, ,41] X to be not larger than 2s + 2logs + 3 + 4k,, we can thus
conclude using the reasoning above.

We now turn to the proof of (2.4). Fix 8’ > 0. We are going to show that

sup|log€|€2/ E., [eQV %LI’E(T)IHE(Z)IGE(JC)C] dz (4.8)
e>0 A
goes to zero as 8 — co. Let 9 > 0 be small. By (4.7),

Sli}()) | 1Og€|€2/141{|l—10|§770}E10 {€2V %LI’E(T)]_HE(QC)} d:L' = 0770%0(1).

g

Fix now 19 > 0. In what follows the constants underlying the bounds may depend on 7. Recall
the definition of h; s constructed in Lemma 2.1. By a reasoning very similar to what we did
above and using (3.19), one can show that

2 2¢/LLae (7o
sup |logele L{jw—zo|>no} Bzo [6 ehaer ’R)]-Hg(l)l{ase{kx ..... k},h ,522s+ﬁ/2}] dz
e=eF A z,e
k>1
goes to zero as § — 0o. We are thus left to control
2 2v/ tLaoe(To.r
|log e|e“Eq, {6 N ( R)]‘{Vse{kI ,,,,, k},hI,E,S<25+ﬁ/2}1Gs(I)C}

for some x € D at distance at least 1y from xy. Denote r, = \/eikILI&—km (T2,r). By (1.6) and
then by (3.11), this is equal to

[log e[’ By [IE, [€*™ 1 ivamo.. ke, . X, <2548/2+2k0 } L {TsShmho X, 2254 54+2k} ]

Vi ) k—k /2
S VEE, ze e E, =
~ 0 Tz€ £ <Xk_km +2(k_km))+

X 1{Vs_0...kkI,Xs<ﬁ/2+2kI}1{Hs<kkI,XS>ﬁ+2kI}1

SVEEy, [z =P, (Vs = 0.k — ky, Xy < B/2 + 2ky, 35 < k — ky, X > B+ 2k,)]
< ﬂ2€7ﬁ/256
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by (3.19). This concludes the proof of (4.8). We now have for any small p > 0,

lim sup Py, (|me(A) —me(A)] = p)

e—0

1
< Py, (H) + limsup | log|e” [ B [V 16,0 di
A

e—0

By letting 8 — oo and then 8’ — oo, we see that

lim sup lim sup P, (|me(A) — m(A)] > p) =0

B—o0 e—0

as desired in (2.4).
To show (4.3), take r > 0 small enough so that {x € D : D(z,r) C D} has positive Lebesgue
measure and notice that

Ezo [ﬁ’LE(D)] > |1Og€|€2/ 1{D(z,r)CD}Ez0 62 %Lmvs(Tm'T)l{ dx
D

Vs€[ky,k],h" | §25+ﬁ}
x,e

where h" is defined in a similar manner as h expect that we consider local times up to time 7, ,
rather than 7, r. Using (1.6), we see that (4.3) is a direct consequence of (3.14) and Fatou’s
lemma.

Subcritical measures We have finished the part of the proof concerning the Seneta—Heyde
normalisation and we now turn to the justification of (2.6) and (4.6). This is very similar to what
we have just done. The only difference is that after using the link (1.6) between local times and
zero-dimensional Bessel process and the relation (3.10) to transfer computations to 1D Brownian
motion, we have

—1 loge EVZ/QEI e2v %LI’E(TI’R)IH >
0 =(z)

2—v

1 1
< g Vllogele™ /2 4 g e R, lw

1/2
IE k= ke 1
X Er, X, + 10k — ky) {Vs=1..k—ky,minge(o_1,0) Xu<(2—7)s+2log s+8/+4k,+2} | |

We conclude as before by using (3.20) and (3.21) (note here that k — k, > (2 —~)~* since ., has
been chosen small enough) instead of (3.18) and (3.19).

Derivative martingale We finish with the justification of (2.5) and (4.5). Recall that in the
modified measure fi., the Brownian motion is stopped either at time 7 or at time 7, r depending
on whether the local time L, . is in the exponential or not. Part of (2.5) consists in saying that,
in the limit, this modification does not change the measure with high probability. We thus start
by proving that

1 1 1
lim sup/ V| loge|e?Ey, l(\/ng7E(TZ7R) — \/ELLE(T)) eV EL%E(T)] dr = 0. (4.9)
D

e—0
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Let € D. By applying Markov property to the first exit time 7 of D, the integrand in (4.9) is
at most equal to

V| logele’E,,
We decompose this expectation in two parts, the first one integrating on the event that 4/ énys(T) <

Ly .(7)

1 T 1 1 1
62\/m sup Ez l\/ng,s(Tm,R) + ELLE(T) - \/ng"E(T)

z€0D

|loge|/2 and the second one integrating on the complement event. The first part decays quickly
to zero and we explain how to deal with the second part. Recall that starting from any point of
0D(x,¢€), Ly (74, r) is a random variable with mean 2¢log(R/¢) (see Lemma 3.1). By Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality and then by bounding va + b—+/a < Cb/+/a for a > 2b > 1, and using (3.3),

we thus obtain that on the event that ,/%LLE(T > |logel/2,

1 1 1
sup E, l\/ng,s(Tz,R) + ng,s(T) - \/ng,s(T)

2€0D

nys(’r)‘|

1
< sup P, (Tm,a < Tac,R) <\/Ez |:EL$,8(TZ,R)

1 1
Toe < T:| + ELm,g(T) — ELI,8(7)>

z€0D
log d(z, 0D 1 1
< |log d(z, dD)| \/_Lm(r) + 2logE - \/—L”(T)
|loge| e € e
1 —-1/2 1 d D
< |logd(z,0D)| | =Ls.(7) S M'
e ™ | loge|

The integrand in (4.9) is therefore at most

1 D 1 1 D)||1 —
0(1)+O(1)| ogd(m,@ )|E2E |:e2\/;Lm,5(T)i| < 0(1)+O( )| Ogd(l‘ 9 || Og|l‘ ‘TOH

V| loge] o |loge|

by (3.2) and (3.3). This concludes the proof of (4.9).
Now, let 5 > 0. For any small p > 0 and large 8’ > 0, we have

lim S(l)lp Puy (Jpe(A) = 1 (A)] > p) <Py, (H)
E—r

(N 1
Z hmsup/ VI log€|€ E., <\/EL‘T7E(T$1R) — \/ELZ’E(T)> 62\/%Lm-,5(7')‘| dx

1
+ §1im sup/ <3 loglog = + B) V| loge|e®Ey, |:€2V %LI,E(T)lHE(z)} dx
P e—0 D €
62\/ %Lm,E(T)]_HE (m)ng(Z)C‘| dx.

+ §limsup/ V/|logele’E,,
P =0 D

1 1
—Lyo(To.r) + 2log —
€ €

(4.9) and (4.7) tell us that the second and respectively third right hand side terms vanish. When
B > 0 and p > 0 are fixed, one can show using a method very similar to what we did with the
Seneta—Heyde normalisation that the last right hand side term goes to zero as 5 — co. Hence

lim sup im sup Py, ([1=(4) — f1c(A)] > p) < B, (HE).

B—o0 e—0
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The left hand side term is independent of 3’ whereas the right hand side term goes to zero as
B — 0. Therefore, for any small p > 0,

lim sup lim sup Py, ([p=(4) — ic(A)| > p) =0

B—o0 e—0
as desired in (2.5). The proof of (4.5) is very similar to that of (4.4). We omit the details and
it concludes the proof. O

4.3 Second layer of good events: proof of Lemma 2.2

Proof of Lemma 2.2. We start by proving (2.8). Let 79 > 0. By Lemma 4.2, it is enough to
show that

1 1 )
/D V| logele?E,, l(— ELE’E(TZ’R) + 210gg —l—ﬁ) e2V e Lae( )1G€(I)1G2(I)c] 1{|z—z|>n0}dT
(4.10)

goes to zero as € — 0 and then M — oo. The constants underlying the following estimates may
depend on 19. We start off by bounding L, .(7) by Ly o(7z r) in the exponential above. By

letting t = k — kg, Bz = B+ 2k, and r = \/€F= L, k. (72, r) and by using (1.6), we are left to
estimate

—2t 0 2X
\/Ee EIU |:IE7‘ |:(Xt + 2t + /Bm)e t 1{VSSt7XS<2S+ﬁI73'SSt7XS225+/817m }:|:| .

By (3.13) and then by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, this is at most

Exg \/F(Bz - T)62TIE%QE—T

. 1/2
- @ = 1 <
<2t + B — Xt ) + {Hsgt’XSS M 1og\(f2+s>2 }] ]
1/2

1/2
; |P?Ez . HSZO,XSSL
20+ P — Xt ) @ M log(2 + s)?

which goes to zero as M — oo uniformly in ¢ by Lemma 3.5, Points 1 and 4. We have thus
proven that the contribution of points at distance at least 7 from z( to the integral (4.10) goes
to zero as € — 0 and then M — 0. This concludes the proof of (2.8).

The proof of (2.7) is very similar: the presence of an extra /|loge| in the normalisation as
well as the absence of the derivative term (—X; + 2t + ) makes an extra multiplicative term
\/f/ X: popping up in the expectation with respect to the 3D Bessel process. We conclude as
before using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Lemma 3.5, Point 3.

We finish with the proof of (2.9). With the same notations as above, it is again enough to
estimate

g&oﬁ%—m%%#

2
_ —1 -3t 0| _~vX:
(2—7) le Ez, [lEr {e 1{ngt,XS<23+Bm,Hsgt,XSEQS—i-Bm—W‘/;S)Z} :
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By (3.11), this is at most

(2 =) 'E,, lﬁe”TIET

; 1/2
(Xt + 7t> . 1{Vs<t,xs<(2w>s+ﬁx,as<t,xs>(2w)sﬂ%xW\@S)Z}H

< o) + (2 - 7)'Ewy [ﬁevﬁ

P, (VS <EXe<(2—=7)s4 P, I <, X > (2—7)s+ [z — m) } (4.11)

where we obtained the above estimate by decomposing the expectation according to whether
X; < —4t/2 or not. By Girsanov’s theorem and then by Lemma A, the above probability with
respect to the one-dimensional Brownian motion is equal to

—(2=7)*t/2 —(2=7)X:
c o e Mgt X <po—rasce X 28 —r—e— )

_ etz BT _eeysr-xy
= e s .
Ba—1 Xt HSSt,X‘gSm}

By decomposing the above expectation according to whether X; > (2 —v)t/4 or not, we see that
it is at most, up to a multiplicative constant,

—@/ -t [u (2-9)X, ]
e +e Ez _, e 5 .
P (2—)t Fsst XsS o7 log\{;+5)2 }
Now, by Lemma 3.5 point 1 and because X; under IP%E_T ( ’33 <t Xs < W) is stochas-

tically dominated by X; under IP}
multiplicative constant,

we see that the probability in (4.11) is at most, up to a

z—T)

eI Loy (1)em BT {%6(2_7))&] '

T

By a similar procedure as above we can reintroduce 8 e

(gi ;;t and reverse the computations using Lemma A and then Girsanov’s theorem to obtain that

in the expectation above in place of

e—(2—v)2t/2|E% B Bu—1 (2= X:
R ARl

< e~ (2=)*t/4 + P (Vs <t,Xs<(2—7)s4+Bz) S2—7

~

by (3.20). Wrapping things up, we have obtained that the probability in (4.11) is at most

OM—00(1)(2 =7)
as desired. This concludes the proof. (|
5 L’-estimates

5.1 Uniform integrability: proof of Proposition 2.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.2. We first state the following result for
ease of reference.
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Lemma 5.1. Let I be a finite set of indices, (r;,i € I) € [0,00)! and let (X@,i € I) ~ ®;e/IP2,
be independent zero-dimensional Bessel processes starting at ;. Define the process (Xs,s > 0)
as follows: for allm > 0, let X,, = ZieI(X,(f))Q and conditionally on (X,(f),n >1,i€l), let
(X5, € (n,n+1)),n >0, be independent zero-dimensional Bessel bridges between X, and Xp41.
Then X ~ PO with r = /> .. r?.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the fact that the sum of independent zero-dimensional
squared Bessel processes is again distributed as a zero-dimensional squared Bessel process. [

Proof of Proposition 2.2. The constants underlying this proof may depend on S and M. We
start by proving (2.12). We will then see that very few arguments need to be modified to obtain
(2.11) and (2.13). Let &’ be the only real number in {e~",n > 1} be such that

5/

<
~ e*Meexp ((log |loge|)%)

We are first going to control the contribution of points z,y € D at distance at least 1/M from
xo such that |z — y| <&’. Let x and y be such points. On G~L(y),

1 1 v/ |loge
gLy,e(T)Sng—— [log | + 8.

e Mlog(2+ |logel)?

<e. (5.1)

We thus have

. R 2/|loge] 1
N2 A A < ()2 3 - QW
() Eay [fic (0)ic ()] S ()% Tog e exp ( T |1ogs|>2> E,, |e |

< g ’ |1 |7/2 2 |10g€|
= o e _
~\e 8¢ P Mlog(2 + |loge|)?

using (3.2) in the last inequality. This shows that

/ sup Eay [fie (d2)ie (d9)] Lijoyi <oy < 00.
D

xD €>0

We now focus on the remaining contribution. Let x,y € D at distance at least 1/M from xg

be such that | —y| > ¢’. Without loss of generality, assume that the diameter of D is at most 1

so that we can define a = e %o . =e % € {e" n > 1+ [log M |} to be the only real numbers

satisfying

1 @ 1 1 n 1

< < —— and < < .

M = Jo—y| ~eM U &M = Jz—ylexp(—(logloglz —y[)) ~ e*M

Notice that D(z,a) N D(y,a) = @ (as soon as M is at least 2/e), that n > € because |x —y| > ¢/,
that k, > 1 +1log M > k, and that n < o/e. Define

Ghe(@) = {Vs € [ky, k], hye—s < 25+ B}.

Importantly, the event G, () is contained in G.(z) and only cares about what happens inside
the disc D(z, a/e). We similarly define G, -(y). We can bound E,, [fic(x)f.(y)] by

(5.2)

|loge|e*E,,

1 1 1 1
<— ELz,a(Tz,R) + 2log B + B) (— ELy’E(Ty’R) + 2log B + B)

1 1
62\/5 Lm,E(Tm,R)e2\/E Lyyg('rny)leE

ole (1 _ . (5.3)
e {ﬁﬁ—f}]
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In broad terms, our strategy now is to condition on L, ,(7x,r) and L, ,(7,,r) and integrate
everything else. Let N, be the number of excursions from 0D(x, a/e) to dD(x, ) before hitting
OD(x,R). Fori =1...N, and § < a/e, let L;,é be the local time of dD(x,d) accumulated

during the i-th excursion. We also write va,n = 1/%L§m and ry , = ,/%Lz7n(7z7R). Let I, be

the subset of {1,..., N} corresponding to the above excursions that hit D(x, 7). Define similar
notations with x replaced by y et let F, , be the sigma algebra generated by N, N, I, I, and
the successive initial and final positions of the above-mentioned excursions (around both 2 and

Y)-
Conditionally on the initial and final positions of the above excursions,

ti=1...Ny0<aje) and (L i=1...N,0<ale
s Y, Yy

are independent. Moreover, for all i = 1... N, conditioned on {i € I, }, (L; e-n>T > ko +1

is close to be independent of the initial and final positions of the given excursion: this is the
content, of the continuity Lemma 3.3. The Bessel bridges that we use to interpolate the local
times between dyadic radii smaller than a around = and y do not create any further dependence

since D(z,a) N D(y,«) = &. Hence, recalling (1.6) and Lemma 5.1, we see that by paying a

multiplicative price (1 +p (g)) eI+ and conditionally on F, ,, we can approximate the joint
law of (hy ye-s,s > 0) and (hy ,e-s,s > 0) by IPQEW ® IPQM. Letting ¢ = log 2 = k — k;, and
B' = + 2k,, we deduce that

|log e|e*E,,

1 1 1 1
< EL:E,E(TI,R) +210gg +,8> ( gLyys(Tny)+210gg +ﬂ>

o2V 2L e (7e,R) 02/ 2Ly e (7y.R)

-

e, (wla, ol
,€ ,€ y) V1o
’ ’ {V %Ly*"(“ﬁ’gm‘)g%w‘%}

(o2

))H”‘HI“ lloge|e*E,, |1
— ogele Ly, -
1 1 V1logn|
« { V n Ly Ty, r)S2l0g 5 +0— g }

x ). [(_Xt +2t+3') 62Xt1{Vs<t,Xs<25+ﬁ’}]
)

vV | 1Og€|E2IE2m,n [(—Xt + 2t + ﬁ/) 62Xt1{Vs§t,X5§25+ﬁ’}} (54)

2
< 735' [logn¥/2e2r=1 < [lognf*/2ipe*V 7Hentre),
N

We have a similar estimate for the expectation around the point y and we further bound

VI 1og€|52IE2M [(—Xt +2t+ ) e2Xf1{VS§t7XS<25+5,}]
x 1 e
{\/ %Lym(rme)ngog%-i-ﬂ—%}

B 2y/|log |
< o n|3/2y—2 — :
S [logn[**n™" exp Mlog(2 + [logn))?

X IEQM l(Xt +2t+ ) 62Xt1{Vs§t,X3§28+B/}‘|

Now, by (3.16),
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To wrap things up, we have proven that

Ea (e (@) fic ()| 11z] + |1 ] (5.5)

[AFON Wi —
S (1 TP (g)) |10g77|3 exp < | Og”' )2) Eqzo |:€2 7 Lo n(Te,R)

. LI+ Ll
Mlog(2 + |logn)| | |+|y|]

By the continuity Lemma 3.3 and recalling (5.2), there exists ¢, > 0 such that

og (1+p(2)) Sexp ( (log %)1/3> < exp (—e. (log | log | — y]])°)

If we take N to be equal to exp (c* (log | log |z — y]|)? /2), we thus have
N
(12(3) =
e
and (5.5) together with (3.2) yield

Eao [fie(@)fie () 1g11, 411, 1<N}]

21 —
< |logn|* exp <_ | log 7| ) E,, [62 I Lon( I,R)}

Mlog(2 + |logn|)?

_ 2¢/|logn
< |logn|™*n 2e><p< | log ) )

7M10g(2 + | logn)|)?

- Mlog(2 + |loga — y])?

_ 2y/|log|x —y
< log e — 4l — y] Qexp(zaoguogkcy||>6)exp< V|loglz —y]l )

- log |z — y|
P B | log :
Sle—yl eXP( Mlog(2 + [log |z — y]|)2

We now explain how to bound Eq, [fic()fic (Y)1{|1,|+|1,/>n}]- 2| is smaller than the number
of excursions from dD(z,a/e) to dD(x,n) before hitting dD(x, R) and the probability for a
Brownian trajectory starting at dD(x, a/e) to hit dD(x,n) before hitting 0D(z, R) is given by
log(a/eR)
log(n/R) -

By strong Markov property, we then obtain that for all M > 0,

log(a/eR)\ ™ (log | log |z — y||)°
P 1> 0 < () <o (SRS M)
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Using (5.5), Cauchy—Schwarz and (3.2), we deduce that

Eao [fle(@)fie () 1g11, 411,15 N}
< Y By [Ae(@)fic (W) Lr<i) 411, <2041} ]

p>|log, N |

24/|1 /1 - 1/2
< |logn|* exp ( | log ) )Emg |:€4 wkan( “”’R)]

7M10g(2 + |lognl|)?

gp+1
< 3 (140(D) B (22 R (2 2
p>|[logy N|

_ log | log |z — y||)®
Slo—y| texp (—c( |1|og|x|y||||) N (5.6)

—_ C*
< Jo — ™ exp (—cexp (S (10g log o — y)?) ) S 1.

This concludes the proof of (2.12).
Let /i be any subsequential limit of (fi.,e > 0). The claim about the non-atomicity of f
follows from the following energy estimate which is a consequence of what we did before:

Eay [ [ oxp (1togle —al]) ido)ican)

< limsup E,, [/ exp (I log |z — ylll/g) ﬁs(dx)ﬁe(dy)} < 0.
DxD

e—0

For the proof of (2.11), resp. (2.13), we proceed in the exact same way as before. The only
difference is that, instead of (5.4), we need to bound from above

210 2X.
[loge|e?E), | [€** L pvacs —x. +2s18>0}] 5
resp.

2

This is done in (3.15), resp. (3.17), and we conclude the proof of (2.11), resp. (2.13), along the
same lines as above.

1 2
7 [logele” 2IEY [ 1 pvact,—x, 4254550} ] -

O

5.2 Cauchy sequence in L?: proof of Proposition 2.3

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.3.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. Let A be a Borel set of R?. Let = e % € {e™™,n > 1} be small and
consider

(Ax A)y:={(z,y) € Ax A:¥n>1,D(z,n)NdD(y,e” ") = D(y,n) N OD(x,e™ ")

I
®
——

(5.7)
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If (x,y) € (A x A),, the two sequences of circles (0D(z,e”"),n > 1) and (0D(y,e "),n > 1)
will not interact between each other inside D(x,n) and D(y,n). We can write

limsup By, |(fe(A) — fier (A))Q} < 2limsup Ea, [fic(dz)fie (dy)]

e,e’ =0 e—0 /(AxA)\(AXA)n

4 2limsup / Eay [ () (i) — fror ()] dirdy.
(A X A)y7

e,e’—0

Thanks to (2.12) and because the Lebesgue measure of (A x A)\(A x A), goes to zero as n — 0,
we know that the first right hand side term goes to zero as n — 0. We are going to show that for
a fixed 7 the second right hand side term vanishes. (2.12) provides the upper bound required to
apply dominating convergence theorem and we are left to show the pointwise convergence

lim sup Eq, (e (2) (7 (y) — fier ()] = 0 (5.8)

e,e’—0

for a fixed (z,y) € (AxA),. Let ’ = e ¥ € {e™",n > 0} be much smaller than 7. Let N, (resp.
N,) be the number of excursions from dD(y,n/e) to dD(y,n) beere hitting 0D (resp. before
hitting dD(y, R)). For i = 1... N, and § < n/e, we will denote L; ; the local time of 9D(y,?)
accumulated during the i-th such excursion. Denote by I (resp. I’) the subset of {1,...,N,}
(resp. {1,...,N,}) corresponding to the excursions that visited dD(y,n’). First of all, one can
show that there exists NV > 1 depending on 7 such that

limsup B, [fic(2)ie (1)1} ] <

e,e’—0

This is a direct consequence of the bound (5.6). Let F,, be the sigma-algebra generated
bY_ (Lx,e*"(T)vLz,e*"’(TI,R)vn Z 0)5 (Ly,e*"'(T)vLy,e*"’(Ty,R)vn = Okn - 1)5 NyaNéaIallv
(Uy vonst & I'\n = ky ... ky) as well as the starting and exiting point of the excursions from
dD(y,n/e) to dD(y,n) before hitting dD(y, R). Denote (e/n)(ry./e)? (resp. (e/n)(r;m/e)Q)

the local time L, ,/c(7) (resp. Ly ,/e(Ty,r) — Lyy/e(7)), t = log(n/(ec)), B/ = B — 2log(n/e),
to = log(e/n), t1 = log(en’/n). With a reasoning similar as what we did in the proof of Proposi-

tion 2.2, Lemma 3.3, (1.6) and Lemma 5.1 imply that E,, {ﬁe(x)ﬁg(y)l{N,<N}} is equal to
3 <
(1% (' /1) Eq,

X 1Gn/e(y)ﬂG;/e(y)1{N;§N}lEgy,a/e ® |E2;7a/e [\/ |loge|e® (—\/ X2+ (X])2+2t+ ﬁ') e2Xt

~))

fi(Xs, XL s <t):= 1{

1 TS
V/[logele? ( ~Lae(7a,r) + 2| loge] +ﬂ> VLo Mg (a)ner ()

X ft(XsaX;; S S t)

where

n y,me s M log(2+tg+s)2

ngtl—to,\/xy(X;)%Z_ﬂ/EesLi <2 -0 }

x 1 .
Vs+tg
{Vse[tlftg,t],\ /X§+(X;)2§25+ﬁum
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Now, by (3.12), we have

IEQW/e ® IEQ;,Q/E l\/ |loge|e? (\/Xt2 + (X2 + 2t + ﬂ') X f( X, XL, s < )11x,>0} fmyy]
_ VTvefe oo _VIloBEL (Q)Q (B —1yme)ES ® IEY, <1 S ﬂ/) -
V2 y/Tog(ee/n)] \e vl IR =Ty g S o 2t

—/ (2t — X+ B2+ (X))2+2t+ 5 3 [ ds
X, op <§/o (2s—Xs+/3’)2>
)]

which converges as e — 0 (and hence t — co0) towards

V'ivale or, ., (77)2 y 3 0 3/00 ds
Vovele pryase (1 . IE3, IE, S . S
V2 < e (B =rymse) € —r, oy © Thare | TP 0 (25— Xg+ )2
)

timsup(1+ p(n' /1))~ Bay [fie (@)1 ()1, <y ]| = (0= 007 /)N Eay [fre(@)fter 01y <y

e,e’—0

X

X fi(2s — X5+ B/, XL, s <)

X foo(28 — Xs+3,X.,5>0)

This shows that

is at most zero. The only quantity depending on 7’ in the above expression is p(’/n) which goes
to zero as 7’ — 0. By letting ” — 0, we thus obtain

limsupE,, {ﬁs(x)ﬁs(y)l{NégN}} — Eap [ﬁE(z)ﬁsl (y)l{NLSN}} <0.

eg,e’—0

This concludes the proof of the fact that (fic(A),e > 0) is Cauchy in L2.

We move on to the proof of the convergence of (¢ (A),e > 0) together with the identification
of the limit with \/2/7fi(A). Since we already know that (fi-(A),e > 0) converges in L? towards

A

[i(A), it is enough to show that

limsup Ez, [11<(4) — v/2/mfe ()] = 0.

E—

In particular, we don’t need to consider “mixed moments” with ¢’ # e. As before, we bound

limsup B, [lihe(4) — /2/mfic (A)]?]
0

E—

< hmsup/
=0 J(AxA)\(AxA),

. A A 2 A
+ limsup / E,, | e (dz) <ms<dy> - \/jue(dy)ﬂ
e—0 (AxA), ™
2 . A 2 A A
+ \/jhmsup/ Ez, [Us(dz) (\/jﬂs(dy) - ms(dy>>] .
T e=0 (AxA), ™
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As before, we only need to care about the two last right hand side terms and thanks to (2.11)
and (2.12), we only need to show the two following pointwise convergences:

lim By, lﬁ%(daz) <ﬂ%(dy) - \/gﬁs(dy)ﬂ = lim E,, lﬁs(dz) (\/gﬁs(dw - ﬁ%(dw)] =0

(5.9)

where (z,y) € (A x A), is fixed. In both cases, we employ the same technique as before by
decomposing the Brownian trajectory according to what happens close to the point y and (5.9)
follows from the fact that

IEgy,a/e ® IES,y ale l| 1Og5|52e2tht(Xs’ X;’ 8 S t)

-

converges to the same limit as

2
\/leg . ® IEY, ) [\/|1og5|52 (\/Xf + (X2 +2t+ B’) eQXfft(XS,X;,s <t) fz,y] )
T Tval/e vea/e

Let us justify this last claim. After using (3.12), we see that we only need to show that

Vi (1 X —/3’)‘”2
-

X, 2t
2.3 0 -2t =X, + 52+ (X])2+2t+ 5 X, —p\
= —_ hm IEﬁ’*T ® IE’I“/ 1 —
T t—oo v,e/e y,a/e Xt 2t +

lim IE% ® IEY,

t—o00 B'=Tyare y,o/e

(5.10)

+

3 [t ds
2 B ) h@s—X. 48X s<t
XeXp( 8/0 (25Xs+ﬂ')2)ft(s T Xos <)

3/t ds
——= _ 2s — X, X! s<t
xexp( 8/0 (28_X8+B,)2)ft(5 +Bv 38> )

-

Take to > t1 — to large. We can bound
|fr, (28 — X+ B/, XL, s <t2) — fr(2s — Xy + B/, XL, s < 1))

S

<1
_ s+t
{HSZtQ,XS<W V<z+f00+s>2 or Xy>2s+p3

} + 1i35>t,, x7 >0}

The difference between the expectation on the left hand side of (5.10) and

_prN\ —L/2
IE2, @ IE, l\/i (1—Xt B)

—_r ~r
vale vere | X, 2t ),

3 [ ds
X exp (g/o m) ft2(2S*Xs+ﬂ/,X;,S§t2)

-

is thus at most

—-1/2
3 0 \/E Xt — ﬁ/
IEﬂ/—Ty,a/e ® IET’ l (1 -

s | X % ).

xq1 . + 135>t x750) ¢ |-
{ {352t21xs<% or XSZQSJrﬁ’} (3s2t2, s 4

g(2+t0+5)2
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Let g1 € (1,3),¢2 € (1,2) and g3 > 1 be such that 1/¢1 +1/g2+1/g3 = 1. By Holder’s inequality,
we can bound the above expression by

_ 1/‘12
ta1/2 Va X, — q2/2
3 3 t 0 /
IE 'ty e |:—thl :| IE Iy e (1 — 57 )Jr IPT;,&/E (38 > 9, X, > 0)

1/as
V4 t
E(ﬂsth,Xs< il 2orXSZ2s+B')} :

+ P2,

“Ty,af

Mlog(2+to+s)

The first two expectations are bounded by a universal constant by Lemma 3.5 Points 3 and 4.
The last term containing the two probabilities goes to zero as to — co. Similarly, we can replace

/t ds b /t2 ds
o @s—X.+p)2 7 )y @s—X.+p)?

N\ —L/2
X B by 1.
2t
+

We have shown that the left hand side term of (5.10) is equal to 04,00 (1) plus

Vi 3 [ ds .
l—exp <§/O m) ft2(2S*Xs+ﬂ,XS,SSt2)

and

E_,  ®IE

—T
v Ve

-

By conditioning up to ¢ and then by using Lemma 3.5 point 2, we see that the above expectation
converges as t — o0 to
-

“ , , ex _ -_— S — Ag ) Agy 8 S
T “Ty,a/e Ty a/e p 8 0 (25 - X5+ ﬂ/>2 " ’

With a similar reasoning as above, one can show that the expectation on the right hand side of
(5.10) converges as t — 00 t0 0t, 00 (1) plus

t
2 d
B, K, |exp(-2 ) ——— ) fu(25— X, + B, XL, s < to)
vare Ty e 8/, (

2s — X, 4+ 03')? ]:LJ .

We have thus shown the left and right hand sides of (5.10) differ by at most some o0, 00 (1).
Since they do not depend on to, we obtain the claim (5.10) by letting t2 — oco. This concludes

the fact that (.(A),e > 0) converges in L? towards \/gﬁ(A)

The fact that for all v € (1,2), (M2(A),e < &) is a Cauchy sequence in L? follows along
lines that are very similar to the proof of the fact that (fi-(A),e > 0) is a Cauchy sequence in
L2. For this reason we omit the details and we now turn to the proof of the convergence of
(2 =)t (A),y € (1,2)) towards 2/i(A). Here, we do not restrict ourselves to the sequence
(Yn,n > 1) as stated in Proposition 2.3 to ease notations. We hope the reader will forgive us for
this lack of rigour. By Fatou’s lemma,

T

20(A) — =i (4)

limsup E,
2y

y—2

< limsuplimsup E,,
y—2 e—0

A I,
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and we aim to show that the above right hand side term vanishes. As before and thanks to (2.12)
and (2.13), we only need to show the following two pointwise convergences

1 A 1 A
lim sup lim sup ——E,, [mg(dx) <—mz(dy) - 2ﬂ€(dy)>] =0
y—2 es0 2—7y 2—v
and
N 1 A
lim sup limsup E,,, [ﬂg(dx) (—mz(dy) - Qﬂg(dy))] =0
=2 e—0 2—7

where (z,y) € (A x A), is fixed. In both cases, this follows from the fact that

1
ﬁ'Egy,a/e ® IE?L,Q/E [\/ [logele”™/2e7X (X, X1, s < )

meyl (5.11)

converges as € — 0 and then 7 — 2 to the same limit as

27, ., OE lVIlogslff? (\/XE + (X2 + 2t+ﬂ’> X (X, XL s < t)
Y,a/e y,a/e
Let us justify this claim. By (3.10), (5.11) is equal to

1 V11 /2 t \'?
—\/We')""y,a/eﬁ (ﬂ) Er, . .® |E2, ( )
2=V Vogleef] Ve) e Fruare |\ Xt
)

x 5 /t ds Fo(Xs + s, X, s < 1)
exp|—< [ =—— s +78, X, 8 <
P8 o Katez) 107
As before, let to > t; — tg be large. One can show in a similar manner as what we did above that
1 £ \? 3 /1 ds
—1E, IEC, —= —_ X, X s <t
2_7 y,a/e® Ty,a/el<Xt+7t) eXp< 8/0 (Xé+’ys)2>ft( +75 ss_ )
1 ts 1/2 3/ ds
= (1) + ——IE, IEY, e — —— —_
Oty oo (1) + 2 — oy (e ® Tae [ <Xt2 + ,th) exp 8/0 (X, + 7s)2

-

1
lim lim ———Px,, (Vs <t,X, < (2-7)s+ B+ (2 = 7)ta)

]-'z,y]. (5.12)

X feo (Xs + 78, X008 < to)Livselta 1], Xo<(2—7)s+8'}

Since (see [Res92, Proposition 6.8.1] for instance)

y—=2t—o0 -
1 ’
= lim —— (1 — 228 —th>) =208 - X4,),
=22 — 7

this shows that the liminf and limsup of (5.11) as ¢ — 0 and then v — 2 are equal t0 04, —00(1)
plus

5 . 1/2
2 JFrarae male (Q) I, IE, 2
ry7 / € e y,a/e ® T th +7t2

y,a/e

3 [" ds
X exp <§/o m) (B" = Xoy) fr,(Xs 4 25, X[, s < 12)

-
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By using (3.10) in the other direction, we see that the above term converges as ta — oo towards

)

=2lim .. ® IE?;’Q/E [\/| log e|e? (y/Xf + (X])2 + 2t + B’) X (X, XL s < t) fz,y]
recalling that ¢ = log(L) and since X’ will be trapped by zero. We have shown that (5.11)
converges as ¢ — 0 and then v — 2 to the same limit as (5.12) as wanted. This concludes

the proof of the fact that (2 — v)~1h2(A) converges in L? as ¢ — 0 and then v — 2 towards
2i(A). 0

2n/e)? Jim ) @Y l\/ge_tz (= Xu, + 22+ B) X0 f1, (X, XL, 5 < 12)

A Process of Bessel bridges: proof of Lemma A.1

We prove Lemma 2.1 for completeness. It is a direct consequence of the following;:

Lemma A.1. For alld € {e ™,n >0}, let v € D — fp 5 € [0,00) be continuous functions. By
enlarging the probability space we are working on if necessary, we can construct a random field
(hg,s,x € D,§ € (0,1]) that is independent of (B, t < 7) and such that

o forallz e D, andn >0, (hye—t,t € [n,n+ 1)) has the law of a zero-dimensional Bessel
bridge from f, e-n to fy e-n-1;

o forall dp € (0,1] and z,y € D, (hy5,0 < o) and (hys,0 < o) are independent as soon as
|z —y| > 200;

o Foralln > 0, (hye—,x € D,t € [n,n+1]) and (hy -,z € D,t ¢ [n,n + 1]) are
independent;

o foralln>0andz € e " 22ND, (hys,x € D, "0z =m0z e 1 <§<e™)is
continuous.

Proof of Lemma A.1. We start by explaining how to construct a continuous process (b;"", u,v >

0,0 <t < 1) such that for all u,v >0, (b;"",0 <t < 1) has the law of a zero-dimensional Bessel
bridge from u to v. Let (b; "®9=% 0 <t < 1), (0?7740 <t < 1) and (070", 0 <t < 1),
n > 1, be independent Bessel bridges with starting and ending points and dimensions written in
superscript. Since 0 is a trap for zero-dimensional Bessel process, (bg_ﬂ’dzo, 0 <t <1)is defined
as the time reversal of a zero-dimensional Bessel bridge from 1 to 0. For w > 0, let (qy n,n > 1)
be a sequence of random variables such that for all n > 1,

L (w/2P T ()1 (w)

n!

Pawn=1,Yk #n,au, =0) =

and
P(Vk> 1,00k =0)=1-Y Playn=1Yk#n ous=0).

n>1

Here I is a modified Bessel function of the first kind and I' is the Gamma function. By using a
single uniform random variable on [0, 1], it is easy to build all the variables aq n,w > 0,n > 1
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on the same probability space such that they are independent from the Bessel bridges above and
such that for all n > 1, w +— @, » is continuous. We now define for all u,v > 0, and ¢ € [0, 1],

wy _31-0,d=0 0—1,d=0 0—0,d=4n
b, = ub; + vb, + E A uonbi .
n>1

By construction, (b;"",u,v > 0,0 <t < 1) is a continuous process. Moreover, by [PY82, Theorem
(5.8)], for all u,v > 0, b*¥ has the law of a zero-dimensional Bessel bridge from u to v over the
time interval [0, 1] as desired.

We now explain how to construct the process (hy, 5,2 € D,d € (0,1]). For n > 0 and z € D,
define z, = e~""10 {e”‘HOxJ € e 1072 Foralln > 0 and z € e ™ 1972 N D, consider
independent continuous processes (hZ:;, x € D,x, =2 "1 <§<e ") suchthat forallz € D
with =, = z, (h::;t,n <t <n+1) has the law of a zero-dimensional Bessel bridge from f, .=
to fg,e-n-1. This countable collection of independent continuous processes can be constructed
thanks to the first step above. We now define for all z € D and § € (0,1], hy s = h::;" where
n > 0 is such that e ! < § < e~ ™. By construction, the process h satisfies the desired
properties. (|

B Semi-continuity of subcritical measures: proof of Propo-
sition 1.2

In this section we explain how we obtain Proposition 1.2. We will only sketch the proof since it
follows from [Jeg20a] as well as from arguments having similar flavour as what we already did in
this paper.

Proof. We will first truncate the measure to make it bounded in L2. We will then show that the
truncated version is continuous in v by Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem and by L? computations.
The statement on the non-truncated measures will then follow.

Let 0 < v— < 74+ < 2. We are going to study the regularity of v € [y_,v4+] — m?. Recall
Notation 1.2 and the definition of the process (hys,2z € D,d € (0,1]). Fix ¥ € (74, 2) very close
to v4. For 8 > 0 large, define for all ¢ = e=* and x € D at distance at least  from z, the good
event

Ge(z) = {Vs € [k, k], hy o~ < s+ B}

and the modified measures
m](dz, B) = 1g_zym (dzx).

Since 4 > 74, one can show that this modification does affect the measures in the L' sense:

lim sup limsupE,, [m2(D)—m2(D,p)] =0. (B.1)

B=00 yely_ 4] =0

Moreover, if 7 is close enough to 7., the modified measures are bounded in L? (consequence of
[Jeg20a, Proposition 4.2]) and we can show with a reasoning similar to what we did in Section
5.2 (this does not follow completely from [Jeg20a] since the good events that we define here are
slightly different from the ones considered in [Jeg20a]) that for all Borel set A and all v € [y_,v4],
(m2(A,B),e > 0) is a Cauchy sequence in L% We will denote m?(A4, ) the limiting random
variable. We can further show that for all Borel set A and for all 1,72 € [y—,v4],

limsup Ex, (M2 (A, 8) — m2*(4,8))%] < C(n —72) (B2)

e—0
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for some C > 0 possibly depending on 3,v_,v+,7. This follows on the one hand from a
reasoning similar to what we have already done to transfer computations from local times to
zero-dimensional Bessel process, and on the other hand from the following estimate which is a
consequence of (3.10): for all K > 0, there exists C' > 0 why may depend on K, 3,v_,v+,7 such
that

lim sup sup sup Vi
=00 vy1,72€[v-,v4] 7€[0,K]

‘72 72
|E2 [(e%te’nxt — 672t€72xt) 1{V5<t,X5<’yS+ﬁ}:| ‘ S C(’71 — ’}/2)

Let P :={[a,b) X [¢,d) : a,b,c,d € Q}. P is a countable pi-system generating the Borel sigma-
algebra on R2. From (B.2) and Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, we deduce that we can build
the variables m7(A, 8) simultaneously for all v € [y_,v4], 8 € N and A € P in such a way
that for all 5 € Nand A € P, v € [y_,v+] — mY(A4, ) is continuous. Let m7(A,o0) be the
nondecreasing limit of (m7(A,3),8 > 1). A nondecreasing sequence of continuous functions
being lower-semicontinous, we have shown that we can build on the same probability space the
variables mY(A, ), v € [v—,7+],A € P such that for all A € P, v € [y_,v4+] — m7(4,0)
is lower-semicontinuous. For all v € [y_,v4], m" defines a Borel measure. By (B.1), for all
v € =,v4],A € P, m(A) = m7(A, ) Py,-a.s. Concluding the proof of Proposition 1.2 is now
routine. |

Acknowledgement I am grateful to Nathanaél Berestycki for many inspiring discussions and
to the referees for their careful readings of the paper.
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