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CONCENTRATION AND FLUCTUATION PHENOMENA
IN THE LOCALIZED PHASE OF THE PINNING MODEL

GIAMBATTISTA GIACOMIN AND MARCO ZAMPARO

ABSTRACT. We revisit and expand the analysis in [I5] of the localized phase of disor-
dered pinning models. The arguments are developed for i.i.d. site disorder on which we
assume only that the moment generating function is bounded in a neighborhood of the
origin. Quantitative C* estimates on the free energy density are established, showing in
particular that the regularity class is at least Gevrey-3. After explaining how a quenched
concentration bound and the quenched Central Limit Theorem (CLT) on the number
of the pinned sites, i.e., the contact number, can be extracted from the regularity es-
timates on the free energy, we establish a quenched Local CLT for the same quantity.
The centering in these CLTs is random in the sense that it is disorder dependent and
a concentration bound and the CLT are established also for the centering sequence, as
well as a Hardy—Littlewood random walk type-estimate for its fluctuations.
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1. THE PINNING MODEL AND ITS LOCALIZED PHASE

1.1. The pinning model. Set N := {1,2,...} and Ny := NU {0} and let T},7%,--- be

i.i.d. random variables on a probability space (S, &,P) valued in NU {oco}. Set Sy := 0

and S; ;=T + -+ T; for i € N. Regarding Sy, S, ... as renewal times with inter-arrival
1
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times 17,75, ..., the number of renewals by the time n € Ny is
L, ::sup{z'GNo 1 S gn}.

Given a parameter h € R and a real sequence w := {wq }aen,, that we call charges and
that model impurities or disorder present in the system, for every n € Ny we introduce
the probability pinning model

dPppe 1 ko (htws))

— i=1

P th(w) ]l{ne{si}ieNo} )

provided that Z, p(w) = E[eZiLfl(h+w5i)]l{ne{si}ieNO}] > 0. Here and in what follows we
make the usual convention that empty sums are 0 and empty products are 1. We refer
to [TILT2L18.28] for an explanation of the origin and relevance of pinning models in applied
sciences, notably physics and biology. In short, we just point out that the renewal set is
interpreted as the ensemble of points, the contacts or pinned sites, at which a polymer,
an interface, or another linear structure enters in contact with a defect line, receiving a
penalty at the contact point a if h + w, < 0, or a reward if h + w, > 0. The size of the
contact set L, is henceforth referred to as contact number.

The assumptions on the law of inter-arrival times and the charges are the following.

Assumption 1.1. p(t) := P[T} = t] = £(t)/t*T! fort € N with a > 1 and a slowly varying
function at infinity £. Moreover, p(t) > 0 for all t € N.

We recall that a real measurable function ¢, defined on [1,+00) in our case, is slowly
varying at infinity if £(z) > 0 for all sufficiently large z and lim,41 o £(A2)/l(2) = 1 for
every A > 0 [3]. Besides this, we require that p(t) > 0, i.e., £(t) > 0, for all ¢ € N, which in
particular guarantees that Z, ,(w) > 0 for every n and every w. We believe that there is
no substantial difficulty in dropping this further hypothesis, thus generalizing our results
to the case in which p(t) > 0 only for ¢ sufficiently large. This however would add one more
step of complexity to arguments that are already rather technical. We remark also that
we do not require that ), . p(t) = 1 —P[T1 = oo] = 1, so the law p(-) is a sub-probability
on N, but this is just a presentation choice because it is well known that there is no loss
of generality in assuming P[T} = oo] = 0 (see, e.g., [12] pages 14-15).

Assumption 1.2. The disorder sequence w := {wq}taen, @5 sampled from a probability
space (Q, F,P) in such a way that the canonical projections w — w, form a sequence of
i.i.d. random variables. Furthermore, [, eolPldw] < 400 for some number n > 0 and
Jo woP[dw] = 0.

We say that the model is pure or non disordered if P[{w = 0}] = 1, which is tantamount
to the condition [, wd P[dw] = 0. In this case the model is explicitly solvable (see [T1}12,
18]).

Under Assumptions [Tl and [[L2] a superadditivity argument shows that the limit defin-
ing the free energy density (we will simply say free energy henceforth)

f(h):=lmE [l log th]
n

ntoo

exists for all A € R (see [11], Theorem 4.6) and introduces a finite non-decreasing convex
function f over R. The bounds Z, ;(w) > ¢"*“rp(n) and Z, ,(w) > ela=1(itwalp(q)n
give f(h) > max{0,h + logp(1)}. The bound Z, (w) < eXa=1 max{0h+we} yields f(h) <
Jomax{0,h + wo}P[dw]. Thus, putting h. := inf{h € R : f(h) > 0}, we deduce that
—00 < he < 400, that limpy,, f(h) = 0, and that f(h) =0 for h < he (when h. > —00).
We say that the model is
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e delocalized, or that it is in the delocalized phase, if h < h. (when h, > —00);

e critical if h = h. (when h, > —00);

e localized, or that it is in the localized phase, if h > h..
This terminology is easily justified by exploiting the convexity properties of the free
energy that, together with the definition of h., readily yield that the contact density
E[E, b, [Ln/n]] = (1/n)E[0y log Z, 4] satisfies limptoo E[Ey p..[Ln/n]] = 0 for h < h. (when
he > —o0) and lim sup, 4o, E[Ey, 4. [Ln/n]] > 0 for h > h.. Convexity also assures that the
superior limit is a limit except possibly for a countable set of values of h: we will see that
a byproduct of our analysis is that it is a limit in full generality. We refer to [11112118]28]
for much more precise results and extensive discussions, including several open questions
(for the delocalized phase we add [2] and references therein).

The results we propose here represent a progress in the understanding of the localized
phase of the pinning model. We underline that much of the existing literature focuses on
the case in which [, efl*0/P[dw] < +o0 for every ¢ > 0, and this implies that h. > —oc.
In fact, it suffices that ¢ := log [, e°P[dw] < 400 to have h, > —c¢ > —oco because of the
annealed bound, which is Jensen’s inequality:

Ellog Z, 4] <logE[Z, ;] =logE {e(h‘FC)L”]l{nE{Si}ieNo}] < (h+oc)n (1.1)

for all n € Ny. Next is a more general, almost optimal, result for deciding whether
he > —oc or h, = —oco. We set

0= Sup{z >0 : /QeZ“OIP’[dw] < +oo} € [n,400], (1.2)

where n > 0 is introduced in Assumption
Proposition 1.1. If (a«+1)o > 1, then h. > —co. If instead (a+1)p < 1, then h, = —oc.

The first part of Proposition [I.T] follows from the basic fractional moment bound [27],
while the second part is obtained via a lower bound on the partition function by restricting
to the renewal trajectory that makes contacts at the points a such that w, > A with a
suitably large number X (see, e.g., [4], Theorem 3.18). One can tackle the case (a+1)p =1
and decide whether h. > —oo or not in a number of cases, but we are not aware of a
necessary and sufficient condition when (a+ 1)p = 1.

We remark that in [22] the analysis of a class of pinning models with heavy-tailed
disorder law is considered, addressing the issue of disorder relevance, i.e., the role of
disorder at criticality. Sharper conditions of the tail behaviour of the charges are imposed
with respect to Assumption [[.2] but in the language of Proposition [Tl we see that in [22]
it is assumed that ¢ > 1. Therefore, in particular, [22] is restricted to the case in which
he > —o0, and this follows directly from (I.I) without the need of Proposition [L.Il

1.2. The main results. Most of our results rely, directly or indirectly, on correlation
estimates that generalize analogous results proved in [I5]. In spite of the fact that they
are central to our analysis and that ultimately they can be resumed by saying that in the
localized phase correlations decay exponentially fast, they are rather technical and we refer
the reader directly to Section [

Here we focus on the following consequences.

Theorem 1.2. The free energy f is infinitely differentiable on (he,+00) and the following
property holds for P-a.e. w: for every compact set H C (h¢,+0o0) and r € Ny

1
lim sup |=0j,log Z,, p(w) — O, f(h)
ntoo he H | TV

= lim sup
ntoo he H

E Ea;; log Zn,h] _ 8};f(h)‘ ~0.
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Moreover, f is of class Gevrey-3 on (h.,+0), i.e., for every H C (h¢,+00) compact there
exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all r € N

sup B,Zf(h)‘ <c(rh)3.
heH

We stress that Theorem [[L2] like all the results that follow, is uniform with respect to
the parameter h: we identify a set of charges of full probability for which the results hold
for every h > h.. Note that (the r = 0 case of) Theorem [[.2]improves also the usual result
on existence of the free energy.

Remark 1.3. In [21] it is claimed that the pinning model exhibits a Griffiths singularity
in the localized phase. Mathematically, this is an open problem. In [13], motivated by the
arguments in [21], a toy pinning model is introduced and studied: notably for & = 1/2 this
model exhibits a Griffiths singularity whose precise behaviour is established, in particular
the free energy is in the Gevrey-(3/2) class. In spite of not being completely implausible
that the toy model result holds for the true model, establishing this appears to be very
challenging and how the Gevrey class depends on the exponent o remains elusive even in
the toy model.

We will then show that from Theorem one can extract a quenched concentration
bound and a quenched Central Limit Theorem (CLT) for the contact number in the
localized phase, i.e., a concentration bound and a CLT for the contact number in the
localized phase conditional on a typical realization of the charges.

Theorem 1.4. The following properties hold for P-a.e. w:

(i) for every H C (he,+00) compact there exists a constant k > 0 such that for all u >0

and n € N
2

u
:2}8 Pn,h,w |:‘Ln - En,h,w[LnH > u] < 2€Xp {_Km} ;

(ii) for every h > h. the sequence

U

converges in distribution, with respect to the law P, j,.,, to a Gaussian random variable
with mean 0 and variance vy, := 92 f(h) > 0.

But one can go beyond and we establish also a quenched Local CLT for the contact
number in the localized phase.

Theorem 1.5. The following property holds for P-a.e. w: for every h > h,

- En w Ln 2
V2mupn P ol Ln = 1] — exp { ! hwlLnl) }

=0.
2upn

lim sup
ntoo €N

The proof of Theorem is established by estimating the characteristic function of
the relevant random variable. This is a well known approach for independent random
variables and it has been extended for spin averages in non-disordered Gibbs models
under suitable conditions on the interaction and assuming that the CLT holds: the case
of local interactions is discussed in [8] and the case of infinite-range pair interactions is
tackled in [5]. The pinning model can be recast in a binary spin model language and
the contact number becomes the total magnetization (see, e.g., [29]), but the potentials
involved contain arbitrarily many body interactions. Moreover, our model is disordered.
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So we cannot apply the results in [5,8] and we have to exploit the specific structure of
one-dimensional pinning models.

Both Theorem [[L4] and Theorem involve the random centering E,, 5 .[Ly]. It is
therefore natural to address the size of this centering: as a matter of fact, without control
on the centering the CLT turns out to be void of interest for certain questions (this is in
particular the case for some of the applications in [I7]). To this aim we propose for the
centering variable a concentration bound, a control on the expectation, and the CLT.

Theorem 1.6. The following conclusions hold:

(1) for every H C (he,+00) compact there exists a constant k > 0 such that for alln € N

and u >0
u2
}SLEII_)I]P)[ En7h’.[Ln] — E[En,h,[Ln]] ‘ > ’LL:| § 2€Xp {—Hm} N

(ii) for every H C (h¢,+00) compact there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for alln € N

sup
heH

E[Emh,[LnH - phn‘ <c

with pp, = 3hf(h) > 0y
(7ii) for every h > h. the sequence

{ En,h,-[l\/;z]ﬁ_ PR }nEN

converges in distribution, with respect to the law P, to a Gaussian random variable
with mean 0 and variance wy. Moreover, wy, > 0 if fQ w% Pldw] > 0.

In the absence of disorder the random centering E,, 5, .[Ly] is of course constant, so parts
(7) and (4i7) of Theorem [[.G are trivial, as well as Proposition[[.7lbelow. On the other hand,
Theorem assures among others that the limiting distribution of the random centering
is non degenerate, i.e., wp > 0 for A > h., as soon as the model is disordered. Thus, the
fact that wy, > 0, unlike for vy, is disorder dependent in the sense that wy, = 0 for the pure
model. The analysis of the variance of E,, j,.[Ly,] and establishing the positivity of wy, in
the presence of disorder, which are important preliminary results in view of formulating
the CLT, require a specific and demanding study. In particular, the positivity of wy can
be established in a rather straightforward way when the charges are Gaussian variables
via integration by parts, but leaving the Gaussian framework is not at all straightforward.

We are also able to provide an upper bound for the magnitude of the fluctuations of
the centering for typical realizations of the charges, in the spirit of Hardy—Littlewood
estimates for random walks [19].

Proposition 1.7. The following property holds for P-a.e. w: for every H C (h¢,+00)
compact there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all n € N

E L,| —
sup| n,h,w[ n) — pun <e

heH vVnlnn B

We complete the presentation of our results by an aspect that may appear at first more
specific and less central than the previous ones: the definition of an alternative free energy
w(h). This impression, which is due to the fact that we have decided not to present the
decay of correlation estimates in the introduction, is however false because they are the
crucial building block of our analysis and, in turn, their exponential decay relies on the
strict positivity of u(h). As already explained in [IL[I5], x(h) is another natural free energy
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associated to our model, and we let the following statement introduce it, where we use
Z;, 1 (w) = Znp(w)e " em,

Proposition 1.8. For every h € R the limit

1 1
—lim ~logE| ——| =: u(h 1.
lim -~ log [Z;LJ p(h) (1.3)

exists. Moreover, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that cmin{f(h), f(h)?} < u(h) < f(h)
for all h. Hence, u(h) =0 for h < h. and u(h) >0 for h > h,.

A direct consequence of the bounds relating p(h) and f(h) in Proposition [[.§ is that
the function p is equivalent to f as far as detecting the phase transition is concerned,
but whether their behaviour approaching criticality is the same or not is an open problem
when disorder is relevant (see [16], notably Theorem 2.4, also for the notion of disorder
relevance). This point is further discussed in [6], and in [6LI5,[16] it is also explained why
both 1/u(h) and 1/f(h) are two natural correlation lengths for the system: in fact, u(h)
directly enters the correlation bounds we give and use starting from the next section. One
of the important properties of u(h) is that it determines the maximal polymer excursion
M, == max{T},...,Tr,} in the localized phase as follows.

Proposition 1.9. The following property holds for P-a.e. w: for every h > h. the sequence

M,
logn neN

converges in probability, with respect to the law Py, p, o, to 1/u(h).

Propositions [[.§ and [[.9] generalize part (1) and part (2), respectively, of Theorem 2.5
in [I5]. While Proposition [L.8 generalizes part (1) of this theorem only for the weaker
assumptions on the charges (see however Remark [L.I0] below), Proposition [L9 improves
part (2) also because it establishes convergence in probability for almost all the realizations
of the disorder: in fact, the upper bound on the size of the maximal excursion in [15] is
obtained only in probability with respect to the disorder.

Remark 1.10. The definition of p(h) in [I15] is rather —lim,1o0(1/n)log E[1/Z, 1]. The
two definitions are equivalent if and only if [, e ™°P[dw] < +o0, otherwise E[1/Z, ;] =
+oo. For several reasons, see in particular Corollary [2.6] considering E[1 /Z;L,h] is more
natural, and even necessary if fQ e “P[dw] = +o0, but we point out that the superaddi-
tivity argument in [I}I5] for the existence of p(h) does not work when [, e 0P[dw] = 400
and needs to be modified.

1.3. Further comments on the results and comparisons with [I5]. Theorem
generalizes Theorem 2.1 in [15], while Propositions[I.8 and [[.9] generalize analogous results
stated in [15] by Theorem 2.5 as already pointed out. On the other hand, Theorems [,
[ and are new, as well as Proposition [L7l We list here a number of comments about
our findings:

(1) In comparison to [15], our hypotheses on disorder are substantially weaker and com-
pletely explicit. In fact, in [15] it is asked that disorder has the property that Lipschitz
convex functions of the charges satisfy a suitable concentration inequality. This prop-
erty is used to show that u(h) > 0 for h > h. by means of a concentration bound
for the finite-volume free energy. In particular, the concentration inequality assumed
in [I5] requires (super-)Gaussian tail decay of the charge distribution. Here we just
assume the simple and explicit exponential tail condition of Assumption We
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achieve a concentration bound for the finite—volume free energy via a version of the
McDiarmid’s inequality for functions of independent random variables [23].

The correlation estimates in Section Bl are the technical basis of our results. They
build on the ideas in [I5], whose estimates are generalized and made explicit in order
to accommodate the more general set up and to achieve new results. In particular,
with respect to [I5], the estimates are improved so that they are amenable to be used
in a Birkhoff-sum approach, to which we resort here to prove the almost sure results
with respect to disorder. Furthermore, they are also improved in the direction of
stronger mixing estimates, like those in Lemma 3.4}, that are needed for establishing
the CLT for the centering variable.

The mentioned Birkhoff-sum approach, which we use starting from Section B.],
turns out to be a powerful tool. We believe that the applications of such approach
are not restricted to the results of this paper and that it could provide further insight
into the localized phase of pinning models in future works. Moreover, the Birkhoff—
sum approach might be of interest also for the study of pinning models subjected to
correlated disorder with good mixing properties (see [7] and references therein).

We stress once more that we have taken care of providing almost sure results that
are uniform in the parameter h: by this we mean that we have identified a set of
charges of full probability that works for every h > h.. This is another byproduct of
the Birkhoff-sum approach. The pinning model is usually presented as a model with
two free parameters [11112,[18/28]: h and an amplitude 5 > 0 of the charges, so w,
enters the model via Sw,, and then one fixes [, wjP[dw] = 1. In this framework, the
localized phase is a region of the plane where the free energy is strictly positive. For
the sake of simplifying the formulas, we have decided to set 5 = 1, but we have not
fixed the variance of the charges. There is therefore no loss of generality except that
one may wonder about the uniformity of the results with respect to both A and
together: our approach generalizes in a straightforward way to obtain such a uniform
result.

Compared to Theorem 2.1 in [15], our estimates in Theorem [ 2] control the dependence
on the bounds on (all) the derivatives of the free energy in such a way that a Gevrey
class to which the free energy belongs is identified. The Gevrey class we find is
the same for all the models we consider. Obtaining the optimal Gevrey class, most
probably dependent on details of the model such as the regular variation class of the
inter-arrival law and the regularity properties of the law of the disorder, is a particular
case of the very challenging issue of understanding Griffiths singularities.

We prove a Local CLT for the key observable of pinning models, i.e., the contact
number. The proof is inspired by [5,[8], which deal with block spin averages under
Gibbs measures for non-disordered discrete spin systems. Disorder induces a number
of technical difficulties, but also a substantial one: since we want to prove the results
for typical realization of the environment, the centering constant E, , ,[Ly] depends
on the realization w of the environment. A full result includes therefore a control on
the behaviour of E,, j, ,,[Ly,]. For this reason we establish a CLT also for this variable, as
well as a Hardy—Littlewood type-estimate, and we show that the limiting distribution
is degenerate only in the absence of disorder. Non degeneracy can be demonstrated
in a rather straightforward way when disorder is Gaussian (via integration by parts),
but we do extend the proof to general disorder laws. We stress also the very different
nature of the CLTs in Theorems [[.4] and the fluctuations of the contact number
for a typical environment are thermal, whereas the fluctuations of the centering are
due to the disorder.

In the forthcoming work [17] we are going to exploit the estimates we develop here,
notably the CLTs for the contact number and the control on the centering, to study
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the pinning model conditioned on the number of pinned sites. The aim is to obtain
sharp results on the effect of disorder on the so called big-jump phenomenon that has
been widely studied in the absence of disorder (see [14,31] and references therein).

1.4. Organization of the rest of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as
follows. In Section 2] we discuss some basic facts of the model, such as the fundamental
property of conditional independence between consecutive stretches of the polymer and a
concentration bound for the finite—volume free energy. The latter is then used to prove
Proposition [[.8 Section Bl presents some correlation estimates, a first application of which
is the proof of Proposition In Section [ we develop some regularity estimates for the
free energy, which allows us to prove Theorem and, on the basis of general results
about cumulants, also Theorem [L4l Theorem is demonstrated in Section [Bl through
an analysis of the characteristic function of the contact number. Finally, in Section [6] we
study the cumulants of the centering variable involved in Theorem [[.4] and Theorem [1.5],
with particular attention to the mean and variance, proving Theorem and Proposition

L7

2. SOME BASIC FACTS

2.1. Conditional independence in the pinning model. The renewal nature of the
pinning model implies a conditional independence between consecutive stretches of the
polymer. We state this fundamental property in terms of the random variables X, :=
Liae{Si}ien,} for a € No, which take value 1 at the contact sites and value 0 at the other
sites. Note that Xg =1 as Sy := 0 by definition, which can be interpreted by saying that
there is a contact on the left of any site a € N. Also note that the model can be recast as

dPope 1 oS (twa)Xa
dP Zn n(w)
with Z, p(w) := E[eXi=1(htwa)Xa X 1 In this setting, the contact number reads L, =

> X

The following lemma introduces the mentioned conditional independence, whose stan-
dard proof is omitted (see, e.g., [30], Proposition 3.1). Let M, be the set of functions
¢ : {0,1}"*1 — C such that |¢(zo,...,2,)| < 1 for all zg,...,x, € {0,1} and denote by ¥
the left shift that maps the sequence w := {wg taen, € 2 to Yw := {Wat1 }aen,-

Lemma 2.1. For every h € R, w € §, integers 0 < a < n, and functions ¢ € M, and
Y€ Mp—q

Eno |00, Xa)$(Xas s Xn) | X = 1]
= Ea,h,w [@(Xo, s aXa)] En—a,h,ﬁ“w [T,Z)(Xo, s aana)] .

In particular, it follows that
Enpiw | S(Xos s Xa)U (X, X)X = 1]
- En,h,w [(b(XOa cee 7Xa)|Xa - 1] En,h,w W(Xa, cee 7Xn)‘Xa - 1] .

Lemma 2.1] is at the basis of a technical estimate that we use all over the paper to
compare configurations where a site is not a contact with configurations where that site
becomes a contact. In order to present such estimate in the next lemma, we observe that
the properties of slowly varying functions (see [3], Theorem 1.2.1 and Proposition 1.3.6)
imply that there exists a constant £ > 0 such that for all £,7 € N

p(t+ 1)

min{ts, 7€} . .
p(ow(r) = ST =y
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Recall our convention that empty sums are equal to 0 and empty products are equal to 1.

Lemma 2.2. For every h € R, w := {wp}pen, € 2, integers 0 < a < n, and non-negative
Sfunctions ¢ € My_1 and ¢ € My_4_1

Enho|#(X0, - Xa1)(1 = X)$ (X, -+, Xo)]
< ge" e min {af, (n — )} Ep e [¢(X0, s X)) Xat(Xast, - .- ,Xn)] .

Furthermore, for each A > 0

Enho| (X0, -+ Xae )7y, o0y (1= Xa)¥ (X, X))
< e~ h%a min {)\5, at, (n — a)g}

X En,h,w |:¢(X05 s ,Xafl)H{TLG+TLG+1§)\}Xa¢(Xa+1a cee aXn)} .

Proof of LemmalZ.2 It suffices to prove the second part of the lemma. In fact, the first
part follows from the second one with a number A > n since for 0 < a < n we have
Tr,+1 < nand Tr, +Tr,+1 < n almost surely with respect to the polymer measure
Pn,h,w-

Pick h € R, w := {wp}pen, € 2, integers 0 < a < n, and A > 0. The lemma uses a
standard trick to introduce the indicator function that there is a contact at site a at the
expense of a multiplicative constant that depends on the charge at a and on a power of a
or n — a. In detail, we are going to exploit the two identities

a—1 oo J—1
L ey =Xa) =D ) LgaenXi [ - X0)X;, (22)
i=0 j=a+1 k=it1

and

a—1 oo a—1 7j—1
Ly i nsnXa =D D L Xo [T Q-X0Xe [T 0 -X0X;.  (23)
1=0 j=a+1 k=i+1 k=a+1

The (2:2)) decomposes the event that the site a is in a polymer excursion of size at most
A, but there is no contact in a, as a disjoint union of the events that there is a contact at
i < a, a contact at j > a with j —i < A, and no contact between i and j. Similarly, (23]
decomposes the event that the site a is a contact separating two excursions of total size
at most A\ according to the positions ¢ and j of the first contacts on the left and on the
right of a, respectively. Also in this case j —i < A.

Fix non-negative functions ¢ € M,_1 and ¢ € M,,_,—1 and put ¢ := ¢(Xo,..., Xq-1)
and ¥ := ¥(Xy441,...,Xy) for brevity. For i < a < j also put ®; := ¢(Xo,...,X;,0,...,0)
and ¥; :=9(0,...,0,X;,...,X,). Since X,, = 1 almost surely under the polymer mea-
sure, the identity (2.2]) implies

En| @147y, <0 (1= X0) 9]

a—1l n j—1
=>_ > goisnEnne [@Xi I (1—Xk)xj\p]

i=0 j=a+1 k=i+1

a—1 n j—1
= Z Z L ianBEnnw [(I)z‘Xi H (1—Xk)Xj‘I’j]

i=0 j=a+1 k=i+1
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We can invoke Lemma [2.1] to obtain

Enhw |:CI)]1{TLG+1§)\}(1 - Xa)\p}

a—1l n Jj—i—-1

= D LienEine[2iXi] Ej—i,h,ﬁiw[ I a _Xk)] Enhw [ X;95]
i=0 j=a+1 =1
( i)+
—Z Z Lj- z<A}Eth[‘1’X] ) Enhw [ X595] - (2.4)
=0 j=a+1

Similarly, (2.3)) and Lemma [2.1] show that

En,h,w |:(b]]'{TLa +TL +1<)\}Xa\1]]

a—i—1 Jj—i—1

_Z Z Ejhe [ PG| Ej i pgieo [ H (1-Xp)Xa ] (1—Xk)}En,h7w[ij11j]
=0 j=a+1 k=1 kfa—i—f—l
“ v pla —i)p(j — a)e*htwates

- Z }Z Ejohw [®iXi] 7, a0 Ennw [X505] - (2.5)
=0 j=a+1 )

Now we observe that if i < a < j with j —i < A, then the inequality (2.1]) gives
p(j i) < €min {(a —0)*, (j — a)* }p(a — D)p(j — a)
Therefore, plugging (2.6) in (24)), and then comparing with (2.5]), we get
Epho [@]1 Traren (1= Xa)\p}

< €e7Pwa min {)\5, as, (n — a)g}En,hM [@]l{TLa+TLa+1§>\}Xa\II] ) O

Remark 2.3. The first part of Lemma is equivalent to
En,h,w {(ﬁ(Xo, o 7Xa—1)1/}(Xa+17 o 7Xn)}

< [1 + ge e min {af, (n — a)i}] Enho [¢(X0, s X)) Xat(Xast, - .- ,Xn)} .
This bound with ¢ and 1 identically equal to 1 reads

1
E X, > .
nhwolXal 2 1+ &e~h—wa min{aé, (n — a)¢}
The latter, which trivially holds even if a = 0 or a = n, is a refinement of Lemma A.1
n [15].

2.2. A concentration bound under subexponential conditions. A version of the
McDiarmid’s inequality for functions of independent random variables under subexpo-
nential conditions is provided in [23]. We use this result to obtain a concentration
bound for the finite-volume free energies log Z,, ;, and log Z,, p- Recall that Z;Lh(w) =

Znn(w)e "9 Also note that

10g Znp(w) —10g Zn (@) < nlh — W+ |wa — wj) (2.7)
a=1

forall n € N, h and &' in R, and w := {w, }aen, and o’ := {w), }aen, in Q. The same holds
if Zy, , is replaced by Z; ;. In particular, bound (IZ'_E) gives |f(h) — f(R)| < |h — 1.
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Theorem 2.4. There exists a constant k > 0 such that for everyn €e N, h € R, and u > 0

d

and the very same bound holds if Z, , is replaced by Z ;.

Nu2
log Z,, p, — E[log th]‘ > u] < 2e ntu

Proof of Theorem [2.7. We develop the argument for Z,j, as the argument for Z; , is
identical. Fix n € N, h € R, and u > 0. For every w := {wp }pen, € Q and a € {1,...,n}
let Ay o be the random variable on 2 that maps w := {wp }pen, to

Ago(w) :=log Zp n({wo, - . ., Wa—1,Was @at1,---}),

ie., Agq(w) is the finite-volume free energy for a system that at site b has the charge
wy if b # a and w, if b = a. An analog of the McDiarmid’s inequality for functions
of independent random variables under subexponential conditions (see [23], Theorem 4)
states that if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for every w € Q, a € {1,...,n}, and
q > 1 we have

E[| Ao — ElAzl|’] < (ca)?, (2.8
then

2

log vah o E[log Znyh] ‘ - u:| S 26_ (280)2n+2ecu .

i

Let us show that (2.8) is satisfied with ¢ := (2/ne) [, eMlwolP[dw] and 1 as in Assumption
This proves the theorem with 1/k := max{2ec, (2ec)?}.

Bound 7)) yields |Ag o (w) —Ag o(W')] < |we—w)| for w := {wp }ren, and w’ := {w }ren,
in €, which thanks to Holder’s inequality gives for ¢ > 1

"< /Q A a(w) = Aca(w)

< / W — Wl |7 P[] < 29— w7 4 2971 / lwh | P[dw]
Q Q

Ama(@) — E[Am.a] " pldw]

Using the inequality ¢¢ < (g/ne)?e™ for ¢ > 0 we finally get

E[\AW,G—E[AW,GH‘]] < 1 /Q lwol? Pldw] < (%)q /Q w0l Pldu] = (cq)?. O

2.3. First consequences of concentration. The first consequence of the concentration
bounds for the free energies is the lower bound on p(h) in Proposition [[L8] which is proved
in this section. The superadditivity property exploited in [IL[15] to establish the existence
of p(h) is no longer available because now we work with Z,, - However, one can show
that the sequence {logE[1/Z" ,1},en, is nearly superadditive and nearly subadditive: we
choose to show the second pr(;perty because it follows directly from Lemma

Proof of Proposition[I.8. Fix h € R and a number A so large that fQ ]l{h+w0§>\}IP)[dw] >
1/2. Consider the sequence whose n'® term is log[2¢71 (e 4 ¢nf)] — logE[l/Z;l h]v where
the number & has been defined in ([ZI]). We show that this sequence is subadditive, so that
the limit limy1o0 —(1/n)log E[1/Z;, ] =: pu(h) exists as a consequence. To begin with, we
appeal to Lemma 2.2] through Remark 23] to state that for all w € Q and m,n € N

1
> .
~ 14 &e~hmwm min{mé, n¢}

Em—l—n,h,w [Xm]
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Then we observe that

E[Xpezamt' (twa)Xe x, 1 Z 0 (W) Zy (07w
Em+n,h,w [Xm] - -

Zern,h(w) Zman,n(W)
_ ohtwm Zy W) Z5, (" w)
;n+n,h(w) ’
where we have used the renewal property in the second equality. Therefore
1 S 1 1 1
manp(@) —emtem 4 emin{mé, né} 77 (w) Z;, ) (0mw)

and to obtain the desired subadditivity property it suffices to note that the three factors
in the right-hand side are statistically independent, so by integrating with respect to P[dw]
and exploiting that
1 Lintwo<ay
Pldw] > = P[d
/Q ehtwo + € min{mé, né} dw] 2 /Q e + Emin{m¢, n¢} [d]
1 1 - M+ £(m +n)s

> -
— 2eM + Emin{mé, nt} T 28+ (e + Ems) (et + &nf)

we complete the task.

The inequality p(h) < f(h) follows from Jensen’s inequality. For a lower bound on u(h),
let £ > 0 be the constant of Theorem2.4land put ¢ := 1—-1/v/1+ k. Since p(n)/Z;, (w) <
1, because the left-hand side is the probability P, (11 = n] = e"*“np(n)/Z, »(w), for
every n € N, h € R, and w € ) we have

p(n)
<1

Z;L,h(w) - {logZ;yh(w)flE[logZ;yh}<f(lfc)f(h)n} +p(n)
At the same time, since E[log Z; ,] = E[log Z, ;] — h, we can state that E[log Z; ;| >
f(h)n — on for any given 6 > 0 and all sufficiently large n. Thus, integrating (2.9) with
respect to P[dw] and invoking Theorem [2.4], we find for all sufficiently large n

1 _s(1=0?f(h)*n —ef(hn+s

P E|—| < 2" FFI0 4 p(n) e~e/hmeon
n,h
< 2e—emin{f(h).f(M)*} | () g=ef (WInton

o= f (Wn—Ellog Z; ;] (2.9)

Taking the logarithm, dividing by n, and then sending n to infinity, this bound allows us
to conclude that p(h) > cmin{f(h), f(h)?} — &, which gives the desired lower bound on
w(h) thanks to the arbitrariness of 4. O

Remark 2.5. The quantity p(h) is non decreasing with respect to h, as Z; , (w) has the
same property. Moreover, since 0,7, ,(w) < nZ; ,(w), it is easy to verify that for all
n € Nand h,h' € R

<|h—H].

1 1 1 1

—logE|—| — —logE

e R
It follows that |u(h) — u(h')| < |h — K/|.

In the proof of Proposition [L8 we have observed that P, p, ,[T1 = n] = p(n)/Z; , (w).
As direct consequence, Proposition [[.8 has the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. For every h € R
1
lim — logE[th,.[Tl =n]| = —u(h).

ntToo N
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Corollary implies that the contact fraction for h > h. is small with exponentially
small probability. We let the following lemma to state a precise result
Lemma 2.7. For every h > h. there exist constants § > 0, v > 0, and G > 0 such that
for alln e N

E|Ppp [Ln <on]| < Ge ™.
Proof of Lemma[2.7. Fix h > he. Since pu(h) > 0, Corollary 2.6 shows that there exist
(2.10)

constants v, > 0 and G, > 0 such that
E[th,_[Tl =n]| < Gye "
and take & > 0 so small that G, < 3 (¢7 — 1). We claim that

for all n € N. Put ~ :=

l
En,h,w |: H Xai_l
=1 k=a;_1+1

— Jo
T3
the lemma holds with such v and with G := 1/(1 —e~7). In fact, for every n € N and
a;—1
(1- Xk)Xal} .

w €  we have
Pnth <(57”L Z]l{l<5n} Z
leN O=ap<a1<---<a;=n
On the other hand, repeated applications of Lemma [2.1] show that for all integers 0 =

<< ar=n
a;—1
II a- Xk)Xal}

ag < a; <
l
Ephw [H Xa,
’ k=a;—1+1
a;—a;_1—1
(1 - Xk):| Eamh,w[Xaifl]

l
- H Boi—ai_1,ho%i-10 [
i=1
l
S H Eaz’*awl,h,ﬁ“i”w [
i=1 k

l
- H a; ai_l,h,ﬁai—lw[Tl = a; — a4 1]
[dw], the statistical independence of the factors

(

= P,
i=1
In this way, integrating with respect to P , i
ai—a;_1 h%i—1.11 = a; — a;—1] combined with bound (2.I0]) leads us to the inequality
1
E[P [Ln < 5n] Zn{l<5n}< 1>Gge%"
n—1 o
< Z]l{l<5n} l— 1)(6’7 _ 1)leél 3yn
leN
The Newton formula Y ;" (7)¢/(1 — )" ! = 1 yields (}) < (Y1 = ¢)""" for ¢ € (0,1)
which directly implies that (7:11) < (Y1 = ¢)™. The choice ¢ := 1 — ¢~ finally gives
“n
< 3 bl < -

E[Pon[Ln < o]
leN
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3. CORRELATION ESTIMATES

This section introduces the correlation estimates that we use for the main proofs of the
paper. The first lemma we present is concerned with the covariance of two observables
under the polymer measure P, j, ,,; given two measurable complex functions ® and ¥ over
(S, 6) we define their covariance as

covn,h,w[q)a \I’] = En,h,w [(I)\II] - En,h,w[q)] En,h,w[\ll] s

provided that all the expectations exist. The lemma involves two independent copies
of the polymer, so let {S;}ien, and {S!}icn, be two independent copies of the renewal
process, defined on the product probability space (§%, %2 P®2). For n € Ny, h € R and
w € Q, consider on (S?,&%?) also the product measure P%W and denote by E®? the
corresponding expectation. o

n,h,w

Lemma 3.1. For every h € R, w := {wc}een, € Q, integers 0 < a < b <mn, and functions
¢ € M, and p € M,,_yp

a—1 oo —1—
covmh,w[(b(Xo,...,Xa),zp(Xb,...,Xn)}' <23 e, [ H 1—Xka}

i=0 j=b+1

Moreover
|cov, h.w[Xa, X
min{Ey, po[Xal, EnhwlXe]}

—a—1

00 J
<2 Z [1+§(j—a) —he WG}E?QMWW[ H (1_Xlei‘):|
J=b+1 k=1

a—1

£23 [rre0-ife g {ﬁ 1 ).
i=0 el

Proof of Lemmal3dl Fix h € R, w := {wc}een, € Q, and integers 0 < a < b < n. To
begin with, given the functions ¢ € M, and ¥ € M,,_, we claim that

b
COVp [ @, U] = E%W [V — dU'] = ES?W [@(xp -0 H(1 — XkX,g)] ) (3.1)
k=a
where we have set ® := ¢(Xo,...,Xq), ¥ = P(Xp,...,X,), and ¥ = (X},..., X))

for brevity. The first equality is immediate. Regarding the second equality, we use the
identity
b

[[Ta-xx)- > A Xxi=1

k=a AC{a,....b} keA

to write down

b
Enhw[®T — ®U] = EX5 | [@(qf - ) ] - XkX,’C)}
k=a

- > ()MES [cp(\p -9 J] XkX,g] .

AC{a,....b} keA
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The desired result is due to the fact that E®7 [@(¥ — ¥) [[,. 4 XxX}] = 0 for any given
set A C {a,...,b}. To prove this fact we invoke Lemma 2] to state that

Enhw [‘I) H Xk\Ij:| — Envhv"" [(I) erA Xk] En,h,w [ HkE.A Xk\I’]

ke A S [ erA Xk} ’
which entails
EZ% . [(I)(\If -9 ]] XkX,g]
ke A
= En,h,w |:(I) H Xk\I]:| En,h,w |: H Xk:| - En,h,w |:(I) H Xk:| En,h,w |: H Xk\I’:| =0.
ke A ke A ke A ke A

Let us verify the first part of the lemma. Formula (B.I)) shows that

b
‘covnhw [, 0] ‘< 2Enhw[H(1—XkX,;)} .
k=a

The identity
b

Jj—1 n
[T -x.xp) = Z Z x| I - xXp) X, X5+ [ - XeXp),
k=a

k=a =0 j=b+1 k=i+1

together with the fact that X,, = 1 and X/, = 1 almost surely under the two-polymers
measure P2 b yields

j—1
‘covnhw [, U] ‘ < 22 Z Enhw[XiX{ I1 (1—XkX,g)XjX]’.] .
1=0 j=b+1 k=i+1

Finally, we appeal once again to Lemma 2.1l to get the bound

j—1
EZ% [Xng I] a- XkX,’C)XjXJ’}
k=i+1

j—1 J
Z ... Z Emh,w [Xz H (1 — kak)XJ:| En,hw [Xin H ]l{kak}:|

z;€{0,1} z;€{0,1} k=i+1 k=i

Z Z Ej—i,h,ﬂi |: 1:[ 1 _waerk :| j—i,h,9%w |:H]I{Xk =Tii} :|

z;€{0,1} x;€{0,1}
j—i—1
— E®2 /
= EX% ) i [ 11 (1—Xka,)}
k=1
Let us move to the second part of the lemma. Bound (B.1]) shows that both

b
‘COthM[Xa, Xb]‘ < 2E®?1 w |:X H (1 — X]CX]/{;):|
k=a+1

and

b—1
‘covmh,w[Xa,Xb]‘ < 2EYT [ IJa- XkX,;)Xb} :
k=a



16 GIAMBATTISTA GIACOMIN AND MARCO ZAMPARO

Then, the identities

b n J—1 n
T a-xx0=> [ 0-xXexpx;xi+ J] (1-X.X7)
k=a+1 j=b+1k=a+1 k=a+1
and
b—1 b—1
H(l—Xka ZXX’ H (1 - XpX}),
k=a k=1+1

together with the fact that X,, = 1 and X/, = 1 almost surely under the two-polymers
measure, give

n J—1
‘covn,hvw[Xa,Xb]‘ <2} Efﬁw[xa I] a- XkX,;)Xij’»] (3.2)
j=b+1 k=a+1
and
b—1
‘covn ho X, Xo) ‘ <2 Z EZ% . [XiX{ H (1— X,CX,’C)XI,} . (3.3)
k=i+1

We shall verify that (3.2 implies the bound
|C0Vn,h,w [Xaa Xb] ‘

o

< 2EunelXal B [14EG - )T ER, o, [ H 1—Xka]

j=b+1 k=1

whereas (3.3) provides
{Covn,h,w [Xa7 Xb] {

a—1 b—i—1
<2EnthbZ|:1+§ 7h Wb}Ef?ZZhgz |: H (1_Xle/c):|

=0 k=1

The latter inequalities demonstrate the second part of the lemma.
We develop the argument for (3.2), as the argument for ([B.3)) is identical. We write the
terms in the right-hand side of ([B.2]) as

7j—1
E%W[Xa H (1— XkX,;)XjXJ’.]
k=a+1

za€{0,1} x;€{0,1}

Repeated applications of Lemma 2.1l give

J
En,h,w [Xa H ]l{Xka:k}Xj:| < En,h,w[ j a,h, 9w [H ]l{X,yC xa+k}:|
k=a

and

Enhw[ 1:[ (1 — 2x X)X } <E]hw[ 1:[ 1_sz,€)} (3.4)

k=a+1 k=a+1
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At this point, we invoke Lemma [2.2] through Remark 23] to enforce in (3.4) the constraint
the a is a contact site, which in turn allows a further application of Lemma 2.1t

j—1 j-1
Ej,h,w[ H (1- kak)} < {1 +&(J — a)gefhw“] Ejhw |:Xa H (1- kak)]

k=a+1 k=a+1
j—a—1
S |:1 + 5(] - a’)geihiwa] Ejfavhvﬂaw |: H (1 - xa+ka):| *
k=1

Putting the pieces together, for the terms in the right-hand side of ([B.2]) we find the
estimate

7j—1
Egﬁw [Xa H (1 —XkX,'g)XjX]’}
k=a+1

j—a—1
< EnnolXal [1 460 — )70 [E?, , [ [T a- kagﬂ .0
k=1

In the light of Lemma 3.1} the next lemma entails that correlations decay exponentially
fast in the localized phase.

Lemma 3.2. For every compact set H C (h.,+00) there ezist constants v > 0 and G > 0
such that for alln € N

E < Ge M,

n—1
sup E®? [ 1 - XX, }
e [ TT0 - %)

Measurability of the variable of which we are taking the expectation in Lemma holds
because E%,%L,w[ - X, X}.)] is continuous with respect to h for any w, so that we can
approach the supremum over H by replacing it with the finite sets H; := {|ih]|/i: h € H}
for ¢ € N and then by letting ¢ go to infinity.

The proof of Lemma 3.2l follows the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [15] and relies on the following
technical result, which states the possibility to cover most of the sites with inter-arrival
times of finite length.

Lemma 3.3. For every h > h. and x > 0 there exist constants T € N, v > 0, and G > 0
such that for alln € N

E < Ge ™.

Ln
Pr.h,- [Z Tilgrsry 2 Xn}

i=1

Proof of Lemma[33 Fix h > h., and x > 0. According to Corollary 2.6l there exist
constants v, > 0 and G, > 0 such that

E[th,_m = n]| < Goe=rm (3.5)

for all n € N. Put v := v,x/3 and take 7 € N so large that G, < """ (e? — 1)2. We
claim that the lemma holds with such v and 7 and with G :=1/(1 —e™7). In fact, since
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TZZ-L:nl ]I{Ti>T} < Z@'L:n1 Ti]l{TpT} <851, <n, we can write for all w € Q and n € N

Lnp
Pn,h,w |:Z E]I{Ti>fr} > Xn:|

i=1
Ly, Ln
= lpezyPune [Z Til{ron 2 X0, ) Lirsn = T] '
reN =1 i=1

On the other hand, the conditions ZiLGl Tily7,~7) > xn and ZiLGl 17,7} = 7 imply that
there are r inter-arrival times that cover more than yn sites, namely, there are integers
0<a; <by <---<a <b <nwith Y ._,(bs — as) > xn such that X,, = X; =1 for
all s and, when a5 +1 < bg, X4, 41 =+ = Xp,—1 = 0. It follows that

Ln Ln
Prhw [ZTﬂl{Tm} >xn, ) Urisny = T]
=1 i=1

T bs—1
= Z ]l{ Z:Zl(bs*as)zxn} E"’h’w [ H Xa, H (1 - Xk)sz:| )

0<ai<b; <--<a,<br<n s=1 k=as+1

and Lemma 2Tl gives for every 0 < ay <b; <---<a, <b-<n

r bs—1 r
Enhw [H Xa, H (1- Xk)sz] < H Ebs—as,h,ﬂasw[

s=1 k=as+1 s=1 k=1

r
= H Pbs—as,h,ﬂ‘lsw [Tl = bs — as] .
s=1

In this way, integrating with respect to P[dw] and using the statistically independence of

the factors Py, _q, pges.[T1 = bs—as), (B5) and an estimate of the number of possible ways
one can place r stretches in {1,...,n} give

Ly
E [Pn,h,~ |:Z T’i]l{Ti>T} > XTL:”

i=1

<2 Teey) 2 L s an)zxn} HIE Poane [T = b = ]

reN 0<a1<bi <-<ar<br<n

5 Z ]l{r<%} Z L { > e (bs —as)an} G;ef'yo 2o=1(bs—as)

reN 0<ai<b; <--<a,r<br<n
N+7T\ o _n
< E ]l{r<n}< 9 )Goe YoXT
T r
reN

As (";f) < CF(1=¢)r " forall ¢ € (0,1) and G, < "7~V (e7—1)2, the choice { = 1—e~?
finally shows that for each n € N

L
n B e—’yn
E|Pyp. [Z]}]I{Ti>T} > XnH <Y penye T < = O
=1 reN

Proof of Lemmal3.2. We shall show that for every h > h. there exist constants v, > 0
and G, > 0 such that for all n € N

n—1
= [ TTa- XkX,;>]

k=1

E < Gpe M. (3.6)
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This proves the lemma as follows. Put &y, := ~,/3 and pick a compact set H C (h¢, +00).
By compactness there exists finitely many points hy,...,h, in (he,+00) with the prop-
erty that H C Ul_,(hs — 0p,, hs + 0p,). We claim that the lemma is verified with
v = min{dp,,...,0p.} and G = > . | Gp,. In fact, for any h € H we can find
s €{1,...,r} such that |h — hs| < &y, which yields

cer [T ] I = X XpeSi O e X0, )
wior| L0 =00] = Eo2[oXumn () (Xt XD X, X ]

B[ T3 (1 — X Xp)eim (e ) (e X0 .,

< nsm

< E®2[e2a=1(hstwa)(XatXo) X X7]
n—1

= ez(shsnESis,w |: H (1 B XkX];):| ‘
k=1

Thus, we can state that for all n € N and w €

n—1 r n—1
sup E%ﬁw [ H(1 — XkX,fc)} < Z e2éhsnE§,§Ls,w [ H(1 — XkX,g)] .
held k=1 s=1 k=1

Integrating with respect to P[dw]| and appealing to ([B.6]), we deduce that for each n € N

n—1 r n—1
sup E%ﬁl# |: H(l — X]CX]IC):” < 2625h5nE [ES%&. |: H(l _ XkX]/ﬁ):”
s=1

heH k=1 k=1

E

T
< ZGhSe_‘ShS" <Ge 7.
s=1

Let us move to prove (B.0]), which constitutes the core of the lemma. Fix h > h,.
Lemmas 2.7l and B3] ensure us that there exist constants § > 0, 7 € N, v, > 0, and G, > 0
such that for all n € N

E [Py [Ln < 0] | < Goe™ " (3.7)

and

E < Goe . (3.8)

L
= )
Pn,h,~ |:ZTi]I{TZ~>T} > §n:|
=1

Moreover, if we pick a number A < 0 so large in modulus that [, T1,,<\Pldw] < /8,
then a Chernoff-type bound yields

dlog3 n
1 Pldw| <e 2 ™ 10g3za:1ﬂ{wa<>\}[p>d
/Q {01 wgany>2n} [do] < e /Qe [de]
n
:e5lig3n<1+2/ ]I{WO<>\}]P’[dw]>
Q

n
< eélig?)"(l + %) < e T (3.9)

We will show below that for all n € N and w := {wg }aen, € 2

dn_q

n—1
5 8T
E®2 |1 1o xoxD)| <or( 5T 3.10
n,h,w {ZZ;IXéﬂ{wazA,TLaHgf}Z%n} kl:[l( kXp) | <27 €€ + oA , (3.10)

where ¢ is the number introduced in (21)). Bounds 7)), 38), (39), and BI0) im-
ply ) as follows. The conditions Y 1| Ty, <xy < nd/4, Ly, = >0 X, > on, and
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22;11 Xoliw, > 1y, 41<7} < n6/4 give Zg;é L7, . >r} = nd/2. In turn, the latter yields
for n € {Si}iENo

S n—1 L, Si—1 Ly
2" S 2 Mo =2 D Yo = X Tilmsn
a=0 i=1 G,:Si,1 =1

Thus, for every n € N and w := {wq }aen, € 2 we find

n—1
o [T o)

k=1

L
= )
= ]1{22:1 ﬂ{wa<A}>%"} * th’w[Ln < 5”] * Pn’hw [ZTiﬂ{Ti>T} & §n:|

i=1
n—1
E®2 11 1— Xp X,
+ n,h,w[ {>nt X(;]I{WGZ/\’TLG+1§T}Z%n} kl;Il( k k)}
Ln 5
= 1{2221ﬂ{wa<>\}>%n} - th’w[Ln = 5”] " Pn,hw [;Tiﬂ{Ti>T} = §n:|

oy

57—6 8T
+ 27'<7£7_g FRpVES)

After integrating with respect to P[dw]|, this inequality shows that for all n € N

n—1 Sn_q
— 5 8T
®2 _log3 16 Yo 57’
EE. 5. [ [T - XkXIQ)H <e 1 M4 2G4 27<m> ,
k=1
which verifies (3.0) with the constants
. [log3—1 1) E78 4 A 2678 + 2ehtA
Yh = INin {T(S, Yo, 8_7' 10g T and Gh =1 + 2GO + T
In order to demonstrate (3.10]), we introduce for a € {7,...,n — 7} the variable

Y, = Xa]l{TLa-i-TLaﬂST} + (1 o Xa)]l{TLa“ST}
a—1 4T ]

7j—1
= > > x [] a-Xpx;, (3.11)
i=at+1-7j=at+l  k=it1
k#a
namely, Y, is the indicator function that the distance between the first contact before a
and the first contact after a is at most 7. The variable Y, has the following nice property,
which is a direct consequence of Lemma for every non-negative functions ¢ € M,_;

and 1 € My_q—1
&t
Enhw [(I)(l - Xa)Ya\I’] < m

where we have set ® := ¢(Xy,...,Xq-1) and ¥ := p(X441,...,X,) for brevity. This
bound shows how the constraint X, = 0 can be relaxed when Y, is involved. For its proof
we invoke Lemma to obtain

Enhw [P(1 = Xo)Yo U] = Eppw {‘P(l - Xa)]l{TLaHgT}‘I’]

Ephw [@Ya ], (3.12)

<&rfeTWE, L, |:q)Xa]l{TLa+TLa+1ST}\II:|
_ gTﬁefhfwa Enhw [(I)XaYa‘If] ,
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which is nothing but a different way to write (B.12]).
Let us put the variables Y, into context. Since X;Y, = X;l(7, . <) under the condi-
tion that X, =0 if X, =1, for every n € N and w := {wq }aen, € 2 we have

n—1
E®2 1 L x X/
mh,w[ {So! Xt wzn 1y, 1<y 250} kl_[l( K Xk)

n—1
®2 i /
< En,h#’ |:]1{ s X[IYa]l{wa>A}2%n—2fr} H(l Xka‘):| :
- k=1

For a reason that will be clear in a moment, we prefer that the index a in the last
expression runs over sublattices with spacing 27. For r € {r,...,37 — 1} put A, =
{r+27i:i€ Ngandr+27i <n—7}. Since UT_'A, = {r,...,n — 7}, the condition
Yoy XoYalg,,>)y > nd/4—27 entails that there exists 7 such that - o, X Yol >ay >
nd /87 — 1. In this way, we find

n—1
E®? 11 1— X X!
n,h,w [ {ZZ;I Xéﬂ{wazA,TLaHgf}Z%n} kl_[l( kX

37—1
2
<y 22 [n{za% XYal ooy Sn1) [Ja- XaX;)]
r=1 B achr
371 n
= Z Z ce Z rEn,h7w('Ila s ,xn) En,h,w |: H ]l{Xk:$k}:|
k=1

r=T z1€{0,1} zn€{0,1}

with

Bl -1 7n) = Ent |:]1{Za€Ar TaYal (wy2n) 2 n—1} H - %Xa)} '

a€A,
The last step to obtain bound (B.I0) is to show that
, s e
Enhw(@i,.. .. ,xn) < W (3.13)

uniformly with respect to r and x1,...,x,. This is facilitated by the fact that Y, and Y3
for different a and b in a sublattice of spacing 27 do not overlap, in the sense that depend
on the non-overlapping sets {Xg—7r4+1,..., Xorr—1} and {Xp_741,..., Xprr—1} of binary
variables as (BI1]) makes evident. Given r € {7,...,37 — 1} and z1,...,z, € {0,1}, to
prove ([BI3) we expand the indicator function in "E,, j, (21, .., 2y) to get

TEn,h,w(xla v 71'n)
<) a1y Enh [ [Tzl = Xa)Valpoony [] (10— 2aValiu,ony)] -
ACA, ! acA ach\A

We are going to relax the constraints that X, = 0 for ¢ € A. Bearing in mind that Y,
and Y, for distinct a,b € A, do not overlap, repeated applications of (3.12)) yield for any
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ACA
En,h,w |: H xa(l - Xa)Ya]l{waz)\} H (1 - ana]l{waz)\})]
cA achA\A
< H 7_5 _|_ ethwa n,h,w |: H ana]l{waz)\} H (1 - ana]]-{waz)\}):|
.A acA a€A\A

IN

et \M
(W) En,h,w |: H ana]l{waz)\} H (1 - ana]l{waz)\})] :

acA achA\A

We conclude that

TEn,h,w(xl, o ,Cﬂn)
I n-1
57’5 87-” (S
: (575 Py Prgas | D waYalpu,zny = g-n —1|
a€A,
which proves (B13)), thus completing the proof of Lemma O

We can now go into the first application of Lemmas B.1] and

Lemma 3.4. For each compact set H C (h.,+00) there exist constants v >0 and G > 0
such that for every integers 0 < a < b<n

1 Xa, X
2 sy ooV (X X0)

< Ge(b—a)
ner min{E, p [Xo], Epp [Xp]}] —

Proof of Lemma[3]) Fixany H C (h,+00) compact. Lemma[3.2 ensures us the existence
of two constants v, > 0 and G, > 0 such that for all n € N

n—1
E| sup EZ | [ H(1 — XkX,’C)} < Gye e, (3.14)
heH LG

The second part of Lemma B states that for every h € R, w := {wc}een, € 2, and
integers 0 <a<b<n

lcovy, hw[Xa, Xb|
min{Ey, no[Xal, EnhwlXe]}

<2 Z [1+f(j— e wa}E;@2ah19“w|: H 1—Xka}

j=b+1

a—1 i
+230 [+ e —ife B, L, [ H 1 - XX} ] (3.15)
=0 k=1
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Since the left-hand side of (3.15]) is smaller than or equal to 1, we can further state that

lcovp, hw[Xa, X
min{Ey, no[Xal, Enhwl[Xe]}

= ]l{\wa|>%°<bfa>} + ]l{|wb\>%o<bfa>}

00 j—a—1
+2 ) [1+£(j—a)ﬁe—“%"(b—@}E?%,h,ﬁaw[ (1—XkX;>}
j=b+1 k=

— =

a—1 b—i—
NE —htT0 (h—a
+ 2 E [1 + f(b — z)ge h+%2 (b )} EI?—Qi,h,ﬂiw |: H (1 — XkX]/ﬁ):| .
=0 k=1

In this way, taking the supremum over H, setting h, := inf{H} > —o0o, and then integrat-
ing with respect to P[dw]|, we get thanks to (B.I4]) and to a Chernoff-type bound

E[sup ‘COVn,h7_[Xa,Xb” :|
heH min{En,h,~[Xa], En7h,-[Xb]}

<2 1 P
= /Q {wol>2% (b-a) } [dw]

+2G, Z [1 +&(5 — a)iefhm“’?"(b—a)} o—oli—a)
j=b+1

a—1
+2G, Z [1 +£(0b— i)ﬁe—hoﬂfg"(b—a)} o Vo(b—1)

1=0
o
< 2/ en|wo|—ﬂ—;)&(b—a) IP’[dw] + 4G, Z (1 + é“jfe—ho)e—%?(b—a)—jfj )
@ jeN
This shows that the lemma holds with v := min{"3%, %} and some G > 0. O

One corollary of Lemma B.4]is the following.

Corollary 3.5. For each compact set H C (he,+00) there exist constants v > 0 and
G > 0 such that for every integers 0 < a <b<n

sup
heH

E[Emh,-[Xa] En,h,.[Xb]} — E[En,h,.[xa]}E[Emh,_[ Xb]] ‘ < Ge(b-a)

Proof of Corollary [33. Fix a compact H C (h.,+00) and integers 0 < a < b < n. Put
m = |22 ]. Lemma 2] gives for all w €

En,h,w [XaXm] En,h,w [XaXm] - En,h,w [Xa] En,h,w [Xm]

En,h,w [Xa] -

En,h,w[Xm] - En,h,w[Xm]
COVy b w[Xm Xm]
= B po[Xa] — s 3.16
& [ ] En,h,w[Xm] ( )
and
E . En,h,w[XmXb] En,h,w[XmXb] - En,h,w[Xm] En,h,w[Xb]
n,h,w[Xb] - E -
n,h,w[Xm] En,h,w[Xm]
COVy h,w Xma Xb

= En—m,h,ﬁmw[Xb—m] - [ ] (317)

En,h,w [Xm]
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Lemma B4 implies that there exist constants v, > 0 and G, > 0 independent of a, b, and
n such that

sup E

[leonut B Xull) o [t Xal] ¢ Gt
heH

Emh,-[Xm] heH En,h,~[Xm]
S GOei ’YTO (bfa)+70

and, similarly,

sup E

[|C0Vn7h7.[Xm,Xb]|
heH

En,h,-[Xm]

In this way, since the expectation E,, 1 .[X,] and E,,_p, pgm.[Xp—p] are statistically inde-
pendent, we can conclude from (B316) and (3I7) that for all h € H

] < Qe obm) < G o B ba)

\E[En,h,.[xa] i [26]] — (B (X0 E[En [X]

|covp, .. [Xa, Xm]|] IE‘:[|covn,h’.[Xm, X
En,h,-[XM] En,h,-[XM]

which proves the corollary with v :=,/2 and G := 2G,(e" + 1). O

< QE[ ] < 2G, (e + 1)e*72£(b*“) ’

3.1. First consequences of the correlation estimates. In this section we investi-
gate the maximal polymer excursion M, := max{Ty,...,Tr, } in the localized phase, so
providing a first application of the correlation bounds and proving Proposition [[.9l

Proof of Proposition[1.9. We shall show that for every h, > h. and € > 0 there exists
0o > 0 such that for P-a.e. w

M, 1

ogs ~ 4 = 0. (3.18)

‘ > €
ntoo h€(ho—do,ho+do

lim sup Prhw [
)

This proves the proposition as follows. For h > h. and i € N we denote by %), the
number §, that (B.I8]) associates with h, = h and ¢ = 1/i. We also let €2, € F be a
set of charges with full probability, i.e., P[] = 1, for which (B.I8) is valid. Putting
Uy, := (h — %y, h+6},) for brevity, Lindelof’s lemma ensures us that from the open cover
{iUh}he(hC7+oo) of (he, +00) we can extract countably many elements corresponding to the
points ‘hy, *hs, ... such that (h., +o0) C UjeNiUihj. Define Q, := Njen Njen iQih]., which
satisfies P[Q,] = 1. Then, for every w € Q,, h > h., and € > 0 there exist i,7 € N such
that € > 1/, h € iUihj, and w € €y, , so that

|

>—-|=0.
i

This limit demonstrates that, as n goes to infinity, M,,/logn converges in probability to
1/p(h) with respect to the polymer measure P,, 1, , for all w € Q, and h > h,.

Let us prove (BI8). Fix h, > h. and € > 0 and put 6, := p2e/(4 + 3p,€) with
fo = p(ho) > 0. We show at first that for P-a.e. w
M, 1

A R (319

M, 1

1m n,h,WI logn ,LL(}L,)

ntoo

M, 1|
logn  wu(h) ‘

< lim sup Py, o
nfoo h'€iUs,
J

lim sup Pohw [
ntoo h€(ho—0do,ho+d0)
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To this aim, noting that p(h) < pe+0, for h € (hy —do, ho +9,) by Remark 2.5l and setting
my, = |{e+1/(to+ o)} logn| for brevity, we write for every n € N, h € (hy — 05, ho + 05),
and w € Q

M, 1 M, 1
Pohw| > —— +e| <P
n,hw logn > 'LL(h) + 6:| — 77/7h7w |:10gn > /,LO + 50 + 6:|

= Pn,h,w [Mn > mn]

n—mp—1 i+may
< Z En,h,w |:XZ H (1 - Xk:):|

k=i+1

n—mp—1 7j—1
YRS €| X1 IT (1 X033).
=0 j=it+mp+1 k=i+1

where the second inequality is due to the fact that the condition M, > m, implies that
there is a contact site ¢ € {0,...,n —m,, — 1} followed by an excursion of size at least m,,
while the last equality exploits the identity

i+mn n 7j—1
xi[Ja-x0= Y x1]] 1—XkX+H (1-Xp),
k=i+1 Jj=t+mp+1 k=i+1 k=i+1

as well as the fact that X,, = 1 almost surely with respect to the polymer measure P,, 5, .
An application of Lemma 2.1l first and a Chernoff-type bound later give

M n—myp—1 ' '
Pohw [ﬁ > — ] > Z Pi_inwew[lt =j —1]
g M =0 j=it+mp+1
n—1 [o.¢]
<Y Pj i1t = J]
=0 j=mn+1
n—1 ‘
g Z ¢j—C¢(mn+1) Pj,h,ﬂiw Ty = 4], (3.20)
=0 jeN

where we have introduced the number C = po(4 4 po€) /(4 + 3uoe). We now note that for
all j € N, h € (ho — 0o, ho + 05), and w := {wg }een, € 2

ethwj
P T = 9| = _
shal Tt =] E[eam (rHon) Xo X |
. ho“l‘wj .
< 650] . € _ 650J Pj,ho,w [T1 _ j].

E[eZ{;:l(ho'Fwa)Xan]
Similarly, we have ‘
PinwlTi =] > e %P, [T) =] (3.21)
Thus, (320) finally yields

My,

~1
1 - S 80)j 4
sup Pu.h, [—>—+6}§e ¢(mn+1) e(C+on,h0m [T} = ]
he(ho—bohotss) - Llogn ~ pu(h) ZZ_;]%;] Jiho¥iw

ZA Vw (3.22)

nc(#o+5o
A being the random variable on §2 defined as

A= ZG(C—HSOM Pj,ho,-[Tl = ]] .
JEN
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Since ¢ + do = f10(4 + 210€) /(4 + 310€) < po, where we have used the explicit expressions
8o i= p2e/(443pu0€) and ¢ := po(4+ poe) /(44 3u€), Corollary 2.6l shows that E[A] < +oo.
At the same time, expliciting again d, and ¢ we find

C( 1 +6> _ <1+E>4+moe+4(uoe)2 S p oy Bt
o + 0o 4 )4+ Tuee + 3(po€)? 4
In this way, (B.19) follows from (B.22]) thanks to Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem.
To conclude the proof of (BI8]), we verify that for P-a.e. w
M, 1

lim sup Poh, [— < ———€| =0. 3.23
oo he(ho—bohotde) - Llogn  pu(h) (3.23)

The correlation estimates enter the proof of ([3:23]) because in order to exclude that all the
excursions are below a certain threshold it suffices to take into account only the excursions
that are included on well separated segments of the polymer. The dilution procedure that
we implement is even more drastic than this because takes into account only excursions of
very specific size. For this we start by remarking that there is no restriction to suppose that
€ is small and, in particular, we can suppose that € is so small that h,—d, > h¢, d, < o, and
€ < 1/(po—65), as 8 := p2e/(4+3uy€) goes to 0 when e goes to 0. Then, planning to deal
with r, excursions of size m,, and spacing d,,, we define m,, := |{1/(po—0,) —€}logn]| +1,

o= |(logn)?| +1, and 7, := [n/(mp+dy,)]. Set ls := s(m, +d,) for s € {0,..., 7, —1}.
Bearing in mind that u(h) > p, — 8, for h € (hy — 9o, ho + 0,) by Remark 2.5 for every

neN, he (hy—0do,ho+0o), andw € Q) we have
M, 1 [ M, 1
Poho| — < —— —¢| <P -
'I’LthflJ logn M(h) 6:| — n,h,w _logn = MO B 50 6}

- Pn,h,w[Mn < mn]

[rn—1 ls+mp—1
< En,h,w H {1 - Xls H (1 - Xk)Xls-‘rmn}] )

L s=0 k=ls+1

since the condition M,, < m,, implies that an excursion from the position /5 to the position
ls+m,, cannot occur for any choice of s. This bound is the essence of the dilution procedure.
Repeated applications of the first part of Lemma [31] give

M 1 rn—1 ls+mn—1
P g <y~ < 1L Enns 1= IT 0= X000,
& k=ls+1
rn—2 lst+mnp—1 oo j—i—1
EDRD SRD D FP V) [ R CED

i=0  j=ls11 k=1
We are going to show that for P-a.e. w

rp—1 ls+mp—1

lim sup H Enhw[ - X H (1—Xk)XlS+mn}

ntoo h€(ho—0do,ho+0d0)

k=ls+1
rpn—1 ls+mp—1
< lim 1-— inf E X 1 - X)X =0 3.25
= nToo o { he(ho_607ho+6o) n,h,w|: ls k:ngl ( k) ls+mn} } ( )
and

rn—2 ls+mp—1 oo j—i—1
RTINS SR DD D [ o kam] —0. (320

ntoo h€(ho—080,hot+00) k=1

= ] ls+1

These limits demonstrate ([3.23]) via (3.24)).
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Let us prove (8.26]) first, which is the simplest limit among the two. As h, — 6, > he,
according to Lemma there exist constants v > 0 and G > 0 such that

j—1
IE[ sup E?}QL [H(l —XkX,/ﬁ)]
[

h€[ho—00,ho+00] k=1

<G e VI

for all j € N. In this way, introducing the random variable

0o 7j—1
A= Ze%j sup E?i [H(l - XkX,'C)} ,

j=1 h€ho—00,ho+00] k—1

we have E[A] < 400 and

rn—2 ls+mn—1 o0 j—i—1
/
LD SED SR O =T B | KEE =]
(ho*507h0+5 1=0 j= ls+1 k=1

n—1 oo 7j—1
ny Y, e € TT0- X))

120 =, h€lho—0,ho+30] Pl

n—1

< rpe” 20 Z A(V'w)

=0
for all w € Q. Thus, (3206) is due to Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem since r, < n and
dn > (logn)*.

Regarding (3.25]), we use Lemma [2.1] to write down for every n € N, h € R, w € €, and

s €{0,...,r, — 1} the identity

ls+mp—1

En,h,w |:Xls H (1 - Xk)Xls+mn:|
f=lo+1
= En hwl X1, Py ot 11 = ma] Byp pogtow[Xm,, ] - (3.27)

The second part of Lemma 2.2] entails for 0 < a <n and A >0

Enhw []l{TLaHg)\}(l - Xa)} < e "N E, {]I{TLG—FTLleg)\}Xa} ;
namely
PonewlTr,41 <N < Enpw [n{TLaHQ}Xa] + e NEE, 1 []1{TLQ+TLQ+13 A}Xa} .
This shows that
Pl Mn <A < PppwlTr.i1 <A < (14 e \OE, o[ Xa]

which trivially holds even for @ = 0 and a = n. In this way, the choice A = [1/u(h)+¢€|logn
yields

Prho g < sy + €] 1‘Pnhw[%>%+e]

En,h,w[Xls] > 2 ]l{wls_ 0}
1+ gemh—wis [ o 6] (logn)* 1+ §e_h[ Ol 6] (logmn)*

Lemma 22 through Remark 23] also shows that
1 1

]l{wls+mn_

Z N
1 + é_e*hiwls“ﬁmn m% 1 + é-e mn

Bty hotsw[Xmn] =
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Thus, having a glance at (3.21]) and recalling that u(h) > p, — 6, for h € (hy — 0, ho + o),
from B.27) we get

ls+mp—1
inf E X 1 - X)X
hE(hojga,ho+5o) n,h,w|: ls kzll_[Jrl ( k:) ls+mn:|
M, 1
> 2,1 1-— sup Prn [—>——i—e]
n {wl3207wls+mn20}< he(h07507h0+50) n,n,w logn M(h)
x e 0P gt L =) (3.28)
where we have defined the numerical factor
1 1 1
Cn i= 2 1 3 hotoomm€
1 + é’e*ho‘f’&o (Mo_éo + E) (log n)g 1 + ge_ O+ omn

Now we remark that (3.19) implies that for P-a.e. w the upper bound

M, 1 1
sup Prhw|—— > —F~ +€| <3
he(ho—Ba,ho+80) logn = u(h) 2

is valid for all sufficiently large n. In this way, (828 yields for P-a.e. w

rn—1 ls+mp—1
i 1-— inf E X 1— X)X,
im sup H { L n,h,w|: I k:ll_[Jrl( k) zs+mn}}

rn—1

< limsup H (1 — Cnlgwy, >0, w4 m, >0} o~ Somn P ho0tswl 11 = mn]> . (3.29)
s=0

ntoo

In order to demonstrate (3.25) we must prove that the right-hand side of (3.29) is 0
for P-a.e. w. This is due to the Borel-Cantelli Lemma since we are going to show that
> nen En < 400 with

rp—1

En::/QSHO

being the expectation of the right-hand side of (3.29). Note that ¢ := [, T1,,,>03P[dw] > 0
since [, wo P[dw] = 0 and that E[P,,, 5, .[T1 = my)] > e~ (Botdo)(mn=1)+00 for a]] sufficiently
large n by Corollary Also note that all the factors in the right-hand side of ([8.29) are
statistically independent as P, , i.,[T1 = my,] depends on w := {w, }een, only through
the components wy y1,...,w,+m,—1. Thus, carrying out the integration and recalling that
my, = [{1/(po — 0o) — €} logn] + 1, for all sufficiently large n we find

Tn
E, = (1 - c2§ne’50mnE{Pmmhm.[T1 = mn]]>

<1 - Cn]l{wzs >0, wig +-my, >0} ef&,mn Pmmho,ﬂlSw[Tl = mn]>P[dw]

S <1 o c?gne(po+25o)(mn1)>r" S exp {_ C2Cn7"ne(uo+25o)(mn1)}

<expy§ — ¢ Cnl'n .
N (10-+260) (5725, )
mn ° ° Ho—0d0o

On the other hand, using J, := p2e/(4 + 3uo¢) we deduce that

1 4+ 190€ + 10(p0€)?
20,)| ——— — =1-
(1o +20) <Mo — 0o 6) fo€ 16 + 20p10€ 4 6(p10€)?
4+ 1900 + 10(po€)? o€

<1- _
= T o 6 6 10e + 40(j10¢)2 1
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In conclusion, for all sufficiently large n we have

2 Gnn
Engexp{—c 1_M},
n

4

which proves that ) E, < +00 because limy o (log n) %+ 2¢,rn/n > 0. O

4. REGULARITY ESTIMATES AND THE CLT FOR THE CONTACT NUMBER

In this section we prove Theorem about the differentiability of the free energy and,
as a consequence, the quenched concentration bound and the quenched CLT stated by
Theorem [[4l The first step is to bound the derivatives of log Z,, ;,(w) with respect to h
by means of a Birkhoff sum. The following result is due to Lemma [3.11

Lemma 4.1. For everyn,r € N, h € R, and w €
i—1

J
O 10g Zn p(w ‘ < 27 (r!) ZZ]T ?imw[ﬂﬂ —XkX,;)].

=0 jeN k=1

Proof of Lemma[{.d Fix n € N, h € R, and w := {wq }een, € (2 The bound holds in the
case 7 = 1 since |0y log Z,, y(w)| < n on the one hand, and E®2 9 [Hi‘;ll(l - X X})] =
for j = 1 by convention on the other hand. For r > 2 we have

O} 10g Zp (w Z ZUnhwa17---a r)

a1=1 ar=1

with Uy pw(ai, ..., ar) := Oy, + Ou,, 10g Zy p(w) the joint cumulant of Xg,, ..., X,, with
respect to the probability measure P, j, ., also known in statistical mechanics with the
name of Ursell function (see, e.g., [10,25,26]). An explicit expression is

Unhw(at,...,ar) :i Z (— 1)l ! HEnhw[ H }

=1 {Cl,...,Cl}GPl ICGC
where P; is the collection of all the partitions of the set {aj,...,a,} into [ components
(see [24], Proposition 3.2.1).
Since Uy, p (a1, ... ,a,) is symmetric in its arguments we can state that
‘8}; log th(w)‘ <rl Z ‘Umh,w(al, coap)] . (4.1)
1<a1<-<a,<n
We shall verify later that, given an integer s € {1,...,r—1}, the camulant U, j, ,,(a1, . .., ar)

with 1 < a7 <--- < a, <ncan be written by adding and subtracting less than 2“1(7“— 1)!

terms of the form
!
COViy o, [ H Xk, H Xk] H En,h,w[ H Xk]

keA  keB j=1 keC;

with sets A C {aq,...,as}, B C {as41,...,a,}, and Cq,...,C; constituting a partition of
{a1,...,a,} \ AU B. Since by Lemma B.1]

as—1 —i—
covnhw[HXk,HXk} <23 S e [H 1_ka,€}
keA keB k=1

=0 j=as41+1
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we deduce that

Un,h,w(ala cee 7ar)

as—1

<(r-1)1 Z S [H 1—Xka]

1=0 j=as+1+1

n—1 oo j—i—1
LD D) D RSP PN I | (SR ]

i=0 j=i+1 Py
=7 (T B 1 Z Z]l{z<as<]+@ As+1— as<]}Ej h, 9w |:H(1 - X]{;X]Q.):| .
1=0 jeN k=1
In this way, the arbitrariness of s gives for 1 <a; <---<a, <n
r—1r—1
Unvhv""(al’ ceer @ ) < QT(T - 1 Z H ]l{at+1 —at<as+1—as}
s=1t=1
n—1 j—1
X Z Z ]l{z‘<as<j+z As4+1— as<]} ?i Fiw [ H(l — XkX]/g):| . (4.2)

i=0 jeN k=1

The latter in combination with (1] proves the lemma since for every i and j

E Z]l{z<as<z+j,as+1 as<j}H]l{at+1 —at<as+1—as}

1<a;<---<ar<n s=1

< Z Z ]1{0<as<]} H ]l{at+1 at<j} — (T - 1)] (4'3)

—oo<a1 < <Lar<oo s=1 —

To conclude, let us demonstrate that for every » > 2, s € {1,...,r — 1}, and integers
1 <a; <--- <ar <n the cuamulant Uy, j (a1, ...,a,) can be written by adding and
subtracting less than 2" ~!(r — 1)! terms of the form

COV o [ IT %11 Xk] ﬁ Emh,w[ 11 Xk] (4.4)

ke A keB j=1 keC;

with sets A C {aq,...,as}, B C {as41,...,a,}, and Cq,...,C; constituting a partition of
{a1,...,a,} \ AU B. We proceed by induction over r. For r = 2 the claim is trivially
true as Uy, p (a1, a2) = covp p o[ Xa,, Xa,|. Given r > 2, s € {1,...,r — 1}, and integers
1<a; <---<a, <n,put o :=min{s + 1,7 — 1} and note that

Umh,w(al, . ,ar) = aonn,h,w(ah ey Qo—1,0541y - - - ,ar) .

If the claim is true for U, p (a1, .., 0o—1,0541,---,ar), then we can write this cumulant
by adding and subtracting less than 2"~2(r — 2)! terms of the form

COVpy oo [ 1T %11 Xk] ﬁ Emh,w[ 11 Xk] (4.5)

ke A keB Jj=1 keC;
with sets A C {a1,...,a5-1}, B C {av+1,...,a,}, and Cy,...,C; constituting a partition
of {ai,...,ap-1,0541,...,a,} \ AU B. Simple calculations show that the derivative of
([A3) with respect to w, originates 21 + 3 < 2r — 2 terms of the form (Z.7]). O

We use Lemma [4.1] in combination with Lemma to prove Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[L.2. For s € N, put o := —s and s := s if h, = —oc or ag := h.+1/s
and (s := he + s if h, > —oco. By Lemma there exist constants v5 > 0 and G5 > 0
such that

j—1
E| sup E?i [H(l — XkX,;)] < Gee 1
he[asﬁs] k=1
for all 7 € N. This shows that the random variables
j—1
Ag = Zel;j sup E%,%,_ [ H(l - XkX,'c)}
jEN hE[as,Bs} k=1

possess finite expectation. Lemma 1] together with the inequality ¢ < rle¢ for ¢ > 0,
gives for every n,r,s € N, h € |ag, Bs], and w € Q

j—1
O log Zy, n(w ‘ < 27(r1) ZZJTE%Q“W [H(l —XkX,;)]

i=0 ]eN k=1

<£> (r!) ZA (Vw (4.6)

This bound is the key for proving the theorem.

We first deal with the expectation E[log Z, | of the finite-volume free energy. Let
") for r € Ny be the function that maps h € R to fy(f)(h) = E[(1/n)0} log Z,, ). We
know that lim,jee FOm (h)y=f (h) for all h € R (see [11], Theorem 4.6) and, by definition,
we have f7(h) — £ () = [ (¢ dg for every r € No, n € N, and h, b’ € R.
Moreover, bound (&8]) yields sup,c(q, a,] ]fn (R)] < (4/7s)" ("3 E[A4] for all n,7,s € N.
Given s € N, the latter allows an application of the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, which, in

combination with a diagonalization argument, implies the existence of continuous functions
FO #@) " on the interval [ais, Bs] and of an increasing sequence {n;};cy in N such that

1000 SUDpc (o, 3] | : £ n) - f(”( )| = 0 for all » € Ny. It follows that f(O(h) = f(h)
and that f()(h) — f)(R) f " FOHD()AC for every 1 € Ny and h, B € [as, B5]. Thus,

f turns out to be 1nﬁn1tely differentiable on [ag, Bs], and hence on (h., +00) because s is
arbitrary. Furthermore, f(")(h) = 0y f(h) for every r € N and h € [as, B,], which entails

swp (Opf()| < swp [ADM)]+ sup £~ fO0)
he[asﬁs} he[a&ﬁs} he[asﬁs]
< (Z) o0 Emd+ s [0~ 1w,
Vs he[a&ﬁs}

which in turn gives supyeq, 5, 105 f(R)] < (4/75)"(r!)3 E[A,] after that i goes to infinity.
Thus, considering a compact set H C (h.,+00), supposing s so large that H C [as, 8],
and putting ¢ := (4/7s) max{1,E[A,]}, we have supp,cy |0 f(h)] < ¢"(r!)3 for all r € N.
This shows that f is of class Gevrey-3 on (he, +00).

To prove the statement of theorem that is concerned with the expectation of the finite—

volume free energy, we finally verify that lim,jec SUpPpea, 4, | £ (h) - o; f(h)| = 0 for
all r € Ng. Given H C (h¢,+00) compact and supposing s so large that H C [ag, 8],
this limit shows that lim ;. sup,cp | fr(f)(h) — 0} f(h)] = 0. We proceed by contradiction.
Assume that there exist 7, € N, € > 0, and a sequence {n;};ey with the property that
SUDhe]as,8s] |f,(£°)(h) — 0;°f(h)| > € for all i € N. By repeating all the above arguments,
we can find a subsequence {n;;}jen of {n;}ien such that limjt Supsea, g, |f,(£])(h) —
0; f(h)] = 0 for all » € Ny, which is a contradiction when r = r,.
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Let us move to discuss the typical behaviour of the finite—volume free energy. Since
E[As] < 400, Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem states that there exists 2, € F with P[Q,] = 1
such that for every w € €2, and s € N we have

sup — Y Ag(Pw) < +o0. 4.7
w3 7
As for each h € R we have limnToo(l/n) log Znn(w) = f(h) for P-a.e. w (see [11], Theorem
4.6) and as the set Q of rational numbers is countable, we can even suppose that the limit
limpto0(1/n) log Zy, h(w) = f(h) holds for all w € Q, and h € Q. Then, recalling the bounds
|(1/n)log Zy, h(w) — (1/n)log Zy, jy(w)| < |h— 1| and |f(h) — f(R')| < |h — R'| valid for all
n, w, h, and &', we deduce that lim,1o0(1/n)log Z,, p(w) = f(h) for all w € Q, and h € R.
Fixing w € Q,, setting f,sr)(h) = (1/n)0}, log Z,, p(w) for r € Ny, and combining (.6) with
(@.7), a repetition of all the above arguments shows that limy oo SUpsc g |f7(1r) (h)=0; f(h)| =
0 for all H C (he, +00) compact and r € Ny. O

The arguments of the proof of Theorem also give the concentration inequality of
part (i) of Theorem [[.4

Proof of part (i) of Theorem [1.]] The basic remark is that for each r > 2 the derivative
0; log Zp, p(w) is the cumulant of order r of L,, — E;, j, [Ly], and also of —L,, + E,, 1, ,,[Ly]
except possibly for a minus sign.

Let as, Bs, vs, As, and €2, be as in the proof of Theorem Then, for all s € N and
w € £, we have

sup — Ay(V'w) < +00.

neN 1 Z

Given w € €, and a compact set H € (hc, +00), identifying an s such that |ag, 5s] 2 H,
and combining bound (6]) with Theorem 2.5 of [9], we realize that for every n € N,
he H, and u >0

2

Pn,h,w ULn — En,h,w[LnH > u] < 267 An+bub/3

with )
A= Z As(W'w d b 2( : >§
sup — an =2(— .
73 neN 1 Vs
This prove part (i) of Theorem IEI w1th 1/k = max{A,b}. O

Theorem states that the functions that map h > h. to pp := Opf(h) and to vy, :=
(9,% f(h) are infinitely differentiable, the former being non decreasing and the latter being
non negative as f is convex. Since 0y log Z, (w) and 8% log Z,, j,(w) are the mean and the
variance of the contact number L, under the polymer law P, ; ., respectively, Theorem
also shows that the following holds for P-a.e. w: for every h > h,

E L, Enn.[Ln
li EnheolLal _ limE[i’h’ [ ]] = ph (4.8)
ntoo n ntoo n
and
Ln_En wLn > Ln_En Ln >
i B | (2P ) |~ i e | (B | <ol a9
nt \/ﬁ nfoo n \/ﬁ
Based on a convexity argument, in Section[L.Ilwe claimed that lim sup, 4o, E[Ep 4. [Ln/n]] =

pr > 0 for h > h,, which can be also regarded as a consequence of Lemma [QZZL ‘Determin-
ing whether vy, > 0 for A > h, is non trivial, and we appeal to Corollary [5.3] of Lemmas (5.1
and in the next section for the finding that vy, > 0 for h > h.. Apart from the strictly
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positivity of the variance, the quenched CLT of part (i) of Theorem [[4] is an immediate
consequence of Theorem [[.2] thanks to Theorem 1 of [20].

Proof of part (ii) of Theorem[I.4) Since 0; log Zn,h(w)/n% is the cumulant of order r > 2
of (Ly, — Ep hw|[Ln])/v/n, Theorem [[2shows that there exists Q, € F with P[Q,] = 1 such
that for all w € Q, and h > h. the cumulant of order r > 3 of (L,, — E,, , w[Ln])/v/n goes
to 0 when n is sent to infinity, while the cumulant of order 2 goes to vp. Corollary (.3l
states that vy > 0. In this way, part (i) of Theorem [[4] follows by applying Theorem 1
of [20]. O

5. THE LOCAL CLT FOR THE CONTACT NUMBER

In this section we prove the quenched local CLT stated by Theorem This requires
to investigate the characteristic function of L,, with respect to the polymer measure Py, 5, .
Put for brevity #, := [(n — 1)/2] and

; Ch_2itenp()p(2)
Jhw = 2k—1A2k+1 -
n,h,w P [p(2) +eh+w2kp(1)2]2

The following lemma, which is partly inspired by Theorem B.1 in [I4] and partly by
Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 in [5], is the starting point.

Lemma 5.1. For everyn >3, he R, w € Q, and z € [-m, 7]

1
En,h,w |:(Ln - En,h,w[Ln])ﬂ > §En,h,w [Jn,h,w]
and

ian]

7£Jn h,w
En,h,w [e < En,h,w e =27

4En,h,w [(Jn,h,w - En,h,w[Jn,h,w])Q]

,iE [J ]
S e o2 n,h,w|Yn,h,w + 5
En,h,w[Jn,h,w]

Proof of Lemmal5dl Fixn >3, h € R, w € Q, and z € [—m,7]. The third inequality is
due to Chebyshev’s inequality, which entails

_Z 5 N _:2E hwlInh o] 1
En,h,w |:e w2 Tl } <e 2270 i Pn,h,w Jn,h,w < §En,h,w[<]n,h,w]

4En,h,w [(Jn,h,w - En,h,w [Jn,h,w])Q]
En,h,w[Jn,h,w]Q .

2
< e_QZﬂ,_QEn,h,w[Jn,h,w} +

Let us prove the first and second inequality. Denoting by © the o-algebra generated by
X1,X3,X5,..., we have

En,h,w |:(Ln - En,h,w[Ln])2] = En,h,w [L

= En,h,w [

; #
Enhw [elzzk:nl Kok

] - <En,h,w [En,h,w[Ln’DH)Q
] - En,h,w [En,h,w[Ln’DP]

{ 3™ (Xae — Bl Xarl9) }2]

and

ian]

En,h,w [e < En,h,w |:
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In order to get the desired inequalities, we are going to demonstrate that

#n 2
1
En,h,w [{ Z (XQk - En,h,w[X2k|D])} D] > §Jn,h,w (51)
k=1
and
22
En,h,w [eiZZk#:nl Xok Di| S e_ﬁJn,h,w . (52)

Bounds (5.I)) and (5.2) are trivial if at most one variable among X1, X3,..., Xog, 41 takes
value 1 since J, ., = 0 in this case. Then, suppose that at least two of these variables
take value 1 and let 2{; +1 < --- < 2[, + 1 with r > 2 be the sites where the values 1 are
attained. In this way, bound (5.J) is tantamount to

D]

#n 2
En,h,w [{ Z (X2k - En,h,w[XWC‘D]) }
et p(1)*p(2)

k=1
e R 5 -
; { T p(2) + s p(1)2]2

Similarly, bound (5.2]) is tantamount to

: #
En h,w [e‘z Zk:nl Xok

DH
: 22t p(1)%p(2)
S 1 ls>1g— + 1 ls=ls_ exp{ — " } . (54)
g( {ls>ls—1+1} { 1+1} m2[p(2) + eltwzs p(1)2]2

Let us verify bounds (B3]) and (54). Starting with (53]), we observe that condition-

. l l Ly n :
ing makes the sums ', Xo, Z/f:lﬁ-l Xopy. oo, Zk:lr_htl Xop, Zler+1 X5, indepen-
dent thanks to Lemma 211 so that

D]

Enhiw [{ % (Xor — EnpwlXox|O]) }2
= Enhw [{ lzl (Xor — EnpwlXox|O]) }2

k=1
k=1

°
r ls 2
+ Z En,h,w [{ Z (X2k - En,h,w[X2k‘D]) }

k=ls—1+1
D]

> Zﬂ{l5:1871+1} En,h,w [{XQIS - En,h,w[X2ls|D]}2‘D}

s=2

g

+Enne [{ $° (Xt — B X)) }

k=lr+1

=3 Tt 1y Bl Xo, [9] (1 = o Xor,19]) - (5.5)
s=2

On the other hand, when Iy = I;,_1 + 1 Lemma 2] also shows that

Enhw[Xo1.|O] = o 1,00 Xo1, O] = By py 211, [ X1] =

We obtain (5.3]) by combining (5.5]) with (5.6]).
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Moving to (5.4]), exploiting again the conditional independence of the sums ka‘l:l Xop,
l l'r n 3
Zk?:lhtl XQkJa R Zk:lrfl_,_l X2k, Zf:lﬁl sz we can write

. L g
Enhw [elz . Enhw [elz o o

r
<]1
s=2

: #

DH:

DH

.l
|:elz 2;21871_0_1 Xok

o”

En,h,w

X

DH

En hw |:eiZXng

D] ‘} (5.7)

T
< H {]1{zs>zs_1+1} + L=, 11}
s=2

Under the hypothesis I = l[;_1 + 1 Lemma 2.1 yields

p(2) + e=thtensp(1)?
p(2) + eMtwrsp(1)? 7

E. o |:eingls

D} = E27h71921571w [eile] =

and the bounds cosz < 1 — 27%22, as z € [-m, 7|, and /1 —( < e=5 for ¢ €[0,1] give

_ V/p(2)? + e p(1)4 4 2ehtwats p(1)2p(2) cos 2
p(2) + et tents p(1)?2
B \/1_ 4226 p(1)2p(2)
- m2[p(2) + et p(1)2]?
222eM s p(1)%p(2) }

Eono |:eizX213

DH

< _ 5.8
< exp { m2[p(2) + eh+wglsp(1)2]2 (5.8)
We find (5.4]) by combining (5.7) with (5.8)). O

The next step is to investigate the mean and the variance of .J,, p, ..

Lemma 5.2. The following properties hold for P-a.e. w:

1
(1) lin%inf EEmh,w[Jmh,w] >0 for all h > he;

(2) limsup %En,h,w {(Jn,h,w — En,hM[Jn,hM])z} < 400 for all h > h,.
ntoo

Proof of Lemma[52. In order to prove part (1), we deduce at first a convenient lower
bound for the expectation E,, p, [Xog—1Xokt+1] with 1 < k < #,, := [(n — 1)/2]. Lemma
[2.1] shows that

Enhwl[Xok—1Xok+1] = Enpw[Xok—1|Xorwt1 = 1Ep hw[Xokt1]
= Eotp 1 hw[Xon—11En hw[Xokt1]

and

EnhwlXok+1] > Enpw[XokXokt1] = En hw[Xoky1]| Xow = 1En b w[Xok]
= B, ok nw2rw[X1]Bn nw[Xok] -
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It follows that

1
Evhw Xok—1Xokt+1] > 3 Eokt1,hw[Xok—1]En.hw/Xok+1]

1
+ 5B hewo[Xon—1]Bn_op p,o2re [X1 B o [Xok]

1
> 5Bkt hw [ Xok—1]Enop o240 [X1] (En,h,w [Xok] + Enhw [X2k+1]) :

Lemma 2.2 through Remark 23] gives
> > e "
T 14 €28 hwa-1 T 1 4 £28ewak—1

Eokt1,h,w[Xok—1]
and
ef‘h|
> .
T 14 fehmwatr T 1 4 Lemwakt
Then, putting the pieces together, we can write down the convenient lower bound
Enhw[Xok—1Xok+1]
e 2l 1 1
= 2 14 £2€ewak-1 ] 4 Lo Wkt (E"’h’w [Xok] + B [X2k+1]) ’ (5.9)
which holds for every n > 3, h e R, w € Q, and 1 < k < #,.

Let us move to investigate Ej, 5, ,[J/nw]. Thanks to (59), we find for every n > 3, h € R,
and w € Q

B, ok h o2k [X1] >

#n h+w
22k p(1)%p(2)
Enhewldnpnw] = EnhwlXor—1Xop41]
n,h,wlYn,h,w ;[ (2)+eh+kap(1)2] n,h,w -+

g 2eW2kp 2p(2)
3‘hlz +e‘*’2kp(1)2] En,h,w[XZk—lXZk-i-l]

sl Z A(ﬁ%*lw) (En,h,w [Xok| + Enhw [X2k+1]) ) (5.10)

where we have introduced the random variable A that maps w := {wg }aen, € 2 to

&1 p(1)?p(2) 1 1
Aw) = .
[p(2) + e¥1p(1)2]2 1 + £28e w0 1 4 Le—w2
We stress that A is independent of h. Recalling now that for A > h. the contact density
pr is strictly positive and non decreasing with respect to h, for every h > h. we can find
a strictly positive number A\, that satisfies P[A < A\] < pp/3 and that is non decreasing
with respect to h. We put )\ into context by replacing (5.10) with

#n
Emh,w[l]mh,w] > )\he—5|h\ Z ]l{A(192k—lw)2)\h} (Envh‘vw [ng] + En,hw [X2k+1])
k=1

> Ape 0l Z < nohw | Xok] + Enhw[X2k+1])

#n
— 2)\he_5|h‘ Z Typw2zr-10)<an}
k=1
> e 2 ME, b o[Ln] = 20, — 2Mpe” |‘Z]1{A(,9kwmh}. (5.11)

k=1
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At this point, we note that Theorem and Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem ensure us that
there exists a set 2, € F with P[Q,] = 1 such that lim,1o Eyy [ Ln/n] = pp, for all w € Q,
and h > h and limppeo 2 S04 Liawrwy<rn,y = PIA < M) < pp/3 for all w € Q, and
rational numbers A > h.. Thus, given any w € €Q,, h > h., and rational number h’ > h,
as A\p, < Ay we get from (B.17])

Enholdnpel A=l 2, s

lim inf Ph — 5)‘}‘6

ntoo n

The arbitrariness of the rational A" > h and the continuity of pj; with respect to h > h,
finally show that

lim inf 7En’h’wwn’h’w]

nToo n
Regarding part (2) of the lemma, note that 2e"++26p(1)2p(2) < [p(2) + e"Tw2xp(1)?]?,
so for every n > 3, h € R, and w € ) we have
) #n #n
En,h,w |:(<]n,h,w - En,h,w[!]n,h,w]) :| <2 Z Z ‘Covn,h,w [X2a71X2a+1, X2b—1X2b+1] ‘ .

a=1 b=a

> %A —llpy > 0.

The first part of Lemma B.1] gives

Enhw [<Jn’h’“ B E"’h’“[J"’h’w]>2]

#n—1 #n 2a oo —i—

e DD D I D= [H 1—Xka]

a=1 b=a+1 i=0 7=2b

<n+2232 ;@im[ﬁu _XkX,;)]. (5.12)

1=0 jeN k=1

We can now proceed in a way that is similar to the proof of Theorem For s € N,
define a5 := —s and (¢ := s if h, = —o0 and a5 := h. + 1/s and B := h. + s if h. > —o0.
Consider the random variables

j—1

A ::Z:j2 sup E?i [H(l—XkX,/ﬁ)],

jEN hE[as,BS] k=1

which possess finite expectation by Lemma Then, Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem ensures
us that there exists Q, € F with P[Q,] = 1 such that for every w € Q, and s € N

sup — Ay 19’ ) < 4o0.
neN T Z

At the same time, for all w € Q, and h € [as, Bs] we have

n—1
En,h,w |:(Jn,h,w - En,h,w[Jn,h,w])Q} <n-+ Z As(ﬁlw)

by (.12). For every w € €2, and h > h, there exists s € N such that [as, 5s] 3 h, so that

lim sup — En hw [(Jn,h,w - En,h,w[Jn,h,w])Q} < +00. O

ntoo

Theorem and Lemmas (.1 and show that for each h > h, there exists w € Q)
such that

Ln_En wLn > En an w
Vp 1= 8f2zf(h) = rllerglo En,h,w |:< \/%17 [ ]> :| > lig%glf e ] 2[77, b, ] > 0.
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Thus, we have the following corollary.
Corollary 5.3. vy := 92 f(h) > 0 for all h > h,.

We are now able to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.J By Lemma and part (i) of Theorem [[.4] there exists a set
Q, € F with P[Q,] = 1 such that the following properties hold for every w € Q, and
h > hg:

1
(1) liminf — Enhw[Jn,h,w] > 0;

ntoo

2
( ) lim sup — En h,w [(Jn,h,w - En,h,w[Jn,h,w]) } < +0o0;

ntoo

(3) lim En h,w

: L" En,h,w[L"]
e
ntoo

1.2
VIR :|:(322 for all z e R.

Pick w € Q,, h > he, and XA > 0. The identities

V2mupn Py pw[Ln = 1] = | /2}2’1_”/ Epn o [eian]efizle
™ —T

. L"_En,h,w[l‘n] iz En,h,w[l‘n]_l
e

vhn iz
/ n h,w e VIR VORT dZ ,
Vo Jox VR

l—E L,))? 1 +oo o EnhwlinlZl 1 o
exp{— ( n,h,w[ n]) } — / ez T 2% dZ,
2upn Vor Jos

which are valid for every [ € Ny, give for all integers n > A\?/(7%vy,)

and

sup
1eNg

- En w Ln 2
V2rupn P ol Ln = 1] — exp { ! hwlLnl) }

2upn
dz + \/7/ e éz2dz
2 VR

nh,w e 'vhn —e 27

: Ln_En,h,w[Ln]
n ,how |:e VIR :| —e

VpM
\ 27(' / VRN
2

1
2Z

_\/ﬂ/ dz

7r vhn —+00
+\/E/ E dz+\/7/ e 27 dz
2 Jx

Properties (1) and (2) show that E,, 4 o [Jnhw] > n/cand E, pw [(Jnhw—Enpwldnnw])?] <
cn for every n > n, with some numbers ¢ > 0 and n, > 3 independent of A\. Then, Lemma
B0l implies for n > n, and z € [—m\/vpn, 7 /vpn]

’Uhn

n,h,w

——g—22 4¢3
S e 2méuy, + .

i—=2=1L,
En,h,w e VT
n
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It therefore follows that for n > max{\?/72vy,n,}

l_En wLn 2
\/an,h,w[l/n:l]—exp{—( h, [ ]) }

2upn

sup
1eNg

dz

. Ln—En,h,w[Ln] 1.9
nhw e VURT —e 2

<7/,

+o0 3 42 16 3 +o0
\/7/ e 272v, dz—i—ﬁ—i-\/g/ e_%ZQdZ.

Appealing to property (3) and to the dominated convergence theorem, we can conclude
that

lim sup sup
nToo €Ny

+oo 4 2 400
< \/E/ ¢ i C d¢ + \/E/ e 27 dz.
AN 2/

Theorem follows from here because A can be chosen arbitrarily large. g

2upn

l_En wLn 2
VQWUthn,h,w[Ln:l]_exp{_( hiolLn]) }‘

6. A CONCENTRATION BOUND AND THE CLT FOR THE CENTERING VARIABLE

In this section we study the centering variable E,, ,.[L;] in order to prove Theorem
and Proposition [ 7l Basic tools to this aim are the following formulas due to Lemma 2.t
for every h €e R, w € Q, and integers 0 <a<m <b<n

En,h,w[XaXm] . En,h,w[XaXm] - En,h,w[Xa] En,h,w[Xm]

E Xo| =
oo Xl En ol Xm] En o[ Xim]
coVy hwl Xas X
_E X1 h, 6.1
m,hw[ a] En7h,w|:Xm:| ( )
and
E [X ] = En,h,w[XmXb] . En,h,w[XmXb] - EnhW[Xm]Emh,w[Xb]
nhwltb En,h,w[Xm] En,h,w[ ]
CoVyy hw [ Xm, Xp)
e X 1 n,h, 6.2
n—m,h,9 w[ b m] En7h,w[Xm] ( )

We shall use these formulas several times in combination with Lemma [3.4]

6.1. Cumulants of the centering variable. Let "k, ; be the cumulant of order r of
E,.h,.[Ln] with respect to the law P. The following lemma provides an overall description
of "kp .

Lemma 6.1. For each compact set H C (h¢,+00) there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
for allr,n € N

sup | Rn h| <c (T')
heH

Proof of Lemmal6. 1. Fix any H C (he,+00) compact. According to Lemma [3.4] there
exist constants v > 0 and G > 0 such that for every integers 1 < a <b<n

sup E |cova b, [Xa, Xb]| ] < E[sup |covinh, [Xa, Xp]|
ner  [Min{Epp [Xo], Enp [Xo]} | 7 [ nen min{Enp, [Xa], Enp, [Xo]}
< Ge1b-9) (6.3)
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Put ¢ := max{1,4e/v,4eGe*’}. We are going to prove that sup,e s ["nn| < ¢ (r!)3n for
all »,n € N.

The case r = 1 is trivial as %, , = E[E, 4.[Ln]] < n and ¢ > 1 by construction. Suppose
r > 2 and fix n € N. We have

n n
r E E
Hn,h == Un,h(ala"'aa’T)a
a1=1 ar=1

Unn(a1,...,ar) being the joint cumulant of E, 5 .[X4,], ..., E,p.[Xe,] with respect to the
probability measure P. The symmetry of U, (a1, ...,a,) yields

CTECEEY (Un,h(al,...,ar) . (6.4)

1<a1<--<ar<n

Repeating some of the arguments of the proof of Lemma [£1] we can state that, given
an integer s € {1,...,r — 1}, the cumulant U, p(a1,...,a,) with 1 <a; <--- <a, <n
can be written by adding and subtracting less than 2"~!(r — 1)! terms of the form

{E[ TT v T B 130~ B | TT w0l | T B 0] }

ke A keB keA keB
l
<ITE| T enlxil] . 69
j=1 keC;

with sets A C {aq,...,as}, B C {as41,...,a,}, and Cq,...,C; constituting a partition of
{a1,...,a,} \ AU B. We claim that for h € H the modulus of these terms is bounded
above by 27"Ge_%(“5+1_“3)+7, so that

< 2"plGe 2 s mas) (6.6)

sup Un,h(ala s ,aT’)
heH

In fact, bearing in mind that ]Hizl v — Hizl u;] < 22:1 |v; — u;| for every [ € N and
ULy ..y U, 01, ..., € [0,1], formula (6.I) with m := | (as + as+1)/2] gives for all w € Q

33

keA

H En,h,w[Xk] - H Em,h,w[Xk]

keA ke A

En,h,w [Xk] - Em,h,w [Xk]

S Z |C0Vn7h7w [Xk, Xm”

keA En,h,w[Xm]

Similarly, formula (6.2]) with m := [(as + as+1)/2] yields for all w € Q

H En,h,w[Xk] - H En—m,h,ﬁmw[Xk—m]‘ < Z

keB keB keB

En,h,w [Xk] - En—m,h,ﬂmw [Xk—m]

< Z |covn,h,w[Xman]|
o ke En,h,w[Xm]

Importantly, [];c 4 Emn, - [X&] and [],cp En—mnom.[Xr—m]| are statistically independent.
Then, by replacing in (63) the products [];c 4 Enn, [Xi] and [[,cpEnn,.[Xi] with the
products [[,c4 Empn, [Xk] and []cg En—mnom.[Xk—m], respectively, thanks to (63) we
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find for h €¢ H
E[ I Enn-(Xul T T Emh,_[Xk]] - E[ 11 En,h[Xk]]E[H En,h7_[Xk]}
ke A keB ke A keB
‘Covnhw[Xk7Xm”:| |:‘C0Vnhw[Xm7Xk”:|

<2 E 2 + 2 E 2
; |: En,h,w[Xm] kEZB En,h,w[Xm]

<2 Z Ge V(m=k) | 9 Z GeV(k—m)
ke A keB

< 25Ge™ VM=) 4 9(p — 5)Ge V(@1 < 2rGe™ 2 (@st1-as)+7
The arbitrariness of s € {1,...,r — 1} in ([G.6]) gives forall 1 <a; <---<a, <n

Y r—1
< 2"rlGe D Yiti(asti—as)+y

sup
heH

Upn(at,...,ar)

Combining this bound with (6.4)) and bearing in mind that 171e—C < % for ¢ > 0 and that
(r —1)"~! < rle”, we finally find

sup {%mh{ <r! Z sup |Up p(ai,...,a,)
heH <arogan<nh€H
27 (r!)?Ge? 2(r —1)7"
< (r!) = ° -n < QT(T')2Ge27[ (r )} n
(1—e20-D)"" Y
o (2e) s )3
<AGe [ — | (r)n < (r)°n. O
v

The acquired control of the cumulants of E,, 5, .[L,,] immediately implies the concentra-
tion inequality presented in part (i) of Theorem

Proof of part (i) of Theorem [L6. Lemma 6.1l states that for each H C (h.,+00) compact
there exist a constant ¢ > 0 such that sup,cpy ["n.n| < ¢"(r!)?n for all r,n € N. Since "k, p,
is the cumulant of E,, 5 .[l,] — E[E,, 5..[Ly]] for » > 2, and also of —E,, 1, .[l] + E[E, ,.[Ly]]
except possibly for a minus sign, Theorem 2.5 of [9] shows that for every n € N, h € H,
and u >0

"

Thus, part (i) of Theorem [[6] holds with 1/k := max {16¢2,2c71/3}. O

2

En,h,-[Ln] _ E[En,h,-[LnH ‘ > u} < e 16c2n+2c—1/34573

6.2. More on the mean and the variance. We now deepen the study of the first two
cumulants of E,, 5, .[Ly,]. First of all, we describe the convergence of E[E,, j, .[Ly/n]] towards
pn = Opf(h) as n goes to infinity, thus proving part (ii) of Theorem

Proof of part (ii) of Theorem [1.6. Fix a compact set H C (h.,+00). According to Lemma
[B.4] there exist constants v > 0 and G > 0 such that for all integers 1 < a < 2n

[|Cov2n,h7'[Xaa Xn]|:| <FE |: sup |COV2n7h,'[Xaa Xn”
E2n,h,-[Xn] o

sup E
her  Eanp [Xy)]
We shall show in a moment that for every n € N and h € H

heH

} < Geln—al.

< T (6.7)

E[Emh,_[Ln]] - %E[Ezn,h,_[LZn]H <_¢
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Iterating this bound we get for all n,i € N, and h € H
E[En,h,-[Ln]} E {E21n h,- [Loin, ]]

The latter proves the lemma with ¢ := 2G/(1 — e™7) by sending ¢ to infinity thanks to
Theorem [[.2] and (£.8]).
Let us verify (617). Formula (6] gives for every w € Q and a € {1,...,n}
COVon, h,w [Xm Xn]
EZn,h,w [Xn]
Formula (6.2]) gives for every w € Q and a € {n+1,...,2n}
COVan, h,w [Xaa Xn]
E2n,h,w [Xn]

Taking the sum over a and integrating with respect to P[dw], we realize that for all n € N
and h € H

2G
—1l—e

E2n,h,w[Xa] = En,h,w[Xa] -

EZn,h,w [Xa] = En,h,ﬂ"w [Xafn] -

[—"

‘E[EQn,h7_[L2n]] . QE[

‘COV2n h, Xn” 2G
< .
ZE|: Egnh[X] —1—e7 -

Next, we investigate the asymptotics of the variance of E,, , .[Ly].

Lemma 6.2. For each h > h, the following limit exists and is finite:

lim l1[«:[(En,h,[Ln] - E[Emh,.[Ln]])z} —: wp.

ntoo N

Proof of Lemma 6.2 Given a random variable A on €2, here we denote A — E[A] by A for

brevity. Fix h > h. and put v, := E[E2n7h7.[Ln]2]. We shall show that there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that for all m,n € N

Vmtn < Vm + Un + C(\/Vmin{m,n} + 1) (68)

and
E[Eun La] | = va| S c(vim+1). (6.9)

Bounds (6.8)) and (€.9) prove the lemma as follows. The former entails that v, 11 < v, +
v1+c(y/v1+1) < v, +142¢, which in turn gives v, < (1+2c¢)n for each n € N. Thus, since

vmin{m,n} <2(y/m+/n—+/m+n), we deduce from (G.8)) that vy, +2¢/(1 + 2¢)n+c¢

is the n'™ term of a subadditive sequence. It therefore follows that limptoo Vn/n = wp
exists and is finite. Bound (63)) implies that lim;(1/ n)E[En,m_[Ln]z] = wp,.

-
We point out that the sequence with n'" term E[En,m.[Ln] ] does not appear to have a
direct subadditivity property like (6.8]). For this reason, we found it convenient to double

—
the system size and work with v, in place of E[En,m[Ln] ], and then to come back to

E[Epp,.[Ln] ] by means of (6.9]).
Let us verify (6.8). To begin with, we note that by Lemma [B.4] and Corollary there
exist constants v > 0 and G > 0 such that for every integers 0 < a < b </

[ lcovip, [ Xa, X
min{Ey p [Xa], Epn, [Xp]}

} < Ge(b=9) (6.10)

and

'E[El7h,_[Xa]El,h7_[Xb]] . E[El,h,[Xa]}E[El,h,[xb]} < Ge10-9) (6.11)
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Pick positive integers m < n. Decomposing L+, as the sum of L,, and L.+, — L, we
can write

2 -2

Um+4n = E|:E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n] ] = E|:E2m+2n,h,-[Ln] }
2
+E [E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] }

+2E |:E2m+2n,h,-[Ln] E2m+2n,h,- [Lm—l—n - Ln] . (612)
Regarding the third term in the right-hand side of (6.12), bound (6.11]) shows that

E |:E2m+2n,h,- [Ln] E2m+2n,h,~[Lm+n - Ln]}
n m4n

- Z Z E|:E2m+2n,h,-[Xa] E2m+2n,h,-[Xb]]
a=1 b=n-+1

n  m+n

I

a=1b=n+1
< Ge” < G
T (=12 T Al e
Thus, ([6.12)) implies

-2 2
Vm+4n S E [E2m+2n,h,-[Ln] ] + E|:E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] ] +

E [ Eamson (XaEamton, [X0]| = B[ Eamsonn [Xa] |E[Ezmt2nn, [X]

2G
(1l —e)
We now analyze the first term in the right-hand side of ([6.13]). Decomposing Eoy,4-2.h,w[Ln)

as the sum of Ey, pw[Ln] and Eopionhwlln] — E2nhw(Ln] and bearing in mind that
0 < L, < n we deduce the inequality

-2
E |:E2m+2n,h,- [Ln] } = v, + 2K [E2n,h,-[Ln] E2m+2n,h,- [Ln] - E2n,h,-[Ln]]

(6.13)

+E|:E2m+2nh [Ln] — E2n . [Lnn ﬂ
§1/n+3nE“E2m+2nh [L ]—Eth [Ln ]}
§1/n+6nE“E2m+2nh [L ]—Eth [Ln ]}

On the other hand, formula (6.1]) and bound (6.10) yield

E “E2m+2n,h,-[L ] = Eann.- } ZE“E2m+2n h,-[Xa] = Eonh, [ Xa]

|

_ Z E |: ‘C0V2m+2n,h,- [Xa, Xgn] ’ :| < Ge 1
E2m+2n,h,-[X2n] T 1l—e7

It therefore follows that

E|Eamtzun, Lal | € o+ 1—ene ™ S v + 7(1317(1_7) :
and (6.I3)) entails
2 5G
Vintn < Vo + E[Eamrzn, Lonin — Ll | + T (6.14)

To conclude, we investigate the second term in the right-hand side of (6.14]). Decompos-
ing the expectation Eopion hw[Lmtn — Ly as the sum of the expectation Egy, p g Lim)
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and the difference Eayyqon hw[Lm+n — Ln] — E2m honw[Lm] and appealing to the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality we get

2
E |:E2m+2n,h,- [Lm—l—n - Ln] ]
= vy +2E |:E2m,h,19"~[Lm] E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m,h,19"~[Lm]]

2
+E |:E2m+2n,h,- [Lm—l—n - Ln] - E2m,h,79"- [Lm] ]

2
< U + 2\/ Um \/E [E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m,h,79"-[Lm] }

2
+ E |:E2m+2n,h,- [Lm—l—n - Ln] - E2m,h,79"- [Lm] ] .

Moreover, decomposing the difference Eopyt2n.hw[Lm+n — Ln] — E2m h9nw[Lm] as the sum
of E2m+2n,h,w[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m+n,h,19”w[Lm] and E2m+n,h,w[Lm] - E2m,h,w [Lm]a and then
recalling that 0 < L,,, < m, we find

2
E|:E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m,h,19”-[Lm] ]

2
<E |:(E2m+2n,h,~[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m,h,19”~[Lm]> ]
2
S 2E |:<E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m+n,h,19”-[Lm]) :|
2
+2E |:(E2m+n,h,- [Lm] - EZm,h,-[Lm]) :|
2
<2E |:<E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m+n,h,19"-[Lm]) :|

+ 2mE UEMM,L,_[L,”] — o [Lm] H . (6.15)

The first term in the right-hand side of (6.15]) reads

2
E |:(E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m+n,h,79"-[Lm]> :|

=1 b
X (E2m+2n h- [ Xngs] — E2m+n,h,19"~[Xb]>:| :

Formula (6.2]) and bound (6.10) give for a,b € {1,...,m}

E |:(E2m+2n,h,~[Xn+a] — E2m+n,h,19”~[Xa]) <E2m+2n,h,-[Xn+b] - E2m+n,h,19"~[Xb])]

<E |:‘E2m+2n,h,-[Xn+a] - E2m+n,h,19”-[Xa]

|

-E |: ’COV2m+2n,h,- [Xna Xn—l—a”

< Ge 7.
E2m+2n,h,-[Xn] :| -

By changing a with b we realize that
E |:(E2m+2n,h,~[Xn+a] - E2m+n,h,19"~[Xa]) (E2m+2n,h,-[Xn—l—b]_EZm—i—n,h,ﬁ"-[Xb]>:|

< Ge 2t (6.16)
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and hence

G < 4G
ez —1)2 " (1l —e)’

2
E |:<E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m+n,h,79"-[Lm]) :| S (

Moving to the second term in the right-hand side of (615]), we invoke (6.1I) and (610) to
obtain

_ iE[|conm+n,h7.[Xa,X2m]|} _ Geom
a=1

m
E |:‘ E2m+n,h,-[Lm] - E2m,h,-[Lm] ‘:| < Z E |:‘ E2m+n,h,-[Xa] - E2m,h,-[Xa]
a=1

E2m+n,h,-[X2m] T l-e

In this way, (6.I5]) shows that

2 8G 2G _
E|:E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] - E2m,h,19"-[Lm] ] < 7(1 — efﬂ/) + = me” "
< 9G
Tl —e)’
which in turn yields
36G 9G

2
E|:E2m+2n,h,-[Lm+n - Ln] ] < VUm + vV 7(1 — e_,y) + 7(1 — e_,y) .

Combining this inequality with (6.14]) we finally find

836G UG
I-e) y(d—e)’

Vmtn < VUm + VUn + /U ~

which proves (6.8]) with

36G 14G } | 617)

o max{ A1) A(1—e)

It remains to demonstrate ([G9). To this aim, we fix n € N and write for all w € Q

2 2
En,h,w[Ln] - E2n,h,w [Ln] = 2E2n,h,w [Ln] En,h,w [Ln] - E2n,h,w[Ln]

2
+ En,hw[Ln] - E2n,h,w[Ln] . (618)

Integrating with respect to P[dw| and applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we get

< 2\/u_n\/E[E2n,h,-[Ln] - E"vhf[L"]Q]

+E [EQn,h,-[Ln] - En,h;[Ln]Q} .

e L] -

Similarly to (6.16]), we can make use of formula ([6.I) and bound (6I0) to show that for
a,be{l,...,n}

E[<E2nvh,-[Xa] - En,h,-[Xa]) (EQn,h,.[Xb] - Emh,_[Xb])] < Ge~3(ath)
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so that

E|Egnn, [La] = Enp, (L] |

< E[(Ezmh,-[Ln] - Envhv'[L"]ﬂ

_ zn: zn: o [(Egn,h,.[xa] - Emh,_[Xa]) <E2n7h,_[Xb] _ Emh,_[Xb]ﬂ

a=1 b=1
G 4G

= (e2 —1)2 = Y1 —e )"

In conclusion, we find

16G 4G
SV ST e T e

with ¢ as in (6.17). O

eI - v < (VT +1)

The following lemma demonstrates that the number wy, defined by Lemma[6.2]is strictly
positive in the localized phase h > h. unless the model is non disordered.

Lemma 6.3. wy, > 0 for all h > h. provided that fQ ]P’ [dw] >

Before going into the the proof of Lemma [6.3] let us point out that if wy is Gaussian
distributed with standard deviation § > 0, then one can exploit Gaussian integration by
parts and obtain wy > (ﬁvh)2 > 0 for h > h.. We give the argument here because it
inspired the (substantially more involved) proof for general disorder laws. The Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality gives for all n € N and h € R

/Q (iwaEn,h,w[Ln]P[dw] - /Q aznlwa@n,h,w[Ln]—E[Emh,_[Ln]])P[dw]

< ﬁ\/ﬁ\/ﬂi [(Envh,.[Ln] - E[En,h,[Ln]]ﬂ . (6.19)

On the other hand, Gaussian integration by parts yields

/Q azn;waEmh,w[Ln] / Z Do, En ool ] Pld]
= 3’E [En,h,- [(Ln _ Emh,.[Ln])QH : (6.20)

Combining (6.19) with (620), dividing by n, and then letting n go to infinity we find
wy, > (Bup)? for b > h. thanks to Lemma [6.2] and (£.3).

Proof of Lemmal6.3. To begin with, we present some formulas that make explicit the
dependence of the expectation of observables on the charge at a given site. Given w :=
{wptpen, € © and a € N, we denote by “w = {wo,...,ws—1,0,wat1,...} a system of
charges where the charge at site a is suppressed. Exploiting the binary nature of X, for
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any bounded measurable function ® on (S, &) we find
El® eZLl(thwc)XcX
Ernwl®] = [ S (htwe) X d
Efesrms (XX,
 Enenl®] 4 (¢ = DEnpou[ X
L+ (ev —1) By o [Xo]
e¥s —1
=Eppaw[®
n,h, W[ ] + 1+ (ewa _ 1) En,h,aw[Xa]

This formula shows how to isolate w,. Taking the derivative with respect to w, we also
find

COVy, o[ Xa, D] - (6.21)

eve

- 2
{1+ (e — 1) Enpew[Xal}
We are now ready to present the proof of the lemma.

Fix h > h. and assume that [, wdP[dw] > 0. According to Lemma B2 there exist
constants v > 0 and G > 0 such that for every integers 1 <a <b<n

COVi, . [ Xas P COVyy oy [ Xa, D] . (6.22)

E [covin, [Xa, X3]|| < Ge @), (6.23)
and by elementary considerations we can find a A > 0 so large that
l1+e 2
G ]l{|wO|>)\}IP)[dw] — < vy (6.24)
Q 1—e 2

with vy, := 83 f(h) > 0. We note that [, wol(<oyPldw] < 0 and [, wolgy=0yPldw] > 0
since [woP[dw] = 0 and [, wg P[dw] > 0. In this way, we can take A so large to have
also ¢ = — [ woll{_xrcwy<oyPldw] > 0 and ¢4 := [, wol jocwy<r}P[dw] > 0. Put ¢(¢) :=
q-Clgoccany + a4+l _rcc<oy for ¢ € R and note that [, g(wo)P[dw] = 0. For n € N and
a € {1,...,n} define the random variable A,, , that maps w := {wp }pen, € Q to

Ana(w) := q(wa) covy p,aw[Xa, Ln] -
We have E[A,, o] = 0 as covy,  a,[ X4, Ly is independent of w, and fQ q(wo)Pldw] = 0.

The starting point to prove the lemma is the following bound due to the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality: for every n € N

E LGl AnaEni. [Ln]} =E [(i Ana (En,h,- [Ln] = E[Enp, [Ln]] )]

< E[(aZZIAn,aﬂ ¢E[(En7h,.[Ln] — E[Envh,.[LnH)T .

Therefore wy, > 0 follows if we show that

1 n
liminf —E A oEnn | Ln 0 6.25
s St ] a0
and
1 = >
lim sup —E[(ZA,@@) ] < 400. (6.26)
ntoo T a=1

Let us prove (6.25) first. Formula ([€.21]) gives for all n € N and w := {wp }ren,
An,a(w)En,h,w [Ln] = An,a(w)En,h,“w[Ln]

a(wa) (e — 1)

_|_
14 (ewe —1)Ep paw[Xal

2
<C0Vn7h’aw [Xq, Ln]> .



48 GIAMBATTISTA GIACOMIN AND MARCO ZAMPARO
Then, since ¢(¢)(e¢ — 1) > q_((e$ — Diljocc<ny = q_C211{0<<§A}, we can state that

2
Mm@ peoln] > A a(@)Ep pawlLn] + g6 Mgy, cxj? <covn7h,aw[Xa, Ln]) .

In this way, integrating with respect to P[dw] and bearing in mind that [, ¢(wo)P[dw] =0
and that both cov, y a,[ X4, L) and Ey, j a0, [Ly] are independent of w,, we get for all n € N

n n 9
E |: Z An,aEn,h,- [Ln]:| > q_e_>‘ /Q ]1{0<WO§>\}WS P[dW] /Q Z <C0Vn7h’aw [Xa, Ln]) ]P[d(,«)]
a=1 a=1

n
2
> qqie—A/ Z (covmh,aw[Xa,Ln]) Pldw] . (6.27)
Qo=1
At the same time, formula (6:22)) entails
2 4 2
<covn7h,aw[Xa, Ln]> _ e*2wd{1 4 (e — 1)En,h7%[Xa]} <covn7h,w[Xa, Ln])
) 2
> e lwal (Covn,h,w [Xaa Ln])
—2) 2
Z € ]l{‘wa|§)\} (Covn,h,w [Xaa Ln]) )

where the second step follows by considering separately the values of w, positive and neg-
ative. Plugging this bound into ([6.27]), two applications of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
yield

E [Z AnvaEmh,_[Ln]}
a=1
" 2
> q_qie—?,)\ /Q Z ]l{\wa|§)\} (covmh,w[Xa, Ln]> IP’[dw]
a=1

qfqie_?’/\ n )
> 7/9 (Zﬂ{waISA}COVn,h,w[Xa,Ln]> Pldw]
a=1

n
2
2 ,—3X n
q-qie
2 +T (/ Z ]l{‘wa|§)\}covnvh7w [Xaa Ln] P[dw])
Q a=1
q_qie

n

n 2
= 7<E[covn,h7.[Ln,Ln]] —/QZ]I{WG>/\}covn7h,w[Xa,Ln]P[dw]> . (6.28)
a=1

Finally, a further use of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, combined with the fact that
|covp, hw(Xa, Xp]| < 1, gives thanks to ([6.23) and (6.24)

/Q Z ]l{\wa|>)\}covn,h,w [Xa, L] Pldw]
a=1

= ZZ/Q]l{wa>)\}C0Vn,h,w[XaaXb]P[dW]

a=1 b=1

< ii \//Q ]l{|wO|>)\}IP)[dw]¢E[‘covn7h,.[Xa,Xb]‘}

a=1 b=1

X

1+€ 2 Vh
< n\/G/Q ]1{|w0‘>>\}]?[dw] ) 7 < 717

— €
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In this way, (6.28) and (£9) allow us to conclude that

1 n 7 2,—3X
lim inf —E[ZAn,aEn,m.[Ln]] > 4-(@yon) e
=1

nfoo M 4

which demonstrates (6.25]).
Let us move to ([6.26]). Writing for every n € N

EKGZ:A,W)] ZIE +QZZ [AnaAnp) (6.29)

a=1b=a+1

we analyze separately the expectations E[AZ ] for 1 < a < n and E[An4A, ] for 1 <
a < b < n. Regarding the former, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the fact that
|covp, hw(Xa, Xc]| < 1 give for any a

[ ZZ/ wa COVnhaw[XmX]COVnhaw[Xa,Xd] [dw]

c=1d=1

{ \// (wa) covnhaw[Xa,X]

On the other hand, formula (6:22)) allows us to conclude that

[dw]} . (6.30)

/ (wa)2‘covnhaw[Xa,X] P[dw]
_ / a(w 1+( 1)En7h,aw[Xa]}2‘covn,hw[Xa,Xc] P[dw]
Q

IN

COVip, o [ Xas Xe]

P[dw] . (6.31)

/q el
Q

Thus, since |¢(¢)] < max{g_,q+}A for ¢ € (=X, \] and ¢(¢) = 0 for ¢ ¢ (—A, )], from
(630) and ([©31) first and ([6.23)) later we get

E[AZ,] < max{q?, qi})\Qe)‘{ Zn: \/UCOVn,h,-[Xm X ‘] }

A 1 + 67% 2
< Ge™ | max{q_ q+})\ — | . (6.32)
— e 2
The study of the expectations E[A,, oAy ] is more involved. Fix integers 1 <a <b<n
and denote by »%w the system of charges {wo, ...,wa_1,0,Wat1,--Wp_1,0,Wps1,...}. We
have
E [An,aAn,b] = /Q Q(WG)Q(wb)covn h,%w [Xa’ L ]COVn ,h,bw [Xb’ ] [dw]

_ / 1(90)a(){ €0V p X L] = €OV, o[ Xar L]}
Q
x {0Vl L] = €OV, g s [ X, L]} L]

because [, q(wo)Pldw] = 0 and because covy, e[ Xa, Ly] and cov,, j, v,[Xp, L] are inde-
pendent of w, and wy, respectively, while cov,, j, a,b,,[Xa, Ly] and cov,, ; a.b,[Xp, Ly] are inde-
pendent of both w, and wy. The CauchnyCva:arZ inequality, combined with the fact that
|coVnh,0w[Xa, Xe] =0V, p by [Xa, Xe]| < 2 and |covy, p, b, [Xp, Xa] —covy, p an, [Xp, Xa]| <2,
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yields
E [An,aAn,b]
n n
-y / () alen) { €0Vl X Xe] — Yy 0, (X Xo] )
e=1d=1"%

X {covmh,bw [Xb, Xa] — cov,, p aby,[Xo, Xd]} P[dw]

<2 Z \// q(wa)q(wb)‘covmh,aw[Xa,Xc] — COVn7h7a,bw[Xa,Xc] Pldw]
c=1 Q

x Z\/ /Q 0)0() [€0Vr X, Xe] = OV [ X1 Xl ] (6.3
d=1

The two factors in the right-hand side of ([€.33)) just differ because a # b, but they can
be treated in the same way. Let us look at the first. We use that 0, covy, paw[Xq, Xc| =
Un.haw(a,b,¢) = Uy pow(l,m,r), where U, p,a,(a,b,c) is the joint cumulant of X4, Xj,
and X, with respect to the law Py, j, o, and (I,m,r) is a permutation of (a, b, c) such that
I < m < r. Therefore, for every w := {we}een, € 2 and ¢ € {1,...,n} there exists
u € [0,1] that verifies
CoV h,aw [Xay Xe] = €OV, g aby[Xas X
= Ws Unvhv{w()v---vwa—l707Wa+17---7wb—17uwb7wb+17---}(l’ m,r).

Setting w = {wo, ..., Wa—1,0,Wat1,- .., Wp_1,UWp, Wp+1,- - .} for brevity, bound 2] gives

n—1 J—1
Un,h,w(l7 m, T)‘ <16 Z Z ]l{i<l§j-l-i7 T—mSm—l<j}E§?i7giw |: H (1 - Xk:Xllc):|
i=0 jeN k=1

n—1 j—1
16 )Y Vicmsjivi,mi<r-m<i) Esmpics [ [Ta- XkX,;)] ,

i=0 jEN k=1

with

e22 o [T10 - x| - M ki) e 22
J.h, 0w P k E®2[ezizl(h+wi+e)(xe+xé)XjX§]

E2([TH_1 (1 — XpXp)eXem (e (Xe X0 x 1]

< o2lwal+2lwy| _
E®2[eZ{zzl(h+wi+e)(Xe+Xé)XjX.;,]

j—1
— 2 a +2 ®2 /
= o?lwal+2lw] EM,M[H(l —Xka)} .
k=1

Putting the pieces together we find

COVn h,aw [Xaa Xc] — COVyy pa:by [Xa’ XC]

n—1 7j—1
< 16wp|e?wal+21ws] Z Z n{idgm,T,mgm,Kj}E;f’im [ H(1 - XkX,’C)}
i=0 jeN k=1

n—1 j—1
+ 16wp|e2lwel 2wl Z Z Licmejti, mf,g,,,mq}E%M [ H(1 - XkX,g)] :
i=0 jEN k=1
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Next, recalling that |¢(¢)| < max{q_,q4+}X for { € (=X, \] and ¢(¢) = 0 for { ¢ (=, A],
multiplying by ¢(wq)q(wp) and integrating with respect to P[dw] we get

/ q(wa)q(wb)‘covn,hgw[Xa, X,] = covy by [Xay Xe]| Pldw]
Q
9 n—1 7j—1
<\ <4 max{q_, q+}62)‘> Z Z Liici<jti,r—m<m—i<j}E E%}i. [ H(l - Xleg)H
i=0 jeN k=1
9 n—1 J—1
+A° (4 max{q-, C]+}62A) S icmejtimoizr—m<i} B [E?;QL [ [T - XkXIQ)H
i=0 jEN k=1

2 i
< 2\3 <4 maX{q,, qu}eQ)\) Z ]l{j>max{m—l,r—m}}j E [Ef}i |: H(l - Xle/c):”

jeN k=1

ES?. [ﬁu - m;)ﬂ .

k=1

2)\3(4max{q ,qy e
~ max{(m — [+ 1)4, (T—m—|—14}Z] £

Finally, by extracting the square root and carrying out the sum over ¢ we obtain

Z\/ /Q q(wa)q(wb)‘covn,hgw[Xa,Xc] — oyt Xa» Xe | Pldw]

\/2)\ 64 max{q_, ¢4 }e** Zj5E
b—a

Ej?;f,_ [ﬁu — XkX,;)]] .

jeN k=1

The same arguments show that the very same bound holds for the second factor in the
right-hand side of (6.33]), so that

E[An,aAn,b] < )\3<128ma>2{q ,qy ye? > Zg o
jEN

In conclusion, starting from (6.29]), the inequalities (6.32]) and (6.34]) give

1 & ’ 1+e 2
—E[(Z An,a) ] < Ge < max{q_ q+})\ = )
a=1 e 2

EXY. [ﬁu — XkX,;)]] . (6.34)

k=1

2
+ 23 (1287T max{q_, q+}62>‘) ZjE’ E
jeN
which proves (6.20) thanks to the arbitrariness of n and Lemma O

ECh. [ﬁ(l - Xle/g)H ;

k=1

Putting the pieces together, we are finally able to demonstrate the CLT for the centering
variable E,, 5, .[Ly], which is the last statement of Theorem

Proof of part (iii) of Theorem[I.0. Thanks to Lemmas [6.1] [6:2] and [63] Theorem 1 of
[20] shows that for each h > h. the ratio (E,.[Ln] — E[E, 4.[Ln]])/v/n converges in
distribution to a Gaussian random variable with mean 0 and variance wy as n goes to
infinity. Actually, as limptoo(E[Ep n.[Ln]] — prn)/v/n = 0 by part (i) of Theorem [L6]
Slutsky’s theorem states that also the ratio (E, p,.[Ln] — ppn)/+/n converges in distribution
to a Gaussian random variable with mean 0 and variance wy. Lemma assures us that
wy, > 0 if [ wd Pldw] > 0. O
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6.3. Quenched fluctuations. The concentration bound in part (7) of Theorem [[.6] allows
us to provide a rough estimate of the rate by which E,, j, ,,[Ly] approaches pj, for typical
w as n goes to infinity, as stated by Proposition [LL.71

Proof of Proposition [1.7. We show that there exists 2, € F with P[Q2,] = 1 such that for
all w e Q, and H C (he,+00) compact

E L,) —E[E,.[L
lim sup sup‘ n.ho L] [En . [Ln]]]

ntoo heH vnlnn

Then, the proposition follows from part (i7) of Theorem

For s € N, put ag := —s and S, := s if h, = —00 and g := h.+1/s and B := h, + s if
he > —o0. According to part (i) of Theorem there exists a constant s > 0 such that
for every n € N and u > 0

< +00. (6.35)

sup P [
he[asyﬁs}

_ Ys U
En,hv[Ln] - E[En,h,-[LnH‘ > u:| < 2e n+ud/3
Let A, s be the random variable that maps w € 2 to

Ay s(w) ==  max E .
’ i€{0,...,n2}

Putting As := 8/, for brevity, for all sufficiently large n we have (Asnln n)% <n and

P[Ans>\/m]
<ZIP’

1yt o] = E[Eni g0, s 5, (L]

>/ Asn lnn]

‘ (1__ as+ 2ﬁs, [L ] o E[Env(l_n_g)as'f‘n—igﬁsf[l;n]}

9 _ YsAsnlnn Ws)\sl 4
<2(n? 4 1)e n+Qenmm®C <dpfe T MM = —

n

Thus, the Borel-Cantelli lemma ensures us that there exists €2, € F with P[{2,] = 1 such
that

lims Ay s(w)
imsup ———~—
nTOOp Vasnlnn

for all w € Q, and s € N. This implies (635). In fact, given w € Q, and H C (h¢, +00)
compact there exists s € N such that [as, Ss] 2 H. In turn, for every h € H and n € N
there exists i € {0,...,n?} such that (1 —1i/n?)as+ (i/n?)Bs < h < (1 —i/n?>—1/n?)as +
(i/n? 4+ 1/n?)Bs. Tt follows that

<1 (6.36)

E[Lnezgzl(h+wG)XaXn] Bs—as
Enhwlln] = EleXazt (htea)Xa X, ] se En,(lfn%)asnLnfigﬁs,w[Ln]'

Recalling that ¢ < 1+ (e for ¢ > 0 and that L, < n we find
En,h,w[Ln] < En,(lf%)aer%Bs,w[Ln] + (55 - Oés) efs—as (637)

Similarly, we have

_ Bs—as

Emh,w[Ln] >e n En,(l—nig)as‘f'n_igﬁ&w[lln]
2 En,(lfi)asqtn%ﬁsw[[’n] - (/85 - 045) . (638)

n2
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Bounds (6.37) and (6.38]) show that

En,h,w[Ln] - E[Envh,-[l’nu ‘

<

Eny(l_ﬁ)as+ﬁ637w[Ln] o E [Eny(l_ﬁ)as‘i‘ﬁﬁsv'[l}n]} ‘ + (BS o Oég)(l + eﬁs_as)

< Ao (@) + (Bs — ag) (14 ) |

and the arbitrariness of h and n gives

E L, —E[E,,.|L
lim sup sup| nhwLn] [Enp, [Ln]]l <1

nfoo heH VAsnlnn -

thanks to (6.36]). O
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