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Abstract

We study a Gibbs measure over Brownian motion with a pair potential which
depends only on the increments. Assuming a particular form of this pair potential,
we establish that in the infinite volume limit the Gibbs measure can be viewed as
Brownian motion moving in a dynamic random environment. Thereby we are in a
position use the technique of Kipnis and Varadhan and to prove a functional central
limit theorem.

1 Introduction

We consider standard Brownian motion in R?, starting at zero, weighted & la Gibbs as

1 T T
7 exXD (—/ / Wi(g —qs,t—s)dt ds) wo. (1)
Tr 0 0

Here t — ¢; is a Brownian path, go = 0, W? is the path measure of Brownian motion,
and, in the time window [0, 77, the partition function Z7, normalizes the weighted path
measure to one. The precise assumptions on the pair potential W will be given below, but
in essence |W (z,t)| < «(t) with v bounded and decaying faster than [¢|=3 at infinity.

Since in () W depends only on the increments ¢ — s, one would expect that under
rescaling the weighted path measure N, looks like Brownian motion with some effective
diffusion matrix D. To be more precise, one first has to establish the existence of the limit
measure

NT,r =

Ny = lim Np,.
T—o00

Let then ¢; be distributed according to N,. We expect the validity of the invariance
principle

lim /2q,/. = V'Db(t) (2)

with b(t) standard Brownian motion.
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The conventional approach for a proof of ([ is to try to establish good mixing proper-
ties for the process of increments. For this purpose one maps () to a one-dimensional spin
system over N. The single “spin” is a continuous path o;(t), 0 < t < 1, with 0;(0) = 0.
Under the a priori measure the spins are independent and distributed according to stan-
dard Brownian motion W9 over the time span [0,1]. Setting 7' = N, the interaction from
(@) is then rewritten as

//WUZ )= o(s) + A(i,J), i+t —j —s)dt s, (3)

,j=0

where A(i,i) = 0, A(i,j) = Yy_;o¢(1) for i > j, and A(i,5) = Y9_; o¢(1) for i < j.
Clearly, the path is reconstructed from the increments as

@ =oo(t) for 0<t<1, Za] Yot —10) for (<t<l+1,

£ =1---,N — 1. Mixing for one-dimensional spin systems, at the level of generality
needed here, is investigated by Dobrushin [4, B]. Note that the interaction in (Bl) is many-
body. Also in the applications we have in mind, W (z,t) only decays like a power in the
t-variable. Therefore it is not so obvious whether a central limit theorem for ¢; can be
deduced with the techniques of [ 5.

In our contribution we will prove the invariance principle by using the Kipnis-Varadhan
theorem [§], originally developed to deal with random motion in a random environment.
This technique, at least in its present form, requires an underlying Markov structure. In
our context it can be achieved provided W has the particular form

W(a, 1) = —% / |ﬁ(k)|2eik'””e_w(k)t|%(mdk (@)

with
)20, w(k)=w(-k), p(k)=p(—k)" and (5)
/\p 1w 4w )dE < oo, (6)

The trick is to “linearize” the interaction in () by introducing the auxiliary stationary
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process ¢;(z) with covariance

Eg(¢i()¢r (2)) = / #(k‘)eik'(x—x’)e—w(k)t—t'ldk.

Denoting its path measure by G, () can be rewritten as

T
Nr, = Z;rEg <eXp (—/0 /p(:z: — qt)¢¢(z) dx dt>> wo.




According to Kipnis and Varadhan the central object is the environment as seen from
the particle, i.e. the random field

ne(z) = de(x + qu) -

In the standard applications n; is Markov with an explicitly given stationary measure. In
our case, however, we have to first take the limit 7" — oo for the joint process g, ¢¢(z).
Thereby the stationary measure appears only indirectly and is defined as the solution of
an eigenvalue problem. In Section 2, we will prove that, in the limit T — oo, n(z) is
indeed a stationary, reversible Markov process and will identify its generator. ¢; can be
written as an additive functional over 7 (x) plus a martingale with stationary increments.
Following Kipnis and Varadhan, in essence, one can thus rely on the martingale central
limit theorem, with one proviso. It must be ensured that the effective diffusion matrix
D is strictly positive, see Section 4. Usually this step requires extra considerations and
is based on lower bound estimates to the variational formula. We did not make much
progress along these lines. Instead we will rely on an idea of Brascamp, Lebowitz and
Lieb [3], which in the present context has been employed before [TT].
We state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.1 Define N7, as in {) with W given by ().

(i): N1, converges locally to a measure Ny as T — oco.

(i1): The stochastic process q; induced by N, satisfies a central limit theorem
lim v/2q;/. = VDb(t)
e—0

in distribution, where 0 < D <1 as a d x d matriz and b(t) is standard Brownian
motion.

(iii): In addition to {),(d) assume
/|§(k)|2|k|2 (@2 +w ) dk < oo,

Then D > 0.

To make the environment process 7; stationary, one has to choose the symmetric time
window [~7,T] and to replace in () WY by the two-sided Brownian motion W° pinned
at 0. This leads to the Gibbs measure

1 T T
Ny = —exp <—/ / Wiq — qs,t — ) dt d8> 2% (7)
Zr A

Let N7 ¢ be N, reflected at the time origin and let N ¢ = Ny ® N1, By our assump-
tions on W, clearly,

1

< ’dNT,ZI‘

¢~ dNp
uniformly in T for some ¢ > 0. Therefore a central limit theorem for N is equivalent to
central limit theorem for N;. In the sequel we will prove the invariance principle for ().

For the convenience of the reader we restate Theorem ([L1I) as

| <c



Theorem 1.2 Define Np as in [4) with W given by ({).
(i): N1 converges locally to a measure N as T — co.

(i1): The stochastic process qi, t > 0, induced by N satisfies a central limit theorem
lim, /Zq,/. = v/Db(t)
e—0

in distribution, where 0 < D <1 as a d X d matriz, and b(t) is standard Brownian
motion.

(iii): In addition to {),(d) assume
/\5(/<:)\2\/<;]2 (@2 +w™) dk < oo, (8)
Then D > 0.

Remark: Our work is motivated by the massless Nelson model [9, 2]. In this case
d =3, w(k) = |k|, and p has a fast decay at infinity. The most stringent condition then is
[1p|?w™3d*k < oo, which requires a decay of W as

W (z,1)] < e(1+ 7)1

for some 6 > 0. Thus we cannot allow for p(0) > 0 and need a mild infrared cutoff.
Physically D~ is the effective mass of the quantum particle when coupled to the scalar
Bose field.

2 Diffusion driven by a stationary field

For our particular choice of W, N can be written as the path measure of a diffusion
driven by a stationary random field. The aim of the present section is to establish this
representation.

Let Iy be the real Hilbert space obtained by completing the subspace of L2(Rd) on

which
1

(a, by, = / k) )" ()

Is finite with respect to the inner product given by (H);\ Here @ denotes the Fourier
transform of a, and b(k)* denotes complex conjugation of b(k).

Let G be the Gaussian measure indexed by K. It will be convenient consider G on
a probability space consisting of distributions. Let A be a strictly positive operator with
Hilbert-Schmidt inverse in Ky, and let I be the completion of Ky with respect to the
Hilbert norm

lole = [|A72]l, Vo € Ko.
Then G is supported on I, and

Ec(¢(a)p(b)) = (a,b), -  (a,b € D(A)),
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where ¢ is considered as a linear functional defined through the limit

oy -1
o(b) = nh_)ngo (Ab, A ¢">ICO
for any sequence (¢,,) converging to ¢ in K. K is a space of distributions, depending on
the choice of A. For our purposes, however, the special form of A does not matter.
For a € Ko, ¢ — ¢(a) is an element of L?(G). Let G be the path measure of the infinite
dimensional (K-valued) Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with mean 0 and covariance

Eg(¢s(a)gi(b)) = /fi(k)%(k)e_t_s'“(k)g(k)* dk (a,be Ko).

G is a reversible Gaussian Markov process with reversible measure G, and t — ¢4(a) is
continuous for a € K.

For ¢ € R?, let 74 be the shift by ¢ on K, i.e. (14¢)(a) = ¢(a(. — q)). More generally,
for f € L?(G), we define (7,f)(¢) = f(14¢). 7, is unitary on L?(G) for each ¢, and q — 7,
is a strongly continuous group on L%(G). For T' > 0 define

T
Pr = L exp <—/ TqsPs(0) ds) W' e G. (10)
Zr -7

Let G® denote G conditioned on ¢g = ¢, and similarly let W9 be two-sided Brownian
motion conditioned on gy = q. E%%g denotes expectation with respect to the measure
W1 ® G®. In a similar fashion, we will use subscripts to denote the path measures and
superscripts to denote conditioning throughout the paper. ([I0) is related to the semigroup
P, given by

(Pof)(q:0) = Eig <exp (— /Ot T4, 0s(0) d8> f(qt,cbt)) (11)

for suitable functions f : R? x X — C. By analogy to the Feynman-Kac formula, the
generator of P; can be guessed (and will turn out) to be —H, where

H(0,0) = —5 (0 6) + Hif(a,0) + Ve 6)1(0,6). (12)

Above, A is the Laplacian on R%, —Hy is the generator of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process,
and V,(q, ¢) = 749(0).

Let C(R? L?(G)) be the space of functions f : RY x K — C such that ¢ — f(q,.)
is continuous from R? into L2?(G), and let Cy(R? L?(G)) be the subspace of functions
f € C(RY, L%(G)) such that

[ f oo (v, 22(Gy) = sup £ (a, )l 2 (q) (13)
qER4

is finite. We will need to study P, on two closed subspaces of C,(R?, L?(G)). The first one
is
Co(RY, L*(G)) = {f € Gy(R?, L*(G)) : lim || f(q, )llz2(q) = O}-

lg|—o0



The second subspace T is the image of L?(G) under the operator
U:L*6) = C(R,L*(G)),  Uf(q,9) = 74f(9)-
Since 7, is an isometry on L?(G) for each ¢, T equipped with the scalar product
(£.9)7 = Ea(U™' HU™'9)) = (U £.U ) 1o g, (14)
is a Hilbert space, | f[l7 = [ fll o e r2()» and U is an isometry from L?(G) onto T.

Theorem 2.1 P; is a strongly continuous semigroup of bounded operators on T and on
Co(RY, L2(G)). The generator of P; on both spaces is given by —H, with H as in (I3).
On T, H is a self-adjoint operator.

The proof is deferred to the appendix.

We use P; to establish the infinite volume limits of the measures Py and N7. To begin
with, note that for a function f that dependson {¢; : =T <t < T} only, En,. (f) = Ep,.(f).
This can bee seen by explicitly integrating the exponential of a linear functional appearing
in Ep, (f) with respect to the Gaussian measure G for fixed path q. Let I C R be an
interval, and let us write

Sr(a) = —/I/IW(qs —qi,|s —t])dsdt (q € C(R,RY)
in the following. We then have
(1, Pri)y = B}y (e%01)
and

120113 = B ((E%g (o 2@))°).

Reversing time in one of the factors inside the E¢ expectation, using the Markov property
of G together with the fact that G is the stationary measure of G and integrating out the
Gaussian field we obtain

1Pr1|7 = Ejy(eSi-7m). (15)

These formulas are the key to

Theorem 2.2 The infimum of the spectrum of H acting in T is an eigenvalue of multi-
plicity one. The corresponding eigenfunction ¥ € T can be chosen strictly positive.

Proof: By assumption (@) there exists C, > 0 such that

Si—r(a) < S—r0(q) + Sjo,(q) + C,

uniformly in the path q. We use this in ([[H), apply the Markov property of Brownian
motion in the resulting term and reverse time in one of the factors to get

|Pr1|3 < % (Eg\,(es[om)f =% (1, Pr1)%,



and thus

Pri
<1,L> > e Cel?, (16)
1Pl /

The family (Pr1/ | Prl|;)r>o is bounded and thus relatively compact in the weak topol-
ogy of T. Let ¥ be the weak limit along a subsequence (7;,) with T,, — oo as n — co. By
([@®l), ¥ # 0. We want to establish that ¥ is an eigenvalue of P;. Let p be the spectral
measure of H with respect to the vector 1 € D(H) (domain in 7). Then the infimum of
the support of u is

Ey = infsupp(p) = — lim %ln </ e T® d,u(x)) .

T—o00 — 0

Ejy is also the infimum of the spectrum of H. This follows from the fact that P, preserves
positivity: for f € L N D(H) we have

P ) < (FLPUFD 7 < 11 (1 PL) 7

for all t > 0, and consequently the infimum of the support of the spectral measure associ-
ated to f is greater than Ey. Since L*° N D(H) is dense, Ey must be the infimum of the
spectrum of H. Again by using the spectral measure, we find

Pri1
lim ” T ”T _ Eos
A TP

9

and thus (¥, P,¥), = e 0! = || P||. This implies that ¥ is an eigenfunction of P;, and
thus of H. Since P; is positivity improving, ¥ is unique and can be chosen strictly positive
by the Perron-Frobenius theorem (cf. [10], section XIII.12, vol. 4). O

Having existence and uniqueness of W under control, the spectral theorem yields
Uy =" (Pr1) = (L, U) ¥ as T — oo (17)

in 7 and thus in L>®(R?, L?(G)).

In the following, ¥ will be chosen strictly positive and normalized. In the context of
the Nelson model, V¥ is the ground state of the dressed electron for total momentum zero.
Its existence (also for small nonzero momentum) was first proven by Frohlich [7] using a
completely different method.

It is now easy to identify the infinite volume limit of the families Pr and Np. For
an interval I C R let us denote by F; the o-field generated by the point evaluations
{(q¢, ¢¢) : t € I'}. Let P be the probability measure on paths (g, ¢¢)ier determined by

Ep(f) = ™ Epweg (U(q-r.¢-r)e” 1O (g, 6r)f| 0 =0)  (18)

for each bounded, F|_r r-measurable function f. From Theorems ZTland L2 we conclude
that P is the measure of a Markov process with generator L acting as

Lf =~ (H = Eo)(¥). (19)

This is in complete analogy with the ground state transform known from Schrédinger
semigroups.



Proposition 2.3 Pr — P as T — oo in the topology of local convergence, i.e. Ep,.(f) —
Ep(f) for each bounded, F|_; q-measurable function f and each t > 0.

Proof: Defining Ur as in (), we have for f € Fy and t < T
thEo

= E
97|17

By ([[@) and (1,¥), > 0, Y(7_y/ [|¥7|l — ¥ in T. Moreover, for bounded f € Fo 1y,
the map @ on L®(R? L?(G)) with

(Q9)(q,0) = % g <exp (— /0 t Tg. 95 (0) d8> f(a, )g(ar, @))

is a bounded linear operator on L>®(R% L2(G)); this follows from |Qg| < ||f|l, P:lg| and
the boundedness of P;. Thus

Ep,(f) Weg <\IJ(T—t)(‘J—ta $_r)e [-iTas0:(@ “FY (@, ¢t)‘ qo = 0)

T—00
Qr—y/ | ¥rlly) " =° QU
in L>(R? L2(G)), and the claim follows. O

Theorem 2.4 The family (N7)rso converges to a probability measure N in the topology
of local convergence. Moreover, if f € F_;, depends only on {gs : =t < s < t} and
satisfies BV, (| f]) < oo, then also Exr(|f]) < 0o, and Enr,. (f) — En(f) for such f.

Proof: The first statement follows from Proposition when considering functions of
q only. All the other statements will be proved once we show that there exists C' > 0 such
that

sup Exy, (|f]) < CE(|f]) (20)
T>0

for all f € F_; . To see (), first note that

2C
E < E 0RO (SEreSi-ta St

Using the Markov property, stationarity of increments and time reversal invariance of
two-sided Brownian motion, the latter term above is equal to

¢2CeRY, <RT(q_t)eS[,t,t] (q)f(Q)RT(Qt)> 7

where ) (L. Pr_1)

Rr(q) = ¢ eS[O,T—t] — #
Ryp(q) is therefore independent of ¢ and convergent as T' — oo. Since the pair potential
W is bounded, also S[_; 4 is uniformly bounded, and (1) follows. O

N describes the evolution of a particle driven by a stationary field. This field is given
by the KC-valued process

m = th ¢t .

7; is the configuration of the field ¢; as seen from the location ¢; of the particle.



Proposition 2.5 The process (n)icr is a reversible Markov process under P. The re-
versible measure is given by (U~10)2G.

Proof: Let f,g € L?(G). Then (I¥) implies

Ep(f(ns)g(m)) = ' 1% (VU f, Py (¥Ug)) 1 -

Thus the generator of the 7m-process is unitarily equivalent to the operator L (cf. ([)) on
the Hilbert space (7, ||.|ly), where || f|lg = [[¥ f|l;. L is self-adjoint on this Hilbert space,
L1 =0, and ||1||y = 1. This proves reversibility. O

The significance of the process (1;):cr is that it governs the infinitesimal increments of
the process (g¢)ser under N'. More explicitly, let v € R? be fixed, and h~(q) = v-q. From
Proposition it will follow that Lh(q,¢) = (v - VqIn(¥))(q,¢), and thus Lhy, € T.
With

j=U"1(y-V,In¥) € L*(G), (21)

we have L(vy - ¢q) = j(n). This fact is paraphrased by saying that ¢ is driven by 7.

3 The central limit theorem

In this section we prove a functional central limit theorem for the process (gt)¢>o under
the measure P. The results of the previous section make it possible to apply the Kipnis-
Varadhan method. The first ingredient is

Theorem 3.1 [§] Let (y;) be a Markov process with respect to a filtration Fy. Assume that
(y¢) is reversible with respect to a probability measure g, and that the reversible stationary
process p with invariant measure po is ergodic. Let V' be a pg square integrable function
on the state space with f V dug = 0. Suppose in addition that V is in the domain of L=1/2,
where L is the generator of the process y;. Let

t
Xt:/ Vys) ds.
0

Then there exists a square integrable martingale (Ny, Fy) such that

1
lim — sup |Xs — Ng|=0
t—o0 tOSSSt

in probability with respect to u, where Xo = Ng = 0. Moreover,
lim 1E (|1 X: — NeJ*) =0
o 7 e t)=

In [§] the theorem is stated for the case that F; is the filtration generated by the
process (y¢). From the proof given there, it is obvious that the above modification of the
theorem is also valid.



Let again L be the generator of the P-process, cf. ([[d), and let h,(q) = 7 - ¢ with
v € R? fixed. We write

t t
v-q = <7'%—/0 Lhw(qs,¢s)d8> +/0 Lh-(qs, ¢s)) ds. (22)

The term in brackets will turn out to be an Fi;-martingale, and Theorem B will be
applicable to the remaining term on the right hand side. This gives - ¢; as the sum of two
martingales, and the martingale central limit theorem may be applied. We now elaborate
this program and start with a result that allows us to calculate L(7y - q).

Proposition 3.2 If g € C?(RY), then ¥ Lg € C(R%, L%(G)). Moreover,

Lg(4:0) = 580() + Vagla) - Vo (3, 0).

Proof: For a € {1,...,d}, 0, = % is the generator of the unitary group f — 74, f
on 7, and is thus anti-selfadjoint on 7. By Proposition B, H¢ + V, is bounded below on
T by —a € R, say. Thus

d
1
By = (UHU)z =23 (VORV) + (¥, (H +V)¥)r >

a=1
1 d
> 5 > 10295 — a.
a=1
This shows 0,V € T. Now by (H — Ey)¥ =0 and (H¢ + V,)gV¥ = g(Hs + V,)¥, we find
1
(H — Ey)g¥ = —§\I/Ag —Vq9-V,¥,
and the proof is complete. O

Proposition 3.3 Let j be defined as in (Z1l). Then

¢
My=7~-q —/ J(ns)ds (23)

0
is an Fi-martingale with stationary increments under P. The quadratic variation of M,

is |y|?t.

Proof: Let f € C(R% R) such that Ep(|f(g:)|?) < oo for all t > 0, and suppose that L f
and L(f?) are in all the L2-spaces induced by the images of P under (g, ¢) — (q¢, ¢¢),t > 0.
Then

t
Htf—f:/o I, Lf ds

in all the L%-spaces introduced above. In the terminology of [6], (f,Lf) is in the full
generator of the transition semigroup II; = etEO%Pt\I/ of the P-process. It follows that

10



M, = f(¢) — fg Lf(gs,¢s)ds is a square integrable martingale, and a direct calculation
gives

Ep((M;)?) = Ep(M2) + /0 Ep (L) (gss 6s) — 2/ (a5) Lf (0, 65)) ds.

Using this general theory and the fact that L(v - q) = j(n), we just have to check that
f(q) = v - q fulfills the integrability conditions required at the beginning of the proof.
Using Proposition and Theorem [Z4] this is immediate. O

Proposition 3.4 Ast — oo,
lim ~Ep((y - q0)2) = 1% — 2 (- Vg0, (H — Ey) "1y V) (24)
t—0 ¢ 7 T

Proof: By (£3),
Er((y-4)") = Ep(MP) — Ep (( [t d)) + 285 (-0 | i) ). @)

The third term in (23) is zero. This can be seen as follows: We have

e (600 | i) i) = By((r- )@,

where I(q) = Eg <‘I’(770)e_‘/3 e </otj(778) d8> \Il(m)>

and q denotes a path (¢;)ier. Put ¢s = ¢t—s — ¢;. Then by the reversibility of G and the
fact that G is invariant under the constant shift by 7,,, we have I(q) = I(q). Moreover
G: = —qi, W0-almost surely, and WY is invariant under the transformation q — §. Thus

ESy((v - 40)1(q)) = —E((v - @) I(q)) = 0.

From Proposition we know that Ep(M?) = |y|?t. Let II; denote again the transition
semigroup of P. Then

1 t 2 1 [t t
-Ep <</ j(ns)ds> ) = —/ ds/ dr (v-Vgln U, I, gy - VgIn o)
t 0 t Jo 0 Yo

t—o00

= =2(y- V¥, L7y VW), =

= 2(y- VU, (H - Ey) 'y - VW),
Note that the last quantity is automatically finite; this follows from (2H) and the positivity
of P;. The proof is completed. O

Theorem 3.5 For the process q; under P, a functional central limit theorem holds, i.e.
as € — 0, the process t — \/eq/e, t > 0, converges in distribution to Brownian motion with
diffusion matriz D given by

Dop = 0ap —2(0aV, (H — Eo) ' 05¥).., (a,B8=1,...,d).

11



Proof: We have to check that the process 1, and the functional j fulfill the assumptions
of Theorem Bl If so, ([£2) shows that ¢ is the sum of two martingales with stationary
increments and one negligible process, and the martingale functional central limit theorem
can be applied. The diffusion matrix can then be obtained from (24 by choosing the
canonical basis vectors e, in place of v and polarization. For checking conditions of
Theorem BXI] note that Ep(j(1;)?) < co was shown in the proof of Proposition B2 and
) implies j € D(LY/2). Moreover, Ep(1;) = 3 7o (¥,9,¥)+ = 0 since 9, is anti-
selfadjoint on 7 and W is real-valued. Finally, 7, is a reversible Markov process with
respect to F; by Proposition 25l and is ergodic, since P; is positivity improving. O

4 Lower bound for the diffusion matrix

To complete the proof of Theorem we still have to show that D > 0. For this purpose
we follow ideas from Brascamp et al. [3], who study fluctuations for anharmonic lattices,
one particular case of which is the path measure N7 when discretized. Our main effort is
to show that the desired lower bound survives in the limits of zero discretization and of
T — oo.

Let us discretize [T, T] with step-size e, Ne = T, and approximate () through

N
1
—— exp[—Hc(z)] dzj = pn
ZN jHN
70
as a probability measure on R2V9 with
;N 1 N 1 N
He(z) = o 'Z (zji1 — ;) + e _Z a? + 552 | Z W (i — zj,e(i — ),
Jj=- Jj=—N i,j=—N
k > 0. Here z = (x_pn,...,zN), ©o = 0. Clearly, uy — N weakly in the limits x — 0,

€ — 0. Expectations with respect to uy are denoted by Ex.
We define the 2Nd x 2Nd matrix M" through

Miy js = En (0iaHOj5H) = En (0ia0jsH) (26)

i,j = =N, N, i,j #0, a,f = 1,--- ,d, 0ia = 0/0xio. Let 7, denote the sum
i=—-N,--- N, i#0,a=1,---,d. Then for real coefficients f;,, gin One has, by partial
integration and Schwarz inequality,

(%:*fiagia) C - En ( (%:*fiaxia) (Zﬁ:*gjﬁajﬁH> > i
(S ) (S o))

i,

Since M" > k > 0, we can set g = (M")~!f to obtain

By (3 fiaria) ) 2 327 (M), fiafis (27)

ia,jf

12



From (26]) one obtains My, 15 = Miajs + k€dij0qp With

N
Mo jg = —E_lA?jéag + &2 <K€T(z’a,j5) — 645 Z KZ(ia,nﬂ)) ,
n=—N
n#0

where AY is the lattice Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary condition at j = 0, Neumann
boundary condition at j = + N, and

KX (i, j8) = En (0a0sW (z; — zj,2(i — j))

Oq = 0/0x,. In @) we further decrease on the right by substituting (M* + \)~! for
(M*)~1 X > 0. We now take the limit ¢ — 0, K — 0. Then, for f € C([-T,T],R%), we
conclude that

T 2
Eny ((/_T f@t) - dt) ) > (f,(Ap +N)71f) (28)

for all A > 0. Here (-,-) denotes the inner product for L2([—~T,T],dt) ® C¢, A% is the linear
operator
A% = -A"T w14 BT,

—AYT = —¢2/dt? with Dirichlet boundary condition at 0 and Neumann boundary condi-
tion at +7", and BT is the integral operator

d T
BTfalt) =3 [ KIt5)(falt) = fo(s))ds
p=1""T

with kernel
Kgg(t, s) = En;, (0008W (gt — ¢s,t — 5)) .

We take the limit 7' — oo in (28). For compactly supported f, the left hand side
converges to Ex(( [ dtf(t)-q)?) by Theorem Pl For the right hand side we use a theorem
by Kurtz ([6], Thm. 1.6.1). We consider L?([-T,T]) ® C% as a subspace on L?(R) @ C¢.
Let A’ = ~AY® 1 + B where —A" is the Laplacian on L?*(R) with Dirichlet boundary
conditions at ¢ = 0 and where

d
BIal) = 3 [ Kaslt:5)(falt) ~ f5(s))ds
B=1

with kernel
Kop(t,s) = Enr(0a08W (gt — gs,t — 9)) .

Putting K,g = K3, we find for all T' < oo

af?
‘/Kgﬁ(t, s)ds

o(k)?
< / 2w(k)2|k|2dk




and

IE=sl) f5(s)| dk ds.

Jetiorsorn]< | [

By the Schwarz 1nequahty, the L?(R)-norm of the right hand side above is bounded
by [Ifll2m f 5008) 2|k:|2dk‘ and thus By and B are bounded operators on L*(R) ® C¢.

Since clearly limr o |Bfa(t) — BT fo(t)] = 0 pointwise, dominated convergence yields
limy oo BTf = Bf in L>(R?) ® C for all f € L?(R%) @ C. Now let

D ={gc L*(R) ® C3|go(0) = 0,4 € L?; g, has compact support, o« = 1,--- ,d}.

D is a core for A°, and limy_ o H((—AOvT +AY® 1)gH = 0. Thus also lim7_, AOTg =
A%, and from (Z8) and [6], Thm. 1.6.1 we conclude

Ex(( [ £0-adr) ) = (744 2)71) (29)

for A >0 and f € L?(R) ® C.

It remains to estimate the right hand side of ([Z3). Let IA(ag be the Fourier transform
of K. K only depends on t — s, since A has stationary increments, thus in Fourier space
B is multiplication by K (0) — K (w). Since by assumption (&) [ 13| Kap(t)|dt < oo, there
exists a constant Dy such that

Dyw? (30)

<
1+ w?

as d x d matrices. Let B be the operator corresponding to the right hand side of () and
—A% 4+ B = A By operator monotonicity and taking f, — 7J; one achieves

Ex((v-a0)?) = WP(A°+ )7 (k). (31)

Let A= —A+ B on L*(R). Then, as can be checked directly,
(A° £ X)) (t,8) = (A+ N1t s) — [(A+ A)~H(o, 0)] - (A+X)710,5)(A+N)7(t,0).
A is multiplication by w? 4 (1+w?)~!Dow? in Fourier space. Thus by explicit computation
lim (A + \)(t,t) = (1 4+ Do) [t] . (32)

A—0
Combining BI]) and ([BZ) means that there is a constant ¢y such that ¢y > 0 and

Ex((v-a)?) > colyPlt

for all v € R%. Hence D > ¢y > 0.
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5 Appendix: Proof of Theorem 2.T]

We will prove Theorem 1] and start with collecting some facts that will be useful later
on.

Proposition 5.1 Let Hy and V, be as in {I3). For each € > 0 there exists a constant C
independent of q such that

Vo 72y < ellHe flI72(6) + C lIf112(q) (33)
for all f € D(Hy). Hy+ V,(q) is self-adjoint on D(Hy) and bounded below uniformly in gq.

The proof of ([B3) is standard and is most conveniently done in the Fock space representa-
tion of L%(G). We refer to [I]. From (B3), the other assertions follow by the Kato-Rellich
theorem [10].

Apart from the spaces introduced in the paragraph above Theorem B, we will need

L®R%L*(G)) = {f:R?xK = C:ess sup [£(g,-)ll>(q) < oo},
geR

LPRIxK) = {f:RIxK—=C:ess sup f(g,¢)<oo}, and
qeRY pe

LW&E@)z{ﬂWxK%O/ﬁ@W%MQ@«M-

Obviously, L>®(R? x K) ¢ L=(R?, L%(G)).
We now give two identities connected with the semigroup P; given in ([[Il). By the
Markov property and time reversibility of W and G we find

HPtfH%ﬂ(G) (2) = Eweg (f(q—t7 <Z5—t)eﬁms¢s(g) “flar, <Z5t)‘ qo = Q) (34)

for f € L®°(R? x K). As a semigroup of operators on L?(R%, L?(G)), P, is self-adjoint and
strongly continuous, and

Pif(q,0) =e ™ f(q,¢) in L*(RY L*(G)), (35)

where H is given by ([[Z). In other words, —H is the generator of P; in L%(R?, L?(G)).
B3 is the Feynman-Kac-Nelson formula, and a proof can be given e.g. via the Trotter
product formula, cf. [I]. Note that the content of Theorem E1lis to extend (BH) to the
spaces Co(R?, L?(G)) and T carrying the sup-norm given in (I3).

Proposition 5.2 a) P; is a semigroup of bounded operators on L>°(R%, L*(G)).
b) If f € L®(R? x K) N C(RY, L2(G)), then P,f € Cy(R?, L?(G)).
¢) If f € L®(R? x K) N C(R?, L2(G)),then
IBf — fllp2gq) =0

uniformly on compact subsets of RY.
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Proof: a) We only have to show boundedness of P, the semigroup property then follows
from the Markov property of G and W. Since |P,f| < P|f| pointwise, it is sufficient to
consider positive functions. At first let f € L=(R? x K).

Let us fix a path q : [—t,t] — R?, not necessarily continuous, and define the bilinear
form

- /f(Q—mﬁ ~JLTas sl *9(qt, d¢) dG(9).

For two paths q, q,

ot ot 2
| <f, g>q — <f, 9>€1 | S ||f||oo HgHoo]Eg ((6_-]t7'q$¢s(9)d8 _ e_.lftﬂiﬁz’s(g)ds) > , (36)

and an explicit Gaussian integration shows that q — (f, g) q is continuous from Lo ([—t,t],R)
to R. Now let g be continuous, and define

n—1
= > @il mianml(9):
j=—n
Then
(s 9)qom = <f H Sl > (37)
j==n L2(G)
with

Stg(6) =BG (e~ fame- 0 %(90))

By Proposition B, e #(#t+Ve(@) i a bounded operator on L?(G) with He‘t(HerV‘-’(q)) H <
e’ for some a € R. On the other hand,

Sig(¢) = e "HtVel) g(g)

in L?(G). This is a variant of (BH), and can be proven in the same way. Now by the
Schwarz inequality and repeated use of the operator norm inequality, 1) yields

[ {f: 9qm | < e 1fll26) (a-1) 19l L2 ) (ae)

for bounded f and g. Since q(™ — q uniformly on [—t,t] as n — oo, this remains valid
when we replace q(™ by q. An application of monotone convergence now gives

[ {f.9)q | < e 11l 26) (a-0) ll9ll 2 (a2) (3%)

for all ¢ € C(R,R%), f, g € L?(G). We use this in (34 and have established our first claim.
b) Let ¢,7 € R% and f,g € L®(R? x K), and write f.(q,¢) = f(¢+r,¢). Then

”Ptf(q7 ) - Bf(q +, )H%Q(G =
2
= Eg ((E%’@G ( ~Joas 010 f(gy, ) — e Jo TawiriPa(e dsfr(Qt7¢t)>) > -

= E;Z/\) ((fa f>q + <f7“7 fT>q+r -2 <f’ fT’>Q+1{t20}T> ’
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For each path q, each of the terms in the last line above converges to (f, f >q asr — 0
by @d), [B8) and the continuity of ¢ — f(g,.). Thus the integrand converges to zero

pathwise, and the second claim follows by dominated convergence.
c) Let
Quf(4:9) = Efig(f (@ &1))-
Then for bounded f,
t—0

1Q¢f = Pefllpooma r2(c)) — 0,

as a calculation similar to the one in (BO) shows. Therefore we must only show that
|Qef — fHLz(G) vanishes uniformly on compact sets as ¢ — 0. Let us write fi(q,¢) =
f(q, ¢¢). By reversibility of W and G and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1Q0f(a.) — Fla. ey < By (Ifelar-) — folao. (g
Moreover,

I feCar,-) = folao, Mi2gy < Ifeaes-) = filao, Ml p2gy + [1fe(q0, ) = folgo, )l p2(g) =
= far, ) = Flao, 26y + 1fe(q0, ) = folao, )l 22(g) -

Thus it is enough to show that

1 fe(a,-) = fola, )l r2(g) =0 uniformly on compacts, (39)
and ' o
ES,, (Hf(qt, ) — f(qo, .)”ZLQ(G)> =70, uniformly on compacts,i = 1,2. (40)

In order to prove (B9), suppose there exist bounded sequences (¢,) C R?, (t,) € R with
tn, — 0, and || ft, (qn,-) — fo(qn, .)HLz(g) > § for all n. We may assume that ¢, converges

to ¢ € R%. Then, with the notation introduced above,

S ||ftn(QTL7 ) - fO(QTw ')HLZ(Q) < Hftn(qnv ) - f%(% ')HLZ(Q) +
+ [ ft. (g, ) = folg, -)||L2(g) + [[fo(g;-) = folan, -)||L2(g) =
= e (q,) = fola: g2y + 2 1F (ans ) = (@, M 2q) -

By choosing ng so large that || f(qn,.) = f(q,-)|l12(g) < 0/3 for all n > ng, we find that
1 fen(a,.) = fo(a, )2y > 6/3 for all these n. However, [|ft,(q,.) — fo(q, )|l f2(g) must
converge to zero by the strong continuity of the semigroup corresponding to G, thus we
have a contradiction. To prove (), note that ¢ — f(g,.) is uniformly continuous on
compact sets. Thus for € > 0 we may choose § > 0 such that || f(q,.) = (¢, )|l 2(g) < &/2
for |¢ — | < 6. Now by the properties of Brownian motion, there exists ¢y > 0 such that
for 0 < t < to, Wi(lg: —al > 8) < /(271 | f[i=). Then B, (1 (as.-) — F(0:)ia)) < &
for such ¢ and uniformly in ¢, proving (). O

Proposition 5.3 P; is a strongly continuous semigroup of bounded operators on Cy =
Co(R, L?(G)).
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Proof: We want to use Proposition b) and c) for approximation and therefore must
first show that L>°(R? x K) is dense in Cp. Let f € Cy and take ff = (f A—R) V R for
R > 0. Since L>®(K) is dense in L?(G), for each ¢ € R? and each £ > 0,

Ry(e) =inf{R>0: Hf(q, ) — fB(q, ')HLZ(G) <e} < o0 (41)

R,(¢) is bounded on compact subsets of RY, for otherwise we would find (g,) C R? with
gn — q and Ry, = Ry, (€) > n for all n. Choosing ng so large that || f(qn,.) — f(q, )]l 12(g) <
/3 for all n > ng, we would have

e = [[flan) = F¥ (@, ) o) <
1£ (g -) = £(a, M2y + 1 (a,-) = £ (g M oy + N1 (0 2) = 5 (gn-)
Hf(Q7 ) - fRn((L ')HL2(G) + 26/3 < ||f(q7 ) - fn(Q7 ')HLZ(G) + 26/3

for each n > ng. This implies R,(¢/3) = oo, in contradiction to (). Thus Ry(e) is
bounded on compacts. However, since f € Cp, Ry(e) = 0 for || large enough, and thus
R,(e) is bounded on all R%. Thus bounded functions are dense in C.

Let us now show that P; leaves Cy invariant. From (B4)) and ([BY]) we see that

1P (@ ey < OBy (1F (0t Ml age) 1@ )2 ) -

W(|g:] > R) decays exponentially in R for all ¢, and so does ||P;f(q, M2 From
Proposition b) it follows that P, f € C,(R%, L?(G)), and thus P,f € Cy for f € CyN
L>=(R?x K). By Proposition a) and approximation, we obtain P,Cy C Cp. In a similar
way, we obtain strong continuity from Proposition c). O

IN

‘L2(G) <

IN

Proposition 5.4 P; is a strongly continuous semigroup of bounded operators on T .

Proof: Let f € T. By the invariance of G under the map ¢ — 7,¢ for each q € R? and the
translation invariance of Wiener measure,

(Pf)a,6) = Eyyag (™o muo@dr, u=lf(g)) =
= U (E?/{)d)@g (e_f()t TQS¢S(9) dSthU_lf(qbt)))

and thus P, f € T. It is easy to see that L°° N7 is dense in T. Strong continuity then
follows from Proposition B2 ¢) and (). O

It remains to show that the generator of P, is given by —H, with H from (). Write
—H¢, for the generator in Cy and —Hy for the generator in 7. If f € D(Hy) or f €
D(Hg,), then fg € D(Hg,) for each g € C?(R? C) with compact support, and fg €
D(Hj:), where Hj2 is the generator of P, as a semigroup on L?(R% L%*(G)). By the
Feynman-Kac-Nelson formula [BH), we have H;2fg = H fg almost everywhere, and thus
also He, fg = —H fg in L®(RY, L%(G)). Since Hr, H¢, and H are local in ¢, we may now
use a smooth partition of unity to conclude Hy f = H¢, f = H f. H is obviously symmetric
in 7, and is thus self-adjoint as the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup. The
proof of Theorem ] is completed. O
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