arXiv:2501.00445v1 [math.PR] 31 Dec 2024

ON A PINNING MODEL IN CORRELATED GAUSSIAN RANDOM ENVIRONMENTS

ZIAN LI, JIAN SONG, RAN WEI, AND HANG ZHANG

Abstract. We consider a pinning model in correlated Gaussian random environments. For the model that is disorder relevant, we study its intermediate disorder regime and show that the rescaled partition functions converge to a non-trivial continuum limit in the Skorohod setting and in the Stratonovich setting, respectively. Our results partially confirm the prediction of Weinrib and Halperin [21] for disorder relevance/irrelevance.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 1.1. The disordered pinning model 1 1.2. Disorder relevance/irrelevance and the Weinrib-Halperin prediction 3 1.3. Main results 3 2. Preliminaries on Gaussian spaces and U-statistics 6 2.1. Gaussian spaces 6 2.2. U-statistics 7 3. The Skorohod case 10 3.1. Weak convergence 11 3.2. Some discussion on uniform integrability 15 4. The Stratonovich case 17 4.1. L^2-convergence of the continuum partition function. 17 4.2. Weak convergence of the rescaled partition functions. 21 4.3. L^1-bound of the rescaled partition functions 23 Appendix A. Some miscellaneous results 24 References 26

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study a pinning model in Gaussian random environments (also called the disorder), of which the correlation has a power-law decay. We shall show that, under proper scalings, the rescaled partition functions converge weakly to a continuum limit which can be represented by a chaos expansion. Our results complement those of Berger [2] and are consistent with the prediction of Weinrib and Halperin [21] on the disorder relevance/irrelevance for physical systems with correlated disorder.

1.1. The disordered pinning model. The disordered pinning model is a type of random polymer models, which is defined via a Gibbs transform of the distribution of a renewal process. Pinning models are well suited models for studying phase transitions and critical phenomena and also have received widespread attention in physics, chemistry and biology. We refer to the monographs of Giacomin [9] and [10] for more details. 1

We now introduce the setting of our model. Let τ “ tτ_i, i P N_0 u be a persistent renewal process (i.e. P_τ pτ_1 ă 8q “ 1) on N with τ_0 “ 0 and the inter-arrival law

P_τ pτ_1 “ nq “ Lpnq n^{1`α} , for n ě 1, (1.1)

where α ą 0 and Lp¨q : R^` Ñ R^` is a slowly varying function, i.e., lim_{tÑ8} Lpatq{Lptq “ 1 for any a ą 0 (see [5] for more details about slowly varying functions). The expectation with respect to P_τ is denoted by E_τ . Note that E_τ rτ_1s ă 8 for α ą 1 and E_τ rτ_1s “ 8 for α ă 1, and by [5, Proposition 1.5.9a], for α “ 1,

E_τ rτ_11_{tτ1 ďNu}s “ lpNq :“ Nÿ n“1 Lpnq n (1.2)

is also slowly varying (whether it is finite or not depending on Lp¨q). Hence, the renewal process τ can be classified by the following conditions:

(1) 0 ă α ă 1; (2) E_τ rτ_1s ă 8; (3) α “ 1 and E_τ rτ_1s “ 8. (1.3) Noting that our renewal process τ is aperiodic since Lpnq ą 0 for all n, we have the renewal theorem (see [8] and [5, Theorem 8.7.5]):

P_τ pn P τq „

$ ’ ’ ’& ’ ’ ’%

C_α Lpnqn^{1´α} , if 0 ă α ă 1 pC_α “^{α sinpπαq}_π q, 1 E rτ_1 s

, if E rτ_1 s ă 8, 1 lpnq , if α “ 1 and E rτ_1 s “ 8, as n Ñ 8. (1.4)

Let ω “ tω_n, n P Nu be a family of Gaussian random variables independent of τ, representing the random environments. The probability and expectation for ω are denoted by P_ω and E_ω , respectively. We assume that E_ω rω_ns “ 0 and E_ω rω_nω_n1 s “ γpn ´ n^1q, for n, n^1 P N, (1.5) where the covariance function γp¨q satisfies γpnq À |n|^{2H´2} ^ 1, for n P Z (see Notations 1.5 for the meaning of “À”). (1.6) Here, H P p1{2, 1q is a fixed constant (called the Hurst parameter) throughout this paper. We further assume that for all t ‰ 0, lim_{NÑ8} N^{2´2H} γprNtsq “ |t|^{2H´2}. (1.7)

We shall use P “ P_τ b P_ω and E “ E_τ b E_ω on the product probability space of pτ, ωq. We may also use P and E to denote the probability and the expectation respectively of some random variables only involving τ or ω when there is no ambiguity.

Denote Ω_N :“

!_1

N ,^2_N , ¨ ¨ ¨ ,^{N´1}_N ,1 ) and δ^{pNq}_x “ δ_x :“ 1_{tNxPτ u}. The disordered pinning model with free boundary is defined by dP^{ω,h}_{N,β} dP_τ pτq :“ 1 Z^{ω,h}_{N,β} exp ! ÿ xPΩ_N pβω_{Nx} ` hqδ_x ) , where Z^{ω,h}_{N,β} “ E_τ ” exp ! ÿ xPΩ_N pβω_{Nx} ` hqδ_x )ı (1.8) is the partition function, β ą 0 is the inverse temperature and h P R is an external field. One can also consider the model with conditioned boundary, of which the partition function is given by Z^{ω,h,c}_{N,β} “ E_τ ” exp ! ÿ xPΩ_N pβω_{Nx} ` hqδ_x )ˇ ˇN P τ ı . (1.9)

1.2. Disorder relevance/irrelevance and the Weinrib-Halperin prediction. When the disorder is i.i.d., the Harris criterion [11] indicates that disorder is irrelevant if α ă^1_2 and is relevant if α ą^1_2 (with α “^1_2 being the marginal case). When the disorder is correlated and the correlation is of the form n^{´p} (p ą 0 and n is the distance between two points), Weinrib and Halperin [21] predicted that the disorder should be relevant if α ą minpp, 1q{2 and irrelevant if α ă minpp, 1q{2. Berger [2] confirmed the Weinrib-Halperin prediction for the case p ą 1 (note that in this case the Harris criterion still applies), and showed that the case p ă 1 is different in the sense that classical methods (see, e.g., [10]) in the study of disorder relevance/irrelevance by comparing critical points/exponents no longer apply: when p ă 1, the disordered system does not possess a localization/delocalization phase transition, since the annealed free energy is always infinite and the quenched free energy is always strictly positive for all h as long as β ą 0, and thus the system is always localized (see Theorem 2.5 and Section 2.3 in [2]). This phenomenon is due to the fact, as pointed out by Berger [3], that when p ă 1, there are large and frequent regions in the environments with arbitrarily high attractions (called the “infinite disorder” in [3]). These results hint at scalings of β and h when studying disorder relevance/irrelevance for the case p ă 1.

On the other hand, Caravenna, Sun and Zygouras [6] proposed a new perspective on disorder relevance/irrelevance: noting that disorder relevance means that an arbitrarily small amount of disorder (i.e., for any β ą 0) changes the features of the underlying homogeneous model, it is possible that if the strength of disorder is tuned down to zero at a proper rate (i.e., β_N Ñ 0) as the system size tends to infinity, then the disorder will persist in the resulting continuum model. This phenomenon has been shown for the i.i.d. disorder by studying weak limits of rescaled partition functions for the directed polymer model in [1] and for pinning models, directed polymer models and the Ising model in a unified way in [6]. For related results on directed polymers, we refer to [18, 7] for the case when the disorder is correlated in space but independent in time, to [19] for the case when the disorder is correlated in time but independent in space, and to [20] for the case when the disorder is space-time correlated. In those models, the Weinrib-Halperin prediction is not clear (the decay rates in space and in time of the correlation of the disorder in [20] do not agree).

Inspired by the above-mentioned works, we study the weak convergence of the rescaled partition functions. In our setting, noting that p “ 2 ´ 2H P p0, 1q with H P p^1_2 , 1q, the Weinrib-Halperin prediction suggests that the disorder relevent if α ą 1 ´ H, which coincides with the condition for the existence of the weak limit for each chaos (see Proposition 3.1).

Finally, we make a few more remarks on disorder relevance/irrelevance for pinning models in correlated random environment. Poisat [17] showed that the Harris criterion still applies to the pinning model in random environments with finite range correlation. When disorders have long range correlation, Berger and Poisat [4] conformed the Weinrib-Halperin prediction for the case when the correlations are summable, which extended the result in [2].

1.3. Main results. Noting that E_ω ” exp ! ÿ xPΩ_N βω_{Nx}δ_x )ı “ exp !1 2 Var_ω ´ ÿ xPΩ_N βω_{Nx}δ_x ¯) , we first consider the following Wick ordered partition function Z̃^{ω,h}_{N,β} :“ E_τ ” exp ! ÿ xPΩ_N pβω_{Nx} ` hqδ_x´ 1 2 Var_ω ´ ÿ xPΩ_N βω_{Nx}δ_x ¯)ı . (1.10)

Note that the term^1_2 Var_ωp ř xPΩ_N βωNxδxq “ 1 2 β^2 ř_N

n,m“1 γpn´mq1tn,mPτ u is a direct normalization

of the partition function, instead of the Gibbs measure itself, since it depends on the realization of τ. We adopt this normalization because the disorders are correlated, and thus a polynomial chaos expansion as has been done in [1, 6] cannot be employed for our pinning model. The normalization in the Wick ordered partition function (1.10) results in a Wick exponential, which allows us to perform a Wick expansion (see Section 3 and also the discussion in [13]). We point out that the Wick ordered partition function (1.10) reduces to [6, equation (3.3)] when the disorders are i.i.d., noting that^1_2 Var_ωp ř xPΩ_N βωNxδxq “ β^2 2 ř_N n“1 1_{tnPτ u}.

Let β̂ ą 0 and ĥ P R be fixed constants throughout this paper. Consider the following scalings:

β_N “

$ ’ ’ ’& ’ ’ % β̂ LpNq N^{α`H´1} , if 0 ă α ă 1,

β̂ 1 N^H , if Erτ_1 s ă 8, β̂ lpNq N^H , if α “ 1 and Erτ_1 s “ 8, h_N “

$ ’ ’ ’& ’ ’ % ĥLpNq N^α , if 0 ă α ă 1,

ĥ 1 N , if E rτ_1 s ă 8, ĥlpNq N , if α “ 1 and Erτ_1 s “ 8,

(1.11)

where we recall that lpnq given in (1.2) is a slowly varying function.

Let ϕ_kpt_1, . . . , t_kq be a symmetric function, defined for 0 ă t_1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă t_k ă 1 by

ϕ_kpt_1, . . . , t_kq :“

$ ’ ’ & ’ ’ %

C^k_α t^{1´α}_1 pt_2 ´ t_1q^{1´α} ¨ ¨ ¨ pt_k ´ t_{k´1}q^{1´α}

, if 0 ă α ă 1, ´ 1 E rτ_1 s

¯_k , if E rτ_1 s ă 8,

1, if α “ 1 and E rτ_1 s “ 8,

(1.12)

with C_α “^{α sinpπαq}_π as in (1.4).

Now we present our main results for the Wick ordered partition function Z̃^{ω,h}_{N,β} given in (1.10) and for the original partition function Z^{ω,h}_{N,β} given in (1.8), respectively.

Theorem 1.1. Let the renewal process τ and the disorder ω be given as in Section 1.1. Let H and α be parameters satisfying H P ´1 2 , 1 ¯ and α ą 1 2 . Recalling the Wick ordered partition function Z̃^{ω,h}_{N,β} given in (1.10) and the scalings (1.11), we have that Z̃^{ω,h}N_{N,βN}^{pdq}ÝÑ Z̃_{β̂,ĥ} , as N Ñ 8, where Z̃_{β̂,ĥ} is given by the L^2-convergent series:

Z̃_{β̂,ĥ} :“ 1 `^8 ÿ k“1 1 k! ż r0,1s^k

ϕ_kpt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_kq kź i“1 ˛ ´ β̂W pdt_iq ` ĥdt_i ¯ , (1.13)

where ϕ_k is given by (1.12), 9W is Gaussian noise with Er 9W ptq 9W psqs “ |t´s|^{2H´2} and the stochastic integral is of Skorohod type.

Theorem 1.2. Let the renewal process τ and the disorder ω be given as in Section 1.1. Let H and α be parameters satisfying H P ´1 2 , 1 ¯ and α ` H ą 3 2 .

Recalling the partition function Z^{ω,h}_{N,β} given in (1.8) and the scalings (1.11), we have that Z^{ω,hN}_{N,βN}^{pdq}ÝÑ Z_{β̂,ĥ} , as N Ñ 8, where Z_{β̂,ĥ} is given by the L^2-convergent series:

Z_{β̂,ĥ} :“ 8ÿ k“0 1 k! ż r0,1s^k

ϕ_kpt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_kq kź i“1 ´ β̂W pdt_iq ` ĥdt_i ¯ , (1.14)

where ϕ_k is given by (1.12), 9W is Gaussian noise with E r 9W ptq 9W psqs “ |t´s|^{2H´2}, and the stochastic integral is of Stratonovich type.

Remark 1.3. The results in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 also hold for the conditioned partition functions

Z̃^c_N “ Z̃^{ω,h}N^{,c} N,β_N :“ E τ ” exp ! ÿ xPΩ_N pβω_{Nx} ` hqδ_x´ 1 2 Var ” ÿ xPΩ_N pβω_{Nx}qδ_x ı)ˇ ˇN P τ ı

and Z^c_N “ Z^{ω,hN ,c}_{N,βN} :“ E_τ ” exp ! ÿ xPΩ_N pβω_{Nx} ` hqδ_x )ˇ ˇN P τ ı , with the integrand ϕ_k in (1.13) and (1.14) being replaced by a symmetric function ϕ^c_k, defined for 0 ă t_1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă t_k ă 1 by

ϕ^c_kpt_1, . . . , t_kq :“

$ ’ ’ & ’ ’ %

C^k_α t^{1´α}_1 pt_2 ´ t_1q^{1´α} ¨ ¨ ¨ pt_k ´ t_{k´1}q^{1´α}p1 ´ t_kq^{1´α}

, if 1 ´ H ă α ă 1, ´ 1 Erτ_1 s

¯_k

, if E rτ_1 s ă 8,

1, if α “ 1 and E rτ_1 s “ 8.

Remark 1.4. A natural condition for the rescaled Wick ordered partition function to converge weakly is α ` H ´ 1 ą 0, where α ` H ´ 1 is the scaling exponent for β (see (1.11)). Note that for directed polymers, under the condition that the corresponding scaling exponent is positive, the continuum partition converges in L^2 as a Wiener chaos (see [6, 7, 19]). However, for our pinning model, assuming α ` H ´ 1 ą 0 we can only prove that each chaos is a well-defined Skorohod integral which is L^2-integrable (see Lemma 3.2), and we need a stronger condition H P p^1_2 , 1q, α ą^1_2 to guarantee the L^2-convergence as stated in Theorem 1.1 (also see Remark 3.3 for the criticality of α “^1_2 ). This is a new phenomenon that does not appear in the models studied in [1, 6, 18, 19, 7]: in those models, the rescaled partition functions are always uniformly bounded in L^2 if the models are in the disorder relevant regime, no matter the random environments are independent or correlated. This hints that the pinning model in correlated environment indeed carries some new features.

Motivated by the Weinrib-Halperin prediction, we conjecture that under the condition α`H ´1 ą 0 with α ď^1_2 , the rescaled Wick ordered partition function Z̃^{ω,hN}_{N,βN} converges weakly to some L^1- integrable random variable. We will discuss further on the uniform integrability and the weak limit of �~ Z^{ω,hN}_{N,βN} ( N in Section 3.2.

To close this section, let us highlight our contributions in this paper. Firstly, we obtain some finer property of a disordered pinning model with environment correlation of the form n^{´p}, where p ă 1, which complements the result of Berger [2]. To be specific, we find scaling limits of rescaled (Wick ordered) partition functions in the disorder relevant regime. In particular, the Weinrib-Halperin prediction is partially conformed when it differs from the Harris criterion. We also show that the rescaled (Wick ordered) partition functions are not L^2-bounded in the entire disorder relevance regime (see Remark 3.3), which is a new feature compared to other disordered models. Secondly, we develop a decoupling approach to prove uniform integrability (see Section 3.2), and provide some sharp upper bounds for the norm of traces (see Lemma 4.1) and for the second moments of multiple Stratonovich integrals (see Lemma 4.4). These auxiliary results may be of independent interest.

Notations 1.5. Let N denote the set of natural numbers without 0, i.e., N :“ t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ u and N_0 :“ t0, 1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ u; for N P N, �N� :“ t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu; For a P R, rasmeans the greatest integer that is not greater than a; }¨} is used for the Euclidean norm; let k :“ pk_1, k_2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , k_dq, x :“ px_1, x_2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , x_dq etc. stand for vectors in Z^d or R^d depending on the context; we use C to denote a generic positive constant that may vary in different lines; we say fpxq À gpxq if fpxq ď Cgpxq for all x; we write fpxq „ gpxqpas x Ñ 8q if lim_{xÑ8} fpxq{gpxq “ 1; We use^{pdq}ÝÑ to denote the convergence in distribution (also called the weak convergence) for random variables or random vectors. For a random variable X, }X}_Lp :“ pE r|X|^psq^{1{p} for p ě 1.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some preliminaries. The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 will be presented in Section 3 and Section 4, respectively. We will only deal with the case 0 ă α ă 1 in the proofs, noting that the other case α ě 1 can be treated in the same way. Some technical estimates are put in Appendix A.

2. Preliminaries on Gaussian spaces and U-statistics

2.1. Gaussian spaces. In this subsection, we collect some preliminaries on the analysis of Gaussian space. We refer to [15, 12] for more details.

On a probability space pΩ, F, Pq satisfying usual conditions, let 9W “ t 9W ptq : t P r0, 1su be a real-valued centered Gaussian noise with covariance E r 9W ptq 9W psqs “ Kpt ´ sq “ |t ´ s|^{2H´2}, (2.1)

where H P p^1_2 , 1q is the Hurst parameter appearing in (1.6) and (1.7). Thus, 9W is the continuum counterpart of the disorder ω introduced in Section 1.1.

The Hilbert space H associated with 9W is the completion of smooth functions with compact support under the inner product: ⟨f, g⟩_H “ ż_1 0 ż_1 0 fpsqKps ´ tqgptqdsdt “ ż_1 0 ż_1 0 fpsqgptq|s ´ t|^{2H´2}dsdt. (2.2)

Noting that H contains distributions (see [16]), it is convenient to consider |H| which is a linear subspace of measurable functions f on r0, 1s satisfying

}f}^2_{|H|} :“ ż_1 0 ż_1 0 |fpsqgptq||s ´ t|^{2H´2}dsdt ă 8. (2.3)

Clearly, |H| is a Banach space and is dense in H.

Let tW pfq, f P Hu be an isonormal Gaussian process with covariance E rW pfqW pgqs “ xf, gy_H . The Wiener integral W pfq is often denoted in the integral form: ż_1 0 fpsqW pdsq :“ W pfq. For n P N_0 , the n-th Hermite polynomial is given by

H_npxq :“ p´1q^ne^{x2{2} d^n dx^n e^{´x2{2}, x P R.

For f P H with }f}_H “ 1, the multiple Wiener integral of f^{bn} is defined by I_npf^{bn}q :“ H_npW pfqq. (2.4)

Let H^{b̂k} be the subspace of H^{bk} containing only symmetric functions. For f P H^{b̂k}, the k-th multiple Wiener integral I_kpfq can be defined by (2.4) via a limiting argument, and moreover,

E rI_m pfqI_npgqs “ n!xf, gy_Hbn 1_{tm“nu}, for f P H^{b̂m}, g P H^{b̂n}.

For general f P H^{bk}, we simply set I_kpfq :“ I_kpf̂q, where f̂ denotes the symmetrization of f. We also use the following integral form for multiple Wiener integrals: ż r0,1s^n

fptqW pdt_1q ˛ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˛ W pdt_nq “ ż r0,1s^n

fptq nź i“1 ˛W pdt_iq :“ I_npfq.

For f P H^{bn} and g P H^{bm}, the Wick product of I_npfq and I_mpgq is defined by I_npfq ˛ I_mpgq :“ I_{n`m}pf b gq. (2.5) For square integrable random variables F and G with Wiener chaos expansions F “ ř_8 k“0 I_kpf_kq and G “ ř_8

k“0 I_kpg_kq respectively, we have F ˛ G “ ř_8 n“0 ř_8

m“0 I_{n`m}pf_n b g_mq, as long as the right-hand side term exists in some proper sense. For a centered Gaussian random variable F , its Wick exponential is defined by

exp^˛pF q :“ exp ^ F´ E rF^2 s 2 ˙ “ 8ÿ m“0 1 m! F^{˛m}. (2.6)

The multiple Stratonovich integral of g^{bn} for g P H is defined by I_mpg^{bn}q :“ W pgq^n, and I_npgq for g P H^{b̂n} by a limiting argument. We also take the following notation for I_npfq ż r0,1s^n

fptqW pdt_1q ¨ ¨ ¨ W pdt_nq “ ż r0,1s^n

fptq nź i“1 W pdt_iq :“ I_npfq.

For f P H^{bn} and k “ 0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t^n_2 u, define the k-th order trace Tr^kf of f by

Tr^kfpt_1, ..., t_{n´2k}q^{def}“ ż r0,1s^{2k} fps_1, ..., s_{2k}, t_1, ..., t_{n´2k}q kź i“1 Kps_{2i} ´ s_{2i´1}qds_{2i´1}ds_{2i}, (2.7)

where Kpx ´ yq is given in (2.1). Multiple Stratonovich integrals I_mpfq and multiple Wiener integrals I_mpfq are related via the following celebrated Hu-Meyer’s formula:

I_npfq “

r^n_2 sÿ

k“0 n! k!pn ´ 2kq!2^k

I_{n´2k}pTr^kf̂q, for f P H^{bn}, (2.8)

as long as ~f~_n ă 8, where

~f~^2_n :“ Er|I_npfq|^2s “

r^n_2 sÿ

k“0 1 pn ´ 2kq! ^ n! k!2^k ˙_2

}Tr^kf̂}^2_{Hbpn´2kq} . (2.9)

2.2. U-statistics.

Definition 2.1. We denote

R^m_N :“

!´ i ´ ⃗1_m N , i N ı : i P �N�^m,⃗1_m is the m-dimensional vector of all ones ) . Given f P |H|^{bm}, we denote by A_N pfq its conditional expectation with respect to the σ-field generated by R^m_N , i.e., A_N pfqptq “ ÿ BPR^m_N 1 |B| ż B fpsqds ¨ I_Bptq, (2.10) where |B| is the Lebesgue measure of B.

We introduce the U-statistics for our model, which appears in the chaos expansion for the Wick ordered partition function (1.10). Definition 2.2. For f P |H|^{bm}, let I^{pNq}_m pfq :“ N^{´mH} ÿ nP�N�^m A_N pfq

´n_1 N , ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_m N ¯ ω_{n1} ˛ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˛ ω_{nm} :“ N^{´mH} ÿ nP�N�^m A_N pfqptq ω^˛_n,

(2.11)

where we denote ω^˛_n :“ ω_{n1} ˛ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˛ ω_{nm} and t “ pt_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ t_mq :“ n N “ ´n_1 N , ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_m N ¯ . (2.12)

Lemma 2.3. For m, N P N and f P |H|^{bm}, let A_N pfq be defined as above. Then we have, }A_N pfq}_{|H|}bm ď C^m}f}_{|H|}bm where C is a constant depending only on H.

Proof. The desired result follows directly from [19, Lemma C.1]. □ Lemma 2.4. There exists a constant C depending only on H such that for all f P |H|^{bm} and N P N, E ”´ I^{pNq}_m pfq

¯_2ı

ď C^mm!}f̂}^2_{|H|}bm , where f̂ is the symmetrization of f.

Proof. For n, n^1 P �N�^m, by Lemma A.2, we have: E “ ω^˛_n ω^˛_n1 ‰ “ ÿ σPP_m mź i“1 γ ` n_i ´ n^1_{σpiq} ˘ , where P_m denotes the set of all permutations on �m�. Thus, we have E ”´ I^{pNq}_m pfq

¯_2ı “ E ”´ I^{pNq}_m pf̂q

¯_2ı

“ N^{´2mH} ÿ n,n^1P�N�^m A_N pf̂qptqA_N pf̂qpt^1q ÿ σPP_m mź i“1 γ ` n_i ´ n^1_{σpiq} ˘

“ m!N^{´2mH} ÿ n,n^1P�N�^m A_N pf̂qptqA_N pf̂qpt^1q mź i“1 γpn_i ´ n^1_iq,

where the last equality follows from the symmetry of A_N pf̂q.

For t P R, let γ_N ptq :“ N^{2´2H} γpr|t|Nsq. (2.13) By (1.6) and (1.7), we have γ_N ptq À |t|^{2H´2} and lim_{NÑ8} γ_N ptq “ |t|^{2H´2}.

Therefore, we get by a Riemann sum approximation, E ”´ I^{pNq}_m pfq

¯_2 ı

“ m!N^{´2m} ÿ n,n^1P�N�^m A_N pf̂qptqA_N pf̂qpt^1q mź i“1 N^{2´2H} γpn_i ´ n^1_iq

“ m!N^{´2m} ÿ n,n^1P�N�^m A_N pf̂qptqA_N pf̂qpt^1q mź i“1 γ_N ´n_i ´ n1_i N ¯

À m! ż r0,1s^{2m}

|A_N pf̂qptqA_N pf̂qpt^1q| mź i“1 |t_i ´ t^1_i|^{2H´2}dt_idt^1_i

“ m!}A_N pf̂q}^2_{|H|}bm ď m!C^m}f̂}^2_{|H|}bm , where the last inequality follows from Lemma 2.3. □

Proposition 2.5. For f P |H|, I^{pNq}_1 pfq converges weakly to the Wiener integral I_1pfq as N Ñ 8. Moreover, for any k P N and f_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , f_k P |H|, we have the joint convergence in distribution: ´ I^{pNq}_1 pf_1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , I^{pNq}_1 pf_kq

¯_{pdq}

ÝÑ pI_1pf_1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , I_1pf_kqq , as N Ñ 8.

Proof. First we consider the case where f is an indicator function: fpxq “ I_{ps,ts}pxq with s, t P Ω_N . Then

A_N pfqprq “ I_{ps,ts}prq and I^{pNq}_1 pfq “ N^{´H} Nÿ n“1 ω_nI_{pNs,Nts}pnq, and we have E_ω ”´ I^{pNq}_1 pfq

¯_2ı “ E_ω ” N^{´2H} ´ Nÿ n“1 ω_nI_{pNs,Nts}pnq ¯_2ı

“ N^{´2H} E_ω ” ÿ n,n^1PpNs,Nts ω_nω_n1 ı

“ N^{´2H} ÿ n,n^1PpNs,Nts γpn ´ n^1q.

Denoting r “^n_N , r^1 “^{n1}_N , we get E ”´ I^{pNq}_1 pfq

¯_2ı “ N^{´2} ÿ r,r^1Pps,tsXΩ_N γ_N pr ´ r^1q^{NÑ8}ÝÑ ż_t s ż_t s |r ´ r^1|^{2H´2}drdr^1 “ }f}^2_H.

Noting that I^{pNq}_1 pfq and I_1pfq are Gaussian random variables and I_1pfq has zero mean and variance }f}^2_H, we have I^{pNq}_1 pfq^{pdq}ÝÑ I_1pfq as N Ñ 8.

Similarly, one can show that I^{pNq}_1 pfq^{pdq}ÝÑ I_1pfq as N Ñ 8 also holds for a simple function f. For a general function f P |H|, since simple functions are dense in |H|, there exists a sequence of simple functions tf_nu_{nPN} converging to f in |H|. On the one hand, for each fixed n, we have shown that I^{pNq}_1 pf_nq^{pdq}ÝÑ I_1pf_nq as N Ñ 8. On the other hand, for each fixed N, by Lemma 2.4, we have I^{pNq}_1 pf_nq Ñ I^{pNq}_1 pfq as n Ñ 8 in L^2 uniformly in N. Meanwhile, we also have I_1pf_nq Ñ I_1pfq as n Ñ 8 in L^2 by the property of the Wiener integral. Combining the above convergences and by Lemma A.3, we have I^{pNq}_1 pfq^{pdq}ÝÑ I_1pfq as N Ñ 8 for f P |H|. Finally, the joint convergence follows from the linearity of I^{pNq}_1 and the Cramér-Wold Theorem. □

Proposition 2.6. For any m P N and f P |H|^{bm}, we have

I^{pNq}_m pfq^{pdq}ÝÑ I_mpfq, as N Ñ 8, (2.14)

where I_mpfq is the m-th multiple Wiener integral of f. Moreover, for any k P N and f_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , f_k with f_i P |H|^{bli} for l_i P N, we have the joint convergence in distribution ´ I^{pNq}_{l1} pf_1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , I^{pNq}_{lk} pf_kq

¯_{pdq} ÝÑ pI_{l1} pf_1q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , I_{lk} pf_kqq , as N Ñ 8.

Proof. We only prove (2.14). The joint convergence follows from the linearity of I^{pNq}_l and the Cramér-Wold Theorem.

First, we consider f “ h^{bp1}_1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b h^{bpl}_l with h_i P |H| and p_1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` p_l “ m. For such f, we have

I^{pNq}_m pfq “ N^{´2mH} ÿ nP�N�^m A_N ph^{bp1}_1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b h^{bpl}_l qω^˛_n “ N^{´2mH} ÿ nP�N�^m A_N ph_1q^{bp1} b ¨ ¨ ¨ b A_N ph_lq^{bpl} ω^˛_n “ ´ I^{pNq}_1 ph_1q

¯_{˛p1}

˛ ¨ ¨ ¨˛ ´ I^{pNq}_1 ph_lq ¯_{˛pl}

By Lemma 2.4, we have E rpI^{pNq}_1 ph_iqq^2s ď C}h_i}^2_{|H|} uniformly in N. Note that I^{pNq}_1 ph_iq is a centered Gaussian random variable, and thus, we have E ”´ I^{pNq}_1 ph_iq

¯_{2q}ı

ď C^qp2q ´ 1q!!}h_i}^{2q}_{|H|}.

Combining the joint convergence in Proposition 2.5, we can apply [19, Lemma B.3] to get

I^{pNq}_m pfq “ ´ I^{pNq}_1 ph_1q

¯_{˛p1} ˛ ¨ ¨ ¨˛ ´ I^{pNq}_1 ph_lq

¯_{˛pl pdq} ÝÑ pI_1ph_1qq^{˛p1} ˛ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˛ pI_1ph_lqq^{˛pl} , as N Ñ 8,

where the weak limit is equal to, noting (2.5), ´ I_{p1} ph^{bp1}_1 q ¯ ˛ ¨ ¨ ¨˛ ´ I_{pl} ph^{bpl}_l q ¯ “ I_m ´ h^{bp1}_1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b h^{bpl}_l ¯ “ I_mpfq.

For a general function f P |H|^{bm}, we can find a sequence of functions tf_nu_{nPN} which are the linear combinations of the functions of the form h^{bp1}_1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b h^{bpl}_l satisfying f_n Ñ f in |H|^{bm}.

Similarly to the proof of Proposition 2.5, we have I^{pNq}_m pfq^{pdq}ÝÑ I_mpfq, as N Ñ 8. □

3. The Skorohod case

In Section 3.1, we study the weak convergence for the Wick ordered partition function defined in (1.10) and prove Theorem 1.1 which guarantees the weak convergence of the rescaled Wick ordered partition functions in L^2-regime when H P p^1_2 , 1q and α ą^1_2 . In Section 3.2, we discuss the uniform integrability and characterize the weak limit of the Wick ordered partition functions for the case α ď^1_2 .

By Taylor expansion and Wick exponential (2.6), we get Z̃^{ω,h}_{N,β} “ E_τ ” exp ! h ÿ xPΩ_N δ_x ) exp ! ˛ ´ β ÿ xPΩ_N ω_{Nx}δ_x ¯)ı

“ E_τ

”´ 8ÿ k“0 1 k! ´ h ÿ xPΩ_N δ_x ¯_k¯´ 8ÿ m“0 1 m! ´ β ÿ xPΩ_N ω_{Nx}δ_x ¯_{˛m}¯ı

“ 8ÿ k“0 8ÿ m“0 h^kβ^m k!m! ÿ nP�N�^{k`m} Ppn_1 P τ, n_2 P τ, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{k`m} P τqω_{n1} ˛ ω_{n2} ˛ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˛ ω_{nm} .

(3.1)

We shall write Z̃_N :“ Z̃^{ω,hN}_{N,βN} throughout the rest of the paper for simplicity. By (3.1), we have

Z̃_N “^8 ÿ k“0 8ÿ m“0 1 k!m! S^{pNq}_{m,k} , (3.2)

where

S^{pNq}_{m,k} :“ β^m_N h^k_N ÿ nP�N�^{k`m} P ` n_1 P τ, n_2 P τ, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{k`m} P τ ˘ ω_{n1} ˛ ω_{n2} ˛ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˛ ω_{nm} . (3.3)

By recalling the definition of β_N and h_N from (1.11), Denote

f^{pNq}_{m,k} pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_mq

:“

$ ’ ’ ’ ’ & ’ ’ ’ ’ % ÿ qP�N�^m ÿ sP�N�^k N^{´k} LpNq^{m`k} pN^{α´1}q^{m`k} P_τ pq, sq mź i“1 I_p q_i´1_{N ,} q_{iN s}pt_iq, for 1 ´ H ă α ă 1, ÿ qP�N�^m ÿ sP�N�^k N^{´k}P_τ pq, sq mź i“1 I_p q_i´1_{N ,} q_{iN s}pt_iq, for Erτ_1 s ă 8, ÿ qP�N�^m ÿ sP�N�^k N^{´k}lpNq^{m`k}P_τ pq, sq mź i“1 I_p q_i´1_{N ,} q_{iN s}pt_iq, if α “ 1 and E rτ_1 s “ 8,

(3.4)

where P_τ pq, sq :“ Pptq_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , q_m, s_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s_ku Ă τq. (3.5)

Then, recalling the definition (2.11) for I^{pNq}_m pfq, we have

S^{pNq}_{m,k} “ β̂^mĥ^kI^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} q. (3.6)

3.1. Weak convergence. First, we prove the weak convergence of each chaos, i.e., the weak convergence of I^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} q, where I^{pNq}_m is given by (2.11) and f^{pNq}_{m,k} by (3.4).

Assumption (A1). Assume H P p^1_2 , 1q and α ` H ą 1.

Proposition 3.1. Assume (A1). Then, we have

I^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} q^{pdq}ÝÑ I_mpψ_{m,k}q, as N Ñ 8. (3.7)

Here

ψ_{m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_mq :“

$ ’ ’ & ’ ’ % ż r0,1s^k

ϕ_{m`k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}qdt_{m`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_{m`k}, if 1 ´ H ă α ă 1, ´ 1 E rτ_1 s ¯_{m`k} , if E rτ_1 s ă 8,

1 , if α “ 1 and E rτ_1 s “ 8,

(3.8) where the integrand ϕ_{m`k} is the symmetric function given by (1.12) with α ă 1. Proof. We shall focus on the case 1 ´ H ă α ă 1 and the proofs for the other two cases are similar.

Firstly, observe that ψ_{m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_mq belongs to the space |H|^{bm} due to the following lemma. Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant C “ C_{α,H} such that for all m, k P N,

}ψ_{m,k}}^2_{|H|}bm ď C^m_H }ϕ_{m`k}}^2_{L1{H pRm`k q} ď

C^{m`k}rpm ` kq!s^{2H} Γ ` pm ` kq^{α`H´1}_H ` 1

˘_{2H} .

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Recall (2.3) and apply Lemma A.4 and Jensen’s inequality, }ψ_{m,k}}^2_{|H|}bm ď C^m_H }ψ_{m,k}}^2_{L1{H pRm q} ď C^m_H }ϕ_{m`k}}^2_{L1{H pRm`k q}.

Then by permuting t_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k} and by Lemma A.5, we obtain the desired bound. □ By Proposition 2.6, we have I^{pNq}_m pψ_{m,k}q^{pdq}ÝÑ I_mpψ_{m,k}q, as N Ñ 8. To prove (3.7), we denote Y^{pNq}_{m,k} “ I^{pNq}_m pψ_{m,k}q ´ I^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} q “ I^{pNq}_m pψ_{m,k} ´ f^{pNq}_{m,k} q, and then it suffices to show Y^{pNq}_{m,k} Ñ 0 in L^2 as N Ñ 8. By Lemma 2.4 and noting the symmetry of f^{pNq}_{m,k} and ψ_{m,k}, we get E ”´ Y^{pNq}_{m,k} ¯_2ı

ď m!C^m}f^{pNq}_{m,k} ´ ψ_{m,k}}^2_{|H|}bm . Thus, it remains to show lim_{NÑ8} }f^{pNq}_{m,k} ´ ψ_{m,k}}^2_{|H|}bm “ 0.

Define

g^{pNq}_{m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q :“ ÿ nP�N�^{m`k} LpNq^{m`k} pN^{α´1}q^{m`k}

P ptn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{m`k}u Ă τq m`kź i“1 I_p n_i´1_{N ,} n_{iN s}pt_iq. (3.9)

Recall (3.4) and we can get

f^{pNq}_{m,k} pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_mq “ ż r0,1s^k

g^{pNq}_{m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q kź i“1 dt_{m`i}. (3.10)

By (1.4) and the renewal property, we have lim_{NÑ8} g^{pNq}_{m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q “ ϕ_{m`k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q. By Karamata’s representation theorem for slowly varying function, we have for any ϵ ą 0, there exists a constant A “ A_ϵ P p0, 8q such that 1 A ´ n m ¯_{´ϵ} ď Lpnq Lpmq ď A ´ n m ¯_ϵ , for all n, m P N with m ď n. (3.11) Also by (1.4), for a larger constant A^1 P p0, 8q, we have C_α A^1pt ´ sq^{1´α´ϵ} ď LpNq N^{α´1}

P_τ pNpt ´ sq P τq ď

A^1C_α pt ´ sq^{1´α`ϵ}

, for all t, s P Ω_N .

Together with (1.6) and (1.7), we have that (t_i is unnecessarily belonging to Ω_N ). g^{pNq}_{m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q ď C^{m`k} pϕ_{m`k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}qq^{1´α`ϵ1´α} . (3.12) By choosing ϵ sufficiently small such that pα ´ ϵq ` H ą 1, the term on the right-hand side above belongs to L^1H , as has been shown in Lemma 3.2. Then, by the dominated convergence theorem, we have lim_{NÑ8} }g^{pNq}_{m,k} ´ ϕ_{m`k}}_L1{H_{pR}m`k_q “ 0.

Finally, Jensen’s inequality yields ż r0,1s^m ˇ ˇf pNq_{m,k} ´ ψ_{m,k} ˇ ˇ^1H dt_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_m ď ż r0,1s^{m`k} ˇ ˇgpNq_{m,k} ´ ϕ_{m`k} ˇ ˇ^1H dt_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_{m`k},

and thus by Lemma A.4, }f^{pNq}_{m,k} ´ ψ_{m,k}}^2_{|H|bm} ď C^m_H }f^{pNq}_{m,k} ´ ψ_{m,k}}^2_{L1{H pRm q} Ñ 0, as N Ñ 8. □

Now we are ready to prove our first main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We assume (A1) and α ą^1_2 , i.e., H P p^1_2 , 1q and α ą^1_2 . Note that

Z̃_{β̂,ĥ} “^8 ÿ k“0 1 k! ż r0,1s^k

ϕ_kpt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_kq kź i“1 ˛ ´ β̂W pdt_iq ` ĥdt_i ¯

“ 8ÿ k“0 kÿ p“0 β̂pĥk´p k! ^ k p ˙ I_p ^ ż r0,1s^{k´p}

ϕ_kpt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_kqdt_{p`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_k ˙

“ 8ÿ k“0 ÿ p`q“k β̂pĥq p!q! I_p ^ ż r0,1s^q

ϕ_kpt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_kqdt_{p`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_k ˙

“ 8ÿ k“0 ÿ p`q“k β̂pĥq p!q! I_ppψ_{p,q}q “ 8ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 β̂mĥk m!k! I_mpψ_{m,k}q, where ψ_{m,k} is given in (3.8).

Recall that Z̃_N “ Z̃^{ω,hN}_{N,βN} is given in (3.2) (see also (3.6)):

Z̃_N :“^8 ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 1 m!k! S^{pNq}_{m,k} “ 8ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 β̂mĥk m!k! I^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} q.

We define, recalling (3.4) and (3.8) for the definitions of f^{pNq}_{m,k} and ψ_{m,k} respectively,

Z̃^{pRq}_N :“ ÿ k`mďR β̂mĥk m!k! I^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} q and Z̃^{pRq} :“ ÿ k`mďR β̂mĥk m!k! I_mpψ_{m,k}q.

By Proposition 3.1, we have that Z̃^{pRq}_N^{pdq}ÝÑ Z̃^{pRq} as N Ñ 8. To complete the proof, we will apply Lemma A.3. Hence, it suffices to prove, as R Ñ 8, Z̃^{pRq L2}ÝÑ Z̃_{β̂,ĥ} and Z̃^{pRq}_N^{L2}ÝÑ Z̃_N uniformly in N, which is done in the following two steps respectively.

Step (1): We have › ›Z̃^{pRq} ´ Z̃^_{β,}^_h › ›_{L2} “ › › ÿ k`mąR β̂mĥk m!k! I^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} q › ›_{L2} ď ÿ k`mąR β̂mĥk m!k! › ›I^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} q › ›_{L2}

ď C^{m`k} ÿ k`mąR β̂mĥk ? m!k! }ψ_{m,k}}_{|H|}bm ď C^{m`k}_H ÿ k`mąR β̂mĥk ? m!k! }ϕ_{m`k}}_L1{H_{pR}m`k_q

ď ÿ k`mąR pC^{α,H}_{β̂,ĥ} q^{m`k} rpm ` kq!s^H ? m!k!Γ ` pm ` kq^{α`H´1}_H ` 1

˘_H ,

where the second inequality is due to the Riemann sum approximation and the third inequality follows from Lemma 3.2. By Stirling’s formula, each term in the sum on the right-hand side is bounded above by C^{m`k} pm ` kq^{H{2} ? m^{1{2}k ` pm ` kq^{α`H´1}_H

˘_{H{2} pm ` kq^{pm`kqH} m^{m{2}k^kpm ` kq^{pm`kqpα`H´1q} ď C^{m`k} pm ` kq^{pm`kqp1´αq} m^{m{2}k^k . (3.13) Note that for a, b, c ą 0, pa ` bq^c ď p2 maxta, buq^c ď 2^cpa^c ` b^cq. Hence, the right-hand side of (3.13) is bounded above by: C^{m`k} ´ mp1´αqmmp1´αqk m^{m{2}k^k ` k^{p1´αqk}k^{p1´αqm} m^{m{2}k^k ¯ , which is summable in m, k assuming α ą^1_2 (this is where the additional condition α ą^1_2 is used)

by Lemma A.6. Hence, we have proved Z̃^{pRq L2}ÝÑ Z̃_{β̂,ĥ} as R Ñ 8.

Step (2): To prove the uniform convergence Z̃^{pRq}_N^{L2}ÝÑ Z̃_N as R Ñ 8, recalling (3.4) and (3.6), › ›Z̃^{pRq}_N ´ Z̃N › ›^2_{L2} “ E

”´ ÿ k`mąR 1 m!k! S^{pNq}_{m,k} ¯_2ı

“ ÿ k`mąR ÿ k^1`mąR ĥk`k^1β̂2m k!pk^1q!pm!q^2 E ” I^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} qI^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k1} q ı

ď ÿ k`mąR ÿ k^1`mąR ĥk`k^1β̂2m k!pk^1q!pm!q^2

C^mm!}f^{pNq}_{m,k} }_{|H|}bm }f^{pNq}_{m,k1} }_{|H|}bm .

(3.14)

where the inequality follows from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Lemma 2.4. Recalling (3.9) and (3.10), by Jensen’s inequality and Lemma A.4, then (3.14) is bounded above by ÿ k`mąR ÿ k^1`mąR C^{2m`k`k1} k!pk^1q!m!

}g^{pNq}_{m,k}}_L1{H_{pR}m`k_q}g^{pNq}_{m,k1} }_L1{H_{pR}m`k_q

ď ÿ k`mąR ÿ k^1`mąR C^{2m`k`k1} k!pk^1q!m! › ›ϕ 1´α`ϵ 1´α m`k › ›_{L1{H pRm`k q} › ›ϕ 1´α`ϵ 1´α m`k^1 › ›_{L1{H pRm`k q}

ď ÿ k`mąR C^{m`k} β̂mĥk ? m!k! › ›ϕ 1´α`ϵ 1´α m`k › ›_{L1{H pRm`k q} ÿ k^1`m^1ąR C^{m1`k1} β̂m^1ĥk^1 ? m^1!k^1! › ›ϕ 1´α`ϵ 1´α m^1`k^1 › ›_{L1{H pRm1 `k1 q},

where the second inequality follows from (3.12) and the term on the right-hand side goes to 0 as R Ñ 8 by choosing ϵ sufficiently small such that pα ´ ϵq ` H ą 1 and α ´ ϵ ą^1_2 and the result in Step (1). □

Remark 3.3. Note that α “^1_2 is indeed a criticality. For simplicity, assume h_N ” 0 and Lp¨q ” 1 in (1.11). Denote by τ^1 an independent copy of τ. Then E ”` Z̃_N ˘^2 ı “ E_{τ,τ} 1 ” exp ! β^2_N Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ u}1_{tmPτ} 1_u )ı

ě exp ! β^2_N Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq ) Ppt1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Nu Ă τ X τ^1q

ě exp ´ Cβ̂^2 1 N^{2pα`H´1q} Nÿ n,m“1 |n ´ m|^{2H´2} ¯ pPpτ_1 “ 1qq^{2N}

ě exppCN^{2p1´αq}qpPpτ_1 “ 1qq^{2N} , which tends to infinity as N Ñ 8 if α ă^1_2 . In this case, tZ̃_N u is not L^2 uniformly bounded.

3.2. Some discussion on uniform integrability. The Weinrib-Halperin prediction suggests that our pinning model should be disorder relevant under (A1), i.e., H P p^1_2 , 1q and α ` H ą 1. This is partially confirmed by our results in the following sense: Proposition 3.1 yields the weak convergence of each chaos under (A1); while for the weak convergence of the partition functions, an extra condition α ą^1_2 is imposed in order to guarantee the L^2-convergence of the Wiener chaos expansion (see Step (1) in the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Remark 3.3). This implies that when H P p^1_2 , 1q and α ą^1_2 , the family tZ̃_N “ Z̃^{ω,hN}_{N,βN} u_{NPN} of the rescaled partition functions is bounded in L^2-norm and in particular, for the limiting distribution we have ErZ̃_{β̂ ,ĥ}s “ 1. Inspired by the Weinrib-Halperin prediction, we conjecture that the family tZ̃_N u_{NPN} is uniformly integrable and converges weakly to an L^1-integrable limit under (A1).

In the rest of this section, we shall prove the uniform integrability of tZ̃_N u_{NPN} and characterize its weak limit, under a stronger condition:

Assumption (A2). Assume H P p^1_2 , 1q and α ` 2H ą 2.

Condition (A2) implies condition (A1) since H ă 1. Note that (A2) is also the optimal condition that ensures the convergence of each chaos in the Stratonovich case (see Section 4).

Lemma 3.4. Assuming (A2), we have

sup_N β^2_N E

” Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ u}1_{tmPτ u} ı ă 8, (3.15) and sup_N E ” exp ! h_N Nÿ n“1 1_{tnPτ u} )ı ă 8. (3.16)

Proof. We prove the result for the case α ă 1 and the other cases can be proven in a similarly way. For (3.15), we have

β^2_N E

” Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ u}1_{tmPτ u} ı

“ β̂^2 Nÿ n,m“1 N^{2´2H} γpn ´ mq

LpNq^2 N^{2α´2} P_τ pn P τ, m P τq 1 N^2 ď C ż_1 0 ż_1 0 |s ´ t|^{2H´2}ϕ 1´α`ϵ 1´α 2 ps, tqdsdt ă 8

for α ` 2H ą 2, where ϕ_2 is defined in (1.12) and the inequality follows from (1.6), (1.7) and (3.12). For (3.16), we have that for some α^1 P p0, αq E ” exp ! Nÿ n“1 h_N σ_n )ı “ 8ÿ k“0 1 k! ph_N q^k ÿ nP�N�^k P_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_k P τq ď 8ÿ k“0 C^k Γpkα^1q ă 8, (3.17)

where we have used (3.12) and Lemma A.5. □

Proposition 3.5. Assuming (A2), the family �~ Z_N “ Z̃^{ω,hN}_{N,βN} ( NPN of the rescaled partition functions is uniformly integrable.

Proof. Recall that

Z̃_N “ E_τ ” exp ! h_N ÿ xPΩ_N δ_x ) exp ! ˛ ´ β_N ÿ xPΩ_N ω_{Nx}δ_x ¯)ı , and we have E_ω ”´ Z̃_N ¯_2ı “ E_{τ,τ} 1 ” exp ! h_N Nÿ n“1 p1_{tnPτ u} ` 1_{tnPτ} 1_uq ) exp ! β^2_N Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ u}1_{tmPτ} 1_u )ı . Note that

β^2_N Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ,mPτ} 1_u “ β^2_N Nÿ n,m“1 Erω_n ω_ms1_{tnPτ u}1_{tmPτ} 1_u

ďβ^2_N ^ E_ω ”´ Nÿ n“1 ω_n1_{tnPτ u}

¯_2ı E_ω ”´ Nÿ n“1 ω_n1_{tnPτ} 1_u

¯_2ı˙^1_2

“β^2_N

´ Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ u}1_{tmPτ u}

¯ 1_2 ´ Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ} 1_u1_{tmPτ} 1_u

¯ 1_2 .

We have that by ab ď^1_2 pa^2 ` b^2q,

E_ω ”´ Z̃_N ¯_2ı ď E_{τ,τ} 1 „ exp ! h_N Nÿ n“1 1_{tnPτ u}` β^2_N 2 Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ u}1_{tmPτ u} )

^ exp ! h_N Nÿ n“1 1_{tnPτ} 1_u` β^2_N 2 Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ} 1_u1_{tmPτ} 1_u )ȷ . Denote

A^N_l :“ ! h_N Nÿ n“1 1_{tnPτ u}` β^2_N 2 Nÿ n,m“1 γpn ´ mq1_{tnPτ u}1_{tmPτ u} ď l ) . Lemma 3.4 and Markov’s inequality together yields:

lim_{lÑ8} sup_N P ` pA^N_l q^c ˘ “ 0. (3.18)

Define

Z̃_N pA^N_l q :“ E_τ ” exp ! h_N ÿ xPΩ_N δ_x1_AN_l ) exp ! ˛ ´ β_N ÿ xPΩ_N ω_{Nx}δ_x1_AN_l ¯)ı . Then, by Lemma A.7, we get ˇ ˇZ̃_N ´ Z̃_N pA_{Nl} q ˇ ˇ ď E_τ ”E_N 1_{pAN} l q^c ı ` PppA^N_l q^cq,

where we denote

E_N :“ exp ! h_N ÿ xPΩ_N δ_x ) exp ! ˛ ´ β_N ÿ xPΩ_N ω_{Nx}δ_x ¯) .

Thus we have E_ω ˇ ˇ ˇZ̃N ´ Z̃N pA^N_l q ˇ ˇ ˇ ď E ω E τ ” E_N 1_{pA}N_{l q}c ı ` PppA^N_l q^cq

“ E_τ ” 1_{pA}N_{l q}c exp ´ h_N ÿ xPΩ_N δ_x ¯ı ` PppA^N_l q^cq

ď PppA^N_l q^cq^{12} E_τ ´” exp ´ 2h_N ÿ xPΩ_N δ_x ¯ı¯ 1_2 ` PppA^N_l q^cq

ď CPppA^N_l q^cq^{12} ` PppA^N_l q^cq,

(3.19)

where the constant C in the last inequality is independent of N by (3.16).

Finally, noting (3.18), (3.19), and the fact that E rZ̃_N pA^N_l q^2s ď e^{2l} for all N, we can apply Lemma A.8 to obtain the uniform integrability of tZ̃_N u_{NPN} . □

A direct consequence of the uniform integrability is the following.

Proposition 3.6. The sequence tZ̃_N u_{NPN} is tight. Assuming (A2), we have ErZs “ 1 for any weak limit Z.

Proof. The tightness follows from Z̃_N ą 0 a.s. and E “~ Z_N ‰ “ 1, for all N P N. Assuming (A2), the family tZ̃_N u_{NPN} is uniformly integrable due to Proposition 3.5 and thus ErZs “ 1. □

In the proof of Proposition 3.5, we apply Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to decouple τ and τ^1, which requires the stronger Assumption (A2). We believe this is a technical issue and (A1) should be sufficient for the uniform integrability.

When α ă^1_2 , though tZ̃_N u_{NPN} is tight, we are not able to prove the weak convergence as in the proof of Theorem 1.1. This is because, when α ă^1_2 , Z̃_N is not uniformly bounded in L^2 (see Remark 3.3) and thus ErZ^2 s “ 8 for any weak limit Z. Therefore, we cannot employ the theory of Wiener chaos, which applies only to L^2-integrable random variables, to obtain a weak limit.

4. The Stratonovich case

In this section, we shall study the weak convergence for the original partition function defined in (1.8) and prove Theorem 1.2. Our approach is similar to that in Section 3.1 but with more involved details. First, we show that the limit (1.14) in Theorem 1.2 is well-defined in L^2. To do that, we need good enough upper bounds for the norms of each chaos and the trace defined in (2.7). Then we show that each term in the Taylor expansion of the partition function converges weakly to a corresponding chaos. Theorem 1.2 then follows from a classical truncation procedure.

4.1. L^2-convergence of the continuum partition function. Define the following continuum partition function Z_{β̂,ĥ} “ 8ÿ k“0 1 k! ż r0,1s^k

ϕ_kpt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_kq kź i“1 ´ β̂W pdt_iq ` ĥdt_i ¯

“ 8ÿ k“0 ÿ p`q“k β̂pĥq p!q! I_p ^ ż r0,1s^q

ϕ_kpt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_kqdt_{p`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_k ˙

“ 8ÿ k“0 ÿ p`q“k β̂pĥq p!q! I_ppψ_{p,q}q “ 8ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 β̂mĥk m!k! I_mpψ_{m,k}q.

(4.1)

Recall the functions ψ in (3.8), ϕ in (1.12), and the trace defined in (2.7).

Lemma 4.1. Assume (A2). Then we have Tr^j ψ_{m,k} P |H|^{bpm´2jq} for j “ 0, 1, ..., t^m_2 u. Moreover, we have }Tr^j ψ_{m,k}}^2_{|H|bpm´2jq} ď }Tr^j ϕ_{m`k}}^2_{|H|bpm`k´2jq} . (4.2)

Proof. We only prove the case α P p0, 1q. When k “ 0, we have ψ_{m,0} “ ϕ_m and thus

}Tr^j ϕ_m}^2_{|H|bpm´2jq} “ ż r0,1s^{2pm´2jq} m´2jź

i“1 |t_i ´ t^1_i|^{2H´2}dt_idt^1_i ^ ż r0,1s^{2j}

ϕ_mps_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s_{2j} , t_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2j} q

^ jź i“1 ds_{2i´1}ds_{2i} |s_{2i} ´ s_{2i´1}|^{2´2H} ż r0,1s^{2j}

ϕ_mps^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2j} , t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t^1_{m´2j} q jź i“1 ds^1_{2i´1}ds^1_{2i} |s^1_{2i} ´ s^1_{2i´1}|^{2´2H} ˙

First, we split r0, 1s^{2m} into p2mq! regions such that in each region, the numbers tt_i, t^1_i, s_j, s^1_j : i “ 1, . . . , m ´ 2j, j “ 1, . . . , 2ju are listed in an increasing order. To get an upper bound, we replace, for instance, each |t_i ´ t^1_i|^{2H´2} by |t^˚_i ´ t^‹_i |^{2H´2} where t^˚_i :“ maxtt_i, t^1_iu and t^‹_i is the largest number that is smaller than t^˚_i (it could be some t_j , t^1_j, s_j or s^1_j ), and we perform the same operation for all the other |s_{2i} ´ s_{2i´1}|^{2H´2}, |s^1_{2i} ´ s^1_{2i´1}|^{2H´2} and the factors in ϕ_m (see Figures 1 and 2 for illustration). Then on each region, the above integral is smaller than an integral with 2m variables in Lemma A.5 with m exponents equal to α ´ 1 and m exponents equal to 2H ` α ´ 3. Noting that 2H ` α ´ 3 ą ´1 under (A2), we get by Lemma A.5

}Tr^jϕ_m}^2_{|H|bpm´2jq} ď p2mq!

Γpαq^mΓpα ` 2H ´ 2q^m Γpmp2H ` 2α ´ 2q ` 1q ă 8. (4.3)

0t_1t^1s_1s_2s^1s_3s^1_2t_2s^1_3s_4t^1_2s^1_4

Figure 1. An example for m “ 6 and j “ 2 before modifications, the red segments represent the renewal kernels (with exponent α´1) and the blue segments represent the kernels of the fractional Brownian motion (with exponent 2H ´ 2).

0t_1t^1s_1s_2s^1s_3s^1_2t_2s^1_3s_4t^1_2s^1_4

Figure 2. After modifications, the red segments represent the renewal kernels and the blue segments represent the kernels of the fractional Brownian motion.

When k ą 0, we have }Tr^j ψ_{m,k}}^2_{|H|bpm´2jq} “ ż r0,1s^{2pm´2jq} m´2jź

i“1 |t_i ´ t^1_i|^{2H´2}dt_idt^1_i ^ ż r0,1s^{2j}

ψ_{m,k}ps_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s_{2j} , t_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2j} q

^ jź i“1 ds_{2i´1}ds_{2i} |s_{2i} ´ s_{2i´1}|^{2´2H} ż r0,1s^{2j}

ψ_{m,k}ps^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2j} , t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t^1_{m´2j} q jź i“1 ds^1_{2i´1}ds^1_{2i} |s^1_{2i} ´ s^1_{2i´1}|^{2´2H} ˙

“ ż r0,1s^{2pm´2jq} m´2jź

i“1 |t_i ´ t^1_i|^{2H´2}dt_idt^1_i

^ ^ ż r0,1s^{2j} ż r0,1s^k

ϕ_{m`k}ps_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s_{2j} , t_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2j} , x_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , x_kqdx jź i“1 ds_{2i´1}ds_{2i} |s_{2i} ´ s_{2i´1}|^{2´2H} ^ ż r0,1s^{2j} ż r0,1s^k

ϕ_{m`k}ps^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2j} , t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t^1_{m´2j} , x^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , x^1_kqdx^1 jź i“1 ds^1_{2i´1}ds^1_{2i} |s^1_{2i} ´ s^1_{2i´1}|^{2´2H} ˙

ď ż r0,1s^{2pm`k´2jq} m´2jź

i“1 |t_i ´ t^1_i|^{2H´2}dt_idt^1_i kź p“1 |x_p ´ x^1_p|^{2H´2}dx_pdx^1_p

^ ^ ż r0,1s^{2j}

ϕ_{m`k}ps_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s_{2j}, t_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2j} , x_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , x_kq jź i“1 ds_{2i´1}ds_{2i} |s_{2i} ´ s_{2i´1}|^{2´2H} ^ ż r0,1s^{2j}

ϕ_{m`k}ps^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2j}, t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t^1_{m´2j} , x^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , x^1_kq jź i“1 ds^1_{2i´1}ds^1_{2i} |s^1_{2i} ´ s^1_{2i´1}|^{2´2H} ˙

“ }Tr^jϕ_{m`k}}^2_{|H|bpm`k´2jq} .

This proves (4.2) and hence Tr^jψ_{m,k} P |H|^{bpm´2jq} from the first step. □ Remark 4.2. Assuming (A2), Lemma 4.1 yields ~ψ_{m,k}~_m ă 8 (see (2.9)) and hence I_mpψ_{m,k}q is well defined due to Hu-Meyer’s formula (2.8). On the other hand, α ` 2H ą 2 is the optimal condition for ~ψ_{m,k}~_m ă 8. Indeed, for k “ 0, m “ 2 and j “ 1, we have

Tr^1ϕ_2 “ 2 ż 0ăt_1ăt_2ă1

C^2_α t^{1´α}_1 pt_2 ´ t_1q^{1´α} pt_2 ´ t_1q^{2H´2}dt_1dt_2,

which is finite if and only if α ` 2H ą 2.

We have shown that I_mpψ_{m,k}q is well defined under (A2). In order to make sense of Z_{β̂,ĥ}, we impose the following condition to obtain the L^2-convergence for the series on the right-hand side of (4.1).

Assumption (A3). Assume H P p^1_2 , 1q and α ` H ą^3_2 .

Note that the Assumption (A3) implies the Assumption (A2) due to H ą^1_2 . Proposition 4.3. Assume (A3). Then the continuum partition function Z_{β̂,ĥ} given in p4.1q converges in L^2. Proof. Recalling Z_{β̂,ĥ} “ 8ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 β̂mĥk m!k! I_mpψ_{m,k}q, we have }Z_{β̂,ĥ}}_2 ď 8ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 β̂mĥk m!k! }I_mpψ_{m,k}q}_2

ď 8ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 β̂mĥk m!k! b 2^mpm ` 1q!Tr^mψ_{2m,2k}

ď 8ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 C^{m`k} ? m!k! d r2pm ` kqs!

Γppm ` kqp2H ` 2α ´ 2q ` 1q , where the second inequality follows from Lemma 4.4 below and the last inequality is due to (4.2) and (4.3) below.

Note that α ` H ą^3_2 implies ζ “ 4 ´ 2H ´ 2α ă 1. By Stirling’s formula, we get C^{m`k} ? m!k! d r2pm ` kqs!

Γppm ` kqp2H ` 2α ´ 2qq ď c C^{m`k}pm ` kq^{ζpm`kq} m^mk^{2k} ď d C^{m`k} ^ m^{ζpm`kq} m^mk^{2k} ` k^{ζpm`kq} m^mk^{2k} ˙ . This together with Lemma A.6 yields }Z_{β̂,ĥ}}_2 ă 8. □

Lemma 4.4. Recall ϕ in (1.12) and ψ in (3.8). We have

E rI_mpϕ_mq^2s ď 2^mpm ` 1q!Tr^mϕ_{2m}, and ErI_mpψ_{m,k}q^2s ď 2^mpm ` 1q!Tr^mψ_{2m,2k}.

Proof. For the first inequality, Hu-Meyer’s formula (2.8) implies

Er|I_mpϕ_mq|^2s “

r^m_2 sÿ

k“0 1 pm ´ 2kq! ^ m! k!2^k ˙_2

}Tr^kϕ_m}^2_{|H|bpm´2kq}

“ r^m_2 sÿ

k“0 m! 2^{2k} ^ m 2k ˙^ 2k k ˙ }Tr^kϕ_m}^2_{|H|bpm´2kq} ď

r^m_2 sÿ

k“0 m! 2^{2k}

2^{m`2k}}Tr^kϕ_m}^2_{|H|bpm´2kq}

“ 2^mm!

r^m_2 sÿ

k“0 }Tr^kϕ_m}^2_{|H|bpm´2kq} ,

(4.4)

where the inequality follows from the fact

`_m n ˘ ď 2^m. For each term on the right-hand side, we have

}Tr^kϕ_m}^2_{|H|bpm´2kq} “ ż r0,1s^{2m} m´2kź

i“1 |t_i ´ t^1_i|^{2H´2} kź j“1 |s_{2j} ´ s_{2j´1}|^{2H´2}|s^1_{2j} ´ s^1_{2j´1}|^{2H´2}

^ ϕ_mps_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s_{2k}, t_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2k}qϕ_mps^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2k}, t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t^1_{m´2k}qdsds^1dtdt^1 “Tr^mΦ_m ď Tr^mϕ_{2m},

(4.5)

where Φ_mpt_1, t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2k}, t^1_{m´2k}, s_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ s_{2k}, s^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2k}q :“ϕ_mps_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s_{2k}, t_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2k}qϕ_mps^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2k}, t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t^1_{m´2k}q ďϕ_{2m}pt_1, t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2k}, t^1_{m´2k}, s_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ s_{2k}, s^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2k}q.

Substituting (4.5) into (4.4) yields the desired inequality.

Similar to the above, noting that

ψ_{2m,2k}pt_1, t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2k}, t^1_{m´2k}, s_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ s_{2k}, s^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2k}q ě ψ_{m,k}ps_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s_{2k}, t_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2k}qψ_{m,k}ps^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , s^1_{2k}, t^1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t^1_{m´2k}q,

we can prove the second inequality in the same way. □

4.2. Weak convergence of the rescaled partition functions. First, note that Taylor expansion of the partition function Z_N :“ Z^{ω,hN}_{N,βN} given in (1.8) yields

Z_N “ E_τ

„´_8ÿ k“0 1 k! ´ Nÿ n“1 h_N σ_n ¯_k¯´ 8ÿ m“0 1 m! ´ Nÿ n“1 β_N ω_nσ_n ¯_m¯ȷ

“ 8ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 1 k!m! ÿ nP�N�^{m`k} β^m_N h^k_N P_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_m, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{m`k} P τq mź i“1 ω_{ni} ,

“: 8ÿ m“0 8ÿ k“0 1 k!m! S^{pNq}_{m,k}.

(4.6)

We then prove the weak convergence of each chaos. Proposition 4.5. Assume (A2). Then, for each m, k P N_0 ,

S^{pNq}_{m,k}^{pdq}ÝÑ β̂^mĥ^kI_mpψ_{m,k}q, as N Ñ 8, (4.7) where ψ_{m,k} is defined in (3.8) and I_mpψ_{m,k}q is an m-th multiple Stratonovich integral. Moreover, for any p P N and l_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , l_p, k_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , k_p P N_0 , we have the joint convergence in distribution ´ S^{pNq}_{l1,k1} , ¨ ¨ ¨ , S^{pNq}_{lp,kp} q ¯_{pdq} ÝÑ ´ β̂^l1ĥ^k1 I_{l1}pψ_{l1,k1} q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , β̂^lpĥ^kp I_{lp}pψ_{lp,kp} q ¯ , as N Ñ 8. (4.8)

Proof. We first prove p4.7q. Recalling the definition of S^{pNq}_{m,k} in (4.6), we get by Lemma A.1, S^{pNq}_{m,k} “ ÿ nP�N�^{m`k} β^m_N h^k_N P_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{m`k} P τq

t^m_2 uÿ

j“0 ÿ BĂ�m� |B|“m´2j ω^˛_{nB} E rω_{n �m�zB} s

“ t^m_2 uÿ

j“0 ÿ BĂ�m� |B|“m´2j β^m_N h^k_N ÿ nP�N�^{m`k} P_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{m`k} P τqω^˛_{nB} E rω_{n �m�zB} s.

For each j “ 0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t^m_2 u, all the terms in the summation ř BĂ�m�,|B|“m´2j are equal by sym-

metry. Fix j P t0, 1, ..., t^m_2 uu and note that there are in total

`_m m´2j ˘ subsets of �m� with cardinality m ´ 2j. Without loss of generality, we may assume B “ t2j ` 1, ..., mu. Then, we have Erω_{n�m�zB} s “ Erω_{n�2j�} s “ ÿ V ź tl_1,l_2uPV E rω_{nl1} ω_{nl2} s, where the sum ř V is taken over all pair partitions V of �2j�. By symmetry, the summations ÿ nP�N�^{m`k} ω^˛_{nB} ź tl_1,l_2uPV

Erω_{nl1} ω_{nl2} sP_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{m`k} P τq

equal to each other for all pair partitions V . Note that there are in total p2j ´ 1q!! pair partitions of �2j�, and thus S^{pNq}_{m,k} “ t^m_2 uÿ

j“0 ^ m m ´ 2j ˙ p2j ´ 1q!!β^m_N h^k_N ÿ nP�N�^{m`k} ω^˛_{nB} jź l“1 Erω_{n2l´1} ω_{n2l} sP_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{m`k} P τq

“ r^m_2 sÿ

j“0 m! j!pm ´ 2jq!2^j β^m_N h^k_N ÿ nP�N�^{m`k} ω^˛_{nB} jź l“1 Erω_{n2l´1} ω_{n2l} sP_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{m`k} P τq.

(4.9)

Compare (4.9) with Hu-Meyer’s formula (2.8) and note that Tr^j ψ_{m,k} P |H|^{bpm´2jq} for k “ 0, 1, ..., t^m_2 u by Lemma 4.1. From now on, without loss of generality, we assume that m is odd and the case of even m can be treated in the same manner. By Proposition 2.6, we have ´ I^{pNq}_1 pTr^{m´12} ψ_{m,k}q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , I^{pNq}_m pψ_{m,k}q

¯_{pdq} ÝÑ ´ I_1pTr^{m´12} ψ_{m,k}q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , I_mpψ_{m,k}q ¯ , as N Ñ 8. (4.10)

Thus, in order to prove (4.7), it suffices to show that for all j “ 0, 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,^{m´1}_2 ,

Y_N : “ LpNq^{m`k} N^{mpα´1`Hq`αk} ÿ nP�N�^{m`k} ω^˛_{nB} jź l“1 E rω_{n2l´1} ω_{n2l} sP_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{m`k} P τq ´ I^{pNq}_{m´2j} pTr^jψ_{m,k}q

“ I^{pNq}_{m´2j} pf^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k}q ´ I^{pNq}_{m´2j} pTr^j ψ_{m,k}q^{L2}ÝÑ 0 as N Ñ 8, (4.11) with f^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k} “ f^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2j} q

:“ N^{´2jH} N^{´k} LpNq^{m`k} pN^{α´1}q^{m`k} ÿ uP�N�^{2j} ÿ qP�N�^{m´2j} ÿ sP�N�^k jź l“1 Erω_{n2l´1} ω_{n2l} sP_τ pu, q, sq m´2jź

i“1 1_p q_i ´1_{N ,} q_{iN s}pt_iq,

(4.12) where we recall that I^{pNq}_{m´2j} is defined in (2.11), P_τ pu, q, sq is defined in (3.5), and note that LpNq^{m`k} N^{mpα´1`Hq`αk} “ N^{´pm´2jqH} N^{´2jH} N^{´k} LpNq^{m`k} pN^{α´1}q^{m`k} . For j “ 0, we have Y_N “ I^{pNq}_m pf^{pNq}_{m,k} ´ ψ_{m,k}q, which converges to 0 in L^2 as N Ñ 8 as has been proved in the proof of Proposition 3.1. For j “ 1, ...,^{m´1}_2 , by Lemma 2.4 and Lemma A.4, we get

E rY^2_N s À pm ´ 2jq!}f^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k} ´ Tr^j ψ_{m,k}}^2_{|H|bpm´2jq}

À pm ´ 2jq! ż r0,1s^{2pm´2jq} m´2jź

i“1 |t_i ´ t^1_i|^{2H´2}|D_N D^1_N |dtdt^1 À pm ´ 2jq!}D_N }^21_H

(4.13)

where D_N “ f^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k} ´ Tr^jψ_{m,k} and D^1_N “ D_N pt^1q. (4.14) Then, in order to prove (4.11), it suffices to show

f^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k}^{L1{H}ÝÝÝÑ Tr^jψ_{m,k} as N Ñ 8. (4.15)

We denote

g^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q :“ LpNq^{m`k} pN^{α´1}q^{m`k} ÿ nP�N�^{m`k} ~_j ź l“1 γ_N ´n_{2l´1} N ´ n_{2l} N ¯ P_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{m`k} P τq m`kź i“1 I_p n_i´1_{N ,} n_{iN s}pt_iq ¸ , where γ_N ptq is defined in (2.13), and denote

ϕ_{Tr}j_{,m`k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q :“ jź l“1 |t_{2j´1} ´ t_{2j}|^{2H´2}ϕ_{m`k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q.

Then we have

f^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2j} q “ ż r0,1s^{2j`k}

g^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}qdt_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_{2j} dt_{m`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_{m`k},

Tr^j ψ_{m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m´2j} q “ ż r0,1s^{2j`k}

ϕ_{Tr}j_{,m`k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}qdt_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_{2j}dt_{m`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ dt_{m`k}.

To prove (4.15), by Jensen’s inequality, it suffices to show g^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k}^{L1{H}ÝÝÝÑ ϕ_{Tr}j_{,m`k}, as N Ñ 8. First, by (1.4) and (1.7), we have g^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k} Ñ ϕ_{Tr}j_{,m`k} pointwisely as N Ñ 8. By Lemma 4.1, ϕ_{Tr}j_{,m`k} P L^{1{H} . Hence, it suffices to exhibit an L^{1{H} domination of � g^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k} ( Ně1. By (1.4) and (3.11), and together with (1.6) and (1.7), we have that for some α^1 P p0, αq,

g^{pNq}_{Trj ,m,k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q ď C^{m`k} jź l“1 |t_{2l´1} ´ t_{2l}|^{2H´2} ` ϕ_{m`k}pt_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , t_{m`k}q

˘ 1´α^1_{1´α} . (4.16)

By a similar argument used in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we can show that the right-hand side of (4.16) belongs to L^{1{H} . This is provides the desired L^{1{H} domination.

Finally, the proof is completed by the continuous mapping theorem and (4.10). □

4.3. L^1-bound of the rescaled partition functions. In this subsection, we aim to prove the uniform L^1-boundedness, under Assumption (A3), for the partition function Z_N . Recall its Taylor expansion (4.6) and by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have that

E rZ_N s ď 8ÿ k“0 8ÿ m“0 1 k! 1 m! E_τ ”´ Nÿ n“1 h_N σ_n ¯_{2k}ı 1_2 E ”´ Nÿ n“1 β_N ω_nσ_n ¯_{2m}ı 1_2

. (4.17)

Using the same argument as in (3.17), we get that for some α^1 P p0, αq, 8ÿ k“0 1 k! E_τ ”´ 8ÿ k“0 h_N σ_N ¯_{2k}ı 1_2 ď 8ÿ k“0 C^k k! d p2kq!

Γp2kα^1q À 8ÿ k“0 C^k k^{kα1} ă 8. (4.18)

For each term in the summation over m in (4.17), we have that E ”´ Nÿ n“1 β_N ω_nσ_n ¯_{2m}ı 1_2 “ ´ ÿ nP�N�^{2m} β^{2m}_N P_τ pn_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n_{2m} P τqE_ω rω_{n�m�} s

¯ 1_2

. (4.19)

Similar to the proof of Proposition 4.5, Erω_{n �m�} s “ ř V ś tl_1,l_2uPV E rωl1 ωl2 s, where V is all pair

partitions of �2m�. Note that |V | “ p2m ´ 1q!!. By (1.4) and (3.11), a Riemann sum approximation and the kernel modification procedure in the proof of Lemma 4.1, (4.19) is bounded above by d C^{2m}p2mq!p2m ´ 1q!! Γpmp2α^1 ` 2H ´ 2qq À C^mm^m c m m^{mp2α1 ´2H´3q}

(4.20)

for some α^1 ă α and α^1 ` H ą^3_2 . Hence, we have that 8ÿ m“0 1 m! E ”´ Nÿ n“1 β_N ω_nσ_n ¯_{2m}ı 1_2 ď 8ÿ m“0 C^m m^{mpα1`H´ 3}2^q ă 8. (4.21)

Combining (4.17), (4.18) and (4.21) we conclude the L^1-boundedness of Z_N and we can also deduce from the proof that lim MÑ8 sup_{NPN} 8ÿ l“M ÿ m`k“l 1 k!m! E ”ˇ ˇhN Nÿ n“1 σ_n ˇ ˇ^k ˇ ˇβ_N^Nÿ n“1 ω_nσ_n ˇ ˇ^mı “ 0. (4.22)

Now we are ready to prove our second main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Proposition 4.5, we have that for all R P N,

Z^{pRq}_N “ Rÿ l“0 ÿ m`k“l 1 k!m! S^{pNq}_{m,k}^{pdq}ÝÑ Z^{pRq} :“ Rÿ l“0 ÿ m`k“l β̂mĥk m!k! I_mpψ_{m,k}q, as N Ñ 8. By Proposition 4.3, Z^{pRq L2}ÝÑ Z as N Ñ 8. By Lemma A.3, we only need to show that Z^{pRq}_N converges to Z_N (see (4.6)) in probability uniformly in N as R Ñ 8. This follows from (4.22). □

Appendix A. Some miscellaneous results Lemma A.1. Let pω_nq_{nPN} be Gaussian. Then

ω_{n�m�} “

r^m_2 sÿ

j“0 ÿ BĂ�m� |B|“m´2j ω^˛_{nB} E rω_{n �m�zB} s,

where ω_{n�m�} :“ ś_m

i“1 ω_{ni} is an ordinary product and ω^˛_{nB} :“ ś n_iPB ˛ωni is a Wick product.

Lemma A.2. Let pω_nq_{nPN} be Gaussian. Then, for n “ pn_1, . . . , n_pq and m “ pm_1, . . . , m_qq,

E rω^˛_n ω^˛_ms “ $ ’& ’ % 0 if p ‰ q, ÿ π ź ti,juPπ Erω_i ω_js, if p “ q, where π is a pairwise partition of the set tn_1, . . . , n_p, m_1, . . . , m_pu such that for each ti, ju P π, i P tn_1, . . . , n_pu and j P tm_1, . . . , m_pu.

Lemma A.3. Consider random variables Y^{pNq}_n , Y^{pNq}, Y_n and Y such that Y^{pNq}_n converges weakly to Y_n as N Ñ 8, Y_n converges weakly to Y as n Ñ 8, and Y^{pNq}_n converges in probability to Y^{pNq} uniformly in N as n Ñ 8, then we have Y^{pNq} converges weakly to Y as N Ñ 8.

The following Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality was proved in [14]. Lemma A.4. For H P p^1_2 , 1s, the following inequality holds: ż R^m ż R^m fptqfpsq mź i“1 |t_i ´ s_i|^{2H´2}dtds ď C^m_H }f}^2_{L1{H pRm q},

where C_H is a constant depending only on H.

The following result can be obtained by direct computation. Lemma A.5. Suppose α_i ą ´1 for i “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , m. Denoting α :“ ř_m

i“1 α_i, then ż 0“r_0ăr_1ăr_2ă¨¨¨ăr_măt mź i“1 pr_i ´ r_{i´1}q^{αi} dr “ ś_m

i“1 Γp1 ` α_iq Γpm ` α ` 1q t^{m`α}, where Γpxq “ ş_8 0 t^{x´1}e^{´t}dt is the Gamma function.

Lemma A.6. Let a, b and c be positive constants. Assuming c ą a, then we have for all A ą 0, 8ÿ k`m“1 A^{m`k} m^{ak} m^{bm}k^{ck} ă 8.

Proof. For some large k_0 and m_0 which will be determined later, we write 8ÿ k`m“1 A^{m`k} m^{ak} m^{bm}k^{ck} ď ´ ÿ kăk_0 ÿ mě1 ` ÿ măm_0 ÿ kě1 ` ÿ měm_0 ÿ kěk_0 ¯ A^{m`k} m^{ak} m^{bm}k^{ck} . It is not hard to see that the first two sums are finite. For the third term, note that pbmq^{ck}pckq^{bm} ď pbmq^{bm}pckq^{ck}. Let d “ c ´ a and we have that ÿ měm_0 ÿ kěk_0 A^{m`k} m^{ak} m^{bm}k^{ck} ď ÿ měm_0 ÿ kěk_0 A^{m`k} m^{ak} m^{ck}k^{bm} ´ b c ¯_{bm}´c b ¯_{ck}

“ ÿ měm_0 ÿ kěk_0 1 pC_Amq^{dk} ` C^1_Ak

˘_{bm} ď ÿ měm_0 1 ` C^1_Ak_0 ˘_{bm} ÿ kěk_0 1 pC_Am_0q^{dk} ă 8,

by choosing C^1_Ak_0 ą 1 and C_Am_0 ą 1. The proof is now completed. □ Lemma A.7. Let X be an exponentially integrable random variable on pΩ, F, Pq and A P F. Then we have E “ e^X ´ e^{X1A} ‰ “ PpA^cq ´ E ” e^X ˇ ˇA^c ı ´ 1 ¯ “ E “ e^X 1_Ac ‰ ´ PpA^cq. Proof. In general, we have

E rfpXq ´ fpX1_Aqs “ PpAqE rfpXq ´ fpX1_Aq|As ` PpA^cqE rfpXq ´ fpX1_Aq|A^cs “ PpAq ¨ 0 ` PpA^cqE rfpXq ´ fp0q|A^cs “ ErfpXq1_Ac s ´ fp0qPpA^cq, which yields the desired result by choosing fpxq “ e^x. □ Lemma A.8. Consider a family tY_n, n P Nu of non-negative and integrable random variables such that sup_n E |Y_n ´ Y^ε_n | ă ε, where tY^ε_n , n P N, ε P p0, 1qu satisfies sup_n E r|Y^ε_n |^2s “ M_ε ă 8. Then, tY_n, n P Nu is uniformly integrable.

Proof. By triangular inequality and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we get

E|Y_n 1_{rYnąks}| ď E|Y_n 1_{rYnąks} ´ Y^ε_n 1_{rYnąks}| ` E |Y^ε_n 1_{rYnąks} ´ Y^ε_n 1_{rY} ε_{n ąks}| ` E |Y^ε_n 1_{rY} ε_{n ąks}|

ď E|Y_n ´ Y^ε_n |` ` E |Y^ε_n |^2

˘ 1_2 “

PpY_n ą kq^{12} ` PpY^ε_n ą kq^{12} ‰ ` E |Y^ε_n 1_{rY} ε_{n ąks}|

ď ε` a M_ε “ PpY_n ą kq^{12} ` PpY^ε_n ą kq^{12} ‰ ` E|Y^ε_n 1_{rY} ε_{n ąks}|.

For any fixed ε P p0, 1q, we may find K “ Kpεq such that for all k ą K and n P N,

PpY_n ą kq^{12} ` PpY^ε_n ą kq^{12} ă ε ? M_ε and E |Y^ε_n 1_{rY} ε_{n ąks}| ă ε

by Markov’s inequality and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Therefore, for all k ą K and n P N, E |Y_n 1_{rYnąks}| ă 3ε. This proves the uniform integrability of tY_n, n P Nu. □

Acknowledgements. J. Song is partially supported by NSFC Tianyuan Key Program Project (No. 12226001), National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12471142), and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities. R. Wei is supported by Xi’an Jiaotong-Liverpool University Research Development Fund (No. RDF-23-01-024) and NSFC (No. 12401170). The authors thank Quentin Berger, Rongfeng Sun and Jinjiong Yu for reading the first version of this paper and providing invaluable suggestions.

References

[1] Tom Alberts, Konstantin Khanin, and Jeremy Quastel. The intermediate disorder regime for directed polymers in dimension 1 ` 1. The Annals of Probability, 42(3):1212–1256, 2014.

[2] Quentin Berger. Comments on the influence of disorder for pinning model in correlated gaussian environment.

ALEA: Latin American Journal of Probability and Mathematical Statistics, 10(2):953–977, 2013. [3] Quentin Berger. Pinning model in random correlated environment: appearance of an infinite disorder regime.

Journal of Statistical Physics, 155:544–570, 2014.

[4] Quentin Berger and Julien Poisat. On the critical curves of the pinning and copolymer models in correlated gaussian environment. Electron. J. Probab, 20(71):1–35, 2015.

[5] Nicholas H Bingham, Charles M Goldie, and Jef L Teugels. Regular variation. Cambridge university press, 1989. [6] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, and Nikos Zygouras. Polynomial chaos and scaling limits of disordered systems. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 19(1):1–65, 2017.

[7] Yingxia Chen and Fuqing Gao. Scaling limits of directed polymers in spatial-correlated environment. Electronic Journal of Probability, 28:1–57, 2023.

[8] Ronald A Doney. One-sided local large deviation and renewal theorems in the case of infinite mean. Probability theory and related fields, 107:451–465, 1997.

[9] Giambattista Giacomin. Random polymer models. Imperial College Press, 2007.

[10] Giambattista Giacomin. Disorder and Critical Phenomena Through Basic Probability Models: École d’Été de Probabilités de Saint-Flour XL–2010, volume 2025. Springer Science & Business Media, 2011.

[11] A Brooks Harris. Effect of random defects on the critical behaviour of Ising models. Journal of Physics C: Solid State Physics, 7(9):1671, 1974.

[12] Yaozhong Hu. Analysis on Gaussian spaces. World Scientific, 2016.

[13] Liuyan Li, Vlad Margarint, and Rongfeng Sun. Scaling limits of disorder relevant non-binary spin systems. arXiv preprint arXiv:2410.00579, 2024.

[14] Jean Mémin, Yulia Mishura, and Esko Valkeila. Inequalities for the moments of Wiener integrals with respect to a fractional Brownian motion. Statistics & Probability Letters, 51(2):197–206, 2001.

[15] David Nualart. The Malliavin calculus and related topics, volume 1995. Springer, 2006. [16] Vladas Pipiras and Murad S Taqqu. Integration questions related to fractional Brownian motion. Probability Theory and Related Fields, 118:251–291, 2000.

[17] Julien Poisat. Random pinning model with finite range correlations: disorder relevant regime. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 122(10):3560–3579, 2012.

[18] Guanglin Rang. From directed polymers in spatial-correlated environment to stochastic heat equations driven by fractional noise in 1+ 1 dimensions. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 130(6):3408–3444, 2020.

[19] Guanglin Rang, Jian Song, and Meng Wang. Scaling limit of a long-range random walk in time-correlated random environment. Electric Journal of Probability, 2024.

[20] Hao Shen, Jian Song, Rongfeng Sun, and Lihu Xu. Scaling limit of a directed polymer among a poisson field of independent walks. Journal of Functional Analysis, 281(5):109066, 2021.

[21] Abel Weinrib and Bertrand I Halperin. Critical phenomena in systems with long-range-correlated quenched disorder. Physical Review B, 27(1):413, 1983.

Research Center for Mathematics and Interdisciplinary Sciences, Shandong University, Qingdao 266237, China; Frontiers Science Center for Nonlinear Expectations, Ministry of Education, Shandong University, Qingdao 266237, China

Email address: 202117106@mail.sdu.edu.cn

Research Center for Mathematics and Interdisciplinary Sciences, Shandong University, Qingdao 266237, China; Frontiers Science Center for Nonlinear Expectations, Ministry of Education, Shandong University, Qingdao 266237, China

Email address: txjsong@sdu.edu.cn

Department of Financial and Actuarial Mathematics, Xi’an Jiaotong-Liverpool University, 111 Ren’ai Road, Suzhou 215123, China

Email address: ran.wei@xjtlu.edu.cn

Research Center for Mathematics and Interdisciplinary Sciences, Shandong University, Qingdao 266237, China; Frontiers Science Center for Nonlinear Expectations, Ministry of Education, Shandong University, Qingdao 266237, China

Email address: 202217118@mail.sdu.edu.cn