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Abstract

We revisit the relation between the spherical model of Berlin-Kac and the spin O(N)
model in the limit N — oo and explain how they are related via the discrete Gaussian
free field (GFF).

More precisely, using probabilistic limit theorems and concentration of measure we
first prove that the infinite volume limit of the spherical model on a d-dimensional torus
is a massive GFF in the high-temperature regime, a standard GFF at the critical temper-
ature, and a standard GFF plus a Rademacher random constant in the low-temperature
regime. The proof in the case of the critical temperature appears to be new and requires
a fine understanding of the zero-average Green’s function on the torus.

For the spin O(N) model, we study the model in the double limit of the spin-
dimensionality and the torus size. We take the limit as first the spin-dimension N goes
to infinity, and then the size of the torus, and obtain that the different spin coordinates
become i.i.d. fields, whose distribution in the high-temperature regime is a massive GFF,
a standard GFF at the critical temperature, and a standard GFF plus a Gaussian random
constant in the low-temperature regime.

In particular, this means that although the limiting free energies per site of the two
models agree at all temperatures, their actual finite-dimensional laws still differ in terms
of their zero modes in the low-temperature regime.

1 Introduction

1.1 Spherical model

Let T¢ be a d-dimensional discrete torus with side-length n. To each vertex z € A,
associate a continuous “spin” 6, € R in such a way that the whole configuration 6 = (6;),cra

lives on the (n¢ — 1)-dimensional spin of radius vnd, i.e., (3 = >, 02 = n?. We call 0 a
configuration of the spherical model on T at the inverse temperature 8 > 0 if

exp (g > 9$9y> Unif /.4, (d0),

r~y

0~ V'H‘;iwﬁ(da) = ZTd 5

where z ~ y stands for the neighbouring vertices. This model was first introduced by Berlin
and Kac [BK52] in 1952 as a simplification of the Ising model that still exhibits a phase
transition in d > 3, but whose free energy can be analytically studied in the infinite volume
limit. In the original work Berlin and Kac used variations of the steepest-descent method
to calculate the limiting free energy, to observe the phase transition in the case of three-
dimensional lattice, and to argue that the distributional limit of the model below the critical
temperature is non-Gaussian. In a short note Molchanov and Sudarev [SM75] stated that
this method further would give various results about the limiting distribution of the spherical
model, but the proofs never appeared. In this article, we rigorously prove a subset of these
results using probabilistic tools instead (cf. Theorem 1.1), which we believe also help clarify
the conceptual picture.
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An alternative approach that also implicitly leads in [BD87] to the results of our the-
orem under unverified technical assumptions is the so-called mean-spherical approach, where
instead of conditioning on the spin configuration, one adds a mass term (s, 62%) to the
Hamiltonian in such a way that on average [|0||3 equals exactly n?. This method was pro-
posed by Lewis and Wannier [LW52] shortly after the appearance of the original paper [BK52];
they observed that computations of various quantities of the model, such as correlations or
the free energy, are significantly simpler in the mean-spherical model. The method works per-
fectly well in the high-temperature regime, however, as it was quickly realized [LW53, Lax55],
it can not be directly applied in the setting of zero (magnetic) field below the critical tem-
perature, as some discrepancies with the original spherical model arise. Still, in the presence
of an external magnetic field h # 0, it was shown [YWO04] that the thermodynamic limits
of the spherical model and the mean-spherical model agree and further, provided that first
the thermodynamic limit is taken and then A | 0, the case of zero magnetic field of the
spherical model can be recovered. Since then, this approach has been used in several papers
[KT77, She88, BD87], but none of them seem to contain a fully rigorous proof for the critical
and low-temperature regimes in the case of zero magnetic field.

Finally, the low-temperature regime of the spherical model can be seen as a toy model for
observing the condensation phenomena. In this wider context, in [Luk20] the author studies,
as an example, a complexified version of the spherical model below the critical temperature.
The author derives convergence of local correlation functions, which combined with tightness,
in turn, implies (local) convergence in law in the aforementioned regime. While this proof
also works for the usual spherical model, it is not sufficient to show convergence at the critical
temperature.

Let us now state our main result about the limiting distribution of the spherical model
and explain the reasoning leading to the proof.

Theorem 1.1 (Infinite volume limit of the spherical model). Let d > 2. The spherical
model on T% at inverse temperature B > 0, [0],, = (02)zen, converges in law uniformly over
compact subsets of Z¢ as n — oo to:

1. B < B.: a massive Gaussian free field (GFF) on Z% scaled by 1/+/B with the mass
m? > 0 depending on B and d in a specific way;

2. B=f.: a GFF on Z% scaled by 1/v/B.;

3. B > Be: a GFF on Z% scaled by 1/v/B plus an independent constant random drift
%X with X being a Rademacher random variable variable.

Furthermore, all local correlations of spins converge.

We start by observing that for any n, since Y, 62 = n,
B 2 .
vpa,5(d6) ocexp | — (0, (=A +m?)6) | Unif /55,.a_,(d6)

for any m? > 0. Hence, the law of \/B[0], is related to a massive GFF ¢ (for an arbitrary
mass m? > 0) through conditioning on its norm to be equal to \/An4, i.e., |¢||3 = Bn? (see
Section 2.3). Now the idea is somewhat similar to the one of Lewis and Wannier [LW52],
but from a probabilistic point of view: namely, we choose mass m2 in such a way that
E[||¢]|3] = Bn? (or equivalently, Gra m2(0,0) = B for the massive Green’s function Grd ,,2

on T¢), which is natural due to concentration of Gaussian measure.



For large n and fixed m > 0, GT% .m2 18 roughly comparable to Gza,,2, and thus, the
question of existence of a critical point boils down to the understanding of whether there is
an m? > 0 such that Gyd 2 = B or not. Observe that this explains the difference between the
2D and higher dimensional cases. Indeed, since in d = 2, Gza ((0,0) is infinite, by choosing
the mass small enough, one could get an arbitrarily large value of the variance Gza ,,2(0, 0);
whereas in d > 3, there is a maximal possible value Gza ((0,0) < co.

More precisely, we observe that in the high-temperature regime 3 < 3. == Gza ((0,0), the
aforementioned sequence of masses (m2),, converges to a positive number m? > 0 in such a
way that

GT%m%(O, 0) — sz7m2 (0, 0) = ,8

In this case, the concentration of measure for |3 is sufficient to make the conditioning
disappear in the limit, and we obtain a purely Gaussian limit. Somewhat refined versions of
classical limiting theorems help us handle this phase rather directly.

The low-temperature phase 3 > . is already trickier. One can check that
0-avg.
GT%,m%(x7y) ~ G’H‘gvg (x7y) + /8 - 56 nzoo GZd7O(xay) + 5 - /867

where G%’; V8 is the correlation function of the zero-average GFF on torus. This heuristically

lets us restate the problem in terms of the zero-average GFF ~ plus an independent zero
mode, a constant (in space) Gaussian drift Z 174, conditioned on the norm of the sum to be

V/fn?. As the drift is constant, almost surely #H’Y + 713 = %H’y”% +|Z|?. Due to high
concentration of #H'yH% around (., the conditioning on the norm of the sum forces |Z| to
become constant in the limit; and by symmetry we obtain a Rademacher random variable for
the zero mode. Making this precise is slightly more subtle, but after finding the right angle,
the proof follows from combining basic concentration of measure results with relatively direct
density bounds.

Finally, in the critical case, we observe that G%’:Vg' (z,y) ~ Ggag(z,y), however, it is
necessary to refine this relation further. In this direction we prove Proposition 2.14. First,
it improves the error estimates on the zero-average Green’s function on the torus in d > 3
— we show that G%_;Vg' (z,y) = Ggao(x,y) + O(n*~%). Second, in the case of d = 3, as we

O-avg.
DR (1, ) <

Gya o(z, ) uniformly in large n. Obtaining the sign was surprisingly tricky and is related to
what is called Madelung constant for electrostatic potential in certain salts — a quantity of
interest for chemical physics introduced in the beginning of the 20th century [Mad19]. See
the subsection ‘Further questions and wider context’ for a discussion on this connection.

further need to determine the sign of the error on the diagonal, we prove that G

To deduce convergence of local spin correlations from convergence in law (Corollary 3.2),
we prove the existence of moments of single spherical spins (see Lemma 3.4), inspired by the
analogous result about complexified spherical spins in [Luk20].

1.2 Spin O(N) model

The spin O(N) model (on Z9), introduced by Stanley in 1968 [Sta68a], is a fundamental
model in statistical mechanics: for N = 1, one recovers the Ising model; for N = 2, the
XY model; and for N = 3, the classical Heisenberg model. Here we consider the infinite
spin-dimensionality limit, N — oo, and its relation to the spherical model.

A connection between the spin O(NN) model in the N — oo limit and the spherical model
was first suggested by Stanley [Sta68b] and later proved for any fixed non-critical temperature



by Kac and Thompson [KT71], see also [Shc88] and [GP93] that together also cover the case
of the critical temperature. More precisely, combining the steepest-descent method with an
approach similar to the aforementioned mean-spherical one, they showed the equality of the
free energies per site of the two models: if S € erT%(\/NSN_l) is a configuration of the

spin O(N) model on T at inverse temperature 8 > 0, i.e.,

1

Zrd N,

B .
S exp EZsi.sj [T Unif /zgn—i(dSa),

inj z€Td

then (for 8 # (. in [KTT71]),

lim

.1
lim -~ log Zpa g = lim — log Zya g;

n—o00 nd

for any ordering of the limits N,n — oo. In this article we try to look at this connection
more closely, and observe that it actually passes by the Gaussian free field. In the following
theorem, we describe the local limit of the spin O(N) model when we first take the infinite
spin-dimensionality limit N — oo and then the thermodynamic limit T¢ — Z¢.

Theorem 1.2 (Infinite spin-dimensionality thermodynamic limit of the spin O(N)
model). Any projection on the finitely many coordinates of the spin O(N) model on TS at
inverse temperature [ > 0, sV = (S},;);zekM converges in law as N — oo to that of an
M -vectorial massive GFF scaled by 1/v/B with the mass m?2 depending on B,d and n in a
specific way. The consequent local (uniform on compacts of 7Z2) infinite volume distributional

limit (n — oo) has the law of:

1. B < B.: an M-vectorial massive GFF on Z¢ scaled by 1/+/B with the mass m? depending
on B and d in a specific way;

2. B = Be: an M-vectorial GFF on Z% scaled by 1/+/B;

3. B > Be: an M-vectorial GFF on Z% scaled by 1/\/B plus an independent constant

random drift %7]\/] with Z™ being an M -dimensional standard normal vector.

As a corollary we see, maybe a little surprisingly, that at least in the order of limits we
take, although the free energies per site of the two models agree at all temperatures, their
limiting laws are, in fact, not equal in the low-temperature regime. We expect this to be
true in whatever order we take the limits. The a posteriori explanation of this appearing
discrepancy in the low-temperature regime is not particularly hard: the information about a
single degree of freedom, for instance, the observed difference in law of the drift part of the
limiting fields, just disappears when one calculates the limiting free energy per site.

Corollary 1.3. In the high-temperature regime and at the critical temperature B, =
sz’O(O,O), the local distributional limit of the spherical model and the corresponding lim-
iting law (obtained by first taking N — oo and then the volume of the torus to infinity) of
a single spin-coordinate process of the spin O(N) model agree; while in the low-temperature
regime they differ in the law of the global zero mode.

The proof of the theorem consists of two steps: first we show that as the spin-dimensionality
N tends to infinity, the law converges locally (in spin-dimensionality) to a vector-valued
massive GFF with mass m?2 chosen in such a way that Grd 12 (0,0) = B; and then take the
infinite volume limit of the Gaussian measure of m2-massive GFF on torus. The first step



follows our proof of the high-temperature regime of the spherical model, the proof of the
latter step is quite simple and requires only a few well-known results about Green’s functions
on discrete lattices (torus and Z?).

We believe that the theorem should also hold in the opposite order of limits. In fact in the
high-temperature regime this would follow directly from the work of A. Kupiainen [Kup80];
and we are hopeful that by combining some of his ideas with our approach, we would be able
to extend this interchange of limits to all temperatures.

1.3 Further questions and wider context

To complete the probabilistic picture of the spherical model, which at the very least offers
a statistical physics model that can be fully studied in all dimensions and phases, one would
need to investigate it across various domains with different boundary conditions and in the
presence of a magnetic field; ideally, extending the study to more general graphs as well. It
is not particularly hard to predict the outcomes of adding boundary conditions or a constant
magnetic field — and, indeed, our proofs can adapt to these changes; however, more general
(also weighted) graphs might present a challenge.

As mentioned before, an interesting aspect in dealing with the critical case of the spherical
model was the study of zero-average Green’s function on the torus and determining whether
it is smaller than the lattice Green’s function. It is a mathematically delicate question that is
related to the so-called Madelung constant in chemical physics and mathematical chemistry
[Mad19, BGM ™ 13]. Let us explain this connection here: one way to try to obtain the sign of
the difference between the two mentioned Green’s functions would be by taking an appropriate
scaling limit and understanding the zero-average continuum Green’s function Gra(0,x) for
x € 9[—1/2,1/2]% viewed as points on the torus T¢ of side-length one. These quantities give us
forms of the Madelung constant — for example, d(2), ¢(2) and b(2) in [BGM™ 13, (1.3.29) and
Table 1.4] correspond precisely to (27)2Gps(0,7) with = = (1/2,1/2,1/2), = = (0,1/2,1/2)
and = (0,0,1/2), respectively. Determining/approximating the Madelung constants is a
well-known problem, and although there are explicit expressions using, for instance, Fourier
series, the series expansions are not absolutely convergent and might diverge when one takes
some very natural truncation! In our case, we find a way to prove the needed inequality
on the lattice directly, but several interesting questions of potential analysis pose themselves
in this direction. For example, it would be interesting to better understand the negativity
region of the zero-average Green’s function in all dimensions d > 3.

Yet another interesting aspect about the spherical model is that it can be viewed as a
simple model for observing the condensation phenomena [Luk20]. The links between the ideal
Bose gas and the spherical model through their critical behaviour [GB68] and appearance of
Bose-Einstein condensation [GP93] were noted in the late sixties and early nineties, respect-
ively, and have recently regained some attention [CSZ19, Luk20]. It might be interesting to
revisit this connection, as well as to look at some other models forming a condensate, from
the perspective of probabilistic limit theorems and concentration of measure, as used in the
current paper.

Let us now turn to questions and topics related to the spin O(N) model. To round out
the picture of the limiting distribution of the spin O(N) model, the primary objective would
be finding a way of interchanging the order of taking infinite spin-dimensionality and infinite
volume limits at all temperatures. We are currently working on this and expect it to be
within reach.

In a broader context, an intriguing question is whether our approach could provide new



insight into Polyakov’s conjecture [Pol75] on the exponential decay of correlation functions in
2D spin O(N) models with N > 3. It is hard to see how our approaches and techniques could
help to solve the conjecture, however, one could possibly hope to extract useful quantitative
bounds on critical temperatures in the 2D spin O(N) model as N — oo (cf. [Kup80]).

Lastly, our results on the spin O(N) model (especially, Proposition 4.3) could be con-
sidered in the context of the propagation of chaos [Szn91]. The most famous example of this
phenomena is the Poincaré lemma, which states that the marginals of the spherical measure in
high dimensions become independent Gaussians. In our setting, we observe that throughout
all the temperature regimes, the spin O(N) measures are chaotic: a sequence of symmetric
probability measures on the product spaces QY is called chaotic if, in the limit N — oo, any
projection to finitely many coordinates becomes the product measure. One could certainly
obtain similar results for spin models whose Hamiltonians additionally contain non-quadratic
interaction terms, e.g., quartic terms; however, it is not yet clear, whether any interesting
new phenomena could be found in these generalisations.

1.4 Outline

Section 2 defines precise setting of the spherical and spin O(/N) models, provides a neces-
sary background on various versions of GFF and explains their connection to the two models.
It also contains some new results on the zero-average Green’s function. In Section 3 we deal
more closely with the spherical model, in particular, we prove Theorem 1.1 and convergence
of correlations of any finite number of its spins. The object of interest in Section 4 is the spin
O(N) model, especially Theorem 1.2, which is proven there. To keep this article concise we
moved some of the proofs less relevant to the topic to Appendix A.
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2 Setup and preliminaries

In this section we introduce notation that will be used in the rest of the article, as well
as a few versions of Gaussian free fields that are closely related to our models of interest,
namely spherical and spin O(N). We further recall some of the properties of these GFFs and
their corresponding Green’s functions (correlation structure) that later will be relevant for
our proofs.

The only new contribution of this section is Proposition 2.14, which proves some finer
bounds on the zero-average Green’s function on the discrete torus and compares it to the
Green’s function on Z¢.

2.1 Notation, definitions and setup of our two models

Let d > 2. We consider a discrete d-dimensional domain A to either be a discrete torus
T¢ = (Z/nZ)? for some n € N or Z¢, both endowed with the usual nearest-neighbour graph
structure. Let z,y € A, we write d(z,y) for the graph distance and |z — y| for the Euclidean
distance between the points. z ~ y denotes two neighbouring vertices of A. Given A C A,
A¢ = A\ A stands for the complement of A in A, A for the outer boundary of A in A, i.e.,



OA={ye€ A°: Tz € Ast. y~ x}, A = AUOA, |A] for the cardinality of A, and 1,4 for
the vector (1)gea. If A = T¢ and 7¢ : 74 —> A is the canonical projection, for each = € A,
we set Z to be the unique element of H=1({z}) N [-n/2,n/2)¢. Analogously, for A C T¢,
we define A = {& € [-n/2,n/2) N Zd cx € A} € Z4. We further call A properly contained
in T¢ if A C [-n/2,n/2)* N Z°.

For the convenience of the reader we recall the definitions of the spherical and spin O(N)
models in the setting of our interest.

Definition 2.1 (Spherical model). Let > 0,n € N and A = ']I‘;iL. We call 0 == (0;)zen €

Vnd §n'-1 g configuration of the spherical model on A at inverse temperature B if @ ~ vp g
with

vp,3(d0) =

S ( > 0,0 ) A i gni—1(d8). (2.1)

Ty

Here, A s-ggna_1 denotes the uniform measure on the sphere vVnd sn?-1 ¢ Rn* of radius Vn?,
way runs over all neighbouring points x,y € A and Zy g is the normalizing constant, i.e.,

_ B
Zppg = /\/ﬁ gnd—1 e (5 Z 0‘”09> >‘x/n7 Snd-1 (d0).

T~y

Definition 2.2 (Spin O(N) model). Let 3 > 0,n,N € N and A = T¢. We call S =
(S2)zen € (VN SN_l)”d a configuration of the spin O(N) model on A at inverse temperature
B if S ~ pa npg with

pa,N,g(dS) =

exp ( > 8-S ) IT /5 sv-1(dSa). (2.2)

ZA N8 r~y TEA

Here, A /zgn-1 denotes the uniform measure on the sphere v N SV=1 c RV of radius VN,
ZmNy runs over all neighbouring points x,y € A, Sy - S, stands for the inner product in RY
and Z N 18 the normalizing constant, i.e.,

ZaNp = / /exp< > 8- S)HA\/—SNldS)

T~y TEA
HIGA Y NSN-1

In the sequel we will always refer to a configuration of the spherical model as 8 and of
the spin O(N) model as S.

2.2 Massive GFF, its vectorial descendant and zero-average GFF

In the present subsection we review a few different GFFs, which as we will see later are
closely related to our models of interest both in the finite setting and in the distributional
limit.

Definition 2.3 (Massive GFF on torus). Let n € N and A = T¢. Let U be a subset of
A, possibly U = (), m?®> > 0 if U = () and m? > 0 otherwise. We call a real-valued function
on A, denoted by @V = (0Y)zen € ]R”d, an m?-massive GFF on A with Dirichlet boundary



condition on U if it is distributed according to

m?
Pl m2(dep) o< exp ( i (o = 0y)" = Zwi) I s0(dee) T deee, (2.3)

vy TEA zeU zeUe

where ZmNy runs over all neighbouring points z,y € A. If U = 0, we write ¢ instead of "
and call it an m?-massive GFF. If U is such that U = Opper A = {z € A:3ye Zd\f& cy~xh,
we call it an m?-massive Dirichlet GFF on A.

Definition 2.4 (N-vectorial massive GFF on torus). Let n,N € N and A = T%. Let
U be a subset of A, possibly U = 0, m> > 0 if U = () and m2 > 0 otherwise. We call an
RN -valued function on A, denoted by ®Y = (®V),cp € (]RN) , an N -vectorial m?*-massive
GFF on A with Dirichlet boundary condition on U if it is distributed according to

1 m?
Prre nm2(A®) o exp (7 D 1®s — @)1 - - Zucpr?) I do(@Ve.) JT dVe.,

vy TEA zeU xzelUe

where ZmNy runs over all neighbouring points x,y € A, d denotes the Lebesgue measure on

RY and ||-|| is the Euclidean norm on RYN. If U = (), we write ® instead of &Y and call it an
N -vectorial m?-massive GFF If U is such that U = 8mner ={z € A:Jyezd \ Ay~ z},
we call it an N -vectorial m%-massive Dirichlet GFF on A.

Remark 1. Note that we could have equivalently defined an N-vectorial m?-massive GFF
with Dirichlet boundary condition on U as a vector with N i.i.d. coordinate processes, each
distributed as an m?-massive GFF with Dirichlet boundary condition on U.

Taking into account the above remark, it suffices to understand the covariance structure
of an m?massive GFF with Dirichlet boundary condition on U. Note that we can rewrite
the expression in the exponent of (2.3) as follows

1 m? 1
1 Z(ﬂpx — @) — > Z 2 = —§<<P/, (—Afe +m?)¢'), (2.4)

T~y zEA

where (-, -) stands for the inner product on Rl o = (pz)zeve and Ay is defined as

(Al f)(x) = Z fly) —2df(x) forany z € U, f:U° — R.

yeUc:y~x

When considered as an operator on the set F; of functions f : A — R satisfying f|y = 0, it is
denoted by Aye and called discrete Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary condition on U. Note
that if we view (—Ap. +m?) as an RO =UDx (0" =UD_matrix, (2.4) proves that it is positive
definite, hence, invertible. This implies that the normalizing constant in (2.3) is , /det G, .,

where GUC 2 = (—A’UC +m?)~ e RO =IUD*(m?=IUD  Tts extension (Guem2(x,Y))eyen by

zeros to an R™ X" _matrix, i.e., Gueme(z,y) = G&c7m2(x7y)ﬂm,yeUC for all z,y € A, is the
so-called massive Green’s function on A with Dirichlet boundary condition on U. 1t is a well-
known fact (see for instance [Rod17, Section 1]) that it is related to random walks in the



following way: for all z,y € A,

l—«o

2% Zpg,U[Xk =y
k>0

1
GUC,WL2 (xay) = Q_dGOé,U(xay) =

. k (2.5)
k>0

where P7, ;; denotes the canonical law of a random walk X on the graph AU {f} (obtained
from A viewed as a graph by adding an edge connecting each vertex of A with t) starting at
x with transition probabilities

1
Pry = ﬁ(l — )l pywgvys Pug = Alpgry, Pz =1, forall z,y € A,z € UU {1},

where o = QdZL—QmQ, Goa,v is the so-called Green’s function of the described walk, Hyy == inf{n >
0 : X, € U} the first hitting time of U, and P§ is the law of a simple random walk on A
started at . Gy is also well-defined if A = Z4.

Remark 2. Observe that the assumption m? > 0 is mandatory if we work on T¢ with U = ()
since simple random walk on torus in any dimension is recurrent. This also explains why
if U # (), we might consider m? = 0. If we start directly with A = Z? using (2.5) as the
definition, then even if U = (), for d > 3, we as well might assume m?

random walk on Z? for d > 3 is transient.

= 0 since a simple
Therefore, we can also define a (massive) GFF on Z<.

Definition 2.5 ((N-vectorial) massive GFF on Z%). Let U be a subset of Z2, possibly
U=10. Let m*> >0 ifd =2 and U = ) or m*> > 0 otherwise. An m?-massive GFF on
7% with Dirichlet boundary condition on U is a centered Gaussian process indexed by 72,
denoted by YU = (Vy)pcza, with covariance structure (Grre 2 (T, Y)pyeza- U =0, we
write ¥ instead of ¥? and call it an m2-massive GFF on Z°. If m? = 0, we call this process
simply a GFF on Z¢ (with Dirichlet boundary condition on U). Let N > 0 and let (Y)Y,
be N i.i.d. m?-massive GFFs (with Dirichlet boundary condition at U). The vector-valued
Gaussian process WV = (VY) .4 = (Y)Y, is called an N-vectorial m®-massive GFF (with
Dirichlet boundary condition on U ).

It is now an easy observation (from (2.5)) that for any fixed finite U C Z% (considered
for each n as a subset of T¢) and a fixed m? > 0, as n tends to infinity, an m?-massive GFF
@Y on ’]I"fl with Dirichlet boundary condition on U converges in law uniformly on compact
subsets of Z% towards an m?-massive GFF 4V on Z¢ with Dirichlet boundary condition on
U. Moreover, we can extend the argument to a sequence of m2-massive GFFs ([oY],)n,
each defined on ']I‘Z, under the assumption that m2 — m? as n — oo. Indeed, this follows
from the second line of (2.5) since it guarantees existence of C' > 0 uniform in n such that
|Gra\um2 — Gra\um2| < Cla — an|Gra\p,,2. The latter in turn converges to zero uniformly

over any compact subset of Z¢ as n tends to infinity.

Let us end the discussion of a massive GFF in this subsection by stating one more of
its properties that will be frequently used in the sequel. Its proof may be found in [Rod17,
Lemma 1].

Proposition 2.6 (Weak domain Markov property of massive GFF). Let A be either
T or Z% and U be a subset of A. In the former case or if d = 2 and U = 0, take m? > 0,



otherwise m? > 0. Let U (me = ) be an m?-massive GFF on A with Dirichlet boundary

condition on U. For a finite subset K of A, define U5 = (55 )pen (@"K = @) by
U
oY = UK L hEX  for all x € A,

U

U
where h#&k = (he™)gen is the o(QY : x € K)-measurable map given by

h‘PK—Z}P’ HK<ooXHK—y]cpr for all x € A,
yeK

with o = QJ’J:—;Q. Then under Pyre ,,2 — the canonical law of @Y — the field @YK is independent

of (Y : x € K) and has the law of an m?-massive GFF on A with Dirichlet boundary
condition on U U K.

Clearly, we have a fully analogous statement for a vector-valued massive GFF in view of
Remark 1.

Remark 3. Note that the function h%¥ is the so-called m?-massive harmonic extension of
wr on K to A, i.e., h¥X solves

(—Ap +m?)h(z) =0 for x € K¢
h(y) = ¢y for y € K.

This is an easy consequence of the Markov property of a random walk.

We conclude the present subsection by introducing one further version of a GFF on torus
with m? = 0. As we noticed in Remark 2, it is impossible to define the corresponding measure
living on the space of full (n?-)dimensionality, but realizable on the space of lower dimension.
Before we assumed for example that ¢, = 0 for some 2 € T¢. Another canonical way to do
so is to require ), = 0. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 2.7 (Zero-average GFF on torus). Let n € N;d >3 and A = T. We call a
real-valued function on A, denoted by v = (Vz)zen € R”d, a zero-average GFF on A if it is
distributed according to

PA,0-aug.(d7) o< exp (—iZm >>ao( fzvm) [T dv. (2:6)

Ty TEA

where Y

o~y TUNS over all neighbouring points x,y € A.

Let 0 =m; < m2 < ... <mn,4 be the eigenvalues of —A, and ul, ... ,u"d be the corres-
d

ponding orthogonal eigenvectors. Note that u! = ﬁ(l, ., DT and set Q = (ul,...,u"").
n
Then,

-} wa(%’“f@/)Qéo <\/Ln_d Z %C) dry = e_%<QT7,diag(0,(nk)ZiQ)QT"‘/)(SO <(QT,),)1>d'y.

This implies that the covariance matrix of Q7+ is diag((), (1 /7719)212)’ and hence, the one

of v is Qdiag(0, (1/77k)2d ) QT = (GO W8 (1, y))x JeAr The latter matrix is the so-called
zero-average Green’s function. We recollect and prove a few of its properties in Subsection
2.4.
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2.3 Massive GFF, its vectorial descendant and zero-average GFF: relation
to the spherical and spin O(N) models

Let d > 2, n and N € N. Within this subsection we assume that A = T¢ is the d-
dimensional discrete torus.

Proposition 2.8 (Relation between massive GFF and spherical model). Let m? >
0 and ¢ be an m*-massive GFF on A, B > 0. Then the law of @/\/B conditionally on
le/VBlla = Vn? is that of the spherical model on A at inverse temperature 3. Here ||-||2

stands for the norm associated with the inner product (-,-) on R™.

Proof. Using polar transformation of coordinates we can easily compute the densities of
(X/1X1l2, [ X1]2) and [ X ||z for X = @//B:

PPk
d t
fixp(t) = &/O /8371(1(078) fx(os)dosds

= /aB ‘o )fX(at)dat, for t > 0,
nd (0,¢

where do; is the Hausdorff measure on ¢ sn'=1 = gpn* (0,t). Thus, for any v € vVnd S"dil,

; y fe(v) .
|15 le=vat V= T oty 7, (@)do v

exp (=57, (= +mH)7)) Aygagua 1 (d7)

Jexp (=40, (—An +m2)a) ) A i g (do)
exp <§ mey %'Vy) )‘\/ﬁ gnd—l(d'Y)

== 3 = VA,ﬁ(d’Y)a
[ exp (5 D iy axay> A gnd—1(do)
where we used that (v,v) = (o, ) = n’. O

We also have a similar statement for the spin O(N) model, which was implicitly used
already in [Kup80] and proven in a slightly different setting in [AGS22, Proposition 2.3].

Proposition 2.9 (Relation between N-vectorial massive GFF and spin O(N)
model). Let m? > 0 and ® be an N-vectorial m?-massive GFF on A, 8 > 0. Then the
law of ®/+/B conditionally on | ®,//B|| = V'N for all x € A is that of the spin O(N) model
on A at inverse temperature 3. Here ||-|| stands for the Euclidean norm on RYN.

We omit the proof of this result as it is fully analogous to the one for the spherical model
and also can be easily adjusted from [AGS22, Proposition 2.3].

Proposition 2.10 (Relation between zero-average GFF and spherical model). Let
d >3 and v be a zero-average GFF on A = T%, 3 > 0. Then the distribution of the spherical
model at the inverse temperature 3 is equal to the conditional law of (v + c1p)/\/B given
|y + clalla/v/B = Vnd, where ¢ is an “independent” Lebesque constant, i.e., the law of (v, c)

11



is N(0, G *7) x de.

Proof. Notice that equivalently we can work with orthonormal transformations of the corres-
ponding laws. Let ) be the orthogonal matrix diagonalizing G?\'avg'. It is an easy observation
that the “law” of v.¢ = QT (y + cl,) is given by \/%dc X XZiQ N(O,n,;l), where (7g)k>2
are the non-zero eigenvalues of —Aj ordered non-decreasingly. Restricted to a finite ball and
normalized accordingly, it is a probability measure that we denote by p. For our purposes we
can consider, e.g., B"d(O, 24/ Bnd). Then, fully analogously to the proof of Proposition 2.8,
for any Borel-measurable A C R"d,

nd
JLa(z) [T g exp <—§nkxi) A gnd—1 (d)

plA [ [veqllz = V/Bnd] = o 5 3
f [T—sexp <_§77kyk) )‘\/ﬁgnd—l(dy)

B [ 1ga(o)exp <§ Dz O'xO'y) A gni—1(do)
f €xp <§ mey &x‘}y) )\\/ﬁ Sndfl (d&)

as desired. 0

= vp 8[QA]

2.4 Preliminary estimates on Green’s functions

This subsection mainly recalls but also proves some further results about Green’s functions
and their eigenvalues. We will start off with the massive Green’s function and then turn to
the zero-average Green’s function.

2.4.1 Massive Green’s function

We start with some canonical results whose proofs can be found, e.g., in [Rod17, Section
1] and [F'V17, Proposition 8.30].

Lemma 2.11 (Properties of massive Green’s function). Let n € N, A = T¢ or Z¢ and
U be a subset of A, possibly U = 0. Let m? >0 if U # 0 and m? > 0 otherwise.

1. For any K C U€ finite,
Guem2(2,Y) = Guuk)e,m? + Bo vy <o} Guem2 (XHy, Y)]- (2.7)
2. If m? > 0, there exist two constants ¢,C > 0 depending only on m? and d such that

Gue m2(2,y) < Ce= =¥ for allU C A, z,y € A. (2.8)

We will also often find it helpful to calculate with the basis of the eigenfunctions of the
Green’s function.

Lemma 2.12 (Eigenvalues of massive Green’s function). Let n € N,m? >0, A = T¢,
U be a finite subset of Z viewed as a subset of A for each n. Set u,, = |U°|.

12



—Ap has one ny = 0 and (n? — 1) positive eigenvalues given by

nw=2§:(1—008(27f%>> for w = (w;){ 1€A\{0}+({2J gJ)

The corresponding eigenvectors (q*)c[o,n)inze building an orthonormal system are given
by

)+sin( x:’)) o all:L'GZA\jL(LgJ,...,LgJ).

2. Let (ni)k>2 be the positive eigenvalues of —Ap ordered non-decreasingly. Then, ny, =
O (k¥ /n?).

1dﬁ(cos(

77, i=1

3. The eigenvalues of G 2 are given by (1/(m? + Nx))zelo,n)dnze-

4. Let g > po > ... >y, be the eigenvalues of GUE,m2’UC><UC- There exists L =
L(U,m?,d) > 0 such that

i € [1/(m? + 4d), 1/m?] for all [U|+1<i<u, —|U|

pi € [1/(m? +4d),1/m? + L] for all i. (2.9)

Proof. The eigenvalues of —Aj can be found for instance in [AF02, Example 5.17] or easily
derived from [BK52, Appendix A]; the eigenvectors are also classical.

Using explicit formulae for (1:),cpon/24nz¢e (any remaining z gives an eigenvalue co-
inciding with one indexed by some point in [0,n/2]? N Z%), we obtain 1, = O(|z|?/n?).
This together with symmetries of the torus and properties of cos-function implies that
Nk = @(k‘Q/d/nQ). The third point follows immediately since G5 ,,,2 is the inverse of —Ap+m?.

As for the last property, recall that by (2.7), since U is finite,

GA,mQ(x’y) GUC m2( ) +E []l{HU<oo}GA m2 (XHuay)] (210)
M)

for z,y € U°. Note that both G ,2|vexve and Grre p2|vexye as principal submatrices of
Gp m2 and G’Ucvmg, respectively, are positive definite, and thus, symmetric. The latter is then
also true for M € R*" > Let (A;)i<u, and (;)i<y, ordered non-increasingly denote the
eigenvalues of G ,2|yexye and M, respectively. It is clear that the rank of M is at most
|U|, and hence, there are at most as many non-zero eigenvalues. Furthermore, the minimal
and maximal eigenvalues, a,,, <0, a1 > 0, satisfy

max(ay, —ay, ) < max | TMfl < max Z Z | f2fy|Po[Hy < 00]Gp m2(2,y)
fillflle= Flfll=1 7275 2y

< (2d +m?) ( >0 GA,m2<z,y>)2 <L

zeU yeV

for a constant L(U, m?,d) > 0 uniform in n. In the second line we first used the weak Markov
property of the random walk to conclude that

2d
PI[Hy < oo = E PY[Hy = TGAn#(ﬂU w) < (2d + m?) E G\ 2 (7, w);
U U
v Sd e
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and then (2.8) to get the last inequality. From Weyl’s inequality [HJ12, Theorem 4.3.1] and

the fact that oy, = 0 for all u, — |U| > k > |U], we conclude that ; € [\, Ai—jyy)] for all
Ul +1<i<wu,—|U|and u; € [5\Z —ag, N\ — ay, | for all i < u,. Furthermore, by [HJ12,
Theorem 4.3.28], A\a_,, s < i <\ for all i < u,, where (\; = (n; + m2)_1)§i1 are the

eigenvalues of G ,,,2 ordered non-increasingly. Altogether, since 7, € [0, 4d] for all &,
wi € [1/(m? +4d),1/m?] for all |U|+1 < i < u, — |U].

Moreover, for the remaining values of 4, p1; < A\j — e < 1/ m? + L. Since Grre mz|Uexue

(—Ape + m?) Hyexve, fu, = Ar;;X(—AbC +m?) = (m2 + )\max(—A/Uc))fl > (m? +4d)~ L
Indeed, by setting f, :=0on U,

Amax(—Ape) = max (f, —Apef) < 2d+ 2 max ‘ Z Jerfer| < 4d

I£ll2=1 =1l o

) 1/2 1/2
sihee ‘ZeeE(UCUU) fe-fet] < (ZeeE(UCUU) ) / (ZeeE(UCUU) ) = d|[f]3. The de-
sired result follows. O

Remark 4. Note that equivalently the eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenfunctions as
well as their domains can be indexed by A instead of [0,n)? N Z% due to the invariance of
cosine and sine functions under translation of the argument by 277Z. More precisely, for
w,z € [0,n)*NZ%, 1y, =ng and ¢¥ = qg’, where g; = y; if y; < n/2 and y; — n otherwise for
Yy =zx,w.

2.4.2 Zero-average Green’s function

We now turn to the zero-average Green’s function, whose detailed understanding is a bit
trickier, and start with the recollection of some known results stemming from [Abal17]:
Proposition 2.13 (Properties of zero-average Green’s function). Let d > 3,n € N,
A=Ta. G?\_avg‘ satisfies the following properties:

1. Foranyy e A, 3,cp GX ™ (,y) = 0.

2. Let X = (Yt)tzg be the continuous-time simple random walk on A viewed as a graph.
We denote its law when started at x by Py. Then, for all z,y € A,

1o 1
G?\ g(g;,y):ﬁ/o (IP’A[Xt:y]—E>dt.

3. For any U C A, z,y € A,

1

G([)\-avg. (LL’, y) — GUC,O($7 y) + Eg[G?\-avg. (XHU7 y)] - W

E§[Hu), (2.11)

where Hy == inf{n > 0: X,, € U} and P§ is the canonical law of a simple random walk
on A started at x.

4. G?\_avg‘ converges to Gza = Gga o uniformly over compact subsets of Z% viewed as prop-
erly contained in A = T% for all n sufficiently large.

5. There exists C' > 0 such that for all x,y € A,n € N,

G (@, y)] < C(logn)*¥?d(x,y)* 7. (2.12)
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In most of our paper, the estimate (2.12) would have been sufficient, however, not for the
critical regime in dimensions 3 and 4. Therefore, we need to improve on this bound.

Proposition 2.14 (Improved estimates on zero-average Green’s function). Let d >
3,neN, A= be. G?\_avg‘ satisfies the following properties:

1. There exists C = C(d) > 0 such that for all n sufficiently large and y € A,
GR " (0,9) — Gza(0,y)| < Cn*~4. (2.13)

In particular, for |y| = ©(n), GX“(0,y) = O(n*>~%).
2. For d=3 and any x € 74,

G?\'m’g' (z,2) — Gga(z,x) = O(N>~Y) <0  uniformly for large n. (2.14)

Proof. The proof of the estimate (2.13) is rather technical and is given in Appendix A.1; it
mainly follows the argument verifying (2.12) in [Abal7, Proposition 1.5], but with greater
precision.

(2.14) for d = 3 can be obtained as follows. Let us fix 2 = 0 and recall that A C
[—n/2,n/2)% N Z% is a canonical projection of A onto Z%. Let U = (9[—|n/2], |n/2]]%) N Z4
and U be the corresponding preimage under the canonical projection. Then, since the random
walk on torus killed upon entering U and the one on Z? (started in the interior of U) killed
on U have the same law, by (2.11) and 2.7:

GY?8(0,0) = Gue 0(0,0) + EJ[GY™® (X g,,,0)] — S dEO[H ]
— G4(0,0) — EY™ [Gra (Xt 0)1 {11 <oo)] + EG[GT <XHU,0>] e —E)[Hy]
= Gpa(0,0) — EY% (G (X1, . 0)] + BYGY™5 (X1, 0)] — = BOZ [y

2dn

cf. [DH18, (15)]). By a standard argument (see e.g. [Lawl12, (1.21)]) since |S,|2 — n is a
(cf. | , (15)]). By g ( g | , (1.21)]) | Sl

martingale under ]P’g’zd, Eg’zd [Hy] = ©(n?). By [Law12, Theorem 1.5.4] we further know that
Gpa(0,2) ~ C(d)|z|>*~? with C(d) = 5 dF(—— )a=42 for d > 3. In A.2 (cf. (A.4)) we further

242
show that G(/]\_avg'((),y) for any y € U is bounded from above by (170'04W+47(T21;)gg(3/2)+mil +

c(e))n?~? with c(e) > 0 that can be made arbitrary small for all sufficiently large n (as it in
turn would allow the choice of small e > 0). With the above this implies that

C(3) n %72)

r on

GY™8(0,0) — Gz3(0,0) < — inf
re[LzJ@]<

1 (1 — 0.047 + 47 log(3/2) + me~! N C(€)>

n (2m)2
2/3 _ ~1
_ 1 (3C(3)) 1 —0.047 + 4x 105(3/2) + 7e + (o)
n 2 (2)
2/3 _ —1
_ 173 n 1—-0.047 + 4n lo%(3/2) + me + (o)
n 2(47r)2/3 (2m)
1
< -
—  100n
The infimum is attained at r = (3C/(3))/3n = (%)1/371 € [, @] O
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We conclude this section with the following result on the eigenvalues of submatrices of
GY™e.

Lemma 2.15 (Eigenvalues of zero-average Green’s function). Let d,n and A be as in
the previous proposition. Let U be a finite non-empty subset of Z* viewed as a subset of A for
each n. Set u,, = |U¢|.

1. G?\_m}g' is positive semi-definite with eigenvalues given by 0 and (1/ny)g—o _pa with the
latter as in Lemma 2.12.

2. Let (pg)k<u, ordered non-increasingly denote the eigenvalues of G?\_avngcXUc N
G5 oy G GG ™ e, For al b < o ~ U],

iy € = ! } (: [o, L] for k = up — yU|>. (2.15)

)
Mhd —up+k+|U1+1 k41 Nk+1

Proof. The first item follows directly from the discussion in Subsection 2.2. Let (aj)k<v, and
(Ak)k<u, ordered non-increasingly denote the eigenvalues of G?\'avg' \UcXUG%'an' \(;% G?\'avg' lUxue
and G(/]\'avg']chUc, respectively. Since the matrix G(j]\'avg'\UcXUG?\'avg'\5%G?\'avg'\Uch is pos-
itive semi-definite and has rank at most |U|, ax = 0 for all & > |U|. By Weyl’s inequality
[HJ12, Theorem 4.3.1], px € [Apyju), i) for all k < wy — [U] and pg € [Ap — a1, Ag] for all
k < u,. Furthermore, by [HJ12, Theorem 4.3.28], since (1/n;)r>2 and 0 are the eigenvalues
of G?\_avg', 1/ Npd i1 < M < 1/mpgq forall 1 <k <u,—1and 0 < Ay, < 1/7y,41- (2.15)
follows. O

3 The infinite volume limit of the Spherical model

The main objective of this section is to understand the law of the infinite volume limit of
the spherical model. To be exact, we prove the following result, which is a preciser version
of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 3.1 (Infinite volume limit of spherical model). Let A, = T¢ and 6§ =
(01)zen, € VndSn'=1 pe g configuration of the spherical model at inverse temperature 5 > 0,
i.e., @ ~ vy, 5. Then for any finite box U C Z% considered for each n sufficiently large as a
subset of Ay, [0u]n = [(02)ecu]n converges in law as n — oo to:

1. B < Be: an m%-massive GFF on Z¢ restricted to U scaled by 1/v/B with the mass m?
depending on 8 and d in such a way that

Gga m2(w,2) = B for all x € 7

2. B=f.: a GFF on 7% restricted to U scaled by 1/+/B;

3. B> Be: a GFF on Z% restricted to U scaled by 1/v/B plus an independent constant
(in space) random drift of the form %XIU with X being a Rademacher random
variable, i.e., P[X = 1] =P[X = 1] = 3.

The proof consists of three parts corresponding to each of the regimes, which are discussed
separately in the following three subsections.
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Based on this result we further establish convergence of local covariance functions of the
spherical model. More precisely, in Section 3.4 we prove the following.

Corollary 3.2. Let A,, 0 = (02)zcn, and U C Z¢ be as above, (iz)zcy € N‘OUl be an arbitrary
but fized vector of non-negative integers. Then the following holds:

s T1] =5 11 o]
zeU zelU

where \/Bac in correspondence with Theorem 3.1 is either an m?-massive GFF on Z¢ if 5 < B,
a GFF on Z% if B = B. or a GFF on Z% plus an independent drift \/B — BeX1z4 with a
Rademacher random variable X if 8 > ..

3.1 The high-temperature regime

This subsection presents a proof of § < . case of Theorem 3.1. We start by recalling
that Proposition 2.8 gives us,

Law (8) = Law (/ /B [llgll2 = v/Bn?)

for any m2-massive GFF ¢ with m2 > 0. Thus, for any finite box U C Z? viewed for each n
as a subset of A,,, we have the following equality of Lebesgue densities on RIVI:

Figv+nvenz(Bn?)

Tou () = Fey | ppmy/mma (V) = Tz (0 frop(nd) (3.1)

L VB

JIn

where v = (72)zev € RIYL ||-||2 interchangeably denotes Euclidean norms on R4~ and RIVI.

In the second equality we applied Proposition 2.6 using its notation with K = U. Since ¢y

is a centered Gaussian vector with covariance (G, 2 (,9))z,yeu, our discussion right after

Definition 2.5 yields its convergence in law towards a centered Gaussian vector with covariance

(Gza 12(2,Y))zyev, which in turn is an m?2-massive GFF ) on Z? restricted to U, as long

as m2 > 0 converges to some m? > 0. As we are working with Gaussians, it also implies

pointwise convergence of the corresponding densities. In particular, fap_\/% () = fuy (7).
VB

5
We should now choose m2 > 0 so that the ratio in (3.1) tends to 1. Since E[||¢|3] =
Ga,m2 (0,0)n?, a natural guess to get rid of conditioning on the norm of ¢ in the limit
would be to pick m2, m? > 0 such that lim, G, ;2 (0,0) = Gza ,,2(0,0) = . This is indeed
possible since 8 < . and the critical inverse temperature 5. € (0,00] in terms of Green’s
functions corresponds to G'z4(0,0). In particular, 8. = oo if d = 2, 5, € (0,00) for d > 3. We

can further pick the sequence (m2),, such that Ga,m2(0,0) = B for all n.

Let us conclude the proof of this step by showing that with the choice of (m2),, as above,
the ratio in (3.1) converges to one. Let Q € RU™XU" P ¢ RAXAn be the orthonormal matrices
diagonalizing Gye ;2 luexpe and G An,m2» Tespectively. Then,

Q" (Gue mz luexue)Q = diag ((1)iz1,..jve|) »

PTGAn,m%P = dlag ()\Z = (771 + mi)—l)?:1

d

where py > ... > pjye > 0 are the eigenvalues of GUam%]chUc, O=m<m< ... Npd
those of —Ap,. We set u,, = |U¢|, h = QThggB'y, Ziu, = (ﬁl + \/;TiYwn)Q — i — ﬁ? for a
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triangle array (}/;7%),5“” u,eN of i.i.d. standard normal random variables. Then,
d 2
F 17N ding sy ||§( n® = Blvllz)
Fipcco iagorgyz iz ()

_ Iy 2,, 807 - Zz‘:l wi = 1113 — Bl 113)
— 0 .

In(u) =

fz:ljl )\i(andfl) (

Here we used that Sn¢ = Trace(G,, m2) = Z?jl Ai. Recall also that by (2.7),
Zm + [I3l13 = Trace(Gue g oexve ) + I1RY23

= Trace(GAmmﬂchUc) - Z Egn []l{HU<oo}GAn,m%(XHU’x)] + th,yHQ
zelUe

=~ UNB - S P [Hy < 00, X1y, = Y1G i, me (y,7) + |00 13
yelU zelUc
= ndﬂ — RU,n-

Note that 0 < |Ryn,| < BIU| + 3X2,crr D pere Ceclz=vl 4 th?ng < M for an absolute
constant M > 0. Indeed, by Jensen’s inequality

Y13 < 113 Y B2 [Hy < oo]?,
xelUc

where Hy = {n>1:X, €U } The latter probability is bounded by Ce=¢4s4=U) for some
¢,C > 0 depending only on m2,d (this follows from the weak Markov property of the random
walk X ~ P and (2.8)):

]P [HU<OO Zsz Xk—y,HUOTk— ]

k>0 yeU
<> PY [Hy=00] > P2 (X} =
yelU k>0

_2d
“I-an an GAn 'm2 (:B,y)

(2:8) 2d —c(m?,d)|x—
< — Z C(m?,d)e (m*,d)|z—y|
yEU

< C|U|exp <—cmin|x - y|> .
yelU

d
Let us introduce the variances of the two sums Y ") Z;,, and Y7, Ai(Y? , — 1), denoted

52 and o2, respectively. Using the bounds obtained in Lemma 2.12, we can deduce that

nd Un Un,
JizQZAZ = 0(n?); sizQZ/L%—i— 4Z,ujh? = 02(1 - o(1)).
k=1 k=1 =1
—_——
<4 M=6(1)
Then,

Run—BlI3
Snfzun i ,un, (Sn Sn

Ju(u) = (1 + o(1)) ol 5
net N2 -

We use the following result (stated in more general form than required here to later be applied
to the critical case) proven in Appendix A.4 to conclude the proof.
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Proposition 3.3. Let (X;,)i<nnen be a triangular array of independent centered random
variables with the probability density functions f; (w.r.t. Lebesgue measure on R). Assume
that

1. fin € L"(R) for some r € (1,2] (independent of i,n) such that sup; , || finllLr < M for
some M > 0;

2. foralli <n,neN, Uzn .= Var[X ,,] < co ordered such that Uin > ... 2> me;

3. Lindeberg’s condition is satisfied, that is, for any e > 0,

2121 E[Xz n]l{|XZ n|>ssn}] n—00
2
S

> 0,

2._\ywn 2
where s; =3 1, 07,

4. there exist § > 0 (uniform), K(n) > 1, l.(n) > 1,n > I*(n) > 2[5 such that for all
n sufficiently large

Zzzl* (n) E[XZ ’n]]'{‘Xz n|>K(n)}]
Zz>l*( ) 01'2,71

¢) n—vlzé( >>log<Zam>

Ul*

OO|P—‘

—

Then the relation
1
V2T

holds uniformly over R. Here, f) is the convolution of fins s fnn, as well as the density
function of Y7 | Xin. Note that sy f (") (s,2) is the density of 2 1X’ si=1tn

o3,

e

snf ™ (s02) ==

Remark 5. Note that the fourth assumption is redundant if (o2 ‘)i, are uniformly bounded
from above and away from zero.

We now check that the array (Z; 4, )iv, (and fully analogously ()\i(and —1)); na) satisfies
the required assumptions (up to reordering) with [, = 1,I* = 2[-*5] and K large, but
independent of n. It is clear that Z; ,,,’s are centered and independent, Uz‘z,un = Var[Z;,,] =
2,uz2 + 4]3%,1% € (0,00). For the assumption 1., let f;,,, be the probability density function of
Z; uy,» Which is given by

e

1 7
/ ~ {t>—pi—h?}
2\//1,2‘ t+ Wi + h%

where Y is a standard normal random variable. Hence, for any r € (1,2),

il = [ (58 ) + 00 (552)) we " Md

QTMZ_/ sr/2 iuz/ gr/2

fi,un (t) -

19



:/Mf;(\/g_|j%|>ds:2/wwdt
0 0

M;*15T/2 MZ Lyr—1

M;l (/Oltlrdt+ /100 fy (t - ‘\/:7@ )dt)

2 1 1
< — +1) =C(r)——=
g \2TT Hi

and so, sup; , || fi,u, |- < C(r)/(inf; )"t < C(r)(4d + 2m?)" 1 as follows from (2.9) (since

2 7% 2 > 0). The latter, moreover, shows that for all i < w, uniformly in n, u; €

[(2m? 4 4d)~',2/m? + L] = [L., L*]. Besides that, we have seen above that there exist
¢, C' > 0 such that

IN

h2 < |22 < C(m2, d) |3,

Therefore, 0 < 2L% < 07, < 2(L*)*+4C||y|[3L* < oo for all 4, n uniformly (assumption 2. up
to reordering). This implies that 2L%u,, < s2 < (2(L*)? +4C||7||3L*)un, so, s2 = O(u,). Let
us check 4. (and 3.): (a) and (c) are obvious with our choice of /,,* and K to be independent
of n. For all K sufficiently large (greater than 4(L* + C||v||3)),

{1Zi,] > K}
= {(hi+ Vi ? > (i + )+ K UL (i + VEiYi,)? < (7)) — K
>K <L*+C|y||2-K<0
c {\//TZYW,L > VK — B,} U {\//TZY“M < —VK - B,}
< {Yiun > VK = VCIy2) VI } U {Vi, < (—VE + VC|ll2) VI
< { Wil > VE/@VID}.

We further have Zﬁun = (pi(Y i, )+2h \/—qun) (L)2(Y2, —1)>4+4CL*||v|3Y iun T

TyUn,

WLV o Vi (VR — D] < OO, [V P+ YR, Vi | + 1), Hence,

4 3 2
E[Z}, 1z, |>K}] _ C’E[(Ylun + Y |” + Yo, Vi, + 1)1{\5/,.M|>\/§/(2\/ﬁ)}]
2 - 0'2
56 4 _ 4
s Q—LgE{Ywnﬂ{m,unbﬁ/@m)}} = CE[V 'y, vy

and thus also, for any € > 0, and all n sufficiently large,

E[Z}, 1z, |>es0)]
2

iU,

! 4
< RV, ooy

The two estimates yield,

2t E[Zi%un]l{lzi,unDR}] ' 4
2 <C E[Y 1{|Y|>\/§/(2\/§)}}

n

for R € {K,es,}. This can be made arbitrarily small by choosing K > 0 sufficiently large
and for es,, the right-hand side clearly vanishes as n — oo.

This completes the verification of all the assumptions of Proposition 3.3 and accordingly
implies that s, fyzon 7 (snz) and oy, f w1 (onx) converge to In(o,1) (%) uniformly

over x € R, and herewith that .J, 2799 1 as desired.
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3.2 The low-temperature regime

The current subsection proves the 8 > . case of Theorem 3.1 and lays the groundwork
for the critical case. In particular, we assume that d > 3 and 8 > . and specify explicitly
when we restrict to 8 > .. Recall that by Proposition 2.10,

Law (8) = Law (7 + ¢1,)/V/B |Ily + ela, Il = V/n)

for an independent pair consisting of a zero-average GFF ~ on A, and a Lebesgue constant
c. Our strategy will be based on the analysis of the joint law of (7y,c) conditioned on
¥ +ecla,ll2 = /Bnd for a finite box U C Z? (viewed as a subset of A,, = T¢). More precisely,
we will show that it converges to the product measure of the GFF 4 on Z¢ restricted to U
and a Rademacher random variable X scaled by /8 — .. Note that this would directly yield

the desired local convergence in distribution of 8 towards ﬁ'l,b +,/8 _Bﬁ € X1ya.

Let B C RY be a Borel set and I = (a,b) C [0,+/B]. Observe that since ~ is a zero-average
GFF, (v,1,,) = 0 almost surely. Therefore,

]P’{'yUeB,ceI ‘H’Y—i—clAnHQ:\/ﬁnd} :IP’{fyUEB,ceI ‘H’yHQ—i-c n —571}

2 d
d Lol n* B = ) Jr deofianp (n(B ~ &)
/ y/ Fivig+e2ne (Bn?) /B v S5 ey p(n(8 — 22))

fa2 du\ffnwn2 (8 —u)

2f0 da—= fII7I|2 (B—1)

b dustond f,e (nd(B — )
:/ Aty )f 5 fav2 : / duon (0
B 2‘]‘0 du2\/—n f||'7||2( (5 u)) B

o7 ||
L/B ol | (0—18— “2>( nd ﬂ
= [ ot Y] = J W )
L/ﬁ—llvll%/nd [0.8) ( ﬂ
where 4Y is defined by 4}, = y and
Ae ~ N<G9{:Vg'\U0xUG?{:Vg'\E%ya G vexve — G JuexvGan ™ |3 G%:Vg'!Uch)

= N(v(y),C) = Law (yue|yw = y).

(3.2)
Further note that We can assume that B is bounded since E[||vy3 ‘ I7]13 + ¢2n? = pnd] =
|U|E[v5 | 7113 + ¢2n? = Bnd] < |U|B by symmetries of the torus, and hence, by taking ¢ > 0

large enough, P [fyU ¢ BIUI(0,t) [[lv + c1a, ||z = vﬂnd} can be made arbitrarily small.

Goal: Show that uniformly over bounded B > y,

1 ) Iie% dez
Rn(y):E[\/ﬁ—llﬁyWM (5026~ “JSH n ﬂ nooo, 1o 1 (/B R, (3.3)
[\/ﬂ Y13/ [“ﬁ)( 2)}

Note that by symmetry of ¢ under the conditional law, we get the same result for —I.
Altogether, this easily gives the desired statement about the limiting joint law.

To prove the goal for 8 > 3. we proceed in three steps (two of which also hold for 8 = f,):
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Claim 1: ||v]|2/n and ||4Y||3/n? converge almost surely towards .

Claim 2: If 8 > f., there exist C = C(8,d),C = C(8,d) > 0 such that for any 0 < & <
(B —Be)/4,

P[Sn > B~ fe—e] <e O PS> 8- B—e] <O

Claim 3: The density functions of ||v||3 and ||4Y||3 are uniformly bounded. The latter also
holds uniformly in y in a bounded Borel set B.

In view of (3.3) and due to expected high concentration of ||4¥||3/n¢ around its mean,
the first step is self-explanatory. The latter two statements prove that the contribution of the
regions (S —e¢, B) to the integrals in the denominator and numerator are negligible. One direct
way to verify that would have been to show that the density function of ||4Y||2/n? is bounded
on this interval, however, it is a highly non-trivial fact. So, instead we split (8 — ¢, 8) into
further subintervals on one of which we could use that as expected the concentration away
from . is extremely low, and on the remaining “infinitesimally” small interval bordering

with 8 — integrability of z — 1/1/5 — .

Combined the claims yield (3.3) in the low-temperature regime. Indeed, for ¢ > 0 small
enough, since Ry 3 z — 1/y/x away from zero is bounded, by dominated convergence theorem
and Claim 1 we get

y|12
E{ 1A 5= L(5-b2,(8—a2)A(5—2)) ( ‘|7yd||2)] == - La,p) (VB = Be);
VB =¥z /n n VB = Be

E[Wﬂ[aﬁ—d ( H:;(UQ)] = \/ﬁ

Let us consider the remaining bits and show that they are vanishing in the limit. Let § > 0
be small,

[l
0<E —]15 o (12
e G )
n [H’YHQ /3 !
<—P — e, —6n2d]+ ndE[ Lgndii_s/n 2
V) [B—e,B8—0/n") G ap—5/ma0)([[72)
Claim 2 aim
< e—Cnd_2 CIS 3||f||7||%”L°° 5/m dt/\/_ 2\/

By first taking limit n — oo, we eliminate the first term, the second one can be then made
arbitrarily small by adjusting §. By replacing ~ with %Y, we recover the same result for the
latter. The claim concerning R,,(y) follows immediately from the above two observations.

Let us now prove the claims.

IV IE=E[lvI3] _ [Ivl3—n?G%2v& (0,0) qy . 1A I3 —ElI3Y115]
= T = — and S} = — 2l —

Proof of Claim 1. For simplicity set S,
157 I3—Elll4relI3]

. We will show that these random variables converge to zero almost surely,

nd
which in turn implies the claim. The latter remark is due to the fact that Go'avg' (0,0) == 3.
and since #E[H'YUcH | = ldTrace(C) + %Hlj( )13 =22 B, +0. Indeed, by Proposition 2.13,

G?{:Vg' (x,5) converges uniformly over U2 to Gya(x,y) and so do the corresponding eigenval-
ues. The latter matrix is positive-definite, thus, there exists ¢ > 0 (depending only on U) such
that 0 < ¢ < )\min(G%:Vg']W) < )\maX(Gg)\':Vg'\Uz) < Trace(G?\':Vg'\Uz) < 2|U|B.. Combined
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with (2.13), this yields

1 0-av 0-av HyH2 0-av
@I = I e G R < W2 ST @ ()2
) zeUc,yeU (3.4)
c(U,d Y
< ( )(n]l{d 3y +lognlg— 4}+]l{d>5}) H H2

n

and fully analogously that #Trace(C ) = Bc—o(1) with the error uniform in y € B (bounded).
C is positive semi-definite as a covariance matrix, with eigenvalues 1 > po > ... > pye; > 0.
We set u,, := |U¢| and observe that p,,,, = 0 with the unit eigenvector ¢» = \/Lu_nlUc. Let Q =
(¢',...,q*) and P be the orthonormal matrices diagonalizing C' and G?{:Vg', respectively,

e., QTCQ = diag((u)y=,) and PTG?\':Vg'P = diag(0, (1/771%)222)7 where 0 = 1 < 72 <

... < m,a are the eigenvalues of —A,, . Let (Y;); be iid. standard normal random variables.
Then, if we set h(y) :== QT v(y),

Up—1

law law

[& Z Yka 195ll5 = > (hi(y) + VixYe)? + h, (v)*. (3.5)
k=1

For any £ > 0 and all n sufficiently large, by Lemma 2.12 2., (2.15) and (3.4) we get

R 1
) E[(S)Y = 1 <&, , 2 pllv®)?lz uz"
P[|SY| > < < 2 4urh <
[|5Y] > ¢] < 2 S e ;( pi + Apehi(y)) < n2dz2 2d€2 ] M

Cy

< Ca ]l lo (n)
=2\ 2 td= 33+

Lrg—ay + ]l{d>5}>

52 1 2 log(n
P[lSn| > €] < [52 = 2d2 Z 2 = 82 ( 5 Lga=3} + g( )]l{d 4+ ]l{d>5}>

for some Cy,Cy > 0 depending only on d. Since the estimates on the right-hand side are
summable, Borel-Cantelli lemma implies almost sure convergence of Sj, and S,, towards zero.
O

Proof of Claim 2. The idea is to use the concentration inequality for Lipschitz functions of a
standard normal vector Z, [Mas07, Theorem 3.8, (3.10)], that is, if f : RN — R is Lipschitz,

_ — o 2 _ (&/Lip(£))*
x> 0, then P[f(Z) > E[f(2)] + 2] < 2¢127 Jorwin(p) € Pdu<e T

Let us define f : R™ - R, z s || Go'avg'ng and fY:R™ S R, z — [|[VCx + v(y)]a.

Both these functions are Lipschitz with Lipschitz constants bounded by 7, T2 = = O(n) and
V1 = O(n), respectively. We observe that for Z ~ N(0,1d,,¢) and all n sufficiently large,

P[Sy > 8 — Be — €] < P[||v|l2 > Vnid\/B — 2¢]
<P[f(Z) > E[f(2)] + Vni\/B — 2¢ — E[f*(Z)]]"/?]
R e
74 (Be—o(1))

< exp ( — %@(’I’Ld72)(\/ﬁ — 2c — \//Bc _ 0(1))2> < eand—z;

and fully analogously P[SY > 8 — 8, —e] < e—Cni=2 0
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Proof of Claim 3. Recall that ||v|3 = law Zk 27 L Y2 and [|4Y[)5 = law )13 + Sk (hnly) +
VIEYe)? + ha, (y)2. By Young’s convolution inequahty since ||f|lzr = 1 for a probab-
ﬂity density function f, ||f||:yy||||LOO < ||f(hl(y)+\/l7ly'l)2+(hi(y)+\/myi)2HLOO and ||f||,Y||§HLoo <
I fy2 +Y2 /g ||pee for any k # j,1 # i (the choice will be specified later). Let us prove that
there exists C' > 0 uniform in y (here over all RY) such that 1 (s )+ YD) 24 (i () )2 e <
C. The remaining case can be easily concluded from this one. Let x € R, and write for
simplicity (hi(y) + mY)? + (hi(y) + VYi)? = (a + cY)* + (b + dZ2)* (with Y, Z inde-
pendent standard normal random Variables) The density of (a/c + Y)? at x is given by

ﬁ(fY(\/E —la/c]) + fyr (Vo + ]a/c\)) ; therefore,

s

I 1
. —pdy < — [ ——du=".
fatev)2+p+dz)? / feajeryyp W) feparz)e (@ —y)dy cd/o o

If ¢,d > 0 are uniformly bounded away from zero, we are done. In our setting we can for
example pick (I,7) = ([un/2], [un/2] + 1) = (k,j), then by Lemma 2.12 2. and (2.15):

Ml,:ul,l/nkal/nj - @( ) -

3.3 At the criticality

In this subsection we discuss the model at the critical temperature, 8 = (.. Unlike
the other two regimes we would need to treat the case d = 3 slightly differently than the
higher dimensions. Our proof for d > 4 combines the arguments of both non-critical regimes
and makes use of Proposition 3.3 and (2.13). For d = 3, we heavily rely on the fact that
Be — G?{:Vg'(O,O) = 0(1/n) > 0 (see (2.14)) and that the order of the variance of ||7||3 is the

. 0-avg.
square of the order of the largest eigenvalue of G A:Vg (0,0).

Let us start by recalling that up to the concluding argument and Claim 2, all the steps
of the low-temperature regime are true for §. too and our goal is to prove (3.3). In this case
the latter amounts to showing that uniformly in y bounded,

E [\/Wﬂ(ﬁc—b%ﬁc—cﬁ) (lliyd”% )]
E[Wﬂmm (%)}

converges to 1/2 if a = 0, and otherwise to zero. Note that this would imply that the condi-
tional law of (yy, c) given ||y + cla, |13 = B.n? converges to (7, 0), where 9 is the GFF on
Z%. Note that if a > 0, by Fatou’s lemma applied to the denominator, dominated convergence
theorem applied to the numerator and Claim 1 in the previous section, lim sup,, R, = 0. This
also yields that without loss of generality we can assume that b> = S,.. So, hereinafter let

a=0,b=4..

R, =

)

Let
o e 7 4 [
Var 7]} Var[[5[3]
o Bt —EIE o Ben? ZENSVIE)
Var[7 3] Var[[7[3]

Then, using the fact (proven below) that

Var[[4713] = Var(|v[13] + O (n? (n1 (asy + lognl asy + Lass)) )

(3.6)
= (14 o(1))Var[||v/13] = ©(n*14_3y + n*lognl g_gy + L g55)),
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we can rewrite R, as

o 1+o(1)E[\/ﬁﬂ{)@<cﬂ}]
"= o _

1 1
VCn—Xn {Xn<Chn}

Note that since E[[|4Y]3] = G?{:Vg'(O,O)un + o(n%?), by (2.13) evaluated at y = 0 and (2.14),
we furthermore know that C,, and C,, converge to the same finite limit C' (depending on d):
ford>4,C =0; ford=3, C > 0. As for X,, and X,,, we have the following.

Claim A: X,, and X, converge in law to the same non-trivial (by symmetry, equivalent to
finite non-zero) real random variable X. For d > 4, X is a standard normal random variable.

Claim B: The densities of X,, and X,, are uniformly bounded.

Using these two observations and applying Portmanteau theorem to the upper/lower
semicontinuous functions z + 1/y/xl(;>.) and z — 1/y/xl (50}, respectively, for 0 < ¢
arbitrary small such that ¢ < C(d = 3)/2, we obtain that

1 1
limsupE| ——1,¢ _~ <2M El ——1 _av s
B by s S D] B Ve SUC]
.. 1 1 1
1%£fE[ﬁ]l{xn<cn}} > E[ﬁﬂ{x<0}} > E[ﬁﬂ{X<C—a}:|'

Here M > 0 is the uniform bound on the densities of Xn and X,,. Since X is non-trivial and
of mean zero, the probability of it being non-positive is strictly positive. Hence, if d = 3, since
C — ¢ > 0 in this case, there exists an absolute (independent of €) constant p > 0 such that

E [ﬁﬂ{x<0—s}] > p. Existence of such a constant for d > 4 even though C'(d > 4) = 0 is
140(1) NG
1+ 25)

clear since X is a standard Gaussian. Thus, R, < . By taking € > 0 much

smaller than p, we conclude that R, is less or equal to 1/2 in the limit. By reversing the
roles of the numerator and denominator, we derive that R,, is bounded from below by 1/2.

We proceed to discuss the remaining proofs of (3.6) and the claims. Our arguments for
the latter will significantly differ for d > 4 and d = 3.

Proof of (3.6). Tt is an easy observation that Var[||4¥3] = 23 47" (u? + 2he(y)?us). By
Lemma 2.12 2., (2.15) and (3.4), u|lh(y)[]3 < ©(n*lgss +nlognlyy_gy + nlygss) =
22%"11 ©3 uniformly over y in a fixed bounded set, which further combined with (2.13)
implies,

Up—1

—Val“ [142113] Z pii + O(n® (nlg—sy +lognl{g_ay + Ligssy));

Up—1

1
S 1 = Trace(C?) = SVarl|7[3] + A1 + s + 4,

where

A=Y G (a,y)? ——Var I3 = =2 > Gy (@, 2)?
z,yclUc zelUe,
zeU

= 0((nl(g=sy +lognlig—gy + Liasy));
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Api= D G ()G (2, 2GR (L ) G (9, )G [ (w, w) G (' )
/
wiﬁéU
z,yeclU*

=0 ((\/1 7"472d7°d71d7°)2> = O(n2]1{d:3} + 10g2 n]l{d:4} + ]l{d25})7

Ay= =2 ) GRMEIGAe 2)OR () G (1, )G (2 )

z,2'€eU
z,yeclU*
=o( 3 [P Py () )
a£yehn\{0}
=0 <2 DT dqrg(ﬂf,y)Q_d>
zehn\{0} yeAn\{0,a}
[y[>]z]
=0 (n2 Z \x!472d> = O<n2 (nl a3y +lognlfg_yy + ]1{d25})>'
956[\”\{0}

Altogether, as desired

Var[[5* 3] = Va[|ly[3] + 0 (n? (11 as) +10g 0l gy + Liazsy) )
= (1+o(1)) Var{|[y|13)-

Proof of Claims A & B for d > 4: The key observation in this case is the following.

Claim C: The densities of X,, and X,,* converge uniformly towards the density function of a
standard normal random variable.

“up to removing the last |U| terms in the eigenvalue decomposition (3.5) of X,, containing ju,, 4 for
1<q<|U|

The proof of this result is based on Proposition 3.3 (note that for d = 3 even Lindeberg’s
condition fails) and the eigenvalue representation (3.5). But before we present it let us explain
how it yields Claims A and B. Note that by the eigenvalue decomposition we can write X,
as a sum of two independent random variables P, + T,,, where P, is the “good” part treated
in Claim C and 7, is the sum of the remaining |U| terms. Then, by Claim C, P, converges
in law to a standard normal random variable and its density is uniformly bounded. Note
th X ) (YZ=1)+2hy (v)\/Bk Y

at T, =

V/Var[[413]
by (3.4) is growing slower than any polynomial, one can easily check that T,, possesses a

density function and converges almost surely to zero. This implies that T,, + P, converges
to a standard Gaussian variable (Claim A) and that the density of X, is uniformly bounded
as a convolution of a bounded function and an integrable non-negative (with unit L'-norm)
function (Claim B).

. Since these py’s are uniformly bounded and ||h(y)||2

Proof of Claim A. We check that the required assumptions of Proposition 3.3 are satisfied
by Y, = ((hx(y) + \//TkYk)2 — g — hk(y)2)ZiI‘U|_1 contributing to X,,, and thus, also by
(nik(Yk2 — 1))222 contributing to X,,, since the latter can be recovered from the former by
setting h(y) = 0 and U = (). More precisely, we consider independent families (Y,), that
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form a triangular array. For better readability, we do not use double-indexing for the elements
of each Y,,.

The first assumption of the proposition can be directly deduced from the Correspond—
ing verification in the high-temperature regime since the eigenvalues (,uk) v |U‘ ' of C and
(1/77k)k=2 of G?\:Vg are uniformly bounded away from zero. The next assumption (up
to reordering which will be done for the verification of the fourth criterion) is clear since
0,% = 2;1% + 4h.(y)?up < oo. From now on, index k would refer to the original order and k
to the one according to decreasing variances. Recall that Lindeberg’s condition follows from
Lyapunov’s condition, which in our setting for § = 2 appears as

un—|U|—1
ot Z E[((hk(y) + \//TkYk)2 — [ — hk(y)Q)ﬂ 2200,
n k=1

where s2 = ZZ"7|U‘71(2p%+4hk( )2 ug) = 2(1+o0(1)) Zi}'U‘fl 113 by (3.4). We observe that
this convergence indeed takes place since ;" | vi=ig E[((hi(y) + VEEYr)? — s — hi(y)?)?] <
O ik + i) + pha(v)?) < OCTE T i+ B3 + 3I1A]B), and by
Lemma 2.12 2., (2.15) and (3.4), for d > 4, thls is of order O(n®1 <y + nlog nlig—gy +
'I’Ld]].{dzg}), but 5;1; = @(ns(log n)z]l{d:4} + nZd]l{dzg,}). For the fourth criterion, consider the
set J ={0? : k <uy, — |U| — 1 such that |hg(y)| > 1/logn} — there are at most (logn)||h¥||3
such indices k. Notice that since (ux)r<u,—|v|—1 are uniformly bounded away from zero and
az,unw‘il = Qui + 4uphy(y)?, the order of the variances on the complement of J will be
determined by the order of uj’s. Furthermore, elements of J after reordering can only be
sent forward or remain at their place. Hence, for any L > 1,

{0} k> L}\J C{U%:EZL}\JC {0} k> L—=2|J]}\ J

Let € € (0,1) be very small but fixed. We choose required constants as follows:

o ford>5 let I* =1, :=inf{l >en?:1—-2|J| ¢ Jl € Z}, K = K(¢) a large constant
depending only on ¢;

o ford=4,let I* =inf{l>en?:1-2|J| ¢ J 1€ Z}, I, =inf{l>n?c:1-2|J| ¢ JIlc
7}, K(n) =n®.

Note that I*, 1, can at most be equal to the reference value (either en? or n=¢) plus |J| = o(n?)
for any § > 0. Moreover, for L € {l,,l*},

{o2:k>L}\J C {O‘%ZEJZL} c {o?:k>L-2J]}.

This implies that the [*-th element of the reordered sequence (U/%)I% is smaller or equal to

012*_2| Jl (of the original order). Let us verify the assumptions for d > 5. By Lemma 2.12
2. and (2.15), for u, — |U| =1 >k > 1, —2|J|,k ¢ J, 0 < ¢cx < pp = O(n?/k¥%) =
O(1) < py, gy < ¢ < o0, o = 2u3 + duphg(y)* = O(1) uniformly. Thus, for Z; =
(hi(y) + ERYR)® — i — hi(y)?, Z ~ N(0,1)
Un_‘UI_l 2 n ‘U| 1
Zf@l* E[Z;;]l{\Z,;DK}] < ZZ>I*—2\J| k¢J [le]l{lebK}] + |J|012*—2|J\
up—|U|=1 9 - up—|U|—1
Zézz* 7% Zk>l*,k¢J
un—|U]| 2
< Zk>l*,k¢J E[Z; ]l{\Zk\>K}] +3|J|Jl*—2\J|

k>l k¢J i
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9 9 un—|U|—1
E[(Z -b 1{#1*72\‘1\22 mzp[{}] Zk>l*’k¢J i

logn
un—|U|—1
22k>l*,k¢J Mk
n—|U|=1 3/2
L ) + gty Zzw'k‘w "+ o)
k>l*,k¢J

B 1
E((Z° = 1)*1iz2q 25K /0)y] + 0(”3 )+ ®<logn)

<

<

DO =

can be made arbitrarily small by choosing K > ¢* sufficiently large. Furthermore,

un—|U|— 1, Un—|U|—1 Un—|U|— ) 2
Zkgl* Zk>l*,k¢J o Zk Cendin 2Pk
52 s2 - O(n?)
OnAy U=l p—a )
= | k(:;(ri‘j)nd/g L (1—<"0)e();
—|U|-1=0* _u,—|U—-1-=1* d d
> = O(n%) > log(n?).
2 = 2
O reorder. Vv K? O'l*f2\J| v K?

This completes the verification of all the assumptions for d > 5. Let d = 4, Fully analogously
to the above, by Lemma 2.12 2. and (2.15),

un—|U|=1 9 un—|U|—-1 un—|U|=1 4 .
Z/%zz* % S Zkzz*l,k‘w oi > <Zk 2nd-< /k> @(k’g (5=)) — c0(1);
s2 - s2 - O(n*logn) O©(logn) ’
—|Ul-1-1* >un—\U]—1—l*_ < nd )
Ul2*,reorder. v K(n)2 B O-l2*f2\J| v K(TL)2 (n4/(€nd)4/d) \ 77‘28

=0O(n d72€) > 10g(n4 log n);

un—|U|—1 2 un—|U 1
2isn Bl Lz sk my] Zk>l'k‘¢J E[Z{1 20> k] + 31107 g

un—|U|—1 un—|U|—1
2, o >k ks Ok
1
< SE|(22-1) vy
T M)
Zun i :U'S/Q
O (n?lIh(y) I3 + =g = + 17107 _y)
€0 (n*logn)
1 1
= ~E[(Z? - 1)1 | +o™h) +0 ().
2 ( {ZQ+|Z\>@( 5/2)} (™) logZn
The latter is arbitrarily small. O

Proof of Claims A & B for d = 3:

Proof of Claim B. The statement can be verified fully analogously to Claim 3 in the low-
temperature regime (see Section 3.2) using eigenvalue representation (3.5) once we notice
that for 1 € {ur, 2, 'ymy '} and v € {Var[[|5¥[I3], Var[|7]I3]}: 1/v/5 = ©(1) uniformly in
n. The latter is due to the above observations that p,n~! = ©(n?) and the variances are of
order ©(n?). O

Proof of Claim A. Recall that if a sequence of random variables (X,,), possesses moment
generating functions (MGF) (M,,) that are finite on a common open interval around zero,
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(—a,a) for a > 0, i.e., Mp(u) < oo for all n € N,u € (—a,a), and there exists 0 < b < a and a
finite-valued function M defined on [—b, b] such that for any u € [—b,b], M (b) = lim,, M, (b),
then there exists a random variable X, which is the distributional limit of (X}, ), its MGF is
finite on [—b,b] and coincides with M on this interval (cf. [Cur42, Theorem 3]). Using this
fact it suffices to prove that the MGFs (M,,), and (M), of (X,), and (X,), respectively,

converge pointwise for all x| < b < min (ﬁ, 112/ Var[[|v[3]) (for all n sufficiently large)

to some finite (on [—b, b]) function M, unequal to a constant function 1 (that is the limiting
law is not that of a constant 0). Note that by Lemma 2.12 2., 53 Var|||v|3] = 2 sz o3 ME ~
Cy 43 20 o s 0, and therefore, we indeed can pick b > 0 with the desired properties.

Let t € [—b,b], then utilizing the elgenvalue representation (3.5) of X,, and recalling that
Var[||4Y]3] = 2(1 + o(n®~ 1)) Zz"ll p2 we obtain that

My (t) = < ;W kz ( Vj:[—\ulkvy\I%»
><eXp< ;w((l_v:;—ﬁ%> _1>>

€f0,3)

e [0.301R() 13/ /VarlIF73]) € (0,0(ns 1))

[e.9]

k=1 p=1 13

=:fn(l)

for any € € (0,1). Here we additionally used that the MGF of (Z + p)? with Z ~ N(0,1) is

i Jﬂ_x _1 _ ) 2tle  (4o0(1))2bm
given by exp (£5= — 5 log(1 —2z)) for all < 1/2; and that 0 < Tl AT \/Var[||'y||2] <

H—g(l)ng,ul < HO ) < 3/4 by (2.15) and Lemma 2.12 2. for all n sufficiently large. Clearly,
as uz / Z;”l ! up < 1 for all k and for [ = 2 the last sum in the exponential is just one, it is

also bounded by one for all [ > 2. Therefore, uniformly in ¢ € [b,b], |f. ()] < (3/4)'/(20),
and the latter is summable. Therefore, by dominated convergence theorem,

[ele} Un—1 2 l/2
. ~ . 1 1l q. :u'k
nan;O M, (t) = exp <Z Z(\/it) nhj;o Z <Zun I ) >

1=2 k=1 p=1 '“p

And fully analogously,

lim M, (t) = exp (i ! \/_t lim Z <71/77’% )l/2>
= ex — .
n—o0 P 2l n—00 Z 1/

2 2
It remains to show that for each fixed | > 3, lim, >, (Z/:k“%)lﬂ = lim, Y, (le/f;cng)l/z

and that these limits are indeed well-defined. Note that for [ = 2, both sides of the latter
expression are equal to one, which already suffices to conclude that the limiting distribution

is non-trivial. Let us start by showing that lim,, ), (Zl/ f;ng )l/ ? is well-defined. First observe
P
that ’
Z( 1/} )”2 ( /2 >’/2 > /2 >”2
nd - 2 - ; 2 ’
2\ iR o e qop 2velomrzavioy Ly /o N yeh oy 1y
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where 7, = 2322 (1 — cos(2ra;/n)) and A,, = [-n/2,n/2)> N Z3. Let f(n) be an arbitrary
function slowly growing to infinity such that f(n) = o(n), e.g., f(n) = log(n), then using
explicit form of 7, and Taylor expanding it, one can easily get that

L = n -t ; 0 o #

yehn\{oy Y y‘e%\({o)} yeZ3\{0}
y =~ n

And fully analogously,

1 \!nooo 1
2 (n%) 2 (2m)2 |z

z€A,\{0} xcZ3\{0}

Altogether,

¥ () - 2w/ (5w <=

zeZ?\{0} y€Z3\{0}

It remains to prove that (Zziu,% )l/2 / >k (le/?;n% )1/2 — 1, which can further be reduced

to showing >, ph / Y-, 1/nf. — 1 as n tends to infinity. The latter simplification is due to the
proof of (3.6), which gives us that 3_ ,ulz) = 1Var[||v||3] +o(1) = > 1/7712) +o(1). By Lemma
2.12 2. and the proof of (2.15) (and since the contribution of the smallest |U| eigenvalues py
to the sum is irrelevant), we furthermore know that >, p / >, 1/n} <1 and for k < n?,

pr > max(Ag — a1, Apqjp|), where g is the k-th largest eigenvalue of G = G?{:Vg'\chUc
and o7 is the largest eigenvalue of A := G?{:Vg'\UcXUG?{:Vg'll}leG%':Vg']Uch. Notice that
0 < aq < Trace(A) < C(U) X pepe yev G?{:Vg' (z,)? = O((logn)>n) by (2.12). Hence, since
Me = Ui+ = O(n?/k*3), for k < log®n: up = M\p(1 — o(1)) with o(1) uniform in this
range of k. Combined with an argument analogous to our proof of the existence of the limit,
this implies that

Up— log®n log® n Un

P ) T /) S O/t S /) Trace((G))

nd og®n og®n nd o 0-avg.
Shsa 1) S8 ()l S, (nP)t Spa 1/ (nP)t Trace(G™*))

as n — oo and that Trace((G')") = ©(n?). But now due to spacial homogeneity of zero-
average Green’s function (and periodicity as we are on the torus),

l l
Trace((G(/]\':Vg')l) — Trace((G")!) = Z Z Z HG?{:Vg' (T, Tt1)

k=11C{1,..l} z;€UHET; i=1
|I|=k x;€U°j¢I

Elj(,i)Z > G%‘jvg'(u,mz)(ﬁG%‘jvgm,mm)G‘X:“g-(xl,u)

k=1 €U m; €Ay i1 i=1

IN

l
(Z> MTrace((ngjvg)l) =2 - 1)@Trace((ag-jvg-)l)
k=1

k) n3 n3
with the convention that z;;1 = x1. This immediately yields that the ratio of interest
Trace((G"))/ Trace((G?\':Vg')l) converges to 1 as n tends to infinity, and herewith completes
our proof. O
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3.4 Local correlation functions of the Spherical model

The key objective of this subsection is to prove Corollary 3.2, that is to show that
| T 0] 28| [ e | .7)
xeU xzeU

where y/Ba in correspondence with Theorem 3.1 is either an m2-massive GFF on Z? if
B < B, a GFF on Z% if B = B, or a GFF on Z% plus an independent drift VB — BeX1,4 with a
Rademacher random variable X if 5 > .. Note that since we already know that 8y converges
in law towards vy, to obtain (3.7), it suffices (see, for instance, [Bil95, Theorem 25.12]) to
verify uniform integrability of variables [H wel 9;;] .- The latter follows instantaneously from
the following:

Lemma 3.4 (Moments of spins of the spherical model). Let 8 be a configuration of
the spherical model on torus A, = ']I‘Z at inverse temperature 3 > 0. For any p € Ny, there
exists a constant C, > 0 independent of n such that

VA3 [|00’2p] < Cp.

Indeed, since sup,, E[|X,,|?] < oo implies uniform integrability of (X, ), and as by gener-
alized Holder’s inequality,

‘ , /0] N
VAn,ﬁ[HW%] <] VAnﬁ[‘HJ:’QZx‘UI] < vp, 5 [[goHUImaxs(ix)]
The last inequality follows from the fact that spins of the spherical model on torus are

identically distributed.

We now proceed to the proof of the lemma, which is motivated by [Luk20, Lemma 3].

Proof. Recall that by Proposition 2.8, +/B6 has the same law as any massive (m? > 0) GFF
@ on A, conditioned on ||| = Bn?. Therefore,

2 2
BPua, 5(00°] = Eleg” | llel3 = 8n].
Let Q = (q$7w)x7we[07n)dnzd be an orthonormal matrix consisting of eigenvectors of GAn,m2

such that QTG ,,2Q = diag(((m? + nw) )w), where (Mw)wefo,n)dnze are the eigenvalues of
—Anp,. Let (Zy)w be i.i.d. standard normal random variables. Then,

law 1
Y=\ Ap = gz, ——Z > ;
(eoen, = (% e ) en,

we[0,n)dNZ4
1 1
lells = > ngu
we[0,n)dNZ4 v

Using this we obtain on the one hand that

= Lmlleld | lol = nt) =L ¥ B[ [] o | S s
ndp 2 2 ndp W1 ,eeryWp j=1 m? + Tho; Mo +m?
€[0,n)?nz4

And on the other hand, by Lemma 2.12,

2 2p Zws 72
2 2 _ dl _ w; w . d
o ot = 3 (o e[ [T | 5 =

Wi,eW2p N =1
€[o,n)¢nzd
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2p

1 Z; VA
55 ol s

T2 D
nep w1, e m2 + N o T +m

€[0,n)¢nzd

Since conditional density of (Zy/v/m? + 1w)w given 3, cio n)yinzd mZi = pn? depends
in each coordinate only on its modulus, the conditional law of the new vector obtained by
swapping a sign of a coordinate remains unchanged. Therefore, as long as there exists an
odd power of some Z,, in the latter product, its conditional expectation vanishes, and hence,

E[ 2p | H ||2 ﬁ d] < (2]9)! Z E[ﬁ le”j Z Zzzu 5 d:| (2 )lﬁp
Yo Pllz =pPn"] = — —— = pn?| = (2p)!6P.
ndp Wi, e m2 +77wj — Do + m2
€[0,n)¢nz4
So, va, s[0F] < (2p)! = C,, as desired. O

4 The infinite spin-dimensionality distributional limit of the
spin O(/N) model

The goal of the present section is to understand the “local” infinite spin-dimensionality
limit (N — o0) of the spin O(/N) model both on the finite domain and in the infinite volume
limit. More precisely, we prove the following two theorems corresponding to these cases
respectively that combined with Scheffé’s lemma' yield Theorem 1.2 in the introduction.

Theorem 4.1 (N — oo limit of spin O(N) model on a finite torus). Let A = T¢ and
S = (Sz)een € (VNSN-HAl be a configuration of the spin O(N) model at inverse temperature
B >0, ie, S~ uxng. Then for any M € N, the density function of sV = (S;);:é\M
converges as N — oo to that of an M-vectorial massive GFF scaled by 1/\/B with the mass

m? depending on B,d and n in such a way that
Gam2(z,7) = B for all z € A,

or more explicitly, m? is the unique solution to

111 1

ndm2 tnd > =8 (1
d o2 d 9 d —

P sy ™ T 22 (1 = cos(2mai/n)

Theorem 4.2 (N — oo limit of spin O(/N) model when volume grows to infinity).
For each n, N € N, let A, = T and [S]Y = [(Sz)zen, ]y be a configuration of the spin O(N)
model on the domain A, at inverse temperature 3 > 0. Then, for any M € N and a finite boz
U C Z% considered for each n sufficiently large as a subset of A, that is properly contained in

it, as N — oo followed by n — oo, ([§Jl\]/l]£¥ = [(S}C);:EIUM]QI)(RN) converges in law towards:

1. B < Be: an M-vectorial massive GFF on 7% restricted to U scaled by 1/v/B with the
mass m? depending on B and d in such a way that

Gga e (z,2) = B for all x € VA

2. B = Be: an M-vectorial GFF on 7¢ restricted to U scaled by 1/v/B;

!Scheffé’s lemma states that if a sequence of integrable functions (f.)» on a measure space (X,F,)\)
converges almost everywhere to another integrable function f, then L' ())-convergence of (f,,) towards f holds

if and only if ||fn||L1(u) — HfHLl(u)'
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3. B > Be: an M-vectorial GFF on Z% restricted to U scaled by 1/\/B plus an inde-

pendent constant (over U) random drift of the form %ZMIU with Z™ being an
M -dimensional standard normal vector.

4.1 On the finite torus

This subsection is concerned with the infinite spin-dimensionality limit of the spin O(N)
model on a finite torus and in particular proves Theorem 4.1.

Before proceeding to the proof let us quickly discuss the strategy. First, by Proposition
2.9 we know that

Law <§M) = Law (EM/\/B ‘Hcpggu — /BN, Vz € A) ,

for any N-vectorial m?-massive GFF & =: (<I> <I>reSt> such that m? > 0. Thus, for

any ¥ = (FM),en € (RM )”d, we have the following equality of densities w.r.t. Lebesgue
measure on RMn";

@ e, 0 ON))
Jen (1) = f<1>MM|<||<I> De=tyEm. (T ) a2, (BN)2)
f(”c}Tre“ ((5N 5”7%” ) )

f(||c1> 12y ((BN)z) '

M)

=fg,5 (7 2

——Trest
[

. . @2 |2 —E[|| &, |2 ]) (II<I> NG, 2 (0,0)> )
Since by the central limit theorem, < TN . N . con

verges to a centered n-dimensional Gaussian vector, we might expect that by choosing m?
as in (4.1) we will be able to conclude that the above ratio converges to one, which would
complete the proof. Motivated by this discussion, we state and prove (see A.3) the following
result, which is a partial generalization of [GK68, Chp.8 §46 Theorem 1] from R to R*.

Proposition 4.3. Let (X*); be a sequence of i.i.d. centered random vectors with the probab-
ility density function (w.r.t. Lebesgue measure on R¥) f: RF — R. Assume that
1. f € L"(R¥) for some r € (1,2];

2. all the entries of the covariance matriz C' of X! = (X});?:l are well-defined and finite,
or equivalently, for all 1 < j <k, X]l € L2(P);

3. C' is positive definite.

Then the relation

1 1 1
nk/2 (n) ne n—oo e —5(z,Cx)
f(/na) (2m)k/2/det(C)

holds uniformly over € R¥. Here, f™ is the n-fold convolution of f, as well as the density
function of Y 7| X

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Choose m? > 0 as in (4.1). Then, E[(®)?] = Gpam2(z,z) = B. We
start by checking that i.i.d. vectors ((®%)%2 — B = ((®%)? — B)zen )i satisfy assumptions of
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Proposition 4.3. Property 2. is obvious since we are working with squares of Gaussians.
As for 3., as a covariance matrix, C is positive semi-definite. Furthermore, 7 Cx = 0 iff
(x, (®")? — B) = 0 almost surely, which in turn is true only for & = 0. To verify 1., we derive
a formula for the density function f of ((®1)2 — 8),ea and show that it belongs to L"(R™)
for any r € [1,2). Let f, be the density of an m?2-massive GFF on A, then

f(t)= (1;[ ﬁ) Z fo <((—1)’“”v ty + 5)96) Live: t+p>0}-

(k)= €40,1}7
Recall that the eigenvalues of (—Ap +m?) belong to [m?, m? + 4d] (see Lemma 2.12). There-
fore,

d

f(t) < . 2 H( L,
(2m)""/2\ [det Gy e 21 \2V/Es + B

_1..2

From this explicit formula we directly see that f € LT(R"d) for any r € [1,2). Now that we
have established that Proposition 4.3 holds in our setting, we return to the ratio (4.2) derived
above.

fyaes ey, (BN = BIFMR).) (L >%x
f@212). (BN )z) “\N -

M— ~M |12
(=)

nd
(N - M) 2 f(||¢7xre5t||2—(N—M)ﬁ)x
N™2fa,12-Ng). (VN(0)2)

=1,

X

Nooo [z (0)
Prop. 4.3 fz(O)

where Z is a centered Gaussian vector in R with covariances E[Z, Zy| = E[(gpi—ﬁ)(gpi—ﬁ)]
QGi,mQ (x,y).

Ol

4.2 The infinite-volume limit: N — oo followed by n — co

In this subsection we discuss the infinite spin-dimensionality and infinite volume limit and
prove Theorem 4.2.

By first taking limit N — oo, we significantly simplify our work in light of Theorem 4.1.
Indeed, the latter yields that for any n € N fixed, [gi‘f]nN converges in law as N — oo to

ﬁ[@?f]n = \/LB[(Q););:EII}’M],@, an M-vectorial m2-massive GFF on A,, == T¢ restricted to
U. Now, since we are working with M independent identically distributed centered Gaussian
vectors, to complete the proof we only have to verify that the covariance matrix of one of
the coordinate processes ([y]n)n converges to the covariance matrix of either an m?2-massive
GFF zﬁU on Z¢ restricted to U if B < f,, to a GFF 1y on Z? restricted to U if 8 = B,
or if 8 > S, to the one of ¥y + /8 — 8.Z1y, where Z is an independent standard normal
random variable. For this, recall that the critical inverse temperature g. € (0, 00| corresponds
to G74(0,0). In particular, S, = oo if d = 2, . € (0,00) for d > 3. Let us have a closer look
at (4.1): using Riemann sum approximation, for m? > 0 if d = 2, or m? > 0 if d > 3, we get

1 Z 1

d d
" e tnahimivoy ™+ 22k (L cos(2ma/n)) (4.3)

n—oo 1
2 / . dz = Gya, 2(0,0).
©,1)¢ m2 4237 (1 — cos(2mzy)) ’
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This implies that if 3 < B., (m2),, solutions to (4.1) for A = A,,, converge to m? > 0,
the unique solution to Gza,,2(0,0) = B. It remains to show that in this case (8 < 3.),
Ga,m2 (7,Y) = Gga p2(,y) for all z,y € U. But this has already been done in Section 2.2
right after Definition 2.5.

Suppose that § > 5. (d > 3). By (4.3) we see that in the limit the sum in (4.1) can be at
most (.. Hence, m2 must be of order 9(1/n?). Since all non-zero eigenvalues of —A Ad are
at least of order Q(1/n?),

1 Z 1
—d 2 d _
" et (/22 oy T T 2 2k (L cos(2mai/n))

. 1— O(TLQ_d) Z 1 n—oo B
=g ~ c-
" €At (/2] [1/2))\ {0} 23 (1 = cos(2may /)

Therefore, m?2 = ﬁ—(l + o(1)) with o(1) uniform in n large. Let ul,...,u"" be the
orthonormal eigenvectors of —A Ad corresponding to 0 =1 < 2 < ... < 1n,q; in particular,

1_ _1
U —ﬁll\n- For any =,y € U, we have

nd

GA%,m% (x’ y) = Zuk(x)

k=2

(1+o(1 [Zu (5 Be)n ] (4.4)

1
—U
m2 + ny,

= (1+0(1)) [Gigvg- (2y) + (8 - m)}
2 Gra(,y) + (8 — fe),

unif. over x,y €

where G?;Wg' is the zero-average Green’s function on torus. We conclude by noticing that

(Gga(z, y)n—i— (B = Be))zyeu is the covariance matrix of Yy + /8 — B.Z1y.

Let 8 = .. From (2.5) and Remark 2 combined with the argument in the high temper-
ature regime we easily see that for any € > 0, there exists N sufficiently large such that for
alln > N, 0 <m?2 <e. Thus, for any 6 € (0,1),

_)
GZd (-%' y)< B GAn, ($ y) < GA ,m2 (1‘ y) < C;An,mln(m2 ,n*2*5)(x7y)'
unif. in U n
As e = 0, Ga (z,y) converges to Gza(z,y) uniformly in 2,y € U. Moreover, analogously

o (4.4),

1 k 1
G A, min(m2 ,n—2-9) Zu mm (m2,n—2-9) +77ku )+

min(m2,n=2-9)nd

= iu’“(w)iuk(y)(l —0(n~%) +0(n*7)
P Nk

nd
+ (Bc - L Oi(m%ﬂ?) Z 1 >]l{m2 <n—2— 5}

d
n
k277k

= (1 0(1))Ga"® (2,y) + o(1)

+ (B~ (1— o(l))G?\'ng'(O, 0)) L2 <n-2-2)
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n—oo GZd (x7 y)

unif. over z,y € U

Hence, Gy, 2 converges uniformly in U 2 to Gya as as desired.

A Appendix

A.1 Polynomial decay of zero-average Green’s function

The goal of this subsection is to prove the following.

Claim: There exists C' = C(d) > 0 such that for all n sufficiently large and y € A,

G (0,y) — Gza(0,y)] < O~

Proof. Recall that A = [—n/2,n/2)% N Z% is the canonical projection of the torus A = T¢
onto Z% and by Proposition 2.13,

avg. o — 1
2G5 (0,y) = / (P%[Xt =yl - —d>dt,
0 n

where X = (Yt)tzo is the continuous-time simple random walk on A viewed as a graph. To
obtain the desired estimate we follow the strategy of the proof of [Abal7, Proposition 1.5]
corresponding to our (2.12) and split the above integral approximately at the time X reaches

equilibrium (the uniform distribution). More precisely, as in the reference (with N = n in
n—00 27r

our setting), for A, == é(l —cos(2m/n)) "~ > (the spectral gap of X) and t, = 10g)$ 4 by
[LP17, Theorem 20.6],

& — 1 & 1
PO [X; = ——‘dt</ At = = 0(n*9).
| E = ples [ =)

The remaining part of the integral will be treated similarly to the referenced proof but with
much greater precision. Note that

[e.e]

t* t
~ N ar = 0 01y, — yldi — 2=
/0 <IP’A[Xt — 4] dt / ZP KPY[X, = yldt —
ti++/ 4ty log(nd) ‘
0, / PY Ny > t, + \/4t. log(nd)]dt|.
0 A

0 T tkeft t
€ P[Xk:y]/ dt — = +
l;) 0 0 k! nd
Here N; is the number of jumps of (Ys)s up to time ¢t. Let us show that fo* P%[Nt >
te + /4t log(nd)]dt = o(n*~?) as n — oco. For t € (0,t,) by exponential Markov’s inequality,
PQ[N; > t. + /4t log(nd)] < )1\1;% exp <t(6)\ —1) — Mty + /4t log(nd))>
< exp <t*)1\1;f(') [(e -1) (1—{—\/4)\ )])
= exp (L. [v/AX ~ log (1+VAX,) (1+ v/AN,)])
—_———

>V~ /2
< exp (= 26 (1 - o(1)) < (n) 732,

(A1)
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And thus, [j" PRIV, > t. + /At Jog(nd)]dt < t.n=3Y2 = ©(n?*~34/21og(n)) = o(n?~9) as
desired. Furthermore, for 0 < k < t, + \/4t, log(n?) = t,

d
PO[X, = y] = > B Xk =y+m.
veZ:
dyq (0,y+nv)<t,
We split the latter sum into two parts: /#,Cyv/log(n?) < dza(0,y +nv) < ¢, and dza(0,y +
nv) < \/t,Cqy/log(n?) for some Cyq > 0 to be determined later. We ShOW that the contri-

bution of the former fragment of the sum to Z%:o P Xy, = v] g* the= - “dt can be made as

small as 0(n2*d) if Cy is chosen appropriately (the lower bound is clearly zero). For some
appropriate absolute (depending only on the dimension) constants ¢, ¢, rg > 0, Ry < oo,

s k 725 0.74
W > A=yl
RAR \/tTde/log(nd)

St* dyq (0,y4+nv) <t

gc(tfv/md

5 i 050 2 V] st

=0(n?+dlog?*! (n))

< dn?td 10gd+1(n)P8’Z [nfax|Xk| > (Cy/d)r\/ T, log(nd)}

< cln2+d logd+1(n)Roe—ro(Cd/d)2 log(n?) _ @(n2+d—mC§/d 10gd+1(n)).
The last inequality (and in particular, existence of ry, Ry as above) follows from [LL10,

Proposition 2.1.2 (b)]. By choosing Cy such that Cy > dv/2/70, say, Cq = (2d/\/To) V 1, we
get that the latter expression is o(n?~%). It remains to treat

b 0.74 e phe—t ty
I, = Z Py [Xk:y—i—nv]/ dt — —.
k=0 vezd:d, 4(0,y+nv) 0 ’
<Cy4y/t), log(n?)

First observe that [, b o “dt = P[Pois(t,) > k + 1] (by definition of the upper incomplete
gamma function and exphclt expression of Poisson cumulative distribution function in terms
of it). Therefore,

t/
* 4 t
Ingz Z Pg’Z [Xk:y—{—m)]—n—z,

k=0 UEZd:dZd (0,y+nv)
<Cqy/t, log(n?)

but also
I, > P[Pois(t,) > t, — 1/ 4ts log(nd)]

t.—+/ 4ty log(nd)

0,2% Ty

X P, [ X, = - —

Z 0 [ k=Y T+ nv] nd

k=0 v€Z4:d,q(0,y+nv)
<Cyy/t log(n?)
tx—1/4ts log(nd) .
> (1 — p34/2 pOZ — -
( ) > 07 X =y o] —
k=0 v€Z4:d,q(0,y+nv)

<Cy/t, log(nd)
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In the latter inequality we have used that fully analogously to (A.1), P[Pois(t.) < t. —
2|2
V4t Jog(n?)] < n=342. Define py, : RY — R by pp(z) = 2(27rk)d/2 ~“55 and write o ¢ k if

k and z have the same parity, i.e., if k+xz;+...+ 24 is even. Set further Ey(z) := (IP’O’Zd (X% =

|z| 200

x] —pk(x))]l{;“_)x}. By [Lawl2, Lemma 1.5.2], |z|* Y ;5 q|Ek(z)] —— 0 for every a < d.
Note that for y € A and v € Z4\ {0}, |y + nv| = Q(n) > n/2. Altogether, this implies that

for t € {t,,t. — /4t log(n®)} and o € (d — 2,d),
t
> Y BYK=yim)

k=0 vez?:d,4(0,y+nv)
<Car/t, log(n?)

t
_ Z Z Dk (y + Tw)]l{kﬁernv}
k=1 peZ9\{0}:d,yq (0,y+nv)
<Cyy/t, log(nd)

=:Jn(t)

ZPOZ y] = O((logn)Ho(n=2).

=o(n2-4)

Claim 1: 0 < 2dGza(0,y) — > ko Pg’Zd [(Xi = 9] < o(n?>79).

Claim 2:  |J,(t) — &

n

= O(n?79).

Note that combined with the above arguments these claims would imply the desired result.
Indeed, by the above and since G4 (0,y) is finite for all y € Z¢,

t
af2—d o 3d/2 024y _ 1\ _ bx 0-avg.
O~ + (1= n~*?) (1, + kz_o]po [Xe = 9]) = =5 < 2dG™5(0,)

/

22dGch (07y)7o(n2_d)

t
_ t d
<O+ Ju - 5+ Y BT Xk =y,
k=0

/

SQdsz (Ovy)+o(n27d)

Hence, |G%2&(0,y) — Gz4(0,y)| = O(n?79).

Let us first prove Claim 1. Recall that 2dGz4(0,y) = 315 IP’O’Zd Xk = y] Therefore, it
only remains to check that the tail (k > t) of this sum decays at rate o(n?~9). Thlb follows
almost immediately from the following three observations: px(y) < C(d)r~ 2, |Ex(y)| <
(‘)(kfgfl) by [Law12, Theorem 1.2.1 (1.10)] and t = Q(n?logn), which together imply that
the tail is bounded by [ . logn(rfgfl + 7“7%) < 0(n?>~4/(log n)%fl) =o(n?>"%) as d > 3.

We turn to Claim 2 and first show that the contribution of k& < en? terms (for any
0<e<1)is O(n*9). Indeed, since Ry 3 r — p,(2) is increasing on (0, |2|?) for any 2 € R?
and |y + nv|? > %2 for v € 74\ {0},

o 2en® g NA/2 alytnel?
< 2(_) S|
Y Y nwews ¥ [ () et
k=1 vez\{0}:d 4 (0,y+nv) veZN\{0}:d,4 (0,y+nv)
<Cyy/t, log(nd) <Cg/t log(nd)
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&0 d

< g caly +nv?~@ / s2 % %ds
dly+nv|?

veZA\{0}:d,q (0,y+nv) 4en?
<Cyy/t, log(n?)
d —2 2
< ggn? e E ‘E to| edelntl
n

v€ZMN{0}:d,,q (0,y+nv)
<Cqn/t, log(nd)

d 2C4logn
d d (i
< dn? g2 H ( Z 645(,Z+U¢)2>

i=1 \y;=—2C, logn

d
d
< din?de?- </e a” dm—l—l) = ¢gn? 4?72,
R

In the third line we used that for all x > 1,

ld/2] &k

[e.e]
[ (1 T (5-4) )
z k=2 j=2
Note also that there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for all |z| < 2Cy1/t, log(n),
2 .
t, > s > en* p(2)/ps(z) € (1 - clg§ >+, 1+ clgggnQ"). Since |y + nv| < dza(0,y + nv) <
d|ly + nv|, and %pk is the density function of N(O, Sldd), this yields that

1 s(n(L
Tn(t) S 1icOg ’) / ds/ p(n(a + L”J))olwrci)(n?*“l)
etn? Bi( =2 a0, t’ ‘°g<”d))\[ 1.4y 2
2 )l (2 +
_n 0g” n / dr/ Pzt ) LUJ)var(i)(nz‘d),
nd o Be( A log(n ))\_%7%)(1 2

where |v] € Z¢ stands for the point on the grid Z? such that v € [v] +[~1/2,1/2)¢ and <,
here means that J,,(t) < r.h.s. with a = 2, non-negative 9(n?>~%) and + in 1 + clOgQQ" and
Jn(t) > r.hs. for a = 1/(2d) with O(n?>=%) =0 and — in 1+ 22 Observe that

E°n

2

t

-
0< — dr
nd

Therefore, we can add [ 2, 2) back to the integral by adding —O(n?~?) to the lower bound
of J,,(t), for the upper bound other than that nothing changes. Using first less precise bounds,
let us further show that

Jn(t):Z—z/et /Rd rlat10)) g, 4 op2-ay. (A2)

By the mean-value theorem, for any v € Bd(%y, 20y ti‘long#d)), there exists ¢, € [0, 1] such

that
e+ 1od) = (5 )]

Spr(g
n T

dlZ 4+ (1= cy)v+clv]|

n

—i—(l—cv)v—i-chvj) v — [v]|
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< e (G5 (4 +0)) BT

Furthermore, for any C' >0, 0 < s < ¢,

P[IN(0, (s/d)Idg)|| > C'/t, log(n)] < P[IN(0,1dg)|| > Cy/dlog(n)]

<1=P[N(0,1)] < Cy/log(n®)]? < 1— (1 —n9)¢ = O(n=1%).

#/, log(nd
Hence, for R := aCy %2("),

pr(i+ o)), _ pr(w) o cale) pr(w/V2)(ul+1)
/Bd(ny,R) 2 ¢ _/Bd(o,R) y ET O</Bd(o,3) 2 d)

= BN, (/)| < Bl = o1+ B[In(0, (r/d)1a,)]))

— 1= 0(n ) + %0(1)

r

and analogously,

/ G 1) 4 e, (/)i | > RI(L+ 0(1/))
pi(m) 2

£~ 0 (E[INO, (r/d)1d.)|P]*BIIN(, (r/d)id) | > B'?)

= O(n~Ci/2) (1 + %)

r

where we additionally used Cauchy inequality. This in turn implies that

107g1;jln /Bd § R) pr(%+ v J)d —O< t log® ”) — o(n?%);

2 n2 nd

pr(f+v)), —acz2 VY oy,
nd/ dr/Bd o)’ 5 dv-(‘)(n d W)-o(n )

%/ /BdJR +LUJ)dv:O<t;dt*)=0(n2_d).

Hence, (A.2). Note that the above arguments as well imply that |.J,, (t)—%| = 0(n*%/ L) =
O(n*?y/logn).

Let us now prove that |.J,,(t) — %] = O(n?*?). By Taylor’s theorem for multivariate
functions, for k € Z%,x := £ + k and u,w € B == [-1/2,1/2)%:

1
pr(z) = pr(z 4+ u) —u? Vpo(z) — uT/O (1 —t)D?p.(x + tu)dt u.

Note that the second term on the right-hand side is symmetric w.r.t. the origin as a function
in u. Hence, if we integrate both sides w.r.t. u and w over B,

pr(z) — /prx+u du+/// tyul D?p,(z + tu + w) u dtdudw
:///(1—t)UT(D2pr(ﬂc+tu+w)—DZpT(x—i—tu))udtdudw.
BJBJO
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since |B| = 1. Observe that (D?p,(2));; = (%)zpr(z)(zizj — L4;,;) with the maximal eigen-
value (d)zpr(z)(|z|2 — L) and the remaining ones equal to —gpr(z). Thus, since r > ¢ > 0,

‘// t)u’ D¥py (2 + tu) udtdu‘<// |u? )pr(z+tu)(2|z|2+2|u|2 d)dtdu
<(—) (2lzl2+ +2 //em \QPT )dtdu

< () (e 5+ d) @ (5)

The latter as a function in z is clearly integrable, hence, by Fubini’s theorem

> (/prm—i—udu—/// Tszr(x—l—tu—i-w)udtdudw)

rel 474
1
= / pr(z)dz — / / (1-— t)uT/ D?p,(z + tu)dz u dtdu = 2.
R4 B JO R4

Here we also used that 3p,(z) is a density function of N(0, £Id;) and so, [papr(2)(2izj —
§5i,j) = 2(§6i,j — §5i,j) = 0. Moreover, by the mean-value theorem, for any 4,7 < d, z € R,

[(D?py (2 +w) = D?pr(2)), ] < Sup]!V( *pr)ij(z + cw)|w]

c€[0,1
— <g)3 sup pr(z+ cw)‘ < - H (z 4 cw); + g Z (z+ cw)lfs{i,j7k}\{l}> ‘]w[
c€[0,1] le{i gk} lefi gk} k
<(5) (505 H (e o+ 3VEl +w)
< C(d,e)(%)gpr(z\—/gw) (yz +wf + |z +w|® + g\z +w| + |z +w| + g + 1)
< 0(d, €)<g>3pr(z\—{/—§w> (yz +wl® + g\z +w| + 2)

For us, of interest is z = x +tu. Note that by analogous estimation procedures we can further
conclude that

T(Zj/-iw><!z+w\3+§\z+wl+§> §C(d,a)pr(xzw><\x+w\3+§!m+wy+2)

This then yields that

Z /B‘ / /1( t)u (DQPT(@" +tu+w) — D?p,(x + tu))u dtdu‘dw
S A 570
<C'(d, )(r> Z /Pr(ng j2w><‘x w‘3+_l’$+w‘ Td)dw

<cwa(5) (ellp(o )] + z=(INGo o) + )

< C(d,e)r=3/2,

Altogether, this part combined with (A.2) show that

n? [ t
Tn(t) = — 1+ 0(1)r /) dr + O(n*™4) = = £ O(n*™
0 =25 [ (10 2)ar + 0(n*4) = L5 £ o)
with O(1) uniform in r > e. This concludes the proof of Claim 2 as desired. O
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A.2 Bound on GY*#(0,y) for y € U in dimension three

Let d = 3. Recall that A C [-n/2,n/2)? N Z% is the canonical projection of A onto
72, U = (0]—|n/2], |n/2]]%) N Z? and U is the corresponding preimage under the canonical
projection. Let y = (y1,...,yq) € U.

Claim: In dimension d = 3 for all n € N sufficiently large, nd*2G(}\_an' (0,y) < ¢ for ¢ <
32/3 4
24m)2/3

%This bound would suffice to prove the second claim of point 8 of Proposition 2.14.

Proof. Without loss of generality, due to the symmetries of torus we can assume that y; >
... > yq > 0. In particular, since y € U, y; = L%J In A.1 we showed that

tx
d d n2
d—2 ~0-avg. 2—a Y
2dn" G (0,y)§—2w2+0(1)+cde 2+/€ dr( E qr<ﬁ—|—k>—1>,

kez3
Vi:|ki| <Cylogn

dlog(n?)

dj2 _dl=”
where t, = 53 i) / e T2 .

2rr

n? and ¢,(z) = (

Let us first verify that even if n is odd, we can set y; = n/2, which would lead to an error
of order at most o(1). Note that since |k1| < Cylogn, r > e > 0,

qr(% + (%,0,...,0) +k> - qr<% +k>e5(<252+(k1+y’3)5) = qr(% +/<:) <1 + O(liin>).

Since we have already proven in A.1, that >3, /s ar(L+k) <1+ O(1)r=3/2 < ¢(¢), the above
implies that

RS 2

o) [*ur £ af2en)-o(*52) -

kez?
Vi:|k;|<Cqlogn

Therefore,
d 4
d—2 ~0-avg. 24 n Yy
2dn* "Gy g(O,y)§ﬁ+o(1)+cde 2+/6 dr(qu(g+k)—1>, (A.3)

where y = n/2 and the remaining coordinates are the same as of y.

We further show that >, ;s qr(% + k) under our previous assumptions on y* is maximized
at (%, 0,... ,0). For this notice that ¢,(z) = ngl fr(x;) with f,. being a density function of
a centered normally distributed random variable of variance r/d. Hence,

y" . Yi (Y
- Ji . i
o) ~IH(X A (5 +) = TT5(5)
keZ3 i=1 “Mlez i=1

Note that F, is a function on a one-dimensional continuous torus T = [—1/2,1/2]/ ~ (or al-
ternatively, a periodic function on R). Since furthermore it is in L?(T), by Carleson’s theorem
it coincides with its Fourier series almost everywhere, and thus by continuity, everywhere.
We have

*

y* ) )2 2 yl _L(27r)2 2
F (_Z) — Qd( ™) P 5 <2 _> < 2d p
r n Z € COS p n ~ Z e

PEL pEZL
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1o,... ,0) (independently of the

with equality reached at y; = 0. So, from now on let y* = (2,

value of y € U).

Let us further investigate the last summand of (A.3). Using the aforementioned Fourier
series and noticing that all of them are absolutely convergent and integrable as functions in
r over r > ¢, we get

t

I::/an_gdr<2qr<%*+k)—1>

kez3
Ty 00
:/’%r[ 3 e‘ﬁ(Zﬂ)2|w2<1—QZ(—1)l_ %212) zz 50
€ weZ2\{0} I=1

€[0,1] unif. in r>e

It is easy to see that [ /n2 Yoo R T = O(n~1). Therefore, the above is bounded

by the integral of the integrand over (e,00) plus O(n~!). By Fubini’s theorem, the former
integral equals to

o0

Z / dre—za(2m? w|2<1—2z le—zal >_22 2126—%(277)212.

weZ2\{0}

Note that for a fixed constant M > 0 (to be determined, but independent of ¢),

3 / dre— ) |w2<1_2f: » 2d<2w>212> <2y e~ 24wl
weZ*\{0} - (@) weZ?\{0} [w]?
lw|>M/\e e lw|>M/\E

2
2 00 efi(27r)252 00 672%(2@232 (2d)267%(27r)2 \/g
< A < Ve
~ (27m)? <2W /M ds s +4/y ds 52 ) - (2m)t M2 <7T+ 2M>
Altogether,

M2
— S (2m)?

(= + 2£>

— \n (2m)4 M2 M
4 > _i(27r)2|w2|: : QMNE(e_%(%)%Q 6_%(2@2(1#)2)}
e 2d - — _
Cr? | S wE T e e+ e + (4 1)2
Vi|wi| <M /+/e odd

5002~ &m0 (1) )

)2 i ( n (1+1)2
bad

We can write

1,2+ wlwtanh () — wfwlcoth (Fh) | coth (7)) — tanh (73]

|wl? 4wl 2|w|
) > 4k — 1 N 1
= T
— (lwP + 2k = 1)?)(lwl* + 4k2) " |w|sinh(7|w])
> 1 1 1
; <\w\2 +12 |Jwr+ I+ 1)2> W]w] sinh(7|w|)
odd
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using the following series’ representations (cf. [GRO7, 1.217 1, 1.421 2, 1.421 4]) for the
hyperbolic trigonometric functions

tanh(x) = SxZ T T P VzeR;
1

1 1
coth(x) :2xkzlm +§ VzeR\{0}.
The proof of these expansions follows directly from [Dun09]. We have shown so far that

2 —ﬁ(zn)Q
1<Cuyes QT

(2m)4 M2 m
;2 S emmenuly Mﬁ/g <1 G b e—%(%>2(l+1)2>
€ —
(2m)?2 weZ(0) P lw|? + 12 jw|2 + (14 1)2
|lw|<M/\/E odd
[e¢) 1 1
+ - = /41
l:lJrZM/\/E <’w’2 +12 fwP+ 0+ 1)2>]
odd
2d . 21 12 1
—g@m)w - 4
BChE ; © "] sinh (|w]) 2
weZ*\{0}
lw|<M//e
s ()72 =5 (2m)? (141)?
2d e 2d e 2d B A
22( N (141)2 > = As.
odd

for an appropriate Cp; > 0. For the term As, notice that by Fatou’s lemma

0 — = (2m)212 £ (2m)2(1+1)2 0 2

e 2d e 2d 1 1 s
lim inf - > = —.
o ( 2 (+1)? > Z <12 I+ 1)2> 12

odd odd

Therefore, for all € > 0 very small, there exists ¢(¢) > 0 which converges to 0 as e does, such

that A3 < —Q—dQ%Q + c(e). As for As,

(2m)
(27)? T /°°
< —_— K
2d 4 < Z w|sinh (w|w|) — 27 dsssmh (ms) Z ksmh k)
wez2\{0} 2
47 47 8
+ + +

(1, Dfsinh(x|(1, 1))~ [(2,2)|sinh(x[(2,2)]) ~ |(1,2)[sinh(r|(1,2)[)

A +/°° ds 27
sinh() 1 sinh(7s)

1 1 2
A V/2sinh(7v/2) * 2v/2 sinh(72+/2) * \/gsinh(ﬂ'\/g)>
= —27log(tanh(7)) — 2log(tanh(7r/2))

< —2rlog(tanh(m)) +

+4 ( S : + : TR )
i sinh(m) ~ /2sinh(mv/2)  2v/2sinh(72v/2)  V/5sinh(rv5) /)

We have (22722 (Ag + As) < d(e) 4+ 2m(0.2411 — 7/12) < ¢ (€) — 0.047. It remains to estimate

. I (2m?i? . . .
Aq. We start by investigating [ — % =: g(I) — of interest to us are its regions of
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monotonicity. For [ > 1,

(WP +2) 0 — £ (2m)212 272 2
ST (1) = e s (14 S (2m)2 (4 wf?)) -

> (1= 53 @m?P) (14 55 @)@ + uf)) 1
_ _<€(Z7;)2)2 <l4 n ZQ‘?U‘Q _ (272.‘.6;28‘?1}‘2)'

In particular, the subinterval of [1,00) on which g(I) is decreasing ({Il > 1 : ¢'(I) < 0}) is
therefore included in the range of solutions of the following inequality

I+ 2w >
ol 2 gl

;
ZQ+M>|UJ|2 2d L_{_l
2 = (2m)2%e |w]? 4

$I>1

1> [l 2 1 1 1_
=NV erzewE T T2 T

Furthermore, observe that

() —gl+1) = (20 + 1)(1 — e 3@ FY _ (j|2 4 12) (e~ 2201 _ =322 (1+1)?)
e (lw]? + ) (Jw]? + (1 + 1)?)

< 20+1

= (w2 +2)(Jw2 + (1 +1)2)

Hence, since on {l >1:¢'(l) >0}, g¢g(I)—g(l4+1) <0 (up to a borderline value of 1),

MIVE /1 _ o= 5@ 1 _ o~ (+1)? O 1 1
2 - 2 -
Z( [wlz + 12 [w + (1 +1)? >+ 2 <!w!2+12 !w!2+<l+1>2>

=1 I=1+M
odd odd/\/g
20+1
<2
= 2 WP+ PP+ (+17)
odd
</°° (2z + 1)dz N
= Jua TP+ )P+ @ 1) ol {Iwizss}
1 W wy — 1 C
= et ) =t () o)

- 1 C
= Jw? + (w, —1)2 mp{mp _}

for appropriate constants ¢,C' > 0. The second summand in the third line comes from the
evaluation of the integrand at its local maximum point (which clearly has the leading term
proportional to |w|?) if it is greater or equal to w, — 1. Note further that w* —1>w.(l-

Veel/4) for some ¢ > 0 and |w|?+w?(1—/ce /)2 > |w|?(1+(1—cv/e) (/5 + 27T) ‘Jlg 3)) =

2 An explicit computation shows that the pre-coefficient of the leading term of the local maximum point is

1/V/3.
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1 1-— 2d : L . 1 2d 2d :
2 (lw|? + 21+2£ (2ﬂ)26]w]). For simplicity set a := 21+Z§‘ [ Gayze & 2/ @oyze- 1t is now
possible to estimate Aq,

(27)? [ 2 C }
A<D +
2 5 2 Aol ralul TP {ms)

lw|<M/+/E

M
Ve 2 * 2 &
<on Ve 2rdr +4/ dr —i—C'/ @—i- 8
. rZ+tar 1 r’+ar < 3 1+4+a

SC\/E+47T10g< +M/f> 10g(C;+1)

+
2r M
< 4rlog (1 + QiT/ﬁ) + c(e)

with ¢(¢) — 0 as ¢ — 0. To sum up, for all n sufficiently large,

2
1 0.047 + drlog (1+ M) 4o 2 o= 47 (2”

(2m)?

d
2

d 2G0 an( y) < —|—C(€)—|—Cd€2

)

with ¢(e) > 0 that can be made arbitrarily small by choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small (but
non-zero). Note that since d = 3, the last summand is as well arbitrary small. Let us choose
M > 0 such that 224 = 1. Then,

V2d
o Oave. 1 — 0.047 + 4w log(3/2) + me 32/3
d—2 ~0-avg < -
nmGy T (0,y) < on)2 +o(e) < 3 e (A.4)
O

A.3 Proof of Proposition 4.3

Let us recall the result that we want to prove.
Proposition A.1. Let (X%); be a sequence of i.i.d. centered random vectors with the prob-
ability density function (w.r.t. Lebesgue measure on R¥) f : R¥ — R. Assume that

1. f € L"(R¥) for some r € (1,2];

2. all the entries of the covariance matriz C' of X! = (X});?:l are well-defined and finite,
or equivalently, for all 1 < j <k, X]l € L2(P);

3. C is positive definite.

Then the relation

1 1 =i
f(/na) (2m)k/2/det(C)

holds uniformly w.r.t.  inR*. Here, f™ is the n-fold convolution of f, as well as the density
function of Y7, X

The following proof follows the lines of the one for the case k = 1 in [GK68, Chp.8 §46
Theorem 1].
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Proof. Let 1 denote the characteristic function of X!, and 1, the characteristic function of
>y X' In particular,

v) = [ e iede and @) = [ dO@)de = o)

Rk

By assumption f belongs to L"(R¥) and to L!'(R¥) as a density function. Therefore, also
fe Lu(Rk) for any u € (1,r). This can be deduced from Hoélder’s inequality as follows. Let
0 =21 ec(0,1),p="12t € (1,00) and p' = p/(p — 1) such that %—i—}% = 1. Then by

Hoélder’s inequality,

[ 7 < WALl = WA <

Let f(t) = Jr e 2m®@1) f(x)dax be the Fourier transform of f. Then by Hausdorff-Young
inequality (see, e.g., [G1a14 Proposrcion 2.2.16]) we know that if f € LP(R*) for some
p €[1,2], then f € L¥' (R¥) for p' = . Thus, the above observations about f and the fact
that f(t) = 1(—27t) yield that ¢ is in Lq(Rk) for any ¢ > -5 In particular, we get that for
any n > 713, ¥p is integrable. Hence, by inversion formula theorem,

n 1 —i(x

and thus,

nt2 {0 (Vi) =

(Qi)k /R @O (1)t

On the other hand, we know that

1 o @eay _ 1 ][ i@~ 3 (501 gy
(27)k/2/det(C) (2m)*

Therefore, to conclude the proof it suffices to show that
Rofa) = [ @0 (nt/ym) — 300 at
Rk

converges to zero as n tends to infinity uniformly over & € R*. By central limit theorem
(multivariate version) and dominated convergence theorem (||t ||z < 1), for any r > 0

fixed,

n—oo .
— 0 uniformly over x.

/Bk(om) —i( <¢n(t/\/_) e %wﬂ) dt

—i(m,t)—1(t,Ct)

Moreover, by taking r sufficiently large we can make ‘ f| t>r © dt| arbitrarily small.

It is only left to treat the term
I:= / e @8y (t/+/n)dt
[t|>r

which we further split into two integrals I; and Iy over r < [t| < ey/n and [t| > &/n,
respectively, for some £ > 0 small. Let us start with I;. By our assumptions, 1 is twice
differentiable with

Vi(0) =0, D?*)(0) = —C.
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Hence, by Taylor’s theorem, in the neighbourhood of 0,
1 1
V(t) = 1= (V(0)"t + 5" (D*(0))t + o([t]*) = =t Ct + o(|t[*).

By assumption, C is positive definite, so it is possible to choose € > 0 sufficiently small such
that for all [t| < e, the remainder of the expansion o(|¢|?) is smaller than 1¢7Ct. Then,
()| <1— 170t < e 3" Ct and

n< [ e [ oo [ ooy,
r<ftlsevin r<ft|<evm r<lt]

Thus, by taking r sufficiently large we can make |I1| arbitrarily small. Let us finally consider
I. Recall that f(t) = ¢(—2nt), and thus by Riemann-Lebesgue lemma (see [Gral4, Propos-
ition 2.2.17]), |¢(t)| — 0 as |t| — co. Moreover, |1(t)| < 1 for t # 0. Indeed, suppose first
that there exists a non-zero ¢ such that ¢(¢) = 1. Then the following must hold:

/(1 — cos((t,z))) fla)dx = / (1 — sin((t, 2))) f(z)da = 0.
>0 >0

And hence for f(x)dz-a.e. x, 1 —cos((t,z)) = 0, which is clearly impossible unless ¢ is zero.
Suppose now that |1 (t)| = 1, and consider Z := X! — X2, Then v#(t) = 1, and we get that
for fz(x)dx-a.e. x, 1 —cos((t,x)) = 0. This again implies that ¢ = 0. Altogether, we proved
that there exists ¢ > 0 such that [¢(¢)| < e™¢ for all |t| > e. Thus, for a fixed ¢ > -5

r—17

L] < e ("9 / Y(t//n)|idt = e~ Dpk/2 / »(t)|2de.
L] m%\/ﬁ! (t/vn)| \ , |t|>€‘ ()|
<0

n— o0

A.4 Proof of Proposition 3.3

We want to prove the following.

Proposition A.2. Let (X;,)i<nnen be a triangular array of independent centered random
variables with the probability density functions f;, (w.r.t. Lebesgue measure on R). Assume
that

1. fin € L"(R) for some r € (1,2] (independent of i,n) such that sup; , || finllLr < M for
some M > 0;
2. for alli <mn,n €N, O‘Z~27n = Var[X ,,] < co ordered such that O‘in > ... >02

n,n’

3. Lindeberg’s condition is satisfied, that is, for any e > 0,

2121 ]E[in]l{|Xi7n|>asn}] n—00,
2
S’I’L

0,

2 n 2
where s =Y 1, 07,

4. there exist § > 0 (uniform), K(n) > 1, l.(n) > 1,n > I*(n) > 2[;Z5] such that for all
n sufficiently large
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Zizz*(n)E[Xiz,n]l{\Xi,an(N)}] < 1
ZiZl*(n) Uz'Q,n B

(c) % > log (iai,)

U * N
l i=1

(b)

co

Then the relation

n—oo ]- — 2

snf ™ (spz) =22 \/ﬁe T

holds uniformly over R. Here, ) is the convolution of fins--s fon, as well as the density
function of 31 X; . Note that s, f™(s,x) is the density of L 1X’ LeislZin

The following proof is a modification of the one given in A.3.

Proof. Let 1; , denote the characteristic function of X; ,, and (" the characteristic func-
tion of Y1 | Xin, §(t) = [ e *"*'g(x)dz be the Fourier transform of g : R — R (for an
appropriate g). With the same argument as in A.3, fi,n,i/)l'm € LI(R) for any ¢ > 5. In
particular, by Hélder’s inequality,

[ |2 = H ﬁﬂ%,n .
i1

Hence, by inversion formula theorem, f (" = 5= f]R ety () (¢ (t)dt. To conclude the proof

it suffices to show that
. t2
D, (x) = / et <1/)(")(t/sn) - e2> dt
R

converges to zero as n tends to infinity uniformly over x € R. We first split D,, into two
integrals over [t| < r and [t| > r for some r > 0 (to be specified later). By Lindeberg-
Feller central limit theorem and dominated convergence theorem (|1, |z~ < 1), the former
converges to zero as n tends2 to infinity uniformly in = € R. By taking r sufficiently large we
for € xt_t?dt‘ arbitrarily small. The remaining part f|t‘>r e~ th (M) (1 /s,,)dt
we further split into two integrals I1 and I over r < |t| < dpsy, and [t| > &8, respectively,
for some d,, > 0 small (to be chosen later in dependence of K(n)). By our assumptions,
in(0) = 0and ¢, (0) = —07, for all i, n. Hence, by Taylor’s theorem, in the neighbourhood

i\n

of 0 (|t < 8,),

n
< [[Iinllzn < oo.
=1

can also make ‘ f|

UzntQ
Yinlt) =1 = 5= + Ry (1)

Since €% =1 + iz — % + R(x) with |R(z)| < min(|z|3/6,2?), the remainder term R;,(t) in
the above expansion of 1);,, satisfies

[ Rin ()]

| N

ElltX;, nP1gx, <) + EEX 0P 1 x5 )

P T PEXin Ly x, 5 K]

for any K > 0. In particular, also for K (n) as in the fourth assumption. By choosing 4,, =

4K(n) > 0, we obtain that |¢; ,(¢)] < 1— %O‘%ntQ + 2B X 1 x, > K ()] < eXp(_%JiQ,ntQ +
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t2EHXi,n‘2]1{\X¢7n|2K(n)}]) for all ’t’ < 571 Hence,

n 3 Ugnt2+t2 ]EHXZ’"PIL{‘XZ,TL‘ZK(”)}]
ulyg/ ]w(")(t/sn)]dtg/ IERE dt
T<‘t|§5n8n 7’<‘t|§6n3n i:l*(n)
2
_ / e | -2 Dzt Tin |3 Dizton BlXin Pl zren] |
N r<|t|<énsn S% 8 ZiZl*(n)Uzz,n
—_————
26 >1/4

< / exp(—t25/4)dt
r<|t|

By further increasing r, we can make |I;| arbitrarily small. Consider Iy. Let M;, be the
median of fi,n(Xi,n)a i.e., P[fz,n(Xz,n) > Mz,n] > 1/2 and P[fz,n(Xz,n) < Mz,n] > 1/2 By
[BCG12, Theorem 2], there exist two absolute constants ¢1,ce > 0 such that

i,n
tQ/Mln, 0< |t <m/(40iy).
Note that since f; ,(Xj ) is positive, by Markov’s inequality for any A > 0,

Elfin(Xin)™] _ [ fin(@)de _ M
= <
)\r—l )\r—l = )\r—l’
which directly implies that 0 < M; ,, < (2M™V/ (=1 = /2, Thus, for all i < n,n € N:

()] < 4 L7/ (Cohn), 12 /(i)
L 1—2682/C, O < |t] < m/(40in);

and Sup;>«(n) [Yin(t)] <1 - min(cl/(CJlQ* ) c202/C) < e © min(@175%) for some > 0 and
all [t| > 6. Thus, for any fixed integer 2[5 ] > ¢ > -,

q
I < sy ¢z n dt <e —(n=t)e mln(ol* n’ n)Sn/ i n(t)|dt
|12 H| t)] s [T1in)]

[t]>6n 54 ni—1

s}

q
. —2 2 . —2
< Bi(nil*)d mm(al*v"’én)sn | |||7/)i,nHLq < ei(nil*)d min(o;", 07) Sn I | 2) /quz nllLasa-1)
i=1 =1

_nl*cmm*7 r/(q(r=1)) 1=r/(q(r—1)
(i minG, snsz[ufmu/“ Pl el

< Qﬂei(nil ) mln(ol*’n, n)SnMr/(r_l) n—00 0
unif. in z

where we used Holder’s and Hausdorff-Young inequalities and the third assumption (4, =
c/K(n)). O
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