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SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF A CLASS OF LÉVY-TYPE PROCESSES AND

CONNECTION WITH SOME SPIN SYSTEMS

GRÉGOIRE VÉCHAMBRE1

Abstract. We consider a class of Lévy-type processes on which spectral analysis technics can
be made to produce optimal results, in particular for the decay rate of their survival probability
and for the spectral gap of their ground state transform. This class is defined by killed symmetric
Lévy processes under general random time-changes satisfying some integrability assumptions.
Our results reveal a connection between those processes and a family of spin systems. This
connection, where the free energy and correlations play an essential role, is, up to our knowledge,
new, and relates some key properties of objects from the two families. When the underlying
Lévy process is a Brownian motion, the associated spin system turns out to have interactions of
a rather nice form that are a natural alternative to the quadratic interactions from the lattice
Gaussian Free Field. More general Lévy processes give rise to more general interactions in the
associated spin systems.
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1. Introduction

A fundamental problem about Markov processes is to determine the asymptotic behavior of their survival
probability (when their life-time is finite) or the speed of convergence toward their stationary distribution (when
they are ergodic). Obtaining such estimates for Markov processes is a well-studied issue on which spectral analysis
methods offer great insight [8], [52], [53], [16], [15]. However, even though those methods are extremely powerful,
they unfortunately do not often provide explicit optimal estimates. This is especially true for Markov processes
with jumps such as Lévy-type processes (see for example Chapter 6.1 of [6]). In particular, when the survival
probability, or distance to the stationary distribution, of a Markov process decays exponentially fast, one can
hope to establish the positivity of the decay rate, and sometimes to produce an interval that contains it, but it
is unusual to obtain exact expressions of the decay rate. Unfortunately, there seem to be no hope to develop
a methodology that would produce optimal estimates and exact expressions in full generality. It seems that a
more reasonable approach is to isolate subclasses of sufficiently nice Markov processes and to develop optimal
methodologies that are tailored for each class. For classes of Markov processes with jumps, this is already a
challenging issue.

The goal of the present paper is to isolate a non-trivial and fairly large class of Lévy-type processes for which
we can set up an adapted spectral analysis methodology that gets through, allowing to provide optimal estimates
and useful exact expressions. The most natural and convenient way to represent this class is via randomly
time-changed Lévy processes (but see also (1.4) below for an SDE representation). Several important classes
of Markov processes admit representations via randomly time-changed Lévy processes, which are natural and
interesting objects. Let us mention in particular Positive self-similar Markov processes (pssMp’s) that include
Bessel processes [27], [24], [35], Continuous-state Branching processes (CSBP’s) [26], [25], some generalizations of
CSBP’s [29], [30], diffusions in random potentials (which can be represented as functions of randomly time-changed
Brownian motions) [7], [20], [47], [50], or also the skew-product representation for planar Brownian motion [28],
and many others. In our case, we consider a class of processes that are represented by killed symmetric Lévy
processes under rather general random time-changes. Let us mention that some of the questions we study on
these processes may be reformulated in terms of integral functionals of Lévy processes (see Section 1.1 below
for more details and a brief account on that topic). The main specificity of the class we are interested in is
the integrability assumptions on the characteristic exponent of the underlying Lévy process and on a function
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appearing in the random time-change. Those assumptions seem to be what make nice the class of processes and
allow our methodology to work efficiently. We show that several key properties of those processes are related to
properties of a class of spin systems. In particular, we prove optimal estimates for the asymptotic of the survival
probability of a process in our class and show that the decay rate can be expressed in terms of a normalized version
of the free energy of a spin system whose interactions are determined by the potential density of the underlying
Lévy process. When the killing rate r goes to 0, the study of the spin system allows, under some conditions,
to determine the exact asymptotic of the decay rate of the survival probability in terms of r. We also study
the ground state transform of a process in our class and show that its spectral gap can be expressed in terms
of the free energy and of the decay rate of correlations of the associated spin system. Further properties of the
processes and of their ground state transforms are related to aspects of the spin systems such as infinite-volume
Gibbs states. This surprising connection between our class of processes and equilibrium statistical mechanics
is, up to our knowledge, new. While this connection turns out to be useful for understanding the processes we
are interested in, it also opens a way for a deeper study of the class of spin systems, which is interesting on its
own. In particular, when the underlying Lévy process is a Brownian motion, the associated spin system turns
out to have interactions of a rather nice form that are a natural alternative to the quadratic interactions from the
lattice Gaussian Free Field (GFF), and more general Lévy processes give rise to more general interactions in the
associated spin system.

An interesting aspect of our methodology and results is that they are available for rather general random
time-changes while, as we can see in the end of Section 1.1, several classical classes of Markov processes consist of
functions of Lévy processes with a specific random time-change. The ideas introduced in the present paper can
be applied to more general settings. In particular we aim to apply, in a subsequent study, those ideas to a fairly
large class of Lévy-type processes on Lie groups.

1.1. A family of Lévy-type processes. Let ξ be a real symmetric Lévy process. Let ψξ(·) be the characteristic
exponent of ξ, i.e. for any t ≥ 0 and y ∈ R we have E[eiyξ(t)] = etψξ(y). According to the Lévy-Khintchine formula
and the symmetry of ξ, ψξ(·) can be expressed by

ψξ(y) = −Aξ
2
y2 +

∫

R

(eiyu − 1− yu1[−1,1](u))Πξ(du),

where Aξ is a non-negative number and Πξ is a symmetric measure on R satisfying
∫

R
(1 ∧ u2)Πξ(du) < ∞. Aξ

and Πξ are called respectively the Gaussian component and the Lévy measure of ξ.

We now prepare for the definition of a process Xm,ξ,r
x as a time changed version of x + ξ(·), where x ∈ R

is the starting position of the process. As for many classical processes, we consider a time change given by
an integral functional of ξ, but we do not impose a specific form for the random time-change. More precisely,
we consider a time change defined as the inverse of the function (t 7→

∫ t

0
m(x + ξ(s))ds), where m is a general

positive function satisfying some assumptions. We assume the function m to be square-integrable on R. This
integrability assumption is not met by some classical families of Markov processes that can be represented via
randomly time-changed Lévy processes (see the end of this subsection). However, in our case, it will be essential
to define and study key quantities and operators, and to draw a connection with a spin system. We also assume
m to be continuous on R and vanishing at ∞ and −∞ (we denote this by m ∈ C0(R)). The assumptions on m
are gathered as follows:

m ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R), ∀x ∈ R,m(x) > 0. (Condition 1)

We will sometimes make the stronger assumption

m ∈ C0(R) ∩ L1(R), ∀x ∈ R,m(x) > 0. (Condition 1’)

Note that (Condition 1’) implies (Condition 1).

Let r > 0. The killed symmetric Lévy process ξr is defined by ξr(s) := ξ(s) for s < er and ξr(s) := † for
s ≥ er, where er is an exponential random variable with parameter r, independent of ξ, and † is a cemetery state.
For any x ∈ R we define a random time-change as follows:

Ax(s) :=

∫ s

0

m(x+ ξ(u))du. (1.1)

Since m is bounded, continuous, and positive on R, Ax(·) is almost surely continuous and increasing on [0,∞). In
particular it has an inverse A−1

x (·) that is almost surely continuous and increasing on [0, Ax(∞)). For t ≥ Ax(∞)
we set A−1

x (t) := ∞ by convention. We refer to Lemma 41 for a condition for Ax(∞) to be infinite. For any
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x ∈ R, we define the càd-làg process Xm,ξ,r
x by Xm,ξ,r

x (t) := x+ ξr(A−1
x (t)), or more precisely,

Xm,ξ,r
x (t) :=

{

x+ ξ(A−1
x (t)) if A−1

x (t) < er,

† if A−1
x (t) ≥ er.

(1.2)

Note that Xm,ξ,r
x is almost surely killed in finite time. Indeed, let ζx := Ax(er) ∈ (0,∞), then note from (1.2)

that Xm,ξ,r
x (t) ∈ R for t < ζx and that Xm,ξ,r

x (t) = † for t ≥ ζx. We write Xm,ξ,r to refer to the process defined
in (1.2) without specification of a starting point. To Xm,ξ,r we naturally associate a family (Pt)t≥0 of linear
operators, defined on the space Bb(R) of bounded measurable functions f : R → C, by

Pt.f(x) := E

[

f(x+ ξ(A−1
x (t)))1

A−1
x (t)<er

]

. (1.3)

It is proved in Lemma 43 that Xm,ξ,r is an homogeneous Markovian process, so that the family (Pt)t≥0 is a
semigroup. The following proposition establishes that Xm,ξ,r is even a Feller process (or sub-Feller process, in
the terminology of some authors).

Proposition 1. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) holds, then the semigroup (Pt)t≥0 defined by (1.3) is a
Feller semigroup in the sense of Definition 1.2 of [6].

Proposition 1 is proved in Section 6.2, together with some useful facts about Xm,ξ,r . Proposition 1 requires
that r > 0 and that (Condition 1) holds. In the rest of this paper, we will always make those assumptions when
dealing with (Pt)t≥0 so that, in particular, (Pt)t≥0 enjoys all the properties of Feller semigroups.

Our primary goal is to characterize the decay rate of the survival probability P(ζx > t) of Xm,ξ,r
x via spectral

analysis. In general, estimating the survival probability of a Markov process is not an easy issue. For pssMp’s
without positive jumps, several properties of their life-time are investigated in [38] via elaborated tools from
complex analysis, yielding in particular the behavior of the survival probability of those processes. In our case,
since ζx = Ax(er) ≤ er‖m‖∞, we have the trivial bound P(ζx > t) ≤ e−rt/‖m‖∞ , but what can be said about
the exact decay rate of P(ζx > t)? Roughly, the further away the process Xm,ξ,r

x is from 0, the faster time runs,
so the faster killing occurs. Therefore, the behavior of P(ζx > t) strongly depends on the behaviors of both the
underlying Lévy process ξ and the function m (that determines the random time-change). Note also that, since
ζx = Ax(er) =

∫ er
0
m(x + ξ(s))ds, studying P(ζx > t) amounts to studying the right distribution tail of the

integral functional
∫ er
0
m(x + ξ(s))ds, which is also not an easy issue. Integral functionals of Lévy processes, or

more generally of Markov processes, are well studied objects with a particular focus on determining conditions
for finiteness/infiniteness of those functionals [21], [22]; this has applications ranging in several domains such as
asymptotic properties of Schrödinger semigroups [3] or properties of SDEs driven by stable Lévy processes [2]. The
moments of those functionals are studied in [13]. Our results show that P(ζx > t) has order Km,ξ,r(x)e

−tγm,ξ,r ,
where γm,ξ,r and Km,ξ,r(x) are characterized uniquely in terms of a spin system. Under some conditions, we
moreover determine the asymptotic of the coefficient γm,ξ,r when r is small, that is, when the killing occurs at
a low rate, so that the behavior of ξ has a strong influence. In this last case, it appears from our results that
the trivial bound P(ζx > t) ≤ e−rt/‖m‖∞ is particularly bad. We also establish further spectral properties of the
process Xm,ξ,r and of its ground state transform, which draws more connections with the associated spin system.
In particular, we express the spectral gap of the ground state transform of Xm,ξ,r in terms of the associated spin
system.

The survival probabilities of other classes of Markov processes have already been studied. For example, the
integral functionals expressing the life-time of pssMp’s are the so-called exponential functionals of Lévy processes,
which have been intensively studied [5], [32], [19], [36], [34], [39], [41], [48]. Determining the asymptotic of the
survival probability of pssMp’s requires knowledge on the right distribution tail of exponential functionals, which
have been studied in particular in [43], [31], [44], [45]. In the other way, non-trivial properties of exponential
functionals of Lévy processes are sometimes derived from the study of pssMp’s [37], [38]. Many nice properties of
exponential functionals come from the exponential function that allows to exploit the independence of increments
of Lévy processes. This includes the computation of moments of exponential functionals (see for example [5]),
and more generally a useful functional equation satisfied by their Mellin transforms [32], [31], [23], [40]. In our
case, the exponential function is replaced by a general function m satisfying (Condition 1), so we are deprived
from those nice properties of exponential functionals (note also that our case excludes exponential functionals,
since (Condition 1) is not satisfied by the exponential function).

In expressing γm,ξ,r , a key object that we use is the potential density of the killed Lévy process ξr. It is
defined as the density of the potential measure V rξ (dx) :=

∫∞
0
e−rtP(ξ(t) ∈ dx)dt. For the potential density to be

well-defined we need to assume
∫

|y|>1

1

|ψξ(y)|
dy <∞. (Condition 2)
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Since ξ is symmetric, (Condition 2) coincides with conditions (43.5) and (43.6) from [46]. The later imply
absolute continuity of potential measures (see Remark 43.6 in [46], see also Lemma 50 in the Appendix), which
has important consequences in potential theory. In particular, it implies that any one point set is reached by
ξ with positive probability (see Theorems 43.3 and 43.5 in [46]). Note also that (Condition 2) implies that ξ is
of type C in the sense of Definition 11.9 of [46]. Indeed, if ξ was of type A or B, then from Lemma 43.11 in
[46] we would have |ψξ(y)| = o(|y|) as |y| is large, so (Condition 2) would not be satisfied. Recall from Theorem
21.9 of [46] that a Lévy process is of type C in the sense of Definition 11.9 of [46] if and only if its sample
paths on finite intervals have infinite variation almost surely. Under (Condition 2), for any r > 0, we denote
by vrξ (·) the potential density of ξr (see Lemma 50 for an expression and some properties). One can see that,
under (Condition 2), E[ζx] = E[Ax(er)] =

∫

R
vrξ (y)m(x + y)dy. This suggests that, if we assume (Condition 2),

we may hope for an expression of γm,ξ,r in term of m and vrξ(·) as well. In our case, the potential density plays
an important role in our results and in our methodology, so we assume (Condition 2). According to Theorem
43.9 of [46], (Condition 2) is never satisfied by Lévy processes in R

d for d > 1. This is why we restrict our study
to the case of real valued processes. Finally, if ξ is a symmetric α-stable Lévy process on R with α > 1, then
−ψξ(y) = c|y|α for some c > 0 (see for example Theorem 14.15 in [46]) so (Condition 2) is clearly satisfied.

Remark 2 (A parallel with CSBP’s). (Condition 2) may seem familiar as it resembles Grey’s condition for a CSBP,
which involves the Laplace exponent of the underlying Lévy process and is necessary and sufficient for extinction
of the CSBP in finite time with positive probability [17]. Moreover, under the Grey condition, it is possible to
derive exact expressions related to a CSBP, for example for the probability of non-extinction until time t [17].

In the literature CSBP’s are sometimes represented via SDEs. It allows to define their extensions and to study
them via stochastic analysis technics [10], [30], [33], [18]. In our case, we can also give an alternative definition of
Xm,ξ,r
x as follows: Let (X(t))t≥0 be the solution of the SDE

X(t) = x+

∫ t

0

√

Aξ
m(X(s))

dW (s) +

∫ t

0

∫

[−1,1]

∫ 1
m(X(s−))

0

zM̃1(ds, dz, du) (1.4)

+

∫ t

0

∫

R\[−1,1]

∫ 1
m(X(s−))

0

zM2(ds, dz, du),

where W , M̃1(ds, dz, du) and M2(ds, dz, du) are independent. W is a standard Brownian motion. M1(ds, dz, du)
(resp. M2(ds, dz, du)) is a Poisson random measure on [0,∞) × [−1, 1] × [0,∞) (resp. [0,∞) × (R \ [−1, 1]) ×
[0,∞)) with intensity measure 1z∈[−1,1]ds×Πξ(dz)× du (resp. 1z/∈[−1,1]ds×Πξ(dz)× du), and M̃1(ds, dz, du) :=
M1(ds, dz, du)−1z∈[−1,1]ds×Πξ(dz)×du. Let er be an independent exponential random variable with parameter r.
Provided that the SDE (1.4) is well-posed we set Xm,ξ,r

x (t) := X(t) when
∫ t

0
(1/m(X(s)))ds < er and Xm,ξ,r

x (t) :=

† when
∫ t

0
(1/m(X(s)))ds ≥ er. The Xm,ξ,r

x obtained by this procedure has the same law as the one defined by
(1.2). We will not justify the well-posedness of the SDE (1.4), nor the equivalence of the two definitions. We only
work with the definition (1.2) of Xm,ξ,r (via (1.3)), which allows us to conveniently exploit properties of the Lévy
process ξ.

Remark 3. If ξ is a symmetric α-stable Lévy process on R with α > 1, then we see by the time-change method
that the solution of (1.4) is equal in law to the solution of the more compact SDE dX(t) = m(X(t))−1/αdξ(t).

Xm,ξ,r is defined via (1.2) and a choice of ξ, m and r satisfying "ξ is symmetric", r > 0, (Condition 1) and
(Condition 2). Some classical families of Markov processes can be represented via randomly time-changed Lévy
processes, as in (1.2), but with different assumptions on ξ, m and r. Let us recall, for some of these classical
families, which choices of ξ, m and r they correspond to.

• pssMp’s: There is no restriction on the Lévy process ξ, one takes m(x) := eαx, where α > 0 is the self-
similarity index, and r ≥ 0. The pssMp is then defined as the exponential of the resulting time-changed
Lévy process [27], [24], [35]. See also [49] for generalizations of pssMp’s where the Lévy process ξ is
replaced by more general processes involving exponential functionals of bivariate Lévy processes.

• CSBP’s: ξ has to be chosen as a Lévy process with no negative jumps killed upon hitting {0}, one takes
m(x) = x−1 and r = 0, see [26], [25].

• Generalizations of CSBP’s: One can see that the process considered in [29] corresponds to taking ξ

and r as for CSBP’s but m(x) = x−θ for some θ > 0. In [30], their process is parametrized by three
functions γ0, γ1, γ2. The particular case γ0 = γ1 = γ2 corresponds to taking ξ and r as for CSBP’s and
m(x) = 1/γ0(x).
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1.2. Some spin systems. We now step in a framework of equilibrium statistical mechanics and define the spin
system that will be related to the process Xm,ξ,r . All the spin system-related objects mentioned in this subsection
will later be seen to be related to properties of the process Xm,ξ,r (or its ground state transform), and thus allow
to draw a connection between the later and the spin system. To introduce the model we adopt (and recall) the
terminology of equilibrium statistical mechanics that is used for example in [14]. We fix n ≥ 2 and consider
a spin system on the one dimensional box Λn := {1, . . . , n} ⊂ Z. Each site j ∈ Λn is viewed as a particle
and has a spin ωj ∈ R. A configuration of the system is determined by the spins of all particles, that is, by
a vector (ω1, . . . , ωn) ∈ R

Λn . R
Λn is thus called the configuration space of the system. To each configuration

(ω1, . . . , ωn) ∈ R
Λn we associated an energy HΛn(ω1, . . . , ωn). We assume nearest-neighbors interactions in the

system (with periodic boundary condition) that favors agreement of the spins of neighboring sites. For this, we
more precisely assume that the contribution to the energy of the pair of neighboring sites {j, j + 1} ⊂ Λn is
given by Vint(ωj+1 − ωj) where Vint is assumed to be a continuous even function that converges to ∞ at ∞.
Spin systems with this form of interactions fall into the category of gradient models. Additionally, we penalize
large values of the spins by assuming that each site j ∈ Λn also adds a contribution Umass(ωj) to the energy,
where Umass is assumed to be a continuous function that converges to ∞ at ∞. The energy of the configuration
(ω1, . . . , ωn) ∈ R

Λn is thus given by

HΛn(ω1, . . . , ωn) = Vint(ω2 − ω1) + · · ·+ Vint(ωn − ωn−1) + Vint(ω1 − ωn) + Umass(ω1) + · · ·+ Umass(ωn).
(1.5)

The function HΛn : RΛn → R is classically called the Hamiltonian. That function allows to define a probability
measure called the Gibbs distribution on the configuration space R

Λn via

µΛn (A) =
1

Zn

∫

A

e−HΛn
(ω1,...,ωn)dω1 . . . dωn, (1.6)

for any Borel set A ⊂ R
Λn . In the above expression, Zn denotes the partition function of the system of n particles

and is defined by

Zn :=

∫

RΛn

e−HΛn
(ω1,...,ωn)dω1 . . . dωn. (1.7)

Of course, the Gibbs measure µΛn (·) from (1.6) is well-defined only if Zn < ∞. We will work with particular
choices of Vint and Umass that ensure Zn <∞ for all n ≥ 2. The normalized free energy of the system is defined
by

E := lim
n→∞

− 1

n
log(Zn), (1.8)

when the latter limit exists. That quantity is often related to some physical properties of spin systems. The
model presented above ranges in the category of effective interface models. Such models often play the role
of approximations for interfaces occurring in more realistic models. A particularly famous example of effective
interface model is the lattice Gaussian Free Field (GFF). In particular, the lattice GFF on Λn corresponds to the
above model with the choice Vint(x) = βx2 and Umass(x) = λx2, for some β, λ ≥ 0 (see Chapter 8 of [14]).

Among objects of interest are the limit distributions of spins in fixed finite regions, as the size n of the global
system goes to infinity. The distribution of the spins in the region {1, . . . , k} within the system of size n is
determined by the quantities

Lkn(f1, . . . , fk) :=

∫

RΛn

f1(ω1) . . . fk(ωk)µΛn (dω1 . . . dωn) =
1

Zn

∫

RΛn

f1(ω1) . . . fk(ωk)e
−HΛn

(ω1,...,ωn)dω1 . . . dωn,

(1.9)

for f1, . . . , fk ∈ Cb(R) (where Cb(R) denotes the space of bounded continuous functions f : R → C). In equilibrium
statistical mechanics, a function of the spins of a finite set of particles, such as

∏k
j=1 fj(ωj), is classically called a

local observable and quantities such as Lkn(f1, . . . , fk) are called finite volume thermal averages of local observables
(see for example [51]). For any k ≥ 1, (Lkn)n≥2∨k defines a sequence of probability measures on R

k. For any n ≥ 2
we see that L1

n(dω1) = ln1 (ω1)dω1 where

ln1 (ω1) :=
1

Zn

∫

Rn−1

e−HΛn
(ω1,...,ωn)dω2 . . . dωn. (1.10)

Since we are interested in the infinite volume limit, we consider

Lk(dω1 . . . dωk) := lim
n→∞

Lkn(dω1 . . . dωk), (1.11)

when the latter limit exists for the convergence in distributions. The limit laws Lk are often called infinite-volume
Gibbs states. Determining such limits of marginals is closely related to the problem of identifying infinite volume
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Gibbs measures (see Chapters 6 and 8 in [14]). However, the study of infinite volume Gibbs measures is beyond
the scope of this article so we will not develop that aspect.

In equilibrium statistical mechanics, it is also of interest to study the decay rate of correlations of local
observables, since it provides information on correlation lengths in the global system. Let us consider, in the
infinite volume limit system, observables of the spins of two particles that are at distance k from each other (for
example the first and the (k+1)th particle). We assume that those observables are given by functions f, g ∈ Cb(R)
of the spins of the two particles. Then their correlation is given by

Ck(f, g) :=

∫

Rk+1

f(ω1)g(ωk+1)Lk+1(dω1 . . . dωk+1)−
(∫

R

f(ω)L1(dω)

)(∫

R

g(ω)L1(dω)

)

. (1.12)

An important question is to determine the exact decay rate of those correlations as k goes to infinity.

Let us notice a convenient duality satisfied by our spin systems.

Remark 4 (Fourier duality for the partition function). Let m be a function satisfying (Condition 1’) and let
m̂ denote the characteristic function of the measure m(x)dx, ie m̂(z) :=

∫

R
e−izxm(x)dx. Fix r > 0, and

let ξ be a symmetric Lévy process satisfying (Condition 2). Then under the choice Vint := − log(vrξ (·)) and
Umass := − log(m(·)) we have that, for all n ≥ 2, Zn (defined by (1.7)) is well-defined and satisfies Zn = Ẑn/(2π)

n

where

Ẑn :=

∫

Rn

m̂(z2 − z1)× · · · × m̂(zn − zn−1)× m̂(z1 − zn)

(r − ψξ(z1))× · · · × (r − ψξ(zn))
dz1 . . . dzn. (1.13)

This is justified in Appendix B. In particular we have

Z2 =
1

(2π)2

∫

R2

|m̂(z1 − z2)|2
(r − ψξ(z1))× (r − ψξ(z2))

dz1dz2. (1.14)

Remark 4 can be interpreted as a duality between a system and a dual system, obtained by taking the Fourier
transforms of e−Umass and e−Vint and reversing their roles. Under some conditions of symmetry and positivity,
the dual system can also satisfy the requirements of our definitions. In Section 4.2, this duality will facilitate the
study of the behavior of the normalized free energy E as r goes to 0, in order to prove Corollary 7 below.

In the spin system we introduced above, a rather natural choice for the interaction function Vint would be
Vint(x) = β|x|, where the parameter β is usually interpreted physically as the inverse of the temperature. A key
observation is that this can be related to the potential density of a killed Brownian motion. Indeed, when ξr is
a standard Brownian motion killed at rate r then vrξ (x) = e−

√
2r|x|/

√
2r (see e.g. Example 30.11 of [46]). This

leads us to naturally wonder how the spin system with interaction function Vint(x) = −β|x| can be related to a
killed Brownian motion. More generally, this suggests that negative logarithms of potential densities of general
symmetric Lévy processes are good candidates to generalize classical interaction functions in spin systems, and
motivates investigating the relation between 1) the systems with those general interaction functions and 2) the
corresponding killed Lévy processes. In the following subsection we state our main results that establish the
connection between the two objects. To the best of our knowledge, such a connection between the two problems
is new (both in the Brownian case and in the general case). Let us mention that a limited parallel can be made
between the connection we just mentioned and the so-called random walk representations for spin systems. Those
representations connect spin systems to random walks on their lattices and are fundamental tools for the study
of the lattice GFF in particular and of other spin systems. Good references on such representations are [12], [11],
[9], and Chapter 8 of [14] for the particular case of the lattice GFF. The connection between a spin system and
its associated random walk allows to get a hand on correlations in the system and usually involves the potential
of the random walk (through its Green function). Those aspects bear some similarities with the connection we
present in the following subsection. However, one of the limits to the analogy is that, in our case, the spin system
is connected to a process on R instead of a process living on the same lattice.

1.3. Main results. The following result establishes the exponential decay of the survival probability P(ζx > t)
and relates in particular the decay rate with the normalized free energy of the spin system defined in Section 1.2.

Theorem 5. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. There is a positive constant γm,ξ,r
and, for any x ∈ R, a positive constant Km,ξ,r(x), such that

P(ζx > t) ∼
t→∞

Km,ξ,r(x)e
−tγm,ξ,r . (1.15)

Under the choice Vint := − log(vrξ (·)) and Umass := − log(m(·)), the coefficients (Zn)n≥2 and the normalized free
energy E (defined in respectively (1.7) and (1.8)) are well-defined and we have

γm,ξ,r = eE , (1.16)
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and the infinite-volume Gibbs states Lk (defined in (1.10)) are well-defined and absolutely continuous for all k ≥ 1.
Let us denote their densities by ℓk. Then ℓ1/m ∈ C0(R) ∩ L1(R), ℓ1 is positive on R, ℓ1 is the point-wise limit of
the density ln1 (defined in (1.10)) as n goes to infinity, and

Km,ξ,r(x) =

√

ℓ1(x)

m(x)

∫

R

√

m(z)ℓ1(z)dz. (1.17)

If moreover we assume that (Condition 1’) holds then we additionally have the bound

1

‖m‖L1(R)

× 1

vrξ (0)
≤ γm,ξ,r ≤

‖m‖L1(R) × vrξ (0)

Z2
. (1.18)

Remark 6. The periodic boundary condition in the spin system appears naturally from our study of Xm,ξ,r ,
however that boundary condition can be removed. Indeed, if for n ≥ 2 we define

Hf
Λn

(ω1, . . . , ωn) = Vint(ω2 − ω1) + · · ·+ Vint(ωn − ωn−1) + Umass(ω1) + · · ·+ Umass(ωn), (1.19)

Zfn :=
∫

RΛn
e−Hf

Λn
(ω1,...,ωn)dω1 . . . dωn and Ef as the limit of − log(Zfn)/n, then under the assumptions of Theorem

5 and the choice Vint := − log(vrξ (·)) and Umass := − log(m(·)), Ef is also well-defined and we have Ef = E . This
is justified in Appendix C.

In the following result, we characterize the asymptotic behavior of γm,ξ,r as r goes to 0 when the characteristic
exponent ψξ(·) is regular enough near zero.

Corollary 7 (Behavior for small r). Assume that (Condition 1’) and (Condition 2) hold. Assume moreover that
there are α ≥ 1 and c > 0 such that −ψξ(y) ∼ c|y|α as y goes to 0. Then, for the coefficient γm,ξ,r from Theorem
5 we have

γm,ξ,r ∼
r→0

1

‖m‖L1(R)

× c
1
α π

∫∞
0

1
1+uα du

r
α−1
α if α > 1, (1.20)

γm,ξ,r ∼
r→0

1

‖m‖L1(R)

× cπ

(

log

(

1

r

))−1

if α = 1. (1.21)

Corollary 7 shows in particular that the bound γm,ξ,r ≥ r/‖m‖∞ (resulting from the trivial inequality P(ζx >

t) ≤ e−rt/‖m‖∞) is bad for small values of r. We give, in Section 4.2, a proof of Corollary 7 that mainly relies
on spin system-related objects. More precisely, it relies on the inequality (1.18) that bounds the free energy in
terms of the partition function, and on the duality from Remark 4 that allows to determine the asymptotic of the
partition function as r goes to 0. A byproduct of this is that (1.18) is optimal for small values of r.

Example 8. Assume that (Condition 1’) and (Condition 2) hold and that E[ξ(1)2] < ∞. In this case, since
E[ξ(1)] = 0 by the symmetry of ξ, we have −ψξ(y) ∼y→0 E[ξ(1)2]y2/2. By Corollary 7 applied with c = E[ξ(1)2]/2
and α = 2 we get

γm,ξ,r ∼
r→0

√

2rE[ξ(1)2]

‖m‖L1(R)

.

Example 9. Assume that (Condition 1’) holds and that ξ is a symmetric α-stable Lévy process on R with α > 1,
then −ψξ(y) = c|y|α for some c > 0 (see for example Theorem 14.15 in [46]). In particular all the assumptions
from Corollary 7 are satisfied (with this α and c) so γm,ξ,r satisfies the estimate (1.20).

Remark 10. Under more general assumptions on the Lévy process ξ, an equivalent for γm,ξ,r as r goes to 0 will
be provided in Remark 40 from Section 4.2.

The following theorem establishes further spectral properties of the semigroup of the process Xm,ξ,r . L2(m)
denotes the space of measurable functions f : R → C such that

∫

R
|f(y)|2m(y)dy <∞.

Theorem 11. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. The following claims hold:

• (Pt)t≥0 extends uniquely to a strongly continuous contraction semigroup on L2(m) (we still denote this
extension by (Pt)t≥0) and, for t > 0, Pt(L

2(m)) ⊂ C0(R).
• There is an orthonormal Hilbert basis (hn)n≥1 of L2(m) such that for any n ≥ 1, hn ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R) ⊂
L2(m) and Pt.hn = e−tλ

X
n hn where 0 < λX1 ≤ λX2 ≤ .... For any f ∈ L2(m) and t > 0 we have

∀x ∈ R, Pt.f(x) =
∑

n≥1

e−tλ
X
n 〈f, hn〉L2(m)hn(x), (1.22)

where the series of functions in the right-hand side converges absolutely in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞).



Spectral analysis of a class of Lévy-type processes and connection with Interacting Particles Systems 8

• We have λX1 < λX2 and

λX1 = γm,ξ,r , h1(x) =

√

ℓ1(x)

m(x)
, (1.23)

where γm,ξ,r and ℓ1 are as in Theorem 5.
• If moreover we assume that (Condition 1’) holds then (Pt)t≥0 has the strong Feller property in the sense

that, for any t > 0, we have Pt(Bb(R)) ⊂ C0(R).

The function h1 is sometimes referred to as the ground state and the quantity λX1 as the ground state energy.
Note from (1.23) and Theorem 5 that h1 is positive on R so, under the assumptions of that theorem, we can
define a family of measures (p̃t(x, dy))t≥0,x∈R on R by

p̃t(x, dy) := etλ
X
1
h1(y)

h1(x)
P(Xm,ξ,r

x (t) ∈ dy). (1.24)

The following proposition justifies that a Markov process can be associated to (p̃t(x, dy))t≥0,x∈R. Such a process
is classically called a ground state transform.

Proposition 12. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. There exists an homogeneous

Markov process X̃m,ξ,r on R such that P(X̃m,ξ,r
x (t) ∈ dy) = p̃t(x, dy) for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R. This process

X̃m,ξ,r is unique, up to equality in law.

We now state results that show how the spin system from Section 1.2 is related to the Markov process X̃m,ξ,r .
In particular, the following proposition shows that the infinite-volume Gibbs states Lk can be represented from
the process X̃m,ξ,r taken at arrival times of a Poisson process. As mentioned in the end of Section 1.2, that
representation can be paralleled with the random walk representations for spin systems, or also with the fact that
the lattice GFF in dimension one can be represented by a random walk with Gaussian increments (see Exercise
8.6 in [14]).

Proposition 13. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. Let the distributions (Lk)k≥1

be as in Theorem 5. Let (Tj)j≥1 be the sequence of arrival times of a standard Poisson process with parameter

λX1 , independent of X̃m,ξ,r . Set T0 := 0 for convenience and denote X̃m,ξ,r
L1

for the process X̃m,ξ,r with initial

distribution L1(dy). Then for any k ≥ 1 the random vector (X̃m,ξ,r
L1

(T0), . . . , X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk)) has law Lk+1.

The following corollary shows that the correlations (defined in (1.12)) in the spin system from Section 1.2
decay exponentially in k.

Corollary 14 (Correlation decay). Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. Under the
choice Vint := − log(vrξ (·)) and Umass := − log(m(·)) in the spin system from Section 1.2, there exist C > 0 and a
continuous non-zero bilinear form B(·, ·) : Cb(R)× Cb(R) → C such that for any f, g ∈ Cb(R) we have

ekCCk(f, g) −→
k→∞

B(f, g). (1.25)

The following theorem shows that the rate of correlation decay in the spin system from Section 1.2 is related
to the spectral gap of the process X̃m,ξ,r .

Theorem 15. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. X̃m,ξ,r is ergodic and its unique
stationary distribution is L1(dy) (where L1(dy) is as in Theorem 5). For any f ∈ Cb(R) and t ≥ 0 we have the
following spectral gap inequality

∫

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[

f
(

X̃m,ξ,r
x (t)

)]

−
∫

R

f(y)L1(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

L1(dx) ≤ e−2tc

∫

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

f(x)−
∫

R

f(y)L1(dy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

L1(dx), (1.26)

where c := eE(eC−1). Here E is the normalized free energy, as in Theorem 5, and C is the decay rate of correlations,
as in Corollary 14. Moreover, the choice c = eE(eC − 1) is the largest choice of c such that (1.26) holds true for
all f ∈ Cb(R).

Let us finish this section with two particular examples where several quantities and functions from the above
theorems can be obtained explicitly.

Example 16. Let m(x) := 1/(1 + |x|), ξ := B, where B denotes the standard Brownian motion, and r = 1/2 (this
corresponds to choosing Vint(x) = |x| and Umass(x) = log(1 + |x|) in the spin system from Section 1.2). Then we
can show that the ground state h1 from Theorem 11 has the simple expression h1(x) =

√

2/3(1 + |x|)e−|x| and
that λX1 = 1. This is justified in Section 4.4. As a consequence, we get from (1.23), (1.16) and (1.17) that the
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quantities from Theorem 5 have the following expressions: γm,B,1/2 = 1, E = 0, ℓ1(x) = 2(1 + |x|)e−2|x|/3 and
Km,B,1/2(x) = 4(1 + |x|)e−|x|/3.

Example 17. Let m(x) := (2x2 + 6|x| + 3)/(1 + |x|)4, ξ := B, where B denotes the standard Brownian motion,
and r = 1/2 (this corresponds to choosing Vint(x) = |x| and Umass(x) = 4 log(1 + |x|) − log(2x2 + 6|x| + 3) in
the spin system from Section 1.2). Then we can show that the ground state h1 from Theorem 11 has the simple

expression h1(x) = ce−x
2/(1+|x|) where c is a normalizing constant, and that λX1 = 1/2. The justification of

this is similar to the justification of Example 16 in Section 4.4. As a consequence, we get from (1.23), (1.16)
and (1.17) that the quantities from Theorem 5 have the following expressions: γm,B,1/2 = 1/2, E = − log(2),

ℓ1(x) = c2(2x2 + 6|x|+ 3)e−2x2/(1+|x|)/(1 + |x|)4 and Km,B,1/2(x) = c̃e−x
2/(1+|x|), for some constant c̃ > 0.

The above examples illustrate in particular cases the fact that, whenever we are able to get information on the
eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the generator of Xm,ξ,r , this yields information on the associated spin system.
More generally, the connections built in the above results between, on one hand the processes Xm,ξ,r and X̃m,ξ,r ,
and on the other hand the associated spin system, allow to transform information obtained on one of these two
objects into information on the other.

1.4. Sketch of proofs and organization of the paper. In Section 2 we study some linear operators that
provide some understanding on the generator of Xm,ξ,r . More precisely, in Subsection 2.1 we introduce those
operators and study their basic properties. In Subsection 2.2 we study the traces of the successive compositions of
one of these operators. In Subsection 2.3 we prove that a duality holds between that operator and the generator
of Xm,ξ,r .

In Section 3 we basically diagonalize the semigroup (Pt)t≥0 of Xm,ξ,r and deduce the asymptotic behavior of
the survival probability P(ζx > t). More precisely, in Subsection 3.1 we use the duality from Section 2 to construct
and study a basis of eigenfunctions of the generator of Xm,ξ,r on some natural Hilbert space, and to study the
sequence of eigenvalues of that generator. In Subsection 3.2 we deduce a decomposition of the semigroup (Pt)t≥0

and we study the special properties of the first eigenvalue and its associated eigenfunction. In Subsection 3.3
we apply the previous results to obtain a representation of the survival probability P(ζx > t) and determine its
asymptotic behavior. In Subsection 3.4 we study how the first eigenvalue of the generator of Xm,ξ,r is related
to the spin system from Section 1.2. In Subsection 3.5 we study the infinite-volume Gibbs states Lk defined in
(1.11) and relate them to the first eigenfunction of the generator of Xm,ξ,r .

In Section 4 we prove the main results on Xm,ξ,r from Section 1.3. More precisely, in Subsection 4.1 we gather
the pieces collected in Section 3 to prove Theorem 5. In Subsection 4.2 we prove Corollary 7 by studying the
potential density of the killed Lévy process ξ at 0 and using the duality from Remark 4 and the inequality (1.18).
In Subsection 4.3 we prove Theorem 11 from the results of Section 3. In Subsection 4.4 we justify Example 16.

In Section 5 we prove the rest of the main results from Section 1.3 that are about the ground state transform
of Xm,ξ,r and its relation with the spin system from Section 1.2. More precisely, in Subsection 5.1 we prove
Proposition 12, in Subsection 5.2 we prove Proposition 13, in Subsection 5.3 we prove Theorem 15, and in
Subsection 5.4 we prove Corollary 14.

In Section 6 we establish properties of the process Xm,ξ,r that are used all along the paper. More precisely, in
Subsection 6.1 we study properties of the random time change A−1

x (·). In Subsection 6.2 we proves the Markov
property for Xm,ξ,r and the Feller property (Proposition 1). In Subsection 6.3 we study the support of Xm,ξ,r .
In Subsection 6.4 we study the generator of Xm,ξ,r . In Subsection 6.5 we study some technical properties of the
semigroup (Pt)t≥0 of Xm,ξ,r .

Appendix A contains some technical facts about the real symmetric Lévy process ξ, Appendices B, and C
contain the proofs of Remarks 4 and 6 respectively.

1.5. Another route for the survival probability. The spectral properties of the semigroup of Xm,ξ,r are
a main focus of this paper and the direct object of several of our results. This is why our approach is mainly
spectral, in the sense that it relies substantially on establishing and using spectral properties of the semigroup of
Xm,ξ,r . However, for the asymptotic of the survival probability of Xm,ξ,r studied in Theorem 5, other approaches
are also possible. One can start by noticing that the moments of the survival time ζx are related to the spin
system from Section 1.2. Indeed, recall from Section 1.1 that ζx = Ax(er) so, since Ax(·) is an additive functional
of a Markov process, we can use formula (4) from [13] and get

E[(ζx)
n]

n!
=

∫

Rn

vrξ (ω1 − x)vrξ(ω2 − ω1) . . . v
r
ξ (ωn − ωn−1)m(ω1) . . .m(ωn)dω1 . . . dωn. (1.27)
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The right-hand side is quite similar to the expression (1.7) of the partition function Zn with the choice Vint :=
− log(vrξ (·)) and Umass := − log(m(·)), but with a different boundary condition. Let us denote by Z̃n(x) the
right-hand side of (1.27). This suggests that the following alternative route may be used to prove (1.15)-(1.16)
(and maybe (1.17)) or results in the same spirit:

(1) Prove directly that − log(Z̃n(x))/n converges to a limit that does not depend on x and that the free
energy E (defined in (1.8)) is well-defined, and identify the limit of − log(Z̃n(x))/n with E .

(2) Using E[(ζx)
n] = n!Z̃n(x), the previous point, and the Cauchy‚ÄìHadamard theorem, show that the

Laplace transform of ζx has a pole at eE and study relevant properties of this pole.
(3) Prove or use an appropriate Tauberian theorem to deduce an estimate similar to (1.15) for the right

distribution tail of ζx. (1.16) would then follow from the pole being located at eE .
(4) Prove directly the existence of the infinite-volume Gibbs state L1 (defined in (1.10)) and of its positive

density ℓ1, and identify the constant, in the equivalent of P(ζx > t) found in the previous point, with
√

ℓ1(x)/m(x)
∫

R

√

m(z)ℓ1(z)dz. This would yield (1.17).

It is certainly not too difficult to carry out at least some steps of the above route by (or along with) using spectral
properties of the semigroup of Xm,ξ,r , but in this case the approach that we use in this paper seems to be more
direct. See Remark 37 for a moment-based proof of the lower bound in (1.18), provided that (1.15) has been
proved. We are not sure how easy or difficult it would be to carry out each point of the route outlined above
without making any use of spectral properties, and if further results like Corollary 7 can be obtained in this way.

1.6. Facts and notations. Let Fξ := (Fξ
t )t≥0 and FX := (FX

t )t≥0 denote the right continuous filtrations
generated by respectively the Lévy process ξ and the process Xm,ξ,r

x .

Let C0(R) denote the space of continuous functions f : R → C that converge to 0 at ∞ and −∞. C0(R)
is equipped with the norm ‖ · ‖∞, defined by ‖f‖∞ := supx∈R

|f(x)|, which make it a Banach space. We
sometimes denote (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞) to emphasis that we consider C0(R) equipped with this norm. For k ≥ 1, let
Ck0 (R) denote the space of functions f ∈ C0(R) that are k times differentiable and whose successive derivatives
of order 1, 2, ..., k belong to C0(R). L1(R) denotes the space of measurable functions f : R → C such that
‖f‖L1(R) :=

∫

R
|f(y)|dy < ∞. Bb(R) and Cb(R) denote respectively the spaces of bounded measurable functions

and bounded continuous functions f : R → C.

L2(R) and L2(m) denote the Hilbert spaces of measurable functions f : R → C such that, respectively,
∫

R
|f(y)|2dy < ∞ and

∫

R
|f(y)|2m(y)dy < ∞. We denote by 〈·, ·〉L2(R) and 〈·, ·〉L2(m) respectively the natural

inner products on these spaces. We also denote ‖f‖L2(R) := (〈f, f〉L2(R))
1/2. L2((−1, 1)) denotes the Hilbert

space of measurable functions g : (−1, 1) → C such that
∫

(−1,1)
|g(y)|2dy < ∞. We denote by 〈·, ·〉L2((−1,1)) the

natural inner product on L2((−1, 1)) and ‖g‖L2((−1,1)) := (〈g, g〉L2((−1,1)))
1/2.

For the Fourier transform we use the convention

(Ff)(x) :=
∫

R

f(y)e−2iπyxdy, (F−1f)(x) :=

∫

R

f(y)e2iπyxdy, for f ∈ L1(R). (1.28)

According to Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, F and F−1 are contractions from L1(R) to (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞). The Fourier
inversion theorem says that, if f ∈ L1(R) is such that Ff ∈ L1(R) (equivalently, F−1f ∈ L1(R)) then F−1(Ff) =
F(F−1f) = f . With the convention (1.28), the extensions of F and F−1 to L2(R) (that we also denote by
F and F−1) are isometric and satisfy Plancherel’s identity, i.e. for any f, g ∈ L2(R) we have 〈f, g〉L2(R) =

〈Ff,Fg〉L2(R) = 〈F−1f,F−1g〉L2(R).

We denote the null function by 0. For any functional Banach space U equipped with a norm ‖ · ‖U , we denote
the operator norm by ‖| · ‖|, i.e. for any continuous operator T : U → U , ‖|T‖| := supf∈U\{0} ‖T.f‖U/‖f‖U .
We denote by L(U) the space of continuous operators of U equipped with the operator norm, which makes it a
Banach space. For an operator T and n ≥ 1, Tn denotes the operator obtained by n successive compositions of
T .

According to Proposition 1, (Pt)t≥0 is a Feller semigroup under (Condition 1) and r > 0. As mentioned
after Proposition 1, we will always make those assumptions when dealing with (Pt)t≥0 so that, in particu-
lar, (Pt)t≥0 enjoys all the properties of Feller semigroups. We refer to [6] for background on the theory of
Feller semigroups and their generators. The domain D(AXm,ξ,r ) is the subspace of C0(R) defined by {f ∈
C0(R) s.t. limt→0 t

−1(Pt.f − f) exists in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞)}. The generator AXm,ξ,r : D(AXm,ξ,r ) → C0(R) is de-
fined by AXm,ξ,rf := limt→0 t

−1(Pt.f − f) for f ∈ D(AXm,ξ,r ). D(AXm,ξ,r ) is dense in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞) (see for
example Theorem 3.2.6 in [1]). It is known (see for example Theorem 3.2.6 in [1]) that, if g ∈ D(AXm,ξ,r ), then
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Pt.g ∈ D(AXm,ξ,r ) for any t ≥ 0 and d
dt
Pt.g = AXm,ξ,rPt.g = Pt.AXm,ξ,rg. We refer to this as the differentiation

rule for the semigroup. It is important to note that the limit involved in the definitions of this derivative is a
limit in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞).

It is classical that the un-killed (resp. killed) Lévy process ξ (resp. ξr) is also a Feller process, that is, its
semigroup is Feller in the sense of Definition 1.2 of [6]. We denote its generator by Aξ (resp. Aξr ) and the domain
of its generator by D(Aξ) (resp. D(Aξr )). Note that D(Aξ) = D(Aξr ) and that Aξrf = Aξf − rf . For any
α > 0, the α-potential measure of ξ is defined by V αξ (dx) :=

∫∞
0
e−αtP(ξ(t) ∈ dx)dt. The resolvent operator at α

associated with ξ is defined by V αξ f(x) :=
∫

R
f(x+ y)V αξ (dy) for f ∈ C0(R).

2. Some operators, their traces, and a duality

2.1. Definition of the operators and basic properties. We now introduce some definitions. Assume that
r > 0 and (Condition 2) holds and let

ϕr(x) :=
2

vrξ(0)

∫ x

0

1

−ψξ(2πy) + r
dy.

We see from Lemma 50 and the symmetry of ψξ that we have ϕr(∞) = 1 and ϕr(−∞) = −1. Let ϕ−1
r :

(−1, 1) → R be the inverse function of ϕr. For any y ∈ R, let φry : (−1, 1) → C be the function defined by

φry(x) := e−2iπyϕ−1
r (x)/

√
2. It can be seen using dominated convergence that (y 7→ φry) is continuous from R to

L2((−1, 1)).

Let Qr : L2(R) → L2(R) be the operator defined via Qr.f := F−1((−ψξ(2π·) + r)−1/2 × f). Note that
(−ψξ(2π·)+r)−1/2 is bounded by r−1/2. Therefore, if f ∈ L2(R), (−ψξ(2π·)+r)−1/2×f ∈ L2(R) so F−1((−ψξ(2π·)+
r)−1/2 × f) ∈ L2(R), i.e. Qr.f ∈ L2(R). Qr is thus well defined. Also, it is easy to check that Ker Qr = {0}.

The following lemma states some properties of Qr and relates it with φry.

Lemma 18. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 2) holds.

(1) Qr is a bounded operator and ‖|Qr‖|2 ≤ 1/r.
(2) Qr(L

2(R)) ⊂ C0(R). In particular, for any f ∈ L2(R) and y ∈ R, Qr.f(y) is defined for every y ∈ R and
is continuous.

(3) There is a bijective isometry J : L2(R) → L2((−1, 1)) such that

∀f ∈ L2(R),∀y ∈ R, Qr.f(y) =
√

vrξ (0)〈J.f, φ
r
y〉L2((−1,1)). (2.29)

An important point of the proof of the third point is to choose a suitable Hilbert basis of L2(R) on which Qr
acts nicely. The action of Qr on the elements of the basis is then determined by noticing a duality (2.33) between
the Fourier transforms of some functions built from the basis, and Fourier coefficients of the functions φry.

Proof of Lemma 18. Using the definition of Qr and Plancherel’s identity we get

‖Qr.f‖2L2(R) = ‖F−1((−ψξ(2π·) + r)−1/2 × f)‖2L2(R) = ‖(−ψξ(2π·) + r)−1/2 × f‖2L2(R)

≤ ‖(−ψξ(2π·) + r)−1/2‖2∞.‖f‖2L2(R) = ‖f‖2L2(R)/r. (2.30)

This proves the first claim.

Note from (Condition 2) that (−ψξ(2π·) + r)−1/2 ∈ L2(R). Therefore, if f ∈ L2(R), (−ψξ(2π·) + r)−1/2 × f ∈
L1(R) by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality so Qr.f = F−1((−ψξ(2π·) + r)−1/2 × f) ∈ C0(R). This proves the second
claim.

Let us define

en(x) :=

√

1

vrξ(0)
× einπϕr(x)

√

−ψξ(2πx) + r
, n ∈ Z. (2.31)

It is not difficult to check that (en)n∈Z is an Hilbert basis of L2(R). Let (gn)n∈Z be the classical Hilbert basis of
L2((−1, 1)), namely, gn(x) := einπx/

√
2 for n ∈ Z. We define an isometry J : L2(R) → L2((−1, 1)) via J.en := gn

for n ∈ Z and linear isometrical extension. Since Qr is continuous on L2(R) we have for any f ∈ L2(R) that

Qr.f =
∑

k∈Z

〈f, ek〉L2(R)Qr.ek. (2.32)
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We have (−ψξ(2π·) + r)−1/2 × ek ∈ L2(R) ∩ L1(R) so, for k ∈ Z and y ∈ R we have

Qr.ek(y) =

(

F−1 ek
√

−ψξ(2π·) + r

)

(y) =

√

1

vrξ (0)

∫

R

eikπϕr(x)

−ψξ(2πx) + r
e2iπxydx

=
√

vrξ (0)

∫ 1

−1

e2iπyϕ
−1
r (u)

√
2

eikπu√
2
du

=
√

vrξ (0)× 〈φry, gk〉L2((−1,1)), (2.33)

where we have made the change of variable u = ϕr(x). Since 〈f, ek〉L2(R) = 〈J.f, J.ek〉L2((−1,1)) = 〈J.f, gk〉L2((−1,1)),
we get for any y ∈ R,

∑

k∈Z

〈f, ek〉L2(R)Qr.ek(y) =
√

vrξ (0)
∑

k∈Z

〈J.f, gk〉L2((−1,1))〈φry, gk〉L2((−1,1)) =
√

vrξ (0)〈J.f, φ
r
y〉L2((−1,1)),

where the last equality comes from Parseval’s identity. Combining the above with (2.32) we get that (2.29) holds
for a.e. y ∈ R. Since Qr.f ∈ C0(R) and (y 7→ φry) is continuous, both sides of the equality are continuous so (2.29)
holds for every y ∈ R. This proves the third claim. �

Lemma 19. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 2) holds. There is a constant C > 0 such that for any h ∈
L2((−1, 1)) we have

∫

R
|〈φry , h〉L2((−1,1))|2dy ≤ C‖h‖2L2((−1,1)).

Proof. Lemma 18 shows that the claim holds with C = 1/rvrξ (0). �

For any y ∈ R, let P ry : L2((−1, 1)) → L2((−1, 1)) be defined by P ry .f := 〈f, φry〉L2((−1,1))φ
r
y. Since ‖φry‖L2((−1,1)) =

1, P ry is the orthogonal projection on Span{φry} and ‖|P ry ‖| = 1. From the continuity of y 7→ φry we can see that
y 7→ P ry is continuous from R to L(L2((−1, 1))).

The following lemma defines a linear operator Rr and shows some of its useful properties.

Lemma 20. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold.

(1) For any h ∈ L2((−1, 1)) we have
∫

R
m(y)‖P ry .h‖L2((−1,1))dy < ∞. We can thus define an operator

Rr : L2((−1, 1)) → L2((−1, 1)) by Rr.h :=
∫

R
m(y)(P ry .h)dy, where the integral is in the sense of

Bochner.
(2) For any f, g ∈ L2((−1, 1)) we have 〈Rr.f, g〉L2((−1,1)) =

∫

R
m(y)〈P ry .f, g〉L2((−1,1))dy.

(3) Rr is a bounded operator, Ker Rr = {0}, and Rr is compact and self-adjoint in L2((−1, 1)). In particular
there is a Hilbert basis of L2((−1, 1)) consisting of eigenfunctions of Rr.

(4) The eigenvalues of Rr are real, positive, and form a sequence converging to 0. Let λR1 ≥ λR2 ≥ . . . be the
ordered sequence of eigenvalues of Rr, repeated with their respective multiplicities.

Proof. Using the definition of P ry we get

∀h ∈ L2((−1, 1)), |〈φry, h〉L2((−1,1))|2 = 〈P ry .h, h〉L2((−1,1)) = ‖P ry .h‖2L2((−1,1)). (2.34)

Therefore Lemma 19 can be re-written as
∫

R
‖P ry .h‖2L2((−1,1))dy ≤ C‖h‖2L2((−1,1)). Combining this with m ∈ L2(R)

(from (Condition 1)) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we get
∫

R

m(y)‖P ry .h‖L2((−1,1))dy ≤
√
C‖m‖L2(R)‖h‖L2((−1,1)) <∞, (2.35)

which proves the first claim of the lemma. By properties of Bochner integrals, if T is a continuous linear operator
from L2((−1, 1)) to another Banach space, then the Bochner integral

∫

R
m(y)(T.P ry .h)dy is well-defined and we

have T.Rr.h =
∫

R
m(y)(T.P ry .h)dy. For any g ∈ L2((−1, 1)), we can apply this to the continuous linear operator

〈·, g〉L2((−1,1)) from L2((−1, 1)) to R, which yields the second claim of the lemma.

By properties of Bochner integrals we have

‖Rr.h‖L2((−1,1)) ≤
∫

R

m(y)‖P ry .h‖L2((−1,1))dy. (2.36)

Combining with (2.35) we get that Rr is a bounded operator. Using the second claim of the lemma, (2.34) and
(2.29) from Lemma 18 we get for any h ∈ L2((−1, 1)),

〈Rr.h, h〉L2((−1,1)) =

∫

R

m(y)|〈φry, h〉L2((−1,1))|2dy =
1

vrξ (0)

∫

R

m(y)|Qr.J−1.h(y)|2dy, (2.37)
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where J−1 denotes the inverse of the bijective isometry J from Lemma 18. Since m is positive on R (by
(Condition 1)), Ker Qr = {0}, and J−1 is bijective we get h ∈ Ker Rr ⇒ h = 0 so Ker Rr = {0}. The
second claim of the lemma and the fact that P ry is self-adjoint for all y ∈ R show that Rr is self-adjoint as
well. For M > 0, since m ∈ C0(R) (by (Condition 1)) we have

∫

[−M,M]
m(y)‖|P ry ‖|dy ≤ 2M‖m‖∞ < ∞. We

can thus define an operator Rr,M ∈ L(L2((−1, 1))) by Rr,M :=
∫

[−M,M]
m(y)P ry dy, where the integral is in the

sense of Bochner. Using (2.36) with Rr − Rr,M in place of Rr and (2.35) with m1[−M,M]c in place of m we get
‖|Rr − Rr,M‖| ≤

√
C‖m1[−M,M]c‖L2(R) so Rr,M converges to Rr in L(L2((−1, 1))) as M goes to infinity. By

properties of Bochner integrals, Rr,M (and therefore Rr) can be approximated by finite linear combinations of
operators P ry . Since each operator P ry has rank one, Rr is the limit of a sequence of finite rank operators and is
thus compact. The existence of a Hilbert basis of L2((−1, 1)) consisting of eigenfunctions of Rr then follows from
the spectral theorem. This concludes the proof of the third claim of the lemma.

That the eigenvalues of Rr are real and form a sequence converging to 0 follow from Rr being self-adjoint and
from the spectral theorem. From (2.37) we get that each eigenvalue of Rr is non-negative. Since Ker Rr = {0},
the eigenvalues of Rr are even positive. This concludes the proof of the fourth claim of the lemma. �

Remark 21. The compactness of Rr alternatively follows from Rr being a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, which follows
from the first part of Lemma 23 below.

2.2. Traces of compositions of Rr. The following lemma prepares the ground to work with the traces of
compositions of Rr.

Lemma 22. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 2) holds. Let (uk)k≥1 be a Hilbert basis of L2((−1, 1)). For any
y ∈ R and any bounded operator H we have

∑

j≥1

|〈H.P ry .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))| ≤ ‖|H‖| and
∑

j≥1

〈H.P ry .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1)) = 〈H.φry, φry〉L2((−1,1)).

Proof. By definition of P ry we can see that we have 〈H.P ry .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1)) = 〈H.φry, uj〉L2((−1,1))×〈φry, uj〉L2((−1,1))

so the first claim follows from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for sums and Parseval’s identity while the second claim
follows from Parseval’s identity for the inner product. �

Recall that Rnr denotes the composition of Rr by itself n times. The following lemma shows that the traces of
compositions of Rr are well-defined and relate their asymptotic behaviors to λR1 .

Lemma 23. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. For any n ≥ 2, and any Hilbert basis
(uk)k≥1 of L2((−1, 1)) we have

∑

j≥1 |〈Rnr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))| <∞ and the quantity
∑

j≥1〈Rnr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1)) does

not depend on the choice of the Hilbert basis (uk)k≥1 so we denote it by Tr(Rnr ). Moreover we have

Tr(Rnr ) ∼
n→∞

N × (λR1 )
n, (2.38)

where N denotes the multiplicity of the eigenvalue λR1 of Rr.

Remark 24. The proof of Lemma 31 below will show that the eigenvalue λR1 of Rr has multiplicity 1. A consequence
will be that we have actually N = 1 in (2.38).

Proof of Lemma 23. Fix n ≥ 2. Using the second point of Lemma 20 and Fubini’s theorem we get

∑

j≥1

|〈Rnr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))| ≤
∫

Rn

m(y1) . . . m(yn)





∑

j≥1

|〈P ryn . . . P
r
y1 .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))|



 dy1 . . . dyn =: In. (2.39)

Using the definition of P ry we get that 〈P ryn . . . P ry1 .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1)) equals

〈uj , φry1〉L2((−1,1)) × 〈φry1 , φ
r
y2〉L2((−1,1)) × · · · × 〈φryn−1

, φryn〉L2((−1,1)) × 〈φryn , uj〉L2((−1,1)). (2.40)

We now compute the terms 〈φry1 , φry2〉L2((−1,1)). Using the definition of φry, the substitution x = ϕ−1
r (u), and

Lemma 50, we get

〈φry1 , φ
r
y2〉L2((−1,1)) =

1

2

∫ 1

−1

e2iπ(y2−y1)ϕ
−1
r (u)du =

1

vrξ (0)

∫

R

e2iπ(y2−y1)x

−ψξ(2πx) + r
dx (2.41)

=
1

vrξ(0)
F−1

(

1

−ψξ(2π·) + r

)

(y2 − y1) =
vrξ (y2 − y1)

vrξ(0)
.
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The combination of (2.40) and (2.41) yields that
∑

j≥1 |〈P ryn . . . P ry1 .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))| is smaller than

vrξ (y2 − y1) · · · vrξ (yn − yn−1)

vrξ(0)
n−1

∑

j≥1

|〈uj , φry1〉L2((−1,1))| × |〈φryn , uj〉L2((−1,1))|

≤v
r
ξ (y2 − y1) · · · vrξ (yn − yn−1)

vrξ(0)
n−1

√

∑

j≥1

|〈uj , φry1〉L2((−1,1))|2
√

∑

j≥1

|〈φryn , uj〉L2((−1,1))|2

=
vrξ (y2 − y1) · · · vrξ (yn − yn−1)

vrξ(0)
n−1

× ‖φry1‖L2((−1,1)) × ‖φryn‖L2((−1,1)) =
vrξ(y2 − y1) · · · vrξ (yn − yn−1)

vrξ(0)
n−1

,

where we have used Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for sums, Parseval’s identity, and ‖φry‖L2((−1,1)) = 1. Plugging
this in the definition of In in (2.39) we get

In ≤ 1

vrξ (0)
n−1

∫

Rn

m(y1) . . .m(yn)v
r
ξ(y2 − y1) · · · vrξ(yn − yn−1)dy1 . . . dyn (2.42)

=
1

vrξ (0)
n−1

∫

R

m(yn)

(

. . .

(
∫

R

m(y2)v
r
ξ(y3 − y2)

(
∫

R

m(y1)v
r
ξ (y2 − y1)dy1

)

dy2

)

· · ·
)

dyn

=
1

vrξ (0)
n−1

∫

R

m(y)fn−1(y)dy,

where we have set f0(y) := 1 and fk+1(y) :=
∫

R
m(z)vrξ(y − z)fk(z)dz for k ≥ 0.

In order to prove that In <∞, let us first show that for any function f ,

mf ∈ L2(R) ⇒
∫

R

m(z)vrξ(· − z)f(z)dz ∈ L2(R). (2.43)

Lemma 50 shows that vrξ (·) ∈ L1(R) ∩ C0(R) ⊂ L2(R). Using Plancherel’s identity we get
∫

R

m(z)vrξ(y − z)f(z)dz =

∫

R

F−1(mf)(x)F−1(vrξ(y − ·))(x)dx =

∫

R

e2iπyxF−1(mf)(x)F(vrξ(·))(x)dx.

By Plancherel’s isometry we have F−1(mf) ∈ L2(R) and F(vrξ (·)) ∈ L2(R) so the product of the two function is
in L1(R) by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. We can thus recognize the last term as the inverse Fourier transform
of a function in L1(R) and get

∫

R
m(z)vrξ(y − z)f(z)dz = F−1(F−1(mf) × F(vrξ (·)))(y). Since, by Lemma 50,

F(vrξ (·)) = (−ψξ(2π·)+ r)−1 which is bounded by 1/r we get that the product F−1(mf)×F(vrξ (·)) is actually in
L1(R)∩L2(R). By Plancherel’s isometry, its Fourier transform is in L2(R) and this concludes the proof of (2.43).

Since m ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R) by (Condition 1), (2.43) shows that f1 ∈ L2(R) and then shows by induction that
fk ∈ L2(R) for all k ≥ 1. Therefore, In <∞ follows from applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in the right-hand
side of (2.42). Combining this with (2.39) yields the claim

∑

j≥1 |〈Rnr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))| <∞.

Then, using the second point of Lemma 20, Fubini’s theorem, and Lemma 22 we get
∑

j≥1

〈Rnr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1)) =
∑

j≥1

∫

Rn

m(y1) . . .m(yn)〈P ryn . . . P
r
y1 .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))dy1 . . . dyn (2.44)

=

∫

Rn

m(y1) . . .m(yn)





∑

j≥1

〈P ryn . . . P
r
y1 .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))



 dy1 . . . dyn

=

∫

Rn

m(y1) . . .m(yn)〈P ryn . . . P
r
y2 .φ

r
y1 , φ

r
y1〉L2((−1,1))dy1 . . . dyn,

where the use of Fubini’s theorem is allowed since In < ∞. This proves the independence with respect to the
choice of the Hilbert basis (uk)k≥1. Tr(Rnr ) is thus well-defined.

Choosing, for (uk)k≥1, the Hilbert basis of eigenfunctions of Rr we get Tr(Rnr ) =
∑

j≥1(λ
R
j )
n for all n ≥ 2 so

in particular,
∑

j≥1

(λRj )
2 <∞. (2.45)

For n ≥ 2 we have

N × (λR1 )
n ≤ Tr(Rnr ) =

∑

j≥1

(λRj )
n = (λR1 )

n

(

N +
∑

j>N

(

λRj
λR1

)n)

≤ (λR1 )
n

(

N +
1

(λR1 )
2

(

λRN+1

λR1

)n−2
∑

j>N

(λRj )
2

)

.

(2.46)



Spectral analysis of a class of Lévy-type processes and connection with Interacting Particles Systems 15

Since λRN+1 < λR1 , the combination of (2.45) and (2.46) yields (2.38). �

The following lemma slightly improves Lemma 23 when the stronger assumption (Condition 1’) holds.

Lemma 25. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1’) and (Condition 2) hold. For any n ≥ 1, and any Hilbert basis
(uk)k≥1 of L2((−1, 1)) we have

∑

j≥1 |〈Rnr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))| <∞ and the quantity
∑

j≥1〈Rnr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1)) does

not depend on the choice of the Hilbert basis (uk)k≥1 so we denote it by Tr(Rnr ). Moreover we have Tr(Rr) =
‖m‖L1(R) and for any n ≥ 1, T r(Rnr ) =

∑

j≥1(λ
R
j )
n <∞.

Note that for n ≥ 2 the result is a consequence of Lemma 23.

Proof. Fix n ≥ 1. Note that for any y ∈ R, ‖|P ry ‖| ≤ 1 because P ry is an orthogonal projection. Proceeding as in
(2.39) and using Lemma 22 and m ∈ L1(R) (from (Condition 1’)) we get

∑

j≥1

|〈Rnr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))| ≤
∫

Rn

m(y1) . . .m(yn)





∑

j≥1

|〈P ryn . . . P
r
y1 .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))|



 dy1 . . . dyn

≤
∫

Rn

m(y1) . . .m(yn)dy1 . . . dyn = ‖m‖nL1(R) <∞.

We thus get
∑

j≥1 |〈Rnr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))| < ∞. Moreover the above finiteness allows to use Fubini’s theorem so
(2.44) holds true in our case (for all n ≥ 1). This proves the independence with respect to the choice of the
Hilbert basis (uk)k≥1. Tr(Rnr ) is thus well-defined. Choosing, for (uk)k≥1, the Hilbert basis of eigenfunctions of
Rr we get Tr(Rnr ) =

∑

j≥1(λ
R
j )
n < ∞. Applying (2.44) with n = 1 we get Tr(Rr) =

∫

R
m(y)‖φry‖2L2((−1,1))dy =

‖m‖L1(R). �

2.3. A duality with Xm,ξ,r.

Proposition 26. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. For any h ∈ L2((−1, 1)),

(y 7→ 〈Rr.φry, h〉L2((−1,1))) ∈ D(AXm,ξ,r ), (2.47)

∀y ∈ R, AXm,ξ,r 〈Rr.φr· , h〉L2((−1,1))(y) =
−1

vrξ(0)
〈φry, h〉L2((−1,1)). (2.48)

Proof. Using the second point of Lemma 20, the definition of P rz , and (2.41) we get

〈Rr.φry, h〉L2((−1,1)) =

∫

R

m(z)〈P rz .φry , h〉L2((−1,1))dz =

∫

R

m(z)〈φry, φrz〉L2((−1,1))〈φrz, h〉L2((−1,1))dz (2.49)

=
1

vrξ (0)

∫

R

vrξ (z − y)m(z)〈φrz, h〉L2((−1,1))dz =
1

vrξ (0)

∫

R

vrξ(u)Gh(y + u)du,

where we have set Gh(z) := m(z)〈φrz, h〉L2((−1,1)). Let us prove that (z 7→ 〈φrz, h〉L2((−1,1))) ∈ C0(R). We set
Mh(z) := h(ϕr(z))/(−ψξ(2πz)+r). Since h ∈ L2((−1, 1)) ⊂ L1((−1, 1)) we have

∫

R
|Mh(u)|du = vrξ(0)

∫

(−1,1)
|h(x)|dx/2 <

∞ so Mh ∈ L1(R). Therefore F−1Mh ∈ C0(R). Then we have

(F−1Mh)(z) =

∫

R

e2iπuz
h(ϕr(u))

−ψξ(2πu) + r
du =

vrξ (0)

2

∫

(−1,1)

h(x)e2iπzϕ
−1
r (x)dx =

vrξ (0)√
2

〈φrz, h〉L2((−1,1)).

Therefore (z 7→ 〈φrz, h〉L2((−1,1))) ∈ C0(R). Since m ∈ C0(R) (by (Condition 1)) we get Gh ∈ C0(R). V rξ Gh is thus
well-defined (where V rξ is the resolvent operator at r, as in Section 1.6) and, using Lemma 50, we get

V rξ Gh(y) =

∫

R

Gh(y + u)V rξ (du) =

∫

R

vrξ(u)Gh(y + u)du = vrξ (0)〈Rr.φry, h〉L2((−1,1)),

where we have used (2.49) for the last equality. Therefore (y 7→ 〈Rr.φry, h〉L2((−1,1))) ∈ V rξ (C0(R)). According
to Lemma 1.27 in [6] we have V rξ (C0(R)) ⊂ D(Aξ) and for any f ∈ C0(R),AξV

r
ξ f − rV rξ f = −f . We thus get

(y 7→ 〈Rr.φry , h〉L2((−1,1))) ∈ D(Aξ) = D(Aξr ) and for all y ∈ R,

Aξr 〈Rr.φr· , h〉L2((−1,1))(y) =
1

vrξ (0)

(

AξV
r
ξ Gh(y)− rV rξ Gh(y)

)

= −Gh(y)
vrξ(0)

= −
m(y)〈φry, h〉L2((−1,1))

vrξ (0)
. (2.50)

Since (z 7→ 〈φrz, h〉L2((−1,1))) ∈ C0(R) we have 1
m
Aξr 〈Rr.φr· , h〉L2((−1,1)) ∈ C0(R) so, by Lemma 45, we get

(2.47) and AXm,ξ,r 〈Rr.φr· , h〉L2((−1,1))(y) = 1
m(y)

Aξr 〈Rr.φr· , h〉L2((−1,1))(y). Combining this with (2.50) we get
(2.48). �
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3. Decomposition of the survival probability of Xm,ξ,r

3.1. A basis of eigenfunctions of the generator. According to Lemma 20 we can, under the assumptions of
that lemma, choose an orthonormal Hilbert basis (an)n≥1 of L2((−1, 1)) consisting of eigenfunctions of Rr such
that λRn is the eigenvalue associated with an. For any n ≥ 1 and y ∈ R let us define

qn(y) :=
1

√

λRn
〈φry, an〉L2((−1,1)). (3.51)

The following result shows that the family (qn)n≥1 diagonalizes the generator AXm,ξ,r . It is a consequence of the
duality established in Proposition 26.

Proposition 27. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. For any n ≥ 1, qn ∈ C0(R) ∩
L2(R) ⊂ L2(m) and ‖qn‖L2(R) ≤

√

C/λRn , where C is as in Lemma 19. (qn)n≥1 is an orthonormal Hilbert basis

of L2(m). Moreover for any n ≥ 1, qn ∈ D(AXm,ξ,r ) and

AXm,ξ,rqn =
−1

λRn v
r
ξ (0)

qn. (3.52)

Proof. qn ∈ L2(R) and the bound ‖qn‖L2(R) ≤
√

C/λRn are a consequence of (3.51) and Lemma 19. Using (3.51),
that an is an eigenfunction of Rr, and that Rr is self-adjoint we get

∀y ∈ R, qn(y) =
1

√

λRn
〈φry, an〉L2((−1,1)) =

1

(λRn )3/2
〈φry, Rr.an〉L2((−1,1)) =

1

(λRn )3/2
〈Rr.φry , an〉L2((−1,1)). (3.53)

By (2.47) we get qn ∈ D(AXm,ξ,r ) ⊂ C0(R). Then the combination of (3.53), (2.48) and (3.51) yields

AXm,ξ,rqn =
1

(λRn )3/2
AXm,ξ,r 〈Rr.φr· , an〉L2((−1,1))(y) =

−1

(λRn )3/2v
r
ξ (0)

〈φry, an〉L2((−1,1)) =
−1

λRn v
r
ξ(0)

qn(y),

which is (3.52). Then for any m,n ≥ 1, using (3.51), the definition of P ry , the second point of Lemma 20, and
that am is an eigenfunction of Rr we get

√

λRnλRm〈qn, qm〉L2(m) =

∫

R

m(y)〈φry, an〉L2((−1,1))〈am, φry〉L2((−1,1))dy =

∫

R

m(y)〈P ry .am, an〉L2((−1,1))dy

= 〈Rr.am, an〉L2((−1,1)) = λRm〈am, an〉L2((−1,1)).

Therefore (qn)n≥1 is an orthonormal family of L2(m). Now let f ∈ L2(m) be such that 〈qn, f〉L2(m) = 0 for all
n ≥ 1 and let us prove that f = 0. For any g ∈ L2((−1, 1)) we set qg(y) := 〈φry, g〉L2((−1,1)). Note from Lemma
19 that qg ∈ L2(R) ⊂ L2(m). Moreover, if g ∈ Span < a1, a2, · · · > then qg is a linear combination of finitely
many qn’s so 〈qg, f〉L2(m) = 0. For an arbitrary g ∈ L2((−1, 1)), let (gn)n≥1 a sequence in Span < a1, a2, · · · >
that converges to g in L2((−1, 1)). Then, using Lemma 19, we get

‖qg − qgn‖2L2(m) ≤ ‖m‖∞‖qg − qgn‖2L2(R) = ‖m‖∞
∫

R

|〈φry, g − gn〉L2((−1,1))|2dy ≤ C‖m‖∞‖g − gn‖2L2((−1,1)),

with C as in Lemma 19. Therefore qgn converges to qg in L2(m) so 〈qg, f〉L2(m) = 0. For any g ∈ L2((−1, 1)) let
us define two linear forms from L2(m) to R:

∀h ∈ L2(m), Ag(h) := 〈qg , h〉L2(m), Bg(h) :=
1√
2
〈F(hm)(ϕ−1

r (·)), g〉L2((−1,1)).

Ag is clearly continuous on L2(m). Then for any h ∈ L2(m) we have ‖hm‖2L2(R) ≤ ‖m‖∞‖h‖2L2(m) so (h 7→ hm)

is continuous from L2(m) to L2(R). F is continuous from L2(R) to L2(R). For any k ∈ L2(R),

‖k(ϕ−1
r (·))‖2L2((−1,1)) ≤

1

r

∫

(−1,1)

|k(ϕ−1
r (x))|2(−ψξ(2πϕ−1

r (x)) + r)dx =
2

rvrξ(0)

∫

R

|k(y)|2dy =
2

rvrξ(0)
‖k‖2L2(R),

so (k 7→ k(ϕ−1
r (·))) is continuous from L2(R) to L2((−1, 1)). Therefore Bg is continuous on L2(m). Let h ∈ L2(R).

Using m ∈ L2(R) (from (Condition 1)), two times Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, and ‖φry‖L2((−1,1)) = 1 we get
∫

R

∫

(−1,1)

m(y)× |h(y)| × |φry(x)| × |g(x)|dxdy ≤ ‖m‖L2(R) × ‖h‖L2(R) × ‖g‖L2((−1,1)) <∞.

We can thus use Fubini’s theorem and get
∫

R

m(y)h(y)

(

∫

(−1,1)

φry(x)g(x)dx

)

dy =

∫

(−1,1)

(∫

R

m(y)h(y)φry(x)dy

)

g(x)dx. (3.54)
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On the one hand, the left-hand side of (3.54) equals
∫

R
m(y)h(y)〈φry, g〉L2((−1,1))dy =

∫

R
qg(y)h(y)m(y)dy = Ag(h).

On the other hand, the right-hand side of (3.54) equals

1√
2

∫

(−1,1)

(∫

R

m(y)h(y)e−2iπyϕ−1
r (x)dy

)

g(x)dx =
1√
2

∫

(−1,1)

F(hm)(ϕ−1
r (x))g(x)dx = Bg(h).

Therefore, for any g ∈ L2((−1, 1)), the linear forms Ag and Bg coincide on the subspace L2(R) that is dense in
L2(m). Since Ag and Bg are continuous on L2(m) we get Ag = Bg . We have already shown that Ag(f) = 0 for
all g ∈ L2((−1, 1)) so Bg(f) = 0 for all g ∈ L2((−1, 1)). We deduce that F(fm)(ϕ−1

r (·)) = 0 a.e. on (−1, 1) so
F(fm) = 0 a.e. on R so fm = 0 a.e. on R and since m is positive on R (by (Condition 1)), f = 0 a.e. on R.
Therefore the orthonormal family (qn)n≥1 is total in L2(m) so it is an Hilbert basis. This concludes the proof. �

Under the assumptions of Proposition 27, let (λXn )n≥1 be the sequence defined by

∀n ≥ 1, λXn :=
1

λRn v
r
ξ(0)

. (3.55)

Proposition 27 shows that (λXn )n≥1 is the sequence of eigenvalues of −AXm,ξ,r associated with the eigenfunctions
(qn)n≥1.

Lemma 28. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. For any α ≥ 5/2 we have
∑

n≥1

(λXn )−α(1 ∨ ‖qn‖∞) <∞. (3.56)

In particular, for any β ≥ 0 and t > 0 we have
∑

n≥1

(λXn )βe−tλ
X
n (1 ∨ ‖qn‖∞) <∞. (3.57)

Proof. (3.57) easily follows from (3.56) so we only prove the later. From (3.51) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
we see that for any n ≥ 1 and y ∈ R we have

|qn(y)| ≤ 1
√

λRn
× ‖φry‖L2((−1,1)) × ‖an‖L2((−1,1)) =

1
√

λRn
,

where, for the last inequality, we have used that (an)n≥1 is an orthonormal family and that ‖φry‖L2((−1,1)) = 1,

which is easily seen from the definition of φry in Section 2.1. We thus get ‖qn‖∞ ≤ 1/
√

λRn . We see from this
and (3.55) that we only need to show

∑

n≥1(λ
X
n )−2 < ∞, but this is a consequence of (3.55) and (2.45). This

concludes the proof. �

3.2. Decomposition of the semigroup in the basis, and the first eigenfunction. The following proposition
provides a decomposition of Pt.f in the basis (qn)n≥1 for f ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R) ⊂ L2(m).

Proposition 29. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. For any f ∈ C0(R)∩L2(R) and
t > 0 we have

∀x ∈ R, Pt.f(x) =
∑

n≥1

e−tλ
X
n 〈f, qn〉L2(m)qn(x), (3.58)

where the series of functions in the right-hand side converges absolutely in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞).

Proof. Let f ∈ L2(m) and t > 0. According to Proposition 27, (qn)n≥1 is an orthonormal family so, by Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality, we have |〈f, qn〉L2(m)| ≤ ‖f‖L2(m) for any n ≥ 1. Moreover Proposition 27 shows that
qn ∈ C0(R) for any n ≥ 1. Combining with Lemma 28 we get that the series of functions in the right-hand side
of (3.58) converges absolutely in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞). In particular the right-hand side of (3.58) is continuous in x, let
us denote it by St.f(x). Note that there is a constant Ct > 0 such that ‖St.f‖∞ ≤ Ct‖f‖L2(m).

By Proposition 27 we have ‖qn‖L2(R) ≤
√

C/λRn for some C > 0. Combining this with |〈f, qn〉L2(m)| ≤ ‖f‖L2(m)

and Lemma 28 (together with (3.55)) we get that St.f ∈ L2(R) ⊂ L2(m). We now compute 〈St.f, qn〉L2(m) for
n ≥ 1. By Proposition 27, qn ∈ L2(R) so, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, qnm ∈ L1(R). Combining with the
absolute convergence in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞) of the series of functions defining St.f and using that (qm)m≥1 is an
orthonormal Hilbert basis of L2(m) by Proposition 27 we get for any n ≥ 1,

〈St.f, qn〉L2(m) =

∫

R

St.f(x)qn(x)m(x)dx =
∑

m≥1

e−tλ
X
m〈f, qm〉L2(m)〈qm, qn〉L2(m) = e−tλ

X
n 〈f, qn〉L2(m). (3.59)
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We now make the restriction f ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R) (and recall that C0(R) ∩ L2(R) ⊂ L2(m)). According to
Proposition 1 the semigroup is Feller so we have Pt.f ∈ C0(R). By Lemma 46 we have Pt.f ∈ L2(m). We now
compute 〈Pt.f, qn〉L2(m) for n ≥ 1. By Proposition 27, qn ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R). Therefore, using Lemma 49 we get
for any n ≥ 1,

〈Pt.f, qn〉L2(m) = 〈f, Pt.qn〉L2(m) = e−tλ
X
n 〈f, qn〉L2(m),

where the last equality comes from Pt.qn = e−tλ
X
n qn, which follows from Proposition 27, (3.55) and the differen-

tiation rule for the semigroup (see Section 1.6).

We thus get 〈Pt.f, qn〉L2(m) = 〈St.f, qn〉L2(m) for all n ≥ 1. Since (qn)n≥1 is an orthonormal Hilbert basis of
L2(m) we get Pt.f = St.f in L2(m) so, since m is positive on R by (Condition 1), Pt.f(x) = St.f(x) for almost
every x ∈ R. As both functions are continuous in x, (3.58) follows. �

Remark 30. Let t > 0. Combining (3.59) with Parseval’s identity we get ‖St.f‖L2(m) ≤ ‖f‖L2(m) so the operator
St from the above proof is a contraction of L2(m). Also, it satisfies St(L2(m)) ⊂ C0(R) and it is continuous from
L2(m) to (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞). Moreover, St coincides with Pt on the subspace C0(R) ∩ L2(R) (in the sense that, for
f ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R), we have Pt.f(x) = St.f(x) for all x ∈ R).

The first eigenfunction is commonly called ground state and enjoys special properties. They are gathered in
the following lemma that builds on Lemma 44 from Section 6.3 and they will allow to show the positivity of the
constant Km,ξ,r(x) in Theorem 5, and to relate that constant with the infinite-volume Gibbs states of the spin
system from Section 1.2.

Lemma 31. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. There is θ ∈ [0, 2π) such that
q1 = eiθ|q1| and we have |q1(x)| > 0 for all x ∈ R. Moreover, the eigenvalue λX1 of −AXm,ξ,r has multiplicity 1
(in other words, λX2 > λX1 ).

Proof. Since Rr is a compact operator by Lemma 20, its largest eigenvalue λR1 has a finite multiplicity that we
denote by N . From (3.55) we get λX1 = · · · = λXN and λXk > λX1 for k > N .

Let us first show that Span{q1, . . . , qN} admits an orthonormal basis (for the inner product in L2(m)) made of
real eigenfunctions of operators Pt. For any k ∈ {1, . . . , N} we have qk ∈ C0(R)∩L2(R) ⊂ L2(m) by Proposition 27
so Re(qk), Im(qk) ∈ C0(R)∩L2(R) ⊂ L2(m) and, by (1.3), Pt.Re(qk) and Pt.Im(qk) are real functions for any t > 0.

We have Pt.qk = e−tλ
X
1 qk from Proposition 27, (3.55) and the differentiation rule for the semigroup (see Section

1.6). We thus get that for any t > 0, Pt.Re(qk) + iPt.Im(qk) = Pt.qk = e−tλ
X
1 qk = e−tλ

X
1 Re(qk) + ie−tλ

X
1 Im(qk)

so Pt.Re(qk) = e−tλ
X
1 Re(qk) and Pt.Im(qk) = e−tλ

X
1 Im(qk). Therefore Re(qk), Im(qk) ∈ Span{q1, . . . , qN} and

{Re(q1), Im(q1), . . . , Re(qN ), Im(qN)} is a spanning family of Span{q1, . . . , qN} that only contains real eigenfunc-
tions of operators Pt. Extracting a linearly independent family and applying Gram‚ÄìSchmidt process we obtain
an orthonormal basis {q̃1, . . . , q̃N} of Span{q1, . . . , qN}, where each q̃k lies in C0(R)∩L2(R) ⊂ L2(m) and is a real
eigenfunction of all operators Pt. Each q̃k is not identically 0 so, replacing q̃k by −q̃k if necessary, we can assume
that

∀k ∈ {1, . . . , N}, ∃xk ∈ R s.t. q̃k(xk) > 0. (3.60)

Let us fix k ∈ {1, . . . , N}. We have clearly |q̃k| ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R) ⊂ L2(m) so Proposition 29 yields that for all

t > 0 and x ∈ R, Pt.|q̃k|(x) =
∑

n≥1 e
−tλX

n 〈|q̃k|, qn〉L2(m)qn(x) where the series of functions converges absolutely in

(C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞). Proceeding as in (3.59) we get 〈Pt.|q̃k |, qn〉L2(m) = e−tλ
X
n 〈|q̃k|, qn〉L2(m) for any n ≥ 1. Therefore,

by Parseval’s identity we get

‖Pt.|q̃k|‖2L2(m) =
∑

n≥1

e−2tλX
n |〈|q̃k|, qn〉L2(m)|2. (3.61)

Now note that for any x ∈ R, |Pt.q̃k(x)| ≤ Pt.|q̃k|(x) so ‖Pt.q̃k‖L2(m) ≤ ‖Pt.|q̃k|‖L2(m). Using ‖q̃k‖L2(m) = 1,

Pt.q̃k = e−tλ
X
1 q̃k, ‖Pt.q̃k‖L2(m) ≤ ‖Pt.|q̃k|‖L2(m) and (3.61) we get

e−2tλX
1 = e−2tλX

1 ‖q̃k‖2L2(m) = ‖Pt.q̃k‖2L2(m) ≤ ‖Pt.|q̃k|‖2L2(m) =
∑

n≥1

e−2tλX
n |〈|q̃k|, qn〉L2(m)|2.

Since ‖|q̃k|‖L2(m) = ‖q̃k‖L2(m) = 1 we have
∑

n≥1 |〈|q̃k|, qn〉L2(m)|2 = 1. The above thus implies 〈|q̃k|, qn〉L2(m) = 0

for n > N . Therefore, |q̃k| ∈ Span{q1, . . . , qN} so |q̃k| is an eigenfunction of Pt with eigenvalue e−tλ
X
1 , and so is

q̃k + |q̃k|. By (3.60) and by continuity there is an open set U ⊂ R such that q̃k(x) > 0 for all x ∈ U . Lemma 44
shows that P(Xm,ξ,r

x (1) ∈ U) > 0 for all x ∈ R so, since q̃k + |q̃k| is positive on U and non-negative on R \ U ,
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P1.(q̃k+|q̃k|)(x) > 0. For any x ∈ R we have q̃k(x)+|q̃k(x)| = eλ
X
1 P1.(q̃k+|q̃k|)(x). We thus get q̃k(x)+|q̃k(x)| > 0

for all x ∈ R so there is no x ∈ R such that q̃k(x) < 0. Therefore, q̃k is positive on U and non-negative on R \ U
so the same argument again shows that q̃k(x) > 0 for all x ∈ R. This and the orthonormality of (q̃k)k∈{1,...,N}
implies N = 1 so λX2 > λX1 and q1 = eiθ q̃1 for some θ ∈ [0, 2π). This concludes the proof. �

3.3. Decomposition of the survival probability of Xm,ξ,r. The following result is based on the decomposition
from Proposition 29 and provides a representation for P(ζx > t).

Proposition 32. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. We have for any t > 0,

∀x ∈ R, P(ζx > t) =
∑

n≥1

e−tλ
X
n 〈m, qn〉L2(R)qn(x), (3.62)

where the series of functions in the right-hand side converges absolutely in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞).

Proof. Let us fix t > 0. For M > 0 let

fM (x) :=











1 if x ∈ [−M,M ],

1− (|x| −M) if x ∈ (M,M + 1) ∪ (−M − 1,−M),

0 if |x| ≥M + 1.

(3.63)

We have clearly fM ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R) so, by Proposition 29, we get

∀x ∈ R, Pt.fM (x) =
∑

n≥1

e−tλ
X
n 〈fM , qn〉L2(m)qn(x). (3.64)

For any n ≥ 1, 〈fM , qn〉L2(m) =
∫

R
fM (x)qn(x)m(x)dx. For every x ∈ R, fM (x) converges to 1 as M goes to

infinity. Moreover |fM (x)| ≤ 1 and qnm ∈ L1(R) by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality since qn ∈ L2(R) by Proposition
27 and m ∈ L2(R) by (Condition 1). We thus get by dominated convergence that 〈fM , qn〉L2(m) converges to
〈m,qn〉L2(R) as M goes to infinity. Then, using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Proposition 27, |〈fM , qn〉L2(m)| ≤
∫

R
|qn(x)|m(x)dx ≤ ‖qn‖L2(R) × ‖m‖L2(R) ≤ ‖m‖L2(R)

√

C/λRn for some C > 0. This and Lemma 28 (together
with (3.55)) allow to use dominated convergence to show that the series in the right-hand side of (3.64) converges
to the right-hand side of (3.62) as M goes to infinity. Then, for any x ∈ R we see from (1.3) and monotone
convergence that the left-hand side of (3.64) converges to P(ζx > t) as M goes to infinity. (3.62) follows.
Since qn ∈ C0(R) (by Proposition 27) the claim about absolute convergence in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞) follows from
|〈qn,m〉L2(R)| ≤ ‖m‖L2(R)

√

C/λRn and Lemma 28 (together with (3.55)). �

The following proposition provides an equivalent for P(ζx > t) as t goes to infinity.

Proposition 33. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. For every x ∈ R, we have
〈m,q1〉L2(R)q1(x) > 0 and

P(ζx > t) ∼
t→∞

〈m, q1〉L2(R)q1(x)e
−tλX

1 . (3.65)

The proof builds on the representation of P(ζx > t) from Proposition 32 and on Lemma 31.

Proof. From Proposition 32 we get

∀x ∈ R, etλ
X
1 P(ζx > t)− 〈m, q1〉L2(R)q1(x) =

∑

n>1

e−t(λ
X
n −λX

1 )〈m, qn〉L2(R)qn(x). (3.66)

By Lemma 31 we have λXn −λX1 > 0 for all n > 1 so each term in the above series converges to 0 as t goes to infinity.
Since λRn converges to 0 as n goes to infinity (see Lemma 20) we see from (3.55) that λXn ∼ λXn − λX1 as n goes

to infinity. Therefore, reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 28 we get
∑

n≥1(λ
X
n )1/2e−(λX

n −λX
1 )(‖qn‖∞ ∨ 1) < ∞.

Since moreover |〈m, qn〉L2(R)| ≤ ‖m‖L2(R)(Cv
r
ξ (0)λ

X
n )1/2 (by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Proposition 27 and

(3.55)), we get by dominated convergence that the right-hand side of (3.66) converges to 0 as t goes to infinity.

Therefore etλ
X
1 P(ζx > t) converges to 〈m,q1〉L2(R)q1(x) as t goes to infinity. We are only left to show that

〈m,q1〉L2(R)q1(x) > 0. For this recall that, by Lemma 31 and the differentiation rule for the semigroup (see

Section 1.6), |q1| is an eigenfunction of Pt associated with the eigenvalue e−tλ
X
1 and is positive. We thus get

0 < |q1(x)| = etλ
X
1 Pt.|q1|(x) ≤ ‖q1‖∞etλ

X
1 Pt.1(x) = ‖q1‖∞etλ

X
1 P(ζx > t) −→

t→∞
‖q1‖∞〈m, q1〉L2(R)q1(x).

This proves that 〈m,q1〉L2(R)q1(x) > 0, concluding the proof. �
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3.4. Relation with traces of compositions of Rr. The following proposition connects the traces of composi-
tions of Rr with the partition function Zn.

Proposition 34. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. Let Zn be the partition func-
tion defined by (1.7) with the choice Vint := − log(vrξ(·)) and Umass := − log(m(·)) and let E be the associated
normalized free energy (defined in (1.8)). For any n ≥ 2, Zn is well-defined and we have Tr(Rnr ) = Zn/v

r
ξ (0)

n.

Moreover, E is well-defined and we have E = log(λX1 ).

Proof. Fix n ≥ 2. The finiteness of the integral defining Zn in (1.7) is a consequence of the finiteness of the
integrals in (2.42), in the proof of Lemma 23. Zn is thus well-defined. Recall that the well-definedness of Tr(Rnr )
is proved by Lemma 23. Using (2.44) from the proof of Lemma 23 and the definition of P ry , we get

Tr(Rnr ) =

∫

Rn

m(y1) . . .m(yn)〈φry1 , φ
r
y2〉L2((−1,1)) × · · · × 〈φryn−1

, φryn〉L2((−1,1)) (3.67)

×〈φryn , φ
r
y1〉L2((−1,1))dy1 . . . dyn.

Plugging (2.41) into (3.67) and comparing with (1.7) yields that Tr(Rnr ) = Zn/v
r
ξ (0)

n for each n ≥ 2. We have
clearly Zn > 0 for any n ≥ 2. Then, combining Tr(Rnr ) = Zn/v

r
ξ (0)

n with (2.38) we get that E exists and equals
− log(vrξ (0)λ

R
1 ). Combining with (3.55) we obtain E = log(λX1 ). This concludes the proof. �

The following proposition will be the main ingredient in the proof of (1.18).

Proposition 35. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1’) and (Condition 2) hold. We have 1/‖m‖L1(R)v
r
ξ (0) ≤

λX1 ≤ ‖m‖L1(R)v
r
ξ(0)/Z2, with Zn as in Proposition 34.

Proof. Using Lemma 25 and that all eigenvalues of Rr are positive (from Lemma 20) we get

‖m‖L1(R) = Tr(Rr) =
∑

k≥1

λRk ≥ λR1 = λR1 × Tr(Rr)

‖m‖L1(R)

=
1

‖m‖L1(R)

∑

k≥1

λR1 λ
R
k

≥ 1

‖m‖L1(R)

∑

k≥1

(λRk )
2 =

Tr(R2
r)

‖m‖L1(R)

=
Z2

‖m‖L1(R) × vrξ(0)
2
,

where the last equality comes from Proposition 34. Combining the bound ‖m‖L1(R) ≥ λR1 ≥ Z2/‖m‖L1(R)v
r
ξ(0)

2

with (3.55) we get 1/‖m‖L1(R)v
r
ξ (0) ≤ λX1 ≤ ‖m‖L1(R)v

r
ξ(0)/Z2. �

3.5. Infinite-volume Gibbs states. Recall the sequence of probability measures (Lkn)n≥2∨k defined in Section
1.2. The following proposition relates the first eigenfunction of the semigroup (Pt)t≥0 with the infinite-volume
Gibbs states of the spin system from Section 1.2.

Proposition 36. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. Under the choice Vint :=
− log(vrξ (·)) and Umass := − log(m(·)), the infinite-volume Gibbs states Lk defined in (1.11) is well-defined for
any k ≥ 1 and we have

Lk(dy1 . . . dyk) = (λX1 )k−1 ×m(y1) . . . m(yk)× |q1(y1)|vrξ (y2 − y1) . . . v
r
ξ(yk − yk−1)|q1(yk)|dy1 . . . dyk. (3.68)

In particular we have

L1(dy) = m(y)|q1(y)|2dy. (3.69)

Moreover, for any y ∈ R we have

ln1 (y) −→
n→∞

m(y)|q1(y)|2. (3.70)

(3.69) says that, if we consider a fixed particle in the infinite volume limit of the spin system from Section 1.2,
its interactions with the infinitely many other particles in the system are coded in the factor |q1(y)|2.

Proof. Let k ≥ 1 and f1, . . . , fk ∈ Cb(R) be real non-negative functions. Proposition 34 shows that, for n ≥ 2∨ k,
Zn is finite so, in particular, the probability measures (Lkn)n≥2∨k are well-defined. We study the convergence
of the quantity Lkn(f1, . . . , fk) defined in (1.9). For this, when j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, let us define the operator Rr,j :
L2((−1, 1)) → L2((−1, 1)) by Rr,j .h :=

∫

R
fj(y)m(y)P ry .hdy, where the integral is in the sense of Bochner. By

(Condition 1) we have mfj ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R) so the operator Rr,j also satisfies the properties established for Rr
in the first two points of Lemma 20 (in particular it is well-defined). The reasoning from the proof of Lemma
23 can be repeated and yields that for any n ≥ 2 ∨ k, and any Hilbert basis (uj)j≥1 of L2((−1, 1)) we have
∑

j≥1 |〈Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.Rn−kr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1))| < ∞ and the quantity
∑

j≥1〈Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.Rn−kr .uj , uj〉L2((−1,1)) does
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not depend on the choice of the Hilbert basis (uj)j≥1 so we denote it by Tr(Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.R
n−k
r ). Recall that

(aj)j≥1 is the orthonormal Hilbert basis of L2((−1, 1)) consisting of eigenfunctions of Rr, chosen a little before
(3.51). Since |〈Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.aj , aj〉L2((−1,1))| ≤ ‖|Rr,1 . . . Rr,k‖| for all j ≥ 1, the reasoning from the proof of
Lemma 23, together with Remark 24, yields that

Tr(Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.R
n−k
r )

(λR1 )
n−k −→

n→∞
〈Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.a1, a1〉L2((−1,1)). (3.71)

Proceeding as in (2.44) from the proof of Lemma 23 we get for any n ≥ 2 ∨ k,

Tr(Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.R
n−k
r ) =

∫

Rn

f1(y1) . . . fk(yk)m(y1) . . .m(yn)〈P ryn . . . P
r
y2 .φ

r
y1 , φ

r
y1〉L2((−1,1))dy1 . . . dyn.

Then using the definition of P ry and (2.41) we obtain

Tr(Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.R
n−k
r ) = vrξ(0)

−n
∫

Rn

f1(y1) . . . fk(yk)m(y1) . . .m(yn)v
r
ξ(y2 − y1)× · · · × vrξ (yn − yn−1)

×vrξ(y1 − yn)dy1 . . . dyn.

Comparing with (1.9) we get that for any n ≥ 2 ∨ k,

Tr(Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.R
n−k
r ) = Zn × Lkn(f1, . . . , fk)/v

r
ξ (0)

n. (3.72)

Then the combination of (3.72), (3.71), Proposition 34, Lemma 23 and Remark 24 yields

Lkn(f1, . . . , fk) −→
n→∞

1

(λR1 )
k
〈Rr,1 . . . Rr,k.a1, a1〉L2((−1,1)). (3.73)

Using the second point of Lemma 20 (but for the Rr,j ’s in place of Rr), the identities (2.40), (2.41) and (3.51),
Lemma 31, and (3.55) we get that the right-hand side of (3.73) equals

1

(λR1 )
k

∫

Rk

(f1m)(y1) . . . (fkm)(yk)〈P ry1 . . . P
r
yk
.a1, a1〉L2((−1,1))dy1 . . . dyk (3.74)

=
1

(λR1 )
k

∫

Rk

(f1m)(y1) . . . (fkm)(yk)(λ
R
1 )

1/2q1(y1)
vrξ (y2 − y1)

vrξ(0)
. . .

vrξ(yk − yk−1)

vrξ (0)
(λR1 )

1/2q1(yk)dy1 . . . dyk

=(λX1 )k−1

∫

Rk

(f1m)(y1) . . . (fkm)(yk)|q1(y1)|vrξ (y2 − y1) . . . v
r
ξ(yk − yk−1)|q1(yk)|dy1 . . . dyk.

Combining with (3.73) we get

Lkn(f1, . . . , fk) −→
n→∞

(λX1 )k−1

∫

Rk

(f1m)(y1) . . . (fkm)(yk)|q1(y1)|vrξ (y2 − y1) . . . v
r
ξ(yk − yk−1)|q1(yk)|dy1 . . . dyk.

(3.75)

According to Proposition 27, (qj)j≥1 is an orthonormal family of L2(m), so
∫

R
m(y)|q1(y)|2dy = 1. The measure

appearing in the right-hand side of (3.75) is thus a probability measure when k = 1. For k > 1, the calculation
in the proof of Proposition 13 below will show that the measure in the right-hand side of (3.75) is the law of a
random vector, so in particular it is a probability measure. This and (3.75) thus imply that for each k > 1 (resp.
k = 1), we have the convergence in law of Lkn toward a limit Lk with expression specified in (3.68) (resp. (3.69)).
This concludes the proof of the first part of the proposition. To prove (3.70), fix y ∈ R and repeat the above
argument leading to (3.75) (with k = 1), but with L1

n(f1) replaced by ln1 (y) and Rr,1 replaced by R̃r := m(y)P ry
(formally, this amounts to replacing the function f1 by the distribution δy). This concludes the proof. �

4. Proof of main results on Xm,ξ,r from Section 1.3

4.1. Asymptotic of survival probability: Proof of Theorem 5. Proposition 33 shows that (1.15) holds
with γm,ξ,r = λX1 and Km,ξ,r(x) = 〈m, q1〉L2(R)q1(x), and that Km,ξ,r(x) > 0. We recall that the positivity of
λX1 comes from the combination of Lemma 20 with (3.55). Proposition 34 (together with γm,ξ,r = λX1 ) yields
the well-definedness of the partition function Zn and of the normalized free energy E , and (1.16). Using Lemma
31 we see that we have Km,ξ,r(x) = 〈m, |q1|〉L2(R)|q1(x)| so (1.17) and ℓ1 being the point-wise limit of (ln1 )n≥2

both follow from Proposition 36. In particular, ℓ1/m = |q1|2 so the claims that ℓ1/m ∈ C0(R) ∩ L1(R) and that
ℓ1 is positive on R follow respectively from Proposition 27 and Lemma 31. Under (Condition 1’), Proposition 35
(together with γm,ξ,r = λX1 ) shows that (1.18) holds. This completes the proof.
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Remark 37. Once (1.15) has been established, the moment approach discussed in Section 1.5 yields an alternative
proof of the lower bound in (1.18). Indeed, using ζx = Ax(er) and Khas’minskii’s condition from [13] we get
E[eθζx ] < ∞ for all θ < 1/‖Gm‖∞ where Gm(y) :=

∫

R
vrξ (y − z)m(z)dz. By Lemma 50 and (Condition 1’)

we get ‖Gm‖∞ ≤ ‖m‖L1(R)v
r
ξ(0). Therefore, by Chernoff’s inequality we get P(ζx > t) << e−θt for all θ <

1/‖m‖L1(R)v
r
ξ (0). Combining with (1.15) we obtain 1/‖m‖L1(R)v

r
ξ(0) ≤ γm,ξ,r, which is the lower bound in (1.18).

4.2. Asymptotic behavior of γm,ξ,r: Proof of Corollary 7. We first justify the following lemma that deter-
mines the asymptotic behavior of vrξ (0) when r goes to 0.

Lemma 38. Assume that (Condition 2) holds, so that the potential density vrξ (·) exists (see Lemma 50). We
assume that there are α ≥ 1 and c > 0 such that −ψξ(y) ∼ c|y|α as y goes to 0. Then we have

vrξ(0) ∼
r→0

r−
α−1
α

1

πc
1
α

∫ ∞

0

1

1 + uα
du if α > 1, (4.76)

vrξ(0) ∼
r→0

1

cπ
log

(

1

r

)

if α = 1. (4.77)

Remark 39. If ξ is a symmetric α-stable Lévy process on R with α > 1 then −ψξ(y) = c|y|α for some c >

0 (see for example Theorem 14.15 in [46]) and vrξ(0) = r−(α−1)/αv1ξ(0) (see for example the discussion after
Theorem II.19 in [4]) so (4.76) is even an equality and Lemma 38 allows to identify the constant v1ξ(0) with
(πc1/α)−1

∫∞
0

1/(1 + uα)du.

Proof of Lemma 38. For δ > 0 let

qδ(r) :=
1

2π

∫ δ

−δ

1

r − ψξ(z)
dz, and Cδ :=

1

2π

∫

[−δ,δ]c

1

−ψξ(z)
dz. (4.78)

Note that (Condition 2) ensures that Cδ < ∞. From Lemma 50 we see that, for any δ > 0 and r > 0, qδ(r) ≤
vrξ(0) ≤ qδ(r) + Cδ. From the assumption −ψξ(y) ∼ c|y|α, qδ(r) and vrξ (0) converge to infinity as r goes to zero.
We thus have that for any δ > 0,

vrξ(0) ∼
r→0

qδ(r). (4.79)

Since −ψξ(y) ∼ c|y|α, we can write −ψξ(y) = c|y|αB(y) where B(y) converges to 1 as y goes to 0. Let us fix
ǫ ∈ (0, 1). Then, there is δ > 0 such that B(y) ∈ (1 − ǫ, 1 + ǫ) for all y ∈ (0, δ]. From now onward we fix such a
δ > 0. Using (4.79), the symmetry of ψξ(·), and −ψξ(y) = c|y|αB(y), we get

vrξ (0) ∼
r→0

1

π

∫ δ

0

1

r + cyαB(y)
dy. (4.80)

Then,

r
α−1
α

∫ δ

0

1

r + cyαB(y)
dy = r−

1
α

∫ δ

0

1

1 + c
r
yαB(y)

dy = c−
1
α

∫ δ(c/r)
1
α

0

1

1 + uαB((r/c)
1
α u)

du.

We thus get that

c−
1
α

∫ δ(c/r)
1
α

0

1

1 + (1 + ǫ)uα
du ≤ r

α−1
α

∫ δ

0

1

r + cyαB(y)
dy ≤ c−

1
α

∫ δ(c/r)
1
α

0

1

1 + (1− ǫ)uα
du.

Let us now assume that α > 1. Combining the above with (4.80) we get

c−
1
α

π

∫ ∞

0

1

1 + (1 + ǫ)uα
du ≤ lim inf

r→0
r

α−1
α vrξ(0) ≤ lim sup

r→0
r

α−1
α vrξ (0) ≤

c−
1
α

π

∫ ∞

0

1

1 + (1− ǫ)uα
du.

Letting ǫ go to 0 and using monotone convergence we get (4.76). If α = 1 then a similar reasoning yields (4.77). �

We now assume that the assumptions from Corollary 7 hold and prove the corollary. We first show that, under
the choice Vint := − log(vrξ(·)) and Umass := − log(m(·)), we have

Z2 ∼
r→0

‖m‖2L1(R) × vrξ (0)
2. (4.81)

Recall from Remark 4 that m̂ denotes the characteristic function of m(x)dx. Let us fix ǫ ∈ (0, 1). Since m̂(0) =
‖m‖L1(R) and m̂ is continuous at 0, there is δ > 0 such that |m̂(x)|2/‖m‖2L1(R) ∈ (1 − ǫ, 1] for all x ∈ [−2δ, 2δ].
According to (1.14) we have

Z2

‖m‖2
L1(R)

≥ 1

(2π)2

∫ δ

−δ

∫ δ

−δ

1− ǫ

(r − ψξ(z1))× (r − ψξ(z2))
dz1dz2 = (1− ǫ)qδ(r)

2, (4.82)
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where qδ(r) is defined as in (4.78). Since |m̂(x)|2 ≤ ‖m‖2L1(R) for all x,

Z2

‖m‖2
L1(R)

≤ 1

(2π)2

∫

R2

1

(r − ψξ(z1))× (r − ψξ(z2))
dz1dz2 = vrξ (0)

2. (4.83)

Since qδ(r) and vrξ (0) converges to infinity as r goes to infinity we get from (4.82), (4.83) and (4.79) that

1− ǫ ≤ lim inf
r→0

Z2

‖m‖2
L1(R)

× vrξ(0)
2
≤ lim sup

r→0

Z2

‖m‖2
L1(R)

× vrξ (0)
2
≤ 1.

Since ǫ can be chosen arbitrary small we get (4.81).

The combination of (4.81) with (1.18) yields

γm,ξ,r ∼
r→0

1

‖m‖L1(R)

× 1

vrξ (0)
. (4.84)

The combination of (4.84) with Lemma 38 yields (1.20) and (1.21), completing the proof.

Remark 40. The assumption "there are α ≥ 1 and c > 0 such that −ψξ(y) ∼ c|y|α as y goes to 0" implies that the
un-killed Lévy process ξ is recurrent (see for example Theorem 37.5 in [46]). If we only assume that (Condition 1’)
and (Condition 2) hold and that ξ is recurrent (which occurs, in particular, if E[|ξ(1)|] < ∞, see Theorem 36.7
in [46]), then (4.84) is still satisfied, which can be seen as a weak version of Corollary 7. Indeed, Theorem 37.5
in [46] shows that qδ(r) converges to infinity as r goes to zero so (4.79) still holds true. Then the above proof of
(4.81) still holds and we get that (4.84) holds true.

4.3. Further spectral properties of Xm,ξ,r: Proof of Theorem 11. For t > 0, let St be the operator from
Remark 30. According to that remark, St is a contraction of L2(m) that satisfies St(L2(m)) ⊂ C0(R) and that
is continuous from L2(m) to (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞). For any x ∈ R we define the linear forms pt,x : Bb(R) → C and
st,x : L2(m) → C by pt,x.f = Pt.f(x) and st,x.f = St.f(x). By (1.3), pt,x corresponds to the restriction to
R of the finite measure P(Xm,ξ,r

x (t) ∈ dz). Since st,x is continuous, by Riesz representation theorem, there is
ht,x ∈ L2(m) such that, for f ∈ L2(m), st,x.f = 〈f, ht,x〉L2(m). According to Remark 30, st,x coincides with pt,x
on C0(R)∩L2(R) so it is a positive linear form on that subspace. Since any non-negative function of L2(m) can be
approximated by a sequence of non-negative functions from C0(R)∩L2(R), st,x is a positive linear form on L2(m)
so the function mht,x is real and almost everywhere non-negative. Moreover, by (Condition 1), for any compact
set K ⊂ R we have 1K ∈ L2(m) so

∫

K
ht,x(z)m(z)dz = 〈1K , ht,x〉L2(m) < ∞. Therefore, st,x corresponds to a

sigma-finite measure on R. Since pt,x and st,x coincide on the space C0(R) ∩ L2(R), the corresponding measures
on R are equal. Therefore, for any f ∈ Bb(R) ∩ L2(m) and x ∈ R we have Pt.f(x) = St.f(x). This shows that
St is indeed an extension of Pt on L2(m). Since Bb(R) ∩L2(m) is dense in L2(m), such a contractile extension is
unique. Using (3.59) and Parseval’s identity we get

‖St.f − f‖2L2(m) =
∑

n≥1

(1− e−tλ
X
n )2|〈f, qn〉L2(m)|2.

Since
∑

n≥1 |〈f, qn〉L2(m)|2 = ‖f‖2L2(m) <∞ we get by dominated convergence that the right-hand side converges

to 0 as t goes to 0. This shows that St is strongly continuous in L2(m), concluding the proof of the first claim.

Let hn := qn for n ≥ 2 and h1 := |q1| where (qn)n≥1 is the family of functions provided by Proposition 27.
Note from Lemma 31 that h1 = e−iθq1 for some θ ∈ [0, 2π). By Proposition 27, (hn)n≥1 is an orthonormal
Hilbert basis of L2(m) such that for any n ≥ 1, hn ∈ C0(R)∩L2(R) ⊂ L2(m). Proposition 27 and (3.55), together

with the differentiation rule for the semigroup (see Section 1.6) yield that Pt.hn = e−tλ
X
n hn for any n ≥ 1. The

combination of Lemma 20 and (3.55) yields λX1 > 0 and that (λXn )n≥1 is non-decreasing. (1.22) follows from the
definition of St.f(x) in the proof of Proposition 29 and from the fact, shown above, that the unique contractile
extension of Pt to L2(m) equals St. This proves the second claim. Lemma 31 yields λX2 > λX1 . Finally, the two
equalities from (1.23) have already been proved in Section 4.1. This proves the third claim. Under (Condition 1’)
we have m ∈ L1(R) so Bb(R) ⊂ L2(m) and the strong Feller property follows from the first claim.

4.4. Proof of Example 16. Let us set f(x) :=
√

2/3(1+|x|)e−|x| then we have clearly f ∈ C0(R)∩L2(R) ⊂ L2(m)

and ‖f‖L2(m) = 1. One can also see that f ∈ C2
0(R) (one can check that f and f ′ have right and left derivatives

at 0 and that those right and left derivatives at 0 coincide). By Theorem 31.5 of [46] we get f ∈ D(Aξ) and
Aξf = f ′′/2. Since D(Aξ) = D(Aξr ) and Aξrf = Aξf − rf we get f ∈ D(Aξr ) and, after a straightforward
calculation, 1

m
Aξrf = −f . In particular we have 1

m
Aξrf ∈ C0(R) so by Lemma 45 we get f ∈ D(AXm,ξ,r ) and

AXm,ξ,rf = −f . By the differentiation rule for the semigroup (see Section 1.6) we get Pt.f = e−tf for all t ≥ 0.

We have Pt.h1 = e−tλ
X
1 h1 from Theorem 11. If we had λX1 6= 1 then f and h1 would be eigenfunctions of Pt
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associated with different eigenvalues so, applying Lemma 49 with f and h1, we would get 〈f, h1〉L2(m) = 0. Since f
and h1 are both positive on R (for h1 this comes from (1.23) and Theorem 5) we have 〈f, h1〉L2(m) > 0. Therefore
λX1 = 1. By Theorem 11, the eigenspace of λX1 has dimension 1. Since both f and h1 lie in this eigenspace,
‖f‖L2(m) = 1 = ‖h1‖L2(m) and f and h1 are both positive, we get f = h1.

5. Ground state transform of Xm,ξ,r and relation with the spin system

5.1. Existence and uniqueness of X̃m,ξ,r: Proof of Proposition 12. Let us first justify that (p̃t(x, dy))t≥0,x∈R

defines a transition function on R. From Theorem 11 we have h1 ∈ C0(R) and Pt.h1 = e−tλ
X
1 h1. We thus deduce

from (1.24) that, for any t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R, p̃t(x, dy) is a probability measure on R. Since h1 is continuous on R and
Xm,ξ,r is a Feller process, we easily get that for any Borel set B ⊂ R, the function (x 7→ p̃t(x,B)) is measurable
for all t ≥ 0. Finally, the semigroup property for (Pt)t≥0 (proved in Lemma 43) easily leads to the Chapman-
Kolmogorov relation

∫

R
p̃t(x, dz)p̃s(z, dy) = p̃t+s(x, dy), for any t, s ≥ 0 and x ∈ R. Therefore, (p̃t(x, dy))t≥0,x∈R

defines a transition function on R. By Theorem 1.5 in Chapter 3 of [42] we deduce the existence and uniqueness
of X̃m,ξ,r .

5.2. Representation of Lk in terms of X̃m,ξ,r: Proof of Proposition 13. Let f0, . . . , fk ∈ Cb(R) be real
non-negative functions. Using (1.24), the combination of (6.99) and Lemma 50, and Fubini’s theorem

E

[

f0(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(T0)) . . . fk(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk))
]

(5.85)

=E

[

f0(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(T0)) . . . fk−1(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))
λX1

h1(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))

∫ ∞

0

Pt.(h1fk)(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))dt

]

=E

[

f0(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(T0)) . . . fk−1(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))
λX1

h1(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))
U0(h1fk)(X̃

m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))

]

=E

[

f0(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(T0)) . . . fk−1(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))
λX1

h1(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))

∫

R

(fkh1m)(X̃m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1) + y)vrξ(y)dy

]

=λX1

∫

R

E

[

f0(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(T0)) . . . fk−1(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))
vrξ(yk − X̃m,ξ,r

L1
(Tk−1))

h1(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk−1))

]

fk(yk)h1(yk)m(yk)dyk.

Iterating this calculation we get that the left-hand side of (5.85) equals

(λX1 )k
∫

Rk

E

[

f0(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(T0))
vrξ(y1 − X̃m,ξ,r

L1
(T0))

h1(X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(T0))

]

× vrξ (y2 − y1) . . . v
r
ξ (yk − yk−1)h1(yk)(f1m)(y1) . . . (fkm)(yk)dy1 . . . dyk

=(λX1 )k
∫

Rk

h1(y0)v
r
ξ (y1 − y0) . . . v

r
ξ (yk − yk−1)h1(yk)(f0m)(y0) . . . (fkm)(yk)dy0 . . . dyk,

=

∫

Rk+1

f0(y0) . . . fk(yk)Lk+1(dy0 . . . dyk),

where we have used h1 = |q1| (by definition of h1), X̃
m,ξ,r
L1

(T0) ∼ L1, and (3.69) for the penultimate equality, and
(3.68) for the last equality.

5.3. Spectral gap of X̃m,ξ,r and correlation decay in the spin system: Proof of Theorem 15. Let
f ∈ Cb(R). We have q1f ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R) thanks to Proposition 27. Recall also from the proof of Theorem 11
that h1 is a multiple of q1. Therefore, combining (1.24) with Proposition 29 we get that for any t > 0 and x ∈ R,

Ft(x) := E

[

f
(

X̃m,ξ,r
x (t)

)]

=
etλ

X
1

q1(x)
Pt.(q1f)(x) = 〈q1f, q1〉L2(m) +

1

q1(x)

∑

n≥2

e−t(λ
X
n −λX

1 )〈q1f, qn〉L2(m)qn(x),

(5.86)

where the series of functions in the right-hand side converges absolutely in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞). For any x ∈ R, we get
by dominated convergence that the series of functions in the right-hand side of (5.86) converges to 0 as t goes to
infinity. We thus get that for any x ∈ R,

E

[

f
(

X̃m,ξ,r
x (t)

)]

−→
t→∞

〈q1f, q1〉L2(m) =

∫

R

f(y)L1(dy),
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where the last equality comes from (3.69). This proves that X̃m,ξ,r is ergodic with stationary distribution L1(dy).

It is easily seen from (3.69) and Proposition 27 that (qn/q1)n≥1 is an orthonormal family of L2(L1). Now
let g ∈ L2(L1) such that g is orthogonal to (qn/q1)n≥1 in L2(L1). Then, by (3.69), gq1 ∈ L2(m) and gq1 is
orthogonal to (qn)n≥1 in L2(m). Proposition 27 yields gq1 = 0 and, by Lemma 31, we deduce that g = 0.
Therefore, (qn/q1)n≥1 is an orthonormal Hilbert basis of L2(L1). For our fixed f ∈ Cb(R) and n ≥ 2 we have
‖qn/q1‖L2(L1)

= 1 and |〈q1f, qn〉L2(m)| ≤ ‖f‖∞〈|q1|, |qn|〉L2(m) ≤ ‖f‖∞. Combining with Lemma 28 we get
that the right-hand side of (5.86) is an absolutely convergent series in L2(L1). In particular Ft ∈ L2(L1), and
proceeding as in (3.59) we get for any n ≥ 1,

〈Ft, qn/q1〉L2(L) = 〈q1Ft, qn〉L2(m) = e−t(λ
X
n −λX

1 )〈q1f, qn〉L2(m) = e−t(λ
X
n −λX

1 )〈f, qn/q1〉L2(L).

By Parseval’s identity we thus get

‖Ft − 〈f, 1〉L2(L)‖2L2(L1)
=
∑

n≥2

e−2t(λX
n −λX

1 )|〈f, qn/q1〉L2(L)|2 ≤ e−2t(λX
2 −λX

1 )‖f − 〈f, 1〉L2(L)‖2L2(L1)
. (5.87)

We get (1.26) with c := λX2 − λX1 . To show the optimality of this choice of c, take fM as in (3.63) and note
that fMq2/q1 ∈ Cb(R). For M large enough we have |〈fMq2/q1, q2/q1〉L2(L)|2 > 0 (since the latter converges to
1 as M goes to infinity). Applying (5.87) with the choice f := fMq2/q1 we thus get ‖Ft − 〈f, 1〉L2(L)‖2L2(L1)

≥
e−2t(λX

2 −λX
1 )|〈f, q2/q1〉L2(L)|2 with |〈f, q2/q1〉L2(L)|2 > 0, so (1.26) can hold for all f ∈ Cb(R) only if c ≤ λX2 −λX1 .

Finally, it will be proved in Section 5.4 below that the coefficient C from Corollary 14 exists and equals log(λX2 /λ
X
1 ).

The combination of this with Proposition 34 will yield c = eE(eC − 1), completing the proof.

5.4. Correlation decay in the spin system: Proof of Corollary 14. Let us fix k ≥ 3. Using Proposition
13, the decomposition (5.86) and (3.69) we get

Ck(f, g) = E

[

f(X̃m,ξ,r
L1

(0))

(

g(X̃m,ξ,r
L1

(Tk))−
∫

R

g(y)L1(dy)

)]

=

∫

R

f(x)

∫ ∞

0

(

E

[

g(X̃m,ξ,r
x (t))

]

−
∫

R

g(y)L1(dy)

)

P(Tk ∈ dt)L1(dx)

=

∫

R

m(x)f(x)q1(x)

∫ ∞

0





∑

n≥2

e−t(λ
X
n −λX

1 )〈q1g, qn〉L2(m)qn(x)



P(Tk ∈ dt)dx. (5.88)

Then, using that |〈q1g, qn〉L2(m)| ≤ ‖g‖∞〈|q1|, |qn|〉L2(m) ≤ ‖g‖∞ we get

∫ ∞

0





∑

n≥2

e−t(λ
X
n −λX

1 )
∣

∣〈q1g, qn〉L2(m)qn(x)
∣

∣



P(Tk ∈ dt) =
∑

n≥2

(

λX1
λXn

)k
∣

∣〈q1g, qn〉L2(m)qn(x)
∣

∣ (5.89)

≤ ‖g‖∞
∑

n≥2

(

λX1
λXn

)k

‖qn‖∞.

Since k ≥ 3, Lemma 28 shows that the right-hand side is finite. We can thus use Fubini’s theorem in (5.88) and
get

Ck(f, g) =

∫

R

m(x)f(x)q1(x)





∑

n≥2

(

λX1
λXn

)k

〈q1g, qn〉L2(m)qn(x)



 dx. (5.90)

We have m ∈ L2(R) by (Condition 1), q1 ∈ L2(R) by Proposition 27 and f ∈ Cb(R) so mfq1 ∈ L1(R) by Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality. Also, (5.89) shows that the convergence is the series in the above expression is uniform in x.
We can thus intervene the sum and the series in (5.90) and get

Ck(f, g) =
∑

n≥2

(

λX1
λXn

)k

〈q1f , qn〉L2(m)〈q1g, qn〉L2(m)

=

(

λX1
λX2

)k
(

M2+1
∑

j=2

〈q1f, qj〉L2(m)〈q1g, qj〉L2(m) +
∑

n>M2+1

(

λX2
λXn

)k

〈q1f, qn〉L2(m)〈q1g, qn〉L2(m)

)

,

where M2 denotes the multiplicity of the eigenvalue λX2 (ie the number of indices j such that λXj = λX2 ).
Note that |〈q1f, qn〉L2(m)〈q1g, qn〉L2(m)| ≤ ‖f‖∞‖g‖∞ so, by dominated convergence, we get that the term
∑

n>M2+1 . . . converges to 0 as k goes to infinity. This yields that (1.25) holds with C = log(λX2 /λ
X
1 ) and

B(f, g) =
∑M2+1
j=2 〈q1f , qj〉L2(m)〈q1g, qj〉L2(m). We have |B(f, g)| ≤ M2‖f‖∞‖g‖∞ so B(·, ·) is continuous. To
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see that B(·, ·) is non-zero, take fM as in (3.63) and note that fMq2/q1 ∈ Cb(R). Then it is easy to see that
B(fMq2/q1, fMq2/q1) converges to 1 as M goes to infinity, so B(·, ·) is non-zero.

6. Some facts about Xm,ξ,r, its semigroup, and its generator

6.1. Properties of the random time-change. In this subsection we prove some properties of the random
time-change A−1

x (·) defined in (1.1).

Lemma 41. Assume that (Condition 1) holds. If ξ is recurrent (which occurs, in particular, if E[|ξ(1)|] < ∞,
see Theorem 36.7 in [46]) then Ax(∞) = ∞ almost surely.

Proof. Since m is continuous and positive (by (Condition 1)) we have infy∈[−1,1]m(y) > 0. Note that Ax(∞) ≥
(infy∈[−1,1]m(y))

∫∞
0

1|ξ(s)|≤1ds. If ξ is recurrent then by Theorem 35.4 in [46] we have almost surely
∫∞
0

1|ξ(s)|≤1ds =
∞, from which we conclude that Ax(∞) = ∞. �

Lemma 42. Assume that (Condition 1) holds.

(1) For any x ∈ R, Ax(·) and A−1
x (·) are almost surely continuous and increasing on the intervals [0,∞) and

[0, Ax(∞)) respectively.
(2) Let t ≥ 0, x ∈ R, and (xn)n≥1 be a sequence converging to x. Then A−1

xn (t) converges to A−1
x (t) almost

surely (regardless of A−1
x (t) <∞ or A−1

x (t) = ∞).
(3) Let t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R. Then ξ(·) is continuous at A−1

x (t) almost surely on {A−1
x (t) <∞}.

Proof. The first point was justified a little after (1.1). Let us prove the second point. Let t ≥ 0, x ∈ R, and
(xn)n≥1 be a sequence converging to x. We fix a realization of ξ such that Ax(·) is continuous and increasing
on [0,∞). Assume first that A−1

x (t) < ∞ and that there is ǫ > 0 such that A−1
xn (t) − A−1

x (t) > ǫ for infinitely
many indices n (this includes indices n such that A−1

xn (t) = ∞). Let (n(k))k≥1 be the enumeration of those
indices. For any k ≥ 1 we have t ≥ Axn(k)

(A−1
x (t) + ǫ). Let ρ(·) denote the modulus of continuity of m, ie

ρ(δ) := sup{|m(y)−m(z)|, y, z ∈ R s.t. |y−z| ≤ δ}. Sincem ∈ C0(R) (by (Condition 1)), m is uniformly continuous
on R so ρ(δ) converges to 0 as δ goes to 0. Note from (1.1) that for any T ≥ 0, |Ax(T )−Axn(k)

(T )| ≤ Tρ(|x−xn(k)|),
so Axn(k)

(A−1
x (t) + ǫ) converges to Ax(A−1

x (t) + ǫ) as k goes to infinity. We thus get t ≥ Ax(A
−1
x (t) + ǫ). Since

Ax(·) is increasing on [0,∞) and A−1
x (t) <∞ we get Ax(A−1

x (t) + ǫ) > Ax(A
−1
x (t)) = t, which is a contradiction.

Still in the case A−1
x (t) < ∞, if there is ǫ > 0 such that A−1

xn (t) − A−1
x (t) < −ǫ for infinitely many indices n we

obtain a similar contradiction. In conclusion, if A−1
x (t) < ∞, then for any ǫ > 0 we have for all large n that

A−1
xn (t) < ∞ and |A−1

xn (t) − A−1
x (t)| ≤ ǫ. This proves the claimed result for any fixed realization of ξ such that

Ax(·) is continuous and increasing on [0,∞), and A−1
x (t) < ∞. Now assume that A−1

x (t) = ∞ and let M > 0.
We have Ax(M + 1) ≤ t so Ax(M) < t. Using |Ax(M) − Axn(M)| ≤ Mρ(|x − xn|) we get that for all large n,
Axn(M) < t so A−1

xn (t) ≥ M . Therefore the claimed result is now also proved for any fixed realization of ξ such
that Ax(·) is continuous and increasing on [0,∞), and A−1

x (t) = ∞. Combining with the first point of the lemma,
we get the second point.

We now prove the third point. Recall that A−1
x (t) is a Fξ-stopping time, where Fξ is the filtration defined in

Section 1.6. By the first point, on {A−1
x (t) < ∞}, we have almost surely that the sequence of Fξ-stopping times

(A−1
x (t− 1/n))n≥1 increases to A−1

x (t) and that A−1
x (t − 1/n) < A−1

x (t) for any n ≥ 1. By Proposition I.7 of [4]
we get that ξ is continuous at A−1

x (t) almost surely on {A−1
x (t) <∞}. This proves the third point. �

6.2. Markov property, Feller property.

Lemma 43. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) holds. The process Xm,ξ,r defined by (1.2) is an homogeneous
Markovian process. In particular the family (Pt)t≥0 (defined by (1.3)) is a semigroup (i.e. it satisfies Pt+s.f =
Ps.Pt.f for any bounded measurable f and t, s ≥ 0).

Proof. We fix x ∈ R. Recall the filtrations Fξ and FX defined in Section 1.6. Note that for any t ≥ 0, A−1
x (t) is a

(possibly infinite) Fξ-stopping time and that FX
t = Fξ

A−1
x (t)

. Let us fix t ≥ 0 and prove the Markov property for

Xm,ξ,r
x at time t. We have clearly Xm,ξ,r(t+ s) = † for any s ≥ 0 if we are on {Xm,ξ,r

x (t) = †} = {A−1
x (t) ≥ er}

so let assume we are on {Xm,ξ,r
x (t) 6= †} = {A−1

x (t) < er}. By the strong Markov property for ξ, the process
ξ̂ := ξ(A−1

x (t)+ ·)− ξ(A−1
x (t)) has same law as ξ and is independent of Fξ

A−1
x (t)

= FX
t . Let also êr := er−A−1

x (t).

For y ∈ R, let Ây and X̂m,ξ,r
y be defined by (1.1) and (1.2), but with ξ and er replaced by ξ̂ and êr respectively.
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We see that, conditionally on FX
t and on {Xm,ξ,r

x (t) 6= †}, X̂m,ξ,r
y has the same law as Xm,ξ,r

y . Let us choose
y = Xm,ξ,r

x (t) = x+ ξ(A−1
x (t)). For any s ∈ [0, Ây(∞)),

s =

∫ Â−1
y (s)

0

m(y + ξ̂(u))du =

∫ Â−1
y (s)

0

m(x+ ξ(A−1
x (t) + u))du

=

∫ A−1
x (t)+Â−1

y (s)

A−1
x (t)

m(x+ ξ(u))du = Ax(A
−1
x (t) + Â−1

y (s))− t.

We thus get A−1
x (t+ s) <∞ and A−1

x (t+ s) = A−1
x (t) + Â−1

y (s). For s ≥ Ây(∞), we have s >
∫M

0
m(y+ ξ̂(u))du

for any M > 0, thanks to the positivity of m. Proceeding as above we get s > Ax(A
−1
x (t)+M)− t for any M > 0

so A−1
x (t + s) = ∞. In conclusion A−1

x (t + s) < ∞ ⇔ s < Ây(∞) ⇔ Â−1
y (s) < ∞ and in that case we have

A−1
x (t+ s) < er ⇔ Â−1

y (s) < êr. Therefore,

Xm,ξ,r
x (t+ s) = x+ ξ(A−1

x (t+ s)) = x+ ξ(A−1
x (t) + Â−1

y (s)) = y + ξ̂(Â−1
y (s)) = X̂m,ξ,r

y (s).

We have thus obtained that Xm,ξ,r
x (t + ·) equals X̂m,ξ,r

y with y = Xm,ξ,r
x (t) and we know that, conditionally on

FX
t and on {Xm,ξ,r

x (t) 6= †}, the later is distributed as a version of Xm,ξ,r starting at Xm,ξ,r
x (t). This shows that

Xm,ξ,r is Markovian and homogeneous. The semigroup property for (Pt)t≥0 trivially follows. �

We now prove the Feller property for Xm,ξ,r .

Proof of Proposition 1. From (1.3) and Lemma 43 we see that (Pt)t≥0 is a sub-Markov semigroup in the sense of
Definition 1.1 of [6]. In order to check that (Pt)t≥0 satisfies Definition 1.2 of [6] we need to show that Pt.f ∈ C0(R)
for any f ∈ C0(R) and t > 0 (Feller property) and that ‖Pt.f−f‖∞ converges to 0 as t goes to 0 for any f ∈ C0(R)
(strong continuity).

We first prove the strong continuity. Let f ∈ C0(R), ǫ > 0 and let us prove the existence of t0 > 0 such that
t < t0 ⇒ ‖Pt.f − f‖∞ ≤ ǫ. If f is the null function the claim trivially holds so we assume that f is not identically
0. Since f ∈ C0(R) is uniformly continuous, there is δ > 0 such that |x− y| ≤ δ ⇒ |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ ǫ/4. Let us fix
δ̃ > 0 small enough and M > 0 large enough such that

P

(

er ≤ δ̃
)

≤ ǫ

8‖f‖∞
, P

(

sup
s∈[0,δ̃]

|ξ(s)| > δ

)

≤ ǫ

8‖f‖∞
, P

(

sup
s∈[0,er ]

|ξ(s)| > M

)

≤ ǫ

8‖f‖∞
, sup

|x|≥M
|f(x)| ≤ ǫ

3
.

(6.91)

We set t0 := δ̃ × infz∈[−3M,3M]m(z). Since m is positive and continuous by (Condition 1) we have t0 > 0. We
now prove that ‖Pt.f − f‖∞ ≤ ǫ for all t ∈ (0, t0). First let t ∈ (0, t0) and |x| ≤ 2M . Note from (1.3) that

|Pt.f(x)− f(x)| ≤ E

[

∣

∣f(x+ ξ(A−1
x (t)))− f(x)

∣

∣1
A−1

x (t)<er
+ |f(x)|1

A−1
x (t)≥er

]

. (6.92)

If sups∈[0,er]
|ξ(s)| ≤M and er > δ̃ then using (1.1) and the definition of t0,

Ax(δ̃) =

∫ δ̃

0

m(x+ ξ(u))du ≥ δ̃ × inf
u∈[0,δ̃]

m(x+ ξ(u)) ≥ δ̃ × inf
u∈[0,er]

m(x+ ξ(u)) ≥ δ̃ × inf
z∈[−3M,3M]

m(z) = t0 > t.

Therefore A−1
x (t) ≤ δ̃ < er. If moreover sups∈[0,δ̃] |ξ(s)| ≤ δ then |ξ(A−1

x (t))| ≤ δ so |f(x+ξ(A−1
x (t)))−f(x)| ≤ ǫ/4.

Plugging into (6.92) and then using (6.91) we get that for t ∈ (0, t0) and |x| ≤ 2M ,

|Pt.f(x)− f(x)| ≤ ǫ/4 + 2‖f‖∞
(

P

(

sup
s∈[0,er ]

|ξ(s)| > M

)

+ P

(

er ≤ δ̃
)

+ P

(

sup
s∈[0,δ̃]

|ξ(s)| > δ

))

≤ ǫ. (6.93)

Now let t > 0 and |x| ≥ 2M . We have from (1.3) that

|Pt.f(x)| ≤ E

[

∣

∣f(x+ ξ(A−1
x (t)))

∣

∣1
A

−1
x (t)<er

]

.

If sups∈[0,er]
|ξ(s)| ≤M , we have |x+ ξ(A−1

x (t))| ≥M so, by (6.91), |f(x+ ξ(A−1
x (t)))| ≤ ǫ/3. Therefore, for any

t > 0 and |x| ≥ 2M ,

|Pt.f(x)| ≤ ǫ/3 + ‖f‖∞ × P

(

sup
s∈[0,er]

|ξ(s)| > M

)

≤ 2ǫ/3, (6.94)

where the last equality comes from (6.91). We also have |f(x)| ≤ ǫ/3 by (6.91). Combining with (6.94) we get
|Pt.f(x) − f(x)| ≤ ǫ for all t > 0 and |x| ≥ 2M . The combination of this with (6.93) yields ‖Pt.f − f‖∞ ≤ ǫ for
all t ∈ (0, t0), proving the strong continuity.
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Let us fix f ∈ C0(R), t > 0 and now prove that Pt.f ∈ C0(R). Let x ∈ R and (xn)n≥1 be a sequence
converging to x. Recall from (1.3) that Pt.f(xn) = E[f(xn + ξ(A−1

xn (t)))1A−1
xn (t)<er

]. Using the second and

third points of Lemma 42 and f ∈ C0(R) we see that what is inside the expectation converges almost surely
to f(x + ξ(A−1

x (t)))1
A−1

x (t)<er
(the convergence may not hold on {A−1

x (t) = er} but that event has probability
0). Moreover, what is inside the expectation is bounded by ‖f‖∞ so, by dominated convergence, we get that
Pt.f(xn) converges to Pt.f(x). It follows that Pt.f is continuous. Then fix ǫ > 0 and note from (6.94) that there
is M > 0 such that |x| ≥ 2M ⇒ |Pt.f(x)| ≤ ǫ. Therefore Pt.f(x) −→|x|→∞ 0, so Pt.f ∈ C0(R). This concludes
the proof. �

6.3. Support of Xm,ξ,r. The following lemma is crucial to prove Lemma 31 which plays an important role in
showing the positivity of the constant Km,ξ,r(x) in Theorem 5, and in relating it with the infinite-volume Gibbs
states of the spin system from Section 1.2.

Lemma 44. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) and (Condition 2) hold. For any t > 0 and x ∈ R we have
Supp(Xm,ξ,r

x (t)) = R ∪ {†}.

Proof. Let us fix t > 0 and x ∈ R. To show that R ⊂ Supp(Xm,ξ,r
x (t)), we prove that for any z ∈ R and ǫ > 0 we

have P(Xm,ξ,r
x (t) ∈ [z − ǫ, z + ǫ]) > 0. Let us fix δ ∈ (0, t/‖m‖∞) and T > δ + t/miny∈[z−x−ǫ,z−x+ǫ]m(y). We

define the event

E := {er > T} ∩ {ξ(δ) ∈ (z − x− ǫ/2, z − x+ ǫ/2)} ∩
{

sup
s∈[δ,T ]

|ξ(s)− ξ(δ)| < ǫ/2

}

.

From (1.1) we see that on this event we have

Ax(δ) ≤ δ‖m‖∞ < t < (T − δ)× min
y∈[z−x−ǫ,z−x+ǫ]

m(y) ≤ Ax(T ) < Ax(er),

and x+ ξr(s) ∈ [z − ǫ, z + ǫ] for all s ∈ [δ, T ]. In conclusion, we have

E ⊂
{

δ < A−1
x (t) < T < er

}

∩ {∀s ∈ [δ, T ], x+ ξr(s) ∈ [z − ǫ, z + ǫ]} ⊂
{

Xm,ξ,r
x (t) ∈ [z − ǫ, z + ǫ]

}

,

where the last inclusion comes from the definition of Xm,ξ,r
x (t) in (1.2).

We are now left to prove that P(E) > 0. Using that er is independent of ξ and that ξ(δ) and (ξ(s)− ξ(δ))s≥δ
are independent we get

P(E) = e−rT × P (ξ(δ) ∈ (z − x− ǫ/2, z − x+ ǫ/2))× P

(

sup
s∈[δ,T ]

|ξ(s)− ξ(δ)| < ǫ/2

)

. (6.95)

By Lemma 51, Supp(ξ(δ)) = R, so the second factor in (6.95) is positive. Lemma 52 shows that P(sups∈[0,T−δ] |ξ(s)| <
ǫ/2) > 0. By the Markov property at time δ, we get that the third factor in (6.95) is positive. This concludes the
proof of R ⊂ Supp(Xm,ξ,r

x (t)).

To show that † ∈ Supp(Xm,ξ,r
x (t)), note that the event {er < t/‖m‖∞} has positive probability and is included

into {A−1
x (t) ≥ er} = {Xm,ξ,r

x (t) = †}. Therefore † ∈ Supp(Xm,ξ,r
x (t)), so the proof is complete. �

6.4. Properties of the generator.

Lemma 45. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) holds true. If f ∈ D(Aξr ) is such that 1
m
Aξrf ∈ C0(R) then

f ∈ D(AXm,ξ,r ) and we have AXm,ξ,rf(x) = 1
m(x)

Aξrf(x).

Proof. Let f ∈ D(Aξr ) and g(x) := 1
m(x)

Aξrf(x). It is assumed that g ∈ C0(R) so, according to Theorem 1.33 in
[6], we only need to prove

∀x ∈ R, t−1(Pt.f(x)− f(x)) −→
t→0

g(x). (6.96)

For this, let us proceed similarly as for the proof of Corollary 4.2 in [6]. This requires some carefulness since we
are not in their setting, as 1/m is not a bounded function. Since f ∈ D(Aξr ) we have that (Mf

t )t≥0 defined by
Mf
t := f(x+ ξ(t))1t<er − f(x)−

∫ t∧er
0

Aξrf(x+ ξ(s))ds is a Fξ-martingale (see for example Theorem 1.36 in [6]),
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where Fξ is the filtration defined in Section 1.6. Therefore, using that dAx(u) = m(x+ ξ(u))du, the definition of
g, and making the substitution s = Ax(u) we get that for any t ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1,

f(x+ ξ(A−1
x (t) ∧ n))1

A−1
x (t)∧n<er − f(x)−Mf

A−1
x (t)∧n

=

∫ A−1
x (t)∧n∧er

0

Aξrf(x+ ξ(u))du

=

∫ A−1
x (t)∧n∧er

0

g(x+ ξ(u))dAx(u) =

∫ t∧Ax(n)∧Ax(er)

0

g(x+ ξ(A−1
x (s)))ds.

Since A−1
x (t) ∧ n is a bounded Fξ-stopping time, we get from the optional stopping theorem

E[f(x+ ξ(A−1
x (t) ∧ n))1

A−1
x (t)∧n<er ]− f(x) = E

[

∫ t∧Ax(n)∧Ax(er)

0

g(x+ ξ(A−1
x (s)))ds

]

. (6.97)

From the third point of Lemma 42 and the continuity of f , what is inside the expectation in the left-hand side of
(6.97) converges to f(x + ξ(A−1

x (t)))1
A−1

x (t)<er
as n increases to infinity. Since f and g are bounded functions,

we get by dominated convergence that

E[f(x+ ξ(A−1
x (t)))1

A−1
x (t)<er

]− f(x) = E

[

∫ t∧Ax(er)

0

g(x+ ξ(A−1
x (s)))ds

]

.

By (1.3), this translates into

t−1(Pt.f(x)− f(x)) = E

[

t−1

∫ t∧Ax(er)

0

g(x+ ξ(A−1
x (s)))ds

]

. (6.98)

From the first point of Lemma 42, A−1
x (·) is almost surely continuous on [0, Ax(er)) and Ax(er) is almost surely

positive. Moreover ξ is almost surely right-continuous by definition of a Lévy process and g is continuous. We
deduce that what is inside the expectation in the right-hand side of (6.98) converges almost surely to g(x) as t
goes to 0. Moreover it is bounded by ‖g‖∞. By dominated convergence we obtain (6.96), which concludes the
proof. �

6.5. Properties of the semigroup and resolvent.

Lemma 46. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) holds. We have Pt(C0(R)) ⊂ L2(R) ⊂ L2(m) for all t > 0.

Proof. Let t > 0 and f ∈ C0(R). By (1.3), Markov inequality, two times Jensen inequality, (1.1), Fubini’s theorem
and m ∈ L2(R) (from (Condition 1)) we get

∫

R

|Pt.f(x)|2dx ≤ ‖f‖2∞
∫

R

P(A−1
x (t) < er)

2dx = ‖f‖2∞
∫

R

P(Ax(er) > t)2dx ≤ ‖f‖2∞
t2

∫

R

E[Ax(er)]
2dx

≤ ‖f‖2∞
t2

∫

R

E
[

Ax(er)
2] dx ≤ ‖f‖2∞

t2

∫

R

E

[

er

∫ er

0

m(x+ ξ(u))2du

]

dx

=
‖f‖2∞
t2

E

[

er

∫ er

0

∫

R

m(x+ ξ(u))2dxdu

]

=
‖f‖2∞‖m‖2L2(R)

t2
E[e2r] =

2‖f‖2∞‖m‖2L2(R)

r2t2
<∞.

�

The above proof even shows that the operator Pt is continuous from (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞) to L2(R) and L2(m).

Remark 47. Applying the above proof to the constant function equal to 1, instead of f ∈ C0(R), one gets that
Pt.1 = (x 7→ P(ζx > t)) ∈ L2(R) ⊂ L2(m).

Before proving the next lemma, let us recall that for any α ≥ 0, the resolvent operator at α associated with
the semigroup (Pt)t≥0 is defined by Uαf :=

∫∞
0
e−αtPt.fdt for f ∈ C0(R) (see Definition 1.21 in [6]). Assume

that r > 0 and (Condition 1) holds. Using (1.3), Fubini’s theorem, the change of variable s = A−1
x (t), and again

Fubini’s theorem, we get that for any x ∈ R,

Uαf(x) = E

[

∫ Ax(er)

0

e−αtf(x+ ξ(A−1
x (t)))dt

]

= E

[
∫ er

0

e−αAx(s)(fm)(x+ ξ(s))ds

]

(6.99)

= E

[∫ ∞

0

1s≤ere
−αAx(s)(fm)(x+ ξ(s))ds

]

=

∫ ∞

0

e−rsE
[

e−αAx(s)(fm)(x+ ξ(s))
]

ds.

Lemma 48. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) holds. For any α > 0 we have Uα(C0(R)) ⊂ C0(R) ∩ L2(R) ⊂
L2(m). Moreover, we have 〈Uαf, g〉L2(m) = 〈f, Uαg·〉L2(m) for all α > 0 and f, g ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R).
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Proof. From Lemma 1.27 in [6] we get Uα(C0(R)) ⊂ D(AXm,ξ,r ) ⊂ C0(R). Let f ∈ C0(R). Using (6.99), two times
Jensen’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem, and m ∈ L2(R) (from (Condition 1)) we get

∫

R

|Uαf(x)|2 dx ≤ 1

r

∫

R

∫ ∞

0

e−rsE

[

∣

∣

∣
e−αAx(s)(fm)(x+ ξ(s))

∣

∣

∣

2
]

dsdx

≤ ‖f‖2∞
r

∫ ∞

0

e−rsE

[
∫

R

|m(x+ ξ(s))|2 dx
]

ds =
‖f‖2∞‖m‖2L2(R)

r2
<∞.

Therefore Uα(C0(R)) ⊂ L2(R).

Now let f, g ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R). Therefore Uαf, Uαg, f and g are all in L2(R) ⊂ L2(m). Using (6.99) we have

〈Uαf, g〉L2(m) =

∫

R

Uαf(x)g(x)m(x)dx =

∫

R

∫ ∞

0

e−rsE
[

e−αAx(s)(fm)(x+ ξ(s))(gm)(x)
]

dsdx. (6.100)

Bym ∈ L2(R) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, gm ∈ L1(R), so
∫

R

∫∞
0
e−rsE[|e−αAx(s)(fm)(x+ξ(s))(gm)(x)|]dsdx ≤

‖f‖∞‖m‖∞‖gm‖L1(R)/r <∞. We can thus use Fubini’s theorem in (6.100) and get

〈Uαf, g〉L2(m) =

∫ ∞

0

e−rsE

[
∫

R

e−αAx(s)(fm)(x+ ξ(s))(gm)(x)dx

]

ds. (6.101)

For any s > 0 let us define the process ξs on [0, s] by ξs(s) := −ξ(s) and ξs(u) := ξ((s − u)−) − ξ(s) when
u ∈ [0, s). By Lemma II.2 of [4], (ξs(u))u∈[0,s] is a Lévy process equal in law to (−ξ(u))u∈[0,s] which, by the
symmetry of ξ, is equal in law to (ξ(u))u∈[0,s]. Using (1.1), the change of variable v = s− u, that ξ is continuous
at almost every time, and the definition of ξs, we see that we have a.s. for all x ∈ R,

Ax(s) =

∫ s

0

m(x+ ξ(s) + ξ((s− u)−)− ξ(s))du =

∫ s

0

m(x− ξs(s) + ξs(u))du = Ãx−ξs(s)(s),

where we have set Ãy(t) :=
∫ t

0
m(y + ξs(u))du for any y ∈ R and t ∈ [0, s]. Plugging this in (6.101) we get

〈Uαf, g〉L2(m) =

∫ ∞

0

e−rsE

[
∫

R

e−αÃx−ξs(s)(s)(fm)(x− ξs(s))(gm)(x)dx

]

ds (6.102)

=

∫ ∞

0

e−rsE

[∫

R

e−αÃy(s)(fm)(y)(gm)(y + ξs(s))dy

]

ds.

Since (ξs(u))u∈[0,s] is equal in law to (ξ(u))u∈[0,s] we have E[F (Ã·(s), ξ
s(s))] = E[F (A·(s), ξ(s))] for any integrable

function F . (6.102) thus becomes

〈Uαf, g〉L2(m) =

∫ ∞

0

e−rsE

[
∫

R

e−αAy(s)(fm)(y)(gm)(y + ξ(s))dx

]

ds = 〈f, Uαg〉L2(m),

where, for the last equality, we have used (6.101) but where the roles of f and g are switched. �

The following lemma shows that Pt is self-adjoint for 〈·, ·〉L2(m) on C0(R) ∩ L2(R) ⊂ L2(m).

Lemma 49. Assume that r > 0 and (Condition 1) holds. We have 〈Pt.f, g〉L2(m) = 〈f, Pt.g·〉L2(m) for all t ≥ 0

and f, g ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R).

Proof. The claim is obvious for t = 0 so let us assume t > 0 and fix f, g ∈ C0(R) ∩ L2(R). By Lemma 48 we get
that for any n ≥ 1,

∫

R

((n

t
Un/t

)n

f
)

(x)g(x)m(x)dx =

∫

R

f(x)
((n

t
Un/t

)n

g
)

(x)m(x)dx. (6.103)

Since f and g are in C0(R), by (1.31) in [6] we have that (n
t
Un/t)

nf and (n
t
Un/t)

ng converge to respectively
Pt.f and Pt.g in (C0(R), ‖ · ‖∞). Since, by m ∈ L2(R) (from (Condition 1)) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
gm and fm are in L1(R) we can let n go to infinity on both sides of (6.103) and get

∫

R
(Pt.f)(x)g(x)m(x)dx =

∫

R
f(x)(Pt.g)(x)m(x)dx. By Lemma 46, Pt.f and Pt.g are in L2(m) and, by assumption f and g are in L2(R) ⊂

L2(m). Therefore the last equality can be re-written as 〈Pt.f, g〉L2(m) = 〈f, Pt.g·〉L2(m). �
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Appendix A. Some facts about the Lévy process ξ

Recall that ξ is a real symmetric Lévy process and that ψξ(·) denotes its characteristic exponent. We prove
below some properties of ξ, sometimes assuming that (Condition 2) is satisfied.

Lemma 50. Under (Condition 2) we have that, for any r > 0, the potential measure V rξ (dx) (defined in Section

1.6) has a continuous density vrξ(·) ∈ L1(R) ∩ C0(R), and for any x ∈ R,

vrξ (x) =
1

2π

∫

R

eixy

r − ψξ(y)
dy = F−1

(

1

r − ψξ(2π·)

)

(x). (A.104)

In particular, for any x ∈ R we have 0 ≤ vrξ (x) ≤ ‖(−ψξ(2π·) + r)−1‖L1(R) = vrξ (0).

As mentioned in the Introduction, the existence, under (Condition 2), of a continuous density for the potential
measure is a consequence of the combination of Remark 43.6 and Theorem 43.5 from [46]. However, let us provide
a short and direct proof of Lemma 50 for the sake of completeness.

Proof of Lemma 50. According to Proposition 37.4 of [46] we have for any r > 0 and x ∈ R,
∫

R

eizxV rξ (dz) =
1

r − ψξ(x)
. (A.105)

Note that the convention used in [46] for the Fourier transform is different from the one we use here, which is
why we do not state (A.105) in term of F . From (Condition 2) we see that for any r > 0 the right hand side of
(A.105) is in L1(R) so V rξ has a continuous density vrξ (·) that satisfies

vrξ(x) =
1

2π

∫

R

eixy

r − ψξ(y)
dy =

∫

R

e2iπxz

r − ψξ(2πz)
dz = F−1

(

1

r − ψξ(2π·)

)

(x),

where we have used the symmetry of ξ. This is precisely (A.104). Finally, since vrξ (·) is the density of a finite
measure we have vrξ (·) ∈ L1(R) and, by (A.104), vrξ(·) ∈ F−1(L1(R)) so vrξ (·) ∈ C0(R). �

Lemma 51. Under (Condition 2) we have Supp(ξ(s)) = R for any s > 0.

Proof. As explained a little below the statement of (Condition 2), that condition implies that ξ is of type C in
the sense of Definition 11.9 of [46]. By Theorem 24.10 of [46] we get Supp(ξ(s)) = R for all s > 0. �

Lemma 52. For any t > 0 and ǫ > 0 we have P(sups∈[0,t] |ξ(s)| < ǫ) > 0.

Proof. Let us fix η > 0. By the Lévy-Ito decomposition we have

ξ(s) =
√

AξW (s) +

∫ s

0

∫

[−η,η]
zM̃1(ds, dz) +

∫ s

0

∫

R\[−η,η]
zM2(ds, dz), (A.106)

where the three terms are independent. W is a standard Brownian motion. M1(ds, dz) (resp. M2(ds, dz)) is a
Poisson random measure on [0,∞)×[−η, η] (resp. [0,∞)×(R\[−η, η])) with intensity measure 1z∈[−η,η]ds×Πξ(dz)

(resp. 1z/∈[−η,η]ds× Πξ(dz)), and M̃1(ds, dz) :=M1(ds, dz)− 1z∈[−η,η]ds× Πξ(dz).

It is well-known that P(sups∈[0,t] |W (s)| < ǫ/2
√

Aξ) > 0. For the second term in the right-hand side of (A.106),
Doob’s martingale inequality yields

E

[(

sup
s∈[0,t]

∫ s

0

∫

[−η,η]
zM̃1(ds, dz)

)2]

≤ 4E

[(

∫ t

0

∫

[−η,η]
zM̃1(ds, dz)

)2]

= 4t

∫

[−η,η]
u2Πξ(du).

Since
∫

R
(1 ∧ u2)Πξ(du) < ∞, the right-hand side goes to 0 as η goes to 0. For η chosen small enough we thus

have P(sups∈[0,t] |
∫ s

0

∫

[−η,η] zM̃1(ds, dz)| < ǫ/2) > 0. Finally, with probability e−tΠξ(R\[−η,η]), the third term in
the right-hand side of (A.106) is null for all s ∈ [0, t]. We conclude that P(sups∈[0,t] |ξ(s)| < ǫ) > 0. �
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Appendix B. Fourier duality for the partition function: Proof of Remark 4

We work under the assumptions of Remark 4 and the choice Vint := − log(vrξ (·)) and Umass := − log(m(·)).
vrξ(·) ∈ C0(R) by Lemma 50 and m ∈ L1(R) so, for all n ≥ 2, Zn is well-defined and we have

Zn =

∫

Rn

vrξ (y2 − y1) . . . v
r
ξ (yn − yn−1)v

r
ξ(y1 − yn)m(y1) . . . m(yn)dy1 . . . dyn. (B.107)

Using (B.107), Lemma 50, Fubini’s theorem, and the definitions of m̂(·) and Ẑn we get

Zn =
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

(∫

Rn

ei(y2−y1)z1 × · · · × ei(yn−yn−1)zn−1 × ei(y1−yn)zn

(r − ψξ(z1))× · · · × (r − ψξ(zn))
m(y1) . . .m(yn)dz1 . . . dzn

)

dy1 . . . dyn

=
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

(
∫

Rn

e−i(z1−zn)y1 × e−i(z2−z1)y2 × · · · × e−i(zn−zn−1)yn

(r − ψξ(z1))× · · · × (r − ψξ(zn))
m(y1) . . .m(yn)dy1 . . . dyn

)

dz1 . . . dzn

=
1

(2π)n

∫

Rn

m̂(z1 − zn)× m̂(z2 − z1)× · · · × m̂(zn − zn−1)

(r − ψξ(z1))× · · · × (r − ψξ(zn))
dz1 . . . dzn =

Ẑn
(2π)n

.

Appendix C. Removal of periodic boundary condition: Proof of Remark 6

We assume that the assumptions of Theorem 5 are satisfied and set Vint := − log(vrξ(·)) and Umass :=
− log(m(·)) in the definitions (1.5) and (1.19). From Lemma 50 we have 0 ≤ vrξ (y) ≤ vrξ (0) for any y ∈ R so
Zn ≤ vrξ(0)Z

f
n . Recall from the combination of Lemma 23, Remark 24, and Proposition 34 that Zn ∼ (vrξ (0)λ

R
1 )
n

for large n. We thus get that lim infn→∞ Zfn/(v
r
ξ (0)λ

R
1 )
n > 0.

Let us define g0 :=
∫

R
m(y)φrydy, where φry is defined in Section 2.1. We also define the operator Hr ∈

L(L2((−1, 1))) by Hr.f := 〈f, g0〉L2((−1,1))g0. Let n ≥ 4 and repeat the proof of Lemma 23 to compute
Tr(Hr.R

n−2
r ). We get Tr(Hr.R

n−2
r ) =

∑

j≥1(λ
R
j )
n−2|〈g0, aj〉L2((−1,1))|2, with (aj)j≥1 as in Section 3.1. Re-

peating the proof of Proposition 34 we get Tr(Hr.R
n−2
r ) = Zfn/v

r
ξ (0)

n−1. Combining both expressions we get
Zfn/v

r
ξ (0)

n−1 =
∑

j≥1(λ
R
j )
n−2|〈g0, aj〉L2((−1,1))|2. Recall from Remark 24 that the eigenvalue λR1 of Rr has mul-

tiplicity 1 so, if |〈g0, a1〉L2((−1,1))|2 = 0 then, proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 23 we get Zfn/v
r
ξ (0)

n−1 =

o((λR1 )
n), which contradicts lim infn→∞ Zfn/(v

r
ξ (0)λ

R
1 )
n > 0. Therefore |〈g0, a1〉L2((−1,1))|2 > 0 so, proceeding

as in the proof of Lemma 23 we get Zfn/v
r
ξ (0)

n−1 ∼ |〈g0, a1〉L2((−1,1))|2(λR1 )n−2. Therefore limn→∞ Zn/Z
f
n =

vrξ(0)(λ
R
1 )

2/|〈g0, a1〉L2((−1,1))|2 ∈ (0,∞), and the result follows.
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