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ABSTRACT. In a recent work Levine et al. (2015) prove that the odometer function of a divisible sandpile
model on a finite graph can be expressed as a shifted discrete bilaplacian Gaussian field. For the discrete
torus, they suggest the possibility that the scaling limit of the odometer may be related to the continuum
bilaplacian field. In this work we show that in any dimension the rescaled odometer converges to the
continuum bilaplacian field on the unit torus.

1. INTRODUCTION

The concept of self-organized criticality was introduced in Bak et al. (1987) as a lattice model with a fairly
elementary dynamics. Despite its simplicity, this model exhibits a very complex structure: the dynamics
drives the system towards a stationary state which shares several properties of equilibrium systems at the
critical point, e.g. power law decay of cluster sizes and of correlations of the height-variables. The model
was generalised by Dhar (1990) in the so-called Abelian sandpile model (ASP). Since then, the study
of self-criticality has become popular in many fields of natural sciences, and we refer the reader to Jarai
(2014) and Redig (2006) for an overview on the subject. In particular, several modifications of the ASP
were introduced such as non-Abelian models, ASP on different geometries, and continuum versions like
the divisible sandpile treated in Levine and Peres (2009, 2010). We are interested in the latter one which
is defined as follows. By a graph G = (V, E) we indicate a connected, locally finite and undirected graph
with vertex set V and edge set E. By deg(x) we denote the number of neighbours of x € V in E and
we write “y ~y x” when (x, y) € E. A divisible sandpile configuration on G is a function s : V — R,
where s(x) indicates a mass of particles at site x. Note that here, unlike the ASP, s(x) is a real-valued
(possibly negative) number. If a vertex x € V satisfies s(x) > 1, it topples by keeping mass 1 for
itself and distributing the excess s(x) — 1 uniformly among its neighbours. At each discrete time step, all
unstable vertices topple simultaneously.

Given (0 (x))yey i.i.d. standard Gaussians, we construct the divisible sandpile with weights (0(x))xev
by defining its density

s(x) =1+ o(x) — % Y o(y). (11)

As in many models of statistical mechanics, one is interested in defining a notion of criticality here too.
For a sequence of finite graphs V}, such that V}; T Vo with |Veo| = +00, let ey, (x) denote the total
mass distributed by x € V/, to any of its neighbours. If e, T ey, where ey : Voo — [0, +00], then
ey, is called the odometer of s. We have the following dichotomy: either ey,, < 4co forall x € V
(stabilization), or ey, = +oo for all x € V (explosion). It was shown in Levine et al. (2015) that if s(x)
is assumed to be i.i.d. on an infinite graph, and if E[s(x)] > 1, s does not stabilize, while stabilization
occurs for E[s(x)] < 1. In the critical case (E[s(x)] = 1) the situation is graph-dependent. For an
infinite vertex transitive graph, with E[s(x)] = 1 and 0 < Var(s(x)) < oo then s almost surely does
not stabilize.

For a finite graph, stabilization is defined in a slightly different way. Write em(x) for the total amount of
mass emitted before time 7 from x to one of its neighbors. This quantity increases with 12, so e;,;, T €co
asm T oo for a function e : V — [0, +00]. We call e« the odometer of s. For a finite connected
graph, one can give quantitive estimates and representations for €. It is shown in Levine et al. (2015,
Proposition 1.3) that the odometer corresponding to the density (1.1) on a finite graph V' has distribution

evtaer £ () - mipn ()

zeV
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where 7 is a “bilaplacian"centered Gaussian field with covariance

Y s(x,w)g(w,y)

w€V

Emmwmzd%(kg

setting

1
ﬂmy%=ﬁﬂ§:gﬂny) (1.2)

zeV

and g*(x,y) = E [Zm 0 1¢s, _y}} for S = (Sm)m>0 a simple random walk on V starting at x and

T, = mf{m >0:5, = z}. The field is called “bilaplacian” since a straightforward computation
shows that
1
A glx,w)g(w,y) | = =0x(y) =
(deg x)deg(y w;V V|

where Ag denotes the graph Laplacian

Y fy)—fx), f: V=R

y~vx

Hence the covariance is related to the Green’s function of the discrete bilaplacian (or biharmonic) opera-
tor.

The interplay between the odometer of the sandpile and the bilaplacian becomes more evident in the
observation made by Levine et al. on the odometerin V := Z‘fl, the discrete torus of side length n > 0
in dimension d. They write (after the statement of Proposition 1.3):

“We believe that if 0 is identically distributed with zero mean and finite variance, then
the odometer, after a suitable shift and rescaling, converges weakly as 1 — o0 to the
bilaplacian Gaussian field on R4,

Note that, although they work with Gaussian weights in the proof of Proposition 1.3, their comment com-
prises also the case when ¢ has a more general distribution. Inspired by the above remark, we determine
the scaling limit of the odometer in d > 1 for general i.i.d. weights: we show that indeed it equals
=, the continuum bilaplacian, but on the unit torus T (see Theorems 1.1 and 1.2). A heuristic for the
toric limit is that the laplacian we consider is on Zz, which can be seen as dilation of the discrete torus
TN (n_lz)d. We highlight that & is not a random variable, but a random distribution living in an appro-
priate Sobolev space on T<. There are several ways in which one can represent such a field: a convenient
one is to let Z be a collection of centered Gaussian random variables { (2, u) : u € H~1(T%)} with

variance E [(E, u)z] = ||u|*,, where

Jull2y = (w,872u)

and A2 now is the continuum bilaplacian operator. We will give the analytical background to this definition
in Subsection 2.2. As a by-product of our proof, we are able to determine the kernel of the continuum
bilaplacian on the torus which, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, is not explicitly stated in the literature.

L2(T4)
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Related work. Scaling limits for sandpiles have already been investigated: in the ASP literature limits for
stable configurations have been studied, for example, in Levine et al. (2016) and Pegden and Smart
(2013). Their works are concerned with the partial differential equation that characterizes the scaling limit
of the ASP in Z2. They also provide an interesting explanation of the fractal structure which arises when
a large number of chips are placed at the origin and allowed to topple. The properties of the odometer
play an important role in their analysis. In the literature of divisible sandpiles models, the scaling limit of
the odometer was determined for an «-stable divisible sandpile in Frometa and Jara (2015), who deal
with a divisible sandpile for which mass is distributed not only to nearest-neighbor sites, but also to “far
away” ones. Their limit is related to an obstacle problem for the truncated fractional Laplacian.

The discrete bilaplacian (also called membrane) model was introduced in Sakagawa (2003) and Kurt
(2007, 2009) for the box of Z% with zero boundary conditions. In d > 4 Sun and Wu (2013) and Lawler
et al. (2016) construct a discrete model for the bilaplacian field by assigning random signs to each com-
ponent of the uniform spanning forest of a graph and study its scaling limit. As far as the authors know,
Levine et al. (2015) is the first paper in which the discrete bilaplacian model has been considered with
periodic boundary conditions.

1.1. Main results.

Notation. We start with some preliminary notations which are needed throughout the paper. Let T be the
d-dimensional torus, alternatively viewed as R?/z¢ or as [—~1/2, 1/2)% ¢ R%. Z4 := [—n/2, n/2)4 N
Z is the discrete torus of side-length 1 € IN, and T¢ := [—1/2, 1/2]d N (n~1Z)% is the discretization
of T¥. Moreover let B(z, p) a ball centered at z of radius p > 0 in the £*°-metric. We will use throughout
the notation z - w for the Euclidean scalar product between z, w € R?. With || - |lc we mean the
£*-norm, and with || - || the Euclidean norm. We will let C, ¢ be positive constants which may change
from line to line within the same equation. We define the Fourier transform of a function u € L! (Td) as

i(y) == [pau(z)exp (—27muy - z) dz for y € Z%. We will use the symbol = to denote also Fourier
transforms on Z¢ and IR¥. We will say that a function f (1) = o (1) if lim,, .+ f (1) = 0.

We can now state our main theorem: we consider the piecewise interpolation of the odometer on small
boxes of radius 1/2xn and show convergence to the continuum bilaplacian field.

Theorem 1.1 (Scaling limit of the odometer for Gaussian weights). Letd > 1 and let (0(x)) .74 be

a collection of i.i.d. standard Gaussians. Let e, (-) be the odometer on Zz associated to these weights.
The formal field
- d—4
En(x) := 4 Y n 7 ey(nz) Ig(z,1/0)(x), X € T (1.3)
zeT?

converges in law as n — oo to the bilaplacian field & on T?. The convergence holds in the Sobolev
space H _.(T?) with the topology induced by the norm || - [#_(ma) for any & > max {1+ 4/4, 4/2}
(see Section 2.2 for the analytic specifications).

Observe that max {1 + 4/4, 4/2} has a transition at d = 4, which is reminiscent of the phase transition
of the bilaplacian model on e (see for instance Kurt (2009)).

We can now show the next Theorem, which generalises the previous one to the case in which the weights
have an arbitrary distribution with mean zero and finite variance. We keep the proof separate from the
Gaussian one, as the latter will allow us to obtain precise results on the kernel of the bilaplacian, and has
also a different flavor. Moreover, the more general proof relies on estimates we obtain in the Gaussian
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case. With a slight abuse of notation, we will define a field &,;, as in Theorem 1.1 also for weights which
are not necessarily Gaussian (in the sequel, it will be clear from the context to which weights we are
referring to).

Theorem 1.2 (Scaling limit of the odometer for general weights). Assume (0 (X)), is a collection of

i.i.d. variables with E [0] = 0 and E [0?] = 1. Letd > 1 and e (-) be the corresponding odometer. If
we define the formal field =, as in (1.3) for such weights, then it converges in law as n — 400 to the
bilaplacian field = on T, The convergence holds in the same fashion of Theorem 1.1.

We now give an explicit description of the covariance structure of =. Our motivation is also a comparison

with the whole-space bilaplacian field already treated in the literature. More precisely, for d > 5, Sun and
~ *

Wu (2013, Definition 3) define the bilaplacian field 24 on IR? as the unique distribution on (C(IRY))

such that, for all u € C°(RY), <§d, u> is a centered Gaussian variable with variance

e (o )| = [y g HO ] — 1 ey

Since we obtain a limiting field on T’l, we think it is interesting to give a representation for the covariance
kernel of the biharmonic operator in our setting. From now on, when we use the terminology “mean zero”
for a function 1, we always mean [, u(x)dx = 0.

Theorem 1.3 (Kernel of the biharmonic operator in higher dimensions). Letd > 5. Let furthermore
u € C®(T%) and with mean zero. Then there exists G; € L'(R?) such that

E [(Euy} = (u, A_Zu) L)

[l et e

weZd

G, can be computed explicitly as follows: there exists hy € C®(IR%) depending on d such that

d d—4
6u() = w4 (151 1 ). (15

Remark 1.4 (Kernel of the biharmonic operator in lower dimensions). The convergence result of Theo-
rem 1.2 allows us to determine the kernelin d < 3 too. In fact, for such d interchanging sum and integrals
is possible, so that we can write

~r N2
_ iu(v)|
u, A 2u> = | = // u(2)u(z YK (z — z')dzd7, (1.6)
(08720) s = B i [ G =)
where we can define the kernel of the bilaplacian to be
2mi(z—2") v
IC(Z — Z/) = e”T, z, Z/ € Td.

veZ\{0}
In d = 4 the explicit kernel is difficult to obtain. However, if we use a suitable compactly supported
mollifier ¢ (as defined on page 13) depending on a parameter k¥ > 0 and define

e2mi(z—2)v

Ki(z=2'):= ) @(V)W, z, 7 €T,
vezZd4\{0}



then one can write (1.6) replacing /C with C.. See Remark 4.6 for a derivation of this kernel.

Outline of the article. The necessary theoretical background is given in Section 2, together with an outline
of the strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Auxiliary results and estimates are provided in Section 3. The
proof of Theorem 1.1 lies in Section 4, and of Theorem 1.2 in Section 5. Finally we conclude with the
proof of Theorem 1.3 in Section 6.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Xin Sun for pointing out to us the paper Lawler et al. (2016).
We are grateful to Swagato K. Ray and Enrico Valdinoci for helpful discussions. The first author’s re-
search was partially supported by the Dutch stochastics cluster STAR (Stochastics — Theoretical and
Applied Research). The second author’s research was supported by Cumulative Professional Develop-
ment Allowance from Ministry of Human Resource Development, Government of India and Department
of Science and Technology, Inspire funds.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we review the basics of the spectral theory of the Laplacian on the discrete torus from
Levine et al. (2015). We also remind the fundamentals of abstract Wiener spaces which enable us to
construct standard Gaussian random variables on a Sobolev space on T The presentation is inspired
by Silvestri (2015). We also comment on the basic strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.1 and make some
important remarks on the test functions we use for our calculations. We refer for the Fourier analytic
details used in this article to Stein and Weiss (1971) and for a survey on random distributions to Gel’'fand
and Vilenkin (1964).

2.1. Fourier analysis on the torus. We now recall a few facts about the eigenvalues of the Laplacian
from Levine et al. (2015) for completeness. Consider the Hilbert space LZ(Z%) of complex valued func-
tions on the discrete torus endowed with the inner product

(f.8) = - ¥ f300,
xez4

The Pontryagin dual group of Z4 is identified again with Z4. Let {$o:a¢€ Z2} denote the characters
of the group where 1, (x) = exp(27tix - 9/n). The eigenvalues of the Laplacian A¢ on discrete tori are
given by

d
7T,
Ay = —4 2<—’> we 78
w ;Sln 7 1

Recalling (1.2), we use the shortcut gx(y) := g(y, x). Let gx denote the Fourier transform of gy. It
follows that

gx(0) = n? Z gx(y) =:L (2.1)
=4

for all x &€ Zz (it can be seen in several ways, for example by the proof of Proposition 2.1, that L is
independent of x). Finally, we recall Levine et al. (2015, Equation (20)): for all a # 0,

AaGx(a) = —2dn~%p_,(x). (2.2)
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2.2. Gaussian variables on homogeneous Sobolev spaces on the torus. Since our conjectured scal-
ing limit is a random distribution, we think it is important to keep the article self-contained and give a brief
overview of analytic definitions needed to construct the limit in an appropriate functional space. Our pre-
sentation is based on Sheffield (2007, Section 2) and Silvestri (2015, Sections 6.1, 6.2).

An abstract Wiener space (AWS) is a triple (H, B, i), where:

1 (H, (+,-)y) is a Hilbert space,

2 (B, || - |l) is the Banach space completion of H with respect to the measurable norm || - || 3 on
H, equipped with the Borel o-algebra 15 induced by || - || 5, and

3 u is the unlque Borel probability measure on (B, 13) such that, if B* denotes the dual space of
B,then o ¢! ~ N(0,||¢||%) for all ¢ € B*, where ¢ is the unique element of H such that

¢(h) = (¢, h)y forallh € H.

We remark that, in order to construct a measurable norm || - || g on H, it suffices to find a Hilbert- Schmidt
operator T on H,and set || - |5 := || T - || -

Let us construct then an appropriate AWS. Choose a € RR. Let us define the operator (—A)? acting on
L2(T%)-functions u with Fourier series Y, 5 #(v)ey(-) as follows ((ey), .z denotes a mean-zero
orthonormal basis of L2(T%)):

(=4 < )3 ﬁ(V)ev) @)=Y lvl*a(v)es(s).
vezd veZ\ {0}

Let “~” be the equivalence relation on C”(Td) which identifies two functions differing by a constant and
let H*(T*) be the Hilbert space completion of C*°(T%) / ~ under the norm

(fr = Y, IVIMf(n)EWw).

vez4\{0}
Define the Hilbert space

H, = {u € LX(T9): (—A)u € LZ(Td)} /.
We equip H, with the norm
l1all3, ey = ((=A) 1, (=8) 1) 274

In fact, (—A)~* provides a Hilbert space isomorphism between H,, and H”(T*), which when needed
we identify. For

b<a-— é (2.3)

4
one shows that (—A)b_“ is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on H? (cf. also Silvestri (2015, Proposition 5)).
In our case, we will be setting @ := —1. Therefore, by (2.3), for any —e := b < 0 which satisfies

e > 1+ d/4, we have that (H™!, H_, ti_) is an AWS. The measure 1i_ is the unique Gaussian
law on 'H _. whose characteristic functional is

D(u) :=exp (—%) :

The field associated to P will be called & and is the limiting field claimed in Theorem 1.1.
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There is a perhaps more explicit description of & which is based on Gaussian Hilbert spaces (Janson,
1997, Chapter 1). The construction is taken from Janson (1997, Example 1.25). Let (Q, A, P) be a
probability space with A its Borel o-algebra. Assume that on () one can define a sequence of i.i.d.
standard Gaussians (X, )men- Let further (X;)men be an orthonormal basis of H~1(T9). Then,
L%(Q), P) is a Gaussian Hilbert space and Z is an isometric embedding H~1(T¢) — L?(Q), P) such

that (2, X ) 2 X, for all m. Indeed, by the properties of AWS, the mapping (H "2 ¢— (5 ¢)
is an isometry of the dense subspace (H ¢)* onto S := {(&, u) : u € (H*)*}. The mapping can
be extended by continuity to an isometry between H~! and the corresponding closure of S. Taking
() := H_¢and P := p_g, this entails an alternative construction of Z: it is the unique Gaussian

process indexed by H~! such that & £ {(B, u): ue H YT} with (E, u) ~ N (0, |lu]|2,)
for any u € H1(T%).

2.3. Strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Firstly, we show that 77 can be decomposed into the sum of
two independent fields, namely

Proposition 2.1. There exist a centered Gaussian field (Xx) 4 with covariance E[xxxy] = H(x,y)

xXeZ
as in (3.2) and a centered normal random variable Y with variance (2d) ~>n“L? (where L is as in (2.1)),
such that Y is independent from (Xx) .z and

(1)) gezg = (¥ + X0) ez

In particular, e, () admits the representation

d .
(en(*))ezs = (xx — min Xz> :
2€Zn xeZ4

This decomposition is similar in spirit to the one in the proof of Levine et al. (2015, Proposition 1.3), but
we stress that the random fields we find are different. The proof of the above Proposition can be found in
Subsection 3.1. As a consequence, to achieve Theorem 1.1 it will suffice to determine the scaling limit of
the x field, because test functions have mean zero, and hence we can get rid of the minimum appearing
in the odometer representation. We will therefore show

(P1) (L(En)),cn is tight in the space H_(T?) where —e < —d/2.

(P2) From the above tightness result, there exists a subsequential scaling limit & = limy_, o &y,
for the convergence in law in the space H _e. The proof is complete once we show this limit is
unique: by Ledoux and Talagrand (1991, Section 2.1), it suffices to prove that, for all mean-zero
test functions u € C®(T?),

i E = =
Jlim_E[exp (1 (2, u))] = (u),
where the RHS is the characteristic function of Z. We will calculate the limit of the second moment
of (E,, u) directly in d < 3 and through a mollifying procedure in d > 4.

This will conclude the proof. Since the “finite dimensional” convergence is somewhat more interesting, we
will defer the tightness proof to Subsection 4.2 and show (P2) in Subsection 4.1.
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A note on test functions. By the above construction, the set of test functions we will consider is the set
of smooth functions C”(Td) with zero mean. We need to stress at this juncture an important remark:
C(Td) does not correspond to the class of continuous functions on [—1/2, 1/2)‘1, but only to functions
which remain continuous on IR? when extended by periodicity. Similar comments apply to C*(T%) func-
tions. See also Stein and Weiss (1971, Section 1, Chapter VII) for further discussions. Therefore, when we
consider u : R? — IR which is periodic and belongs to C*, we consider its restriction to [—1/2, 1/2)*
while computing its integral on T,

3. AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this section we provide a proof of Proposition 2.1. The result helps us tackle the singularity arising from
the zero eigenvalue of Ag and will also reduce the determination of the scaling limit to finding the scaling

limit of (Xx) yeza-
3.1. Proof of Proposition 2.1.

Proof. First, observe that, by Parseval’s identity on the discrete torus, we can write the covariance of the
Gaussian field (7(x)) 7« as

Eln(x)n(y)] = (2d) Y g(z x)g(z y) = 2d) *n" Y &x(2)gy(2)

ZEZ% ZEZ%

Now we split the above sum over Zfl into contributions from 0 and from other sites. First observe that
using the description of g(x, v) in terms of the simple random walk (S, ),;>0 on Z¢% we derive

$x(0) = n? Z gx(y) = n-2 Z Z Z Px(Sm=y,m< 1z)

yezs yeZ} zezg m=>0

=n X Yo )Y Y P(Su=ym<t)

z€Z8 yezi\{z} m=0

n—2d Y. Y Pu(rz>m) —2d Y Exlw] (3.1)

zeZd m=>0 zeZd

One can notice that ¢x(0) is independent of x: since the random walk on the torus is irreducible, one can
apply the Random Target Lemma (Levin et al., 2009, Lemma 10.1) to the right-hand side of (3.1). Hence
we get that the first term is, by (3.1), L = n—24 quzg EX [Tq]. As for the contribution from other sites,

_ T (22) exp (—27mix -z/n) exp (27T1y - 2/n
2t Y geRE Pty SREEE e Gy,
zeZ4\{0} zezZi\{0}

Define a centered Gaussian process (Xx)xezd with covariance given by
n

H(x,y) = n__d exp(2mti(y — x) - 2/n)
16 zeZ4\ {0} (Z " sin? (7 ‘Z’))z
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The field associated to H is well-defined and in fact H is positive definite. To see this, given a function

¢:Z% — C one has that Yy yezs Hx,y)e(x)e(y) > 0. Indeed,

— n ex 7T Z/n —
L Heem = £ 8 PRIy =) -%1) 2)c(y)

2
xyeZs xyeZl zeZ (Z 1811’1 ( Z))

=" L d=)dE) 20,

zeZ8\{0}

-1
where d(z) := ¥ 7 exp(—27tx - 2/n) (E?Zl Sinz(ﬂfzi/n)> c(x). Hence itturns outthat (17(x) ) < 7
has the same distribution as (Y + X ).« Where Y is a Gaussian random variable with mean zero and

variance (2d)2n?L2

d . d .
en(x) £ 1(x) — min, g 7(2) £ xe — min,_py 1o 0

independent of the field x. To conclude, note that the odometer function satisfies

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We recall that it will suffice to prove the two properties (P1) and (P2) to achieve the Theorem. We first
use to our advantage the fact that the test functions we consider have mean zero, hence we can get rid
of the minimum term which appears in the definition of the odometer. Let us recall the field in (1.3)

d—
En(-) =47 Y n'2 en(nz) Lp(z 1/ ().

ze”ﬂ”%

We define a linear functional on C®°(T*) by setting

(Ey, u) := /Td 4720 2 1(z,1/20) (X)en(nz) | u(x)dx.

zeT4
However using Proposition 2.1, and the fact that © has zero mean, one sees that

(B, u) =41 Y n‘izél)(nz/ u(x)dx —4m* Y n'T <m1n Xw) /( ) )u(x)dx
B z,1/2n

1 d
ZETZ B(z,1/2n) zeTﬁ wezZ

d—4
= 4772 n 2 / u(x)dx = (2! u
zeznrz 02 Jyaga I = ()

letting

[1]

d—4
()= 47* Z n 2 Xnz ]lB(Z,l/Zn)(')
zeTﬂ

By the theory of Gaussian Hilbert spaces of Subsection 2.2, &,, = E;l in distribution. Hence in the sequel
we will, with a slight abuse of notation, consider E; but denote it simply as =, since the law of the two
processes is the same. We are now ready to begin with (P2).

4.1. Proof of (P2).
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Overview of the proof. We have just seen that

(B, u) =41 Y nd24)(nz/ u(x)dx.

1
ZET% B(Z, /Zn)

We now replace the integral over the ball above by the value at its center and gather the remaining error
term. More precisely we get

4772 ng’%4 nz u(x)dx = 472 nde)(nZn*d nu(x)dx
X B(z,1/2n)

zETY B(z1/20) z€TY
= 477° Y n o Xnztt " (z) + 4m? Y n 54;(”271 d </ ndu(x)dx—u(z))
z€TY z€T4 B(z1/21)
— 4mn~ Y Xnzut(z) + Ru(u).

z€TY
Here the remainder R, (1) is defined by

R, (u) := 4> )» nd%;(nzn_d </B( v, )ndu(x)dx - u(z)) = amPn T Y xnzKn(z
z, n

zeT4 zer
(4.1)

where using that the volume of B(z,1/2n) is n~% we have

Ku(z) := / nu(x)dx — u(z) = n? {/ (u(x) —u(z))dx| . (4.2)
(z,1/2n) (z,1/2n) _
We observe that using the above decomposition one can split the variance of <En, u> as

E[(8n, 0)?] = 160~ Y u(@)u( )Eluetn] + E [Ra(w)?]
2,z €T )

—|—47T2E n- Z u anRn )
zeT4

To deal with the convergence of the above terms we need two propositions. The first one shows that the
first term yields the required limiting variance.

Proposition 4.1. In the notation of this Section,
16r* lim = Y u(z)u(2)E[xnxny] = 167 ngrrmn_(dﬂ) Y u(z)u(z')H (nz, nz’)

n— 400
z,2/€T4 2,2/ €T
_ 2
= [l
The second Proposition says the remainder term is small (and although we will use only L? convergence,
we have also almost sure one).

Proposition 4.2. In the notations of this Section, lim,,_, y 0o R, (1) = 0 in L? and almost surely.

Then an application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality will allow us to deduce that

lim E [<En, u>2] = Jul?,

n— 400
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and the condition (P2) will be ensured. We give the proof of Proposition 4.1, which is the core of our
argument, in Subsection 4.1.1 and of Proposition 4.2 in Subsection 4.1.2.

4.1.1. Proof of Proposition 4.1. Before we begin our proof we would like to prove a bound which would
be crucial in estimating the eigenvalues of the Laplacian on the discrete torus. This lemma will be used
later for other parts of the proof too.

Lemma 4.3. Letn € IN. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that forw € Z4 \ {0} we have

-2
1 a (&, w; 1 c\?
< <|+—+—= . 4.3
Trwl® =" <§$“(71> = \Trwl? * 32 3

Proof. We consider

2:" o (7Tuy> Z:zuznz (su1§9 )>2

with 0 := mrwi/n € [—7/2, 7/2] \ {0}. This gives the left-hand side of (4.3). Moreover

N in (67)
) = 3w v<2$ﬁ> < Cllw|n-
n i=1 0;

because 0 < 1 — sin*(x)/x2 < C x~2 for some C > 0. In this way

d
|| rw]|* — an sin? (
i=1

1 1 |lw|? = XL, n?sin® (5F)
Z ' n?sin? (%) | rraw]|2 2?21 n251n2 (52) [|rw)||?
~ Y7 n2sin? ("wl) | 7rew]|2 '
Considering that, for x € [—7/2, /2], sin*(x)/x2 € [4/x2, 1], one gets that
Zn&n( )>MWW (4.5)
which plugged into (4.4) gives that
1 1
- < Cn?
Y4 n2sin? (Z%)  [[mw|? T
for C > 0, thus (4.3) is proven. O]

Remark 4.4. The equation (4.5) is not enough to obtain sharp asymptotics for the quantity Z _1n 2 gin? (nwi/n).
On the other hand, we will use it in the sequel while looking for a uniform lower bound for the same quan-
tity for all w # 0.
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We begin with the proof of Proposition 4.1. Let u : T? — R be a smooth function with zero mean.
Define uy, : Z% — R as u,,(z) := u(2/n). Note that

6 n 2™ Y u(z)u(Z)EXnzXnr] = 167*n 20"t Y u(z)u(z')H(nz, nz')

. z,2'€Z8
2mi(z —2') -
:71_4”7211”74 Z u(z)u(z’) Z exp( 7'CL(Z Z) wz) (4.6)
weziiop (X sin? (7))

To show the above expression converges it is enough to consider the convergence of

n Y u(zu(Z) Y exp(Zm(z—z’)-w). (4.7)

4
2,2/ €T} weZi\{0} Hw”

This can be justified by showing that (4.6) can be bounded above and below appropriately by (4.7). Now
observing that

n 2N u(z)u(Z) expmi(z —2') - w) = i (w)[> >0 (4.8)
z,2/€Td

the lower bound of (4.3) immediately gives

exp(2mi(z —2') - w)

w2 Y u(z)u(Z)

2
2,2/ €T} weZi\{0} (2?21 Sinz(%))
- exp(2mti(z —2') - w
>n 2 Y u(zu(z) Y b ||(WH4 : )
2,2/ €Td wezZi\{0}

For the upper bound, using the bound in (4.3) we get

exp(2mti(z — 2') - w)

Y u(z)u(?)

2
2,7/ €T§ weZi\{0} (Z?:1 sin%%))
B 1 c\?
<atn N uzu) ), expmu(z—2')-w) <W+E> '
z,2/€TY weZi\{0}

Now we expand the square: the first term gives the correct upper bound as in (4.7) and the other two
terms are negligible. In fact we show firstly that

im cn ™2 Y u(z)u(z) Y exp(27i(z — ) -w) _ 0
n—-oo [wl|> '
z,2/ €T} wezZd\{0}




Using (4.8) and Parseval’s identity we get

et ¥ )y SPERECEI o2 v L )

2 2
z, 2Tl wezd\ {0} o]l wezivioy 1]
[ 2 2 o~ N2
S o? ¥ fm@P<on? ¥ |mw)
weZi\{0} weZs
=2 —d w 2 o 2
=cnn ) u<n>‘ =cn n Y u(w)]
z weTy

Since n ¢ Y ey |1u(w) > = [a [u(w)[>dw < +o0 we get that the second term converges to zero.
n
Note that the same computation shows

n 2t Y uzu() Y expmu(z—Z) w)=nt [0 Y Ju@w)? ],

2,2/ €T weZd\{0} weTd

which again goes to zero as 1 — +00. So this shows that we can from now on concentrate on showing
the convergence of (4.7). We split now our proof, according to whether d < 3 ord > 4.

The case d < 3. In the first case, the argument is more straightforward: we rewrite
@4n= Y Jw|* Lyezi Y. n~u(z)exp(2miz-w) Y n~%u(2) exp(—2miz’ - w).

weZ4\{0} z€TY Z/ €T
Since Y, n~%u(z) exp(27iz - w) is bounded above uniformly in 7, and Lwezd\ {0} |w]|=* <
400 ind < 4, we can apply the dominated converge theorem and obtain

: VRPN 2
Jim @7 = ) el ()| = (]2,
weZ\ {0}

which concludes the proof of (P1) for d < 3.
The case d > 4. Here it is necessary to think of another strategy since Y,z |[w| ~* is not finite. Let
¢ € S(R?), the Schwartz space, be a mollifier supported on [—1/2, 1/2)% with s ¢(x)dx = 1 and

let ¢ (x) := xk~9¢(x/x) for k > 0. Itis a classical result (Rudin, 1962, Theorem 7.22) that there exist
A, 6 > 0 such that

o —d—4
|fi(w)| < A1+ fJwl) ™. (4.9)
Now to show the convergence of (4.7) is equivalent to considering

lim lim n2¢ Yo u(zu(z) )] @((w)exp(Zm(z—z’)-w)

4
Ko OmTre 2,2/ €T} wezZi\{0} HwH

since we claim that

limlimsupn™ Y u(z)u(z) Y (pc(w)—

|y etz )0
k=0 4 too 2,2/ €T weZi\{0}

]l

=0. (4.10)

Indeed, using the fact that f]Rd ¢r(x)dx = 1 we have

fu(w)=1] < [ geln) [~ 1]y,



14
Exploiting the fact that | exp(2711x) — 1|> = 4sin?(7tx) and | sin(x)| < |x| we obtain
[f(w) 1] < Cxljwll [ 1vllg(v)dy < Crlw] 1)

due to the fact that ¢ is supported on [—1/2, 1/2)%. Recalling u, (z) = u(2/n) and plugging the estimate
(4.11) in (4.10) we get that

n2 oy Pelw) —1 Y. u(z)u(z)expmi(z —2') - w)

4
weZd\{0} i z,2/ €T
<Ck Y w3 m(w) . (4.12)
wezZd\{0}

Using ||w|| > 1 we have

Yo el m@)f s Y )’ < Y (m(w))?

weZd\{0} weZi\{0} weZ

—n 1 Yo |u (%)’2 =n Yo fu(w)?

weZé weT?d

where we have used Parseval’s identity. We observe then that

limsup [n~2 } Pulw) — 1 Y. u(z)u(z)exp2mi(z —2') - w)

4
n—+00 weZd\{0} HZUH z,2/€Td
< CKH“H%}(W) < Hoo0.

Taking the limit kK — 0 in the previous expression we deduce the claim (4.10). Now we have to derive the
limit of the following expression:

MY w@u) Y () SREE_2) ) (4.13)

4
z,2/€T4 wezZ4\{0} ||ZU||

Since 4/);c has a fast decay at infinity, and

lim n~? Y u(z)exp(2muz - w) = w(w)

n— 400
zeT4

we can apply the dominated convergence theorem to obtain

"N .w ~ ii(w)[*
lim n 2 Y7 u(z)u() ) @(w)exp(znﬂ(;nzﬂ - ¥ (Pk(w)'ll(WH)‘*"

n——+00
2,2/ €T} weZi\{0} weZ\{0}

The Fourier inversion theorem for C*°(T%) (Roe, 1998, Theorem 5.4) can be used to obtain a bound
uniform in k¥ on the right-hand side of the above expression: consequently we apply the dominated con-
vergence letting ¥ — 0 to achieve

lim lim n_zd Z u(z)u(z/) Z qg;((w)eXp(ZTCL(Z—Z/) w) _ Z

4
RoQnTmEe e weZi\ {0} ool wezA\ {0}

()

_ 2
W = [|ul|Z;.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.1.
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4.1.2. Proof on the remainder: Proposition 4.2. We owe the reader now the last proofs on R, (see (4.1)).
First we state the following

Lemma 4.5. There exists a constant C > 0 such thatsup,ya |Ku(2)| < Cn~! and hence, || Ky || () <
Cn~! (recall (4.2)).

Proof. Using the mean value theorem as u € C*®°(T*) we get that, for some ¢ € (0, 1),

1Ky (2)] < nd/ u(x) — u(z)|dx < ”d/B( 5 IVu(cx + (1= ¢)2)| ||z — x||dx

B(Z,%) Z,55
d |V ut|| oo
n L(T4)
< 1— <C——~.
CZn/( )||Vu(cx+( c)z)||dx < C
Since || V|| oo (ay < 400 the claim follows. O

We reprise now the proof on the limit of R;, ().

Proof of Proposition 4.2. We first compute E [Rn(u)z} obtaining
E [Rn(u)z} = 167*n—2 Y n"*H (nz, nz') Ku(2)Ky, (2)
2,2/ €Td
@5 exp(2mi(z —2') - w
2d p
SR VR ® ER
z,2/ €T weZi\{0}

Y. Y exp(mi(z —2') - w)Ky(2)Ky (2)

2,2/ €T4 weZi\ {0}

)Kn (z)Ky (2')

since ||w|| > 1. Letting KJ,(x) := K(%/n), thanks to Lemma 4.5 we have that the previous expression
is equal to

ZK’ <ZK’

weZd\{0} weri
=n" Y K(w)K,(w) < ||Kn||Loo(Td) <Cn2
weZd
This shows immediately that R, (1) converges in L? to 0. Also note that for every § > 0
Y P(IRa(u)| > 6) <Z(52E[ (u)2}§c5—22n—2<+oo.
n>1 n>1 n>1

Hence by Borel-Cantelli, it follows that P(|R, (1) > 0 infinitely often) = 0 and so the almost sure
convergence follows. ]

We are then done with the proof of (P2) on page 7.

Remark 4.6. From the proofs of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 it follows that, in d > 4 and for a fixed ¥ > 0,

. o] ~ o Jaw)
lim E[@n, u)] Y. e(w) Tl

e weZd\ {0}
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We analyse this expression for d > 5 in the limit K — 0 in Section 6. In dimension 4 we can use the
definition of Fourier transform and interchange sum and integrals to obtain

2mti(z—2")w

AwM— u(z)u(z () | dzd?’
Y e = [ @) |8 ) S | dad

wezZ4\{0} weZ4\{0}

This expression provides the kernel discussed in Remark 1.4.

4.2. Tightness: proof of (P1). We proceed to prove tightness. Before that, we must introduce a funda-
mental result: Rellich’s theorem.

Theorem 4.7 (Rellich’s theorem). Ifk; < ky the inclusion operator H*2(T%) «— H* (T%) is a compact
linear operator. In particular for any radius R > 0, the closed ball By; . ;" (0, R) is compact in H —e.

Sketch of the proof. The proof is readily adapted from the one in Roe (1998, Theorem 5.8). Let w > 0
be arbitrarily small. Let B be the unit ball of H*2(T¢). We quotient then the space H*2(T?) by the

subspace Z := {f . f(v) = 0for v > N} with N = N(w) large enough so that || f||x, < w for
f € BN Z. The unitary ball in H*2 / 7 is then compact and thus can be covered by finitely many w-balls,
giving a finite 2w-covering of balls for B in the H*-norm as well. This shows the inclusion operator is
compact.

We take k1 := —e and ky := —¢/2. By the definitions in Subsection 2.2, there is a Hilbert space
isomorphism between H?(T%) and H,(T¢). Applying the above observation, we get the result. O

Proof of tightness. Choose —e < —d/2. Observe that

||En||%2(qrd) = 167T4nd_4 Z (an - mlI}i Xw> (Xny - rmr}j Xw)

x,ye?l"ﬁ weZy, weZs,

is a. s. finite, for fixed 1, being a finite combination of Gaussian variables and their minimum. Hence =&, €
L2(T%) € H_e(T?) a. s. By Rellich's theorem it will suffice to find, for all § > 0,a R = R(J) > 0
such that

sup P (|12 ll3_.,, > R) < 6.

nelN

A consequence of Markov’s inequality is that such an R(J) can be found as long as we show that for
some C >0

sup E [|124[3, .,,| <C.

€/2
nelN /

—~

Since &, € L?, it admits a Fourier series representation E,,(¢) = ¥, < En(v)ey (9) with 2, (v) =
(Zy, eV)LZ(Td)' Thus we can express

18l = L VI |Eaw)]
vezd\ [0}
Observe that
)= [ Z.(0)e (0)dd =42 ¥ n'T / e, (9)do.
W) = [ Ea(®)e,(9) Lo [ e®)

xeTd



This gives

Ef=.)3, | = 167 V]|~ 26n%4E [pnex / e (19)d19/ e, (8)do
[ e /2} VEZ;{O}X,ETﬁ [ " ny} B(x,1/2n) ! B(y,1/2n) !

167t Y Y vl 4t H (nx, ny) / e, (9)dd / e, (9)d8.
veZ\{0} x,yeT? B(x,1/2n) By, 1/2n)
(4.14)
Let us denote by F,, , : T% — R the function Fy, ,(x) := fB(x 1/2m) e, (9)dd. Since e, € L2(T?),
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that F,, € L(T%).
We observe that the variance H(x, x) is uniformly bounded in x and 7.

Lemma 4.8. There exists C(d) € (0, +o0) such that

sup sup H(x, x) < C(d).
nelN yczd

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the inequality (4.3). To see that, we rely on the Euler-
MacLaurin formula (Apostol, 1999, Theorem 2) and show

nd 1 ! 1 o\ 2
ey =" ¥ <P (et )
1 cerfio) (Thysin? (n2)) 1 ez ezl =

n n
< Cn*d+4 Z kd7471 + Cn*d+2 Z kd*Zfl +c
k=1 k=1
dva [ d a2 [ d
<Cn~ +4/ x5y 4 n 4t / x73dx + ¢ < C(d).
1 1
Although we will not use it in the sequel, observe that the other side of (4.3) yields a corresponding lower
bound. Both bounds are uniform in 7. U

Assume we can prove
Claim 1. There exists C' > 0 such that

sup sup ) n=4H(nx, ny)F,,,(x)Ey, ., (y) < C'. (4.15)
vezdneN yoyetd

Using the above Claim, Lemma 4.8 and —& < —4/2, from (4.14) we get

= —2e d— —2d
E [||L:n||%t€/2} — 167* 2 2 |lv]] 24,4 4H(nx, nx)HeVHioo(Td)n 2
veZd\{0} xeT¥

+16t Y vlT* Y w?tH(nx, ny)Fy,u(x)Fyu(y)

vezZ\{0} xF£yeT]
S Cn*4 Z kd7172€ + C Z kdflee S C
k>1 k>1
This concludes the proof, assuming Claim 1. (]

We are then left to show the claim we have made:
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Proof of Claim 1. First we use the bound (4.5) and the fact that

_ 2

Z exp(27ti(x — y) - w) Fy, v (x) Fu,v(y) = Fn,V(w)’ n* >0

x,yET%
to obtain

2 ”d74H(”xr 1Y) Fu,v () Fn, v (y)

xFy €Ty
nd—4p—d exp(2mi(x —vy) - w

= Z 16 Z p( ( y) an,V(x)Fn,V(y)

xAyeTd wezd\ {0} (Z | sin? (7 ZZ’))
(4.5) — . -
<C Z Z p(2m(x —y) w)Fn,V(x)Fn,V(]/) (4.16)

4
*AYET] wezi\ {0} Il

Choose a mollifier ¢ as in the previous considerations (see below (6.1)). We rewrite the expression in
the right-hand side of (4.16) accordingly as

CY Y @RIy ) E )

4
*AYET] wezi\ {0} Il

~ exp(2mi(x —vy) - w
+C ), Y, (1= ¢x(w)) p( ||(w|\4 y) )Fn,y(x)Pn,V(y). (4.17)
x#yeTh wezi\{0}

First we get a bound for the second term. Denote as Gy, : Zz — IR the rescaled function G, ,(z) :=
Ey, v(%/n). Now we have

CY Y (- fw) SRFE ) O E)

4
*AYET] wezZi\ (0} Il

=C Z 1_H+AT‘ELW) Z Fn,v(x/”)Fn,v(y/n) exp (27‘(1(36 — y) . %)

wezi\ {0} YEYELS,
1— — (4.11) — 2
oty G g w) et T [Goitw)
wezi\ {0} wez;

- 2
where in the last inequality we have used that ||w|| > 1 and ‘Gn,V(O)’ > 0. The description of Gy, v,

the fact that |F,, ,(w)| < n~% and Parseval give
— ‘2

) ’Gnlv(w =n"" Y Guu(w)Gpo(w) =n"" Y Fyu(w)Fy(w)

weZﬁ weZd weTd

—2d _ —2d
2/ ey (8)|d8 = n /d|ev(l9)|dl9

ETd w 1/271

<n? ||eV||L1(Td) < Cn~2, (4.18)



By means of (4.18) we get that

~ exp(2mi(x —vy) -w
C Z Z (1 — 4>K(w)) Xp( ||(wH4 ]/) )Fn,v(x)Fn,v(y) < Cx. (4.19)
x#yeTh wezi\ {0}

We are back to bounding the first termin (4.17).

C Z Z @((w)exp(Zm(x —v) ‘W)Fn,v(x)Fn,v(y)

4
x#y€Td wezi\{0} ||ZU||

—C Y Y @) O E)

4
x#yeTd wezé\{0} ||w||

Y Y f@RemE N 0 e B

4
xAyeTd weZd: [wl|e>n [w]]

Using (4.9) we obtain a bound on the second term as

Z Z (ﬁK(w)exp(Zm(x—y) ‘W)FW,V(X)FH,V(V)

4
xAYeTE weZd: ||w]|co>n 0]

<c Y. Y ot ge(w)]

xAYETE weZ: |w||eo>n

Fu () Fuuy)

2
||eV||L1(Td)
(1 + flwl)# —
(4.20)

<c Y g@|| ¥ F.x] <c ¥

WeZ: ||wl|eo>n x€TY weZ4: ||w||eo>n

Finally (4.9) tells us that

Y Y ) @PEE o 0 E )

4
x#yeTd weZ\ {0} ||w||

2
<€ ¥ ¥ iy e 0Raw)] <€ B ol < ©
x#y€eTd weZd weZd |)

(4.21)
Plugging in (4.15) the expressions (4.19), (4.20) and (4.21) we can draw the required conclusion. (]

This gives a proof of (P1) on page 7 and completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Strategy of the proof. We will argue as in Theorem 1.1 and need thus to show both (P1) and (P2). While
(P2) will follow almost in the same way as in the Gaussian case, (P1) will require a different approach.
Firstly, we will need to remove constants in defining e;,; so that we will end up working with a field de-
pending only on linear combinations of (¢'(x)) .. z4. Secondly, we will show in Subsection 5.1 that, for
bounded a. s., the convergence to the bilaplacian field is ensured via the moment method. Lastly, we will
truncate the weights ¢ at a level R > 0 and show that the truncated field approximates the original one.



20

Reduction to a binding field. We first recall some facts from Levine et al. (2015). Note that odometer ¢,
satisfies

{Agen(x) =1-s(x),

min, .4 ex(z) = 0.
Also if one defines

on(y) = d Y. g(xy)(s(x) —1), (5.1)

erd

then Ag (e, — vy)(z) = 0. Since a bounded harmonic function is constant, it follows from the proof of
Proposition 1.3 of Levine et al. (2015) that the odometer has the following representation also in the case
where the weights are non-Gaussian:

d

en(x) = vy(x) — min vy, (z). (5.2)
zeZ4

Let us define the following functional: for any function 1, : Z%4 — R set

By, (x) = 472 Y 07 hy(n2) Lp(z 10 (x), x € TO
zer

Note that for u € C*(T*) such that [, u(x)dx = 0 it follows immediately that

<E‘en’u> = <Evn/u> .

Observe that

yez}

and hence we have from (5.1)

0 = 5 T s~ g1y T stxn) E ol

xeZ4 xeZ4 zeZ4

By (3.1) it follows that (2d) ' Y. . ¢(x,y) = (2d) =3y __ . E,[Tw] which is independent of
xeZy 8 y weZy Y
Y. We can then say that

=57 Z g(x,y)o —Cn—¥ Z o(z)

xEZd zeZ4
If we call

wa(y) == (2d)"" Y glx,y)o(x

xeZ4

by the mean-zero property of the test functions it follows that (2, u) = (Zq,,, 1) . Therefore we shall
reduce ourselves to study the convergence of the field =,,. To determine its limit, we will first prove that
all moments of =y, converge to those of &; via characteristic functions, we will show that the limit is
uniquely determined by moments.
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5.1. Scaling limit with bounded weights. The goal of this Subsection is to determine the scaling limit
for bounded weights, namely to prove

Theorem 5.1 (Scaling limit for bounded weights). Assume (0°(x)), 4 is a collection of i.i.d. variables

with E [o] = 0 and E [(72} = 1. Moreover assume there exists K < +oco such that |c| < K almost
surely. Letd > 1 and e, (-) be the corresponding odometer. Then if we define the formal field E,, as in
(1.3) for such i.i.d. weights, then it converges in law as 1 — oo to the bilaplacian field & on T%. The
convergence holds in the same fashion of Theorem 1.1.

Before showing this result, we must prove an auxiliary Lemma. It gives us a uniform estimate in 7 on the
Fourier series of the mean of u in a small ball.

Lemma 5.2. Fixu € C®(T*) with mean zero. If we define

T,: T? - R

d
Il (LY

and T, : Z% — R is defined as T,,(z) := T, (2/n), then for n large enough we can find a constant
M = M(d, u) < 400 such that

nt Y ‘ﬁ(z)‘ < M

zeZ4
Proof. Forz € Z2 we can write
Tz = (T 92) = 5 ¥ Tal)y—=(y)
yezs
=— Z Tn< )exp( 2z - Z) = — Z Ty (y) exp(—27miz - y). (5.3)
" yez " yery

Since u € C*®(T?), one can take derive under the integral sign and get that T, € C*®(T%), so

Yoezd
to be valid for every y € T

T;(Z)‘ < +00. Hence by the Fourier inversion theorem we have the following inversion formula

=) Ty (w w) exp (2my - w) .

weZ4

First we split the sum above according to the norm of w and plug it in (5.3). Namely we get

Z Ta(y) exp(—27iz - y) Z Y Tu(w)exp(2miw - y) exp(—27iz - y)
yeTs yer weZy
+— ) Y. T (w) exp (2w - y) exp(—27iz - ). (5.4)

yer weZ: ||w||o>n
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Let us look at the first summation: using the orthogonality of the characters of LZ(Zﬁ) we can write

Z Y Tu(w) exp(2rmuw - y) exp(—2miz - y)

yer weZs
¥ y
= Z Tu(w) Y exp (2mw- L) exp (—2miz-Z
‘50 (20 ) exp (2w )
= Z T (w)n® 1op—s = Tp(z).
weZd
Noting that
—~ 1 1
7,(0) = — Y. Tuly d Z / = — [ u(x)dx =0,
n yeTﬁ n y’Zn n

this means we need to show that }

ﬁ(z)‘ < C(d)n~“. We follow the proof of Stein and

Weiss (1971, Corollary 1.9, Chapter VII). For a multi-index & = (ucl, ceey ocd) € N and a point
x=(x1,..., x4) € RY we set

and adopt the convention 0% = 1. We choose now a smoothness parameter kg > d. For any « with
la| == a1 + - - - + g < ko we can find a constant ¢ = ¢(ko, d) such that

Y 4?2 > |z %o

a: || =k
Note that
1/2
Y |Rels ¥ [mel| o) e
zeZ4\{0} zeZ4\{0} a: o] =ko
1/2 1/2

2

< Y. z)‘ Yy am™ Yooz A

zez4\{0} w: |oe[=ko zeZ{\{0}

Here we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the last step. Now since ZZGZd\{O} ||Z||*2k0 <
n
~+o00 we can compute a constant C such that

Y |Te|zc| T

zeZ4\{0} zezz\{O} a: a|=ko w: |a|=ko zeZ?

1/2

(5.5)
Let us call D* the derivative with respect to «. Using the rule of derivation of Fourier transforms (Stein
and Weiss, 1971, Chapter |, Theorem 1.8) and Parseval we have that

Z T;(Z 220(_/ ‘Dtx ’ dx.

zeZ4

) Y o] <c| ¥ Z‘ﬁ(z)‘zélnzzb‘

1/2
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By the smoothness of u we deduce that

® < a 00
DT ()] < [[D*ullg (Td)/s(o,l/Zn)

dw = ||D“u||Loo(Td)(2n)_d. (5.6)
Plugging this estimate in (5.5) we get that
1/2
— 2
DN EFOTREYCTN D DN 1257
zeZ4\{0} a: la|=kg
This finally gives that
y ‘T;(z) ] < C(ko, d, u)n".
zeZ4\{0}
For the second summand of (5.4) observe that
dD“EAuOEQ””wduﬁ:(2nmfﬁ2@) x € N9
T
The parameter a will be chosen later so that the second summand is of lower order than the first. By (5.4)
and (5.6)

—~ ‘ 2_d_1||D“uHLoo(’]rd)

Tu(z)

rind |z%|
We use this estimate to get

%Z Y. Tu(w)expmw-y)exp(—2mz-y) < Y. ’ﬁ(w)‘

yeT] wljeo>n [w]leo>n

< Clu, d, a) +2w EZ; < C(u, d, IX)TZ_W (1 +o0 <n_1)) )

{=n

nd

Thus choosing & with |a| > d we find a constant M = M (d, u) such that

)3

zeZ8

/T;(z)‘ < Mn™

as we wanted to show. O

We can now start with the moment method, and we being with moment convergence.

Moment convergence. We now show that all moments converge to those of the required limiting distribu-
tion. This is explained in the following Proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Assume E [0] = 0, E [0?] = 1 and that there exists K < o0 such that || < K
almost surely. Then for allm > 1 and allu € C* (Td ) with mean zero, the following limits hold:

Jim € [(Ea,,1)"] =

{(Zm — D)!ul|™,, me2N 57)

0, m € 2IN + 1.

Proof. We will first show that the m1 = 2 case satisfies the claim.
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Case m = 2. We have the equality

E [wa(y)wa(y)] = (2d) 2 Y g(xy) Y. g(x,y)Elo(x)o(x)].

xeZ4 x'ez8
The independence of the weights gives
2
pd—4
E [(Ewn, u) } = 167 yres Yo )Y g(x, nz)Tu(z)
xEZﬁ zETﬁ
With the same argument of the proof of Proposition 2.1 one has
2 Y gxygxy) =n'L> + H(y,y') (5.8)
xeZ4
so that, using that test functions have mean zero,
2
pd—4
E [(Ew”, ) } = 167 @ Yo ) g(x, nz)Tu(z)
xeZd \ zeT4
=16*n""* Y H(nz,nz')T,(2)T,(2)
Z,z’eTﬁ
= 167*n?* H(nz, nz' / u(x dx/ u(x")dx'.
2 Zg"ﬂ"d ( ) B(Z,l/Zn) ( ) B(Z’,1/2n) ( )

Now we break the above sum into the following 3 sums (recall Kn(u) from (4.2)):

E [(Ewn,u>2} =16*n"* Y n*H(nz,nz')u(z)u(z')

z,2/€T4

+16m*n®* Y 0 H(nz,nz')Ky(z)Kn(2)
z,2/€Td

+321*n?™t Y w2 H(nz, nZ' Ky (z)u(2).
z,2/€TY

A combination of Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2 with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows that the
first term converges to ||u]| ; in the limit 7 — +oco and the other two go to zero.

Having concluded the case m = 2, we would like to see what the higher moments look like. Let us take
for example m = 3, in which case

42T\
E [(Ewn,uﬁ} — (T) Y. Elw(nz)w(nz)w(nzs)] Tu(z1) Tu(z2) Ta(zs)

21,22,23€Tﬁ
2m2n' ’
— (T) Y Y. [Ha Xj ] Hg xj, 1z;) Tn(2j).
21,22,23€Tﬁ xl,xz,xgezd

More generally, let us call &2 (n) the set of partitions of {1, ..., n} and as P (n) C (n) the set of
pair partitions. We denote as 11 a generic block of a partition P and as |H| its cardinality (for example,
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IT= {1, 2, 3} is a block of cardinality 3 of P = {{1, 2, 3}, {4}} € £2(4)). Observe that

2n'\ " L
el = (55) Ee|Fonom)| Tnie)

z1, ...,zmeT’Z, j=1

22\ " 1]
=(7F—) X e[| T TT st nm)

PEQ HGP XEZZ Z]'ZjEH

Jat
= Z H <27In 2 ) [(qu Z H g(x, nzj)Tu(z;) | . (5.9)

Pe P (m)11eP xezd zj: jell
For a fixed P, let us consider in the product over IT € P any term corresponding to a block IT with [TT| =
1: this will give no contribution because ¢ is centered. Consider instead IT € P with £ := |TT| > 2. We
see that

d—a\
(2”27’“) Ele’] X | TT 8txnz)Tu(z)

XGZ% Zj:jGH

22\ ¢ 15
— (T) E [O’q Yo ) s(x 2)T(z)
xeZid \zezd
Applying Parseval the above expression equals
220t ! :
(755 ele] £ (# £ st
erﬂ zeZﬁ
{

)| g (5 me) . o

—A
xezd \zezi\{0} z

Here we have used that 7,,(0) = 0. Thanks to the fact that —A, > Cn 2 uniformly over z € Z4 \ {0}
(see (4.5)) we obtain

d—a\ ¢
(=Y e 5 (11 st =celes (£ o

xezd \zj:jell zeZ4\{0}

L

(5.11)

Since o is almost surely bounded, by Lemma 5.2 we can conclude that each term in (5.9) corresponding
to a block of cardinality £ > 2 has order at most />~ ({14 — ¢ (1). Hence in (5.9) only pair partitions

of m will give a contribution of order unity to the sum. Since, for m := 2m’ + 1, there are no pair

2m’+1}

partitions, E [(uwn, u) will converge to zero. Otherwise, for m := 2m’ we can rewrite

2\ ™
, 4,d—4
(@, 0] = T ‘Md—’; Y Y s T2 +o(1).

P2, (2m') xezd \zezd
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Since | 25 (m)| = (2m — 1)!! and the term in the bracket above converges to ||| ; we can conclude
the proof of Proposition 5.3. U

Uniqueness of the limit. We will exploit characteristic functions. Note that

g J4
E [e‘(awnr”>] _ g; - BHZ"'W } (5.12)

Now (5.11) is telling us that
E[Eumw]|<c ¥ TTE[|M[] MM
Pep(L)11eP

where C does not depend on ¢ and m. Now it is possible to use Hélder’s inequality and get that

[ o] < (e [J] )™ = ]

IIeP
Recalling that | Z2(¢)| = By, the £-th Bell number, the previous estimates let us deduce from (5.12) that

B,E [W} M
17

)E [e‘@w"'”q ‘ <C 2 < Cexp <eMK — 1>
£>0

using the exponential generating function of the Bell numbers

This shows the uniqueness of the limit.

Tightness. The proof of tightness is, not suprisingly, a re-run of that in the Gaussian case. In fact tightness
depends on the covariance structure of the field we are examining; since both the Gaussian functional
=, and w,, share the same covariance, we can recover mostly of the results already calculated. First we
notice that

B lacen = ™ L go vt T gy

X, yeZs X,y eZg

is finite with probability one, since ¢ is bounded. One can then go along the lines of the proof of (P1) in
Subsection 4.2 and get to (4.14) which will become, in our new setting,

Y L M e [ e@do [ e
(2 )2 VGZd\{O} x,yeTZ B(x,l/Zn) B(y/l/zn)

>®) 16714 v||~2n?* (0?12 + H(nx, n
Y

UGZd\{O} x,yeTﬁ B(X, 1/211)

e, (9)dd / e, (9)do.
Y, 1/211

Since [1q ey (9)dd = 0, the previous expression reduces to
16772 Z Z ||V||—2€nd—4H(”xf ny) / ev(ﬁ)dﬁ/ e, (0)dd.
veZi\{0} x,yeT4 B(x,1/2n) B(y,1/2n)

From this point onwards, the computations of the proof of (P1) can be repeated in a one-to-one fashion.
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5.2. Truncation method. At the moment we are able to determine the scaling limit when the weights are
bounded almost surely. To lift this condition to zero mean and finite variance only, we begin by defining a
truncated field and show it will determine the scaling limit of the global field. Fix an arbitrarily large (but
finite) constant R > 0. Set

1

wy R (x) := ¥ Y. 8(x, ¥)o() Ljo(<r)s
yezs
1
w;; R (x) := ¥ Y. 8(x )W) Lijoqy) >Ry -
yezs

Clearly w,(-) = wR(-) + w7 ™(-). To prove our result, we will use

Theorem 5.4 (Billingsley (1968, Theorem 4.2)). Let S be a metric space with metric p. Suppose that
(Xun, Xy) are elements of S X S. If

lim limsupP (o(Xuu, Xn) > 1) =0

U—+00 n—-+4oo

forall T > 0, and Xy =y Zy =y X, where ” ="/ indicates convergence in law as x — oo, then
X, =4 X.

Following this Theorem, we need to show two steps:

.
(S2) For a constant v > 0, we have E‘w,fR =, v/UR & =7 & in the topology of H _.

(81) limg . yoo limsup, . P (HEwn — & <r > T) = 0forallT > 0.

As a consequence we will obtain that =, converges to = in law in the topology of H .

5.2.1. Proof of (S§1). We notice that

~
>R

Wit HH8

by definition, for every realization of (¢ (x)) 7. Since, for every T > 0,

[leek
el
P( U

= > <
wy " HH_S - T) - T2
it will suffice to show that the numerator on the right-hand side goes to zero to show (S1). But
El|E ?
uwr?R HH_g

=16t Y Y |lv] tntiE [w,?R(xn)w%R(ny)} /

veZé\{0} x,ycT? B, 1/2n)

0d0/ 9)do
(000 [ aio)

(5.8) - -
2167 |02 1y om) | ;\{ }HVH depyd 4 Y Hinx, 1y)Fy s (0)F,(0)
veZ\{0 x,yeTy
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using that e, has mean zero. We have at hand (4.15), which we can use to upper-bound the previous
expression with

C/167T4E [0’2 1{|a|27€}} Z HVH74€.
vezd\{0}

The sum over V is finite as long as € > 4/4, and E [02 1{‘0‘273}] is going to zero as R — oo (note
that o has finite variance). Hence we have shown (S1).

5.2.2. Proof of (§2). Our idea is to use the computations we did for the case in which ¢ is bounded a. s.
since we are imposing that || < R. However we have to pay attention to the fact that 0 Lijs|<Rr)
is not centered anymore, but has mean mp := E[o 1{\0|<R}]’ nor has variance 1, but v =
Var[o 1{|,/<R}]- However we can circumvent this by using our previous results. If we set

o7 (x) i= 0(x) L{jg(x)|<r} —MR

we can consider the field

A’ o R d
AR (x) = >’ Y. Y g(w, nz)a™(w) I 1 (x), x €T

zeTd wezd

[1]

Since (2d)~! Yyezi 8(+, y) is a constant function on Z4 it follows that

<En,Rr u> = <Ew§R’ u>
for all smooth functions u with mean zero. Hence the field &,  has the same law of &_ % . If we multiply
n
and divide the former by /0%, we obtain

R

471> d-a o (w) p
Enr = VoRS71 2 Y, Y. &(w, nz)——=Tp(; 1) (x), x€T"
2d zeTd wezd VIR

Since now the weights o® (w) (v ) ~"/? satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, we know that the
above field will converge to /vr & in law. Using the covariance structure of the limiting field, the fact
that the field is Gaussian, and lim . |, /O = 1, a straightforward computation shows that /0r &
converges in law to Z in the topology of H _.. With Theorem 5.4 we can conclude.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

Preliminaries. We must conclude with the proof of Theorem 1.3 and begin by introducing some notation.
We take (, an (arbitrary) smooth radial function on le, such that

(x) =1 x| =1/
{ax) =0 ||x] < v ey

Let us call
G(x) = C() x| ™ = [l + (G (x) = D flx]*

and let G be its Fourier transform (in the sense of distributions)

Gi(x) = @(x)
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Since (Z(+) — 1)|| - || ~* is a compactly supported distribution, its Fourier transform will be a smooth
function which we call 15. Using the results on || - || =* contained in Example 2.4.9 of Grafakos (2008),

we have the explicit description of G; in (1.5). In particular G; decays faster than the reciprocal of any
polynomial function at infinity. To see this, recall that E”E(x) = (27mx) g G4(x), for any multi-index «.
If the order of the derivative is large enough (precisely |a| > d — 4), then D*G(x) € L1(IR%); in this
case, (27Ttx)|“‘ Ga(x) is bounded on R? and hence |G, (x)| < C||x||~N for every positive integer N

as ||x|| — +oc0. One has further that G(+) = {(-)|| - || . Let us denote by f := G, * ¢, and note
that
Fe() = Ga)e() = T - 172 (-)- (6.2)
It follows that for some C, 6 > 0
fO)| s ca+i- . 63
Moreover s
O <CO+[-H (6.4)

near infinity thanks to the rapid decay of G at infinity; furthermore Gy is bounded near zero as ||x|*~¢

is integrable near the origin in d > 5. Hence fy is C*°(IR%) and also in L' (IRY). Using f = G4 * ¢x
and the definition of { we have that

@I = ¥ ) T few)pe) ZEEE ) )

2,2/ €T weZ8 ||ZU||4
=n Yo u(zu(z') Y Fe(w)exp(2mi(z —2') - w). (6.5)
z,2/€T4 weZ4

Now we can rewrite this term as

n 2 Y u(z)u(z) Y Fr(w)exp(2mi(z —2') - w)

z,2/€Td weZ4
n2 N u(z)u(2') Y f(wexpmi(z —2') - w). (6.6)
z,2/€T4 weZA: |w|w>n

First we show the second term above is negligible in the following Lemma.

Lemma 6.1.
im =2 Y u(z)u(?) ) Fe(w) exp(2mi(z —2') - w) = 0.

n—-+oo
z,2/€T4 wEZ4: |w||eo>n
Proof. Note that

n 2N u(z)u() Y. Fe(w) exp(2mi(z — 2') - w)

z,2/ €T weZ4: ||wl|eo>n

= )3 fe@) | 7 Y. u(z)expmz-w) | [ n® Y u(2) exp(—2miz’ - w)

weZ4: ||wl|eo>n z€TY Z/ €T
1

<ullfoms L ‘J?K(w) < Cllullforms X A fyare = < Cllulleo e

weZ: ||w||w>n wEZ: ||wl|eo>n

—(5
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thanks to (6.3) and the Euler-MacLaurin formula (Apostol, 1999, Theorem 1). This shows Lemma 6.1. []
Therefore, rather than working on (6.5), we will concentrate on the first term of (6.6).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Following the proof of Proposition 4.1, it is enough to prove the convergence of the
first term of (6.6) to the right-hand side of (1.4). Since f and f; satisfy the assumptions of the Poisson
summation formula (Stein and Weiss, 1971, Corollary 2.6, Chapter VII), we apply it to (6.5) and obtain

Jim n” N d deK Yexp(2mi(z — 2') - w)
z,2' €Ty weZ
— ngrﬂoon’z‘i Y. u(zu(z) Y ful(z—2')+w)
z,2/ €T weZ4
— i 2d — . 6.7
Jm ) ), @) fel(z =) +w) 6.7)
weZ z,2' €Ty

We would then like to exchange sum and limit and thus we shall justify the use of the dominated conver-
gence theorem. To this purpose we need to observe that ||z — 2’| < v/d sothat |||z — 2’ + w|| — ||w]||| <
2+/d. Therefore

Y, n 2 Y u(z)u() (2 - 2) + w)
weZd 2,2/ €T

(6.4)

_ 1
< Cn 2 g

S ™ PR N e P i

weZ: ||w||w>Vd z,2' €TY

1
sz e g L T 0

weZ: ||w||w<Vd z,2' €TY

+Cn Zd”UHZm (1 (6.8)

The second term can be directly bounded by a constant independent of 1, being a finite sum. As for the
first term in (6.8) we have by the Euler-MacLaurin formula

1
Cn 2l Yy ¥
oo(Td) — 5
weZ!: |w]|eo>Vd 2,7/ €T}, 1+ ]z —2"+wl)

1
< Cn 2 u||? o o Y Y
< .
T ez (@l vd z,zemd (1= 2Vd + ||wl|)4+0

400 pd—l
<C do+c| <c¢ 6.9
B Va-1 (1 —2V/d + p)d+s b B 69

where C, ¢ are independent of 7 in each occurence above. These inequalities plugged into (6.8) give
the desired bound which allows us to switch summation and limit in (6.7). Going on and using also the
smothness of f, we compute

lim Y n —2d Y u N fe((z=2') +w)

n—-+oo
weZ4 z,2/€Td

= [, u@uE) (e~ 2) + w)dzde

weZ4
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The fast decay of G; and hence of f at infinity enables us to apply the dominated convergence again to
finally arrive at

iii% //dew (2 fie((z = 2") + w)dzdz
Z //ded (2)G4((z — 2') + w)dzdZ'.

weZ4

Due to polynomial decay of G4 at infinity it is immediate to exchange sum and integrals to derive (1.4). [
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