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FINE-GRAINING AND CONTINUOUS SPACE SCALING LIMIT OF THE
H?? MODEL ON THE HIERARCHICAL LATTICE

YICHAO HUANG, JINGLIN WANG, AND XIAOLIN ZENG

ABSTRACT. We extend the exact coarse-graining result of Disertori, Merkl and Rolles [DMR22]
for the random field of H22-model to the random Schrédinger operator representation of the
H?22_model. We also introduce a fine-graining procedure as the reverse operation, and establish
an associated exponential martingale property. Applying this fine-graining procedure to the
H?2_model on the Dyson hierarchical lattice, we establish its continuous space scaling limit as
a non-trivial random measure on [0, 1].

This random measure is almost surely singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure if
and only if the Vertex Reinforced Jump Process on the Dyson hierarchical lattice is recurrent.
If the process is transient, the random measure almost surely has an absolutely continuous
component. The density of this component is everywhere non-trivial and can be identified with
the pointwise limit of an exponential martingale associated with the H212_model on the Dyson
hierarchical lattice.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of disordered quantum systems, particularly the phenomenon of Anderson local-
ization, has greatly benefited from non-perturbative field-theoretic methods. A cornerstone of
this approach is the Wegner-Efetov supersymmetry formalism, which maps problems concerning
Random Schroédinger Operators to the study of a specific type of sigma model. Within this
framework, the supersymmetric hyperbolic sigma model, or the H??-model, has emerged as
a paradigmatic theory [Zir92] whose effective degrees of freedom are believed to capture the
universal properties of localization transitions.

A remarkable bridge, first established by Sabot and Tarres [ST15], connects this intriguing
theory of mathematical physics to the realm of self-interacting stochastic processes. This
work relates the phase transition of the field theory to the long-term behavior of the Vertex
Reinforced Jump Process (VRJP), a non-Markovian process with long-range memory effects. The
“offective field” of the H22-model serves as the random environment that governs the VRJP. This
correspondence is profound, translating physical questions about disorder and criticality into
probabilistic questions of recurrence and transience for a self-interacting random process.

In this work, we investigate this correspondence in a setting of long-range interactions on the
Dyson hierarchical lattice. This graph has vertex set X = {1,2,...} and is endowed with the
ultrametric distance defined as the height of the smallest subtree containing both 7 and j (see
Figure 1). Formally:

dx(i,7) =min{n>0| 3k e N s.t. 7,5 e (k2", (k + 1)2"]}.

The two-body interaction decays exponentially with this distance: W;; = W(Qp)_dX(i’j ), where
W >0 is the inverse temperature and p > 1. The hierarchical structure serves as a tractable toy
model for systems on Z?, where the parameter p plays a role analogous to the spatial dimension.
Our central contribution is the construction of a continuum limit for the model’s effective field
and a characterization of its properties via long-term behavior of the VRJP.
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FIGURE 1. Hierarchical distance and couping.

To achieve this, we develop a novel “fine-graining” renormalization scheme. We consider the
sequence of finite subgraphs A, = {1,...,2"} and embed them into the unit interval [0,1] by
identifying each vertex k € A,, with the dyadic interval [%, 2%] The fine-graining splits each
ke A, into {2k — 1,2k} € A, 1. In this setup, we prove the almost sure existence of a limiting
object, which we call the continuum space limit of the model. This limit takes the form of a
random measure Mg, on [0,1]. Our main result establishes a direct link between the behavior of

the associated VRJP and the analytic properties of this measure.

Theorem (Informal). Consider the H??-model on the hierarchical lattice X at the critical
dimension 2. For any inverse temperature W, a suitable continuous space scaling limit can be
constructed as a limiting random measure mq, on [0,1] and the associated VRJP are related to
it as follows:

e If the VRJP on X is recurrent, then the measure me, is almost surely singular with respect
to the Lebesgue measure.

e If the VRJP on X is transient, then the measure m., almost surely possesses a non-trivial
absolutely continuous component with strictly positive density function eveywhere on
[0,1].

This theorem provides a rigorous connection between the long time behavior of the VRJP and
the spectral decomposition of the limiting random measure. We conjecture that for the critical
dimension 2, the VRJP on the Dyson hierarchical lattice is in fact recurrent for all values of the
inverse temperature W. If this conjecture holds, our result would imply that the continuum limit
of the H?-model at the critical dimension is always described by a singular measure.

Our key technical innovation is the fine-graining procedure, which can be understood as an
inverse of the more traditional coarse-graining renormalization. This method applies to any
graph having a subset that is indistinguishable by its complementary, reverses the coarse-graining
results of [DMR22], and provides a new tool for constructing continuum limits of statistical
mechanical models on hierarchical structures (with a real-space renormalization). In particular, a
key martingale property extending the martingale property discovered in [SZ19, Theorem 1.(ii)]
is established to ensure the almost sure scaling limit.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 recalls the definition of the H?2-
model, extends the coarse-graining property of the effective field to a related random potential,
and develops the reverse fine-graining procedure and the associated one-step martingale property,
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all on general graphs. Section 3 applies these results to the H2?-model on the hierarchical lattice,
introducing a new fine-graining coupling suitable for renormalization in the ultra-violet limit.
Finally, Section 4 is devoted to proving the existence of the scaling limit and relates its Lebesgue
decomposition to the long-time behavior of the VRJP.

Acknowledgements. Y.H. is partially supported by National Key R&D Program of China (No.
2022YFA1006300) and NSFC-12301164. J.W. and X.Z. acknowledge the support of the Institut
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2. COARSE AND FINE-GRAINING PROPERTIES OF THE H2|2—MODEL

In this section, we provide some backgrounds on the H22-model on general graphs, then discuss
its coarse and fine-graining properties. We also derive in Theorem 10 a one-step martingale
property, which is a crucial input for the rest of the article when we construct the continuum
limit.

2.1. Definition of the H??-model via its random Schrédinger operator representation.
Let G = (V, E,W) be a (simple unoriented) finite connected weighted graph, with V' the set of its
vertices, E the set of its edges, with each edge denoted by e = {4, j} for a pair of vertices (i,j) € V,
and W the set of edge weights defined to be positive real numbers W, = W;; = Wj; > 0 for each
edge e € E. We also set W;; =0 for all i € V, with the convention that W;; = 0 is equivalent to the
absence of edges between vertices i, j.

Recall that the weighted graph Laplacian Ay is the self-adjoint operator on 1?(V') such that
forall f:V - R,

VieV, (-Awf)()=(Y Wi))f@i)- > Wi;f(j)
jiji Jijei
where j ~ 4 indicates that j is a neighbor of ¢. Following | ], we define the H??-model on the
graph G by considering a random Schrédinger operator Hg, which acts on f € [?(V) as
VieV, (Hgf)(i)=28:f(i)~ Z Wii f(4)-
Jij~i
It has the following matrix representation in the canonical basis (e;)ier of 12(V):
28; - =Wy

(1) Hg = : :
Wiy - 2B,
In particular, its diagonal entries are determined by a vector 3 € RV, which we call the random
potential in H22-model.

The law of the random vector (5;)sey for the H??-model is given explicitly by the following
probability distribution:

vl
2 1 1
9 dW(B) = \/7 Lo ogre 3LHAD d6;.
(2) () ( 7T) {Hp>0} 7detH5 ileV| 5

where the inner product (z,y) = ;v #:y; is the canonical one and in (1, Hgl), 1 abusively
denotes the constant vector with all entries equal to 1. The indicator {Hz > 0} restricts the
distribution to positive definite matrices Hg. It is a non-trivial fact that dv"V'(3) is a probability
measure | , Theorem 1], and that 3; are "V -almost surely positive for all 7 € V. In this way,
Hpg corresponds to a random Schrédinger operator with a random potential which is not i.i.d.
but correlated according to (2). The measure dv'V () generalizes the Gamma(3) distrubtion in
the random Schrédinger operator setting.
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The distribution dv"¥ above belongs to a larger family of probability measures with extra
parameters § e RY, [ST717] and n e RY [[L\W17] defined as

Vi
2 -1 [Ticv 0i
3 dl/W’em — \/7 1 e 1({0,Hg0)+(n, HB n)-2(0,n)) Lliev Vi .
(3) (8) ( - {Hg>0} ot T, 1|€V| dB;

called multivariate (or random Schrédinger operator) generalization of the (reciprocal) inverse
Gaussian distribution. In the most general setting with parameters W, 8,7 as above, this law is
characterized by its explicit Laplace transform:

vae (R,)Y, /e*WduWﬁWw)

(4) £ Wiy (OO (0 +09)-0:0,)= % iy /Xi+07-0,) 0 0,
o ———
i€V \/ )\z + 022

We call the random Schrédinger operator whose diagonal entries are sampled with the law (2)
the H??-model. More generally, when the entries are sampled from the law (3), we refer to the
operator as the H??-model with initial local time 6 and boundary condition 7.

In fact, as an immediate consequence of (1), distribution defined in (3) is related to the one in
(2) in the following way: given G = (V, E,W) with V = V u {§}, and parameters 6, we have

) (Bi)ier ~ W0 (Bi)sev ~ W01,

where 7; = Wg’i, 0, = 6; for all i € V and Wij = Wij for all 4,5 € V. In this paper, 0 is always
constant 1.
In what follows, we drop the subscript 3 when there is no ambiguity, in particular, H = Hg.

2.2. Green function and random walk expansion of the H??-model. It is useful to
introduce the matrix inverse G = H~! of H, i.e. the random Green function matrix of the
H??-model on the graph G. Since the random Schrodinger matrix H is almost surely positive
definite (in particular, H is almost surely an M-matrix [BP94, Chapter 6]), we have the following
(deterministic) random walk expansion representation [BFS83] of G(4,j), according to [SZ19,
Proposition 6]:

Vi,jeV, G(i,j)=
g;J (25 )o
where we sum over finite length nearest neighbor random walk paths o : 4 — j. If the path ¢ has
length |o| = n, so that o = (0k)k=0,....n With o9 =% and o, = j, then the quantities W, and (28),
are defined as

n—1

Wo = H Woy op1s Qﬁ)a = H 25%

k=0

Remark 1. Since the map H + G = H! is a bijection, when the random walk expansion of G(3, )
holds for all 4,5 € V, G is necessarily the inverse of a matrix of the form (1), as a consequence
of [C7Z21, Proposition 5.3].

2.3. Coupling with different pinning positions. The random Schrédinger operator rep-
resentation of the H??-model on G provides a coupling of the so-called effective measures of
the H??-model on G with different pinning positions. We give a brief description of this fact
following [S719, Lemma 2].
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To this end, define the random wu-field associated to the H22_model on G. Fix ig € V and
consider the random vector (u;);cy by setting
_ G(io,i)

G (d0,10)
This new system of coordinates depends on the choice of pinning point ip: we should have denoted
Go) _ G(ig,i) (i0)
them by e%: = = G(ioo,io)’ o
superscript (ig) for notation ease and the pinning point will be clear in the context.

It can be shown [ST15, Theorem 2] that the random w-field has the explicit probability law

1 - ¥ ui— Y Wij(cosh(u;—u;)-1)
(6) Al (u) = ———e =T DWW, w1y, -0y du

where D(W,u) is a sum over the spanning trees T' of the graph G,

(7) DW,u) =S ] Wien,
T (ij)eE(T)

VieV, e“

in particular, u = u;, = 0 at the pinning vertex ig. We drop the

Choosing a different ¢y yields a different measure ufg with a different pinning condition.

It is shown in [STZ17, Theorem 3] that the random field (u;);ey sampled from the above
distribution ,u}/;/ is independent of G(ig,%0) (and this latter distributed as an inverse Gamma(%)
random variable), and that given (u;);ev and G(ig,40), one reconstructs by linear algebra [STZ17,
Proposition 2] the random S-field (5;);cv by the following formula:

1

8 VieV, 28;=) Wie ™ + 1 yv——.
(8) Lev, B Z G € + 14 O}G(ioaio)

i~j
In particular, the random field (u;);ey is measurable with respect to the random field (5;);ev«{io};
conversely, at site ¢y one only needs one independent inverse Gamma(%) random variable to
reconstruct 3;, from the data (u;);cy .
To summarize, given a finite graph G = (V, E, W), the H?”-model on G can refer to either of
the following sets of information:

(1) The random vector (f3;)icy with law vV (df) or the random Schrédinger operator H;

(2) The random Green function matrix G = H™?;

(3) A fixed vertex ig € V, the random vector (u;);ey with law ,uyg and an independent inverse
Gamma(%) random variable representing the variable G (4o, ).

In the sequel, we will switch freely between these representations of the H??-model.

The law ,uyg was first introduced in [DSZ10] as the effective field of the supersymmetric
hyperbolic sigma model (H??-model). It was a surprising discovery [ST15] that this is also the
law of the random environment for the Vertex Reinforced Jump Process (VRJP).

2.4. Coarse-graining procedure. We now recall a coarse-graining property of the H22-model,
which was first observed in [DMR22] in the case of the H??-model on complete graphs with
hierarchical interactions. Our formulation below differs slightly: we do not talk about the
supersymmetric spin values, but we discuss additionally the random potential in the Schrodinger
representation of H2-model . We provide an alternative proof based on the random walk
expansion recalled in Section 2.2.

Definition 2 (Indistinguishability). Given a finite weighted graph G = (V, E, W), we say that a
subset U c V is indistinguishable from outside if

Vi,jEU,Vk¢U, WkiZij.
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If additionally a boundary condition n € RY is given, U is indistinguishable from outside if
additionally

Vi,jGU, 77i=77j'

In words, for a given vertex k not in U, it is connected to all vertices in U with the same weight.

When a set U is indistinguishable from outside, we can coarse-grain this set into a single vertex
using the following transformation:

Theorem 3. Consider the H*?-model (with boundary condition n) on a finite graph G by the data
of its random Green function operator G = H™*. If U c V is a subset of vertices indistinguishable

from outside, then one can effectively replace U by a single vertex u and coarse-grain the matriz
G into a matriz G' on I*(V') with V' = (VN U) u{u}, whose coefficients are defined by

G(k,0) k,l¢U
9) G'(k,0) = \Tlﬂzz'eUG(kvi) k¢Udl=u.
ﬁzz‘,y‘eU G(i,j) k=L=u

The resulting matriz G' has the same law of the Green operator defined by the H*?-model
(with boundary condition 1’ ) on the reduced graph G' = (V', E',W") with edge weights

W, k.t +
(10) Wie=1s NP
’ ZiEU Wk7i gzu,k U

(and boundry condition is n,, = Yy ni and 0y, = ni for k ).

Furthermore, the inverse of G' is of the form (1), i.e. an H?P_model random Schridinger
operator on the reduced graph G', where the random vector 5’ is defined by B3y, = By if ke V' ~ {u}
and

1 1
(11)

20, |UP

> GY(i.5)

i,5eU
where GV = (Hyy)™ with Hyy is the sub-matriz of H on U x U.

There is a slight notation collision of the coarse-grained vertex u and the u-field of H??-model,
but contextually it will always be clear.

Remark 4. (1) Using [STZ17, Corollary 1], Theorem 3 (and Theorem 6 below) can be
formulated with general initial local time 6.

(2) It is important to note that the above coarse-graining procedure is done in the almost sure
sense simultaneously in G and in the S-field. In particular, the last display (11) above
shows that 3], can be written as a explicit function of (3;);cy. This formula shares similar
flavor with the exact renormalization procedures of the classical random Schrédinger
operators on the hierarchical lattice, see e.g. [Bov90, vSW17].

Proof. By (5) it is enough to consider the case without boundary condition. We first show that
the inverse of G’ is indeed of the form (1) with the above-defined random potential /', then we
show that the joint law of (53})key- is the correct one.

For the first step, we use Remark 1. We start by writing the random walk expansion of the
operator GG defined on the original graph G for k,l ¢ U as in Section 2.2,

- X s,
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Decompose each finite path o from & to [ in the following way: if |[o| = m + 1 is the length of the
path o, let ko = k and k,,+1 =1 and write

o ={ko—> k1 ~iy~j1 ~ky > ko ~ig~ o~k e Ay~ G~k > K )

where the k indexed vertices are outside U, the 7, indexed vertices are inside U, k' — k is the
sum over paths from k" to k& without using the vertices in U, k ~ i or j ~ k means a single
step jump that either enters or goes out of U, and ¢ ~ j is the sum over paths from i to j in
U. In words, we record the instances when the path o enters or quits the set U. We say that
(kq»iqs Jq> kg)1<q<m is the skeleton of o, denoted as sk(o).

Consider the reduced path ¢’ on the reduced graph V' derived from the original path o on V/
by tracing out jumps inside U, i.e.

o' ={ko—> ki ~u~k| > ko ~u~kh- ~u~k —kn},

and we call (kq,ky)1<q<m the reduced skeleton of o, denoted resk(c). Our goal is to write a
reduced expansion of G'(k,1) = G(k,1) in terms of a sum over the reduced paths ¢’ on the reduced
graph V' with suitable choices of W’ and 8’ (which will be shown to be given respectively by (10)
and (11)):

W,
G(k’ l) B a’;—ﬂ (26,)0' .

If this can be done, then by posing G'(k,1) = G(k,l) we get a random walk expansion of the
reduced random operator G'. If such rewriting can be done for G'(k,u) with k € V'~ {u} and
G'(u,u) defined in (9), then by Remark 1, the reduced operator G’ is indeed the inverse of some
random Schrodinger operator Hj of the form (1) with W’ defined as in (10).

We therefore reorganize the path sum for G(k,1) according to the skeleton of o:

Wo
G(k,1) = Z Z Z ,
m20 (kg ig ja.k!) ool (28)s
1<g<sm ! sk(0)=(kq,iq,Jq.kg)1cq5m

and show that it can be rewritten as

W’I
G(k,1) = Z Z Z v
m20 (kg k') o'kl (2/8)0

1<q<m sk(0)=(kq.k})12qzm

according to the reduced skeleton of o', where we pose W' as in (10) and 8’ as in (11), especially

1 1

25 " [UF > GY(ij).

i,jeU

Indeed, for a fixed reduced skeleton (kq, k;)lgqsm, summing over the admissible intermediate states
(igsJq)1<q<m of the original skeleton (ky,iq, jq, kq)1<q<m yields (with o}, denoting the restriction
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of o to the corresponding interval)

Wo
2 (apy, Hresk)=ho k)

. okl
(zq 1.7q)1£q5m

> 7 S Wi G W 14
[[ko,k1] U, - 3 u
- o5y k ’i (Zl’jl) j ,k)’ 71 resk(o)=(k ,k' co<m
(mk—ﬂw (QB)U[ko,m)(il,jleU o o a:kz’l:% (28), ~ resk(@)=ha kg )2<ozm )

(iq A,jq)ZSqu

4 /
=1 > ko ) Wy uWa kg > &1{ k(o)=(kq, k! }
o":k—ky (2/8,)0' 26& (26)0 resk(0)=(kq,kj)2<q<m

I[kosk1] ok —l

(iq ajq)ZSqu

Wo

28), L resk(o)=(kq,k))2cgsm }

Z %ilkg, k1] Z

= _ tho.F1d

- /

o"k—k} (25 )0"[,%,,91] g:k'1—>l
_(iq’jq)’zéqsm

W,/
) J’%—»l (26,)0', 7
resk(o’):(k:q,k:;)
where in the last equality, we iterate the same procedure for 2 < ¢ < m.
Similar reduced path expansion by reorganization can be done for G'(k,u) for k ¢ U and
G'(u,u) and the results are all in the above form. Therefore, by Remark 1, the inverse of G’
must be of the form (1) where §;, = B, if k ¢ U and f3;, defined by formula (11) above.

It remains to study the joint law of (3}, )kevs. To this end, we first calculate the joint Laplace
transform of G'(u,u) and (Bg)kev- Let 1y € RY be such that 1y(i) = Ly and k>0, A e RV
which we extend to A € RV by adding null entries. Using (4) with 6 =1 and 7 = '””‘”17“], the joint
Laplace transform

R [e—%zc'm,u)—ﬁ',mv\u]

- E[e—%m%ﬁ ,cﬁamv-u,mv]

—k%UWkl(\/(l-F/\k)(l-l-/\],)—l) 1
k¢U vV 1 + )\k;

factorizes, so G’ (u, u) is independent of (3;)icv< and follows the inverse Gamma(2) distribution.’

Now that we have seperated out the independent Gamma random variable G’ (u,u), we can
use the u-field representation of the H??-model to check that (Bk)kev is indeed the H?P-model
on the reduced graph G’. For this, first notice the following random walk expansion

Gwh) 5 Wor 5 Wo
G,(uvu) o':k—»u (2ﬁl)0’ ok—»u (2B)U
where we sum over finite paths ¢’ or o killed before hitting u. This follows from the same

reorganization scheme as above: the random walk path sum calculates the contribution before
the first hitting time at w, and G’(u,u) corresponds to the large loop between the first visit

=e".e

Vk ¢ U,

w2

2 (o) & _
E__Laplace transform fO e 2

2

1
2t

et _dt=e".

1
Vit T

IThe inverse Gamma(%) distribution has
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and the last visit at u. Since G’'(u,u) is independent of (3;);evw by the Laplace transform

g:gzgg )kev- But the display above also shows that the

)keu 1 the same as the one generated by the H?P-model on the reduced graph, and

calculation above, it is independent of (
G'(u,k)
G’ (u,u)
the previous paragraph shows that the independent factor G'(u,u) is distributed as an inverse
Gamma(%) random variable. Therefore we recover exactly the H??-model on the reduced graph

g'. O

law of (

Remark 5. As the first part of this proof is deterministic, one can derive this using linear algebra,
and (12) uses the specific distribution (2) of the H?-model to show that the coarse-grained
model remains a H2P?-model on the reduced graph. The algebraic procedure gives yet another
proof of the result in [DMR22]. However, the random walk expansion expression is also useful in
establishing fine probabilistic estimates (see e.g. [W725]), and it is healthy to keep both proofs in
mind in the sequel.

Alternative proof of the first part of Theorem 3. Let us indicate how to perform the algebraic
computation in the above remark. Recall the representation (1) of the random Schrédinger
operator H in the canonical basis (ex)gey. Perform an orthogonal change of basis in the subspace
E, spanned by (e;)sv by prescribing a new set of basis of F, with one component being
ey = Ilﬁ\ e €i- Consider the subspace E’ spanned by the reduced basis (ex)rev v and e,, and
notice that the matrice G’ defined with (9) is the restriction of G to this subspace; more precisely,
we define G’z = Pg/(Gz) for z € E' where Pg/ is the orthogonal projection to E’. In particular,
one checks that
¢/ () = (e, Gen) = o 3 fei, Gey) = 2 C(i)
U5 U2
as in (9).
Now H acts on e, with ke V \U as
H(ep) ==Y Wiiei+ . H(k,l)e; = =W eu+ Y, H(k,1)e; € E'
U l#+u l#u
by the indistinguishability from outside assumption on U, so that G'(-W} ey + X 1., H(k,l)e;) =
Prgi(ex) = ex. This implies that H'(ex) = -W}, ew + X2y H(k,)e;. Since H' is a symmetric
matrix, this determines all coefficients in H' except for one, namely H (u,u) = 28.,. To determine
H(u,u), use the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury formula (or the Schur complement formula) for
block matrix inversion which yields, with 1r(7) = 1 ey,

UJ?
1y, (Huu)'1y)

Therefore H' = (G')™! is of the form (1), especicially with 3/, as defined in (11). This provides
an alternative to the first part of the proof of Theorem 3. O

H(u,u) =

2.5. Fine-graining procedure. We now state the key observation in this paper, that one
can explicitly describe the inverse of the coarse-graining procedure above, which we call the
fine-graining property of the H??-model. We start with the reduced graph G’ = (V', E',W')
obtained by replacing a subset U c V indistinguishable from outside by a single vertex u with
reduced weights (10).

Theorem 6. Consider a finite weighted graph G and let G' be its reduced graph obtained via a
subset U c V that is indistinguishable from outside. Consider the H*?-model (with boundary
condition n') on the reduced graph G' given by its random ['-field (B}, )kev:. Conditionally on
(Br)kev:, one can sample the random vector (Bi)kev by introducing additional randomness and
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reconstruct the H??-model (with boundary condition n s.t. n; = n, fori¢U and n; = |—[1]|n; for
1€ U) on the original graph G explicitly.
Especially, the random vector (8;)icu has an explicit conditional density as a function of

{/8],{;}]66‘/'

Proof. By (5) it is enough to consider the case without boundary condition.

Notice that by Theorem 3, for k ¢ U, it suffices to take 8y = §, so that it only remains to
study the conditional law of (3;)icv given (5}, )kev:. We start by giving the explicit details in the
case where |U| = 2, i.e. splitting a vertex u € V' into two vertices indistinguishable from outside,
then discuss briefly the general case as it follows in a similar manner.

Assume |U| = 2. Without loss of generality, suppose that U is indexed by {1,2} so that it
corresponds to the first two rows and columns in the matrix representation, and that the pinning
1o is indexed last, i.e. represented by the last row and column. Suppose that the vertices {1,2} is
coarse-grained into one single vertex denoted by 1’: we now calculate the law of (81, 82) given
Bir and (Bk)re(1,2)-

We can write out the marginal law of (81, 52) given (Bk)re(1,2y since their joint density is
explicitly given by (2). The joint density is given exactly by the multivariate inverse Gaussian
distribution of (3), with Wi unchanged, 61 = 62 = 1 and 11 = Xy Wik, n2 = X per Wak. This
can be easily verified using the Laplace transforms (4). Indeed, if A2 >0, A\; =0 for k ¢ U and
(B1, B2, ..., Bn) follows the law of the H??*-model on V then

E[eP9)] = ¢ ey Wos VAFTYRAT-D) 1 7
VAL + 1V A+ 1
while for (31, 82) following the above multivariate inverse Gaussian distribution with parameters
Wia, 61 =02 =1 and 11, 72,

~Wia (VATFIVAgHI-1) - (VAT FI-1) = (VAzFI-1) 1 .
VAL + 1V A+ 1
One checks by inspection that these Laplace transforms are equal with our choice of 7;,75. It
remains to further condition with respect to the extra information of £y, using the conditional
density formula: by (11), this only depends on H|y oy.
More explicitly, with the boundary condition 7 = (11, 72) defined in the above paragraph, the
condition joint law of (81, 52) knowing (f},)k+ is proportional to

E [e>\151+)\252:| —e

(LHU o) +n GV ) 1ds

1 e_%(
{Hy uv>0} \/m

according to (3). Therefore the condition joint law of (81,2) knowning furthermore 8y, is
obtained by restricting the above distribution to the level set defined by (11). An explicit
calculation in the case |U| = 2 will be carried out later in the proof of Theorem 10.

In the general case where |U] is larger, the reasoning follows identical steps. Given (8, )kev’,
we already know (5;)iu, so that we know that marginal law of (5;);cv by conditioning to
(Bi)iev = (BL)k+u, which remains in the family of multivariate inverse Gaussian distributions
of (3) and whose explicit parameters can be deduced from the exact expression similar to the
above Laplace transform calculation. The only extra information is 3;, = F'((5;)icv ), which is an
explicit function of (8;);cy due to (11), and it suffices to restrict the marginal law above to this
slice. O

One can translate the above theorem into a fine-graining property using the random Schrédinger
operator H representation (equivalently, the random Green matrix G'= H™') of the H??-model.
For H it is immediate since its random data are exactly the diagonal entries, i.e. the random
B-field. We now explain how to perform the fine-graining for the random operator G = H .
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Theorem 7. Let G’ be the reduced graph from G using a subset U ¢ 'V which is indistinguishable
from outside. Consider the H*?-model on the reduced graph G' given by its random Green matriz
G'. Conditionally on G', we can sample G on the original graph G by injecting independent
random variables and reconstruct the H*?-model on the original graph G = (V,E,W).

Furthermore, one can perform the fine-graining procedure in such a way that G'(k,1) = G(k,1)
forallk,1¢U.

Proof. For simplicity, we give the detailed proof in the case [U| = 2 that we use in the sequel, and
the general case follows similarly.

Without loss of generality, suppose that U = {1,2}, so that we should perform the following
reconstruction:

(G, 1) | G(1',3) - G(1',n)\

G(1,1) G(1,2) | G(1,3) - G(l,n)\l
G(3,3) — GG,n)

(G(Q,l) G(2,2) | ¢(2,3) - G(2.0)
_,l G(3,3) - GGl
)

G(n,n) G(nn)
The coeffients with 4,j ¢ U are the same by (9). The reconstruction can be done by inverting
deterministically (i.e. pathwise, see Remark 4) G’ to get H' and thus (8;,) ey, then use Theorem 6
to sample (B )kev and thus H, then invert H to get G.

The fact that G'(k,1) = G(k,!1) for k,l ¢ U follows from the same argument for (9) via the path
expansion. (I

The above description is a bit abstract and we now indicate the practical implementation of the
above algorithm. We first record an auxiliary observation on the proportionality of rows/columns
of the fine-grained matrix G, using the path expansion interpretation explained in Section 2.2.

Proposition 8. In the setting of Theorem 7, the random Green matriz G on the fine-grained
graph G = (V, E,W) has the following proportionality property: for all k,1 ¢ U and all i,j € U,
G(Za k) _ G(7’7l) _ Z’UEU G(’U,Z)
G(Jvk) G(]al) ZvEUG(vvj)
Proof. Recall the path expansion argument in the proof of Theorem 3 and consider G(k,4) with
k¢ U and i € U. Consider a path o from k to i in the large graph G, and let o be the first vertex

the path o enters the indistinguishable subset U. Since U is indistinguishable from outside, the
distribution of o is uniform over U, and the path expansion yields

G(k,i) =Y C(k,0)G(o,1).

oeU

where C'(k, o) is the contribution from paths starting from k and stopped at the first time hitting
the vertex o, i.e.

W,
Clh.) =20 2 oy,

killed at o
By the indistinguashability, C'(k, o) is independent of o € U (notice that it only depends on the
B-field outside U and only one W-factor uses vertices in U). Furthermore, the same analysis

applied to the smaller graph G’ yields that this factor C'(k, o) is equal to ﬁ g:gjz;, with G’ the

given Green matrix on the reduced graph G’ where U is reduced to the single vertex w. Combining
these observations we get that

G(k, i)
Zer G(Oa Z)

is independent of the choice of i € U, hence the desired result. (Il
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Remark 9. When implementing the algorithm of Theorem 7 to fine-grain the matrix G’ into G,
one does not have to invert the full matrices of size |V|, but only a small submatrix of size |U].
We illustrate this with a practical example in the case |U| = 2 above, say with U = {1,2} and
u=1". By Remark 4, all coefficients H(i,7) and G(i,j) are known if 4,5 ¢ U. To complete the
matrix G, one only needs to sample the submatrix

G(1,1) G(1,2)
(G(2,1) G(2,2))'

Indeed, knowing this submatrix, it suffices to fill in the rest of the first two columns to reconstruct
the full matrix G. But this procedure is deterministic, as Proposition 8 shows that the knowledge
of the 2 x 2 matrix above determines all quotients ggzg for all k ¢ {1,2}. Together with the
condition that G(1,k) + G(2,k) = 2G'(1',k) by (9), this determines all coefficients G(1,k) and
G(2,k) with k ¢ {1,2}.

It remains to sample the small 2x2 matrix in the above display: one samples first GY = (Hyp)™
as in (11) using the explicit law of (G(1,1),G(1,2),G(2,2)) conditionally on ﬁ = i(@(l,l) +

2G(1,2) + G(2,2)) as in the proof of Theorem 6. More precisely, Theorem 6 shows how to sample
(81, B2) from the data of (3},)kev’, so this determines the small matrix Hy,y which we invert to
sample GU. Then a similar path expansion argument as in the previous proof of Proposition 8
allows one to reconstruct Gy y from the matrix GY. More precisely, consider a path ¢ from
1€ {1,2} to j € {1,2}. There are two possibilities: either o stays inside U = {1,2}, in which case
the path expansion contribution is @U(i, 7); or that o goes outside of U, in which case we denote
by o the last vertex in U it visits before going out of U, and e the last time the path ¢ returns to
U. Similar considerations as in the above proof yield

_ _ sl
G(i.) =G (1.d)+ 3 G (1o §,|U|G (u, )

1 B
Ul 5,
The gives an explicit expression of the random Green matrix G in terms of the given reduced

Green matrix G’ and the small random matrix G that we sampled above. For example, with
the subset U = {1,2} reduced to the vertex u=1’,

GY (e, j).

GY(1,0)GY(e,2),

= 1 Bofe
G(1,2)=GY(1,2) +-G'(1",1’
(1,2) ( )+4 ( )w%z} (3,)?

where especially (%;5)-2 is also a function of Hy y only, thus involves only the inversion of the
1/

small matrix GY = (Hy )™t

Notice that the above procedure avoids the full inversion of the large |V| x |V| matrix, which
reduces significantly the complexity in implementing the fine-graining algorithm for the random
Green matrix established in Theorem 7.

2.6. Wired boundary coupling and infinite graph. In later applications, we need to

consider the H??-model on infinite graphs, so we now explain how to define this model as the

thermodynamical limit of H??-models on finite subgraphs with wired boundary conditions.
From now on, G = (V, E,W) is no longer assumed finite. If U is a finite subset of V', one can

define the graph gl = (U,E,W) on U = U u {6} with an additional vertex § by setting

Wij = Wij i,j eU
’_V[‘/’i#s = Z]ng W” Z € U
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The graph GY being finite, one can consider the H 2|2—model on GY as in the previous sections.
The law of the components (5;)sr of the H*?-model on GV is the H??-model on the graph
induced by U with boundary condition 7; = ’I/I\/’M, called the wired boundary condition.

Take (Up)ns0 an increasing exhausting sequence of subsets of V', then | , Section 4] shows
that the S-field (of the H2‘2—m0del) on the infinite graph G can be defined as the Kolmogorov
extension of the g-fields on U,, with wired boundary condition. In particular, the distribution of
the B-field on the infinite graph G is completely characterized by its finite dimensional marginals.

Such definition of the 3 field is unique and can be done whenever all the W; = ¥ ,.,, W;; are
finite, even when the infinite graph is not locally finite.

However, the equivalence between [ field and u-field as described in (8) is no longer valid in
the infinite graph setting. On an infinite graph, thermodynamic limit of the wu-field is not always
unique. There is a canonical choice of such limit as described in | ], using the wired boundary
coupling, we recall such coupling in the case of hierarchical lattice in Section 3.1.

The situation is, however, more subtle when considering the fine-mesh scaling limit. We will
examine this in detail in Section 4 for the case of the H2”?-model on the Dyson hierarchical lattice.
Indeed, we are required to use a coupling that is fundamentally different from the wired boundary
one. To prepare for this, we introduce a necessary martingale property in the next subsection.

2.7. A one-step martingale property. This subsection follows the spirit of | , Section 5],
albeit with a different graph enlargement and consequently a different filtration: to establish
the martingale property, it is convenient to start by proving a stronger exponential martingale
property using Laplace transform formulas.

Theorem 10. Consider the H*?-model on a finite graph G = (V,E,W), and let U c V be
indistinguishable from outside. Define the random ('-field on the reduced graph V' = (V\U)u{u}
with the coarse-graining procedure defined in Section 2./, and let F' be the o-algebra generated by
(B )kevr- Let neRY be a vector such that n; =n; for all i,j €U. Then

v)\ € RY, E I:e—()\,Gn)—%(A,GA) | fl:I _ €_<’X’G,ﬁ)_%(’>\\7G,X>
where we set 3\\1 =N\, =1; if i #u, and Xu = ﬁ ng)\k, N = ﬁ ngﬂk'

Proof. We give the detailed proof in the case |U| = 2, which is the case that we need in the
sequel, and the general case is similar. Without loss of generality, supppose that U = {1,2} is
represented by the first two components of V' ={1,2,...,n - 1,00} and the pinning point is oo
and is represented by the last component in the matrix representation of the random Schrédinger
operator H, so that

28 Wia o Wie
-Wia 2B . -Waeo
H = : 2ﬁ3 :
Wi Waew o 2B

and G = H™! the associated random Green matrix. By (9), the coarse-grained random Green
matrix G’ is obtained from averaging, so we define the symmetric matrix

1 1
-2 =10 0
2 V2
({ Llo — o0
P = 0 O = P_l = Pt
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in such a way that”
~ B A
G-pap- ( 5 G,)
where G’ is the coarse-grained Green matrix G’ and B € R whose value is unimportant.
Consider now H' = (G')~! the coarse-grained random Schrédinger operator on the reduced
graph, and by Section 2.4 it is represented by the matrix of the form (1) with diagonal entries
(287,285, ...,20), where
1 _ 1 251 + Qﬂg + 2W12

281, 4 4B1B2 — (Wia)?

by (11) and W' is the reduced weights (10). This matrix is naturally associated to the the matrix
H = (G)™' = PHP via the Schur complement formula:

N[l
- 1 A'H e 0 1 0
0 In—l 0 G’ H'A Infl

g 1 0 \(28 o)1 -AH
\-H'A L)\ o H)\O I,

where we defined 2511 = By + B2 + Wi since the upper left corner of H is

1 1 1 1 v
Y2 2 ( 2/ _W12) VRO - ( 261 —(B1-B2) )
% m)\ "W 25 55 —(B1=PB2) Bi+P2-Wis
Notice that the vector A'H’ appearing in the Schur complement formula above is almost zero

except for one coordinate thanks to the assumption that U is indistinguishable from outside.
Indeed, using the formula for H above we have

= 261 -2BuA'H’
H= 9 ’ /
261 H' A H

but on the other hand, the first row of H must be
(2315 _(ﬁl - 52)7 Oa cey 0)

by the calculation of the upper left corner of H above. The zeros appear in the above display
since H = PHP so that if k ¢ {1,2}, the k-th coordinate in the first row of H is 0 as Wiy = Wa.
We now perform the following change of 3-field variables:”

Br+B2+Wia ~
—=———=dp1dB7.dfBs .. .dBs
315 ~ o] prdpy.dps...d3

By

\/4B% - 25{/31' — 4W 2B
and rewrite the probability density (3) with general parameters (6, k)

1%
2 1 _ [Ticv 0;
dyWOsr — \/7 1 e 3010w Gr)-200.m)) Licv Oi 17 g
( n) THY \/detHieI_‘I/

2Compared to the alternative algebraic proof to Theorem 3 above, the change of basis is off by a multiplicative
constant v/2, in such a way that we don’t need extra notations and normalizing constants for the inverse of P.
30ne checks the elementary equality (B1-B2)2=(B1+ B2+ W)2—(4B162 - W?2) - 2W (B1 + B2 + W).

dp1dB2dfBs . .. dBw =

dBdBl.dBs . . . dfes,
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in the new (-variables and the reduced matrices H', G'. For convenience we denote by
1251+52+W12: Bl’
= 2|31 - B \/4/3% — 28, By — AWr2fy/

the (reciprocal of the) Jacobian above, and notice that the last expression is a function of solely
B1, and By-. This quantity also appears in the Schur complement formulas above since

AtH/:(ﬂlj/BQ ) (12
23

1/

..,0).

w\ [I]

where we denote by €'? = sgn(3; - f2).
Using G = PGP, the Schur complement formula and the expression for A*H’ above,

(k1 - Kg)?

451/
where ¥ = (%(I{l +Ko), K3, ., Koo ) and K= = (2—\5/5(/{1 - k2),0,...,0). Similarly

(13) (k,GK) = + ((R+€2k7), G/ (R + €2K7))

v

(9,H9):%((91—92) 122(0, +6,))? + (8, H'D),

and if furthermore we assume 6; = 65 then

v

Bu
4

—

(0, HO) = “=2(0, + 0,)% + (0, H'D).

W,0,x

Always under the assumption that 6, = 05, the probability density dv above is written as

(14)

(=000 D G ) G e 7)) 200,10 Lo Hv Vi

4Bqr
V det H 261'\_‘

where ¢*“ is an independent standard Rademacher random variable corresponding to a random
permutation that expresses the indistinguishability of the vertices {1,2} = U. Notice that this
probability density still belongs to the family (3) if €!? is sampled.

We finally come back to the Laplace transform in the statement of the theorem, where the law
of H is the above with 6 =1 and x = 0. Conditionally on F’, the variables (5,,0s,...,8x) are
all sampled, so that by polarizing (13) we have, with the notation @ = (%(al +Q9),08, ..., Qo)

P dpi.dpBs . .. dfe

12

and 7= = 0 since we assumed 71 = 72,
E[e-Gn-HA6N | 7]

L 124 iy 1 12 12 (a-2ag)?
:E[e (R+e'20Z,G/7)- L (R4 205,67 (R 22%))- L ‘]__,]

—~ - a7 12 )2 = =y_(A1-32)?
- Em-1 RGN [6—(/\+77,G’e AT {AS.GAT) -5 |]_-/].

It remains to show that the last conditional expectation is 1 for any value of €'2: this is because
(TG AT = L (AZ G AT _(A1-29)? .

the reweighting factor e e ce )l ) 8617 changes the law of 1/, more precisely
from the conditional law of 51, in (14) with # =1,k =0 to the conditional law of 51/ in (14) with
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0 =1,k=X+n. Indeed, with 6 = 1, the conditional density of B given H' using (14) with k=0
is proportional to

T P 5
e*%ﬁyEz {B1’>0} dﬂl’y

281 =

while the conditional density of 31+ given H’ using (14) with x = A+ 7 (in particular £% = A% and
K1 — Ko = A1 — Ag) is proportional to

y oy —re0)2 = uiEy - = ,
e—%ﬁllEz—i( L-2)” 13 G/A%) (7,67 *A%) 13,50}

The difference between the two conditional densities is exacty the exponential reweighting factor
above, and the two proportionality constant must be equal since both dv"V:%" and dv"V''* are
probability measures. O

dpy.

Remark 11. Using (5), with minor modifications, the above theorem can be generalized to the
family of measures ;"% defined with (3) under the condition that 6; = 6, for all 4,5 € U.

As a consequence, we obtain the following;:

Corollary 12. Consider the H*?>-model on a finite graph G = (V,E,W), and let U c V be
indistinguishable from outside, and ig € V N\ U that serves to define the pinning condition for the
u-field, i.e.

VeV, eu = Gio)
G(107 ZO)
Recall that ———— is distributed as 2y where v is a standard Gamma distributed random variable.

G(’i[),i(])
Consider also the corresponding quantities (denoted by the superscript’) on the reduced graph
V' =(VNU)u{u} with the coarse-graining procedure, and let F' be the o-algebra generated by

(ﬂ]lg)keV’\{io} and ~y. Then
Ve VU, E[e“™|F]=e" and VkeU, E[e“|F']=e".
where the last term €™« is the ezponential of the u'-field at the reduced vertex u.

Proof. We first sample G(ig,ig) = % which is independent of (3 )rev<(io}, and consider n =
mlU. It suffices to derive the main identity in Theorem 10 with respect to A in the direction
ey, then take A =0. O

Remark 13. The preceding proofs yield explicit expressions for the g-fields in the fine-graining
calculation of Theorem 6. In particular, the explicit conditional law of Blf given the reduced
random Schrodinger operator H' (described in the proof of Theorem 10), combined with an
independent standard Rademacher random variable €'2, allows for the construction of the operator
H on the original graph. This constitutes a constructive implementation of the fine-graining
process of Theorem 6. The fine-graining of the random Green matrix G’ in Theorem 7 is obtained
analogously.

3. THE H?2-MODEL ON THE DYSON HIERARCHICAL LATTICE

We are now ready to apply the exact real-space renormalization results derived previously to
the H?2-model on the Dyson hierarchical lattice [Dys69)].
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3.1. Definition of the hierarchical H??-model. The Dyson hierarchical lattice X, also referred
to as the homogeneous hierarchical structure of degree 2, is an ultrametric space indexed by
the positive integers. Throughout this paper, we abusively write X = {1,2,...} to represent
the underlying set; this notation is justified as the hierarchical structure imposed on X is fixed.
Specifically, the distance dx(i,j) between two points is defined as the smallest non-negative
integer n such that ¢ and j belong to the same interval of the form Q(n) [k2" +1,(k+1)2"] for
some integer k > 0, see Figure 1. For example,

dx(1,1) = 0,dx(1,3) = 2,dx(1,9) = 4, ...
We define the edge weights on X by fixing a parameter p > 1 and letting
(15) Vi,jeX, Wi =W (2p) 49

where W is a global constant identified as the inverse temperature. This defines the weighted
graph Laplacian Ay of X as in Section 2.1, which has spectral dimension dg = 21“2 (see e.g. [Kri07,
Proposition 1.3]). It is useful to think of X as an analogue of a d; dlmensmnal Euclidean space.
While we do not need the precise definition here, ds controls the behavior of the integrated
density of states of Ay near the ground state, behaving similarly to the Laplacian on Z¢ with
spatial dimension d. Moreover, the simple random walk on X exhibits a phase transition at ds = 2
(recurrence vs. transience), mirroring the critical dimension of random walks on Z¢.

We now define the H??-model on the infinite graph X using the finite approximation scheme
recalled in Section 2.6. By [SZ19, Proposition 1], this is equivalent to defining an infinite length
random vector (;);ex such that for any finite subset V of X, the following Laplace transform
holds: if X\ € R* is such that \; = 0 for all i ¢ V, then

(]‘6) ]E[ (A ﬂ)] =e i ,jexX Wu(\/m )-1) H

eV )‘ +1

Indeed, the exponent of the exponential in the right-hand side above is finite and is equal to

> WV DO+ D =1+ 23 W) (Vi 1-1),

i,j€V i€V jeX\V

where ¥ ;cx v Wij is the pinning weight for the wired boundary condition when we perform the
effective reduction by replacing all vertices outside V' by a single additional vertex 9.

In what follows, we construct the H22-model on X by considering an exhaustion of the graph
by finite balls A,, = {1,...,2"} of radius n > 0 containing 1. To implement the wired boundary
condition, we add an auxiliary vertex §,, and denote by A, = A, U {6n} the vertex set of the
augmented graph. The edge weights are taken to be W;; if ¢, j € A,,, while the connections to the
boundary node are given by

Wis,= S Wy=W-L— P
JeXNA, ( )

Based on the results in Section 2.6, we consider the H2-model defined on the augmented graph
A,,. The marginal distribution of this model on the subset A,, constitutes the H2?-model on A,
with wired boundary conditions; this corresponds to the law of the components (5;)ea, of the
random vector defined on Kn. Finally, the H 22_model on the infinite graph X is defined via the
Kolmogorov extension theorem applied to the consistent sequence of these H 22_models on A,
equipped with wired boundary conditions (where the vertex d, effectively captures the influence
of the complement X\ A,,).



18 YICHAO HUANG, JINGLIN WANG, AND XIAOLIN ZENG

Given the random vector (3;) ieX, On (/~\m W), we define the random Schrédinger operator
H™ acting on £2(A,,) following Section 2.1 by

VieR,, HU[()=28:0(0) - 3 Wiif().
jehn
The random Green matrix G(™) = (H("))’1 has a path sum expansion as explained in Section 2.2.
Moreover, we may employ the u-field representation of the H?2-model reviewed in Section 2.3,
with pinning at the additional vertex d,,. We define
(n) am i\ 6m .
(17) ™ = et = G(n)(fsl,an)) €A,
’ 1 otherwise.

By [5Z19, Theorem 1.ii], for any i, (Tl)i(n))nzo is a F,, martingale where F,, = 0(8;,i € A,;). The
a.s. martingale limits are denoted by ;.
The $-field is recovered from the u-field via (8). In particular, we have

)
285, = ), Wis,e" +27,
jeky
where 7 is a standard Gamma random variable representing the independent component v =
m. In summary, this construction relies solely on (8;)iea, and an independent Gamma
random variable ~.

Remark 14 (Wired boundary coupling). In particular, for any fixed spectral dimension ds and
inverse temperature W, one can choose the same ~ for all (Kn)nzo and then sample the u(™)-fields
independently to recover the H?2-model H™ on A,,. This yields a coupling of the sequence
(H (n))nZO which corresponds to a special case of the wired boundary coupling applied to the
Dyson hierarchical lattice.

3.2. Coarse-graining procedure on the hierarchical H??-model. Let (H("))n be the
H?2_models on A, under the wired boundary coupling described in the previous remark. In the
sequel, we denote the additional vertex d,, by oo, so that A, = {1,...,2", 00} for n > 0. Recall
that this coupling involves a single independent inverse Gamma(%) variable associated with the

pinning vertex oo, which is common to all A,. Since the component at oo is fixed across levels,
defining the H??-models on (A,,, W) with edge weights (15) reduces to specifying the u-field, or
equivalently (e“gn))ieAn, on A,.

Consequently, the coarse-graining procedure described in [DMR22, Corollary 2.3], defined by

setting

(n)

a" 1 (eugb—)l + e%2i )’

ViGAn_l, et = -
2

provides a way to pass from H(™ to a random Schrodinger matrix H ™) acting 0n£2(Kn,1). It

follows from (10) that H™ Y is an H??-model on A,,_; with inverse temperature %; moreover,

the variables (ﬁz(.n_l))ie A, follow the law of the u-field on A,,_; with inverse temperature ?.

The coupling of H™ and H 1 induced by the coarse-graining procedure (which we refer to
in the sequel as the fine-graining coupling) differs from the wired boundary coupling of Remark 14.
If p £ 2, i.e. ds # 2, the inverse temperature is modified, whereas for the wired boundary coupling,
the inverse temperature remains unchanged.

Even in the critical dimension p = 2, i.e. ds = 2, the two couplings differ, although the inverse
temperature remains invariant in both cases. In fact, for fixed n, H™ ™ and H" 1 are equal in
distribution.

n—1
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Remark 15. An alternative proof of this fact follows directly from the exponential martingale
property of Theorem 10; see Corollary 12.

Our coarse-graining procedure in Section 2.4 is slightly more general, as it allows for the
explicit coarse-graining of the entire matrix H™* (resp. G("*1) to H™ (resp. G(™). More
precisely, let H(*1 be the random Schrodinger operator defining the H2?-model on (Kn+l, W)
with edge weights (15), and let G(™*1) be the random Green matrix obtained by inverting H("*1),
We define the random matrix G by

~ 1
G™(i,5) = i (G (2 - 1,25 - 1) + G (2i - 1,25) + G (24,25 - 1) + G (24, 25))

for all 7, € A,,. Here, for i = oo, we adopt the convention 27 — 1 = 2§ = oo, and similarly for j. In
other words, we average over adjacent pairs of columns (excluding the last column associated with
the vertex oo) and perform the corresponding operation on the rows. Finally, deterministically
inverting G yields H™ | thereby recovering the random Schrédinger operator representation.

The above coarse-graining procedure can also be made explicit in the S-field representation.
Indeed, recall from Section 2.6 that, under the wired boundary condition, it suffices to specify
(Bk)kea,,,, to define the H?Z2.model on (K,Hl, W). Now given the random S-potential (S )rea
of H™*  we can define via (11)

n+1

1 12Bop-1+ 2P0k + 2Wak-1,2k

Vke An, = = )
2B, 4 4B2k-1B2k — (Wap-1,2)?

which is exactly the random S-potential needed to define H®™ on A, with inverse temperature
% under the wired boundary.

3.3. Fine-graining coupling on the hierarchical H??-model. Our fine-graining results in
Section 2.5 establishes the reverse procedure, i.e. one can explicitly construct H 1) (equivalently
G given HM (equivalently é(”)) by adding appropriate extra randomness.

Fix p > 1. Let us define the fine-graining coupling of the H 22_model on the hierarchical
lattice, i.e., the sequence of random Schrédinger operators (FI (”))n, obtained by iterating the
fine-graining procedure described in Theorem 6 or alternatively Theorem 7. Note that, unlike the
wired boundary coupling, in this sequence of models the inverse temperature is non-constant; at
each step, a factor % is applied to the inverse temperature.

More precisely, one first samples the H22-model on the (2° +1)-point graph (Ko, W), Then,
using either of the above-mentioned theorems, one obtains the H?2?-model on the (2! + 1)-point
graph (A1, W) by blowing up the vertex {1} into {1,2}, where the new edge weight W) is
computed using W) We repeat this procedure, computing W (n+1) using W™ at each iteration;
for instance, applying the theorems twice blows up {1,2} into {{1,2},{3,4}}, yielding the H??2-
model on the (22 +1)-point graph (Ag, W®), and so on. This in particular provides a coupling of
the H2P-models at all levels (A,,, W),.50. This coupling will be called the fine-graining coupling

on the Dyson hierarchical lattice X. By definition, for all n, G"(”)(oo7 ) = G"(O)(oo7 o0) = %, ie.

the Gamma random variable v at the pinning point is common to all A,.

Remark 16 (Change of the inverse temperature under the fine-graining procedure). This coupling
is not the same as the wired boundary coupling discussed in Section 2.5 as we keep blowing

up internal vertices instead of only adding new vertices from outside. Indeed, the fine-graining

procedure multiplies the inverse temperature W of by a factor g every time we pass from A,, to

A, 41, as the fine-graining coupling inverts the coarse-graining procedure.
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The most interesting case, which we will discuss in detail in the sequel, is that of ds =2 (i.e.
p =2). Indeed, when d; # 2, the fine-graining procedure yields a coupling of H 22_models with
inverse temperatures that vary with the level n > 0. As n tends to infinity (approximating X),
the inverse temperature converges to either 0 or oo, leading to a limiting object with degenerate
parameters. However, in the case ds = 2, the fine-graining procedure preserves the inverse
temperature. Consequently, it is meaningful to investigate the almost sure convergence properties
under the fine-graining coupling of Remark 16, since the potential limiting object possesses,
a priori, a non-trivial inverse temperature. We will rigorously define the limiting object and
establish its fundamental properties in Section 4 below.

Finally, we make some useful remarks concerning the u-fields under the fine-graining coupling.
To this end, we first define a filtration (F,)ns0 as follows: we set Fy = o(v), and let F, be

generated by « and the random potentials (B;(n))ie/\n of H,. The exponential martingale property
of Theorem 10 holds with respect to this filtration. In particular, Corollary 12 implies that, with
a _ GU(i6,)

U Foe. sy Ve have

(18) E[e

7] - T it ke {2i-1,2i).
We will see later that this equation provides a natural mechanism to define martingales indexed
by x €[0,1].

Note that quantities under the fine-graining coupling are denoted with a tilde: Bvi(n), ’115”),
H™ and G™ | whereas quantities under the wired boundary coupling are denoted without a
tilde: ﬂi("), ugn), H™ and G In the case p =2, i.e. d, =2, at fixed level n, they are equal in
distribution.

3.4. Some known estimates of the hierarchical H??-model. We now recall some known
localization results on the hierarchical H??-model with edge weights Wi, = W (2p)~%(9) under
the wired boundary coupling of Section 2.6. Recall that we denoted by ds = 2% the spectral
dimension. ®  as
Recall that e%i =~ = ﬁ.
Theorem 3]: V0 < s< 3 and Yn>1,

(1) If dy < 2, there exists C(W,d,,s) > 0 such that for all i € A,,,

The following fractional moment estimates are proven in [WZ725,

E [65“5”)] <C(W,dg,s)p™".

(2) If d, = 2, there exists C'(W,s) > 0 such that for all i € A,,,

W

(19) E[e*" ] < C(W,dy, 5)C(W, 5) "
where in particular C(W,s) 2> 1 as W - 0.

Remark 17. The estimates above can be extended to all fractional moments with 0 < s <1 by
generalizing the Ward identity arguments of [DSZ10, Appendix C] or [BHS19, Section 2.5], which

yields
E[esu"”] = B[e(-9u"],

which is valid for all s € R. The only point missing is s = 1 but this can be recovered by a standard

2
continuity argument. That is, by Holder’s inequality,

1,(m) Lic,,(n)

E[e2" ]<E[e2 ]ﬁ SC,o_ﬁ",

for any € > 0.
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4. CONTINUOUS SPACE SCALING LIMIT OF THE HIERARCHICAL H2|2—MODEL

We now construct a continuum scaling limit of the hierarchical H2?-model embedded in the
interval [0,1] at the critical dimension ds = 2 (equivalently, p = 2). Our construction draws
inspiration from the theory of Gaussian Multiplicative Cascades developed by Mandelbrot [Man74a,
Man74b] and Kahane-Peyriere [[XP76]; specifically, we utilize the martingale property established
in Theorem 10 and Corollary 12 to define a positive measure-valued martingale and analyze its
limit. We establish fundamental properties of the limiting measure and derive characterization
theorems in terms of Vertex Reinforced Jump Processes on the hierarchical lattice. It must be
emphasized, however, that this H 2|2-1imiting random measure is fundamentally distinct from the
class of Gaussian Multiplicative Chaos random measures.

4.1. Construction of the limiting measure. Fix inverse temperature W > 0, consider the
fine-graining coupling of H?2-models on Kn, n > 0, defined in Section 3.3. In particular, for each
n, we have a field ’125"), i € A,,. Using these fields, we define a random measure m,, on [0,1]
that is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure A\, with the Radon-Nikodym

derivative given by

dm,, o 1
(20) ;; (z) =% if xe[g—n%)
For a fixed x € [0,1], let 47 be the unique index such that x lies in the dyadic interval [%;1 , ;—i)

~(n)
Define gai") =e"% By (18), the sequence of random variables gai") forms a martingale, which
therefore converges almost surely to a random variable denoted by ¢, i.e.

(21) Vo e[0,1], lim (™ = o, as.

See Figure 2 for an illustration of this construction.

ne ! \ |
1 ]
I

~(n)
FIGURE 2. Sequence of gogcn) =e% ~ converges to @,

Corollary 12 immediate implies that the sequence of random measure m,, is a positive measure-
valued martingale on [0,1], in the sense that for any Borel measurable set A c [0,1], one
has

E[m,.1(A)[Fn] =mn(A),

where we recall that F,, is generated by 7 and (agn))lgigzn, and Fy = o(7). As a consequence
of martingale convergence theorem, there exists an almost sure limit lim, . m, in the weak
topology of measures.



22 YICHAO HUANG, JINGLIN WANG, AND XIAOLIN ZENG

Definition 18 (Random measure limit of the hierarchical H?”?-model at the critical dimension).
Fix the inverse temperature W > 0. We denote by my the almost-sure limit of the positive
measure-valued martingale (m,,),so defined in (20) with respect to the filtration Fp, and call
it the continuous space scaling limit of the two-dimensional hierarchical H??-model at inverse
temperature w.

Contrary to the Gaussian multiplicative chaos measure, the passage of m,, to m,; follows a
different mechanism. Indeed, under the fine-graining coupling, which by Remark 4 is realization-

wise, the total mass of m, on any interval [12‘—1, QL is almost surely the same as that of m,,1,
My42, ... In particular, the total mass mx([0,1]) is Fo-measurablbe.

Proposition 19 (Non-degeneracy). The measure mx is almost surely non-degenerate.

. 7 . . .
Proof. By construction, mg([0,1]) = e*1 ", and according to the above discussion, the total mass

. . . . . NI
remains unchanged realization-wise as n increases, therefore mx([0,1]) is also equal to €1,
which is almost surely non-trivial. O

~(0)
Actually, since the distribution of e i explicit, we already know about the exact law of the
total mass mx([0,1]).

Proposition 20 (Exact law of the total mass). The total mass mx([0,1]) of the limiting measure

of the hierarchical H*?-model is distributed as an inverse Gaussian random variable IG(1, %)
FEspecially, E[mx([0,1])] = 1.
Furthermore, for any non-trivial interval [x,y] c [0,1], we have for all pe R

E[mx ([, y])"] < co.

with W1 s, = Wﬁ. From this exact distribution or alternatively by the Ward identity [DSZ10,

Appendix C] or [BHS19, Section 2.5], E[eﬁgm] =1.

The positive moments of mx ([0, 1]) are finite since there are upper bounded by E[mx([0,1])?],
and an inverse Gaussian distribution has all positive moments. For the negative moments, pick a
small enough dyadic interval [(i —1)27",427") c [, y], with m, ([(¢ —1)27",i27")) distributed as
on e By Ward identity, for any p < 0, E[epﬁgn)] = ]E[e(l_p)ﬁgn)] <E[e-Pm=(0.1D)] < oo by the
above discussion on the positive moments. Therefore all negative moments of mx([x,y]) exist as
mx([(1-1)277,i27™)) =m,([(: - 1)27",427™)) almost surely.

Proof. The distribution of mx([0,1]) = ™" can be read off directly from the exact distribution (6),

4.2. Ergodicity and a zero-one law. In this section, we establish ergodicity properties of
the H?2-model on the hierarchical lattice X via a mixing property. We then derive a re-
currence/transience dichotomy via a zero-one law, establishing a result analogous to [SZ19,
Proposition 3] in the context of the hierarchical lattice. While we employ conceptual ideas
similar to those in [SZ19], the distinct graph structure of X requires an alternative proof strategy.
Specifically, the argument in [SZ19] relies on the finite degree of the graph G to exploit the
1-dependence property of the random S-field [S7Z19, Proposition 1]. Since the hierarchical lattice
is topologically an infinite complete graph, this dependence structure does not hold, motivating
the specific approach presented here.

We work under the assumption that d, = 2, so that the inverse temperature W remains constant
under either the wired boundary condition coupling or the fine-graining coupling.
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4.2.1. Mizing and ergodicity. Consider the sequence of automorphisms {g, }n>o of the infinite
hierarchical lattice X, where g is the identity map. For any n > 1, g, is defined by exchanging
the cluster [1,2"] with [2" + 1,2"*!] (via the natural translation i + i + 2" modulo 2"*!) while
keeping the other vertices fixed. Explicitly, we define g, () =i+ 2" if i € [1,2"], g, (i) =i — 2™ if
ie[2"+1,2""1] and g, (i) =1 if i > 2"*!. Observe that g, = g;;' and that for any two vertices
0,5 € X, Wo,(i),9n () = Wis-

The group of automorphisms of X is generated by the sequence (g, )n>o0 (details can be found
in [KM12, Appendix A]). It is a countable, discrete group of probability measure-preserving maps
for the H?2-model. Consequently, the ergodicity and mixing conditions discussed in e.g. [KL16,
Chap. 2] are applicable in this setting. We are now ready to establish the ergodicity of the
H?2-model on the hierarchical lattice.

Proposition 21. Consider the H*?-model on X, under the distribution vV, the random variables
(Bi)iex (which’s law is characterized by (16)), and martingale limit (¢;)iex (from (17)) are
stationary and ergodic for the group of automorphisms of X generated by (gn)ns0-

Proof. Let G be the group of automorphisms of X generated by the countable discrete sequence
(gn)n>1. By definition of the H??-model, every element h € G is measure-preserving.

For the -field, rather than establishing the strong mixing property for the entire group G, we
demonstrate that the generating sequence (g, )n»1 satisfies a mixing property sufficient for our
purposes. Specifically, we show that for all events F, F measurable with respect to o((f;)iex),

(22) Jim (B[g,! (F) n E] - Blg,! (F)]E[E]) = 0.

Here, the translated event g;;! (F) is defined via the action on random variables: for any o ((3;)icx)-
measurable function f, we define (g;;' f)((B:)iex) = f ((Bgz1(i))iex), and in particular this applies
to f =1p.

We can approximate the events E, F' by respective events E’, F' depending only on finitely
many vertices, i.e. for any € > 0, we can find such E’, F' satisfying P[EAE’] < € and P[FAF'] <e.
Suppose that E’ depends on the finite vertex set A and F’ depends on the finite vertex set B.
Since g, is measure-preserving, this also implies that P[g,;!(F) A g,'(F’)] < e. Therefore if we
can establish the strong mixing property for E', F’, i.e.

(23) lim (P[g,,' (F")nE']-P[g;' (F)]P[E']) =0,
n—oo
then by taking € to 0, all terms converge to their infinite counterparts and we get (22).
Now suppose that A, B c [1,2!] for some large I, so that g,'(F) depends on vertices in
g, (B). For any n > 1, the vertices in g,,'(B) and A are all connected by the same edge weights

€n = W(2p)™" uniformly, and this sequence goes to 0 as n goes to infinity. Denote by p., () the
joint density of the random S-field in the set Au B by (2), so that

P[g;Ll(F/)mEl]:fl{g;Ll(F’)}]-{E’}pen(ﬂ)dﬂ-

As €, goes to 0, p., (B) goes pointwise to po(3) which is the density corresponding to the same
configuration with the vertices in g,;!(B) and A disconnected. Since we are dealing with positive
probability densities, by Schefté’s lemma, ||pe, (3) = po(8)||L1 = 0 as €, goes to 0, so that

f1{9;1<F')}1{E'}(pen(ﬂ)—po(ﬂ))dﬁ < Ipe, (B) = po(B)llr = 0

as €, goes to 0. Finally, by the 1-dependence property [SZ19, Proposition 1], the S-field on
g1 (B) and on A are independent under the distribution pg(3), and factorization yields

/ Lg-1(ryy Lipnpo(B)dB = Plg," (F')JP[E'].
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This concludes the proof of (23), therefore (22) by the previous discussion.
Now let E € F be a G-invariant event, for every n > 1, P(g;1(E) n E) = P(E). By Strong
mixing (22), we also have
lim P(g,'(E)n E) =P(E).
n—00
Therefore, P(E)(1-P(F)) = 0, which implies that P(E) € {0,1}, we have proved ergodicity of
field.
For the martingale limits (1); )iex, by the explicit almost sure limit definition of v;, if A € B(R*)
is G-invariant, then the set {5 : (¢;)ix € A} is also G-invariant, hence, A has measure 0 or 1
under the law of (¥;);ex, we have proved ergodicity of v field. |

Corollary 22. On the Dyson hierarchical lattice X with spectral dimension dg = 2, the B-ﬁeld
and the T-field (defined in Sec. 3.3) of the H*?-model are stationary and ergodic with respect to
the group of automorphisms of X. FEspecially, we have the following zero-one law on the limit
martingale (defined in (21):

P[{¥ € [0,1), 0, = 0}, P[{Vz [0,1), 0, > 0}] € {0, 1},
Proof. As in spectral dimension dg = 2, (Bi)iex and (5;)qex are equal in distribution, same holds
for (U;)ex and (u;)iex. We have
P{Vz€[0,1),p, =0}] =P[{Vz €[0,1),1)5 = 0}]
and {Vz €[0,1),1, =0} is an invariant event. For {Vx € [0,1), ¢, > 0}, we use the fact that the
action of G is vertex transitive. ([

Comparing this with [SZ19, Proposition 3], one obtains the following dichotomy criterion:

Theorem 23. Consider the H 2|i—model on the Dyson hierarchical lattice X with spectral dimension
ds =2 and inverse temperature W > 0. The Vertex Reinforced Jump Process on X is either almost
surely recurrent or almost surely transcient. Furthermore,

o If every vertex is visited infinitely often, then almost surely, Yz € [0,1),p, = 0 and

VieX, ¢; =0;
o If every vertex is visited finitely often, then almost surely, Ya € [0,1),0, >0 and Vi €
X, wi > 0.

Proof. The proof for the martingale limit 1,4 € X is exactly the same as in [SZ19, Proposition 3].
Now for every fixed xg € [0,1) and ig € X, the distributions of the sequences of random variables

n (n)
(euéo)))nzl and (euio ))nzl

are identical. Using the fact that the almost sure convergence to the constant 0 is equivalent to
the convergence in distribution to 0, if lim wl-(:) =0 in the almost sure sense (thus in distribution),
n—o0

then so does lim gpgg) =0 in distribution and thus almost surely, and vice versa. This shows that
n—o0

almost surely the events {Vz € [0,1),¢, = 0} and {Vi € X,1); = 0} are identical, hence the desired
dichotomy criterion. O

4.3. A characterization theorem: recurrence and singularity of the limiting measure.
We now show that the above zero-one law on the recurrence/transcience of the Vertex Reinforced
Jump Process on the hierarchical lattice X characterizes the singularity of the limiting measure
myx with respect to the usual Lebesgue measure dA on [0,1].

Theorem 24. Recall from Theorem 23 that the Vertex Reinforced Jump Process on X with spectral
dimension dg = 2 is either almost surely recurrent or almost surely transcient. Furthermore,
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o [f every vertex is visited infinitely often, then almost surely, the limiting measure mx is
singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure d;

o If every vertex is visited finitely often, then almost surely, the limiting measure myx has
an absolutely continuous component with everywhere non-trivial density with respect to
the Lebesgue measure dA.

Remark 25. Notice that we don’t exclude here the possibility that mx has atoms. The atomless
property would follow from a classical union bound argument if we had an exponential decay
estimate of type (19) with some constant C(W,s) > 2. In constrast, the following proof does not
use any quantitative estimate.

Proof. Suppose now that the Vertex Reinforced Jump Process on X is recurrent. Then by Theo-
rem 23, almost surely we have that Vz € [0,1), ¢, = 0. Denote by I, the nested sequence of dyadic
intervals that converge to x. By the Lebesgue differentiation theorem [Rud&7, Theorem 7.10], the

absolute continuous part of the measure myx has density lim ";’E(II")) =, = 0 at Lebesgue almost
n—o00 n

every point x, concluding that myx is almost surely singular in this case.

Suppose now that the Vertex Reinforced Jump Process on X is transient. Then by Theorem 23,
almost surely we have that Va € [0,1),¢, >0, and applying the Lebesgue differentiation theorem
again, the Radon-Nikodym derivative (of the absolutely continuous part) d;/‘\x (x) is exactly
the limit of the exponential martingale ¢, for x € [0,1]. This density function is everywhere

non-trivial in the transcient case by Theorem 23, concluding the proof. (Il

Remark 26. The recurrence/transcience phases of the Vertex Reinforced Jump Process is a
probabilistic analogy of the Anderson localization/delocalization transition. For more physical
backgrounds and parallels between these notions, see [BH23, SZ19, Spel2, DSZ10]. The above
theorem shows that we have an exact characterization of the recurrence/transcience of the Vertex
Reinforced Jump Process on the Dyson hierarchical lattice in terms of the (pure) singularity of a
natural random measure mx on [0, 1] with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
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