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VARIATIONAL METHODS FOR A SINGULAR SPDE YIELDING THE UNIVERSALITY

OF THE MAGNETIZATION RIPPLE

RADU IGNAT, FELIX OTTO, TOBIAS RIED, AND PAVLOS TSATSOULIS

ABSTRACT. The magnetization ripple is a microstructure formed in thin ferromagnetic films. It can
be described by minimizers of a nonconvex energy functional leading to a nonlocal and nonlinear
elliptic SPDE in two dimensions driven by white noise, which is singular. We address the universal
character of the magnetization ripple using variational methods based on I'-convergence. Due to
the infinite energy of the system, the (random) energy functional has to be renormalized. Using
the topology of I'-convergence, we give a sense to the law of the renormalized functional that
is independent of the way white noise is approximated. More precisely, this universality holds
in the class of (not necessarily Gaussian) approximations to white noise satisfying the spectral
gap inequality, which allows us to obtain sharp stochastic estimates. As a corollary, we obtain the
existence of minimizers with optimal regularity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We study minimizers of the energy functional
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where ¢ is (periodic) white noise, o € R, T? = [0, 1)? is the two-dimensional torus and u : T? — R
is a periodic function with vanishing average in x, i.e.,

1
/udx1=0 forall x, €[0,1).
0
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The energy functional E;,; was considered in [[O19] as a reduced model describing the mag-
netization ripple, a microstructure formed by the magnetization in a thin ferromagnetic film,
which is a result of the polycrystallinity of the material. In thin films, the magnetization can
approximately be described by a two-dimensional unit-length vector field (in the film plane);
the ripple is a perturbation of small amplitude of the constant state, say (1, 0). In this context,
the function u corresponds to the transversal component of the magnetization, after a suitable
rescaling. The theoretical treatment in the physics literature [ , ] takes it for granted
that the ripple is universal, in the sense that it does not depend on the precise composition and
geometry of the polycrystalline material. Our main result gives a rigorous justification of the
universal behavior of the ripple (see Remark 1.6).

The first term in E;,; can be interpreted as the exchange energy, an attractive short-range
interaction of the spins. The second term is the energy of the stray field generated by the
magnetization; the fractional structure is due to the scaling of the stray field in the thin film
regime. On the scales that are relevant for the description of the magnetization ripple, the noise
acts like a random transversal field of white-noise character. It comes via the crystalline anisotropy
from the fact that the material is made up of randomly oriented grains that are smaller than the
ripple scale, which is set to unity in the above model. In view of its origin, it is reasonable to assume
that this noise, which is quenched as opposed to thermal in character, is isotropic, nevertheless
the nonlocal interaction given by the stray field energy leads to an anisotropic response of the
magnetization. For a more in-depth description and formal derivation of the energy E;,; we refer
to the discussion in [ , Section 2], which in turn follows [ ].

Formally, critical points of E;,; are solutions to the Euler-Lagrange equation

1 1
(—8% - |81|_18§)u +P (uRlazu - EuRlaluz + §R182u2 = oP¢ inT? (1.2)

where R, = |9;|719; is the Hilbert transform acting on the x; variable, see (1.15), and P is the
L?-orthogonal projection on functions of zero average in x; (extended to periodic Schwartz
distributions in the natural way). One of the main challenges of this equation is that the right-
hand side of (1.2) is too irregular to make sense of the nonlinear terms, even though the nonlocal
elliptic operator

L:=-& o'

has the expected regularizing properties.

If we endow our space with a Carnot-Carathéodory metric which respects the natural scaling
induced by L, that is, one derivative in the x; direction costs as much as % derivatives in the x,
direction, the effective dimension in terms of scaling is given by dim = g It is well-known that in
this case ¢ is a Schwartz distribution of regularity just below —diTm, i.e., a Schwartz distribution
of order —%— (measured in a scale of Holder spaces C* associated to this Carnot—Carathéodory
metric; see Section 1.1.3 below for the definition), where for @ € R, we use the notation a¢— to
denote a — ¢ for any ¢ > 0 (suitably small).

We now argue that the nonlinear term uR;0,u on the left-hand side of (1.2) is ill-defined:
On the one hand, Schauder theory for the operator £ improves regularity by 2 degrees on the
Holder scale, indicating that the expected regularity of a solution u is (2 — %)— = %—. On the
other hand, in our anisotropic scaling, one derivative in the x, direction reduces regularity by
%, while the Hilbert transform has a negligible effect on the regularity. Hence the regularity of
the Schwartz distribution R;dsu is —%—. It is well-known that the product of a function and a
Schwartz distribution can be classically and unambiguously defined only if the regularities of
the individual terms sum up to a strictly positive number. In the case of the product uR;d,u of
the function u and the Schwartz distribution R, d,u, the sum of regularities is 0—, not allowing its
treatment by means of classical analysis.

This is a common problem in the theory of singular Stochastic Partial Differential Equations

(SPDEs), which has become a very active field in the recent years. Here the word singular relates
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to the fact that the driving noise of these equations is so irregular that their nonlinear terms
(which usually involve products of the solution and its derivatives) are not classically defined. We
refer the reader to [ ] for a more detailed exposition of the theory of singular SPDEs.

In [ ] the well-posedness of (1.2) for noise strength |o| below a — random - threshold was
studied based on Banach’s fixed point argument. The ill-defined product uR;d,u was treated
via a more direct renormalization technique (in contrast to the more general one appearing
in the framework of Regularity Structures), known as Wick renormalization. In fact, a similar
technique had been introduced by Da Prato and Debussche in their work [ ] on the stochastic
quantization equations of the P (¢),-Euclidean Quantum Field theory.

One of the goals of this paper is to get rid of the smallness condition from [ ]. Without loss
of generality we may therefore assume that the parameter ¢ = 1, which we will always do in the
following.! This means in particular that we have to give up the use of a fixed point theorem on
the level of the Euler-Lagrange equation, and use instead the direct method of the calculus of
variations on the level of the functional. The functional E;,; is in need of a renormalization. This
is indicated by the fact that if v is the unique solution with zero average in x; to the linearized
Euler-Lagrange equation?

(=3 = |6y|'9%)v = PE inT?, (1.3)
which is explicit on the level of its Fourier transform, one has that E;,;(v) = —co almost surely,
see Proposition C.1. As in [ ] and [1019], we decompose any admissible configuration u in

(1.1) into u = v + w, where the remainder w is a periodic function with vanishing average in x;.

As is usual in renormalization, we may approximate white noise by a probability measure that
is supported on smooth &’s. This allows for a pathwise approach: For smooth (and periodic) &,
the solution v of (1.3) is smooth, too (see Lemma D.3). In view of the almost sure divergence of
E;o:(v) in case of the white noise, we consider the renormalized functional in w = u — v,

Eren = Ewt(v + ) - Etol’(v) with o= L—lpg‘ (14)

It follows from Lemma D.3 that for smooth &, E,., is well-defined (with values in R) on the space
1
W = {w e LX(T?) : / wdx; =0 for every x; € [0,1), H(w) < 00}, (1.5)
0

endowed with the strong L*-topology, where H denotes the harmonic energy, i.e., the quadratic
part of E;; given by

H(w) = /Tz(alw)2 dx + /TZ(|81|_§82W)2 dx. (1.6)

Loosely speaking, the task now is to show that E,., can still be given a sense as we approximate
the white noise. We will consider approximations that belong to the following class of probability
measures:?

Assumption 1.1. We consider the class of probability measures (-) on the space of periodic Schwartz
distributions* & (endowed with the Schwartz topology), satisfying the following:

(i) (-) is centered: (&) = 0, that is, {|£(p)|) < o0 and (£(¢)) = 0 for all p € C*(T?).

Note however, that all our results also hold for ¢ # 1 by considering ov instead of v given in (1.3).

*From now on, given £, we denote by v the unique solution with zero average in x; to the linearized equation
Lo = P& from (1.3).

3In the following we specify the topology on the space where we define a (probability) measure, the o-algebra
always being given by the Borel o-algebra associated to that topology.

4In our notation, we do not distinguish between the probability measure and its expectation, and use {-) to denote
in particular the latter. In the probability jargon, £ plays the role of a dummy variable like the popular w. We prefer to
adopt this point of view, but sometimes it is convenient to also think of ¢ as a random variable taking values in the space
of periodic Schwartz distributions by identifying it with the canonical evaluation & +— ev (&), where ev(¢)(¢) := &(¢)
for all ¢ € C*®(T?). In our notation, when we refer to the law of &, we mean the law of the random variable ev or
rather the probability measure (-).
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(ii) {-) is stationary, that is, for every shift vector h € R?, £ and £(- + h) have the same law.5
(iii) (-) is invariant under reflection in xy, that is, £ and x — &(—x1,x2) have the same law.®
(iv) (-) satisfies the spectral gap inequality (SGI), meaning that’

(16(5) - (G(é*))lz)% < (H%G(?)Hiﬁé, (17)

for every functional G on the space of Schwartz distributions such that {|G(£)|) < o0 and G
is well-approximated by cylindrical functionals. More precisely, for cylindrical functionals
G(&) = g(&(p1),- .-, E(pn)) with g € C*(R™) which itself and all its derivatives have at
most polynomial growth, @1, ..., on € C®(T?), andn € N, we define the Malliavin derivative

as the random field
S0 = Y ag(E)..... Epn)n
i=1

and complete the space of all cylindrical functionals with respect to the norm <|G(§)|2>% +
(H(%G(f)”i»% Assuming closability ofa%, i.e., the closure of the graph of G(&) — (%G(f)
on the space of cylindrical functionals with respect to the product topology of (| - 12)2 and

(I - 1Yz remains a graph®, the resulting space can be identified with a subspace ofL%> for
which (1.7) is well-defined.

Remark 1.2. Note that for a finite dimensional Gaussian probability measure on R"” with covari-
ance matrix A~! € R™" the spectral gap inequality holds in the form

(IG - (G))? < (VG- AIVG)?,

for every bounded continuously differentiable G : R — R (see for example [ , Theorem
2.1]). In the case of white noise this translates into (1.7). Furthermore, it is easy to check that if we
convolve white noise with a smooth mollifier, the resulting random field satisfies (1.7).

Remark 1.3. For a linear functional G, i.e. G of the form G(&¢) = £(¢), for some ¢ € C®(T?),
the spectral gap inequality (1.7) turns into ({(¢)?) < .[]I‘Z @? dx, which is a defining property of
white noise turned into an inequality. Note that this allows us to extend £(¢) to ¢ € L*(T?) as

a centered random variable in Lf‘> which is admissible in (1.7). In our application, the spectral

gap inequality implies that () is supported on the Holder space C ~i (see Proposition 1.9 below),
yielding the same regularity as in the case of white noise.

The merit of SGI is that it also applies to nonlinear G (in this paper, we need it for quadratic
G)*°. In addition, it allows us to obtain sharp stochastic estimates for non-Gaussian measures (see
Proposition 5.3 and Proposition 5.6) by providing a substitute for Nelson’s hyper-contractivity. To

5Namely, for any test function ¢ € C*(T?) and shift vector h € R?, £(¢p) = (¢(- — h)) in law.
SThat is, for any test function ¢ € C*®(T?), denoting ¢(x) = ¢(—x1, x2), there holds £(¢) = £($) in law. We note
that for our results to hold one could also ask for invariance under reflection in xz.
"Without loss of generality we have set the constant equal to one.
8Closability implies that the definition of the Malliavin derivative for a functional G does not depend on the specific
approximation of G from cylindrical functionals. Note that closability in L?‘ ) XLf. >L)ZC implies closability in Lf 3% L? ] >L,2(
for every p > 2.
9Incidentally, for cylindrical functionals G we also have the relation
2 2 1 G(E+168) - G(8) 2
|20@l = swp tim | CEFROZCOR
¢ seer?(12) 170
161l 2 <1

19Actually, in order to obtain the L version of SGI in Proposition 5.1 we need (1.7) for more general G, but the main
application concerns the quadratic functional in Lemma 5.5.
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the best of our knowledge, the use of the spectral gap inequality is new in the context of singular
SPDEs.

The second, and more subtle, goal of this paper, is to establish universality of the ripple.
By this we mean that the limiting law of the renormalized energy functional E,., in (1.4) is
independent of the way white noise is approximated, provided the natural symmetry condition
in form of Assumption 1.1 (iii), is satisfied. In view of its physical origin, (-) derives from the
random orientation of the grains. Such a model could be based on random tessellations, which
suggests a modelling through a non-Gaussian process."” This motivates our interest in non-
Gaussian approximations of white noise. Our substitute for Gaussian calculus is the spectral gap
inequality** (1.7), see Assumption 1.1 (iv).

Since we cannot expect almost-sure uniqueness of the absolute minimizer w due to non-
convexity of E,.,, this universality is better expressed on the level of the variational problems
E,en themselves. Hence, rather than considering the (ill-defined) random fields w of minimal
configurations, we consider the random functionals E,.,. The latter notion calls for a topology on
the space of variational problems, that is, of lower semicontinuous functionals E on ‘W (taking
values in R U {+c0}) that have compact sublevel sets (with respect to the strong L?-topology).
The appropriate topology is the one generated by I'-convergence'3; this is tautological since
I'-convergence of functionals in this topology is essentially equivalent to convergence of the
minimizers, which do exist provided the functionals have compact sublevel sets. Hence we are
led to consider probability measures on the space of lower semicontinuous functionals E on ‘W
endowed with the topology of I'-convergence'. From this point of view, the universality of the
ripple takes the following form:

Theorem 1.4. Every probability measure {-) on the space of periodic Schwartz distributions &
satisfying Definition 1.1 gives rise to a probability measure {-)** on the product space of periodic
Schwartz distributions & in the Holder space C =i~ and lower semicontinuous functionals E on W
endowed with the topology of T -convergence with the following three properties:

(i) The law of & under (-)*" is (-), that is, for every continuous and bounded functional G on the
space of periodic Schwartz distributions, (G(£))** = (G(&)).
(ii) If € is smooth {-)-almost surely, then E = E,¢, for (-Y*'-almost every (&, E), where E,¢p, is
given by (1.4).
(iii) If a sequence {{-)¢}¢|o of probability measures that satisfy Assumption 1.1 converges weakly
to (-) (which automatically satisfies Assumption 1.1), then {{-)§*'},o converges weakly to

<.>ext.
Remark 1.5. As we mentioned in Remark 1.3 (see also Proposition 1.9 below), Assumption 1.1

implies that the original measure (-) in Theorem 1.4 is supported on the Holder space C ~i~. From
this point of view, the measure (-)**' in Theorem 1.4 can be seen as an extension to the product

space of the Holder space C =i~ and the space of lower semicontinuous functionals on “W.

Remark 1.6. Let us explain why Theorem 1.4 expresses the desired universality of the ripple. We
are given a sequence {(-),}¢o which converges weakly to white noise (-), such that (-), satisfies
Assumption 1.1, and such that for £ > 0, £ is smooth (-),-almost surely. In view of Theorem 1.4 (ii),
as long as £ > 0, the pathwise defined E,.,, see (1.4), can be identified with the random functional
E associated to {-)$*'. According to Theorem 1.4 (iii), as £ | 0, the law of (&, E¢,) under (-)&

¢ ¢
converges weakly to (-)** associated to the law of white noise (-).

"ncidentally, random tessellations based on Poisson point processes are known to satisfy a variant of the spectral
gap inequality, see [ 1.

2 a Gaussian setting the right-hand side of (1.7) would correspond to having L? as the Cameron-Martin space.

13I-convergence with respect to the strong L2-topology in the domain ‘W on which the functionals E are defined.

!4The general framework of I'-convergence (w.r.t. the convergence of minimizers and their existence for functionals
with compact sublevel sets) is explained in the book of Dal Maso [ , Theorem 7.8]. Recall that the space of lower
semicontinuous functionals E : ‘W — R U {+o0} is a compact space, see [ , Theorem 8.5 and Theorem 10.6].
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As a corollary of our results we have the following stronger statement.

Corollary 1.7. Assume that the probability measure (-) satisfies Assumption 1.1 and consider its
extension (-)**' to the product space of periodic Schwartz distributions ¢ in the Holder space C i
and lower semicontinuous functionals E on ‘W endowed with the topology of T'-convergence. Then
minimizers of E exist in ‘W for (-)*'-almost every (&, E). Moreover, for every 1 < p < oo, the
following estimate holds,"

. 5
weargminE i

< inf  [w]? > <C, (1.8)

for a constant C that only depends on p, uniformly in the class of probability measures (-) satisfying
Assumption 1.1.

Remark 1.8. Since under (-)*' functionals E are non-convex (see the discussion below Propo-
sition 1.11) we do not expect uniqueness of minimizers. In that sense, Corollary 1.7 shows the
existence of minimizers w € ‘W with finite C i~ -norm. However, we do not know if all minimizers
have this regularity. The C %_-regularity in (1.8) relies on the Euler-Lagrange equation (1.13) (see
the discussion below Proposition 1.11). If minimizers were unique, (1.8) would imply tightness of
their law in the class of probability measures satisfying Assumption 1.1. This in turn would imply
that if a sequence {(-)¢}¢]o satisfying Assumption 1.1 converges weakly to (-), then the law of the

unique minimizer under (-)§*' converges weakly to the law of the unique minimizer under (-)**'.

In establishing Theorem 1.4, we follow very much the spirit of rough path theory of a clear sep-
aration between a stochastic and a deterministic (pathwise) ingredient. The genuinely stochastic
ingredient is formulated in Proposition 1.9, where we extend the probability distribution of &’s
to a (joint) law of (¢, v, F). Compared to rough paths, v is the analogue of (multi-dimensional)
Brownian motion B, and F similar to the iterated “integrand”l(’ B’fi—lf, see Proposition 1.9 (iii),
which relates F to vR;9;0. The degree of indeterminacy reflected by the difference between
Stratonovich (midpoint rule) and It6 (explicit) is suppressed by the symmetry condition in As-
sumption 1.1 (iii), which feeds into the characterizing property given by (1.9). The crucial stability
of this construction is provided by Proposition 1.9 (iv).

Like for rough paths this unfolding into several random building blocks allows for a pathwise
solution theory, i.e. the construction of a continuous solution map on this augmented space. In
our variational case this turns into a continuous map from the space of (£, v, F)’s into the space of
functionals, with the above-advertised topology of I'-convergence, see Proposition 1.11).

Proposition 1.9. Every probability measure (-) satisfying Assumption 1.1 is supported on the Holder
space C~i" and lifts to a probability measure (-Yi on the space of triples (&, v, F) in C™i"xCi™ x
C~3~ with the following properties:
(i) The law of & under (-)i is (.).
(i) v = L7'PE (Y -almost surely.
(iii) The law of F under (-)f is characterized by

lift
lim <[F — vR0,0,]7, > =0, (1.9)
t=2""10 i~
forevery1 < p < oo, where v; denotes the convolution of v with a suitable semigroup y;."”
Moreover, if € is smooth {-)-almost surely, we have that F = vR, 3,0 (-)'-almost surely.
(iv) Finally, if a sequence {{-)¢}¢|0 of probability measures that satisfy Assumption 1.1 converges

weakly to a probability measure {-), then also {( '>?&}( Lo converges weakly to (-)lft

15With the convention that the infimum in (1.8) is +co if argminE = 0.
1A opposed to its integral f BdB, which is called the iterated integral. We refer to [ , Chapter 3] for details.
7Actually, i/ is the semigroup associated to the operator |]> — a% (see also (1.16)).
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Remark 1.10. Let us point out that (1.9) implies that F is actually a (-)-measurable function of
&. Indeed, by (i), (ii), and the triangle inequality for s, ¢ € (0, 1] dyadic (i.e. t = 27", s = 27 for
m,n € N) we have

1
1 lift\
P
<[UR1320s - URlaZUt]Iis_> = (<[0R1520s - 0R1320t]€3_> )

4 4

lift) lfr) 7
< (<[F—0R18203]1:3_> ) + (<[F—UR1azvt]I:3_> ) ’

which in turn implies that the sequence {vR;9,0; };-5-n|¢ is Cauchy in Lf .>C ~i~. Hence it con-

verges to a random variable F(¢) € Lf»C_%_ and it is easy to check that F = F(&) (-)if-almost

surely. This allows us to identify the lift measure (-)1 as the joint law of (£, £~ P& F(£)) under
().

The main idea of the deterministic ingredient, Proposition 1.11, is to extend the definition (1.4)
of Eyep, from only depending on (&,v)'® to depending on (£, v, F), in such a way that the definitions
(formally) coincide for F = vR;d,0. This is achieved by

Eren(v, F;w) := E(w) + G(v, F;w), (1.10)

where the anharmonic energy & is given by the first two contributions of E;.;,
2
E(w) = / (9yw)? dx + / (|al|‘% (w — alng)) dx. (L11)
T? T?

Note that & contains the Burgers nonlinearity 7,, := dyw — 9; %wz, which will play an important
role in our analysis. Only the remainder G depends on v and F, and is given by

G(v, F;w) = / (w2R1820 +0°Ry 1, + 20wRy 7, + 2WF — woR;010% + (R1|81|%(0w))2) dx. (1.12)
TZ

Equipped with these definitions, we now may state the main deterministic ingredient.

Proposition 1.11. The application (&, 0, F) — E,., described through (1.10) is well-defined and

continuous from the space of (&, v, F) endowed with the norm C™i~ X Ci~ X C™i" into the space
of lower semicontinuous functionals E,.,, on ‘W endowed with the topology of I'-convergence (with
respect to the L?-topology on W),

On the level of the Euler-Lagrange equation, minimizers w of E,., (v, F; -) are weak solutions

of

1
Lw+P (F + WR1020 + R oW + WR{0ow — 5(0 +w)R10: (v + w)2
(113)
1 2
+ ERlaz(U + W) =0,

whose existence is established by Theorem 1.4 (see also Theorem 1.15 (iv) for the validity of (1.13)
in the sense of Schwartz distributions). By a simple power counting the expected regularity of
solutions w to (1.13) is %—, which justifies the existence of minimizers w € W with finite Ci-

BIn fact, Eren depends effectively only on &, as v = £ 1 P£. However, we drop £ in the notation for Eyep, and keep
the dependence on .

9Tf u = v + w, this can be seen by the identity 1, = 17, + 74, — 91 (vw) for the Burgers operator 1, = du — 9; %uz, as
well as the equality

/ (81w 010 + dow |61|71820 - w §) dx =0,
TZ

which follows from testing (1.3) with w.
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<'>liﬂ ~ (f, o, F) - <_>ext ~ (g:Eren(Ua F; ))

P

(Y~ ¢

FIGURE 1. Construction of the extension measure {-)*'. The vertical arrow
corresponds to the probabilistic step (Proposition 1.9), while the horizontal arrow
is the deterministic step (Proposition 1.11). For smooth &’s, F is given by uR;d;v.

norm proved in Corollary 1.7. This generalizes the existence of solutions to (1.13) in [ ] which
was shown for small values of the noise strength |o|.

From a variational point of view, the main challenge is to establish the coercivity of the
renormalized energy E,., (v, F; -). Ideally, one would like to control the remainder G(v, F; -) by
the “good” term of the renormalized energy, namely, the anharmonic energy &(w) given in (1.11).
At first sight, this is not obvious since the remainder G (v, F; -) contains quadratic and cubic terms
in w, and it is not immediate that the anharmonic energy &(w) provides higher than quadratic
control to absorb these terms. Hence, we need to exploit the control on the nonlinear part coming
from the Burgers operator 7,,.>° We do this using tools from fluid mechanics, more precisely, the
Howarth—Karman-Monin identities (2.5) and (2.6), following [ ]. Based on these identities
we can prove that the anharmonic energy &(w) grows cubically in suitable Besov spaces (see
Proposition 2.4). This allows us to absorb G (v, F; -) and obtain the coercivity of the renormalized
energy (see Theorem 1.15 (i)).

Let us point out that here, we prove existence of solutions for any value of the noise strength
o using the coercivity of the renormalized energy functional through the direct method of the
calculus of variations. Recent works on the dynamic ®* model (or stochastic Ginzburg-Landau
model), where the system is favoured by the “good” sign of the cubic nonlinearity, have used
coercivity on the level of the Euler-Lagrange equation. For example, in [ , , ]
energy estimates have been used to obtain global-in-time existence in the parabolic case, while in
[ ] both the parabolic and the elliptic cases have been treated based on a different approach
that uses coercivity through a maximum principle. A maximum principle has been used also in
[ ] where the parabolic model is considered in the full subcritical regime.

A further challenge, which turns out to be more on the technical side, comes from the fact
that £ is nonlocal. We recall that this feature arises completely naturally from the magnetostatic
energy in the thin-film limit (see [ , Section 2]), but resonates well with the recent surge in
activity on nonlocal operators. It was worked out in [ , Lemma 5] that the robust approach of
[ ] to negative (parabolic) Holder spaces and Schauder theory extends to this situation. This
approach involves a suitable convolution semigroup i/;; the fact that it extends from the smooth
parabolic symbol k? + ik, to our nonsmooth symbol k? + |k;|~'k3 is not obvious due to the poor
decay properties of the corresponding convolution kernel.

Variational problems that in a singular limit require subtraction of a divergent term are well-
known in deterministic settings. A famous example concerns S!-valued harmonic maps defined
in a two-dimensional smooth bounded simply-connected domain D. The aim there is to minimize
the Dirichlet energy of maps u : D — S! that satisfy a smooth boundary condition g : dD — S!.
When g carries a nontrivial winding number N > 0%, the problem is singular, that is, every
configuration u has infinite energy as they generate vortex point singularities. The question is

2%Incidentally, despite different physical origins, the inviscid Burgers part 7,, arises as in the KPZ equation from
expanding a square root nonlinearity. Not unlike there, the coercivity comes from the interaction between the first
and second term in &(w), the first term being the analogue to the viscosity in KPZ.

2IFor simplicity, we assume N > 0; the case N < 0 follows by complex conjugation.
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to determine the least “infinite” Dirichlet energy of a harmonic S'-valued map satisfying the
boundary condition g on dD. The seminal book of Bethuel-Brezis—Hélein [ ] presents
two methods to achieve this goal, both reaching the same renormalized energy associated to the
problem.

FIRsT APPROACH: One prescribes N > 0 vortex points ay, ..., ay in D and determines the
unique harmonic S*-valued map u, with u, = g on aD that has the prescribed singularities
ai,...,ayn in D, each one carrying a winding number equal to one®’. Then one cuts-off
disks B(ag, r) centered at ai of small radius r > 0 carrying the diverging logarithmic
energy of u, and introduces the renormalized energy

r—0

1
W(ay,...,an) = lim (/ |Vu. (x)|* dx — 27N log — | .
D\UiB(ay,r) r

The minimum of the renormalized energy

min W(ay,...,an) (1.14)

ai,...an €D

represents the minimal second order term in the expansion of the Dirichlet energy and
yields optimal positions of the N vortex point singularities (which might not be unique in
general).

SECOND APPROACH: One considers a nonlinear approximation of the harmonic map problem
given by the Ginzburg-Landau model for a small parameter ¢ > 0:

1
E.(u) = / |Vul? + 5_2(1 —|ul®)?*dx, u:D—R% wu=gonaD.
D

Note that the maps u are no longer with values into S!, but their distance to S is strongly
penalized as ¢ — 0. It is proved in [ , Theorem X.1] that if u, is a minimizer of the
above Ginzburg-Landau problem, then for a subsequence, u, — u, weakly in Wb!(D) as
£ — 0 where u, is an S' valued harmonic map whose N vortex points of winding number
one correspond to a minimizer of the renormalized energy (1.14). Moreover,

1 .

Ec(u;) =2nNlog—+ min W(ay,...,an)+Ny+o(1), ase— 0,
& ai,...an €D

where y is a constant coming from the nonlinear penalization in E,.

We also refer to [ , 1 [ 1. ], and [1]19] for similar renormalized energies.

1.1. Notation. For a periodic function f : T> — R we define its Fourier coefficients by

f(k) = ‘/TZ e kX f(x)dx for ke (27Z)

which extends to periodic Schwartz distributions in the natural way. We also denote by P the
L%-orthogonal projection onto the set of functions of vanishing average in x;, extended in the
natural way to periodic Schwartz distributions.

For p € [1,00] we write || - ||z» to denote the usual L? norm on T?, unless indicated otherwise.
For example, we write || - ||.»(g2) for the L norm of a function defined on R?. We sometimes
write LY (respectively Lﬁj, Jj = 1,2) to denote the L? space with respect to the x (respectively x;)
variable. We also write L? | to denote the usual L? space with respect to the measure (-).

We will often make use of the notation a < b meaning that there exists a constant C > 0 such
that a < Cb. Moreover, for k € R, the notation <, will be used to stress the dependence of the
implicit constant C on k, i.e., C = C(k). Similarly, a ~ b meansa < band b < a.

22In fact, u. belongs to the Sobolev space W1(D, 1) and the nonlinear PDE satisfied by ws, i.e., —Ausx = |V |?us
in D, can be written in a “linear” way in terms of the current j(us) = us X Vu, € L1(D) of u, that satisfies the system
V X j(us) = 2 Y 8gp in D, and V - j(ux) = 0 in D. In terms of the so-called conjugate harmonic function ¢ given by
V+¢ = j(us), the problem becomes —A¢ = 27 Y i 8q, in D and 8,,¢ = g X d;g on 8D. One could think of ¢ as playing
the role of our solution v to the linearized Euler-Lagrange equation (1.3) that carries the “infinite” part of the energy.
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1.1.1. Hilbert transform. We will frequently make use of the Hilbert transform R; for j = 1, 2, acting
on periodic functions f : T> — R in x; as

9 — isgn(k;)f(k) ifk; €27Z\ {0},
R} - _J’ e, ij(k) _ lsgn( ])f( ) 1 J T \ { } (1‘15)
|91 0 ifk; =0,
where sgn is the sign function. In particular, R;P = PR; = R;.
1.1.2. Anisotropic metric and kernel. The leading-order operator £ = —9% — |9;| ™95 suggests to

endow the space T? with a Carnot-Carathéodory metric that is homogeneous with respect to the
scaling (x1, x2) = (£%1, t’%fcz). The simplest expression is given by
2
d(x,y) = v —yil + 1x2 - al5, xyeT?

which in particular means that we take the x; variable as a reference.
We now introduce the convolution semigroup used in [ ]. This is the “heat kernel” {{r } >0
of the operator

A= -3 = || L
which, in Fourier space R?, is given by
yr(k) = exp(-T(Jk;* + k%)), forall ke R (1.16)

It is easy to check that the kernel has scaling properties in line with the metric d, that is,

1
Ur(x1,x2) = ———=V x—ll, xlz -], forall xeR? (1.17)
(T3)"*2 \T3 (T3):
where for simplicity we write ¢/ := /7. Note that {/ is a symmetric smooth function with integrable
derivatives and we have for every p € [1, co] (see [ , Proof of Lemma 10]),

1

1 _y_3B8_5(1—
IDEDE Y| p ey ~ (T3) 023077 (1.18)

forevery T > 0,D; € {9;,19j|}, j =1,2,and a, f > 0. For a periodic Schwartz distribution f, we
denote by fr its convolution with ¢, i.e., fr = Y * f, which yields a smooth periodic function.
Notice that {{7} 1> is a convolution semigroup, so that

(fi)T = fisr forall T >0.

Remark 1.12. By the space of periodic Schwartz distributions f we understand the (topologi-
cal) dual of the space of C*-functions ¢ on the torus (endowed with the family of seminorms
{||a{9é<P||L°° }jiz0)- '

For a C*-function i on R? with integrable derivatives, i.e. fR2 EA a;¢| dx < oo forall j,I >
0, and a periodic Schwartz distribution f we write (f * ¢)(x) to denote f(¥(x — -)), where
¥ := Y,z (- — z) is the periodization of i/, which is well-defined and belongs to C*(T?). In
particular, if ¥7 denotes the periodization of our “heat kernel” /7, then ¥r is a smooth semigroup
whose Fourier coefficients are given by lﬁT(k) in (1.16) for k € (27Z)?, yielding for any T € (0, 1],
Dje{9,19j]},j=12,and o, f > 0: 3

1

(1.18) l _ _; _é _
IDE DA% || < IDEDE Yo ey < (T3) ¢ 3F72075) (1.19)

23Indeed, for p = 1, we have

IDEDY¥r I < $seze fyo IDEDEYr(x = 2)] dx = IDEDLYrli s o),

while for p = oo,
IDEDY¥rlirs < 1+ Skeanzyy o0} ktl€lkel Pl (R)] s 1+ fo 1611918217 exp(~T(&I® + £)) dé
1.18)
< (T5) "% 3h3 (s IIDfol//THLw(RZ)-

For p € (1, o), one argues by interpolation.
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Therefore, for a periodic function f € LY, we will often use Young’s inequality for convolution
with1+% =14 1in the form
P q
Ii—q-3p-5(1-1
I # DEDYrlier < If e IDEDY¥rlle < (7577202 o

We sometimes write T for the integral kernel of £7'P, given by

~ 1 —~
F(k) = m, for kl * 0, and F(k) =0 for k1 =0. (1.20)
Note that
1 1
ITII3, = T S ——— < 0. (1.21)
L kZO (K2 + ki kD)2 ,;) a(0. k)"

1.1.3. Definition of Holder spaces. We now introduce the scale of Holder seminorms based on the
distance function d, where we restrict ourselves to the range a € (0, 2) needed in this work (see
[ , Definition 1]).

Definition 1.13. For a function f : T? — R and a € (0, %), we define

o [P G for a € (0.1,
a =
—_ _a —_
sup, p, LWL W-AF OGN g g e (1,3,

We denote by C“ the closure of periodic C®-functions f : T> — R with respect to the norm

Nl + [fla-
We will also need the following Holder spaces of negative exponents. We will restrict to the

range required in this work, namely f € (—%, 0) (see [ , Definition 3]).

Definition 1.14. Let f be a periodic Schwartz distribution on T, For f € (-1, 0) we define
[f1p := inf{lc[ + [glpe1 + [Rlpys : f=c+01g+02h}
and for ff € (—%, —1] we define
[£1p = inf{lc| + [glpsz + [Ml g3 : [ =c+0ig+a,h}.
We denote by C# the closure of periodic C*-functions f : T? — R with respect to the norm [ f] B
In Appendix A we provide all the necessary estimates on Holder spaces needed in this work.

1.2. Strategy of the proofs. Recall the set ‘W defined in (1.5), endowed with the strong topology
in L2(T?). We will show that the harmonic energy H (w) defined in (1.6) controls the anharmonic
part E(w) defined in (1.11) of the total energy, that is,

E(w) S 1+H(w)?,
for every w € ‘W, and vice-versa, the anharmonic energy controls the harmonic part, that is, for
every k¥ > 0 we have
H(w) <o 1+E(w) 7,

for any w € ‘W, see Proposition 2.5 below. By standard embedding theorems (see Lemma B.5),
any sublevel set of H (respectively &) over W is relatively compact in L? and H (respectively &)
is lower semicontinuous with respect to the L?-norm (see (3.3)).

In the following, for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we will also write

T = {(g, 0,F) e C it xCitxC 1 ¢: Lo= p,g}_

Note that 7 is a closed subspace of C™i7¢ X Ci~¢ x C~1 ¢ endowed with the norm given by

max{[] “See [-] iop [] —%—e}-
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The deterministic ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.4, that is Proposition 1.11, is essentially
a consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.15.

(i) (Coercivity) For every A € (0,1) and M > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 which depends
on A and polynomially on M ** such that for every ¢ € (0, ﬁ) and every (&,0,F) € T with
[§]_%_5, [0] e [F]_%_g < M, the functional G defined in (1.12) satisfies

|G (v, F;w)| < A&(w) +C, foreveryw € ‘W.
In particular, E,e, (v, F; ) defined in (1.10) is coercive.

(ii) (Continuity) Let ¢ € (0, ﬁ) and (&,vp, Fp) — (&0, F) inT and wy — w in W with the
property that lim sup,_,, &E(wy) < co. Then

G(ve, Ep;we) = G(v, F;w) as £ — 0.

(iii) (Compactness) Let ¢ € (0, ﬁ) and (¢,0,F) € T be fixed. Then for any M € R the sublevel
sets Of Eyen (v, F; -) defined in (1.10), given by

1
{w elL? :/ wdx; =0, Eyen(v, F;w) SM},
0

are compact in the L?-norm.
(iv) (Existence of minimizers) If ¢ € (0, ﬁ) and (¢,0,F) € T, then there exists a minimizer
w € W of the renormalized energy E ., (v, F; -) which is a weak solution of (1.13).

Note that E, ., (v, F; 0) = 0, therefore every minimizer of E,., belongs to the sublevel set M = 0
of E,ep. Using Theorem 1.15, we obtain the following I'-convergence result.

Corollary 1.16 (T'-convergence). Let ¢ € (0, ﬁ) and (&, v, F;) — (E,0,F) in 7. Then
Eren(vp, Fi;w) = Epen(v, F;w)  foreveryw e W as ¢ — 0.

Also, Even(ve, Fr; ) — Epen(v, F; ) in the sense of I'-convergence over ‘W, that is,
(i) (T —liminf) For all sequences {w¢}¢jo C W withw, — w strongly in L, we have

lir{p ig1f Eren(ve, Fp;we) = Epen(v, F;w).

(ii) (I' —lim sup) For everyw € ‘W, there exists a sequence {w;}, 0 C W withw, — w strongly
in L? such that

tl)l_l’)l’(l) Eren(ve, Fp; we) = Eren(v, F;w).

Proof of Proposition 1.11. Corollary 1.16 establishes the continuity of the map that associates to each
(&,0,F) € T the functional E,., (v, F; -), when the space of (lower semicontinuous) functionals
over ‘W is equipped with the topology of T'-convergence (with respect to the L?-topology on W).
In particular, this map is Borel measurable when 7 is endowed with its Borel o-algebra. ]

Taking the main stochastic ingredient from Proposition 1.9 for granted (which we prove in
Section 5), we can now give the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let (-) be a probability measure on the space of periodic Schwartz distribu-
tions £ that satisfies Assumption 1.1. By Proposition 1.9 (-} lifts to a probability measure {-) on
the space of triples (&0, F) € C i~ xCi~xCi™.

By Proposition 1.1 the mapping (& v, F) — E,n(0, F; -) is continuous. Hence, the push-forward
(Eren)s{-) is well-defined as a probability measure on the space of lower semicontinuous
functionals equipped with the Borel o-algebra corresponding to the topology of I'-convergence
(based on the strong L-topology). We now define (-)**! as the joint law of ¢ and E,, (v, F; -).*

24We say that a constant C > 0 depends polynomially on M if there exist ¢ > 0 and N > 1 such that C < ¢(1+MN).
25Here we understand Eyep (o, F; -) as a measurable function of &, which is a composition of the measurable function
& (& 0, F) and the continuous function (&, 0, F) + Erepn (v, F;-).
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(i) This is immediate by the definition of {-)*' and the fact that by Proposition 1.9, {-) is

supported on the Holder space C i

(ii) If & is smooth (-)-almost surely, by Proposition 1.9 (iii) we have that F = v9;R;v (-)-almost
surely. In this case, E,epn (0, F; ) = Eyen(v, v9;R10; ) (-)-almost surely and agrees with the
definition given in (1.4).

(iii) Let {({-)¢}¢]0 be a sequence of probability measures that satisfy Assumption 1.1 and con-
verges weakly to (-), which then automatically satisfies Assumption 1.1. Then by Proposi-
tion 1.9 (iv), the sequence {(-)?ﬂ}g Lo converges weakly to (-}t Given a bounded continuous
function G : (¢, E) — G(&,E) € R we have that

ex i ¢lo i ex
(G)F" = (G(& Eren(0. F: )" = (G(& Eren(v, F; )™ = (G),
which in turn implies that (-)§* — (-)*' weakly as ¢ | 0. [

Finally, we have an a priori estimate for the C i~ norm of minimizers of Eren(v, F;+), which we
prove in Section 4.

Proposition 1.17 (Holder regularity). For any M > 0 and ¢ € (0, ﬁ), there exists a constant C > 0
which depends on ¢ and polynomially on M such that

[W] %—25 <C,

for every minimizer w € W N Cize of Even(v, F;+) with (€,0,F) € T satisfying the bound
(6] s e [o]s o [F] s, < M.

Combined with an approximation argument, this is the main ingredient in the proof of Corol-
lary 1.7, which we give now.

Proof of Corollary 1.7. For ¢ € (0, ﬁ), we define the functional g : W — R U {+o0} given by
. 5_
g(w) = {[W]Z_zg, v © e
+00, otherwise.

By [ , Lemma 13] we know that g is lower semicontinuous on ‘W endowed with the strong
topology in L?(T?). We define the non-negative functional G : E — G(E) on the space of lower
semicontinuous functionals E on ‘W by

inf g(w), if argminE # 0,
G(E) .= { weargminE

+00, otherwise.

We claim that G is lower semicontinuous, that is, if E; — E as £ | 0 in the sense of I'-convergence,
then

G(E) < liminf G(Ey).
¢10
Indeed, without loss of generality we may assume that G(E;) — liminf,jo G(E;) < oo by possibly

extracting a subsequence. This implies that sup, G(E;) < oo, hence by the definition of G there
exists a sequence of minimizers wy of E, such that

[we] 5_g¢ < G(E;) +t < supG(E;) + 1.
¢

—2¢

By Lemma A.6 there exists w € C i72¢ guch that w, — w in Ci73¢ along a subsequence, and

[w] 5_g < hr?l%)nf[wg] 5 g

This, in particular, implies that w, — w strongly in L?(T?) and since E, — E in the sense of
I'-convergence, w is a minimizer of E. Thus, we have the estimate

G(E) < [w]s_,, < liminf[w,]s_,, < liminf G(E,),
4 £10 4 €10
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which proves the desired claim.

Let now {(-),}¢]0 be a sequence of probability measures such that (-); — (-) weakly and
for every £ € (0,1], £ is smooth (-),-almost surely. Since under {-),, £ is smooth, by Lemma
D.3 v is smooth. By Theorem 1.15 (iv) there exists a minimizer w € W of E,., (v, F; -), which
is a weak solution to (1.13). If we let u = v + w, then u € W and since F = vR;0,v (-),-almost
surely (see Proposition 1.9 (iii)), u is a weak solution to (1.2). By Proposition E.2 we know that
[101ul|, + |||82|%Su||2 < 1 for every s < 3, hence by Lemma B.8 u € C 172, which in turn implies
thatw = u — v € Ci 2. By Proposition 1.17 we have the estimate

[W] %—26 < C;

where the constant C depends polynomially on max{[¢]_ e [0] e

[F]_ 3 .- In particular, this
implies that

G(Eyen(v,F;+)) < C.
By Corollaries 5.4 and 5.7 we know that for every 1 < p < co,

sup(CP )it <p L
¢

Hence, for the functional G we have that

sup(G(E)?)* = sup(G(Eren(v, F; )P )i < sup(CP) <, 1.
f f {

Since by Theorem 1.4 (iii) (-)§*" — (-)*' weakly and G is lower semicontinuous we have that

(G(E)Py=™t < hml inf(GP){™ 5, 1,
an
which completes the proof. ]

1.3. Outline. In Section 2 we show how the Howarth-Karman—Monin identities can be used to
control certain Besov and L? norms by the anharmonic energy &.

In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.15 and the I'-convergence result for the renormalized energy,
see Corollary 1.16.

In Section 4 we prove the optimal Hoélder regularity Z— of minimizers of the renormalized
energy, see Proposition 1.17.

In Section 5, based on the spectral gap inequality (1.7), we provide the stochastic arguments to
prove Proposition 1.9.

Last, in the Appendix we include some technical results and proofs.

2. ESTIMATES FOR THE BURGERS EQUATION

In this section we bound certain Besov and L? norms of a function w € ‘W by the anharmonic
energy &(w). These bounds will be used in later sections to study the I'-convergence of the
renormalized energy (1.10) and regularity properties of its minimizers (see Sections 3 and 4 below).
The proof of these estimates is based on the application of the Howarth-Karman—Monin identity
for the Burgers operator.

We first need to introduce (directional) Besov spaces. These spaces appear naturally through
the application of the Howarth-Karman—-Monin identity (see Proposition 2.3).

Throughout this section, for a function f : T> — R we write

I f(x) = f(x+hej) = f(x)
where x € T2, j € {1,2}, h € R, e; = (1,0) and e; = (0, 1).
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Definition 2.1. For a function f : T? —» R, j € {1,2}, s € (0,1] and p € [1, ) we define the
following (directional) Besov seminorm?®

1 P
Ifllay, = sup 55 ( /T AR dx) . (2.1)

he(0,1

Notice that in comparison to standard Besov spaces our definition measures regularity in x;
and x, separately. We have also omitted the second lower index which usually appears in standard
Besov spaces since in our case it is always oo (corresponding to B; ).

Remark 2.2. For s > 0, given a periodic function f : T — R, we define |9;|*f in Fourier space
via

9j1f (k) == |k;I°f(k), k€ (27Z)".
For s < 0 and a periodic distribution f of vanishing average in x;*’, we can define |9;|°f in the

same way for k; # 0. For p = 2, s € (0,1) and s" € (s, 1), the Parseval identity implies the
equivalence **

s |2 _ 1251 74 h
[lostst ac= 3% wlIFwr =c. [ oo [ 1ot ari < s sIfl, Ga)

ke (2nZ)?

for some positive constant C(s, s”) depending only on s and s’, where we used (B.4) below.

In the next proposition we prove two core estimates based on the Howarth-Karman-Monin
identities [ , Lemma 4.1] for the Burgers operator. In [ , Lemma 4.1] the authors deal
with the operator w = d,w + 9; %wz, but the same proof extends to our setting.

Proposition 2.3. There exists C > 0 such that for every w € L*(T?) with vanishing average in x;
and for every h € (0, 1) we have

|c9{'w|3 dx < Ch%S(w), (2.3)
TZ
1 h ! h' 2 ’ 1
sup — |0} w|”dx;dh” < ChzE(w). (2.4)
X'QE[O,l) 0 0
Proof. By the Howarth-Karman—-Monin identities [ , Lemma 4.1] for the Burgers operator
we know that for every A’ € (0,1)
1 1 ’ 7’ 1 1 ’ 1 ’ ’
825/ |a{1 w|8{’ wdx; — 8;1/3/ |8? wl|? dx; = / 3? ryw|ai1 w| dxy, (2.5)
0 0 0
1 1 7 1 1 ’ 1 ’ ’
825/ |8{’ wl|? dx; — ah,g/ (8{1 w)?dx; = / 8{’ r]wail wdx;. (2.6)
0 0 0

To prove (2.3), we integrate (2.5) over x, and use the periodicity of w to obtain,

o [[ 1P ax == [ nuor? o wiax (27
T2 T2

26Note that one can take the supremum over all & € R in (2.1) by replacing h° with |h|®. Indeed, if h € [-1,0) the
quantity on the right-hand side of (2.1) does not change by symmetry. If h € R \ [—1, 1], one writes h = hg + hjyt with

hi
hg € (0,1] and hjyy € Z and uses that ||a”f||Lp = ||z9 & £lL» (by periodicity) while IhP < hq .

>TWe say that a periodic distribution f has vanishing average in x1 if f(e~*2") = 0 for all kz € 27Z, and analogously
for f with vanishing average in x».
28Note that C(s,s’) — oo as s’ \ s.
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The last term is estimated as follows,

2
_h ’ _1 1 ’
([ ariotwias) < [ doi-tutar [ dator o ax

< | / (01 )? dx / (Oyw)? dx,
T2 T2

where we use that

/(|al|éa;h’|a{1’w|)2dxs(/ (a;h’|a{1’w|)2dx) (/ (allai"wl)zdx)
T2 T2 T2
< |h'|/(al|a{1’w|)2dx.
']I‘Z

Integrating (2.7) over h’ € (0, h), we obtain that

/TZ |8{’w(x)|3dx < h% (/TZ(81W)2 dx)2 (/TZ(|81|‘§;7W)2 dx)2

which in turns implies (2.3).
To prove (2.4), we integrate (2.6) over h’ € (0, h) to obtain with &w =0

1 h 1 , 1 1 h 1 , ,
az—/ / |a{lw|2dx1dh'——/ (a{’w)3dx1=/ / O ol wdx dh’.
2Jo Jo 6 Jo o Jo

By the Sobolev embedding W!(T) c L®(T) on the torus T = [0, 1) in the form

supl£(2)] < /T F(2)] dz + /T ()] dz.

we can therefore estimate

h 1 h
sup / / |8{1,w|2dX1dh'S/ ‘/lﬁ?'WIdedh'+/ |ofw ] dx
x2€[0,1) JO 0 0 T2 T2
hoply pl )
+/ / / 8{’ nwa?wdxl
o Jo |Jo

The first term on the right-hand side can be bounded using

dx,dh’.

/Iail’wﬁdxs(h')z/ |1w]? dx < (h)*E(w).
T? T2

For the second term we use (2.3). Last, for the third term, the same argument used to estimate the
right-hand side of (2.7) leads to

h o pl 1 )
/ / / a{l rywai1 wdx;
o Jo I|Jo

Hence, we can bound

h
dxpdh’ < [[101]7 7 7l 2l w12 / (W)7 dh < h?&(w).
0

hopt
sup / / |(9{’,w|2 dx;dn’ < (B® +h%)8(w) < h%S(w)
o Jo

x2€[0,1)

forall h € (0,1). |

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.
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Proposition 2.4. We have the following estimates:

(i) ”W“Bs < CS(W)%, for everys € (0, l], (2.8)
(ii) ”W”Bs < C8(w) 5 , foreverys e [ 1], (2.9)
(iii) lwllrr < C(p)é](w)ﬁ, for everyp € [3,7), (2.10)
(iv) |w?|] =t < C(p)S(W)ZZT?, foreveryp € [6,7), (2.11)
21

for everyw € L2(T?) with vanishing average in x,, where C > 0 is a universal constant and C(p) > 0

depends on p.
Note that a result similar to (2.8) was obtained in [ , Lemma 4] using different techniques.

Proof. (i) This is immediate from (2.3), Definition 2.1 and (B.3).
(ii) By interpolation we have for s € [%, 1]:

2(1—
wllgg, < IIwl*y ™ w I
82;1
Using (B.3) and (2.8) we get
1
Iwll 3 < Il < 8w,
21 3,1

with an implicit constant independent of s. We also have the bound
1
Iwllg < llowllze < E(w)*.

Combining these estimates implies (2.9).
(iii) We divide the proof into several steps.
STEP 1: We first prove that

1 ll, 1
sup (/ lw(x)|P dx1) <p E(w)2 forall 2<p<4.
0

x2€[0,1)

Indeed, by (B.12) for p € [2,4), ¢ =2 andf = w(+, x2) (wWith x; € [0, 1) fixed) we know that

v, i1 dn
sup (/ |w(x)|P dxl) <p sup / (/ |81w(x)|2dx1) — .
x,€[0,1) xef01)Jo  \Jo ni=y h

Since p < 4 we have that

1

i1 dn
sup / (/ | w(x)|? dxl) R Sp sup sup _(/ |3hW(X)|2dx1)
x2€[0,1) h2™»r x2€[0,1) he(0,1] hi

By (B.18) and (2.4) we also know that

sup sup —(/ |ahw(x)|2dx1)

x2€[0,1) he(0,1] hi

1

1 1 " ! h’ 2 ’ ’ 1

< sup sup (2 0 wx)|? dridh’| < E(w)?,
x2€[0,1) he(0,1] h1 hJo Jo

which combined with the previous estimates implies the desired estimate.
STEP 2: We prove that

(/1 sup |w(x)|3dx2) < E(w)s.
0

X1€ [0,1)

17
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By (B.12) for p = 00, ¢ = 3 and f = w(-, x3), we know that

1

Y1 ! 5 dh

sup |W(X)|S/ (z/ |8?w(x)|3dx1) 7
xle[O,l) 0 0

for every x, € [0, 1). Using Minkowski’s inequality we obtain the bound

1 % 1 1
1 5 dh
/ sup |w(x)|? dx, $/ (—/ |8i’w(x)|3dx) —.
0 x€[0,1) o \hJp h

Using (2.3), the last term in the above inequality is bounded by

[ (o] < [ fooo

which implies the desired estimate.
STEP 3: We are now ready to prove (2.10). For 5 < p < 7 this is immediate from STEP 1 and STEP
2, since we have that

1 1
( / |w<x>|f’dx)”s( / sup [w(x)Pdx, sup / w(x)P 3dx1) < E(w)F.
T2 0 xef01) xe[0.1)

STEP 2 also implies that ||w||;3 < S(W)% which proves the bound for p = 3, so it remains to prove
the bound for p € (3,5] C [3,6]. We proceed using interpolation for 11) S 6(2 - 6) to

3P
bound
6—p

2-& 6—p (2-6)3 p=1
Iwlliee < lwll,3 Iwll,¢" < E(wW) P E(w) ™ P72 =E(w) # .

(iv) We first notice that by Holder’s inequality, with exponents 1%2+§ = 1, translation invariance

and Minkowski’s inequality, we have that

/Tz (a{lwz(x))2 dx < ([rz 0w ()72 dx)p (/T2 lw(x + hey) + w(x)|? dx)P
<4 (/}I‘Z |8{‘w(x)|1% dx)p (‘/T2 |w(x)|P dx)p : (2.12)

As p € [6,7), we have :sz € (2,3], and by interpolation we obtain the bound

4

p=6 4
/Tzlai’w(x)|ﬂz-p2dxs([Tz|a?w(x)|2dx)P (/Tz|a{lw(x)|3dx)p .

Using that /11“2 |o"w(x)|? dx < h*E(w) and (2.3), the last inequality implies that
2 p=6) 3( 4
/ 8w (x)| 77 dx < pl 52+ (75) g (o). (2.13)
TZ
Combining (2.12), (2.13) and (2.10) we get
2 p=6),3( 4
/ (a{’wz(x)) dx <p (hz(p 2) z(p 2) S(W))
TZ

which implies (2.11). [

p=2
P 3

Ew)F =h T E(w) T

As (B.4) and (2.11) imply that &(w) (to some power) controls the quantity |||9; |%w2 ||2, it follows
that the harmonic part H(w) given in (1.6) of the energy &(w) is also controlled by E(w).
Moreover, &(w) controls the L? norm of the %-fractional derivative in x, because the harmonic
part H(w) does. We summarize this in the next proposition, where we also prove that &(w) is

controlled by H (w).
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Proposition 2.5.

(i) For everyx € (0, 11—4), there exists a constant C(x) > 0 such that

H(w) < C(K)(l + a(w)3+'<), (2.14)
for every w € L%(T?) with vanishing average in x,. In addition, there exists a constant C > 0
such that
/ |81w|2dx+/ 1182] 3 w|?dx < CH (w), (2.15)
T? T?
for every w € L*(T?) with vanishing average in x;. In particular, [W]‘i < W(w)%

(ii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that

E(w) s 1+H(w)?*  foreveryw € W. (2.16)

Proof. (i) Fix x € (0, <) and choose p = p(k) € (6,7) such that 2%3 = % + k. Recalling that

> 14
2p—6

Nw = dow — 81%\/\)2, by (B.4) and the fact that o € (%, 1) we have

1 1
H(w) s/ |91WI2dX+/ |01 2’7w|2dx+/ sz w?Pdx s E(w) + W17 4.
T? T2 T? 8,7

2p-3
By (2.11) we know that ||w?||? 2y Sk S(W)PT, thus (2.14) follows by Young’s inequality.

5 2P
BZ;I

Inequality (2.15) is proved in a more general context in Lemma B.6 and the last statement
follows from Lemma B.8.

(ii) We have

1 1 1 1 2
a(w):fH(w)—/ (|81|_582w|61|_561w2) dx+—/ (|81|_581w2) dx
T2 4 Jr2

< H(w) + H(w)? (/T (|al|%w2)2 dx)% +}JE (|a1|%w2)2 dx.

By Lemma B.7 the claimed inequality (2.16) follows. ]

3. I'-CONVERGENCE OF THE RENORMALIZED ENERGY

In this section we study the I'-convergence of the renormalized energy as the regularization
of white noise is removed, i.e., the limit £ | 0. As a consequence we will get the existence of
minimizers of the limiting “renormalized energy”, in particular, the existence of weak solutions of
the Euler-Lagrange equation in (1.13).

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.15. We begin with the proof of coercivity statement (i) in Theorem 1.15.

Proof of Theorem 1.15 (i). Let (£,0,F) € T be fixed. Since v has vanishing average in x; we can
estimate [0~ < [0]:_, (see e.g., [ , Lemma 12]), where the implicit constant is universal for
4

small € (e.g., € € (0, ﬁ)). We will use this estimate several times in what follows. We split

G, F;w) / (szlazv + szqu + 20wWR11,, + 2WF — woR,9;0% + (R1|81|% (vw))2) dx
TZ

6
: Z Gi (v, F;w), (3-2)
k=1

and bound each term separately:
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(T1) Notice that setting g := |9;|~'8,0 we have
819 = R1 820

&

/W2R1820dx=/ wzalgdxz—Z/ worw g dx
T2 T2 T2

and obtain the bound
/ w?R, 30 dx
TZ

G (0, Fsw)| <
< g1 Ew) T < [E]_s_E(w)F,

where we used Holder’s and Jensen’s inequality, together with (2.10), as well as ||g||z~ < [g] 1,

andg € Ci~¢, with [g] 1,5 [£]_ 5 e (see Lemma D.1). We can therefore integrate by parts

< 2llgllzeliwlizellorwllze s [g]1_lwllzsllorwllre

because g has zero average. By Young’s inequality, it follows for any A € (0, 1)
G1(o. Fiw)| < 28(w) + €}V [8]° .

(T2) For the term G, we have that

|G2(v, Fyw)| =

1 _1 1 -1
/TZ(I&IZUZ) (Rilar]"2nw) dx| < lllor|20 |2 1101 ™2l 2
S 0%l 5 &(w)? 5 [0°]:8(w)? 5 [0]}_ E(w)2,
823;1 3 Z_e
where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, boundedness of R; on L?, the estimates (B.4),

(B.1) and [ , Lemma 12]. Hence, by Young’s inequality, for any A € (0, 1),
G20, F;w)| < A8(w) +C; [0l
4

_E.

(T3) We estimate G5 using Cauchy-Schwarz, the boundedness of R; on L?, and (B.4) by

|G3 (0, F;w)| = 2/]Fz(lallé(vw))(Rllall_%Uw) dx

1 _1 1
S losl> w)llzzllon] ™2 nwllze s llowll 3 E(w)z.
2;1

By the fractional Leibniz rule (Lemma B.2 (i)) we can further bound

llowll 2 < [loflz=|lw]|
B

+ ol ellwlle < [ols, (nwn gt ||w||Ls),
2;1

2
83

2
33
BZ;I 2;1

where we also used Jensen’s inequality. Combined with (2.9) and (2.10), this gives
1Gs(0, Fsw)l 5 [o]5, (W) T +8(w)) E(w)?
so that Young’s inequality yields for any A € (0, 1),
630 Fsw)l < 26(w) + € ([01%_, + [o]}_,)
(T4) By the duality Lemma B.3, G4 (v, F; w) = 2 fTZ wF dx can be bounded by
1630 F:w)l 5 (Horwlls + Ml wilzs + e ) [F1_g
< (Norwllzz + Mol wilee + lwles) [P,

with a uniform implicit constant for every ¢ € (0, ﬁ), where in the second step we used Jensen’s
inequality and [ , Remark 2]. With (2.14), (2.15) and (2.10) we obtain that

w2 + 82%w 2+ ||w 3$1+8w%+x+8w%,
L L L
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where k > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small (e.g., k = ). This yields the estimate

1
100
1Ga(o. Fsw)l 5 (1+8w) I + &)} ) [F]_s

4—(:'

It follows for any A € (0, 1),

|g4(U,F§W)| SAS(W)+C/({2 ([F] 3 .|-[F]%3 +[F] re )

“3e
(T5) For Gs(v, F;w) = — fTZ woR;8,0° dx, we use again the duality estimate Lemma B.3,
2
1G5 e, Fiw)l < (191w lze + 12z F s + lwiles) [0Ri00°) .

By [ , Lemmata 6 and 12] together with (A.13), we have the uniform bound for any ¢ € (0, ﬁ)

[UR13102]_§ < [o] [Rlalvz]_% < [U]%—g[alvz]—% < [0]3

1 .
2 1-¢

Hence, as in (T4), we can bound Gs (v, F; w) for some small x > 0 (e.g., k = ﬁ) by

1G5(0, F;w)l 5 (1+Ew) ™+ &) ) [0},

1 £
So, for any A € (0, 1), by Young’s inequality,
12

|Gs (v, F;w)| < AE(w) + C/(Iic) ([0]2 + [0]2 + [0] ;4;<) )

—£ 7€

(T6) For the term G¢(v, F; w) = f‘TZ (Ry|o1] 2 (vw))? dx, we first notice that by boundedness of R;
on L? and the basic estimate (B.4),
1
Go(v, Fsw) = [||o1]2 (ow)I7. < ||UW||;% -
2;1

Hence, by Lemma B.2 and Jensen’s inequality,

Go (0, F;w)| s llollZellwll® , + [0l w7 s [0l5_ [Iwll?, +1Iwli%, .
8231 } O B,

»

1

Together with (2.11) and (2.10) we can therefore estimate
Goo. Fiw)| 5 [0}, (E(w)F +Ew)} ).

Young’s inequality then yields for any A € (0, 1)
Gelo Fsw)] < 26(w) + €} ([01_

In the proof of the continuity statement Theorem 1.15 (ii), we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let {w;}, ;0 C ‘W with uniformly bounded energy sup, &E(wy) < oo, and assume that
wy — w strongly in L* as £ — 0 for some w € ‘W. Then as £ — 0,

_1 _1 _1 _1 2 2
owp — dw, |01 2dwe — |01] 720w,  |01] T2y, = [01] 720, |92]3We — |02]3 W,
weakly in L?, and for any s; € (0,1) and s, € (0, %),
|01 W, — 015w, [02]2we — 05|52 w strongly in L%

Proof. For the first part, we use the fact that a uniformly bounded sequence in L? converging in the
distributional sense converges weakly in L?. By Proposition 2.5, we have that sup, H (w¢) < .
Therefore, {d;w¢}¢, {|01 |_%82W[}[, {]o1 |_%ryw€}[, and {|82|%Wf}g are uniformly bounded in L2. They
also converge in the distributional sense since w, — w strongly in L? (in particular, (w;)? — w?
strongly in L', so 1,,, — 1., in the distributional sense). For the second part, by Lemma B.5, for
any s; € (0,1), s, € (0, %), we have that {|9;|* w,}, is uniformly bounded in the homogeneous
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Sobolev space H %(1_51), and {|9,[2w;}, is uniformly bounded in H 575 The compact embedding
Hrin{5(-s).5-s) o 12 (of periodic functions with vanishing average) yields the conclusion. =

Proof of Theorem 1.15 (ii). First, all the convergence statements from Lemma 3.1 hold for the se-
quence {wy},. As (&, v, Fp) — (&0, F) in 7, by Lemma D.1 we also have that g, := |3;|™'d,0, —
|01 100 =: gin C i, We will prove the continuity of G using the decomposition G = 22:1 Gr
in (3.1) and study each term Gy separately.

(T’1) For the term G (vy, Fp; wy) = sz(W[)lea2w dx, we use integration by parts, and that
wy — w strongly in L?, d;w, — d;w weakly in L%, and g, — g uniformly on T?,

Gi(ve, Fo; we) = /Z(Wf)zalg[dx = -2 /2 wed1wy g dx
T T

—>—2/ walwgdx=/ wzalgdx=/ w?R10,0 dx = G1 (v, F; w).
T2 T2 T2

(T’2) For the term G» (v, Fp; wp) = sz Z)?RN]W, dx we use that |81|_%17W¢, — |61|_%nw weakly in

=&

L? (hence also R1|81|_%rywl — Ry|,|"2n,, weakly in L?), and |31|%vt2, — |9;|20% strongly in Ci
(see Lemma A.5),

Ga(vg, Fpywy) = /TZ(|91 20%) (Ri|an|~ Zﬂw[) dx — / (lo1] 202) (Rilos|™ 2’7w) dx = Go(v, F; w).

(T’3) Since Gs (v, Fp; wy) =2 /TZ 0eWeR1 1y, dx = 2 /TZ 19112 (v, we) R1|81|_%17W( dx and, as in (T"2),
R1|81|_%17W, — R1|81|_%17W weakly in L?, the claimed convergence follows if we show that
|81|%(Ugw() — |81|%(0w) strongly in L%. For this, we use the triangle inequality, Lemma B.2
(ii), and that w, — w, |81|%W[ — |81|%w strongly in L? as well as v, — o in Ci~¢ c C3 which
yield as £ — 0,

1 1 1 1
0112 (oewe) = lor]2 (W) Iz < [[|or]2 ((ve = ) we)ll1z + [I101]2 (0(we = w))l| 12

S lloe = olle 1011 wellze + [or = o] 2 lwell
+lloll 1011 (e = wllzz + [o] g llwe = wllz
S [or= o]y, (Ilar Bwelle + Iwellz2)
+ (013, (10112 e = wllze + llwe = wli2) = 0.

T’4) The term G4(v,, Fp; we) = 2 |, weF, dx is treated by duality. Since F; — F in Citc(Cs
- y y
(seeeg., [ , Remark 2]), by Lemmata 3.1 and B.3 we have for £ — 0,

|G4(ve, Fp; we) — Ga(v, F; w)|

/ (we — w)Fpdx

< [Fol_s (llanl? (w[—w>||Lz+|||az|3 F (we = wllzz + llwe = wilze)

[ W= F) dx‘

2.5
+ [Fe = F1_g (I1or)Fwilze + 110215 Ewlloe + 1wz ) — o.

(T’5) For the continuity of the term Gs (v, Fp; wy) = — sz W Ulealv? dx we again use the du-
ality Lemma B.3. Here, the situation is even easier than in (T'4), as UgRlalth, converges to the
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nonsingular product vR;9;0? in C =172 This convergence follows by

[Z)[Rlali)? - lealvz]_l 2

= [(Z)g — Z))R18102 + U[Rlal((l)[ — U)(ZJ[ + Z)))]_i_zg
< [or =] %—E[Rlalvz]—i—Zg + o] %—g[Rlal((vf —0) (v + v))]—i—Zg

S [or = 0]y [0%15_, + [oe] 3 [(0r = 0) (0r +0)] .,

< foe=oly_, (013, + ol?_,) >0,

1-¢ 7€

where we used that v, — v in C%_S and [ , Lemmata 6, 7, and 12]. We conclude as for G, (with
U[Rlalvg corresponding to F; and vR;d;0? to F, using also that Cmi% ¢ C_%_E).

(T’6) Noting that Gs(ve, Fi; we) = [, (Ri|01]2 (0pwe))? dx = [[|81]2 (vewe) |12, continuity follows

since |81|%(Ugw[) — |81|%(0w) in L? used in (T’3). [ ]

We now prove the compactness Theorem 1.15 (iii) of the sublevel sets of E,., with respect to
the strong topology in L2.

Proof of Theorem 1.15 (iii). By the coercivity Theorem 1.15 (i) for A = %, it follows that

Eren(v,F;w) = E(w) + G(v, F;w) > %8(w) -C>-C. (3.2)

Thus E,en(v, F;-) is bounded from below and the sublevel set {E,.,(0v,F;-) < M} over ‘W is
included in a sublevel set of & over W which is relatively compact in L? by Lemma B.s5. It remains
to prove that the sublevel set {E,¢,(0, F;-) < M} over ‘W is closed in L%. By the continuity of
G (v, F;-) (Theorem 1.15 (ii)), it suffices to show that & is lower semicontinuous in ‘W, i.e., for
every {w'};o0 € W with w’ — w in L? there holds

limlinf(‘}(wf) > E(w). (3.3)
¢10
Indeed, since a? > b% + 2(a — b)b, it follows that
S(W[) > E(w) + 2/ (81wf - alw) 81wdx+2/ (|81|_%}7W( - |al|—%,,w) |al|‘%;7wdx.
T2 T2

Without loss of generality, we may assume that liminf,, &(w’) = limsup, 10 E(wh) < o0. Hence,

by Lemma 3.1, d;w’ — d,w and |9;| 2,c — |d1|2n,, weakly in L?, and thus, (3.3) follows. The
same argument shows that H is lower semicontinuous in ‘W. ]

We are now ready to prove the existence of minimizers Theorem 1.15 (iv).

Proof of Theorem 1.15 (iv). Note that E,, (v, F; 0) = 0 and recall that E,., (o, F; -) is bounded from
below (see (3.2)) and lower semicontinuous in L? over its zero sublevel set (due to (1.10), G (v, F;-)
being continuous over any sublevel set of & and & being lower semicontinuous in L?). By the
L?-compactness of the zero sublevel set of E,, (v, F;-) over ‘W (Theorem 1.15 (iii)), the direct
method in the calculus of variations yields the existence of minimizers.

In order to show that a minimizer is a distributional solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation
(1.13), we do the following splitting:

4
Eren(v, F;w) = H(w) + (E(w) — H(w)) + G (o, F;w) = H(w) + Z Lj(w),
i=1

J
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where

Li(w) =

—

(ZWF — woR;910° + Uleazw) dx
2
1
Lz(W) = / (WleaZU - Eszlalwz + 20wWR 00w + (R1|31|;(UW))2) dx
T2

L3(W) = /2 (—Rllalléwzlall_%azw — valalwz) dx
T

Li(w) = /T HER .

We will show that, given (¢, v, F) € T, the functional E,., (v, F; -) is C* on the space ‘W endowed
with the norm ?{%, denoted by (‘W, 7-(%).
StEP 1 (Estimating the linear functional L;). We claim that L; is a continuous linear functional
on (W, 7’(%), ie.,

ILi(w)] < CH(w)?, (3.4)
where C depends polynomially on [9] 3 e [F]_s_.. Indeed, as in (T4) in the proof of (i), by the

duality Lemma B.3 and Poincaré’s inequality, we may bound

/ 2wF dx
TZ

By the same argument, see also (T5) above, we have

/ woR,9;0% dx
TZ

As in (T2), the last term of L, is estimated using Cauchy-Schwarz, (B.4), and (B.1), by

/ 0°R19,w dx
TZ

StEP 2 (Estimating the quadratic functional L,). We claim that L, is a continuous quadratic

2 1
< (Iorwllzz + 122 Fwllz + Iwllzz ) [F1_g < [FI_y_ H(w)?.

2 1
< (Iorwilez + 22 Fwilzz + lIwllze) [oR 91021z < [0]3_ H(w)?.
4

1 _1 1
< [llorl20% Izl "2 w2 < [U]Z%_GW(W)Z-

functional on (W, 7—(%), i.e., there exists a continuous bilinear functional M, given by

M (w1, wy)
1 1 1
= /2 (W1W2R1920 - 502R151(W1W2) +20w1R19;wy + (]01]2 (ow1)) (10112 (vws)) | dx
T

such that L,(w) = My(w, w), and satisfying the inequality

My (w1, ws)| < CH (wn) 2 H (wp)?, (3:5)
where C depends polynomially on [£] e [0] So [F] e To prove (3.5), we again treat each

term separately. Similarly to (T1), let g := |9;| 19,0, such that R;d;0 = 9;g. Recall that by Lemma
D., [g] 1% [€] e Then integration by parts and Cauchy—-Schwarz, together with Poincaré’s
inequality, gives

/ W1 W2R1 (920 dx
T2

/TZ d1(wiwyp)g dx
< L85 H(wi) 2 H (w) .

Similarly, the second term can be estimated by
1

’/ —Uleal(W1Wz) dx‘ =
T2 2

S [o]3_ HOwn) TH (wa)*.

< [9]%_6 /Z |wi01Wy + w201 wy| dx
T

1
/ 5R102(W1<91W2 +wpdiwy) dx| < [Rlvz]g_zEW(Wl)%q‘{(Wz)%
TZ
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By Cauchy-Schwarz, Lemma B.2 (i), interpolation and Poincaré’s inequality, we can bound the
third term by

1 _1
< 2[[|or[2 (ow1) [ r2l|01] "2 92 w][ 2

/ 20w1R 19w, dx‘ =2 ’/ |51|%(UW1)R1|51|_%(5’2W2) dx
T2 T2

< (It willzllolls + willz [0 . ) H (wa)? < [o]3_ H(wi) HH ()

Analogously, the fourth term is estimated by

/T o own) (loy# (ows)) dx

< llonls ewn)llzzlllar]* (owa) e  [o]} H (wa)3H (we) .

StEP 3 (Estimating the cubic functional L3). We claim that L; is a continuous cubic functional on
(‘W,H?), ie., there exists a continuous three-linear functional Ms given by

1 1
M3 (w1, Wo, w3) = —/2 (R1|31|2(W1Wz)|31| 2dyws +UW1R131(W2W3)) dx,
T

such that L3(w) = M3(w, w, w), and M3 is controlled by
[Ms (w1, wz, wa)| < CH (w) 2H (wy) 1H (w3) 2, (3.6)

where C depends polynomially on [v] 3 e [F]_s_.. Indeed, the first term is estimated using
Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma B.7,

1 1 1 1
/2R1|31|2(W1W2)|91| 20yws dx| < [|[01]2 (wiwa) || 2111012 Baws]| 12
-

< H(wi) 2 H (wy) 1 H (ws) .
Similarly, Lemma B.2 (i) and Lemma B.7 imply that

< (1117 (own) 210112 (waws) 12 < [0] s H (wi) 2H (w2) 2H (w3)?.

/ ow1R91 (wows) dx
TZ

STEP 4 (Estimating the quartic functional Ls). We claim that L, is a continuous quartic functional
on (‘W,H?), i.e., there exists a continuous four-linear functional M, given by

1 1 1
My (w1, wa, w3, wy) = /2 1 (|(91|2(W1W2)|31|2(W3W4)) dx,
T
such that Ly(w) = My(w, w, w, w). Indeed, Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma B.7 implies that
1 1 1 1
[My (w1, wa, w3, wg)| < CH (w1) 2H (w2) 2H (w3) 2H (wy) 2, (3-7)
where C depends polynomially on [v] 3 e [F]_ e
Therefore, the gradient V.,E,., (v, F; w) belongs to the dual space of (W, 7—(%), in particular, it
is a distribution, so that

VwEren(v, F;w) =0

is the Euler-Lagrange equation (1.13). ]

3.2. I'-convergence. In view of Theorem 1.15, we give the proof of I'-convergence of the renor-
malized energy for sequences (&, vy, Fr) — (&0, F) in T as £ — 0.

Proof of Corollary 1.16. Assume that (&, v, Fy) — (&0, F) in 7 as £ — 0. By the decomposi-
tion of E,., in (1.10) and the continuity of G in Theorem 1.15 (ii), the pointwise convergence
Eren(ve, Fp;©) = Epen(v, F;-) over ‘W is immediate. We proceed with the proof of the remaining
statements.
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(i) (I' = liminf): Without loss of generality, we may assume that
lim inf,_,o Eren (¢, Fr; w¥) = lim sup,_,g Eren(ve, Fr; w!) < 0.

As {(&, vy, Fr) }e is uniformly bounded in 7, the coercivity Theorem 1.15 (i) implies via (3.2)
the existence of a constant C > 0 (uniform in ¢) such that E,., (v, Fp; w) > %S(Wf) -C,
ie., limsup,_, E(w’) < co. The desired inequality is a consequence of (1.10) combined
with the continuity of G (Theorem 1.15 (ii)) and the lower semicontinuity of & over ‘W in
(33)-

(ii) (I — lim sup): For w € ‘W, one sets wy, = w for all £ € (0, 1] and the conclusion follows by
the pointwise convergence of E, ., (vs, Fr; ) to Epen (v, F; -).

(iii) (Convergence of minimizers): Let {w;}, 0 C ‘W be a sequence of minimizers of the
sequence of functionals {E,., (v, Fy; ) }¢|o (the existence of minimizers follows from The-
orem 1.15 (iv)). As {(&,vs, Fp)}, is uniformly bounded in 7 as £ — 0, the coercivity
Theorem 1.15 (i) implies via (3.2) the existence of a constant C > 0 (uniform in ¢) such that
for all ¢

1
0= Eren(vt’a F, 0) = Eren(vt’a Fy; Wf) = Eg(wt,) -C.

This implies that {w,},|o belongs to the sublevel set 2C of the energy &. Hence, by Lemma
B.5, there exists w € ‘W such that, upon a subsequence, w, — w strongly in L?. Moreover,
w is a minimizer of E,., (v, F;-) over ‘W because for every wy € W, by the I' — lim inf
inequality and the pointwise convergence of E,¢, (vg, Fr; -) to Eren (0, F; -), we have

Eren (Us F; W) < 111}1 lglf Eren(U[s Fy; W{)) < lim sup Eren(vf, Fy; W[)
- £—0

< lim sup Eyen(vg, Fp; o) = Epen(v, F; wy).

£—0

Choosing wy = w in the above relation, we deduce that

Eren(v, F;w) = }I_I’)I;l) Eren(ve, Fe; W[)-

4. A PRIORI ESTIMATE FOR MINIMIZERS IN HOLDER SPACES

In this section we prove an a priori estimate for minimizers of the renormalized energy E, .,
as stated in Proposition 1.17. We first need the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. There exists C > 0 such that for every w € ‘W and periodic distribution f,
[wfl_s < CH(w)?[f]_;.

Proof. Case1 (f € L2NC~2(T?)). Since w € W, the product w f belongs to L!(T?). We estimate
[wfl_ 3 via (A.1) by studying the blow-up of ||(wf)r||~ for T € (0, 1]. We use the “telescopic”
decomposition

[NIE

Whr=wfpz+ D (Wi = (Whir-z). (4.)

_T
k>2, =k

STEP 1 (Bound on ||(w f§)§ ||L=): For p = 10, Young’s inequality for convolution in Remark 1.12,
Lemma B.4, (2.15) and (A.2) yield for every T € (0, 1],

5 1
L\ 7 2p 1\ 71
[(wfr)z |~ < (TS) wfrllze < (TS) [wllpoll fr llze

<(ri) =(r)

[T
L

H(w)i[f] 1.

1
2

H(w)?[f]_

[T
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STEP 2 (Bound on the telescopic sum): By Young’s inequality for convolution in Remark 1.12 and
Lemma 4.2 (see below), we obtain via (A.2) for every T € (0, 1],

’ Z ((Wfr—t = (Whi)T-21)

k2, 1= r

< (e =whe)pafllie < ((T—zw%)_f‘ 1w fo)e = whellne
kzz,t:zlk kzz,t:zlk
()7 D Aot < ()OS ehiHatirL

_T _T
k>2,t=¢ k22, t="¢

< (19) P HOntLAL .

StEP 3 (Holder regularity): By STEP 1 and STEP 2 we know that for every T € (0, 1],
_3
Iwhrlles < (TH) T HEFI,
which combined with (A.1) completes the proof.

Casez2 (f € Cc2 (T?)). We consider an arbitrary approximation f; € L*> N C 2 (T?) of f with
respect to [-]_ L. By Cask 1 we deduce that wf; is a Cauchy sequence in C~ i, therefore it converges
to the product wf by the same argument as in [I019, Lemma 6]. ]

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for every t € (0,1], w € ‘W and periodic
distribution f,

1 1
(wWfe = whalliz < CEOH W2 fill
Proof. We start with the identity

(o =wfa) ) = [ P (wix =) = w0 i =y dy, x € T

By Minkowski’s inequality, we deduce

Iofde = whulz < Il [ eIt =) = wO)lls dy
<Al [ Wl stz = 5ol dy
#lili | e@lo; i dy,

where we used that w(x —y) — w(x) =9, Tw(xq, X2 — y2) + 9, Y (x1, x2) for every x € T? and
y € R%

The first integral can be estimated using the mean value theorem and translation invariance of
the torus by

[ ( 1ot - y2)|2dx) dy < [ lohu(wldy ol < o ol

since by Step 11in [ , proof of Lemma 10] we know that y — y;1/(y) € L'(R?).
The second integral can be estimated using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (2.2) by

[nn( [ 1o weora)
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& 7 w2 \P dg,
mwnm(/ — ) o

2 1 2
¥:(y)| dys loz[3 w2 < t5][|02]3 wllr2,
Ly, (®)

24
3

< (153G /
R

where we also used Minkowski’s inequality and a change of variables to deduce that

J

: 2,1
along with the fact that y; — |||y2]5*2¢/(y, y2)||Lzy2 ®) € Ly, (R). >
Combining the previous estimates with (2.15) implies the desired bound. ]

3
Z
2,1
3%z
Y2

(t3)2

24
3

1
+3
[V (y) | dy,
L, (R)

Y2
(t5)3

el 2y vl )y @ @2

(t%)%

We are now ready to prove Proposition 1.17.

Proof of Proposition 1.17. By Theorem 1.15 (iv) if w € ‘W is a minimizer of E,., (v, F; -), then w is
a weak solution to (1.13). By the Schauder theory for the operator L (see [ , Lemma 5]), if
w € W N Ci % satisfies (1.13), we have that

[W] %_28 < P(F + wR100 + vR; 95w + WR oW

1 1 (4-3)
— —(v+w)Ri0:(v + w)z) + =R (v + w)2
2 2 -3_2¢

4
We estimate each term on the right-hand side of (4.3) separately. The idea is to bound any
term containing w in the seminorm [-] 3 g by a product H (w)?(® [w]g_zg with 6 € (0,1) and
y(8) > 0. To prove the statement, the main tools are '
o the interpolation inequality in Lemma A.2,
o Lemma B.8 which yields that H (w) controls [w]* b

o[ , Lemmata 6 and 12] stating that for a distributlon fecCh pe(=2,0\{-1, —%}, and two
functions g € CY, § € CY with y,§ € (0, %) both of vanishing average, provided that f+y > 0
and y > y, the following estimates hold

[f9lp < [flglgly and [gg], < [9],(9]5-

Also, we use that C* c C* for any —% <p<acx % with a, f # 0, see [ , Remark 2], and

Lemma A.4 which implies that the Hilbert transform reduces the regularity by ¢ on Holder spaces.
For [f]_%_ o 0] 3 e [F]_%_E < M, the following estimates hold with an implicit constant

depending on M and e.

1. Terms independent of w: First, we notice that [PF] _ 3 g < [F]_

Z9e S [F]_%_ < 1. Also,
by Definition 1.14, we have that
[02R10%] sy S [Ri0*]sy, < [0°]5, S [0]3_, < 1,

[091R;0%] _s

_,_28 ~

3
4
< [06;1R10%] 19 S [0]

29 This follows easily from the bound
241
e 2w log, sy, ) 10+ gD+ P g s

and Plancherel’s identity, using that 1,/7(k) = e kI~ see also Step 1in [ , proof of Lemma 10] and Footnote 34.
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2. Linear terms in w: By the interpolation estimate in Lemma A.2 and Lemma B.8, we have

l—21(1 g+2Kf1 1_ g4—21(1
< 3 3 < K1 3
[W] %+3€ ~ [W]_% [W]%—Zs ~ (]_{(W)é [W]%—Zs 5 (44)
22k Liok 1_ Liok
(W]t S [W]P, (W] " s H(w)s T2 [w]] ", (4.5)
4 1 32¢€ 372¢€

where k1, x; > 0 are small (as functions of ¢) for ¢ > 0 small enough. This yields

2
§+2K1

[WaaR10] 3 g < W] 45, [0R10]_ o, < H(W) 0 [w] 20 o],

£ 2
1-2¢ 4
2
§+2K1
é_ b
i 2¢

[WoiR10*] sy, < [worR10®] 1y, S [W]1se[01R10%] 1y,

< H(w)e ™ [w]

l+2Kz
—2¢

1
§+2K2

< H(w)i ™ [w]i 7 (0]} < H(w)3 ™ [w]

[082R1W]_%_2£ < [UaZle]_%+2£ < [0]%—5 [aZRIW]_%+25 < [w

3
5 5 s
32 1
3
]4+3£

1 g, 242K
S H(w) ™ ]y
%+2K1

[02R (0w)]_3 g < [owl_, < [0l p[wl3se 5 H(w)e ™ [w]3 T

[001R (0w)] 3y, <[00 (0w)] sy, < [0):_ [01Ri(@w)] 1y, < [ow]:,

5

3
4

< <H t-k1 F2m
< (ol Wy, < HOw) 0 ] 720

3. Quadratic terms in w:

(a) We start with the term 9;R;w?. By the interpolation estimate in Lemma A.2 for y = 0 and
Lemma B.8, we have

%+2K3

E_ b
372¢

1
g+2K3

[w] & < H(w) ™ [w] (4.6)

%—28
where k3 > 0 is small for ¢ > 0 small enough. Together with (4.4), it follows that

2 2 2
[02Rw ]_g_zg < [:Ryw ]_%+gg < [w ]%,3E < ||W||L°°[W]§+3g

< W(W)llz_(Kl‘H%) [W] %+2(K1+;<3)

5
3—2¢
Similarly, we estimate

[031R1W2]_g_2 < [0(91R11/V2]_i+2(S < [v]%—g[allez]—i-f-Zg < [W2]3+3g

e D

7 _ 342(Kk1+K3)

< (K1+K3) 6 1TR3
< H(w)iz [w]%_zg

(b) The term wa,R;w is treated via Proposition 4.1,

[wasRiw]_s < H(w)? [Riw]_s < H(w)? [Riwly < H(w)? [,

Then, Lemma A.2 and Lemma B.8 yield

é —2K4 i+2K4

[Whe w1, 250 < HO0 B [l

4

where k4 > 0 is small for ¢ > 0 small enough. Hence we have

[wapRiwW]_s_p, < [wopRiw]_3 < H(w)2 " [w]¢"
4

_3
4
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(c) We decompose wR;0; (vw) into wR; (wav) + wR; (vd;w) and treat each term separately. By
Proposition 4.1, we have

[wRi (031w)] _s < H(w)? [Ri(031w)]_,

< H(w)? [Ri(0aiw)] 1,
S HO) 00w] 30  HW) [o]3[0w] 30 S H0)H (],

Again, Lemma A.2 and Lemma B.8 yield

(W] 31ze D17, ]

where k5 > 0 is small for ¢ > 0 small enough. Hence we obtain that

1
§+2K5

i_ 3
22

I H(w) o w] (47

5_
5 -2¢

1
< H(w)i s [w] 20

[wRy (001w)] s 5, s [WRy(001w)] S

_3

4
The term wR;(wd;0) can be estimated using (4.5) as

[wRy(woro)]_3 5, < [WRi (w3r0)]_1 s, < [wi s [Ri(waro)] s,

< [l woroly_, < [wld,, [o0]
2 2
S Hw)S [l o]y, 5 H(w)5 > [w]

5_ 5_ .
3-2¢€ 372

4. Cubic term in w: The cubic term wa; R, w? is treated by Proposition 4.1 which yields

[worRiw?]_s < H(w)? [Rigw?]_y < H(w)? [Ridrw?]_s,, § H(w)?[aiw*] 1,

S HW)? (W14, S HW) wllis [w] 1.

By (4.6) and (4.7) we have that

2
Wil [wl 1420 < H (w) 3~ (kstxs) [W]g"_-22(£1<3+1<5),
4
which in turn implies that
2
[w81R1w2]_3_25 < [Wallez]_% < ﬂ(w)%—(K3+K5) [w] g+22(€1<3+1<5)
-

Summing up, Young’s inequality yields the bound
[Wls_p < COL+ H (W)Y, (4.8)

for some N > 1, and by our estimates it is clear that the constant C depends polynomially on
M. To conclude, using the fact that w is a minimizer of E,., (v, F; -), we have that E,., (v, F; w) <
Eren(v,F;0) = 0. Since Epen(v.F;-) = & + G(v, F;-) and by Theorem 1.15 (i) we know that
|G (v, F;w)| < %S(W) + C for some constant C which also depends polynomially on M, we
obtain that &(w) < 2C. By (2.14), this implies that H(w) < C for some constant C which depends
polynomially on M and combining with (4.8) we obtain the desired bound. ]

5. APPROXIMATIONS TO WHITE NOISE UNDER THE SPECTRAL GAP ASSUMPTION

The main goal of this section is to prove Proposition 1.9. Given a probability measure (-) which
satisfies Assumption 1.1, we prove that (-) is concentrated on C =i~ thus, by Schauder theory for
the operator £, v := L71P{ € Ci~ (-)-almost surely, and we construct F as the Lf»C_%_-Iimit
of the sequence {v9;R10; }4=p-n¢. This will allow us to lift {-) to a probability measure (I op

C™i" x Ci™ x C™i" in a continuous way, i.e., given a sequence of probability measures {{-);},|o

which satisfy Assumption 1.1 and converge weakly to a limit (-) as ¢ | 0, then {(-)?ft}[ Lo converges
weakly to (-)ift,

The proof of Proposition 1.9 is based on suitable estimates on the p-moments of multilinear
expressions in the corresponding stochastic objects. In the case of Gaussian approximations, it is

enough to bound the second moments, since we can use Nelson’s hypercontractivity estimate
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to bound the p-moments in a finite Wiener chaos by the second moments for every p > 2 (see
[ , Lemmata 4 and 8]). On the other hand, for non-Gaussian approximations one has to find
alternative methods to estimate the p-moments. This has been achieved with great success in the
last few years under very mild assumptions on the random field, see for example [ , ].
In these works a direct computation of the p-moments is made through explicit formulas in terms
of the cumulant functions of the random field and the final bounds are obtained by combinatorial
arguments.

Here we are interested in approximations of white noise that satisfy the spectral gap inequality
(1.7), uniformly in the approximation parameter £. This covers the Gaussian case, but it allows for
more general random fields. The basic observation is that one can bound the p-moments directly
by estimating the derivative with respect to the noise, based on the following consequence of the
spectral gap assumption (1.7).

Proposition 5.1. The spectral gap inequality (1.7) implies

> ; (5.1)

for every 1 < p < oo and every functional G on periodic Schwartz dlstrlbutlons which can be

(16(8) - <G(§)>|2”)2" < C(p) <H

approximated by cylindrical functionals with respect to the norm {|G(&)|?P)» w4 {l afG(§)|| )21’,
where the constant C(p) > 0 depends only on p.

Remark 5.2. As in Remark 1.3, using (5.1) we can extend &(¢) for ¢ € L?(T?) as a centered
random variable in L <p>, admissible in (5.1) for any 1 < p < oo.
Proof. The proof follows [ ,Lemma 3.1]. Letp > 1. We assume thatGisa Cylindrical functional

on periodic Schwartz distributions of finite norm {|G(¢)|? )ZP + {|| agG(§)|| }21’ The general
case follows by approximation. Without loss of generality we can assume that (G(¢)) = 0. For
A € (0, 1] we consider the functional

Fy(9) = (G(H2+2%)%.

Noting that F,1(§) pFA(f)%ZG(@a%G(@ and using Holder’s inequality, (1.7) applied to F;
yields
F
e (0 e )

1
P
> : (52)
By Cauchy-Schwarz we see that

(FA()? < (G +25)P71) (G(H)* +2%) .

By Holder’s inequality and (1.7) applied to G(£) (recall that (G(¢)) = 0) the two terms on the right
hand side can be estimated as
o\ 7
+ A2,

"G |2

Qa@»«m@m$Sp%

%

< p* (Fa(§)° > r <H9§

(G + 22771 < (B®H) 7,
2
<qah%%s<_ L) W%
Combining with (5.2) we get

)
o
(Fa(D?) s (IFa(8) = (Fa(©)el*) + (Fa(8))?
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< (R(©?) <Ha§

By Young’s inequality we finally obtain that

> F (DD .

2% >+/12p.

The conclusion follows by the monotone convergence theorem as A\ 0. ]

(G +21)P) = (Fu(8)?) < <

Proposition 5.1 allows us to estimate the p-moments of multilinear expressions in & (shifted by
their expectation) by the operator norm of (random) linear functionals on L?(T?) (in the case of
white noise this is the Cameron—Martin space), after taking one derivative with respect to £. To
estimate the operator norm of these linear functionals we use the regularizing properties of £~}
in Sobolev spaces.

5.1. Estimates on ¢ and v. In this section, we prove several stochastic estimates for ¢ and
v := L7'P& which are uniform in the class of probability measures satisfying Assumption 1.1. As
a corollary, we obtain that the law of (&, v) is concentrated on C “iexCivE (see Corollary 5.4).
A similar result was proved in [ , Lemma 4] for (-) being the law of white noise. Here we
consider more general probability measures which are not necessarily Gaussian. Some of the
results of this section will be used in Section 5.2 below in the construction of F.

We start with the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3. Let (-) satisfy Assumption 1.1 and letv := L™ 1PE. Foreveryl < p < o0, T € (0,1],
andy € T? we have that

5

sup (|Er(0f)7 < c (7). (5:3)
x€T?
sup <|v(x—y) —0(x)|p>’% < Cd(O,y)%, (5.4)
x€T?
sup (|@R)r (017 < (T3] 7, 5)
x€T?

where the constant C depends only on p.

Proof. The proofis based on a direct application of the spectral gap inequality (5.1). In the following,
for every 8¢ € L?(T?) we consider §v the unique solution of zero average in x; of £Lv = PS¢.
Proof of (5.3): Let x, € T? be fixed. We consider the linear functional G(¢) = &r(x). Since
&r = &= Yr, by Assumption 1.1 (i) we have that (&7(xp)) = 0. Then, by (5.1) applied to G (which is
a cylindrical functional), we get that for every ¢ > 1
2q
% >

It is easy to check that a%gT (x0) = ¥r(x9 — -) € L?(T?) (with ¥r the periodization of {r), and by
Remark 1.12

(1Er (o) [27) 7 < < 2 £ (x0)

5

3

()| =¥r(o =l = 197l < T9) 7.

’3'5
which proves (5.3) for every 2 < p < oo, as the implicit constant above does not depend on x;.

For p € [1, 2), the conclusion then follows by Jensen’s inequality.

Proof of (5.4): Let xo € T? be fixed. For every y € T?, recalling the kernel T in (1.20), we consider
the linear functional G(&) = v(xo—y) —v(x9) = E(T(x0—y—-)) —&(T (x9—-)), which is well-defined
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as a centered random variable in L?% for any g > 1 by Remark 5.2 and (1.21) and is admissible in
(5.1). Then

gG(f) 6& = Su(xo — y) — bv(x0).

By (D.1) we know that
[0(x0 — y) = 8o(x0)| < [80]3d(0,y)% < d(0, ) ||5¢l2,

which in turn implies that
|

Thus, by (5.1) applied to G, we have for every q > 1,

L 3
(lo(xo —y) —v(x0)[*7)% < d(0,y)3,
which proves (5.4) for 2 < p < oo, since the implicit constant does not depend on x,. For p € [1, 2),
the conclusion follows by Jensen’s inequality.

Proof of (5.5): Let xo € T? be fixed. We consider the linear functional G(&) = (9;R;0)71(x0) (which
is cylindrical). We have that

< d(0,y).

§G(§) 8¢ (92R160)1(x0).

By Young’s inequality for convolution (see Remark 1.12), (D.3), and the fact that R; is bounded on
L5 (T?), we get that

\u:
Mw

4

3
|(:Ri80)r (x0)| < (T5) 0280l < (T5) " I8¢l

yielding the estimate

lo:Rsoll g < (T4)

[eal], < ()

We also note that (G(&)) = 0. Indeed, since (v(x)) = (§(T(x —-))) = 0, for every x € T?, we get
that ((92R1v)7(x9)) = 0. The conclusion then follows as above. [

As a corollary of (5.3) and the Schauder theory for the operator L, we prove that the laws of &
and v are concentrated on C™i ¢ and Ci~¢.

Corollary 5.4. Let (-) satisfy Assumption 1.1. For every ¢ € (0, ﬁ) and1 < p < co there holds

_£>p <C, (5.6)

e

<[v]’; > e (57)

i€

where the constant C depends only on p and e. Moreover, (v(x)) = 0 for every x € T

Proof. The proof of (5.6) follows by (5.3) and Lemma C.2. To prove (5.7), we use Schauder theory
for the operator L (see [ , Lemma 5]), which implies

[o]s_, = [L7'PE]s_, < [PE] s, <[] s,

As in the proof of Proposition 5.3, (v(x)) = (§(T'(x — -))) = 0 for every x € T2, by Remark 5.2 and
(1.21). n
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5.2. Estimates on F. In this section we use the spectral gap inequality (5.1) and (5.4) and (5.5) to
construct F as the L? \C ~1=¢_limit of the sequence of random variables {09;R;v;}¢o. A similar

result was proved in [ , Lemma 8] for (-) being the law of white noise (but instead considering
approximations {0;0,R;0¢},|0, where v, := L7'P& and & = ¢, = £, for a suitable mollifier ¢)
using Nelson’s hypercontractivity estimate. As in Section 5.1, our estimate holds for more general
probability measures which are not necessarily Gaussian.

In what follows, we use the convolution-commutator

[0, (-)s1(92R10)s := 0(32R10)25 — (0(92R10)5)s.
We will need the following lemma, based on (5.4) and (5.5).

Lemma 5.5. Let (-) satisfy Assumption 1.1 and for a periodic Schwartz distribution & letv = L1 P¢.
Then forany1 < p < o0 ands, S € (0, 1] there holds
1 _3 3
D) G)) e

Wl
S~—
|
ENE
—
%)

sup (1(To, ()1 (@Ri0)s)s (0IP)F < C ((s

x€T?

where the constant C depends only on p.

Proof. (5.8) is a consequence of the following two claims:

L

) ) )

L2

(I, ()s1(@R10)s) 5(x) i (59)

Cram 1 For every s, S € (0,1] and g > 1,
‘ 9

sup
x€T2< 35
Cramm 2 For every s,S € (0, 1] and xy € T?,

((To, (1)s1(02R10)5)s (x0)) = {(v(92R10)25)s (x0)) = ((0(F2R10)s)s+5(x0)) = 0. (5.10)

Assuming that these claims hold, we may apply for fixed x, € T? the LP-version (5.1) of the
spectral gap inequality to the functional G : € — ([o, (+)s](d2R10)s)s (x0), which yields (5.8) by
Cram 1 and Cramm 2 for 2 < p < oo. For p € [1, 2) (5.8) follows by Jensen’s inequality.

It is easy to see that

G(&) = (v, ()s1(3R10)s)s (x0) = // k(z.2')£(2)¢(2") dzd2’,

where k(z, z’) is smooth in both variables and /f k(z,z’)?dzdz’ < oo. A straightforward calcula-
tion using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to () and (5.4) and (5.5) we also get that
(|G(&)]) < 1. Hence, we may apply Lemma F.1 which implies that G is admissible in the spectral
gap inequality (5.1).

Proof of CraiM 1: Let xo € T? be fixed. We first notice that for every s, S € (0, 1], the derivative of
the quadratic functional G is given by

0

ZZG(@ 268 - ([60, (1)s1(92R10)s)s (x0) + (o, (+)s1(92R10)s) 5 (x0),
where §v is the unique solution of zero average in x; to £L&v = PS¢ for 6& € L?(T?).
STEP 1: We first show that

sup  |([d0, (-)s1(32R10)s)s (x0)| < / |y 1s (DI1¥s (x0 = ) (92R10)s (- = 9| 10 dy
15112 <1 R?

+/ |92l ([¥s (x0 = ) (%2R10)s (- = Yl 10 dy, (5.11)
RZ

sup |(o, (+)s1(92R160)s)s (x0)| < /RZ s II¥s(x0 =) (0(-=y) =0) | p dy.  (5.12)

161 2<1
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STEP 1A (Proof of (5.11)): By Fubini and the mean value theorem we have

(160, (951 (02R10);)s (o)
_ / s (xo - ) / Ue(y) (§o(x) - Su(x — 1) (B2R10)s (x — y) dy dx
R2 R2

1
_ / V() / s (xy - %) / (110150 (x — ty) + Y2250 (x — ty)) dt (R10)s (x — ) dx dy,
R2 T2 0

where s is the periodization of {s. By Holder’s and Minkowski’s inequalities, as well as transla-
tion invariance, it follows that

(T80, (s 1(@:Rs0)0)s (o)
< [ We@esto -0 @R (x -l o

1
/ y1010v(x — ty) dt
0

dy
Ly

1
/ Y20,00(x — ty) dt dy
0

+ [ Wl = x) @)=l o

10
3
LX

S /RZ [Y1l1Ys W15 (xo = ) (%2R10)s (x = Y| 10 dy [19180]] 10

- / [y 195 () 1¥5 (xo = %) (32R10)s (x = )| 10 dy 19a50] 3.
R2 Ly

By (D.2) and (D.3) we have ||d;9]|10, ||8250||L%o < ||16€||z2, hence (5.11) follows after taking the
supremum over ||5&||z2 < 1.

STEP 1B (Proof of (5.12)): As in STEP 1A, we have
(Tv, (-)s1(32R160)5) s (x0)
= [ 1) [ 0= 20 (0(x) - 0(x - ) @uRd0) - ) ddy
R2 T2

where ¥s is the periodization of /5. By Holder’s inequality, translation invariance, and the fact
that R; is bounded on L% (T?), we obtain that

| (To, ()s1(92R100)5) s (x0)]
< [ WS (o =) (x) = o(x = 9) 1 I@eRiB0).x = )]y
R2 Ly Ly

< / s )1 1¥5 (x0 = ) (00) = 0(x = ) || 1w dy [|8:50]) .
R2 L)

By (D.3), ||825U||L%o < ||6€]| 12, which gives (5.12) after taking the supremum over ||§¢|[;2 < 1.

STEP 2: For any ¢ > 1and x; € T?, by STEP 1 and Minkowski’s inequality (since 2q > max{%, 1}),

7°79
we get that

(&

> /|y1||¢s(y)|||‘1’s(xO—X)<|(82R10)s(x y)lz")qul wdy

+ /R2 ly2 195 () ¥ (x0 = %) (| (9 R10)s (x — ) [*9) 2 Iy dy
+ /R2 |95 (I1¥s (xo — x)(Jo(x) = v(x = y)|*T)2 I 5 dy.
By (5.4) and (5.5) this implies the bound

<Ha§c<§>

_3 _3
1 1 1 4

Zq 2q
> < sl g (5) /|y1||¢s<y>|dy+||ws|| o (s}) /|yz||¢s<y>|dy
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+1%sl,y [ d0wiigwldy
R2

15 1\17d 11 1\i} 173 1\
() E) ) ) )

which proves CrLaiu 2, since the implicit constant does not depend on xy.

Proof of Craim 2: By stationarity we know that ((0(92R10)25)s(x0)) = ((0(32R10)25)s(0)). If we
denote by o the solution to (1.3) with £ replaced by SE (x) = &(—x1, x2), by the symmetry of T (see
(1.20)) and the fact that & and 5‘; have the same law (see Assumption 1.1 (iii)), we know that ¢ = v in
law, hence ((0(92R19)25)s(0)) = ((0(d2R10)25)s(0)). By the symmetry of ¢, for ¢t € (0, 1] and the
fact that Rjo(x) = —Rjo(—x1, x2), we get ((0(92R10)25)s(0)) = —((v(32R10)25)s(0)), which implies
that ((v(92R10)25)s(0)) = 0. Similarly, ((v(d2R10)s)s+s(0)) = 0. [

We then have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.5, for every ¢ € (0, ﬁ), 1< p < oo, and
0 < 7 <t <1 dyadically related there holds

P » 1 %
[(002R107) -7 — 032R10t]_;_€ < (“) : (5.13)
4
Furthermore, the following bound holds,
1
p
sup <[092R10t]p 3 > <C (5.14)
te(0,1] TaE

In the above estimates, the constant C depends only on € and p.

Proof. STEP 1: We first prove that for every 1 < p < 00,0 < 7 < t < 1 (note that by assumption
T = % for some n > 0) and T € (0, 1] there holds,

sup (I([5, ()r—<1(@:Ri0))7 (1)) < C ((T%)_“ (£8)" +(r3) (t%)“) S 6w
x€eT?
Together with Lemma C.2 this implies (5.13). The telescopic sum identity

[0, (e 1(@R)e = > ([0, ()51 (%2R10)s) 15

0<k<n-1
s=—L
T ok+1

combined with Lemma 5.5, yields

(1T, Vo= @:R0))r Y < > {10, (1 (@eR10)s) 141 (X)IP)
0<k<n-1

which proves the desired claim.

STEP 2: We now prove that for every ¢ € (0, ﬁ), 1<p<ooandT € (0,1],

1 1\ 3¢
sup_sup (|(@a:Rio0)r(x)P)? <o (TF) ", (5.16)
te(0,1] xeT?
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which together with Lemma C.2 implies (5.14).
We first assume that t € [L,1]. Then, by Definition 1.14 of negative Holder norms and

E’
(A.14) we know that [d,R 0] EENPYES [Riv] 39 S [0] 3 Combined with (A.1) and the fact that

ol < [U]%_g, we have that

[(00R10:)7(x)| < ||0d2R10¢ |1 < |[o]| L || 02 R0 | £
it it o,
<) "R, () e, (517
4 4

By (5.7), this implies the estimate

<|(092R10t)T(x)|p>;% < (Té)_2_2€<[0]23p >P < (Té)_z_zg, (5.18)

for every t € [%, 1], uniformly in x € T? and ¢ € (0, 1].
We now assume that ¢ € (0, %]. Then, there exists T, € (%, %] such that ¢t = ZT—n for some n > 1.
Using the semigroup property, we write

(valeth)T = ((Ualel)t)T*_t - UalevT*)T_T*+t + (082R107*)T_T*+t .

By (5.13), the first term can be estimated as

1
(| (@R - 03rRi0r )y, (OIP)”

3
1

<(r-rend) (1) +(@-ment)

ST

11
()" <1,

where we also used that T, < g < T —T. + t. For the second term, noting that T, > % and
proceeding as in (5.17) and (5.18), we obtain the bound
1 1 -3_2¢ % -3_2¢
(| Carkion)y g, I < (1) <[o]§"_ > s(r)
N
Hence, we also proved that
1 1 —%—2.9
(IeaRionr0lP)? < 1+(13) (5.19)
for t € (0, %], uniformly in x € T
Combining (5.18) and (5.19) gives (5.16) upon relabelling e. ]

As a corollary we obtain,

Corollary 5.7. Let (-) satisfy Assumption 1.1. There exists a unique centered and stationary random
variable & — F (&) such that for every ¢ € (0, Wlo) and1 < p < oo,

1

lim <[F — Ualevt]113_€> =0, (5.20)

t=2""00 1
and the convergence is uniform in the class of probability measures satisfying Assumption 1.1.

Proof. We prove that for every e € (0,1],1 < p < o0 and 0 < 7 < t < 1 dyadic,

?
lim <[062R10T - U&gRlvt]p s > =0. (5.21)
t,rl0 i ¢

By the triangle inequality we have that

1

r
<[082R101- - Ualevt]li3_E>

4
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1

1 1
< <[052R10r - (Ualevr)t—f]I_)s_€> + <[(032R1Ur)t—r - 032R10t]113_g> .

4 4

To estimate the first term we use Propositions A.7 and (5.14) which imply that

1

<[062R10T - (UalevT)t_f]l_)3—€>p s ((t - 7)%)% <[082R1Ur]p f>P S ((t - T)%)% .

_3_
1 1

Using (5.13), the second term is estimated as

=

1
1\4
3 .

<[(oaszT)t_, — 0R0, 1" 3_€> < (t

4

Hence, we have proved that

1
p £ 1
<[032R107 - Ualeth]p3g> < ((t _ T)%) 2 (t%) .

4
which implies (5.21) after taking 7, ¢ | 0. This implies that the sequence {09;R;0; };¢(0,1] is Cauchy
in LV C~i¢, hence it converges to a limit F in L? _>C_%_€ . The fact that the convergence is
uniform in the class of probability measures satisfying Assumption 1.1 follows since our estimates

depend on (-) only through the spectral gap inequality (1.7).

Similarly to the proof of Lemma 5.5, we can show that (vd,R;0,(x)) = 0 for every x € T? and
t € (0,1]. Hence, as a limit in Lf '>C _%_5, the fact that F is centered and stationary follows from
the corresponding properties of v9, Ry v;. ]

5.3. Proof of Proposition 1.9.

Proof. Let (-} be given by (G(& 0, F)) := (G(& 0, F)) for every bounded and continuous
G: C‘%‘f X C%‘f X C‘%‘f — R, with the convention that under (-), v = £L7'P¢ and F is given
by (5.20) (under {-)! we think of (&, v, F) as a dummy variable in 7 := C i txCitx C_%_S).
The fact that (-}t defines a probability measure on 7~ is immediate by Corollaries 5.4 and 5.7.
Statements (i) and (ii) are immediate by the construction of {-)if. The first part of statement
(iii), that is, (1.9), is immediate by Corollary 5.7. For the second part, note that in the case when & is
smooth (-)-almost surely, the product vd,R;v makes sense (-)-almost surely and we also have that
vdyR19; — vdeRyv (-)-almost surely. By (5.20) we know that v,Rj0; — F in Ccie (-)-almost
surely along a subsequence. Hence, we should have that F = vd;Rjv (-)-almost surely.
It remains to prove the continuity statement (iv). Assume that {(-);},o converges weakly to
(- and consider {(-)}iﬂ}[w and (-)lft,
STEP 1: We prove that weak convergence of {{-)/}¢|o to (-) in the Schwartz topology implies weak

convergence in C —i-e Indeed, let G : C -#7¢ 5 R be bounded and continuous. Then, we can
write

(G(8))e = (G(8)) = ((G(D))e = (G(E))e) + ((G(Er))e = (G (&) + ({G (&) = (G(©))).

To treat the first term, we use (A.16) and (5.6) (which holds uniform in the class of probability
measures satisfying Assumption 1.1) yielding for every 1 < p < oo,

sup ([E-&1°, )

P ) ste sup ([
r€(0,1] 4

1 £
s_o)g StS. (5.22)
£€(0,1] T4T2

For § > 0 which we fix below, we write
(G(E)e = (G(E))e = {(G(8) = G(EN Y 1g-51 5, <s1)e + {(G(E) = CUED(g-51 5, =8))e-

For n > 0, by the continuity of G we can choose § sufficiently small such that

(G = GEN 14,15 <o)l < ]
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uniformly in ¢ € (0, 1]. By (5.22), the boundedness of G, and Chebyshev’s inequality, we can
choose t € (0, 1] sufficiently small such that

[{(G(O) — GEN (-1 5 <oyl < ||G||Lm(cfgfg) Sup]<1{[§—§t]_

£e(0,1

SRS

s 510 <

1€

Hence, we obtain that for ¢ sufficiently small

sup KG())e = (G(&))el <

te(0,1

N

Similarly, we can show that for ¢ sufficiently small

(G(B) — (G(&))] < g

Since {({-)¢}¢]o converges to (-) in the Schwartz topology, for every t € (0,1] we know that
(G(&))e — (G(&)) as £ | 0. In total, we have that

lim sup [{G(£))e = (G(E)] < 1.
10

which proves that (G(&)), — (G(&)) as £ | 0 since n is arbitrary.

STEP 2: We now prove that {(')l,iﬂ}[ Lo converges weakly to ()1 in 7. The argument is similar in

spirit to STEP 1. Let G : 7 — R be a bounded continuous function. Then, we write
(G(E 0. F))" = (G(& 0. F))™ = (G(&,0.F) = G(&,0,00:Ri0,))e
+ <G(§: o, UaZRlvt) - G(§9 (4 F))
+(G(§,0,00R10:))e — (G(&, 0,09, R10;)).

To estimate the first term, for § > 0 to be fixed below, we use the decomposition
(G(&0,F) = G(&0,00R101) )e = ((G(&,0,F) — G(&,v, Ualevt))l{[F—Ualevt]_%_s<5}>f
+((G(&,0,F) = G(&,0,002R10:)) 1{[F-vasRy0,]_5__ =8} )t
4

For n > 0, by the continuity of G we can choose § > 0 sufficiently small such that
{(G(E 0. F) = G(E 0.0 RO)([F-ooria <o)l < 7

uniformly in £ € (0,1]. By (5.20), the boundedness of G, and Chebyshev’s inequality, we can
choose t sufficiently small such that

sup ((G(&,0,F) = G(£,0,00:R10))1{[F-0a,Ry0r]_3_, 25} )¢
2e(0,1] 1

<160

3 3
i fxcrfxc*rf)

N

sup (1{[F-va,Ri0,]_5_ 2510 <
£e(0,1] 4

Hence, we have proved that for ¢ sufficiently small

sup (G(&,0,F) — G(&0,09;R10t))e <
e (0,1]

N

In a similar way we can show that for ¢ sufficiently small
(G(E0,F) = G(§,0,09Ry00)) < 7.

Since (-); — (-) weakly as ¢ | 0, we have that (G(¢,v,99,R10;))r — (G(& 0,00:Ry0;)) as £ | 0 for
every t € (0, 1]. Altogether, we get that

lim((G(& 0 ) — (G (&0, F))I) < p,

which in turn implies that (G(£,0, F)){* — (G(£,0,F)) as ¢ | 0 since 7 is arbitrary. Thus
{(-)i} ;10 converges weakly to (-)lft, :
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APPENDIX A. HOLDER SPACES

The following equivalent characterization of Holder norms relies on the “heat kernel” of the
operator A.

Lemma A.1 ([ , Lemma 10, Remark 1]). Let f be a periodic distribution on T?.
(1) Forf € (—%,0) \ {1, —%}, we have

1\ B
[Flp~ sup (TF) " lfrloe. (A1)
Te(0,1]
In the critical cases f € {—1, —%} we have
-B
1
sup (T3) " lfelli < [£1 (A2)
Te(0,1]

(z) Forp € —%, 0) \ {—1,-3} and f of vanishing average, we have
1\ =B
[flp~ sup (TF) " ITAS o, (43)
Te(0,1]
In the critical cases € {—1, —%} we have3°
1\~ B
sup (T5) “ITASr I < [f1p. (Aa)
Te(0,1]
(3) Fora € (0, %) \ {1} we have
[fla~ sup (T3) " ITAf ] (A5)
Te(0,1]

In the critical case &« = 1 we have®'

1\ —1
sup (T3) ITAf = < £ (A6)
Te(0,1]

In the case of periodic distributions f of vanishing average on T?, one can consider the supremum
overall T > 0 in (A.1), (A.2), (A.3), and (A.4), while in (A.5) and (A.6) the suprema over T € (0, 1)
and T > 0 are equivalent even for distributions of nonvanishing average.

We also have the following interpolation inequality.

3%Indeed, using (A.2) and (1.18) we have
1 1
IAfrlls = Ifr = APl <z s lAs s < (TP g

3'Indeed, since Ay has vanishing average, we write A fr(x) = /RZ AYyr(y)(f(x —y) — f(x)) dy and deduce via
Step 2 in the proof of Lemma 10 in [[O19] that

IAfr i < (fa /R 1A ()1d(y 0 dy < [fla (TF)

(=3+a)
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Lemma A.2. For every —% <f<0<y<acx % there exists a constant C > 0 such that the
following interpolation inequality holds for every f : T> — R,

[f1y < CIABLAE (A7)

where A € (0,1) is given by y = AB+ (1 = Na. If f has vanishing average in T2, (A.7) also holds for
y = 0 with [f], replaced by || f]|r.

Proof. By (A.1) and (A.2), we have for every T € (0,1] and x, y € T%
i) = Fr G = il + Wl < (715 (1)

01for(x) = fr(30)] < (fiz i +1fz =) oo Iz ()1 dz < [£1(T3)
160~ fr@) < 2l < (£ (1) (A%8)
0ufr (W) (1~ 90| < o sy L fy e 9) < £ (13) 952,

T

1160~ fr ) = 1) e~ )l < 1 (73 ma (1, 952),

B-1

|

T3
where we used [ , equation (26)]. In the case a € (0, 1], we claim that for every T € (0, 1] and
x,y € T:
fir () = ] 5 e (1) and 10 - fr@)] € [fled®(ry). (A9)

Indeed, by [ , equation (26)], we deduce

) =@l < [ @G =2 - fy-2lde < [ladey)® [ Yr(a)lds
R2 R2
< [flad®(x,y),
|for (x) — fr(x)| < /Rz [Yr ()| fr(x —2) = fr(x)|dz < [f]ac/Rz [Yr(2)]d(2,0)* dz
< [f1e(13)"
In the case a € (1, %), arguing as above, we also have for every T € (0,1] and x,y € T2

fr () = Fr (@) = 9 fr@) G = )] S [flad™(x.9), )
fir(0) = fr (0l £ o Wr@IIfr(x = 2) = fr () +afr 0zl dz < [fle (TH) T, (As0)

0ufir () = 3fr (O] < fa o (DI fig (x = 2) - f (e = 2l de < [l (13)

where we used ./RZ Yrdz =1and /RZ z21Y7(z) dz = 0. To prove (A.7) we distinguish three different
cases for y.

[N

W=

Cask y € (0, 1): First, assume that @ € (0, 1]. Interpolating (A.8) and (A.9), we obtain for every
T € (0,1] and x,y € T?:

fir () - e @) s AL (1)
150~ frw)l < LI (1) de g0

If ny € Z is the largest integer such that 275 >d (x,y), then for every n > ny

[forn (%) = fon (y)]
< |forn () = formo ()| + | formo (%) = formo (Y] + [ fo-n (y) = fomo (1)

n-1 n-1
< 3 ren () = eG4 i () = Frm @+ 3 orion () = e @)

k:no k:no
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< UL (Z )+ () e y>“—*>“)

o no \ AB
S 5L ((2‘3)y+ (%) ac y><1-*>“) YRy, (A

which in turn implies (A.7) by letting n — oo.

In the case « € (1, %), first, one needs to choose ny € Z such that 2= > xkd(x,y) > Z‘HOTH
with a constant k > 0, depending only on y, which we fix below. Second, one needs to estimate
the intermediate term |f;-n0 (x) — f2-n0 (y)| differently. For this, we need to use that for every
T € (0,1], by (A.1), (A.2), Definition 1.14, and since y < 1,

01 frlle < [A1f1y-1(T3) ™1 < co[f1,(T3) !

where ¢y > 0 depends only on y. By interpolating between (A.8) and (A.10), we estimate the
intermediate term for a constant C > 0 (depending on «, f3, y) by,

| fa=mo (x) = forno (y)]
< famo (%) = forno (y) — 91 fona (y) (%1 — Y1) | + [01fo-m0 (y) (x1 — Y1)

A
<t (2 e ma (1 552 sl @ e

< Celf131f1a7 (e y) +col flye " d(x, y).

Choosing k > 0 such that cox? ™! = % and proceeding as in (A.11) (where now the change of n,
affects the implicit constant by a factor depending on «), after passing to the limit n — oo we
obtain

() = Fw)] < (C[f]g[f];ﬁ + %[f]y) dxy).

Dividing by d(x,y)" and taking the supremum over x # y we finally obtain (A.7).

Casey € (1, 2): Since @ > y we also have a € (1, 2). Interpolating (A.8) and (A.10), we obtain for
every T € (0,1] and x,y € T?,

fir () = fr(0l < U (13
0fir () = aufr Il < LA (1)

1\ A8 A
) = fr®) = anfe () (e = )l s LIS (1) (e ) 9 ma (1, d(;"f’)) .

If ny € Z is the largest integer such that 275 >d (x,y), the same argument as in the previous
case yields for n > ny,

[fon () = fn(y) = a1 fin (9) (1 = )|
< 1o (3) = formn (9) = 91 foom (9) (51 = Y| + foon (x) = formn ()
+1fon(y) = farmo (W) + 101 fo-n (y) = 01 fo-m (y)|x1 — y1]
no \ A =t k = k\Y~
S AL ((2‘3) Ay e Y (275) wdey) Y (27) )

k=ny k=ny

A

< A1 d (),
which yields (A.7) by letting n — co.



VARIATIONAL METHODS FOR A SINGULAR SPDE 43

CasE y = 1: Take a sequence (y,) C (1, 2) such that y, \ 1, and consider the corresponding
exponents A, — A. Then by [ , Remark 2] and the previous case, we have

[l [y s T 11

with implicit constants independent of n. We can therefore perform the limit n — oo to conclude
the estimate for y = 1.

CaAst y = 0 and f has vanishing average: If [ f], = 0, then f = 0,3% so (A.7) holds trivially. Assume
that [f], # 0. If & € (0, 1], we have for every T > 0,

FE < 160 = @)+ ()] < /R @I G2~ fldz+ (1) 1],
< (1) e+ (1) 105

while if & € (1, %),

O < 160 = frl+ ()] < /R Wr@IIfGe-2) - £ + o f @zl dz+ (14 111
< (1) 11+ (1) 111

where we used /RZ z1Y71(z) dz = 0 and Lemma A.1 in the case of distributions with vanishing

1
average, as T can be larger than 1. Choosing T3 = (%) “’ leads to the conclusion. ]

Remark A.3. One can also prove that for —% <f<l<ac< % the interpolation estimate

lorflles s [FT5L16 (A12)

holds for A € (0,1) given by 1 = A5 + (1 — A)a. Indeed, by Lemma A.2 (the case y = 0) we know
that

o1 fllze < [a1f15_ o1 f1575-

By Definition 1.14, we have [91f]s-1 < [f]s and by [ , Lemma 12], we know [0 fla-1 S [flas
so the desired estimate follows.

We also need the following lemma for the Hilbert transform acting on Holder spaces.

Lemma A.4.

(1) For f € (—2,0) and e > 0 such that p— ¢ € (—%, 0), there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for every periodic distribution f,

[Riflpe < CLflp. (A13)

(2) Fora € (0, %) and ¢ > 0 such that a — ¢ € (0, %) there exists a constant C > 0 such that for
every f : T? - R,

[le]a—e < C[f]a' (A-14)
Proof. To prove (A.13), we claim that for every ¢ € (0, %) and T € (0, 1], we have that
1\ €
IRsfrllis < (T3) Dz o

Indeed, if we write W7 for the periodization of y7, by the semigroup property and Young’s

inequality for convolution we have for p = 2—1 > 1,

5
1\ "2
IRl < Il IRYE e < Wl l¥gl e, < Wfgles (T9)

32This is clear for @ € (0,1) since f has vanishing average. For a € (1, %) notice that by [ , Lemma 12],
||01f ]|z = 0, hence by Definition 1.13 f is constant, and this constant is 0 since f has vanishing average.
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where we used that the Hilbert transform is bounded3? on Li’%l (T?) for 1% > 1 and the bound

5
||‘I’% | 2 < (T%)_ﬁ, which follows from Remark 1.12. Then (A.13) follows via the character-
1

ization of negative Holder norms (A.1) and (A.2) if f —€ # —1, —%. In those cases, consider

Y € (B — €, ) and use the previous case together with [ , Remark 2].
Equation (A.14) is essentially [ , Lemma 7], noting that we can assume that f is of vanishing
average, as R; annihilates constants and [ f — /T2 fdxle < [fla- [ |

Lemma A.5. Leta € (—%, %) \ {0} ands > 0 such thata —s € (—%, %) \ {-1, —%, 0, 1}. There exists
a constant C > 0 such that for every periodic f € C?,

[o1]°fla—s < Clf]e-

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that f is of vanishing average because [f —
[]I‘Z fdx]e < [fla and [|01]°f],_; is invariant by adding a constant to f. Then by the semigroup

property, |01 fr = (%) * fr * (|al|8¢)% for every T € (0,1] and since |9; |5y € L'(R?), we deduce

2

—S
ITAl frllie < (T%) ITAf || Hence, we obtain that

1\ —(a=s) s 1\ -
(T5) Al s < (T3) T AL s,
and the conclusion follows by Lemma A.1. ]

Lemma A.6. Leta € (—%, %) \ {0}. For every sequence { f,}n>1 C C* withsup,s[fnla < o, there
exists f € C* with

[f]a < hlll)iol;lf[ﬁ’t]a;

such that f,, — f in C*7¢ for every ¢ > 0 along a subsequence. In particular, the embedding
C% — C*7¢ is compact.
Proof. First, assume that @ — ¢ # —1, —%, 0,1. Let {f,}n>1 € C* such that

K = sup[fyla < oo,

nx1

and, if a € (0, %), we assume in addition that {|| f, ||z~ }n>1 is uniformly bounded (hence, up to
subtraction, we may assume that f;, has zero average for any n € N).

By [1019, Lemma 13] there exists f € C* such that f, — f (along a subsequence) in the sense
of distributions and

[fle < liminf[fyl, < K.
n—oo
For T,t > 0 we have that

(ASf = Af)rle < [(Af = Af)rllee + [(Af = Afa)rarllLe
+[((Afa)e = Afa)r e (A.s)
By (A.3), (A.5), and (A.16) below the following estimates hold

1\a—&=3 1\a—€e=3 1\ €

IAf = Aforls < (T5) 1 = flame s K(T3) 7 (£)
1\¥—€-3 Na—e=3 / 1\€
1Af) = Afrlls < (T5) 1o~ fala-e <K (T5) ()

By Young’s inequality for convolution and (1.18) we further have that

IAS = Afdeerlis < (1) AT - AflL

5 .
2(3—a+e)

33This follows from the fact that the Hilbert transform R is bounded on L9(R?) for any g € (1,c0) and the
transference of multipliers method [ , Theorem 4.3.7].
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Since f, — f in the sense of distributions, (Af — Af,); — 0 as n — oo pointwise for every
t € (0,1], and by (A.3) and (A.5) we know that

1\a-3 1

lAf ~Aglle < (1) 17~ file s K (18)

Hence, by dominated convergence theorem, ||(Af — Af,):l — 0 as n — oo for every

2(3 +£)
t € (0,1]. Taking n — o0 in (A.15) and using again (A.3) and (A 5) we obtain that

limsup[f — file_s < K (t)

n—oo

which completes the proof if we let t — 0.

Ifa—¢e{-1, —%, 0,1}, consider y € (@ — ¢, @); in view of [ , Remark 2] and the above
result we then have [f — fula—¢ < [f — fuly, = 0asn — co. ]
Proposition A.7. For every a € (—— —) \ {0} and e > 0 such thata — ¢ € (—— —) \{-1,-3,0,1}

the following estimate holds:

1

[f = fla—e 5 (£5) [fle (416)

Proof. To prove (A.16) we use the definition of /; and the semigroup property to estimate for
t,T € (0,1]

t+T t+T
1A F = gl < /T 1A f 11 ds = /T 1A £ ds

t+T t+T
- [ s Al ds < [ 1A Il Af e 0.
T T

Since || AYs |11 < 571, (A.3) and (A.5) imply that

t+T _34a—¢ t+T .
1A = for e < e [ 6h e S st (r) 7 [ b S

N

so that (A.16) follows from (A.3) and (A.5). |

APPENDIX B. BESOV SPACES

In the next lemma we summarize some useful properties of the Besov seminorms that we often
use in this article.

LemmaB.1. Let0 <s<s' <1,1<p<q<oo,andje{1,2}. The following estimates hold

Ifllge < [fls (B.1)

Ifllgs, < [f]s, (B.2)

Ifllgs, < Wfllgy  and Afllgy <Ifllgy . (B.3)
9P flle < CCs, s f N gt (B.4)

for every function f : T — R, where the constant C(s,s’) > 0 depends only on s and s’.

Proof. Estimates (B.1) and (B.2) are immediate from Definitions 1.13 and 2.1. Both estimates in (B.3)
follow from Definition 2.1 and Jensen’s inequality. To prove (B.4) we first notice that by a simple
calculation of the Fourier coefficients we have the identity

I f(x)
|a]sf(x)—k/ e 4h x €T,
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for some constant ks > 0 which depends only on s, where we interpret the integral as a principle
value. Then by Minkowski’s inequality we get

s o\
1;1° flle Sks‘/R([dex dh

1 1
| f(x)P \? 2" f(x)P \?
<k, /de dh + kg /de dh.
<1 \Jr2 |h|GDP =1 \Jr2 |h|GDP

The first term in the last inequality is estimated by

Gl | L op 1ol \?
/ /‘de dh=2/ /de dh
<1 \Jrz |h|(sHDP o \Jre hGtDp

1 hs’—s 2
S 2 dh hs! = ——— ps’ s
|5 anilsy = 5= rlsy,

where we also used translation invariance of the torus and that s’ > s. The second term is
estimated by Minkowski’s inequality

1
BFor |7 ~ 4 4
——dx| dh <4 dh ==
/Ih N ( /. L <4 [ dhlfiue = S0l

where we used again translation invariance of the torus. If f has vanishing average in xJ, then

Ifllr < ||f||35 . Otherwise || f — / fdxjlle < ||f||33f and we can replace f by f — / f dx;.
This completes the proof. ]

Lemma B.2.
(i) Foreverys € (0,1), p > 1 and f,g : T — R we have

1£9llzs < Ifligs Nlglle= +11fllze [gls
1£9llgs, < fligs Nlglles +11flle [g] 3

(ii) For everys € (0, 1), there exists a constant C(s) > 0 depending only on s such that for every
e€(0,1-s)and f,g:T? — R we have

orl* (FPllrz < 2M01F fllzz2llgllz~ + Cﬁ) If N2 [g]sses
o2l* (FP Iz < 2010 fllzzllgllz~ + &Ilflly 3 (s+e)-

Ve
Proof. (i) For j € {1, 2} we have that
I (f9)(x) = (9 f)(x)g(x + hej) + £ (x)(9) (x),
hence by Minkowski’s inequality, ||ah(fg)||Lp < ||(8§‘f)g(- + hej)|lr + ||f(a;.’g)||Lp. It

follows that [|fgllgs < [Ifll; llglli=+Iflls[gls, with s, = s and 5, = s

(ii) By (2.2) we know that

dh
. _ o dh
1912(f) 112, = c / e / P b

Similarly to (i) we can prove that

dh
h
. [ i [ G an

2c o 24 o + 25 2/ 2 d
< /|h|25/| f (0l xlhlllgllL + 26|11} s S| Pg(x)| |h|

x€T?
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1 Wy odh
sup [9g(x)[* 7,
IR T

= 2[l10;1° FII7: gllFe + 2¢5 11 £11 7 /
R

where in the last step we used again (2.2). Using the periodicity of g and the fact that
for h > 1 we can write h = hg + hyy with hg € (0,1] and hy,y € Z, we notice that

|9"g(x)| = |3;lfr9(x)| < [gls;hy < [gls, withsj € {s+ ¢ 3(s +¢)}. Then the result follows
from
1 (o] =)
1 . dh (1 dh \. -,
[ )i it < (5o [ o,

Lemma B.3. Foreverys € (0,1) andy € (s, 1], there exists a constant C(s,y) > 0 depending only
on s and y such that the following duality estimate holds for every f,g : T> — R,

[y

Proof. By the mean value theorem and the definition of the kernel {r we have that

/f(g_gl)dx:/ /fargzrdxdT=/ /f(|91|3—9§)92TdXdT-
T2 0o Jr 0 Jr

Let (D = |9,y and /(@ = |3,|> 57y Recalling that |9;|*¥, |8,|y € L (R?) for every a > 0,3
integrating by parts and using the semigroup property we obtain by (A.1) and Remark 1.12,

; :

//f(lalP—aé)gndxdT //(|all3—a§)ngdedT
0 T? 0 T2
<f [
0 T2
+/2/ T‘S_Ty

0 T2

1

2 sy
o (110 Pl + 10 ¥l 1« [ 775 ar.

0

< C(sp) (1o fllgs + a1 Flls + £ ) [g] -

@l f i | [g) T3 dxdr

02157 f 5 g [g] 573 dxdT

The proof is complete since the last integral is finite for y > s and by (A.1) we also have the

estimate
) / f g1dx
TZ

The following Lemma establishes an optimal Sobolev embedding with respect to our anisotropic

metric. Recall that in our context the (scaling) dimension of the space is dim = %, and d; costs as

< fllzellgallze <s 11z [g]-s-

much as % of 9. Therefore, the critical exponent of the embedding H' . . C L% is given by
anisotropic
% _ 2dim _
2= dim-2 10.
34As explained in [ , Proof of Lemma 10], the kernel ¢ factorizes into a Gaussian in x; and a kernel ¢(x) that

is smooth and |x; |3611<<p € L*(R) for every k > 0 because in Fourier space §i‘e‘|§1 I has integrable derivatives up to
order 3.
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Lemma B.4. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any function f : T> — R of vanishing
average in xi,

2
Il < € (191 f Uz + 122l flzz) ®5)
1 1
11, < € (112115l + 121 1), (B.6)
3 2(3
11, < € (Ianl#*<fllie + Mol E9 flie), e e (0,1, (B.7)

Proof. We first prove (B.5). For that, by the one-dimensional Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev in-
equalities, using that f(-, x2) has vanishing average, we have that for every x;, x; € [0, 1),

1 5
1fCox)lleg < Nouf Coxa)llf, I1FCox) s
X1 X1
2 3 5
1 Gen, Mg, s 0203 f Cer, I, 1F Gers Ml ro + 1 Geas )l -
X9 X9
Hence, Holder’s inequality implies

([

5

1 5
< Mo fUENFIL S,

L6

X2

2 3 5 2 3 5
SRl FIRNEN S + 1l < 122 FULIN o+ e
x1

s,

Therefore, we obtain

2 1 3 3 1 9
5 L 2 3 3 1 9
Lf [z < ([l fllze I fllre S loufll s lo2l3 FIS AN o + HTof IS IS,
1 2|4 L L L L L
X1

3
5
LS,
It follows by Young’s inequality that for any ¢ € (0, 1) there exists a constant C(¢) > 0 such that

1f 10 < ellfllpo + C(e) (||<71f||L2 + |||92|%f||L2),

from which (B.5) follows.
1

For the second inequality observe that % =5 11—0 + % . %, so that (B.6) follows from complex

interpolation (with change of measure). Indeed, by inequality (B.5) in the form

fles > (hkal + kel HIF 0P
ke(2nZ)?
it follows that Id : L2((27Z)% wdy) — L'°(T? dx) is bounded, where w(k) := |k;|*> + |k2|%
and y is the counting measure, while Parseval’s identity || f ||i2 = Dke(2nz)? | f (k)|? shows that
Id : L?((2nZ)?,dy) — L?*(T? dx) is bounded. Hence, by interpolation (see [ , Corollary
5.5.4]), it follows that Id : L?((27Z)?, w2 dy) — L (T?, dx) is bounded, which implies (B.6). The
bound (B.7) follows similarly by interpolation. ]

Lemma B.5. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for every s; € [0,1] and s; € [0, %] with
s1+ %sz < 1 and every periodic function f : T — R of vanishing average in x, the following holds

lo: P 192 £1I 7. < CH(f).
In particular, any sublevel set of & (respectively H ) over ‘W is relatively compact in L.

Proof. The desired estimate is immediate by Hélder’s inequality in Fourier space and (2.15). To
prove that the sublevel sets of & (respectively H) over ‘W are relatively compact, we notice that
H(f) controls |||81|%f||Lz and || |82|%f||Lz, hence also || f]|;2 since f has vanishing average. By the
compact embedding H 2 cL?and (2.14), we deduce that any sublevel set of & (respectively H)
over ‘W is relatively compact in L?. ]



VARIATIONAL METHODS FOR A SINGULAR SPDE 49

Below we use the following notation for s > 0 and a periodic function f : T? — R with
vanishing average in x,

WA = [ o arse [ (1 ilr) an ®3)

Lemma B.6. Lets > 0. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any periodic function f : T? — R
with vanishing average in x; there holds

2
orl* fllzz + llo2]3* fllz < CllIfIlls- (B.9)
Proof. Note that by the definition of ||| f]||s we only have to bound |||32|%sf||Lz < WfNls- This

follows easily by an application of Holder’s inequality in Fourier space. Indeed, by (2.2) we have
that®

/wﬁvmm DTkl RE= D al kel IFRI kI F ()
TZ

ke (27Z)? ke (2nZ)?
3 3
<| D kITlPIFOE| [ D kEIf!
ke(2nZ)? ke (2nZ)?

(Amw%m%ﬂ%émwmr

2 _s 1 2
5/ 01172 102|° f1*dx + —/ lox°£17 dx < [IIf1I3.
T2 3 T2 3

IA

Lemma B.7. Lete € (0, i]. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any f,g : T — R with
vanishing average in x; there holds

1
”|81 2

< CUIf gl

In particular, we have that |||81|%(fg)||Lz < Cﬂ(f)%(H(g)%

Proof. By (2.2), writing gh :=¢g(- + h), we have

o= [eter as
sééﬁ%%ﬂxmﬁ//IAVMwﬂ (3.10)

To estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (B. 10) we use Lemma B.4. We fix € € (0, l] and

let pl = ke 10 and pe = g:ze > 1. Then - 70 + 5r = 1, so that by Holder’s inequality,

1 2
e e dh
[7‘h 21 . h2 24 / ah 2pe dy Pe 5+K5
= llgll%s. i fre dx|
MM@AMJJ| e

35Recall that f has vanishing average in x1, in particular j? (0, k2) = 0 for all ky € 27Z.

|||31 2

with k. =
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where in the last step we also used translation invariance. Note that the exponent 2p, € (2, 10),
so that we may interpolate

1 1-0¢
e dh Oe = dh
sl o [ [ (o) *
/R(/T of hE = Jo\Je 'Y 1S P2
0,

_ < dh

< 2(19e)//ah 24| 91

SWAT [ otrrax) G

with 0, = % + €. By Jensen’s inequality, the mean-value theorem, and Poincaré’s inequality for
functions with zero average in x1, it then follows that

© dn dh dh \%
/R(/TZ |a{lf|2 dx) |h|2 ~ I|f||1+26 (/;l|>1 W) ||alf‘”1+2€ ('/l;ll 1 |h|1—_26) < ||alf”1+2€'
- <

By Lemmata B.4 and B.6 we can estimate ||f||L10 < |||f|||1 and ||g||ps+re S |||9|||%+6, hence

h 2 2
[ [1etriig ax o < IFIEgIE, ..

It remains to bound the second term on the right-hand side of (B.10). Similar to the fist term, we
get by Holder’s inequality and interpolation that

4

[ fonsrate [{[maol [ os)
< Wit [ ([ it dx) [ |alg|5dx) o
<wizaat [ ([ |a?g|2dx)3 T

If ¢ < %, splitting the integral in h, it follows with Jensen’s inequality that

5 dh 5 dh 5 dh
E4 |2dx) —:/ ( EX |2dx) —+/ ( EX |2dx) —
/R( e B2 = Jipor \Jre 7 B2 " Jipyer e 9 A2
4 dn \ %12 \*  dh
< ||32(/ —) +/ / w] 4
Il lh=1 [hI? Ihj<1 \J12 |h|z+6€ |n|1-4e
s |9%g|? : s 5pc it
< lgll%, + / / a3 < gl + arliegllt,
I ( hi<1 Iz |h|Fe2e |h| e A Il

Using again Lemmata B.4 and B.6, we may bound ||f|lz10 < [lIflll1 and |lgllzs < llgllls

34 the

conclusion follows with ||g||2 < [llgllls,.. If ¢ = i, we use instead the estimate
4

5 dh . dh
o |2dx) APy ||32/ gl
-/|h|<1( w19 |h|? RS |h|3 M-

|
As for the Sobolev embedding in Lemma B.4, we next prove the embedding H amstmplc cCe,
which is optimal and the critical exponent is given by & = 1 — dlzm = —}—1.

Lemma B.8 (Besov embedding into Holder spaces). There exists a constant C > 0 such that for

any periodic distribution f : T?> — R of vanishing average, and s € (0, 1) \ {3 Z, Z, 9} there holds

[f1-sss < CUlOP SNl + 16217 £lz2), (B.11)
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In particular, [w]_1 < C?‘((w)% for everyw € W.

1
~q
Proof. Since f is of vanishing average, by (A.3) and (A.5) we know that for s € (0, 1)\ {%, %, %, %},

1\i-s
Flgus~ sup (T5)"ITASlis,

Te(0,1]

Writing [0y > fr = |04°f % |01 [*~*yr and 82 f = |9|5° f % |9,|>~ 5%y, and using that |9;|%y € L?(R?)
for every @ > 0 and j = 1, 2, we deduce with Young’s inequality for convolution of functions (as
in Remark 1.12) that

— 2 _2
1A el < Mo Flle o= rlze + 110615 Flliellanl~ 55l
1) ~3+s—§ s 24
<(T5) T (el Sl + 22l 1z )

This implies that

5

1\17% 2
Floges~ s (T5)"ITAL e < Nlanl* Flle + Mol o
Te(0,1

Combining (B.11) for s = 1 and (2.15), we conclude that [w]_1 < 7’{(\/\1)% foreverywe W. nm

_1
4

The next proposition is the classical 1-dimensional embedding of Besov spaces into L? spaces
in the periodic setting. 3

Proposition B.g. For every p € (1,00] and q € [1, p] with (p,q) # (co, 1), there exists a constant
C(p,q) > 0 such that for every periodic f : [0,1) — R with vanishing average

([ vere) scea [ ([ e S B12)

with the usual interpretation for p = co or q = oo.

Proof. We prove the statement for p € (1, c0) (the case p = oo follows similarly). For T € (0, 1] let
2
or(h) = ﬁe_%, h € R, be the heat semigroup, and denote its periodization by

1 (h=k)? .
Z e T = Z e VKT 2nikh - p e [0, 1),
NarT kezZ kezZ

Note that ®7 is smooth, &1 > 0, |[|D7||;1 = /01 &1 dh =1, and for every T € (0, 1]

o7 (h) =

—~ 1
forli <14 Y, T <1v [GrOdEs 1400 s
keZ\{0} R VT
Therefore, by interpolation, for every r € [1,00] and T € (0, 1] we have
-(1-1)
@7l < VT : (B.13)
We also claim that for every T € (0, 1]
h2
sup —&r(h) < 1. (B.14)
|n| <3 T
30The nonperiodic version of the statement is essentially a combination of [ , Proposition 2.20 and Theorem

2.36].
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_1)?
Indeed, using that for every k € Z \ {0}, |h| < %, and T € (0,1], (h;f)z > (lkLTZ) > %, we

. _(h-i)?
obtain3’ e” T < ﬁ < % It then follows that

R /4 h2 h2 2 h2 2 2 1
dd (I)T(h) = —e_% + —e_(hg) < su zze_T + h2 — < 1.
vV T p 2
T keZ\{0} z€eR keZ\{0}

By the semigroup property and the periodicity of f we know that for z € —%, %),

f#®or(2) — f+D7p(2) = ‘/12 (a;hf* <I>T(z)) Or(h) dh.

Using Minkowski’s inequality and Young’s inequality for convolution with exponents 1+ 1—17 = % + (17
with r € [1, 0) we deduce by (B.13),

1

(/_ |f * ®or(2) — f * Dr(2)[? dz) < /_ 7 (h) (/_ 077 F % D (2)|P dz) dh

< ( / : |<1>T<z>|fdz)1 / L orh ( / : |ai’f<z>|de); dh

1 1 1
2 2 2

s—— [ e
\/T(E_E) -3

where we also used a change of variables and periodicity to replace —h by h.
To prove (B.12) we now write

1

/ ’ |2 f(2)|7 dz) ' dh, (B.15)

1
2

F@) =) (f 5 Bppr(2) = £+ @i(2)) = f + D1(2),
k=1

and obtain by (B.15) that

1 Pl ’ :
( / If(z)lf’dz) =( / If(Z)Isz) s2(1)+2(2)+( / |f*<1>1(z)|f’dz) . (B16)
0 — _

1 1
2 2

=

where
1
2

0 11 ! é
7(2) _ Z \/Ek(E p)/ ®, «(h) f |a{’f(z)|q dzl an.
k=1 (1rl<L: |RIVZ > 1} _

1
2

> 1_1 1 i
U Nout 1,)/ @, () /2 o] dn
k=1 {Ihlsézlhlx/ikg} _

—_

k
Using that by (B.13), SUP )< 1 |D,-x ()] < V2", we can estimate %(!) as follows:

1
1 11 1 q
(M s/2 > Vvatlas) (/2|a§1f(z)|qdz) dh

2 (kx1:RVZE<1) 2

1 1 1

2 1 2 q dh

s [ == [ dr@me) o
-3 |hla7? \Y/- |h|

1
2

37Recall thate™ < % for x > 1—16.
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For (3, by (B.14) and the fact that é - % —1 < 0 (since (p, q) # (o0, 1)), we have

1

S V5l e “ dh
; (b= rV2<>1y 1Rl J- if ||

1
2

i1 2 " dh
<11 / — / Ghfdz] ot
q P _% |h|q D — | |

%
For the last term in (B.16) we use that f has vanishing average and periodicity, which implies that

f_i f#®1(z+h)dh=0forevery z € (—%, %), to obtain the bound

1
2

1

! o[ g % G
([1 |f*<l>1(z)|pdz) :(/_1 fx®1(z) — _lf*d)l(z+h)dh dz)

< /_% (/_;|a{7f*d>1(z)|f’dz);) dhs/_é ([%w{’f(z)wdz); dh

1 1 1 1
2 2 2 2

1 2 T dh
S / 1_1 (/ |a{’f(z)|qdz) T (B.17)
=3 |hja7r \J-3 Al

2

[T

where we also used Minkowski’s inequality, Young’s inequality for convolution and the fact that

é - 117 + 1 > 0. The right hand side of (B.17) is estimated by twice the right hand side of (B.12), so

the conclusion follows. [ ]

The next lemma allows us to connect the estimate (2.4) with regularity in Besov spaces.

Lemma B.10. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for everys € (0,1), p € [1,c0) and every
periodic function f : [0,1) — R the following estimate holds:

1 1 1717 1 1 h 1 , 717
sup =< (/(; |8{’f(z)|f’ dz) <C sup] s (E</0 /O |8{1 f(IFP dzdh’| . (B.18)

he(0,1] he(0,1

Proof. Let h € (0,1]. Then for A’ € (0, h] we have that

1 1 1
/ o f(2)|P dz < 2P~ / |0 f(2)|P dz + 2P / |07 F(z+ 1P da.
0 0 0

Integrating over b’ € [%, h] we obtain that

1 hopl hopl
h / |2 f(2)|P dz < 2° ﬁ / o f(2)|P dzdh’ + 2P / / |07 f(z+ 1P dzdh'.
0 7 Y0 2 Jo
By the change of variables h"" = h — b’ and z’ = z + h — h”’, upon relabelling, we see that

h pl h 1
L / 108 F(z+ )P dzdh = / ’ / 18" F(2)|P dzdl,
aJo o Jo

where we also used periodicity in z. Hence we have proved that

! or Rl
/ | f(2)|P dz < - / / |o% £ (2)|P dz dW,
0 0 0

which in turn implies (B.18). ]
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APPENDIX C. STOCHASTIC ESTIMATES
We show that solutions of the linearized equation
Lv=P¢ (Ca)

almost surely have (negative) infinite total energy (see (1.1) for the definition) under the law of
white noise.

Proposition C.1. Assume that (-) is the law of white noise. If v is the solution of vanishing average
in x1-direction to Lo = PE, then E;,; (v) = —oo (-)-almost surely.

Proof. Recall that in Fourier space we have an explicit representation of the solution to (C.1) as

£(k)

(k) = ———"—— fork; #0 d 9(0,k;) =0 forallk; € 277Z.
v(k) RAETE or k; and 0(0, k) orall k; € 21

A short calculation shows that the harmonic part of the energy is
H(v) = Eudx,
T2

so that

1 02 2 1 Z)z 1
Bue(o) = =H@) + [ (|a1|-za1—) de-2 [ (|al|-za1—) (10117# 220} .
T2 2 T2 2

By Young’s inequality, we have

1 2 2
Eior(v) < —17'((0) + 3/ (|81|_2810—) dx. (C.2)
2 T2 2

By (B.1), (B.4) and [ , Lemma 12], we may estimate

0%\’ 10?2\’ 102\’ - 4
ol 20— dx= Rilo1|? =] dx = o|?—] dx < < ,
[lortos) ar= [ (rial ) ar= [ (1005 @< 02, < 10,

where [v] 3, is finite (-)-almost surely by (5.7)
We next show that

Heo = Y W)

P! k2 + [kq|~1k5
diverges (-)-almost surely. Since f(—k) = —g(k), we have that

SO R
Ho) =2 > _BBE__, > alEw)l”

2 —17.2
ke2nZ2\{k, <0} kl + [k kz ke2rz2\{k; <0}

By the independence of {| f (k) [} ke2nz2\ (k, <0y and Kolmogorov’s 0-1 law, we know that the probabil-
ity of the event {H (v) = +oo} is either 1 or 0. Hence, it is enough to show that ({H (v) = +o0}) > 0.
We first notice that

2, @lElz ) ey = ), aX

ke2nZ2\{k; <0} ke2nZ2\{k; <0} ke2nZ2\{k; <0}

and since the random variables (k) are identically distributed, there exists p € (0,1) such
that (X;) = p for every k € 2772 \ {k; < 0}. Given M > 1, there exists a finite subset
J € 2772\ {k; < 0} such that % 2key @k = M and the following estimate holds

pY o= <Z X>

keJ keJ
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s%Zak 1—<{Zaka2M}> +Zak<{2aka2M}>.

keJ keJ keJ keJ
Then, it is easy to see that
p
Z apXx =My ) > 21 > 0,
keJ 4

which in turn implies

<{ ar Xy = +OO}> = lim <{ ap Xy = M}> > 4 >0
MT+o0 2—-p
ke2nZ?\ {k; <0} ke2nZ?\ {k; <0}
Thus, we obtain that
({H(v) = +oo}) 2 <{ Z ap Xy = +OO}> > 0,
ke2772\ (k1 <0}
which proves the desired claim. [ ]

The next lemma is a Kolmogorov-type criterion for periodic random fields.

Lemma C.2. Let {g(x)},cr2 be a random field and assume that for some a € (0,2) and every
1<p<o

o
sup (T5)" sup (lgr(x)|")7 < .
Te(0,1] x€T?

Then, for every ¢ € (0,% —a), g € C™%¢ almost surely and for every 1 < p < oo there exists
C(e,p) > 0 such that

([91%a-c)" < C(ep).
Let p, > i. We first claim that

1 ns 28 1 —na
MNZ( DT (25) T Ngenlluee,

Indeed, for every T € (0, 1] we can find n > 1 such that 27" < T < 27"*! and by the semigroup
property and Remark 1.12, we obtain

Proof. First assume that a + ¢ # 1, %

1

1\ate 1\ —n(a+e) n(a+e)
(T5) llgrlle= < (28) 7 Mgamranliie (2] llgarnli

—n(a+e)
e

<Z( %) (23)_"“ g e

and, taking the supremum over all T € (0, 1], we conclude the above claim via (A.1).
Then, for every p > p,, Minkowski’s and Jensen’s inequality imply

<(Zl (2;)-"(6—2;) )" llgz—n||m)p>;
)™ )

< Z(
< Z (2%)_"(5‘2;9) (2%)_” <||92-"||1L)p>’%

)(n+1)2’7

W=
W=

llg2-n-1llLre

([g]’ia_‘g)%

N

w\._‘
=

nx>1
n>1
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-n g—i [24
sZ(Z%) e-sie) sup (T%) sup (|g7 (x)|7)?,
ns1 Te(0,1] x€T?

S

1 1
where in the final step we used the estimate (llnglﬁ,)P < sup, e lgr(x)|P)P. As e > 2

hypothesis yields the conclusion. For p € [1, p,), one concludes via Jensen’s inequality.
In the critical case a + ¢ = 1, %, one considers y < a + ¢ and applies the above to conclude
g € C7Y, which together with [I019, Remark 2] gives g € C™%7%. ]

, our

APPENDIX D. SOME ESTIMATES FOR THE LINEAR EQUATION

Lemma D.1. There exists C > 0 such that for every ¢ € (0, %) and every £ € C~i7¢, the solution v

of vanishing average in x; to the equation Lv = P¢ satisfies |d;| 10,0 € Ci7¢ with
[lo1™ a0y, < CLE] 5.
Proof. Recalling our notation A = |9;| L, we have that
Pér = Lor = || Avr.

1_
4

For g = |9;| 1,0, this yields
ﬂgT = ﬂ|81|_16207 = azpr.
Hence, for T € (0, 1] we have that

1 1\33
ITAGrli= = TloPEr I = TIPEL * doprlli = 28 (T3) " IPEL % (@o)z

1 3 1 i
< () IPeglee < (T3)" (PEL g,
2
where we used the characterisation of negative Holder spaces from Lemma A.1. Note that the
implicit constant is universal for ¢ small, in particular for ¢ € (0, %). Hence, we obtain that

[l 0z0] s, = [g1:-

1\ —ite
. S sup (T3) ITAgr = < [€] s _,.
Te(0,1]

Proposition D.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for every §& € L?(T?), the solution Sv of
vanishing average in x; to Lv = PSE satisfies the following estimates:

[60]s < Cl|6E]l 12, (D.1)
9160l 10 < ClI5E]| 12, (D.2)
l19280] 0 < ClISE]| 2 (D3)

Proof. Writing 825v and |9, |3 60 as Fourier series and using Young’s inequality in the form |k 5 <

K} :
k;‘ + k—§ for every ki, k; € 277, we obtain that
1

4
1678012, + [|102]3 8013, < 1 LSvIIZ, < IPSENZ, < I6E%.,

which leads to (D.1) via (B.11) for s = 2. Using the same argument, we also obtain that

2
llat0ll7, + 19213 0160117, < ISEN7, (D.g)
2 4
10119213 80l17, + 1118213 8017, < ISEII7, (D.5)
1 1
11112980117, + 1119217 8280117, < ISEII7.. (D.6)

By the embedding result in Lemma B.4 we know that

2
llo160]| L0 < ||3f50||L2 + |||02]3 0160 2, (D.7)
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1500llL0 < los35 3ol + lloa|5 550l (D8)
1 1
[18260]] 10 < [l101]2 0280]|2 + [[|92]* G260 2. (D.9)
Combining (D.4) with (D.7) and (D.6) with (D.9) we obtain (D.2) and (D.3). [

Lemma D.3. Let & be smooth. Then the solution v of Lv = P& with vanishing average in x1 is
smooth.

Proof. If £ is smooth, then 97"a¢ € L?(T?) for all m, n € Ny. It follows by a simple calculation in
Fourier space that

el = 3 PR = 3 e pr O
e 4 & ki + [k |?
1

< D kP2l P EGR) P = 107 4ENE, < oo

k1#0

for all m, n € Ny, in particular, v is smooth by Sobolev embedding. [ ]

APPENDIX E. REGULARITY OF FINITE-ENERGY SOLUTIONS FOR SMOOTH DATA

In this section we develop an L?-based regularity theory for weak solutions u with finite energy
H (u) < oo of the Euler-Lagrange equation

1 1
Lu=-P uR0u — EuRlaluz — ERlazuz + P§ (El)
For h € (0, 1], define the difference quotients
2
Df’u = |h|_“"af’u, o =10 = g (EZ)

Proposition E.1 (H?™ estimate). Assume that & € L. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for
any solution u of the Euler—Lagrange equation (E.1) with H(u) < co we have

wpwa%»gcbﬂm@+wwwy
he(0,1]

In particular, for any s € [0,2) we have that |||01|°u|| 2 + |||az|§su||Lz < oo,

Proposition E.2 (H>~ estimate). Assume that ¢ satisfies H (&) < oo. There exists a constant C > 0
such that for any solution u of the Euler—Lagrange equation (E.1) with H (u) < co we have

sup H(DIDMu) < C(1+H(EP +H(w)'?).
h,h’€(0,1]

In particular, for anys € [0,3) we have that |||01|°u|r2 + ||| 92 55y 12 < 00,
p y

For the proof of Propositions E.1 and E.2 it is convenient to work with the scale of norms

A = [ ol axs [ (1o HHaut) " a

for s > 0 and periodic functions f : T — R with vanishing average in x;, as defined in (B.8).

These norms are adapted to the harmonic energy H, in particular, we have that ||| f||; = H(f )%,
and one may think of the norms ||| - |||s defining a scale of (anisotropic) Sobolev spaces. Indeed, as
shown in Lemma B.6 the norms ||| - |||s control an anisotropic fractional gradient in L?.

Lemma E.3. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any u € ‘W there holds

h .
sup |[Djullz < Clllulll, i=12.
he(0,1]
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Proof. We treat the two directions i = 1, 2 separately. For i = 1, the claim follows easily by the
mean-value theorem, which implies that

h
sup |IDyullr2 < |lo1ul|re.
he(0,1]

For i = 2 we appeal to Lemma B.10 (or rather its analogue for functions on T?) to estimate

h
1 11 ,
sup ||D ulle— sup — |8hu|2 dx < sup ——/ |8§’ ul® dx dw’
0 2

he(0,1] he(0.1] hs he(0,1] hi h
|ah'u|2 dh/ |ahu|2 ( .2) 2
S sup / / alrs [ < Nauttull,
he(01 ™ B3 ™ |h|3 |h|
The conclusion then follows from Lemma B.6. [ ]

The proof of Propositions E.1 and E.2 mainly relies on the following two lemmata:

Lemma E.4. Let e € (0, %). There exists a constant Ce > 0 such that for all periodic functions
f.9,¢ : T = R of vanishing average in x; we have

‘/Tzf(azg)wdx < Celllf Ml Mgl llells e
Proof. This follows easily from the definition of ||| - |||; and Lemma B.7. Indeed, we have
_1 1 1
/Zf(azg)fl’ dx| = /2 911720291012 (f) dx| < lllglllsllor]z (f@)lle < Mgl A Nxllllls -
T T

Lemma E.5. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all periodic functions f, g, h,¢ : T> — R of
vanishing average in x; we have

‘./TZ fRi(go1h)g dx

Proof. We first use Cauchy-Schwarz to bound

< Clilf M Mgl Al el -

< l10thllrzllgRi(f@)llzz < llIAlllillgR: (f@) |z

-| [ omiami s ax

/ FRy(gorh)p dx
TZ

By Holder’s inequality and the boundedness of R; on L: (T?) (A.4) , we may further estimate
lgR (f@)llzz < llgllalRi(Fo)ll 5 < llgllpollfell s < lgliuellfllzollell .
from which the claim follows with the Sobolev-type embeddings
(B.5) 2 (B.9)
gl < llogllz + llloal3gllz < lllgllh,

(B.6) 1 1 (B.9)
loll, 0 < lllorlzeliz + o2l elle < el
]

Proof of Proposition E.1. Since |||ul||3 = H (u) < oo, we can test the Euler-Lagrange equation (E.1)
with = D} thhu, where Dlh denotes the difference quotient introduced in (E.2) for h € (0, 1].
Then the left-hand side of (E.1) turns into

/T Lub;"Dludx = H(D}w) = |Du]

We continue with estimating the terms on the right-hand side of the Euler-Lagrange equation:
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TERM 1 (uR;0,u). By a discrete integration by parts, we can write
/ uRlazuDi_thhu dx = / Dlhu(aleu)Df‘u dx +/ uhaz(Df’Rlu)Dlhu dx,
T2 T2 T2

where u" = u(- + h). Applying Lemma E.4 to each of these two terms, together with

h
IIRyullly = [llllly  and [[[*[llx = [, (E-3)
then yields
h h h h h h
‘/}I“z Diu(o:Ryu)Dj'udx| < D ulllx lIRauelll: MDfullls < WD ulllx llulll [1D5wlll 1,
/EZ u" 9, (D Ryu)Ditu dx| < [l[u” [l IR D ulllaIDFwllls < el 1Dl 1D} ulll -

Note that by interpolation (which is easily seen in Fourier space) and Lemma E.3, there holds
b P . o4
1D ullls < [IDFull L IDFullly < lullly IIDFwll;, (E.q)
hence

6 h 92
S MMl 1Dzl -

./TZ uRlazuDi_thhu dx

TerM 2 (R;0,u?). As for the first term, after a discrete integration by parts
/ Ri19,u*D;"Dhudx = / DM (udyu)Ry DMy dx
T? T?
= / (D"u)dyuR; DM u dx + / u" D! o,uR, D dx,
T T?
an application of Lemma E .4, the interpolation (E.4), and Lemma E.3 implies

< D" Dyl < MuliE DRl
S D7 ulllallfwlll 1Dy ullls < ey D7 wll; -

A:Z R182u2Di_thhu dx

TERM 3 (ud; R u?). For the cubic term in u we have
/ ud Ryu?D; "Dy dx = / (D"u)Ry (udyu) DMy dx +/ u Ry (D*udu)Dhu dx
T? T2 T2
+ / uRy (u"9,DMu)Dhu dx.
T2
By Lemma E.5 we may estimate the first term by
[t Dl ax < DL ullalall el 1D}l

and similarly for the other two terms, so that, together with (E.3),

AZ ud Ryu?D; DM dx

h
< NalliF D7 ulll NIDF ulll ;-
Interpolation and Lemma E.3 then yield

1 1 1 1
h TR HiinhlE
1D ullls < [ID7ullf D7 ullly < [llwllly D7 ulll,

hence

5,8
< MMl 1I1D7 ullly -

/ ud Ryu?D; DMy dx
T2

TERM 4 (P¢). Note that by assumption & € L?, so that Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma E.3 imply

/T PEDT"Diudx| < [IPEl2ID7"Dfullr: < 1Pl ze D} ulll-
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With the above estimates on the three superlinear terms on the right-hand side of the Euler-
Lagrange equation, we have therefore shown that

R T AT h
D5 ullly < MMl DG ullly + (Ml DG wlll s + [1E1 2 D5l
which by Young’s inequality implies that
B2 12 10 2 12 2
1D ullly s Mllellly™ + Mullly” + 1PEN. s 1+ [llellly” + [1PEI7
with an implicit constant that does not depend on h. Finally, we notice that a bound on the quantity

SUPpe (0,1] |||Dlhu|||1 implies a bound on ||| [*u||z2 + |||82|%$u||Lz for s € [0,1) by Lemma B.6 and
(2.2). [

Proof of Proposition E.z. The proof is very similar to the proof of Proposition E.1. Under the
assumptions of Proposition E.2, Proposition E.1 implies that

sup [IIDfullly < 1+ [ulll§ + 1Pz < 1+ ulll§ + &1, (E.5)
he(0,1]

so that we may test the Euler-Lagrange equation (E.1) with = D; h/D?/Dl._ th’u. Then the
left-hand side of (E.1) turns into

| LuDi" Dy Dy "Diudx = 1Dy Dfulll

We proceed by estimating each term on the right-hand side of (E.1).

TERM 1 (uR;d:u). Integrating by parts twice (with respect to D;” ¥ and Dy h, we obtain four terms,
all of which can be estimated by either

h ~h h ~h h h h ~h
el 1D; D ulll D" Diwllls,  or 1D ullly[I1DFulll 1D D ulls.- (E.6)
By interpolation, see (E.4), and Lemma E.3, there holds
1 4 1 4
W ~h (AN TS I VAN AR Bons nink R, s
I1D;" Diullls < [|D;" Diull 1Dy Dyullly < IIDiulll; [I1D;" Diulll;

TERM 2 (R;8,u?). This term is treated like the previous one, with the same bounds (E.6).
TErM 3 (ud;Ryu?). For this term we again integrate by parts twice to obtain nine terms, all of
which can be bounded by one of the expressions

4 h h ~h 2 h ~h h ~h
lelll MDF wll D ulll 1D Diulll,  or  [llulllIIID;" D ulll [[ID;" Diulll:,
where by interpolation and Lemma E.3
1 1 1 1
h h K nh, 2 n a2 h, 112 K b2
1D Dullly < D7 Diullp, 1D Diullly < lID7ullf 1D Diull;-

TERM 4 (P£). Under the regularity assumption [||£]||; < oo on ¢ we can also estimate with Cauchy-
Schwarz and Lemma E.3

/T 2 PeD;Y DY DA DM dx

w B ~—hh w —h W
/Z D;" PED; Dy "Diudx| < ||Df &l 21D "Dy Ditul| 2
T
B h
< M ND; D wllls-
In total, we can therefore bound
W ~h TR AT W B i MR E
1D DY ulll? < Mulll 1Dl 1D Diullly + DF ulll I1DFulll; 1Dy Dfulll;
W Ry 2 1R (112 B A1
+ il 1D wlll D ulllE 11D DiwlllZ + NwllF Dl 2 1D} Dfulll;
h ~h
+ [[IEMI1D;* Diullls,

from which it follows by Young’s inequality and (E.5) that

h h 2 32 22
D Diulll < 1+ lulll; + NN,
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with an implicit constant that does not depend on h, h’. As in the proof of Proposition E.1, we
notice that a bound on supy, j¢ (g1 |||Df’Dlh,u|||f implies a bound on |||d [*ul|z + |||82|%3u||Lz for
s € [2,3) by Lemma B.6 and (2.2). [ ]

APPENDIX F. APPROXIMATION OF QUADRATIC FUNCTIONALS OF THE NOISE BY CYLINDER
FUNCTIONALS

In this section we show the following approximation result, which seems classical but since
we could not find a proof in the literature we include it here:

Lemma F.1. Let K be a linear operator on the space of Schwartz distributions S’ (T?) such that
K(S’(T?)) € C*(T?) and K : L*(T?) — L2(T?) is Hilbert-Schmidt. Assume further that the
probability measure (-) satisfies Assumption 1.1 (iv). Consider the quadratic functional G : 8’ (T?) —
R given by

G(&) = E(KE).
Then under the assumption that {|G(£)]) < oo, G is well-approximated by cylindrical functionals in
with respect to the norm (|G(§)|2P)$ + (||§(§)||i’;)$ forevery1l < p < oo.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that K is symmetric. Since K is Hilbert-Schmidt,
there exists an orthonormal system {@, }nen of L?(T?) and a sequence {1, },en C R such that

K= n(pmJom and [[K[4s= > 2% < oo, (F.1)
neN n

Note that by the assumption K(S’(T?)) € C*(T?) there holds {¢, }nen € C®(T?), in particular
&(on) is well-defined for any n € N, and given N € N we may define Ky & := 3, <N Ané(@n) ¢n.

STEP 1 We first show that for any & € S8’(T?), Ky¢é — K&in 8’'(T?) as N — oo,
Indeed, with & = & * ¢/, € C®(T?), for any ¢ € C*(T?) we have

|(KnE = K& @)| < [(KnE = Knér @) + [(Kn& — K&, @) + (K - KE 9.

Note that £, — £in 8" ast | 0, hence for any € > 0 we may choose ¢ > 0 small enough so that by
symmetry of Ky and K,

|(KnE = Knén )] = |(€ = &) (Kng)| < §,
(K& — K& $)| = (£ - &) (Kg)| < §

forany N € N. The remaining term can be bounded using Cauchy-Schwarz and Bessel’s inequality
for orthonormal systems to obtain

(Z 2 (0 E) (0m, ¢>)

n>N

|(Kn& — K&, ¢)| =

< (Z 21(¢m, @)F) (Z |(¢n, ¢>|2)'

n>N neN

1

< llE e (Z Ai) gz < 3

n>N
if N is chosen suitably large, since {1, }, is square-summable.

STEP 2 We next claim that Gy (&) := £(Kn¢) satisfies Gy (§) — G(§) as N — oo forall £ € S’(T?).
For the proof of this claim we again appeal to the convergence & — &in S’ by splitting
IGn (§) — G(O)] = [E(KnE) — E(KE)
< |E(KNE) — & (KNE)| + |6 (KnE) — & (K| + |8 (KE) — E(KE)I.

As in STEP 1, there holds

|E(KNE) = & (KnE)| — 0, [5(KE) - E(KE| — 0
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ast | 0 forany N € N, since Ky&, K& € C*(T?). Moreover, by STEP 1, we have
& (KnE) — & (KO)| = [(KnE - KE &) — 0

as N — oo.

STEP 3 We show that acgg(g) acagf)

Indeed, by symmetry of K and Ky we have that

- asN—>oomL€>L2forany1<p<oo

oG oG
WM _akve=2 Y Atlonton and X —akr=2 3 Lttpaen
g n<N § neN
With this we obtain by orthonormality of the {(pn} n that
=4 ) AEen)’,
n>N

hence, applying (5.1) in the form of

<§(§Dn)zp>5 Sp HQDHHL2 Sp 1,
for all n € N, it follows that

<Hac<§> aGN@)

P> <( ZA2§<%>)>1 z(Z2&(&((/)")2”)5’)é

n>N n>N
1
: N
2 —00
Sp (Z An) > 05
n>N

by the finiteness of ||K||gs.

STEP 4 We show that the sequence {Gn (&) — (GN(€))}new is Cauchy in L?fo) forany 1 < p < oo,
in particular, there exists a centred random variable G, (&) such that Gy (§) — (Gn(&)) — G.(&)
for (-)-almost every & as N — oo along a subsequence.

Indeed, since Gy (&) is a cylinder functional and (-) satisfies Assumption 1.1 (iv), in particular
Proposition 5.1, we can apply (5.1) to obtain the bound

(IGN (&) = (G (&) = (Gm(§) — <GM(§)>)|2‘D>$ = (IGNn (&) ~ Gum(&) - (Gn (&) - qu(ff))lz"’)ﬁ

< <’a(GN ~Gu)(®) 2”>2”
Sp L >

€3
MN—)oo

(IGN (&) = (Gn (&) = (Gm(&) ~ <GM(§)>)|2”>2” 0,

forany 1 < p < oo.

for N > M. Hence, by STEP 3,

STEP 5 We claim that Gn (&) — G(§) in L?fo) as N — oo,
Indeed, by STEP 2 we know that Gy (&) — G(&) almost surely, so that with the result from
STEP 4 we may conclude that

(GN(8)) = GN (&) = (Gn () = (GN(§))) = G(§) - G.()

almost surely along a subsequence as N — oo. But since (Gn(€)) is constant in & (recall that &
denotes the dummy variable over which (-) integrates), the random variable G(¢) — G.(£) must
be almost surely constant, i.e.

G(&) = Gu() = (G (&) = G.(8)) = (G(H),

since (G) < co by assumption and G, is centred. Hence (Gn(&)) — (G(&)) as N — oo along
a subsequence. Since the above argument can be repeated for any subsequence, we obtain
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that (Gn(&)) — (G(§)) as N — oo. Since Gy () — G(&) almost surely, we conclude that
G. (&) = G(&) — (G(&)) almost surely, which together with STEP 4 implies that Gy (&) — G(&) in
L as N — .

)

By STEP 3-5, we conclude that Gy — G with respect to the norm (|G(§)|2P>$ + (]| %(5) ||i€)$
|
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