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Abstract

We consider the two-dimensional nonlinear Schrédinger equation with a Gaussian white
noise potential, described by the Anderson hamiltonian. After define the corresponding
energy space via the paracontrolled distribution framework from singular stochastic partial
differential equations, we prove the existence of the minimizer as the least energy solution
by studying a minimization problem of the corresponding energy functional subject to L2
constraints. Subsequently, we establish L? and Schauder estimates for the minimizer, which
is a weak solution of the stationary nonlinear Schrodinger equation. Finally, we derive a tail
estimate for the distribution of the principal eigenvalue corresponding to the least energy
solution by energy estimates.

Keywords: singular stochastic partial differential equations, constrained minimization, paracon-
trolled distribution, Anderson hamiltonian.

1 Introduction

We consider the stationary nonlinear Schrodinger equation with a singular Gaussian white noise
potential on the 2-dimensional torus T?, given by

—Au(z) + u(x) — € ou(x) + alu(x)Pu(z) = Mu(z), =€ T? (1.1)

where a is a positive parameter, ¢ is a Gaussian white noise on T2, the Wick product is denoted
by ¢, and A is the principal eigenvalue.

The corresponding random Schrodinger operator ##u := —Au+u—£ou, is also known as the
Anderson hamiltonian, which was originally introduced by Anderson [I]. In Anderson’s seminal
work, the Schrédinger equation with the discrete Anderson hamiltonian 7 on the lattice Z¢ was
used to describe the wave propagation of quantum particles through random disordered media,
and is related to Anderson localization in condensed matter physics. Anderson localization is
characterized by the existence of localised eigenfunctions, with the principal eigenvalue of the
Anderson hamiltonian 57 playing a key role. The discrete Anderson hamiltonian and associated
Anderson model have been extensively studied in the past few decades, as seen in surveys such
as [8, 7] and references therein.
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The continuous Anderson hamiltonian that we consider here arises as the continuum limit
of discrete Anderson hamiltonian. Since the d-dimensional Gaussian white noise £ is a random
Schwartz distribution with Holder regularity index slightly below —d/2, the random potential
is singular and the construction of the Anderson hamiltonian is not simple. In dimension 1,
Fukushima and Nakao [II] constructed the Anderson hamiltonian via Dirichlect from. The
asymptotic behaviour of its eigenvalues and eigenfunctions was studied by McKean [20].

When d > 2, the Gaussian white noise potential in Anderson hamiltonian is more singu-
lar. Thus the classical method for the construction of the Anderson hamiltonian is not working,
and the renormalization argument is needed. In recent years, some new mathematical theories
from the field of singular stochastic partial differential equations, such as regularity structures
by Harier [I5] or paracontrolled distributions by Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski [12], have
been developed to carry out such a construction. Both regularity structures and paracontrolled
distribution frameworks are developed from the theory of controlled rough paths, and allow a
pathwise description of the singular stochastic partial differential equations. In particular, the
paracontrolled distribution relies on harmonic analysis tools, including Littlewood-Paley decom-
position, Besov space, and Bony’s paraproducts. It is natural to generalize some classical partial
differential equation methods to study singular stochastic partial differential equations in the
paracontrolled distribution framework.

The construction of the Anderson Hamiltonian on T? using paracontrolled distributions was
studied by Allez and Chouk [2]. Labbé [I8] utilized the tools of regularity structures to construct
the Anderson Hamiltonian with both periodic and Dirichlet boundary conditions for d < 3.
Chouk and van Zuijlen [7] considered the asymptotics of the eigenvalues of the Anderson Hamil-
tonian. Gubinelli, Ugurcan and Zachhuber [14] extended the construction of the Anderson Hamil-
tonian to T3 using paracontrolled distributions. The well-posedness of the continuous parabolic
Anderson model equation has also been studied in [12| [15] [16] using different approaches, includ-
ing regularity structures, paracontrolled distributions, and the transformation method with an
elaborate renormalization procedure.

In physics, the nonlinear Schrédinger equation is a crucial model that appears in various
branches of physics, particularly in Bose-Einstein condensation [I0]. The nonlinear term in this
equation approximates the mean field interaction between atoms in many-body particle systems.
Recently, the theory of Anderson localization has been extended to many-body particle systems,
and this phenomenon can be modeled by the nonlinear Schr”odinger equation with the Ander-
son Hamiltonian [3] [4]. While the Anderson localization of the discrete nonlinear Schrédinger
equation with Anderson Hamiltonian has been considered by [9], and the well-posedness of the
continuous nonlinear Schrodinger equation with Anderson Hamiltonian has been studied in [I4],
the study of Anderson localization for the continuous nonlinear Schrédinger equation remains
largely unexplored.

In this paper, we focus on the minimization problem with L? constraints of the energy func-
tional associated with the nonlinear Schrédinger equation (I)):

E(w) := %ngj(w,w) + % ] lw(z)|*de, we D5, (1.2)
T

where By (w, w) is quadratic form associated with the Anderson hamiltonian #°, and the domain
788 1 is the energy space which will be defined in Definition Bl For the explicit definition of
the energy functional E(u), we refer to Definition We will show that the minimization
problem (L2) has minimizer u, which is a least energy solution of the stationary stochastic
nonlinear Schrédinger equation ([LI). Moreover, the principle eigenvalue A of (II) has the
following variational representation:

A= inf E(w) = E(u). (1.3)
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Even though the Anderson hamiltonian 7 in high dimensional is well-defined, the energy
variation problems associate with the Anderson hamiltonian are not well studied. As we known,
this is the first attempt to consider the minimization problem associated with singular SPDEs
under the paracontrolled distribution framework. We also remark that in [I4], the energy space
and energy functional associated with the Anderson hamiltonian J# are defined by another way.

By the direct method of calculus of variation, we prove the existence of the minimizer as the
first main result in this paper.

Theorem 1.1. (Existence of the minimizer) There exists at least one minimizer u € .@3’1 for
the energy functional E(u). Moreover, the minimizer u is a weak solution of the elliptic singular
stochastic partial differential equation (I1).

We refer subsection for the proof of Theorem [[L1l In this proof, we employ the high-low
frequency decomposition, and split the singular terms £ o u = ®(u) + ¥(u), where ®(u) contains
all of irregular but linear terms, and ¥(u) contains all the regular terms. Then the weak solution
u are paracontrolled by ¥ with reminders R(u) and u#, i.e. u = u < 9+ R(u) + u* (see Definition
23 and B.2)).

Moreover, the original singular stochastic partial differential equation in the following elliptic
system:

{ —Alu <9+ Rw)+ (u=<94+ R(u)) = ®(u) + Mu < 9+ R(u)), (1.4)

— Auf +uf = alulPu+ U(u) + b

The second main result in this paper is an Holder regularity via L? estimates and Schauder
estimates for the above elliptic system, see Theorem (1] and

Theorem 1.2. (Regularity of the minimizer) The minimizer u € €<, with remainder terms
R(u) € €% and u* € €3, where €* := B, ., denotes the Holder-Besov space.

Our third main result is an estimate on the left tail of the distributions of the principle
eigenvalue. This result is coming from the variational representation of the principle eigenvalue
([C3) and some energy estimates.

Theorem 1.3. (Tail estimate of the principle eigenvalue) Let X the principle eigenvalue of
the stationary singular stochastic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (I1]). Then there exists two
constants Co > C7 > 0 so that for oll x > 0 large enough we have

e < PN < —x) <D (1.5)

Throughout the paper, we use the notation a < b if there exists a constant C' > 0, independent
of the variables under consideration, so that a < C - b, and we denote a ~ b if a < b and b < a.
The Fourier transform on the torus T? is defined with f(k) := (Fraf)(k) = [0 e 2™ f(2)d,
and the inverse Fourier transform on the torus T? is given by (ﬁ,ﬂfdlf) () = > peza 2Tk f (k).
We denote the space of Schwartz functions on T¢ by S(T?). The space of tempered distributions
on T? is denoted by S’(T%). We also denote . := —A + 1. For Besov spaces and Sobolev space,
we write € 1= B, ,, as the Holder-Besov space, and H* := Bf', as the Sobolev space. For
Bony’s paraproducts, we use the notations < and > and for the resonant product we use o. See
the Appendix A for precise definitions of Besov spaces and Bony’s paraproducts.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section [2] we revisit some basic notations
and results of the Anderson hamiltonian J#, and introduce the high-low frequency decomposi-
tion. In Section [B] we define the energy functional E(u) by the quadratic form of the Anderson
hamiltonian on the modified paracontrolled space 2 ’1, and show that the energy functional is

a C' map from 7§ ! to R, and the singular stochastic partial differential equation (CI) is the



corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation of energy functional E(u). We also obtain the existence
of minimizer as a weak solution of the singular stochastic partial differential equation (II]) by
direct method in the calculus of variations. In Section [ we decomposed the singular stochastic
partial differential equation (L)) into a simpler elliptic system, and establish the L? estimates
and Schauder estimates for the minimizer u. This paper ends with some summary and discussion
in Section

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Renormalization and paracontrolled distributions

Here, we introduce the renormalization argument associated with the spatial white noise £ on
T2. The spatial white noise ¢ is given as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let (é(k))kezz be a sequence of i.i.d. centered complex Gaussian random
variables defined on a complete probability space (2, .#,P) with covariance

EE(R)EWD) = 50k —1),

and €(k) = £(—k). Then the spatial white noise £ on T2 can be defined as the sum of random
series
— Z é(k)e%rik-z'
kez?

Then the spatial white noise £ on T? is a centered Gaussian process with value in §'(T?)
so that for all f,g € S(T?), we have E[£(f)&(g)] = (f,9)r2(r2). By Kolmogorov’s continuity
criterion, the spatial white noise ¢ take value in 4 ~!=* for an arbitrary small x > 0. Since ¢ is
only a distribution, the product u is ill-defined in classic sense. How to let singular term u& make
sense is a main challenge in studying the Anderson hamiltonian. We set a smooth approximation
& of & More precisely, we set ¢ : T> — RT be a smooth function with [, ¢dt = 1, and define
&€ = e 2p(e) * £ for € > 0 as the mollification of £. Now we take

= (-A+) =27

Then ||¥]|1—x < ||€]|-1—x- In order to obtain a well-defined area 1 o £, we have to renormalize the
product by “subtracting an infinite constant” as following arguments (See [12, Lemma 5.8]).

Lemma 2.1. If ¥, = (=A + 1)1, then
By B[J9 0 = (9. 06 — I ] =

for allp > 1 and k > 0 with the renormalization constant

|«g.q1'2g0 Ek
Cc=E@Weo&) =Y |k|2+1
kez?

By Bony’s paraproducts, we define the following paracontrolled ansatz:

Definition 2.2. Let a € (2/3,1) and 8 € (0,a] be such that 2o + 8 > 2. We say a pair
(u,u’) € H* x HP is called paracontrolled by 9 if u? := u — v’ <9 € H?®.



2.2 The Anderson hamiltonian

We recall some basic notations and results of the Anderson hamiltonian on T? under the para-
controlled distribution framework from [2, [I4]. The domain of the Anderson hamiltonian is given
by the paracontrolled space Zj .

Definition 2.3. Let a € (2/3,1). We define the space of distributions which are paracontrolled
by v,
7% ::{ueH“,uﬂ =u—u=<1veH*"}. (2.1)

The space g equipped with the inner product
(u,v)g9q = (u,v)ge + W’ v gra,  u,v € 95, (2.2)
is a Hilbert space.

Then for every u € g, by Bony’s paraproduct estimates and the commutator estimate, the
singular term u ¢ £ is defined as

uol=u<E+u=&+uof
=u<§+u>§+(u<19)O§+R(u)05+u190§
=u<E+urE+ O 9,8 +u@of) + R(u)o & +u’ ok (2.3)

Moreover, the the Anderson hamiltonian .7 can be defined as follows
Hu=—DAu+u—uoé=—-Autu—u<E&—u=&—Cu,9,8) —u@of) —u’of (24)

With this definition of the Anderson hamiltonian ¢, the authors of [2] prove the following
Theorem.

Theorem 2.2. The Anderson hamiltonian 3 is a self-adjoint operator from 2§ to L* with pure
point spectrum (Ap)k>1 with the corresponding eigenfunctions (ex)r>1 such that

A <Ay <Az <... almost surely.

The spectrum of the Anderson hamiltonian # has the following tail estimates, see e.g. [2]
Proposition 5.4].

Theorem 2.3. For all k € N, there exists two constants Cy > C1 > 0 so that for all x > 0 large
enough,

e?27 <P(Ap < —z) <9177, (2.5)
2.3 Localization operators and high-low frequency decomposition

Now we define localization operators 02/<N v, %>N "V for the high-low frequency decomposition. For
every f € S8'(T%), we define the following localization operators

U= N NS+ 27N wNT =) (-2 (2.6)

—1<j<N J>N J>N

Lemma 2.4. Let N,y >0 and f € S'(T¢). Then for every a,d > 0 and 3 € [0,7], we have

N, — N,
|28 ST e N2 Flagars S 27V e



Proof: We estimate

|27 fllg-ams = sup |28 A (Y (1= 279)A f)l| e
i2-1 J>N
<27 sup [27 A f| 1]
1>—1

<27 fllg-a (2.7)

Using same argument, we also have

1257 fllg-ora = sup |2CHA(C ST Asf 4+ 30 27 Al

~1<j<N i=N

<2 f e (2.8)

3 Energy functional with the Anderson hamiltonian

3.1 The energy space of the Anderson hamiltonian

In order to investigate the minimization problem of the energy functional, define a suitable energy
space as the domain of energy functional is essential. If the potential in the Schrodinger operator
is regular, the classical H' space is an appropriate space associate with the Laplace operator.
From this point of view, the original paracontrolled space Zy is too regular, and inappropriate
to be the energy space.

In order to find the suitable energy space of the energy functional E(u) associated with the
Anderson hamiltonian 7, we split the reminder u” = R(u) + u, and use localization operators
U, N with different parameters to split singular terms & o u = ®(u) + ¥(u), where

Du) i=u < UL e+ u = UL E v um- UL o &) +u < UL (00 ¢),
W(u) ==’ o &+ R(u) 0 &+ Cu,0,6) +u < UL (90 &) +u= UL (90 &) +uo (Po€)
+u < @/SL"”{—FU — %SL"”{.

Here, we choose different parameters in %<N 7, %>N "7 so that ® is the collection of all terms of

negative regularity, and 1 the collection of all other regular terms (belonging to L?). Now we de-
fine the following modified paracontrolled space as the energy space of the Anderson hamiltonian

T
Definition 3.1. Let oo € (2/3,1), 8 € {1,2}. We define

@3"3 := {u € H : there exists uf i=u—u=<19—R(u) € HB}, (3.1)

where R(u) is a linear operator which given by R(u) = £~ 1(®(u) — £ (u < 9)). The space @g"ﬁ
is equipped with the inner product

(U, 0) s = (w0, V) e + (o) s, v € 75, (3.2)



Then for every u € 2 2 the Anderson hamiltonian #u can be written as
Hou =0(u) + Luf —uoé
=2u* — R(u)o& —ufof —u< %SL’"“{—U> %SL’“{—U> 02/;(”2(1905)
—u = UL W oE) — Ou,9,6) —uo (I 0f)
=Luf — U (u). (3.3)

Using the ansatz u = u < 9 + R(u) + u*, we decompose the original equation (L.I)) into a simpler
elliptic system

{f(u <0+ R(u)) = (u) + Mu < 7 + R(u)), (3.4)

Lu = aluPu+ U(u) + M,

The renormalization argument (Lemma ) implies that (&, 9. 0&) — (§,90&) in 717" x
% —2% as € — 0. In order to approximate the Anderson hamiltonian J#, we first define

D (u) i=u < UL e +um UL e+ u = UL (Ve 0 &) +u < UL (Ve 0 &),
We(u) ==t o & + R(u) 0 & + Clu, Ve, &) +u < UL (Ve 0 &) +u = UL (9 0 &) +uo (Ve 0 &)
+u < @/SL"”& +u - @/SL"”{E.
Then the approximation operator J# is defined as
Hou=Luf — Ro(u)o€ —ufol —u < %SL’"“& —u - %SL’"“& —u - 02/;{’72(196 0&)
—u < %SK’W (Fe0 &) — Clu, e, &) —uo (90 &)

=2uf — T (u), (3.5)

where R, is the bounded approximation linear operator of R which given by
Re(u) = L7 ®(u) — L(u < Y.)). (3.6)

In order to obtain the properties of the space 2§ # , the following estimates for u < ¥ + R(u)
and R(u) in this subsection are essential.

Lemma 3.1. For every u € L?, we have
1
lu <9+ R(u)|z2 < Ffluf . (3.7)

Proof: Note that the term u < ¢ + R(u) satisfies Z(u < ¥ + R(u)) = ®(u). We control ®(u)
by Localization operators with suitable parameters. By Lemma 2.4 we employ Localization
operators %27 and %>Lm with the parameter L, and v; = 1 + 2k such that

1% E g2 S 27 C2E € g1
Then by Bony’s paraproduct estimate, we have

lw < 2 € e A N = 2 E |
SNULE N g-2eelull 2
S22 gl a [l - (3-8)



Similarly, we employ the Localization operators %<K 2 and 02/>K 72 with parameters K and v =
3k such that a
125572 (0 0 &) [lgg-20e S 277K 0 €log2r.

Then
lu< 22 W0 &)lla2+ lu>= 2@ o) g2 S 27K o gllganfufl 2. (3.9)
The stochastic terms £ and ¥ o £ can be controlled via choosing suitable L, K > 1, such that

lu <9+ R(u)| 2 SN (w)l| -
SO logm1n + 27 CT3K Y 0 € fop 20 ) |Ju| 2

Ul r2-

The proof is completed. |

We turn to estimate R(u).
Lemma 3.2. Let o € (2/3,1). Then for every u € H*, we have

IR pr2e S (IElG-1-r+1I0E g2 )lull e, 1 Re(@)llpr2e S (1€ G—1n +[[0e0Ecllg—20) 1] 1o,

(3.10)
and
[R(W)lae S (|€llg-1-x + [P0 &llg-2x)llullLz,  [[Re(w)llae S ([|€ellg—1-~ + ||195<>§e||<572~)||(UIIL2),
3.11
Furthermore, R can be approximated by R, in the following sense
e—0
Proof: Note that
LRu)=—u=<US"E+us UL E+u - U0 €) +u < UL (W0 f)
— (ZLu) <9+ Vu=< V9.
By paraproduct estimates, we have
[(Lu) < 2oz S || Lul o290 g1-x
S Elle-1—<llullze, (3.13)
and
IVt < Vg2 S 1Vt s [V o
S Ellg-1—<llull ze- (3.14)

By localization operators with parameters L, K, and paraproduct estimates, we get
lus= UL E+us UL 0 &) +u = UL E+u < UL (00 &) o
SUDE € a2 + |22 (9 0 ) [lga—2)|[ull o (3.15)
+ (|22 € granr + | 25729 0 &) g20—n2) |[ul| 2
S@OT Ol + 277K G 0 €l ggan ) [|u| e
+ (2CDENElog1 e 4+ 2057 FROK 9 0 €lgp 20 ) [l 2
SUENZ -1 + 19 0 Ellg—20) lull e (3.16)



Combining with above estimates (B.13)-(3.15]), we estimate

[R(w)[| 2o S[[ZLR(w)|| gaa—2
§||fu =< 7.9||H20<72 + ||Vu =< v'l9||H20<72 + ||u b %>§ +u > %>(7.9<>§)||H20¢72
+llu < %< —u < U (9 08)|| 22

SUIENZ -1 + 119 0 Ellg—2e) 1l e

By same argument, we obtain same estimate for R..
Similarly, we estimate

[(ZLu) < I go-2 S [|€llg—1-xlu] L2, (3.17)

[Vu < V|| a2z S |[E]lg—1-x|ull 12, (3.18)
and

lu = UL E+us UL (W0 &) +u < UL E+u < UL (90 8)|| a-s
SO Ol gl gmrmn + 27 @72 OK 9 6 €z ) || 2

+ (2CTVE) g + 2057 2FOK Y 6 €| o) ||| 2
SUEllg-1-~ + 190 Ellg—2x)[|u]| L2 (3.19)

Combining with above estimates (B17)-(319), it follows that

[B(u)|[ 2o S ([|€llg=1-r + |19 0 &llg—2x) 1w 2 (3.20)

The estimate for R, is obtained via same argument.
Now we turn to prove the approximation result. For every u € H*, we have

R(u) = Re(u)
U= UST(E—E) —um UL (E—E) —u = UL (W o€ —De0b) —u= UL (o & — D 0k)
—(ZLu) < (¥ —10) — Vu < V(I —9.).
Since (&, 0 &) — (£,90&) in €L7% x €72F as € — 0, similar with estimate (B.13)-(B15), it
follows that lime o ||R — Rel|(g2e, moy = 0. The proof is completed. [ |

We define the linear bounded operator Ilu = uf = u — u < ¥ — R(u) for every u € .@3’1.
Similar with R, we also introduce the approximation operator Il as IT.u = u — u < ¥, — R (u).
The renormalization Lemma Bl implies that (&.,9.0&) — (£,90€) in €7 17" x €2 as e — 0.
By the choosing of L, K in Lemma [3.I] we show that IT is bijective in next Lemma.

Lemma 3.3. The bounded linear operators Il and 1. are injective. The inverse operators I' and
Te of Il and 11, satisfies

1 1
§||1“U'i||L2 < e, §||Feuu||L2 < JJufl e (3.21)

Furthermore, T' can be approzimated by I'. in the following sense

lim |0 =Tl (gt ) = 0- (3.22)



Proof: By Lemma [B.1] for every uy,us € @g’l, we have
g — usllz2 =|lur < 9+ R(uy) +uf —uy <9 — R(ug) — ub| 2
<lur <9+ R(ur) — ug <0 — R(ua)||z2 + [[uf — uf| 2
1
<5 llur —uallzz + uf — b e (3.23)
Thus 1
Sl —wallze < Jluf — w2 = [Tuy — Tlus|| 2. (324)

It implies that I is injective. Moreover, the operator II has the inverse operator I' such that for
each u € 7 1
u=Tu = (Tu') <9+ R(Tu¥) + ub. (3.25)

Moreover, it follows that
g 1 g
lull 22 = [Tullzz < Sllullzz + w2

Thus 1
§IIFU“IIL2 < Jluf]| o (3.26)

The same argument show that the approximated operator II. is also injective with inverse oper-
ator I'c which satisfies that for each u € 2§ ’1,

u =T = (Cu?) < 0+ R(Teu) + uf, (3.27)
and

1
§I|Feuﬁ||L2 < [ufl o (3.28)

Now we turn to prove the approximation result. By Lemma[Iland Lemmal3.2] for each u € 2 o1
we estimate

||1"un — I‘euﬁHLz
=[|(Twf) < ¥ + R(Tu*) — (D) < Ve — R (T e[ 12
<|(Puf = Tewf) < 0 4+ R(Tuf — Tau?)|| 2 + |(Deu®) < (9 — 9|12 + || R(Teuf) — Re(Deu)|| 2
1
§5||Fu” — T2 + C' (|9 — g1 + [[€c — Ellg—1-x + [[9e © & — 9 0 E]Jp—2 ) [Tt 12,
for some constant C’ > 0. Since lim¢_,q [|§c — &]|lg-1-+ = 0, lim¢_q [|[Jc © & — P 0 €||p-2+ = 0, We

have
lim ||Tu¥ — T2 = 0. (3.29)
e—0

Then by Lemma [3.2] it follows that
|Tuf — l"euﬁH@g,l
=[|(Tu*) < 9 + R(Tuf) — (Ccuf) < Ve — Re(T )| pro
<|(Tuf = Teuf) < 9| e + || RTuf — Teud)|| o + [|[(Ter?) < (9 = 90| re + [|R(Teri®) — Re(Tewe)|| pro
SITu? — Tevd|| 29| g1-x + C' ([0 — Olgr—n + |l€ — Ellgg—1- + |9e © & — 9 0 &l 20 ) [T et || e,

10



for some constant C’ > 0. Since lim¢_,q ||{c — &]|g-1-+ = 0, limc_q ||9c © & — I 0 E||g-2= = 0, the
map I' can be approximated by T'. as

li_r)l% I — 1"€||L(@§,17H1) =0. (3.30)
This completes the proof.
|

Using linear operators I' and I'¢, we have the following result for space 23 P

Theorem 3.4. Let 0 < o < 1. The space .@3’5 (B € {1,2}) is a Hilbert space. Moreover, _@s"ﬁ
1s dense in H®.

Proof: Since (:,-),0.s is an inner product, in order to prove that the space .@g’ﬁ is a Hilbert
9
space, it remains to show that the space 7 s complete. Assume that (u,),>1 is a Cauchy

sequence in _@g"ﬁ. Then there exists u € H*, u* € H? such that

lim |u, — ullge =0, lim |Juf —u¥| s = 0.
n—oo n—00

By 822), it follows that
liﬂm lin <9+ R(un) —u <9 — R(u)||ge =0
It implies that uf = u —u < ¥ — R(u), and the limit u := lim,, o u, € .@s"ﬁ. Thus the space

Dy # is complete.

Now we turn to prove that 7 # is dense in H®. For every f € H®, by the paraproduct
estimates and Lemma 3.2} we have f < 9, R(f) € H®. Since H? is dense in H®, we can choose
a sequence {ff} c H” so that

P f—f=<9—R(f)in H* as n — co. (3.31)
Moreover, using the operator I' we can define f,, := I'ff) € Dy # s0 that
fn— fin H* as n — oo. (3.32)

The proof is completed. |

3.2 The energy functional and its Fréchet derivative

In this subsection, we define the energy functional E(u) by the quadratic form of the Anderson
hamiltonian .7, and derive the Fréchet derivative of the energy functional of E(u) on its domain
@a,l
FYn
For every v,u € .@3’2, we define the bilinear form By (v,u) = (v, #u), and estimate
By (v,u) with norm || - H%y,l as follows.

Theorem 3.5. For every v,u € @3’2, we have

B (0,1) S [0l g [l (3.33)
and 1
Sl = Cellulls < B, ), (3.34)
9
where
Ce = C(1+ [[€llg-1-x + [[9 0 &llg-20)". (3.35)
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Proof: For every v,u € 2 2 by integration by part we have
(v, Hu) =(v, Lu*) — (v, ¥(u))
=(f, Lu?) + (v <V + R(v), Lu*) — D(v,&u?) — (v < & ub) — (v, T(u) —uf o &)
=(Vo*, V) + (0F, uf) + (ZLR(v),u*) — D(v, €, u)
+H{(Lw < 0) v <€), uf) = (v, ¥(u) — uf 08), (3.36)

where
D(v,{,uﬁ) = (v,uﬁ o) — (v = §,uﬁ>. (3.37)

Lemma [3.2] implies that
(ZR(v),u*) S | R)|m2a-2 @l e S (1€1%-1-n + 10 0 Ellg—2e)|[0]|rro |6 7 (3.38)
By Lemma [A we obtain
D(v,&,uF) S (|l [[0]| e [|uF]| mra- (3.39)
Using Lemma [A.6] we have
(L =0) —v=<&),uf) <||L(0=<0) —v <€lel[u| 2 S €l g1-x 0]l zra [ub| e (3.40)
By paraproduct estimates, commutator estimate, and Lemma [3.2] we estimate
19 () = uf o €| 2
<[|R(w) o &|lr2 + [|C(u, 9, )l L2 + [luo (¥ o )| 12
< UETE A = UL E e+ < UL (0 €) +um U (W 0612

SUENG-1—x + 1Ellg-1-x 19 © Ellg—2e ) lull e + NE 12— e
+ 190 Ellg-zellull e +20TF2OE € gl e+ 27D 0 €l -2 || e

S+ 118l + 19 0 &llF—20) |l o (3.41)
Thus
(0, U(u) —uf o) < [Jollz2]¥(u) —uf 0 &llre S (L+ ElIG-1mn + 10 o€l G—20) 0]l 2l e (3.42)
Combining above estimates (8.38)-([3.42), we conclude that
(v, #u) — (Vo*, V) — (vF, u?)
S+ [[€le-1-n + 190 Ellg-20) ([0 [z + [[ollzze ) (|| 27 + ([ o). (3.43)

Thus
(v, 0 5 [oll g [ull .
Now we take u = v. Then by the operator IT and interpolation inequality, it follows that
(u, 0u) — | Vub|[ 22 — llul7e
S+ [[Ellig-1-x + 190 Ellg-2e)> (bl Fre + [l Fe)
S+ [€llg-1-x + (19 0 Ellg—20)? 0|70
SOV (|72 + Cs(1+ [[€ll g1 + 19 0 Ellg—2e)* uF[172)
SOVU(Z2 + Co (1 + [|€llg-1-n + [0 0 Ellg2n)*[[ulZ2).
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Thus
IVuf(|Z2 + [[ullFre — 0l VuF||Z2 — Cs(1+ [[€llg—1-x + 19 0 Ellg—2x ) |ullZ2) < (u, Hu).  (3.44)

Choosing ¢ small enough to absorb ||[Vul||3, in right hand side, we obtain

1
Sl s = CellullZz < (u, #u). (3.45)
2 9
where
Ce = CL+ [€llg1-v + 19 0 €120 (3.46)
[ |

By Theorem B8] we can define By (v, u) as the quadratic form given by the Anderson hamil-
tonian J7.

Definition 3.2. For every v,u € .@3’1, we define the bilinear form Bz (v,u) as

B (v,u) =(Vob, Vuf) + (0f, uf) + (ZR(v),u?) — D(v,&,ul)
+{(ZLw < 9) —v <E),uf) — (v, V(u) —uf 0 ). (3.47)

When v,u € 25°°, by [330) it follows that B (v,u) = (v, #u). The ' map implies that
2% is dense in 2", Thus by a density argument, the estimates ([3:33) and (B34) still hold,
and the quadratic form By (v, u) is closed, symmetric, and semi-bounded from 2 1y 788 1o
R.

Now we state the self-adjointness of the operator ¢ 4 C¢l. It also implies the self-adjointness
of the Anderson Hanmitonian 5#. We remark that similar result also appear in other papers,
see e.g. [2, Theorem 1.1] or [14, Lemma 2.29]. However, we use a different high-low frequency

decomposition, and the domain 2 A is little different with previous papers. Thus we still provide
a self-contained proof for completeness in Appendix B.

Theorem 3.6. The operator S + C¢l is a positive self-adjoint operator from @3’1 to L?, where
Cs is the positive constant given in Theorem [3.5

Now we define the energy functional

1
B(u) = 5B (u,u) + Z 3 u(z)*de, we P3N (3.48)

Recall that the energy functional E(u) is Fréchet differentiable at u € 23 "L if there exists

a continuous linear functional ZE)(u) : Zy ' R such that for any € > 0, there exists a
d = 6(e,u) > 0 so that

|E(u+v)— E(u) — 2E)(u)(v)| < eHvH@s,l for every ||v||@§,1 < 4.

We call ZE)(u) is the Fréchet derivative of the energy functional E(u).
Now we consider the Fréchet derivative of the energy functional E(u).

Theorem 3.7. The energy functional E(u) is well defined and of class C* on .@s"l. Its Fréchet
derivative at point u is given by

PE(u)(v) = By (v,u) + a/ vlulPudz  for every v € .@3’1. (3.49)
T2
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Proof: By Sobolev embedding theorem, for every p > 1 we can choose « large enough such that
Dy 1y LP. Thus the energy functional F(u) is meaningful and continuous on 2 1,

Now we show that F is differentiable in the sense of Fréchet and that its Fréchet derivative
is given by (B49). Since Zy ! <y LP, the nonlinear term in (348) is well-studied in Calculus
of Variations (see e.g. [6, Corollary 1.1.7]). The nonlinear term is C' from @3’1 to R, and its
Fréchet derivative at u € s

a

7(3 . |u(x)|*dz)(v) = a/w o(@)|u(z)Pu(z)de, ve zyt (3.50)

It is enough to show that the map u — By (u,u) is differentiable. For all u,v € @g’l, by
Theorem it holds that

|Bye(u+v,u+v) — By (u,u) — 2By (v,u)| = |Ba(v,v)| < ||U||2@§,1.

Thus
|Boe(u+ v,u +v) — Bye(u,u) — 2By (v,u)] =0 as ||v||@§,1 — 0. (3.51)
Combining with 350) and X)), we obtain that
DE(u)(v) = Bye(v,u) + a/ v(@)|u(z) Pude, ve 25"
T2
Moreover, the Fréchet derivative u — ZE(u) is continuous from 25" to its dual (25')* = 25"
This finishes the proof of theorem. |

By the Fréchet derivative of F(u), we define the weak solution of singular stochastic partial
differential equation (1) as follows.

Definition 3.3. We say u € 2 1 is a weak solution of singular stochastic partial differential
equation (TJ) if

By (v,u) + a/’ﬂ‘2 o(@)|u(z) Pulz)de = Mo,u), ve D5

3.3 Existence of minimizer

In this subsection, we show the existence of minimizer by direct method in the calculus of
variations.
Proof: (Proof of Theorem [[I]) By Theorem B3] the energy functional E(u) satisfies

E(u) =B (u,u) + % /T ()| da

ZcllulGan = Cellullzz + 7 llullzs

7l

4
a

e([|ullfre + [lv*]F) = CellullZz + llullzs. (3.52)

Then we choose « large enough so that H*~® < L* for some small § > 0. Thus by interpolation

inequality, we have
E(u) > c|[u||? — C’ (3.53)

for some constant C’ > 0. Thus the energy functional E(u) is bounded from below and coercive
on 751
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Now we turn to prove the weak lower-semicontinuity of E(u). By Theorem B.5 the map
u — By (u,u) + Cellul|2. is a convex functional from 25" to R. So for every u,,u € 25", the
energy functional F(u,,) satisfies

Bln) = Bor (1) + § [ Jun(o)]'da

>

N = N =

(B (u,u) + Aul|72) + Boe (un — u, u)
a
+ Mun — u, u) — Mun |72 + lewcll‘i«

: : 1
For any sequence {u,}22; with u,, — u weakly in 23", we have

lim Be(un — u,u) + Mu, —u,u) = 0. (3.54)

n—oo

Since the weakly convergent sequence {uy,}2; is bounded in Z ’1, the Sobolev compact embed-
ding theorem implies that u, — u strongly in L* as n — oo. Thus

. a a
Jim (A l[unllZe + 7 luelza) = =Alullz: + leukll‘i4. (3.55)

From (354) and (3355, we get
E(u) <liminf E(uy). (3.56)

n—oo

It implies the weak lower-semicontinuity of F/(u)
Since E(u) is bounded from below, there exists a minimizing sequence {u,}72; C Zy !
satisfying [|un||?. =1 and

lim E(ug) = inf E(w).

1
n—o00 weDg w2, =1

The coercivity of F(u) implies that the minimizing sequence {u,}2 ; is bounded in 25". Since
@g’l is reflexive, there exists u € @g’l, such that u, — u weakly in @3’1 as n — oco. Then the
weak lower-semicontinuity implies that  is a minimizer of E(u). Moreover, by Theorem [B7] the

minimizer u is a weak solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation (II)). This completes the proof.
|

4 Regularity of the minimizer

In this section, we study the regularity of the minimizer u. We establish L? estimates in Theorem
41 and Schauder estimates for u.

4.1 L? estimates
Theorem 4.1. The minimizer u given in Theorem 1.1 satisfies u € 93’2.

Proof: Let u € 2§ ! be a weak solution for the elliptic singular stochastic partial differential
equation (LII). Recall definition [3:2), for every v € 7 ! the remainder term u? satisfies

(Vor, Vub) = — (v uf) — (ZR(),u*) + D(v,&,ub) — (L(v < 0) —v < &), uf)

+ (v,G(u)) +a /p v(@)|u(z) Pu(x)de + Mo, u), (4.1)
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where
D(Uvguuﬁ) = <’Uuuj:i © §> - <U =< §7Uﬁ>
Then we substitute vf = 220-RF A f v = T'(220-9F A uf) into @), and deduce

(V(22 (=mk A ), Vult) + U7 Apa? 207RF A0 f)
— (LRI Apuf), uf) + D220 A, €, uf)
— (2@ D)) < 0) = T2 Aw) <€), uf) + (D22 ARf), U(u) - uf o €)

+ / D(220=k Ay uf)au|>udz. (4.2)
T2

By Bernstein inequality Lemma [A1] we have
1227 R At |7, S (V(220TF A, Vul). (4.3)
Since ||T(220 %k Aput)|| ga < 2[|220 -9k Aput|| o, by Lemma B3l and B2, we have

(ZR(T2* 7 Apuf)), uf) SIZRE22I*ApuF)) || a2 | uf]| o
SR % Aguf)) | e [0 e

S22 A || e [0 g (4.4)
D@2 R Apu?), €, uf) S (I€]lg-1- 122 Agr || e ]| 1. (4.5)

(LT FAguf) < 9) = T(22CRAgut) <€), 0f) S [[€llg—1-= 1220 F A | g | 10
(4.6)
(C2O=FApu?), (u)—ufog) < |20 FApul || 2|0 (u) —ufof| 2 S (220 Apul|| Lo ul e
(4.7)

By Sobolev embedding, we obtain
/ D@20k At YalulPuda S (022 Agd) | 2 llaluf?ull e S 220% Al palfull e (4.8)
T2

We combine above estimates (£.3)-(4.8]), and sum over k to get
[ [ i e ([ P L ey (4.9)

After using the weighted Young inequality and choosing & small enough to absorb ||uf|| z2—« into
the left hand side, we have

¥ e S ullFre + a3 (4.10)
Thus remainder term uf € H27*. Now we substitute v# = 22*Aguf, v = I'(22*Agut) into (&),
and deduce
(V(2%k Aput), Vub)
= —1(2FAruf, 28 Au?) — (ZRI (2% Apu?)), u®) + DT (2% Aruf), €, uf)
— (2@ @2%*Apuf)) <9) = T(2%*Apub) < €),u?) + (T (2% Apuf), U(u) — uf 0 €)

-I—/ (2% Apu®)alul>udz. (4.11)
T2

We estimate
2% Agu? |72 S

~

(V2% Agu?), Vub). (4.12)
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4.13
4.14
4.15
4.16

(ZRI(2% Apuf)), uf) S | LRI D)) | oz 6| prze S 11225 Ag|| 2 0] | 2
D(T(2% Apw), €, uF) S [|€llg -1 ]1225 A 2 | 6| gz
(LT Apf) < 9) = TE*Awf) < €),0) S [|€llg—1-x 1122 Apt[| 2 | 0| g2
(D22 Aput), U (u) = uf 0 &) <22 Apuf |2 || W(u) — uf 0 €]l r2 < [12°" Al 2l e

AA,_\A
~ — — —

By Sobolev embedding, we obtain
/ D22  Apuf)aluPude < |D2%FApuf)| 2 l|alu)®ul| L2 < (1228 Aguf|| L2 || w]| o (4.17)
T2

We combine above estimates, and sum over k to get
¥ 3+ 13— S |22 (ullzre + || )- (4.18)

After using the weighted Young inequality and choosing § small enough to absorb |[u|| z2—2« into
the left hand side, we have
w1 S ullFre + a3 (4.19)

The proof is completed. |

4.2 Schauder estimates

By L? estimates, the minimizer u € .@3’2. Moreover, u can be decomposed into u = u <
9+ R(u) +uf, and these two terms u < ¥ + R(u) and u* satisfy the elliptic system (3.4). By the
elliptic system, we establish the following Schauder estimates for u, R(u) ,and .

Theorem 4.2. The minimizer u given in Theorem[I1] satisfies u € €, with remainders R(u) €
€2 and u* € €3°.

Proof: We prove in three steps.

Step 1. Bound for v in ¥¢

First, we estimate ®(u) in € ~2%", and derive a priori for ¢ in € by elliptic Schauder estimates.
By Besov embedding, we have H* = Bg, < ¢* ' and u € €*~'. Then the paraproduct
estimates imply that

lu < Zatlle-aen + lu = Zatlle-see S 272l cllullga s, (4.20)
and
lu < (90 E)g-20n + [[u= X9 0E)|g-20n S 27T TP 0 Ellg2e Juflgar.  (421)
Then by Schauder estimates, we have

lu <9+ R)llex S 19(w)g-20x S 278 4279 uf|gpas S Jullpa. (4.22)

~

Since u! € H?, the Sobolev embedding theorem implies that ¢ € €*. Thus u = u < ¥ + R(u) €
€. Now we estimate ®(u) in €~2t%, and derive a bound for u < ¥ + R(u) in €“ by Schauder
estimates. By Bony’s paraproduct estimates, we have

lu < U+ u = UsEl|g—20 S|UsEgo—2]|ul Lo
A R [ P2 (4.23)
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and

[~ % (0 0 &) +u < U (9 0 §)|g-2ve S| (0 0 &)l ga2uf L~
S22 RN (9 0 )l n | L. (4.24)

Then by above estimates ([{20)-([E24]), we have

lu <0+ R(w)|lge = 127 (@(u) e $ [PW)g-20 < ullze S llollex + 1]l < llullga-e.

(4.25)
Thus u = u < 9 + R(u) + u* € €.
Step 2. Bound for R(u) in ¢**
Note that R(u) satisfies
ZRu) = —ZL(u<9)+ P(u)
=—Zu<9—-Vu=<VI—u=<E+P(u). (4.26)
By paraproduct estimates and ||£]|ge-2 < 1, we have
[ZLu < g2e—2 S [[Lullga—2dl]gr+x S llullee, (4.27)
and
[Vu < Vi|g2a-2 S [|[Vullgaa][ VOl S [ull- (4.28)

Recall the choosing of L, K, by paraproduct estimates, we get
| —u <&+ (u)|g2a2

Slu = %€+ u= Us (00 &)l gza—2 + lu < U< +u < Us (90 &) g20-2

SU %Ll ga—2 + (0 0 )l ga2)l[ullge + (|%<Ellge—2 + | (0 0 &) llg2a—2)lul| Lo

§(2—(1—n—a)L + 2—(2—2n—a)K)||u||<ga + (2(2(1—1+H)L + 2—(2—2%—2@)]{)||,UJ||LDo

Sllullee (4.29)
Combining with above estimates (£21)-([@29), and using the Schauder estimates, we have

|R(u)|lg2a S || — Lu <9 —Vu <V —u) <&+ D(u)]gea——2 < ||ul|ga. (4.30)

Step 3. Bound for u? in €3
We derive a bound for uf in €3®. By paraproduct estimates and a priori estimates ([#25]), ([@30),
we have

[R(u) o &llga—2 S [[Ellg-1-x | R(u)]lg2e S llullee (4.31)
[uf 0 Ellgsa-2 S [[Wll2e, (4.32)
[%<(0 0 &) < ullgaar2 S [0 0&llg20—2llullg < ullge. (4.33)
10 0&) oullgsa—2 S ullge. (4.34)
The commutator estimate Lemma [A 4] implies that
1C(u,, §)llgz0-2 < [ullgall€lla—zlPlla S llullee (4.35)
According to Lemma [24] we have
< 2 (0 €)llgses + llu = UscEigsns
Sllullze (%< (9 0 &) lgso—2 + || %<&l g3a-2)
K200 € e ful| oo + 2G| 0 €l 2 ] v, (4.36)
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and

lu = U< (0 0 &)[lgsa—2 + [lu = W<t 530>

S| %< (9 0 &)l g2a—2 + | %<&l g2a—2)||ul| 5=
<2 AL 1) | g (4.37)
By ({.22), we have
alllulfullgsa-2 S llullF e ||ull e (4.38)

Combining with above estimates ([{31))-(.38]), and using the interpolation inequality in Lemma
and weighted Young inequality, for every § > 0 we have

2/3 1/3
10 () llgsa-2 S lullge + o7 |12 S Nullgn + 6]luf[|so + Cslluf|ee
Then by Schauder estimates and choosing § small enough, we obtain
0|l gz0 = (L7 (alul®u + ©(u))|lgse S L+ [ufllea + [Jullge + [|uf]|F<|ullgeo. (4.39)

The proof is completed. |

5 The tail estimate of the principle eigenvalue

In this section, we turn to prove the tail estimate for the principle eigenvalue as Theorem
Recall that principle eigenvalue is given by following L? constrained minimization problem:

A= inf E(w) = %Bﬁ(u,u) + %/ lu|*dz, (5.1)

we2S ! ||lw|l p2=1 T2

where u is a minimizer of the above L? constrained minimization problem which satisfies the
stationary nonlinear Schrédinger equation (II). By energy estimates, we obtain the upper
bound and lower bound as follows.

Proof: Upper bound:

We choose the first eigenfunction e; of the Anderson hamiltonian J# as a test function in the
energy functional F(u), and use Theorem to estimate

)\:%B%(u,u)—l—%/ |u|*dx

1
S—B%(el,el)—F E/ |61|4d$
2 4 Jp
< 2
<Ai+led[Gen
<C'A, + C, (5.2)

where the deterministic constant C” is independent with ||€]l¢-1-+ and |9 ¢ £||g-2+. It follows

that
T

PO < —2) SB(A < — ). (5.3)

!

Then by the tail estimate (28] for A, we obtain the upper bound.
Lower bound:
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In order to get the lower bound, we choose e as a test function again, and use the identity (&)
to estimate

A=

—A (5.4)

Then combining with the tail estimate for A;, we obtain the lower bound of A. The proof is
completed. |

6 Conclusion

This paper is an attempt to build a bridge between the variation problem and the singular
stochastic partial differential equation in the paracontrolled distribution framework. We define
the energy functional F(u) associated with the Anderson hamiltonian on the suitable energy space
Dy 1 with paracontrolled distributions structure . Then we show that the energy functional E(u)
is a C! map from 2 ! to R, and the Euler-Lagrange equation of the energy functional E(u)
is the elliptic singular stochastic partial differential equation ([[I). By the direct method of
calculus of variation, we proved the existence of minimizers. Since the minimizer u is a weak
solution of the elliptic singular stochastic partial differential equation ([II]), we use the structure
of the singular stochastic partial differential equation (L1I), and establish the L? estimates and
Schauder estimates for the minimizer .

We restrict our study to the Anderson hamiltonian in 2-dimensional torus T? with the periodic
boundary condition. By Dirichlet and Neumann Besov spaces, we can replace the periodic
boundary condition by Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition. In the 3-dimensional case,
the regularity of spatial white noise is much more singular, which makes the definition of the
Anderson hamiltonian and its energy space more complex. This will be the subject of future
work.

Appendix

A Besov space and Bony’s paraproduct

In this Appendix, we recall some basic notations and useful estimates about Littlewood-Paley
decomposition, Besov space and Bony’s paraproduct. For more details, we refer to [5, 12, 13].
Littlewood-Paley decomposition can describe the regularity of (general) functions via the
decomposition of a (general) function into a series of smooth functions with different frequencies.
In order to do this, we introduce the following dyadic partition.
There exist two smooth radial functions x and g, valued in the interval [0, 1], and so that

1. supp(x) C Byys(0) and supp(o) C {z € R : 2 <[z < §};
2. x(z) + X ;5002772) =1, xR

3. supp(x)Nsupp(o(2~7z)) = 0 for j > 1 and supp(o(2~'x))Nsupp(o(2~7z)) = O for |i—j| > 2.
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Definition A.1. For u € §'(T¢) and j > —1, the Littlewood-Paley blocks of u are defined as

Aju = ﬁ\,ﬂ:il(gjﬂwu),
where o_1 = x and g; = p(277-) for j > 0.
Now we define the Besov space B, via the Littlewood-Paley blocks as follows.
Definition A.2. For a € R, p,q € [1, 00|, we define Besov space
1/q
B2 (1) = {ue ST : fulpy o = | 32 @ Agulloimn)? | < oo

j>—1

For o € R, the Holder-Besov space on T¢ is denoted by €% = Bg‘o)oo('}l‘d). We remark that
if @ € (0,00)\N, then the Holder-Besov space € is equal to the Holder space C*(T%). The
Sobolev space H® is the same as the Besov space BS'y(T?).

We need the following Bernstein inequality in L? estimates.

Lemma A.1. Let & ba a unit ball, n € Ng, and 1 < p < g < oco. Then for every X > 0 and
u € LP with supp(Fu) C AP, we have

d(i-1
omax_ [0rulze S s ull o

The Besov embedding theorem is useful in regularity estimates.
Lemma A.2. Let 1 <p; <ps <0, 1 <q1 < g2 <0, and a € R. Then we have

a d a—d(1 -1 d
Bm,tn (’[[‘ );) Bp21q2( /p1 /Pz)(']f )

Now we introduce the Bony’s paraproduct. Let f and g be tempered distributions in S’(T?).
By Littlewood-Paley blocks, the product fg can be (formally) decomposed as

fe=> > AifAjg=f=<g+fog+f~y
i>—1i>-1
where
j—2
F=g=g-f=Y > AifAjg and fog= Y AifAg.
j>—1i=—1 li—jl<1

We have following paraproduct estimates in the Bony’s paraproduct (See [12], Lemma 2.1] and
[14, Proposition A.1]).

Lemma A.3. For every 8 € R, we have

If < glles S fllee<liglies,

If =< gllze S fz2llgllgsrs Al flIzellgllze  for all &> 0.
If 6 €eR, a <0, we have
If < gllgars S I flle=llgllzs
1f < gllma+s S fllaellgllgs+s Al flleellgllgs  for all &> 0.
Moreover, if a+ 8 > 0, then
£ ogllgars S I flle=llglles,

IS o gllzare S [ fllwellgllms-

21



The following commutator estimate is also crucial in paracontrolled distribution (See [12]
Lemma 2.4] and [14], Proposition A.2])

Lemma A.4. . Assume that o € (0,1) and 3,y € R are such that a+ 5+~ >0 and B+~ < 0.
Then for u,v,h € C=(T?), the trilinear operator

C(u,v,h) = (u<v)oh—u(voh)
has the following estimate
1C(u, v, h)[[garsrr S llullgallvllws Al

Thus C' can be uniquely extended to a bounded trilinear operator from €% x €° x €7 to €*+tF+7.
For H® space, we also have

1C(w, v, )| osoes S lull e [0l sl Pl

It implies that C can be uniquely extended to a bounded trilinear operator from H® x HP x €7
to HOHA+Y,

For every u,v, h € C*(T%), we define the trilinear operator
D(u,v,h) = {(u,hov) — (u < v,h). (A1)
We have the following estimate from [14, Lemma A.6].
Lemma A.5. Let a € (0,1), 8,7 € R such that a+ 3+~ >0 and §+ v < 0. Then we have
1Dy 0, )| S e 1ol s [ 7
Thus D can be uniquely extended to a bounded trilinear operator from H® x HP x €7 to R.

The following estimate from [2 Proposition A.2] is useful in this paper.

Lemma A.6. Let f € H*, g € €% with o € (0,1), B3 € R. Then

1Z(f < 9) = F < (L9 norsr> S || fllmellglles

We also need the following interpolations result for Besov space.

Lemma A.7. Let 0 >0, and u* € €. Then for any o € [0,7], we have
11—« «
[ loga < lluf = ]| (A.2)
Proof: It holds
AU e Sl AR | A b ]| 31
—a 11—« [}
<27k A | 2 2

Thus we obtain
1_
[l S bl o/ a2

This completes the proof. |
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Lemma A.8. Let 5 € (0,1) and uf € HB. Then for arbitrary § > 0, we have
w13 S O Vub| 22 + Collub| 22 (A.3)
Proof: Since |[u||ys ~ ||[uf|| 55 , by Bernstein inequality (Lemma [A)), Hélder inequality and
2,2
weighted Young inequality, we have

lflls = ) 227 A2

i>—1

=3 22 A |2 At 5P

i>—1
B 1-8
< | D 2*MlAfz D A
i>—1 i>—1
2 2(1—

SV |25 357

S 6IVut(|Zs + Csllut)l3.. (A.4)
This completes the proof. |

B A proof of the self-adjointness of Anderson hamiltonian

In this Appendix, we provide a self-contained proof of the self-adjointness of Anderson hamilto-
nian as Theorem for completeness. Before prove the main result, we first show that 7 is a
linear bounded operator from Z 2 to L? in the following Lemma.

Lemma B.1. The Anderson hamiltonian F is a linear bounded operator from its domain 2y 2
to L? with estimates
|A#ull 2 S W lmz + Nl e S lullgoe, (B.1)

and
w2 S 12ull L2 + (1 + €151 + [Ellg—1-x |9 © Ell g2 ) || 2. (B.2)

Proof: For every u € 7 2 by estimate B41) and paraproduct estimates, we have
19 (@)l < [[0(u) = uf o &l + [Juf 0 €]l 2 S ull e + [[0f[|prose- (B.3)
It follows that

A ull > < [ Luf| e + 18 (@)llzz S luflmz + lullme < lullgae, (B.4)

Thus the Anderson hamiltonian # is a linear bounded operator from its domain 2 2 to L2.
By interpolation inequality, weighted Young inequality, and the operator I', we obtain

| — Lo 2 =% (u)]| 2
SO+ [€ll-1-n + 19 0 ENG—2) ITuPl e + 1€ -1 6| 1o

S+ 1% —-s + 190 G2 )l o+ [1€llg—1- s g1
<Cs(L+ €)% -1 + 19 0 EllG—an) 10| 22 + Ol 1=
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where Cjs, 0 are positive constant which are independent with ||£]|-1-+ and ||¢ ¢ £||g-2~. Note
that |Juf||z2 < ||ul|z2. We choose § small enough to absorb 6||uf|| g2, and obtain

[uf| = SNL 0|2
SlIotull e + (|40 — L 2
SIotullpz + Cs(L+ (€151 + 1€llg—1-x [0 0 Ell g2 ) ]| 2. (B.5)
The proof is completed. |
We turn to prove that the Anderson hamiltonian J# is a closed and symmetric operator.

Lemma B.2. The Anderson hamiltonian € : 93’2 — L? is a closed and symmetric operator
on L2. Moreover, for every u € 93’2, FCu can be approzimated as

lim ||y — Hlue| 2 =0, (B.6)
e—0

where #, = L — & — Ce is a self-adjoint operator from H? to L?, and u. = T'(u*) € H2.

Proof: At first, we verify that the Anderson hamiltonian 7 is closed on its dense domain
.@3’2 C L. Suppose that (uy)n>1 C .@3’2 with ng = Up — up < ¥ — R(uy), such that

lim |lu, —ullg2 =0, lm ||5Zu, — f|lL2 =0
n—00 n—00

for some u, f € L? . Then by Lemmal[B.1] (uf),>1 is a Cauchy sequence in H?, and lim,,_, ||uf, —
uf|| g2 = 0 for some u* € H? such that T'(u?) = u € .@3’2. By, we obtain
[Z2un — fllzz < lim || 22(u — up)||2 + lim || Pu, — f||L2
n—o0 n—00
< lim [Juf —f || g2 + lim [ — up||pe + lm ([ Pu, — f]12
n—00 n—00 n—>00

=0. (B.7)

Thus the Anderson hamiltonian 57 is closed.

Then we approximate 5 by the self-adjoint operator ¢ = £ — &, — C.. For every u € .@;’2,
we set ue = ['c(u?). Then u. = uc < 9. — Re(u.) +uf € H?. Further, Lemma [3.3] implies that u
can be approximated as

lim [|u — uel| g~ < lim ||Tu? — Tew?|| o = 0. (B.8)
e—0 e—0

Moreover, J.u. can be written as

Hue =L ue — Eue — Cette
=LUc — U0 &
=L —uf o & — Re(uc) 0 & — e < U<be — ue = U<e — ue = U< (Ve 0 &)
—Ue < U< (Ve 0&) — Clue, Ve, &) — ue 0 (Ve 0 &)
=Luf — T (u). (B.9)

Note that &, — €in €15, ¥ = ¢ in €77, and de 0 & — Vo€ in € 2F as € — 0. Similar
estimates for R(u) and Rc(u), we have approximation lime o [|[¥ — V|| (g, 12) = 0. By estimate
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B41) and (B.S), it follows that
lim || u — Hluc| L2
e—0
=lim [|W(u) — We(ue)ll 2
e—0
<Tim ([ (u = ue)|[z2 + Tim ([ (ue) — e (uc)| 2
e—0 e—0
SO+ 181G + 1190 €l G—20) T fJu— el e + Tim [ = Wel| 70, 12) el 1o
=0. (B.10)
By approximations (B.8) and (BI0), for every u,v € 73 we have
(v, Hu) = lgx{l)(ue,%iug = ggrg)(ue,f%@)e) = (u, Hv). (B.11)
Thus the Anderson hamiltonian 7 is symmetric on L2. |

Now we prove the self-adjointness of the operator J# + Cel.

Proof: (Proof of Theorem B.6) By Theorem B, we have c||u||2@m1 < (u, (H + Celu) <
9
C'||u||2@04,1 for every u € 25°°. Then by Friedrichs extension theorem (see e.g. |21, Theorem XI.
9
7.2]), the operator J# + AI is a positive self-adjoint operator from @g’l to L2. ]
References

[1] Anderson, P. W. Absence of Diffusion in Certain Random Lattices. Phys. Rev., 109(5):
1492-1505, 1958.

[2] Allez, R. and Chouk, K. The continuous Anderson hamiltonian in dimension two. ArXiv
e-prints. larXiv:1511.02718. 2015.

[3] M. Aizenman and S. Warzel. On the joint distribution of energy levels of random Schrédinger
operators. J. Phys. A, 42:045201. 20009.

[4] D. M. Basko, I. L. Aleiner, and B.L. Altshuler. Metal-insulator transition in a weakly in-
teracting many-electron system with localized single-particle states. Ann. Phys., 321:1126,
2006.

[5] Bahouri, H., Chemin, J.-Y., and Danchin, R. Fourier Analysis and Nonlinear Partial Dif-
ferential Equations. Spring, Berlin, 2011.

[6] Chang, K.-C. Methods in Nonlinear Analysis, Springer, Berlin, 2005.

[7] Chouk, K. and Van Zuijlen, W. Asymptotics of the eigenvalues of the Anderson operator
with white noise potential in two dimensions. Ann. Probab. 49(4): 1917-1964, 2021.

[8] Carmona, R., and Molchanov, S. A. Parabolic Anderson problem and intermittency. 518,
American Mathematical Soc., 1994.

[9] Cong H, Shi Y, and Zhang Z. Long-time Anderson localization for the nonlinear Schrédinger
equation revisited. Journal of Statistical Physics , 182: 1-22, 2021.

[10] Dalfovo, F., Giorgini, S., Pitaevskii, L.P., Stringari, S. Theory of Bose-Einstein condensation
in trapped gases. Rev. Mod. Phys. 71(3), 463 (1999)

25


http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.02718

[11]

[20]

[21]

[22]

Fukushima M. and Nakao S. On spectra of the Schrédinger operator with a white Gaussian
noise potential. Zeitschrift fiir Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und Verwandte Gebiete , 37(3):
267-274, 1977.

Gubinelli, M., Imkeller, P., and Perkowski, N. Paracontrolled distributions and singular
pdes. Forum of Mathematics, Pi, 3: 1-75, 2015.

Gubinelli, M. and Hofmanova, M. Global Solutions to Elliptic and Parabolic ®* Models in
Euclidean Space. Commun. Math. Phys. 368: 1201-1266, 2019.

Gubinelli, M., Ugurcan, B., and Zachhuber, I. Semilinear evolution equations for the Ander-
son hamiltonian in two and three dimensions. Stoch. PDE: Anal. Comp. 8: 82-149, 2020.

Hairer, M. A theory of regularity structures. Invent. math. 198: 269-504, 2014.

Hairer, M. and Labbé, C. A simple construction of the continuum parabolic Anderson model
on R2. Electron. Commun. Probab. 20: 1-11, 2015.

Konig, W. The parabolic anderson model. random walk in random potential. Birkhauser,
2016.

Labbé, C.: The continuous Anderson hamiltonian in d < 3, J. Funct. Anal . 277(9): 3187-
3235, 2019.

Lototsky, S. V. and Rozovskii, B. L.: Stochastic partial differential equations driven by
purely spatial noise, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 41(4): 1295-1322, 20009.

McKean H P. A limit law for the principle eigenvalue of Hill’s equation. Journal of statistical
physics , 74(5-6): 1227-1232, 1994

Yosida, K. Functional analysis, 6th ed., Classics in Mathematics, vol. 123. Springer-Verlag,
Berlin-New York, 1995.

Zhang, Q. Global well-posedness for the nonlinear generalized parabolic Anderson model
equation. ArXiv e-prints. arXiv:2109.10423v1. 2021.

26


http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.10423

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Renormalization and paracontrolled distributions
	The Anderson hamiltonian
	Localization operators and high-low frequency decomposition

	Energy functional with the Anderson hamiltonian
	The energy space of the Anderson hamiltonian
	The energy functional and its Fréchet derivative
	Existence of minimizer

	Regularity of the minimizer
	L2 estimates
	Schauder estimates

	The tail estimate of the principle eigenvalue
	Conclusion
	Besov space and Bony's paraproduct
	A proof of the self-adjointness of Anderson hamiltonian

