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UNIQUENESS AND NON-UNIQUENESS OF THE GAUSSIAN FREE
FIELD EVOLUTION UNDER THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL WICK
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ORDERED CUBIC WAVE EQUATION
TADAHIRO OH, MAMORU OKAMOTO, AND NIKOLAY TZVETKOV

ABSTRACT. We study the nonlinear wave equation (NLW) on the two-dimensional
torus T? with Gaussian random initial data on H*®(T?) x H*"*(T?), s < 0, distributed
according to the base Gaussian free field p associated with the invariant Gibbs measure
studied by Thomann and the first author (2020). In particular, we investigate the approx-
imation property of the corresponding solution by smooth (random) solutions. Our main
results in this paper are two-fold. (i) We show that the solution map for the renormalized
cubic NLW defined on the Gaussian free field p is the unique extension of the solution
map defined for smoothed Gaussian initial data obtained by mollification, independent
of mollification kernels. (ii) We also show that there is a regularization of the Gaussian
initial data so that the corresponding smooth solutions almost surely have no limit in the
natural topology. This second result in particular states that one can not use arbitrary
smooth approximation for the renormalized cubic NLW dynamics.

As a preliminary step for proving (ii), we establish a (deterministic) norm inflation
result at general initial data for the (unrenormalized) cubic NLW on T? and R? in negative
Sobolev spaces, extending the norm inflation result by Christ, Colliander, and Tao (2003).
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Nonlinear wave equations. We consider the defocusing nonlinear wave equation
(NLW) on T? = (R/Z)?%:

{8t2u+(1—A)u+uk:O

z,t) € T? xR, 1.1
(w, Opu)|4=0 = (uo,u1), (2,t) (1.1)

where k > 3 is an odd integer and the unknown function u is real—valuedﬂ In particular, we

study the Cauchy problem] (II) with Gaussian random initial data (u§,uy) distributed

according to the massive Gaussian free fieldd p on H5(T?) o H*(T?) x H~1(T?), s < 0,

with the covariance operator (Id — A)~1** whose density is formally given b
dp = Z e 2 2 (WP HIVul)dr gy @ o= 3 Jr2 vPdu gy, (1.2)

This problem naturally appears in the study of invariant Gibbs measures for (I.I]); see
the next subsection. In particular, the (renormalized) NLW on T? is known to be almost
surely globally well-posed with respect to the massive Gaussian free field u (see Theorem [A]
below).

Our main goal in this paper is to study the approximation property of the (random)
solution to the renormalized NLW Withﬁ L(uf,uy) = p (constructed in Theorem [A]) by
smooth (random) solutions. In other words, we are interested in understanding the following
question: “In what sense is the solution map: (ug,uy) — (u,d:u) to the (renormalized)
NLW with L(u§,uy) = p an extension of the solution map, a priori defined on smooth
(random) initial data?” A natural way to study this question is to approximate the rough

IThe equation () is also referred to as the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation. We, however, simply
refer to (L)) as NLW in the following. Moreover, we only consider real-valued functions in the following.
The modifications required to handle the complex-valued case are straightforward. See [52].

2More precisely, we study a renormalized version of (). See the Wick ordered NLW (IX) below.

3In fact, u is a measure on a vector (ug.u1), given as the tensor product of the mass Gaussian free fields
on the up component and the white noise measure on the u; component. For simplicity, however, we refer
to w as the (massive) Gaussian free field in the following.

4Henceforth, we use Z to denote various normalization constants so that the corresponding measures are
probability measures when appropriate.

SGiven a random variable X, we use £(X) to denote the law (= distribution) of X.
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initial data by regular functions and see whether the obtained sequence of smooth solutions
converges to a unique limit (independent of the choice of the regularization). This is the
strongest form of uniqueness and it basically holds when the problem is deterministically
locally well-posed, allowing us to conclude that any approximation would give a good
approximating sequence of smooth solutions, tending to the unique limit. It turns out that
for our problem at hand with £(u§,u{) = p, this strongest form of uniqueness does not hold
because of the low regularity of the initial data. See (ii) below. This gives rise to the “non-
uniqueness” part in the title of this paper. On the other hand, if we restrict our attention to
regularization by convolution (which is a very particular way of approximating the rough
initial data), then the sequence converges to a unique limit, justifying the “uniqueness”
part of the title.
In this paper, we will establish the following two claims:

(i) We show that the solution map: (ug,uy) — (u,0;u) to the (renormalized) NLW
with £(ug,uf) = p is the unique extension of the solution map defined for smoothed
Gaussian initial data obtained by mollification (Theorem [[.6]). Here, the uniqueness
refers to the fact that the whole sequence of regularized solutions converges. Note
that convergence of a subsequence typically follows from weak solution (= compact-
ness) arguments; see [9, 10, [52]. Moreover, the limiting solution map is independent
of mollification kernels. See Theorem

(ii) We show that there exists a regularization of the Gaussian initial data (u§, uy) with
L(ug,uf) = p such that the corresponding smooth solutions almost surely have no
limit in the natural topology; see Theorem [[.7. We prove this second result by es-
tablishing almost sure norm inflation for the renormalized NLW (Proposition [[L10]).

As a preliminary step for (ii), we prove (deterministic) norm inflation for NLW in negative
Sobolev spaces (Theorem [LTI]) by following the argument in [42]. See Subsection

1.2. Invariant Gibbs measures. With v = J,u, we can write the equation (LI]) in the
following Hamiltonian formulation:

o () = 0 1\ 0H
‘ v) \-1 0 a(uv U) ’
where H = H(u,v) is the Hamiltonian given by

1 1 1
H(u,v) = 5 /Tz (v? + |Vul?) dz + 3 /Tz v2da + Tl /Tz . (1.3)

By drawing an analogy to the finite dimensional setting, the Hamiltonian structure of the
equation and the conservation of the Hamiltonian suggest that the Gibbs measure P2(k+1)
of the form:
“dP(k+1) _ Z—l _ ”
0 = exp(—H (u,v))du ® dv (1.4)

is invariant under the dynamics of (LI)). By substituting (L3]) for H(u,v) in the exponent,
we can rewrite the formal expression (4] as

dP2(k+1) — Z—le—k—il Jp2 uk+1d:ce—% J2 (u2+\Vu\2)dacdu Q e—% J2 vzdmdv
~ ¢~ 7T 12 “Hldwdu, (1.5)

where 1 is the massive Gaussian free field defined in (L.2]).
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Recall that the Gaussian measure p in (L2]) is the induced probability measure under
the map:

we Qs (a5, uf),

where (uf,uf) is given by the following random Fourier series@

(ug, ut) < Z gon e Z g1,n(w m'x>. (1.6)

nez? nez?

Here, (n) = /14 |n]? and {go.n, g1,n }nezz is a sequence of independent standard complex-
valued Gaussian random variables on a probability space (£, F,P) conditioned that
Gj—n = Gjm, n € Z*, j = 0,1. It is easy to check that (u¥,uy) belongs to H*(T?) \ H°(T?),
s < 0, almost surely. In particular, for an odd integer k > 3, we have fTQ uFtlde = 0o al-
most surely with respect to p and thus the density e_k%l Jr2 e 4, (L) vanishes almost
surely. As a result, the expression in (I5) does not make sense as a probability mea-
sure. This forces us to renormalize the potential part of the Hamiltonian, which enables
us to define the Gibbs measure P2(k+1) corresponding to the renormalized Hamiltonian as a
probability measure (absolutely continuous with respect to the Gaussian free field ). See
[59] 25l 21], [52] for details. As a consequence, one is led to study the renormalized NLW
dynamics (see (I8]) below) associated with the renormalized Hamiltonian.

1.3. Wick ordered NLW. In this subsection, we go over a derivation of the renormalized
NLW by directly introducing a renormalization at the level of the equation. By writing (L)
in the Duhamel formulation with the random initial data (u§,uY) in (L.6]), we have

w(t) = S(8) (1) — /0 Sin((t(t/xv»uk(t’)dt’, (1.7)

\%
where (V) = +/1 — A and S(t) denotes the linear wave propagator given by
sin(¢(V
S(0(7.9) = cosew)f +
Let z denote the random linear solution given by
z=2%=S(t)(ug,uf). (1.8)

Recalling that (u,u$) € H*(T2)\ H°(T?), s < 0, almost surely, we see that z(t) is merely a
Schwartz distribution. Hence, there is an issue in making sense of the power z¥(t) and thus
the full nonlinearity u”(t) appearing in (7). In fact, by following the argument in [48, 44],
a phenomenon of triviality may be shown for (II]) without renormalization (at least when
k = 3). Namely, by considering smooth solutions uy to (II]) with regularized random
initial data, we may show that, as the regularization is removed, uy converges to a trivial
solution u© = 0. This shows the necessity of a proper renormalization at the level of the
equation.

With (L8], we easily see that, for any ¢ € R, the distribution of z(t) is once again given
by the massive Gaussian free field p in (I.2]). Namely, p is invariant under the linear wave

6we drop the harmless factor 27 in the following.
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dynamics. Indeed, we have

(0,00 = (L D26 3 gf ), (19)

nez? nez?
where

def .
Go.n = cos(t(n))gon + sin(t(n))gin,

def .
Gim = —sin(t(n))gon + cos(t(n))gin-

(1.10)

It is easy to check that {gan, g’im}nezz forms a sequence of independent standard complex-
valued Gaussian random variables conditioned that

G =in (1.11)
for any n € Z2 and j = 0,1. This shows that the massive Gaussian free field y in (L2 is
invariant under the linear wave dynamics.

Let Py denote the frequency projection onto the spatial frequencies {|n| < N} and set
2y = Pyz. Then, for each (z,t) € T? x R, zy(z,t) is a mean-zero real-valued Gaussian
random variable with Variancelj

o S Var (o (2, 8) = B[ (w,8)] = 3 # ~Tog N. (1.12)
In|<N

Note that oy is independent of (z,t) € T? x R, reflecting the translation-invariant nature
of the problem. We then define the Wick powers :zﬁ, ;, £ € NU{0}, by setting

(2, 1): Y Hy(en (2, 1); o) (1.13)

in a pointwise manner, where Hy(x;0) denotes the Hermite polynomial of degree ¢ with a
parameter o > 0. See Section 2] for more on the Hermite polynomials. We now recall the
following proposition from [53], 26].

Proposition 1.1. Let ¢ € NU{0}. Then, for any p < oo, T >0, and € > 0, the sequence
{:25 }nen is Cauchy in LP(Q; C([-T,T); W=5°°(T?))). Denoting the limit by
2t = :zf;O:d:Cf lim :z%:, (1.14)
N—o00
we have :2*: € C([~T,T]; W—5°(T?)), almost surely.
In [53], the convergence was shown only in LP(Q; LI([~T, T); W57 (T?))) for ¢,r < oc.
By repeating the argument in [26] Proposition 2.1], however, we can easily upgrade this to

the claimed regularity result in Proposition LTI One may also apply Proposition 2.7 below
and directly verify Proposition [[LT] See Subsection .1l See also [27) 28, [43].

Given N € N, consider the following truncated NLW:
8t2uN + (1 — A)UN + Py [(PNUN)k] =0
"While it may be common to denote the variance by %, we chose to use on to denote the variance

in (LI2) so that it is consistent with the notation H(z;0) for the Hermite polynomial with a parameter o,
which is used for the Wick renormalization ([I3]); see (21) and ([22]). See also Kuo’s book [36], Chapter 9].
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with the random initial data (u,u{) in (L6). In view of the Duhamel formula, it is natural
to decompose uy as

uy =z + vy (1.15)
with vy = Pyvny. Then, by the binomial theorem, we have
"k
(Prun)® = (zv +on) =D <€> 2y ot (1.16)
£=0

and thus we see that there is an issue in taking a limit as N — oo, since the limit of zﬁ,
does not exist. By recalling the following identities for the Hermite polynomials:

k

Hy(x +y) :Z </2:> Hy(y) - a*=* and  Hg(z;0) :O‘%Hk(a_%aj),
=0

we define the renormalized nonlinearity : (P yuy)®: by setting

: (PNUN)k3 = N’(kP’Nu87PNUA‘f)(uN)

k
e k -
E Hi(en +onson) = > <€> Hy(zn;0n) - vy !

k
k _
zz@;zgz.vw
/=0

Namely, we replaced 2% in (LI6]) by the Wick power : 2% :. In view of Proposition [[I] we
can take a limit of (LI7) as NV — oo. This leads to the following Wick ordered NLW:

(1.17)

2 1—A k=

Oju+ ( )u—: uw 0 (1.18)

(u7 8tu) ’t=0 = (UO , Ug )7

where the Wick ordered nonlinearity :u*: is defined by

def i k
:uk::./\/'(lzg’uﬂ(u) = Z <€> P ARRE A (1.19)
£=0
for functions u of the form:

u=2z+v (1.20)

with some sufficiently smooth v such that v*=¢ in (I.I9) makes sense. We stress that the
Wick ordered nonlinearity :u”: is not defined for general functions u but is defined only for
functions u of the form (L20]).

In [53], the first author and Thomann studied the Wick ordered NLW (LI8)) by consid-
ering the following fixed point problem for the residual term v = u — z:

v+ (1=Ap+:(v+2)r:=0
{(vﬁtv)\t:o = (0,0). (1.21)

A result of interest to us reads as follows:
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Theorem A ([53]). The Wick ordered NLW (ILI8) is almost surely globally well-posed
with respect to the massive Gaussian free field p in ([L2)). Moreover, the solution (u,dyu)
to (LI8) almost surely lies in the class:

(u, ) € (2,0:2) + C(R; H 75(T?)) € C(R; H5(T?)). (1.22)
for any € > 0.
Remark 1.2. Consider the following truncated Wick ordered NLW:

{3t2uzv+(1—A)UNJrPN[:(PNUN)k:] =0 (1.23)

(un; Orun)li=0 = (ug, ut),
where the truncated Wick ordered nonlinearity is interpreted as in (LI7) for uy of the
form (II5). Then, it follows from iterating the local theory in [53] that, for given
T > 0, the solution uyn to (L23) converges almost surely to the solution u to (LIS) in
C([-T,T); H¢(T?)), € > 0 (and the residual part vy = uy — 2 converges to v = u — 2z in
C([-T,T); H'=5(T?)), almost surely).

The proof of almost sure local well-posedness of (LIf]) follows from studying the fixed
point problem (L.2I]) for v with Sobolev’s inequalityﬁ and the space-time control on the
stochastic terms (Proposition [[LT]). The almost sure global well-posedness follows from
(i) almost sure global well-posedness of the Wick ordered NLW (ILI8]) with respect to the

Gibbs measure P2(k+1) (by Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [5, 6, 12]) and (ii) the

mutual absolute continuity of the Gibbs measure P2(k+1)
field p. Lastly, the second claim ([L22]) follows from iterating the local-in-time argument
with Proposition [Tl

Let u be the random solution to the Wick ordered NLW (LI8) with £((u,d¢u)|i=0) = p
constructed in Theorem [Al In the following, we study the approximation property of the
random solution u to the renormalized NLW (ILI8]) by the smooth solutions correspond-
ing to smooth approximating (random) initial data. We point out that the renormalized
nonlinearity :u*: in (LI8) is defined for the specific random initial data (u¥,u¥) in (L6).
In particular, in considering the renormalized dynamics corresponding to smooth random
initial data, we need to make it clear what we mean by the renormalized nonlinearity for
smooth random initial data. This is the topic of the next subsection.

and the massive Gaussian free

1.4. Renormalized NLW with smooth Gaussian initial data. In this subsection, we
consider the renormalized NLW with smooth Gaussian random initial data. While there
is no need to consider any renormalization in studying (LI]) with smooth random initial
data, we introduce a renormalization even for smooth random initial data so that we can
study smooth approximations to the Wick ordered NLW (L.I8) with £(uf,uy) = p. For
this purpose, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 1.3. Let (9§, ¢%) be an H*(T?)-valued random variable for some s > 0. Set
def w oW w oW w w1\ 2
o(t) = Var(S(t) (e, ¢7)) = E[(S®)(¢, 1))%] — (EIS(O)(ef, 7))

8While the argument in [53] used the Strichartz estimates, it is possible to prove the local well-posedness
part in Theorem [A] by Sobolev’s inequality. See [28].
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Then, we define the renormalized nonlinearity N (o8 S01)(1)) by

def w w
N(]z%ﬂ%)( v) = Hy(St)(¢5,¢7) +via(t)).
In view of the previous discussion, we aim to study the following problem:

{afv+(1— D)o+ Ny oy (v) =0

(v,0¢v) =0 = (0,0) (1.24)

for a sequence of (smoother) random initial data (¢¥, ¢%) € H°(T?) approximating (u¥, u4)
given in ([G). Our goal is then to try to understand how much the obtained sequence of
(smoother) solutions converges to the solution obtained in Theorem [A] (modulo the free
evolution), i.e. the solution v = u — 2z = u — S(¢)(uf, uy) to (LZI). For this purpose, we
will first solve (L24]) for a large class of (¢4, %) in H*(T?), s > 0.

Let us now describe the class of data (¢, ¢%) for which we study ([24). Let (¢o, ¢1) €
H3(T?), s > 0, with the Fourier series expansions

¢ = Z ng(n)em'x with (}Ej(—n) = (/5]‘(71)7 j=0,1.
nez?
We define the randomization (¢§, ¢) of (¢o, qﬁl) by setting
w dof zn T

nez?
where {gon, g1.n}nez2 is as in ([L6). Let (rg,r1) € HT(T?). We then study (L24) with
(5, ¢7) given by

(¢6:#7) = (95, 97) + (ro, 1) (1.26)
Note that

o(t) = Var(S(t)(gf, %)) = Var(S(t) (45, 6%))
_ 2 oy 2, 51112( (n)) ~ 2\ <« 2
= > ( cos®(t(n))|go(n)|* + 1B1()]? ) < [1(¢o, 1) 20 < 00,

nez? < >

which shows that the renormalized nonlinearity /\/W - ( ) in (24) is well defined for the

random data (¢, ¢¢) given in ([.26). Compare this Wlth the renormalized nonlinearity
in (L2I) which is defined only via a limiting procedure via Proposition [[LI. We have

the following proposition on almost sure global existence of unique solutions to the Wick
ordered NLW (L24]) with the random data (¢, ¢Y) given by (L.28]).

(1.27)

Proposition 1.4. Let k > 3 be an odd integer and let s € R satisfy
(i) s > 0 when k=3 and (ii) s > 1 when k > 5.

Given (¢o,¢1) € H*(T?) and (ro,r1) € H¥TH(T?), let (¢%,¢Y) be the randomization of

(¢o, 1) defined in (L25]) and define (p§, %) as in (IL26). Then, there exists almost surely
a unique global solution (v,0p) € C(R; H (T?)) to (L24).

We present the proof of Proposition [[.4lin Section Bl The almost sure local well-posedness
for s > 0 (with any k) follows from a standard fixed point argument with the probabilistic
Strichartz estimate (Lemma [2.4]). See, for example, [13, [58]. As for the almost sure global
well-posedness, we proceed with a Gronwall argument as in [I3] when k& = 3. For k > 5,
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we also use the integration-by-parts trick, introduced in [47], to control higher order terms
with respect to v

Remark 1.5. (i) Observe that if the data in (L.2€]) is deterministic, i.e. ¢ =0, then o(t) =
0 and the nonlinearity is of pure power type, namely N(Ifog o) (v) becomes (S(t)(rg,r1)+v)*.
P17

(ii) For simplicity of the presentation, we chose (rg,r1) € H*TH(T?) in the statement of
Proposition [[4] such that the Cameron-Martin theorem [I4] allows us to reduce the proof
to the case rg = r1 = 0 at the beginning of Section Bl In fact, a slight modification of
the argument in Section [ shows that Proposition [[4] also holds for (rg,r1) € H(T?),
whether (rg,r1) is deterministic or random. Indeed, given (rg,r1) € H'(T?), by setting
w = v+ S(t)(ro,m1), where v is a solution to ([.24]), we see that w satisfies the following
Cauchy problem:

{8§w+ (1= A)w+ Hy(S(t)(¢5, 67) +w(t); o (t)) =0

(w, Opw)|4=0 = (r0,71) € H(T?). (1.28)

Then, by noting that Lemma 311 on local well-posedness holds for general H!-initial data,
global well-posedness of (28] follows from proceeding as in the proof of Proposition [L.4]
presented in Section [B] which is about controlling the H'-norm of a solution; see ([B.7).
Once we have constructed a unique global-in-time solution w to (L28]), we simply set
v=w — S(t)(rp,r1), which is a unique global-in-time solution to (L.24]).

1.5. Unique and non-unique extensions of the solution map to the Wick or-
dered NLW with the Gaussian free field y as initial data. In this subsection, we
state our main results in this paper. In the following, we restrict our attention to the
cubic case (k = 3). In the previous subsection, we constructed almost surely well-defined
global-in-time dynamics for the Wick ordered NLW (L24]) with smooth random initial data
(Proposition [[4]). In particular, there exists a solution map, sending smooth random initial
data to smooth random solutions. On the other hand, Theorem [A] shows that the solution
map “extends” to the (rough) Gaussian random initial data (ug,u{) of the form (L6,
distributed according to the massive Gaussian free field p in (I2]). In the following, we
investigate in what sense the solution map constructed in Proposition [[4] extends to that
in Theorem [Al

We first establish a (partial) positive answer. Namely, we show that the solution map
constructed in Theorem [Alis the unique extension of the solution map defined on a certain
class of smooth random initial data. We say that a smooth function p € L'(R?) is a
mollification kernel if [,, p(z)dz = 1 and suppp C (—3, 3]
define ps by setting

. Given a mollification kernel p,

ps(x) =2 p(6~ )
for 0 < 6 < 1. Then, {ps}se(,1] i an approximate identity on R2. By noting that
supp ps C (—%, %]2 =~ T2 for any 6 € (0, 1], we see that {Ps}se(0,1) 1s also an approximate
identity on T2.

The following theorem shows that the solution map constructed in Theorem [Al is the
unique extension of the solution map defined on smooth random initial data, regularized
by a mollification. Here, the uniqueness refers to the convergence of the whole sequence
and also to the fact that the extension is independent of mollification kernels p.
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Theorem 1.6. Let (uf,uy) be the Gaussian random initial data defined in (LO). Given a
mollification kernel p, define (ugs,uys) € C>®(T?) x C*(T?), 0 < § < 1, via the reqular-
ization by mollification:

’LL((')U’(; = p§ * 'LLB) and Uiﬁé = p§ * u(iua (129)

where ps is as above (of course, lims o ||(ug s uss) — (ug,us)||ns = 0, almost surely).
Denote by (vs, Opvs) the solution to the Wick ordered NLW (L24)) with

(6, 1) = (ugs,uis)

constructed in Proposition[1.4), and set us & S(t)(ug 5,uf 5)+vs. Then, given anyT > 0 and
s < 0, (ug,Opugs) converges in probability to (u,dpu) in C([—T,T); H*(T?)), where (u,dpu)
is the solution to the Wick ordered NLW (LI8)) with the initial data (ug,u’) constructed
in Theorem [Al Namely, uw = z + v, where z and v are as in (L) and (L21)), respectively.

Next, we turn our attention to a negative direction. We prove the following instability
result for the Wick ordered NLW (LI8]) with the Gaussian free field p in (2] as initial
data.

Theorem 1.7. Let s <0 and (uf,uy) be as in (L6). Then, there exists a set X C Q with
P(X) =1 such that given w € %, there exists a sequence (ug.,uf.) € C>(T?) x C>=(T?),
0 < e <1, such that almost surely

iii,r% (U, ute) = (ug, uf)llas =0
but for every T > 0, the solutions v. to (L24) with

(6, ¢7) = (U5 ui)

defined in Proposition satisfy almost surely

lin fJoe || oo (1110 = 00

As a consequence, ug o S(t)(ug e, ut' o) +ve diverges almost surely in C([—T,T7; H*(T?)).

Theorems and [[7] together imply that the choice of regularization of the random
initial data plays an important role. On the one hand, there is a class of “admissible”
regularizations yielding the conclusion of Theorem On the other hand, there is also a
regularization, leading to a strong instability. This is a sharp contrast with the smoother
regime, where (deterministic) local well-posedness theory, in particular continuous depen-
dence, guarantees any regularization gives a good approximation. See Theorems 1.33
and 2.7 in [64] for analogous results in the context of the three-dimensional cubic NLW
(without the need of renormalization). One main difference between our results (Theo-
rems and [[7)) and those in [64] appears in the fact that, in our problem, the effect of
the random initial data shows up in the equation through the renormalized nonlinearity,
giving further complication to the problem.

Remark 1.8. In a recent work [60], the third author and Sun established a certain patho-
logical behavior for NLW on the three-dimensional torus T2 with initial data of super-critical
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(but positivdg) regularity. They constructed a dense subset S of the Sobolev space of super-
critical regularity such that for any (ug,u1) € S, the family of global smooth solutions ws,
generated by the mollified initial data (ps * ug, ps * u1), diverges. While it is a purely
deterministic result, this result nicely complements Theorem [I[.6] since it shows that a mol-
lification does not in general (and in fact on a dense set) lead to a good approximation in
the super-critical regularity.

Before proceeding to the next subsection, we briefly discuss a reduction of the proof of
Theorem [I.7] in the following. Our main strategy is as follows. Given € > 0, let (ug 5 Us 5)
be the mollified random initial data as in (L.29) for some small 6 = §(¢) > 0. We then

construct the smooth solution vs. = v§. to ([L24):
2 _ 3 _
Ofvse + (1= A)vse +'/\/'(506’75,5780§’,5,5)(U5’5) =0 (1.30)
(V5,65 Or5.¢)lt=0 = (0,0),

where

(00520 PToe) = (UG5 uls) + (Poe, P1e)
for some suitably chosen deterministic functions (¢oc, ¢1..) € C°°(T?) x C°°(T?). The first
observation is that the conclusion of Theorem [I.6] holds true even if we replace (uf, uy) (and

(ug 5, ut ), respectively) by (ug, uf) +(do.c, 1) (and (ug s, uf 5) + (do.e, P1,¢), respectively)
for any (¢o.c, ¢1..) € C°(T?)xC>(T?). Namely, the smooth solution vs . to (IL30) converges
in probability to the solution v, to

{@?vs (1= D)o + NGy o (0) =0 "
(ve, Opve)|t=0 = (0,0)
as § — 0, where

((106),67 (plf,e) = (ul(*)ja uclu) + (¢O,aa ¢1,a)- (1.32)

See Remark Note that, in (I.31]), the nonlinearity M?Zp 6“5730?5)(2}5) is interpreted in the
limiting sense as § — 0. This observation allows us to drc;p the smoothness assumption
on data in Theorem [[.7l More precisely, Theorem [I.7] is a consequence of the following
statement.

Proposition 1.9. Let s < 0 and (uf,uy) be as in (L8). Then, there exists a set ¥ C Q
with P(X) = 1 such that given w € ¥ and ¢ > 0, there exist a solution v to (L31) on T?
with the random data (¢g ., ¢7.) in (L32) and a random time t. = t.(w) € (0,¢) such that

[(boes d1e)|l3e <& but ol (t)|lms >t
In our reduction of Theorem [[.7 to Proposition [L.9 we moved from the smooth setting to
the rough setting, contrary to the usual reduction, where one approximates rough objects
by smooth objects. This reduction, however, helps us since the solutions v to (L2I]) and v,
to (L31) satisfy the same equation, where the renormalization on the nonlinearity is based
on (ug,uy) defined in (L6]).

9n particular, there is no need for renormalization in [60].
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We now express (L3])) in terms of w. = v. + S(t)(¢o.e, ¢1,). Then, w, satisfies the
following perturbed NLW:

OZw- + (1 — A)w. +wd + R(we, 2) =0
(w€7 atwa)’t:O = (¢0757 ¢1,E)7

where R(w, z) is given by

(1.33)

R(w,z) =:(z + w)*: —w?
=3zw?+3:2%: wt 23 .

Then, the proof of Proposition is reduced to the following proposition on almost sure
norm inflation for the perturbed NLW (LL33]).

Proposition 1.10. Let s < 0 and z = 2¥ be as in (L8]). Then, there exists a set X C
with P(X) = 1 such that given w € ¥ and ¢ > 0, there exist a solution w* to (L33) on T?
and a random time t. = t.(w) € (0,¢) such that

H(wf(O),atwfj(O))HHS <e and |we (te)|| s > e L.

With R(w., z) = 0, such a norm inflation phenomenon has been studied for the (unrenor-
malized) NLW (LI)); see [18| 111 [66] [64]. In Proposition [[.I0] we establish norm inflation
almost surely in the presence of the random perturbation R(we,z). We point out that
the known result on norm inflation for NLW (LI)) on T¢ or R? in negative Sobolev spaces
only covers a partial range s < —%l in the general setting; see [18]. While there is a norm
inflation result for s < % by reducing the analysis to the one-dimensional case via the finite
speed of propagation (see [I8, Corollary 7]), this result is not useful to our problem due
to the genuine two-dimensional nature of the random perturbation. Therefore, we first
need to extend the deterministic norm inflation result to cover this missing range (—%, 0)
without reducing the analysis to the one-dimensional setting. In fact, this is the goal of the
next subsection. More precisely, we consider the (unrenormalized) NLW and prove norm
inflation (at general initial data) in negative Sobolev spaces, including the missing range
(—%l, 0). This will be a basic building block for the proof of Proposition [L.T0l

Even with norm inflation for the (unrenormalized) NLW (see Theorem [[.T1] below), the
actual proof of Proposition [[L.I0] requires a careful analysis. The main strategy for prov-
ing Proposition [[LT0] is to establish a good approximation argument for the perturbed
NLW (L33) and the cubic NLW (1)) and then to invoke the norm inflation for the lat-
ter equation. For this purpose, we need to have local well-posedness of the perturbed
NLW (I33) for a sufficiently long time. In [53], Thomann and the first author proved
almost sure local well-posedness of (LL33]) via the Strichartz estimates and Lemma 2.6l Due
to the use of the space-time estimates, such an argument provides a rather short local exis-
tence time, which is not sufficient for our purpose. In order to observe the desired growth for
norm inflation, we need to mazimize the local existence time by avoiding any use of space-
times estimates such as the Strichartz estimates. Unfortunately, the local well-posedness
argument based on Sobolev’s inequality and the product estimates (Lemma [2.3]) within
the framework of the L?-based Sobolev spaces (see [28]) or the Wiener algebra (see Sec-
tion [B]) does not seem to suffice for our purpose. We instead establish local well-posedness
of the perturbed NLW (I.33)) in a carefully chosen Fourier-Lebesgue space, which provides
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a sufficiently large time of local existence and allows us to implement an approximation
argument. See Section [0l for details.

1.6. Norm inflation for the (unrenormalized) NLW in negative Sobolev spaces.
In this subsection, we change gears and consider the following (deterministic) NLW:

{8t2u+(m—A)u+uk:0

$’t c M x R, 1.34
(u, Opu) =0 = (uo,u1), o ( )

where m > 0 and M = T¢ or R?. When m = 0, the equation (I.34)) on R? enjoys the scaling
symmetry, which induces the so-called scaling critical Sobolev index: sgcaling = % — % On
the other hand, NLW also enjoys the Lorentzian invariance (conformal symmetry), which
yields its own critical regularity Sconf = % - ﬁ (at least in the focusing case); see [37]
and [62, Exercise 3.67]. We then define the critical regularity s for a given integer k > 2

by

1.
2 k-1 4 k-1 (1.35)

The Cauchy problem (L34]) has been studied extensively and it is known that (L34 is
locally well-posed in H*(M) for s > sqit in many cases (possibly under an extra condition);
see [33, 37, 34, G1].

On the other hand, ill-posedness of ([.34]) below the critical regularity s.; has been
studied in various papers [37, [I8, 1T}, 66, 64]. In particular, Christ, Colliander, and Tao [18§]
proved the following norm inflation phenomenon for NLW (L34)) on R%; given any & > 0,
there exist a solution u. to (I34) on R? and t. € (0,¢) such that

d 2 d+1 1
o),

def
Scrit = maX(Sscaling7 Sconfs 0) = Imax <_ -

[(ue(0), Orus(0)) |35 may < € but [[we (te) | s (may > et (1.36)
provided that one of the following conditions holds:
1 1 1
(a) 0 < 5 < Sgcaling OF 8 < —g Of (b) — 3 < 8 < Sgob def 37 (1.37)

In particular, when k = 3, the norm inflation holds except for s = —% We point out that,
in [I8], Corollary 7], the conditions (a) and (b) are obtained first for d = 1 (|18, Theorem 6))
and then extended for d > 2 by reducing the analysis to the one-dimensional case via the
finite speed of propagation.

The norm inflation (I36]) is a stronger form of instability than discontinuity of the
solution map (at the trivial function). In [66], Xia proved norm inflation based at general
initial data (see (I38) below) for NLW on T3 when 0 < s < Sscaling- See also the lecture
note [64] by the third author. We point out that norm inflation at general initial data
can not be reduced to the one-dimensional setting and thus the conditions in (.37]) should
be disregarded in the following discussion. In fact, without reducing the analysis to the
one-dimensional setting, the argument in [I8] yields norm inflation for

d 1 1
(C)d2210<8<Ssca11ng0r8§—§, or (d)d:1:3<6ands7é—§,
leaving a gap —9 < s < 0 for d > 2. See [I8, Theorems 4 and 6].

10While Theorem 4 in [18] claims a norm inflation for s = —% when d = 1, their argument uses a scaling

and hence seems to break down when s = Sepit = —%, contrary to their claim.
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In what follows, we only consider the cubic case (k = 3). See [23] for the general case,
where Forlano and the second author extended our result (Theorem [[LTT]) to general k > 2.
The next theorem establishes norm inflation at general initial data in negative Sobolev
spaces.

Theorem 1.11. Givend € N, let M =R? or T. Letk =3 and m > 0. Suppose that s € R
satisfies either (1) s < —% when d = 1 or (ii) s < 0 when d > 2. Fiz (up,u1) € H¥(M).
Then, given any € > 0, there exist a solution u. to (L34) on M and t. € (0,¢) such that

(| (ue(0), yue(0)) — (uo,ul)HHS(M) <e but llue (te) [l s (ar) > e L, (1.38)

When (ug,u;) = 0, Theorem [[.TT] reduces to the usual norm inflation (based at the zero
function) stated in (L36). It follows from Theorem [Tl that the solution map ® : (ug,u;) €
H3 (M) = (u, ) € C([-T,T); H*(M)) to the cubic NLW is discontinuous everywhere in
H¥(M). Theorem [T fills the regularity gap s # —3 left open in [I8] for the usual norm
inflation in the case of the cubic nonlinearity (k = 3). Furthermore, our argument exploits
a more robust high-to-low energy transfer mechanism than that in [I8] and yields a norm
inflation without reducing the analysis to the one-dimensional setting, which is crucial for
proving norm inflation at general initial data.

The proof of Theorem [I.TTlis a basic building block for proving Proposition[I.10Jon almost
sure norm inflation for the perturbed NLW (I.33]). While the argument in [18] [1T, [66] is
based on the (dispersionless) ODE approach and an approximation argument, we adapt
the Fourier analytic approach employed in [42], where the first author proved an analogous
norm inflation at general initial data for the cubic nonlinear Schrodinger equation on R?
and T? in negative Sobolev spaces. The main idea is to exploit high-to-low energy transfer
in the Picard second iterate. We refer readers to the previous works [Il, B2, [35] 16 [57],
where a similar approach has been taken. We also mention the work [4, 22] which exploits
high-to-low energy transfer.

Let us briefly describe the idea of the proof of Theorem [[.ITl By a density argument,
we may assume that (ug,u;) € S(M) x S(M), where S(M) denotes the class of Schwartz
functions if M = R? and the class of C®-functions if M = T%. See Proposition [5.1] below.
Then, the main goal is to construct a pair (¢oc, $1,.) € C°(M) x C®(M), € > 0, such
that a solution u. to (IL34) with initial data (uge,u1,) = (uo, u1) + (Poc, 1) satisfies the
conclusion of Theorem [LIT1

By expressing u. in the Duhamel formulation (with m = 1), we have

us(t) = S(t)(uo e, ure) — /0 sin((¢ <_Vt>/)<v>)u§(t')dt’.

As in [42], the main ingredient is to express a smooth solution u. in the following power

series expansion:

o

Ue = Z Ej (UO,aa ul,a)y

§=0
where =;(uo,u1,c) denotes homogeneous multilinear terms of degree 2j + 1 (in the linear
solution S(t)(uoe,u1,)). We then construct (¢o ., ¢1,) such that, as e — 0,

(1) (¢o.e,P1,e) tends to 0 in H¥(M),
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(ii) the second order term Zq(up., u1,¢)(te) tends to oo for some t. — 0,

(ili) the sum of the higher ordered terms Z;(ug ¢, u1,¢)(te), j > 2, is of smaller order than
the second order term =1 (ug e, u1,¢)(te).

This yields the conclusion of Theorem [LTIl We remark that, in [32, 35, 16} [57], Z; was
defined in a recursive manner and the (scaled) modulation space My (M) and its algebra
property played an important role. In the following, however, we follow a simplified ap-
proach presented in [42] and directly define =; via the power series expansion indexed by
trees and use the Wiener algebra FL!(M) instead of the modulation space. This latter
approach is more suitable for proving norm inflation at general initial data.

1.7. Remarks and comments. We conclude this introduction by several remarks.

(i) In the main results (Theorems [[.6l and [[7]), we only considered the cubic case. It is easy
to see that Theorem is readily extendable to the case k > 5. Our method for proving
Theorem [[.1T]on the norm inflation at general initial data is elementary and can be applied
to other power-type nonlinearities. Following this paper, the second author and Forlano [23]
recently established an analogous norm inflation result for (L34]) with a general power-type
nonlinearity u¥. It is likely that Theorem [[7 can also be extended for k& > 5. We point
out, however, that a careful analysis (beyond establishing norm inflation at general initial
data) is needed in proving an analogue of Proposition [[.TOl See Section [l

(ii) The defocusing nature of the equation is needed only in obtaining global solutions
(Theorems [A] and Proposition [I.4]).

(iii) Consider the cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLS) on T¢:
i0pu — Au + |ul?u = 0. (1.39)
In this case, we can introduce a renormalization in a deterministic manner:
i0u — Au+ (|u]® — 2 [ |u*dz)u =0 (1.40)

to study the dynamics with either random or deterministic initial data of low regularity. See
[6], 19, 51, 29} 56]. Thanks to the L?-conservation, the equations (I.39) and (L40) are equiv-
alent, at least for smooth solutions, via the invertible gauge transform: u — 2/ lul*dzy,
Furthermore, in the case of Gaussian random initial data (under some regularity restric-
tion), the renormalized equation (L.40]) is equivalent to the renormalized equation via the
Wick renormalization (as in (LI9) but in the complex-valued setting); see [0, 5], 52]. We
point out that a deterministic renormalization as in (I.40) has also been used to study the
fractional NLS; see [55, [54].

In case of the cubic NLW, it is tempting to consider a deterministic renormalization
analogous to ((L40):

OHu+ (1 —A)u+ (v? — 3 [u?dz)u=0. (1.41)
Denoting the nonlinearity in (L4I]) by f(u), its spatial Fourier transform is written as
3

—

f(u)(n) = > [T 2(n)) = 3[am)*a(n) + 1,—0(@(0))*. (1.42)
n=ni+nz+ns j=1
(n1+n2)(n2+n3)(n3+n1)#0
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This renormalization cancels certain resonant interactions (n; + ny = 0 for j # k), which
allows us to make sense of f(u) for u of the form (L20) with z as in (8] and smoother v.
Indeed, the problematic terms 2® and 32%v in (2 +v)? are now modified into 23 —3 [ z2dz - 2
and 3(7:2 — [ 2%)v, each of which has a well-defined meaning.

There are, however, two issues in using the renormalized model (I.42]). Unlike the cubic
NLS, the renormalized model (L42) is not naturally associated with the unrenormalized
model (1)) with & = 3 in the sense that it is not equivalent to the unrenormalized model
even for smooth solutions, in particular, due to the lack of the L?-conservation for NLW. The
second point is that the renormalized model (I.42]) possesses finite-time blowup solutions
whereas the Wick ordered NLW (ILI8)) is almost surely globally well-posed; see Theorem [A]
and Proposition [l See also [28§].

(iv) The main results of this paper are readily applicable to the two-dimensional stochas-
tic NLW with space-time white noise forcing studied in [26], 28] [43]. Moreover, our work
provides a natural framework for obtaining similar non-uniqueness results for singular sto-
chastic PDEs. For instance, it would be interesting to establish an analogue of Theorem [I.7]
in the context of the stochastic wave equations in higher dimensions [45], [46), 7, [§] and the
stochastic heat equations [20], B0, [15 B8]. We mention a recent work [31] on the stochastic
Navier-Stokes equations.

This remaining part of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we collect some
deterministic and stochastic lemmas. In Section Bl we prove Proposition [[L4l In Section [l
we show the convergence and uniqueness of Wick powers and then present the proof of
Theorem In Section Bl we prove norm inflation at general initial data for the deter-
ministic cubic NLW (L34]) with & = 3 (Theorem [[.TT]). In Section [@], we first establish local
well-posedness of the perturbed NLW (I33)) in a carefully chosen Fourier-Lebesgue space
(Lemma [6.T]) and an approximation lemma (Lemma [6.2)), which implies Proposition [[.10
In Appendix [Al we present the proof of the almost sure convergence of stochastic objects

(Proposition 2.7]).

2. DETERMINISTIC AND STOCHASTIC LEMMAS

2.1. Hermite polynomials and white noise functional. First, we recall the Hermite
polynomials Hy(x; o) defined via the generating function:

F(t,z;0) of gto—g0t® — Hy(z;0). (2.1)
For simplicity, we set F(t,x) o F(t,x;1) and Hg(x) o Hy(z;1). Note that Hp(z;0) =

o5 H k(a_%m) holds. In the following, we list the first few Hermite polynomials for readers’
convenience:

Hyo(z;0) =1, Hy(z;0) ==z, Hy(r;o0)=2>—0, Hs(z;0)=2a—30z. (2.2)
Hyor a function u independent of the spatial variable, the defocusing “renormalized” nonlinearity

in (CZI) becomes the focusing (unrenormalized) nonlinearity: (u® — 3 [u’dz)u = —2u®, showing that
there exists a finite time blowup solution u(t) ~ v/2(Tx —t) ™" in the sense of asymptotic equality as t — Th—.
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For the derivative, the following properties hold:
OpHi(z) = kHg—1(x) and Hg(z) = xHyg_1(x) — 0 Hp—1(z). (2.3)

Next, we define the white noise functional. Let £(z;w) be the (real-valued) mean-zero
Gaussian white noise on T? defined by

i) = Y gnlw)e™,
nez?

where {gn}ncz2 is a sequence of independent standard complex-valued Gaussian random
variables conditioned that g_, = gn, n € Z2. It is easy to see that £ € H*(T?)\ H~H(T?),
s < —1, almost surely. In particular, £ is a distribution, acting on smooth functions.
In fact, the action of & can be defined on L?(T?). We define the white noise functional
W() : Lz(T2) — Lz(Q) by

Wiw) = (f,€W)2 = Y F(n)ga(w) (24)

nez?
for a real-valued function f € L?(T?). Note that W; = £(f) is basically the Wiener integral
of f. In particular, Wy is a real-valued Gaussian random variable with mean 0 and variance
1£117. Moreover, W(. is unitary:
E[W;Wy] = (f.h) L2 (2.5)

for f,h € L*(T?). In general, we have the following lemma. See [41, Lemma 1.1.1].

Lemma 2.1. (i) Let g1 and g2 be mean-zero real-valued jointly Gaussian random variables
with variances o1 and oo. Then, we have

E[Hy(g1;01)Hm(g2;02)] = 6kmk!{E[gng]}k-
(i) Let f,h € L*(T?) such that ||f||2 = ||h||z2 = 1. Then, for k,m € NU {0}, we have
E[Hy(Wp) Hu(Wh)] = Okmk![(f, ) 12]".
Here, 0y, denotes the Kronecker’s delta function.

Part (i) of Lemma 2.1] easily follows from the definition (2.1I) of the generating function:
tk gm
E[F(t, 91;01)F (s, g2; 02)] = ml
k,m=0
while Part (ii) is an immediate corollary of Part (i) and (2.35]).
As in [53], we also employ the white noise functional adapted to z(¢). In view of (L9,
we define the white noise functional W(’f) : L3(T?) — L*(Q) with a parameter t € R by

Whw) = (£, (W) = Y Fn)gh,w). (2.6)

nez?

E[H}(g1;01) Hm(g2; 02)],

Here, ¢! denotes (a specific realization of) the white noise on T? given by
Ezw) = Y ghnlw)e™™,
neZ?
where gf ,, is defined in (ILIQ). Since {gf,}nez2 is a sequence of independent standard

Gaussian random variables with 96,—11 = gan, the white noise functional W(t.) defined in (2.6])
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satisfies the same properties as the standard white noise functional W(.) defined in (2.4)).
Moreover, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let f,h € L?(T?) such that ||f||z2 = |h|lp2 = 1. Then, for k,m € NU {0}
and t1,ts € R, we have

E[Hy(W) Hy(Wy2)] = Gkl (3(f, 1) [t — t2])", (2.7)

where

Z F(n)h(n) cos(t(n)).
€72

While Lemma 22 follows from a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [50],
for readers’ convenience, we provide a proof here.

Proof. From (2.6) with (LI0), we have
Wi w) + Wizw) = 3 {(F) cos(tr m) +hin) cos(tz(n)) ) go.n(w)

+ (T sin(er{n)) +h(n) sintz(n)) ) g1.4() |
- { Re (A(n) cos(t1(n)) + h(n) cos(ty (n>)) Re gon(w)

< (n) cos(t1(n)) + h(n) cos(t2<n>)> Im go n(w)
+ Re <f(n) sin(t1(n)) + h(n) sin(t2<n>)> Re g1,n(w)
(Ftn)sin(ts(n)) + h(n) sin(tz(n) ) Tm g1 (w) |

where the second equality follows from (LII]) and the fact that f and h are real-valued.
Since Reg;, and Img;, are independent Gaussian random variables with mean 0 and
variance % for n #0 (1 if n = 0) and g; _,, = Gj.n, we have

+ Im

/ W) W) g p() = ISt bl 423 —t2))
Q

for any t,s € R, where once again we used the fact that f and h are real-valued.
Let F be as in (ZI)). Then, for any t,s € R and f,h € L*(T?) with ||f||z2 = ||h|lz2 = 1,
we have

2 52 t t
/ F(t, W (w)F(s, W2 (w))dP(w) = e~ / Wi @i (@) g p ()
Q Q
— ISRt —t2] (2.8)
Thus, it follows from (2.I)) and (2.8]) that
0 tk m
LR it / Hy (W (@) Ho (W2 () AP ().
k,m=0

By comparing the coefficients of t*s™, we obtain (Z.7)). O
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2.2. Product estimates. We recall the following product estimates. See [26] for the proof.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < a < 1.

(i) Suppose that 1 < pj;,qj,r < 00, p%- + q% = %, 7 =1,2. Then, we have
VY (Follr(ray S (Hf\lm ) [{V) gl Lo (1) + ||(V>°‘f||m(qrd)Hglquz(W))-

(ii) Suppose that 1 < p,q,r < oo satisfy the scaling condition: + + = < % + 9. Then, we

have

1.1
p g

V)™ (F)llpreray S TV Flloray V)9l a(pay-

Note that while Lemma 2.3 (ii) was shown only for % + % =1 4+ 2 in [26], the general
case % + % < % + 4 follows from the inclusion L™ (T?) € L™(T?) for ry > ry.

2.3. Tools from stochastic analysis. We use the short-hand notation LIL! =
LY([~T,T); L"(T?)) for T > 0 and 1 < ¢,r < oo, etc. Thanks to the randomization of
the initial data, the following probabilistic Strichartz estimates hold.

Lemma 2.4. Given (¢o,$1) € HO(T?), let (49, ¢¥) be its randomization defined in (LZ5).
(i) Given 2 < g < oo and 2 <r < oo, there exist C,c > 0 such that

)\2
P<\|S(t)(¢‘6’,¢‘f)\|LqTL;>A)SCGXP<—C : S )
T[(¢o, #1)l|7,0

for any T >0 and X > 0.
(ii) Let s > 0 and (¢g, 1) € H*(T?). Then, given 2 < r < oo, there exist C,c > 0 such that

w w )\2
P(IS)5. D)l ezrs > A) < OO+ T)exp < B Cmaxu,crauwo,@)u%s)

for any T >0 and X > 0.

The probabilistic Strichartz estimate in (i) of Lemma 2.4 is proved in [19] 13| 2]. See
[9, 147] for (ii) of Lemma 241 While the (deterministic) Strichartz estimate holds only for
admissible pairs (see [24] B7, 34} 62]), Lemma 2.4 states that the randomization allows us
to take a wide range of exponents.

Next, we recall the Wiener chaos estimates. Let {gy, }nen be a sequence of independent
standard Gaussian random variables defined on a probability space (£2, F, P), where F is the
o-algebra generated by this sequence. Given k € NU{0}, we define the homogeneous Wiener
chaoses Hj to be the closure (under L?(€2)) of the span of Fourier-Hermite polynomials
[1,2, Hk, (9n), where H; is the Hermite polynomial of degree j and k=Y | k‘n Then,
we have the following Ito-Wiener decomposition:

2(Q, F,P) @%k.

127his implies that k, = 0 except for finitely many n’s.
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See Theorem 1.1.1 in [41]. We also set

k
Hew = EPH;
j=0

for k € N.

Then, as a consequence of the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup
U(t) = e'* due to Nelson [40], we have the following Wiener chaos estimate [59, Theo-
rem 1.22]. See also [63, Proposition 2.4].

Lemma 2.5. Let k € N. Then, we have
k
[ X ze (o) < (= 1) 2[|X | L2 (e
for any p > 2 and any X € H<y,.

Note that : z%(t) : defined in (TI4) belongs to H<, for £ € N. By using the white noise
functional defined in (2.6]) and Lemma 2.5, Thomann and the first author [53] proved the
following estimate on Wick powers.

Lemma 2.6. Let £ € NU{0}. Then, given 2 < q,r < co and & > 0, there exists C,c > 0
such that

—€ l )‘%
P<||(V> 1z :||Lqu>/\) <Cexp| —c—
T > Tﬁ

for any T >0 and X > 0.

Note that an analogous estimate also holds even when ¢ = r = oo; see [2§].

We conclude this section by stating a proposition useful for studying regularities of sto-
chastic objects. We say that a stochastic process X : R, — D'(T¢9) is spatially homogeneous
if {X(-,t)}er, and {X(z¢ + -,t)}ter, have the same law for any z¢ € T Given h € R,
we define the difference operator §, by setting

ShX(t) = X(t + h) — X(t). (2.9)

Proposition 2.7. Let {Xy}nen and X be spatially homogeneous stochastic processes:
Ry — D'(T9). Suppose that there evists k € N such that Xy(t) and X (t) belong to H<y,
for each t € Ry.

(i) Let t € Ry. If there exists so € R such that
E[|X(n, )] S (n)~¢7% (2.10)
for any n € Z%, then we have X (t) € W=(T%), s < so, almost surely. Furthermore, if
there exists v > 0 such that
E[|Xy(n,t) — X(n,t)]?] S N7V (n) 4720 (2.11)

for any n € Z% and N > 1, then Xn(t) converges to X(t) in W*>®(T9), s < sq, almost
surely.

(ii) Let T > 0 and suppose that (i) holds on [0,T]. If there exists 0 € (0,1) such that
E[|6nX (n,t)*] S (n)* 2+ |n|", (2.12)
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for any n € Z%, t € [0,T], and h € [—1,1] then we have X € C([0,T]; W (T9)),
s < 8o — g, almost surely. Furthermore, if there exists v > 0 such that

E[|0 XN (1, t) — 0, X (n,8)[2] < N7V (n)~ 4200 0 (2.13)
for any n € 7%, t € [0,T], h € [~1,1], and N > 1, then Xy converges to X in
C([0,T]; W*>(T4), s < 5o — £, almost surely.

Proposition 2.7 follows from a straightforward application of the Wiener chaos estimate
(Lemma [2.8)). For the proof, see Proposition 3.6 in [39] and Appendix[Al In particular, for
the almost sure convergence claimed in Proposition [2.7] we need to proceed as in a standard
proof of Kolmogorov’a continuity criterion; see Appendix [A] for details. See also Section 3
in [48].

As a corollary, we also have the following (See Remark [A.3]).

Corollary 2.8. Let {Xn}nen be a spatially homogeneous stochastic process: Ry — D'(T?).
Suppose that there exists k € N such that Xn(t) belongs to H<y, for each t € Ry.

(i) Let t € Ry. If there exist sp € R and v > 0 such that
E[|Xn(n, 6)]°] S (n) =42,
E[|Xn(n,t) — Xar(n,t)[)] S N7V (n)=d-20
for anyn € Z% and M > N > 1, then Xn(t) converges in W*>(T%), s < sg, almost surely.

(ii) Let T > 0 and suppose that (i) holds on [0,T]. If there exist v > 0 and 0 € (0,1) such
that
E[|6,Xn (n,8)"] S (n) =420+,
E[|64 Xn (1, 1) — 64 Xas (n, 6)*] S N7V (n) =420+,
for any n € Z¢, t € [0,T], h € [-1,1], and M > N > 1, then Xy converges in
C([0,T); W=>°(T%)), s < sg — g, almost surely.

Proposition 2.7 and Corollary 2.8 have been useful widely in the recent study of singular
stochastic PDEs; see for example, [27) 43, 28], 45 [46].

3. GLOBAL EXISTENCE OF SMOOTH SOLUTIONS FOR THE RENORMALIZED NLW

In this section, we present the proof of Proposition [[L4. We point out that, thanks to
the Cameron-Martin theorem [I4], we can assume that 7o = r; = 0. See also [49]. Hence,
it suffices to study

OFv+ (1 — Ay + Hg(S(t)(¢, 67) + v(t);0(t)) = 0 (3.1)
with the zero initial data, where o(t) is defined by (L27)). In particular, it satisfies
o(t) S (g0, )50 and [0 (t)] S [[(bo, 1)

We first go over local well-posedness of (81]). For this purpose, we consider the following
deterministic perturbed cubic NLW:

OPv+ (1 — A+ Hi(f(t) +v(t);o(t)) =0, (3.3)

2
12, (3.2)

13we impose h > —t such that ¢t + h > 0.
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where f is a given deterministic function and o(t) satisfies (3.2]).

Lemma 3.1. Let k > 3 be an odd integer, (¢o,p1) € HO(T?), (vo,v1) € HY(T?), and
f € LF([to, to + 1]; L°°(T?)) for some to € R. Suppose that there exist R,0 > 0 such that

l(vo,v)llae <R - and ||l pr(rnoo(rey < HI° (3.4)

for any interval I C [to,to + 1]. Then, there exist T = 7(R,0,||(¢0,®1)|l0) > 0 and a
unique solution (v, ) € C([to,to + 7); HL(T?)) to B3) with (v,0¢v)|i=t, = (vo,v1).

Remark 3.2. We point out that the second condition in (3.4]) can be weakened as follows.
Let 7 = 7(R, 0, ||(¢0, P1)|10) > 0 be as in Lemma BIl If we assume

”f”Lk([to,to-i—T*];LOO(Tz)) S Tf

for some 0 < 7, < 7 instead of the second condition in (34]), then the conclusion of
Lemma [3.T] still holds on [tg, tg + 7.

Proof of Lemma[31. Without loss of generality, we may assume tg = 0 and restrict our
attention only to positive times. By writing (8.3]) in the Duhamel formulation, we have

L S (t) (vo, 1) — /0 Sin((t(vé/xv»Hk(f(t')+v(t’);a(t’))dt’.

Let ®(v) = (®(v),8;®(v)) and ¥ = (v,dv). Our goal is to show that @ is a contraction
mapping in a suitable functional framework.
Let 0 < T < 1. Then, it follows from ([B.2]), (34), and Sobolev’s inequality that

k
k _
I+ iz < 3 () Vo)l

(=0

k
k k k—t
< 18 pa + 3o (§) W0 1ol
(=1

k 4
k ‘ 3 k—¢
STlollgserae + D (1l7e oo + TllolZe0) 10|
=1

L2+

k
k 0¢ l k—¢
< THUHL;}OLgk + Z (T + T'||(¢o, ¢1)”H0) ”U”L%OL?C““’@
(=1

ST (L+ (0, 00 I30 + 101 Fe 1)
where # = min(6,1) > 0. Hence, we have

@)l zgerer < (w0, v1)lla + [ Hi(f +vio)llzr 2
< R+CT” (1+|(go, 1) 150 + |’UHIZ§9H;)-
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A similar computation yields the difference estimate:
[@(v1) — (vl Lo
< | Hi(f +v130) = Hi(f + v250) 11 12

0’ k— k— k—
< CT (14 (90, 1) lg” + llonllped oy + vzl ) lor = vall ey -

By taking 7 as
1
min(1, R) o
1 EYRF)
+ [[(do0, #1)l5,0 +

we see that ® is a contraction mapping on the ball Bop = {7 € C([0,7]; H(T?)) :

|7l ponr < 2R}.  Therefore, we obtain a uniqu local solution 7 = (v,0v) €
C([0,7]; H'(T?)). O

We now present the proof of Proposition [[.4l

Proof of Proposition[1.7). As in [19, [3], it suffices to show the following “almost” almost
global existence; given any 7', e > 0, there exists a set {7 C €2 such that P(Q%’a) < e and
for each w € Q7 ., there exists a solution ¢ = (v, d;v) to B.1) on [T, T].

Let z(t) = S(t)(¢, ¢). Given T,e > 0, we set

QT,a = {w eN: HZ”L%’I + H<V>85”L§+x1 < M},

where M is given by

1
M = M o)) ~ ()10 2 ) (35)
and Z is defined by
5(t) = —sin(t(V)ei + e Lok

Note that z also satisfies Lemma [2.4] and that

Oz = (V)z. (3.6)
Then, it follows from Lemma 2.4] that

P( %6) <e.

We point out that the condition s > 0 is needed to apply Lemma 2.4](ii).
As in [13, 47], we use the energy E (V) = H(v,0wv), where H is as in (L3]). Using the
energy E(¥), we show that there exists R = R(T,¢, ||(¢0, ¢1)||%=) > 0 such that

(v, Ov)||pgers < R (3.7)

for any w € Qr.
For now, let us assume ([B.7) and conclude “almost” almost sure global existence. Given

7 > 0, we write
(T7]

-7, 7= |J UnG+Drn[-T.7].
j=—[T/7]-1

LAt this point, the uniqueness holds only in Bar but by a standard continuity argument, we can extend
the uniqueness to the entire C([0, 7]; H* (T?)).



24 T. OH, M. OKAMOTO, AND N. TZVETKOV
By making 7 = 7(M) = 7(T\ ¢, ||(¢o, ¢1)||2s) > 0 small, we have
1 1

l2ll e ir G4 yrsoe 2y < TEM < 738

for w € Qr.. By iteratively applying Lemma B and Remark B2] we can construct a
solution ¥ to (L24) (with rg = = 1) on [j7, (j +1)7], j = —[£] —1,..., [£]. This proves
the “almost” almost sure global existence.

It remains to prove ([B.7). We first consider the k = 3 case. In this case, it follows from
B1), 22), (32), and Holder’s and Young’s inequalities that

t
E(0(t)) = /O . v - (v + (1 — A + v3)dxdt
t
= / O - (—Hs(z +v;0) + v3)dzdt!
0 J12
t
= / O - (=320% = 3(2% — o)v — 2% + 302)dxdl’ (3.8)
0 J12

t
S [ 1otz {1l o)1
+ (12t 17s + [1(@o, @) lF0) [0t I s
1) + 1160, o032 1z bt
¢
SO+ Pligiz) [ BEOWE + el + 16001 o)
el + 1o, o0 Mol =lns
t
S (0 [ BE@)E + M 6o, 60) )
0
for w € Qr .. Hence, from Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain ([B8.7) for £ =3 and s > 0.
Next, we consider the case k > 5. From (2.3]), we have

OcHy(z(x,t);0(t)) = CHo—1(2(z,t);0(t)) 0 2(x, t)

Dy (oo 1) 0(t)10(0). 39

— g5

Then, from (B.1]) and integration by parts with ([3.9)), we have
t
B(5(1) = / O - (820 + (1 — Ay + oF)dwdt!
0o Jr2

t
= / O - (—Hy(z + v;0) + v¥)dadt’
0 JT2

t
<lz>/ atv-Hg(z;a)vk_gdxdt'
o Jr2
t

_ k L Nk
= <€>k—€+1{ TQHg(z,a)v dazo
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t
- E/ Hy_\(z;0)0,z - o* " Hdadt!

0 J12
00—1)

t
+ 1p>0 - / Hy_5(z;0)0;0 - vk_“ld:z:dt’}. (3.10)
o Jr2

From Young’s inequality and (B8.2]), we have

CO)[He(z(t); o (@)

k41

+

Hy(z; o))" (t)dz| <

=
H

k+1
} |+ dloEL

R

L
OO (2O + 100, 6Dl1E0) T+ 6B(E()
< C) (MM + [|(60, 1) g ) + SE(E(D))

for w € Qr and 1 < ¢ < k, where § > 0 is a small constant to be chosen later. From (3.6])
and Young’s and Holder’s inequalities with ([B.3]), we have

(3.11)

t t
/ Hy_1(z;,0)(V)Z - vF = dgdt’
0 JT2

Hy_1(z;0)0z - VT dpdt! | =
2

+

t A
< [ H @) o)V L + @)L e
0 L, L
. o (3.12)
Z_ ~r L
< (=01 + 1w o0l I E @) + [ B
S O M, go, o0l + | BN
0
for w € Qr, and 1 < ¢ < k. Lastly, from Young’s inequality and (32]), we have
t
/ Hy_y(z;0)00 - v* " dzdt
0 JT2
k41
S (o, @)l / [He—2(2(t); o ()| s Hv(t/)H]Zﬂldt
LT
(3.13)

E+1
[

<l ol [ (et >HLM+H<¢0,¢1>H772 )+ B

t
S CML 0. 61)l,3) + IGn.on)lEy | B

for w € Qr, and 2 < ¢ < k. Hence, by taking § > 0 small, it follows from (B.10), (311,
BI12), and (B.I3) that

B(5(t)) = /0 %E(ﬁ(i’))dt’

<

BE(0) + O M. (G060l 1) + o o0, [ Bt ar.

which implies that

BF(0) < C(T M, (00, 00)l,1) + 60 002y [ BCe)it,
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for w € Qp .. Therefore, from Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain (3.7) for £ > 5 and s > 1.
This concludes the proof of Proposition [[L4l O

Remark 3.3. Noting that Lemma [2.4i) holds for s > 0, we see that we can handle all
the terms in (3.8]) for s = 0, except for fg fTQ O - zv?dxdt’. As for this term, we can use
Yudovich’s argument as in [13] and hence Proposition [[L4l with £ = 3 indeed holds for s = 0.

For k > 5, we used the assumption s > 1 to control H<V>EHL§+; in (8.12). By proceeding

as in [47] via the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, we may extend the result to some s < 1.
However, since the main purpose of Proposition [[.4] is to give a remark on the almost sure
global existence with smooth random initial data, we do not pursue this issue further.

4. UNIQUE LIMIT OF SMOOTH SOLUTIONS WITH MOLLIFIED DATA

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem We first prove the almost sure
convergence of the Wick powers for the Gaussian initial data (L6]) in Subsection 4.1l We
then show convergence in probability of the Wick powers for smooth Gaussian initial data
in Subsection Moreover, we prove that the limit is independent of mollification kernels.
In Subsection [£.3], we go over local well-posedness of the perturbed NLW with deterministic
perturbations (Lemma [4.4]). Finally, in Subsection [4.4] we iteratively apply Lemma 4.4 for
short time intervals to prove Theorem

4.1. Convergence of the Wick powers. In this subsection, we present a proof of Propo-
sition [Tl We first estimate the variance of the Fourier coefficients of the truncated Wick
powers : 2 (¢) : defined in (TT3).

Lemma 4.1. Let £ € NU{0}. Foranye >0,v>0,n€Z? tcR, and M > N > 1, we
have

E[|(:24(t): en) 2] S (n)72F, (4.1)
E[|( :zf&,(t): — :zf\J(t):,en>Lz|2} < N_V(n>_2+€+7, (4.2)

where e, (x) = ™. In addition, for any ¢ > 0, v > 0, § € (0,1), n € Z%, t € R,
he[-1,1], and M > N > 1, we have

E[[(éh:zfv(t):,enﬁz]
E[|(5h:zf§(t): — O 25 (1) 5 en) 2
where 6y, is as in (2.9]).

2] 5 <n>_2+8+6‘h’0,
2 §N—fy<n>—2+a+v+0|h|6, (4‘4)

]

Once we prove Lemma [£]] by choosing v and 6 sufficiently small such that v+ 0 < e,
Proposition [[T] follows from Corollary 28]

For the proof of Lemma (.1l we employ the argument used in the proofs of [52] Lemma
2.5] and [53, Proposition 2.3]. Let us first introduce some notations. For fized x € T?, we
define

en(s), (4.5)
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where oy is as in (LI2). Note that ny(z)(:) is real-valued with ||y (2)||g2(2) = 1 for any
2 € T? and N € N. Moreover, we have

(@) i@z = 5 3 Zﬁgen@-—x>=-—3—— 3 @%gaxx-—y> (4.6)

RO In|<N

for any z,y € T2 and M > N > 1.

Proof of Lemma[{.1. We only consider (£.2]) and ([.4)), since (4.1]) and (£.3) follow from an
analogous (but simpler) argument.

By (2.6]) and (£5) (see also (L)), we note that

ZN(x,t):O']; —O'NWt (z)"

Then, from (LI3)), we have
(1) = Hylen (. 0:0w) = oL Hi(W, ) (4.7
Given n € Z2, define T'y(n) by
Ty(n) df {(n1,...,m0) € (Z*)* :ny+---+ng=n}.

For (ni,...,n¢) € T'y(n), we have max;|n;| 2 |n|. It follows from (A7), Lemma 2.T]

and (4.0) that

E[|(:z]{7(t): — :zf\/[(t):,en>Lz|2]

:/ en(2)en(y)
T2 x T2
/Q (Wi ) T (W) + oS He (W o (W)
— 0% { Ho(Wey o) He (W ) + He (W o)) He (W) }| dPdady
l l
1 1
=0 _
{2 e 2 1)
¢(n) J ¢(n) j=1
Ingl<M Ingl<N
< N7V (p)=2Fet, (4.8)

for any M > N > 1. This prove (4.2).
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Next, we consider (4.4]). From (A7), Lemmas 2.1} and 2.2l with (4.6]), we have
E[|<5h:z§\,(t): —0p, :sz(t):,en>L2|2]

= / en()en(y)
T2 xT2
¢ R \77 (Ti7t+h ) h
|, Lot vso B — vy,

() He (W)

— H (Wl H(WETL) + Ho(W o) He(WE 7}

h h h =7 (11t
+“M{HE(W$E( DH(W ) = He(W ) He (W)

— Hy (W He (Wi ) + He(WE, ) E (VL )

oy {HAW S VH VL) = HoWi L (WS, )
- He( () He (Wil ) + Ho(Wy o) He (W)
He (W) He (W) = He(Wo i) He(W )

_ Hg( eV He WY Hy (W) VH (WY H dPdady

Col cos(h(n;))
= 20! > II—-1I et (4.9)
N<m£)fJ(ng|SM { (nj)? (nj)? }

By writing the last expression in a telescoping sum and applying the mean-value theorem,

we have
l
RHSof @) < ) Z\h[ n)’?
Te(n) k=1 j=1
N<max; |n;|<M
< N_'Y(n>_2+€+7+9]h\9.
This proves (4.4). O

4.2. Uniqueness of the Wick powers. In this subsection, we study the Wick powers for
smooth Gaussian initial data (ug s Ut 5) in (IL29)) and show that they converge in probability

¢. constructed in the previous subsection, which in particular implies

to the Wick powers : z
that limit is independent of mollification kernels. In order to signify the dependence on a

mollification kernel p, we write
zps = S(t)(ug s, uts),

-
05 = Var(zp (1)) = B2 (1)) = 3 2OE

2 5(,t): = Hy(zp5(2,1);05),

where (ugs,us) is defined in (L.29). Our main goal in this subsection is to prove the
following proposition.
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Proposition 4.2. Let ¢ € NU{0}. Then, for any T > 0 and € > 0, the mollified Wick

powers :zﬁéz converges in probability to : 2*: in C([=T,T]; W=5>2(T?)) as § — 0, where

2t is defined in (L14).

We point out that Proposition [4.2] establishes convergence in probability, not almost sure
convergence. This is due to the fact that we take a limit along a continuous parameter
0 — 0. Indeed, in the second part of the proof of Proposition 2] by restricting our
attention to a discrete sequence tending to 0 (i.e. 6 = %, N € N), we show that the
sequence {:z? 1 1 }NeN converges almost surely

As in the proj\é)f of Proposition [LT], we first estimate the variance of the Fourier coefficients
of the mollified Wick powers :zg st

Lemma 4.3. Let £ € NU{0}. For anye >0,v¢€ (0,1), n € Z%, t € R, and 6,8 € (0,1]
we have

(n)=%te, (4.10)
6 — &'V (n) =2, (4.11)

E[|(:255(t): en)r2]?]
E[|[(:255(t): — 125 5(t): en) 12]?]

In addition, for any ¢ > 0, 7,0 € (0,1), n € Z?, t € R, h € [-1,1], and 6,8 € (0,1], we
have

S
S

(n>_2+€+€\h]9,

16 — &| (n) "2+ +1H0 )0 (4.12)

E[|(0n: Zpé(t):7en>L2’2]
E[[(&h:z?(;(t): —0p, :ZW;, ) en)r2)?]
Proof. Since these estimates follow from a slight modification of the proof of Lemma [.T],

we give a brief explanation of the proof of (Il and (@I2). Proceeding as in (4J]), we
have

S
S

‘ (4.13)
F[(n) ]:1 <n']
Since p € L1(T?), it follows from the mean value theorem that
o)~ 56| < [ | [1= e p(o)lde S min(L, [ - Sal). (119
T2

Hence, (4I1)) follows from (413]) and (4.14).

1514 seems possible to adapt the argument in the proof of Proposition 2.3 in [65] to prove almost sure
convergence of :zf;’(;: along a continuous parameter § — 0. We, however, do not pursue this issue here.
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Similarly, proceeding as in (4.9) with (£.14) and the mean value theorem, we have

E[|<5h:zﬁ75(t): — 0y, ZZﬁ’(g/ (t):, en) 2 |2]

|~ 0 |~
[p(dny)[? (dn)[? cos(h(n))
= 2/! —_—
FZZ(::) { ]1;[1 (n;)? E (n;)?
0~ —~
(") > 1 19(8"ny)1? cos(h{n;))
18 Syl U e e
2PN = ~ =
_ p(dn;)p(6'n;) _ p(dn;)p(6'n;) cos(h(n;))
<]1;[1 (nj)? E (nj)?
V2PN = -~ =
p(0'nj)p(on)  yp PO'ny)p(omy) cos(hin;))
i et (n,)? ) }
L |\~ -~ |\~ -~
|p(dn5) — p(8'ny) | p(dn5) = p(8'n;) | cos(h(ny))
— 0 _
r%) {11;[1 (ng)? J];Il (n;)” }
S ‘5 B 6/’-y<n>—2+8+’y+9’h‘97 (415)
yielding (£.12]). O

We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition [{.3. Fix small 7,0 > 0 such that v+ 6 < e. Fix t € R. Then, it
follows from (.I0), (£I1), and Lemma 2.5] (see also Remark [A.3)) that, as § — 0, :zﬁﬁ(t):
converges to some limit :zﬁ(t): in LP(Q; W—=°°(T?)) for any finite p > 1.

Let {0;};en be a sequence satisfying §; — 0 as j — oo. There exists a subsequence
{0j(m) }men C {d;}jen such that 6.,y < m~! for m € N. It follows from Corollary .8 with

Lemma [£.3] that the subsequence :zf; 53m)

to :zﬁ: in O([-T,T); W=°°(T?)), as m — oo. Since the limit : zﬁ: is independent of the
choice of a sequence {0;};cn, we deduce that :23(S : converges in probability to :zﬁ s in
C([=T, T); W=52(T2)).

Next, we prove that the limit is independent of mollification kernels. Since p € L(T?)
and p(0) = 1, it follows from the mean value theorem that

‘1 —ﬁ(%)‘ < /11‘2 11— e_i%'w||p(x)|d:p < min <1, %)

Given h € [—1, 1], proceeding as in (£I5]), we have

E[\(éh:zﬁ/(t): -y, :zi 1 (t):,en>Lz]2]

N

: converges almost surely (and hence in measure)

¢

V4
=20 Lyl 11 1;1<nv cos(h(n;))

(nj)?
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‘ 1n]< ﬁn_J ¢ 1n]< p _J COS(h<nj>)
_<1—[1|<NN H\IN N]>2
i e
| 5" :
in;|<NP(F7) B Lin,1<NP(5F) cos(h(n;))
*E ()2 11 ()2 )}

L1, e — P22 C ey — (X 2 cos(h{n;
— 90 Z {H’ |J|_]<an>2p(N)’ _H’ [nj|<N P((n]\]f>)2’ (h{ >)} (4.16)

re(n) \j=1 i=1

By writing the summand in a telescoping sum and applying the mean value theorem (to

1 —cos(h(n;))) and (EI6]), we have
: 0 0 ¢ |1\n‘\<N_ﬁ(%)|2
RIS of @I8) < Y 3 hf"tm)? [[ 50
j=1

Ty(n) k=1

¢ l
< X S T

Te(n) 1
’ 0 0 ‘ lllnj\SN_ﬁ(%)P
30 S [
Ty(n) k=1 j=1 J

< N <n> 2+a+'y+9’h‘6

A similar estimate holds for the difference:
E[\(:zﬂ(t): — :zﬁi(t):,ennzﬂ.
N

Therefore, from the above computation with Lemma 1] and Proposition 2.7] we see that,

as N — oo, :zﬁ , : converges almost surely to : z¢ : (constructed in Proposition [I)) in

N
C([~T,T); W=5°°(T?)). Together with the convergence in probability of {: zﬁ’(; Yoo, to
ROV L

12,1, we conclude that : 2t =: z,: almost surely. This completes the proof of Proposi-

tion O

4.3. Local well-posedness of the perturbed NLW with deterministic perturba-
tion. In this subsection, we consider the local well-posedness of the following Cauchy prob-
lem:

2 N 3 2 =
{atv+(1 AJv+v° +3f10* +3fov0 + f3=0 (4.17)

(v, 0pv) =0 = (vo,v1),
where f1, fa, f3 are given (deterministic) functions. We define the function space
X*(I) = C(I; H(T%)) 0 CH(I; H*~H(T?))
for s € R and an interval I C R. If I = [T, T, we write X} = X*([-T,T]).
Lemma 4.4. Let % < s < 1. There exists € = e(s) > 0 such that if f1,fa2,f3 €

c (RyW— €’s(']IQ)), then the Cauchy problem ([@IT) is locally well-posed in H*(T?). More

loc
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precisely, given (vo,v1) € H*(T?), there exist T > 0 and a unique solution v € X3 to {17,
depending continuously on the enhanced data set

E:(U07U17f17f27f3) (418)

in the class:
Xp° = HA(T?) x LE([-T, T); W= (T?))°.

By using the Strichartz estimates as in [26] 53], we can indeed prove local well-posedness
of ([@.I7) for i < s < 1. Note that s = % is the critical regularity as in (I.35]). For simplicity,
however, we only consider the case % < s < 1, where the local well-posedness follows from
a fixed point argument with Sobolev’s inequality and the product estimates (Lemma 2.3)).

Proof. The proof is essentially contained in Proposition 4.1 in [28] and thus we will be brief
here. By writing (4.I7) in the Duhamel formulation, we have

v(t) = =(v)(t)

d_cfs( 1) (00, 01) _/0 Sm((t<—vt>)<v>)

We will show that ®, is a contraction mapping on a ball in X7.
By Sobolev’s inequality, we have

/ Sln((t — t/)<v>) U?’(t,)dt,
0

(v + 3f1v* + 3fov + f3) (t')dt’

ST e g1 S TIOPN 2

(V> Xz, TLgcﬂ
STIIE s ST (4.19)
S Tl

for % < s < 1. From Lemma 2.3 and Sobolev’s inequality, we have

sin((t = (%) 0
| [ .

<D= (Pl gy 2

ST A2 2 6 e (120)

ST Al s 3190l ol

STRNO A 2 el

provided that l < s<1ande=¢(s) >0 is sufficiently small. Similarly, we have

H / Sl i | <IN Rl N, @2
Sln((t t/)<v>) / / 1—2 €
| [ 2D L ST 1.2

A standard argument with (£19) - (£22]) then shows that ®z is a contraction on a small ball
in X7, by choosing T" = T'(||Z]| x=¢) > 0 sufficiently small. Moreover, a slight modification
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of the argument allows us to show continuous dependence of the solution on the enhanced
data set = in (LI8)). Since the argument is standard, we omit details. O

4.4. Proof of Theorem We conclude this section by presenting the proof of The-
orem Set v = u — z, where u is the solution constructed in Theorem [Al and
z = S(t)(ug,uy) is as in (LE). Let v,s be the solution of ([.24]) with the mollified initial
data (uf 5, ufs) defined in (L.29) with a mollification kernel p. Let 7' > 0 and T <sp< 1.
In view of Proposition 4.2], it suffices to show that v, s converges in probability to v in

C([=T,T]; H*(T?)).

By Theorem [Al the global solution u € C(R; H*(T?)) to (LIR) satisfies v = u — 2z €
C(R; H*0(T?)), almost surely. In particular, from the construction of the global solution,
for any n > 0, there exists R = R(T,n) > 1 such that Q; = {w € Q: ||('U,atv)||L%oHiO < R}
satisfies

n

P(Qf) < 1. (4.23)

We divide the interval [—T,T] into finitely many subintervals:
(T/7]
-1, 7= |J L, ILj=[n(+Drn[-T.T],
j==[T/7]-1

where 7 > 0 is to be chosen later. Let ¢ = £(sp) > 0 be as in Lemma L4l We set
Q= {weQ:|:2| <1,0=123, j=-[T] -1,....[Z]}.

T

LE;w—=3(T2))

By Lemma and taking 7 = 7(T,n) > 0 small, we have

3 [
P($23) < Z Z P<H 2 HL%(I--W*E%(W)) > 1)
=1 j=—[T]1 :
3
T
< — _
< Z . exp(—cr 1)
=1
T e
S —Texp (— ¢ _5)
T 2
=T exp ( - 57_5) < g (4.24)

Moreover, we set
T
Qzs=weQ: |2t — 2l 2 <877 £=1,23}.
’ PO ew, ©¢
T x

From Proposition 4.2] there exists dy > 0 such that for any 0 < é < dp, we have
P(Q55) < 1. (4.25)

Then, we define Qp, s = Q1 N Q2 N Q3 5. It follows from (@23, (£.24)), and {@.25) that

c 3
P(QT,U,6) < Z?] (426)
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Let w,s = v —v,s5. Then, w, s satisfies
2 3 3 _
{8t wps + (1 — A)wps +Nug,u1 (v) — N“o p 5)(%’6) =0
(wp,67 8tu)p,6)|t=0 = (07 0)7

where J\/(?;Lw ) (v) is well defined thanks to Theorem [Al From (LI9), we have

N?;O ) (V ) — N(gug)é,uf)é)(vm)
=3 — vgﬁ +3(v% - vzﬁ)z + 321375(2: — Zp5) + 3w, s 27
+3v,5(:2%: — :zﬁ’(;:)—l— 123 — :zg”(;:
= —3v%w, 5 + 30(20 — W, §)w, 5 + wi,(; +3(20 —wy5)w, 52
+3(v? = 2uw, 5 + wi(;)(z — 2,5) + 3w, 5 27
3V —wps) (127 — izt )+ 20 — 2l
By taking 7 = 7(R) > 0 sufficiently small, the local well-posedness argument in the proof
of Lemma [£.4] yields
[vllxso(r;) < 2R (4.27)

for w € Qry s and j = —[%] —-1,..., [%]
In the following, we restrict our attention to positive times, i.e. we work on I; for j =

0,...,[%£]. By applying the estimates (@I9), (£20), @2I), and @22) with [@27) and

T

taking 7 = 7(R) > 0 sufficiently small, we have
lwp,sllxs0(1;) < 1(wp,s(GT), Brwp,6(57)) |30
+ O 75 (B2 + llwp s %o ay) s o1
+ (B + llwpsllxs0 1)) [wp,sll x50 (1)

(RQ"‘”wp,é”Xso([ iz = Zp&HLE —e,2

W
(Rt wpslloupll 2% =2l 2, s
L3, .3
i — el ||L§W3657§)
< N ) e s G e
Z .
+5 Z(nwp,anxm G EREaC L [Py

for any w € Q7,5 and j =0,..., [;] By setting

we have
wp.sllxs01;) < 2l[(wps(37), Orwps(37)) |30

(4.28)
+ ||wp,6||§(80(1j) + ||wp,6||§(50(1j) +4.
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When j = 0, since (w,,(0), yw,s(0)) = (0,0) and A < 873, a continuity argument yields
[wp,sll x50 (1) < 24.

In particular, we have ||(w, (1), w,s(7))|lnso < 2A4. For j =1,...,[L], since A < 87973
for w € Q7 5, we can repeatedly apply (4.28) and the continuity argument to obtain

[wp.sllxo0(r,) <28 A.

Hence, we have

3
Li41 Y
o5l poc g0 < 2 - 817 ; [REREREPE HL§W;E%. (4.29)
Finally, from (£29]) and Proposition[£.2] we see that for any A > 0, there exists d; € (0, dp)

such that

P({w € Q1 ¢ llwpsll oo > A} <
for 0 < 6 < 0. Together with (4.26)), we conclude that w, s converges in probability to 0 in

C([-T,T); H**(T?)). Recalling that w, s = v—uv,4, this concludes the proof of Theorem LGl

Remark 4.5. Since (¢o, ¢1,) is smooth, Theorem [A] with the Cameron-Martin theo-
rem [I4] implies almost sure global existence of the solution v, to (L31); see [49]. Moreover,
for any 7' > 0 and 7 > 0, there exists R = R(T', 1, ¢oe, ¢1,-) such that

> n
P(H(’L)E,a{UE)HL%;H;o > R) < Z .
Then, we can use this bound instead of (4.23]) and repeat the argument presented above to
conclude that the solution v, to (IL30) converges in probability to the solution v, to (L3T]).

5. NORM INFLATION FOR THE (UNRENORMALIZED) NLW IN NEGATIVE SOBOLEV SPACES

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem [[.II] norm inflation for the cubic
NLW (I34) with & = 3. In the remaining part of the paper, when we refer to (L34])
(and (1)), it is understood that k = 3. Furthermore, for simplicity of the presentation,
we set m = 1, where m denotes the mass m > 0 in (I.34]). Namely, we consider (ILI]) with
k=3.

We first state the following norm inflation result for smooth initial data.

Proposition 5.1. Let d € N. Suppose that s € R satisfies either (i) s < —% when d =1 or
(ii) s < 0 when d > 2. Fiz tdy = (ug,u1) € S(M) x S(M). Then, given any n € N, there
exist a solution w, to the cubic NLW (1) with k =3 and t,, € (0,2) such that

| (un (0), Dyun(0)) — (uo,ul)HHS(M) <1 and v (t) | s (A1) > 10 (5.1)

Once we prove Proposition 5.1 Theorem [Tl follows from the density of S(M) x S(M)

in #*(M) and a diagonal argument. See [66] 42| [57]. While the basic structure of the

argument is the same as that presented in [42], we establish different multilinear estimates

by exploiting one degree of smoothing in the Duhamel integral operator Z in (5.4) below.

In the following, we fix @y € S(M) x S(M) and may suppress the dependence of various
constants on .
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Before proceeding further, we introduce some notations. Given M = R? or T¢, let M
denote the Pontryagin dual of M, i.e.

—  |R? if M =RY
- {zd if M = T, (52)

When M = 7%, we endow it with the counting measure. We then define the Fourier-
Lebesgue space FL*P(M) by the norm:

A 7zewny = 1460 Fll oy
In particular, FL'(M) L r L%Y(M) corresponds to the Wiener algebra. We also define
FL (M) © FLP(M) x FLTIP(M). (5.3)
In Subsection 5.1l we first go over local well-posedness of (1)) in the Wiener algebra
ﬁo’l(/\/l). Then, we express solutions in a power series expansion in terms of initial data,
where the summation ranges over all finite ternary trees. We then establish basic nonlinear

estimates on the multilinear terms arising in the power series expansion in Subsection
In Subsection 53], we present the proof of Proposition Bl

5.1. Power series expansion indexed by trees. We define the Duhamel integral oper-
ator Z by

I[U1, us, ’ng](t) d:ef B /Ot Sln((t <—vt>/)<v>) [U1UQU3] (tl)dt/ (54)

When all the three arguments u1, us, and ug are identical, we use the following shorthand
notation:
3] ¥ T, u,ul. (5.5)
We say that u is a solution to (LIl) with (u, 0yu)|t=0 = (ug, u1) if u satisfies the following
Duhamel formulation:
u(t) = S(t)(uo, u1) + Z°[u](t). (5.6)
We first state the local well-posedness of (1) in .7-"70’1(./\/1).

Lemma 5.2. The cubic NLW (1)) with k = 3 is locally well-posed in .7-"70’1(./\/1). More
precisely, given iy = (ug,u1) € .7-"70’1(./\/1), there exist T ~ HUOH%O . > 0 and a uncondi-
tionally unique solution u € C([-T,T); FLY(M)), satisfying (5.6]).

The unconditional uniqueness refers to the uniqueness of solutions in the entire
C([~T,T); FL*(M)). Unconditional uniqueness is a concept of uniqueness which does
not depend on how solutions are constructed.

In view of the boundedness of S(t) in ﬁo’l(./\/l) and the algebra property of FL'(M)
together with the bound:

Clsin((t =)D 0 g2
/0 7 dt' < Ct (5.7)

uniformly in £ € M (also see ([6.17) below) Lemma [5.2] follows from a standard fixed point
argument. We omit details.
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Let iy € ﬁo’l(./\/l). Then, (the proof of) Lemma [5.2] guarantees the convergence of the
following Picard iteration scheme:

Po(@) = S(t)ido  and  Py(iio) = S(t)ilo + T [P ()], jEN,  (5.8)

at least for short times. It follows from (5.5) and (5.8]) that P; consists of multilinear terms
of degrees at most 37 (in ). In the following, we discuss a more general recursive scheme
and express a solution in a power series indexed by trees as in [I7], [42]. We introduce the
following notion of (ternary) trees. Our trees refer to a particular subclass of usual trees
with the following properties:

Definition 5.3. (i) Given a partially ordered set 7 with partial order <, we say that b € T
with b < a and b # a is a child of a € T, if b < ¢ < a implies either ¢ = a or ¢ = b. If the
latter condition holds, we also say that a is the parent of b.

(ii) A tree T is a finite partially ordered set, satisfying the following properties:

e Let aj,ag,a3,a4 € T. If ag < as < a7 and a4 < ag < aq, then we have as < a3 or
as < as.

e A node a € T is called terminal, if it has no child. A non-terminal node a € T is a
node with exactly three children.

e There exists a maximal element r € T (called the root node) such that a < r for
alla e T.

e T consists of the disjoint union of 7% and 7°°, where 7° and 7° denote the
collections of non-terminal nodes and terminal nodes, respectively.

Note that the number |7 of nodes in a tree T is 3j + 1 for some j € N U {0}, where
|70 = j and |T°°| = 2j + 1. Let us denote the collection of trees of j generations (i.e. with
Jj parental nodes) by T(j), i.e.

T(j) « {T : T is a tree with |T| = 3j + 1}.

Recall the following exponential bound on the number #7T(j) of trees of j generations.
See [42] for a proof.

Lemma 5.4. Let T(j) be as above. Then, there exists C > 0 such that
#T(j) < C7
for all 5 € NU{0}.

Next, we express the solution u constructed in Lemma in a power series indexed by
trees. Fix iy € ]-"70’1(./\/(). Given a tree T € T(j), j € NU {0}, we associate a multilinear
operator (in i) by the following rules:

e Replace a non-terminal node “o” by the Duhamel integral operator Z defined in
(54) with its three children as arguments g, uz, and us,
e Replace a terminal node “-” by the linear solution S(¢)up.

In the following, we denote this mapping from (J;2, T(j) to D'(M x [T, T]) by ¥y,.
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For example, ¥, maps the trivial tree “+”, consisting only of the root node to the linear
solution S(t)uy. Namely, we have Wy (+) = S(t)dp. Similarly, we have
Wy (A) = Z°[S(t) o],
Wi, (45~) = ZIL[S(t)do], S (t)do. S (t)do],
where 73 is as in (5.5)). In view of the algebra property of FL'(M) along with the continuity
and boundedness of S(t), we have Wz (T) € C([-T,T); FL*(M)) for any tree T, provided

)
Uy € .7-"70’1(./\/1). Note that, if 7 € T(j), then Uy (T) is (24 + 1)-linear in .
Lastly, we define =; by
Z g (T (5.9)

TeT(5)
When j =0 and 1, we have
Eo(ﬁo) = S(t)ﬁ() and El(ﬁo) = 1-3 [S(t)ﬁo] . (510)
Then, from Lemma 5.4 (5.9]), the definition of Wy (7), and Young’s inequality together
with (5.7), we obtain the following lemma. See [42].
Lemma 5.5. There exists C' > 0 such that

—_ /- - 125+1
I1Z5 (@) (D)l prr < C7t¥ |10l 25, -

for all Wy € ﬁovl(/\/l) and all 7 € N. In particular, there exist T ~ HﬁOH;_L)lOI > 0 such
that the power series expansion:

ZE] Z Z (5.11)

j=
converges in C([~T,T); FLY(M)).

It is easy to check that u defined by the power series (5.11]) is indeed a solution to the cubic
NLW (II). Then, thanks to the unconditional uniqueness of the solution constructed in
Lemmal[5.2] we conclude that the power series expansion (B.11]) must agree with the solution
constructed in Lemma Note that the time of local existence in Lemma and the
time of convergence in Lemma [5.5] are of the same order ~ HUOH% o1 > 0.

5.2. Multilinear estimates. We first go over our choice of initial data for proving Propo-
sition[5.Il Given n € N, fix N = N(n) > 1 (to be chosen later). We define ¢,, = (¢o., ¢1,n)
by setting

bon©) =R > Lines@a®) and 1, = Ngon, (5.12)

je{—2,—-1,1,2}
where Q4 = | — é, %)d, e1 =(1,0,...,0), R=R(N) >1,and A= A(N) > 1, satisfying
RA® > |[@ollzp0,,  and A< N, (5.13)

are to be chosen later. Note that we have

- d -
[énlls ~ RAZN? and ”‘bnuﬁm ~ RAY, (5.14)
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for any s € R. Lastly, given @y € S(M) x S(M), set tp,, = (105, u1,n) by

Uon = (Uom, Uln) = (w0, u1) + (P0n, $1,n)
= @y + In. (5.15)

Let u, be the corresponding solution to (Il) with (uy,d¢un)li=0 = Uo,. Lemmas 57
and 5.5 with (514]) guarantee the convergence of the following power series expansion:

=Y Ej(don) =) i + n), (5.16)
j=0 j=0
n [—T,T], as long as
T < (ldollzp0, + RAY) ™' ~ (RAD T, (5.17)

where the last equivalence follows from (B.I3). Our main goal is to show that w, satis-
fies (B.I)) by estimating each of Z;(up ) in the power series expansion (5.16]).

We now state the basic multilinear estimates. Keep in mind that implicit constants in
Lemma [5.6] depend on (various norms of) .

Lemma 5.6. Let iy, = (uopn,u1,) and (;?n = (Gon, ¢1,n) be as in (BID) and (BI2). Let
s < 0. Then, there exists C' > 0 such that

\[ifo.m — iio|l7s < CRAZN®, (5.18)
|Zo(o.0) ()| 7+ < C(1+ RAZN®), (5.19)
IE1 (o) () — E1() (8) |+ < CL||io]l30 R2AZ, (5.20)
I21(6n)(8) |11+ < CE2R3A™ . f(A), (5.21)
IZ5 (o) ()| e < CIe2 RETLAPH . f(A), (5.22)

for any integer j > 2, where f(A) is given by

1, ifs < —
f(4) =] Gog )z, if s =3, (5.23)
Asts, if s > —4.

This lemma in particular shows that the power series (B.I0) is convergent in
C([-T,T]; H*(M)), provided that T? R?A%? < 1, which is consistent with (5.17).

Proof. Recalling that ¢, = U,y — Up, the first two estimates (L.I8) and (G.19) follow
from (5.14) and the boundedness of S(t) on H*(M).

Next, we prove (5.20). In this case, we use the multilinearity of Z;. See (5.4]) and (5.10).
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (5.7)), and Young’s inequality with (5.13]), we have

121 (To.0) (t) — Z1(6n) () || 11 < ||E1 (o) (£) — Ex(dn) (t)]| 22
S t2||ﬁo||H0(||ﬁo||%o,1 + ||<5n||%o,1)
< 2l g0 (1 4 R*A*)
< 2| |20 R* A*.



40 T. OH, M. OKAMOTO, AND N. TZVETKOV

Lastly, we consider (5.2I)) and (G22)). It follows from the definition (G.I2) that

supp F[S(t)¢n] consists of four disjoint cubes of volume ~ A%, Given T € T(j), ¥ (ER(T)

is basically a (2j + 1)-fold product of S (t)q;n under iterated time integrations and spatial
smoothing. Hence, the spatial support of F[¥ <5L(T)] consists of (at most) 4%+ cubes of

volume ~ A?. Namely, we have
|Suppf[\I'$n(T)H < CIAY = |C’8QA|
for some C,Cj > 0. Noting that, for s < 0, (£)® is a decreasing function in |{|, we obtain
K€ N L2 (supp w5 (7)) < |’<€>S“Lg(chA) SCf(A). (5.24)

By (51) and Young’s inequality, we have
3

[ Zlwr, wa, us] ()| 10 < O T lugllzres (5.25)
j=1
for 1 < p,p1,p2,p3 < 00, satisfying
1 1 1 1
— 2=+ =+ —.
p b1 b2 b3

Then, by first applying (5.24]) and then iteratively applying (5.25]), we have
H \de;'n (T)(t) HHs < || <£>S ||L§(supp ]:[\Ifd—;n mn H \Ij(gn (T)(t) H]:Loo
< Cjt2jf(A)||$n||ﬁo,1||$n||%0,q
< CIPIRAC. R¥ATOf(A)

= CIHPT RYTLA2U £ (A), (5.26)
where ¢ satisfies 2j = % + 1. Hence, it follows from (£5.26) with (5.9) and Lemma [(.4] that
IZ5(@n) (1)l e < CHIRITLAM f(A). (5.27)

In particular, this proves (G.21]).
Next, we estimate the difference Z;(dy + ¢r) — Z;(¢p). Since we do not know anything
about the Fourier support of iy, we simply proceed with a loss in the first step:

IZ5 (o + 6a) (1) = Z(dn) D)l me < 1Z5(0 + ) (8) = Zj(In) ()] 2 (5.28)
Then, with (£.9), Lemma 5.4 the multilinearity of W(7), and (5.25), we have
1550+ 32)(0) = ZG)Oll2 < O olzgon (Nl gy, +16n%s,,) (529

where r satisfies 25 = 27] + 3. Hence, from (5:28) and (5.29), we obtain

—_ (5 7 - /7 i 1251 = - 125 i 12dj— <
125 (o + Gu) (1) = E(6)(O)lare < OO ||| 570, (012, | + R A*H2)

q

< O3 ||| 7, R APV 5, (5.30)
where the last step follows from (5.I3]). Therefore, the desired estimate (5.22]) follows
from (B.27) and (5.30) with (G.13)). O

Next, we state a crucial lemma, establishing a lower bound on Z;(¢,). As in [35, 42, [16],
the argument exploits the high-to-low energy transfer mechanism in Z;(¢y,).



ON THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL WICK ORDERED CUBIC NLW 41

Lemma 5.7. Let q% = (Po.n, P1,n) be as in (BI2) and s < 0. Then, for 0 <t <K N1
have

IZ1(@n) Olle 2 1 R7A* - f(A), (5:31)
where f(A) is as in (5.23).
Proof. From (5.4)), we have
F[E1(@a) ()] )
3
-/ / sin <H )] @))dad@dsgdt/. (5.82)
E=61+62+E3 =1

From the definition (5.12), we have |{;| < N for & € supp@km k = 0,1. Then, for
0<t< N~! <1, we have

cos(t(65)) = 1+ O(*(6;)*) > 5,

t_ sin(t(§;) 3002 -1 (5.33)
2< @) =1+ 0(t3(¢;)?) <« N7L.
Moreover, in view of £ = & + & + &3, we have
sin((t —¢)(§) _, 32y o Lo
© =t—t'+0((t —t)(&)*) > 2(t t') (5.34)

for 0 <t/ <t< N !'<1.
Recalling that

Lorga * Ly () 2 AMyipi0,(€)

for all a,b,& € M and A > 1, where M is as in (52), it follows from (532, (533), and
(534) with (5:12) that

[F[E1(60) (D] (©)] 2 £ R*A™ - 14,,(6).
Lastly, noting that H(§>SHL§(QA) ~ f(A), we obtain (5.31)). O
5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.1l We conclude this section by briefly discussing the proof

of Proposition 5.1l As in [42], it suffices to show that, given n € N, the following properties
hold:

) RA'N® < L

) T?R2AYM « 1,

(iii) T?R3A%L. f(A) > n,
) T?R3A™. f(A) > T'RPAYM. f(A),
) T<NL

(vi) RAZ > 1

for some A, R, T, and N, depending on n. Here, f(A) is as in (5.23]). As mentioned before,
implicit constants depend on (fixed) iy € S(M) x S(M).
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We first show how the conditions (i) - (vi) imply Proposition (Il This argument is
essentially contained in [42] but we include it for readers’ convenience. The first con-
dition (i) together with (5I8) in Lemma verifies the first estimate in (5.I). The sec-
ond condition (ii) with (5I7) guarantees local existence of the solution u, on [-T,T]
with (up, Opun)|t=0 = o, and the convergence of the power series expansion (5.16]) in
C([-T,T); FL*(M)). Moreover, assuming the conditions (ii) - (vi), it follows from Lem-
mas and [0.7] with the power series expansion (5.16]) that

un(T) | 1rs > 1E1(30) (D)l 115 — |1 Z0 (o) 15

- HEI(UOJL)(T) — El(gn)(T)‘|H5 _

fjajwo,an
j=2

s
> T2R3A%1. f(A) — (1 + RAEN®)
— T?R*A*|jiig |0 — T*R°A* - f(A)
~T?R3A%. f(A) > n.
This verifies the second estimate in (5.I]) at time ¢, = T'. Lastly, by choosing N = N(n)

sufficiently large, the condition (v) guarantees that ¢, € (0, %) This completes the proof
of Proposition (.11

Therefore, it remains to verify the conditions (i) - (vi). Note that the conditions (i) -
(iv) are identical to those in the Schrodinger case studied in [42] with T?(< N ~2) replaced
T < N72. Namely, we simply use the same choices for A and R and the square root for
the choice of T" from [42].

e Case 1: s < —%. In this case, we set
A=Ni(0=9 RN and T=N1739 (5.35)

where § > 0 is sufficiently small such that s < —% — %5.

e Case 2: s = —%. In this case, we set
Ni 1
A == 717 R == ].7 and T == 71.
(log N)T6a N(log N)16

e Case 3: —% < s < 0. Recall that this case is relevant only for d > 2. We set
A= N%“;, R— N—1—s+g5—e, and T = N—1+s+%d5+%€’ (5.36)
where 6 > 6 > 0 are sufficiently small such that
—25>do+0 and — 56 > 26.

Then, by repeating the argument in [42], we see that the conditions (i) - (vi) are satisfied
in each case.

168imply replace T' < N2 in [42) by T2 <« N~2 in our setting.
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Remark 5.8. It is easy to check that the choices in (5.35) of Case 1 is also valid for s < —1.

Namely, Cases 1 and 3 are sufficient to prove Proposition B0l for d > 2. In particular, a

logarithmic divergence as in Case 2 appears only when d = 1, since s = —% is the scaling

critical regularity.

6. ALMOST SURE NORM INFLATION FOR THE WICK ORDERED CUBIC NLW

In this section, we present the proof of Proposition [LI0l on almost sure norm inflation
for the Wick ordered cubic NLW on T2. While the discussion in Section 5l was for a general
dimension d > 1, we restrict our attention to the two-dimensional case in this section.

6.1. Local well-posedness of the Wick ordered NLW. In this subsection, we briefly
go over local well-posedness of the perturbed NLW (IL33) on T2. More precisely, we consider

(6.1)

v+ (1—Aw+v*+R(v,2) =0
(U78tv)|t=0 = (¢07¢1)7

where R(v, z) is given by
R(v,2) =:(z+v)% —v® =320 +3:2%: v+ :23: .

In [53], Thomann and the first author proved almost sure local well-posedness of
via the Strichartz estimates and Lemma Note that, while only the zero initial datal
for (G.I) is considered in [53], the same proof applies to any (¢o, 1) € H*(T?), s > scrit = 1.
See also [26]. On the other hand, in proving Proposition [[LI0] we need to mazimize the local
existence time. In this respect, the Strichartz estimates are not very efficient. In order to
simultaneously handle the Wick powers and make the local existence time longer, we prove
local well-posedness of (G.I]) in the Fourier-Lebesgue space ﬁa’ﬁ('ﬂq) for sufficiently

small @ > 0, where ﬁa’ﬁ('ﬂq) is as in (B.3)).

Lemma 6.1. Let o > 0 be sufficiently small. Then, the perturbed NLW (6.10) is almost
1
surely locally well-posed in ﬁa’ﬁ(TZ) on a time interval [T, T], where

1 —1
7 2 (160 007 K+ 160 ) n)) | (6.2
for some almost surely finite constant K, > 0. Moreover, we have

sup |lv(t)]] a1 S |’(¢0=¢1)Hﬁa,ﬁ'

te[~T,T) FLOT-a
Proof. Let T be the Duhamel integral operator defined in (5.4]). Then, by the algebra
property of FL(T?) with (5.7]), we have

3

HI[Ul,UzﬂJ?’]HL%o;L; ST Ivjllzee ron- (6.3)
j=1

ITThis corresponds to the Wick ordered NLW ([IR) with the random initial data (L6).
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On the other hand, by Sobolev’s inequality, we have

Izlon, vl < TS ursus)| .y S Tlhurusus|

T TLQ”

3
<T[LIvilz g<THHUJHLOOH§

By the interpolation of weighted ¢P-spaces applied to (63) and (6.4) with o = - 3

0)-0= g, we obtain

HI[m,vz,vg]HL L < ri-e HHUJH

- 1
o pL T Lo Ta

for0<a< %
Next, we consider the terms

_ ! Sin((t — t/)<v>) A
I = /0 =) [v1vz](t)dt,

)
H_/o =) [v:z=:](t)dt,

_ tSin((t_t/)<v>) '23 . /
m_/o ) 23t dt.

By Proposition [LLT] there exists an almost surely finite constant K, > 0 such that

H:zzz I <K,

L([-1,1W, 277 =

(6.4)

(-

(6.5)

(6.7)

for £ = 1,2,3. Let 0 < T < 1 in the following. Note that Hausdorfl-Young’s inequality
1 1
yields that FLT=a (T2) < L= (T2), in particular, FLTa (T2) < L*(T2) holds if 0 < o < 1.

Then, it follows from Hoélder’s inequality, Lemma 23] and (6.7]) with o < % that

1+a < —g
HIHLOO]:L = H U1U2z]HL%"J—'L2’13_a NTH 2 U1U2Z]HL%0L%
a _a
STI(V) 2 [v1va] |l Lo 2| (V) QZHLOOLg
<
~ TKW”DlHL%O]:L:'ﬁ ”UQHL%O]__L;x,ﬁ

Similarly, by Holder’s inequality, Lemma IQZ{I, and (6.7), we have

g 1 STV 2w 2| e

L FL,
S TH<V>%UHL£}°L§H<V>_% PoF HL%%G
SJTKW”U” a, L
L¥FL, '™
and
o STV T2 2% |2 < TK,.

LEFL, '~
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By putting (6.3]), (6.8), (€9), and (6.10) together, a standard fixed point argument es-
tablishes almost sure local well-posedness of (6.1]), provided that 7' = T'(w) such sufficiently

small such that

<1

1S5

2(1-a) 2
T H(¢07¢1)”]__ gl
TEo(1+ (00,60l e 1,) S 1,
yielding the condition (6.2]). O

6.2. Proof of Proposition [I.T0l In this subsection, we present the proof of Proposi-
tion [LT0l We prove this almost sure norm inflation result by viewing (L33]) as the (un-
renormalized) NLW ([I)) with a random perturbation and invoking the norm inflation
result (Proposition 5.1]) for the cubic NLW (L1]).

Let s < 0. Given n € N, fix N = N(n) > 1 to be chosen later. Let q?n = (¢on, P1,n) be
as in (0.I12) with A = A(N), R= R(N), and T'=T(N) > 0 as in Subsection 5.3l Then, by
taking some small a > 0, we have

1

L1

In fact, when s < —%, it follows from (5.35) and Remark .8 that

26+a _67(2+55)a

T(RN®) =5 A2 = NI-30N T2 N10 = N~ 200 (6.12)

Hence, (6.11]) holds, provided that o < JW. When —1 < s < 0, (5.36) yields

—1-s+6—0+a _ 0+(25—2640)x

T(RN®)T=a A2 = N~IHs+o+ i N 10 O N2 - NT° 2w (6.13)

and hence (6.I1)) holds, provided that o < m.

Let u = u(n) and v = v(n) be the solutions to the unrenormalized NLW (I.I]) and the
perturbed NLW (I33]) with the initial data (En, respectively. Then, the above observation
guarantees that u and v exist on [—T,7T]. Moreover, in view of (5.I7), the power series
expansion (0.I6]) for u, (with @y = 0) converges uniformly on [—-7,7]. Then, it follows

from Proposition [5.1] that
()| s > (6.14)

for suitably chosen N = N(n,w) > 1. Therefore, Proposition [[.T0l follows from (€.14]) once
we prove the following approximation lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Givenn € N, let u = u(n), v=wv(n), and T = T(n) be as above. Namely,
they are the solutions to the unrenormalized NLW (LL1l) and the perturbed NLW (I33]) with
the initial data an, respectively. Then, there exists Cy, > 0, almost surely tending to 0 as
n — 0 (and hence N — 00), such that

sup_lu(t) = v(t)ll13 < Cu. (6.15)
te[-T,T)

Proof. By our choice of T in (5.35) and (5.36), (6.12), (6.13), and the local well-posedness
1
of (II) and (L33) in ﬁovl(Tz) and ﬁa’ﬁ('ﬂe), respectively, there exists € > 0 such
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that

P2l gy + T2l

LPFL, ¢
S T2 6nll5z0, + T N6nl 20, oy < T (6.16)

By Young’s inequality with (5.7)), we have
3
Hz[ulau%u?:]HL%oLg < Tl e 2 H llwjllpee 7ra- (6.17)
j=2

By Hélder’s and Young’s inequalities with a variant of (5.7]), we have

/t sin((¢ — ¢')(V))
V)1 —2a=2

HI[ul,UQ,U3 [U1UQU3](t/)dt/ 9

L%O]:LFQE

gz 5|

3
< T2_2°‘_2€||U1||L39Lg H HujHwaLFﬁI—*E
x

=2 T
3

< 2202y, ) H w; L 6.18

< I 1||L%°sz:2|| JIIL%OFLz,m (6.18)

Similarly, we have

|‘I[U1,u2,u3]HL§9L% S H/o Sini(vt;_t;)_(y»[Uluzu?)](t/)dt,

4
Ly FLz2%7¢

< m2—a—e¢
ST ||U1||L;°L§||U2||L%OFL;||U3||L%o s

< m2—a—e¢
ST HUIHL?F"L§HU2HL%°}'L;||u3||LOO]__La,-1j—a' (6.19)

T T
Hence, it follows from (6.17)), (6.18]), and (6.19)) that

|Z20] = Tl e S T2 T2l s + TNl s Hllu = vllegenz

< lu—vlrgerz, (6.20)
where the last inequality follows from (G.I6]).
Let I, II, and I be as in (6.6). Then, proceeding as in the proof of Lemma [6.1] with a
variant of (5.7]), we obtain
Mooz ST IO S0l gy ST RO,
T x

e
2 Z]HLgng ST 2K |||

1] pere < T2 |(V) "2 [v 2

L%OFLZ’ﬁ’
I e 2 < T272 (V)72 227 HL%"L% ST 2K,
Hence, in view of (6.16), we can choose n > 1 (and hence N > 1 and T < 1) depending
on w such that
I Tzsere + MMl zeopz + (M| o2 < 1. (6.21)
Finally, noting that « = Z3[u] and v = Z3[v] + I 4 I +III, the desired bound (G6.I5]) follows
from (6.20) and (6.21]). O
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APPENDIX A. ON ALMOST SURE CONVERGENCE OF STOCHASTIC OBJECTS

We present the proof of Proposition 271 First, we show the following lemma which
relates the decay in the hypothesis of Proposition 2.7 to the boundedness of the relevant
norms.

Lemma A.1. Let {Xn} and X satisfy the assumption in Proposition [2.7.
(i) Forp>1, s < sg, t €[0,T], and N > 1, we have

k
E[IX (650 Sp*, (A1)
E[| Xn(t) = X0)|Fyon] SpENT, (A.2)
(ii) Forp>1, s < sp — g, t€[0,T], h € [-1,1], and N > 1, we have
E[[16nX ()10 ] < [RI%P, (A3)
E[|[0n X (t) = 0pX () |[yre ] S N7TP[R|. (A.4)

Proof. We only consider the proof of (A.I]) since the remaining estimates follow from the

same argument with (Z11), 212), and (2.13)).

From s < sp and Sobolev’s inequality, there exists finite » > 1 such that W (T?) —
L>=(T%). Then, it follows from Lemma 23] that

X @[y S [T X Ol
PR ||V X 2|, (A.5)
for p > r.
Now, note that the spatially homogeneity yields that
E[X (n1,t)X (n2,t)] =0 (A.6)

if n1 4+ no # 0. Indeed, we have

E [55(77‘17 77,2, / / 1'1, ($2, t)]e_i(nl ml+n2'w2)d.’1’1d$2
Td JTd

/ / xh (x27t)]e—i(n1+m)~x1+in2~(x1—xg)dxlde
Td JTd

The spatially homogeneity implies that E[X (x1,t) X (z2,t)] is a function of x1 — x5. Then,
by a change of variables ys = 1 — x2, we have, for some function F on T¢,
B[R (m1, )X (n2,0)] = [
Td
which vanishes unless n1 +ny = 0. We thus obtain ((A.6]). Therefore, from (A6]) and ([2.10),

we have

~

F(ng)emtn2)er gy,

(V)55 X (@,6) o) S D (MTVE[IX(n, ) 2] S Y ()~ S 1,

nezd nezd

By combining this with (A.5]), we obtain (A.T]). O

We now present the proof of Proposition 2.7
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Proof of Proposition[2.7. (i) From ([AI), we have X (t) € W*>(T%) almost surely. Given
j € N, it follows from Chebyshev’s inequality and (A.2]) that

[e.e]

3 1 2y 2
Z P(HXN(t) - X(t)HW.s,oo > —.> S Z e—CN k J k < 0.
N=1 ] ]

Therefore, we conclude from the Borel-Cantelli lemma that there exists Q; with P(;) =1
such that for each w € j, there exists M = M(w) € N such that || Xy(t;w) —
X(tw)|[wsee < % for any N > M. By setting ¥ = (1,2, ©;, we have P(X) = 1. Hence,
we conclude that Xy () converges almost surely to X (¢) in W*>°(T¢). Note that the set
of almost sure convergence depends on t € [0,7] at this point.

(ii) Next, we prove the second part of Proposition 2771 By (A.3), Kolmogorov’s conti-
nuity criterion implies that X € C([0,T); W*>(T¢)) almost surely. We now modify the
proof of Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion to prove almost sure convergence of { Xy }nen
in C([0, T]; W#°(T9)).

In the following, fix t € [0,7] and h € [—1,1] (such that t+h € [0,7T]). We choose p > 1
such that

Op>1+e>1 and yp > 2. (A.7)

Let Yy = Xy — X. Then, for any o > 0, it follows from Chebyshev’s inequality, (A4,

and (A7) that
P(sup max N3 [[Vi(F) = Yoo (55) [y 2 27)

NeNj=1,...,2¢
-r( U UHYN (#) = YN () e = N™3270)
NEN] 1
o0
<y ZP< Yn () = Vi (52 [y > N-E2700)
N=1j=1
o 2¢
<SS NFLE[|va(F) - Y () [y
N=1j=1
ap el > "’7 ap el

Now, let a € (0, %), i.e. ap — e < 0. Then, summing over £ € N, we obtain

ZP( sup max N[V (§) = Vor () [y 2 27) < 0.

Hence, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, there exists a set > C Q with P(i) = 1 such that, for
each w € ¥, we have

sup max N3 [[¥iv (3ie0) = Vv (500) e <27
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for all £ > L = L(w). This in particular implies that there exists C' = C(w) > 0 such that

ma [V (i) = Yy (5546) e < Clo)N~E27 (A39)

for any ¢ > 0, uniformly in N € N.
For simplicity, let 7= 1 and ¢ € [0, 1]. Express ¢ in the following binary expansion:

_J A9
=3 3 (A9
where b; € {0,1}. Let t, = 2] 1 2§ and tg = 0. Then, from (A.g)), we have
YN (& w)llwese <D IV (tsw) = Yiv(temt;w)llwsse + [ Ya(0;w) e
/=1
<SCW)INT2 Y27 4 [V (0 ) fweoe
=1

< C'(W)IN "2 + [ Vn (050)fweee, (A.10)

for w € 3. Note that the right-hand side of (AIQ) is independent of ¢ € [0,1]. Hence, by
taking a supremum in t € [0, 1], we obtain

XN (@) = X (@)llo(ogamsce(ray < C'(@)NTF + [V (05w)[[weoe
— 0,

as N — oo. Here, we used Part (i) of Proposition 2.7t Yx(0) = Xxn(0) — X(0) converges
to 0 in W*>(T%), almost surely. This yields almost sure convergence of {Xx}yen in
C(]0,1]; W#°°(T%)), which completes the proof of Proposition 27l O

Remark A.2. By slightly modifying the argument, we can also prove that Xy converges
almost surely to X in C([0, 1]; W*>°(T9)) for o < = (and hence a < ¢ by taking p — oo

in view of (A.7).

Let t,7 € [0,1] such that

(A9) and

5 J 51 < |t — 7| < 5;. Express t and 7 in the binary expansions

ooc
=Y 9
J

J=1
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where ¢; € {0,1}, and set 7, = Z?:l 5. Then, from (A.8), we have

o0
IYn(t;w) = Ya(r3w)lweee < > IV (tew) — Yiv(te—1;0)lwse
(=j+1
+ YN (t;w) — Y (7)) s

o
+ ) YN (i w) = Yn (15 0) lwsee
=i

<Cw)N"2) 27
(=j

< C'(w)N~227%

for w e 3. Then, dividing both sides by 2% and taking a supremum in ¢ # 7, we obtain
X
1 XN = Xl oo, ;s (ray) < C"(W)N™72,

which tends to 0 as N — oc.

Remark A.3. If { X} satisfies the assumption of Corollary 2.8 then by proceeding as in
the proof of Lemma [A.Tl we have

(i) For p>1, s <sp, t€[0,T],and M > N > 1, we have

E[IXn@®)lfye0] SP2 (A.11)
B[ XN () = X (@)l[fyece] SP2NTP. (A.12)

(ii) Forp21,8<so—g,t6[O,T],hE[—l,l],andMZNZl,Wehave

E[[|6nXn () [fyee] Sp I, (A.13)
E[[|6n XN (8) = 6nXas (8)|[Fyec ] Sp N77P[RI. (A.14)

It follows from (AT1]) and (A12)) that X (t) converges to some X (¢) in LP(£2; W*°°(T4))
and also in W*°(T%), almost surely. Moreover, (A1) and (A2) hold. Then, by applying

Fatou’s lemma applied to (AI3) and (AI4) (in taking N — c0), we obtain (A.3]) and (A4),
which allows us to repeat the proof of Proposition 271
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