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WEAK UNIVERSALITY RESULTS FOR A CLASS OF
NONLINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS

CHENMIN SUN, NIKOLAY TZVETKOV, AND WEIJUN XU

ABSTRACT. We study the weak universality of the two-dimensional fractional
nonlinear wave equation. For a sequence of Hamiltonians of high-degree potentials
scaling to the fractional ®3, we first establish a sufficient and almost necessary
criteria for the convergence of invariant measures to the fractional ®;. Then
we prove the convergence result for the sequence of associated wave dynamics
to the (renormalized) cubic wave equation. Our constraint on the fractional
index is independent of the degree of the nonlinearity. This extends the result of
Gubinelli-Koch-Oh [Renormalisation of the two-dimensional stochastic nonlinear
wave equations, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 370 (2018)] to a situation where we do
not have a local Cauchy theory with highly supercritical nonlinearities.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. From microscopic to macroscopic wave dynamics. The aim of this article
is to study the macroscopic behaviour of the weakly interacting waves of the type

824+ |V[2*a+ NTIyV'(@) =0, (t,2) € R x T% ,
INL(O, ) =9, (ata)((x ) =,

where T% = (R/27NZ)? is the two dimensional torus of side length 27N, V is an

even polynomial satisfying certain structural conditions specified below, and Iy is

(1.1)
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the Fourier projection operator on T% such that

M) = 32 N0, )= oy [ 16

[k|<N

The differential operator |V|” acts on functions on torus of side length N as

FN(I D) = o] (Ew )k

Here in the microscopic model, we take v = 2 and L = 27 N. The initial data gz~5
and 1 are two random functions given by

on(T) = 5= D N () = o Y el
2rN1-« v V1T | K| 2 2t N

where {gx} and {hy} are independent standard complex Gaussian with g_x = gi and
the same for hy. This type of initial condition is natural since the Gaussian measure it
induces is invariant under the perturbed linear evolution above (with the differential
operator |V|?** replaced by + |V|?** and without nonlinear interaction).

1
N2
Remark 1.1. The initial data is, very roughly speaking, of the type

|I<:|<N

for suitable function p : R* — R. In our case, p(z) = <I1>Q ,
and p(xz) = 1 for the initial velocity. Although natural from the invariance of the
perturbed linear dynamics, we should also note that our choice is also very restrictive

relating to the support of the corresponding Gibbs measure.

Note that ¢ has a stationary Gaussian distribution with ¢x(z) ~ N(0, afv), where

1 1 1
1.2 N = d¢ + O(N20))
(1.2) IN = T2 N20—a) Z 1+ |2 47?2 /§|<1 |€ |2 £+ OV )

|k|<N

N~
o2

Let 0 be defined as above, fi be the law of A(0,0?), and
V)@= [ Vit uitas)

be the average of V under fi. Our main assumption on V is the criticality and
positivity of its averaged version (V).

Assumption 1.2. V is an even polynomial of degree 2m > 4 with the form

2m

V(z) = Z a;z% .

=0
Furthermore, we assume
(1) z =0 is a bifurcation point of (V) in the sense that (V)"(0) = 0.

(2) (V)(z) = (V)(0) >0 for all z# 0.
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The averaged version (V') has the expression

m
z) = Zajz2]
j=0
with

m
(1.3) a; = WE[V@J (N(0,0%)] = =27 |Z 2k 2] ay - 029
Hence, Condition (1) above is equivalent to say that @, = 0. Since the renormalisation
term in the wave dynamics and the measures are constant multiples of @ N2~ uy
and @, N2(1=%) 452 respectively, Condition (1) guarantees that the divergent parts in
various terms are cancelled out automatically, and there is no need to subtract the
renormalisation by hand. With Condition (1), Condition (2) is then equivalent to
the following positivity condition:

(1.4) d @i >0, VzeR,

Exemple 1.3. If we fix as > 0, ... ,a,, > 0, we can find a; < 0 such that our
assumptions on V are satisfied. For example

V(z) = 25 — 45022*

satisfies the assumptions. We can also find V' > 0 such that our assumptions are
satisfied.

Our aim is to investigate the influence of the microscopic weak non-linear interaction
to the macroscopic behaviour of @ under the above assumption on V. For T? =
(R/27Z)?, define the macroscopic process uy on R x T? by

uy(t,z) == N'"*a(N°t,Nx), (t,z) € RxT?.
It satisfies the equation
(1.5) OPun + |V[*uy + N TNV (uy /N7 =0, (t,2) € R x T?

with initial data
(1.6)

UN,atUN O,ZL' = N\T N JC, h@ik.x s
( )(0.2) = (én(a). U <,§NW > )

where Il is the Fourier projector on the unit tori:

) T = end W), ) = RN = g [ Fe

In order for uy to converge to a cubic equation, one necessarily sets § = 4a — 2 and
hence 1 + o — 0 = 3(1 — «).

1.2. The macroscopic model. Let T? = (R/27Z)? be the two dimensional torus.
For every N > 0, let IIy be the Fourier projection operator on the unit tori introduced
n ([L.7). For a € (3,1), let = pu™ be the probability measure on D'(T?) (the space
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of distributions on T?) with covariance operator (1 + |V[**)~!, and i’ be the white
noise on T?. Equivalently, the Gaussian measures pu® and ' are induced by the
random functions

R n v TR

respectively, where {gx }rez2 is a collection of centered complex Gaussian random
variables such that

9—k = Gk , E|gk|2 =1 ) E(.Ql%) =0 )

and otherwise independent, and the same for {h;}. Since a will be a fixed parameter
throughout the article, we simply write p = p®.

Let py = /Lol'[]_\,1 and iy = p/ oIl be the marginals of y and pi/ on frequencies up
to N. Hence, the initial data of the macroscopic wave dynamics are distributed
according to uy ® iy Let o4 be the variance of ¢ under py, which is invariant
under translations and hence 7% does not depend on the spatial variable x. In fact,
a direct computation shows

1
(1.8) Gy =EBMIING = — Y g = (07 erry) NPT
Am k€Z2 |k|<N L+ (k] e
=ON

where o% and

1 1
(1.9) o= —

< 1€

are as defined in (1.2)), and erry = (’)(N_z(l_o‘)) as N — +o0.
Now, let V' be an even polynomial satisfying Assumption [1.2] For every N € N,
let

(1.10) Vn(p) = N*IV (/N2

and we have
m

(1.11) Va(p) = Zaj,NN_(2j_4)(1_a)H2j(S0; 52) .
j=1
where Hy(-,0?) is the k-th Hermite polynomial with leading coefficient 1 and variance
o?. The coefficients @; y can be explicitly computed as
1 .
U v = ——— (29) 2
(1.12) ajN = (Qj)!E[V (N(0,0%))] -

For every j, we have a;y — @; as N — +oo, where @; are as given in ((1.3]).
Furthermore, the following slightly more delicate relation holds.

Proposition 1.4. Assume that o € (%, 1). There exists an absolute constant \g € R,
such that as N — oo,

Gy = a1+ AN 2079 L O(NY) + O(N—4172)),

Proof. See Appendix [D] O
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1.3. Wave dynamics. Our first main result concerns the behavior of the macro-
scopic wave-dynamics as N — oco. In this part, we always assume that V' verifies
Assumption [1.2] and denote A := 4@, > 0. The theorem is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that o € (%, 1). Let 0 < a— 1 and suppose that V satisfies
Assumption [1.9 with A := 4@y > 0. Let uy be the solution of

8t2uN + |V|2auN + HNV]Q(UN) =0,

with initial data

1 gk(w) - ik-
(un, Oun) =0 = =— E ———— " hy(w) ™).
2m leN<‘/]__|_|k|a )

Then solutions of (with Ao € R given in Proposition
8,521)]\/ + |V|2aUN + 2/\0’0]\7 + )\HN((UN)g — 35]2\[1)]\[) =0

with initial data (1.5)) converge almost surely in the sense of distribution on R x T?,

as N — oo and satisfy
]\}lir(l)o ||uN — UN||C([_T7T]7HG'(T2)) =0, VT > 0.

Remark 1.6. We have a more detailed convergence statement by decomposing uy

(and also vy) into a random term with low regularity and a smoother contribution.

The latter converges in positive Sobolev norms. See Propositions and for

precise statements.

The restriction a > % is technical and can hopefully be improved using recently
developed methods ([6, @, [10]). However, this is not in the objective of this work.
Instead we emphasize that our range of « is independent of the degree 2m of the
potential V. Indeed, the Cauchy problem without the negative powers of
N in higher nonlinearities in V' is highly supercritica]ﬂ What saves us here is the
truncation Ily in frequency space and the negative power of N in front of the
high-power nonlinearity. The same situation appears in Hairer-Quastel [I§] for the
KPZ equation (though in a different setup where the problem is the singularity of
the driving noise instead of the initial data).

Remark 1.7. The theorem still holds true if the sharp cutoff in the truncation is
replaced by a smoother cutoff with a sufficiently fast decay smooth function. The
constant A in the final statement then will depend on the actual cutoff function.

1.4. The Gibbs measures. In order to prove Theorem [I.5 we re-write the macro-
scopic model (1.5)) as

(113) 8t2uN+(1+ |V|2Q)UN+HN(VZ<[(UN) —UN) =0 ,

still with initial data ((1.6)). We add a mass term in the linear part in order to control

the free evolution of the zero-th Fourier mode, and modified the nonlinear term to
compensate the change. In fact, without the mass term, the zero-th mode will grow

IFor large m, this is even supercritical with respect to the probabilistic scaling, a notion introduced
in [9, [10].
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in time under the linear evolution. Let

Vn(p) == V(o) — 1(902 —oN)

2
and let vy be the probability measure given by
1 —~
(1.14) vn(do) = Z_Ne* Jr2 V@2 ()

The measure vy is well defined as long as a,, > 0, and vy ® py is invariant under
the dynamics (1.13)). If A := @y > 0, then the measure

1 o o
V(dg) = oM et e e dg)

is also well-defined, where ¢°* denotes the k-th Wick power of ¢ with respect to the
Gaussian structure induced by p. v is known as the fractional ¢3 with exponent a.
See Section [2.3] for the precise definition.

Remark 1.8. Note that the measure v has an additional quadratic term on the
exponential with the opposite sign compared to the usual fractional ¢3. This
is because we define the Gaussian measure p to have covariance (1 + [V|?®)~L
Indeed, the measure v is the same with the quadratic term removed if the reference
Gaussian measure has covariance |V|72* and 0-mode being a N(0, 1) random variable
independent of all other modes.

Let 4/ be the white noise measure on T?, and define the measures /i, ¥y and 77 by
i=peu, Un i=Un Q@ tly vVi=veu .
More precisely, writing gg = (¢, ¢'), we have

In(dg) = v (do)uly (dg) = Zx'e™ e W@ 1 (dg) il ()

~~

fin (dg)

and

7(dd) = v(dg)u'(d¢) = Z~ e M r2 97 )/ (dg') |
%

()
where the values of Zy and Z are the same as before. The equation (|1.13]) can be
written as a Hamiltonian system for @y := (uy, Qun) as

un B 0 1 88N

where the Hamiltonian is given by

en(f.0) = 5 (VP 1. F)ee + 0. 9)1e) + | Vil f)de.

For every N, the probability measure vy is invariant under the above Hamiltonian
dynamics. Theorem implies that 7y ® ux @ (¢y)*+ converges to 77 in the sense
that the density with respect to i converges in LP(ji) for every p > 1. The measures
i1 and v are supported on

H U= (T?) = - (T?) x H(T?),
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where
H = (H".
e>0
The invariance of vy ® py under the dynamics ((1.13) is an essential ingredient in
the proof of Theorem (1.5 In addition, convergence of the measures itself may of
independent interest.

Remark 1.9. We would like to emphasize that the invariance of vy ® iy under the
dynamics is used in two different ways. The first one is that it gives key a
priori bounds for truncated dynamics (for fixed N). Second, the convergence of the
invariant measures to a limiting measure (as stated in Theorem below) and the
invariance of the limiting measure under the limiting dynamics allows us to pass
from local to global in time convergence.

1.5. Convergence of the measures. We now state our result on the convergence
of the Gibbs measures. For convenience, we introduce another measure 7y by

1 —~
T(dg) = vy ® iy = z—e” I INITL(dg)

where the normalisation constant Zy is the same as the one in (1.14]). For every
p > 1, define
Z](\Z;) — EH|e P2 {/\Ji\I(HN¢)dxi| )

Then Zy = Z](\}). Our first theorem is the following:

Theorem 1.10. Let o € (%, 1). Suppose that V' wverifies Assumption . Then for
every p > 1, we have

sup | logZ](\f)| < 400
N
Furthermore, A :=as > 0, and

— p
E/'L 67 fTQ VN(HN¢)dI _ efAf’IQ ¢O4dx+% fTQ ¢<>2dx — 0

for every p > 1. Hence, Ux converges to the fractional ¢3 measure v in the sense
that the densities with respect to p converge in LP(u).

Remark 1.11. The restriction a > % is natural in the sense that in this range, one
can define the ¢* measure v by an absolutely continuous density with respect to the
Gaussian measure p. The fourth Wick power ¢** fails to exist under p when o = %,
in which case one expects to end up with a measure (after further renormalisations)
that is mutually singular with respect to pu.

The next proposition says that ((1.4)) is actually almost necessary for the main
theorem.

Proposition 1.12. If there exists 6 € R such that )" @,0%0=2) < 0, then there

exists ¢ > 0 such that log Zy > ¢N* =% for all N € N. As a consequence, the
densities dc% do not converge in L' ().
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1.6. Comparison with parabolic equations and other dispersive models.
This type of weak universality was first studied by Hairer-Quastel ([I§]) in deriving
the KPZ equation from a large class of microscopic growth models. It has later been
extended in various directions in the setting of parabolic singular stochastic PDEs
([20, 19, 24, 13| [12]). A key feature in this type of this problem is that every term in
the expansion of the nonlinearity has the same size — and hence the constant A of
this limiting equation depends on the whole nonlinearity rather than the naive guess
of the corresponding power only. As far as we know, our Theorem is the first one
for dispersive models fitting in this situation.

Technically, one difference between dispersive and parabolic equations is the lack
of L*° based estimates in the dispersive setting. Hence, the heuristic reasoning that
negative powers of NV balance out high powers of singular objects needs more involved
justification with the help of dispersive tools. A second technical difference lies in
the globalisation argument. In the parabolic setting, the global-in-time convergence
follows from the global well-posedness of the limiting equation and stability. However
in the current dispersive setting, even though the limiting equation is globally well-
posed, the stability properties are not good enough here, and we need to make an
essential use of invariant measure to get global convergence.

Note that our techniques can be used to extend the weak universality result of
Gubinelli-Koch-Oh for the 2D stochastic nonlinear wave equation to the stochastic
nonlinear fractional wave equation with space-time white noise, formally written as

Ou+ |V*u+ du+  ® =¢,  (t,r) € RT x T?

when o > %. The weak universality result of Gubinelli-Koch-Oh is a consequence
of the almost sure global well-posedness for the two-dimensional nonlinear wave
equation (o = 1) with any order nonlinearity, while for the fractional wave equation
with a < 1, the situation is radically different.

1.7. Notations and conventions. We fix the parameter o € (g, 1) throughout
this article. In the Gibbs measure part, we relax its range to o € (%, 1). For z € R,

we write (z) == (1 + |2[2*)2s, and write
(V) = (14 |V )

We use the short symbol D := (V) throughout this article (and hence D* = (V)®).
The estimates X SY (X 2 Y) stand for X < CY (X > C'Y) for some unrelated
constants C,C" > 0. We denote by X ~ Y if X <Y and X 2 Y. We also write
X Scs5 Y to emphasize that the constant depends only on parameters ¢, 6.

Space-time norms are frequently used in the article. For a Banach space X,
an interval I C R and ¢ € [1,o0], we denote by L{X(I) the space Li(I;X). If
there is no risk of confusing about the time interval, we will simply write L{X.
Banach spaces X can be Sobolev or Lebesgue spaces for the spatial variable, such
as H*(T9), W*P(T%), LP(T?), etc. Furthermore, since no local spatial norm will be
used, we write X, to stand form X (T?).
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Globally reserved parameters: a € (%, 1), 6:=1—«, sp = 4a — 3. The even
number 2m € N stands for the degree of the potential V(z). We may specify more
restrictive ranges of them in different contexts.

For parameters A, B, the symbol A < B means that B > C'A for a very large
constant C', depending on the context.

1.8. Organization of the article. This article is organized as follows. In Section
we give some preliminary lemmas on functional inequalities and stochastic estimates.
These will be used throughout the article. In Section |3, we prove the convergence of
the measures vy to v under Assumption [I.2)on V, and also give evidence to show
that this positivity assumption is also almost necessary for the convergence result.
Section [4] is devoted to the proof of Theorem [1.5] convergence of the wave dynamics
to the cubic wave equation. The appendices collect detailed proofs of some technical
lemmas.

Acknowledgement. The authors thank the Hausdorff Research Institute for Math-
ematics for the hospitality, since the beginning of this work has been done during the

program Randomness, PDEs and Nonlinear Fluctuations. C. Sun and N. Tzvetkov
are supported by the ANR grant ODA (ANR-18-CE40- 0020-01).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Functional spaces and nonlinear estimates. Let ¢ € C*°(R%[0,1]) be a
radial functions such that supp(y) C {€ : |¢] < 3}, supp(p) C {€: 3 <|¢] < &}, For
J >0, define ¢;(£) = ¢(277¢). Let x : R — [0, 1] be a radial bump function such
that
X+ e =1
Jj=0
Define the Fourier multiplier

P_1 = f;lex, Pj = .FZ_IQOJ'JT';U, ] Z O
The Besov space B;q(Td) with indices v € R, 1 < p, ¢ < oo is defined via the norm

1l cray = (271 wocws |

In the main part of the article, we use frequently the convention C7 := BY, . For
v € R, 1 < p < oo, the fractional Sobolev spaces WP(T?) is defined via the norm

||f||ww(Td) = ||D7f||Lp(Td)

By Littlewood-Paley’s square-function theorem, when v > 0 and 1 < p < oo, we
hvae

1 llwozay ~vp 1127P5 Fll | oy

Lemma 2.1 (Fractional Leibniz rule). Let p € (1,4+00) and py,p2, D1, p2 > 1 such

that
1 1 1 1 1

P1 P2 P1 P2 p
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Let B > 0. Then there exists C > 0 depending on all the above parameters such that

V)P (follle < CUKVY Fllesllglicre + 111 2a (V) gl 52 )
for all f,g € C>(T?).
Proof. This is [16, Theorem 1]. O
Proposition 2.2 (General Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality). Let p € (1+,00), >0
and 6 € [0,1]. Let p1,pa > 1 and By, f2 > 0 be such that
1 g 1-—-0

=" and =00+ (1—0)p,.
p D b2

Then we have
1 llwee S ISs0m 1110

for all f € C>*. The proportionality constant depends on all the above parameters
but is independent of f.

Proof. This is the content of [3, Theorem 1]. O

2.2. Strichartz estimate. Consider the fractional wave equation on RY, with
O0<a<l:
(2.1) Otu+ (D)u=F.
We say that (g, r) is admissible, if
2 1 1
- <d(=—- d 2 2
q_ (2 7")’ (Q7T7 )#( ) 00, )7
and (g, r) is sharp admissible if the equality holds. Denote by
1 1 o
pi=d(=——-)— —.
7% (2 7,) q
We have the following Strichartz estimate:

Proposition 2.3 ([11]). Assume that o € (0,1). Let (¢,7) be a sharp admissible
pair. For any solution u of (2.1), we have

(22)  Nullzgrzqomers) < ol 00l imollirar o + Cor Il oo gy
where the constant Cy, is independent of T > 0.

Note that when d = 2, if (g, r) is sharp admissible, then ~,, = Z’Ta. We will only
make use of the Strichartz space L{L’ for ¢ slightly greater than 2 in this article.
Due to the finite propagation speed for the linear wave when a < 1, the Strichartz
estimate is the same as that in R¢, which follows from a standard stationary phase

analysis and a TT* argument. In order to be self-contained, we include a proof of
Proposition 2.2 in the appendix.

2.3. Renormalisation and the white-noise functional. First we recall that the
Hermite polynomials Hg(z;0) can be defined via the generating function

[e.9]
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It follows that

(2.3) Hy(x;0) = ‘ (;) (25 — DN (=) 2h2.

J
When o = 1, we denote by Hy(z) = Hy(z;1). The relation of Hy(x, o) and Hy(z) is
given by

Hy(z;0) = o2 H, (%)

Taking derivatives of the generating function, one deduces easily that

k!
m[—]k_j(x; o).

Furthermore, by the multiplicative property of the generating function:

O\ H(z;0) =

F(t,x +y;01+02) = F(t,z;01) - F(t,7;02),

we have the binomial expansion

Ny
(2.4) Hy(z +y;01 + 09) = Z (Z)Hl(x;al)Hk_l(y;ag).

1=0
Hermite polynomials can be used to define the Wick-ordered product for real-valued
Gaussian random variables. Let z be a real-valued Gaussian random variable
generated by (gx)ken with v. Then we define its Wick product as

(2.5) 2% = Hy(z;v).

From (2.4)), we have for any function w,

k

Hiy(z +w;v) = Z Hy(z;v) - w.

1=0
When w represents a deterministic function, sometimes we will also use (z + w)°* to
represent Hy(z+w;v). For independent real-valued Gaussian random variables 21, zo
generated by (gr)ken With variance vy, v, with respectively, we have the binomial
expansion:

(z1 + zz)Ok = Hy(z1 + 20511 + 112)

k k
k k o(k—
(2.6) :Z (l)Hl(Z]_;V]_)Hk_l(ZQ;VQ) = Z (Z)zfl 50
1=0

1=0
In order to estimate the regularity of wick-products, it is convenient to use the
white-noise functional calculus. Let

£(x) = ) Galw)e™

be the real-valued white noise distribution on T¢, where (g,).ez is a sequence
of complex-valued independent N¢(0;1) Gaussian random variables on a given
probability space (€, F,P), conditioned to g, = §_n,Vn € Z¢. We define the
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white-noise functional
Wy : L*(T%) — L*(Q, F,P)
by
= Wiw) = (f,€°) 12(re) == Z

ezl
Note that for any f,h € L?(T?), we have

E[W;Wh] = (f, h)2(1a).
Moreover, for any real-valued functions f,h € L*(T¢) with |||z = ||h]|z: = 1,
(2.7) E[Hy(Wy)Hn(Wh)] = 81k [(f, ) 12]".

We refer [23] for a proof. To represent the Wick-product as white noise functional,
we denote

NN Z ik (w+y)
N k<N V L+ |k|2a

Then for
Z 'lc~;r
hen V 1 + |’f|2“
we have
(2.8) On(T) = TNWinwn), (@) = Hi(dn(2);0%) = onHi(Win(a,))-

Next we recall the Wiener chaos estimate. Let (h,),en be a sequence of independent
standard Gaussian random variables on a probability space (2, F,P). Given k € N
(including the 0), we define the space of homogeneous Wiener chaos of degree k,
Hy, to be the closure in L*(Q, P) of polynomials [[°7 | Hy, (gn), where > _ k, = k.
Then we have the Ito-Wiener decomposition

k=0

By the hypercontractivity, we have the following Wiener chaos estimate:
Proposition 2.4. Assume that X € @jgk H;, then for any finite p > 2,

k
X zee) < (0 = 12X ] 20

3. CONVERGENCE OF THE (GIBBS MEASURE

3.1. A variational formula for the partition function. The main strategy to
prove Theorem [1.10| and Proposition [1.12] is the recently developed variational
approach to QFT ([I]). We first give a variational formula for —log Zy. We adapt
the setting in [17].

Let {Bk(+) }rezz be a collection of standard Brownian motions on the probability
space (2, F,P) such that B, = B_; and otherwise independent. Let

= Z Bk(t)ek y

keZ?
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which is the cylindrical Brownian motion on L?(T?) adapted to the filtration (F;)
generated by {By}.
For every N, let Sy be the operator such that

_ f(k
(3.) S (k) = 50 Tusew
Let Wx(t) := SnX(t), and for every N, define the measure Qy by
dQnv _ 1 e vwa(ae
dP ZN

Here, the integration variable in z is from Wy (1) = Wi(1,-). For t = 1, we also
simply write Wy for Wy (1). Then

LaWP (WN(1)> =W,

and the normalisation constant Zy is the same as above.
By the martingale representation theorem, there exists an adapted L? process u
such that

(3.2) L e vmae _ QN umax@)- 4 luiz,ae
ZN

dP
Re-arranging the terms and taking logarithm, we get

log Zy = /T Ve + / (ult), X (1)) — 5 / ()220

where we recall the notation Wy = Wi (1). Now, for the above u, define
¢
X(t):=X(t) —/ u(s)ds .
0
Then by Girsanov theorem, Xisa Qxy Brownian motion. Writing

(3.3) Wy(t) :=8vX(t), In®) =S8y /0 1U(s)ds ,

we get

~toszy = [ V(T + Ivw)de+ [ (w@).a%0) +3 [ uo)lae.

Note that the second term on the right hand side above is a martingale under Q,
and hence vanishes under EQ~¥. We have thus arrived at the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let u be the adapted L? process in (3.2). Then we have the
wdentity

_log Zy = EQN[/

T2

— 1 [t
Vi (W + Zn(u))de + 5/ lu()ll3dt] |
0
where Wy = Wy (1) = Iy X (1), and Lawg, (WN) = Law,,(¢n).

The above representation is sufficient for us to prove Theorem [1.10} But it will
be convenient for us to be able to change the “drift” u freely while keeping the
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underlying probability space unchanged. For this reason, we use the following deeper
variational formula.

Proposition 3.2 (]2, 26]). We have

— 1 [
(3.4) —log Zy = inf EP [/ VN(WN+IN(U))dx+§/ ||v(t)||igdt} ,
T2 0

’UGH(L

where the infimum is taken over all predictable processes in L* with respect to the
filtration generated by X.

Before we get into the proof of the main theorem, we first give a preliminary
lemma controlling || Zy(v)||ge by the space-time L?*norm of v.

Lemma 3.3. There exists C' > 0 such that
1
sup [Ze(F)lfe < € [ 170
for all f € L*([0,1]; L*(T?)).

Proof. By definition of Zy, we have

1 1.
e /0 it k)t
1
b2 [ \Fie .
As a consequence, we have :

o 1 R 1
1T 2 = S B2 Tt ()P < 3 / it k)Pdt = © / 1F(0)]12dt
k k 0 0

The proof is complete. O

I/J\;c(k’) = 1|k‘|§N<
and hence

Iy f(k

3.2. Necessity of the positivity condition — proof of Proposition Sup-
pose V and p are such that
> it <
j=2

for some 6§ € R. By continuity, we can assume 6 # 0. Let u = N~ which is
certainly adapted. Write Uy := Zy(u) = ON'~“. By Proposition , we have

— 1 /1t
log Zy < EP[/T VN(WN+UN)dx+§/O lu(t]22a]

We will show that for the above drift u, the right hand side above is smaller than
—eN*1=9) for some ¢ > 0.
For the term Vi (Wy + Uy ), we have
o S — (25—4)( 1 o2
Vy(Wy + Uy) =Y @y N~ 0070 (W 4+ Uy )°C "= 5(Wy +Uy)

j=2
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Expanding the Wick product for each j and re-organising the sum according to the
power of Uy, we get

(3.5)
2m m

—~ ; ; (25— 1 o

Vy(Wy+Uy) = Z Z aj7N(2Z])N_(23—4)(1—Oz) WN(2J Z)Uﬁr—i(WNQ-I—QWNUN-f—UJ%;) ’
=0 j=ov£

where U f(, is the ¢-th power of Uy = Zy(u), and ¢ denotes the Wick product of Wy
with respect to its own Gaussian structure.

Note that for the terms in the above sum, the pointwise expectation EF is non-zero
only when ¢ = 2j. So for this drift u, we have

E / Vy(Wy + ON'")dz = 472 Y ay N0 (NI O(N)
T2

j=2
< _CN4(1—04)

for some ¢ > 0 (since 6 # 0). For the other term, we have

1
/ Hu@)H%th = CN2(17Q) .
0

Hence, by the variational formula, we have the bound
—log Zy < —eN41~)

for all N, which implies that the densities

L€* Jr2 VN (IIn o) -0

ZN
in probability with respect to p. But since their L'(x) norm are 1, so it cannot
converge in L!. This completes the proof of Proposition m

3.3. Proof of Theorem [1.10.

3.3.1. The main proposition and upper bound. Recall the renormalised potential Vy
and definition of the coefficients @; y in (1.11]) and ((1.12)). Let

C](\}) - 617NN2(17a) 5 C](\?) = (507]\7 - 617]\[0?\7)]\[4(17&).

Writing ¢ = Ily¢ for simplicity, we have
Va(on) = 3 ay N~ @000
j=2

where the Wick product is with respect to the Gaussian structure induced by p. In
other words, we remove the 0-th and 2-nd chaos components from the polynomial.
By standard hyper-contractivity arguments, one has

/ Vn(on)dz — X [ ¢*da
T2 T2

as N — 400. The key ingredient to pass the convergence to the level of exponential
is the following uniform bound.

E# —0

‘ p
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Proposition 3.4. For every p > 1, we have

sup E* <e—prz Wv(dw)dx) < +o0, EH <€—/\pr2 ¢*4dz+5 [0 ¢°2dx> < +00.
NeN

We first show how Theorem follows from Proposition 3.4}

Proof of Theorem[1.10., Note that under u, we have

‘77\/<¢N) = Vn(én) — % i

so it suffices to prove the corresponding statement with Vy instead of ‘ZV and with
the ¢°? removed in the limiting measure. Since

/T2 Va(on)do — )\/T2 ot dx

in probability, and since the exponential function is continuous, we have
e~ Jr2 Vn(on)de _y =X 2 ¢°Mda

in probability as well. Theorem then follows from the convergence in probability
together with the uniform bounds in Proposition (with a larger p). O

We now turn to proving Proposition [3.4, We only need to prove the first bound,
as the second one is the special case with @y = A > 0 and @; y = 0 for all other j.
Also, by replacing @; y with pa; y, the assumption is not affected. Hence we
can assume without loss of generality that p = 1.

It suffices to prove a uniform-in-N bound for |log Zy|. Jensen’s inequality gives

“log Zy = — log E* e*fTQVW@N)dw} < E“[ xﬁv(m)dx] ~0.

T2
So it remains to prove a lower bound for —log Zx. The rest of the section will be
devoted to that.

3.3.2. Ezpansion. By the variational formula (3.4)), it suffices to prove a lower bound
of its right hand side uniform over N and all L? adapted process u.
Starting from the expansion ({3.5) and re-organising the sums, we have

(3.6)

2m—1 m
1 ) ,
Vn(Wy +Uy) = Z yN,ZU]l;[ - EWX? — WnUn + Z@,NN_<2J_4)(1_Q)U]2\;] - U]2V )
(=0 j=2
where .
Vo= Z @ (Y )N-GH0-) Wei=0
j=2v(| £ ]+D)

and we have separated out the terms with 27 = ¢ in the sum. Note that the sum in
¢ (in the first term) is up to 2m — 1 since the last one (¢ = 2m) is separated into the
second term in (3.6]), so the sum defining Yy, is empty when ¢ = 2m.
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Proposition 3.5. If the positivity condition (1.4) holds, then there exists c¢,C' > 0
such that

Zaj,NN_(zj_4)(l_a)U]2\[j _ U]2V > c(Uﬁ, + N—(Qm—4)(1—a)U]2Vm) _C
j=2

for all sufficiently large N. As a consequence, we have

— 1
/ VN(WN+UN)d$+—/ Hu(t)Hizdt
T2 2 0
2m—1

(37) > / ( Z yNygUﬁ, — %WXIQ — WNUN> de — C
=0

T2
+ (Ul + N-En= 90 Uy |22, + Ul ) |
where Uy = Iy (u), and Ly is defined in (3.3).

Proof. The first claim follows from the positivity assumption ((1.4)), the convergence
a;ny — a; for every j, and that

U4
Uy <M+ X
Y

for every M > 1. The second claim is a consequence of the first one and Lemma [3.3]
O

Our next aim is to show that for every sufficiently small 6 > 0, there exists constant
C' = C(6,m) such that

2m—1
‘ Wj\?dx’ + ‘ WNUNd$‘ +y ‘ vagUdex‘
(38) T2 T2 —0 T2

< CQN W) + 8 ([Un s + N~Cm=D0=) 025, 1 Uy )
where Qn(Wy) is some function depending on suitable (negative) Sobolev norm of

Wy whose expectation is uniformly bounded in N. If (3.8) is true, then we can
combine it with (3.7) and Proposition to conclude the lower bound

—log Zy > —CE(Q(Wy)) > —-C

for some C' independent of N. Also note that it suffices to show that each term on
the left hand side satisfies the bound. The rest of this section is devoted to the proof

of .

3.3.3. The first two terms. The bounds for the first two terms on the left hand side
of (3.8]) are straightforward. For the first one, we have

‘ W;;de) < W2 y—rrer—e |
T2

which is of the form Qx(Wy). For the second one, we have

1
| [ WUda| < Wl Unllme < S IWal-o + 8108
T2
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which is again of the desired form.

3.3.4. The case 0 < ¢ < 3. We now turn to the terms yN,gUf\,. We first consider the
case when 0 < ¢ < 3. A typical term in Yy, for 0 < /¢ < 3 is of the form
N7(2j74)(17a)<W]<\>[(2j*€)7 Uf;,)

for j =2,...,m, where (-,-) denotes the L?(T?) inner product.
The term £ = 0 corresponds to N~Z=90=a) [ 723 Tt satisfies the bound

/ o)

for every § > 0. By Lemma , since o € (%, 1), its expectation is uniformly bounded
in N as long as 3 > 1. Hence, we can take Qn(Wy) = N-@=90-a) ||y,
which satisfies the requirements for the bound .

For ¢ =1, it follows from duality and Cauchy-Schwarz that

NI (WY, | < NI W | Uy e
< 571N7(4j78)(17a)HW]<\>[(2J?1)H§{7& + 5HUNH12Ha )

N—(2i—9)(1-a) < N7(2j74)(17a)"W§(2j)“H_B

By Lemma , the quantity N~#-80-0E|| W |12, is uniformly bounded in
N aslong as 1 Aa > 3(1 — «), which is the case for a € (2,1). So the desired bound
(13.8)) is true for ¢ = 1.
For ¢ =2, let 5 > 0 to be specified later, and p, q,q1, g2 € (1,+00) be such that
1—1-1:1 and i—i-i:l.
p g a1 492 4
By duality of W—=%? and W% and then Lemma , we have

27—2 27—2
(W2 U2 < W 2|y o || U o

27—2
SIWRE w0 | Unllwsa |Un| o2 -

We furthermore choose ¢ sufficiently close to 1 so that ¢; < 2 and ¢ < 4, and choose
B € (2(1 —a),a). This is possible as long as a > 2, which is in the range of our
assumption.

Then multiplying both sides by N~(=4(=) and using Holder to split the three
terms, we get

N—(2i—9)(1-a) ‘ <W]<\>f(2j*2)U]2V> ‘
< N~ @D U e | U 20
,S 573N—4(2j74)(17a)HWJ<\>[(2J‘72)H;1/V_M +5(HUNH%IQ + HUNH%LL) 7

where the proportionality constant does not depend on . By Lemma [B.3] the first
term above has finite (uniform-in-N) expectation since 8 > 2(1 — «). Hence, it is of
the form of the right hand side of (3.8). The completes the case ¢ = 2.
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For ¢ = 3, by duality and Lemma 2.1, we have
27—3 27—3
[(WRED U] < IIWRP g s N UR s
25—3
SRy s NI 2500 (Ul

where €, 3 > 0 are to be specified later. By Proposition [2.2] for 8 < a, we have
B 1-8 B8 1-8
IUNI s 2000 Se 1UNan 10N S NUN [ lUN L2

where (1

(1-3g)a+(1+¢)p
if B < «a and ¢ is sufficiently small (depending on «, /), and hence the second
inequality above (relaxing WP to H®) is valid. Plugging it back into the original

term and applying Holder, we get
N—@i-9)(1-aq) | <W]<\>[(23'*3)’ UN>|

4o

56 C(S (N_(2j_4)(1_a)||W]tf(2j_3)||w_ﬁ717is> a—pB + 5(||UN||§JQ + ||UN||%4) )

Again by Lemma [B.3] if we choose 5 > 1 — «, then the expectation of the first term
above will be uniformly bounded in N, and hence satisfies the form of . Recall
that we have also required § < a when applying Proposition in the previous
step. This is possible if 1 — a < «, which is true as long as a > % (which satisfies
our assumption « € (3,1)).

We have thus established the desired bound for 0 < ¢ < 3.

3.3.5. The case 4 < { < 2m —1. We now turn to the situation when 4 < ¢ < 2m — 1.
The relevant terms to control here are N~=D1-a) (720 7ty where 4 < ¢ <
2m — 1 and 25 — ¢ > 1. We will prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. Fix 4 < ¢ < 2m — 1 and j < m such that 25 — ¢ > 1. Let
my = LgJ + 1. Then my < m, and for every § > 0, there exists Cs such that
N-@i-49(1-a) ‘ <W]<\>[(2j—€)’ Uf(,>|
< CsQn (W) + 6(||Un][Fra + N~ Cmom D=0 |20 ) |
where Qn(Wy) is a positive function depending on certain negative Sobolev norm of
Wi, and its expectation is uniformly bounded in N. The constant Cy is independent

of N.
Proof. We divide the argument into several steps.
Step 1:

Let 8, > 0 be two parameters whose values will be specified later. By duality and
repeated applications of Lemma [2.1], we have

2j—4 25—
(VR0 U < IWREI s,

25—4¢
S IR e

s [T s

Un llwaw: 1Un I 2m,

>
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% , and it decreases to 2m%rf2+1 as ¢ = 0. If 6 < a, then by

Proposition 2.2 we can further control the quantity |Uy ||y s by

where p, =

B 1-8
1UNllwswe S NUNIaae 1UN] 2o

where ¢. = %, and ¢. decreases to % as ¢ — 0. Hence, if we choose
[ such that
2m0,8
3.9 <2,
and choose € > 0 sufficiently small (depending on ), then ¢. < 2 and we can relax
IUN ||wewae to ||Un||ga. Also relaxing HWQ(ZJ 9 H _p,1£= tO HWjif(zre)Hc—ﬁ, we obtain
the bound
0 0 8 8
(3.10) (W0 U S WAl U e U 27 -

The proportionality constant depends on the parameters o and 5 but is independent
of N. Note that the right hand side as well as the proportionality constant does not
depend on €.

Note that we have previously chosen § < a. But with the assumption on my, this
is implied by the constraint . Hence the only constraint for to hold is

B9).

Step 2.

We re-write the bound (3.10)) as

2j—¢
< I >|\c :
~ N@-
Hence, if we choose v such that

(3.11) v -
we can use Holder to separate the three terms in the product above so that
N WY, U

WN (25-40)

(2j—4)(1—a)—y

NG90 (2Ci=0 ¢y MUl - (VRS ||y o)

2m0a — (2mp— 4)(1 — a) = 7 = (mo —2)(la — B)(1 — ) |

- moa

<G5

LQmO

oy + 0(IIUNI7a + N™Cmo= D0y 250 ) |
where
. 2m0a
(2mo — ) — (mo — 1)~
Note that the use of Holder and hence the above bound is valid if n > 1, which is
implied by the constraint (3.9)).

Step 3.
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It then remains to show that for every a € (%, 1), there exists 8 satisfying (3.9) such

that for v given in (3.11) and
WA -
v(Wx) = Nan0=a -
one has
sup E|Qn (Wy)|" < +o0.
N

This is equivalent to the following two constraints on (f3,):
(1) 2 —491—a) =y =0
(2) BAL>y—(l—4)(1— ).
We first check the second one. Note that (3.9) implies § < o < 1, so the left hand

side B A1 could be replaced by 8. Routine algebraic calculations then show that the
second constraint above is equivalent to

2(2mg — O)a(1 — )
3.12 > .
( ) /8 mo + 20 — 2
Combing (3.9) and (3.12)), we see that a possible choice of § exists if
2(2mg — - -
(2mo — O)a(1 — @) - 2mgy — ¢ Y
mo + 2a — 2 mo — 1

which is true as long as a > %
It remains to check the first constraint above. This can be reduced to
(4dmg — 20) — (25 — £)my
my — 2 -

(3.13) Bz

Combing it with (3.9), we see that a possible choice of 5 exists if
(4m0 — 2€) — (2] — K)mo < 2m0 —/
mo — 2 mo — 1 '
which holds if 2j — ¢ > 1 and mo = [£] +1 < ¢ — L.
We have thus shown that for a € (2, 1), there exists choice of 3 and v as specified
above so that all the bounds hold. This completes the proof of the proposition. [J

4. THE WAVE DYNAMICS

Consider the wave dynamics:

(41) Puy + |V[**un + Oy Vi (Oyuy) =0,
' (UN, 3tUN)\t=0 = lIno,
where
lk|<N V 1 + |k‘2a |k|<N
Denote by

m

Viv(p) == aun N Hy(p;5%) + Walep),  Walp) =D anN -9 Hy;(p;5%),

Jj=2
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where ky 1= 2a; yN? — 1. We rewrite the equation (4.1]) as

Fun + (D) uy + kylyuy + TIxyWi (Myuy) =0,
(UN7 atUN)|t:0 =llyo .

Note that for each fixed N, (4.2) is globally well-posed. Indeed, when writing in

Fourier variables, the equation (4.2)) is a finite-dimensional system and its local

well-posedness is ensured by the Cauchy-Lipschitz Theorem. Moreover, the conserved
energy

(4.2)

1
S(UN(t)) = / (§(|8tuN]2 + ‘|V|QUN‘2) + VN(HNU,N))CLT
T2
is a Lyapunov functional that controls the quantity
10cun (01 2202y + llun | Fra ey + Nf@mf@ﬂHUNH%?m(T% - CN,mHUNH%?("my

Since

1 —(2m— m
lunllzzcrz) < Cllunl[zamere) < N~y [T g2) + Oy

) = 2C N,m
we deduce that uy cannot blowup in finite time. We denote by @y (¢) the flow of
[-2), and we recall that 7y is invariant under ® y(¢).

In this section, we will prove Theorem with more precise statements: the
well-posedness of the renormalized and the convergence of . Heuristically, recall
from Proposition that ky — k € R and

Iy — K| < CN~-@amD),

Then formal analysis suggests that as N — oo, (4.2)) should converge to the renor-
malized cubic wave equation

(4.3) u+ (D*)u + ku + 4au®® = 0, (u, Opu)|i—o = ¢

where
u® = lim Iy Hy(Ilyu; o)
N—oo

is a well-defined object on the support of . The goal of this section is to rigorously
justify the above convergence.

4.1. More notations. Before presenting the main propositions, we need more
notations. Define the linear propagators S(t) and S'(t) by
> sin(tD“
S(t)f = cos(tD*)f + %

and let S(t) = (S(t),S'(t)), where we again write f = (f,f"). For every ¢ €
D'(T?) x D'(T?), denote

1(t,) = 1(P)(t, ) = S()¢ and T:=S(t).
Sometimes we will omit the dependence on (E in the notation 1 for simplicity. For an
integer N € N, denote Ty :=1IIx! and Ty :=IINT.

S f =—(D)*sin(tD) f + cos(tD) f'
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We will frequently use two mall parameters ¢, 6y such that
90 L e K 1.
Throughout this section, the symbol ¢ < 1 always means that

< 2—100m % /8100.

Recall that = 1—a, sg = 4a—3. Since the flow of the wave equation is vector-valued,
we denote by

HS = HS >< H’S*OL7 WS,’I" = WS,’I" X WS*O[,’I".
For given functions f, f = (f,f") and I C R, we define for o € R the norms

I llyowy = I llzee ey + A1

4
24 4
+90
x

(1)

oy
and
1m0 = gzt + 10 g v,
Note that the norm (2 + 6y, 2 + %) is Strichartz admissible. For the solution u of
OPu+ (D*)Vu=F, (t,z)elxT?

we will use in particular the following inequality

(4.4) [(u(®), Oeu(®)ly=rry S N(u(to), deu(to) 2 + ||| Lrarsr-ony,
provided that s; > 22;—60(‘) and tg € 1.

4.2. Well-posedness for the cubic equation. We sketch the almost sure global
well-posedness of whenever o > %. The local well-posedness follows the
recentering scheme of Bourgain [4], while the global well-posedness follows the
invariant argument of Bourgain [4].

Consider the truncated equation
(45) 8?1)]\[ + (Da)2’UN + HN(IQUN + 452U}>\?) = O, (U,N, atUN)lt:() = HNQZ_)»

Denote by
Jio 1=

t 2 /
t —tD*
[0,
t De
the Duhamel operator starting at time to, and we decompose the solution vy(t) of
(4.5) as vy (t) = Tn(t) +wn(t), then wy(t) solves the integral equation

wy(t) = Oy Jo(k(Tx +wy) + 4a (T +wy)®?).

The remainder w(t) is pretended to be in a more regular space Ly° HS with s = sg —e.

For ¢ € [2,00), by the large deviation estimate, R-certainly, i.e. outside a set of
cR

0

_ c
-measure < e we have
)

ol

HTNHng;<3*l)3*5v°°([071]) < R, [ = 1,2, 3.

by Lemma , for 7 < R75 < 1,
_ 3
[T To(s(Ty + wn) + 4a2(Tx +wn) )| oo oo mpersy < CRTT < L.
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Therefore, R-certainly we have local well-posedness on [0, 7], with a reminder wy €
Y*(]0,7]) as well as the convergence wy — w in Y*([0,7]) for s = 4o —3 —e. To
iterate the local well-posedness (convergence) to a long time interval, we make use of
the invariance of the Gibbs measure

(o) i=exp (= [ nlIlyo) + faallye)) s (do).

Though the sign of k may not be positive, due to the defocusing nature a, > 0,
vy — v, the Gibbs measure associated to (4.3). The rest globalization argument is
standard (see for example [25]) and we omit the detail. Furthermore, we have the

invariance of 7 := v ® /' along the flow ®(¢) of ([£.3). To summarize, the version of
well-posedness for the cubic equation is as follows:

Proposition 4.1. Let T > 0, a € (%, 1),0 < e K 1, be given. Assume that and

s = 59— e. Then there exists a measurable set Yo C HP~¢ with f(3p) =1 and a
flow map

B(t) = ((t), (1))
defined on g with the following properties:
(1) u(t) := ®(t) is the unique limit in C([0,T); H-5~<(T2)) of the sequence of
smooth solutions vy of .
(2) ®(t)(So) = S for every t € R and the flow property holds for ®(t).
(3) The measure 7 is invariant under the flow ®(t).
(4) For every q; € Yo the function

(w(t), dw(t)) == B(t)p — ()

solves the equation
02w + (D*)?w + kw + 462(T°3 +31%%0w + 3tw? + w?) =0,
(w(0), Byw(0)) = (0,0) .

2(0p+2)
in C([0,T]; H*(T?)) N L¥ L, ™ ([0,T] x T?) in the sense that the cor-
responding Duhamel formula holds. Furthermore, the random object 1(¢)
verifies

HT((b)olHL%QmW;l,st,OO([O’TD < OO, l — 1, 2, 3

4.3. Convergence of higher order systems. Now we study the dynamical weak
universality problem by proving the following result which leads to Theorem

Proposition 4.2. Let T > 0,a € ( 1) 0<exl. Let s=sy—¢e and sy = s — 2¢.
Then there exists a full i measure set X C H™P¢, such that for any gz5 € X, the
solutions Gn(t) = O (t)d of @) admit a decomposition Un(t) = TN( )+ wWn(t) and
converge in C([0,T7; 7-[ A=) to the solution (ID( )qﬁ of the cubic equation constructed
in Proposition[4.1. Moreover, the nonlinear remainders wy (t) converge in a smoother
space:

dim [y (8) = w(®) e 21 o7y = 0-
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The main ingredient to prove the almost sure convergence of to in
C([0,T); H-57#(T?)) is a variant of the Bourgain-Bulut type argument ([5]). Briefly,
we will use two global information, the first one is the invariance of measures vy
along the truncated flow o n(t). This will allow us to essentially control the L2°
norm of the solution ®y ()¢ by N#*. The second one is the solution of the cubic
equation, thanks to Proposition .1} Technically, since we deal with solutions in the
space of negative regularity, it would be more convenient to work with the nonlinear
part of the flow that leaves in the spaces of positive regularity.

Writing

uy = Ty +wn,

we expand the nonlinearity kyIIyun + HxWy (Hyuy) as

3 2m—1
(4.6) HN(TN+ZUN)+4Z (l)agNwNTQP’ Ly Z Ry,
=0 1=0
where
(4.7) Ry = zm: LENN—(2J'—4)5T<>(2J'—J—1)
' ’ 02j—1—1)1" N :
j=2v(| 5|+

4.3.1. Large deviation estimates. First, we prove the following lemma that allows us
to pass from vy measure to p:

Lemma 4.3. For any R > 0 and N € N,

¢ )/T VN(HNgb)dx’ > R} < cRT

Proof. Since fT? Vn(IIny¢)dz is a linear combination of multi-linear Gaussians of
degree smaller than or equal to 2m, by the Wiener-chaos estimate
1)

(s (] /T Vy(llyg)da p])’l’gcpm(ﬂzﬂ[ Vi (TTy &) da
)

T2
for any p > 2. Using the identity (see (2.7]))

B ((11y0)* (2) - (M) ()] = Koy (3

<N

we deduce that

Vi (Ty)d ‘ | - 40-25 .
[F ) ~N(Iyo)dx ;
By Lemma and the fact that o > 2, the quantity

ZH

K1 +ko+kz+ka=0 j=1 ki)
|kj|<N

]E“[

k1+k|2+|ks+k4 =0j= 1
.7
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is uniformly bounded in N. This implies that the right hand side of (4.8)) is bounded
by Cp™. The desired estimate then follows from the Chebyshev’s inequality. OJ

The following Lemma crucially uses the invariance of the measure vy, in the spirit

of Bourgain-Bulut:

Lemma 4.4. LetT >0,y > =1—«a and 2 < q,r < co. There exist two positive
constants Cr.q.r, CTry,qr Such that for all X > 1, M < N,

ﬁ<{¢ : |’7T]J\_4q)N(t)¢||ng;’vyr([O’T]) > )\}) S CT,’y,q,r exp ( — (TigM'Y_ﬁ/\)CT,%q,r)'

Here Wﬁ = 1d — 7y and mp is some smooth cutOJﬂ.

Proof. In the proof, we denote by (V)™ := (V)™ @ (V)~7=%. The notation LIX,
will stand for L], ([0,T7).
Take a parameter A\; > 0 to be fixed later, we have

A8 It B (Ol g > A} <A{G: By (03] g > A /

T2

V(IIng)dx < >\1}

.

+ﬂ{¢7: Im3r @y (O ayyr > A Viv(Tyg)dz > )\1}.

. i

—

By Lemma
(4.9) 1< e ",

To estimate I, we recall that

1 .
In(dg) = Z—e 2 WIfi(dg),

then

I< ZNex\lle{gz;: ||7r]f4(§N(t)$||LgW;w > )\}.
Take ¢; > max{q,r} to be specified, by Chebyshev’s inequality and Minkowski’s
inequality, we have

A1
[< ZNB
-\

q1

</’Hﬁ5 |<§>'YW]J\_/[(@N(IS)&”%D‘N(CZQE‘));

By the invariance of Uy along (I;N(t), we deduce that, for a.e.x € T and ¢ € [0, 7]
(see Lemma 7.1 of [25] for a rigorous proof)

/ () iy (B (1)) ()7 (dD) = / () (B)] ()7 ().
H—Be H—Pe

Hence

Ly

a1
ZNe)‘lT q

I < Py

| 1@mdeoad)|
H—Be Ly

2The same statement holds if we replace the smooth cutoff 7y, by II;. Here we state the lemma
with 7y since 1T is not bounded in LP(T?), 1 < p < cc.



WEAK UNIVERSALITY RESULTS FOR A CLASS OF NONLINEAR WAVE EQUATIONS 27

By Cauchy-Schwarz, the boundedness of Zy, Zy' and Proposition , the above
quantity can be controlled by

CeMTy . o0 =y 1\ 2
S i)

So for any ¢; > q,r, \1 < A\, we have

CTi,/gM~0=5) ) "tk
8 .

By optimizing the choice of Aj, ¢1, we complete the proof of Lemma [.4] O

2 p-(—6)

—Y=P)a1
T SCQIT%GAlql—
Lgl )\(h

I+H§6A1<

The following Lemma consists of key arguments of the proof of Proposition

Lemma 4.5. Let T > 1, e < 1. Let R> 1, N > 1 be large parameters. Assume
that ¢ € H~°¢ satisfies

(410) Hé’N(t)aS”Lthsz—ﬂ—ano S Ra || TNHLthsz—ﬂ—&OO S R7
and
||T<]>\I;||L%0ngo S Nkﬁ+8’ ||T<]>\f'||L10mW*lB72e,% S R7
t A
(n—l-1) —4)B— ! 1 _e
HT?V” HL%omwx‘@‘”ﬂ‘%% < NP, 1T —1° HL§0m =201 < N7z,

foralll1 <k<2m—1,4<n<2m-—1andl € {1,2,3}, where L{X stands for
L9(]0,T); X). Moreover, assume that on [0,T], for all 1 <1 <3,

3

! = - —

(4.11) Z TN pomppmto-eoo oy + 12V — T
=1

ya(o,1)) < R

Then for any 22;—90(‘) < 81 = 859 — 2¢, there exist constants C' = Cpeps > 0 and
Ky > 0, such that if the parameters R, N satisfy the constraint

g ].Og N > 10%)m

(KO)TRH)Om < N3, or equivalently, R < (m

then

—

[(B ()6 — Tw) = (B(O)F = Dllyn oy < CNE.
Proof. We write
un(t) = Pn ()6 = Tn +un(t), ult) = (0§ =1+ w(t).
By , and Bernstein, we deduce that

(4.12) Jwn ()| Lom poe o,y < CNPFR, @ (#)||ys 0,17y < R.
eStep 1: Recursive inequality
Fix tp € [0,T — 7o) and Iy, -, := [to, to + 7o), where 7 is a small parameter to be

chosen later. Throughout the proof, the symbol A < B stands for A < C'B for some
constant C' that is independent of parameters R, N, 1, to.

3Under the constraint o € (%, 1), for 0 < by ek 1, 51>

2—a
2+00 :
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By the Strichartz inequality (4.4)), we have
(4.13)

[N () — D) [|y=1(1, ) Sllwn(to) — wlto)l| g

2m—1 3 m
(414) +|:AN(Ito,T0) + Z BN,Z<It0,T0) +ZZC Nl Itoﬂ'o ]
=4 =0 j=3
where
— 3 2 3 3
Anligm) = A = Bl 4 870 4 8102 + 0l o+ 11 = 1o

2 2
+ 5wy = 1° w”L,}fﬁl*"‘U to.7 + || Tvwy 1 'w2||L1H517a(It 70)

+ [y — wg”L}tH;ra(Ito o HHﬁWHLwH“(hO ot Tr|KN — "9|HU’HL1 Ha' (Itg,mo)

+ 7rlEN || 0N — O] ez 1y, )

By = |Run - wivll o, 0 4<1<2m—1

Cnji = N_(Qj—4)6HT§>\§2j—1_l) !

Nlppmseg, .y 0S1<3and3<j<m.

From Lemma [A.1] we have for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 1 large enough,

2 2 2
158wy — 1° wnL%H;ra(,m ST =10yt 0l

(4.15) il

apael )HUJN — Wl oo 21 (110

L2W, € (Itg,m

2 2 2
||TNwN_ Tw ||Lt1Hjl’“(It0,To rSEHTN_ TH iW—ﬁ 257(1 ) ||w||Lg°H§1(ItO,TO)

(4.16) ||TN||L4W_ﬁ S

g lwn +wllpams g, Wy = Wl ez, )

and
(4.17)
Hw?\f - w3||Lt1H;1_a(It o) NTO HwN wHL;’OH;l(ItO,TO)(HwNHZL;lHjl([tO’TO) + HwHi?Hjl([toym))a

where all the implicit constants are independent of N, R, 79, tg, but can depend on m
and e. Therefore,

(4.18)

1
AN (Tto,m) S Dn(Ttg,m) + 76 Fn(Ltgm) low — w”LgOH;‘l(ItO,TO) + TolkN — "f|||w||Lt°°Hil(1toﬁo)»
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where

_ 3 2 3 3
Div(ligm) =IA = T l[1% 4 3120 + 31?4y s+ 15 = 1 o

o2 o2 2
HITE =1 Il o ¥ W = Tl om0t

Qﬁ—a,l

LiW, € (Itg,mg)

+HHJ]\_waLf°H;1 (Itg.mo)?

En(Liom) =180, 2ot 1Tl et (ol g i 1y ) + 10l e 21 1 1))

LiW,

 (Ttg,mo) 5( t9,70)

+HwNHLt°°H;1(ItO,TO) HwHL?‘)H;l(ho,m) + 1.
Applying Lemma , Cauchy-Schwarz and the fact that % <2+ %, we have (here
it is important that [ > 4)
(4.19)

BNl(Ito 7’0)

o(2j—1-1)
Z N2 BHT a l3|| ||wN||i;;°H;1(ItO,TO)

z+1 <j<m Lz (Itoyfo

3 n— 2j—1-1
5&,m704N ﬁ”wNHigoH;l(Itwo)HwN” , 2Ty sup N3 56|”0(] w

l 4
HL4LOO Ito,‘r())
Lt Ly (Ito To) l'H <j<m

S Nyl R

Ysl(lt ) ) Sup N ||L10mL°°(ItO .,—0) ||wN||L10mLoo

<7_OZ N*5+2ms HwN|

Ysl ItO 7—0)

where to the last step, we have used ( and the LlomLoo bound for 1% N *) Note

that here it is crucial to put one w N in the space L2+0°L o in order to gain some

negative power of N, as putting (4 on all wy will lead to a bound N* that does
not converge to zero as N — o0.

Similarly,
(4.20)
1 .
—(2j— 5 (25—1-1) l
CNJJ(Ito,TO) S&m N (25 4)57-02 HTjV ! HL?W;@*Z)E*?E%(Ito,ro)”wNHL?OH;l(Ito,To)'

eStep 2: Bootstrap argument
We first claim that if for some Ty € (0, 7)),

(4.21) lwn llys1 o) < 2R™,

then for R, N large enough, there exist C. > 0 and absolute constant K, > 0, such
that
(4.22) |y — |

RSOm

N3,

yor(om)) < C-Kg

Indeed, we decompose [0,7;] into ko intervals of size 7y = 179(R) = R™!%™

denote by

, and

Xp = |’U7N — u7| V31 (Jg)s
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where J = (k1o, (k + 1)7]. By (4.13), (4.18)),(4.19),(4.20)), (4.12), we deduce that

X < Curd B2, + Coxp_1 + C.R¥roN~5 + Curi2 ROO™ N—B+2me,
For R large enough, 7y small enough such that
CETO% R < %,
we deduce that (provided that e < 3/2m)
xp < 2CoXg_1 + CETO%RE’%N_%.
This yields
X < (2C0) %0 + (2C0) ™ C.Ty7E RV N~5 < C.(2C,) % Trd RO N5,
Hence follows.

To finish the proof, it suffices to prove the bootstrap assumption (4.21)) up to time
Ty = T, with slightly smaller upper bound R!'° instead of 2R1°. More precisely, Let
T, < Ti be the largest number such that

lwn |y qor)) < R™.

Since for fixed N, wy solves an ODE in the finite-dimensional space, we deduce that
the function
t— ||U}N|

Ye1([0,2])
is continuous, thus 7, > 0. On the other hand, if T}, < T}, again by continuity, there
exists d, € (0,7y — T), such that
HwN||ys1([07T*+5*]) < R%+1 < 2RY.
Therefore, we deduce that (4.22)) holds with 7} = [0, T + d.]. In particular,

yer(orta) < R+ Co(Ko)PR*"N=3 < R(1+ C.N"1) < 2R,

£

provided that N is large enough such that C.N~1 < 1. This contradicts to the
definition of T,. So we must have T, = T'. The proof of Lemma is complete. [

[wn]

e Proof of Proposition [4.2}

First we note that by choosing Ry = (log N)? for # < 1, Lemma allows to
prove the almost sure convergence of the dyadic sequence. To prove the convergence
of the full sequence, we first define properly the good data set. For each dyadic
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number N, let Ry = (log N)?, My = (log N)A for Ay > 1,0 < § < 1. Define

3 2m—1 2N
_£&
EI’N _ﬂ m ﬂ {HT LlOmW_lB El SN 2}
=0 k=4 Ni=

AT g < M99 Ty < NOT5EY,

LlOmW

EQ,N _{HéN (bHLlomW B—eg,00 < RN, HTNHLlomW B—e, 00 < RN}

; Lo
Sw =T I omtomert + 1806 = Tllyeqoimy < R},
1=0 t ’

3 2m—1
o(k—1) _ _

24’N ::ﬂ ﬂ {||T<> LlomW—lﬁ &z < RN7 HTN HmeW (3-1)B—2¢,1 < N(k 3B E}

=0 k=4

l _£
ﬂ{HT —TO meW 1,1 <N 2}

o = sup [t Bn ()] oy s o < 1.

N<N1<2N;

Lemma 4.6. There exist C > 0 and §(e) > 0 such that fori € {1,2,3,4,5}, there
holds

(S ) < ON7OC

Proof. In order not to perturb the main line of argument, we set aside the proof of
this lemma in Appendix O

Next, we define

5
Sy =)~
j=1
Then by Lemma |4.6, we have
> i(Eg) < o0
Ne2N
Therefore, by Borel-Cantelli, the set

Y} = limsup Xy;
J—00
has full /i measure, i.e. u(X) = 1. To finish the proof, we need to show that for any
¢ €, Dy(t)¢ converges to B(t)¢ in C ([0, T]; Hy7~).

By definition, there exists Ny such that gg € Xy for all dyadic number N > Nj.
Pick N; € [N, 2N], not necessarily a dyadic number, our goal is to compare Wy, and
W in LHS'. We will essentially follow the argument of the proof of Lemma [£.5]
with an additional care that we do not have the bound

W, [l piom pos 0,77y < NPPERy

in a priori. Nevertheless, the choice of ¥ provides a control

1731 Wy | o200 o,y < 1-
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Thus by the Sobolev embedding and Bernstein’s inequality,
”le HL?oWz—ﬁ—Em §||7TMNwN1 ||L;><>WI—5—5»°° +1
<||mary wi |l ooy + Mullwn, — wnll ez + 1.

By Bernstein again,

Nlﬁ+3€

lwn |z Se llmemwmll oot S [, [| ooz

LW, ¢
(4.23) SN Ry + (log N) M N+ |lwpy, — wl| oo gz

for N large enough.
Now we argue as in the Step 2 in the proof of Lemma [4.5 Assuming first that for
some T € (0,7,

(4.24) [wn, |

holds. Consequently, we have very roughly estimate

yar(on) < 2RN

ya(o,i]) < 3RY.
Thanks to (4.23)) and the choice Ry = (log N)?, we deduce that

lwn, || Lge Lge oy < NPFH.

[@n, —

The same iterative argument yields(by choosing 7o = Ry""")
(4.25) [@n, — 5]ys1 o)) < C(Ko) ™8 " N5 < C.N"4,

provided that 6 < 1 such that R(N)™ = (log N )19 < ¢(log N).
Following the same bootstrap argument as in Step 2, we deduce that (4.25) is
indeed true up to time 7. This completes the proof of Proposition (4.2

APPENDIX A. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES AND CONVOLUTION INEQUALITIES

Lemma A.1. Let a € (§,1) and s € (1—%,4a —3). Let € be sufficiently small such

that
(A1) 1—%+25<s<4a—3—25,3a—2>45.
Then we have the following bounds:
1Foll o S I1Follg-so-ar—2e,  IFW | g-eo S NFly,6ona-w-22 [l

forl=1,2,3.

Proof. The first inequality is trivial. To prove the second, by duality, it suffices to
show that, for any G € H** such that ||G||ga— < 1 and H € L=, we have

(A.2) H- (V>(3’”“’a”2€(ulG)d~r‘ S H| 2 llulls.

‘ T2
By Hélder and Lemma [2.1] the left hand side of (A.2)) is bounded by

VN, (MY @O oz NG a4 e V9G] ),
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where v = (3 — [)(1 — ) + 2¢. Using the Sobolev embedding
HO™*(T?) < Lt (T?), HO*(T?) — W Taies (T?),

the two norms of G are controlled by ||G|/fe-s < 1. Thanks to the conditions
s>1—5 +2¢and 3a — 2 > 4¢, we have < %, for [ = 1,2, 3, thus by
Holder,

1+a—s—y—2¢

When | =1, v = 2(1 —a) 4 2¢, since 3o —2 > 4e, by Holder and Sobolev’s embedding
we have
2(1—a)+2¢
(vy20-0rt22y | i Sl
For | = 2,3, using Lemma Holder’s inequality and the constraint (A.1]), we get

(VY () < Ju o

This completes the proof of Lemma[A.T] O

S (V) 2=y

2 S.
LI+a—s—2e H

!
Hs-

[ I
LT+a—s—2e W'Y’a—Qa—(l—Q)(l—s)

Lemma A.2. Let 0 < ny <1y and ny + 12 > d. Then there exists Cy > 0, such that
for every ky € Z:

(i) If 2 < d, we have

1 Co
Z (kym(k — ko)™ < (kg)ym+m—d’

kezd

(ii) If ny = d, then

1 Co 10g(l{?0)
Z (kym(k — ko)m < (ko)m ’

kezd
(iii) If e > d, then

1 Co
Z (kYym (k — ko)m = (ko)ym~

kezd
(iv) If @ < n <d, then we have the bound

Z 1 1 < 1
N (kN1 ™ (Eynn—(n—1)d °

(kl,--~,kn)e(Zd)”< 1) (kn)m ™~ (k)

kit +kn=k

Proof. The proof follows from elementary calculus. O

Remark A.3. For (iv), we only need n > @l for the left hand side above to be
summable, while n < d is needed in order for the exponent of (k) to be —nn+ (n—1)d.

Corollary A.4. Letl € N and 1 < j <. Then for all « € (0,1),0 < e < 1 and
v=1U(1—«)+e¢, there exists Co > 0, such that for any N < M, we have

l
1 11 1
< —25‘
Z <k=1 B kl>2’y <k5i>20‘ >~ Ca,eN

N<|k’1|,-~~,‘k)j|§M =1
|kj+1|7"' 7|kl|§M
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Proof. Thanks to the assumption on a and ~, we repeatedly applied (i) in Lemma
[ — 1 times, we control the desired summation by

Z <k,1>—2(a+’y—(l—1)(1—a)) — Z <k1>—2(1+a) < N~2%

N<‘k1|§M N<|k1‘§M

This completes the proof. 0

APPENDIX B. LARGE DEVIATION ESTIMATES

Lemma B.1. Let & be a random process of the form such that for any s,t € R,
&(s,+) and £(t,+) have the same law that is stationary in x € T?. Assume that for
some v € R, ((V)Y€)(t,x) belongs to H<;, the space of Wiener chaos of degree less
than 1, and moreover

SO E[E(E, ) o] < A2

teR

for some A > 0. Then for any v1 < v, there exist C 4., Cyqr > 0, such that for all
A>1,T>1andg>2,r>2,

2 2.2
(B.1) P|:H£HL§WQ’T([O,T]><T2)) > A] < Cgrexp (= ¢y, T TATTAT),

Proof. For any p > ¢, r, by Chebyshev,

IP)[ngLZVVQZ’T([O,T]><T2)) > A] ’YWIE[”éHLqWW“ (o, T]><T2)]
By Minkowski,

hSA

[Eflg(t Weawzr o cry)” < IV o) |norr e

Since for fixed ¢,z ((V)€)(t,z) € H<, and £(t) is stationary in space and time, by
Proposition 2.4, we deduce that

A 1 1,1
V)&t @) popspr, < Cp2T fgglE[llﬁ(t)Hi;;]? < Cp2T9A.

Therefore,
Cr D 2 T AP
[”fHLqWVT ([0,T]xT2)) > )\] <WT
By optimizing the choice of p, the proof of Lemma is now complete. 0

Lemma B.2. IfZ be a stationary random distribution on T¢ and belongs to Wiener
chaos of order n. Let {E(k)}kezd denote its Fourier coefficients. If there exists v € R
and Cy > 0 such that
EIS(k) < Cofk) =
for every k € Z2, then for every o > v and every q € [1,+00), we have
E|El} -0 (pa) + EIENG o qay < C',

where C depends on q,n,vy,o0,d and Cy only. In particular, the bound is uniform in
the class of stationary processes in order n that satisfies the above bound for Fourier
coefficients.
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Lemma B.3. Recall that
keZ2, |k~|§N< )
is the fractional Gaussian field on T?, where p € S(R). If 0 > 0,0 >0 andn € N
satisfy
oANl>n(l—a)—0>0,
then for every q € [1,400), there exists C' = C(q,n,a,0,0) such that

sup (N“BIWE [ ) +sup (NBIW L, ) < O

As a consequence, the same is true when C~7 is replaced by W =P for every p > 1.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can restrict to the situation where n(1—a)—6 >
0. Also, since Wg" belongs to Wiener chaos of order n, it suffices to prove for ¢ = 2.
By explicit computation we have

EWZ®EP=E( Y Wylk)o - oWxka) (Y. Wnl(t)o---oWy(L,))

k1+-+kn b+ +ln
=k k

> E[Wy(k)P - BWy (k)

Byt +kn
k

1
R (kp)?e - (kn>2a1‘k1|SN e L <

ky+--tkn
=k
We have
—26
BRmr s Y 11 Lyjen
F1t +k]1N" 1+’k|2a) ’
Hence, we get
oy 1 1
N_QGE’WKTR(IC)‘Q SJ Z 20 20 -
ki+-+kn <k1>2a+7 <kn>2a+?

=k
By (iv) of Lemma if @ < 2a+ 2 <2, we have the bound
N_29E|V[//§l(k)|2 < <k>—2(0+1—n(1—o¢)) _ <k>—2+2(n(1—a)—9 .
Note that the above requirement is equivalently to our assumption
O<n(l—a)—0<1.

Now by Lemma [B.2] if
o>n(l—a)—10,

the desired bound follows. We have thus completed the proof of the Lemma[B.3] O

Now we provide the proof of Lemma [1.6}
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Proof of Lemma[{.6 From the Sobolev embedding W-B-52 < W55 and Lemma
1.4 we deduce that there exist C' > 0 and § = d(g) > 0, such that

(25 n) + p(E5 x) < Ce™E

To estimate p(35 ) for i = 1,3,4, by Lemma , it suffices to show that for all
kE>4,0<1<3,and N < N; < N, we have the following estimates:

(B.2) B[N = 1] + BTN = 1%, I5mis-c] S N7,
(B.3) E(lI ¥ [F-ts-c] S- 1,

(B4) E[|[1%125] Se N*7+7,

(B.5) Bl nsee] Se N2E967<.

Note that (B.3)),(B.4),(B.) are consequences of Lemma [B.3]| hence it remains to

prove (B.2).

Let M > N and denote by v =[5 + . Note that under the law p, T?\l, — j\z is the
same as ¢ — ¢ Denote by

Ona = ) TG = o — %
N<|k|<Mm V 1 + ‘k|a
Using the white noise functional representation as in Section 2,
QbN(x) - 5NW77N(CC7‘)7 ¢N,M(x) = 5NW77N,M(%‘)’

where

v V1T |k|2a Nepem V1T |k|2a
Combining (2.6), we can write

l
o l
<J>\lf - J\fl = Z <j)o-gVMO—N H; (W (W))Hl—j (WUN,IM(CCv‘))'

=1

Using (2.7) and the independence of W, (2., W,

7N, M(

&?\?Mgigl ])E[”H nN(fE ))Hl_j(WnN,M(x:') ||H—w}

1 1 Y
~ > k)2 11 (k)2 SN

, for j € {1,--- 1}, we have

v, ks | <M, < j=1
N<kjpal, s ki, |k <M
k1+-+k+k=0

thanks to Corollary [A.4] The proof of Lemma is now complete. O
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APPENDIX C. PROOF OF THE STRICHARTZ ESTIMATE ON T¢

Lemma C.1. Let Kf(t,x — y) be the Schwartz kernel of the operator e*"P"P;,
j > 0. Then for anyt # 0,

9id(1-3)
(C.1) sup |K5°(t,2)] S ——5—
zeTd |t|5
Consequently, fort > 0 and 2 <r < 00,
- yil1-2) (-2)
(C.2) 12" P; £ 1r(way THPJL}CHL“(TCU»
2 4

where v’ is such that % + 7% =1.

Proof. The kernel K} (t, z) takes the form
_ Z @j(li‘)@it‘/l+‘k‘2&+ik'z.

kezd

From the Poisson summation formula, we have

K (t,z) =(2m)? Z )eEVIHED (2 m)
meZa
(C.3) =2" 3" k(L 2).
meZd

where
Rt 2) = /R p(§)e VIR e (s g
Consider the phase function
O, (€)= /272 4 [e2e + 20 (2 4om) - €,
then (¢, 2) = I ;m(27°t), where

B
Zsz(At) j:/ gp(g)ew‘tq}t,z,m(f)df.
R

Note that
§

_ +
/2—2jo¢ + |€|20¢

Ve®i, il 2 14270 ml, V|m| > 2.
Moreover, on supp(y), | det(V2<I>t .m(&))| 2 1. By the stationary phase lemma, we
have

Vedi, (&) = Zal¢**? 27079 (2 + m)

and on supp(yp),

t,z,m

|IZ,m(/\t)| ~ |m| <2

d

| At]2
and

IZ. n(N)| < On

B |At|N (1 4 2i(0-a)lml)N” im| > 2
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for all N € N. Plugging into (C.3)), we obtain (C.1J).

Replacing e*P" P, by e*#P" j, where f’j is a similar Littlewood-Paley projector
such that f’ij = P;, the same kernel estimate holds for eiimaf’j. Consequently,
we have

2jd(1—%)
if llpos(may S W”PJ‘JCHU(T%-
Note that eF*P" is an isometry on L*(T?), applying the Riesz-Thorin interpolation
theorem, we deduce that for all 2 < r < oo,

” ej:z'tDO‘

il1-2) (2

ifllorray S THPJJIHLW(T%’
2

” eiz’tl)a

and this completes the proof. O

Now we are able to prove Proposition [2.2] The solution u
(C4) Pu+ (D)Vu=F, (u,0u)|—0 = (uo,u;)

can be written as

ult) = cos(iD Y + 225D+ [ P

Da
It suffices to prove the homogeneous estimate
(0.5) HeﬂtpafHLgL;(Rde) 5 Hf”H'Yq,r(Td)

and the following inhomogeneous estimate

(C.6) | / HED G (1)

thanks to the Christ-Kiselev Lemma ([g]).
We perform a standard TT* argument. Fix a sharp admissible pair (g, r), i.e.

S IE
LILT (RXTY)

I3 s (RxT),

2 1 1

§:d(§_;)’ <Q7r7d) ?é (2700)2)7
define
(C.7) T, L2 — LI, T,(f) = UV P, f,
(C.8) T LD - 12, TG:= /R eFHV PG (t)dt.

Using ((C.1) and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we deduce that

H /];{eii(tt/)DanG(t/) < 2jd(1*%) (17%)HPJGH

!
q /9
iy ™ Ly Ly

Since

175l 2= eger = 75l

we deduce further that for any admissible pairs (g1, 1),

= |70

L] LT —>LqLT

( )’
).

L4 Ly -2

sb—' ~~

”,EHL%%L;’LQ 5 2jd<1_%) (%
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Therefore, for any admissible pairs (q1,71), (¢,7),
- e 1 1
1T, S 28 ),
AR ALY AL £ S

In particular, for ¢; = oo, r; = 2, we have
||eiitDanf||L§L2 + H / eii(t—t')DanG(t/)
R

Taking the [? norm in j, we obtain that
||eiitDanf||l]2.Lng + H/ eii(t—t’)DanG(tl)dt/
R

Since 2 < r < 00,q > 2, by the Minkowski inequality and the Littlewood-Paley
square function theorem,

||F||L§Lg ~ ||PjF||L§L;l]2. < ||F||Z§L3L;a
thus we have proved (C.5)) and (C.6). This completes the proof of Proposition [2.2]

0y, S 2P fllz 270 [Py Gl e

t - x

sagry S Wlier 1G]z

APPENDIX D. CONVERGENCE OF THE LINEAR COEFFICIENT

In this section, we prove Proposition . Recall that 53, = N2(1-%) 52

1 1 1 1
N2 (1— a) 2 . _/ df
47T2 lﬂ%\/ 1 + |k|2a 47'('2 lE|<N |€|20¢

In order to prove the convergence of N 2(1-a) (@ ny — ay), the key is to show that:

Lemma D.1. Assume that o € (3,1), Then
0% =02+ 0 N2 L O(N7Y).

b 1
bl 47'('2 Z / k7é01 + |]€‘2a |£‘2a>d€’

keZ?
where (Cy)pezz are unit cubes [k kM +1] x [k@ k@ +1].

where

Proof. We denote
Ca 1
N2 )(0]2\,—02):4—”2(14—11\/),

where
(D.1) Iyi= Y ! / ! d¢
. N = —_— — —_ .
ocmen 1T K[> Jigen [€1%

We decompose

8 4
Zy =2 n{k:0< k| <N} =|JA;, By:={¢:[¢] <N} :U

i=1
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where

A i={k= (kY k) e Zy kY >0,k@ >0}, Uy :={= (W, e?) e By, M >0,6@ > 0},
Ay = {k = (kW )eZN;k“)go,k(?)z()}, Uy = {6 = (W ¢2) e By : W <0,6® > 0},
Ay = {k = (kW )eZN:k(l) <0,k? <0}, Us:={c=(W,@)eBy:eW <0,6® <0},
Ay ={k=kYE®)e Zy kW >0,kP <0}, Uy:={c= (W, eP)e By:eW>063 <0}

For j =1, 2,3,4, we define

1 1
vyi= Y — d
N,j — 1+|k|2a Uj |€’2a f

Then by inclusion and exclusion,

4
1
(D-2) = Ivi= > T
— 1+ |k|?>
Jj=1 EWE@) =0
0<|k|<N

By symmetry, it suffices to derive a formula for Iy ;. Fix k = (KW k@) € Ay, we
denote
={e=(¢ W, )) kY <@ < kU 41,5 = 1,2},
and
i = {k = (kW k@) 0 < kD £ < 1}
the cubic with bottom left vertex k and top right vertex 0(k) := (k) + 1, k2 +1).

kAL
[71 = U1 U U Ck
kel
Since the number of cubes C}, intersecting with |k| = N is O(N), we have

dg (20—
= O(N~(eh),
/ﬁl\Ul €] ( )

Let

Thus

I = —
ol / 8 \5!20‘

We have similar formulas for In2,In 3, Iy 3. Adding them together and noticing that
the lattices on two axes have been added twice, we have

1 1
ZIN” /c<1uc<2>w<s>uc<4 |s|2a+2/ 1+|k|2a “EEEt X

keZyn kW)=
0<|k|<N

—(2a-1)
Z/C 1+|]€‘2a |£|2a>d§+0( )

ke

H+O(N~Ze=by,
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Since a > 1 we have

1 —2a
> [ i )= 2, (e ~ e o0

kEZy k20
and
S = X e o)
2« 2« :
D)= 1+ |k| m#0,meN 1+ |m|
0<[k|<N
We have
ZINJ = / Lizo 5o o )df +2 ) 5 T OWN').
T A, T e
Therefore,
1
Iy = / Lo — >d§+0 N1-2),
3 L, (o = )+ 00
This completes the proof. 0
Proof of Proposition[1.4 By definition,

1 [~ 1 _ 22 1 22
QN —a; = = V" (z (—e N — e_%)dz.
Ly ! 2/_00 (=) \V2mon \V2ro
By Lemma and the fact that o > %, we get

N2 (gy —0) = — + ey,

where

we finally obtain that

by [ 1
2(1—a) (= =) — Y1 - = 17
(D?)) N (al,N al) 1o /OO &,(m e > V ( )dZ+€N.

This completes the proof of Proposition [1.4! 0
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