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STOCHASTIC QUANTIZATION OF THE ¢;-MODEL
TADAHIRO OH, MAMORU OKAMOTO, AND LEONARDO TOLOMEO

ABSTRACT. We study the construction of the ®3-measure and complete the program on the
(non-)construction of the focusing Gibbs measures, initiated by Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer
(1988). This problem turns out to be critical, exhibiting the following phase transition. In
the weakly nonlinear regime, we prove normalizability of the ®3-measure and show that it
is singular with respect to the massive Gaussian free field. Moreover, we show that there
exists a shifted measure with respect to which the ®3-measure is absolutely continuous.
In the strongly nonlinear regime, by further developing the machinery introduced by the
authors, we establish non-normalizability of the ®3-measure. Due to the singularity of the
®3-measure with respect to the massive Gaussian free field, this non-normalizability part
poses a particular challenge as compared to our previous works. In order to overcome this
issue, we first construct a o-finite version of the ®3-measure and show that this measure is
not normalizable. Furthermore, we prove that the truncated ®3-measures have no weak limit
in a natural space, even up to a subsequence.

We also study the dynamical problem for the canonical stochastic quantization of the
®3-measure, namely, the three-dimensional stochastic damped nonlinear wave equation with
a quadratic nonlinearity forced by an additive space-time white noise (= the hyperbolic d3-
model). By adapting the paracontrolled approach, in particular from the works by Gubinelli,
Koch, and the first author (2018) and by the authors (2020), we prove almost sure global
well-posedness of the hyperbolic ®3-model and invariance of the Gibbs measure in the weakly
nonlinear regime. In the globalization part, we introduce a new, conceptually simple and
straightforward approach, where we directly work with the (truncated) Gibbs measure, using
the Boué-Dupuis variational formula and ideas from theory of optimal transport.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. In this paper, we study the ®3-measure on the three-dimensional torus on
T3 = (R/27Z)3, formally written as

dp(u) = Z~ exp (g /T 3 ugdas> dp(u), (1.1)

and its associated stochastic quantization. Here, y is the massive Gaussian free field on T3
and the coupling constant o € R\ {0} measures the strength of the cubic interaction. The
associated energy functional for the ®3-measure p in (L.1]) is given by

1 o
E(u) = 3 - |(V>u|2d:r -3 /11‘3 wddz, (1.2)

where (V) = /1 — A. Since u? is not sign definite, the sign of & does not play any role and,
in particular, the problem is not defocusing even if o < 0.

Our main goal in this paper is to study the construction of the ®3-measure and its
associated dynamics, following the program on the (non-)construction of focusingEl Gibbs
measures, initiated by Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer [43]. Let us first go over the known results.
In the seminal work [43], Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer studied the one-dimensional case and
constructed the one-dimensional focusing Gibbs measure in the L2-(sub)critical setting

1By “focusing”, we also mean the non-defocusing (non-repulsive) case, such as the cubic interaction appearing
in , such that the interaction potential (for example, fTs uw®dz in ) is unbounded from above.

2As pointed out by Carlen, Fréhlich, and Lebowitz [16] p. 315], there is in fact an error in the Gibbs measure
construction in [43], which was amended by Bourgain [8] (for 2 < p < 6 with any K > 0 and p = 6 with
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i.e. 2 < p < 6) with an L?-cutoff:
(

_ 1
dp(u) =Z ll{fT|u\2dr§K} exp <p /T |updx> dp(u) (1.3)

or with a taming by the L?-norm:

dp(u) = Z~Vexp <]1) /T upde — A( /T qux)q> dp(u) (1.4)

for some appropriate ¢ = q(p), where u denotes the periodic Wiener measure on T. See
Remark 2.1 in [43]. Here, the parameter A > 0 denotes the so-called (generalized) chemical
potential and the expression is referred to as the generalized grand-canonical Gibbs
measure. See also the work by Carlen, Frohlich, and Lebowitz [16] for a further discussion,
where they describe the details of the construction of the generalized grand-canonical Gibbs
measure in in the L2-subcritical setting (2 < p < 6). In [43], Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer
also proved non-normalizability of the focusing Gibbs measure p in (|1.3)):

1
- p N
By | 11, jupde<icy €XP (p/’ﬂ"u‘ dﬂU)] =00

in (i) the L2-supercritical case (p > 6) for any K > 0 and (ii) the L?-critical case (p > 6),
provided that K > HQH%2 (R)’ where @ is the (uniqud) optimizer for the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-
Sobolev inequality on R such that [|Q||%, ®) = Q52 (r)- In & recent work [61], the first and

third authors with Sosoe proved that the focusing L?-critical Gibbs measure p in (1.3)) (with
p = 6) is indeed constructible at the optimal mass threshold K = ||Q||2, (r)> thus answering
an open question posed by Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer [43] and completing the program in the
one-dimensional case.

In the two-dimensional setting, Brydges and Slade [I5] continued the study on the focusing
Gibbs measures and showed that with the quartic interaction (p = 4), the focusing Gibbs
measure p in (even with proper renormalization on the potential energy % ng lu|*dz and
on the L2-cutoff) is not normalizable as a probability measure. See also [60] for an alternative
proof. In view of

1. 1<k} (z) < exp (— Alz|") exp (AK7) (1.5)

for any K > 0, v > 0, and A > 0, this non-normalizability result of the focusing Gibbs measure
on T? with the quartic interaction (p = 4) also applies to the generalized grand-canonical
Gibbs measure in . Furthermore, the same non-normalizability applies for higher order
interaction (for an integer p > 5).

In [9], Bourgain reported Jaffe’s construction of a ®3-measure endowed with a Wick-ordered
L2-cutoff:

dp = Zﬁl]—{ngqu: cl:vSK}eé Jraiu® dxdﬂ(“%

where :u?: and :u%: denote the Wick powers of u, and y denotes the massive Gaussian free
field on T2. See also [60]. We point out that such a Gibbs measure with a (Wick-ordered)
L?-cutoff is not suitable for stochastic quantization in the heat and wave settings due to the

0 < K < 1) and the first and third authors with Sosoe [61] (for p = 6 and K < ||Q||iQ(R)). See [61] for a
further discussion.
3Up to the symmetries.
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lack of the L?-conservation. In [9], Bourgain instead constructed the following generalized
grand-canonical formulation of the ®3-measure:

2
dp(u) _ Z—le% sz:u?’:d:(:—A(f.ﬂ.g:uZ:dx) du(u)

for sufficiently large A > 0. See [63], 34], 52), 36] for the associated (stochastic) nonlinear wave
dynamics.

In this paper, we consider the three-dimensional case and complete the focusing Gibbs
measure construction program initiated by Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer [43]. More precisely,
we consider the following generalized grand-canonical formulation of the @g—measure (namely,
with a taming by the Wick-ordered L?-norm):

dp(u) = Z~ exp (;’ /TS P do — A‘ /TS s da 7) dpu(u) (1.6)

for suitable A, > 0. We now state our first main result in a somewhat formal manner. See
Theorem for the precise statement.

Theorem 1.1. The following phase transition holds for the ®3-measure in (1.6

(i) (weakly nonlinear regime). Let 0 < |o| < 1 and v = 3. Then, by introducing a further
renormalization, the @%—measure p in (1.6 exists as a probability measure, provided
that A = A(o) > 0 is sufficiently large. In this case, the resulting q)g—measure p and
the massive Gaussian free field p on T3 are mutually singular.

(ii) (strongly nonlinear regime). When |o| > 1, the ®3-measure in (1.6)) is not normalizable
for any A > 0 and v > 0. Furthermore, the truncated ®3-measures py (see (1.25))
below) do not have a weak limit, as measures on C_%(’]IB), even up to a subsequence.

Theorem shows that the q)g—model is critical in terms of the measure construction. In
the case of a higher order focusing interaction on T? (replacing :u3: by :uP: in for an
integer p > 4 with ¢ > 0 when p is even), or the ®3-model on the four-dimensional torus T%,
the focusing nonlinear interaction gets only worse and thus we expect that the same approach
would yield non-normalizability. Hence, in view of the previous results [43] 8 [15, 611, 60],
Theorem completes the focusing Gibbs measure construction program, thus answering an
open question posed by Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer (see “Extension to higher dimensions” in
[43, Section 5]). See also our companion paper [53], where we completed the program on the
(non-)construction of the focusing Hartree Gibbs measures in the three-dimensional setting.
See Remark [[.3] for a further discussion.

We point out that in the weakly nonlinear regime, the @g-measure p is constructed only as
a weak limit of the truncated @g-measures. Moreover, we prove that there exists a shifted
measure with respect to which the ®3-measure is absolutely continuous; see Appendix
As for the non-normalizability result in Theorem [L.I](ii), our proof is based on a refined
version of the machinery introduced by the authors [53] and the first and third authors with
Seong [60], which was in turn inspired by the work of the third author and Weber [74] on the
non-construction of the Gibbs measure for the focusing cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation
(NLS) on the real line, giving an alternative proof of Rider’s result [66]. We, however, point
out that there is an additional difficulty in proving Theorem [1.1|(ii) due to the singularity
of the ®3-measure with respect to the base massive Gaussian free field y. (Note that the
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focusing Gibbs measures considered in [53] [60] are equivalent to the base Gaussian measures.)
In order to overcome this difficulty, we first introduce a reference measureﬂ vs and construct a
o-finite version of the ®3-measure (expressed in terms of the reference measure vs). We then
show that this o-finite version of the ®3-measure is not normalizable. See Section

Remark 1.2. (i) As the name suggests, the ®3-measure is of interest from the point of view
of constructive quantum field theory. In the defocusing case (0 < 0) with a quartic interaction
(u? in place of u?), the measure p in corresponds to the well-studied @g—measure. The
construction of the @%—measure is one of the early achievements in constructive quantum field
theory. For an overview of the constructive program, see the introductions in [I}, 32].

(ii) In the one- and two-dimensional cases, the non-normalizability of the focusing Gibbs
measures emerges in the L2-critical case (p = 6 when d = 1 and p = 4 when d = 2),
suggesting its close relation to the finite time blowup phenomena of the associated focusing
NLS. See [61] for a further discussion. In the three-dimensional case, it is interesting to note
that the @g—model is L2-subcritical and yet we have the non-normalizability (in the strongly
nonlinear regime). Thus, the non-normalizability of the @g-measure is not related to a blowup
phenomenon. Note that, unlike the focusing ®%- and ®3-models which make sense in the
complex-valued setting, the ®3-model makes sense only in the real-valued setting. It seems of
interest to investigate a possible relation to the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality:

3

3
3 3 3
[, @) e S ol e el
(iii) Consider a ®3-measure with a Wick-ordered Lz—cutoﬂ?ﬂ

. o
dp(u) =Z 11{|fT3:u2:dx|§K} exp (3 /11‘3 ud dm)d,u(u). (1.7)

Then, an analogue of Theorem holds for the ®3-measure in . In view of ,
Theorem |1.1|implies normalizability of the ®3-measure in (with a further renormalization)
in the weakly nonlinear regime (0 < |o| < 1). On the other hand, in the strongly nonlinear
regime (|o| > 1), a modification of the proof of Theorem [1.12)(ii) (see also [53, 60]) yields
non-normalizability of the @g—measure in for any K > 0.

Remark 1.3. In [I1], Bourgain studied the invariant Gibbs dynamics for the focusing Hartree
NLS on T? (with o > 0):

i0u + (1 — A)u — o (V x [u*)u =0, (1.8)

where V = (V)~7 is the Bessel potential of order 8 > 0. In [I1], Bourgain first constructed
the focusing Gibbs measure with a Hartree-type interaction (for complex-valued u), endowed
with a Wick-ordered L2-cutoff:

_ a w:|ul?:) |ul?: de
dp(w) = 270 p | upoedne iy € Foo VR ol gy

4This reference measure is introduced as a tamed version of the ®3-measure and is not to be confused with
the shifted measure mentioned above. See Proposition
SWith a slight modification, one may also consider p in (1.7]) with a slightly different cutoff 1{IT3 u?i da<K}s

i.e. without an absolute value, and prove the same (non-)normalizability results. See Remark 5.10 in [53].
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for § > 2 and then constructed the invariant Gibbs dynamics for the associated dynamical
problemﬂ In [53], we continued the study of the focusing Hartree @g—measure in the generalized
grand-canonical formulation (with o > 0):
-
/ u?: dx
T3

and established a phase transition in two respects (i) the focusing Hartree <I>§—measure 0
in is constructible for 8 > 2, while it is not for 5 < 2 and (ii) when 8 = 2, the focusing
Hartree ®3-measure is constructible for 0 < o < 1, while it is not for o > 1. See [53] for the
precise statements. These results in [53] in particular show the critical nature of the focusing

dp(u) = Z  exp (Z /TS(V* u?:) u?: dr— A

Jautw ()

Hartree <I>§—mode1 when 8 = 2. In the same work, we also constructed the invariant Gibbs
dynamics for the associated (canonical) stochastic quantization equation. See also [53], 12} [13]
for the defocusing case (o < 0). Note that when 8 = 0, the defocusing Hartree ®3-measure
reduces to the usual ®3-measure.

In terms of scaling, the focusing Hartree @gl—model with 8 = 2 corresponds to the @g—model
and as such, they share some common features. For example, they are both critical with
a phase transition, depending on the size of the coupling constant o. At the same time,
however, there are some differences. While the focusing Hartree @%-measure with g =2 is
absolutely continuous with respect to the base massive Gaussian free field u, the @g—measure
studied in this paper is singular with respect to the base massive Gaussian free field u. As
mentioned above, this singularity of the ®3-measure causes an additional difficulty in proving
non-normalizability in the strongly nonlinear regime |o| > 1.

Next, we discuss the dynamical problem associated with the q)g—measure constructed in
Theorem [I.1] In the following, we consider the canonical stochastic quantization equation
[65, 67] for the ®3-measure in (with v = 3). More precisely, we study the following
stochastic damped nonlinear wave equation (SANLW) with a quadratic nonlinearity, posed
on T3:

OPu+ du + (1 — A)u — ou? = V2, (z,t) € T? x Ry, (1.10)

where o € R\ {0}, w is an unknown function, and ¢ denotes a (Gaussian) space-time white
noise on T? x R, with the space-time covariance given by

E[ﬁ(wl,tl)f(xg, tz)] = 5(%’1 — ZL‘Q)(S(Ifl — tz).

In this introduction, we keep our discussion at a formal level and do not worry about various
renormalizations required to give a proper meaning to the equation (|1.10]).
With @ = (u, dyu), define the energy E(i) by

£(7) = B(u) + % /T (@)

1 1
= / |<V>u|2daz+/ (atu)2dx—a/ udde,
2 Jr3 2 Jr3 3 Jr3

6By combining the construction of the focusing Hartree Gibbs measure in the critical case (8 = 2) with
0 < 0 < 1 in [53] and the well-posedness result in [21]], this result on the focusing Hartree NLS (1.8)) by
Bourgain [I1] can be extended to the critical case 8 = 2 (in the weakly nonlinear regime 0 < o < 1).



STOCHASTIC QUANTIZATION OF &3 7

where E(u) is as in ([1.2)). This is precisely the energy (= Hamiltonian) of the (deterministic)
nonlinear wave equation (NLW) on T? with a quadratic nonlinearity:

O2u+ (1 — Ayu — ou? = 0. (1.11)
Then, by letting v = dyu, we can write (1.10) as the first order system:

()~ (%) (L 20)

which shows that the SANLW dynamics ((1.10]) is given as a superposition of the deterministic
NLW dynamics ((1.11]) and the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck dynamics for v = dyu:

o = —v + V2¢.
Now, consider the Gibbs measure p, formally given by

dp(@) = Z e €@ di = dp ® duo(@)
= Z lexp <G/ u3dx) d(p ® po)(u,v),
3 )

where p is the @g—measure in and pg denotes the white noise measure; see . See
Remark for the precise definition of the Gibbs measure g. Then, the observation above
shows that g is expected to be invariant under the dynamics of the quadratic SANLW .
Indeed, from the stochastic quantization point of view, the equation is the so-called
canonical stochastic quantization equation (namely, the Hamiltonian stochastic quantization)
for the ®3-measure; see [67]. For this reason, it is natural to refer to as the hyperbolic
®3-model.

Let us now state our main dynamical result in a somewhat formal manner. See Theorem|[1.15
for the precise statement.

(1.12)

Theorem 1.4. Let v =3 and 0 < |o| < 1. Suppose that A = A(c) > 0 is sufficiently large
as in Th,eorem(i). Then, the hyperbolic ®3-model on the three-dimensional torus
T3 (with a proper renormalization) is almost surely globally well-posed with respect to the
random initial data distributed by the (renormalized) Gibbs measure p= p @ pg in .
Furthermore, the Gibbs measure g is invariant under the resulting dynamics.

In view of the critical nature of the Cbg—measure, Theorem is sharp in the sense that
almost sure global well-posedness does not extend to SANLW with a focusing nonlinearity of
a higher order. The construction of the @%—measure in Theorem requires us to introduce
several renormalizations together with the taming by the Wick-ordered L?-norm. This
introduces modifications to the equation . See Subsection and Sections |5| and |§| for
the precise formulation of the problem.

Over the last five years, stochastic nonlinear wave equations (SNLW) in the singular setting
have been studied extensively in various settingsﬂ

O*u+ Ou+ (1 — A)u+ N(u) =& (1.13)

for a power-type nonlinearity [34) 35, 36], 22], 23] 58, 52 51, [72), 53| 13 64] and for trigonometric
and exponential nonlinearities [56], 59, 57]. We also mention the works [63, 55, 54, [13]

"Some of the works mentioned below are on SNLW without damping.
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on nonlinear wave equations with rough random initial data. In [35], by combining the
paracontrolled calculus, originally introduced in the parabolic setting [33] 17, 47], with the
multilinear harmonic analytic approach, more traditional in studying dispersive equations,
Gubinelli, Koch, and the first author studied the quadratic SNLW (without the
damping). The paracontrolled approach in the wave setting was also used in our previous
work [53] and was further developed by Bringmann [13]. In order to prove local well-posedness
of the hyperbolic @g—model , we also follow the paracontrolled approach, in particular
combining the analysis in [35], [53]. See Section |5l As for the globalization part, a naive
approach would be to apply Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [8, [I0]. However, due to
the singularity of the ®3-measure p with respect to the base massive Gaussian free field p (and
the fact that the truncated @g—measure pn converges to p only weakly), there is an additional
difficulty to overcome for the hyperbolic @g—model. Hence, Bourgain’s invariant measure
argument is not directly applicable. In the context of the defocusing Hartree cubic NLW on T3,
Bringmann [13] encountered a similar difficulty and developed a new globalization argument.
While it is possible to adapt Bringmann’s analysis to our current setting, we instead introduce
a new alternative argument, which is conceptually simple and straightforward. In particular,
we extensively use the variational approach and also use ideas from theory of optimal transport
to directly estimate a probability with respect to the limiting Gibbs measure p' (in particular,
without going through shifted measures as in [13]). See Subsection and Section |§| for
details.

Remark 1.5. A slight modification of our proof of Theorem yields the corresponding
results (namely, almost sure global well-posedness and invariance of the associated Gibbs
measure) for the (deterministic) quadratic NLW (1.11)) on T? in the weakly nonlinear regime.

Remark 1.6. We point out that an analogue of Theorem also holds for the parabolic
@g—model, namely, the stochastic nonlinear heat equation with a quadratic nonlinearity:

du+ (1 — A)u — ou? = V2, (z,t) € T3 x R, (1.14)

Thanks to the strong smoothing of the heat propagator, the well-posedness of follows
from elementary analysis based on the first order expansion (also known as the Da Prato-
Debussche trick [19]). See for example [24]. While there is an extra term coming from the
taming by the Wick-ordered L?-norm (see, for example, in the hyperbolic case), this
term does not cause any issue in the parabolic setting.

Remark 1.7. In [71], the third author introduced a new approach to establish unique
ergodicity of Gibbs measures for stochastic dispersive/hyperbolic equations. This was further
developed in [73] to prove ergodicity of the hyperbolic @%—model, namely on T? with
N(u) = u3. See also [27] by the third author and Forlano on the asymptotic Feller property
of the invariant Gibbs dynamics for the cubic SNLW on T? with a slightly smoothed noise.
The ergodic property of the hyperbolic ®3-model is a challenging problem, in particular due
to its non-defocusing nature.

1.2. Construction of the @g-measure. In this subsection, we describe a renormalization
procedure and also a taming by the Wick-ordered L?-norm required to construct the <I>§—
measure in ([1.6)) and make a precise statement (Theorem [1.8). For this purpose, we first fix
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some notations. Given s € R, let us denote a Gaussian measure with the Cameron-Martin
space H*(T?3), formally defined by

dps = Z;le_%||“||%lsdu =z H ez (M am)? du(n), (1.15)
nezs

where (-) = (14 - |2)% When s = 1, the Gaussian measure p4 corresponds to the massive
Gaussian free field, while it corresponds to the white noise measure pg when s = 0. For
simplicity, we set

p=p  and = p® . (1.16)
Define the index sets A and Ay by
2
A=J7Z/ xNx{0}>7 and  Ag=AU{(0,0,0)} (1.17)
§=0

such that Z3 = AU (=A) U {(0,0,0)}. Then, let {gn}ner, and {hy}nea, be sequences of
mutually independent standard complex—valuedﬁ Gaussian random variables and set g_, := G,
and h_,, := h,, for n € Ag. Moreover, we assume that {g, }nea, and {hy, nea, are independent
from the space-time white noise £ in . We now define random distributions v = u* and
v = v* by the following Gaussian Fourier series

gn and v = Z hn(w)en, (1.18)

nez3 nezs

where e, = ™. Denoting by Law(X) the law of a random variable X (with respect to the
underlying probability measure P), we then have

Law(u,v) = fi = p® po
for (u,v) in (|1.18]). Note that Law(u,v) = i is supported on
H(T%) := H*(T®) x H*"1(T?)

for s < —3 but not for s > —% (and more generally in W*P(T3) x W*~1P(T3) for any
1§p§ooands<—%).

We now consider the @g—measure formally given by . Since u in the support of the
massive Gaussian free field p is merely a distribution, the cubic potential energy in is not
well defined and thus a proper renormalization is required to give a meaning to the potential
energy. In order to explain the renormalization process, we first study the regularized model.

Given N € N, we denote by 7y = 7rC“be the frequency projector onto the (spatial) frequencies
{n = (n1,n2,n3) € Z* : max;—1 23 ]n]] < N}, defined by

vl =7 = 3 xw(n) fnen, (1.19)
neZ3
associated with a Fourier multiplier yny = Xﬁ\‘,‘be:
xn(n) = X‘j\}lbe(n) =1g (N_ln), (1.20)

8This means that go, ho ~ N&(0,1) and Re gn, Im gn, Re hn, Im hy, ~ Ng(0, %) for n # 0.
9By convention, we endow T® with the normalized Lebesgue measure dzps = (27) 3dz.
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where @ denotes the cube of side length 2 in R3 centered at the origin:
Q={¢= (&6 &) eR?: max [g <1} (1.21)

It turns out that, due to the critical nature of the @g—measure, a choice of frequency projectors
makes a difference. See Remark [I.9 and Subsection [L.4] below for discussions on different
frequency projectors. In comparing different frequency projectors, we refer to mny = ﬂf\}‘be
in as the cube frequency projector in the following.

Let u be as in and set uy = myu. For each fixed z € T3, un(z) is a mean-zero

real-valued Gaussian random variable with variance
2
_ 2 _ Xy (n)
oN —E[UN(a;)] = Z n)?
nezsd

as N — oo. Note that o is independent of € T? due to the stationarity of x. We define
the Wick powers :u?\,: and :u?’\,: by setting

~ N — o0, (1.22)

k= Ho(un;on) =u% —on and  :ud:= Hz(uyn;on) = ud — 3onuy,
where Hy(x,0) denotes the Hermite polynomial of degree k with variance parameter o defined
by the generating function:

1 42 >
2o = glﬁﬁf(aj7 o).
k=0 "
This suggests us to consider the following renormalized potential energy:

o Y

Ry (u) = _3/11‘3 :u?\,:dx—i—A‘/Tg ud e d

As in the case of the ®j-measure in [3], the renormalized potential energy Ry (u) in (1.23)) is
divergent (as N — oco) and thus we need to introduce a further renormalization. This leads

(1.23)

to the following renormalized potential energy:
RY(u) = Ry(u) + an, (1.24)

where a is a diverging constant (as N — oo) defined in ([3.14]) below. Finally, we define the
truncated (renormalized) ®3-measure py by

dp(u) = Zy'e T dp(u), (1.25)

where the partition function Zy is given by
Iy = / e BN W dp(u). (1.26)

Then, we have the following construction and non-normalizability of the ®3-measure. Due to
the singularity of the ®3-measure with respect to the base Gaussian measure i, we need to
state our non-normalizability result in a careful manner. Compare this with [53, Theorem 1.15]
and [60, Theorem 1.3]. See the beginning of Section || for a further discussion.

Theorem 1.8. There exist o1 > og > 0 such that the following statements hold.
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(i) (weakly nonlinear regime). Let 0 < |o| < o¢. Then, by choosing v = 3 and A =
A(o) > 0 sufficiently large, we have the uniform exponential integrability of the density:

sup Zny = sup He*R?V(“)
NeN NeN

1.2
L < 00 (1.27)

and the truncated @g—measure pn in (1.25) converges weakly to a unique limit p,
formally given bﬂ

dp(u) = Z texp <§/T3 ud: dx—A’/Tg u?: dx

In this case, the resulting @g—measure p and the base massive Gaussian free field v are

3
- oo) dp(u). (1.28)

mutually singular.
(ii) (strongly nonlinear regime). Let |o| > oy and v > 3. Then, the ®3-measure is not
normalizable in the following sense.

Fiz 6 > 0. Given N € N, let vy s be the following tamed version of the truncated
q)g—measure:

dv () = Zygexp (= dlmvul™ 4 — B3 (w))dp(uw) (1.29)
3,00
Then, {vns}nen converges weakly to some limiting probability measure vs and the
following o-finite version of the @%-measure:
dpy = exp (6ull 4 )dvs
B T
3,00
— lim Z-L ((5 20 ) (_5 20 _pe )d
Jim 25 exp (20 ) ex (= a2y — R () duo)
is a well defined measure on C~190(T3). Furthermore, this o-finite version ps of the
@g—measure is not normalizable:

/1dﬁ5—00

Under the same assumption, the sequence {pn}nen of the truncated @g—measures
in (1.25) does not converge to any weak limit, even up to a subsequence, as measures
3

on the Besov space B;fo(Tg’) D Cfg(']I‘S).

In the weakly nonlinear regime, we also prove that the @%—measure p is absolutely continuous
with respect to the shifted measure Law(Y (1)4+03(1)+W(1)), where Law(Y (1)) = p, 3 = 3(Y)
is the limit of the quadratic process 3" defined in , and the auxiliary quintic process
W =W(Y) is defined in . While we do not use this property in this paper, we present
the proof in Appendix [A] for completeness.

As in case of the ®j-measure in [3], we can prove uniform exponential integrability of
the truncated density e v ® in [P (1) only for p = 1 due to the second renormalization
introduced in . See also [53] [12] for a similar phenomenon in the case of the defocusing
Hartree ®3-measure. We point out that the renormalized potential energy R3;(u) in

10By hiding an in (T.25) into the partition function Zy, we could also say that the limiting ®3-measure p
is formally given by (1.6) (with v = 3).
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does not converge to any limit and neither does the density e %) which is essentially the
source of the singularity of the @g—measure with respect to the massive Gaussian free field u.

As in [53], following the variational approach introduced by Barashkov and Gubinelli [3], we
use the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma to prove Theorem In fact, we make
use of the Boué-Dupuis variational formula in almost every single step of the proof. In proving
Theorem (i), we first use the variational formula to establish the uniform exponential
integrability of the truncated density e %) from which tightness of the truncated
®3-measure py in follows. See Subsection Due to the singularity of the ®3-measure,
we need to apply a change of variables (see ) in the variational formulation and thus we
need to treat the taming part more carefully than that for the focusing Hartree ®3-measure
studied in [53]. See Lemma below. This lemma also reflects the critical nature of the
@g—measure.

In Subsection we prove uniqueness of the limiting @%—measure. Our main strategy
is to follow the approach introduced in our previous work [53] and compare two (arbitrary)
subsequences PNy, and PNy » using the variational formula. We point out, however, that, due
to the critical nature of the @g—measure, our uniqueness argument becomes more involved than
that in [53, Subsection 6.3] for the subcritical defocusing Hartree ®4-measure. In particular,
we need to make use of a certain orthogonality property to eliminate a problematic term. See
Remark 3.9 See also Subsection .4

In proving the singularity of the ®3-measure, we once again follow the direct approach
introduced in [53], making use of the variational formula. We point out that the proof of
the singularity of the ®3-measure by Barashkov and Gubinelli [4] goes through the shifted
measure. On the other hand, as in [53], our proof is based on a direct argument without
referring to shifted measures. See Subsection

Let us now turn to the strongly nonlinear regime considered in Theorem (ii). As
mentioned above, due to the singularity of the @g—measure, our formulation of the non-
normalizability result in Theorem [L.§|(ii) is rather subtle. In the situation where the truncated

density e~ #~ (") converges to the limiting density (as in [53, 60]), it would suffice to prove
sup E, {efR?V(“)} = 00, (1.30)
NeN

since would imply that there is no normalization constant which would make the limit
of the measure e~ % () dy(u) into a probability measure. In the current problem, however, the
potential energy R$;(u) in (1.24) (and the corresponding density e~ %) does not converge
to any limit. Thus, even if we prove a statement of the form , we may still choose
a sequence of constants Zn such that the measures Eﬁle_R?V(“)d,u have a weak limit. A
similar phenomenon happens for the @g—measure, where one needs to introduce the second
order renormalization; see [3]. The non-convergence of the truncated ®3-measures claimed in
Theorem (ii) tells us that this can not happen for the ®3-measure. See also Remark
below.

Our strategy is to first construct a o-finite version of the @g—measure and then prove its
non-normalizability. As stated in Theorem (ii), we first introduce a tamed version vy 5 of
the truncated @%—measure, by introducing an appropriate taming function F'; see below.

The first step is to show that this tamed truncated @g—measure vpn,s converges weakly to some



STOCHASTIC QUANTIZATION OF &3 13

limit v5 (Proposition [4.1). We then define a o-finite version ps of the ®3-measure by setting

O0F (u)

dp(; =€ dV§

and prove that ps is not normalizable (Proposition . Here, the o-finite version ps of the
@g—measure clearly depends on the choice of a taming function F. Our choice is quite natural
since the o-finite version pjs of the @g—measure is absolutely continuous with respect to the
shifted measure Law(Y (1) + ¢3(1) + W(1)), just like the (normalizable) ®3-measure in the
weakly nonlinear regime discussed above. See Remark

Once we construct the o-finite version ps of the ®3-measure, our argument follows closely
the strategy introduced in [53] [60] for establishing non-normalizability, using the Boué-Dupuis
variational formula. For this approach, we need to construct a drift achieving the desired
divergence, where (the antiderivative of) the drift is designed to look like “—~Y(1) + a
perturbation”, where Law(Y (1)) = u; see below. Here, the perturbation term is
bounded in L?(T?) but has a large L3-norm, thus having a highly concentrated profile, such as
a soliton or a finite time blowup profile. As compared to our previous works [53] [60], there is
an additional difficulty in proving the non-normalizability claim in Theorem (ii) due to the
singularity of the @%—measure, which forces us to use a change of variables (see ) in the
variational formulation. See Remark The non-convergence of the truncated ®3-measures
pn stated in Theorem (ii) follows as a corollary to the non-normalizability of the o-finite
version pj of the ®3-measure; see Proposition and Subsection If the ®3-measure existed
as a probability measure in the strongly nonlinear regime, then we would expect its support
to be contained in =3¢ (T3) for any € > 0, just as in the weakly nonlinear regime (and the

®3-measure). For this reason, the Besov space By, EO(T?’) SC 1 (T3) is a quite natural space to
consider. The restriction v > 3 in Theorem [L.§|(ii) comes from the construction of the tamed
version vs of the ®3-measure; see below. For v < 3, the taming by the Wick-ordered
L?-norm in becomes weaker and thus we expect an analogous non-normalizability result
to hold.

Remark 1.9. We prove Theorem for the cube frequency projector 7wy = W?\?be defined
in . If we instead consider the ball frequency projector 7r1b\/?11 defined in below, then
our argument for the non-convergence claim in the strongly nonlinear regime (Proposition
breaks down, while the other claims in Theorem [1.8|remain true for the ball frequency projector
7T]bVaH. If we consider the smooth frequency projector W?{,noom defined in below, then
our argument for the uniqueness of the limiting ®3-measure in the weakly nonlinear regime
(Proposition breaks down. In particular, the latter issue is closely related to the critical
nature of the ®3-model and, while we believe that uniqueness of the limiting ®3-measure
holds even in the case of the smooth frequency projector ﬂi\rfno"th, it seems non-trivial to
prove this claim by a modification of our argument. We point out that the same issue also
appears in showing uniqueness of the limit vs of the tamed version vy s of the truncated
@g—measure in in the strongly nonlinear regime (Proposition and in the dynamical
part (Proposition . See Subsection for a further discussion. See also Remarks
and [£.12

Remark 1.10. In the strongly nonlinear regime, Theorem [L.8|(ii) tells us that the truncated
3

®3-measures py do not converge weakly to any limit as measures on B; (T3 > C_%(']IG). It
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is, however, possible that the truncated @g—measures converges weakly to some limit (say, the
Dirac delta measure dp on the trivial function) as measures on some space with a very weak
topology, say C~19°(T3). Theorem [1.8|(ii) shows that if such weak convergence takes place, it
must do so in a very pathological manner.

Remark 1.11. The second renormalization in (1.24) (i.e. the cancellation of the diverging
constant ay) appears only at the level of the measure. The associated equation (see (|1.38])
below) does not see this additional renormalization.

Remark 1.12. It is of interest to investigate a threshold value o, > 0 such that the
construction of the ®3-measure (Theorem [1.8(i)) holds for 0 < |o| < o4, while the non-
normalizability of the ®3-measure (Theorem [1.8(ii)) holds for || > o,. If such a threshold
value o, could be determined, it would also be of interest to determine whether the @%—measure
is normalizable at the threshold |o| = o,. Such a problem, however, requires optimizing all the
estimates in the proof of Theorem and is out of reach at this point. See a recent work [61]
by Sosoe and the first and third authors for such analysis in the one-dimensional case.

Remark 1.13. Consider the truncated Gibbs measure py = py ® uo for the hyperbolic
®3-model (L.10)) with the density:
dpn (u,0) = Zy'e W dji(u, v), (1.31)

where R (u) and [ are as in (1.24)) and (1.16)), respectively. Since the potential energy R%;(u)
is independent of the second component v, Theorem [I.§] directly applies to the truncated
Gibbs measure gy. In particular, in the weakly nonlinear regime (0 < |o| < 09), the truncated

Gibbs measure py converges weakly to the limiting Gibbs measure

5= o, (1.32)

where p is the limiting ®3-measure constructed in Theorem (1) Moreover, the limiting
Gibbs measure p and the base Gaussian measure [ = py ® po are mutually singular.

1.3. Hyperbolic @g-model. In this subsection, we provide a precise meaning to the hy-
perbolic @%—model and make Theorem more precise. By considering the Langevin
equation for the Gibbs measure p'= p ® ug constructed in Remark we formally obtain
the following quadratic SAONLW (= the hyperbolic ®3-model):

RPu+ Ou+ (1 — A)u—o u®: +M(:u?:)u = V2, (1.33)

where M is defined by
/ wdx / wdzx. (1.34)
T3 T3

Here, the term M(:u?:)u in comes from the taming by the Wick-ordered L?-norm
appearing in . The term :u?: denotes the Wick renormalizatiorﬂ of u?, formally given
by :u?: = u? — co. Namely, the equation is just a formal expression at this point. In
the following, we provide the meaning of the process u in by a limiting procedure. In
Section |5, we use the paracontrolled calculus to give a more precise meaning to by
rewriting it into a system for three unknowns. See below.

M(w) =6A

U1y order to give a proper meaning to : u?:, we need to assume a structure on u. We postpone this
discussion to Section
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Given N € N, we consider the following quadratic SANLW with a truncated noise:
DPun + Oun + (1 — A)uy — o :ub: +M(:uk: )un = V27NE, (1.35)
where 7 is as in and the renormalized nonlinearity is defined by
uki=ud —on (1.36)

with oy as in (1.22). See also ([5.10]). In Section |5 we study SANLW ([1.35]) with the truncated

noise and prove the following local well-posedness statement for the hyperbolic @g—model.

Theorem 1.14. Given s > 3, let (ug,u1) € H*(T?). Let (¢, ¢%) be a pair of the Gaussian
random distributions with Law(¢f, ¢7) = i = p ® po. Then, the solution (uy,Orun) to the
quadratic SANLW (1.35)) with the truncated noise and the initial data

(un, dpun)|i=0 = (uo, u1) + (97, ¢7) (1.37)

converges to a stochastic process (u, Oyu) € C([0,T; H_%_E(']T?’)) almost surely, where T = T (w)
18 an almost surely positive stopping time.

The limit (u, dyu) formally satisfies the equation ((1.33). Here, we took the initial data of
the form for simplicity of the presentation. A slight modification of the proof yields an
analogue of Theorem with deterministic initial data (uy, dun)|t=0 = (ug,u1). In this
case, we need to choose a diverging constant oy, depending on t. See [34], 35] for such an
argument.

We follow the paracontrolled approach in [35], where the quadratic SNLW on T? was
studied. However, the additional term M in (1.33) and (1.35]) contains an ill-defined product
:u?: (or :uZ : in the limiting sense). In order to treat this term, the analysis in [35] is not
sufficient and thus we also need to adapt the paracontrolled analysis in our previous work [53]

and rewrite the equation into a system for three unknowns. (Note that in [35], the resulting

system was for two unknowns.) We also point out that, unlike [35] (see also [47] in the context
of the parabolic @%—model), the equation for a less regular, paracontrolled component in our
system (see below) is nonlinear in the unknowns. We then construct a continuous map
from the space of enhanced data sets to solutions. While the proof of Theorem follows
from a slight modification of the arguments in [35], 53], we present details in Section [5| for
readers’ convenience.

In order to establish our main goal in the dynamical part of the program (Theorem ,
we need to study the hyperbolic @g—model with the Gibbs measure initial data. Since the
Gibbs measure g = p ® g in and the Gaussian field ji = p ® po are mutually singular
as shown in Theorem it may seem that the local well-posedness in Theorem with
the Gaussian initial data (plus smoother deterministic initial data) is irrelevant. However, as
we see in Section [6] the analysis for proving Theorem [I.14] provides us with a good intuition
of the well-posedness problem for the hyperbolic @g—model with the Gibbs measure initial
data. Furthermore, one of advantages of considering the Gaussian initial data (as in )
is that it provides a clear reason why oy appears in the renormalization in , since o
is nothing but the variance of the first order approximation (= the stochastic convolution
defined in (5.4)) to the solution to (L.35); see (5.10). This is the main reason for considering
the local-in-time problem with the Gaussian initial data.
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Next, we turn our attention to the globalization problem. For this purpose, we need
to consider a different approximating equation. Given N € N, we consider the truncated
hyperbolic @g—model:

8t2uN + Ohupn + (1 — A)uN

— oy (:(myvun)®s ) + M(:(myvun)® ) myuy = V2,
where : (myuy)? := (myun)? — on. A slight modification of the proof of Theorem m
yields uniform (in N) local well-posedness of the truncated equation (1.38]) (with the same
limiting process (u,0yu) as in Theorem [1.14]) for the initial data of the form (1.37). By
exploiting (formal) invariance of the truncated Gibbs measure gy in 1' we see that the
truncated hyperbolic <I>§—model (1.38) is almost surely globally well-posed with respect to the
truncated Gibbs measure py and, moreover, gy is invariant under the resulting dynamics;

see Lemma, [6.4]
We now state almost sure global well-posedness of the hyperbolic ®3-model.

(1.38)

Theorem 1.15. Let 0 < |o| < 0¢ and A = A(co) > 0 is sufficiently large as in Theorem[1.8(i).
Then, there exists a non-trivial stochastic process (u,Opu) € C(]RJF;H_%_E(’]I‘?’)) for any e >0
such that, given any T > 0, the solution (un, Oyun) to the truncated hyperbolic @g—model 1.38]
with the random initial data distributed by the truncated Gibbs measure py = pn @ po in (1.3]]
converges to (u,Opu) in C([O,T];/H*%%(T‘g)). Furthermore, we have Law ((u(t), dyu(t))) = p
for anyt € R;.

The main difficulty in proving Theorem [1.15|comes from the mutual singularity of the Gibbs
measure p and the base Gaussian measure /i (and the fact that the truncated Gibbs measure
pn converges to p only weakly) such that Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [8, [10] is
not directly applicable. In the context of the defocusing Hartree NLW on T3, Bringmann [13]
encountered the same issue, and introduced a new globalization argument, where a large
time stability theory (in the paracontrolled setting) plays a crucial role. Bourgain’s invariant
measure argument is often described (see [13]) as “the probabilistic version of a deterministic
global theory using a (sub-critical) conservation law”. In [I3], Bringmann considers the
quantity par((un, dpun)(t) € A), where (un, dyun) is the solution to the truncated equation
with a cutoff parameter N. While such an expression is not conserved for M # N, it should
be close to being constant in time when M, N > 1. For this reason, he describes his new
globalization argument as “the probabilistic version of a deterministic global theory using
almost conservation laws”. We also point out that Bringmann’s analysis relies on the fact
that the (truncated) Gibbs measure is absolutely continuous with respect to a shifted measure
53, 12] (as in Appendix |[A| below).

While it is possible to follow Bringmann’s approach, we instead introduce a new simple
alternative argument to prove almost sure global well-posedness. Our approach consists of
the following four steps:

1. We first establish a uniform (in V) exponential integrability of the truncated enhanced
data set (see (6.10) below) with respect to the truncated measure (Proposition[6.5). We
directly achieve this by combining the variational approach with space-time estimates

127pis is essentially Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [8] applied to the truncated hyperbolic ®3-
model ([1.38)), whose nonlinear part is finite dimensional.
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without any reference to (the truncated version of) the shifted measure constructed in
Appendix [A]

2. Next, by a slight modification of the local well-posedness argument, we prove a stability
result (Proposition . This is done by a simple contraction argument, with an
exponentially decaying weight in time.

3. Then, using the invariance of the truncated Gibbs measure, we establish a uniform
(in N) control on the solution to the truncated system (see below) with a
large probability. The argument relies on a discrete Gronwall argument but is very
straightforward.

4. In the last step, we study the convergence property of the distributions of the truncated
enhanced data sets, emanating from the truncated Gibbs measures. In particular,
we study the Wasserstein-1 distance of such a distribution with the limiting distri-
bution, using ideas from theory of optimal transport (the Kantorovich duality). See
Proposition below.

Once we establish these four steps, Theorem follows in a straightforward manner. We
believe that our new globalization argument is very simple, at least at a conceptual level, and
is easy to implement. See Section [6] for further details.

Remark 1.16. (i) In this paper, we treated the hyperbolic ®3-model. In the three-dimensional
case, it is possible to consider the defocusing quartic interaction potential, namely the <I>§—
measure. This leads to the following hyperbolic @g—model on T3:

OPu+ du+ (1 — A)u +u® = V2. (1.39)
Over the last ten years, the parabolic (I>§-Inodel:
deu+ (1 — Ayu+ u® = V2, (1.40)

has been studied extensively by many authors. See [38], [33] 177, 42} [47], [48], [T}, B1] and references
therein. Up to date, the well-posedness issue of the hyperbolic @%—model (1.39) remains as an
important open problemB In [64], using Bringmann’s analysis [13], Y. Wang, Zine, and the
first author recently proved local well-posedness of the cubic stochastic NLWE| on T? with an
almost space-time white noise forcing (i.e. replacing £ by (V)% for any o > 0 in ((1.39))).

(ii) In the parabolic setting (|1.14)), there is no issue is applying Bourgain’s invariant measure
argument in the usual manner since it is possible to prove local well-posedness with deter-
ministic initial data at the regularity of the @g—measure. See [39] in the case of the parabolic

®3-model ((1.40).

1.4. On frequency projectors. We conclude this introduction by discussing different
frequency projectors. Given N € N, define the ball frequency projector WR?H onto the
frequencies {n € Z3 : |n| < N} by setting

Rl = xR m) f(n)en, (1.41)

nez3

1311 a recent preprint [I4], Bringmann, Deng, Nahmod, and Yue resolved this open problem in the case of
the Gibbsian initial data with no stochastic forcing.
4y [64], the authors considered the undamped SNLW but the same analysis applies to the damped SNLW.
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associated with a Fourier multiplier
1l -
X3 (n) =15(N"'n),
where B denotes the unit ball in R? centered at the origin:

B={¢{=(&4,6,6) e R ¢ < 1}.

We also define the smooth frequency projector 75" onto the frequencies {n € Z3 : |n| < N}
by setting

Aot f = 37 3Rt () f(n)en, (1.42)

nez3

associated with a Fourier multiplier
XV () = x (N 7'n)

for some fixed even function y € C°(R3;[0,1]) with suppy C {€ € R3: [¢(]| <1} and y = 1
on {¢ € R? 1 [¢] < 1}.

In Subsectionsand we stated the (non-)construction of the ®3-measure (Theorem [1.8)
and the dynamical results for the hyperbolic ®3-model (Theorems and |1.15)), using the
cube frequency projector my = 7r]°\}lbe defined in . In comparison with the ball frequency

projector w]]‘@vau and the smooth frequency projector wﬁ\?ﬂomh, there are two important properties

that the cube frequency projector wf\}lbe possesses simultaneously.

(i) As a composition of (modulated) Hilbert transforms in different coordinate directions,
the cube frequency projector m$*b® is uniformly (in N) bounded in LP(T?) for any
1 <p<oo.

(ii) The cube frequency projector is indeed a projection, in particular satisfying

(Id —§pbe)mebe = 0.

We make use of both of these properties in a crucial manner. Note that while the ball
frequency projector mR#! satisfies the property (ii), it is bounded in LP(T?) only for p = 2 [26]
and thus the property (i) is not satisfied. On the other hand, by Young’s inequality, the
smooth frequency projector Tr%HOOth is bounded on LP(T?) for any 1 < p < oo but it does not
satisfy the property (ii).

Roughly speaking, Theorem on the (non-)construction of the ®3-measure consists of
the following five results:

(1) the uniform exponential integrability (1.27) and tightness of the truncated ®3-measures
pn in the weakly nonlinear regime,

(2) uniqueness of the limiting @%—measure in the weakly nonlinear regime,

(3) mutual singularity of the ®3-measure and the base Gaussian free field in the weakly
nonlinear regime,

(4) non-normalizability of the @%—measure in the strongly nonlinear regime,

(5) non-convergence of the truncated @g—measures pn in the strongly nonlinear regime.

Starting with the truncated @g—measures PN In defined in terms of the cube frequency
projector 75" in (I.19), we establish (1) - (5) in Sections [3| and In proving (5), the
property (i) above plays an important role and thus our argument does not apply to the ball
frequency projector W}'@f"“. See Remark
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In establishing (2), uniqueness of the limiting @g—measure (Proposition , we crucially
make use of the property (ii) to show that a certain problematic term vanishes; see 19 in (3.72]).
It turns out that this problematic term reflects the critical nature of the problem, where there
is no room to spare, not even logarithmically. In the case of the cube frequency projector
w}’\}lbe, the property (ii) allows us to conclude that this term in fact vanishes. In the case of the
smooth projector 775’\?10“11, the property (ii) does not hold and thus we need to show by hand
that this problematic term tends to 0. As mentioned above, however, there is no room to spare
and it seems rather non-trivial to prove such a convergence result by a modification of our
argument. See Remark In establishing (4) and (5), we first construct a reference measure
Vs as a limit of the tamed version vy s of the truncated @g—measure in (Proposition .
With the smooth projector W?\‘,HOOth, the same issue also appears in showing uniqueness of the
limit vs.

While we believe that Theorem holds for both the ball frequency projector 7r]bv?‘“ (in
particular (5) above) and the smooth frequency projector Wﬁ\‘}no"th (in particular (2) above),
we do not pursue these issues further in this paper in order to keep the paper length under
control.

Let us now turn to the dynamical part. As for the smooth frequency projector Wﬁ\rfno‘”h,
there is no modification needed for the local well-posedness part. However, as mentioned
above, there is no uniqueness of the limiting @g—measure in this case. Furthermore, we point
out that the proof of Proposition [6.10] also breaks down for the smooth frequency projector
7T§\I,n°°th since part of the argument relies on the proof of Proposition see (6.120). On the
other hand, as for the ball frequency projector 7r]b\§‘“, both Theorems M and Iﬁl hold as
they are stated. However, the proof of the local well-posedness part needs to be modified
in view of the unboundedness of the ball frequency projector 7T]bVaH in the Strichartz spaces
(see ) Note that this issue can be easily remedied by using the Fourier restriction norm
method via the (L2-based) X*’-spaces as in [63] 13| [64].

2. NOTATIONS AND BASIC LEMMAS

In describing regularities of functions and distributions, we use € > 0 to denote a small
constant. We usually suppress the dependence on such € > 0 in an estimate. For a,b > 0, we
use a S b to mean that there exists C' > 0 such that a < Cb. By a ~ b, we mean that a < b
and b < a.

In dealing with space-time functions, we use the following short-hand notation LLL!" =
L4([0,T); L™ (T3)), etc.

2.1. Sobolev and Besov spaces. Let s € R and 1 < p < co. We define the L?-based
Sobolev space H*(T¢) by the norm:

~

[fllers = 1{n)*F()lez -
We also define the LP-based Sobolev space W*P(T%) by the norm:
1 llwse = |F 7 in)* F )| -
When p = 2, we have H*(T?) = W2(T9).
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Let ¢ : R — [0, 1] be a smooth bump function supported on [—%, %] and ¢ =1 on [— %, g]
For & € RY, we set ¢o(€) = ¢(]¢]) and

0i(€) = ¢ (L) — o(5Lk) (2.1)

for j € N. Then, for j € Z>o := NU {0}, we define the Littlewood-Paley projector P; as the
Fourier multiplier operator with a symbol ¢;. Note that we have

D pie) =1
j=0

for each ¢ € R%. Thus, we have
oo
f=>_Pif
j=0

Let us now recall the definition and basic properties of paraproducts introduced by Bony [6].
See [2} B3] for further details. Given two functions f and g on T? of regularities s; and sz, we
write the product fg as

fg=Ffeg+feg+fog

j<k—2 li—k|<2 k<j—2

The first term f © g (and the third term f © g) is called the paraproduct of g by f (the
paraproduct of f by g, respectively) and it is always well defined as a distribution of regularity
min(sy, $1 + s2). On the other hand, the resonant product f @ g is well defined in general
only if s; + s3 > 0. See Lemma below. In the following, we also use the notation
feg:= fog+ feg. In studying a nonlinear problem, main difficulty usually arises in making
sense of a product. Since paraproducts are always well defined, such a problem comes from a
resonant product. In particular, when the sum of regularities is negative, we need to impose
an extra structure to make sense of a (seemingly) ill-defined resonant product. See Section
for a further discussion on the paracontrolled approach in this direction.
Next, we recall the basic properties of the Besov spaces B;’q(']l‘d) defined by the norm:

(Z>o)

2%7||Pjul| »

el = |

We denote the Holder-Besov space by C*(T%) = B, . (T?). Note that (i) the parameter s

measures differentiability and p measures integrability, (ii) H*(T¢) = B§,2(Td), and (iii) for

5 > 0 and not an integer, C*(T%) coincides with the classical Holder spaces C*(T9); see [30].
We recall the basic estimates in Besov spaces. See [2, [37] for example.

Lemma 2.1. The following estimates hold.
(i) (interpolation) Let s,s1,s2 € R and p,p1,p2 € (1,00) such that s = s + (1 — 6)s2 and
% = p% + lp;f for some 0 < 0 < 1. Then, we have

0 —0
lullwer < lullfysr o el e - (2.3)
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(ii) (immediate embeddings) Let s1,s2 € R and p1,p2,q1,q2 € [1,00]. Then, we have

lullgsr, S llullgs, — forsi < sz, pr <pa, and ¢ > g,
lullggy, S lullgs . forsi < s, (2.4)

lullsg, . S lelln S sy -

py,00 ™ 1

(iii) (Besov embedding) Let 1 < py < p1 < 00, ¢ € [1,00], and sz > s1 + d(
we have

i) . Then,

1
p2 p1
lull g, < llullgzz -

(iv) (duality) Let s € R and p,p',q,q € [1,00] such that 1% +L =141 —1 Then, we have

1 _1
P’ q ' q
uv dx
Td

where |1, uvdx denotes the duality pairing between Bf,’q(Td) and B;Sq,(Td).

< lullzg ol (25)

(v) (fractional Leibniz rule) Let p, p1, p2, p3, p4 € [1, 00| such that p% + p% = }%3 + p%; = %. Then,
for every s > 0, we have

luvlisg, < llullsg, ,

[l zee + llull s [[v]| 5 (2.6)

j

The interpolation ([2.3)) follows from the Littlewood-Paley characterization of Sobolev norms
via the square function and Holder’s inequality.

Lemma 2.2 (paraproduct and resonant product estimates). Let s1,s0 € R and 1 <
D, P1,D2,q < 00 such that % = p% + p%. Then, we have

1f ©gllpzs, < 1 lze llallsss (2.7)
When s1 < 0, we have

1£ @l e < 1Slgs1 Nollsz (2.8)
When s1 4+ s9 > 0, we have

1£ @l e < 11531 ol (2.9)

The product estimates ([2.7)), , and (2.9) follow easily from the definition (2.2]) of the

paraproduct and the resonant product. See [2] [46] for details of the proofs in the non-periodic
case (which can be easily extended to the current periodic setting).
We also recall the following product estimate from [34].
Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < s <1.
(i) Let 1 < pj,qj,m < o0, j =1,2 such that % = p%- + q%_. Then, we have

||<V>s(f9)||Lr(1r3) S ”<V>SfHLP1(']1'3)HQHL‘H('JI‘?’) + ||f||LP2(T3)||<V>SQHL‘12(T3)-

(ii) Let 1 < p,q,r < 0o such that s > 3(% + % — %) Then, we have

V)2 (Pl e sy S IV Fll e o) (V)9 Lars) -
Note that while Lemma (ii) was shown only for s = 3(11; + % — 1) in [34], the general

r

case s > 3(% + % — 1) follows the embedding LP'(T?) C LP2(T?), p1 > po.
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2.2. On discrete convolutions. Next, we recall the following basic lemma on a discrete
convolution.

Lemma 2.4. Let d > 1 and o, 8 € R satisfy
a+pB>d and a<d.

Then, we have

1 —a+A
Z <n1>a<n2>6 5 <71> +

n=ni+nga

for any n € Z%, where A = max(d — f3,0) when B # d and \ = & when = d for any € > 0.

Lemma follows from elementary computations. See, for example, [29, Lemma 4.2] and
[48, Lemma 4.1].

2.3. Tools from stochastic analysis. We conclude this section by recalling useful lemmas
from stochastic analysis. See [68] 50] for basic definitions. Let (H, B, 1) be an abstract Wiener
space. Namely, p is a Gaussian measure on a separable Banach space B with H C B as its
Cameron-Martin space. Given a complete orthonormal system {e;};en C B* of H* = H,
we define a polynomial chaos of order k to be an element of the form [[72, Hy, ((z,¢;)),
where x € B, k; # 0 for only finitely many j’s, k = Z]o’;l kj, Hy, is the Hermite polynomial
of degree kj, and (-,-) = p(-,-)p~ denotes the B-B* duality pairing. We then denote the
closure of polynomial chaoses of order k under L?(B, i) by Hj. The elements in Hj, are called
homogeneous Wiener chaoses of order k. We also set

for k € N.

As a consequence of the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup due to
Nelson [49], we have the following Wiener chaos estimate [69, Theorem 1.22]. See also [70,
Proposition 2.4].

Lemma 2.5. Let k € N. Then, we have
E
| X r) < (0 = 1)2[|[ X || 2(0)
for any finite p > 2 and any X € H<y.

Lastly, we recall the following orthogonality relation for the Hermite polynomials. See [50,
Lemma 1.1.1].

Lemma 2.6. Let f and g be jointly Gaussian random variables with mean zero and variances
oy and o4. Then, we have

E[H(f;07) Helg; 04)] = drek!{Elfg]}",

where Hy(x,0) denotes the Hermite polynomial of degree k with variance parameter o.
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3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE @g—MEASURE IN THE WEAKLY NONLINEAR REGIME

In this section, we present the construction of the @g—measure in the weakly nonlinear
regime (Theorem [1.8[(i)). Our proof is based on the variational approach introduced by
Barashkov and Gubinelli [3]. See the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma [3.1)) below.
In Subsection [3.1] we briefly go over the setup of the variational formulation for a partition
function. In Subsection , we first establish the uniform exponential integrability
and then prove tightness of the truncated ‘Dg—measures pn in (1.25)), which implies weak
convergence of a subsequence. In Subsection we follow the approach introduced in our
previous work [53] and prove uniqueness of the limiting @g—measure, thus establishing weak
convergence of the entire sequence {py}nen. Finally, in Subsection we show that the
@g—measure and the base Gaussian free field p in are mutually singular. While our
proof of singularity of the @g—measure is inspired by the discussion in Section 4 of [4], we
directly prove singularity without referring to a shifted measure. In Appendix [A] we show
that the @%-measure is indeed absolutely continuous with respect to the shifted measure
Law(Y (1) + 03(1) + W(1)), where Law(Y (1)) = p, 3 = 3(Y) is the limit of the quadratic
process 3V defined in (3-11)), and the auxiliary quintic process W = W(Y) is defined in (A.T)).

3.1. Boué-Dupuis variational formula. Let W (t) be the cylindrical Wiener process on
L?(T3) (with respect to the underlying probability measure P):

W) = 3 Bultlen 6.
nezs

where { B, },,czs is defined by By (t) = (§, 1[04 €n)zt- Here, (-, )z denotes the duality pairing
on T3 x R. Note that we have, for any n € Z3,

Var(Bn(t)) =E <§7 1[0,t] ) en>x,t<£a 1[0,t] ’ 6n>x,t} = ||1[0,t] ) 6n||%it =1.

As a result, we see that {Bj}nep, is a family of mutually independent complex-valued
Brownian motions conditioned so that B_,, = B,, n € ZSE We then define a centered
Gaussian process Y (t) by

Y(t) = (V)W (). (3.2)

Then, we have Law(Y (1)) = p. By setting Yy = 7nY, we have Law(Yn(1)) = (7n)xp. In
particular, we have E[Yy(1)?] = ox, where oy is as in (1.22).

Next, let H, denote the space of drifts, which are the progressively measurable processes
belonging to L?([0, 1]; L*(T?)), P-almost surely. For later use, we also define H to be the space
of drifts, which are the progressively measurable processes belonging to L2([0, 1]; H!(T?)),
P-almost surely. Namely, we have

H. = (V) 'H,. (3.3)

We now state the Boué-Dupuis variational formula [7], [76]; in particular, see Theorem 7 in [76].
See also Theorem 2 in [3].

151y particular, By is a standard real-valued Brownian motion.
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Lemma 3.1. Let Y (t) = (V)" W (t) be as in . Fiz N € N. Suppose that F : C*®(T3) —
R is measurable such that E[|F(Yy(1))[P] < oo and IEU Fyn( ))|q] < 00 for some 1 < p,q <
oo with }D + % = 1. Then, we have

logE[ F(¥y(1 >>] — jinf E[F(YN(1)+7TNI / 16(t ||L2dt} (3.4)

where 1(0) is defined by

I1(0)(t) = /0 (W)~ to(tat'. (3.5)

Lemma plays a fundamental role in almost every step of the argument presented in this
section and Section @l
We state a useful lemma on the pathwise regularity estimates of : Y*(¢): and I(6)(1).

Lemma 3.2. (i) For k = 1,2, any finite p > 2, and £ > 0, : Y% (t): converges to :Y*(t): in
LP(Q;C_g_e(’]TS)) and also almost surely in C‘g_a(TS). Moreover, we have
B[l ¥#0): 17, ] $p% <o, (3.6)
uniformly in N € N and t € [0,1]. We also have
E[H Y2(1): ||§H] ~ t2log N (3.7)

for any t € [0,1].
(ii) For any N € N, we have

E[ :Y]‘z’;(l):dl} =0.
T3
(iii) For any 6 € H,, we have

1
11012 < /O 10(0) 2.

Proof. The bound (3.6) for ¢ > 0 follows from the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma ,
Lemma and then carrying out summations, using Lemma See, for example, [34, 35].
As for (3.7), proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 2.5 in [62] with Lemma we have

B[ Y3(0): 131 ]

= 1/TS TSE[HQ(YN(J;,t);taN)Hg(YN(y,t);toN)}en(y—m)dwdy

2
nez3 <n>
X% (n1)xR (n2) (3.8)
= Z Z Nn <2 / €n1+n2—n(x - y)dxdy
623 ni, NQ623 1 n2 T%XT%

)
Z S XN X% (n2)
n2>2 ’

neZ3 n=ni+ng



STOCHASTIC QUANTIZATION OF &3 25

where xn(n;) is as in (1.20). The upper bound in (3.7)) follows from applying Lemma
to (3-8). As for the lower bound, we consider the contribution from [n| < 2N and §|n| <

In1| < %|n| (which implies |ns| ~ |n| and |nj| < N, j = 1,2). Then, from (3.8), we obtain
2
V204)- 112 2
E[I:Z®: -] 2 > (g~ Pl

nez?

In|<ZN
which proves the lower bound in (3.7). As for (ii), it follows from recalling the definition
Y (1):= H3(Yy(1);on) (with oy as in (1.22)) and the orthogonality relation of the Hermite
polynomials (Lemma with £ = 3 and ¢ = 0). Lastly, the claim in (iii) follows from
Minkowski’s integral inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality; see Lemma 4.7 in [37]. O

Remark 3.3. In [37, [57], a slightly different (and weaker) variational formula was used. See
also Lemma 1 in [3]. Given a drift § € H,, we define the measure Qp whose Radon-Nikodym
derivative with respect to P is given by the following stochastic exponential:

dQy fo (AW (0) =3 [y 10(t)

P
where (-,-) stands for the usual inner product on L?(T3). Let H. denote the subspace of H,
consisting of drifts such that Qp(2) = 1. Then, the (weaker) variational formula used in
[37, B57] is given by , where the infimum is taken over H. C H, and we replace Y and
E =Ep by Yy =Y —I(0) and Eg,. Here, E = Ep and Eqg, denote expectations with respect to
the underlying probability measure P and the measure Qg, respectively. In such a formulation,
Yy and the measure Qg depend on a drift 6. This, however, is not suitable for our purpose,
since we construct a drift § in depending on Y.

3.2. Uniform exponential integrability and tightness. In this subsection, we first
prove the uniform exponential integrability via the Boué-Dupuis variational formula
(Lemma . Then, we establish tightness of the truncated ®3-measures {pn }nen-

As in the case of the ®3-measure studied in [3] (see also Section 6 in [53]), we need to
introduce a further renormalization than the standard Wick renormalization (see ) As
a result, the resulting ®3-measure is singular with respect to the base Gaussian free field y;
see Subsection We point out that this extra renormalization appears only at the level of
the measure and thus does not affect the dynamical problem, at least locally in timem In the
following, we use the following short-hand notations: Yy (t) = nyY (¢), ©(¢t) = I(0)(t), and
On(t) = mnO(t) with Yy = Yy (1) and Oy = Opn(1). We also use Y =Y (1) and © = O(1).

Let us first explain the second renormalization introduced in . Let Ry be as in

and set
Iy = /e_RN(“)du(u).
By Lemma we can express the partition function Z N as

logZN—olnfE[RN Y+0)+ /|9 ”pdt]

16A5 mentioned in Section [1] this singularity of the ®3-measure causes an additional difficulty for the
globalization problem.
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By expanding the cubic Wick power, we have
—U/ :(Yj\r—i—@]\/)?’:d:v:—g Yiidr—o Y2 Ondx
T3

3 3 :
T 7” (3.9)

o | YnO%kde -2 | ©%da.
T3 3 Jrs

In view of Lemma[3.2] the first term on the right-hand side vanishes under an expectation, while
we can estimate the third and fourth terms on the right-hand side of (see Lemma .
As we see below, the second term turns out to be divergent (and does not vanish under an
expectation). From the Ito product formula, we have

E[ Tg:yj%: @Nd:z] :Eul N YE(t): G)N(t)dxdt}, (3.10)

where we have Oy (t) = (V) 'ny0(t) in view of (3.5). Define 3V with 3V (0) = 0 by its time

derivative:
V() = (1- A) 1 YE(): (3.11)
and set 3x = 73", Then, we perform a change of variables:
TN(t) = O(t) — o3n(1) (3.12)

and set Ty = 7y TV, From (3.10), (3.11)), and (3.12)), we have
1/t 1 L
E[—U/TS Y2 @Nd:n—|—2/0 HH(t)H%gdt} = 2E{/ﬂ HTN(t)H%,%dt] — ay, (3.13)

where the divergent constant oy is given by

o2 1 )
ay = 21@[/0 |3N(t)||H%dt] oo, (3.14)

as N — oco. The divergence in (3.14)) can be easily seen from the spatial regularity 1 — ¢ of
3n(t) = (1 —A)~"1:YZ(t): (with a uniform bound in N € N). See Lemma

In view of the discussion above, we define RY; as in , which removes the divergent con-
stant ap in . Then, from and the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma ,

we have

—log Zn = me ]E[RO (Y +0)+ / l6(t ||L2dt] (3.15)
for any N € N. By setting

Wi (8) = [R° (Y +0) + / 1ot Hdet} (3.16)

it follows from (1.23]) with v = 3, (1.24] , -, -7 and Lemma (ii) that

Wy (0) =E { o | YnO%da - % O3 dx
vy [T 0]

B B (3.17)
TN = TN(l) = WNTN(l) and 3]\7 = 3]\[(1) = 7TN3N(1). (318)

+A

/ ( Y2 +2YN8N—|—@N dac
’]I‘B

We also set
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In view of the change of variables (3.12)), we have

Oy =TnN +orn3N =: TN—i-O'gN, i.e. gN = TNIAN. (3.19)

Namely, the original drift 6 in depends on Y. By the definition (3.11]) and (3.18)), 3 is
determined by Y. Hence, in the following, we view TN as a drift and study the minimization
problem by first studying each term in (where we now view Wy as a function of
TV) and then taking an infimum in TV € H!, where H. is as in (3-3). Our main goal is to
show that Wy (T%) in is bounded away from —oo, uniformly in N € N and TV € H.

Remark 3.4. In this paper, we work with the cube frequency projector my = W]C\?be defined

in (1.19), satisfying 7%, = 7. In view of (3.18) and (3.19), we have 3 = 35. Nonetheless,
we introduce the notation 3y in (3.19)) to indicate the modifications necessary to consider

the case of the smooth frequency projector ﬂ?\ranOth defined in ((1.42)), which does not satisfy

(ﬂ?\rfno‘)th)Z = W%m‘)th. This comment applies to the remaining part of the paper.

We first state two lemmas whose proofs are presented at the end of this subsection. While
the first lemma is elementary, the second lemma (Lemma [3.6)) requires much more careful
analysis, reflecting the critical nature of the @g—measure.

Lemma 3.5. Let A >0 and 0 < |o| < 1. Then, there exist small € > 0 and a constant ¢ > 0
such that, for any § > 0, there exists Cs > 0 such that

YnO%dx

/1r3 0%dx

A‘/TS (:Y]%:+2YN@N+@%V)dx ’ > 124‘/@3 (2YNTN+T?V)dx

3
_ C&a{ / :Y]\Q,: dx
’]1‘3

uniformly in N € N, where Oy = TN + 03N as in (13.19)).

+ 8N 92 + ST N7 + 13 ]IEr—, (3.20)

ST+ C&HYN”Z

1
’ T3 T

ST+ TwlZe + 1N T + 13x G-, (3.21)

and

3
= 0|z

(3.22)

6 6
+ ||YN”C_%_E + ||3N||C1g},

The next lemma allows us to control the term || Ty, appearing in Lemma

Lemma 3.6. There ezists a non-negative random variable B(w) with E[BP] < C),, < oo for
any finite p > 1 such that

3

ITwlge S ‘ /TJ (23w + 1% )da| + | Twl3n + Blw), (3.23)

uniformly in N € N.

By assuming Lemmas and we now prove the uniform exponential integrability (|1.27])
and tightness of the truncated ®3-measures py.
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e Uniform exponential integrability: In view of (3.17)) and Lemma define the positive
part Uy of Wy by

Z/[N(TN) |: ‘/ 2YNTN+T2 dl’
T3

/ TN () HHldt] (3.24)
As a corollary to Lemma ( ) with ( -, we have, for any finite p > 1,
1
BI5vl] < [ E[1:vR@): 1 Jd o< (3.25)
0
uniformly in N € N. Then, by applying Lemmas [3.5]and [3.6]to (3.17) together with Lemma3.2]

and (3.25)), we obtain

Wi (TV) > —Cy + E[(A — cya\) ‘ /W <2YNTN n T%)dm ’

2
+ (5 —elol) [ 1TV Ol (3.20

o4 Ly

for any 0 < |o| < og, provided A = A(op) > 0 is sufficiently large. Noting that the
estimate ([3.26) is uniform in N € N and TV € H!, we conclude that

. : Ny s . / ML >_Cf > —c0. .
]%fne% Ylbréf }ZWN(T ) 12%@1&? }l{ Cy+ IOMN(T )} C) > —o0 (3.27)

Therefore, the uniform exponential integrability ((1.27)) follows from ([3.15)), , and (3.27)).

e Tightness: Next, we prove tightness of the truncated ®3-measures {py}nen. Although it
follows from a slight modification of the argument in our previous work [53, Subsection 6.2],
we present a proof here for readers’ convenience.

As a preliminary step, we first prove that Zy in is uniformly bounded away from 0:

inf Z . 2
Al/IéN N >0 (3.28)

In view of (3.15) and (3.16)), it suffices to establish an upper bound on Wy in (3.17)). By
Lemma [2.1] and (3.19)), we have

2YNO ndx
T3

3
SNl llowl

—7—6 1+25

STHIYNIE 4o +1BNle-e + Tl

7*75

Thus, we have

3
A

/ ( Y2 42YNON + @%)daj
T3
STH1YR e+ IYNIE . + 13w lIe— + 1T 15

Then, from (3.17), Lemma and (3.29) with Lemma and (3.25)), we obtain

(f 1 ||TN<t>H%I;dt)C] <1

by taking TV = 0, for example. This proves (3.28).

(3.29)

inf Wy <14 inf E
TNcHL TNcHL
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We now prove tightness of the truncated ®3-measures. Fix small ¢ > 0 and let Bg C
H 3¢ (T3) be the closed ball of radius R > 0 centered at the origin. Then, by Rellich’s

compactness lemma, we see that B is compact in H _%_QE(T‘?’). In the following, we show

that given any small § > 0, there exists R = R(d) > 1 such that

sup pn(Bg) < 0. (3.30)
NeN

Given M > 1, let F' be a bounded smooth non-negative function such that

Flu) M, ifflull, 3. < £ (3:31)
u) = .
0, if HUHH*%*E > R.
Then, from (3.28]), we have
p(BR) < Zy! / e FT Iy < / e PRy = Zy, (3.32)

uniformly in N > 1. Under the change of variables (3.12]) (see also (3.13)), define E?V(Y +
TN + 63 ~N) by

g

RG(Y + TN +o3n) :—3/3 :Yﬁ:dm—a/3YN@§vd;¢—g 3@}3de
T B s T (3.33)

Y

+A‘ / ( YR 42YNOy + @%)dx
T3

where O = T + 03y with 3y = 7x 3y as in (3.19). Then, by (3.32) and the Boué-Dupuis
variational formula (Lemma [3.1)), we have

—logZy = inf E [F(Y + TV 4+ o3n)
TNeH}
(3.34)

~ 1 /1.
+R}>V(Y+TN+03N)+2/O HTN(t)H%{édt].

Since Y + 03§ € H<a, it follows from Lemma (3.25), Chebyshev’s inequality, and
choosing R > 1 that

P(IY + 1 + 03, 5. > §)

<P(IIv +03nl, 4. > &) +P(ITN ) > §) (3.35)
< 5+ mE[ITVI, ],

uniformly in N € N and R > 1. Then, from (3.31)), (3.35)), and Lemma we obtain
E[F(Y + T +03y)] > ME[1

;_ESE}}

{iIveryiosn)
H

M 16M
— B[tV ] (3.36)

2

M 1 L.
>4 - | [ 1TV Ol

2 4 0 x

Y
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where we set M = 6—14R2 in the last step. Hence, from (3.34)), (3.36), and repeating the
computation leading to (3.27)) (by possibly making oo smaller), we obtain

~ M ~ 1 /L.
—logZy > — + inf E[RL(Y +7TY +03n) + / HTN(t)Hledt]
2 e 4o ’ (3.37)
M
> D
— 4
uniformly N € N and M = éRQ > 1. Therefore, given any small 6 > 0, by choosing
R = R(5) > 1 and setting M = £;R? > 1, the desired bound (3.30) follows from (3.32)

and (3.37). This proves tightness of the truncated ®3-measures {pn} yen-

We conclude this subsection by presenting the proofs of Lemmas and

Proof of Lemma([3.5 From (2.5), (2.6), (2.4), and (2.3) in Lemma followed by Young’s

inequality, we have

SIVNl -3 NON[ 1 v2c ON ] 22

‘ / YN@?VCZ.T
T3

S IVl e (Il e (I 22 + I3 ller-<) + 13w

< %—25 %-&-26 2
~ NI ,—1_¢ Nlir2 Nl gt N|| L2 N||cl—= Nllci-«
YNy e (Il I 7™ (I e + 13 ller-<) + 113

S 1+ GolIYWIE . + 0wl + ST wlIZn + 13w e,

(3.38)

i

which yields (3.20). As for the second estimate (3.21)), it follows from Sobolev’s inequality,
the interpolation ([2.3), and Young’s inequality that

/T : T3 dx

while Holder’s inequality with (2.4)) shows

3 3
SIENIE 4 SN2 NN S IS + 1w, (3.39)

t SN2 + 13N

—i—‘/ T n3%de
T3

‘/11‘3 T%VgNd:L‘ /11‘3 53”de

Note that, given any v > 0, there exists a constant C' = C'(J) > 0 such that

v 1 J
> glal =0 X lal) (3.40)
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for any a; € R. See Section 5 in [53]. Then, from (3.40)) and Cauchy’s inequality, we have

3
A

/TS<:Y]\2,:+2YN@N—|—®?V)CZ$
3
—C’A{‘/ YR da
T3
B 3

/ 2 dx }

T3
3

1Tl
N usNugls}.

3

A 3
> ‘/ <2YNTN + T%)dm + |of3
2| s

3
/ YTn3ndx
T3

+ 05
A 2
>
Z 5 ‘ /11‘3 (QYNTN + TN>dm

_C(;,g{‘/ :Yﬁ;: dx
T3

This proves (3.22). This completes the proof of Lemma O

/ Y 3nda
T3

+ |of?

3

Next, we present the proof of Lemma [3.6

Proof of Lemma|3.6. If we have

Il > | [ ¥, (3.41)
T3
then, we have
3 3
TS = ( / T%Vdg:) ~ ‘ / (QYNTN+T§V)dg: , (3.42)

T3 T3
which shows (3.23)). Hence, we assume that

el | [ vt (3.49

in the following.

Given j € N, define the sharp frequency projections II; with a Fourier multiplier 1y,,/<2}
when j =1 and 1gj-1.n<0iy When j > 2. We also set Il<; = Zi:l II; and II; = Id —Il<;.
Then, write T as

oo o0
Ty =Y Ty => (NLYN +w;), (3.44)
j=1 J=1
where \; and w; are given by
LN i |10,y 0
)‘j = Hl_IJ‘YNHQLQ 7 H ! NHL2 7& 7 and wj = HjTN - /\jHjYN- (345)
0, otherwise,



32 T. OH, M. OKAMOTO, AND L. TOLOMEO

By definition, w; = IT;w; is orthogonal to IL;Yx (and also to Yy) in L*(T?). Thus, we have

oo

I lZe = 7 (RITLYale + gl ), (3.46)
j=1
oo

YN Ynde = XT3, (3.47)
T3 j=1

Hence, from (3.43)), (3.46)), and (3.47]), we have

oo
> ML Y. <
=1

Fix jo = jo(w) € N (to be chosen later). By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and (3.45]), we
have

. (3.48)

oo
> NI Y[
=1

S Y2 < <ZA?22]HHJ-YNH%2) ( 2—2J||HjYNu%z)

j=jo+1 j=1 J=jo+1
il 300 3 (3.49)
. 2 . 2
< (Zzﬁunﬂmﬁz) ( 3 22ﬂ||HjYNH%z)
j=1 j=jo+1

~ YN [T o YN[ -1

On the other hand, it follows from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, (3.48)), and Cauchy’s inequality
that

Jo
> NI Y[
j=1

0o 1 Jjo 1
2 2
< (Z )\?HHJ'YN||%2> (Z HHJ‘YNH%2>
j=1 j=1
37 Jd0 ) 3
(Z HHJ-YNHLQ) (3.50)
j=1

+ C'|<jy Yn 172

<C

o
> NI Y72
j=1

o
< SN Y7
j=1

Hence, from (3.49) and (3.50)), we obtain

o
> NI Y7
j=1

DN |

SN s o Yol -1 + <o Yiv 7. (3.51)

Since Yy is spatially homogeneous, we have

T jo Yv[[5-2 = /T3 (V) 7MLy Yov)? s de + E[((V) 7L Yy) 2. (3.52)
Recalling (3.2)), we can bound the second term by
2
~ - xn(m) ;i
Tjo ::E[(<V> 1H>j0YN)2] = Z <J,\,;>4 S22 (3.53)

nezsd
[n|>2%0
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Let Zn j, = (V) 'l ;,Yn. Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 2.5 in [62] with Lemma
we have

E

2
(/ :ZZQV,]'O:dx> ] —/ E[HQ(ZNJO(:U);5JO>H2(ZN7J'0(3J)35J'O> dxdy
T3 T3 xT3

2 2

—2 Y X (n1)xn (n2)

=2 n 4 no 4 T8 XT3 €ni+ng (.I - y)dxdy
n1,n2€ZS z Y

nj|>270

=2 ) XN s,
n€ezs <n>8
|n|>270

(3.54)

Now, define a non-negative random variable B;(w) by

Bi(w) = <§:24J(/TS 72 dx)2>é. (3.55)

j=1
By Minkowski’s integral inequality, the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma [2.5)), and (3.54)), we

have
/ 7% jidx
T3 ’

for any finite p > 2 (and hence for any finite p > 1). Hence, from (3.52)), (3.53)), and (3.55]),

we obtain

[SIiS]

[e.e]

E[B}] SP”(ZW

=1

2
) < pP < o0 (3.56)

L*(9)

Lo Yl -2 S 2720 By (w) + 277 (3.57)

Next, define a non-negative random variable By(w) by

o0

By(w) =

j=1

/11‘3 (M, Yy)?: da).

Then, a similar computation shows

e, Yy :/ (<, Yn)?: do + B[ (<, Yy)?
|| <Jjo ||L2 - ( <Jo ) [( <Jo ) ] (3.58)
< Ba(w) + 2%
and E[Bg] < C)p < oo for any finite p > 1.
Therefore, putting (3.43)), (3.47) (3.51), (3.57), and (3.58) together, choosing 270 ~ 1 +

2
TNl 71, and applying Cauchy’s inequality, we obtain

3

3
Pl | [ vt
T

o0
> NI YN
=0

. . A (3.59)
S (2790 Bi(@)f + 2780 )| T3 + Bi(w) + 2%

S Il + Biw) + By(w) + 1.
This proves (§3.23) in the case (3.43) holds. This concludes the proof of Lemma O
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Remark 3.7. From the proof of Lemma (see (3.41) and (3.59))) with Lemma we also

have

E YNTNda:

3
] SE[IItnlfe + 1T 13| +1

‘ s (3.60)

SUN+17

where Uy is as in (3.24)).

3.3. Uniqueness of the limiting <I>§-measure. The tightness of the truncated Gibbs
measures {pn}nen, proven in the previous subsection, together with Prokhorov’s theorem
implies existence of a weakly convergent subsequence. In this subsection, we prove uniqueness
of the limiting @g—measure, which allows us to conclude the weak convergence of the entire
sequence {pn}nen. While we follow the uniqueness argument in our previous work [53]
Subsection 6.3], there are extra terms to control due to the focusing nature of the problem
under consideration.

Proposition 3.8. Let {PNg}ioﬂ and {PNg}ZO:1 be two weakly convergent subsequences of
the truncated ®3-measures {pn}nen defined in ([L.25)), converging weakly to o and p@ as
k — oo, respectively. Then, we have pt) = p().

Proof. e Step 1: We first show that

klirgo Zn = kl;rgo Znz2, (3.61)

where Zy is as in (1.26)). By taking a further subsequence, we may assume that N ,% > N ,f ,

k € N. Recall the change of variables (3.12) and let ﬁ?\,(Yﬂ— TN + 03 n) be as in (3.33). Then,
by the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma , we have

. A 1 /Y
—logZy; = inf E|R,(Y+TN +03,)+ < [ [ITN(1)]3dt (3.62)
" N . i 2 Jo ’

for j = 1,2 and k € N. We point out that Y and 3 do not depend on the drift T in (3.62]).
Given & > 0, let TVi be an almost optimizer for (3.62) with j = 2:

—log Zne > E| RS, (Y +TNE llerﬁ 2 il s 563
084Nz = N}g( + X +03N,g)+2 ; 1% (@) || dt : (3.63)

By setting Ing = 7TN£IN’3, we have

WNgINg = INg (3.64)
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since N} > NZ. Then, by choosing T% = Xz, it follows from (3.63) and (3.64) that

—logZNé —i—logZNE

. = 1 [t
< 'Nle IE[ ?Vé(Y‘FTN’i +U3N,§)+2/ ||TN1%(t)H%I%dt}
T keH] 0

—E[%;(YHNI? +03n2) + ;/O HTN’z(t)II?{;dt] +6

~ 1 /b .
B[R0+ T o3+ 3 [ [T 0]

B[R+ 1 o3+ [T O] +o

<E [EO(YN; + L2 + UBN;) - ﬁO(YN,f + L2 + UgNg)} + 6, (3.65)

where SN;C = WNIZSNﬁ is as in (3.19)). Here, R is defined by

~

R(Y +Y+03)=—0 | YO%dxr— g/ 03dx
3 3
! ! 5 (3.66)

)

+A‘/TS (:Y2: +2Y@+@2>da:

where © = T + 03.
We now estimate the right-hand side of (3.65)). The main point is that in the difference

E[EO(YN% + X2 + UgN,g) - EO(YN,f + X2 + 051\/,3)} ; (3.67)

we only have differences in Y-terms and 3-terms, which allows us to gain a negative power of
NZ. The contribution from the first term on the right-hand side in (3.66) is given by

T3 k k k k k

_ U2E[/]T3 YN,?(EN,% — gNg)(QINg + O'ENI% +05Ng)d$:|.

. 2
Let Uz = Uy (IN’“) be as in (3.24) with T = Xz and TN = YN, Then, from Lemmas 3.2
and we have

B[ a3 + Iz l52] S 1+ U
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Now, proceeding as in (3.38]) together with Holder’s inequality in w and Young’s inequality,
we bound the first term in (3.68) by

3_92¢ 19
E|[Yay = Yazll ooy Tzl I w2 20
s —2¢ 149e
< [Ya - YN,%HLET@EC;%fsHINzHZgL%HIN,inaH% 560
3 1 :
2\ — 5—2¢ 542
S (Nk) GHINgHszg”INg”zaH;

SO (14 Uyp).

where the second inequality follows from a modification of the proof of Lemma (1) and
noting that the Fourier transform of YN)% - YN;? is supported on the frequencies {|n| > N2},

which allows us to gain a small negative power of N,f. Note that the implicit constants
in depend on A > 0 and 0. However, the sizes of A and |o| do not play any role in the
subsequent analysis and thus we suppress the dependence on A and o in the following. The
same comment applies to Subsections [3.3] and

The second and third terms in and the second term on the right-hand side of

can be handled in a similar manner (with (3.25) to control the 3, ;-terms). As a result, we
k
can bound the first two terms on the right-hand side of (3.66) by

(N2~ (CVnps Yz, B 3n) + Unz ) S (NE) (1 + Uy ) (3.70)

for some small a > 0, where C' (YNé,YNE, 3 Né,ﬁ N,f) denotes certain high moments of various

le, J
independent of N{, j = 1,2, in view of Lemma and ([3.25)).

It remains to treat the difference coming from the last term in (3.66). By Young’s and
Hoélder’s inequalities, we have

stochastic terms involving Y,,; and 3 = 1,2, which are bounded by some constant,
k

3
E

: ]

L

/T ( Ve +2Yn2 (Lyz + 03n2) + (Lyz + 051\/,3)2)65»’6

3
V2. V2 .

T3 k k k

.

L5 /Tr 3(YN; - YNg)IN,fdx

+ H/ YN2(5N1 — 5N2)dl'
13 sk k k

Li}

x { /Trs (iyﬁgi 21 (L2 +03n1) + (X2 +0’3Nk1.)2)dl‘

L3

+ /TS (gN,g - gN,f)@IN,f + UgN,g + UgN,f)dl“

2

L3

w

2
+ /11‘3 ( :Y1\27;3: +2Yn2 (L2 + 03n2) + (L2 +03N§)2>daz L }
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=: I x1. (3.71)
We divide I into two groups:

=11 + Io.
By the definition ([1.19) of the cube frequency projector mn = W?\}lbe, we have
/ (YNl — YNQ)TN2d.T/ T N2 (YNl — YNQ) . IN2d.T =0 (373)
T3 k k k T3 Ok k k k

and thus Is = 0.
By Lemma Holder’s inequality in w, and Young’s inequality, followed by Lemma [3.6]

with (3.24)), we can estimate I; in (3.72)) by

I < :YJ\2/,§: - Y]\%E: HLgc—l—E

+ [V _YN2” ———s||3N1||L6c1 5+||YN2|| ———EHBN —3N2HL6C1 c
k GC 2

- - - (3.74)
+ 13 = 3wz lluger—s (Inzlzg e + HM;HLW + I3nzllgeis)

1

S (ng)ia (1 +UN§> 6:

where we used Lemma (3.2 and (3.25)) in bounding the terms involving Y,,; and 5 = T i D g
Nk Nk Nk Nk

As for 1T in (3.71)), it follows from (3.60]), Lemma and ([3.24)) that

H/w N :+2Y, J(TN2+03N]) (IN,3+03NZ)2>(19:

TJ

51*”5,3'

L

H Nzl (3.75)

From (3.26), (3.16)), (3.17)), (3.33), and replacing TNE by 0 in view of m, we have

sup UNQ(T ) < 1006+1OsupE[A}>V2(Y—|—TN£—|—03N2 / ||T ||H1dt}
keN keN k
S140+supE[R(Y + 0+ 03y2)] (3.76)
kEN . k
<1.
Hence, from (3.73)), (3.74), (3.75)), and (3.76)), we obtain that
I-I< (N,f)*a — 0, (3.77)

as k — oo. Therefore, from and ( , we conclude that

E EO(YN; + L2 + UBN;) - EO(YN,f + L2 + UgN,g) — 0, (3.78)
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as k — o0o. Since the choice of § > 0 was arbitrary, it follows from (3.65]) and ( - ) that

lim Zy1 > lim Zye. (3.79)

k—o0 k—o0

By taking a subsequence of { N2 }xen, still denoted by { N2 }en, we may assume that N} < NZ.
By repeating the computation above, we then obtain

lim Zy1 < lim Zye. (3.80)

k—o0 k—o0

Therefore, (3.61)) follows from (3.79)) and (3.80]).

e Step 2: Next, we prove p!) = p(3). This claim follows from a small modification of Step 1.

For this purpose, we need to prove that for every bounded Lipschitz continuous function
F:C719(T3) - R, we have

k—o0

tim [ exp(F(u))doy, > lim [ exp(F(w)dpy;

under the condition NV ,% >N ,? , k € N (which can be always satisfied by taking a subsequence
of {N}}ken). In view of (L.26)) and (3.61)), it suffices to show

Jim sup {_ log / exp(F(u) — Ry, (u))dp)

k—00

(3.81)
+ log (/exp(F(u) - ?V]? (u))d,u)] <0.
By the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma, we have
~tog [ exp(F(w) ~ Ry (w)d)
= inf IE{—F(Y—FTN’z +03sz) (3.82)

- NI
TNk eHL

N , 1/t
+R<]>V£(Y+TN£+03N£)+2/O ||TNi(t)||%{%dt},

where R<> (Y + T™ + O’?)Ng) is as in (3.33]). Given § > 0, let INI% be an almost optimizer
for Wlth j=2:

~tog(_ [ exp(F(u) ~ Rz (u))dn)

2IE[F(Y+TN?5 +032)

-I-E?VI?(Y—FIN’? —I—O’3N2 / ”T HH1dt:| — 0.
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Then, by choosing T, P = INﬁ = WN]?IN i and proceeding as in (3.65]), we have

~tog ([ exp(F(w) ~ B3y (w)d) +1og [ exp(F(w) ~ Rz ()
< E[— F(Y + X2 +0351)
n ﬁ?v,g (Y + Xz +035) + % /01 1T 2 (t)H?q;dt]
—E[— F(Y + XN 4 0352)

D 1 L e
+R}>V;3(Y+TNE+O—3NI§)+2/O HTNk(t)H%I%dt] ny

. 2
< Lip(F) - E[llmx: X = 0(3p = 3n2)lle-o0]

+ IE[]?(YN}% + T2 +03y1) — R (Yyy2 + T2 + O'ENE)} +, (3.83)

where 7r]{7 = Id — 7y and R° is as in (13.66). We can proceed as in Step 1 to show that
the second term on the right-hand side of (3.83)) satisfies (3.78]). Here, we need to use the
boundedness of F' in showing an analogue of (3.76]) in the current context (with an almost

optimizer YN¢ for (13.82)).
Finally, we estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (3.83). Write

S ]E|:||7T]J\_[£TNI§ ||C—100i| + E |:”3Né - 3N13 HC_100:| .

A standard computation with (3.11)) shows that the second term on the right-hand side tends
to 0 as k — oo. As for the first term, from Lemma (3.2 and (an analogue of) (3.76]), we obtain

1
up Z/IN13> P 0,

E|me X0 | S (MR g S <N5>‘“(i N
€

as k — co. Since the choice of § > 0 was arbitrary, we conclude (3.81)) and hence p1) = p(2),
This completes the proof of Proposition 3.8 O

Remark 3.9. In the proof of Proposition we used the orthogonality relation (3.73) to
conclude that Is = 0. While the same orthogonality holds for the ball frequency projector WR?H

in ([1.41)), such an orthogonality relation is false for the smooth frequency projector Tr?\ranOth

in (L.42). As seen from the proof of Lemma and the uniform bound on Upy (IN’3 )s
the quantity I2 in is critical (with respect to the spatial regularity/integrability and also
with respect to the w-integrability). From Remark and , we see that the quantity
I is bounded, uniformly in £ € N. In the absence of the orthogonality , however, we
do not know how to show that this term tends to 0 as £ — oo in the case of the smooth
frequency projector ﬂ%ﬂoom. We point out that the same issue also appears in the proofs of
Propositions and in the case of the smooth frequency projector W?{}lOOth.
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3.4. Singularity of the ®3-measure. We conclude this section by proving mutual singularity
of the @g—measure p, constructed in the previous subsections, and the base Gaussian free
field p in . In Section 4 of [4], Barashkov and Gubinelli proved the singularity of the
@g—measure by making use of the shifted measure. In the following, we follow our previous
work [53] and present a direct proof of singularity of the @%—measure without referring to a
shifted measure. See also Appendix [A] where we construct a shifted measure with respect to
which the ®3-measure is absolutely continuous.

Proposition 3.10. Let Ry be as in (1.23) with v = 3, and € > 0. Then, there exists a
strictly increasing sequence { Ny }ren C N such that the set

S:={ue H 275(T%: lim (log Ni) iRy, (u) =0}
—00
satisfies
u(S) =1 but  p(S)=0. (3.84)

In particular, the ®3-measure p and the massive Gaussian free field u in (1.16) are mutually
singular.

Proof. From ([1.23]) with v = 3, the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma , Lemma and
Lemma we have

2 6
IRy ()22 S H/ b da +H/ 3 da
T8 L2 () T3 LS(u)
2 6
SH/ udy s dx —i—H/ cukr: dx
s L2(n) TS L2(u)

3
< ¥ <n1>—2<n2>—2<n3>—2+< 3 <n1>‘2<n2>_2>

n1+n2+n3=0 n1+n2=0
n;eENQ n;ENQ

S ) Pn-m) 1

[nil,ln—n1|SN

Slog N,

where @ denotes the cube of side length 2 in R? centered at the origin as in (1.21]). Thus, we
have

PN

. _3 . _
Jim (log N) ™4 R ()| 2,y S Jim (log N) ™4 = 0.

Hence, there exists a subsequence such that

lim (log Ni) ™3 Ry, (1) = 0,

k—o0

almost surely with respect to p. This proves p(S) =1 in (3.84).
Given k € N, define Gi(u) by

Gr(u) = (log Ny,) ™1 R, (u). (3.85)

In the following, we show that e“*() tends to 0 in L'(p). This will imply that there exists a
subsequence of G (u) tending to —oo, almost surely with respect to the @g—measure p, which
in turn yields the second claim in (3.84): p(S) = 0.
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Let ¢ be a smooth bump function as in Subsection 2.1 By Fatou’s lemma, the weak
convergence of pys to p, the boundedness of ¢, and (1.25)), we have

/eGk(U)dp('u,) < 1}g£of/¢<6;]}£~m>eGk(U)dp(u)

= liminf lim [ ¢ <Gk(u)> e W dppr(u)

K—oo M—oo K

(3.86)

< lim [ e@*®Wdppr(u) = 27" lim [ PR gy (0)
M—o00 M—o00

=z} ]\/}l—rfloo CM,k,

provided that limp/ o Carp exists. Here, Z = limps_,o Zar denotes the partition function
for p.

Our main goal is to show that the right-hand side of tends to 0 as k — oco. As in
the previous subsections, we proceed with the change of variables :

T (1) = O(t) — o3u ().
Then, by the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma and (3.85)), we have

—logChr = inf E|— (logNy) iRy (Y + T + 634)
TMecHL

~ 1 /b .
S R R M E UM B
0 xr

= inf Wy e(TM),
TMeHl

where }3@)\, is as in (3.33). In the following, we prove that the right-hand side (and hence the
left-hand side) of (3.87)) diverges to oo as k — oc.
Proceeding as in Subsection (see (3.26])), we bound the last two terms on the right-hand

side of (3.87)) as
~ 1 [t 1
B A+ T o3u) g [T @R 2 ok e, @39)
0 xT
where Uy = Up (TM) is given by (B.24) with Ty = m Y™ and TV = TM:
A 51t
Uy =E|2 / (2Yarma T + (a0 |+ / ITM (82, dt . (3.89)
2 T3 2 0 i

Next, we study the first term on the right-hand side of (3.87), which gives the main
(divergent) contribution. From ([1.23) with v = 3, we have

o
RNk(Y+TM+05M) = _3/11*3 :Yf}k:alac—a/qr3 :Y]\Q,k: On, dz
2 o 3

/ (:Y]\sz: +2YnN, On, + @?Vk>dx
T3
=I4+0+MM+IV+V

(3.90)
3

+ A
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for N, < M, where Oy, is given by
M
Oy, :=7N,0 =7N, T +U7TNk3M- (3.91)

As we see below, under an expectation, the second term II on the right-hand side of
(which is precisely the term removed by the second renormalization) gives a divergent contri-
bution; see below. From Lemma the first term I on the right-hand side of
gives 0 under an expectation. As for the last three terms, we proceed as in Subsection (3.2
(see also the proof of Proposition and obtain

‘E[m+w+v]‘SJC(YNk77TNk3M)+uNkSl‘i‘uNk (3.92)
where C(Yn,, 7N, 30m) denotes certain high moments of various stochastic terms involving

Yn, and 7N, 3y and Uy, = L{Nk((?thkTM) is given by (3.24) with Ty = TV = WNkTM:

A 51t
LlNk =K |:2‘ /3 (QYNkTrNkTM + (WNkTM)2>dx + 2/ Hat(kaTM)(t)H%{%dt]. (3-93)
T 0

In view of the smallness of (log Nk)_% in (3.87)), the second term in can be controlled
by the positive terms Uy, in (in particular by the second term in ) As for the
first term in , it follows from , ﬂNkTM = 7rNk7rMTM for N, < M, and Lemma
with that

3

E +law XY 12
Li wHx

‘ /T ) <2YNkTM + (kaTM)Z)dx

3
] S H/ YNkTFNkTMd.%'
T3

S+ HWMTMH%ng + HTMH%(%H;
S 1+ Uy

for N, < M. Hence, Uy, in (3.93) can be controlled by Uy in (3.89):

Un, < 14Uy (3.94)

Hence, from (3.87)), (3.88)), (3.90), (3.92), and (3.94]), we obtain

— . 1
WM,k(TM) > o(log Nk)?l]E[/ES :YJ%’k: @de:c] -Ci + ?OUM (3.95)

for any M > Np > 1.
Therefore, it remains to estimate the contribution from the second term on the right-hand
side of (3.90)). Let us first state a lemma whose proof is presented at the end of this subsection.

Lemma 3.11. We have
1 . .
E|:/ <3N(t),3M(t)>H%dt NlogN (396)
0

for any 1 < N < M, where 3y =73V,

By assuming Lemma we complete the proof of Proposition|3.10[ By (3.10]), (3.11) with
3N, = 7N, 3V, , Lemma Cauchy’s inequality (with small €9 > 0), and Lemma
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(see (3.7))), we have
1
JE[/ :Y]\Z,k: @dem} = O’E|:/ :Y]%k(t): @Nk(t)dt]
T3 0o J13

_ a?E[ /0 1<3Nk(t),3M(t)>H%dt] —i—UIE[ /0 e (t),"fM(t)>H%dt]

1 1 (3.97)
> clogN— 08| [ 1378, 005 2 t| - CB| [ 1TV @l
0 e 0 *
1
I .
> Slog e - €8] [T ]
0 xT
for M > Ny > 1. Thus, putting (3.87)), (3.95]), and (3.97) together, we have
1
—logCpr > inf {c(log Nk)% —Cy+ —UM} > c(log Nk)i —Cy (3.98)
T TMenHl 40
for any sufficiently large k > 1 (such that Ny > 1). Hence, from (3.98]), we obtain
Cumi S exp ( — c(log Nk)%) (3.99)

for M > Ni > 1, uniformly in M € N. Therefore, by taking limits in M — oo and then

k — oo, we conclude from (3.86)) and (3.99) that
lim [ e“*™Wdp(u) =0
k—o0
as desired. This completes the proof of Proposition O

We conclude this section by presenting the proof of Lemma [3.11

Proof of Lemma|3.11 For simplicity, we suppress the time dependence in the following.
From (3.11]), we have

S =m2 Y Ty(n) V(o) (3.100)

for n # 0. On the other hand, when n = 0, it follows from Lemma [2.6] that

E[!EN«))P]:E[( > (r?N<m>r?—<m>—2))2] Y gL a0y
n1€Z3 n1€Z3
nENQ

where @ is as in (1.21). Hence, from (3.100) and (3.101]), we have
1 1 ~ e —
E[/ <3N(t)>3M(t)>H%dt] :/ E[ > <”>23N(n7t)3M(n,t)] dt
0 0

nezs
1
_ / E
0

~ =~

> <n>23N(nat)3]\4(n,t)}dt+O(l).

nezZ3\{0}
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We now proceed as in the proof of (3.7)) in Lemma (1) By applying (3.11]) and Lemma
and summing over {|n| < 2N, I|n| < |nq| < i|n|} (which implies |no| ~ |n| and |n;| < N,
j=1,2), we have

E

Z (n>2§N (n, t)gM(n,t)]

nez3\{0}

X/1r3 . E[Hz(YN(JC,t);tGN)Hz(YN(y,t);taN)}en(y—x)dxdy
_ N Pxw(m)xar(n) X () (n2) . - e
B Z (n1)2(ng)? /1I3x1rg n1+na—n y)dzdy
_ N Bxw(mxar(n) X () (n2)
-2 (n)? _ (n1)?(n2)?

where xn(n;) is as in (1.20)). By integrating on [0, 1], we obtain the desired bound (3.96]).

~ t?log N,

4. NON-NORMALIZABILITY IN THE STRONGLY NONLINEAR REGIME

4.1. Reference measures and the o-finite @%—measure. In this section, we prove non-
normalizability of the ®3-measure in the strongly nonlinear regime (Theorem (11)) In [53],
we introduced a strategy for establishing non-normalizability in the context of the focusing
Hartree @%—measures on T3, using the Boué-Dupuis variational formula. We point out that,
n [53], the focusing Hartree ®3-measures were absolutely continuous with respect to the
base Gaussian free field u. Moreover, the truncated potential energy R%artree(u) and the
corresponding density e~ BR" (W) of the truncated focusing Hartree ®3-measures formed
convergent sequences. In [53], we proved the following version of the non-normalizability of
the focusing Hartree @g—measure:

sup E, [e_R%artree(“)} = 0. (4.1)

NeN

—RHamee(U), this result says that the o-finite version of the

Denoting the limiting density by e

focusing Hartree (I>§—Ineasure:
e_RHartree(u) dﬂ(u)

is not normalizable (i.e. there is no normalization constant to make this into a probability

measure). See also [60] for an analogous non-normalizability result for the log-correlated

focusing Gibbs measures with a quartic interaction potential.

The main new difficulty in our current problem is the singularity of the @g—measure. In
particular, the potential energy R3 (u) in (and the corresponding density e~ (%)) does
not converge to any limit. Hence, even if we prove a non-normalizability statement of the
form , it might still be possible that by choosing a sequence of constants Z n appropriately,
the measure 2&16_]{?\’ (“)du has a weak limit. This is precisely the case for the @g—measure;
see [3]. The non-convergence claim in Theorem (ii) for the truncated ®3-measures (see
Proposition 4.4 below) tells us that this is not the case for the ®3-measure.
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In order to overcome this issue, we first construct a reference measure vs as a weak limit of
the following tamed version of the truncated ®3-measure (with ¢ > 0):

dvns(u) = ZK,}J exp ( —0F(mnu) — R?V(u))du(u)

for some appropriate taming function F; see . See Proposition We also show that
F(u), without the frequency projection 7y on u, is well defined almost surely with respect
to the limiting reference measure vs = limy_, vn,5. This allows us to construct a o-finite
version of the @g—measure:

dps = W dys = A}im ZN5 P (W) =P () =RY (W) ), (). (4.2)
—00 ’

The main point is that while the truncated ®3-measure py (= vy with § = 0) may not
be convergent, the tamed version vy s of the truncated @g—measure converges to the limit
vs, thus allowing us to define a o-finite version of the ®3-measure. We then show that this
o-finite version p; of the ®3-measure in is not normalizable in the strongly nonlinear
regime. See Proposition [4.2] Furthermore, as a corollary to this non-normalizability result of
the o-finite version ps of the @g—measure, we also show that the sequence {pn}nen of the
truncated @g—measures defined in does not converge weakly in a natural spacﬂ A(T3)
(see below) for the ®3-measure. See Proposition

We first state the construction of the reference measure. Let p; be the kernel of the heat
semigroup €. Then, define the space A = A(T?) via the norm:

3
|lul|.4 := sup (tS llps * UHL3(T3))- (4.3)
0<t<1
Recall from [44, Theorem 5.3]|E| (see also [75), (2.41)] and [2, Theorem 2.34]) that

A= By 1 (T3). (4.4)

In particular, the space A contains the support of the massive Gaussian free field y on T3
and thus we have ||ul|4 < oo, p-almost surely. See Lemma below. In the following, for

_3
simplicity of notation, we use A rather than B; X (T?). Moreover, the notation A is suitable

for our purpose, since we make use of the characterization (4.3)) extensively via the Schauder
estimate, which we recall now (see for example [59]):

_a_3(1_1 o
Ipe  wllazs) < Capgt™ 22570 (V) "l 1ors) (4.5)

for any a > 0 and 1 < p < g < co. From the Schauder estimate (4.5]) (or directly from (4.4))),
we see that W_%’g(TB) c A

Given N € N, we set uy = wyu. Then, given § > 0 and N € N, we define the measure
VN5 by

_ -1 20 O
v 5(u) = Zigexp (= Ollun%) — Ry () dpu(u) (46)
1Tror example, in the weakly nonlinear regime, the support of the limiting ®3-measure constructed in

Theorem (1) is contained in the space A(T?) D ci (T3).
8The discussion in [44] is on R?, but a slight modification yields the corresponding result on T?.
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for N € N and 6 > 0, where R}, is as in (1.24) and

Zvs= [ exp (= Sy |} - i) )duw). (4.7)

Namely, vy s is a tamed version of the truncated @%—measure pn in (1.25). We prove that the
sequence {vy s} nen converges weakly to some limiting probability measure vs.

Proposition 4.1. Let 0 # 0 and v > 3. Then, given any § > 0, the sequence of measures
{vns}tnen defined in (4.6) converges weakly to a unique probability measure vs, and similarly
Zn converges to Zs. Moreover, ||ul| 4 is finite vs-almost surely, and we have

oy — exp(= (8 — ) [u]2)
dvs(u) T exp(—=(6 — &) | ull2)dv (u)

dvg () (4.8)

ford >4 > 0.
This proposition allows us to define a o-finite version of the ®3-measure by
dps = OlIlZ gy (4.9)

for any 6 > 0. At a very formal level, §|u||? in the exponent of and —6|lun|?% in the
exponent of cancel each other in the limit as N — oo, and thus the right-hand side
of formally looks like Zgl limpy o0 e By (“)d,u. While this discussion is merely formal,
it explains why we refer to the measure ps as a o-finite version of the q)g—measure. The
identity shows how vy’s for different values of § > 0 are related. When 6 = 0, the
expression Zsps would formally correspond to a limit of e B (Wdy, but in order to achieve
the weak convergence claimed in Proposition and construct a o-finite version of the
®3-measure, we need to start with a tamed version (i.e. § > 0) of the truncated ®3-measure.
For the sake of concreteness, we chose a taming via the A-norm but it is possible to consider
a different taming (say, based on some other norm) and obtain the same result.

The next proposition shows that the o-finite version ps of the @g—measure defined in
is not normalizable in the strongly nonlinear regime.

Proposition 4.2. Let 0 > 1 and v > 3. Given § > 0, let vs be the measure constructed in
Proposition and let ps be as in (4.9). Then, we have

/1d,05 = /exp <5HUH?£)dZ/5 = 00. (4.10)

Remark 4.3. (i) A slight modification of the computation in Subsection [3.4] combined with
the analysis in Subsection presented below (Step 1 of the proof of Proposition shows
that the tamed version vs of the @g—measure, constructed in Proposition and the massive
Gaussian free field p are mutually singular, just like the @g—measure in the weakly nonlinear
regime, constructed in Section [3| As a consequence, the o-finite version ps of the @g—measure
defined in and the massive Gaussian free field p are mutually singular.

(ii) In Appendix we show that the limiting ®3-measure is absolutely continuous with
respect to the shifted measure Law(Y (1) + 03(1) + W(1)) in the weakly nonlinear regime. A
slight modification of the argument in Appendix [A] also shows that the tamed version vs of
the ®3-measure constructed in Proposition and the o-finite version pg of the ®3-measure
in are also absolutely continuous with respect to the same shifted measure, even in the
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strongly nonlinear regime. See Remark This shows that the measure ps in (4.9)) is a
quite natural candidate to consider as a o-finite version of the @g—measure.

As a corollary to (the proofs of) Propositions and we show the following non-
convergence result for the truncated ®3-measure py in (1.25).

Proposition 4.4. Let 0 > 1, v > 3, and A = A(T?) be as in {.3). Then, the sequence
{pN}Nen of the truncated ®3-measures defined in (1.25)) does not converge weakly to any limit
as probability measures on A. The same claim holds for any subsequence {pn, }ren-

In Subsection [£:2] we present the proof of Proposition [£.1] In Subsection [£.3] we then prove
the non-normalizability (Proposition [4.2)). Finally, we present the proof of Proposition in
Subsection [£.4]

4.2. Construction of the reference measure. In this subsection, we present the proof of
Proposition on the construction of the reference measure v5. We first establish several
preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. Let the A-norm be as in (4.3)). Then, we have
<
Julla < llull -1
Proof. This is immediate from the Schauder estimate (4.5)). O

Lemma 4.6. We have Wf%g('ﬂ’?’) C A and thus the quantity ||ul| 4 is finite p-almost surely.
Moreover, given any 1 < p < oo, we have

EM|:H7TNUH?4:| <, < 0, (4.11)
uniformly in N € NU {oco} with the understanding that o, = Id.

Proof. As we already mentioned, the first claim follows from the Schauder estimate (4.5)) (or
from (4.4])). As for the bound (4.11)), from the Schauder estimate (4.5)), Minkowski’s integral
inequality, and the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma [2.5)) with (1.18), we have
_3 p
By [lmvul] SEL Il _y,] < |I109) Fu@) o)

3
1 L3

P _3 P
<P 9 (@) o [,
(Zar)
< p? Z =] <oo
nez3 <n>2
This proves (4.11)). O

We now present the proof of Proposition [4.1

Proof of Proposition[{.1. e Step 1: In this first part, we prove that Zy s in is uniformly
bounded in N € N. As for the tightness of {vx s} nen and the uniqueness of vs claimed in
the statement, we can repeat arguments analogous to those in Subsections and and
thus we omit details.
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From (4.7) and the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma with the change of
variables (3.12)), we have

—logZns = _inf E[5||YN+@NH3?—O’/ YN@Nalx—g @Ndx
TNeH]

+A‘/ (:Y]\QI: +2YN@N—|—@?V>dx (4.12)
T3

1 [t
+/|me@@+
2 0 x

where O = Ty -I—O'SN with SN =7mN3N asin . Our goal is to establish a uniform lower
bound on the right-hand side of . Unlike Subsection we do not assume smallness
on |o|. In this case, a rescue comes from the extra positive term §[|Yx + On||% as compared
to (3.17)).

Given any 0 < ¢g < 1, it follows from Young’s inequality with v > 3 that

3

v
‘/3 ( Y2 +2YNON + @?V)dx > ¢ - C. (4.13)
T

/11‘3 < YR 4+2YNON + @?V)d:c

Then, taking an expectation and applying Lemmas and with Lemma and ([3.25)),

we have

Y
A‘/ (:Y]%:+2YN®N+®?V>da:
’]1‘3

> CoB[Itw[5:] - ClE[ITwlE: | - ¢ (4.14)

for some Cp > 0 and 0 < C < %. Hence, it follows from (4.12]), , and Lemma
together with Lemma and ([3.25)) that there exists Co > 0 such that

—logZys > inf E [6||YN + Ty +03n]% - 7 / (Tn + o3n)>da
TNeH?! 3 Jrs

(4.15)
+ C2HTNH%2 + CQHTNH%H] - C.
By Young’s inequality, we have
[ t33nae] 4| [ T sHTNu;nstﬂﬂ~+nTNHpust;ﬁ
T3 T3
(4.16)
= | |||’I\]V”L2 + H3N||Cl et C
Hence, from ([4.15)) and (4.16) with (3.40) (with v = 20) and Lemma [4.6] we obtain
- o _ M
logZns > Tlnf E ||TNHA 1T 12
: (4.17)

+ 210wl + ol Xl | - C.
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Now, we need to estimate the L3-norm of Y. From (4.3, Sobolev’s inequality, and the mean
value theorem: |1 — e~ t"I*| < (¢|n|?)? for any 0 < 6 < 1, we have

_9
ITnlIZs S ¢S ITN %+ TN = pes Tl
_9 3
SESITN G+ T T l7n
for 0 < t < 1. By choosing i~ (1 + %HTNHIp)fl and applying Young’s inequality, we
obtain

3 s
ol n]3s < Coy o) 1IN 20 I TN (1% + ZHTNH%H +1

0 Co
< Ceyjors + IONIR + 2N Tn I

2
Therefore, from (4.17) and (4.18)), we conclude that

Zns < Cs < oo,

(4.18)

uniformly in N € N.

e Step 2: Next, we show that ||ul| 4 is finite vg-almost surely. Let n be a smooth function
with compact support with [ps In(€)?d¢ =1 and set

PO = [ nlé -~ c-&der.
R3
Given € > 0, define p; by
pe(x) =) plen)e™?. (4.19)

nez3

Since the support of p is compact, the sum on the right-hand side is over finitely many
frequencies. Thus, given any € > 0, there exists Ny(¢) € N such that

Pe ¥ U = Pe ¥ UN (4.20)

for any N > Ny(e). From the Poisson summation formula, we have

pe(x) = Z s_g‘fﬂgg}(n)(s_lm + 27rn)‘2 >0,

nezs3

where fﬂggl denotes the inverse Fourier transform on R3. Noting that

el oy = /T el = p(0) = [l qes) = 1,
we have, from Young’s inequality, that

[P * ulla < [lulla- (4.21)

Moreover, {p.} defined above is an approximation to the identity on T? and thus for any
distribution « on T3, p. * u — u in the A-norm, as ¢ — 0.
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Let 6 > ¢’ > 0. By Fatou’s lemma, the weak convergence of {vn s} nen from Step 1 with

(4.20), (4.21)), and the definition (4.6]) of vy 5, we have

/exp (0~ 8" ull%) s < lirgn_}iélf/exp (0= )llpe = ull% ) v

= liminf lim [ exp ((5 — 8|l pe * ’LLN”?A?>dVN75

e—=0 N-—ooo

< A}iinoo/exp ((5 — 5/)”UNH3?)dVN,6

YANRY
= lim AL /ldl/N’(;/

N—o00 ZN,(;

Z(S/

Zs

Hence, we have

e

for any 6 > ¢’ > 0. By choosing §' = %, we obtain

)
/exp <§||u|]i?)d1/5 < 00,

which shows that ||u|| 4 is finite almost surely with respect to vs.

/N

(6 = &) [ull X ) dvs < o0

e Step 3: Finally, we prove the relation (4.8). We first note that it suffices to show that

Zs
7o = exp ( —(6— 5')||u||39)du5, (4.22)

for any § > ¢’ > 0. In fact, once we have (4.22)), by integration, we obtain
% _ §— 0 ul®)d 4.23
o= [exp (= (6= )ulX) dvy (4.23)

and thus (4.8)) follows from (4.22)) and (4.23).
Let F: C7199(T3) — R be a bounded Lipschitz function with F > 0. The dominated

convergence theorem, the weak convergence of {vy s} nen from Step 1, and (4.6) yield that

2 /F(u)dva—/F(u) exp(— (5—5/)||u|]3?>dy5/

= i (gf [ Fadvs ~ [ Fayess (=G-8l uui?)duy)

o ZNs / 20
~ tim lim. (ZM [ F@is — [ Fesp (= 6= 5o wunlF v

= lim lim [ F(u) [exp ( — (6 — 5’)||uNHi?> — exp ( — (6 =& pe * UN”?L{)>:|dVN,(5"

e—=0 N—oo
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Therefore, we have

] [ Pins— [ Fyes (= 6= )l )
Zs

Slimsuplimsup/‘exp (6 — ) ||lun|% )

e—0 N—oo

— exp ( — (6 =8| pe * uNHi?) ) dvy 5 (u) (4.24)

Slimsuplimsup/‘exp (06— HFNUN(W)H?L?>

e—0 N—o0
—exp (= (6= &)lpe x v (@)]1F) | aP(w)

N

where u!V is a random variable with Law(u") = vn,5. Noting that the integrand is uniformly

bounded by 2, it follows from the bounded convergence theorem that the right-hand side
of ([4.24) tends to 0 once we show that ||p. * Tyu® (w) — Txu® (w)||4 tends to 0 in measure
(with respect to P). Namely, it suffices to show

lim lim IP’({w € Q:pe * WNUN(W) — WNUN(W)HA > a)
e—0 N—oo

= lim hm I/N(;/({HUN pe *un|la>a}) =0
e—=0N

for any o > 0.

From (4.3)) and (4.5)), we have

1
lun = pe ¥ unlla S llun = pe xunll 35 S esllunll, g (4.25)

Hence, from Chebyshev’s inequality and (4.25)), it suffices to prove

/HUN”W—g,stN,é/ < /exp (HUNHW" )dl/N51 < Cs < 00, (4.26)

uniformly in N € N. We use the variational formulation as in (4.12]), and write

—tog [ exp (Jul,go)avs

= inf E|:5/HYN—|—@N|| HYN—F@N” _53—0'/ YN@?de
TNeH w
_% @?de+A‘/ YR +2YN®N+@N>dx
'I[‘S
v [T 0l
+log Zn s,

where O = Tn 4 03n. From Lemma and (3.25), we have, for any finite p > 1,

E[IYl? g, + 13817 _g,] <, (4.27)

2
8
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uniformly in N € N. See also the proof of Lemma Then, arguing as in (4.17) and (4.18])
with Young’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, and (4.27]), we obtain

—log </exp (H’LLNHWg,?’)dI/N’(;/)

. o
> it B~ Yl g+ CollITlSs + ITxlB) + 5176 | - Cos

TNeH]!
2 —1
This proves (4.26) and hence concludes the proof of Proposition ]

4.3. Non-normalizability of the o-finite measure ps. In this subsection, we present the
proof of Proposition [4.2] on the non-normalizability of the o-finite version pjs of the ®3-measure

defined in (4.9).
Given € > 0, let p. be as in (4.19). Then, by (4.21), the weak convergence of {vx s} nen
(Proposition [4.1)), (4.20), and (4.6]), we have

/exp <5HuHi{))d1/5 > /exp ((5Hpa * u||?f>dy(g

> limsup/exp (5 min (|| pz * uHi{),L))dug

L—oo

= limsup lim [ exp ((5min (I1pe * UNH?L?7L)>dVN,5
L—oo N—o0

= limsup lim Z;,}é /exp <5min (lpe * un||2, L) — 8|lun|Z — R}(u))du(u).

L—oo N—oo

Hence, (4.10) is reduced to showing that

limsup lim E, [exp <6min (lpe * un |2, L) — 8|lun|Z — R?V(u)ﬂ = 00. (4.28)

L—oo N—o0

Let Y =Y(1) be as in (3.2). By the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma with
the change of variables (3.12)), we have

- logE[exp (5 min (||pe * un||2, L) — 6flun|% — Ryv(u))}

— Y]ivanl E [ —dmin (||pe * (Y + T + 0332, L) +6[Yy + Tn + o353 (4.29)
€H}

~ 1 b .
PR 4TV +o3n) 4 ) [ HTN(t)IIiI;dt],

where J/-'Ej)v is as in (3.33)) with the third power in the last term replaced by the yth power.
With ©n = Tn + 03, a slight modification of (3.38)) yields

YyO%dx

- ’ / Y (Y3 + 200 N3N + 023%)dx
T3

L1
100|o|

"JI‘3

(4.30)
< Co (14 VIS + 113wl

(It l22 + 113 )
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By Young’s inequality, we have

’ N 0%dx — /T ) T3 dx

/ (30'1‘%,5]\/ + 302TN5?V + 035?\,)&%
’]I‘B

(4.31)
< C, . 3,
Then, applying (4.30)) and ( with Lemmaﬂ 3.2] and - ) to , we obtain
- logE[eXp (5 min (|| p. * u||39, L) = dllun|% - R?V(u))}
< _inf E [ —dmin ([lpe * (Y + T + 030X, L) + 6)Yy + T + o3n %
€H
(4.32)

X
_U/ T?de—i—HTNH?iz—i—A’/ (:Y]%:+2YN®N+@§V)dx
3 Jr3 T3

30
2 [ ok + .
0

where Oy = Ty + agN.

In the following, we show that the right-hand side of tends to —oo as N, L — oo,
provided that |o| > 0 is sufficiently large. By following the strategy introduced in our
previous works [53], [60], we construct a drift TN, achieving this goal. The main idea is to
construct a drift TV such that TV looks like “~Y (1)+ a perturbation” (see (#.41))), where
the perturbation term is bounded in L2(T?) but has a large cubic integral (see below).
While we do not make use of solitons in this paper, one should think of this perturbation as
something like a soliton or a finite blowup solution (at a fixed time) with a highly concentrated

profile.

Remark 4.7. While our construction of the drift follows that in [53], we need to proceed
more carefully in our current problem in handling the first two terms under the expectation
in ([4.32)). If we simply apply (with v = 20) to separate T from Yy and O‘EN, we end
up with an expression like

o1
—d min (§Hp5 * Tl %, L) + 26| T ||

such that the coefficients of ||p; * Tn[|% and || Tx||% no longer agree, which causes a serious
trouble. We instead need to keep the same coefficient for the first two terms under the
expectation in and make use of the difference structure. Compare this with the analysis
in [53}, 60], where no such cancellation was needed.

Fix a parameter M > 1. Let f : R> — R be a real-valued Schwartz function such that the
Fourier transform f is a smooth even non-negative function supported {2 < €] < 1} such

that [ps \f (€)|?d¢ = 1. Define a function fj; on T3 by

fur(x) =M"2 Y f(%)em (4.33)

n€ez3
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where ]?denotes the Fourier transform on R? defined by
7 1 —in-x
o= [ faemean,
(2m)2 JR3

Then, a direct calculation shows the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. For any M € N and a > 0, we have

/ fidr=14+0(M™), (4.34)
'IF?’
[ e S a2, (4.35)
T3
/ | farl*da ~/ fidz ~ M. (4.36)
T3 T3

Proof. As for (4.34) and (4.35)), see the proof of Lemma 5.13 in [53]. From (4.33)) and the fact
that f is supported on {% < €] < 1}, we have

3 a9 AEA@Afnl—i—nQN 3
o Jde =M 2 f(M)f<M>f( M ) ~ a2 (4.37)
n1,no€Z3
The bound || far|[%5 = M? follows from (@37), while || far|®5 < M? follows from Hausdorff-
Young’s inequality. This proves (|4.36]). O
We define Z; and aps by
Zy= Y Y(3)()en and  an=E[Z3(z)]. (4.38)

In|<M

Note that oy is independent of = € T? thanks to the spatial translation invariance of Zy;.
Then, we have the following lemma. See Lemma 5.14 in [53] for the proof.

Lemma 4.9. Let M > 1 and 1 < p < co. Then, we have
apy ~ M, (4.39)

2
2

E / \ZM\pdx] <C(p)Mz,
L /T3

E-</3 ijwdac—aMY] +E[( 3YNZde—/3 Z]2\4dx)2] <1,
L T T T

Ei(/m YNfde)Q] +E[(/Tg ZMfde)2] < M2

for any N > M.

We now present the proof of Proposition [£.2]

Proof of Proposition[{.9. As described above, our main goal is to prove (4.28]).
Fix N € N, appearing in (4.32)). For M > 1, we set far, Zyr, and aps as in (4.33)) and (4.38)).
We now choose a drift TV for ([4.32) by setting

TN(@) =2 1,1 (V) = Zur + sgnlo)van ). (4.40)
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where sgn(o) is the sign of o # 0. Then, we have

TN;:HYNMU:iA%VYJTN@MtZZM+S@K®v@MﬁM' (4-41)

Note that for N > M > 1, we have T = 7x TN = TV, since Z); and fys are supported on
the frequencies {|n| < M}.
Let us first make some preliminary computations. We start with the first two terms under

the expectation in (4.32]):

—dmin ([|pe * (Y + T +03n5)|1 %, L) + 0V + T + 03n|%
= —dmin (||pe * (Y + Tn + 033X — Y + T + 03n]|%,

N (4.42)
L — ”YN + Ty + 03NH3?)
=: —0min(I, II).
We first consider II. From Lemma , (2.3), and Lemma we have
3 1 a1
Ifmlla S el S Wl pellfaall s S M5 (4.43)
From (4.41)), (4.39) in Lemma [4.9] and (4.43)), we have
> L - 2030l - C(IVwIE + 1203 + o l3n1%)
> 1 - CoM® — (VI + 1201 + 1ol 13n1%) (4.4

1
> 21— (VI + 1213 + loll3x %)

for L > M?. Note that the second term on the right-hand side is harmless since it is bounded
under an expectation. Next, we turn to I in . Let 6y denote the Dirac delta on T3.
Then, by applying , Young’s inequality, Lemma (4.39), and (4.34) in Lemma
and by choosing ¢ = ¢(M) > 0 sufficiently small, we have

L2 —|lloe % (Vi + T +030)IIF — Vx + Tov + 03w

> —C||(pe — 8o) * (Y + Tn +03n)] 4l Yy + T + 0 3n| X
> —Calil(pe — do) * full®, — C(IVWIZ + 1201 +10l1301%)  (4.45)
> ~C M — C (VNI + 1203 + lol13517)

= —Co— C(IVNIZ + 1Zu% +1o113x1%).

Therefore, from (4.42)), (4.44)), and (4.45)) together with (4.38)), Lemma and (3.25)), we

obtain

V

E[—mmMLm}gcmy (4.46)
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Next, we treat the third term under the expectation in (4.32)). This term gives the main
contribution. From (4.41)) and Young’s inequality with Lemma we have

3
0/ T‘?Vdac—|0]a]2\/[/ f3rde
T3 T3

:—a/ Z?Wda;+3ya|/ Z%WﬁaMfMdm—:aa/ Zara farde (4.47)
T3 T3 T3

3
> —ulolasy [ flude = Cylol [ |Zudo

for any 0 < n < 1. Then, it follows from (4.47) with n = % and Lemmas and that

3
E[a/ ’r;”’vda;] > (1—n)]a|af\/l/ fgyd:c—cnyayEU ]ZM]3dx]
T3 T3 T3

> |0 — |o| 03 (4.48)

for M > 1.
We now treat the fourth and sixth terms under the expectation in (4.32). From (4.41)),
we have Yy € H<;. Then, by the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma [2.5) and (4.41) with

Lemmas and we have
3
E[I0wI%] S E[ITNl:]" < M3 (4.49)

~

Recall that both Zy; and fy; are supported on {|n| < M}. Then, from (£.40), [{.41), and
Lemmas and as above, we have

1
5| [ ITY 0l < aeE (TR < ar (1.50
O x
We state a lemma which controls the fifth term under the expectation in (4.32]). We present

the proof of this lemma at the end of this subsection.

Lemma 4.10. Let v > 0. Then, we have
ED /TS {(Yn + Ty +03n5)%: dx‘q < C(o,7) < 00, (4.51)
uniformly in N > M > 1@
Therefore, putting (4.32)), ([£.46)), (4.48), (4.49), (4.50), and Lemma [4.10] together, we obtain
~10gE| exp (min (|lp- + ulF, L) — dllun|F ~ R (w))]
< —Chlo|M? + CoM? + C(6,0,7)

for some C1,C > 0, provided that L > M? > 1 and ¢ = (M) > 0 sufficiently small. By
taking the limits in N and L, we conclude from (4.52) that

limsup lim E, [exp ((5min (lp= * un |, L) — Sllun || — R%(u))]

L—oo N—oo

> exp (01]0|M3 — CyM? — C’o(a)) — 00,

(4.52)

9Recall from ([41) that the definition of Y depends on M.
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as M — oo, provided that |o| is sufficiently large. This proves (4.28) and thus we conclude

the proof of Proposition [4.2

We conclude this subsection by presenting the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[/.10, From (3.11)) and (3.19), we have

1
/ Yn3nde = / (V)" 1Y N - (V) aa (: Y2 (t):)dwdt
T3 0 T3

1
Il [ 1R, gt

As for the first factor, it follows from (4.41f), (2.3)), (4.39), and Lemma that

1l s < 1Zatl, s + vasl farl, g

3 1
S2umll -5 + Voull full -l fmll g

_1
S2mlly -3 + M7

Hence, from (4.53)), (4.54), (4.38), and Lemma [3.2] we obtain

EU/H‘?’ TNENdxﬂ SE|ITNI | +E[l:vE@): |2 st

LE([0,1);H, T)
From (4.41]), we have

1% + 2y
= Zi — 2sgu(o)v/an Zarfu + an fir
—2YNZpm + 2sgn(o)/anYn fu
= (Z3r — anr) — 2sgn(o)vVan Zu faur + an (=1 + fif) + 2an
—2(YnZn — ZJQVI) — 2(212\/[ —an) — 2apr + 2sgn(o) Vo Yn fu
= —(Z3r — an) — 2sgn(o)vVan Zu far + an(=1+ fiy)
— 2(YNZn — Z3;) + 2sgn(o)\Jan Yn far.

O

(4.53)

(4.54)

(4.55)

(4.56)

Note from (3.11)) and (4.41)) that [ :(Yy +Tn + o3n)2:de € H<a. Then, from the Wiener
chaos estimate (Lemma [2.5), ([4.41)), (4.55)), (4.56), and Lemmas [3.2] and [4.9] with ([4.34)), we
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have

ED/TS (Yy + T +03n5)2: dl‘”
< C(*;/){EU /1r3 :(YN+TN+05N)23 dxﬂ }g
:c@){EU/W :Yﬁ:der/Tg(T?ﬁzYNTN)deFUQ ng?\,dm

_ _ 21 2
+20/ YTn3ndz + 20 YNBNd{E‘ ]}
T3 T3

< c<~y){E[(/T3 Y2 dm)2] +J4E[( } E%de)Q]
o8| ([ tudvae)’| +o%|( [ vidyar)]
vE|(- [ Wzudes [ Zae)]
+E[</1T3Z]2\4dm—aM>2] +a%4<—1+/qr3f]%/[dx>2
R szde)Q”

< Cfo,7),

which yields the bound (4.51]). O

2

2

4.4. Non-convergence of the truncated @%-measures. In this subsection, we present the
proof of Proposition on non-convergence of the truncated @g-measures {pN}Nen-
We first define a slightly different tamed version of the truncated ®3-measure by setting

avs™ () = (28 exp (= ollullZ — B (w) ) dp(u) (4.57)

for N € N and § > 0, where the A-norm and R%; are as in (4.3]) and ((1.24]), respectively, and

28" = [exp (= ol - Ric(w))anw).

As compared to vy 5 in (4.6)), there is no frequency cutoff mx in the taming —d||ul|% in (4.57).
As a corollary to the proof of Proposition we obtain the following convergence result

for l/(gN)

Lemma 4.11. Let § > 0, Then, as measures on C~19(T3), the sequence of measures

{l/éN)}NGN defined in (4.57)) converges weakly to the limiting measure vs constructed in

Proposition [{.1].
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Proof. By the definitions (4.6]) and (4.57)) of vy s and I/(gN), it suffices to prove

N—oo

i { [ P esp (= 8l - R () duto)
- [ Flyesn (= ol - ) dut) | =0
for any bounded continuous function F : C~!1%9(T3) — R. In the following, we prove
. 20 o 20 O _
tim [ [exp (= 8l ~ Riw)) ~ exp (= Sunl® - By(w)|dutw) =0.  (455)
N—oo

By the uniform boundedness of the frequency projector 7wy on A, we have

lunla < [lull.a, (4.59)

uniformly in N € N. Then, it follows from the mean-value theorem, (4.59)), and the Schauder
estimate (4.5)) that there exists ¢g > 0 such that

[lexw (= 81 - B () = exp (= lunl% - By ()| dutw)
<6 [ exp (= dmin (Jul%: funlE) — Rv(w)) Il ~ unl %] o)
56 [ exp (= dcollun|F - Bie(w) fu ~ uxLaull $du(w)

_1
$6 [ exp (= scollunlF - BN Hul_g o).

(4.60)

In the last step, we used the following bound:
1 _1
hu—unla S lmull, g0 S NS ull, g

which follows from (4.3)), (4.5), and the fact that 7T]J\7u = u — uy has the frequency support
{In| Z N}. Therefore, by (4.6]), Proposition and (4.26)), we obtain

lim sup / [exp (= allull = B3(w)) = exp (= ollunl|F — B3 (w) )| du(u)

N—oo

< 5T _ 20 po ) —L 1120
<6 Jim [ exp (= Saallunl® ~ By () NHul2_y )
=6 lim N 8Zyes | [u)? s .dvnes
Noo ,€O w83 ,CO
=0.
This proves (4.58)). (|

Remark 4.12. In the penultimate step of (4.60)), we used the boundedness of the cube
frequency projector my = ﬂf\}lbe on L3(T?) and hence this argument does not work for the
ball frequency projector 7TR?H defined in ([1.41)).

We conclude this section by presenting the proof of Proposition [£.4]
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Proof of Proposition[{.4. Suppose by contradiction that, as probability measures on A,
{pn,}ken has a weak limit 1y. Then, given any § > 0, from Lemma [4.11] with (4.57)

and ((1.25), we have

o e (R - R )
vs = lm
2 [exp (= ollol% — B, () ) diu(v)

. exp ((— dfJull%)
= lim dpn, (u)
koo [fexp (= dl|v]|Z)don, (v)
C exp (= 8ful®)
= 50 dvp(u),

Jexp (= dl[v]| %) dvo(v)
where the limits are interpreted as weak limits of measures on C71%°(T3). Note that, in
the last step, we used the weak convergence in A of the truncated @%—measures PN, since
exp(—6]ju[|%) is continuous on A, but not on C~*%(T?). Therefore, from (4.61) and (4.9)), we
obtain

dp(u)

(4.61)

anu) = ([ exp (= 31ol)ane) )ans(w) (162

By assumption, vy is a probability measure on A and thus [jul|4 < 0o, vg-almost surely. By
the fact that 1 is a probability measure, (4.62)), and Proposition we obtain

1:/1dV0

— [ exp (= 811l doote) [ 1dmsta)

= 00,

which yields a contradiction. Therefore, no subsequence of the truncated ®3-measures py has
a weak limit as probability measures on A. O

5. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem on local well-posedness of the
(renormalized) hyperbolic ®3-model ([1.33):

Ou+Ou+ (1 — A)u— o u?: +M(:u?: )u = V2, (5.1)

where M is defined as in . For the local theory, the size of o # 0 does not play any role
and hence we set o = 1 in the remaining part of this section. As mentioned in Section [I] local
well-posedness of follows from a slight modification of the argument in [35, 53]. We,
however, point out that the argument in [35] on the quadratic SNLW alone is not sufficient due
to the additional term M (:u?:)u, coming from the taming in constructing the ®3-measure.

5.1. Paracontrolled approach. In this subsection, we go over a paracontrolled approach to
rewrite the equation into a system of three unknowns. While our presentation closely
follows those in [35], 53], we present some details for readers’ convenience. Proceeding in the
spirit of [17, 47, 35, 53], we transform the quadratic SANLW to a system of PDEs. In
order to treat the additional term M (:u?:)u in (5.1, which contains an ill-defined product
2.

in :u?:, we follow the approach in our previous work [53] on the focusing Hartree ®3-model,
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which leads to the system of three equations; see below. Compare this with [17], 47, 35],
where the resulting systems consist of two equations. At the end of this subsection, we state
a local well-posedness result of the resulting system.

The main difficulty in studying the hyperbolic @%—model comes from the roughness of
the space-time white noise. This is already manifested at the level of the linear equation. Let
¥ denote the stochastic convolution, satisfying the following linear stochastic damped wave
equation:

0PV 4+ 00 + (1 — A)U = +/2¢
(¥, 0:¥)|1=0 = (¢0, P1),

where (¢o, p1) = (¢, ¢Y) is a pair of the Gaussian random distributions with Law(¢y, ¢¢') =
i = pu® poin (1.16). Define the linear damped wave propagator D(t) by

sin(t %—A)
Jioa

viewed as a Fourier multiplier operator. By setting

[n] =/ Z + [nf?, (5.2)

s =ty D7), (53)

nezs [[n]]

Then, the stochastic convolution ¥ can be expressed as

D(t) =e 2

we have

W(t) = S(t)(¢o,p1) + \/i/ot D(t —t")dW (t'), (5.4)
where S(t) is defined by

S(t)(f,9) = D) f + D(t)(f + 9) (5.5)

and W denotes a cylindrical Wiener process on L?(T?) defined in . It is easy to see that

U almost surely lies in C'(R; W_%_S’OO(']T?’)) for any £ > 0; see Lemma below. In the

following, we use € > 0 to denote a small positive constant, which can be arbitrarily small.
In the following, we adopt Hairer’s convention to denote the stochastic terms by trees; the

[T
.

vertex corresponds to the space-time white noise £, while the edge denotes the Duhamel

integral operator Z given by

I(F)(t) = /0 tD(t—t’)F(t’)dt’: /0 ftt i <(t\/:)7 Vf_A) Fhdt'.  (5.6)
3 _

With a slight abuse of notation, we set
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where V¥ is as in (b.4)), with the understanding that t in (5.7 includes the random linear
solution S(t)(¢o, ¢1). As mentioned above, t has (spatial) regularitym —3—.
Given N € N, we define the truncated stochastic terms 1y and Yy by

t
1IN i=7pNT and Yy :=Z(Vn)= / D(t —t" vy (t)at, (5.8)
0

where 7y is the frequency projector defined in ([1.19)) and vy is the Wick power defined by

VN = T?V—UN (5.9)
with
2 X (n)

on =E[1%(z,1)] = ~ N — o0, (5.10)

(n)?

as N — oo. Note that oy in is independenﬂ of (z,t) € T? x Ry and agrees with oy
defined in (1.22)). Note that we have v = limy_,oo Vv in C([0, T]; W—17°°(T?)) almost surely.
See Lemma [5.41

Next, we define the second order stochastic term V:

Y:=Z(v)= /Ot D(t —t")v(t')dt',

as a limit of Yy defined in (5.8). With a naive regularity counting, with one degree of
smoothing from the damped wave Duhamel integral operator Z in , one may expect
that Y has regularity 0— = 2(—%—) + 1. However, by exploiting the multilinear dispersive
smoothing effect, Gubinelli, Koch, and the first author showed that there is an extra %—
smoothing for 'Y and that Y has regularity %—. See Lemma [5.6| below. See also [51], 13}, 64] for
analogous multilinear dispersive smoothing for the random wave equations. In particular, see
[13, [64], where multilinear smoothing has been studied extensively for higher order stochastic
objects in the cubic case.
If we proceed with the second order expansion as in [35]:

u=1+Y+w,
the residual term v satisfies the equation of the form:
(02 + 0y +1 — A)v = 2v1 + 21V + other terms.

Inheriting the worse regularity —%— of 1, the second term 1Y has regularity —%—. Hence, we
expect v to have regularity at most %— = (—%—) + 1. In particular, the product vt is not
well defined since (3—) 4+ (—3—) < 0.

In order to overcome this problem, we now introduce a paracontrolled ansatz as in [47, [35]:

u=1+Y+X+Y, (5.11)

20we only discuss spatial regularities of various stochastic objects in this part. Hereafter, we use a— to
denote a — ¢ for arbitrarily small € > 0.
21This comes from the space-time translation invariance of the truncated stochastic convolution 1.
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where X and Y satisfy
P+ +1-AN)X=2X+Y +Y)er — M(:u?:)r1, (5.12)
(O} 4+ 0 +1-A)Y =(X+Y+Y) 2 +2(X +Y +V)or

—M(:u?)(X+Y +Y) (513)

with the understanding that
= (X HY +Y)P 2 X +Y)1 +21Y + v (5.14)

Here, ® = © + ©. Note that, in the X-equation , we collected the worst terms from
the v-equation, while all the terms in the Y-equation are expected to behave better
(that is, if the resonant product in can be given a meaning). We point out that the
problematic term M (:u?:) appears in both equations, unlike the situation in [35].

There are two resonant products in the system - , which do not a priori make
sense: Ye 1 and X @ 1. We can use stochastic analysis and multilinear harmonic analysis to
give a meaning to the first resonant product:

v=Yo!

as a distribution of regularity 0— = (3—) + (—3—) (without renormalization). See Lemma
below. This in particular says that Y has expected regularity 1—.

In view of Lemma the right-hand side of has regularity —%— (if we pretend that
M (:u?:) makes sense), and thus we expect that X has regularity %—. In particular, the
resonant product X © 1 in the Y-equation is not well defined since the sum of the regularities
is negative. In [35], this issue was overcome by substituting the Duhamel formulation of
the X-equation into the resonant product X @ 1 and then introducing certain paracontrolled
operators (see (5.20), (5.21]), and below). This was possible in [35] since there was
no additional term M (:u?:) in the system, in particular in the X-equation. In our current
problem, the problematic resonant product X © 1 also appears in M (:u?:), in particular, in
the X-equation. Thus, a strategy in [47, [35] of substituting the Duhamel formulation of the
X-equation into X © 1t would lead to an infinite iteration of such substitutions. We point out
that such an infinite iteration of the Duhamel formulation works in certain situations but we
choose an alternative approach which is simpler.

The main idea is to follow the strategy in our previous work [53] and introduce a new
unknown, representing the problematic resonant product:

“R=Xor” (5.15)

which leads to a system of three unknowns (X,Y,R).
We now turn our attention to :u?: in (5.14). Let Qx,y to denote a good part of cu?
defined by

Qxy =(X+Y)2+2(X+Y)Y+2Xe1+2X o1 +2V1. (5.16)

In view of X©1 and Y'1, Qx y has (expected) regularity —3— From (5.11), (5-15), and (5.16)),
we can write :u?: as

2= Qxy + 2R+ Y2 + 2V + v, (5.17)
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where V- denotes the product of Y and t given by
Y=Yer+p+Yor.

By substituting the Duhamel formulation of the X-equation (5.12)) and (5.17) into (5.15]), we
obtain

R=2Z((X+Y+Y)er)er—T(M(Qxy +2R+Y +2%+v)1)or. (5.18)

As we see below, both resonant products on the right-hand side are not well defined at this
point.
Let us consider the first term on the right-hand side of (5.18]):

IQX+Y+W@Q@m (5.19)

Due to the paraproduct structure (with the high frequency part given by 1) under the Duhamel
integral operator Z, we see that the resonant product in is not well defined at this
point since a term Z(w @ 1) has (at best) regularity %—. In order to give a precise meaning to
the right-hand side of , we now recall the paracontrolled operators introduced in [35]@
We point out that in the parabolic setting, it is at this step where one would introduce
commutators and exploit their smoothing properties. For our dispersive problem, however,
one of the commutators does not provide any smoothing and thus such an argument does not
seem to work. See [35, Remark 1.17].
Given a function w on T? x R, define

Jo(w)(t) :=Z(we 1)(t)

t v sin((t —t)]n]) - S~ N o
= Z en Z /Oe 2 ((M]Mw(nl,t)T(ng,t)dt, (520)

[n1[<|n2]

where [n] is as in (5.2]). Here, |n;1| < |n2| signifies the paraproduct @ in the definition of j@ﬁ
As mentioned above, the regularity of Jo(w) is (at best) £— and thus the resonant product
Jo(w) © 1t does not make sense in terms of deterministic analysis. Proceeding as in [35], we
divide the paracontrolled operator Jg into two parts. Fix small § > 0. Denoting by n; and
ng the spatial frequencies of w and 1 as in , we define Sg ) and Jg) as the restrictions of
Jo onto {|n1| 2 |n2|’} and {|n1| < |n2|?}. More concretely, we set

Dyt =Y e 3 /0 St SO o NV (5.21)

n
nez3 n=ni-+nz [[ ]]
Inz|?<na < |nz |

2

and

318 (w) == T (w) — 3L (w). (5.22)

22Strictly speaking, the paracontrolled operators introduced in [35] are for the undamped wave equation.
Since the local-in-time mapping property remains unchanged, we ignore this minor point.
23For simplicity of the presentation, we use the less precise definitions of paracontrolled operators. For

example, see (5.41)) for the precise definition of the paracontrolled operator 3%).
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As for the first paracontrolled operator Jg ), the lower bound |n1| 2 |n2|? and the positive

regularity of w allow us to prove a smoothing property such that the resonant product
Jg )(w) © 1 is well defined. See Lemma 5.8 below.

As noted in [35], the second paracontrolled operator Jg) does not seem to possess a
(deterministic) smoothing property. One of the main novelties in [35] was then to directly
study the random operator Jg g defined by

t 5.23
=Y en/ > @(ny, ) App, (8t (5:23)
nez3 0

ni €73

where A, ,, (¢,t') is given by

O S T 7 LU U

n—mnij=ngz+n3s
|n1|<|n2|?
In1+nz|~|ns|

Here, the condition |n; + ng| ~ |ng| is used to denote the spectral multiplier corresponding to

the resonant product © in . See and for the precise definitions. The almost
sure bounded property of the random operator Jg g was studied in [35, B3]. See Lemma
below.

Next, we consider the second term on the right-hand side of :

I(M(QX7Y+2SR+Y2+2\§+V)T>®T. (5.25)

Once again, the resonant product is not well defined since the sum of regularities is negative.
The term (5.25)) appeared in our previous work [53] on the focusing Hartree ®3-model, where
we introduced the following stochastic term:

At t) =Y enln) Y e—tz’sm((t[[‘n f]'])[[”l]])T(nl,t')?(ng,t) (5.26)

nezs n=ni+ng
[n1]~[nz|

for t > t' > 0, where |ny| ~ |n2| signifies the resonant product. Then, we have
t
(z(@wyr) e 1)) = / M(w)(£)A(t, )dt. (5.27)
0

We point out that the Fourier transform &(n, t,t") corresponds to Ay o(t,t') defined in (5.24])
and thus the analysis for A is closely related to that for the paracontrolled operator Jg o
in (5.23)). See Lemma below for the almost sure regularity of A.

Finally, we are ready to present the full system for the three unknowns (X, Y, R). Putting
together (5.12), (5.13)), (5.16), (5.18), (5.21), (5.23]), and (5.27)), we arrive at the following
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system:
(R+0+1-AX=2X+Y+Y)ort
— M(Qxy + 2R+ Y + 2%+ V)1,
(240 +1-A)Y =(X+Y+Y)?+20+Ye 1+ V) +2X +Y +V)or
~M(Qxy + 2R+ Y2+ 20+ V(X +Y +Y), (5.28)
R=20D(X+Y+V)o1+2T00(X +Y +Y)

t
- / M(Qxy + 2R+ Y + 2%+ v)A(t,t)dt,
0
(X7 8tXa }/a 8tY)|t=0 = (X07 Xl) %7 Yl)
By viewing the following random distributions and operator in the system above:

Lov, Y, % A, and Jgpe, (5.29)

as predefined deterministic data with certain regularity / mapping properties, we prove the
following local well-posedness of the system ((5.28)).

Theorem 5.1. Let i < 851 < % < 89 < 81 —l—% and so — 1 < s3 < 0. Then, there exist
0 =0(s3) >0 and ¢ = e(s1, 52, 53) > 0 such that if
e ' s a distribution-valued function belonging to C([0, 1};W_%_8’°°(T3)) N
CH([0,1); W27 (1)),
e v is a distribution-valued function belonging to C([0, 1]; W =175°°(T3)),
oY is a distribution-valued function belonging to C(]0, 1];W%_5’°°(T3)) N
CH([0, 1; W1=52(T?)),
e  is a distribution-valued function belonging to C([0,1]; H=¢(T?)),

o A(t,t') is a distribution-valued function belonging to L3° L3 (Ao(1); H—5(T?)), where
Ao(T) C [0,T)? is defined by

MAo(T) ={(t,t') eRZ : 0 < ¥ <t < T}, (5.30)

e the operator Jg e belongs to the class LQ(%, 1), where Lo(q,T)) is defined by
La(q,T) = L(LU([0,T]; L*(T%))) ; L2([0, T]; H*(T?))), (5.31)
then the system (5.28)) is locally well-posed in H'(T3) x H2(T3). More precisely, given any

(X0, X1,Y0, Y1) € H(T3) x H2(T?), there exist T > 0 and a unique solution (X,Y,R) to
the hyperbolic ®3-system (5.28)) on [0,T] in the class:

Z505253(T) = X51(T) x Y*2(T) x L3([0, T]; H*3(T?)). (5.32)

Here, X*'(T) and Y*2(T') are the energy spaces at the regqularities s1 and so intersected with
appropriate Strichartz spaces defined in (5.47)) below. Furthermore, the solution (X,Y,%R)

depends Lipschitz-continuously on the enhanced data set:

(X07X17Yb7Y17 r,V, Ya ?7 A7 j@,@) (533)
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in the class:
A510mE = gy ("JI‘3) % H52 (T3)
x (C([0, T, W™275(T%)) 0 CL([0, T); W2 ~=(T?)))
x C([0, T]; W1725(T%))
x (C([0,T); W==(T2)) N ¢ ([0, T); W~175(T?)))
x C([0,T]; H™5(T%)) x Ly L} (Ao (T); H*(T*)) x La(3,T).

Given the a priori regularities of the enhanced data, Theorem follows from the standard
energy and Strichartz estimates for the wave equation. While the proof is a slight modification
of those in [35, 53], we present the proof of Theorem in Subsection for readers’
convenience. The local well-posedness of the hyperbolic @%-model (Theorem [1.14)) follows
from Theorem and the almost sure convergence of the truncated stochastic objects:

N, VN, Yn, ?N, Ay, and jg,@ (5.34)

to the elements in the enhanced data set in (5.29)); see Lemmas and
in Subsection 5.3l See Remark (5.2 below.

Remark 5.2. (i) For the sake of the well-posedness of the system , we considered
general initial data (Xo, X1, Yo, Y1) € H(T3) x H52(T?) in Theorem However, in order to
go back from the system to the hyperbolic ®3-model with the identification
(in the limiting sense), we need to set (Xo, X1) = (0,0) since the resonant product of the
linear solution S(t)(Xo, X1) and 1 is not well defined in general. As we see in Section [6 we
simply use the zero initial data for the system in constructing global-in-time invariant
Gibbs dynamics for the hyperbolic @g—model .

(ii) Our choice of the norms for “ is crucial in the globalization argument. See Proposition
and Remark [6.61

(iii) In proving the local well-posedness result of the system stated in Theorem [5.1{ we
do not need to use the C%—norms for 1 and Y. However, we will need these C%—norms for 1
and Y in the globalization argument presented in Section [6| and thus have included them in
the hypothesis and the definition of Theorem of the space X;"**°. See also and
Remark [(.111

Furthermore, with this definition of the space X;l’”’e, the map from an enhanced data
set in (5.33) (with (Xo, X1, Y0, Y1) = (0,0, up,u1)) to (u,0u), where u =14+Y + X +Y as
in becomes a continuous map from X7"*** to C([0, T; 25 (T3)).

5.2. Strichartz estimates. Given 0 < s < 1, we say that a pair (g, r) is s-admissible (a pair
(g,7) is dual s—admissible@ respectively) if 1 <¢g<2<¢<o00,1<7r<2<7r <00,
1 3 3 1 3 1 1 1 1 1_3

- - = = - = = :—2, —_ 7<7’ d = :>7
q+r 2 5 q+r q+7"_2 an +7’_2

0

24Here7 we define the notion of dual s-admissibility for the convenience of the presentation. Note that (g,7)
is dual s-admissible if and only if (¢’,7') is (1 — s)-admissible.
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We say that wu is a solution to the following nonhomogeneous linear damped wave equation:

{(8f+8t+1—A)u:F

(u, Opu)|t=0 = (ug,u1) (5.35)

on a time interval containing ¢t = 0, if u satisfies the following Duhamel formulation:
t
w=S(t)(up,u1) + / D(t —tF(t)dt,
0

where S(t) and D(t) are as in (5.5) and ([5.3)), respectively. We now recall the Strichartz
estimates for solutions to the nonhomogeneous linear damped wave equation ([5.35|).

Lemma 5.3. Given 0 < s <1, let (q,r) and (q,7) be s-admissible and dual s-admissible pairs,
respectively. Then, a solution u to the nonhomogeneous linear damped wave equation (|5.35|)
satisfies

[[(u, Ow)l| Lgeres + lullparr S (w0, wn)lles + 1F Nl g 1r (5.36)
T x
for all0 <T < 1. The following estimate also holds:
1(w, dw) | gems + [lullpg.ry < 11(uo, wi)llaes + 1Fll Ly gy (5.37)

for all 0 <T < 1. The same estimates also holds for any finite T' > 1 but with the implicit
constants depending on T'.

The Strichartz estimates on R? are well known; see [28, 45, B0 in the context of the
undamped wave equation (with the linear part 9? — A). For the undamped Klein-Gordon
equation (with the linear part 97 + 1 — A), see [41]. Thanks to the finite speed of propagation,
these estimates on T? follow from the corresponding estimates on R3.

As for the current damped case, by setting v(t) = e%u(t), the damped wave equation
becomes

(07 +§ ~ Aju=e5F
(v, 0¢v)|t=0 = (uo,u1),

to which the Strichartz estimates for the Klein-Gordon equation apply. By undoing the
transformation, we then obtain the Strichartz estimates for the damped equation (5.35)) on
finite time intervals [0, T, where the implicit constants depend on 7.

In proving Theorem we use the fact that (8, %) and (4,4) are i—admissible and
%—admissible, respectively. We also use a dual %—admissible pair (%, %)
5.3. Stochastic terms and paracontrolled operators. In this subsection, we collect
regularity properties of stochastic terms and the paracontrolled operators. See [35] 3] for
the proofs. Note that the stochastic objects are constructed from the stochastic convolution
t =WVin . In particular, in the following, probabilities of various events are measured
with respect to the Gaussian initial data and the space-time white noiseﬁ

First, we state the regularity properties of 1 and v. See Lemma 3.1 in [35] and Lemma 4.1

in [53].

25With the notation in Section |§| (see (6.4])), this is equivalent to saying that we measure various events
with respect to fi ® Pa.
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Lemma 5.4. Let T' > 0.
(i) For any ¢ > 0, 'y in (5.8) converges to 1 in C([O,T];Wﬁé*g’oo(’ﬂ‘?’)) N
Cl([O,T];ngfg’oo(TS)) almost surely. In particular, we have

te C([0,T); W% (T%) N O ([0, T); W= 75°(T?))
almost surely. Moreover, we have the following tail estimate:

IP’<|| LI S )\) < C1+T)exp(—cX?) (5.38)
for any T >0 and A > 0, uniformly in N € NU {co} with the understanding that 1o = 1.
(ii) For any e > 0, vy in converges to v in C ([0, T); W=175°°(T3)) almost surely. In
particular, we have

v e C([0,T); W—t=e00(T3))

almost surely. Moreover, we have the following tail estimate:
P(HVNHCTW;H,M > )\> <C+T)exp(—ch)
for any T >0 and A > 0, uniformly in N € NU {oo} with the understanding that Voo = V.

Remark 5.5. A slight modification of the proof of the exponential tail estimate ([5.38)) shows
that there exists small § > 0 such that

(N3, — 1o > 1) < CO+T)exp (— eN?)

3o

_1_
crw, 277 nciw,

for any 7" > 0 and A > 0, uniformly in Ny > Ny > 1. A similar comment applies to the other
lement A d 3, in the t ted enhanced data set in (5.34).
elements vy, Yy, ?Na N, and Jg g in the truncated enhanced data set in
1

The next two lemmas treat " and the resonant product >, exhibiting an extra 5-smoothing.

See Propositions 1.6 and 1.8 in [35]. While the exponential tail estimates (5.39) and (5.40])
were not proven in [35], they follow from the second moment bounds on the Fourier coefficients
of Y and }N obtained in [35] and arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.3 in [36], using a

version of the Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey inequality (see Lemma 2.2 in [36]) with the fact that
Yn € Ho and ?N € H<s. Since the required argument is verbatim from [36], we omit details.

Lemma 5.6. Let T > 0. Then, Yy converges to Y in C([O,T];W%%’OO(T?’)) N
CH([0,T); W—1=5°(T3)) almost surely for any ¢ > 0. In particular, we have

Y € C(0,T]; W2 =>(T) N C* (0, T]; W15 (T%))
almost surely for any € > 0. Moreover, we have the following tail estimate:

i
Yol | heoe

for any T >0 and A > 0, uniformly in N € NU {co} with the understanding that Yo, =Y.

. > )\> <C(l+T)exp(—cA) (5.39)

Lemma 5.7. Let T > 0. Then, ?N = YN © 1y converges to - in C([0,T); W=5°°(T3))
almost surely for any € > 0. In particular, we have

Ve C([0, T, W—=%(T?))
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almost surely for any € > 0. Moreover, we have the following tail estimate:
2
p(n\gNHCTW;E,w > )\) < C1+T)exp (- cAd) (5.40)
for any T > 0 and A > 0, uniformly in N € NU {co} with the understanding that = .
o0

Next, we state the almost sure mapping properties of the paracontrolled operators. We
first consider the paracontrolled operator jg ) defined in (5.21)). By writing out the frequency
relation |nz|? < |n1| < |no| in a more precise manner, we have

~(1)
J( Z €n Z Z ©j(n1)er(nz)
neZ3 n=n1+n2 Ok+co<j<k—2
t . /
i sin((t —t
" / o~ sin((t = t)[n])
0 [n]
where ¢; is as in (2.1) and ¢y € R is some fixed constant. Given a pathwise regularity of 1,
the mapping property of Tlg ) can be established in a deterministic manner. See Lemma 7.1
n [53]. See also Corollary 5.2 in [35].

(5.41)
W(ny,t") 1 (ng, t')dt,

Lemma 5.8. Let s > 0 and T > 0. Then, given small § > 0, there exists small e = €(s,6) >0
such that the following deterministic estimate holds the paracontrolled operator ’Jg) defined

~(1
138 @ pooe S Mol goee (5.42)

~(

In particular, J@) belongs almost surely to the class
£1(T) = L(L*(0,T): H*(T%)): C((0,T); H2H(T%).

Moreover, by letting jg)’N, N € N, denote the paracontrolled operator in (5.21)) with 1 replaced
by the truncated stochastic convolution ty in (5.8]), the truncated paracontrolled operator
IOV conver [ t ly to 3% in £1(T

o ges almost surely to 3 in L1(T).
Next, we consider the random operator Jg o defined in (5.23)). By writing out the frequency

relations more carefully as in (5.41]), we have

J@@ Z en/ Z Z 90] nl nl’ )An,nl(tat/)dt,’ (543)

nezs J=0n,€Z3

where Ay, ,, (t,t') is given by

Apny (8,1) = 10,9 () Z Z > er(na)ee(ny + na)pm(ns)
£,m=0 n—ni=nz+n3
0<]<9k+co [6—m|<2 (5.44)

et sin((t — ) [y +na]) - n
e e e

Then, we have the following almost sure mapping property of the random operator Jg g. See
Proposition 2.5 in [53]. See also Proposition 1.11 in [35].
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Lemma 5.9. Let s3 <0 and T > 0. Then, there exists small 0 = 0(s3) > 0 such that, for

any finite ¢ > 1, the paracontrolled operator Jog defined by (5.23) and (5.24) belongs to
Lo(q,T) defined in (5.31)), almost surely. Furthermore the following tail estimate holds for

some C,c > 0:
P(I9cellesqm > A) < C1+T) exp(—) (5.45)

for any A > 1.

If we define the truncated paracontrolled operator Jg®, N € N, by replacing 1 in
and with the truncated stochastic convolution 1 N m , then the truncated para-
controlled operators 3%6 converge almost surely to Jo e in L2(q,T). Furthermore, the tail

estimate (5.45)) holds for the truncated paracontrolled operators Jg@, uniformly in N € N.

Finally, we state the regularity property of A defined in (5.26). See Lemma 7.2 in [53].
Given N € N, we define the truncated version Ap:

an(e ) = Y en(e) Y e U ODG 7 sy (5.46)

n
nez3 n=ni+no [[ 1]]
[n1[~[n2]

by replacing t by 1y in (5.26]).

Lemma 5.10. Fiz finite ¢ > 2. Then, given any T,e > 0 and finite p > 1, {An}nen is
a Cauchy sequence in LP(Q; L LI (Ao(T); H=5(T?))), converging to some limit A (formally
defined by (5.26) in LP(Q; L L (Ao(T); H5(T?))), where Ao(T) is as in (5.30). Moreover,
AN converges almost surely to the same limit in LY L] (Ao(T); H¢(T?)). Furthermore, we
have the following uniform tail estimate:

]P’(HANHL??Lg(Az(T);Hf) > A) < C(1+T)exp(-))
for any A> 1, and N € NU {oo}, where Ay = A.

5.4. Proof of local well-posedness. In this subsection, we present the proof of Theorem [5.1
In the following, we assume that s3 < 0 < s7 < so < 1. Recall that (8, %) and (4,4) are
1-admissible and 1-admissible, respectively. Given 0 < T' < 1, we define X*1(T') (and Y*2(T'))
as the intersection of the energy spaces of regularity s; (and s, respectively) and the Strichartz

space:

'3(T%)),
A(T?)),

=

s1 _ . 7S (3 1 S LT3 8
X*(T) = C([0, T); H* (T)) n C*([0, T); H* (T W‘L([g’? (5.47)

;W
Y*2(T) = C([0,T); H*(T?)) N C*([0,T); H*>~(T?)) N L*([0, T]; W*~

I

and set

Z50525(T) = X*N(T) x Y*(T') x L*([0, T]; H*(T?)).
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By writing in the Duhamel formulation, we have
X =9,(X,Y,R)
.= S(t)(Xo, X1) + 2I<(X +Y +V)e T)
~I(M(Qxy + 2R+ Y2+ 2%+ )1),
Y = $9(X,Y,R)
:= S(1)(Yo, 1) + I((X LY+ Y)Q) (5.48)
F2L(R+Y 01+ ) +2Z(X+Y +Y)o1)

—I<M(Qx,y+29%+\(2+2‘&+v)(X+Y+Y)),
R = D3(X, Y, R)
=20 (X +Y +Y) et +20e(X +Y +Y)

t
— / M(Qxy + 2% + Y2 4 2%+ V)A(t, t)dt'.
0

In the following, we use € = £(s1, s2,s3) > 0 to denote a small positive number. Given an
enhanced data set as in ([5.33]), we set

E=(1,v,Y, % AJop)

and

3 coo T HVHCTWJ;PE’OO

Crwi 20 ciw, 2
+ 18l eprze (5.49)

+ Y

1Ellxz = [I1]

£

1_
Crw2 T Tnclw e

AN Lo pa(ag o) + 1T00ll2o08.1)
for some small € = (s1, 82, s3) > 0. Moreover, we assume that
1(Xo, Xu) 21 + 1Yo, YD) [l + [[Elley < K (5.50)
for some K > 1. Here, we assume the bound on = for the time interval [0, 1].

Remark 5.11. As for proving local well-posedness stated in Theorem we do not need to

_3_
use the C’%WJ; 275 _norm for 1 and the C%Wx_ 1=5:%0_porm for Y. However, in constructing
global-in-time dynamics, we need to make use of these norms and thus we have included them
in the definition of the XZ-norm in (5.49).

We first establish preliminary estimates. By Sobolev’s inequality, we have

2 < || £2 = 2
17200 S 1720, st = IR g

S o (5.51)

4
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for any 0 < a < % By (5.16)), (5.51)), Lemma Lemma (ii), and Holder’s inequality

with (5.50)), we have
HQX,Y|’L§9H;100 S+ Y)ZHL%OH;NO + HXYHL%on—wo + HYYHL%OH;NO
+ HX@ THL%OH;M)O + HX@ THL%OH;NO + ||YT HL%"H;lOO
< 2 2
SIXNzeome + 1Y 2o s
+ (1 Nz + 1Y Nogors ) IV o ree (5.52)
X el o —3—eee TIYIL

TS LY

S ||(Xa Y, S)%)||ZS1’82733(T) + K27

provided that s; > ¢ and sy > % + €.
We now estimate ®1(X,Y,R) in (5.48). By (5.47)), Lemmas [5.3] and (1.34)), and (5.52))

with , we have
191 (X, Y, )l ¢y S (Ko, Xl + [|(X + Y +Y) @ 1] ) i
+||M(Qxy + 2R+ Y2 + 2%+ V)1 HLlTH;H
S (X0, X1)l[psr + TIX + Y + Y| poep2 |1 IIL%OW;%E,OO (5.53)

1
+T5]|Qxy + 2R+ Y2+ 2+ V”igH;wOH e g
1
S (X, X0)llpers + T3 (16, Y, R) [ ey ra oy + K ),

provided that ¢ < s1 < 5 —€, S >1 5 Té& and s3> —100
Next, we estimate <I>2 (X,Y,R) in (5.48). By (5.47) and Lemma with the fractional
Leibniz rule (Lemma [2.3)(i)), we have

IZ(X +Y + ) gy S =72 (X +Y + Y)QIILé

’ﬂw

1 s _1 S _1 §2—5
TH(IV)= XIS, 5+ K93V + (V) 2v||Loo) (5.54)

x

1
ST (IO Y R vy + K2,

provided that % < sg <min(l —¢,s1 + i) By Lemmas and (5.54)), and (5.52)) with
(5.50)), we have

[@2(X, Y, R)[ly=2 (1)
S (Y0, Y1) lms2 + [|Z((X +Y +Y)?)| yoa(r) TR Ly ot
HIY Oty et + 1Pl g oot X+ YY) O 1y poaa
+ [ M(Qxy + 2%+ YV + 20+ V) (X +Y +Y)| 1 s

1 2
SN(Yo, Y1)l + T (H(X,me%ﬂ,w,w) +K2) + T3 |1R g g2

+ TG e pize + T(IX e + 1Y ez + VI, )l i 55)
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1
+T3[Qxy +2R+Y2+ 2% + V|2, 100
T x
(X g+ WY ez + Y1)

T

1
S 0¥, Y1)l + T3 (106 Y, R [ Zer a1y + K.

provided that s1 > ¢, % +e < so <min(l — 3,81 + i, s3+ 1), and s3 > —100.
Finally, we estimate ®3(X,Y,%R) in (5.48). By Lemma[2.2] Lemma 5.8 (in particular (5.42)),
and (5.52]) with (5.50[), we have

850X, Y. R)] 5y

< Hj(@l) (X +Y —i—Y) S THLgTH;g, + H’J@@(X +Y +Y)HL%H;3

t
+ / M(Qx,y + 2R+ Y + 2%+ v)A(t, t')dt!
0

L3 Hz?
1 ~(1) 1
STH3 (X +Y +V)|| N §+35||T!\L%OW;%_E,OO +TIK|X +Y + Y12
r 2
+/ IM(Qx,y + 2R +Y + 2% + V) ()| - |AE ) 130 ;3 (5.56)
0

1
STR (XN + 1Y Dgrze + IV yoee)
T

T

1
+ T§K||QX,Y + 2R + YQ + 2%+ VH%%H;MO

1
ST (1Y) oy + K

provided that s; > 0 with sufficiently small € = ¢(s1) > 0 (in view of Lemma , 59 > % +e,
and —100 < s3 < —¢.

Note that |x|z is differentiable with a locally bounded derivative. In view of , this
allows us to estimate the difference M (w;) — M (ws). By repeating a similar computation, we
also obtain the difference estimate:

(X, Y, R) — B(X,Y, 5%)”231,52,53@

, . . - (5.57)
ST (IO Y, RS mm vy + KNV, R) = (X, Y, R) | o102,

where
‘iﬁ = ((I)l, (132, <I>3)

Therefore, by choosing T' = T'(K) > 0 sufficiently small, we conclude from , ,
(5.56), and that & = (&1, By, B3) is a contraction on the closed ball B C Z51:52:53(T)
of radius R ~ 14 |[(Xo, X1)[|#=1 +|(Y0, Y1)|l252 centered at the origin. A similar computation
yields Lipschitz continuous dependence of the solution (X,Y,fR) on the enhanced data set
(X0, X1,Y0, Y1, E) measured in the X7"*>“-norm by possibly making 7" > 0 smaller. This
concludes the proof of Theorem
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6. INVARIANT GIBBS DYNAMICS

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem In the remaining part of this section,
we work in the weakly nonlinear regime. Namely, we fix 0 # 0 such that |o| < o, where oy is
as in Theorem [1.8)(i). We also fix sufficiently large A > 1 as in Theorem [L.8](i) such that the
®3-measure p is constructed as the limit of the truncated ®3-measures py in . With
these parameters, consider the truncated Gibbs measure py:

PN = PN @ o (6.1)
for N € N, where pg is the white noise measure; see (|1.15)) with s = 0. A standard argument
[36, 58, 53] shows that the truncated Gibbs measure py is invariant under the truncated
hyperbolic ®3-model (T.38)):

GfuN + dyun + (1 — A)uN
— Uﬂ'N( 2(7TNUN)22 ) + M(: (ﬂ'NuN)2:)7rNuN =2,
where : (myuy)?: = (ryun)? — on and my and oy are as in (1.19)) and (1.22)), respectively.
See Lemma below. Moreover, as a corollary to Theorem @(i), the truncated Gibbs
measure gy in (6.1]) converges weakly to the Gibbs measure p'= p ® pg in ((1.32)).
Our main goal is to construct global-in-time dynamics for the limiting hyperbolic <I>§—

model ((1.33) almost surely with respect to the Gibbs measure p, and prove invariance of
the Gibbs measure g under the limiting hyperbolic ®3-dynamics. A naive approach would

(6.2)

be to apply Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [8], [10], by exploiting the invariance
of the truncated Gibbs measure p under the truncated hyperbolic @%—dynamics, and to
try to construct global-in-time limiting dynamics for the limiting process u = limy_ oo un-.
There are, however, two issues in the current situation: (i) the truncated Gibbs measure
pn converges to the limiting Gibbs measure p only weakly and (ii) the Gibbs measure p
and the base Gaussian measure ji = u ® g in are mutually singular. Moreover, our
local theory relies on the paracontrolled approach, which gives additional difficulty. As a
result, Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [, [I0] is not directly applicable to our problem.
In [13], Bringmann encountered a similar problem in the context of the defocusing Hartree
NLW on T3, where he overcame this issue by introducing a new globalization argument, by
using the fact that the (truncated) Gibbs measure is absolutely continuous with respect to a
shifted measure (as in Appendix [A| below) [53], 12] in a uniform manner and establishing a
(rather involved) large time stability theory, where sets of large probabilities are characterized
via the shifted measures.

In the following, we introduce a new alternative globalization argument. This new argument
has the advantage of being conceptually simple and straightforward. Our approach consists of
several steps:

1. In the first step, we establish a uniform (in N) exponential integrability of the truncated
enhanced data set Zy (see below) with respect to the truncated measure py @Py
(Proposition . Here, P, is the measure for the stochastic forcing defined in
below. By combining the variational approach with space-time estimates, we prove
this uniform exponential integrability without any reference to (the truncated version
of) the shifted measure Law(Y (1) + ¢3(1) +W(1)) constructed in Appendix [A] As a
corollary, we construct the limiting enhanced data set = associated with the Gibbs
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measure g (see (6.11)) below) by establishing convergence of the truncated enhanced
data set Z almost surely with respect to the limiting measure p'® Ps.

2. In the second step, we establish a stability result (Proposition . We prove this
stability result by a simple contraction argument, where we use a norm with an
exponentially decaying weight in time. As a result, the proof follows from a small
modification of that of the local well-posedness (Theorem . As compared to [13],
our stability argument is very simple (both in terms of the statements and the proofs).

3. In the third step, we establish a uniform (in N) control on the solution (Xx, Yn, RN)
to the truncated system (see below) with respect to the truncated measure
pN @ Py (Proposition . The proof is based on the invariance of the truncated
Gibbs measure py and a discrete Gronwall argument.

4. In the fourth step, we study the pushforward measures (Zx)4(py ®P2) and (Z)4(f®
P3). In particular, by using ideas from theory of optimal transport (the Kantorovich
duality) and the Boué-Dupuis variational formula, we prove that the pushforward
measure (Zx)x(pn ® P2) converges to (2)4(p'® P2) in the Wasserstein-1 distance, as
N — oo; see Proposition below.

Once we establish Steps 1 - 4, the proof of Theorem follows in a straightforward
manner. In Subsection we first study the truncated dynamics (6.2) and briefly go over
almost sure global well-posedness of (6.2) and invariance of the truncated Gibbs measure py

(Lemma . We then discuss the details of Step 1 above. In Subsection we first go over
the details of Steps 2, 3, and 4 and then present the proof of Theorem [1.15

Notations: By assumption, the Gaussian field i = p® po in (1.16) and hence the (truncated)
Gibbs measure are independent of (the distribution of) the space-time white noise & in ((1.33)
and (6.2). Hence, we can write the probability space 2 as

Q= Ql X QQ (63)

such that the random Fourier series in ((1.18) depend only on w; € €3, while the cylindrical
Wiener process W in (3.1) depends only on wy € Q5. In view of (6.3), we also write the
underlying probability measure P on {2 as

P=P; P, (6.4)

where P; is the marginal probability measure on €25, j = 1,2.
With the decomposition (6.3]) in mind, we set

1(t; o, we) = S(t)dp + \/i/ot D(t —t)dW (', w2) (6.5)

for 4y = (ug,u1) € %_%_E(T?’) and wy € Qg, where S(t) and D(t) are as in (5.5) and (5.3),
respectively. When it is clear from the context, we may suppress the dependence on iy and/or
wo. Given N € N, we set

1N (o, w2) = 7N 1 (o, wa), (6.6)
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where 7w is as in . We also set

v (o, wo) = 1% (o, wa) — o,

Y n (tlo, w2) = TnI(VN (to, w2)), (6.7)

W (to, wa) = Y (i, w2) © 1 (tho, w2),
and define Ay (g, w2) as in by replacing 1 x with 1t x (o, w2). We define the paracon-
trolled operator Eg@ = Eg@(ﬁo, wg) in a manner analogous to Jg o in Lemma but with
an extra frequency cutoff m. Namely, instead of , we first define Jg by

I (w)(t) = I(nn(we 1§))(1), (6.8)

where 1y = 1 x5 (U, ws) is as in (6.6). We then define Eg)’N and ES)’N as in (5.21) and (5.22])

with an extra frequency cutoff yn(n), depending on |ni| > |ns|? or |ni| < |n2|?. Note that
the conclusion of Lemma (in particular the estimate (5.42))) holds for Jg )’N, uniformly in
N € N. Finally, we define Jg o by

= =(2),N
Bew)(®) =38 (w) e 1w(t), (6.9)
namely, by inserting a frequency cutoff xn(n1 + n2) and replacing 1 by tnx = 1ty (o, w2)
in (5.24]). We then define the truncated enhanced data set =y (i, w2) by
En(To,wn) = (1, Vv, Y, %0 Ax, 38), (6.10)

where, on the right-hand side, we suppressed the dependence on (i, w2) for notational
simplicity. Note that, given iy € 7—[_%_6(’]1‘3), the enhanced data set =y (g, w2) does not
converge in general. Nonetheless, for the notational purpose, let us formally define the
(untruncated) enhanced data set Z(tp,w2) by setting

E(do,wa2) = (1, v, Y, % A, Jee), (6.11)

where each term on the right-hand side is a limit of the corresponding term in (6.10)) (if it

exists). In Corollary we will construct the enhanced data set =(tp,ws2) in as a limit

of the truncated enhanced data set =y (ip,w2) in almost surely with respect to p'® Ps.
In the remaining part of this section, we fix s1, s9, s3 € R satisfying

1 1 1
1<81<§<82<51+Z and s —1<s3<0. (6.12)

Furthermore, we take both s; and s to be sufficiently close to % (such that the conditions

in (6.82)) are satisfied, say with r = ry = 3).

Remark 6.1. (i) In view of with (1.19)), we have 1t 5 (ty,w2) = t y(TNUp,w2) and thus
En (o, w2) = En (7N, w2).

Namely, the truncated enhanced data set Zy(tp,w2) in (6.10) depends only on the low

frequency part mywg of the initial data.

(ii) Note that the terms Yy, ?N, and 5@@ in (6.10)) come with an extra frequency cutoff as
compared to the corresponding terms studied in Section |5, When Law () = fi, the results

in Lemmas and and Remark from Subsection also apply to Yy (tp,w2),

v (i, w2), and I8 g (i, ws).
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(iii) Note that the X7-norm for enhanced data sets defined in ([5.49) also measures the time
derivatives of 1ty and Yy in appropriate space-time norms. In view of (6.7) and (5.6, the
time derivative of Yy (ip,w2) is given by

t
OY n (t; 1, wo) = 7TN/ D(t —t' )V (t'; o, wo)dt'.
0

As for the stochastic convolution, recall that, unlike the heat or Schréodinger case, the stochastic
convolution for the damped wave equation is differentiable in time and the time derivative of
' N (tp, w2) is given by

t
Byt N (t; o, we) = TN S )iy + V21 / AD(t — ) dW (¢, ws). (6.13)
0

The formula (6.13)) easily follows from viewing the stochastic integral in (6.5)) (with an extra
frequency cutoff my) as a Paley-Wiener-Zygmund integral and taking a time derivative.

6.1. On the truncated dynamics. In this subsection, we study the truncated hyperbolic
@%—model . We first go over local well-posedness of the truncated equation and
then almost sure global well-posedness and invariance of the truncated Gibbs measure p; see
Lemmas and Then, by combining the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma
and space-time estimates, we prove uniform (in V) exponential integrability of the truncated
enhanced data set Ep (g, we) with respect to py ® Py on (i, ws); see Proposition As a
corollary, we prove that the truncated enhanced data set =y (i, w2) in converges to
the limiting enhanced data set Z(tp,ws) in (6.11]) almost surely with respect to the limiting
measure §® Py (Corollary [6.7).

Given N € N, let iy = (up, u1) be a pair of random distributions such that Law ((ug,u1)) =
ON = pN @ po. Let uy be a solution to the truncated equation (6.2)) with (un, diun)|i=o0 = p.
With : (myun)?: = (myun)? — on, we write (6.2) as

8t2’U,N + dyun + (1 — A)UN
— O'7TN((7TNUN)2 — O‘N) + ]\4((7rNuN)2 — UN)TI'NUN = V2¢ (6.14)
(un, Orun ) |t=0 = o,
where M is as in ((1.34). Note that, due to the presence of the frequency projector mp, the
dynamics (6.14)) on high frequencies {|n| 2 N} and low frequencies {|n| < N} are decoupled.
The high frequency part of the dynamics (6.14)) is given by

Orvun + dmmun + (1 — A)myuy = V2r3é (6.15)
(ﬂ'ﬁuN, 8t7r]%,uN)]t:0 = Trﬁ,ﬂ'o.
The solution mxuy to (6.15) is given by
myun = w1 (), (6.16)

where 1(tp) is as in (6.5) with the wo-dependence suppressed. With vy = myupn, the low
frequency part of the dynamics (6.14]) is given by
8,52vN + ooy + (1 — A)’UN
_ 2 _ M 2 _ =2
O'TFN((TFNUN) O'N) + ((WNUN) O‘N)ﬂ'NUN TNE (6.17)
(vn, N ) |t=0 = T,
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where we kept 7y in several places to emphasize that (6.17)) depends only on finite many
frequencies {n € NQ} with @ as in (1.21]). By writing (6.17)) in the Duhamel formulation, we
have

t
on(t) = TnS(t) iy + / D(t —t" )Ny (on)()dt' + 15(t;0), (6.18)
0
where the truncated nonlinearity Ny (vy) is given by

Ny (vy) = O‘7TN((7TNUN)2 — O‘N) — M((7TNUN)2 — (TN)TI'NUN. (6.19)

and 1 x(t;0) is as in (6.6) with @y = 0:
t
(0, ) = \/5/ Dt — ) dW (1, ).
0

For each fixed N € N, we have 1 x(t;0) = 7n 1(t;0) € C1(R4; C®(T3)); see Remark By
viewing 1x(¢;0) in (6.18]) as a perturbation, it suffices to study the following damped NLW
with a deterministic perturbation:

on(t) = T S(t) (v, v1) + /OtD(t — "N (vy)()dt' + F, (6.20)

where (vo,v1) € HY(T?), o is as in (1.22)), and F € C'(Ry; C°°(T?)) is a given deterministic
function.

A standard contraction argument with the one degree of smoothing from the Duhamel
integral operator Z in and Sobolev’s inequality yields the following local well-posedness
of . Since the argument is standard, we omit details. See, for example, the proof of
Lemma 9.1 in [53].

Lemma 6.2. Let N € N. Given any (vo,v1) € HY(T?) and F € C1([0,1]; H*(T?)) with
[(wo,vi)llsr <R and  [[Fllo1qomn) < K

for some R, K > 1, there exist T = 7(R, K, N) > 0 and a unique solution vy to (6.20)) on
[0, 7], satisfying the bound:
||UN||)~(1(T) SR+ K,
where
X'(r) = C([o,7]; H'(T*)) n C* ([0, 7]; L*(T?)).
Moreover, the solution vy is unique in )?1(7').
Remark 6.3. (i) A standard contraction argument gives 7 = 7(R, K, N) ~ (R+ K + N)™?

for some 6 > 0, in particular the local existence depends on N € N.

(ii) We also point out that the uniqueness statement for vy in Lemma is unconditional,
namely, the uniqueness of the solution vy holds in the entire class X L(7). Then, from
and the unconditional uniqueness of the solution vy = vy (7wntp) to , we obtain the
unique representation of uy:

uUN = 7T]J\7 ! (ﬁo) + UN(T('Nﬂ:Q).

See for example (6.129) below, where we use a different representation of uy.
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Before proceeding further, let us introduce some notations. Given the cylindrical Wiener
process W in ({3.1]), by possibly enlarging the probability space (29, there exists a family of
translations 7, : {29 — {2 such that

W(t, Tto (OJQ)) = W(t =+ 1o, wg) — W(to,u)g)

for t,tg > 0 and we € s. Denote by ‘I>N(t) the stochastic flow map to the truncated
hyperbolic ®3-model (6.2)) constructed in Lemma (which is not necessarily global at this
point). Namely,
an(t) = (un(t), duun(t)) = D (8) (i, wo)
= (DY () (do, wa), B3 (1) (io, w2))
is the solution to (6.2) with uxy|=0 = up, satisfying Law(up) = pn, and the noise {(wz). We
now extend ® (t) as

(6.21)

N (t) (i, wa) = (BN (¢) (o, w2), T (w2))- (6.22)
Note that by the uniqueness of the solution to , we have
ON (11 + to) (o, wa) = BN (£2) (BN (1) (o, wa), 71, (w2)) = BV (£2) (O (t1) (1T, w2))
for t1,t2 > 0 as long as the flow is well defined.
By writing the truncated dynamics as a superposition of the deterministic NLW:

8fuN+(1—A)uN—NN(uN) =0, (6.23)
where Ny (uy) is as in (6.19), and the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (for dyuy):
(9t(8tUN) = —Oun + \/55, (624)

we see that the truncated Gibbs measure gy in is formally@ invariant under the dynamics
of , since py is invariant under the NLW dynamics , while the white noise measure
o on dyuy (and hence py = py®po on (un, Opuy)) is invariant under the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
dynamics ((6.24)). Then, by exploiting the formal invariance of the truncated Gibbs measure
PN, Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [§] yields the following result on almost sure global
well-posedness of the truncated hyperbolic @g—model and invariance of the truncated
Gibbs measure pgy. Since the argument is standard (for fixed N € N), we omit details. See
the proof of Lemma 9.3 in [53] for details.

Lemma 6.4. Let N € N. Then, the truncated hyperbolic ®3-model 1s almost surely
globally well-posed with respect to the random initial data distributed by the truncated Gibbs
measure pn in . Furthermore, pn is invariant under the resulting dynamics and, as a
consequence, the measure py ® Po is invariant under the extended stochastic flow map <T>N(t)
defined in . More precisely, there exists Xy C Q= Q1 x Qo with py @ Po(Xn) =1 such
that the solution un = uy(ty,w2) to exists globally in time and Law(upn(t), Opun(t)) =
pn for anyt € R,.

Next, we establish uniform exponential integrability of the truncated enhanced data set
EN(dp, w2) in (6.10]) with respect to the truncated measure py ®Pa. We also establish uniform
exponential integrability for the difference of the truncated enhanced data sets.

26Namely, as long as the dynamics is well defined.
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Proposition 6.5. Let T > 0. Then, we have
/ Ep, [exp (2n (T, w2)lI%: ) | d7n (@) < C(T, 2, 0) < o0 (6.25)

for0<a< %, uniformly in N € N, where the X7-norm and the truncated enhanced data set

EN (o, w2) are as in (5.49) and (6.10), respectively. Here, Ep, denotes an expectation with
respect to the probability measure Py on wo € Qg defined in (6.4)).
Moreover, there exists small 8 > 0 such that

/EPQ [exp (N3 |, (. 2) — Eiy (o, ) % ) | div () < C(T.c.0) <00 (6.26)
forO<a< %, uniformly in N, N1, No € N with N > Ny > N».

Proof. For simplicity, we only prove (6.25) and (6.26|) for the random operator Sg o defined
in . The other terms in Zx(wp,w2) can be estimated in an analogous manner. See
Remark [6.61

e Part 1: We first prove the following uniform exponential integrability:

/H:?,[p2 [exp (HJg@
for any T > 0, any finite ¢ > 1, and 0 < a < %, uniformly in N € N. Note that the

range 0 < o < % of the exponent in (6.27) comes from the presence of 133 1-c,0 in (6.41)
and (6.45)), since 3 defined in one line below (3.11)) belongs to H<s. Similarly, the overall
restriction 0 < a < % in this proposition comes from the terms involving ¢4 in (6.51]), where

11 is defined in (6.36)) with (6.34). Namely, the worst contribution in (6.51) behaves like
13N 12% - . which is exponentially integrable only for v < %; see (6.52).

From and , we see that §@® depends on two entries of 1ty = 7y 1(Up,w2). We
now generalize the definition of §@® to allow general entries. Given ¢; € C(R4;D'(T?)),
j =1,2, we first define ﬁg[wﬂ by

’32(q,T))}dﬁN(ﬁo) < C(T,e,a) < o0 (6.27)

I ](w) = I(rn(w e (mnen))). (6.28)
As in and , define 58)’1\7[1/11] to be the restriction of Sg [11] onto {|n;| < |n2]‘9}:
IO 1] (w) = T(mn (KO (w, mviin))) (6.20)

where K is the bilinear Fourier multiplier operator with the multiplier 1 {In1|<|no|0}- More
precisely, we have

3N ] (w) () = > xvmen Y Y wilnm)er(na)xn(no)

nez3 n=ni+n2 0<j<0k+co

Y /t e~ 5t S =D &) D, ),
0 [n]

where y is as in ((1.20) and ¢p € R is as in ((5.41]). Then, we define Eg ol¥1,¥2] by

38 e[, e (w) = DN (w) © (mnipa). (6.31)

(6.30)
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Note that ﬂg ol¥1, 2] is bilinear in 11 and 5. We also set

~N ~N

Joelv]l =Jgelv, ¥l (6.32)
for simplicity. With this notation, we can write Eg o in (6.27) as Eg ol 1 (to,w2)], where
tlp = (ug,u1). Note that we have ﬁg olTNY] = Eg ol¥]. Before proceeding further, we record

the following boundedness of K? defined in (6.29) and (6.30); a slight modification of the
proof of (2.7) in Lemma yields

I8 Cfo )z, S WSz lgll sz, (6.33)

for any so € R and 1 < p, p1,p2,q < 0o such that 1% = i—kp%.

p1
By the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma with the change of variables (3.12)),
we have

_ log/exp (Hggv@[T(ﬁo,u)g)]Hz(q,T))de(u())

= inf ]E[—HH@O (Y + 0, ur,w)l| 2, (g

TN eml
~ 1 /b
+RY(Y + TN +03n) + 2/ ||'I‘N(t)H12q%dt] +log Zy,
0
where ﬁ?\, is as in (3.33) and

0 ="1"+053y. (6.34)

Recall the notation Yy = wnyY and Tn = my TV, Then, from Lemmas and with
Lemma and ([3.25)), there exists €, Cy > 0 such that

_log/exp (HEg@[T(12’0,wg)]HzQ(%T))de(uo)

> TfaneleE[_ HJ@@ (Y +0,u1,ws) HE (@.T) +50(”TNHH1 + ”TNHLQ)] — Co,

(6.35)

uniformly in w; and we.
In view of (6.5), we write 1 (Y + O, u1,ws) as

T(Y + @,U1,w2) = 1(Y,u1,w2) + S(t)(©,0) =: ¢ho + ¢n, (6.36)
where S(t) is as in . By (6.32)), we have
381 (Y +6,u1,w) Hc2(qT < |38 o [0, o] | ea@ry + 138 e Wo, ¥alll £, o)
+ HJ@@) Y1, o) HcQ(q,T) + Hj@@ wlv%]ch(q,T)'

Under the truncated Gibbs measure gy, we have Law(uj) = o and thus we have Law (Y, uq) =

(6.37)

= p® pg. Then, from the uniform exponential tail estimates in Lemmas and (see
also Remark with (3.11)), there exists K (Y, u;,w2) such that

ng,@[%m@(qj) =+ WOHimW%f@,w + H3NHW1*5!°O < K(Y7u17w2) (6'38)
T

T

and

Egp, [ exp(0K (Y, u1,ws))] < oo (6.39)
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for sufficiently small > 0.
We now estimate the last three terms on the rlght hand side of { - Let s3 < 0. By

Sobolev’s inequality, (6 , Holder’s 1nequahtyﬂ , Sobolev’s inequality, Lemma, [5.3} .
and (6.33]) with (|6.36|), we have

3& e ltb0, 1] (@) e s S 1P [Wol(w) © (ravepn) |

7%

FLI
< ||[3@-N w -
< []387 [wol( )HL%OL;C_SS | N¢1H Lﬁfg
S HI(Ke(wa77N¢0))||LOOHS3+%+EleHL%OH;—E (6.40)

T 1z
0

SIS mnbol, oy lOs

2
x

S ”wHL,}LgHT/}OHL%OW—l—%,ooH@HHl—Ev

for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small such that 4¢ < —s3. Hence, by the definition (5.31)) of the
L(q,T)-norm, Cauchy’s inequality, and (6.34)), we obtain

38 t0, 1]l cyyry T Wooll - 3-aece 1Ol

ot . , (6.41)
O (Y O o 7 P
LEW,

Proceeding as in (6.40) and applying Sobolev’s embedding theorem with (6.34]) and (6.36]),
we have

138 o [1, 1] o) <T H?/)ll! _7_2m||@||H1 ST Ol
(6.42)
<7 (HTNHHl + 133y 1-ee ).
Finally, from Lemma Lemma Sobolev’s inequality, and (6.33)), we have
= (2 ,N
HJg,@[wth](w)HL%OH;?’ < Hj( ) 1](w)®(7TNw0)HLooL2
Sz (w, vyl H§+2s\\¢o\\ o
6
S K, vl Hﬁ%nwoumwmm 6.43)
< |1
SIK Gl s ol
S WollgzWilg, ol i

2"To be more precise, this is the Coifman-Meyer theorem on T to estimate a resonant product. The
Coifman-Meyer theorem on T? follows from the Coifman-Meyer theorem for functions on R? [30,, Theorem
7.5.3] and the transference principle [25] Theorem 3]. We may equally proceed with in Lemma with a
slight loss of derivative which does not affect the estimate.
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Note that (5, T 646) is (1 — €)-admissible. Since ¢ > 1, we can choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently small

such that ¢ < 4 50- Lhen, by Minkowski’s integral inequality, (6.36)), and Lemma we have

1
2
1) g0 (ZHS IEO0I, o) SOl (6.44)

1—5 T

where P; is the Littlewood-Paley projector onto the frequencies {|n| ~ 2/}. Hence, from
(5.31), (6.43)), (6.44]), and Cauchy’s inequality with (6.34]), we obtain

138 elthr, tho] [—elv Moll _7_€oo\|@HH1 :

N
o(r >(uwou;w,%,5,m+||r i+ 13m0 )
T

xT

(6.45)

By (6.37)), (6.38)), (6.41)), (6.42)), (6.45)), and Young’s inequality (with o < 1) we have

Lt B[ = 3l + 0wl gy + o (T + 1Y 52)]

> —cE [K(Y,ul,w)ﬂ + inf (- el N2 + 50|]’I‘NHH1) e (6.46)
TNeH]

> _E [K(Y, ul,wg)ﬂ _ .

Therefore, from (6.35)), (6.46), Young’s inequality, and Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

/ exp (|91 (.23, 1) o (o) < exp (CE[K (¥, ur,w2)] )
< exp <5E [K(Y, ul,wg)D
< /exp (6K (Y, u1,w2))dp(Y)

for 0 < a < % Finally, by integrating in (uj,ws) with respect to pe ® Py, we obtain the

desired bound (6.27) from (6.39).

e Part 2: Next, we briefly discuss how to prove (6.26) for the random operator Sg o For
N > Nj > N3 > 1, proceeding as in Part 1, we arrive at

log / exp (N2 [0 11 (3, w2)] — 3 [1 (o, wa)] 2, ) ) o (o)

> inf E{ NBH’”N1 (Y 4+ 0, ui,w2)] — gf@[T(Y—i—G,ul,wg)]

o
TNGH(II HEQ (¢,7)

+eo(I TV 2 + 1T 182) | — Co,
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uniformly in u; and wy. See (6.35). With ¢ and ¢ as in (6.36)), we write
N [BELIY + €, ur,w)] = 31V + O, un,w0)] 1 1)
< Ny H’J [0, Yol = T 100, Yol 2, 1y
+ Nz ngl@ [tho, ¥1] — ng@hﬁo, Wil Hllz(mT) (047
+ N[, o) — 3 vl

+ NF B b, 9] - 35 e 0l gy -

In view of Remark [6.1] m see also Lemma and Remark , we see that there exists
K (Y, uy,ws) such that

N ngl@ [0, Yo] — 5%%[%#/’0]”@(@

2 ~ (6.48)
+lvol® oy Balwiees < K(Y,ur,w2)
Lew, 27
and
Ejicop, [ exp(SK (Y, u1,ws))] < 00 (6.49)

for sufficiently small § > 0, provided that 8 > 0 is sufficiently small. The last three terms
on the right-hand side of (6.47)) can be handled as in (6.41)), (6.42), and (6.45)). By noting

that one of the factors comes with mxn, — my,, we gain a small negative power of Ny by losing
small regularity in (6.41]), (6.42), and (6.45)), while keeping the resulting regularities on the

B
right-hand sides unchanged. This allows us to hide Ny* in (6.47)). The rest of the argument
follows precisely as in Part 1. O

Remark 6.6. In the proof of Proposition , we only treated Eg o from the truncated
enhanced data set Zy (o, w2) in (6.10). Let us briefly discuss how to treat the other terms in
En (i, w2) to get the exponential integrability bound . The second bound follows
in a similar manner. The terms 1y, Vy, Y, and Ay can be estimated in a similar manner
since they are (at most) quadratic in 1(Y 4 ©,u1,ws) and the product ¥y is well defined,

where v, j = 0,1, is as in (6.36)).
As for yN, with the notation above and ([6.36]), we have
?N[T (Y +O0,u,w)] = ?NWO + 1]
=Yn[o + Y1) © (mntbo) + Yn[tbo + 1] © (1),

Let 0 < a < % Then, by Lemma and Young’s inequality, we can estimate the second
term on the right-hand side as

¥l 1] © (o), e S VNI + %y W12,

(6.50)

(6.51)

S !!YN[¢0+¢1]!!2 +nllge e

77600
:L‘

Noting that %oz < % and 3a < 1, we can control the first term on the right-hand side of (6.51])
by the exponential integrability bound for Yy under py ® Py, while by Young’s inequality
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with (6.36)) and (/6.34]), we can bound the second term by
51Tl + 13xllwree ) + Cs. (6.52)

for any small § > 0.
Let us consider the first term on the right-hand side of (6.50). In view of , by writing

N[0 + 1] e (mntho) = Yn[tol © (Tntho) + 2<7TNI((7er0)(7er1))> © (mnbo)

+ (WNI((TFNM)Q)) © (o).
Note that we have Yy [¢o] © (mn1)o) = ?N((Y, u1),ws), where the latter term is as in (6.7).
While there is an extra frequency cutoff as compared to ¢  in Lemma H the conclusion
of Lemma [5.7| also holds for Yy [¢o] © (mn1ho) = yN((Y, uy),ws). Hence, we can control the

first term on the right-hand side of by the exponential tail estimate in Lemma with
I<a< % The third term on the right-hand side of causes no issue since the resonant
product of WNI((WN¢1)2) and 7nvg is well defined.

Lastly, let us consider the second term on the right-hand side of . In view of ,

, and , we have
(WNI((WN%)(WN%))) © (o) = (TFNI((WN%) © (m\ﬂbo))) © (mn1bo)

38N ol (mvyr) © (mvo) + I8 elwol (v i),

(6.53)

(6.54)

where Sg )’N[z/zo] is defined by

Vawo] = 38 wo] = 3" [wol. (6.55)

From Lemma and the one degree of smoothing from the Duhamel integral operator Z, we

see that Z((mn¢1) @ (myibo)) € C([0,T; H%73€(T3)), which allows us to handle the first term
on the right-hand side of .

Next, we estimate the second term on the right-hand side of - Recall from that

Yo = 1(Y,u1,wy) with Law(Y,u;) = ji. Namely, J ”(1 [1p] defined in is nothing but
Jé) in Lemma\mth an extra frequency cutoff x N( ). Hence, the conclusion of Lemma

(in particular (5.42)) holds true for Jg 0 [wo] Then, from Lemma and Lemma we
have

135" wolmwn) & (raso) |8, e S 138 Wl a5, psc ol
< O, el )

Then, Young’s inequality allows us to handle this term.
Finally, we treat the third term on the right-hand side of (6.54)). From ([5.31)) and Young’s
inequality, we have

13 elolmxinlic, - < PEelolllzgmlval}y
T ~x
~N Sa 3a
T (I3 etbolI 20y )+ 101175, )
which can be controlled by (6.27) and (6.52)).
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Therefore, Proposition holds for all the elements in the truncated enhanced data set

En (o, w2) in (6.10).

We conclude this subsection by constructing the full enhanced data set =(wp, ws) in (6.11))
under g ® Py as a limit of the truncated enhanced data set =x (o, ws) in (6.10).

Corollary 6.7. Let T > 0. Then, the truncated enhanced data set Zn(tdp,w2) in (6.10)
converges to the enhanced data set =(ip,ws) in (6.11), with respect to the X5.-norm defined
in (5.49), almost surely and in measure with respect to the limiting measure §® Py.

Proof. Let 0 < a < % and 8 > 0 be as in Proposition Then, by Fatou’s lemma, the weak
convergence of gy ® Po to p'® Py, and Proposition [6.5, we have

[ exo (N o w2) — En i, w37 ) A5 ), )
< 1iLH1>i£f/eXP (min (N ||Z v, (i, ws) — En (10, w3) |5 L))Cl(ﬁ@ Py) (o, w2)

— Lminf 1 ( o (NPI= (T
iminf lim [ exp min (N [|En, (@0, w2)

— Ena (0, @)z L) ) (i @ Po) (i, )

< lim /exp (Z\/?”ENl (’U:Q,O.)Q) — ENQ(Z_L‘(),LUQ)H%e)d(p_'N ®P2)(ﬁo,w2)
N—oo T
< 1

~Y Y

(6.56)
uniformly in N1 > Ny > 1. Then, by Chebyshev’s inequality, we have

o —_ N —_ N _oNB o
7 P (I[E, (o, w2) — Eny (o, wa)|[ 5 > A) < O™

for any A > 0 and N; > Ny > 1. This shows that {=Zx(dp,w2)}nen is Cauchy in measure
with respect to p'® Py and thus converges in measure to the full enhanced data set Z(ip,ws)

in (6.11)). By Fatou’s lemma and (6.56)), we also have
[ exp (N I2(0sw2) — Zn o, w237 ) (515 ), 2) 5 1.
uniformly in N3 > N > 1, which in turn implies
- — — _eNBae
7@ Py (|27, w2) — En, (o, w2) %, > A) < Cem M

for any A > 0 and Ny € N. By summing in N» € N and invoking the Borel-Cantelli lemma,
we also conclude almost sure convergence Zy (i, w2) to Z(Up, ws) with respect to g Py. O

6.2. Proof of Theorem In this subsection, we present the proof of Theorem
The main task is to prove convergence of the solution (uy,dupn) to the truncated hyperbolic
®3-model . We first carry out Steps 2, 3, and 4 described at the beginning of this section.
Namely, we first establish a stability result (Proposition as a slight modification of the
local well-posedness argument (Theorem . Next, we establish a uniform (in V) control
on the solution (Xy,Yn, ) to the truncated system (see below) with respect to the
truncated measure py X Py (Proposition . Then, by using ideas from theory of optimal
transport, we study the convergence property of the pushforward measure (Zx)4(gn ® P2) to
(E)4(p ® Py) with respect to the Wasserstein-1 distance (Proposition [6.10)).
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Let @Y (t)(io, w2) be the first component of ® (t) (i, ws) in (6.21). Then, by decomposing
OV (t)(iip, wo) as in (5.11):
OV (t) (o, wa) = 1(t; 1y, wa) + oY (t; o, w2) + XN (t) + Y (1), (6.57)
we see that Xy, Yy, and Ry := Xy © 1 y(tp, we) satisfy the following system:
(07 +0 +1—A)Xn
= 2J7rN((XN + Yy + UYN) ® TN)
— M(Qxy,yy + 28N + 0%V} + 2008 +VN) 1n,
(07 + 0 +1—A)Yy
= UWN((XN + Yy + UYN)Z +2(Rv+YnO TN+ U?N)

+2(Xy + Yy +0Yn) O 1n) (6.58)
— M(Qxy vy + 28N +0*YY + 200y +Vn) (XN + Vi + oY),

Ry = 2005 (Xn + Yy +0Yn) @ 1y
+2008 o (XN + Yu + oY)

t
_ / M(Qxy vy + 2Ry + 022, + 20w + Vi) (¢) A (4, )P,
0
(XN, 0: XN, YN, 0 YN)|t=0 = (0,0,0,0),

where M is as in , Qxy,yy is asin with t replaced by 'y = 1 (U, w2) as in (6.6)),
and the enhanced data set is given by Zn (i, ws) in (6.10).

We first establish the following stability result. The main idea is that by introducing a
norm with an exponential decaying weight in time (see ), the proof essentially follows
from a straightforward modification of the local well-posedness argument (Theorem . A
simple, but key observation is below.

Proposition 6.8. Let T > 1, K > 1, and Cy > 1. Then, there exist No(T, K,Cy) € N and
small ko = ko(T, K,Cy) > 0 such that the following statements hold. Suppose that for some
N > Ny, we have

IEN (T, wh) ||z < K (6.59)
and
”(XN,YN,{RN)”ZSI,SQ,SS(T) S C() (660)

for the solution to (Xn,Yn,RnN) to the truncated system (6.58) on [0,T] with the truncated
enhanced data set En (i}, wh). Furthermore, suppose that we have

1E(tio, w2) — En (i, wh)llxg < (6.61)

for some 0 < k < Ko and some (Up,ws), where Z(ty,w2) denotes the enhanced data set
in (6.11). Then, there exists a solution (X,Y,R) to the full system (5.28)) on [0,T] with the
zero initial data and the enhanced data set Z(iy,ws), satisfying the bound

(X, Y, R) || zs1.52.55 (1) < Co + 1.
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Conversely, suppose that
1E(tdo, w2)lxz < K

and that the full system (5.28)) with the zero initial data and the enhanced data set =(ip,ws2)
has a solution (X,Y,R) on [0,T], satisfying

||(X, Y, %)”Z51v52v53(T) < Co.

Then, if (6.61) holds for some N > Ny, 0 < k < Ko, and (i}, ws), then there exists a solution
(XN, Yn,RN) to the truncated system (6.58) on [0,T] with the enhanced data set Zn (), wh),
satisfying

(X n, Yo, RN) — (X, Y, R)|| gorososs (1) < A(T, K, Co) (s + N70) (6.62)
for some A(T, K,Cy) > 0 and some small 6 > 0.
Proof. Fix T >> 1. Given A > 1 (to be determined later), we define Z;"****(T') by
[CEY Bl 0y = €K, MY, MR | oy (6.63)

For notational simplicity, we set Z = (X,Y,Z), Zn = (XN, Yn,RN), 2 = E(dp, w2), and
EN = EN(ﬁf),wé).

In the following, given N € N, we assume that (6.59)), , and (6.61)) hold. Without
loss of generality, assume that x < 1. Then, from (6.59) and (6.61]), we have

||E(’U:0,LL)2)HX1€ <K+rk<K+1= K. (664)

In the following, we study the difference of the Duhamel formulatiorﬁ of the sys-
tem with the zero initial data (i.e. (Xo, X1, Yo, Y1) = (0,0,0,0)) and the Duhamel
formulation of the truncated system with respect to the Z{"****(T)-norm by choosing
appropriate A\ = \(T, Ko, R) > 1. See below.

The main observation is the following bound:

/ _1
e e L oy S AT (6.65)

Let Z be the Duhamel integral operator defined in (5.6)). Then, using (6.65]), we have

t
le MI(F) s < [le™ / M e N B ()] yordt’
O xT

L (6.66)
S S
SR O
for any 1 < ¢ < co. Let (q1,71) be an sj-admissible pair with 0 < s; < 1. Then, there exists
an sg-admissible pair (go,r2) with 0 < s1 < s < 1 such that
1 0 1-06 1 0 1-0

= 4 , — ==+ , and s1=6-0+(1—-0)s,
G100 q2 re 2 T2

28Recall that we set o = 1 in Section [5| for simplicity and thus need to insert o in appropriate locations
of (5.48]).
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for some 0 < 6§ < 1. By the homogeneous Strichartz estimate ((5.36) with £ = 0), we have

t
le™MZ(F) || 2 2 < \ / e MDY (e F(H))dt!
0

Lg?L;Q
T

—\t/ 6.67

< [Pt = O P gzt (6:67)

< He—At’F(t/)HLlTH?fl.

Thus, given any ¢ > 0, it follows from interpolating with large ¢ > 1 and (6.67)) that
there exists small § = 6(J) > 0 such that

He_’\tI(F)||LqT1L;1 < O(MN e F(t) (6.68)

HL;‘F‘SH;I_l .

Recalling that (4,4) is %—admissible, it follows from , (6.68]), and Sobolev’s inequality
that

1 TEM ity S CON N FWN o)
< C(T)N || F(t’)IILlTMLZ
By writing in the Duhamel formulation, we have
Xn =01 v( XN, YN, RN)
1= QUWNI((XN + Yy + GYN) ® TN>
— I(M(QXN,YN + 2Ry + 02V 4 200N + V) TN>,
Yy = @ n( XN, YN, RN)
i= O‘7TNI((XN + Yy + UYN)z) + 2J7TNI(§RN +Yyorny+ J?N)
+207TNI((XN+YN+UYN)® TN) (6.70)

- I(M(QXN,YN + 2Ry + %Yy + 200N +VN) (XN + YN + UYN))»
Ry = P38 (Xn, YN, Rn),
= 2058)’N(XN +Ynv+oYn)E N
+2008 o (Xn + Yy +0Vy)
— /Ot M(Qxyyy + 28N + 02V + 200N + V) () An (L, t)dt.
Then, Z — Zn = (X — Xn,Y — YN, R — Ry) satisfies the system
X — Xy = ®,(X,Y,R) — &y n(Xn, Y, Ru),
Y — Yy = ®(X, Y, R) — Po v (XN, YN, RN), (6.71)
R — Ry = DP3(X,Y,R) — &3 v(Xn, Y, Rn).
By setting
SXy=X-Xy, 6Vn=Y Yy, and oRy=%R— Ry,
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we have
X=0Xny+Xy, Y=0Yy+Yy, and R=0Ry+RnN.
Then, we can view the system for the system for the unknown
0ZNn = (0XN,0YN,0RN)
with given source terms Zy = (Xn, YN, Zn), En, and E. We thus rewrite as
0XN ="1(0XN, YN, 0RY),
0Yn = V(0 XN, YN, 0RN), (6.72)
ORN = V3(6 XN, 0YN, 0RN),
where ¥;, j =1,2,3, is given by
U, (0 XN, 0N, 0RN)
=0;(0XN + XN, 0YN + YN, 0RN +RN) — @58 (XN, YN, RN).
We now study the system . We basically repeat the computations in Subsection
by first multiplying the Duhamel formulation by e=* and using (6.66)), (6.68)), and (6.69) as a
replacement of the Strichartz estimates (Lemma . This allows us to place e on one of

the factors of X ('), YN (t'), or 8RN (') appearing on the right-hand side of (6.72)) under
some integral operator (with integration in the variable ¢'). Our main goal is to prove that

(6.73)

=

U = (U, Uy, Uy) (6.74)

is a contraction on a small ball in Z7"°>*(T'). In the following, however, we first establish

bounds on V; in (6.73) for §Zn € By, where By C Z*°>%3(T') denotes the closed ball of
radius 1 (with respect to the Z51%2:%3(T)-norm) centered at the origin. For 6Zy € By, it

follows from that

||Z||231782753(T) < H‘SZNHZSI’SWS(T) + ”ZNHZSLS%SS(T)

6.75

<14+Cyp=:R. ( )

We first study the first equation in (6.72)). From (6.73|) with (5.48]), (6.70), and (6.73]), we
have

e MU (X N, YN, 0RN) (1) = e My (1) + e MIo(t) + e MI3(t), (6.76)

where (i) I; contains the difference of one of the elements in the enhanced data sets = and
En, (ii) Iz contains the terms with the high frequency projection 73 = Id —7y onto the
frequencies {|n| 2 N}, and (iii) I3 consists of the rest, which contains at least one of the
differences 0 X, Yy, or 0Ry (other than those in Z = 02y + Zy).

In view of , the contribution from I; gives a small number x, while the contribution
from Iy with 71']J\7 gives a small negative power of N by losing a small amount of regularity@
Proceeding as in with (6.59), (6.60), (6.61)), (6.64)), and (6.75)), we have

le™ T + e Mo xe1 (1) < C(T) (5 + N Ko)(R* + Kg)

< C(T)(k+ N Ko(R* + K§)

(6.77)

29%%e have sharp inequalities in (6.12]) as compared to the regularity condition in Theorem ﬂ This allows
us to gain a small negative power of N, by losing a small amount of regularity and using 73.
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for any 6Zn € By and some small § > 0. As for the last term on the right-hand side of (6.76)),
we use and (6.68)) in place of Lemma Then, a slight modification of ([5.53) yields

le™ M Is x=1 (1) < C(T)A K, <R3H6ZN”Z;1’52’53(T) + Ké‘) (6.78)

for any 6Zn € Bj.
Next, we study the second equation in (6.72). As in (6.76)), we can write

C_M\Ifg((SXN, oYy, 59%]\[)(15) = €_>\tH1(t) + e_AtHQ(t> + C_Atﬂg(t), (6.79)

where (i) II; contains the difference of one of the elements in the enhanced data sets = and
En, (ii) I contains the terms with the high frequency projection 73 = Id —7y onto the
frequencies {|n| 2 N}, and (iii) I3 consists of the rest, which contains at least one of the
differences 6 Xy, 0Yy, or 0Ry (other than those in Z = 0Zx + Zy). As for the first two
terms on the right-hand side of (6.79), we can proceed as in (5.55) with (6.59), (6.60), (6.61),

(6.64]), and (6.75)), and obtain
le™ ML + e M |ys2 (1) < C(T) (5 + N7°)(R® + K§) (6.80)

for any 0Zy € By and some small § > 0. Before we proceed to study the last term e~ MII3(¢),
let us make a preliminary computation. By the fractional Leibniz rule (Lemma [2.3|(i)) and
Sobolev’s inequality, we have

_1 sg—1 so—1
V=272 (o)l g S V%272 fllendigliere + 1 F o2 l(V) 72 gllpm

Lz ~

ol o (6.81)
S I3 A s KV 73gll s,
provided that % + % = % with 1 < rq,re < 00,
s;—sa+1 .3 1 s1—1 3 1
AT2TA S - and L 45°_ - (6.82)
3 8 1 3 8 1o

This condition is easily satisfied by taking s; < % < s9 both sufficiently close to % and
r1 =ry = 3. By (6.69), (6.81)), and Lemma [2.3)(i), we have
Hef)‘t.'[((Xl + Y+ Eo)(Xz +Y, + Eg)) ‘

< O e (V)25 (X1 + Y1+ Eo) (Xa + Yz + 5o)) |

Y$2(T)
3
Liror2

~ L 1 1 (6.83)
<@ (1w Xl g+ D) Vil + (9) 3 S0lleg:, )
T

—At 51—l -t 82—l Sz—l:‘ oo
< (e WAl g e Bl + I9) ol ),

provided that s1 < % < 89 are both sufficiently close to % Compare this with (5.54)). Then,

from (6.66), (6.68), and (6.83) with (6.59), (6.60), (6.64), and (6.77)), a slight modification of
(6:55) yields

le™ T3 lys2 ¢y < C(T)A™ (R4H(SZNHZi1’S2’S3(T) + KS) (6.84)

for any 6Zn € By.
Finally, we study the third equation in (6.72)). As in (6.76)) and (6.79), we can write

eikt\llg((sXN, oYy, &RN)(t) = 67)\15]]11 (t) + eiAtmz (t) + efAt]]Ig(t), (685)
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where (i) IlI; contains the difference of one of the elements in the enhanced data sets = and
=n, (ii) Iy contains the terms with the high frequency projection Trf, = Id —wn onto the
frequencies {|n| 2 N}, and (iii) Ill3 consists of the rest, which contains at least one of the
differences 0 X, 0Yy, or Ry (other than those in Z = 0Zx + Zy). Proceeding as in
with (6.59), (6.60). (6.61)), (6.64)), and (6.75]), we have

le™ MLy + ™M My|| 5 25 < C(T)(w + N7 Ko(R* + K¢ (6.86)

for any 0Z € B; and some small § > 0. As for the last term on the right-hand side of (6.85)),
let us fist consider the terms with the random operator Jg . By (6.64) and (6.65), we have

e Jee (X1 + Vi + Z0)(t) — e Jee (X + Y2 + Z0)(1)]| 5

< Ko™l (7 (X1 + ¥ = Xo = Y2)|

3
L2 ([0,1];L3)

< C(T))\_GKO(HG_M(Xl - X2)HL;9H§1 + ||€_/\t(Y1 - Y2)HL%°H;°;2)

3
LT

for some 6 > 0. The other terms can be estimated in a similar manner and thus we obtain
le™ M|l 15 pyzs < C(T)A K (R3||6ZNHZ;WS<T) + Ké*) (6.87)

for any 6Zn € By.
Hence, putting (6.77]), (6.78)), (6.80)), (6.84)), (6.86)), and (6.87]) together, we obtain

IE(8ZN) | 510258 7y < C(T, Koy RN 625 | 21203 )
+O(T, Ko, R) (s + N7°)

(6.88)

for any 6Zy € By, where VU is as in (6.74). By a similar computation, we also obtain the
difference estimate:

1962)) = TOZ) 512 () < C(T, Ko, RAN2Y = 623 || zsroass iy (6.89)

for any 52(1), 521(\?) € B;. We now introduce small r = (7, A) > 0 such that, in view of (6.63)),

we have
”(SZNHZsl,sg,sg(T) S 6)\TH(5ZNHZ>S\1,52,S3 (T) S 6/\T7’ S 1 (690)

for any §Zy € B}, where B} C Z;"*%(T) is the closed ball of radius r (with respect to the
231" (T)-norm) centered at the origin. From (6.90), we see that both (6.88) and (6.89)
hold on B;. Therefore, by choosing large A = \(T, Ko, R) > 1, small k = x(T, Ko, R) > 0,
and large Ng = No(T', Ko, R) € N, we conclude that U is a contraction on Bﬁ for any N > Ny.
Hence, there exists a unique solution 6Zx € B) to the fixed point problem 6Zy = ¥(6Zy).
We need to check that by setting Z = 0Zn + Zn, Z satisfies the Duhamel formulation ((5.48))
of the full system with the zero initial data and the enhanced data set = = Z(ujp, w2).

From (6.72)) and (6.70)), we have
Z =0ZN+ N = \17(5ZN) + (I_)'N(ZN)
= B(6ZNn + Zn) = B(Z),

where @y = (P15, P2, v, P3,v). This shows that Z indeed satisfies the Duhamel formula-
tion (5.48) with the zero initial data and the enhanced data set = = Z(up,w2). Lastly, we
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point out that from and , we have Ko = K + 1 and R = Cy + 1 and thus the
parameters A, x, and Ny depend on T', K, and Cj.

As for the second claim in this proposition, we write Zy = Z — (Z — Zy) and study the
system for 0Zy = Z — Zy:

§Zn = UM (6Zy)
where UV = (U, WY W)) and UV, j =1,2,3, is given by
UN(6Xn,0YN, 0RN)
=®;(X,Y,R) — P n(X — XN, Y — 6YN, R — 6RN).

Here, we view Z = (X,Y, Z), En, and = as given source terms. By a slight modification of
the computation presented above, we obtain
15 (52| 2310253 oy < C(T, Ko, DA 10200 | oo 600
+O(T, Ko, R)(k + N7°)
and

1OV (0Z3)) = N (GZ) | z1m2ma oy < O, Ko, RINNZY) = 62| gvmaoma

for any 0 Zy, 521(\}), (5Z](3) € Bi. This shows that there exists a solution
In=27—06Zn =®(Z) — N (6Zy) = Bn(Zn)
to the truncated system (6.58|) on [0,7]. Furthermore, from (6.91)) with A = \(T, Ko, R) > 1,

we have
1Z — ZNHZ31732’$3(T) < 6/\T”‘I7N(5ZN)szl’SQ’s?’(T)
< O(T, Ko, R)eM (k + N79) — 0,
as N — oo and k — 0. This proves . This concludes the proof of Proposition ([l

Next, we prove that the solution (X, Ya, ) to the truncated system has a uniform
bound with a large probability. The proof is based on the invariance of the truncated Gibbs
measure py under the truncated hyperbolic @%—model (Lemma [6.4) and a discrete
Gronwall argument.

Proposition 6.9. Let T > 0. Then, given any 6 > 0, there exists Cy = Co(T,9) > 1 such
that

PN R ]P)2(H(XN,YN,%N)’|ZSl,SQ,S3(T) > C[)> < 9, (6.92)

uniformly in N € N, where (X, Yn,RnN) is the solution to the truncated system (6.58) on
[0, T] with the truncated enhanced data set = (ty,ws) in (6.10)).

Proof. Let (un, 0yu) = ®N(t)(ip,ws) be a global solution to (6.2) constructed in Lemma
where ®" (t)(ifp, w2) is as in (6.21). Then, by the invariance of the truncated Gibbs measure
pn (Lemma[6.4), we have

[ F@Y O, w2 @ ) o) = [ F(@o)dp(do) (6.93)
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for any bounded continuous function F : C7109(T3) x C719%(T3) — R and t € R,. By
Minkowski’s integral inequality, (6.93)), (1.34), and Proposition we have, for any finite
p=1,

H /oT’M( H(mvun)? ) (8)]dt

L op (PN ®P2)
T ) (6.94)
S/o 1M (mvuo)™ )iy (svers)dt

< C(T,p) < oo,
for any 0 <t < T and p > 1, uniformly in IV € N. By defining
UN =un — T,
we see that vy satisfies the equation
((f)\’t2 +0+1—Aoy = O'7TN( :(7TN’U,N)22 ) — M(: (WNUN)QZ)T('N’U,N

with the zero initial data, or equivalently

on(t) = /O te—’fzt'sm((t[[_v 1?WH)(mrN(;(me)2;)—M(;(mVuN)Z;ywmv)(t')dt’.

Thus, we have

—e,00
Wz ™

TNUN (tl) HWE’OO> dtl

ol < [ (|2 v 0

sin((£ — ) [V])
[V]

for any t > 0. Then, by using Minkowski’s integral inequality, (6.93), and Proposition

once again, we have

+ HM( ()2 ) ()

lon @) lyze ||, e

/ (H Sm[[Tv[[]]V]] (: (mvuo)” )HLgM (PN &Py Ws =) (6.95)

+ HM(i(WNuo)Qi)Sm%[TV[[]]VH)WNUo‘

dr
L? (pN®P2;WzE’°°)>

U ,w

< C(T,p) < >

forany 0 <t <T,p>1, and € > 0, uniformly in NV € N.
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We rewrite the system (6.58) as

(8,52+8t—|—1—A)XNZQGWN(UN@TN)—M(:(WNUN)2:)TN,
(02 +0+1—A)Yy

= UWN(WV(XN + YN+ UYN) + 2(9{N +Yvorn+ U?N)
+2(XNy+ Yy +0YN)O TN) — M(:(myun)?)(Xy + Yy +0Vy), (6.96)

Ry = 205§@1)’N (Xn+Yy+oYn)orTn+ 2o§g7@(XN +Yn +0VYy)

- /ot M (: (mnun)?:) () A (t, t)dt,

where we used (5.17) (with the frequency truncations and extra o’s in appropriate places)
and vy = oY + Xy + Yn so that the right-hand side is linear in (X, Yy, Ry).
Let § > 0. In view of Proposition we choose K = K(T,0) > 1 such that

v © B ([En (i, ) g > K) < o, (6.97)
uniformly in N € N. We also define L(t) by
L(t) = 1+ lun (t)lly-e00 + [M(: (myun)?: ) (). (6.98)
In view of and ([6.95)), we choose Ly = L1(T, §) > 1 such that
pv @Bl > In) < 5. (6.99)
In the following, we work on the set
1EN (o, w2) ||z < K and L]l s, < La. (6.100)

By applying Lemma [5.3] with (5.47) and Lemma [2.2] to and using (5.49)), (6.98)), and
(16.100)), we have

T
I Xwlxer ) S /0 (low @ T8 (B) g1 + M C: (v )2 )DL - v () gy )

T

(6.101)
<K / ! L(t)dt.
0

Since sp < 1, we can choose sufficiently small ¢ > 0 such that Lemma [2.3)(ii) yields

[on (XN + YN + YNl o1 S lowllyy-ece | X8 + YN + Vvl

S lowlly e (I s + 1Vl g2 + IEw (o, w2)llxz.)-
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Hence, by , Lemma with (5.47)), Lemma (see also ((5.59))), (6.98), and (6.100)),

we have
T
1Ynllys2 1y S /0 (IlvN(t)(XN(t) + YN () + YN ()]
+ RN () + Yn() e 1N(t) + U}N(t)HH;Tl
+ (XN (8) + Y (t) + 0V (t) © T (E)]] a2

M ()2 O] - XN () + Ya(t) + oY n (0 o )dt - (6:102)

T
<MK+ K [ 101+ 1Xnlxen ) + Wl )
T

+ [ 1m0
Fix 0 <7 < 1 and set
L =LYIy), where I = [k, (k+1)7].
By a computation analogous to that in , we obtain
19511z sz S 138 (Xn + Yo +0Yn) © 1wl g gz

+ ||§g7®(XN + YN + UYN) ‘|L§kH;3
(6.103)

T
[ MG (v PO )l
T
< C(T)K? (K + XN xs1 (1) + ||YNHY32((/€+1)T)> + K/O L(t)dt.
Given 0 < t < T, let k.(t) be the largest integer such that k,.(t)7 < ¢t. Then, from (6.102]) and

(16.103|), we have

YN lys2 ) < YN Ilys2 (k. 8) 1))

K (t)
2
<CMK? + (DK Y 75 (14 120 ) (14 1Xn Ol )

k=0 k (6.104)

ku(t) k(1)

1 2
+CoKT Y 73 1Lz + CsK* ) 73 (1 + ||L(t)HL?;k) YNy s2 (ks 1)r)-
k=0 k=0

Now, choose 7 = 7(K, L1) = 7(T,0) > 0 sufficiently small such that

CsK27r3 Ly < 1. (6.105)

In view of (6.94) and (6.95), and define Ly = Lo(T,0) > 1 such that

ki (T)
o 1 1)
Py ®IP2( ];O 3 (1 + \|L(t)||L:;k) > L2> <3 (6.106)
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In the following, we work on the set

ku (T))

RS (1 n ||L(t)HL§k) < Lo. (6.107)

k=0

It follows from (6.104) with (6.100), (6.101)), (6.105), and (6.107) that

keu(t)—1

2
1Y llysz (ko ) +1)r) < C(TVK 1Ly + CaK? Y~ 75 L@ 2z 1Y N2 (ot 1)m)-
k=0

By applying the discrete Gronwall inequality with (6.107]), we then obtain

YNy ) < IYN Iy (k) 1))

« (1)~
< O(T)K*LyLyexp < kz 73| L(t ”L?k> (6.108)
< C(T)K*LLyexp (C4K* Lg)_
Therefore, from and , we have
I Xnlxco1 () + 1YW llyse(ry < C(T)K Ly + C(T)K* Ly Lo exp (C4K°Ly).
Together with , we then obtain
H(XNaYN79%N)HZ31732153(T) < CS(Ta K7L1aL2)

under the conditions (6.100) and (6.107)). Hence, by choosing Cyp = Co(7,d) > 0 in (6.92)
such that Cy > C5(T, K, L1, L2), we have

PN ® ]PQ<{H(XN7YNafﬁN)HZSle%S:a(T) > Co} N{IEn(do, wo)l|lxz < K}

K (T) (6.109)
1
NIl < Li} m{ > L) < LQ}) —0.
k=0 .
Finally, the bound (6.92) follows from (6.97), (6-99) (6.106), and (6.109). O

Given a map S from a measure space (X, ;1) to a space Y, we use Sy to denote the image
measure (the pushforward) of p under S. Fix T' > 0 and we set

VN = (EN)#(ﬁN X Pg) and V= E#(ﬁ@ Pg), (6.110)

where we view ZEy = En(tp,w2) in and £ = E(dp,w2) in as maps from
?—[7%75(’1[‘3) x 2y to X7 defined in . In view of the weak convergence of gy ® Pay
to f® Py (Theorem [1.8](i)) and the p'® Ps-almost sure convergence of Z (i, w2) to E(y, wo)
(Corollary , we see that vy converges weakly to v. Indeed, given a bounded continuous
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function F': X7 — R, by the dominated convergence theorem, we have

’ / F(S)dvy — / F(S)dv

=| [ Entnwnay o e - [ FEn o)

< || Fze

/1d((ﬁN ®P2) — (F® PQ))’

n ] [ (FEx ) - P& el P
— 0

as N — oo.

Next, we prove that vy = (En)x(pn @P2) converges to v = Z4(F®@P2) in the Wasserstein-1
metric. We view this problem as of Kantorovich’s mass optimal transport problem and study
the dual problem under the Kantorovich duality, using the Boué-Dupuis variational formula.
This proposition plays a crucial role in the proof of almost sure global well-posedness and
invariance of the Gibbs measure p presented at the end of this section.

Proposition 6.10. Fiz T > 0. Then, there ezists a sequence {pn}nen of probability measures
on X5 x X7 with the first and second marginals v and vy on X, respectively, namely,

/ dpn(ELZ%) =dv(ZY)  and / dpy (2, E%) = dvn (B?), (6.111)
E2eXf Elexs
such that
/ min(||Z — 52||X;, Ddpn (Y, E?) — 0,
XX XE,

as N — oo. Namely, the total transportation cost associated to py tends to 0 as N — oo.

Remark 6.11. In view of the weak convergence of the truncated Gibbs measure py to g
(Theorem and the almost sure convergence of the truncated enhanced data set =y to
= with respect to p'® Py (Corollary , it suffices to define py = (2,2En) (0 @ P2). In the
following, however, we present the full proof of Proposition [6.10] using the Kantorovich duality
and the variational approach since we believe that such an argument is of general interest.

Proof of Proposition[6.10. Define a cost function ¢(Z!,Z?) on X% x X% by setting
=1 =2 =l =2
¢(E%,E%) = min([|E" — 7| az, 1).

Then, define the Lipschitz norm for a function F': X7 — R by

[F(E) - F(E)]
|F|lLip = sup = :
" =lEZexs c(E1, )

gtxe?
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Note that ||F||rijp < 1 implies that F' is bounded and Lipschitz continuous. From the
Kantorovich duality (the Kantorovich-Rubinstein theorem [77, Theorem 1.14]), we have

pel(v,vN)

" Pl </ FE)dvn(E) - / F (E)dV(E)>,

where I'(v,vy) is the set of probability measures on X7 x X7 with the first and second
marginals v and vy on X%, respectively.
For a function F with || F||ip < 1, let

inf / c(ZY, EHdp (2, 2?)
X5 X X5
T (6.112)

G:=F—infF+1.

Then, we have

/ F(2)dvy(2) — / F(E)dv(Z) = / G(2)dvn(E) — / G(2)dv(E). (6.113)

Note that ||G||Lip = [|[F||lLip < 1 and 1 < G < 2. Moreover, the mean value theorem yields
that

logz —logy <1 (6.114)
r =Yy

for any x,y € [1,e] with  # y. Set {a}+ = max(a,0) for any a € R. By (6.113) and (6.114)),

we obtain

1
- <
e

/ F(2)dvn () — / F(2)dv(E)
< { ~log ( / G(E)dv(E)) + log ( / G(E)dyN(z))}
for any N € N.

Finally, define H = log G. Then, from ([6.114) and 1 < G < 2, we have || H|rip < 1. Hence,
it follows from (6.112)), (6.113]), and (6.115]) that

inf / c(BY,2Hdp (2, 2?)
pel(vwn) Jxs x Xz,

< e { o ([ exnti1@)iv() +og ([ esotti@)in =) }
[1H |Lip St

(6.115)

N—

Jr

<1, His

~

Our goal is to show that the right-hand side tends 0 as N — oo. Since || H||Lip
bounded and Lipschitz continuous. Then, by the weak convergence of {vy} yen to v, it suffices
to show that

limsup sup sup {—log</exp(H(E))duM(E)>
N—oo 0<H<1 M>N

| HllLip St (6.116)
+ log ( / exp(H(E))duN(E))} <0.

+
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From (6.110), (6.1)), and with 0 < H < 1, we have
{—1og( / exp(H(E))duM(E)> +1og( / eXp(H(E))duN(E)>}+
{ log / / / exp(H (Zr (1o, 02)))dpas (o) dpo 1) B ()

vios( ] / exp(H (S (i, r))dpy (o) o) ()
<{ = [ vttt wn)don un)duotun) e

][ exptar(Eatn,a)donuolao un)pa(en)

< [ [{ [ exottatanwmaptuo

+ [ e En oo (w0} | dno(un)aPagen)

< [ |{ =108 ([ esvtrrEatinwadpntun)

1o [ explt (@i, o2))dpx(u0)

_l’_

_l’_

}duo(ul)dﬂl’g(wg). (6.117)
n

In the following, we study the integrand of the (uq,ws)-integral. Thus, we fix u; and wo and
write En (ty, w2) = En(ug, u1,w2) as En(ug) for simplicity of notation. By the Boué-Dupuis
variational formula (Lemma [3.1)) with the change of variables (3.12]), we have

10s ([ expttEatuondpustu) ) + 108 ([ explrtE(ua o o)

= inf E|: H(EM(YJrTM +O’3M)) +§}>\/[(Y+TM +03M)

TMemL
1 b M 2
+z TH(t dt

— inf E[—H(EN(Y+TN+U3N))+§}>V(Y+TN+J3N)

TNcHL
1 b N 2
w5 [ IV,
0

+log Zp; — log Z,

where ]?27\, is as in (3.33). Given § > 0, let TV be an almost optimizer, namely,

. IR
inf E[—H(EN(YMNV+03N))+R?V(Y+TN+03N)+/ IITN(t)Hipdt]
TN eHl 2 Jo ’

~ 1 b .
2IE[—H(EN(Y+TN+U3N))+R}>V(Y+TN+U3N)+2/ |TN(t)||§{%dt} — 4.
0
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Then, by choosing T = TV and the Lipschitz continuity of H, we have

. Lt
inf E[— HEMY +TY +03um)) + By (Y + Y +030) + / HTM(t)H?pdt]
TMemL 2 Jo ’

N 1 [t
— inf E[—H(EN(Y+TN+05N))+R}>V(Y+TN+03N)+/ HTN(t)quldt}
YNeH! 2 Jo ’

<4 +E[H(EN(Y + XV +03n)) — HEMY + YN +03))
F R XY +03) — B+ 1Y 4 o3w)]

<O+ [ Hluip - E[120 (Y + TN +035) = En (Y + T +0300)l| 5]

+E[§}>\4(Y+TN+03M) —E?V(Y+TN+03N)]. (6.119)

Proceeding as in Subsectionwith 0 < H <1, we have (3.76)). Then, using the computations
from (3.67) to (3.78) we obtain

E [J%(Y + XN +030) - R(Y + TV + asN)} — 0, (6.120)

as M > N — oo. We also note that as a consequence of (3.76)) with (3.24) and Lemma
we have
E[IIINH?{J S (6.121)
uniformly in N € N.
Moreover, by slightly modifying (part of) the proof of Proposition we can show that

E[[Em(Y + 1Y +03x5) = En(Y + TV +03u) 4. | — 0, (6.122)

as M > N — oco. Here, we only consider the contribution from Eg o The other terms in the
truncated enhanced data sets can be handled in a similar manner. With the notations (6.31)
and (6.32)) (recall that we suppress the dependence on u; and ws), we have

1Y + XN +0300)] - T [1(Y + XN +03y))]
35\@4 [ Y + XY +03u), 1(c(3m — 3n))]

+38a[1(0(3ar = 3n)), 1 (Y + XN + 03y)] (6.123)
+(J@@ Y+ IV 4 30)] - eV + XY + 03))
=14+ 0+ 1.

It follows from (6.41)), , and (6.45)) together with Remark that there exists small
do > 0 such that

1Tl s g,y + M|, g1

< OO IV oy + IV i+ DBillw—ece 135 = Bas e

» N 5 (6.124)
< C(D)N O(HYH e E TN s 4 3 e )

+ N60 HSN - SM”WI—E,OO
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and
E[N5°||3N - BMII%VH,OO} 0, (6.125)
as M > N — oo. From (6.29) and (6.31]), we have
3 eltbr, o] (w) = Z(wn (K (w, mnipn))) © (mneda).

Hence, when we consider the difference in III, we see that one of the factors comes with

my — 7N, from which we can gain a small negative power of N. Hence, by repeating the
calculation above with this observation, we obtain

jm — 381 (V)] - 38 VIl oo

2 (6.126)
SR (g P o N
for any M > N > 1. Lastly, from (|6 48|) and (|6.36|) there exists § > 0 such that

for any M > N > 1, where, in view of (6.49), IE[K(Y, ur,wz)] < C(ur,w2) < oo for almost
every u; and wp. Therefore, from (6.123]), (6.124), (6.125)), (6.126), and (6.127) with the
bound ([6.121)), we obtain

[H%@@ Y + Y5 +03u] = IglY + 15 + U3N]H£2(q,T)} —0

as M > N — oo.
Note that {Zn}nen is a convergent sequence and § > 0 was arbitrary. Hence, it follows
from (6.118)), (6.119)), (6.120)), and (6.122]) that

limsup sup  sup { “log ( / exp(H(EMmo,ul,m)))dpmuo))
Nooo 0<H<I M>N

1 HlLip <1 (6.128)
+ log </exp(H(EN(uo,ul,wg)))dp]v(uo))} <0,
Jr
for almost every u; and ws, where the supremum in H was trivially dropped in the last step

of (6.119). Therefore, (6.116]) follows from (6.117) and (6.128]) with Fatou’s lemma. This

concludes the proof of Proposition [6.10] O

Finally, we present the proof of Theorem [1.15

Proof of Theorem[1.15. e Part 1: We first prove almost sure global well-posedness of the
hyperbolic ®3-model. As in [8, I8, 5], it suffices to prove “almost” almost sure global well-
posedness. More precisely, it suffices to prove that given any 7' > 0 and small § > 0, there
exists Y75 C H_%_a(’ﬂ‘?’) x §y with p'® Po(X% 5) < ¢ such that for each (up,w2) € X1,
the solution (X,Y,%R) to (5.28), with the zero initial data and the enhanced data Z(i,w)
in (6.11), exists on the time interval [0, 7.

We assume this “almost” almost sure global well-posedness claim for the moment. Denote
by (Xn, Yy, % N) the solution to the truncated system with the truncated enhanced

data Zy (g, w) in (6.10) and set
un (o, w2) = 1 (o, w2) + oY n(to,w2) + XN + Ya, (6.129)
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which is the solution to the truncated hyperbolic ®3-model with the initial data
(un, Orun)|t=0 = tUp = (up,u1) and the noise & = &(wq). Here, we used the uniqueness
of the solution uy to ; see Remark Then, we conclude from Corollary (on the
almost sure convergence of Zx (U, w) to Z(tp,w)) and the second part of Proposition [6.8| that
(un, Opun) (o, ws2) in converges to (u, Opu)(tp,w2) in C’([O,T];’H_%_E(']T?’)) for each
(to, w2) € X1,5, where u(tp,ws) is defined by

u(ﬁo,WQ) = T(ﬁo,u)g) + UY(TIO,CUQ) +X+Y. (6.130)

Now, we define

o o0
S=J () S0kt

k=1j=1

Then, we have g ® Po(X) = 1 and, for each (@, ws) € X, the solution (upy, dun)(dy,w2)
to the truncated hyperbolic ®3-model converges to (u,0wu)(tp,ws) in in
C(Ry; 7—[_%_8(’]1‘3)) (endowed with the compact-open topology in time). This proves the
almost sure global well-posedness claim in Theorem [1.15] assuming “almost” almost sure
global well-posedness.

We now prove “almost” almost sure global well-posedness. Fix T > 0 and small § > 0. Given
E=(Z1,...,56) € X%, let Z(E) = (X,Y,R)(E) be the solution to with the zero initial
data and the enhanced data set given by =, namely, Z; replacing the jth element in .
Note that = here denotes a general element in X7 and is not associated with any specific
(o, we) € H_%_a('ﬂ'?’) x . Similarly, given N € Nand Z € X7, let Zn(2) = (Xn, YN, RN)(E)
be the solution to (6.58) with the enhanced data set =, namely, =; replacing the jth element
of EN(ﬁo,WQ) in 6.10.

Given Cy > 0, define the set X, C X7 such that, for each = € Y¢,, the solution Z(Z)
to , with the zero initial data and the enhanced data =, exists on the time interval [0, T,
satisfying the bound

1Z(E) 25152557y < Co + 1. (6.131)
Let N € N. Given K,Cy > 0, we set
Anrko, ={E €A 1E |z < K, NZN(E ) z5105253(1) < Co} (6.132)
and
By .o =1{(E,E) € X x Xj: |E-Faz <k, Z' € ANk ) (6.133)

where £ > 0 is a small number to be chosen later. Then, from the stability result (the first claim
in Proposition with (6.131])), (6.132), and (6.133)), there exists small «(T', K, Cy) € (0,1)
and Ny = Nyo(T, K, Cp) € N such that

Sce X X5 D BN.k.Co (6.134)

for any N > Nj.
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Let Cop = Co(T,9) > 1 be as in Proposition and let pn, N € N, be as in Proposition
Then, from ((6.110)), (6.111), and (6.134]), we have

p® Py (E(io, w2) € S¢y) = / lzese, (5, E)dpn (5, 2)
> /1BN,K,CO(575')dPN(E75')
>1 _/1{||E_E,||X%>H}de(E,E’) —/lAfv,K,co (Z)dpn (2, Z) (6.135)
>1- % /min(HE — Ellxz, Ddpn (5, E) — pv @ Pa({En (i, wa) € A ., })

1 s = = ==
>1-- /mm(H: — =lxz, Ddpn (E,E') — 2,

where the last step follows from Proposition by choosing K = K (4) > 1, together with
Proposition By Proposition [6.10] we have

1 T - =
p /mln(\: — Zllaz, Ddpn (E,Ey) — 0, (6.136)

as N — oo. Therefore, we conclude from and that
p @ Pa(E(to, wa) € B¢,) > 1 — 20.
This proves “almost” almost sure global well-posedness with
Srs = { (i, wa) € H ™2 5(T?) x Qy : E(iig, ws) € B¢y}

and hence almost sure global well-posedness of the hyperbolic @g—model, namely, the unique
limit u = u(tp,w2) in (6.130]) exists globally in time almost surely with respect to §® Ps.

e Part 2: Next, we prove invariance of the Gibbs measure g = p ® po under the limiting
hyperbolic @g—dynamics. In the following, we prove

[ PO w25 P2) @0, 2) = [ Fadptan (6.137)

for any bounded Lipschitz functional F : C7109(T3) x C7109(T3) — R and ¢t € R, where
®(ip,ws) is the limit of the solution (uy, duy) = ®V (i, ws) to the truncated hyperbolic

®3-model defined in ([6.21]).
As in Part 1, we use the notation (X,Y,R) = (X,Y,R)(2), etc. Also, let py, N € N, be as

in Proposition [6.10 Then, by the decomposition (6.57) (also for N = o0), (6.110)), (6.111]),
and the invariance of g under the truncated hyperbolic ®3-model (6.2) (Lemma , we

have

/ F(B(t) (0, w2))d(7® P) (g, )
- / F(B()(2))dpy (E, )
— [F@¥OENdNEE) + [ [F@OE) - FEYOE)] b E )
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By the weak convergence of gy to p, we have

lim | F(dp)dpn(tp) /F Uo)dp(tp).
N—o0

Hence, since F' is bounded and Lipschitz, (6.137) is reduced to showing that

/min (H‘I’(t)(E) — @N(t)(E/)Hcfmoxcfloo, l)de(E, 2 — 0, (6.138)

as N — oo.
As in (6.21]), we write

O(t)(E) = (P1(1)(2), P2(1)(F))  and  SN()(F) = (27 (1)(E), 2 (1)(Z)),
where 2 = (21,...,56) and 2’ = (Z],...,E§) (see also (6.10]) and (6.11])). With the decompo-
sition as in (6.57]), we have

O(t)(E) =E1 + 03+ X(E) + Y (5),
oY (1)(Z) = B} + 0Z5 + Xn(E) + Y (2),
and ®5(t)(Z) = 9,®1(t)(Z) and @Y (t)(Z') = 0;®Y (t)(Z') are given by term-by-term differ-
entiation of the terms on the right-hand sides of (6.139)). From the definition (5.49) of the
Xf-norm, we clearly have
I(E1 + 085)(t) — (21 + 055)(t)l|c-100
+ (921 + 00:Z3)(t) — (8:Z) + 09:Z3) (1) le-100 S [|IZ — || xz.-
Hence, in view of (5.32) with (5.47)), (6.138) is reduced to showing that
/Inin (HZ(E) — ZN(E,)stl,sg,sg(T), )de(E E.,) — 0, (6140)

as N — oo, where Z(E) = (X,Y,R)(E) and Zy(Z) = (XN, YN, Rn)(E) as in Part 1.
It follows from the second part of Proposition (with & = |E—Z'||xz) and Proposition
that

[1]

(6.139)

/mln (HZ(E) - ZN(E/)H251752‘83(T)’ ]_)de(E, E/)
< A(T ||E||X5a 1Z(E)| zs1:52: Ss(T))
/mln IE - Zlas + N7, 1)dpn(E,E) — 0,

as N — oo. This proves (6.140) and therefore, we conclude (6.137)), which proves invariance
of the Gibbs measure p under the limiting hyperbolic @%—model. O

APPENDIX A. ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY WITH RESPECT TO THE SHIFTED MEASURE

A.l. Preliminary lemmas. In this appendix, we prove that the ®3-measure p in the weakly
nonlinear regime (Jo| < 1), constructed in Theorem [1.8|(i), is absolutely continuous with
respect to the shifted measure Law(Y (1) + 03(1) + W(1)), where Y is as in (3.2), 3 is defined
as the limit of the antiderivative of 3%V in as N — o0, and the auxiliary process W is
defined by

W(t) = (1—A)‘1/0 (V)22 ((V) "2 () dt’ (A.1)
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for some small € > 0. For the proof, we construct a drift as in the discussion in Section 3
of [4]. See also Appendix C in [53]. The coercive term W is introduced to guarantee global
existence of a drift on the time interval [0, 1]. See Lemma below. We closely follow the
presentation in Appendix C of our previous work [53].

First, we recall the following general lemma, giving a criterion for absolute continuity. See
Lemma C.1 in [53] for the proof.

Lemma A.1. Let pu, and p, be probability measures on a Polish space X. Suppose that i,
and py converge weakly to p and p, respectively. Furthermore, suppose that for every e > 0,
there exist 6(¢) > 0 and n(e) > 0 with 6(¢), n(e) — 0 as € — 0 such that for every continuous
function F : X — R with 0 <inf F < F <1 satisfying

pn({F <e}) > 1=14(¢)

for any n > no(F), we have

timsup [ F(wdpa(a) < (o)

n—oo

Then, p is absolutely continuous with respect to p.
By regarding 3V in ([3.11) and W in (A1) as functions of Y, we write them as
3V = (1= A)YR(O):, (A.2)

1

W) = (1 - A)! / (V) ((9)EE ()

and we set 3x(Y) = 7x3V(Y). Then, from (A.2)), we have
BN(Y+@)—3N(Y) = (1—A)_17TN(2@NYN+@%V), (A3)
where O = myO. We also define Wi (Y)(¢) by

t
W (Y)(t) = (1 — A)ay / (V)22 (V)2 =Y () Pt (A.4)
0
Next, we state a lemma on the construction of a drift ©.

Lemma A.2. Let 0 € R and T € L*([0,1]; HY(T%)). Then, given any N € N, the Cauchy
problem for ©:

(A.5)

{ @ + 0(1 — A)*le(Q@NYN + 6?\[) + WN(Y+ @) — T =0
0(0) = 0

is almost surely globally well-posed on the time interval [0, 1] such that a solution © belongs to
C([0,1]; HY(T?)). Moreover, if HTH%2([O7T];H%)
time T € [0, 1], then, for any 1 < p < oo, there exists C = C(M,p) > 0 such that

< M for some M > 0 and for some stopping

E ”9”22([ } < C(M,p), (A.6)

0,7];H})

where C(M, p) is independent of N € N.
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A.2. Absolute continuity. In this subsection, we prove the absolute continuity of the
®3-measure p with respect to Law(Y (1) + 03(1) + W(1)) by assuming Lemma We
present the proof of Lemma [A2] at the end of this appendix. For simplicity, we use the same
short-hand notations as in Sections [3| and {4} for instance, Y =Y (1), 3 = 3(1), W = W(1),
and Wy = Wn (1).

Given L > 1, let §(L) and R(L) satisfy 6(L) — 0 and R(L) — oo as L — oo, which will
be specified later. In view of Lemma it suffices to show that if G : C7190(T3) - R is a
bounded continuous function with G > 0 and

P{G(Y +03n +Wn) > L}) > 1-06(L), (A7)
then we have
limsup/exp(—G(u))de(u) < exp(—R(L)), (A.8)
N—o00

where py denotes the truncated ®3-measure defined in (1.25)). Here, think of Law(Y + o3y +
W) as the measure py, weakly converging to p = Law(Y + 03 +W).

By the Boué-Dupuis variational formula (Lemma and the change of variables (3.12]),
we have

—log( [ e - R&(u))dmw)
1
= inf E[G(Y+TN+J3N)+1§}>V(Y+TN+U3N)+1/ HTN(t)Hi,ldt],
TN eH} 2 Jo @

where ﬁj}v is as in (3.33]). We proceed as in Subsection using Lemmas and with
Lemma [3.2] (3.25), and the smallness of |o|. See (3.17)), (3.24), and (3.27). Thus, we have

~tog( [ exp(-Gw - Ry (w)autu))
(A.9)

1ot
> inf E G(Y+TN+03N)+/ TN (@)]2dt| — Cy
TNEH}I 20 0 b

for some constant C; > 0. For TN € H!, let ©N be the solution to (A.5) with T replaced by
TN, For any M > 0, define the stopping time 73, as

Ty = min <1, min {7’ : / HTN(t)H?{ldt = M},
0 x

min {T : / 10N ()| dt = 2C(M, 2)}),
0 xT
where C'(M,2) is the constant appearing in (A.6) with p = 2. Let
oY (t) := O (min(t, 7ar)). (A.11)

From (3:2), we have Y(0) = 0, while 3(0) = 0 by definition. Then, from the change of
variables ([3.12)) with ©(0) = 0, we see that TV (0) = 0. We also have Wy (0) = 0 from (A.4).
Then, substituting (A.3)) into (A.5) and integrating from ¢ = 0 to 1 gives

Y4+ T 403y =Y + 08 + 035 +03) + Wi (Y +61) (A.12)
on the set {rp; = 1}.

(A.10)
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From the definition with (| -, we have
1O 1172 0 17:113) < 2C(M, 2) (A.13)

and thus the Novikov condition is satisfied. Then, Girsanov’s theorem [20, Theorem 10.14]
yields that Law(Y + ©1)) is absolutely continuous with respect to Law(Y'); see (A-16) below.

Let Q = @9% the probability measure whose Radon-Nikodym derivative with respect to P is
given by the following stochastic exponential:

dQ _ 3 ON WY 0) -3 J3 163 012 dt

T (A.14)

such that, under this new measure Q, the process
WO (£) = W (1) + (V)ON (1) = (V)(Y + O (1)
is a cylindrical Wiener process on L?(T?). By setting Yo (t) = <v>—lwéﬁ (t), we have
YON (1) = YV (t) + ON(1). (A.15)

Moreover, from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with (A.14) and the bound (A.13)), and then (A.15)),

we have

. o W em)
P({Y + 0Oy € B}) = /1{Y+@%6E} d(@dQ = Cu (Q({Y ) E})) (A.16)

D=

— Cu(P({Y € E}))

for any measurable set F.
From (A.9), (A.12)), and the non-negativity of G, we have

(9> inf E [(G(Y + 0N +03nY +05) + Wy (Y +07))
TNeH}

LB RN
30 [ 1T OlFde) 1,
+ (GO + TV + o3y) +/ 1T e )HHldt)l{fMa}] Gy

> _inf 11E[G(Y+@ﬁ + 038 (Y +O3) + W (Y +05)) - 1i,,—1)
TNeH}

1 [t
0/0 IITN(t)H?;;dt’l{TMd}] - (1.
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Then, using the definition of the stopping time 7a; and applying (A.16]) and ( -, we
have

(A.9) > inf E

TNeH! [L L= B{GY+0Y 4038 (Y +0N)+Wn (Y +O4))>L}

M

90 <t 16y o, dt<20<M,2>}} —4

> inf {L(P({TM =1}) - cMa(L)%)

TNeH}

4 M]P({TM <1}n {/ 16X (02 dt < 20(M, 2)})} _ o (A7)

In view of (A.6) with (A.10) and (A.11]), Markov’s inequality gives

1 . ™
p( [ 1630 = [ 16Nl > 200r2)) <
0 0

N |

which yields

1

1
IP)<{7‘M <1}n {/0 ||®ﬂ(t)||§{%dt < 20(M, 2)}) >P({ry < 1}) — 5 (A.18)

Now, we set M = 20L. Note from (A.10) that P({mps = 1}) + P({7;s < 1}) = 1. Then,
from (A.17)) and (A.18]), we obtain

—1og( [ ewt-6t) - R&(u))dmw)
> inf {L(P({TM =1}) = C1a()% ) + L(B({ry < 1}) - 1)} e

TNeH] 2
1
- L(5 - c’L(S(L)%) — .
Therefore, by choosing §(L) > 0 such that C”Lé(L)% — 0 as L — oo, this shows (A.8) with

R(L) = L(% ~CLA(L)3) ~ Oy +los Z,

where Z = limy_.oo Zn denotes the limit of the partition functions for the truncated @g—
measures pp.

A.3. Proof of Lemma We conclude this appendix by presenting the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[A.2 By Lemma (ii) and Sobolev’s inequality, we have
I(1 = A) " (208 YN + OR)(B)llm: S 208N +O) ()]l 71
SION@ g4 YNON -3 -ce + ||@?v(t)HL§ (A.19)
SIONOImIYNON | -y -cc + 1O (E i
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for small € > 0. Moreover, from (A.1)), we have

DN (Y (1) + Ol < V)25 YN ()5 + 11(V) 22O N (1)]| e

SIvx@r +1On (@)l (A.20)

—*—6 oo
(L

Therefore, by studying the integral formulation of (A.5), a contraction argument in

L>([0,T); HY(T?)) for small T' > 0 with (A.19) and (A.20) yields local well-posedness. Here,

the local existence time 7' depends on ||©(0)|| 1, HTHLzTHl, and [[Yy| = _1_. ., where the
x L W )

last term is almost surely bounded in view of Lemma and ([2.4)).
Next, we prove global existence on [0, 1] by establishing an a priori bound on the H!-norm
of a solution. From ({A.5) with (A.4]), we have

537100 = = [ 2on(OYy(D) + B (1)ex()ds

- [ @@ om0 +en®) - (V) ex(ndr  (a21)

+/ (VYO(t) - (V)T (t)d.
’]I‘3

The second term on the right-hand side of ({A.21]), coming from W is a coercive term, allowing
us to hide part of the first term on the right-hand side.
From Lemma [2.] and Young’s inequality, we have

[ ox v + Bpents

SIOxOlzn + 108 ®)IZs + YN @E -y

(A.22)

for small € > 0 and some ¢ > 0. We now estimate the second term on the right-hand side

of (A.22). By (2.3)), we have
3+6¢ _6
@ ¢ 3 5 @ 3+2¢ @ 3+2€
1ON)7s S ON@)I T [[ON ()] _2—56 (A.23)
S HeN(t)HHI +€0H@N< )”Wf%fsﬁ +C€O

for small €,e9 > 0. As for the coercive term, from (3.40)) and Young’s inequality, we have
[ (0) + 0(0)* (%) O (0
T3

> % Lwteno)fs—c [ (@) v @) () en(b)dr
> xS 4., — @I, lonl
> L1ONMIE 4y — el @IE .

Therefore, putting (]A.21D, (A.22), (A.23), and (A.24) together we obtain

(A.24)

Wfffe ,6

d . .
1@ 5 S MO + TNz + YOIy + YOI,y + 1
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By Gronwall’s inequality, we then obtain

2 <2 c 6
IO S I aqogany + VWIS HIVIS, oy L (A2D)

uniformly in 0 < ¢ < 1. The a priori bound (A.25) together with Lemma allows us to

iterate the local well-posedness argument, guaranteeing existence of the solution © on [0, 1].

Lastly, we prove the bound (A.6). From (A.19), (A.20), and (A.25]), we have
lo(1—A)"'20N8YN + O%) + Wn (Y + O)ll 20,1 12)
S HTHi?([o,T];H;) + YN[ g, 1

st

(A.26)

La([0,1]:Cz 2 27)

for some finite q,cp > 1 and for any 0 < 7 < 1. Then, using the equation (A.5)), the
bound (|A.6)) follows from ({A.26]), the bound on T, and the following corollary to Lemma

E[lvwl? | <o
La([0,1];¢. 2 27)
for any finite p,q > 1, uniformly in N € N. O

Remark A.3. A slight modification of the argument presented above shows that the tamed ®3-
measure vg constructed in Proposition is absolutely continuous with respect to the shifted
measure Law(Y (1) + 03(1) + W(1)). In this setting, we can use the analysis in Subsection
(Step 1 of the proof of Proposition to arrive at . The rest of the argument remains
unchanged. As a consequence, the o-finite version pg of the ®3-measure defined in is
also absolutely continuous with respect to the shifted measure Law(Y (1) + 03(1) + W(1)) for
any ¢ > 0.
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