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INVARIANT GIBBS MEASURE FOR 3D NLW
IN INFINITE VOLUME

SAMANTHA XU

ABSTRACT. Consider the radial nonlinear wave equation —8$u + Au = u3,

u: Ry x R2 — R, u(t,z) = u(t,|z|). In this paper, we construct a Gibbs
measure for this system and prove its invariance under the flow of the NLW.
In particular, we are in the infinite volume setting.

For the finite volume analogue, specifically on the unit ball with zero bound-
ary values, an invariant Gibbs measure was constructed by Burq, Tvetkov, and
de Suzzoni in [12}[44] as a Borel measure on super-critical Sobolev spaces.

In this paper, we advocate that the finite volume Gibbs measure be consid-
ered on a space of weighted Holder continuous functions. The measure is sup-
ported on this space and the NLW is locally well-posed there, a counter-point
to the Sobolev super-criticality noted by Burq and Tzvetkov. Furthermore,
the flow of the NLW leaves this measure invariant.

We use a multi-time Feynman—Kac formula to construct the infinite volume
limit measure by computing the asymptotics of the fundamental solution of an
appropriate parabolic PDE. We use finite speed of propagation and results from
descriptive set theory to establish invariance of the infinite volume measure.

To the best of our knowledge, this paper provides the first construction and
proof of invariance of a Gibbs measure in infinite volume outside of the 1D
case.
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Consider the 3D radial, defocusing, cubic, nonlinear wave equation (NLW)

(1.1)

1. INTRODUCTION

—02u + Au = u?,
u:Ry xRS 5 R,
u(t,z) = u(t, |z]) = ult,r)

with Hamiltonian

1) = [ 3l + 317uP + el
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In this paper, we construct the Gibbs measure Mo, = Moo, 1 ® Moo 2 for this system,
which we informally write as

dmeo (u,ug) = = exp (—H (u)) “d(u, ug)”

dmos,1 (u) = 7, &P (— /R3 lul* + %|Vu|2> “du”

1
dmeo 2(ut) = 7 exp <_ /R3 %|Ut|2> “duy”

and show that the flow of (IT]) is defined for all time on the support of m«,, and
leaves Mmoo, invariant. Namely, the flow is a measure preserving transformation for
all time (cf., Theorem [L3]).

To prove this theorem, we introduce a change of variables to reformulate The-
orem in a one dimensional setting. In this setting, we break the reformulation
into three parts (Theorems [0 [[7] and [[Y]), and prove each part separately. This
reformulation is detailed in Section

To better understand the interpretation of such a measure, let us first examine
a simpler system. Let L > 0 and let B(0, L) C R? denote the ball in R? of radius
L and with center at 0. Let A, = A p; denote the Laplacian on B(0, L) with
Dirichlet boundary conditions. Consider the linear wave equation

—0}u+ Apu=0,

w:R;y x B(0,L) - R,

u(tv ‘T) = u(t7 |$|) = u(t, r)u
ulr,xoB(0,2) =0

(1.2)

as well as its corresponding “free measure”
(1.3)

bt 1 1 13 ” 1 1 13 ”
ding (u,ue) = — XP <— /B(O L)§|Vu|2> du ®?exp <— /B(O L)§|ut|2> duy”.

Since we can diagonalize Ar in this setting, each of the two factors above is sug-
gestive of a Gaussian measure on some infinite dimensional Hilbert space.
Indeed, consider the following orthonormall basis for L2,,(B(0, L)) consisting of
eigenfunctions of Ar:
\/2/Lsi L
(1.4) Fup(r) o= Y2LESRO/E) o

r

with eigenvalues (nw/L)?, n = 1,2, ..., respectively. For each s € R, consider the
radial, homogeneous Sobolev space

. rsad,O(B(Oa L) - (C) =

{g = Z Cnfn,L

n=1

oo
cn € C, ||g||i]iud0 = Z |7’”T/L|2S|Cn|2 < OO} »
’ n=1

and Hfad’O(B(O,L) — R), the sub-space with real coefficients. We equip these
spaces with the usual Borel o-algebra.
Letting s < %, we interpret the expression in ([3]) as the image measure on

.rsad,O(B(O’ L) —R) x Hf;dl,o(B(Ov L) —R)

1The normalized Lebesgue measure on B(0, L) is given by ﬁrzdrdasm
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under the map
(1.5)

o (S

Zﬁ Vo (r ) an (W), bn(w) ~ N(0,1) iid.
where w is an element of some suitable probability space (2, F, P) and a,, b, are
i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables. Indeed, the restriction s < % is due to

the fact that

(IS sl Sl | <

if and only if s < 5 and so the free measure is actually supported on such Sobolev
spaces. It can be shown (cf., [44) Prop. 2.10]) that this measure is left invariant
under the flow of the linear wave equation in (L2)).

Let us now consider a system that is the nonlinear version of ([[2]), as well as
the finite volume version of (LI)):

—02u+ Apu = ud,
w:R;y x B(0,L) = R,
u(t, ) = u(t,|z|) = u(t,r),
ulr,xoB(0,2) =0

(1.6)

and its Gibbs measure

(1.7) dmp (u,uy) = dmy 1(u) @ dmp 2(ug)

where
1 1 1
dmL,l(u) = — exp —/ —|u|4 4 —|Vu|2 “du’
4 Bo.L) 4 2

1 1
dmip o(uy) = 7 exp (— /B(o . §|ut|2> “duy”

Observe that, formally speaking,

1 1
(1.8) dmp(u,u;) = — exp —/ —ul* | ding (u, uy),
Z B(0,) 4

with Z being some normalizing constant. This system was studied? by Burq and
Tzvetkov in [12] and by de Suzzoni in [44]. They considered the case L = 1, but
the analysis for general L > 0 is identical if we simply re-scale. In [12], it was noted
that

- 4
Zmr(/lzf"L( ) < 00, w a.s.

n=1 L4(B(0,L))

(1.9)

In particular, the Radon—Nikodym derivative

1
(1.10) (u, ug) — exp ——/ ||
4 /Bo,1)

2Burq and Tzvetkov actually considered the Gibbs measure for NLW —02u + Opu = |ulPu
when p < 3, though invariance of the Gibbs measure was only shown in the case p = 2 by de
Suzzoni.
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is positive my, almost surely, and so the expression in (L) is indeed well-defined. In
particular, my, is mutually absolutely continuous with respect to the free measure
my,. It was shown by Burq and Tzvetkov that (LG) is globally well-posed on a set
of mz, measure 1. Building upon the results in [12], it was shown by de Suzzoni that
the flow of (L6]) leaves the Gibbs measure my, invariant. We discuss a modification
of these results in Theorem

To construct the Gibbs measure for our system (L.I]), we shall consider a suitable
infinite volume limit of the Gibbs measures in (7). To this end, we shall employ
techniques from the theory of stochastic processes. In particular, we seek to work
in a space where evaluation at a point is a well-defined linear functional.

We first discuss the construction and interpretation of

1 1 1
dmeo,1 (u) = 7 exp <— /11@3 Z|U|4 + §|Vu|2) “du”

by further analyzing the support of my, ;. Consider the random series

oo

(1.11) P =3 ‘:L’;(/“L) \/%sin(mrr/L), an (@) ~ N(0,1) iid.

= > 2 g )

n=1

By Mercer’s theorem (cf., [2I] or [25]), the series almost surely converges uniformly
and has law of the standard Brownian bridge from (0,0) to (L,0) . Namely, f“(r)
is a Gaussian process in r of mean zero with

/

(1.12) E[f”(r)f“(r’)]:r(l—%), 0<r<i+ <L

In particular, f“(r) is almost surely s-Holder continuous for every s € [0, 1). Since
my.1 is mutually absolutely continuous with respect to the law of r=!f¥(r), it
follows that myp, ; is supported on the space

1 Clao(BO.L) = B) = {f : floso.) = 0. lim rf(r) =0, [/l < oo}

for every s € [0, 1), where

L=  sup Tlf(rl)_TZf(T2)'

s
r1,r72€[0,L] |T1 - T2|
T1#£T2

(1.13) /]

Note that the condition lim,_,o7f(r) = 0 comes from the fact that f“(0) = 0
almost surely. It follows from the discussion in Section and in Appendix [A] that
r71C8L40.0(B(0, L) = R) is indeed a measurable subset of Hﬁad’O(B(O, L) —» R) and
that the restriction of the Borel o-algebra on Hiad,o to Tflcrsad10 coincides with
the Borel o-algebra generated by ([LI3]). We shall construct ms 1 on the space of
locally (weighted-)Holder continuous functions as a suitable infinite volume limit

of mr.,i-
Definition 1.1. For s € [0, 1], consider the space
P O g0 (RP = R) = {f: lin%rf(r) =0,[|flls,z < oo forall L >0},
’ r—
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equipped with the topology and Borel o-algebra induced by

”fl - f2||57n

d(f1, f2) = ;flm'

For R > 0, let
1 Claa(B(0, R) = R) := {f : lim rf(r) = 0, || f]ls,r < o0}

be equipped with Borel o-algebra induced by | - ||s,r- For 0 < R < L < o0, we
denote the restriction map pk% : r=1C2_ ,(B(0,L)) — r—*C? ,(B(0,R)) by

rad rad
Ly._
PRl = f|B(0,R)-

We define the Borel measure my 1|po, gy on 7' C:,,(B(0, R) — R) via

mralpo.r)(A) =mr1((p5) "' (4))

for Borel measurable subsets A C r='C%_,(B(0,R) — R). We say that a Borel

T

measure Mmoo on r1CS . (R3 — R) is an infinite volume limit of {mr1}r>0 if,

for every Borel measurable A C r=1C%_,(B(0, R) — R),
(1.14) Jim i a|po,r) (A) = Mos1lBo,r) (A);

where the latter expression is moo1]p(0,r)(A) = Moo 1 ((pF) " H(A)).

We now discuss the construction and interpretation of

1 1
dmoo,Q - Z_2 exp <_ /3 §|ut|2> “d’u,t”7
R

also known as (radial) white noise on R3. This is a classical object and may be con-
structed via abstract methods such as Bochner—Minlos theory (cf., [41]). However,
we shall take an alternate, direct approach that is more suited towards proving
invariance. To this end, we analyze the support of mp, .

Now, the random series Y, b, (w)4/ 2 sin(nwr/L), by(w) ~ Ng(0,1) i.i.d., al-
most surely does not converge as a function, and so we cannot expect my, 2 to be

supported on a space of functions. However, the image measure ((—Az)~Y/2)*my o
on H;,,o(B(0,L) = R), s < §, has the law

b (w)
nw/L

[(=A0) 72 my](4) = P( Y

n=1

fan(r) € A),

for Borel A C Hﬁad’O(B(O,L) — R). Again, this is the law of Brownian bridge
divided by r. Thus, ((—AL)™*/?)*my 2 is supported on r~'Cs,, o(B(0,L) — R)
for 0 < s < 1/2. As the infinite volume limit of Brownian bridge is Brownian
motion (we will make this notion precise in Theorem and Section B.6]), we make
the following definition.

Definition 1.2. Let {B(r)},>0 denote a version of Brownian motion, i.e., B(r) is
a Gaussian process of mean zero and E[X (r)X (r’)] = min(r,7’). Fixing s € [0, 1),
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let F denote the restriction of the Borel g-algebra on r~!C? (R?* = R) to the

rad,loc
Setﬁ
A= {f € Tﬁlc(f‘ad,loc(}RS - R) | 1;111 f(T) = 0}

We define m., 2 to be a measure on (—A)Y2 A, equipped with o-algebra (—A)Y/2F,
such that

(1.15) [(—A)72)* Mmoo 2] (A) = P(r~'B(r) € A)
for all A € F.
We now state our main result.

Theorem 1.3. Fiz s € [0, %) There exists a unique Borel measure moo,1 0N
7G5 100 (R = R) which is the infinite volume limit of {my 1} r>0.

With meo 2 defined in (LIH), let
Moo = Meo,1 @ Meo,2-

For & < s < 3, the flow of (L)) is globally defined on a set of me-measure 1, and
the restriction of the flow to this set is a measure preserving transformation for all
time.

Remark. As mentioned earlier, we shall prove this theorem by first reformulating
the problem in similar setting. In particular, we complexify (LI as well as reduce
to a wave equation on the half-line. We construct an infinite volume limit measure
on a space of functions on the half-line, and establish the invariance of this measure
under the flow on the reduced, complexified NLW. We detail this reduction in
Section

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my PhD advisor, Rowan Killip, for
suggesting this line of investigation and for many helpful discussions. I would also
like to thank Terence Tao and Erik Walsberg for helpful comments. This work
was supported in part by NSF grants DMS 1265868 (P.I. Rowan Killip) and DMS
1001531 (P.I. Rowan Killip).

1.1. General Background. A foundational result is Liouville’s theorem, which
states that the flow of a Hamiltonian ODE preserves Lebesgue measure. Invari-
ant measures for Hamiltonian PDEs were first considered by Lebowitz, Rose, and
Speer in [24], and refined by Bourgain in [2]. In these papers, they considered a
focusing, non-linear Schrodinger (NLS) equation on the circle and constructed an
L2-truncated Gibbs measure. By applying a frequency truncation (to obtain a fi-
nite dimensional system), invoking Liouville’s theorem for Hamiltonian ODEs, and
using uniform probabilistic estimates to remove the truncations, Bourgain proved
global existence of solutions on a set of full measure and the invariance of the Gibbs
measure under the NLS. Prior to Bourgain’s result, only local well-posedness results
were available in that setting.

One benefit of randomization is that one may work in systems with super-critical
scaling. Data with ill-behaved solutions generally lie in null sets of these measures,
and the invariance of the Gibbs measure can be used as a conservation law to
upgrade local in time existence to global existence. Indeed, the critical scaling for
(CH) is s. = %, and so my, is supported on super-critical Sobolev spaces.

3This set consists of tempered distributions and, by the Law of the Iterated Logarithm, is in
the support of r~'B(r).
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Furthermore, we may construct the Gibbs measure for —92u + Apu = |u[Pu for
all p < 4. In [12], Burq and Tzvetkov show almost surely global existence on a
set of full Gibbs measure in the case p < 3. The case 3 < p < 4 was proven by
Bourgain and Bulut in [§].

Another example is [29], where Nahmod, Pavlovié, and Staffilani considered the
2D and 3D Navier—Stokes equations with randomized initial data in super-critical
spaces. This is not in a Hamiltonian setting, and hence one cannot expect invariant
measures via Liouville’s theorem on the Fourier truncations. Nevertheless, they
randomized about a fixed initial datum, and applied large deviation estimates, to
obtain almost sure global existence of weak solutions, with uniqueness in the 2D
case.

Another recent work is [31], where Nahmod and Staffilani proved almost sure
local well-posedness for a 3D quintic NLS on T? with data below H'(T?), also in
a supercritical regime. Other works on finite volume spatial domains include [3],
where Bourgain used Wick ordering to construct an invariant Gibbs measure for a
2D NLS on the torus; [33], where Oh proved invariance of mean 0 white noise for
the 1D KdV equation on the circle; [16], where Colliander and Oh showed almost
sure global existence of solutions of 1D cubic NLS with initial datum in H*(T),
—% < s < 0. Further works in the finite volume setting include [4}6][7,28]130}32]
39,421[48,50,51], etc, and references therein.

When the underlying spatial domain is of infinite volume, then the construction
of such an invariant Gibbs measure is significantly more delicate. In contrast with
the finite volume case, Gibbs measures in this setting are singular with respect to
an analogous infinite volume “free measure”.

The only other case in which an infinite volume invariant measure is constructed
is in [27], where Mckean and Vaninsky constructed a Gibbs measure for a 1D NLW
on the half-line. Using techniques from stochastic analysis, they reduced the con-
struction of such a measure to computing the asymptotics of the fundamental so-
lution of a parabolic PDE with time-independent coefficients. Indeed, the measure
was realized as a stationary diffusion on the half-line. They also constructed invari-
ant measures for analogous finite volume NLW and used finite speed of propagation
to upgrade to invariance of the infinite volume measure.

In contrast to [27], our measure does not correspond to a stationary diffusion.
The fact that we are not in a strictly one dimensional setting means that our
parabolic PDE has time dependent coeflicients with singularities as we approach
the space-time origin (cf., (B.5]).

The fact that our finite volume systems are posed with zero boundary values also
makes the measure theory more delicate: generic paths in the support of the finite
volume measures are ignored by the infinite volume measure. This is in contrast
to [27], where the finite volume systems were considered with periodic boundary
values.

Other work in infinite volume settings include: in [5], where Bourgain analyzed a
1D periodic NLS with uniform estimates on arbitrarily large intervals; in [47], where
Thomann randomized coefficients of eigenfunctions of a Schrodinger operator with
a confining potential, and showed almost sure global existence of solutions of power-
type NLS on RY; in [26], where Liihrmann and Mendelson fixed an initial datum
and randomized with respect to its Littlewood—Paley pieces. Other works in the
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infinite volume setting include [40] and [45]. Note that these works do not consider
Gibbs measures.

To the best of our knowledge, this paper provides the first construction and proof
of invariance of a Gibbs measure in infinite volume outside of the 1D case.

1.2. Reformulation of Theorem As mentioned earlier, we shall make some
reductions to our NLW as well as revisit the Burq—Tzvetkov—de Suzzoni result. In
this reduced setting, the analogue of Theorem is broken up into three parts—
Theorems [[.6], [ and [L9—which we shall prove in Sections 2 Bl and [ respec-
tively.

We first consider the finite volume setting. Recall, the three dimensional radial
Laplacian can be written as A = 92 + 29,. So, u(t,r) is a (classical) solution of
(CH) if and only if v(¢,7) := ru(t,r) is a (classical) solution of

—02v + 0?v = 2—2,
(1.16) viR, x [0,1] = R,
v(t,0) = v(t, L) = 0.

Here, 02 denotes Laplacian with zero boundary values, which is easily understood
through Fourier expansion (see below).
Let us also complexify (II6) and reduce it to a first order equation. Letting

|0r| := y/—02, then ¢ is a solution of (LI6) if and only if
(1.17) w = v + 1|0, 10w = ru+1i|0,| 0 (ru)

is a solution (see definition below) of

— 0w + |0y Jw = —|0,] ! ((Rj;”>3) ,
(1.18) w: Ry x [0,L] = C,

w(t,0) = w(t,L) = 0.
We also have the following change of variables on the initial data:
(1.19) (wup)li=o = (f1, f2) == wlimo = 1f1 + [0, |7 (1 f2).

We precisely define what we mean by a solution.

Definition 1.4 (Strong Solution for (LI8)). Let B = H ([0, L]) or B = C§([0, L]).
Let T € [0,00). We say that w(t,r) : [-T,T] x [0, L] — C is a strong solution of
([TI8) on [-T,T] with initial datum g € B if
(1) w e CY?B([-T,T) x [0,L] — C), which is to say: for fixed t € [T, T] we
have w(t,r) € B and that the B-norm of w varies continuously in time.
(2) w(0,r) = g(r), and
(3) w(t,r) obeys the corresponding Duhamel formula

wttr = o] 09— [ [T (B2
for each t € [T, T].

Furthermore, if w is the unique strong solution on [T, T'] with initial datum g € B,
then we write

Flowy(t,9)(r) := w(t,r), [t| < T.
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We next turn to the relevant function spaces and their measurable structures.
Consider the following orthonormal basis of L2([0, L]) consisting of eigenfunction
of 92

en,(r) :=/2/Lsin(nnr/L), n=12,...,

with eigenvalues (nw/L)?, n = 1,2,..., respectively. For each s € R, consider the
homogeneous Sobolev space

Hi([0,L] = C) := {9 =Y cnenr|en €R gl =D (n/L)*|eal® < OO} :

n=1 n=1

and H([0,L] — R), the sub-space with real coefficients. We equip these spaces
with the usual Borel o-algebra.

Recalling (I4), observe that ey, 1 = rf, . In general, f(r) — rf(r) is (up to a
constant multiple) an isometry from L?,,(B(0, L)) — L2([0, L]), because

/S/ ()2 r2dr i_/OL Irf ()2 dr.

Furthermore, multiplication by r is an isometry Hfad’O(B(O, L)) — H ([0, L]).
The analogue of the randomization in (LB under the change of variables (f1, f2) —

rf1+i0: 71 (rfa) (cf., @CIT)) is

(1.20) w Z an( n:/lli) )emL(r), an (W), by (w) ~ Ng(0,1), i.id.

where, again, w is an element of some suitable probability space (2, F, P). Fixing

5 < %, let us denote pz, to be the image measure on Hg([O,L] — C) under the
map in (L20). To separate the randomizations, let p7, 1 and py o denote the image

measure on Hg([0, L] — R) under the maps

(1.21) WHZmr/L and wHZmr/L

respectively. The connection between pr,, pt1,,1, and g, 2 is as follows: for Borel sets
Al,AQ Q HS([O,L] — R),

(1.22) nr({g | Re(g) € A1, Im(g) € Az}) = pra(Ar)pr2(Az2).

As with the original case in ([2)) and ([[3)), pz, is invariant under the flow of the
linear, first order wave equation

—i0yw + |0 |w = 0,
w: Ry x [O,L] —>(C,
w(t,0) =w(t, L) =0.

Let us construct the analogue of (L8]) in this setting. Recall that the Radon—
Nikodym derivative in (ILI0) only depends on the first component and that, for
Borel measurable functions ¥ : H§([0, L] — R) — R, we have

[ e duan = [ U(rf) dinga(f).
5 ([0,L]) H?,40(B(0,L))
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W(f) = exp (—3 | o dr)

then U(rf) = exp (—% fOL |f(r)|*r? dr) = exp (—% fB(O,L) |f(r)|4), which recovers
(CI0). Thus, under the change of variables (I.T9)), the corresponding Gibbs measure
for (ILIY) is

L
(1.23) dvi(g) :== ZLL exp <—i/0 (Re g(r))*r—2 dr> dur(g),

In other words, letting

with Z; being a normalization constant. As with the case of my and my, the
measure iz, and vy, are mutually absolutely continuous. Let us separate vy, into its
“real” and “imaginary” components. Namely, let

L
(120 () = e (—i | o dr> Az (f)
and let
(125) VL2 = HL,2-

Then the connection between vp,vr 1,vr,2 is as follows: for Borel measurable
Al,AQ Q HS([O,L] — C),

(126) VL({g | Re(g) S Al,Im(g) S AQ}) = I/L)l(Al)I/L)g(AQ).

To construct the infinite volume measure, we will consider the infinite volume limits
of vr, 1 and vy, o separately, and piece them back together in a way similar to (I.26).
See Section [3 for further details.

Using techniques similar to those by Bourgain, the following result was shown
by Burq, Tzvetkov, and de Suzzoni.

Theorem 1.5 (Burq—Tvetkov—de Suzzonﬂ, [12,44]). Let s < %, let L >0, and let

vy, be as in (L23). There exists a measurable set T, C HE([0, L] — C) with the
following properties

(1) I/L(HL):l. .
(2) Each g € I admits a unique, global, strong solution in H§. Namely,
Flow(t,g) is defined for all t € R, and, for each T € [0,00), we have

Flowy(t,g) € COHS([-T,T] x [0, L] — C).
(3) For each measurable set A C 11y, and for each t € R, the set Flowp (¢, A) =
{Flow(t,g) | g € A} is a measurable subset of H§(]0, L] — C) and
v (Flowp(t, A)) = vi(A).
In Section 2] we modify the Burq—Tzvetkov—de Suzzoni result. As mentioned

above in ([LTT]), the randomization in (L2I]) obeys the law of the standard Brownian
bridge from (0,0) to (L,0). Thus, for 0 < s < %, ur1 and pp 2 are supported on

C5([0,L] = R) :={f:[0,L] = R | f is s-Holder continuous and 0 = f(0) = f(L)},

4Strictly speaking, the results in [12l[44] were stated in the 3-dimensional, complexified setting.
Theorem is the restatement of their result after multiplication by r.
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equipped with the usual Holder norm. It follows that py, is supported on C§([0, L] —
C). By mutual absolute continuity, vy, is also supported on C§([0, L] — C).

We will show that (LIS) is locally well-posed in C§([0, L] — C), thus making
it an excellent space for the analysis of this random initial data problem. This
also provides a counter-point to the Sobolev super-criticality noted by Burq and
Tzvetkov.

Also, we slightly extend the measure theory in the following sense: we complete
the Borel o-algebra on C§([0,L] — C) with respect to the measure vz, and we
call a set vy -measurable if it is an element of this larger o-algebra. By abuse of
notation, we also denote the extension of the measure to this larger o-algebra by
vr,. As we shall see in Section [ this setting is convenient because for every Borel
set A C C§([0,L] — C) and for every 0 < R < L, the set

A= {f :[0,L] = C'| 3g € A such that g|jp g = f|[0,R]}

is not necessarily Borel, but is still vz-measurable. Indeed, we shall see that A is
analytic (i.e., a continuous image of a Borel set). Sets of this form arise naturally
when we seek to apply finite speed of propagation arguments.

The proof of the following modified result, as well as the discussion of the proof
method, is the content of Section

Theorem 1.6. Let + < s < 3, let L > 0. Then [LIR) is locally well-posed in

C§([0,L] — C). Let vy, be as in (L23). Then, there exists a Borel measurable set
O C C§([0, L] — C) such that

(1) I/L(QL) =1.
(2) Each g € Qr admits a unique global, strong solution in C§. Namely,
Flow(t, g) is defined for all t € R, and, for each T € (0,00), we have

Flowy(t,g) € CYC:([-T,T] x [0, L] — C).
(3) For each vi-measurable set A C Qp, and for each t € R, the set
Flowy (¢, A) := {Flow(t,g) | g € A}
is also vi-measurable subset of C§([0,L] — C) and
v, (Flowy (¢, A)) = v (A).
Moreover, if A is Borel, then so is Flowy(t, A).

Remark. Observe that the scaling w — wy(t,7) := w(At, Ar) preserves solutions of
(LIR). Thus, scaling-invariant space is C?. It follows that C?, with % < s< 3, are
sub-critical spaces with respect to this scaling.

We turn to the infinite volume setting. Given that the finite volume measures
vy, are supported on C§([0, L] — C), we shall construct the infinite volume limit
measure on the space

Croe([0,00) = C) :={f : [0,00) = C ||| fllcs(jo,z]) < oo for all L > 0},

where we equip this space with the metric

(1.27) d(gi,92) =y 27"

g1 — g2llc=(jo,n))
L+ [lg1 — g2lles(jo,n))

as well as the induced metric topology and Borel structure. Also, we expect a
compatibility criterion similar to that of (ILI4). Given the measure in this 1D
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setting, we may recover the measure in the original, 3D setting by taking the image
measure via the map
g+ (r~' Re(g),r "0, Im(g)) -

The proof of the following result, as well as the discussion of the proof method, is
the content of Section [3

Theorem 1.7. Fiz 0 < s < % There exists a unique Borel probablity measure
Voo on Cf ([0,00) — C) such that for each R > 0 and for each Borel measurable
ACC(J0,R] — C©),

(1.28) Llim velo,r)(A) = vooljo,r (A).
—00

As before, vi|jo,r) and veoljo,r] denote the (Borel, probability) image measures on
C°([0,R] — C) given by the image, under the restriction map g — gljo,g), of VL
and Voo, TESpectively.

Moreover, for each L > 0, the measures v |jo,g) and Veo|jo,r) are mutually abso-
lutely continuous. Let Fg denote the completion of the Borel o-algebra on C*([0, R))
with respect to any of these measures. Then ([[L28) holds for every A € Fg.

Finally, we turn to the PDE. Similar to before, the change of variables
u— w(t,r) = ru(t,r) +ir (|0, Ow) (t,7)
is a bijective correspondence between solutions u of (II]) and solutions w of

—idw + [0, |w = 0,71 (B
(1.29) w(t,r) : Ry x [0,00) = C

w(t,0) =0
In this setting, |0,| := /—02, where the Laplacian is defined with zero boundary
values on [0, 00).

Definition 1.8 (Strong Solution for (I29))). Let 7' € [0,00) and let g € C} ([0, 00) —
C). We say that w(t,r) : [-T,T] x [0,00) — C is a strong solution of ([[LI) on
[T, T] with initial datum g if

(1) w(0,r) = g(r),
(2) w(t,r) obeys the corresponding Duhamel formula

(e = [ 1%1g] () - [ [ e ()]

for each t € [-T,T], and
(3) For each R > 0, we have w € CPC3([-T,T)] x [0, R] — C).
Furthermore, if w is the unique strong solution on [T, T| with initial datum g,
then we write

(1.30) Flows (t, g)(r) := w(t,r), [t| < T.

As with Theorem [[.6] we complete the Borel g-algebra on C}, ([0, 00) — C) with
respect to the measure v, and we call a set v -measurable if it is an element of
this larger o-algebra. By abuse of notation, we also denote the extension of the
measure to this larger o-algebra by v.

The proof of the following result, as well as the discussion of the proof method,

is the content of Section [l
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Theorem 1.9. Fiz % < s < L. There exists a Borel measurable set Qs C

5.
C; .(10,00) = C) such that

(1) Voo(Qoo) = 1;
(2) FEach g € Qo admits a unique global, strong solution: Flow.(t, g) is defined
for allt € R and, for each T >0 and R > 0, we have

Flowee (t,9) 0.y € CYC(-T,T] x [0, K] > R).
(3) For each veo-measurable subset A C Qo and for each t € R, the set
Flows (t, A) := {Flows(t,g) | g € A}
is also a Voo -measurable subset of C ([0,00) — C) and
Voo (Flowes (£, A)) = Voo (A).
Moreover, if A is Borel, then so is Flowe(t, A).

2. FINITE VOLUME INVARIANT MEASURES

In this section, we prove Theorem The main new ingredients are a local
well-posedness theory on C§([0, L] — C), as well as some measure theoretic consid-
erations from Appendix [Al

2.1. Local Well-Posedness in C®*. We first establish the local well-posedness of
([CI0) in C§([0, L] — R), as the free propagator in this setting can be written down
explicitly. Afterwards, we show that the complexified wave equation (I8 is locally
well-posed in C§([0, L] — C).

To obtain explicit formulas for the linear evolution on [0, L] with Dirichlet bound-
ary values, we apply the usual odd reflections, and use d’Alembert’s formula. For
L>2 for0<t<1,andfor 0 <r < L, we have

s(fr+t)— ft—r)) r—t <0,
(2.1) [eos(t0, ) f](r) = 3(f(r+t)+ f(r—1)) 0<r—t<r+t<L,
T(flr—t)—f2L—r—1t)) L<r+t
and
%/:Tg(p)dp r—t<0,

r+t
/ g(p) dp 0<r—t<r+t<lL,

—t

N~

2L—r—t
/ glp)dp L<r+t

—t

N~

with similar formulas when —1 <¢ < 0.
First, we establish some estimates on the linear propagator itself.

Lemma 2.1. Let f € C§([0,L] = R). For 0 < T < oo, we have
[cos(t10, 1) f1(r), [sin(t]3:]) f1(r) € CYCX([~T,T] x [0, L] — R).
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Furthermore, there ezists C > 0 such that
(2.3) I[eos(tl0: ) f1(r)l cocs (-1, 71x 10,1y < Cllf Ml
(2.4) [[sin(E0-) 1)l cocs (—rmx 0,7 < Cllf llos-
Also, for every t € [T, T], we have
0 = [sin(t]0,]) f] (0) = [sin(t|0,[) f] (L) = [cos(t],[) ] (0) = [cos(t|0r]) f] (L)

Proof. The assertions for cos(t|9,|) follow immediately from 2I1).
Observe that, by (1) and [22)), we have

sin(t]0, ) M= e .
o, || ) = eostron) 10

and so

S flleg
CPC3(I-T\T)x[0,L))

Now, the operator |9,|(9,)~! is the finite volume Hilbert transform and, by Pri-
valov’s theorem (cf., [53]), is a bounded linear map from C*([0, L]) to itself. Thus,
@) follows.

Finally, recall that the Fourier series of Holder continuous functions converge
uniformly to the original function. For fixed ¢, the function sin(¢|9,|)f is s-Holder
continuous, and the Fourier series of sin(¢|0.|)f is still a sine series. Thus,

0 = [sin(t[0:) f] (0) = [sin(t|0]) ] (L). O

We use Lemma 2.1l to establish a local well-posedness for the second order equa-
tion (LI6). Similarly to Definition [L4] we say that v(¢,r) : [-T,T] x [0, L] — R is
a strong solution of (LI6) on [—7,T] with initial data (fi, f2) if

(1) v(t,r) € CYCX[-T,T] x [0, L] = R),

(2) (v,ve)le=0 = (f1, f2),

(3) wv(t,r) obeys the Duhamel formula
sin(¢|0,])

ww—mw@wmw+kﬁrﬁqm—mwmw

where

tlsin(t — 1 | v(T, - 3
(K (0)](¢,7) :_/0 (s (t|3r|)|8|[ ((.)2)] )(T)dT.

Proposition 2.2. Fiz 1 < s < % and fixt L > 2. Let f; € C§([0,L] — R) and let
f2 be a distribution supported on [0, L] such that |0,|7* fo € C§([0,L] — R). There
exists T € (0,1), whose value depends on L, || fillcs, |||0-| "2 fallcs, and a unique
strong solution v(t,r) of (LIQ) on [—T,T] with initial data (f1, f2).

Moreover,

(2.5) [0llcocs (1) x[0,2)=R) Ss [f1lleg + |10- 71 f2 cs

and for every o € [0,1),
sin(t]0,|)

(2.6) v(t,r) — [cos(t|0r]) f1] (r) — [W 2} (r) € C2Co([-T,T] x [0, L] — R).
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Proof. We use the abbreviation CPC? in place of CYCs([-T,T] x [0, L]), where T
is a constant to be specified later. We want to show that the mapping

@7)  wltr) o [eos(tld ) fi] (r) + [%f] (r) — (K@) (t.7),

admits a unique fixed point in C?C# with zero boundary values by showing that it
is a contraction for sufficiently small 7.
For (t,r) € [-T,T], we denote D(¢,r) to be the domain of dependence from
(t,r). For example, if r — ¢ < 0, then
D(t,ry={(r,p) |[t—r<7<tandr —t+7<p<t+r —7}U
{(r,p)|0<r<t—randt—1r' —7<p<t+r —7}

We use two key estimates. Recalling u(t,0) = 0, the first estimate is
(2.8) lot,7)| < r*llvllepes,

which shall give us integrability in the Duhamel terms. Recalling 3s > 1, the second
estimate is

(2.9) b —a* <pb—a, 0<a<b<[L

since the function f(z) = #3% is Lipschitz on bounded domains.

For the remainder of this proof, let us assume 0 < r’ < r < L. We treat only
the case t > 0; the negative time case is similar.

Case 1, t < T_QT/. In this case, D(t,r) N D(t,r") = 0. So, we simply use
(2.10) K )]t ) = [K()](t,7")] < [[K@)]t )] + |[K @)t )]

and estimate each term separately. We seek a bound of the form
[ @)](t,r) = [K @)t ") St ol Eocst,

as we may then use the estimate t < t'77(r — /)7 for every o € [0,1). In
particular, specializing to 0 = s and taking ¢ sufficiently small will lead us
to the desired fixed point of [27). We only estimate [K (v)](¢,7); the case
[K (v)](¢,r") is similar.

Subcase 1.1, r —t < 0. In particular, 0 < r < ¢t. Then (22]), (Z8), and (29) gives

t—r  pr+4(t—7) +(t—7) 3
K t7’|</ / / / |va)|dd7-
—7)—7r t—r Jr—(t—7)
r+(t—7) +(t—71)
Sholter [ [T [
—T)—"1 t—r Jr—(t—7)

<o loliBoc [y = (0= )" —2(r)* ]

<0

Se lollocsr

Ss.L ”UHSCECﬁt
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(rt)  (r1)

FIGURE 1. Subcase 2.1: shaded region is D(t,r)AD(t, 7).

Subcase 1.2, 0 <r —t <r+t¢ < L. Then [22)), [Z38), and 23] gives
r+(t—7) 3 )
K@) S ||v||cocs/ / 2 4y dr

—(t—1)

NS ||v||C?CS [(T + t)ss — 35 + (T _ t)35 _ TBS]
r v-v -
<0
SS,L ||U||%?Cﬁt

Subcase 1.3, L < r +t. In particular, L —r < tand r—¢t < L —t < 2L —r —t.

Then [2.2)), 28), and (29) gives

(L—7r) p2L—r—(t—7) r+(t—T1
K@)t )] S vllgecs [/ / / / 1 p*2dp dr
(t—7) (L—7) (t T)

<s ||v||cgcﬁ(2(L3s—r S)—|—(r—t) (2L —1r — )

<0

Se [0llocs (L — 1)
e [0llocst.

Case 2, “27"/ < t. In this case, D(t,r) N D(t, ') # 0. Using (Z8)), we have

@) [E@IE) - KENE] < b, [ N T

where AAB := (A\ B)U (B \ A) denotes the symmetric difference set.
Here, we seek an estimate of the form

/ / P2 dpdr S -1’
D(t,r)AD(t,r")

as we may then use the estimate r — 7’ < t179(r —1')? for every o € (0,1).
Subcase 2.1, 0 < 7' —t and r +t < L. The domain of dependence is sketched in
Figure[l In this case, D(t,7")AD(¢t,7) C R; U Ry, where
Ri={(r,p)|0<r<tandr +t—7<p<r+t—r},
Ro={(r,p)|0<7<tandr —t+7<p<r—t+71}.
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(1) ()

FIGURE 2. Subcase 2.2: shaded region is D(t,r)AD(t, 7).

Using (23], we have

r+t—7
// 382dpdr—// 3S_zdpdT
Rq 'dt—T1

S+ () + ()% = (' +1)*

<pr-—r.

and

r—t+T1
// 352dpd7—// p* % dp dr
Ro f—t+T

( )35 + (T/ _ t)Ss _ (’I” _ t)Ss

<0

!
Sspr—r

Subcase 2.2, 7' —t < 0 < ’”l% —tand r+t < L. The domain of dependence is
sketched in Figure @l In this case, D(¢,7")AD(t,r) C Ry U Re U Rs,
where

Ri={(r,p)|0<7<tandr +t—7<p<r+t—r7}
Ro={(r,p)|t—r' <7<tandr —t+7<p<r—t+7},
Ry={(r,p)|0<7<t—7r"andt—r' —7<p<t+7r -7}

Similarly to Subcase 2.1, we have [, 5 p3572dp dr <r r—r'. Using
29 and that ¢ < 25 we have

t—r' t—i—r -7
/ / P2 dpdr S / / p* % dp dr
R3 t r'—T

— (213 £ (t )P —(t —1")P
————

<0

551[‘ t—’l”l

Sspr—r.

~
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(r', ) (r,t)

AL p

FIGURE 3. Subcase 2.3: shaded region is D(t,r)AD(t,r"), and
P (t- 55, 555).

Subcase 2.3, T/;” —t<0<r—tandr+t < L. The domain of dependence is

sketched in Figure[Bl In this case, D(t,r")AD(t,r) C szl R;, where

Ri={(r,p)|0<7<tandr +t—-7<p<r+t—71},
Ry={(r,p)[t—r' <7 <tandr —t+7<p<r—t+7}
Ry={(r,p) [t - <r<t—r and 0 < p<r—1'},
Ri={(r,p) | 0<7<t—"F andr—t+7<p<t—7 —71}.

Similarly to Subcase 2.1, we have [ g p* 2 dpdr <pr—1'. Using

23), we have

/ / B2 dpdr S / / p* =% dpdr
R3

NSLT—’I”

Also, we have

t—r'—7
// p> 2 dpdr < / / 372 dp dr
R4 0 r—t+71

() e (55) e

Using (2.9) and the fact that ¢ < r means ¢t —

7‘+7‘

_ 3s /
_(TQT‘) +(t—7‘l)385Lt_g_—<L’f’—T/-

3s
r—r r—r
—( 5 ) +r—t)*<pr—t— Spr—r.
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(r',1) (r;1)

FIGURE 4. Subcase 2.4: shaded region is D(t,r)AD(t, 7).

Subcase 2.4, r —t < 0 and r + ¢t < L. The domain of dependence is sketched in
Figure[d In this case, D(¢, 7" )AD(t,r) C U?Zl R;, where

Rl—{(Tap)|0§Tﬁtandr’-i-t—q—gpgr_,_t_T},
={(rp)|t—r' <7t <tandr —t+7<p<r—t+r7},
={(r,p)|t—r<T<t—1"and0< p<r—1'},
={(rp)|0<7<t—randt—1r —7<p<t—r—r7}h

Similarly to Subcase 2.1, we have [[. , p**7% dp dr Sp r—1".

Similarly to Subcase 2.3, we also have [[pq p*~2 dp dr Spor — 7.
Using (23], we have

t—r t—r—r
// p3 2 dpdr < / / 32 dp dr
R4 0 t—r!'—71

< —(T — ’I”I)BS + (t _ T/)3S _ (t _ ’I”)SS

~S

<.pr—r.

~S;

Subcase 2.5, 0 <7’ —t and %’”l 4+t < L <r+t. This case follows from reflecting

the domains in Subcase 2.2 across the line p = L/2 and noting that

p3$72 is a decreasing function for p > 0.

Subcase 2.6, 0 <7’ —tandr +t < L < %T/ + t, which follows from reflecting the
domains in Subcase 2.3 across the line p = L/2.

Subcase 2.7, v’ +t > L, which follows from reflecting the domains in Subcase 2.4
across the line p = L/2.

Combining all the results from these cases, we have
K (u)(t,7) = K()(t,r")] Sz [0]Goc (r = )7t 77
for every o € (0, 1) which is to say,
l1—-0o
(2.12) [ )]t HCUCv([ T,T]x[0,L]) SeT HUHCOC

Using the fact that a3 — b3| < |a—b|(la]® + |b|?), a similar computation shows that
(2.13)

I @) = K@) oo Sz T = Bleses (IolZoc, + 191200 ) -
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Let us specialize to o = s. Then, for T sufficiently small, the map in 27 is a
self-mapping of the closed ball
)

{vecicsblese; < ©+1)(Iilles + 10,17 1

as well as a contraction. Here, C is the constant from Lemma 2.1l By contraction
mapping, ([27) admits a unique fixed point v, which is also the desired strong
solution. 0

Proposition 2.3. Fix % < s < % and fix L > 2. For each A > 0, there exists

T € (0,1), whose value depends on s, L, and A, with the following properties:

(1) Let g € C§([0, L] — C) such that ||g||cs(o,)) < A. Then Flow(t,g) is
defined for all t € [=T,T]. Furthermore,

(2.14) | Flowr (t, 9)ll cocs (.11 (0,2]) Ss.L [91Es 0.7y + 191l (10,2
and for each o € [0,1),
(2.15) Flowy(t,g) — e %lg e C207([-T,T] x [0, L] — C).

(2) Let g be as above. If g € C§([0, L)) is such that |g—gllcs(o,r)) s sufficiently
small, depending on A, s, L, then Flowy(t, ) also exists for all t € [-T,T)
and

(2.16) || Flowy(t, g)~FlowL(t, §)llcocs(-1)x[0.0)) Ss.L l9=gllc=lglE-+13l1E-)-

Proof. Let g € C§([0,L] — C) such that [|g|lcs(jo,e;) < A. Observe that the
pair (Re(g), |0-] Im(g)) obeys the hypotheses of Proposition 2221 Hence there is a
time interval [—T,T], depending on A, s, L, and a unique strong solution v(t,r) :
[-T,T] x [0,L] = R of (ILI6) with initial data (Re(g),|0-|Im(g)). By (Z3),

(2.17) lvllcocs (=1 11x[0,L]) Ss.z N9l (o,1)-
Observe that

t _ )3

10,10 = —sin(t|8r|)Re(g)+cos(t|8T|)Im(g)—/ cos(({t — 7)|9:]) (v(r, "))

0

9] SEa

We claim that
(10,7 ow) (t,7) € CYCE([-T,T) % [0,L] — C)
and
0= (|8T|_18tv) (t,0) = (|8T|_18tv) (t,L).
Assuming this claim, then
(2.18) w = v +1i|0.| Lo
would be the uniqud] strong solution of (L.IS).
We write [|Fl|cocs = | Fllcocs (—7,1)x[0,0]—~c)- By Lemma 2.} we have

(2.19) [|=sin(#|0,[) Re(g) + cos(t|0r|) Im(g)l|lcocs < l9lles(o,.L1-0)-

Letting
- "Te —1)|0,]) (v(r,-))3
R@)(t,7) ;_/0 { OS((t|ar|)|8 ) ((.)2)) (r) dr,

5Uniqueness follows from (v,v:) = (Re(w), |d-| Im(w)) and the uniqueness aspect of Proposi-
tion
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we shall prove [K (v)](t,r) € COW P([-T,T] x [0, L] — C) for large, but finite, p
and apply Sobolev embedding.

First, we realize |0,|~! as a convolution operator: for f € L?([0,L] — C) with
p € (1,00], we extend it to [—L, L] via f(—r) = —f(r) for r € [0, L], and then
extend to R via 2L periodicity. Having this extension, then

L
(2:20) 1or 21 ) = (£ 1)) = [ 1= ) dp.
where
h(r) = Z(mr/L)’l cos(nmr/L) = Re (10g(1 _ eiﬂT/L)) )
n=1

Note that h(r) € LI([—-L, L] — C) for every q € [1,00).
Next, we check boundary conditions. By (2.8]), we have
(2.21) (ot 7)*r 2l core(—rm)x[0,L)) Sp ||U|‘3C,,‘?Cg'

for every p € [1, 52=). Given (Z20), 221, and the fact that both cos(nw(—p)/L)

and cos(nw(L — p)/L) = (—1)" cos(nmp/L) are even in p, we have
DT gy [ e ()
o o) =0 = flo )
for all t. Given (1), it follows that 0 = [K (v)](t,0) = [K (v)](t, L), as well.
In view of [21]), we also have

for every t. By Holder’s inequality,
(v(7,))°

EEI A -

where we extend the integrands from [0, L] to R in the manner above. Hence,

(2.23) H[f((v)](t, )

< Iolidpe:-
COLY([0,¢]x[0,L])

cos((t = 7)o, )

cos((t = 7)o, )

[ 0] dor 51 oliger,

< 3.
C?CS([*T,T] x[0,L]) ~ ||’U||C?C;§

Furthermore, by Fubini’s Theorem, we may also write
(2.24) (K ()](t,r) = [0, F(¢,-)] ()

where

t v(r,-))3
Plt,r) ::/O [cos((t _ T)|ar|)(((+2))} (r) dr.
Fo<r—t<r+t<L,then I) and 2Z3) gives

Yl wlr,r+(t—1))3 (v(r,r—(t—71))3
|F(t,T)| 5 /0 (7‘+(t-7’))2 (7._ (f—T))z

t
S ||”||?é‘20g /0 (r+(t— 7.))3572 +(r—(t— T))ssfz dr

SsiL ||’U||SCECﬁ'

dr
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When r —t < 0 or when r + ¢ > L, we may similarly show |F(t,7)] S, 1 ||v||?éf)csv
t ™

and thus

(2.25) £ )l coco s,z ||U||3ég’0ﬁ'

Finally, the operator 8,|0,|~! (i.e., finite volume Hilbert transform) is a bounded
linear operator from LE([0, L]) to itself for every p € [1,00). Thus, 223), 224,
and (Z.29) gives

(2.26) & @)
for every p € [1,00). By Sobolev embedding, we have
(2.27) K(v) € C2C([-T,T) x [0,L] — C)
for every o € [0,1) and

< 3
cowtr (1,1 [0,L]) P Iollgoc:

(2.28) H (K (0)](t, r)‘

< 3
csox(-rmixio.cy ~ ¢ Mlcre:

Specializing to o = s and combining 2.17), 2.19), (228), this proves
lwlleoes < lglles + llgllo:-

In particular, we have established (2.I4]) and that w is the unique strong solution

of (LI8) with initial data g. (2IH) follows from (26) and 227).

The second part of the proposition follows from the fact that
la® = b*| < la = bl(Jal* + [b]*)

and arguing as above (and replacing T by T'/2, if necessary). ([

An immediate corollary is the following continuity result.

Corollary 2.4. Let L > 2 and let 0 < R < L —2. Let g, € C§([0,L] — C),
1 <k < o0, such that each gi, admits a unique strong solution of ([LLI8) for |t] < 1.
If

klggo gk = goollc=((0,r+1)) =0,
then
(2.29) Ji [| Flowy (. gi) — Flowr(t, 9o )l cocs (-1.11x [0.R)) = 0-
Furthermore, if
kli?;o gk = goollcs(j0,1) = 0,
then
(2.30) Jim [| Flowy (t, gr) = Flowr(t, 9o )llcocs (-1.11x[0.)) = 0-

Proof. For each A € [0, L—1], we define the “linear cut-off” operator Ur : C§([0, L]) —
C3(0, L]) via

g(r) 0<r<A,
[Trgl(r) =4 gN)A+1-2) A<r<A+1,
0 A+1<r<L.

Indeed,
(2.31) 1¥rglles o,y S,z l9llezo.ny
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where the implicit constant is independent of the choice of A. Also, we clearly have

(2.32) ([ r19k = U rt19ocllos(po, ) = 0-
Letting
A= || Flow (2, goo)lcocs ((=1,1) x[0,L))
then ([Z3T) gives
1V Rt 1900l (p0,2]) S,z 1900l oo (0,27 < A-

By Proposition 2.3 there exists a time T', depending upon s, L, and A, such that
Flow,(t, Y ri1900) € CYCT([-T,T) x [0,L] — C). Proposition 23] also gives
Jim [ Flowy, (8, U rr19x) — Flowr (t, ¥ ri1goo)llcocr (.11 0.2)) = 0-
By finite speed of propagation,
klggo || Flow,(t, g) — Flow (¢, goo) | cocr (-1, x 0, R+ 1-17) = 0
We now seek to iterate the argument.
As above, we have

¥Ry 17 Flowr (T, goo) o= (j0,2)) Ss.r | Flow (T, goo)llcs (o, < A

and
MmOy 7 Flowr (T, g) = W pi1—1 Flow (T, goo)ll oz (0,2)) = 0-
Thus, we may argue as above, using Proposition 2.3] to conclude that
klglolo | Flowr (¢, gr.) — Flow(, goo )l cocr (10,217 % [0, R4+ 1—217) = 0.

We may iterate this argument approximately 2|1/7T| times, using the value A as
a persistent bound, to establish ([2.29). To prove [2.30), we argue as above, again
using A as a persistent bound, but without using the operator ¥ . O

2.2. Proof of Theorem By Theorem [A3] the set C§([0, L] — C) is a Borel
subset of H([0, L] — C) and the Borel o-algebras on C§([0, L] — C) generated by
the s-Holder norm and by the Sobolev norm must agree. Recall from the discussion
in Section [[2 that v (C§([0, L])) = 1.

Let Iz, be as in Theorem [, then I, N Cy*([0, L] — C) has full v measure.
By Theorem [LE the set

Q= () Flowy, (t,1I, N C})
teQ
is a well-defined Borel subset of C§([0, L] — C) with vz, measure 1. This gives the
first assertion of Theorem

For the second assertion, let T € (0,00) and let ¢ € Q. By Theorem [LH
Flowy(t, g) is defined globally in time and we have Flowy (t,g) € COHg([~T,T] x
[0, L] — C). The fact that Flow(t,g) € C2C:([-T,T] x [0, L] — C) follows from
Proposition and the definition of Q.

The fact that Flowy, preserves Borel measurability follows from Theorem [[.5] and
Theorem [A3l Moreover, by Theorem [[L5 Flow, preserves the measure of all Borel
sets.

Finally, let A C C§([0,L] — C) be vp-measurable with v (A) = 0. Recalling
Proposition [A.6] for every n > 0, there exists an open set U, D A such that
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v (U,) < % By the previous paragraph, Flowy(¢,U,) is Borel measurable with
vi,(Flow(¢,Uy,)) < . It follows that (-, Flow (¢, U,) is a Borel set of measure
0 which contains v, (Flowy (¢, A)). Thus v (Flowy(t, A)) is v-measurable with
measure 0. As every vp-measurable set is the union of a Borel set and a vy-null
set, Theorem follows.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE INFINITE VOLUME MEASURE

In this section, we prove Theorem [[L7l Ultimately, this result will follow from
an analysis of the long-time asymptotics of the fundamental solution of a partic-
ular parabolic PDE (cf., Definition and (B8] below). We reduce the measure
theoretic problem to the parabolic PDE computation in the following manner: first
observing the equivalence of the Borel and the cylinder o-algebras (see definition
below) on C§([0, L] — C) and on Cj.([0,00) — C), and then seeking to utilize the
Kolmogorov consistency and continuity theorem.

Definition 3.1. Let A = C or R. Let I C R be an interval and let X be a subset
of Al := {f: I — A}. The cylinder set o-algebra on X is the o-algebra generated
by sets of the form

{feX|f(r)e B}

where r € I and B C A is Borel. We say that a cylinder set probability measure p
on X is supported on a cylinder measurable subset A C X if u(A) = 1.

Proposition 3.2. Let A = C or R. The Borel and cylinder o-algebras on C§([0, L] —
A) coincide. Also, endow C§ ([0,00) — A) with the metric

loc

—n I = 9lloson)
(3:1) d(f.g) = 27" ,
nz::l L+ 1f = glles o)

and the induced metric topology. Then Cj ([0,00) — A) is a Polish space (i.e.,
separable, completely metrizable). Furthermore, the Borel o-algebra generated by

BI) and the cylinder o-algebra on C§ .([0,00) = A) coincide.

loc

Remark. The full strength of the fact that C} ([0, 00) — C) is Polish will not be

used until Section @l We record the result for convenience in the following proof.

Proof. Note that convergence in the C§([0, L] — C) norm implies uniform conver-
gence, and hence point-wise convergence. It follows that evaluation at a point is
continuous with respect to this norm, which then implies that the cylinder o-algebra
is contained in the Borel g-algebra on C§([0, L] — C).

For the reverse containment, let us fix fo € C§([0,L] — C) and A > 0. Then

B (fo, V) == {f € C3([0, L] = ©) | | — fol
= () AL = fo@)] = [F0) = folr))| < A=)}

r,r’€QN[0,L],
’
r<r

- N {rraec s e Be(16)+ ae) - A ) |
r,r’eT@go,L],

co(0,L]) < A}




INVARIANT GIBBS MEASURE 25

which is a countable intersection of cylinder sets. Therefore,

Bi(fo, A) == {f | If = folle=qo.py < A} = | Br(fo, A1 —27F)),
k=1
from which it follows that every Borel subset of C§([0, L] — C) is cylinder measur-
able.
Fix n € N and recall that C*([0,n] — C) is Polish. Let {fn.m | m € N} be a
countable dense subset of C*([0,n] — C). We define

)
fn,m(T) = { f"vaT) ifre [O,H]

fam(n) ifre (n,00)

Then {fn.m | n,m € N} is a countable dense subset of C;, ([0, 00) — C).

Also, a Cauchy sequence in C} ([0, 00) — C) must also be Cauchy with respect
to each semi-norm || - ||¢s([o,n))- Completeness of C} ([0,00) — C) then follows
from the completeness of C*([0,n] — C).

Note that convergence in the metric d implies local uniform convergence, and
hence point-wise convergence. Similarly to above, the cylinder o-algebra is hence
contained in the Borel o-algebra induced by d.

Arguing as above shows that, for n > 1, for fo € C} ([0, 00) — C) and for A > 0,
(3.2) Bn(fo,A) = {f € Cj,c([0,00) = C) | |[f = folleso,n)) < A}

is also cylinder measurable. As open sets of the form [B2) constitute a sub-basis
for the topology on C7 ([0,00) — C) and this space is separable, it follows that
every open ball (and hence every Borel set) is cylinder measurable. Finally, observe
that all of the arguments also hold if we replace C by R. O

To express the Kolmogorov theorem, we first recall a definition.

Definition 3.3. Let A = C or R. Let I be an infinite index set, and for each
finite sub-index A C I, let P4 be some Borel probability measure on Al We
say that the collection {Pa}acr |aj<co is & consistent family of finite dimensional
distributions indexed on I if, for every finite A C I and every r € I \ A, we have

Pa(B) = Pau(ry (B x A)
for every Borel set B C A4,
The proof of the Kolmogorov theorem be found in [38] and in [43].

Theorem 3.4 (Kolmogorov Continuity and Consistency). Let A = C or R. Let
{Pr,....r.} be some consistent family of finite dimensional distributions indexed on
some interval I C R. Then there exists a unique (cylinder) probability measure P
on AT = {f : I — A} such that for Borel sets By, ..., B, C A and forry,...,r, €1,

P(f(’l”j)EBj,j:L...,TL):PTl rn(le"'XBn)-

Let B,y > 0. If, for each compact sub-interval K C I, there exists a Cx < oo such
that for all r,s € K,
E [|f(r) = f(s)°] < Cilr —s['*7,

then P is supported on CP (I — A). Furthermore, for every 0 < s < v/f3, P is

loc

also supported on C; (I — A).
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In order to apply Kolmogorov’s theorem to construct the infinite volume Gibbs
measure, denoted v, we shall reduce the problem to computing the asymptotics
of the fundamental solution of a certain parabolic PDE.

Definition 3.5. Let Cy(r,z), Ca(r,z), and Cs(r,z) be functions from [0,00) x R
to R and consider the equation

Lo = —0,¢ + Ci(r,2)02¢ + Ca(r, x)0:¢ + Cs(r,x)¢ = 0.

Let ¢(r,x; s,y) be a function on the following domain: z,y € R, s > 0, and r > s.
We say that ¢ is the fundamental solution of L¢ = 0 at (s,y) if it obeys both of
the following conditions:

(1) ¢ is continuously differentiable once in r and twice in x and satisfies, as a
function of r and x, the equation L¢$ = 0 (in the classical sense).
(2) limy s ¢(r, @;8,y) = dp—y as linear functionals on Cy(R): for f € Co(R),

rls

(3.3) nm4¢mxwwvuwm:f@»

If ¢(r, x;s,7) is the fundamental solution of Lg = 0 at every (s,y) € RZ? x R, then
we simply say that ¢ is the fundamental solution of Lo = 0.

For example, the heat kernel

T — )2
A

is the fundamental solution of the heat equation —0,.¢g = %85%.
Recalling the definitions of vy, v 1, and vy o in (L23), (I24), and (L25). We
now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.6. (1) There exists a (strictly positive) function ¢(r,xz; s,y) which
is the fundamental solution of

(3.5) ~00+ 5 ¢———-—o

at each (s,y) € (0,00) X R and at (s,y) = (0,0).
(2) For each L > 1, the measure vy 1 obeys the following law: let 0 < r1 <
-<ry < L and let B1,...,Bny CR be Borel sets, then, with ¢ as above,

]PVL1( (TJ)EBJJ—l )
N

(]5 L 0; TN,,TN
T T N0 N ¢(T',117';7"‘71,I',l)(b(’l”l,.Il;O,O) dxndxl
/Bl BN L 07070) ng e !

(3) There is a positive, bounded, continuous function F(s,y): (0,00) x R = R
such that, for fized s,

i |AE09) _ re

L—oo || 6(L, 0;0,0) =0
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(4) There exists a unique cylinder probability measure v 1 on Cp, ([0,00) — R)
such that for 0 < ry < --- <ryn and for Borel sets By,...,By CR,

P, .(f(rj) € B;,j=1,...,N)
N

:/ | F(rvyan) [T 6l i rima, 25-1)@(r1, 2150,0) day - -~ day.
Bl BN ]:2

Furthermore, for every s € [0,3), Voo,1 is supported on Cj ([0,00) = R).
(5) Fiz s € [0,3). Let 1 < R < L and let veo,1ljo,r and v 1ljo,r denote
the image measure (or push-froward measure) of voo1 and vp 1, Tesp., on
C*([0, R] — R) under the restriction map f — fljo,r). Then veo 1lj0,r) and
vrljo,r) are mutually absolutely continuous, with Radon—Nikodym deriva-

tive
dvraljo,R) _ (L, 0; R, f(R))
dVool'OR F( f(R))¢ (LvO;OvO).
For every Borel subset A C C°([0, R] — R), we have
(3.6) hm VL,1|[0 R)(A) = Voo, 10,7 (A).

(6) Let W denote the Wiener measure on C; ([0,00) — R). Let vo be the
Borel probability measure on Cf, ([0, 00 (C) given by

(37) Voo({g | Re(g) S Al,IHl( ) S AQ} = Vooﬁl(Al)W(AQ)

for Borel measurable sets Ay, Ay C Cp _([0,00) = R).

Let 1 < R < L. Then veljo,r and VL|[0,R] are mutually absolutely
continuous measures on C*([0,R] — C). For every Borel subset A C
C#([0,R] — C), we have

(3.8) Jim v fjo,r)(A) = vooljo, 7 (A)-
—00

Furthermore, voo is the unique probability measure which obeys (B.8).
Let Fr denote the completion of the Borel o-algebra on C*([0, R]) with
respect to any of these measures. Then B8] holds for every A € Fg.

We will break up the proof of Theorem into several subsections.

3.1. Proof of Theorem [3.6] part 1. The main diﬁiculty in constructing a fun-
damental solution of ([B.H]) lies with the coefficient — 4 %;. It is neither bounded in
2 nor is it uniformly Holder continuous. For x # 0, this coeflicient also goes to —oo
point-wise as r goes to 0.

To handle these issues, we apply suitable cut-offs. For real numbers a,b € R, let

aVb:=max(a,b) and a A'b:=min(a,b).

Let us consider the cut-off equations

1,5 Lzt An
(3.9) L,¢ = —8T¢+§81 1 2\/1(;5 n=12 ...
For each n € N, it is not hard to see that the coefficient _Z 92”\/’1\7 is bounded and

uniformly Holder continuous in x (indeed, Lipschitz). By the parametrix method
(cf., [19, pg. 14-20] or [23]) there exists a there exists a unique fundamental solution
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dn(r,x;s,y) of the cut-off PDE L,¢ = 0 at all (s,y) € [0,00) x R and obeys the
Duhamel formula

(3.10)  ¢u(r,a;s,9)
1 (" w* An
= ¢0(T‘,CE; Suy) - _/ / (ZSO(ru:E;puw)ﬁ(bn(puw; Suy) dw dp
4J)s Jr PV 5

Furthermore, ¢,, > 0 for each n € N. Note that ¢ denotes the standard heat kernel
(cf., 34)), which is consistent with (31).
Lemma 3.7. Let ¢, be as above. Then
(3.11) o= P12 ¢22>---2>0.
Furthermore, the function
(3.12) o(ryz;8,y) := lim ¢p(r,x;8,9)
n—oo
is well defined and obeys the estimate
(3.13) 0 < o(r,z;5,y) < do(r, z;5,9)
as well as the Duhamel formula
4

p
for (s,y) = (0,0) or (s,y) € (0,00) x R. Moreover, ¢ is the fundamental solution
of BA) at (s,y) = (0,0) and all (s,y) € (0,00) x R. Finally, we have ¢ > 0.

(314) ¢(T,£L‘;S,y) = (;50(7",:10; Svy) - i/ w/HQQSO(T’x;p’ w)w_z(b(puw; Say) dw dp

Proof. Observe that r2 Vv % > 2y n+r1 and 2* An < z* A (n+1). It follows that,
forn € N,
Tt A (n+1) < i An

2 1 =2y L’
rvnH rvn

By the comparison principle (cf., [I9, p. 45-46]), we have [BII). As decreasing
sequences that are bounded below must tend to a limit, the function ¢ given by
BI2) is well-defined and clearly obeys (B13).

To establish the Duhamel formula, we first recall a heat semi-group-like identity.

Let B(z,y) = FF((Z)JI:;%) be the beta function, and let A > 0. For —00 < o, 3 < 3,

we recall that

(3.15) / /R(r —p) %exp (-%) (p—s)Pexp (-%) dw dp

2r\ /2 5 Mz — o2
~(5) BG-az-or-gtres (<320,

Indeed, the proof of this identity can be found in [I9, pg. 15].
We first consider the case (s,y) = (0,0). For each n, (1)) gives

wtAn 1 w?t w?
3.16 ———¢n(p,w;0,0) < —= | —= -
(3.16) p2V%¢ (0,500 % i [ﬂQ eXp( 2p)}
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Thus, (3I5) gives

(3.17) ‘/ /¢o T, T; P, W %d)
/ /exp - 5 )exp( ) dwdp

p1/2

n(p, w; 0,0) dwdp‘

S Vrexp (—§> :

where the implicit constants are independent of n. Thanks to (316), dominated
convergence implies that the first integral in (BI7) converges as n goes to +oo.

Using (310) and 3I2), we have
o(r,2;0,0) = ILm On(r,2;0,0)

— 6o(r,;0,0) - //(1507”1‘0, U (0, w:0,0) du d,

which establishes [B.I4]) in the case (s,y) = (0, 0).
We consider the case (s,y) € (0,00) x R. For each n € N and p > s, B11) gives

wiAn w* 1 _(w—y)2
(3.18) VT L on(pwis,y) < Z (=92 exp( 2(p—s)>

4 )4 — )2
< 1+7yl/2 (% N M) exp <_M)
(p—s) p* (p—s) 2(p—s)
1 (w—y)?
< - - I/
R VES T ( 8p—=) )
Thus, applying (BI5) gives
(@—y)*
(3.19) ‘/ /QbO T p,w 3y 1 gbn(p,w 2y) dw dp‘ Sys € STV — s,
Again, the estimate (3.19) is unlform in n. Using (310), (I1), and 3I12), domi-

nated convergence gives

(b(T,I;S,y) = 11‘>H1 ¢n(T,$;S,y)

= ¢o(r,@;5,y) — //%Tsvp, ¢(p,wsy)dwdp,

which establishes [BI4]) in the case (s,y) € (0,00) x R.
An immediate corollary of the proof of [B.I4]) is the delta function property (B3]

of fundamental solutions. Indeed, (8I4), (BI7), and BI9) imply
lim (]5(7", €5 s, y) = lim (]50(7", 5 s, y) = 51—1}-
rls rls )
Next, we use ([B.I4]) to prove that ¢ is continuously differentiable twice in = and

(z—y)?
once in r. Clearly, ¢o(r,z;s,y) = ————€~ G- is infinitely differentiable in
) ) Ly 9y /—271_(7078)

every variable. Letting

D(r,z;s,y) : //qﬁotwp, ¢(p7wsy)dwdp
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we claim that D is continuously differentiable twice in « and once in 7, and

r 4

(320)  0.D(raisy) = - / / 0.0 (1,73, ) 55 6(p, w3 3,) o dp
4

(3.21) BiD(r,:C;s,y) / /6 oo(r,z; p, )I;—2¢(p,w;s,y) dw dp

(3.22) OrD(r,x;8,y) = ¢(r x;8,y)+ = 62 D(r,x;s,y).

4 2
If we accept this claim for now, then the relation ¢ = ¢9 — D gives

1x

Or¢p = Orpo — 0, D = 32@50 -1 20 —32D = —32@5 ¢>,

4 T2
which shows that ¢ is indeed the fundamental solution of (83]), and hence finishes
the proof of Theorem 2.1, part 1.

We first establish ([.20). The mean-value theorem gives

(3.23) D(r,xz + h; s, y)—D(r x;8,Y)

/ /m«#o (r,2 4 Oph; p,w ) ¢(p7w s,y) dw dp
1]. From 3I6) and (BI]), we have
4
2

W S S G (g )i
P ¢(p7 y) ~SY (p—8)1/2 p( 8(P—5)>'

for some 6, € [0,
(3.24)

Also, we have

1 (x + 0ph — w)?
2 b0 (1, 2 + Onh: p,w)| < _wr U T w )
(3.25) |0z 00(r, z + Op Pw)|~r_pexp< 8(r — p)
Combining (323), (324), (B28) together, and applying .13,

Nsy/ /GXP :ieﬁhp)w) )eXP( (s(p s) ) dwdp

(p—s)"?
Sy (-LEERLIY,

Since the right hand side of ([B:26]) converges as h — 0, the generalized dominated
convergence theorem implies that D is differentiable once in = and satisfies (8:20).
The same proof also shows that D is continuously differentiable in x. Furthermore,

B28) and (3:26) imply that, for each R > 0,

)2
exp (_ (8(7";yz) )
(3.27) 020(r, 238, Y)| SRsy ———

r—s

fors<r<s+R.
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We now establish ([B2I]). We again apply the mean-value theorem to obtain
0o D(r,x + his,y) — 0. D(r,x; 5, y)
h

4
//a¢>om+9hhp, w) 2 bl wi5.1) dw dp

(3.28)

for some 6, € [0,1]. Unfortunately, the estimate
(3.29) |02 g0 (7, + Oph; p,w)|

_ 2
S r=p) Gzt 04k — w2 exp GW) |

8(r—p)

for § > 0, cannot be easily used with [BI3), as the resulting singularity in p
turns out to not be integrable. Instead, we use integration by parts to move the
singularity in p to other factors: first recall that

(3.30) 0xdo(r,x + Oph; p,w) = —0uwdo(r, T + Onh; p,w)
(3.31) O2¢0(r, + Onh; p,w) = 02 do(r, x + Onh; p, w)

Using (331)), integrating by parts once in w, and then using [B.30) gives

T 4
(332) / / 8%(]50(7‘,{[: + ehh; P w)%¢(p7wv S7y) dw dp =
s R
/ /810#0 7,2 4 Oph; p,w ) ¢(p7w s,y) dw dp

/ /8m¢0 T, T+ ohh p,w ) wa(p,'LU y) dw dp
Using 313), B21), and arguing as in (BI8]), we have, for s < p,

(w—y)*
exp (_ 16@35))
p—s '
Combining (325), 328), B32), (333) together, and then applying .13,
0, D(r,x + h; s, y)—a D(r,z; s, y)‘

(3.33) ’ w

4
w
—(p; w; s,y)‘ + ‘Fawqﬁ(p,w; S,y)‘ Ssyy

(3.34)

x+0ph—w w—y)?
/ / eXP = 16(7 5 ) exp (_—1(6@2))
Ssy dwdp
p—s
(33 + 0nh —y)?
< I— A T JT
~EY (r—s)1/2 <P ( 16(r — s) ’

Applying a similar generalized dominated convergence as above establishes (3.21))
and shows that D is continuously differentiable twice in z. Furthermore, (3:29)) and
B34) imply that, for each R > 0,

(z—y)?
exp T 16(r—s)
(3.35) |026(r, 5 5,9)| Srosy %

fors<r<s+R.
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Now, we establish (8:22). For h > 0, the mean value theorem gives,

D(T+h7$;57y)_D(T5I;Say)
h

1
:—/¢0(T+h,x;r+9hh,w)
4 Jr

w'(r + Oph, w; s, y)

(r+ Onh)?
1 /" w
+Z/ /8Tu0(7“+9hh,x;p,w)ﬁ¢(p,w;s,y) dw dp
s R

dw

for some 6, € [0,1). As h | 0, the first term converges to %f—jqﬁ(r,x; s,y) by the
delta function property of ¢o. For second term, observe that O,¢o(r, z;s,y) =
%82%(7‘,:6;8,3/), and therefore the second term converges to %(’ﬁD(r,x;s,y) as
h ] 0. A similar argument can be made for h < 0. Also, 22)), 324)), and [B34)
imply that, for each R > 0,

s—)2
exp (_ 1(6(7‘3)5) )

(3.36) 10r (1,23 5,9)| SRy TP

fors<r<s+R.
Finally, ¢ > 0 follows immediately from the maximum principle (c.f., [19] p. 39]).
This finishes the final claim. (I

Remark. Observe that, in the proof of the Duhamel formula (BI4), the Gauss-
ian bounds are ineffective when s = 0 and y # 0; in particular, the expression

—%f—;ﬂr, x;0,y) admits suitable bounds only when y = 0.

3.2. Proof of Theorem [3.6, part 2. We revisit sz 1 and vz, 1. As noted above,
(1,1 is the measure corresponding to the standard Brownian bridge from r = 0 to
L _
r=Land dvp(f) = 4 exp (—i o [f()]tr2 d?‘) dpra(f)-
Recall that ¢, (r, x; s,y) is the fundamental solution of

1 z*An

1 2
~0r 0+ 5%~ 1 E

¢ =0.

Let

L () A
dP,(f) := exp (_i/o % dr) dpr1(f)

be a Borel measure on C°([0, L] — R), not necessarily a probability measure.
By the multi-time Feynman—Kac formula with respect to Brownian bridges (cf.,
Theorem [B.3)), P, obeys the following law: for Borel sets By, ..., By C R and for
0<r <rg<---<ry <L, we have

(337) Pn(f(Tj)EBj,jzl,...,N)

N
¢n(L,0;7N, TN)
= L s @y (ry, o1, x—1) doy - d,
/31 By ¢0(L70;070) JI;[1 e !
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with (zo,r0) := (0,0). Using BII) and BI2) and applying dominated conver-
gence,

lim RHS@B31)

n— o0
N

LOT , T
/B B ¢¢0L0NO OJ\)[ H (rj, xj5rj—1, 1) doy - - - dxy.
1 n

Another application of dominated convergence gives

lim LHS@3M) = P(f(r;) € Bj,j=1,...,N)

n—oo
where
1 [E r))4
4P(f) = exp <‘1 Jares dr) duzalf).
0 r
Let Zp = % be a normalization constant, which is non-zero because of

Theorem B0, Part 1 and because ¢o(L,0;0,0) = (2rL)~2. Then we have

Z%dP(f) — v (f),

which obeys the desired multi-time law.

3.3. Proof of Theorem [3.6, part 3. To compute limp . %, we seek

to compute the asymptotics of each factor separately. The main obstruction is
4
that the coefficient — 4 27 gives a quartic restoring force that decays with time,
and contributes 51gn1ﬁcantly to the asymptotics: it turns out that ¢ is neither of
polynomial decay in r (cf., heat kernel) nor exponential decay (cf., Mehler kernel).
To handle these issues, we change variables to remove r-dependence from the
significant terms: the function
(3.38) O(r,x;8,y) == 3 ( 5= 5 5—;, %)
is the fundamental solution of
1 1 x
(3.39) —0,® + §8§<I> — Zx‘lfb +=0,2=0
r

at each (s,y) € (0,00) x R.
At this point, we set up the separation of variables. Let

. 2 14
H:= 102 + 2%,

This is an essentially self-adjoint operator with a discrete spectrum (cf., [49 Sec-
tion 5.14]). By Sturm-Liouville theory, H has simple eigenvalues, which we list
as

A< AL <en < A < e

Furthermore, each 1y (eigenfunction of H corresponding to Ag) is Schwartz and g
is sign-definite. Without loss of generality, v is positive.

Recall that the eigenvalues of the harmonic oscillator Hy = —%8% + %x2 are
k+ 1, k > 0. By the min-max principle (cf., [37, Ch. XIII]) and the fact that

1,43 1,2 1
775 > 5w 4,Wehave

(3.40) Ao >k + 1
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As usual, the function

o0

eI (3, y) = e T gy () (y)

k=0

is the fundamental solution of
0. f + 102 — Latf =

It turns out that the first-order term 70, ® still gives a large contribution to the
asymptotics. To handle this term, first observe that

20y = —3 + (20: + 3)

is the decomposition of xd, into its self-adjoint and anti-self-adjoint parts. Rewrite

3.39) as
1 1
0= 0,0+ ~020 — ~ad + ~9,®
2 4 T

B 1, 1, 1 x 1
- a¢+(2@ 1 %)¢+(T@f%%>¢

Note that (s/r)ze”("=9H (z y) is the fundamental solution of

1 1
— 2 4 e — =
8Tf+< a; i 2T>f 0.

With this in mind, the corresponding Duhamel formula is

(3.41) ®(r,a;5,y) = (S) (= 5”1( Y)

(r=p)H ﬂanri] ®(p,w;s,y) dwdp.
/~/ (z, )L 2% (p,w; s, y) dwdp

This turns out to the correct setting to compute the asymptotics of ®. The main
result of this sub-section is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.8. For every (s,y) € (0,00) x R,

. T\ 2 r—s)Xo . o
(3.42) lim (D)7 e, 055, y) = Gls,y)vo(0),
where
Gy = v+ [ [ (2) Spww<ﬂi+9%bw@mwMMp
20 p

and obeys 0 < G(s,y) < vo(y) + s~3. There exists an M such that for all s > M,
G(s,y) is strictly positive when |y| < 1. For fixed s, the convergence is uniform in
y; in particular, G is continuous in y.

Assuming Proposition [3.8]is valid, let us finish the proof of Theorem B.6] part 3.
Let M be as above, and, for s > 0, let

N :=max(s+ 1,4 )
For L > N, inverting the change of variables in ([3.38) gives

(L. 0;N,y)= N5 (3L%,0;3N%,yN—%) _
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Also, recall the identity

O(L, 0:5,y) = /R O(L, 0; N, w)b(N, w; s, ) dw.

(w—y)?
Because 0 < ¢(N,w;s,y) < —————e~ *™-9, the following estimate is indepen-
bl b — \/m b
dent of s and y:

(3.43) [ o sy duw = oV wis )y <1,
R
and so Proposition B.8 and Holder’s inequality gives

lim LEH (L, 055,y) = lim [ L8P 0(L,0: N, w) (N, wi s, y) du
— 00

L—oo R
(3.44) AN / G (3N%,wN’%) (N, w; s, y) dw.
R

For fixed s, the convergence is uniform in y, by Proposition B.8 and by (3:43]). The
limit is finite because, by ([B.43]) and the fact that ¢y is Schwartz,

RHSEI) 5/ [0 (N %) + 1] 6N, w5,) dw < 1,
R

Furthermore,

RESEI) > /

i G (3N%,wN7%) O(N,w; s,y) dw,
w|< ©

hence, by the positivity aspect of Proposition B.8 and the fact that ¢ > 0 (cf.,
Theorem [B.6] Part 1), the limit is also strictly positive. In particular,

lim L%e?’)“’Ll/a(b(L,O;O,O) =C>0.

L—oo

It follows that
. ¢(L50757y) 1L xsl/3 1 _1
F(S,’y) = ngl;om =C 1566 0 1/)0(0)G(353,y5 3)

is a well-defined, strictly positive function that is bounded in s and y. For fixed s,
the convergence is also uniform in y and so F' is continuous in y. This finishes the
proof of Theorem B.6] part 3.

We now focus on the proof of Proposition 3.8l We will compute the asymptotics
of the two terms in (341 separately.

Lemma 3.9. For every x,y € R and s > 0,

lim (t)% e(r=s)%o [(f)% e (T H (g, y)] = Yo(2)Yo(y).

r—oo \ § r
For fized s, the convergence is uniform in x and y.
Proof. The identity (=92 4+ La")vr = Aethr gives [; 3|0:0k]? + |22¢n]? = Ax,
and so [|0;Yk|l2 < VAk. Observe that
[9illso < 10:(Wi)ll < I¥ll20svnllz = 10:¢%]l2,

and so

(3.45) [l S ().
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Thus, for all z,y € R and for all » > s+ 1, the fact that A, > &k (cf., B40)) gives

Ze—(r—s)kk¢k(x)¢k(y) S e—(r—s))\l Z)\ke—(r—s)()\k—kl) 5 6_(T_S))\1.
k=1 k=1

For fixed s, it follows that

lim e(m=*)%0 Z e TNy (@) (y) = 0,

r—00
k=1
uniformly in z and y, which in turn gives the result. ([

The asymptotics for the other term in (B4I) is significantly more delicate and
requires several sets of additional, a priori, estimates, which we call short term and
long term estimates.

3.3.1. Short Term Estimates. We use Gaussian bounds to obtain rational function
bounds in r, s. The goal is to obtain bounds so that integrating various expressions
in 7 from s to s + 1 is finite. For example, (3.I3]) and changing variables give

s 3(ar —ys)?
) < i Sl A
which gives
s
rs (r3 — 83)i .

Another application the comparison principle gives the bound

(3.46) [@(r, s s,9)]22 S

)2
(3.47) My 5 = 0) Fep (- ).
which implies
1 1
(348) lle” "M (@, y)|pe § —— and [l (@) § ——
o (r—s)E Y (r—s)i

To handle the terms with derivatives, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.10. Let 0 < s <r < s+ 1. Then, for all z,y € R,
1+ |y/° 1+ [af®
- L bk

(r—s)i (r—s)i

Proof. Note that e~ ("= (z,y) = S0 e= =9 )y (2)1hy (y) is symmetric in z
and y, so it suffices to establish the result for ||zd,e= ("= (z, Yz
Using the Duhamel formula

—(r—s 1 " - —S
€ ( )H(x7y) :¢0(T,.’L';S,y) - 1/ /¢0(T,LL’;S,U})M4€ (e )H(way) dw dpu
s R
then, a similar computation to [B20) gives

Ope” "M (3 y) = 0,0 (r, 23 5, y)

-3 / / Dacpo(r, 3 5, wywe == (w, ) dw dp
s R
=: (4) + (B).

lede " (@, )|z and  [[ydye” " (@, )|z <
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It is not hard to see that
— (z—y)? (z—y)?
y 2(7“33) S 1 67 4(7‘7Js) .

)<Y
I( >|N(r—s)§ p—

By Lemma BI8 [B41), and the hypothesis s < p < r < s+ 1 (in particular,
1< \/T) we have

_@mw? gt (w=1)2
< 2(r—p) e 20— dw dp
Bz / / (r—s) VP —S
/ JEEET s R G
T2(r—p) ~— T N ‘e
(r—s) Vp—s

Toy—w 7(1 y—w)? 1 __w?
(1+ y / / 2(r—p) e 20=9 dw dp
(r—s) Vp—s

—_ T —y w2 4 w?
1+y //x y— wJ(Ji) 1 w e~ T | dw dyp
(r—s) p—sL(p—>s)

(1+ / / (T(yﬂ?)z U % qwd
rT=p e p—s w
y R r—s Vp—s P

(z
S (L gy

Combining both estimates gives

w2
2= dw dp

1+ 4% _@-w?
Yy e Ar—s)

|Bze ™" (2,y)| S

r—S

2 1+y° 2 (w_y)Z
< 7 T JdI
2~ (r—s>2/ﬂf e

1+ y'0 ) 22
S—— [ (1 — | d
Spop Loreee () @
10
<1ty
(r—s)?
3.3.2. Long Term Estimates. Here, we seek exponential decay estimates in r — s
whenever r > s + 1.

Lemma 3.11. Let (s,y) € [1,00) X R be fized. For allT > s+ 1,

1
l@(r, @5, )llns < (2)7 e 0=,
* r

Furthermore, let Pg- denote orthogonal projection onto (Span(v))*. For all r >
s+1,

and so

Hwame_(T_s)H(iv,y)‘

O

1
[P @)(r, @5, 9)llz2 S (2)7 e M0,
¢ r
Proof. Observe that

O ®(r,x;5,y) = F o (%%%%)
2
O20(r,wi5,) = Sus (5. 5155, %)
2 3
¢

8T(I)(T7$;Svy) =5
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By B13), B217), B33), and B36l), each of the functions
0.®, 0°®, 20,®, and z'®,

obey Gaussian bounds in z (with coefficients depending on r,s,y). In particular,
each of the functions are in L2.
Writing (-, -) for the L2 inner product, then

0,(®, D) = 2(0,D, B) = 2(1020 — 121D, D) + 2 <§azq>, <1>>

Observe that, for fixed r,

(349) (302 — a0, @) = —( D(@, ) hethis Y (@, Vv )
k=0 k=0
W
k=0
<= M@, ) = = Ao (D, )
k=0
and that
(3.50) 2 <§amq>,<1>> - <§amq>,<1>> - % (®, (1 + 20,)®) = —%<<1>, ).

Combining (3.49) and (B50), we see that, as a function of r, (®, @) is a subsolution
of the ODE 0,.f = (2)\0 + = )f At r = s+ 1, we have the initial condition
[®(s+ 1,2;s,y)|72, which is uniformly bounded in s and y by (346). Therefore,

~

1
(®,8) < [|B(s + 1, 235,9) 2 (ie%w*l») < Sl

where we used the bound s > 1 to conclude s + 1 < s. The result for POLCIJ follows
from the fact that we may write all the sums beginning at £ = 1, and then use \;
in place of . O

Lemma 3.12. Let s,y be fived. For allrT > s+ 1,
le™ = (@ y) 2 Se ™0™ and  |[zdpe” T (2, y)|| e S e

Proof. Indeed, for r > s + 1, (3.45) gives

(r—s)H

(@,9)llL2 = Ze "N ()] - lon () | 22

lle”

e Holr—s) Z e~ (r=9)0=30) ()}
k=0
S e—>\0(7‘—8)'

The identity —%8%1/% + %3:41/% = A\ implies the inequality
— 37ROt < M1}
Integrating both sides by parts gives

[ RA PR Ak/w2¢i - /@wk)(wk) < Aellzell3 + [10atell2 ]|z 2-
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Furthermore ||0,0% ]2 < (M) % and ||atpl|z < [[vkllz + |22z < (Ak)2. Tt follows
that

(3.51) 20kl S Ak

A similar computation as above gives the second result. ([l
At this point, we have all the necessary short term and long term estimates.

Proof of Proposition[38. Recall the Duhamel formula,

D(r,0;s,y) = ()7 (r=s)H (0, y) + // iJk(p,w;s,y)dwdp,
k=0

with
. o —(r=p)Xg _1
Jr(p,w; s,y) :=e Vi (0)Yr(w) 2

In view of Lemma [3.9 we first seek to show that

T\ 2 " P\ %
lim (*) @«75»0//(_) Ji(pyw; s,y) dw dp =0,
s ()} e [ [ 2)) St

which is to say, that the higher elgenvalues do not contribute to the asymptotic.
Note that (p/r)}/2 377 | e~ (r=P k) (2)9hy(w) develops a singularity as p goes

to r, and that [% + %&H} D(p,w;s,y) also develops a singularity as p goes to s.

+ %&vu} D(p,w; s,y).

We split the integral
r 1 00

/ / (g) ’ Z Jk(ﬂa“% Say) dw dp = Il(T; S7y) + I2(T; Say) + I3(T; Say)
s R k=1

into three parts, with

Ii(r;s,y) == /:H/ (g)%ih(/},w;s,y) dw dp
roo= [ (5)

k=1

1
2

Mg

Ji(p,w; s, y) dw dp
k

1
5,Y) / / QZJk (p,w; s,y) dw dp
r—1

k=1

—

Sl

and consider the asymptotics of each part separately.
Before analyzing these integrals, we first record a useful estimate on [ ", Jidw.
Since % + wd,, is anti-self-adjoint, we obtain

/ka(w) (3 +wdy) ®(p,w; s, y) dw = / [— (3 + wdy) Vi (w)] ®(p,w; s, y) dw

R
Applying Cauchy—Schwarz, 3.40), and B.51]),

[ 0t (3 +002) 2p,0:5.9) dw\ < Mo, w3, 2z
R
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Using the previous estimate and the definition of Ji(p, w),

/ ZJk(pvwvsay) dw
R

oo 1
< Z o= (T=P)A ()\k)% —|®(p, w; s,y)] 2
p w

k=1 k=1
< %e‘“—f”*l P i PV LS
k=1

Thus, whenever s < p <r —1,

/ Z Jk(puw; Suy) dw
R

k=1

1
(3.52) < ;e_(T_”)’\l||<I>(p,w;s,y)||Lgu.

The asymptotics for I; and I follow quickly from (B52).
Indeed, first applying (8:52) and then applying (B.40),

s+1 1
INGENT] 5/ ()’ lemtrmom__ 2 gy L _e—tr-om,
s reep pE(p? — s3)1 (rs)z

For fixed s, it follows that

1
lim (i) ’ e(rfs)Aoll(r;s,y) =0,

r—oo \ 8

with uniform convergence in y (recall, A1 > Ao). Applying 3.52) and Lemma B.11]

VLo ()
Losls [ (2) e 2) et dp

s+1 r P P

1 z r—1
< (f) o—o(r—s) / o= (r=p) (i =20) 4P +/ o (=) (3 —x0) 9P
r s+1 P z P

2
<(f)%ef(rfs>Ao et 2]
~\r s+1 T

Again, for fixed s > 0,

=

lim (i) e(r=2 L (rs,9) = 0
T—>00 S

with uniform convergence in y.
Using the fact that % + wd,, is anti-self-adjoint and applying Cauchy—Schwarz,

[Is(r; 5,y

" 31 <
S/r—l (£> ;H (%—i—waw);e ( p))\k'@[]k(o)wk(’w)

[®(p,w;s,9)lL2 dp
r L2

For r — 1 < p < r, applying [3.48) and Lemma [BI0] gives
(3.53)

o0

[+ 00] S e it

k=1
S5 +wdn] =50 w)|| 1y + | [5 + wdu] e w0 (0)to(w)]| 1,

S(r—p)”

L2

Bl
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Combining (3353)) and Lemma B1T]

r 1 1 1 %
s £ [ (2) Lt (2) ey
Y STV
L (2)} o
< Z(Z e~ (r=s)Xo

~or\r
It follows that, for fixed s,

lim (—)
r—oo \ §
with uniform convergence in y.
At this point, we have established ([342]), with uniform convergence in y. Our

next goal is to establish the positivity results. In particular, we shall show that the
integral term in

N\)—l

"IN I (rs5,y) =0

1

Gls.p)i=wn@) + [ (£) e o) [2% + %aw] D (p,w;s,y) duw dr

converges, uniformly in y, to 0 as s goes to oo (recall that ¥o(y) > 0).
Applying Cauchyfschwarz and (B3.44),

s+l 3 1 w
(3.54) e 7P (w) [2_ * _BW] O(p, w; s,y) dw dp‘
pop
+wa Yo (w2 [+
< S [ 1et.wss. sz do
1 s+1
5 _/ % dp
sJs  p2(p?—s°)7
<1
~'s

For the integral over (s+1, 00), first recall that [(%—l—w@w)zbo] (w) is perpendicular to
Yo(w). Integrating by parts, applying Cauchy—Schwarz, and applying Lemma [B.11]

Fe ) [

(3.55) — + g(?w] O(p,w;s,y) dw dp‘
20 p

s+1

< > (=20 [ 4+ wdyy] o (w)®(p, w; s,y) dwdp
s+1 sp

o0 1\? —(s—
5/ / (‘) e =P | [P (w5 5,1 2, dp
+1 5P
1
/ / ( ) i (‘>2N1<PS> dp
+1 5P

§_/ e~ (A1=20)(p— S)dp
S s+1

<L
~s
Since 1)y is strictly positive and continuous, we have inf |1 ¥o(y) > 0. In view

of 354) and [B.53), there exists some M such that G(s,y) > 0 for all (s,y) €
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[M,o0) x (—1,1). The same estimates also show that |G(s,y)| < vo(y) + s~
which finishes the proof of Proposition 3.8

D \,MI»—A

3.4. Proof of Theorem [3.6] part 4. Our main tool will be the Kolmogorov
Continuity and Consistency theorem (cf., Theorem [34]), which allows us to upgrade
a consistent family of finite dimensional distributions to a (cylinder) measure on
path space.

We construct our consistent family of measures. For 0 < r; < re < --- < ry and
for Borel sets By, By,...,By CR, let

rn (Bl X oo X By) =

.....

=

/ o | Flry,an) [[ o021, 25-1)6(r1, 2130,0) day - - day.
B JBn

j=2
and let
PO,rl,...,rN(BO X Bl X - X BN) = 60(30) T, ,T‘N(Bl X -+ X BN)

where dp(B) =1 if 0 € B and do(B) = 0 otherwise.

The consistency of this family follows from the semi-group property of ¢, given
in (B56) below. First, recall that ¢, is the fundamental solution of the cut-off
parabolic PDEs in (8.9). Fix p > s. Forr > p, both [, ¢n (7, 25 p, w)dn (p, w; s,y) dz
and ¢y, (r, x; 8, y) solve the Cauchy problem L,u(r,z) = 0 with initial data u(p, w) =
dn(p,w;s,y). By uniqueness of bounded solutions of such parabolic PDEs (cf.,
[19, Section 1.9]), we must have

/R¢n(r7$;puw)¢n(p7w;say) dx = ¢n(r,x;s,y).

Applying (312), (B1I3), and dominated convergence gives

(3.56) [ 8t p.0)00p.s5.9) dx = o(0.:5.)
R
Having this semi-group property, then, for all r > ry,
(L,0;
/RF(T,:E)QS(T,:U;TN,QCN ) dx = hm /¢L 0. gf) o(r,z;ry, xN) dx
(L,0;7N, TN)
= lim ———————~
L—oo  ¢(L,0;0,0)
= F(TN,LL'N).

By Theorem [34] there exists a unique cylinder measure, which we denote v 1, 0n
R19%) with the desired finite dimensional distributions.

We now show that vy, ; is supported on the space of continuous functions and,
in particular, on locally s-Hoélder continuous functions, with s < % Fix R > 1 and
let p>2. For 0 <s<r<R,

Py (1f(r) = f(s)| > A)
= // - F(r,z)o(r,x;5,y)$(s,13;0,0) dx dy

[ [ [ PR w6005 5:0.0) du o dy
lz—y|>A
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Because F(R,w) Sg 1 and ¢(R,w;r,z) < (w,m)z) therefore

W% reXP( 2(R—1)

/RF(R,wM(R w;r, ) dw Sg \/_ (—%) dw <p1

and, by BI3)),

o0 1 2 A2
; dx < — S -~
/w_m‘f’(m’s’y) “A r—s‘”‘p( 2<r—s>> “GX"( 2<r—s>>

and, again by (313),

/sb(s,y;O,O) dy < 1.
R

Putting this all together,

2
P a(£0) = 56 > 0 Sewp (57 )

It follows that

Bt [|f(r) = f(s)[] = /Ooo NPy (I (r) = £(s)] > X) dA

o'} )\2
< p—1 - —_
<r /0 AP~ exp ( 50— s)) A\ Spr (r—s)2.

Thus, for all s € [O, pQ—;Q) Theorem [3.4] shows that the measure vy, 1 gives measure

p—2
2p 2’

m\‘d

one to C} .([0,00) — R). Finally, note that as p — oo, we have and so we

may choose any s < % as our Holder exponent.

3.5. Proof of Theorem [B.6], part 5. By definition, the measures vu 1][0, ] and
vr,1l[,r) are Borel measures on C*([0, R] — R) that obey the following laws: for
0<7 <ryg<---<ry:=R and Borel sets By,..., By CR,

PVL,l\[oR](f(Tj) € Bj;j = 1 N)

H(L,0; R, zx)
o(rj,xj;rj—1,x-1)P(r1,21;0,0) dey - - - day.
/Bl Ba LOOO H J I I—= J—

and

]P)Vao,l\[o,R](f(rj) € Bjaj =1,.. ,N)

N
=/ / F(R,zn) [] ¢(rj, zjiri-1,25-1)¢(r1,2150,0) day - - - das.
Bq Bn

j=2
Let P be the Borel measure on C*([0, R]) given by
F(R, f(R))$(L,0;0,0)
¢(L,0; R, f(R))

Recall that, by Theorem [B.6, part 1, we have ¢ > 0. Furthermore, as L > R,
division by ¢(L,0; R, f(R)) is well-defined. It is not hard to see that

P(f(rj) € Bj,j=1,...,N)=P,_ |, (f(r;) € Bj,j=1,...,N).

(3.57) dP(f) = dvr 10,7 (f)
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It follows that the finite dimensional distributions of P and vu 1](0,z] are identical,
and by the uniqueness aspect of Theorem [3.4] we have

Voo,1l[0,r] = P

As the Radon—Nikodym derivative in [B.57)) is strictly positive everywhere, a similar

argument shows that vy 1[j, ) is absolutely continuous with respect to veo,1l0,],
: : et #(L,0;R, f(R))

with Radon—Nikodym derivative FUR,F(R)(L,0:00) "

Let A C C*([0, R] — R) be a Borel set. Note that, for each f € C*([0, R] — R),

) #(L,0; R, f(R)) < #(L,0; R, f(R))
XAF®R, FR)(L,0;0,0)| = F(R, F(R))(L, 0;0,0)

and
i PO R F(R)
L5o0 F(R, f(R))$(L,0;0,0)

Also, for each L > R,

¢(L,0; R, f(R))
dVso = dv =1
/CO([O,R]) F(R, f(R))¢(L,0;0,0) o (f) /CU([O,R]) z.lio.r1 ()

and so the generalized dominated convergence theorem (cf., [18, Exer. 2.20]) gives

. - #(L,0; R, f(R))
Lh—I};o VL’1|[O’R] (4) = Lh_)ngo Co([0,R]) xalf F(R, f(R)$(L,0;0,0)

/ XA(f) dVoo,1|[o,R](f)
CO([0,RY])

Voo,1][0,7] (A),

dvpalio,r)(f)

as desired.

3.6. Proof of Theorem [3.6, part 6. Recall the heat kernel ¢g(r,z;s,y) =

—L__exp —@=9)°) and recall that W, the standard Wiener measure, obeys the
27 (t—s) 2(t—s)

following law: for 0 < 7, <79 < --- < ry and for Borel sets By, Bs,..., By C R,
Py (f(rj) € Bj,j=1,...,N) =

/ / H¢0 ’I"],JI],T'J 1,Lj— 1)¢0(T1,$1,0 O) d.’I]nd.’IIl
B Bn ] =2
Also, recall that vy, o = py 2 obeys the same finite dimensional distributions as the
Brownian bridge from 0 to L, i.e.,

Py, . (f(rj) € Bj,j=1,.. LN) =

¢o(L,0;rn, 2n) T
WH 0(rj, 245751, 2j-1)¢Po(r1,21;0,0) dxy, - - - doy.
Bq Bn

We denote by W, g the image measure of W on C*([0, R] — R), with the Borel
o-algebra, under the restriction map f — f|o ) and similarly for vp oj. 5. By an
argument similar to Section B4, the measures Wiy g and vr 2|jo,r] are mutually
absolutely continuous, with the Radon—Nikodym derivative

dVL72|[0,R] _ ¢0(L707R7f(R))
dW|[OﬁR] ¢0(L,0;0,0)
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Mutual absolute continuity of ve|jo, ) and vz|jo,z] follow from the tensor product

structure of v+, and the mutual absolute continuity of each of its components.
bo(L,0;R, f(R))

As limy, o0 =505~ = 1 for every f € C*([0, R] — o0), a similar argument
as in Section shows that for every Borel set A C C*([0, R] — R), we have
(3.58) Lli_I)T;O v 2ljo,r (A) = Wlo,r (A).

Furthermore, ([B.8)) follows from (B.6), (35]), and the fact that v is essentially a
tensor product of v 1 and W.

Finally, as the measures vy |jo, ) and Vso|[o, 5] are mutually absolutely continuous
on C*([0, R] — C), the completion of the Borel o-algebra with respect to each of
these measures must coincide. Let us denote this o-algebra by Fgr. Also, each set
A € Fg is the union of a Borel set and a null set (cf., Proposition [A16]). Thus, ([B.8)
also holds for each A € Fg.

4. ALMOST SURE GLOBAL EXISTENCE AND INVARIANCE

In this section, we prove Theorem [LO Let us recall the first order NLW in
(C29) and the definition of Flows, from (L30). Furthermore, by Proposition B2
C§([0,00) — C) is a Polish space, and hence we may utilize results from Appen-
dix[Al As before, let p% : C§([0, L]) — C*([0, R]) and p%¥ : C3 ([0,00)) — C*([0, R])
denote the restriction maps g +— glo, r]-

The first two assertions of Theorem are quite immediate.

Proposition 4.1. There ezists a Borel subset Qoo C C;.([0,00) — C) such that

(1) Voo(Qoo) = 1;
(2) For every g € Qu, Flows(t,g) is defined globally in time. For each T > 0
and R > 0, we have Flows(t, g)|j0,r) € CYCE([-T,T] x [0, R] = R).

Proof. Let Q, as in Theorem [[.G] and let

Qo = ﬂ (p722)) " 0 pl1 /2y ()
L=2

={g € C},c([0,00)) | VL > 2,391 € QL st grlo,(2/2)) = 9lo,12/2)1}-

Here, | L/2] denotes the largest integer less than or equal to L/2. As restriction is
a continuous map, therefore pr /2) (1) is an analytic set. By Proposition [A.5] it
follows that (p‘i‘i/%)*l opr/% (Qp) is analytic and, hence, Q is also analytic. By
Proposition [A.5], the set Qo is veo-measurable.

By Theorem[L6l we have v, (Qr) = 1. AsQp C (pr/QJ)_lopr/2J (Qr), it follows
that v, /2] (pr/2J (©2r)) = 1. By mutual absolute continuity of v (o, /2)] and
Vooljo,1 /2] (cf, Theorem 7)), we have Voo|[0)|_L/2M(pr/2J (1)) = 1. In other words,

Voo ((pﬁ/ﬂ)il opr/Qj (QL)) =1

Thus, Vo (Q) = 1. In particular, C}

loc

([0,00)) \ Qs is measure 0, and so there is
some Borel set A of measure 0 that contains C} ([0, 00)) \ Q. We define
QOO = Clsoc([ov OO)) \ A

Observe that Qs € Qoo and v (o) = 1.
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We now prove the second assertion. Fix g € (0, and fix T' > 0. For each L > 2,
let g7, € Qp such that gl /2] = 9rlj0,|/2))- By finite speed of propagation, we
have

Flowr (t,gr)|(0,12/2)—t] = Flowrk(t, gr+&)|[0,(£/2) 1]

forall L > 2T, all t € [-T,T], and all & > 0. We define Flow(t,g) to be the
unique function such that for each R > 0,

(4.1) Flows (t, 9)lj0,r] = Flowr(t,g1)ljo,r) for all L > 2(R+T),[t| <T
and note that it obeys the regularity conditions asserted above. (I
We next turn to the invariance assertions of Theorem To do this, we first

show invariance on the fixed time interval [—1, 1], and then iterate the flow map to
achieve global invariance.

Lemma 4.2. For each t € [—1,1], the map
Flow(t,") : Qs — Cp,.([0,00) — C)

is continuous with respect to BI)). Furthermore, for each Borel subset A C Qoo
the set Flows (¢, A) = {Flows(t,g) | g € A} is a Borel subset of C; ([0, 00)).

Proof. For 1 < k < oo, let gr € Qoo such that d(gk,gec) — 0. Observe that
convergence in this metric is equivalent to convergence in each semi-norm.
Fix n € N. For each 1 < k < o0, choose gx € Q2,42 such that
Grljo,n+1) = 9klj0,n41]-

In particular, limy, oo |G — oollc#(j0,n+1)) = 0. By Corollary 2.4 we have
Jm | Flowant2(t, gk) — Flowan12(t, Goo)llcocs (=1,1)x[0,n)) = O-
By finite speed of propagation,
(4.2) Jm | Flowoso (2, gr) — Flowso (2, goo) lco s ((=1,1)x[0,n]) = O-
As [@2)) holds for each n, it follows by the above observation that
klijgo d(Flow s (t, gi), Flowoo (¢, goo)) = 0

for each t € [—1, 1], proving the continuity assertion.
For fixed ¢ € [—1, 1], we extend Flows(¢,-) to C

loc

([0,00) = C) by
Flowoo(t,g) :=0

for g € C}.([0,00) = C)\ Q. This defines a Borel measurable map from
C;.([0,00) — C) to itself. Furthermore, the restriction of Flowso(t,:) to Qoo
is an injective map, as the flow is reversible. By the Lusin—Souslin Theorem
(cf., Theorem [A.2)), Flows(t,-) maps Borel subsets of Q. to Borel subsets of
Cin([0,50) = ©). 0
Lemma 4.3. Let K C C} _([0,00) = C) be a closed set such that K C Q. For
every t € [—1,1], we have

Voo (K) < Voo (Flowe (8, K)).
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Proof. Let 0 < R < L, and recall that (pf,,)~" o p3,,(K) is an analytic subset
of C%([0, L] — C). By Theorem [[L6 we have

(4.3)  ve((ph) o pFi(K)) = v (L0 ((phea) ' 0 pE41(K)))
= vy, (Flowy, [t,Q1 N (phe1) " 0 pi (K)])

for each t € R.
Next, we claim that, for ¢ € [-1,1],

(44) ok (Flowg [1,.200 ((phe1) " 0 i (K))]) € pi (Flowee (£, K)

Indeed, let g € Flowy [t,Qr N (pk, )" 0 pF,1(K)]. Then there exists some f €
(pRH)* o pFy1(K) N Qp such that Flowr (¢, f) = g. Furthermore, there exists
f € K such that f|[0 r+1] = flj0,r+1) and thus, by finite speed of propagation,

F].OWOO(f, f)'[O,R] = FlOWL (t, f)l[O,R] = g|[O,R]'

The claim follows.
Given ([@A), we also have

(45)  Flows [0 0 (o)™ 0 o (K)))]
C (pg) "o pg (Flowp, [t N ((pR41) " 0 pR1(K))])
C (%) o pF (Flowao (t, K)

Furthermore, Flow (¢, K') is a Borel subset of Cf ([0, 00) — C) by Lemma[2] and

thus (pk)~Lop® (Flows (t, K)) is analytic (and vz-measurable) by Proposition[A.5]

Putting (@3) into [@3)), then
vi((pPhs) " o pFia (K)) <wi ((pg) " o pfs (Floweo(t, K)))

which is to say,

vilio,re1] (PF1(K)) < viljo,r (pF (Flowss(t, K))) -
Sending L — oo, Theorem [[.7] gives

Voolo,r+1] (P71 (K)) < vooljo,r) (pF (Flowes (£, K)))
or

(4.6)  voo ((pF11) " 0 pF 11 (K)) < Voo ((pF) 7 0 pF (Floweo (£, K))) -

Similar to above, (p¥ )" o p®¥ (Flows (¢, K)) is an analytic subset of C} ([0, c0))
and thus it is indeed v..-measurable.
Note that ([@.6) holds for arbitrary R > 0. Furthermore, we have

(p7) " 0 pF (Flowee (t, K)) 2 (pF41) ™" © piyr (Flowss (t, K))
and similarly for K. By dominated convergence,

47 s (ﬂ (p%) "o p%?(K)) < v (ﬂ (o) "o p?s(mowoo(t,K») .

R=2 R=1
We claim that

(4.8) Flowso (£, K) = (1) (p%) ™" o ps (Flowao (t, K)).
R=1
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The containment C is obvious. Now, let g € Np_, (p%) " 0 p¥ (Flows (¢, K)). For
each integer R > 1, there exists fr € K such that

(4.9) Flowoo (t, fr)lj0,r] = 9lj0,R)

By finite speed of propagation, it follows that for each n > 0 and for each R > 1,
fR|[O,R—1] = fR+n|[o,R—1]-

Thus, the sequence {fr}%_; converges to some f € C} _([0,00) — C), with

f|[0,R—1] = fR|[O,R—1]

for each R > 1. Indeed, as K is closed, we also have f € K. Given ([@9) and finite
speed of propagation, we have

Flowoo (t, f)lj0,r—2] = 9lj0,r—2)

for each R > 2, and thus Flow (¢, f) = g. This proves the reverse containment.
As K is closed, a similar converging sequence argument as above shows

(4.10) K= () (o®) " o pF (K).
R=2
Putting ([A8)) and (@I0) into [@T) finishes the proof. O

The above proof actually shows that Flow., preserves closed subsets K of C; ([0, 00) —
C) which are containedd in Qoo, though we will not use this fact for later results.

Finally, we prove the invariance assertion of Theorem [T.91

Proposition 4.4. For each vy, -measurable subset A C Qo and for each t € R, the
set Flowso (£, A) is also vy -measurable and voo (Floweo (t, A)) = Voo (A).

Proof. We first consider the case when ¢ € [—1,1] and when A is Borel. In view of
Theorem [A6] let

KiCKyCKzC---CA
be compact sets such that veo(A4\ K,) < L for each n. By Lemma 3] we have
Voo (K1) < Voo (Flowso (t, Kj,)) and so

(4.11)  veo(A) = uoo( U Kn) < VOO(FIOWOO [t,

n=1 n

(@

KnD < Voo (Floweo (£, A)).

1

A similar argument also shows
(4.12) Voo (oo \ A) < Voo (Flowes (£, Qoo \ A4)).
Since
1= Voo (A) + Vo0 (oo \ A) < Voo (Flowso (£, A)) 4 Voo (Flowao (£, Qe \ 4)) < 1,

all of the inequalities in (LI1) and (#I2) must actually be equalities.

The case for all t € R follows from iterating the flow, and intersecting with Q.
if necessary. The case for all vo-measurable A follows from a similar argument as
in Section O

SInner regularity of v guarantees existence of such closed sets. Indeed, we may find compact

sets K C C} ([0,00) — C) contained in Qoo with measure arbitrarily close to 1.
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APPENDIX A. SOME DESCRIPTIVE SET THEORY

In this section, we recall some defintions and facts from descriptive set theory
that will be useful for our paper. In particular, we use these results in Section
and Section [dl We refer to [22] for proofs.

Definition A.1. A topological space is said to be a Polish space if it is completely
metrizable, and separable with respect to this metric.

One of the more useful results in this setting is a theorem by Lusin and Souslin,
which states that injective Borel maps (in particular, continuous embeddings) be-
tween Polish spaces are Borel isomorphisms onto their image.

Theorem A.2 (Lusin—Souslin). Let X, Y be Polish spaces, and let f : X — 'Y be
Borel measurable. If A C X is Borel and f|a is injective, then f(A) CY is Borel.

Indeed, let us deduce the following result as a corollary:
Proposition A.3. Fiz L € (0,00) and s € [0,00). For each of the Banach spaces
X = LP([0, L)), with1 <p < o0, or
X = Hi([0. L)), or
X =C°([o, L)),
the following statement holds:
Endow X with its usual norm topology, as well as the corresponding
Borel o-algebra, Bx. Then C§([0,L]) € Bx. Furthermore, the

restriction of Bx to C§([0,L]) coincides with the standard Borel
o-algebra induced by the s-Holder norm.

Proof. Recall that all of the Banach spaces mentioned above are separable, and
hence are Polish spaces. Furthermore, C§([0, L]) embeds continuously into each
Banach space X above. By Theorem [A22] it follows that C§([0, L]) € Bx for each
X above, and that the o-algebras mentioned above must coincide. ([l

In this paper, we also consider general continuous images of Borel sets, such as
restriction maps. These sets are not necessarily Borel, but still obey nice measure
theoretic properties.

Definition A.4. Let X be a Polish space.

(1) A set A C X is called analytic if there is a Polish space Y, a Borel subset
B CY, and a continuous function f :Y — X such that f(B) = A.

(2) Let p be a o-finite Borel measure on X, and let F be the completion of the
Borel o-algebra with respect to yu. A set A C X is called u-measurable if
AeF.

(3) Finally, a set A C X is called universally measurable if A is y-measurable
for every o-finite Borel measure p on X.

Proposition A.5 (Properties of analytic sets). Let X be a Polish space.
(1) If A, C X s analytic for n € N, then (), ey An and |J,,cn An are also
analytic.
(2) Let' Y be another Polish space and let f : X — Y be Borel measurable. If
A C X s analytic, then f(A) CY is analytic. If B CY is analytic, then
f~YB) C X is analytic.
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(3) (Lusin) Analytic sets are universally measurable.

Finally, we recall a generalization of regularity results for Lebesgue measure to
the Polish space setting.

Proposition A.6 (Regularity of Borel Measures). Let X be a Polish space and
let i be a finite Borel measure on X. Then p is reqular: for any p-measurable set

ACX,
n(A) = sup{u(K) | K € A, K compact}
=inf{u(U) |U D A,U open}.

In particular, o set A C X is u-measurable if and only if there exists an F, set
F C A (resp., Gs set G 2 A) such that p(A\ F) =0 (resp., u(G\ A) =0).

APPENDIX B. A MULTI-TIME FEYNMAN-KAC FORMULA

In this section, we make various modifications to the classical Feynman—Kac for-
mula. To this end, we make use of the fact that fundamental solutions of parabolic
PDEs (cf., Definition 3] also have nice properties in their secondary variables.
We list the relevant results below, and refer to [19] for proofs.

Lemma B.1. Let V(r,z) : RZ% x R — R be bounded and continuous, and let
o(r, x; 8,y) be the fundamental solution of
1
0,6 = 5026+ V(r,2)

Then, as a function of (s,y), we also have —0s¢ = %85(;54— V(s,y)¢. Furthermore,
for g € Co(R) and for fized r > 0, the unique solution of

{ —0s1) = %851/} + Vs, y)v, (s,y) €[0,7) xR
1#(7“7 ) = g()

of sub-exponential growth in y is given by
05,9 = [ 9()olr.zi5,y) d.
R

Let W, denote the Wiener measure for Brownian motion starting from time s
and at point y. We use B to denote a generic function in the support of Wy ,. As
before,

1 (z — y)Q)
rx;8,y) = ————exp | ————
%o ) 21r(r — s) P ( 2(r —s)
is the heat kernel.

Theorem B.2 (Multi-time Feynman—Kac, Brownian Motion). Let V (r,z) : RZ? x
R — R be bounded and continuous, and let ¢(r,xz;s,y) be the fundamental solution

of
&¢=§%¢+V&ww.

Let L € (0,0), s € [0,L), and y € R. Let s <11 < -+ < ry < L and let
fis--s fn, g : R = R be bounded, measurable functions. With (ro, o) := (s,y), we
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then have

(B.1)

I N
EVew |exp (/ V(p, B(p)) dp) g(B(L))Hf(B(Ta‘))

N
— [+ [ a@otL.wrwon) T] He)ots,asiryrioa) dodoy - doy
R R k=1

Proof. The case N = 0 is the usual Feynman—Kac formula, which we shall assume
as a base case (see [52] for a proof). For the inductive step, we shall mimic the
technique of this proof.

Let us write the left hand side of (B as

N

EWsw (Z An> exp (/ V(p, B(p)) dp) 9(B(L)) H f(B(ri))|

Jj=1

where

1 T1 1
A= o [ [V B00) - Vpn, Blpw) dpy oy
for n > 1 and Ag = 1. Observe that, if we let

Rn:={(p1,--,pn) ER" 18 <p1 <+ < pyp <11}
and let dp := dp,, - - - dp1, then, for n > 1,

A= [ TIV (03 Bo2)) g

By hypothesis and by Fubini’s theorem, one may interchange expectations, sums,
and integrals as desired. In particular,

LHS(BI) = i Joy(n)
n=0

where

L N
Joy(0) := EWv | exp (/ V(p, B(p)) dp) g(B@L)) [] £(B(ry))

T1 j:1

and, for n > 1,

Tow)i= [ EWs | [T Vos. Blos)) exo ( | V.50 dp> 9(B(D)x

T1

Now, let

r1

L N
h(r, 1) i= EWrio | exp (/ V(p, B(p)) dp) 9B [T B,

=2
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which, by induction, is equal to

N

(B.2) /R---/Rg(:v)qﬁ(L,:v;rN,xN)Hf(:vk)¢(rk,:vk;rk_1,xk_1) drdzy - - dxs.

k=2
Applying the Markov property of Brownian motion and (B.2]),
ToaO) = [ Hlrr,)f(or)en(rn, o) don,
R

and, for n > 1,

Tt = [ [ [ v @)

H Vi(pjswji)o(ps, wss pj—1, wi—1)V (p1, wi)do(p1,wi; s, y)dz1diidp
j=2

For the next step, observe that
1
_8S¢0(Ta Zz;5s, y) = §8§¢0(T7 Z;s, y)
and so
1
=05 J5.4(0) = 50575,4(0)

For n > 1, differentiating J, ,(n) in s produces two terms: one from the bounds in
R, and one from differentiating ¢o(p1,ws; s, y); namely, for n > 1,

1
_&Lﬂm:V@ﬂﬂw@—U+§%Ldm
In particular, 7, Js (1) obeyd] the backwards Kolmogorov equation

1
—0stp = 5351/) +Vis, )¢

with terminal condition ¢ (r1,-) = h(r1,-)f(:). Given Lemma [B] we have

LHSBI) = Z Jsy(n) = Ah(m,xﬂf(:vﬁqﬁ(m,xu s,y) dz.
n=0

In view of (B.2)), we are done. O

Let BBy 4.5,y denote the measure for the Brownian bridge that starts at time
s and at point y, with ending at time L and at point . We use BB to denote a
generic element in the support of BBy, 4.5,. The proof of the above theorem also
applies, mutatis mutandis, to the following setting.

Theorem B.3 (Multi-time Feynman-Kac, Brownian Bridge). Let V (r,z) : R=% x
R — R be bounded and continuous, and let ¢(r,xz;s,y) be the fundamental solution

of
Orp = %620# +V(r,2)o.

7Indeod7 > Js,y(n) represents the iterated Duhamel expansion for the solution of this PDE.



INVARIANT GIBBS MEASURE 53

Let L € (0,00), s € [0,L), and y € R. Let s <11 < -+ < ry < L and let

flv"'

,fnv i R = R be bounded, measurable functions. With (ro,x0) := (s,y), we

then have

[1]
2]
3]

[4]

(10]
11]
(12]
(13]

[14]

(15]
[16]
(17)
(18]
19]

20]

L
EFPLwes | exp / Vip, BB(p)) dp | fr(BB(r1))--- fn(BB(rn))

¢ (Lyxz;rn,xN)
/ ¢0 L o5 y Hf {EJ T‘j,,Tj;T‘j_l,LL'j_l) dLL'N-"dLL'l.
j=1
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